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SUMMARY 

( ) DRAFT (X) Fl NAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT 

Department of the Interior, National Park Service 

1. Type of Action: (X) Administrative ( ) Legislative 
2. Brief Description of Action: 

A general management plan for Yosemite National Park, within 
Tuolumne, Mariposa, and Madera Counties, California, to guide 
overall park management and development for. approximately 10 
years, including specific development concept plans for all 
developed areas inside the park, proposed additions to the 
wilderness recommendation for the park, and minor boundary 
adjustments. 

3. Summary of Environmental Impacts and Adverse Environmental 
Effects: 
Exclusive of backcountry, there will be a net restoration of 12 
acres of subalpine and mid-elevation meadows and 4 acres of 
sequoia, and a net loss of 11 acres of mixed conifer, 35 acres 
of lodgepole pine/red fir and 143 acres of chaparral. 
Reallocation of land uses will allow restoration of scenic or 
fragile areas in Yosemite Valley, Mariposa Grove, and 
Tuolumne Meadows, and displace impacts associated with 
development to more resilient environments. 

Overnight accommodations will decrease by 12%, camping will 
increase by 9%, and day parking will decrease by 16%. Over
crowding and automobile traffic will be significantly reduced in 
the Valley. 

New construction projects will add about $4. 7 million to the 
regional economy and provide 5, 760 man-years of employment. 
Residential and commercial property owners will lose exclusive 
use of park lands.: 

Twenty-eight archeological sites will be directly affected by 
construction activities. Sixteen historic structures will be 
removed, three relocated, seven allowed to deteriorate 
naturally, and ten restored. The Yosemite Indians will be 
allowed to perpetuate their cultural heritage inside the park. 

4. Alternatives Considered: 
a. Provide for resource-related activities and a moderate 

amount of commercial services 
b. Emphasize backcountry experiences and provide only a 

minimal amount of commercial services . 
c. Provide opportunities for a large range of recreational 

and social activities supported by a substantial amount of 
commercial services in a naturalistic park setting 

d. No action 

5. 

6. 

e. Provide for resource-related activities and reduce 
accommodations and commercial services (August 1978 
draft proposal) 

f. Relocate most operational facilities from the Valley to 
Wawona and El Portal (January 1980 revised draft 
proposal) 

Comments Have Been Requested and Received From the 
Following: 
Federal Agencies 
Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 
Department of Agriculture 

Forest Service 
Soil Conservation Service 

Department of Energy 
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission 

Department of the Interior 
Bureau of Indian Affairs 
Bureau of Land Management 
Fish and Wildlife Service 
Geological Survey 
Heritage Conservation and Recreation Service 
Water and Power Resources Service 

Department of Transportation 
Federal Aviation Administration 

Environmental Protection Agency 
U.S. Postal Service 
Water Resources Council 
Date Final Statement Made Available to the Public: 

10/31 /80 



CONTENTS 

INTRODUCTION I 1 

I. DESCRIPTION OF THE PROPOSAL / 2 
A. Introduction I 2 
B. Proposals I 2 

1. Boundary Changes and Land Acquisition I 2 
2. Additions to Wilderness I 2 
3. Cultural Resources Management I 3 
4. Visitor Use I 4 
5. Indian Cultural Programs I 6 
6. Park Operations I 6 
7. Development I 6 

C. Interrelationships With Other Projects I 34 
1. Wilderness Recommendation for Yosemite I 34 
2. Cooperative Planning I 34 

II. DESCRIPTION OF THE ENVIRONMENT / 35 

111. ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS OF THE PROPOSAL / 36 
A. Changes in the Amount of Disturbed Park Land / 36 
B. Impacts on Vegetation I 36 

1. General Impacts I 36 
2. Major Impacts by Developed Area I 37 

C. Impacts on Soils I 37 
1 . General Impacts I 37 
2. Major Impacts by Developed Area I 38 

D. Impacts on Water I 38 
1. General Impacts I 38 
2. Cumulative Impact on the North Fork 

of the Merced I 38 
3. Cumulative Impact on the South Fork 

of the Merced I 39 
4. Cumulative Impact on the Tuolumne 

River I 39 
E. Impacts on Wildlife I 40 

1. Net Gain and Loss of Habitat Type I 40 
2. Disruption of Nesting Birds I 40 
3. Natural Species Composition in Freshwater 

Environments I 40 
4. Displacement of Exotic Species I 40 

F. ·impacts on Air Quality I 40 
G. Impacts on Esthethic Quality / 41 
H. Impacts on Archeological Resources I 42 

1. Impacts Associated With Construction I 42 
2. Impacts Associated With Facility Removal I 42 

I. Impacts on Historic Resources / 43 

J. Impacts on Indian Culture I 43 
K. Impacts on the Socioeconomic Region I 44 

1. Impact of Boundary Changes I 44 
2. Impact of Land Acquisition I 44 
3. Impact of Construction I 44 
4. Impact of Visitation I 44 
5. Impact of Recreational Opportunities I 44 

L. Impacts on Visitors I 45 
1. Overnight Use Levels I 45 
2. Day Use Levels I 46 
3. Effects of Construction I 46 
4. Effects of Transportation Changes I 46 
5. Effects of Informational Services I 46 
6. Effects of Recreational Activities I 46 
7. Summary of Impacts on Visitors I 47 

M. Impacts on Employees I 47 
N. Impacts on El Portal Homeowners I 47 
0. Impacts on Within Park Landowners I 48 
P. Impacts on Concessioners I 48 

IV. MITIGATING MEASURES INCLUDED IN THE PROPOSED 
ACTION / 49 
A. Mitigating Measures Associated with Real or 

Potential Impacts on the Natural Environment I 49 
B. Mitigating Measures Associated with Real or 

Potential Impacts on the Cultural Environment I 49 
C. Mitigating Measures Associated with Real or 

Potential Impacts on the Socioeconomic 
Environment I 50 

V. ADVERSE IMPACTS THAT CANNOT BE AVOIDED 
SHOULD THE PROPOSAL BE IMPLEMENTED / 51 
A. Impacts on the Natural Environment I 51 
B. Impacts on the Cultural Environment I 51 
C. Impacts on the Socioeconomic Environment I 51 

VI. THE RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN LOCAL SHORT-TERM USES 
OF MAN'S ENVIRONMENT AND THE MAINTENANCE AND 
ENHANCEMENT OF LONG-TERM PRODUCTIVITY / 52 

VII. IRREVERSIBLE OR IRRETRIEVABLE COMMITMENTS OF 
RESOURCES WHICH WOULD BE INVOLVED IN THE 
PROPOSED ACTION SHOULD IT BE IMPLEMENTED / 52 

VI 11. ALTERNATIVES TO THE PROPOSED ACTION / 53 
A. Alternative 1 -- Provide for Resource-Related 

Activities and a Moderate Amount of Commercial 
Services I 53 

B. Alternative 2 -- Emphasize Backcountry Experiences 
and Provide Only a Minimum Amount of Commercial 
Services I 53 

C. Alternative 3 -- Provide for a Large Range of 
Recreational and Social Activities Supported by a 
Substantial Amount of Commercial Services I 54 

D. Alternative 4 No Action I 54 
E. Alternative 5 -- August 1978 Draft Proposal I 54 
F. Alternative 6 -- January 1980 Revised Draft 

Proposal I 55 
1. Description of the Alternatives I 55 
2. Environmental Impacts of Alternative 6 I 75 

G. Other Options I 77 
H. Comparative Impacts of All Alternatives I 78 

1. Disturbed Park Land I 78 
2. Water Consumption I 79 
3. Scenic Quality I 80 
4. Archeological Resources I 80 
5. Day Use Levels I 81 
6. Overnight Use Levels I 81 
7. Employee Housing I 82 
8. Concessioner Expenses and Profits I 82 

IX. CONSULTATION AND COORDINATION WITH 
OTHERS / 83 
A. Review of the Revised Draft General Management Plan 

and Supplement to the Draft Environmental Impact 
Statement I 83 
1. Summary of Public Comments I 83 
2. Responses to the Official Comments of 

Government Agencies and Organized 
Groups I 83 

B. Review of the Draft General Management Plan and 
Draft Environmental Statement I 103 
1. Summary of Public Comments I 103 
2. Responses to the Official Comments of 

Government Agencies and Organized 
Groups I 104 

REFERENCES / see appended DEIS, pp. 223-24 

APPENDIX: DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT 



vi 

ILLUSTRATIONS 

TABLES 

Plan Changes Since 1978 
Valley Day Parking I 1 
Valley Overnight Accommodations I 1 
Maximum Number of Employees Housed in Park Residential Areas 
Valley Employee Housing I 1 

1-1 Proposed Additions to Wilderness I 3 
1-2 Proposed Treatment of Historic Structures I 4 
1-3 Proposed Changes in Visitor Use Levels I 4 
1-4 Number of Employees Housed in Areas I 6 
1-5 Goals and Actions for Developed Areas I 9 

111-1 Summary of Proposed Changes in the Amount of Disturbed 
Park Land I 36 

111-2 Water Supply I 39 
111-3 Impacts on Scenic Quality I 41 
111-4 Numbers of Archeological Sites Affected by the Proposal I 42 
111-5 Impacts of Construction Activities I 44 
111-6 Proposed Changes in the Number of Overnight Units I 46 
111-7 Anticipated Changes in Concessioner Expenses and Profits I 48 

V-1 Acreage to Be Disturbed I 51 

VI 11-1 
VI 11-2 
VI 11-3 
VI 11-4 
VI 11-5 

VI 11-6 
VI 11-7 

VI 11-8 

VI 11-9 
VI 11-10 
VI 11-11 
VI 11-12 
VI 11-13 
VI 11-14 
VI 11-15 
VI 11-16 

Additions to Wilderness, Alternative 6 I 55 
Visitor Use Levels for Developed Areas, Alternative 6 I 56 
Number of Employees Housed in Areas, Alternative 6 I 56 
Development Goals and Actions, Alternative 6 I 59 
Summary of Changes in the Amount of Disturbed Park 
Land, Alternative 6 I 75 
Impacts on Scenic Quality, Alternative 6 I 76 
Changes in the Number of Overnight Accommodations, 
Alternative 6 I 76 
Anticipated Changes in Concessioner Expenses and 
Profits, Alternative 6 I 77 
Comparison of Amounts of Disturbed Park Land I 78 
Comparison of Approximate Water Consumption I 79 
Comparison of Impacts on Scenic Quality, Yosemite Valley I 80 
Comparison of New Impacts on Archeological Sites I 80 
Comparison of Day Use Levels I 81 
Comparison of Opportunities for Overnight Stays I 81 
Comparison of Numbers of Employees Housed I 82 
Comparison of Percent Changes in Concessioner Expenses 
and Profits I 82 

I 1 

MAPS 

Yosemite Region I 2 
Wilderness Plan I 3 
Transportation Concept I 5 
Yosemite Valley Development Concept I 7 
Yosemite Village Development Concept I 8 
Yosemite Lodge Development Concept I 10 
Curry Village Development Concept I 12 
Housekeeping Camp Development Concept I 13 
Ahwahnee Hotel Development Concept I 14 
El Portal Development Concept I 16 
Glacier Point Road Development Concept I 18 
Glacier Point Development Concept I 20 
Wawona Development Concept I 22 
South Entrance/Mariposa Grove Development Concept 
Mather District Development Concept I 26 
Tuolumne Meadows Development Concept I 28 
White Wol,f Development Concept I 30 
Crane Flat Development Concept I 31 
Hodgdon Meadow Development Concept I 32 
Hetch Hetchy Development Concept I 33 
Foresta/Big Meadow Development Concept I 34 
Yosemite Valley, Alternative 6 I 57 
Yosemite Village, Alternative 6 I 58 
Yosemite Lodge, Alternative 6 I 60 
Curry Village, Alternative 6 I 62 
Glacier Point Road, Alternative 6 I 66 
Wawona, Alternative 6 I 68 
Mather District, Alternative 6 I 70 
Tuolumne Meadows, Alternative 6 I 72 

I 24 



LEGEND 
r--

- -- COUNTY UNE 

- NATIONAi. FORESTS 

- - PARIC 8 0\Jf;OAllY 

r 
' 

l 

I 

Mador•"""\.. 

~/-~~· ~ 
FRESNO ' .. ~-----

_,..v 

,--- -· { . 
I--l 

/ 

r·-·-·-

/ 

1 

I 

i 
) 

The Yosemite Region ___ =F_ 
__ Yosemite 1'4ot1orol PorLJ.S Deportment of the lntenor_Natiorol Fbrk Service_ 

2 
DH 1.:::::r1tt1 

I. Description of the Proposal 
A. Introduction 

Yosemite National Park contains 760, 917 acres of land in 
Tuolumne, Mariposa, and Madera Counties, California. The region 
is dominated by the Sierra Nevada, an immense mountain chain 
stretching one-third the length of California. The park is within 
four to six hours' driving time of San Francisco and Los Angeles, 
and residents of these urban areas make up a large percentage of 
the park's visitors. More than 70 percent of all park visitors come 
from California. 

There are two purposes for Yosemite National Park. The 
first is preservation of the resources that contribute to Yosemite's 
uniqueness and attractiveness--its exquisite scenic beauty; 
outstanding wilderness values; a nearly full diversity of Sierra 
Nevada environments, including the very special sequoia groves; 
the awesome domes, valleys, polished granites, and other evidences 
of the geologic processes that formed the Sierra Nevada; historic 
resources, especially those relating to the beginnings of a national 
conservation ethic; and evidences of the Indians that lived on the 
land. The second purpose is to make the varied resources of 
Yosemite available to people for their individual enjoyment, 
education, and recreation, now and in the future. 

Some of the proposals of the plan are still tentative 
recommendations based on available information and will require 
further study before they can be implemented. The following 
studies are underway and will be completed prior to implementing 
related proposals: (1) a transportation study of Yosemite Valley 
and outlying areas to determine public transportation alternatives to 
automobiles; (2) a housing study to determine housing availability 
outside the park and the need for housing in Yosemite Valley, El 
Portal , and Wawona; and (3) a parkwide water study that will form 
the basis for water resources management. The National Park 
Service also anticipates preparing comprehensive design plans within 
the next five years for the following areas: El Portal, Yosemite 
Village, Curry Village, Yosemite Lodge, Glacier Point, Wawona, 
Mariposa Grove, and Tuolumne Meadows. As part of the design 
process an evaluation of alternatives will be made. The level of 
environmental documentation prepared and public participation 
encouraged will be dependent on the nature of each project and will 
be decided during the comprehensive design phase. 

B. Proposals 
1. Boundary Changes and Land Acquisition 

a. Boundary Changes 
The 253-acre Crocker Ridge addition will bring 

that section of Big Oak Flat Road presently within the Stanislaus 
National Forest inside the park boundary. The 1963 memorandum of 
understanding between the National Park Service and the Forest 

Service, which presently provides the Park Service with 
administration of 691 acres, will be changed to recognize the 
boundary change and to provide for necessary scenic controls for 
the national forest lands ( 438 acres) adjacent to the revised 
boundary. All land is federally owned, so this boundary change 
will require congressional authorization . 

The 160-acre Raymond Mountain deletion will transfer land outside 
the park's legislative boundary which has been administered by the 
Forest Service under the 1963 memorandum of understanding. The 
land was acquired by the Park Service to provide water to Mariposa 
Grove, and the water transmission line crosses the area. It is 
proposed to transfer the land to Sierra National Forest with 
provision for continued use by the Park Service. This transfer will 
also require congressional authorization. 

b. Land Acquisition 
The National Park Service will continue to 

purchase lands within the boundaries of the park as they are 
offered for sale by willing sellers. No new development will be 
permitted at Foresta and Aspen Valley, but private owners may 
continue to use their lands in a manner compatible with park values 
without the National Park Service initiating acquisition action. 
Limited residential development of the Wawona community will be 
permitted. Owners of private land in Section 35 may construct 
housing on presently platted tracts under zoning standards that will 
be developed to ensure that park and community objectives are met. 

Underlying fee title will be sought for all city 
of San Francisco lands except those directly associated with primary 
day-to-day water and power operations. This will allow detached 
backcountry parcels to be reclassified as wilderness. The city now 
holds substantial lands in the northern half of the park. The 
city's use of lands at Hetch Hetchy and Lake Eleanor for water 
supply and power will continue under terms of the Raker Act . 

When land is purchased, applicable provisions 
of Public Law 91-646, the Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real 
Property Acquisition Policies Act of 1970, will be employed, and 
affected county governments will be compensated with payments in 
lieu of taxes in accordance with Public Law 94-565. 

2. Additions to Wilderness 
The National Park Service has recommended to 

Congress that certain lands (see table 1-1) be reclassified as 
wilderness or potential wilderness, changing the management policies 
for these areas. The proposed additions to wilderness and potential 
wilderness now include lands that were not included in January 1980 
and August 1978 proposals (compare with table Vlll-1 in the FEIS 
and table 1-1 in the DEIS). 



INTRODUCTION 

The general management plan for Yosemite National Park has 
progressed through a series of proposals beginning with a draft 
plan and Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) issued in 
August 1978. Following review of those documents, the plan was 
revised, and a supplement to the DEIS was issued in January 1980. 
A second review and revision have produced a proposed final plan 
and this Final Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS). This is an 
FEIS on the 1978 DEIS and the January 1980 supplement to the 
DEIS. The major changes in the plan since 1978 are summarized 
below. 

One of the main features of the August 1978 draft plan was to 
reduce congestion in Yosemite Valley by decreasing commercial 
services and accommodations, relocating· the park headquarters and 
support facilities to El Portal, and reducing day parking and 
consolidating it at the entrance to the Valley. 

In January 1980 the 1978 draft plan was revised to remove a much 
greater proportion of the park support facilities, particularly 
employee residences, out of Yosemite Valley and to retain a larger 
proportion of visitor services and accommodations. In order to 
accommodate all of the support functions to be removed from the 
Valley, it was proposed to develop Wawona. as wel I as El Portal as a 
major park support community. At this time it was also decided to 
not construct a consolidated day parking area in the Valley, but 
rather to retain a limited amount of day parking in various 
locations. The revised plan strengthened the National Park 
Service's commitment to develop as quickly as possible a public 
transportation system that would allow the elimination of private 
vehicles from the Valley. 

The proposed final plan consolidates elements from both these 
previous plans to accomplish the greatest reduction in congestion in 
Yosemite Valley with the least impact on the rest of the park. Like 
the August 1978 draft plan, the proposed final plan would reduce 
commercial services and accommodations in the Valley; like the 
January 1980 revised plan it would remove most operational 
functions from the Valley and reduce the employee community living 
there by two-thirds. El Portal would be the park headquarters site 
and the main support community; however, because sufficient space 
is not available in El Portal to accommodate all of the facilities to be 
removed from the Valley, some employees would live in Wawona. 
The proposed final plan retains the commitment to remove private 
vehicles from Yosemite Valley. 

This FEIS contains a brief summary of the information included in 
the August 1978 DEIS as well as a complete documentation of all 

planning considerations that have occurred since that time. The 
full text of the DEIS has been appended to the FEIS to allow easy 
reference to detailed information contained in that document. 
Reviewers should note that the proposed final plan is addressed in 
sections I and 111-Vll of the FEIS. The January 1980 proposal is 
addressed as an additional alternative to the proposed action in 
section VI 11 of the FEIS. Other alternatives, including the draft 
plan proposed in 1978, are summarized in section VIII of the FEIS 
and addressed in detail in the appended DEIS. Although the 1978 
draft plan was presented as the proposal in the DEIS, its status 
now is an alternative to the proposed action. 

PLAN CHANGES SINCE 1978 

Valley Da~ Parking 

August 1978 January 1980 Proposed 
Existing Draft Plan Revised Plan Final Plan 

Yosemite Falls 110 0 50 50 
Curry Orchard 358 0 158 158 
Curry Dump 161 0 0 0 
Miscellaneous parking 

areas 515 0 194 194 
Roadsides 1,369 571 869 869 
Taft Toe 0 700 0 0 

Total 2,513 1,271 1,271 1,271 

Valley Overnight Accommodations 

August 1978 January 1980 Proposed 
Existing Draft Plan Revised Plan Final Plan 

Yosemite Lodge 
Cabins with baths 84 0 32 32 
Cabins without baths 91 0 58 58 
Rooms with baths 290 354 391 274 
Rooms without baths 16 0 0 0 

Curry Village 
Cabins with baths 118 118 118 118 
Cabins without baths 90 90 90 90 
Tent cabins 418 335 418 335 
Housekeeping 300 232 232 232 

Ahwahnee Hotel 
Hotel rooms 99 99 99 99 
Luxury cabins ~ ~ ~ 22 

Total 1,528 1,250 1,460 1,260 

Maximum Number of Emeloyees 
Housed in Park. Residential Areas 

August 1978 January 1980 
Existing* Draft Plan Revised Plan 

Summer Winter Summer Winter Summer Winter 

Yosemite Valley 
NPS 210 70 120 25 70 30 
YP&CC 1,240 620 1, 100 500 400 130 
Other 60 -29_ 20 15 10 __ 10_ 

T'ltal 1,510 740 1,240 540 480 170 

Wawona and ~earby Communities 
NPS 90 30 90 25 170 60 
YP&CC 90 20 85 15 410 240 
Other 0 0 0 0 -29_ _fQ_ --.---

Total 180 50 175 40 630 320 

El Portal and Nearby Communities 
'NPS 80 50 130 107 150 70 
YP&CC 50 40 300 260 450 190 
Other 60 50 286 180 _fill _fill 

Total 190 140 716 547 680 320 

*Number of existing NPS employees in Yosemite Valley is based on a recent 
survey and differs from figures included in table A-10 in the DEIS. 

Yosemite Village 
NPS housing area 

Upper Tecoya 

Lower Tecoya 

Ahwahnee Row 

Ranger Club 

Camp 6 

Yosemite Lodge 
YP&CC housing area 

Curry Village 
YP&CC housing area 

l'r~O 

Valley Emeloyee Housing 

Existing 

77 residences 

34 residences 

30 residences 

22 residences 

20 single rooms 

79 tent cabins 
(158 people) 

48 tent cabins 
(96 people) 

112 rooms 
(200 people) 

150 tent cabins 
(300 people) 

August 1978 
Draft Plan 

remove up to 30 
if not needed 

retain 

retain 

remove ·if not 
needed 

retain 

replace with 
dormitories 

replace with 
dormitories 

retain 

replace with 
dormitories 

January 1980 
Revised Plan 

number removed 
to be determined 
by housing study 

number removed 
to be determined 
by housing study 

remove 30 residences 

remove 22 residences 

retain 

remove 79 tent 
cabins 

remove 48 tent 
cabins 

retain 

remove 75 tent 
cabins 

Proposed 
Final Plan 

Summer Winter 

70 30 
400 130 

__ 10_ 10 

480 170 

170 60 
210 40 

50 20 

430 120 

150 70 
650 390 
J!Q_ 60 

880 520 

Proposed 
Final Plan 

number removed 
to be determined 
by housing study 

number removed 
to be determined 
by housing study 

remove 30 residences 

remove 22 residences 

retain 

remove 79 tent 
cabins 

remove 48 tent 
cabins 

retain 

remove 75 tent 
cabins 

1 ~ 



Potential wilderness classification will prevent any 
further development of facilities or services; should existing 
developments be removed, there wi II be no reconstruction of 
facilities. Wilderness classification will require the eventual 
elimination of all improvements that do not conform with wilderness 
activities. Use of wilderness areas will be restricted to activities 
that are compatible with the definition of wilderness as cited in the 
Wilderness Recommendation for Yosemite National Park (National 
Park Service, 1972). 

All additional lands proposed for potential and actual 
wilderness classification will be protected from further development. 
The Ostrander ski hut and the High Sierra camps will be 
reclassified as potential additions to wilderness. They will continue 
to be available for public use; if, however, they are eliminated, the 
areas proposed for potential wilderness additions will be managed as 
wilderness. Other areas that are proposed for reclassification as 
either wilderness or potential wilderness are the lands south of 
Tamarack Flat, Little Yosemite Valley, the lower 1 llilouette Valley, 
the Hetch Hetchy roadless area, the city of San Francisco parcels, 
and the enclaves on the north rim of Yosemite Valley; these areas 
are currently undeveloped. 

Four road segments will be abandoned and restored 
to a natural condition after they are no longer needed: Six miles 
of the western portion of Old Tioga Road wi II be closed when 
private development in Aspen Valley has been removed. North 
Mountain Road and the road from Miguel Meadow to Lake Eleanor 
will be restored after 1985 when the Forest Service will no longer 
need to use the roads. The road to the baseline camp east of 
Mather will be removed when the need to maintain the Mather water 
supply ceases . 

This proposal 
maintenance of Hetch Hetchy 

will not 
Reservoir 

affect management or 
or O'Shaughnessy Dam. 

3. Cultural Resources Management 
The National Park Service will provide for the 

preservation and use of all significant cultural resources through 
adequate research and programming, and in full compliance with the 
requirements of the Antiquities Act of 1906, the National Historic 
Preservation Act of 1966, the Archeological and Historic 
Preservation Act of 1974, Executive Order 11593, "Procedures for 
the Protection of Historical and Cultural Properties" (36 CFR 800), 
"Protection of the Environment" ( 40 CFR 1500), Preparation of 
Environmenta l Statements: Guidelines (USDI, 1974), Uniform Rules 
Prescribed to Carry Out Provisions of the Act for the Preservation 
of American Antiquities, and National Park Service Management 
Policies . 

Table 1-1. Proposed Additions to Wilderness 

1972 Wilderness Recommendation 

Proposed Additions 
Lower lllilouette Valley 
South of Tamarack Flat 
7 miles of eastern Old Tioga Road 

corridor 
6 miles of western Old Tioga Road 

corridor 
6 miles of Hetch Hetchy-Lake 

Eleanor Road corridor 
Hetch Hetchy roadless area 
North Mountain Road corridor 

(near Hetch Hetchy roadless area) 
3 enclaves on north rim of 

Yosemite Valley 
Road corridor size reduction 
Baseline camp area 
City of San Francisco parcels 
High Sierra camps and 

Ostrander ski hut 
Little Yosemite Valley 

Subtotal 

TOTAL 

Potential 
Wilderness Wilderness 
~acres~ ~acres2 

646,700 121 

2,580 
2,975 

6,400 

1,309 

810 
7,380 

465 

90 
8,575 

375 
240 

180 
1,900 

29,900 3,379 

676,600 3,500 
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Table 1-2. Proposed Treatment of Historic Structures 

Natural 
Deterio- Resto- Adaptive 

Structure Remove Relocate ration ration Use 

Administration Building 
Old Museum 
Post Office 
Ranger Club 
Superintendent's Residence 

& Garage X 
Ahwahnee Row Houses (7) X 
Pohono Studio 
Degnan House/Garage/ 

Bakery X 
Foster Curry Cabin X 
Mother Curry's Bungalow 
Old Registration Office 
Bagby Station, Water Tanks, 

and Turntable 
Rolling Stock (3) 
McCauley Barn 
Meyer "Salt Box" Barn X 
Meyer Cribwork Barn 
Tuolumne Meadows Ranger 

Station X 
CCC Mess Hall 
CCC Visitor Center 
Merced Grove Ranger 

Station X 
Great Sierra Wagon Road 
Old Coulterville Road & 

Trail 
Golden Crown Mine 
Great Sierra Mine 
CCC-Era Structures at 

Chinquapin (2) X 
Mariposa Grove Museum 
Wawona Hotel Complex (7) 
Great Sierra Mine Equipment 
McGurk Cabin 
Parsons Lodge 
Washburn Ditch 
Stella Lake Ice Reservoir 

x 

x 

x 

x 
x 
x 

x 
x 
x 

x 

x 
x 

x 
x 

----
x 
x 
x 

x 

x 

x 
x 

x 

aThe Degnan bakery will be relocated to the Pioneer History Center 
band restored. 

The stationhouse will be adaptively used as a museum. 
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Cultural resources will be stabilized, preserved, or 
restored, and used adaptively whenever feasible and consistent with 
the purposes of the park. New structures will not be built in the 
park whenever it is possible to utilize historic buildings. Complete 
mitigation procedures will be followed whenever any cultural 
resource will be adversely affected. Proposed treatments of historic 
structures that will not be preserved in their current condition are 
listed in table 1-2. 

4. Visitor Use 
Appropriate activities will be encouraged, traditional 

and special programs will be maintained, access will be improved, 
and adequate facilities will be provided to help ensure a fulfilling 
experience for visitors to Yosemite. 

a. Visitor Use Levels 
Appropriate overnight and day use levels for 

the various developed areas of the park will be achieved by limiting 
the number of overnight accommodations, campsites, and day 
parking spaces available to visitors. Access will be restricted when 
these capacities are reached. At the present time, it is not 
proposed to limit day use by controlling entry into the park, but 
this may be necessary sometime in the future. 

The maximum overnight and day use levels for 
each developed area are listed in table 1-3. The overnight use 
level for the developed areas of the park will be 15, 713 people, 
based on the combined capacities of overnight accommodations and 
campsites. The day use level is based on the amount of day 
parking that will be available (both at visitor destinations and at 
outlying parking areas with public transportation to those 
destinations) and also the number of day visitors who currently 
enter the park on tour buses. The day use level for Yosemite 
Valley will be lower than the level of use that is currently provided 
for because the significant amount of parking that will be removed 
from the Valley will more than offset the new parking with bus 
service at El Portal, Crane Flat, and Wawona. 

The day use level for the park backcountry has 
not been established, but overnight use of the backcountry will 
continue to be limited by a permit system based on changing 
environmental conditions in the individual backcountry travel zones. 

b. Interpretation 
Visitor information and orientation are critical. 

These services are proposed to be decentralized and provided where 
they can best serve visitor needs--through the public media, at 
urban and regional information/reservation centers, and at park 
entrances and developed areas. Informing people prior to their 
visit will allow them more time to enjoy the park and free park 

Table 1-3. Proposed Changes in Visitor Use Levels 

Existing Pro2osed 
Overnight ·overnight 

Develo2ed Area Day Use Uivel Use Level Day-Use Level Use Level 

Yosemite Valley District 
Yosemite Valley 17,340 9,066 10,530 ,,--. 7 t 711 
Cascades/Arch Rock 360 0 360 0 
El Portal 540 0 765 0 

Wawona· District 
Chinquapin 810 0 810 0 
Badger Pass 3,300 0 3,300 0 
Bridalveil Campground/ 

Summit Meadow 0 440 360 490 
Glacier Point 7,650 0 7,650 0 
Wawona 1,689 644 1,689 1 ,622 
South Entrance Station 540 0 4,525 0 
Mariposa Grove 3,450 0 3,850 0 

Mather District 
Tioga Pass 540 0 540 0 
Tuolumne Meadows 1,260 2,798 1,485 2,048 

·White Wolf 45 383 45 675 
Tenaya Lake Area 720 0 720 0 
Crane Flat 225 656 900 800 
Tioga Road Campgrounds 0 820 0 1,250 
Hodgdon Meadow 540 440 540 800 
Foresta 90 30 90 30 
Hetch Hetchy/Mather 

Station 1,080 0 1,080 120 
Merced Grove 405 0 405 0 
High Sierra Camps 0 168 0 168 



space for other uses. Emphasis will be given to informing special 
populations, such as the physically disabled, foreign visitors , the 
young, and senior citizens, of the activities available to them. 

Interpretive programs will be provided to 
satisfy the mental, emotional, and physical needs of a variety of 
visitors who have different socioeconomic backgrounds, physical 
skills , and social and recreational interests. Facilities and media 
that provide interpretation for people with different educational and 
socioeconomic backgrounds simultaneously (such as personal services 
and museums) will be emphasized to reach a wider spectrum of 
interest levels and to stimulate growth and understanding. 

c. Activities 
Visitors to Yosemite enjoy a great variety of 

traditional uses, and this variety must be retained to preserve the 
vitality of the park. Activities such as picnicking, hiking, and 
camping, which take advantage of the park's natural features rather 
than man-made facilities or mechanized equipment, are the most 
appropriate uses of the park. Downhill skiing is a traditional 
activity that will be allowed to continue. Space in the Valley will 
not be allocated for resort activities, since they are not directly 
related to the significant resources. 

d. Access and Circulation 
The National Park Service is committed to 

reduce the effects of private vehicles on the park experience and 
resources. Private vehicles will ultimately be excluded from 
Yosemite Valley. The immediate steps to be taken include the 
removal of more than 1,000 parking spaces from the Valley and 
enforcement of an automobile carrying capacity. This will be 
accomplished through an information system at park entrance 
stations, with traffic controls at the Pohono and El Capitan 
crossovers to restrict access to the east end of the Valley when 
daily capacities are reached. The shuttle bus system will be 
improved to provide optimum service, including service to the 
Valley from parking areas at El Portal, Crane Flat, and Wawona. 
Traffic within Mariposa Grove will be restricted, and the shuttle 
wi II be extended. 

A study will be undertaken to find a method to 
totally eliminate cars and other obtrusive vehicles from Yosemite 
Valley. As additional bus service from outlying areas on the 
periphery of the park and in gateway communities becomes feasible, 
all day visitors and ultimately all overnight visitors will be able to 
enjoy the Valley without their cars. Each phase of the 
transportation system will be adequately planned to minimize 
environmental impact, solve operational problems, and promote 
public acceptance. 
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Heretofore, transportation studies have been 
park specific. The ultimate solution to resolving the impact of the 
automobile in parks generally and in Yosemite Valley specifically 
rests upon integration with regional transportation systems . The 
need to develop quiet, nonpolluting, and energy efficient transit 
systems on a nationwide basis is a priority of the Department of 
Transportation, and this should accelerate development of 
appropriate technology for park applications. The National Park 
Service now plans to tie the planning and development of 
transportation systems for Yosemite and other parks into this 
nationwide effort by the Department of Transportation. 

For the life of this plan, Routes 41, 120, and 
140 will continue to function as auto touring through-routes and 
summertime trans-Sierra connectors. 

e. Overnight Accommodations and Commercial 
Services 
Yosemite will continue to provide for a wide 

range of camping opportunities. The number of campsites within 
the park will increase to 2,504 sites. Some sites will be relocated 
to zones more suitable for man's activities in order to protect 
sensitive resources and increase manageability. Consistent with 
this policy, campgrounds will be dispersed more evenly throughout 
the park and redesigned to allow for adequate revegetation. 

A full range of overnight accommodations will 
continue to be provided; however, no attempt will be made to meet 
all the demands for accommodations inside the park because it would 
require an unacceptable level of development. The number of 
accommodations will be reduced parkwide by 180 units, for a total 
of 1,552 units. The number of accommodations in the Valley will be 
decreased by 268 units. 

Major auto repair and car rental will no longer 
be available inside the Valley. The level of banking and post office 
services will be reduced, but minimal services will still be available. 
Every major developed area in the Valley will offer food service and 
gift sales. At Yosemite Village, where merchandise is duplicated in 
several locations, Degnans will be removed, and the Pohono Gift 
Shop will be adaptively used for noncommercial visitor services. 
There will be grocery stores at Yosemite Village and Curry Village, 
a recreational equipment shop at Curry Village, and a gas station at 
Yosemite Lodge. 

The existing food and gift sales facility will be 
removed from Glacier Point, but food service will be available in the 
parking area. 

5 



6 

The only other change ·in commercial services 
throughout the park will be the removal of the gift shop at 
Mariposa Grove. 

f. Provisions for Special Populations 
Provisions will be made to ensure an enjoyable 

park experience by special populations, such as the physically 
disabled, the young, foreign visitors, and senior citizens. 
Developed facilities, the interpretive program, and the 
transportation system wil I be designed or modified to meet the 
requirements of all park visitors. An access plan for the disabled 
has been prepared and will be amended as needed to conform to 
applicable regulations. Special population groups will continue to 
be consulted in the development of park programs. 

5. Indian Cultural Programs 
Because Indian people have inhabited the park for at 

least 2, 000 years (and Indian tradition maintains that they were 
created here), their continued use of the park is as important as 
preserving the wildlife and natural surroundings. The culture and 
traditions· of the Miwok Indians and their ancestors enhance the 
meaning and sacred nature of Yosemite. Through an understanding 
of local Indian culture and traditions, the public will have an 
opportunity to gain a greater respect for the natural wonders of 
the park and their significance to a different culture. 
Consequently, it is the policy of the National Park Service to 
recognize the culture and the religious tradition of the Miwok and 
their ancestors in the park 1s plans and programs, as long as this 
policy is consistent with the values for which Yosemite was made a 
national park. The Park Service will continue to work with the 
American Indian Council of Mariposa County to implement this plan. 

The Yosemite Indian people, through the American 
Indian Council of Mariposa County, will be encouraged to practice 
their traditional ceremonies in the park and to share their 
traditions, culture, and history with other park visitors. An 
Indian cultural center will be constructed and operated in Yosemite 
Valley at the former Indian village site west of Sunnyside 
campground by the American Indian Council of Mariposa County 
under a special use permit. The site for the center was identified 
by the Indian council. The special use permit will provide for the 
conduct of bona fide traditional Indian ceremonies and activities. 
The center will be available to the public, and there will be no 
permanent private or residential use. The center will provide a 
unique opporunity for visitors to become aware of the local Indian 
culture and will also help the Indian culture of Yosemite to remain a 
living culture. 

The center will be accessible to all visitors and will 
be operated in a manner that will minimize conflict with other 

interpretive and commercial activities. The atmosphere must be 
proper for traditional ceremonies and private enough to conduct 
sacred ceremonies in a dignified and traditional manner. It will 
consist of a traditional roundhouse, a sweat lodge, and several 
umachas (bark tepees). Sanitary facilities will be the only 
nontraditional structure. 

The Indian museum in Yosemite Valley is an 
appropriate beginning for recognizing the Indian culture. It will be 
expanded in the future as part of the museum of Man in Yosemite, 
and the existing Indian Garden will be retained. 

6. Park Operations 
a. Administration, Maintenance, Visitor Protection, 

and Employee Housing 
The park headquarters will be moved from the 

Valley to El Portal, along with the majority of the administrative 
and maintenance support facilities for ·government and concession 
operations. Only those facilities essential to daily operations in the 
Valley will remain, and these facilities will be redesigned and 
consolidated to min1m1ze their physical intrusion. Nonessential 
facilities for Valley district functions will be moved to El Portal. 
Facilities related to operations in the Wawona and Mather districts 
will be centralized at Wawona and Hodgdon Meadow. A new field 
office will be developed at Tuolumne Meadows. 

' Facilities to support law enforcement, fire 
protection, search and rescue operations, and other critical ranger 
activities will be located and designed to provide rapid response. 

Housing will be provided for employees whose 
jobs require them to live near their worksites. Housing for other 
employees will be provided only when there is no viable alternative 
for securing housing outside the park. The National Park Service 
will conduct a housing study to assess the potential availability of 
employee housing outside the park, to determine the exact need for 
employee housing in the Valley and other locations, and to assess 
the environmental impacts of each alternative. Pending completion 
of this study, preliminary estimates indicate that a maximum of 480 
NPS and YP&CC (concessioner) employees will reside in the Valley, 
170 on a permanent basis and an additional 310 during the peak 
visitor season only. It appears that about a thousand employees 
will be relocated to Wawona and El Portal, or they will find housing 
outside the park, as indicated in table 1-4. · 

b. Conservation of Energy, Water, and Materials 
Design techniques and application of new 

technology to reduce energy and water consumption will be 
emphasized in the design of new facilities, and present recycling 
programs for waste materials will be increased. 

A parkwide evaluation of water quality in lakes 
and streams is underway. This evaluation and a plan to protect 
water quality should be completed by 1981. A program to upgrade 
all public water systems in the park will be completed as soon as 
funds can be programmed. 

Table 1-4. Number of Employees Housed in Areas 

Existing Proeosed* 
Summer Winter Summer Winter 

Yosemite Valley 
NPS 210 70 70 30 
YP&CC 1,240 620 400 130 
Other 60 50 10 10 
Total 1,510 740 480 170 

Wawona and Nearby 
Communities 

NPS 90 30 170 60 
YP&CC 90 20 210 40 
Other 0 0 50 20 
Total -;so so 430 120 

El Portal and Nearby 
Communities 

NPS 80 50 150 70 
YP&CC 50 40 650 390 
Other 60 50 80 60 
Total ---,go 140 ml 520 

*Pending completion of the housing study. 

7. Development 
Proposed development is summarized in table 1-5. 

The presentation includes development-related goals and associated 
actions. 
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SHUTTLE ONLY 
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• retain 20 sites 
• provide for picnicking 

• remove sewage plant ---

')Oef::SMITE LO~ 
• retain 364 units 
• remove 117 units from 

the floodplain 
• reduce commen:ial services 
• redesign gas station 

e:uJNYSlq=.~~~~~--!.!.~~-'-~ 

C.A-M~ND 
• retain 38 sites 

~Mill= YILL~ 
• create central interpretive program 

area including visitor center and 
niitural end cultural history museums 

• •edesign village mall as interpretive, 
pedestrian circulation, and shuttle 
transfer space 

• llmit commercial servteeS to 
grocery sales, food service, and 
Best's Studio, and consolidate 
commercial services areas 

• relocate NPS and YP&CC 
headquanen to El Portal 

• remove maintenance and 
warehousing facllitles 

• retain adequate housing for 
essential employees 

• retain emergency medical center 

~.!o--~~~~~~-p../iVv'AHNt=.E. rtc::m=.L 

tpveE~t=eANq 
CAMP 

• remove 68 housekeeping units 
from river bank 

• retain and redesign 232 uniu 

• retain 121 traditional luxury 
accommodations 

• remove tennis courts and 
golf course 

~-'"---=----~---1,..--Cp.M~NDS 
• reduce impact on river by 

removing 116 sit~ 
• retain 684 auto campsites 

and 14 group campsites 

p):::l\llC~ 
• provioo picnic areas where appropriate 
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C..UFRI VILI-A~ 
• remow 83 tent cabins from rockfall zone 
• re111in 335 tent cabins 
• provide housing for e$S8ntial employees 
• retain 90 low-cost cabin$ without baths 

and 118 moderate-cost lodge rooms and 
cabins w11n baths 

• remove unneeded parking spaces 
• retain cafeteria, gift shop, and mountain 

shop; add grocery store and bike renul 
• remove recreational facilities unrelated 

to resources 
• trailhead parking 

UN11f CROFILM 

• retain nature center 

~e~i~~lley_ o~elopmentConce~~~~~~~r-~_r_~_._~~~-~~-L: _ 
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to rM!denual use .. 

··~-~/ II not needed 

raf'EAA~s~ 
• redeoogn to eccommodate NPS, YP&CC. end Pec1fic Tellpllone 

· '! -ntill ma1nten1nc. tvnc:toons. emergency •1Stt0t pfOtectJOn facillt ... 
detennon f&cohty, end megmnne·s olflce 

LEGEND 

.reduogn v1ll111• center are• to 
ramo•• patk•l'G apace. and .nclude 
1ntetpre11ve spaces, pedutr11n corcula11on 
ere11, shuttle bus stops. and public rHtrooms 

• 1d1p1tvely use the NPS hndqu1nero bu1ld1ng , 
the old munum, th• poll office. and benk 
bu1ld1ng to 1ccommodate • nllural h11tory 
munum, 1 museum of Men on Yoeem11e. valley 
d11troct offices, and m1n1m1I banking end poll 
ofl1ce eerVICH 

YI L..L.PC:tf=. 6Tt:Ri=:. 
•redesign V1ll1ge Store for grocery ulu, YP&.CC 
offices. and food service (remove gift . clothing 
and sports salu) 

·remove barber and bnuty functions, car 1en11I, 
end g1r1ge 

- EXISTING FACILITIES TO BE RETAINED 

EXISTlNG FACILITIES TO BE REMOVED 

LJEXISTING FACIJTIES - CONVERT TO DIFFERENT USE 

~ AREAS TO BE REDESIGNED 

.-.m011t1 hou11ng if not needed .. 
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Table 1-5. Goals and Actions for Developed Areas 

Goals 

Visitor Use 
Interpret the natural and cultural 
environments 

Provide minimal food, postal and 
banking services 

Redesign visitor facilities to 
blend with the natural environment 

Phase out other facilities and 
activities that are not directly 
related to resource enjoyment or 
that exceed visitor demand 

Yosemite Village 

Actions 

Visitor Use 
Redesign village mall area to 
remove parking spaces dnd include 
interpretive spaces, pedestrian 
circulation areas, shuttle bus stops, 
and public rest rooms 

Redesign the interior of the 
visitor center 

I mmed1ately remove unneeded 
parking behind the Village Store. 
Retain a maximum of 50 spaces 
for service and employee needs 

Adaptively use the NPS headquarters 
building, the old museum, the post 
office, and bank building to 
accommodate a natural history museum, 
a museum of Man in Yosemite, Valley 
district offices, minimal banking, 
personal services, and post office services 

Remove Degnans, which includes a 
restaurant, fast·food service, 
delicatessen, and gift sales 

Adaptively use Pohono Gift Shop 

Remove service station 

Remove car rental and garage 

Redesign Village Store for grocery 
sales, YP&CC offices, and food service 

Retain Best's Studio 

Yosemite Village (cont'd) 

Park Operations 
Remove nonessential functions and 
facilities from the Valley 

Retain functions and facilities 
that are essential to the operation 
of the district: maintenance for 
Valley facilities, NPS stables, 
emergency medical care, and housing 
for essential employees 

Consolidate essential functions of 
NPS and YP&CC 

Remove nonessential housing 

Park Operations 
Relocate NPS and YP&CC headquarters 
to El Portal 

Relocate administrative offices of 
the Yosemite Institute outside 
Valley 

Relocate Yosemite Natural History 
Association office outside the Valley 

Remove heavy maintenance and 
warehousing facilities; redesign 
NPS maintenance area to 
accommodate NPS, YP&CC and 
Pacific Telephone Company 
essential maintenance functions, 
emergency visitor protection 
facilities, detention facility, and 
magristrate's office 

Remove the concessioner headquarters 
building 

Retain the hospital/dental building 
as an emergency medical center 

Retain the NPS stables 

Relocate nonessential NPS and 
YP&CC personnel, plus employees 
of the school, Pacific Telephone 
Company, Wells Fargo Bank, Yosemite 
Institute, post office, and Yosemite 
Church outside the Valley 

Remove the Lower T ecoya 
residential area, the Ahwahnee 
Row houses, and Camp 6; also remove 
houses in the southern portion 
of the NPS housing area if not 
needed 

Retain the Upper Tecoya residential 
area (34 homes) and the northern 
half of the NPS res1dent1al area 
(44 homes) for essential permanent 
NPS and YP&CC employees 

Convert school building to 
residential use 

Provide for community recreation 
needs 

Remove facilities and restore 
the Church Bowl area to a 
natural condition 
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Goals 

Visitor Use 
Provide year-round visitor 
accommodations and campground 

Provide food, gas, and gift sales 
services 

Remove facilities from flood 
hazard areas to avoid personal 
injury and recurrent structural 
damage 

Park Operations 
Provide adequate housing for 
essential employees 

Yosemite Lodge Area 

Actions 

Visitor Use 
Remove 52 cabin-with-bath units 
and 33 cabin-without-bath units 

Remove Ptne Cottage, containing 16 
with-bath units and 16 without-bath 
units 

Retain 32 cabin-with-bath units, 
58 cabin-without-bath units, and 
274 motel units 

Remove post office 

Remove clothing sales, use space 
for in1erpretation/information 

Retain gift shop, restaurants, 
cafeteria, and bar in their present 
locations and capacities 

Retain Sunnyside walk-in campground, 
38 sites 

Redesign gas station for existing 
service levels 

Redesign Yosemite Falls parking 
area into shuttle bus stop, immediately 
removing 60 spaces 

Park Operations 
Remove 48 YP&CC employee 
tent cabins 

Retain dormitory housing for 
200 YP&CC employees 
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Goals 

Visitor Use 
Provide several types of accom
modations, primarily in the low
cost range 

Reduce the density of tent cabins 

Provide facilities and services 
consistent with the historical 
setting of Curry Village and the 
natural and scenic resources of the 
Valley 

Remove facilities from geologically 
hazardous areas to avoid personal 
in jury and structural damage 

Redesign housekeeping camp to reduce 
congestion and remove facilities away 
from riverbank 

Park Operations 
Relocate employee housing out of 
geologically hazardous areas and 
remove nonessential housing 

Curry Village 

Actions 

Visitor Use 
Remove 83 visitor tent cabins 
from the rockfall zone 

Redesign visitor tent cabin area 
to provide up to 335 tent cabins 

Retain the 99 cabin-with-bath, 
19 lodge-with-bath, and 90 cabin
without·bath units 

Retain historic registration office 
and Mother Curry's bungalow 

Remove Foster Curry Cabin 

Retain cafeteria, gift shop. and 
mountain shop 

Replace bathhouse 

Remove permanent ice rink 
(provide portable ice rink 
in winter) 

Remove shed and residence 
west of ice rink 

Provide a grocery store and bike 
rental 

Remove parking at ice rink (25 spaces) 

Remove shoulder parking at east 
end of tent cabin area ( 10 spaces) 

Remove Curry dump parking and reston 
area ( 160 spaces) 

Immediately remove 200 additional 
day parking spaces from Curry 
Orchard 

Remove 68 housekeeping units (34 
structures). retain 232 units, and 
redesign area to reduce congestion 
and environmental damage 

Park Operations 
Remove 75 employee tent cabins, 
including those in the rockfall 
zone, and retain 75 tent cabins 
to accommodate 150 essential 
employees 

~ 
--- ------------------------- - ------~ IS'CN!--

... COM FORT STATION 
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Goals 

Visitor Use 
Retain the traditional Ahwahnee 
character and level of service, 
but remove outdoor act1v1ties 
which are not directly related to 
the natural resource 

Goals 

Visi tor Use 
Provide a variety of camping 
opportunities 

Remove facilities that are 
sources of impact on riparian 
areas 

Ahwahnee Hotel 

Actions 

Visitor Use 

Campgrounds 

Retain the 99 Ahwahnee hotel rooms 
and 22 cabin rooms 

Retain the dining room, gift shop, 
bar, and other services 

Retain 132-car parking area 

Remove the tennis courts 

Remove the golf course 

Actions 

V1s1to r Use 
Remove campground sites and other 
development adjacent to the Merced 
River: 

Upper Pino Campground (18 units) 

Lower Pine Campground (22 units) 

North Pine Campground (25 units) 

Upper River Campground (15 units) 

LoW'!r River Campground (36 uni ts) 

Total : 116 units 

Retain Muir T ree and Sunnyside walk-in 
campgrounds (58 sites) and 
group campground ( 14 sites) 

Retain and revegetate 684 drive-in 
campsites; restrict self-contained· 
vehicle camping and separate tent 
camping from vehicle camping 

Retain existing provisions for 
winter camping 



Goals 

Visitor Use 
Reduce congestion and automobile 
activity in Yosemite Valley 

Create opportunities for 
bicycling throughout the 
Valley 

Retain resource-related visitor 
activities 

Remove facilities from 
significant scenic areas 

Provide for Indian cultural 
activities 

Remove excessive day parkini; 
spaces 

Park Operations 
Retain essential support personnel 
and facilities 

Relocate nonessential functions 
away from the Valley 

Upgrade water systems and eliminate 
unnecessary wastewater treatment 
facilities 

Other Valley Areas 

Actions 

Visitor Use 
Enforce established use levels 
for Yosemite Valley; implement a 
visitor information and control 
system at gateway communities and 
entrance stations 

Improve operation of Valley 
shuttle system 

Provide a 16-mile bike trail along 
both sides of the river, using 
existing trails wherever possible 

Improve existing paved trails to 
accommodate wheelchair use 

Immediately remove 500 strip parking 
spaces; delineate remainder 

Remove Degnan residence and Masonic 
Hall 

Remove superintendent's house, 
garage, and access road 

Provide additional opportunities 
for picnicking in Yosemite Valley 

Retain YP&CC stables, Happy Isles 
nature center, Le Conte Memorial 
Lodge, and Yosemite Valley chapel 

Construct Indian cultural center 
at the former Indian village site 
west of Sunnyside campground 

Park Operations 
- Provide adequate water treatment 

and storage for 1 million gallons; 
continue to use existing wells 
for emergency use; convert to low-flow 
fixtures 

Remove sewage treatment plant and 
ponds near Bridalveil Meadow and 
restore area 

Upgrade wastewater collection 
systems where required 

Upgrade electrical systems 

Goals 

Visitor Use 
Continue to provide opportunities 
for picnicking 

Improve visitor safety 

Park Operations 
Remove nonessential housing 

Continue power production 

Goals 

Visitor Use 
Continue to provide opportunities 
for fishing and picnicking 

Retain as park entrance 

Park Operations 
Remove nonessential housing 

Goals 

Visitor Use 
Remove intensive development 

Park Operations 
Improve efficiency of road 
maintenance during winter months 

Remove nonessential housing 

Cascades 

Actions 

Visitor Use 
Retain existing facilities and 
provide picnic areas with comfort 
stations 

Replace existing three bridges with 
two bridges and remove sharp curves 
between bridges 

Park Operations 
Remove five residences and provide 
housing at El Portal 

Improve efficiency of hydroelectric 
plant 

Arch Rock 

Actions 

Visitor Use 
Retain existing parking lot, 
picnic area, and rest rooms 

Redesign entrance facility 

Park Operations 
- Remove two residences 

Chinquapin 

Actions 

Visitor Use 
Remove gas station and comfort 
station 

Redesign intersection and restore 
site 

Park Operations 
Construct a covered sand storage 
structure at Henness Ridge 

-· Remove residence 
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Goals 

Visitor Use 
Provide orientation and information/ 
reservation system for overnight 
accommodations and campgrounds 

Provide a variety of commercial 
services for visitors and residents 

Provide experimental remote staging 
area for Valley day visitors 

Park Operations 
Create a model community for parkwide 
managei:nent functions, services, and 
housing in terms of livability, 
efficient land use, minimal impacts 
on the landscape, residential amenities. 
efficient use of energy, esthetics, 
recycling, water conservation, and 
significant cultural resources 

Engage in cooperative planning with 
Parkline businesses and Mariposa 
County 

Avoid floodplain and geologic hazards 

El Portal 

Actions 

Visitor Use 
Provide an information/ reservation 
station and develop a community museum 
at the Bagby station 

- Provide a commercial facilities area 
for services, including automobile 
service, restaurants, grocery store, 
clothing and gift sales, bank, beauty 
and barber shop 

Provide up to a 150-car day parking 
area and bus service into the Valley 

Reserve space for possible expansion 
of staging area 

Park Operations 
Implement a comprehensive plan 
for El Portal with provision for the 
following facilities and services: 

NPS administrative building 

YP&CC administrative building 

Employee parking 

NPS and YP&CC maintenance, warehousing, 
laundry. and bus service area 

NPS and YP&CC open air storage 

NPS permanent housing for a maximum 
of 70 employees 

NPS seasonal housing for a maximum 
of 80 employees 

YP&CC permanent housing for a maximum 
of 390 employees 

YP&CC seasonal housing for a maximum 
of 60 employees 

Permanent and seasonal housing for 
other employees associated with the 
management and operation of El 
Portal (about 80 employees) 

Residential amenities, including 
community recreation and services, 
open space and landscaping, utilities, 
meeting hall, fire station, post office, 
and law enforcement facilities 

Goals 

El Portal (cont'd) 

Actions 

Expand elementary school as needed 

Convert domestic water system 
supply to an underground source 

Provide adequate water storage 

Complete final phase of wastewater 
treatment system 

Provide long-term leases for El Portal 
homeowners 
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Goals 

Visitor Use 
Provide opportunities for family
oriented downhill skiing and other 
forms of winter recreation with 
existing facilities and capacities 

Promote increased summer use of the 
area 

Alleviate congestion and overflow 
parking during winter 

Interpret activities and resources 
along Glacier Point Road 

Badger Pass 

Actions 

Visitor Use 
Retain existing facilities and 
enforce a safe sloi)e capcity 

Provide ski equipment rental and 
sales 

Retain first-aid station 

Provide storage and repair facilities 
for snowshoes 

Retain 600-car parking area 

Continue winter bus service from 
the Valley and Wawona 

Retain lodge for fast-food service, 
rest rooms, and gift and clothing 
sales 

Provide seasonally changing 
interpretive exhibits in the lodge 

Bridalveil Campground/Summit Meadow 

Goals 

Visitor Use 
Provide for year-round backcountry 
access 

Enhance cross-country skiing 
opportunities 

Enhance horseback riding 
opportunities 

Actions 

Visitor Use 
Retain existing campground ( 110 
sites) and provide winter camping 
access 

Construct a 50-car paved parking 
area for h ikers and cross-country 
skiers at Bridalveil tra1lhead 

Retain Ostrander ski hut 

Continue year-round road access 

Provide two group campgrounds/ 
trailheads for horseback riders 
(25-horse capacity at each) 

Provide parking areas for 100 cars 
along Glacier Point Road near 
Summit Meadow 

Construct a ranger contact shelter 
at Summit Meadow 

Provide trailhead parking for summer 
use 

19 



r 
/ 

7~ 

__ Glacier 

,.._n 
1'L'7'--' •••• . 

••• y ,••'~A~ 
V \ . .. 

•• ··Q;t.J 

••••••• •• •••• • • • ••• ••••••• 
•• •• 

•• •• 

•• •• •• 
• 

• •• 
••• •• •• 

•• .. :;,~ 
• ~'i"' 

.. ~ 
·£-

// 
.~ 
• • • • 

• • 

•~;np.,k;n~fo• u \Vllt..11111"1 .. 
200 cars and 5 b~ue 1H'-'~m 

• provide minimum f od ~\' , service and 
• merchandise dire tly __/ 
•. related to an inte etive 
• ~xpenence at Glacie~oint ~ 
.. • ~nstruct comfort statlon ~ ·. ·. ~ 
~ . ~ 

• .--------· construct new trail ~ 
•. to Glacier Point ii 
•. restore vegetation ~ 

• ·. : ····· .. ~ ·. . ····· . ~ •• ilf;j! ·. . .... ~ ··. . ····· ~ 

•• •• ••••••• •••• 

... . ······ ~ .... . .. ~ ............. ~ 

: ~ 
•• I • ~ 

•. • ~Vlf3NS . ...... .~~ 

! - - •• ••••• •• .. . ... .. ~ • ••••••••• , ••••••• 4: • • • •• •• ~ 
• • 
~ ' ~ ~ ·.. ···. I 

"" """'{$i,ll~ '11i--" \\tll~:;,~~~ I 
,.,111' ~~~\11111~ r~ • remove gift shop LEGEND 

~t\'tllt• •provide 1_ SO-seat • remove snack bar ---------------
interpretive 
program area 

• re tain picnic area 
• remove comfort station EX ISTING FACILITI ES TO BE RETAINED -- EXISTING FACILITIES TO BE REMOVED 

uam AREAS TO BE REDESIGNED 

....... TRAILS 

~4CO r----.--r-- -.--FE.e=T ~ 40068A 

Point __ Development Concept _______ __ ON_M_IC_R_OF_ILM_r_
04

_ JUL_ 60 _ 

___ Yosemite National Park _ ___ U.S. Deportment of the lnterio[ _ ___ National Park Service __ 



Goals 

Visitor Use 
Maximize the drama of the visual 
experience at Glacier Point 

Provide interpretive programs 

Remove intrusive facilities 

Park Operations 
Provide adequate housing for 
essential employees 

Provide underground powerline 
from Union Point to Glacier Point 

Glacier Point 

Actions 

Visitor Use 
Construct a gentle, winding loop 
trail from the parking area through 
the trees to the Glacier Point 
Overlook 

Remove unused paved roads and 
trails 

Provide 150-seat interpretive program area 
suitable for daytime and nighttime 
interpretive programs, including storage 
for astronomy equipment 

Continue bus service from Yosemite 
Valley to Glacier Point 

Relocate comfort station to parking 
area 

Remove unnecessary and unused 
paved trails 

Remove existing gift sales and 
fast-food service facilities 
and provide minimum food service 
and merchandise directly related 
to an interpretive experience 
at Glacier Point 

Park Operations 
Retain ranger residences 

Replace 4 tent cabins and shower 
house with 4-unit dormitory 

Construct underground powerline 
from Union Point to Glacier Point 
along road shoulder 

Improve water and sewer system 
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Goals 

Visitor Use 
Interpret early non-Indian history 
of Yosemite 

Provide a year-round traditional 
overnight experience at the Wawona 
Hotel 

Create a historically consistent 
visual quality within the historic 
zone 

Provide year-round camping 
opportunities 

Provide picnicking opportunities 

Use as a staging area for winter 
skiing trips 

Wawona 

Actions 

Visitor Use 
Retain the Pioneer History Center 

Redesign the parking area for 
the Pioneer History Center so that 
users are not required to cross 
traffic 

Provide 145 overnight 
accommodation units by utilizing 
historic structures and a new 
structure compatible with the 
historic district 

Retain Thomas Hill Studio 

Retain golf course, YP&CC stables, 
tennis court, and swimming pool 

Remove parking from in front of the 
hotel complex and construct a 
145-car area north of the complex 

Redesign the store, service station, 
post office, and gift shop and 
design a new comfort station so that 
all facilities are compatible with 
the historic scene 

Rehabilitate the existing 100-site 
campground and 30-person group 
camp for year-round use 

Relocate campground amphitheater 

Construct 200-site campground in 
Section 35 

Provide additional picnicking and 
parking areas as needed 

Provide winter bus service to Badger 
Pass and year-round bus service to 
Yosemite Valley 

Provide 50 day use parking spaces 
adjacent to Wawona Hotel complex 

Retain 25-horse campground 

Provide trailhead parking (50 spaces) 
at Chilnualna Falls trailhead 

Goals 

Park Operations 
Provide for district headquarters 
and maintenance operation 

Provide housing for NPS and 
concession employees when housing 
is not available outside the 
park boundary 

Upgrade utilities to meet NPS 
and concession needs and state and 
federal standards 

Improve the water quality of the 
Merced River by eliminating 
sources of water pollution 

Wawona (cont'd) 

Actions 

Park Operations 
Construct office buildings for 
NPS district law enforcement, 
resource management and 
interpretive functions 

Construct a new district 
maintenance facility, including 
space for storage of snow 
removal equipment and sand 

Provide facilities for employee 
housing and recreational amenities 
to accommodate a maximum of 60 
permanent and 110 seasonal NPS 
employees. a maximum of 40 
permanent and 170 seasonal YP&CC 
employees, and 20 permanent and 30 
seasonal other employees, only if 
housing is unavailable outside the 
park boundary 

Construct a new water treatment, 
storage, and distribution system 

Construct a new wastewater 
treatment plant with provisions 
for year-round disposal 

Connect new and existing visitor 
and employee facilities and Section 
35 structures to the new wastewater 
treatment plant 

Retain elementary school 
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Goals 

Visitor Use 
Provide park orientation and 
information/reservation system 
for overnight accommodations 
and campgrounds 

Provide staging facilities for 
Mariposa Grove 

Provide adequate road to Mariposa 
Grove for bus access 

Park Operations 
Provide housing for essential 
employees 

Provide adequate wastewater 
treatment and disposal 

South Entrance 

Actions 

Visitor Use 
Redesign entrance station 

Construct an information/reservation 
kiosk and 50.car parking area 
at south entrance 

Construct a parking area to 
accommodate 200 autos, 5 buses, 
tram terminal, and comfort station 

Repair and make minor realignment 
of road from south entrance to 
Mariposa Grove 

Provide bus service to Mariposa 
Grove 

Park Operations 
Retain existing ranger residence 

Develop new wastewater treatment 
facility 

Goals 

Visitor Use 
Retain as the primary location 
within the park for visitor 
enjoyment and interpretation of 
the giant sequoia 

Provide only visitor facilities 
consistent with preservation of the 
unique ecosystem; remove all other 
facilities not necessary for 
visitor enjoyment of the resource 

Park Operations 
Upgrade physical facilities to 
eliminate impacts and meet 
standards 

Provide adequate wastewater 
treatment and d isposal outside 
Mariposa Grove 

Mariposa Grove 

Actions 

Visitor Use 
Extend the tram system from South 
Entrance through Mariposa Grove; 
prohibit commercial tour buses; 
accommodate the physically disabled 

Convert Wawona Point Road to a 
trail 

Repair and reconstruct trails 
through tree grove 

Remove 150-car parking area 

Convert existing bus parking area 
to off-season parking ( 50 cars) 

Retain and rehabilitate museum 
and comfort station 

Retain information kiosk 

Remove the gift shop 

Park Operations 
Replace the existing toilet 
facilities at the parking area 
and provide for wastewater treatment 
and disposal 

Remove Big Trees Lodge 

Upgrade and extend electrical and 
water storage/distribution systems 
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Goals 

Visitor Use/Park Operations 
Continue to provide information, 
fee collection, and housing for 
employees 

Tioga Pass Entrance 

Actions 

Visitor Use/Park Operations 
Retain existing entrance station, 
comfort station, and ranger 
residence 

Tioga Road Campgrounds and Picnic Areas 

Goals 

Visitor Use 
Consolidate campgrounds to improve 
visitor experience, increase 
maintenance efficiency, and 
eliminate water pollution 

Continue to provide opportunities 
for picnicking 

Control parking along the Tioga 
Road 

Park Operations 
Improve wastewater treatment 
along the Tioga Road to bring 
developments and campgrounds up 
to state and federal standards 

Actions 

Visit or Use 
Increase in size, or remove, primitive 
campgrounds as follows: 

Action Existing Proposed Change 

Tamarack 

Flat Increase 50 100 

Smokey 

Jack Remove 25 0 

Yosemite 

Creek Increase 30 75 

Porcupine 

Flat Increase 50 75 

Tenaya Status 

Lake quo 50 50 

Totals 205 300 

Retain picnic areas at their present 
location and capacity 

+50 

-25 

+45 

+25 

0 

+95 

In addition to primitive campgrounds, 
construct two horse camps {25 horses 
at each camp) at Yosemite Creek 
campground 

Limit parking to established use 
levels at backcountry trailheads; 
pave and delineate parking areas; 
eliminate volunteer parking; restore 
damaged areas at parking sites 
and roadsides 

Park Operations 
Provide chemical toilets at some 
primitive campgrounds along the 
Tioga Road 
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Tuolumne Meadows 

Goals 

Visitor Use 
Permit only those types and levels 
of use or development that do not 
significantly impair subalpine 
ecosystems 

Orient development and use to the 
lodgepole pine ecosystem 

Eliminate cross-meadow traffic by 
pedestrians, stock, and vehicles 

Provide overnight parking 
consistent with capacities 
proposed in the current 
Backcountry Management Plan 

Provide parkwide information and 
reservation services for visitors 
entering via Tioga Pass 

Institute interpretive programs 
directed toward low-impact use of 
fragile resource areas and 
appreciation and understanding 
of meadow and subalpine ecosystems 

Provide for a variety of camping 
opportunities 

Provide overnight accommodations 

Provide opportunities for picnicking 

Actions 

Visitor Use 
Retain Parsons Lodge, the McCauley 
cabin, Soda Springs enclosure, 
and Civilian Conservation Corps (CCC) 
visitor center 

Remove footbridge 

Relocate the YP&CC and NPS 
stables and stock trails to the 
lodgepole pine ecosystem 

Restore meadows by removing 
nonessential roads and trails 

Remove the campground loop and access 
road adjacent to the Lyell Fork 

Relocate Lembert Dome parking area 
to old telephone building site to 
accommodate Glen Aulin trailhead and 
day users; provide comfort station 

Adaptively use the CCC visitor 
center 

Construct a visitor contact/subdistrict 
ranger station, where backcountry permits 
will be issued, and a 50-car parking area 

Relocate grocery store, mountaineering 
center, and coffee shop to gas 
station building 

Relocate 110 trail head parking 
spaces for Dog Lake and Lyell Fork 

Relocate Cathedral Lakes parking area 

Construct one 25-horse campground 
near the new stables 

Retain the lodge (66 units) and 
its parking area 

Unitize the campground to provide not 
more than 400 vehicle campsites, 50 
walk-in sites, and 5 group sites 

Construct a 10- to 20-site picnic 
area near the visitor contact station 

Tuolumne Meadows (cont'd) 

Goals 

Park Operations 
Improve the quality of employee 
housing 

Provide facilities for a subdistrict 
office operation 

Bring drinking water quality up 
to standard 

Actions 

Park Operations 
Upgrade existing housing for about 120 
employees in existing NPS housing area 

- Winterize some seasonal housing 
for snow survey crews, cross-country 
skiers, and winter keepers 

Convert CCC messhall to housing 

Record and remove ranger station 
and relocate subdistrict offices to 
new subdistrict ranger station 

Remove present housing at Bug 
Camp/NPS stables area and from 
behind grocery store 

Construct operations building for 
resource management and maintenance 

Upgrade water supply, sewage disposal, 
and electrical syst ems 

Remove horse camp and restore Gaylor 
disposal site 
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• combine trailhead 
parking 

• new horse corral 
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_,,,• remove trailhead 
parking 
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Park Operations 
Improve the domestic water system 

Provide electricity 

Provide adequate housing for 
essential employees 

White Wolf 

Actions 

Visitor Use 
Increase campground size from 86 
to not more than 150 sites 

Upgrade campfire circle 

Increase YP&CC overnight 
accommodations from 13 to 25 
(add 12 tent cabins) 

Consolidate trailhead parking 

Relocate horse corral 

Relocate Lukins Lake trail away 
from the meadow 

Retain food service 

Park Operations 
Develop two additional wells to 
add to existing underground system 

Provide commercial power from 
Crane Flat 

Replace NPS and YP&CC employee tent 
cabins with dormitory 

~ta\d 

1 
t::> iti::tJmre ap::>.te. 

a.oeu~ 
P<.SrCAMP 

-----

• 200 cars for winter 
activities and 
experimental Valley 
staging area in summer 

• comfort station 
and ranger contact shelter 

~C'~ • 36 sites 
• 1 comfort stat ion ~ 

~™ 1811 ~ / 1 

~ ~~· 

• renovate and winterize 
store 

• cross-country ski and snow 
play equipment rental in 
winter 

~~ 
CAM~D 
• 164 sites 
• 5 comfort stations 
• ranger residence 

(summer only) and 
checking station 

0 
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Crane Flat Development Concept 
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Goals 

Visitor Use 
Increase opportunities for camping 

Provide adequate support facilities 
to accommodate existing levels of 
winter use 

Provide experimental day parking 
area for Valley visitors 

Park Operations 
Improve utilities to bring them up 
to state and federal standards 

Retain essential employee housing 

ON ftiitl~uril 

Crane Flat 

Actions 

Visitor Use 
Increase size of campground from 
164 to not more than 200 sites 

Renovate and winterize the store and 
provide cross-country ski rental and 
snow play ~nuipment rental 

Keep gas station open all year 

Provide parking for 200 cars 
for winter activities; use in 
summer as experimental staging 
area for Valley day visi tors 

Provide comfort station and ranger 
contact shelter at parking area 

Park Operations 
Drill well(s) to provide a reliable, 
year-round domestic water source 

Construct sewage treatment facility 

Provide commercial electrical power 
through a commercial hookup from 
Hodgdon via South Landing Road 

Provide enclosed storage for sand 
and sand truck at South Landing for 
winter snow operations 

Retain existing ranger residence 

Retain old bl ister rust camp 
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Meadow_ Development Concept 
ON 

• retain 4 residences 
and 4-unit apartment 

• winterize and 
expand wastewater 
treatment plant 

• retain residence 

• construct 10-unit apartment, 
20 seasonal housing units, and 
employee recreational amenities 
1f housing is not available 
outside the park 
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Hodgdon Meadow 

Goals 

Visitor Use 
Provide an information/ 
reservation system for visitors 
entering the park along the Big 
Oak Flat Road 

Increase camping opportunities in 
the Big Oak Flat entrance portion 
of the park 

Park Operations 
Provide a central administrative 
and maintenance area for the 
Mather District 

Provide employee housing only 
when housing is not available 
outside the park 

Provide adequate wastewater treatment 
for the entire developEd area 

Provide adequate domestic water 
supply 

Actions 

Visitor Use 
- Expand existing information 

station 

Retain entrance station 

Increase the Hodgdon Meadow 
campground from 110 to not more 
than 200 sites 

Park Operations 
Construct a maximum of 10 apartment 
units and 20 seasonal housing units 

Provide recreational opportunities 
for employees in housing area 

Construct district office building 
to accommodate district law 
enforcement, resource management, 
and interpretive functions 

- Connect all facilities at entrance 
station to the existing wastewater 
treatment plant; expand plant and 
provide for year-round use 

Retain utility building 

Convert existing surface water 
system to an underground source 

Retain existing residences 

Hetch 

•retain parking for 
dam and trailhead 

• • • • • • • , 

• • 
•• 

•• •• 
•• •• 

:p_i;:.e>tOENTIA~ 
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• . ... construct 
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·~ connecting trail 
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Hetchy_oevelopment Concept 
_Yosemite Noi1ona1 Pork_US Deportment of the ntenor_Not1onol Pork Service__ 

ON MICRO FILM 

Goals 

Visitor Use 
Continue use as a destination for 
visitors who wish to view the dam, 
the reservoir, and the valley 

Continue to provide backcountry 
access from Hetch Hetchy 

Park Operations 
Provide an adequate supply of 
treated water for domestic use 

Provide waste treatment which meets 
state and federal standards 

Goals 

Visitor Use/Park Operations 
Continue to provide minimal 
information services and employee 
quarters 

Provide camping opportunities 

Hetch Hetchy 

Actions 

Visitor Use 
- Retain parking for dam and 

trail head 

Retain picnic area 

Provide connecting trail from stock 
unloading area 

Park Operations 

Mather Station 

Develop additional surface water 
source tor domestic water 

Actions 

Visitor Use/Park Operations 
- Retain existing facilities 

Construct a 30-site walk-in camp
ground, parking area, and comfort 
station; expand utilities as needed 
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Goals 

Visitor Use 
Remove facilities not directly 
related to visitors' enjoyment 
of the natural environment 

Goals 

Visito r Use 
Provide for group camping 

Remove facilities not directly 
related to visitors' enjoyment of 
the natural environment 

Park Operations 
Provide essential employee 
housing 

Retain NPS stables 

Aspen Valley 

Actions 

Visitor Use 
- Acquire private properties as 

opportunity permits and restore 
to a natural condition 

Foresta/Big Meadow 

Actions 

Visitor Use 
- Retain existing site for group 

camping 

- Acquire privately owned land on a 
willing seller/willing buyer basis 
and condemn property only to protect 
park resources 

Relocate the Meyer crib barn to 
Pioneer History Center at Wawona 

Record and remove the Meyer saltbox 
barn 

Restore Big Meadow to a natural 
condition 

Park Operat ions 
- Based on the determination of a 

housing study, retain housing for a 
limited number of employees 

- Continue to use McCauley Ranch 
for NPS stables 

e>!Gr MJ,::.AP::W 
• f"81lore Big M•edow to natur•I condrtlOn 

•etQUMI I.It oitrv'atl PloC*1• and''*"""" to M.tur .. cond•hon 
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Foresta I Big Meadow eveloprrent Ccreept 
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C. Interrelationships With Other Projects 
1. Wilderness Recommendation fo r Yosemite 

Legislation to include lands within Yosemite National 
Park in the National Wil derness Preservation System is before 
Congr ess. The revised recommendation to the Congress, as 
reflected in the proposed final general management plan, is that 
676,600 acres of park land be designated as wilderness and an 
additional 3,500 acres be designated as potential wilderness. 

2. Cooperative Planning 
Lodges, restaurants, campgrounds, and other facilities on 

· lands outside the park directly affect use of the park, its 
resources, and its facilities. Planning and development of 
complementary overnight facilities and services on adjacent land is 
underway in some areas, and opportunities for further development 
of visitor facilities and services outside the park will be t horoughly 
explored. It will be especially important to pursue cooperative 
planning with private interests in El Portal, Fish Camp, Big Oak 
Flat entrance area, and Lee Vining when this plan is implemented. 
There will be increased cooperative planning efforts with private, 
local, state, and federal agencies to control use of diminishing 
resources in the region and to develop sites where visitor facilities 
and services will be developed to remove impact on the park. 

The California Department of Fish and Game and the 
National Park Service are engaged in a joint study on fishery 
management in national parks in California . No final resolution on 
fish stocking policy in Sierran parks has been made to date. 

The National Park Service and the California Department 
of Water Resources are cooperatively working to establish automatic 
snow survey monitoring equipment at sites within Yosemite National 
Park. 

Please refer to p. 45 in the DE IS for a list of 
additional studies and projects related to this plan. 



11. Description of the Environment 
The existing environment is completely described in the August 

1978 DEIS (pp. 47-120). The following changes have been made 
since that date. 

The following errors are corrected in 11 Existing Conditions" 
(pp. 49-71): 

Developed Area Correction 

Badger Pass The recyclable mineral-oil wastewater 
system has been replaced with a low
flow water system 

Wawona There is an existing campground for 
horseback riders (25-horse capacity.) 
adjacent to Wawona Meadow 

Tuolumne Meadows There is an existing group campground 
(5 sites/30 people per site) within the 
Tuolumne Meadows campground 

Backcountry Vogelsang High Sierra Camp wastewater 
is disposed of through a septic tank 
and leachfield 

59 

61 

65 

71 

The following addition to the section "Geology/Physiography" 
(p. 75) was contributed by the Resources Agency of California: 

There are no active faults in the park according to the Fault 
Map of California (C. Jennings, 1975). The most recent 
seismicity map of the California Division of Mines and Geology 
for 1900-1974 shows that there was no earthquake of magnitude 
four or greater on the Richter scale in the park ( C. Real, T. 
Toppazada, and D. Parks, 1978). The most significant ground 
shaking in the park during historical record was caused by 
the 1872 Owens Valley earthquake. Yosemite Valley 
experienced intensity of about 7 to 8 on the modified Mercalli 
scale ( G. Oakeshott, R. Greensfelder, and J. Kahle, in 
California Geology, March 1972). 

Under "Air Quality" (pp. 100-101), the first paragraph is 
corrected to indicate that park lands in Madera County are part of 
the San Joaquin Valley air basin, while park lands in Mariposa and 
Tuolumne counties are part of the Mountain Counties air basin. 

In table 11-24 (p. 100), the federal primary standard for 
oxidants is revised to 0.12 ppm (from 0.08 ppm). 

The following addition to the section on air quality was 
contributed by the Resources Agency of California: 

Recent studies conducted by the U.S. Forest Service (1977) 
indicate that oxidant injury to ponderosa pine is widespread 
throughout the western slopes of national forests and national 
parks within the Sierras. The extent of injury and degree of 
oxidant standard violations has not been fully evaluated. 
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111. Environmental Impacts of the Proposal 
Because the proposal has been altered since the 1978 DEIS, 

the environmental impacts of the proposed final plan are published 
in their entirety in this chapter. This analysis completely replaces 
the analysis of the impacts of the proposal in the August 1978 DEIS 
and the January 1980 supplement to the DEIS. 

A. Changes in the Amount of Disturbed Park Land 
Changes in the amount of disturbed park land that will 

occur with implementation of the proposed final plan are summarized 
in table 111-1. Compared to existing conditions, the net amount of 
disturbed land in Yosemite Valley will decrease by approximately 73 
acres, and parkwide the net amount of disturbed land will increase 
by approximately 40 acres. At the El Portal administrative site 
(outside the park boundary), the net amount of disturbed land will 
increase by 143 acres. 

B. Impacts on Vegetation 
1. General Impacts 

Impacts on vegetation are attributable to proposed 
buildings, parking areas, roadways, campgrounds, picnic areas, 
and wastewater treatment spray fields, or to proposed removal of 
such faci I ities and subsequent restoration of the vacated area. 

a. Impacts Associated With Buildings, Roads, and 
Parking Areas 
The primary, direct effect of building, 

roadway, or parking area construction will be the removal of all 
overstory and understory vegetation from areas to be occupied by 
the facility and trampling or cutting of vegetation in the surround
ing area. Sites covered by asphalt, gravel, concrete, or wood will 
not revegetate; however, areas surrounding the facility will revege
tate to varying degrees or can be replanted with herbaceous or 
woody vegetation. 

Injury to the root systems or branches of trees 
will occur during construction activities. This will reduce growth 
rates to a degree depending upon the extent of the injury. Also I 
tree infestation by Fornes annosus (described in section 11.C.5.f. of 
the August 1978 DES) is thought to be initiated or encouraged by 
injury to root systems. This probable effect warrants 
consideration, especially in Yosemite Valley, where Fornes an nos us is 
widespread. 

Indirect effects on vegetation adjacent to 
facilities will depend on the facility's design. Buildings will alter 
normal light and surface-moisture relationships to a degree depend
ing upon numerous factors s1,1ch as the size of the building, the 
color of its paint, and its orientation toward the sun. These 
changes will tend to alter species composition. Construction of 

roadways and parking areas in dense vegetation will open the 
canopy and permit more light to reach ground level. This 
increased light will encourage herbs, brush, and saplings to 
increase in abundance and size. This effect will be confined to 
peripheral areas of openings, and the amount of area affected will 
depend upon the degree of previous canopy closure, the size of the 
facility, the angle of the sun during the growing season, and the 
height of the surrounding canopy layers. 

Foot traffic to and around buildings will trample 
herbaceous vegetation, as well as tree seedlings. If a concrete or 
bituminous pathway is provided, all vegetation will be removed from 
the area it occupies, but damage to vegetation will generally be 
lim.ited to a smaller, linear area. 

b. Impacts Associated With Campgrounds and 
Picnic Areas 
Construction or expansion of campgrounds and 

picnic areas will directly affect vegetation in several ways. 
Initially, mature trees will be thinned if the vegetation is 
considered too dense. Vegetation types that generally require 
thinning include lodgepole pine and red fir. Herbaceous vegetation 
as well as mature trees will be removed for access roads and camp
sites to facilitate tent use and vehicle parking .. 

Visitors in the area will eventually trample and 
remove a considerable amount of herbaceous vegetation and some 
smaller trees (especially if the campsites are placed close together). 
Vegetative reproduction will be largely eliminated by the trampling 
of seedlings and germinating seeds. Visitors will also damage the 
trunks of large trees and break off low limbs. 

Vegetation in campground and picnic areas will 
be indirectly affected by soil compaction, which reduces root growth 
rates and contributes to reduced seedling survival. Also, camp
ground areas are often picked clean of pine cones, fallen branches, 
and even pine needles, which prevents normal decomposition of 
these materials and interrupts nutrient recycling and development of 
forest soi Is. 

c. Impacts Associated With Spray Fields 
Mature trees will be thinned to permit 

excavation and installation of discharge pipes and spray heads and 
also to encourage the growth of herbaceous ground cover. 

Discharged effluent will provide water during 
normally dry summer periods and an increased level of nutrients 
such as nitrogen and phosphorous. These changes will result in 
increased growth rates of trees and herbaceous plants and an 
altered species composition within the affected area. Soil satura-

tion, which would kill plants with shallow root systems through 
oxygen deprivation, will be avoided by providing adequate spray 
field acreage to accommodate the proposed system load. 

Table 111-1. Summary of Proposed Changes in the Amount 
of Disturbed Park Land 

Developed Predominant 
Area Vegetation T~~e Acres Disturbed Acres Restored 

Yosemite Valley Mixed Conifer 17.5 81.4 
Mid Elev. Mdw. 0 9.3 

Cascades Mixed Conifer 0 2.5 
El Portal Chaparral 142. 7 0 
Chinquapin Red Fir 1.0 1.0 
Bridalveil Camp Red Fir 4.2 0 
Glacier Point Red Fir: 0.4 0.4 
Wawona Mixed Conifer 64.3 6.0 
South Entrance Mixed Conifer 7.0 0 
Mariposa Grove Mixed Conifer 0.5 0.5 

Sequoia 0 4.1 
Tuolumne Meadows Lodgepole Pine 10.2 16.1 

Subalpine Meadow 0 2.4 
White Wolf Lodgepole Pine 10.0 0.5 
Crane Flat Mixed Conifer 14.5 0 
Tioga Rd Camps Red Fir 43.0 10.0 
Hodgdon Meadow Mixed Conifer 13.7 0 
Foresta Mixed Conifer 0 7.4a 

Mid Elev. Mdw. 0 0.5 
Mather Mixed Conifer 6.0 0 
Hetch Hetchy Chaparral 0 0 
Aspen Valley Red Fir 0 6.0a 

Totals (excluding b 
El Portal acreage) 192.3 152.1 

aPortions of the areas indicated already resemble natural sites. 
The major change will occur at sites occupied by buildings and 
roads. Therefore, the extent of restoration will be less than the 
indicated acreage. 

bEI Portal acreage is excluded because it is an administrative site 
outside the park's boundary. 



2. Major Impacts by Developed Area 
No effects on threatened or endangered plant species 

are anticipated at any location. 

a. Yosemite Valley 
The total acreage associated with development 

within the Valley is approximately 340 acres. Most of this develop
ment is in the mixed conifer vegetation type, consisting of pon
derosa pine and incense cedar, but some of it is located within the 
more sensitive riparian and meadow-edge types. Proposed reduction 
and relocation of facilities wil I remove development from about 73 
acres in the Valley, but facilities and concentrated visitor use will 
continue to impact 267 acres. Reduction or elimination of the 
Ahwahnee Row houses, Curry orchard parking lot, and Ahwahnee 
golf course will permit about 9 acres of meadow area to be restored 
to near-natural conditions. Elimination of vehicle campground sites 
and housekeeping units from riverbanks will facilitate the recovery 
of about 18 acres of riparian vegetation. 

While facilities remain concentrated in the east 
end of the Valley, natural or simulated natural fire will continue to 
be restricted in that area. This situation has led to the invasion of 
native meadow communities by mixed conifer vegetation and is now 
contributing to the incidence of plant disease, such as Fornes 
annosus, in the mixed conifer forest. In the absence of fire, the 
mixed conifer forest at first becomes unnaturally dense, but an 
increased susceptibility to disease accompanies this unnatural 
condition. Long-term effects of Fornes infestation include increasing 
potential for property damage and human injury from weakened 
trees and the possibility that the mixed conifer community might 
ultimately be replaced with a considerably more sparse plant com
munity devoid of coniferous species. If a more open community 
eventually becomes established, it will resemble the native com
munity that occurred here before the natural fire regime was 
disrupted. 

b. El Portal 
Proposed construction of facilities will affect 

significant portions of a 140-acre site primarily vegetated with 
chaparral. However, some of the proposed actions involving the 
largest amounts of acreage wi 11 leave open space between proposed 
facilities. Conscientious design and site planning will ensure that 
relatively few mature trees will be removed and native ground cover 
will be retained wherever possible. 

c. Wawona 
Development at Wawona currently occupies 

about 282 acres, including 213 ·acres of improved private property 
in Section 35. Proposals to construct a new campground, district 
facilities, roads, and residences will result in a net increase of 58 

acres of disturbed park land. Approximately 200 acres of mixed 
conifer in the floodplain area will be designated as a scenic open 
space corridor. Within this area approximately 5 acres of 
intensively disturbed land (site of existing district office and 
maintenan~e facilities) will be restored. Designation of the 
floodplain corridor will provide incentive for restoration of 
additional impacted sites and pemit no development in the floodplain 
in. the future. 

d. Mariposa Grove 
Elimination of gift sales and Big Trees Lodge 

and a significant reduction in the. parking area will promote 
recovery of soils and vegetation in the giant sequoia ecosystem by 
decreasing the amount of impermeable surfacing and reducing 
activities that trample vegetation and compact soils. The net effect 
will be an increased long-term probability that the giant sequoia 
ecosystem will be perpetuated. In addition, it will reduce the 
potential for situations in which visitors directly damage tree roots 
and tree bases. 

e. Tuolumne Meadows 
With removal of the footbridge and meadow 

trails and roads, trampling of subalpine meadow vegetation will be 
greatly reduced. Reducing the number of campsites will reduce the 
effects of trampling and elimination of ground cover within the 
existing campgrou.nd area. 

C. Impacts on Soils 
1 . General I mp acts 

Impacts on soils are attributable to proposed 
buildings, parking areas, roadways, campgrounds, picnic areas, 
and wastewater treatment spray fields, and to removal of such 
facilities and subsequent restoration of the vacated areas. 

a. Impacts Associated With Buildings, Roads, and 
Parking Areas 
Placement of buildings, roadways, and parking 

areas will require covering the soil with a layer of asphalt or 
near-impermeable concrete. This covering will decrease the amount 
of oxygen available to soil organisms (bacteria, nematodes, etc.), 
which could potentially alter their population density and species 
composition. 

Paving with asphalt will cause the addition of 
some chemicals to the soils, which will alter or locally eliminate 
populations of soil organisms. Asphalt mixtures are petroleum 
based, and during their application petroleum-based chemicals will 
leach out of the mixture and enter the soils. . The amount and 
depth of penetration wi 11 vary with the type of asphalt and the 
porosity of the soil. The by-products of gasoline or diesel com-

bustion iri construction vehicle engines will also enter soils during 
construction periods. 

Impermeable covering of soils will also generally 
alter normal nutrient-recycling processes, such as decomposition of 
organic material and introduction of mineral nutrients from the 
atmosphere and surrounding mineral materials. 

Soil moisture will generally increase when the 
ground is covered with an impermeable surface, primarily because 
the amount of moisture lost through evaporation will decrease. 
Evapotranspiration rates may remain about the same, but this will 
depend upon the presence of root' systems and the extent of area 
covered. Edge areas of large parking surfaces will become more 
moist as they absorb precipitation runoff from the impermeable 
surface. The degree of increase in moisture will depend upon the 
extent of the impermeable surface, the slope of the area, and 
whether or not drain systems are installed. 

Soil profiles will be altered for placement of 
building foundations, sewer lines, water lines, and occasionally for 
cut and fill operations. in road construction. Normal relationships 
between soil horizons (leached and unleached zones) and other soil 
properties such as texture will be altered by mixing or transposing 
various layers. 

Off-road use of construction vehicles will 
compact soils during the development phase. Once the plan is 
implemented, vehicle traffic on unpaved parking areas will compact 
soils to a depth of several inches. Compacted soils are less perme
able, permit less percolation of surface moisture, reduce ground
water recharge, and inhibit the penetration of plant root systems. 

Construction equipment will eliminate or trample 
ground-cover vegetation, which will allow surface runoff to more 
readily erode the exposed soils until revegetation occurs. 

b. Impacts Associated With Pathways, 
Campgrounds, and Picnic Areas. 
Foot traffic along pathways, in picnic areas, 

and in campgrounds may not compact soils to as great a depth as 
vehicle traffic, but the surface appearance will eventually be the 
same after a long period of use. Effects of foot traffic on meadow 
soils and soils with a high clay content will be greatest under moist 
spring conditions, when the soils are moist and pliable. Under 
drier conditions, meadow and clay soils are considerably more firm 
and resistant to foot traffic. 

Foot traffic wil I trample ground-cover vegetation 
and soil compaction will inhibit revegetation, allowing surface runoff 
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to more easily erode soils. Meadow soils will be particularly 
susceptible to erosion during the spring when the root systems of 
herbaceous meadow plants will be most easily injured by compaction. 

c. Impacts Associated With Spray Fields 
Spray-field disposal of wastewater will result in 

a considerable increase in soil moisture and nutrient content. How
ever, soil saturation will be avoided by designing the size of the 
spray field to accommodate the proposed system load. 

Soil profiles will be altered during excavation 
for placement of spray field pipes. Construction equipment will 
compact soils and eliminate or trample ground-cover vegetation, 
allowing surface runoff to more readily erode the exposed soils until 
revegetation occurs. 

d. Impacts Associated With Site Restoration 
Construction equipment will compact soils and 

eliminate ground-cover vegetation, allowing surface runoff to more 
easily erode the exposed soils until revegetation occurs. 

2. Major Impacts by Developed Area 
a. Yosemite Valley 

On the 91 acres where facilities and their 
associated uses will be removed, herbaceous plant materials will 
revegetate the sites within 2-3 years. This will encourage stabili
zation and assist in retarding soil erosion. An indirect effect will 
be reduced stream turbidity as soil erosion is decreased. Soils wil I 
be disturbed on an additional 18 acres in the Valley, mostly for 
bike path construction. 

b. El Portal 
Primary uses of lands for development w;;; 

occur on alluvial, loamy alluvial, or Ahwahnee soils. These soils 
are relatively stable and no significant hazards are associated with 
the sites. Disturbance of El Portal soils will be greater in terms of 
scale than at any other site in the park. 

c. Wawona 
Most new facilities will be constructed on 

relatively stable soils. Most soils south of the river in Section 35 
have been characterized as posing severe restrictions for 
campground development because of slope. This potential for 
erosion will be mitigated by dispersing campsites in a low density 
pattern with buffers of natural vegetation between the sites. 
Campsites will be leveled where necessary with minor grading. 
Steep slopes will be avoided. 

d. Mariposa Grove 
Removal of the gift shop and Big Trees Lodge 

and reduction of the parking area will alleviate existing sources of 
soil compaction, reduce impermeable surfaces, and thus provide a 
better medium for sequoia seedling production. Existing impacted 
areas should reveal signs of recovery in a relatively short span of 
time. 

e. Tuolumne Meadows 
Relocation of facilities and removal of roads and 

trails will lessen both direct and indirect impacts on meadow soils 
and associated vegetation types. Meadow soils are generally more 
moist than adjacent soils, with subsequent intensification of 
trampling effects. Relocation of facilities to more resilient lodgepole 
pine soils will result in some compaction, but not to the degree that 
currently occurs in more moist areas. 

D. I mp acts on Water 
The quality and quantity of the park 1s waters will be 

directly affected by consumption for domestic purposes and the 
introduction or removal of sources of pollution. They will be 
indirectly affected by alterations in soil stability and porosity, as 
they affect the amount and quality of surface-water runoff and 
groundwater percolation. Many of the impacts on water are 
unquantifiable, since they will not necessarily occur in proportion 
to measurable factors, making it impossible to compare the effects of 
the proposal with the effects of alternative actions. These kinds of 
impacts are described generally without quantification or reference 
to specific locations within the park. Wherever valid comparisons 
can be made, the specific impacts of the proposal are described as 
they will occur in each particular developed area. 

1. General Impacts 
a. Impacts Associated With Buildings, Roads, and 

Parking Areas 
Construction activity will temporarily increase 

stream turbidity by increasing potential for soil erosion. Erosion 
generally occurs during spring runoff and periods of heavy 
rainfall, and it is intensified and prolonged wherever herbaceous 
ground cover is disturbed or destroyed as a result of trampling and 
soil compaction. Excessive turbidity levels over long periods of 
time could eliminate populations of invertebrates and sensitive 
species of fish, such as trout, from freshwater environments; 
however, turbidity associated with construction is expected to be 
localized and short in duration, and no significant secondary effects 
on freshwater species are anticipated. 

On paved surfaces and unpaved surfaces where 
soils have been compacted, percolation rates will be reduced and 
surface water runoff will be excessive, promoting accelerated 

erosion. This effect will be perceptible only in localized areas 
during heavy rainfall. 

Runoff from roads and parking areas will carry 
petroleum-based contaminants into streams and lakes, where they 
could potentially alter populations of freshwater species. However, 
the amount of contamination is expected to be slight, and no 
secondary effects on freshwater species are anticipated. 

b. Impacts Associated With Trails, Campgrounds, 
and Picnic Areas. 
Minor increases in nutrient levels (compounds of 

phosphates and nitrates) and contamination with fecal coliform 
organisms and other bacteria will result from bathing, washing 
dishes and clothes in streams, and normal drainage from 
high-density use areas. 

Foot traffic along streambanks will promote soil 
erosion into watercourses, contributing to the turbidity of stream 
water. 

In areas where foot traffic is concentrated, 
soils will become compacted and surface-water runoff will be 
excessive, promoting accelerated erosion in localized areas during 
heavy rainfall. 

c. Impacts Associated With Spray Fields 
Some introduction of nutrients and bacteria into 

surface streams and groundwater aquifers wil I occur. Increased 
nutrient levels could increase aquatic vegetation and alter species 
composition within the freshwater ecosystem. Fecal coliform 
organisms and other bacteria could contaminate water that may be 
consumed downstream. However, spray fields wi 11 be designed for 
maximum decomposition of their project loads and no significant 
contamination is anticipated. 

2. Cumulative Impact on the North Fork of the Merced 
River 
a. Water Quantity 

A 350, 000 gpd red·uction in water consumption 
in Yosemite Valley will decrease the amount of water diverted from 
the North Fork of the Merced by about 30 percent (see table 111-2). 
Low-flow volumes in the river between Yosemite Valley and El Portal 
will increase by 17 percent to 2.45 million gpd, compared to a 
natural low flow of 3. 2 mil lion gpd. Indirect effects of increased 
low-flow volumes will be increased habitat with increased oxygen 
levels for fish and invertebrates, which will allow greater species 
diversity than would exist in communities adapted to a lower volume 
of river flow. Nevertheless, species diversity will continue to be 
less than what would occur if no water was being diverted from the 
river. 



Water consumption at El Portal will double from 
the current consumption rate of 300,000 gpd to an estimated 600,000 
gpd. However, conversion to groundwater sources will greatly 
reduce diversion of surface water from the Merced River. Flows in 
the Merced will be somewhat reduced, particularly if wells are 
located in the riverbed alluvium, but this will be offset by the 
discharge of adequately treated wastewater effluent from the El 
Portal treatment plant, which will add about 1 million gpd to 
groundwater aquifers and surface waters downstream from El Portal. 

Along the entire length of the North Fork, 
diversion of surface water for domestic consumption will decrease 
from about 1. 5 million gpd to about 1 million gpd. This net 
decrease of approximately 500,000 gpd will be associated mainly with 
the reduction in development in the Valley and conversion to 
groundwater sources at El Portal. 

b. Water Quality. Wastewater contamination of the 
North Fork was greatly reduced in 1977 when the El Portal 
treatment plant (currently classified as an activated sludge system 
at a tertiary treatment level) was completed and the Valley 
wastewater treatment plant was phased out. Previous overloading 
of the Valley plant had resulted in direct discharge of raw sewage 
into the Merced River. Up until 1977, fish kills and odors were 
common. 

Some contamination of surface and ground 
waters is still occurring in the Valley because of the age and state 
of disrepair of the existing wastewater collection system, primarily 
throughout campgrounds and developed areas east of Yosemite 
Creek. A study is being undertaken to identify the ambient level 
and the coliform level that will be associated with planned 
development. These levels will be assessed and documented during 
the design planning stage for the Valley and El Portal developed 
areas. 

Stream turbidity will decrease due to reduced 
rates of soil erosion within riparian areas when the riverbank 
campsites and housekeeping units are removed from the Valley. 
However, natural rates of bank erosion will continue to be 
significant as the Merced River continues to undercut its banks in 
the Valley. 

Septic systems will continue to be utilized at 
Bridalveil Campground, Glacier Point (combined with Jet-o-Matic 
toilets), and Summit Meadow. However, either an increase in the 
size of drain fields or the number of septic systems may be 
required at each of these locations. This will be determined in the 
developed area design planning stage. No known surface waters 
are presently affected by present operations or loading levels. 

A greater number of pit and/or vault toilets are 
proposed to accommodate increased sewage loading at the Tioga 
Road campgrounds, with increased potential for contamination of 
groundwater and surface water by nutrients and coliform bacteria. 
Conversion to portable chemical, recirculating chemical, 
incinerating, low-volume flush, or other methods may eventually 
become mandatory to eliminate this potential contamination source. 
This wi II be determined in the developed area design planning 
stage. Neither the existing nutrient and coliform bacteria levels 
nor the extent to which they can be expected to change is known. 
However, considering the transport distance of 3 to 8 miles to the 
Merced River, no significant impact is anticipated. 

3. Cumulative Impact on the South Fork of the Merced 
River 
a. Water Quantity 

Developed areas within this drainage system in
clude Wawona, the south entrance, and Mariposa Grove. Diversion 
of surface water for domestic use at Wawona will increase from 
207, 000 g pd to about 275, 000 gpd, or from about 32 percent of 
low-flow volume in the South Fork (650, 000 gpd) to about 43 per-
cent. Along the entire length of the South Fork inside the 
park, water diversion will be increased from 222, 000 to 281, 000 
gpd, which could potentially aggravate problems of stagnation and 
lowered dissolved oxygen levels. A water use study for Wawona 
has been programmed to evaluate alternative water sources and 
water supply systems to mitigate adverse effects on the South Fork 
of the Merced and ensure a consistent supply of high quality water. 
Also, the sewage treatment study programmed for FY 80 will assess 
the possibility of using treated effluent to irrigate the golf course, 
which would decrease surface water diversion by approximately 
102,400 gpd (based on an irrigation rate of 1 inch per week). This 
study will also assess the possibility of providing a sufficient de
gree of treatment to permit discharge directly to the river. 

b. Water Quality 
Coliform bacteria in the South Fork have been 

recorded in excess of 70,000 MPN (most probable number per 100 
mililiters, although existing data are insufficient to determine a 
range of ambient levels). Proposed secondary treatment of all 
wastewater will reduce this reading to less than 2,300 MPN. Am
bient levels of BOD, suspended solids, and turbidity are unknown; 
however, no degradation of these parameters is anticipated. 
Planned studies will collect water quality data to further assess 
impacts of proposed development on adjacent surface waters. 

4. Cumulative Impact on the Tuolumne River 
a. Water Quantity 

Developed areas within this drainage system in
clude White Wolf, Hodgdon Meadow, Tuolumne Meadows, and some 

Table 111-2. Water Supply 

Consumption (gpd) Source 
Required 

Location Existing Projected Existing Proeosed uegrading 

Yosemite Valley 1,150,000 800,000 Surface Surface Filtration 
Cascades 1,600 0 Surface 
Arch Rock 1,700 0 Surface 
El Portal 300,000 600,000 Combined Ground 
Chinquapin 4,300 0 Surface 
Bridalveil Creek 11,000 13,400 Surface Surface 
Summit Meadow 700 Surface 
Badger Pass 13,500 13,500 b Ground Ground 
Glacier Point 4,825 3,825a Combined CombinEtd Filtration 
Wawona 207,000 275,000b Combined Surface Filtration 
South Entrance 2,000 4,000 Surface Surface 
Mariposa Grove 13,500 1,900a Surface Surface 
Tioga Pass 2,900 2,900 Surface Surface 
Tuolumne Meadows 110,000 90,000 Surface Surface F.ilt. /Chlor. 
White Wolf 12,000 24,000b Combined Ground 
Crane Flat 18,000 22,000b Combined Ground 
Hodgdon Meadows 17,000 25,000 Surface Ground 
Tioga Road Camps 24,000 39,000 Surface Surface Filt. /Chlor. 
Hetch Hetchy 1,800 1,800 Surface Surface 
Mather Station 0 3,000 
Foresta 4,000 1,200 Combined Ground Filtration 
High Sierra Camps 18,000 18,000 Combined Combined 
Merced Grove 2,000 2,000 Combined Combined 

aBased on use of oil-recirculating toilets, which decrease water usage to 
one-half gallon per day per person. 

bBased on use of low-flow fixtures. 

CA study underway to determine the feasibility of augmenting 
.surface-water sources with groundwater sources. 
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High Sierra camps. Diversion of surface water in these areas will 
decrease from 164,000 to about 162,000 gpd. This amount is rela
tively insignificant to the low-flow volume of the Tuolumne River, 
which was 3.8 million gpd when measured during the fall of 1977 
immediately above Hetch Hetchy Reservoir. Diversion at Tuolumne 
Meadows will amount to about 2 percent of this total drainage flow. 

b. Water Quality 
At Tuolumne Meadows, the existing wastewater 

treatment system is utilized at its design capacity of 100,000 gpd 
during peak weekend use. Proposed changes in visitor use levels 
will reduce the amount of wastewater flows by approximately 20,000 
gpd, providing a moderate safety margin for unexpected increases 
in wastewater flows. No major contamination of the Tuolumne River 
is presently occurring, and none is anticipated. The current 
coliform level of 3 per 100 mililiters and BOD level of 3.5 miligrams 
per liter will be reduced. Potential expansion of the spray field is 
currently being assessed. 

Septic systems at the High Sierra camps are 
primarily loaded with grey water, while the black water is collected 
in Jet-o-Matics and periodically removed from the area. Over
loading of treatment systems occurs occasionally, particularly at 
Vogelsang. Corrective measures, including construction of a 
neoprene-lined oxidation pond, have been instituted and no further 
overloading is expected. Ambient levels of coliform counts and 
other water quality parameters for adjacent streams are unknown, 
but the impacts of the proposal are assumed to be insignificant in 
this watershed. 

The septic system at the Hodgdon Meadow 
information station is presently overloaded, and local contamination 
of ground and surface waters is occurring to an unknown degree. 
Proposed connection of the station with the secondary treatment 
facility at the housing area will eliminate this source of contamina
tion and reduce levels of coliform, BOD, and other pollutants in 
ground and surface waters. Similarly, construction of a wastewater 
treatment plant at Crane Flat will alleviate existing overdependence 
on septic systems. 

E. Impacts on Wildlife 
1. Net Gain and Loss of Habitat Types 

General effects on wildlife are directly associated 
with the loss or gain of habitat. Removal or restoration of vegeta
tion will affect both the primary consumers of plants and secondary 
consumers, or predatory species, who inhabit the area where the 
change occurs. Over al I habitat changes are summarized in table 1. 
Overall, a small loss in habitat will occur inside the park in the 
mixed conifer, red fir, and lodgepole pine ecosystems. Several 
status-undetermined species inhabit these ecosystems: red-legged 

frog (mixed conifer), and California bighorn, pine marten, and 
wolverine (lodgepole pine). There will be a greater loss of 
chaparral habitat outside the park at El Portal. With the exception 
of the status-undetermined ring-tailed cat, the wildlife species 
associated with this habitat are known to be common throughout the 
area. No impact on threatened or endangered species is 
anticipated. 

Species that are tolerant of human developments and 
activity in their habitats will be less affectea by habitat alteration 
than species that are not. However, species that adapt their 
behavior to unnatural food sources inay reach population levels that 
cannot be sustained during periods of low visitation. Even tolerant 
species will temporarily avoid locations where construction activity 
is occurring. Some species inhabiting areas where roadways occur 
will curtail their home ranges or alter their movement patterns to 
avoid crossing the roadway. Road kills will increase species 
mortality. 

2. Disruption of Nesting Birds 
Development· of year-round facilities at Crane Flat 

may have a significant effect on great grey owls and pileated wood
peckers believed to be nesting in the area. These species are 
fairly sensitive to human activity in their ranges and may abandon 
their traditional nesting_ sites if they are significantly disturbed. 
Great grey owl nesting may also be disrupted by the development at 
Bridalveil Creek campground. It is not known if disturbed 
individuals will relocate their nests in nearby areas or abandon the 
vicinity entirely. 

3. Natural Species Composition in Freshwater 
Environments 
Continued diversion of surface waters for human use 

will adversely affect fish populations by reducing habitat and 
decreasing dissolved oxygen levels in streams. One of the deter
mining factors of species composition and abundance in a stream 
environment is the volume and duration of the lowest annual flow, 
since species or numbers of individuals that are not tolerant of this 
condition will not survive. Since diversion of water for domestic 
purposes periodically results in stream flows that are less than 
would normally occur during dry seasons, it acts as an unnatural 
limiting factor on freshwater communities. These adverse effects 
will be most significant in the Valley and Merced Gorge portions of 
the North Fork of the Merced River and below Wawona in the South 
Fork of the Merced. 

Native freshwater species are not expected to be 
affected by short-term increases in turbidity or by the introduction 
of small amounts of nutrients or contaminants into surface waters. 
However, the disposal of wastewater at spray fields could potentially 

result in the introduction of sufficiently high amounts of nutrients 
and contaminants to alter normal freshwater food chains and 
dissolved oxygen levels. 

4. Displacement of Exotic Species 
Elimination of ornamentally planted areas, such as 

the Ahwahnee Hotel golf course, may help control invasions of 
starlings and brown-headed cowbirds. Large lawn areas are pre
ferred feeding areas for these species, which may have a negative 
effect on the breeding and survival of native bird species in the 
park, especially in the Valley. 

F. Impacts on Air Quality 
Air quality in the park will be affected by vehicle 

exhaust emissions, combustion byproducts from facility heating 
plants and campfires, and industrial pollutants from areas outside 
the park. Vehicle exhaust emissions will contribute various amounts 
of pollutants, including carbon monoxide, oxides of nitrogen, 
hydrocarbons, lead, and suspended particulates, in localized 
concentrations along roadways and in parking areas. Construction 
vehicles will produce the same pollutants wherever construction is 
occurring for the duration of the project. The combustion of wood 
and petroleum fuels for ·heating of accommodations, campfires, and 
power generation will produce hydrocarbons and suspended particu
lates. Existing quantities of these air pollutants are discussed on 
pp. 100-102 in the DES. 

Quantities of air pollutants related to vehicle use in the 
park can be expected to change with changes in transportation 
patterns. This change is currently unquantifiable; however it will 
be assessed as part of the transportation study programmed for the 
park. 

Actual proportions of visitors utilizing buses from outside 
the park or projected miles associated with a future· shuttle system 
are unknown. However, based on the fol lowing assumptions, a 
worst-case situation for vehicle emissions on peak use days can be 
derived. These assumptions include (1) a round trip of 22. 5 miles, 
including miscellaneous driving, (2) 3,860 day use vehicles per 
day, based on 1, 271 day use parking areas and a turnover rate of 
50 percent, (3) 2,016 overnight user vehicles, and (4) 1,000 
employee resident and commuter vehicles. This amounts to a total 
of approximately 133,000 vehicles mile driven per peak use day. 
Estimated exhaust emission rates utilized in the 1978 DEIS and 1980 
DEIS supplement reveal that for this mileage, 10.64 tons of carbon 
monoxide, 0.67 ton of hydrocarbons, and 0.36 ton of nitrogen oxide 
will be produced. These worst-case figures are substantially 
higher than those indicated in the 1978 DEIS, pages 101 and 128. 
Previously, average miles per day were utilized. 



Improvements in air quality are anticipated at Yosemite 
Valley and Mariposa Grove. The air quality of Yosemite Valley will 
continue to be affected by large numbers of vehicles, campfires, 
and heating plants; however, an overall decrease in levels of use, 
vehicle movement, and employee housing, and elimination of 116 
campsites from the Valley, will improve air quality over what it is 
now. Exhaust emissions will decrease significantly in Mariposa 
Grove when private vehicle use is replaced with shuttle bus use. 

The proposal will not affect the amount or types of 
industrial pollutants entering the park from California's urban 
areas. Visibility conditions, particularly, are affected by airborne 
pollutants from coastal urban areas. 

G. Impacts on Esthetic Quality 
Any alteration of the environment that improves or 

detracts from the enjoyment of the park's outstanding natural 
scenery or the tranquility of the setting is assumed to be an impact 
on the park's esthetic quality. Examples of distractions are man
made structures or vehicles visible in the foreground or background 
of scenic vistas, unnatural noises, developed areas that appear 
congested or chaotic, and unnatural vegetational patterns. 
Generally, the plan will marginally reduce the extent of these 
distractions overall in the Valley by removing particularly obvious 
intrusions from views (such as strip parking, Camp 6, ice rink, 
and parking), by restoring natural vegetational patterns, and by 
ensuring that new developments are located and designed to mini
mize their visibility. Overall, the plan will remove approximately 80 
moderate-to-large structures, 300 small units or tent structures, 
116 vehicle campground sites, and more than 500 strip parking 
spaces. The employee population will be reduced by about 
two-thirds (to 400 employees), thereby further reducing employee 
cars and other vehicles in the Valley. Temporary increases in 
distracting sights and sounds will occur throughout the park during 
construction and restoration projects. Significant long-term 
alterations are discussed below. 

1. Yosemite Valley 
Table 111-3 indicates relative changes in visual 

quality in Yosemite Valley as reflected by altered vegetational 
patterns, proposed development, and the kinds of activities that 
will be occurring there. Removal of visitor facilities from the 
floodplain of the Merced River will alleviate the congested appear
ance of that area. 

Removal and redesign of facilities in Yosemite Village 
will alleviate the congested appearance and overdeveloped atmos
phere of that area. The area behind the Village Store will be 
opened up by removal or relocation of the vehicle repair and 
servicing garage, car rental facility, shuttle bus maintenance and 

Table 111-3. Impacts on Scenic Quality (in acres) 

Area Classification 
Area/ Action A-Scenic B-Scenic C-Scenic 

Yosemite Lodge 
Remove accommodations from 

floodplain + 9.1 

Yosemite Village 
Remove gift shops, services, etc. +1. 7 +1.5 
Remove administrative and 

maintenance facilities +2.5 
Remove Ahwahnee Row and other 

residences +0.9 +19.5 
Restore Camp 6 area +9.0 
Redesign village mall +1.5 +1.5 
Adapt school area for housing +3. 1 

Curry Village 
Remove ice rink and misc. 

structures +1. 7 
Phase out portion of orchard 

parking +2.7 +0.5 
Remove tent cabins from hazard 

area +4.2 
Eliminate dump parking +1.6 
Reduce housekeeping units 

and construct path +3.1 

Ahwahnee Hotel 
Remove tennis court and golf 

course +4.1 

Campgrounds 
Eliminate riverbank camping +11.8 +3.2 

Other Areas 
Remove strip parking 
Remove Degnans and other 

residences +0.4 
Remove Masonic hall +0.1 
Remove superintendent's 

residence +0.8 
Remove old sewage treatment 

plant +2.8 
Construct Indian cultural center -2.0 
Construct bike trail 
Construct water storage facility -1. 0 

NET GAIN OR LOSS +44.S +39.5 

+ indicates general gain in scenic quality. 
- indicates general loss in scenic quality. 

Mixed 

+3.4 

-14.5 

storage yard, YP&CC headquarters, and housing. The removal of 
the Ahwahnee Row houses will reduce the number of structures 
visible in views of one of the more significant and scenic meadows 
in Yosemite Valley. Redesign of the village mall will substantially 
reduce the expanse of asphalt and the 11 strip 11 appearance of com
mercial, interpretive, and administrative facilities. Existing 
employee tent cabins will be removed from Camp 6 along the river 
corridor. 

The redesign of the Curry Village tent cabin area 
will reduce its congested appearance by providing lower density 
development. 

Removing more than 1, 000 day parking spaces and 
restricting automobile circulation will alleviate much of the auto
mobile congestion and confusion now occurring within A-Scenic and 
B-Scenic areas. 

The substantial reduction in the employee community, 
coupled with reductions in visitor accommodations and services will 
reduce the number of deliveries of fuel and other commodities, 
reducing the number of semitrailer trucks with relatively high 
noise-producing diesel engines. 

2. El Portal 
The natural, undisturbed appearance of portions of 

El Portal will be significantly altered by the construction of 
employee residences, administrative offices, maintenance areas, and 
town-oriented commercial faci Ii ties. 

3. Glacier Point 
Man-made facilities will be removed from one of the 

most significant and well-known viewing points in the park .. Re
routing the trail from the parking area to the overlook will result in 
an improvement in the initial view of Yosemite Valley. 

4. Wawona 
Additional Park Service facilities at Wawona will make 

development a more prominent part of the landscape where they are 
located. Designation of a scenic corridor along the South Fork of 
the Merced at Wawona will protect the esthetic value of this area. 

5. Mariposa Grove 
Removal of the gift shop, Big Trees Lodge, Wawona 

Point Road, and asphalt parking area will improve the natural 
appearance of the area. 
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6. Tuolumne Meadows 
Relocation of the grocery store will increase the 

naturalness of an area visible from the road. Removal of many 
meadow roads and trails will make the meadows look more natural 
once road scars have healed. Other developments that would 
detract from the scenery will be located where they will not be 
visible from the road. 

7. White Wolf 
Provisions for commercial power will reduce noise 

levels by eliminating the need for on site generators. The proposed 
expansion of the campground and lodge will slightly increase the 
developed appearance of the area. 

8. Crane Flat 
The proposed parking area will be a visible intrusion 

on the natural scene. The location of the wastewater treatment 
facility has not been determined, but it will not be visible from the 
road. Noise from electric generators will be eliminated when com
mercial power is provided. 

9. Hodgdon Meadow 
Additional park employee housing and additional 

campground sites will make development a more prominent feature of 
the landscape and detract from people's enjoyment of the natural 
setting. 

10. Foresta 
Removal of many existing facilities will enhance 

opportunities for enjoyment of the natural setting. 

11 . Mather Station 
The proposed campground 

increase the developed appearance of the 
visible to most visitors. 

12. Summary of Impacts 

and parking area will 
area, but it will not be 

Overall, the amount of development intrusions on 
esthetic qualities will be decreased at Yosemite Valley, Glacier 
Point, Mariposa Grove, Tuolumne Meadows, White Wolf, and Foresta. 
They will be increased at El Portal, Wawona, Crane Flat, Hodgdon 
Meadow, and Mather Station. 

H. Impacts on Archeological Resources 
Direct impacts on archeological resources will be variable 

and closely related to specific kinds of proposed actions. Construc
tion activities will generally affect the uppermost strata as vehicles 
compact the soils and alter the distribution and stratification of 
artifacts. In some areas, where all materials are on the surface, 
this will destroy the site's value. Excavation will alter the juxta-

position of artifacts to greater depths. Paving of roadways and 
parking areas will temporarily seal archeological resources and 
protect them from further damage; however, the construction activi
ties required prior to paving and the weight of the paving materials 
will alter the original site conditions. 

Visitors using campgrounds and picnic areas will remove 
surface artifacts and moderately compact soils. A loss of the 
original surface materials, a minor alteration of artifact juxtaposi
tion, and a loss of surface evidence that would otherwise be a key 
indicator of the sites's location will result. 

Removal of roads, trails, or structures from the top of 
archeological sites will result in additional disturbance to the site 
over and beyond the original effects of establishing the facility. 

Some archeological sites not directly affected by the 
proposal will be indirectly affected due to their proximity to 
facilities and the potential for increased activity in the area. 

Table 111-4 lists those archeological sites which will be 
directly or indirectly affected by the proposal. Variable impacts 
associated with site quality or importance are not indicated because 
the relative value of one site compared to another is largely 
unknown at the present time. A recently completed research design 
will direct the testing program necessary to determine those relative 
values and to provide information pertinent to the design of 
appropriate mitigation measures where required. 

1. Impacts Associated With Construction 
Proposed development of facilities will directly affect 

a total of four sites, excluding El Portal, and indirectly affect two 
sites. Actions at developed areas that will directly affect 
archeological sites include the establishment of a campground at 
Wawona, expansion of the employee residential area at Hodgdon 
Meadow, and expansion of the Yosemite Creek campground. 
Indirect effects will occur as a result of expansion of Yosemite 
Creek campground and construction of a parking area at Crane 
Flat. 

The relative degree of impact will be partly associ
ated with the level of disturbance previously occurring on the site. 
Of the 14 sites listed in table 111-4 as being directly or indirectly 
affected by proposed construction actions, one site has received 
relatively little disturbance, three have had significant losses of 
artifacts due to scavenging, and the remaining ten have been 
previously altered by construction activities of one sort or another. 
Sites that have received no significant impact in the past will 
remain undisturbed. 

The general areas of Yosemite Valley, El Portal, Wawona, 
Tuolumne, and Foresta/Big Meadow are all archeological districts 
included in the National Register of Historic Places. Any adverse 
effect on archeological resources within these districts will impair 
the integrity of the district as a whole. 

The most significant cumulative impact on archeological 
resources will occur at El Portal. Proposed utilization of the 
developable land for residential, administrative, warehousing, and 
maintenance facilities will significantly affect the archeological sites 
and the integrity of this archeological district. 

Table 111-4. Numbers of Archeological Sites Affected by the Proposal 

T~~e and Source of lm~act 

Direct Effect Indirect Effect No lm~act 

Facility, Facility, Facility, Facility, 
Roadway Roadway Roadway Roadway 

Develo~ed Area Construction Removal Construction Removal 

Yosemite Valley 0 5 0 0 
Cascades 0 1 0 0 
El Portal 8 1 0 0 
Wawona Areaa 2 0 0 3 
Tuolumne 0 9 0 0 
Hodgdon Meadow b 1 0 0 0 
Tioga Road Corridor 1 0 2 0 
Foresta 0 0 0 0 
Aspen Valley 0 0 0 5 
Backcountry 0 0 0 0 

aArea includes Wawona, south entrance station, and Mariposa Grove. 

bArea includes Tioga Road campgrounds, Tenaya Lake area, Crane Flat, 
and White Wolf. 
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2. Impacts Associated With Facility Removal 
Removal of facilities or roadways will directly disturb 

a total of 16 sites in Yosemite Valley, Cascades, El Portal, and 
Tuolumne Meadows·. . All of these sites have been previously 
disturbed. In a~d1t1on, a_ total of 8 sites in Wawona and Aspen 
Valley may potentially be disturbed by restoration activities in their 
vicinities. 

both roads 
Sites affected by facility removal include areas where 

and buildings are removed. Effects of construction 



vehicles will further alter juxtaposition of artifacts, stratification, 
and integrity of the site as a whole. 

I. Impacts on Historic Resources 
Impacts on historic resources are generally associated 

with their preservation, restoration, removal, natural deterioration, 
and adaptive use. Table 1-2 summarizes proposed treatments other 
than preservation. Historic resources not listed in the table will be 
preserved. 

Preservation involves sustaining the existing terrain and 
vegetative cover of a site and the existing form, integrity, and 
material of an object or structure. It includes initial preservation 
work, where necessary, as well as ongoing maintenance. 

Restoration is the process of recovering the general 
historic form and details of an object or structure through the 
removal of incompatible accretions and the replacement of missing 
elements as appropriate. It may be for exteriors and interiors, and 
may be partial or complete. 

Removal includes demolition or relocation of a structure 
and the recovery of an area to more natural conditions. 

Natural deterioration involves the gradual disintegration 
of the resource through lack of maintenance, exposure to climatic 
conditions, etc. Sometimes potential hazards are removed (e.g., 
filling in abandoned mine shafts). 

Adaptive use usually calls for the preservation and/or 
restoration. of a building facade and the conversion of the interior 
to modern, functional space. Original fabric is retained whenever 
practicable. Adaptive use may result in changes in the quality or 
understanding of those aspects that qualified the resource for entry 
in the National Register of Historic Places. 

Increased use of historic structures can lead to excessive 
wear and tear and eventual deterioration of the resource. 

Less easily quantified is the cumulative impact on a 
historic district or site caused by the individual actions affecting 
its components. In these instances, the degree of impact will vary 
based on the significance of the involved components. 

The remaining discussion of impacts on historic resources 
is concerned with proposed development-related actions. Impacts 
are discussed if the properties involved are· on, or nominated to, 
the National Register of Historic Places. 

1. Yosemite Valley District 
As a result of implementing the proposal, the 

following properties will be preserved in their existing character: 
Yosemite Valley Chapel, Le Conte Memorial Lodge, the Yosemite 
Valley bridges (8), Lamon Orchard Site, the Pioneer Cemetery, and 
other historic sites in the Yosemite Village Historic District. The 
proposed removal of the tennis courts (1928) and golf course (1930) 
from the ·grounds of the Ahwahnee Hotel (1925) will alter the 
historic hotel setting but will not significantly affect the architec
tural qualities of the building. 

The Degnan residence will be removed and the_ 
bakery salvaged and moved to a site at the Pioneer Yosemite 
History Center in Wawona. 

Within the Yosemite Village Historic District, the 
significant exterior facades of the administration building and post 
office will be preserved, while their interiors will be adaptively 
used. Proposed interpretive use of the Valley District Building 
(Old Museum) will return the facility to its historic function. Partial 
restoration of the building's architecturally significant facade may 
be indicated. The removal of the magistrate's office from the Old 
Museum will increase the security for the collections. 

Removal of the superintendent's residence and 
garage in the Yosemite Village Historic District will affect both the 
individual structures and the district's architectural integrity. The 
proposed reduction in employee housing may result in the loss of 
houses located along the southern edge of the village historic
district. 

The proposal to remove development from the meadow 
edges will result in the loss of the seven architecturally significant 
Ahwahnee Row houses. 

A similar impact will occur within the Camp Curry 
Historic District with the removal of the Foster Curry cabin, which 
is located within the active rockfall zone. The potential for 
changing Camp Curry's historically significant philosophy of 
low-cost accommodations will be satisfactorily avoided by retaining a 
mixture of old and new tent cabins. The original registration 
office, Mother Curry's Bungalow, and the camp entrance sign will 
all be preserved and maintained. 

The Bagby Stationhouse in El Portal will be used as 
an information/ reservation station and community museum. The 
historic rolling stock wil I be preserved. 

2. Wawona District 
The proposal to continue managing Wawona as the 

focal point for interpreting Yosemite history will result in the 
continued preservation of National Register properties in the 
Pioneer Yosemite History Center. Other properties that will be 
preserved are the arboretum wall remains and the Chilnualna Falls 
ranger patrol cabin. 

Proposals for the Wawona Hotel will result in partial 
restoration and increased use of the buildings. Relocation of the 
Wawona Hotel parking area and redesign of the gas station facade 
will reduce the impact of modern intrusions on the historic scene. 

The CCC-era residence and comfort station at 
Chinquapin will be removed. The CCC residences in Wawona will 
continue to be used for housing. 

The Glacier Point Trailside l'viuseum and the 
Ostrander Lake ski hut will be preserved. 

3. Mather District 
In the Tuolumne Meadows/Tioga Pass area proposed 

actions will lead to continued preservation and use of the Tioga 
Pass entrance station and comfort station, three CCC comfort 
stations in the Tuolumne Meadows campground, the CCC visitor 
center, the McCauley cabin, and the Soda Springs enclosure. 

The proposed conversion of the CCC mess hall from 
a mountaineering center to employee apartments will result in 
significant renovation of the interior. 

The proposed adaptive use of Parsons Lodge for 
interpretive programs will have no effect on its architecturally 
significant facade and will result in the continued use and preser
vation of the resource. 

Removal of the Tuolumne Meadows ranger station, 
the Meyer barn at Big Meadow, and the Merced Grove ranger 
station will result in the loss of these resources. The second 
Meyer barn will be dismantled and moved to the Pioneer Yosemite 
History Center in Wawona. 

J. Impacts on Indian Culture 
The Indian cultural center will help to maintain the Indian 

heritage of Yosemite. The center will be located west of the 
Sunnyside Campground at the request of the local Native 
Americans. The atmosphere will be proper for traditional 
ceremonies and private ·enough to conduct sacred ceremonies in a 
dignified manner. 
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K. Impacts on the Socioeconomic Region 
1. Impact of Boundary Changes on the Region 

The Crocker Ridge addition wil I not affect land uses 
in the region. The land is currently being managed by the U.S. 
Forest Service as if it were part of Yosemite National Park. 
Crocker Ridge is not proposed for a timber sale and it is not 
included in the timber land base for Stanislaus National Forest. 
Compared to current U.S. Forest Service management practices, no 
economic impacts will be i_ncurred when the land is transferred to 
the National Park Service. 

The Raymond Mountain deletion will transfer this 
land from park preservation to multiple use management. 

2. Impact of Land Acquisition on the Region 
Acquisition of private properties on a willing 

seller/willing buyer basis will gradually reduce the number of 
seasonal and permanent houses available within the private sector in 
the area. Acquisition of private properties will remove those lands 
from the county tax base. Public Law 94-565, Payments in Lieu of 
Taxes, is intended to compensate affected counties for such losses. 
It is not expected that either Mariposa or Tuolumne counties will 
experience tax losses while these ·payments are being made. 
However, provisions of the law stipulate that tax loss compensation 
will occur for a period of five years only. At the end of the 
five-year period the two counties may experience some loss in these 
revenues. During the 1976-77 tax year Mariposa County collected 
$87,654.36 in property taxes from Section 35. If property owners 
elect to remain residents in Section 35 after selling their properties, 
they will continue to pay a possessory tax that will approximate the 
payments of property taxes. Therefore, the reduction in the tax 
base may not occur for 20 to 50 years. 

3. Impact of Construction on the Region 
The estimated expenditures required to implement the 

proposal approach $160 million. Of the total cost, $132 million will 
be incurred by the National Park Service. Total expenditures 
incurred by the concessioner will be $27 million, but the actual cost 
to the concessioner of implementing the plan will be $25 million since 
the concessioner will receive payments from the National Park 
Service of $2 million for removal and relocation of facilities. The 
breakdown of attributable costs is as follows: 

National Park Service 
Construction of New Facilities 
Rehabilitation of Existing Facilities 
Payments to the Concessioner for 

Removal of Facilities 

Subtotal 

Yosemite Park and Curry Company 

Total 

$86 million 
44 million 

2 million 

$132 million 

$27 million 

$159 million 

In order to quantify the economic impacts associated 
with implementing the actions required in the various alternatives 
and in the proposal, input-output tables were developed for the 
local economies (Lofting, 1976). This methodology allows for a 
determination of the man-years of employment and dollars of income 
that will be generated as a result of construction activity. While 
the direct economic impacts will primarily occur in the construction 
sector of the local economy, indirect and induced effects are also 
captured by this analysis so that the aggregate impact on the entire 
economic infrastructure is recognized. 

Implementation of only the new construction actions 
outlined in the proposal is estimated to cost $113 million. From the 
input-output analysis, construction activities are projected to 
generate 5,762 man-years of employment and $46,780,350 of income 
in the five counties of the Yosemite region (see table 111-5). Of 
the total construction budget, development costs occurrin'g directly 
in Mariposa County are estimated to generate 2,514 man-years of 
employment and $9,327,300 of income for Mariposa County. The 
information presented above is aggregated for the lifetime of the 
project, and the annual effect on the local economies will be 
dependent on the schedule of implementation. The project is esti
mated to require 10 years for completion. Assuming that the 
project can be phased to generate equal increments of construction 
annually, the resultant effect on the regional economy will be the 
creation of 576 man-years of employment and $4,680,000 of income 
per year. The annual impact on Mariposa County will be 250 
man-years of employment and $932,000 of income. 

Expanded employment opportunities can be expected 
to cause an overall population increase of 0. 7 percent in the five 
counties and 10.5 percent in Mariposa County (assuming a 
population multiplier of 3 persons per man-year of employment). 
Coincident with population growth are other socioeconomic impacts 
that can be identified and measured. In the five-county region a 
1. 0 percent increase in housing demand will be generated. The 

effect on Mariposa County is anticipated to be a 13. 5 percent 
increase in the demand for housing. Additional population will also 
result in an increase in the demand for health care facilities, which 
is expected to amount to 0. 7 percent in the region and 10.5 percent 
in Mariposa County. The number of school-aged children will 
increase by 1.0 percent in the region and by 16.5 percent in 
Mariposa County. Generally, demand for all existing social services 
will increase as the population increases. 

Following completion of the various construction 
projects (approximately 10 years), employment opportunities in the 
region may decline. If this occurs, it will cause a consequential 
decrease in population and the demand for social services projected 
above. 

Table 111-5. Impacts of Construction Activities 

Variable Yosemite Regiona Mariposa County 

Employment 
Income 
Annual Employment 
Annual Income 
Population Increase 
Demand for Housing 
Demand for Health Care 
Increase in School-Aged Children 

5, 762 man-years 
$46,780,350 
576 man-years 

$4,678,000 
0.7% 
1.0% 
0.7% 
1.0% 

2,514 man-years 
$9,327,300 

250 man-years 
$932,700 

10.5% 
13.5% 
10.5% 
16.5% 

alncludes Madera, Mariposa, Merced, Mono, and Tuolumne Counties. 

4. Impact of Visitation on the Region 
The annual number of visitors is projected to be 

2,685,400 (Harris, Kerr, Forster ·and Company, 1977). This will be 
a slight decrease from the greatest annual visitation of 2, 753, 152, 
which occurred in 1976. Although a decrease in visitation will 
reduce economic gains to local economies, the reduction will be 
relatively insignificant. 

5. Impact of Recreational Opportunities on the Region 
Most changes in recreational opportunities within the 

park are not anticipated to cause major changes in the demand for 
recreation outside the park. The following items, however, may 
affect neighboring resorts. 

The number of people who will be able to stay over
night in the park accommodations at any one time will decline by 



approximately 653 people (180 units) per night. As a result, it is 
expected that during the peak season, there will be an increased 
number of requests for accommodations near the park. 

The total number of campsites in the park will be 
increased by 203, increasing the number of people who can camp in 
the park by about 900. However, there will be a reduction in 
campsites in the Valley, and some people may not want to camp in 
the park if they cannot stay in the Valley. Thus there may be a 
slight increase in demand for campgrounds near the park. 

Crane ·Flat will become a winter recreation area, 
which will perhaps draw people away from other resorts in the 
area, particularly those in Tuolumne County. 

L. Impacts on Visitors 
1. Overnight Use Levels 

a. Yosemite Lodge 
There will be 117 

accommodations at the lodge, which will 
similarly priced units at Curry Village. 

b. Curry Village 

fewer moderate cost 
increase the demand for 

Within the Curry Village area, visitor facilities 
will be eliminated from geologically hazardous areas, the density of 
tent cabins will be reduced, and several types of low-cost 
accommodations will be provided. The number of cabins will not 
change, but the number of tent cabins will be reduced by 20 
percent. In addition, a 23 percent reduction in housekeeping units 
is proposed. 

Curry Village has a distinct clientele that 
returns frequently to use the tent and wooden cabins. People stay 
at Curry Village not only because it has some of the cheapest 
accommodations in the Valley, but also because of the rustic atmos
phere. However, even though there is a substantial clientele 
desiring these accommodations, the tent cabins are always the last 
accommodations in the Valley to fill to capacity, thus the 20 percent 
reduction in tent cabins is not anticipated to affect a large number 
of visitors. The 23 percent reduction in housekeeping units may 
indeed impact some visitors who want to stay in these units, since 
they are nearly filled to capacity throughout the summer. Such 
visitors will have the alternatives of staying in the campgrounds, 
which are also filled nightly throughout the summer, or in cabins in 
Curry Village, which are more expensive and do not provide for 
visitors to cook their own food. 

c. Valley Campgrounds 
A total of 116, or 15 percent, of the automobile 

campsites will be eliminated from campgrounds in Yosemite Valley. 

Approximately 24 auto campsites will be removed from each of the 
following areas: Upper Pine campground, Lower Pine campground, 
North Pine campground, Upper River campground, and Lower River 
campground. Based on four people using each campsite, a total of 
480 auto campers could be displaced. Over the entire summer, 
when campgrounds are heavily used, this action will impact many 
visitors. There are often campsites available in other parts of the 
park, however, and these campgrounds will be expanded so people 
will have alternative places to camp within the park. For those who 
do get sites, the experience in campgrounds in the Valley may seem 
less crowded. 

d. Wawona 
The number of year-round accommodations will 

be increased at Wawona. The hotel wil I be renovated and winter
ized. An overall increase of about 80 hotel units is proposed in the 
expansion of the complex. This represents a 130 percent increase 
in hotel accommodations. Using a multiplier of 2. 7, a total of 392 
persons wi 11 be accommodated. 

Expansion of overnight opportunities without 
the addition of structures intrusive on the historical setting will be 
accomplished by the construction of a 200-site auto campground. 
This constitutes a 200 percent increase in available auto campsites. 

e. Bridalveil Campground 
The proposed campgrounds at Bridalveil will 

allow horse campers easier access into the backcountry by providing 
them a place to park their trailers. 

f. Tuolumne Meadows 
Changes in overnight facilities at Tuolumne 

Meadows reflect an intent to protect the subalpine ecosystems, to 
place planned development in the lodgepole pine ecosystem, and to 
facilitate backcountry camping activities. A decrease of 200 auto 
campsites, or 33 percent of the existing 600 sites, is proposed. 
The numbers of existing walk-in campsites (SO) and backcountry 
parking spaces (110) will remain unchanged. One group campsite 
will accommodate about 25 horseback riders. 

Although the reduction of the campground will 
impact some visitors who traditionally like to camp there, they will 
have opportunities to camp in other campgrounds along the Tioga 
Road. Those who do camp in Tuolumne Meadows will find a much 
less congested campground. 

g. White Wolf 
To increase camping opportunities and overnight 

accommodations, an additional 64 auto campsites and 12 tent cabins 
are proposed. This represents a 43 percent increase in auto 

eampsites and a 92 percent increase in YP&CC overn:ght 
accommodations. 

h. Crane Flat 
Crane Flat 

increases in overnight camping 
auto campsites to the existing 
increase of 22 percent. 

is also an area designated for 
opportunities. The addition of 36 

164 represents an overall proposed 

i. Tioga Road Campgrounds 
The proposed consolidation of campgrounds will 

improve maintenance efficiency and visitor enjoyment. An overall 
increase of 95 auto campsites will be achieved by expanding 
Tamarack Flat by 50 sites, Yosemite Creek by 45 sites, and 
Porcupine Flat by 25 sites (the 25-site Smokey Jack campground will 
be removed). This represents an increase of 61 percent, allowing 
for an additional 580 overnight visitors. Numbers of existing 
walk-in campsites in the area will remain unchanged. Two new 
group campsites will accommodate about 50 horseback riders. 

j. Hodgdon Meadow 
Additional camping opportunities will be 

provided in the Big Oak Flat portion of the park. The proposed 90 
auto campsites represent an 82 percent increase over the existing 
110 units and will accommodate an additional 690 visitors. 

k. Mather Station 
The addition of 30 walk-in campsites will 

support backcountr/ use in this section of the park. Based on a 
multiplier of 4.0, 120 campers will be accommodated in an area 
where no overnight facilities exist at present. The new sites will 
be particularly attractive to backpackers, giving them a place to 
camp just before and after a backpacking trip. 

I. Summary 
An overall decrease in both sheltered 

accommodations (-268 units) and campsites (-116 units) is proposed 
for the Valley District to alleviate crowding, decrease ground 
deterioration, and enhance circulation. In the Wawona District, 
increases in the numbers of hotel accommodations ( +82 units) and 
auto campsites (+182 units) will offset, and thus compensate for, 
overnight accommodation losses in the Valley District. An increase 
in campsites throughout the Mather District (+118 units) will also 
help to offset the reduction of campsites in the Valley District. 

In sum, a decrease of 180 accommodation units 
is proposed, with a 204-unit increase in campsites of various types 
(see table 111-6). Parkwide, the overnight use level for 
accommodations wi 11 decrease by about 12 percent (from 5, 528 to 
4,875 people per night) and the overnight use level for 
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Table 111-6. Proposed Changes in the Number of Overnight Units 

Existing Proeosed Final Plan 

Visitor Visitor Visitor Visitor Net Unit 
Develoeed Area Multieliera Units Numbers Units Nu.nbers Increase/Decrease 

Yosemite Valle}:'. District 
Yosemite Lodge 

Cabins with baths 3.2 84 269 32 102 -52 
Cabins without baths 3.2 91 291 58 186 -33 
Rooms with baths 3.0 290 870 274 822 -16 
Rooms without baths 3.2 16 51 0 0 -16 

Curry Village 
Cabins with baths 3.2 118 378 118 378 0 
Cabins without baths 3.2 90 288 90 288 0 
Tent cabins 3.0 418 1,254 335 1,005 -83 
Housekeeping 4.0 300 1,200 232 928 -68 

Ahwahnee Hotel 
Hotel rooms 2.7 99 267 99 267 0 
Luxury cabins 3.0 22 66 22 66 0 

Campgrounds 
Auto 4.0 800 3,200 684 2,736 -116 
Walk-in 4.0 58 232 58 232 0 
Group 50.0 14 700 14 100· 0 

Wawona District 
Bridalveil Campground 

Auto camp 4.0 110 440 110 440 0 
Horse group camp 25.0 0 0 2 50 +2 

Wawona 
Auto camp 4.0 100 400 300 1,200 +200 
Group camp 30.0 1 30 1 30 0 
Hotel 2.7 63 170 145 392 +82 
Horse group camp 25.0 1 25 1 25 0 

Section 35 
Cabins with baths 3.2 6 19 0 0 -6 

Mather District 
Tuolumne Meadows 

Auto camp 4.0 600 2,400 400 1,600 -200 
Walk-in camp 4.0 so 200 50 200 0 
Horse group camp 25.0 0 0 1 25 +1 
Tent cabins 3.0 66 198 66 198 0 

White Wolf 
Tent cabins 3.0 13 39 25 75 +12 
Auto camp 4.0 86 344 150 600 +64 

Crane Flat 
Auto camp 4.0 164 656 200 800 +36 

Tioga Road Campgrounds 
Auto camp 4.0 155 620 250 1,000 +95 
Walk-in camp 4.0 50 200 50 200 0 
Horse group camp 25.0 0 0 2 50 +2 

Hodgdon Meadow 
Auto camp 4.0 110 440 200 800 +90 

Foresta 
Group camp 30.0 1 30 30 0 

High Sierra Camps 
56 Tent cabins 3.0 56 168 168 0 

Mather Station 
Walk-in camp 4.0 0 0 30 __gQ__ +30 

Total Accommodations 1,732 5,528 1,552 4,875 -180 
Total Campsites 2,300 9,917 2,504 10,838 +204 

aMultiplier indicates the number of persons accommodated by each unit. 
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campgrounds will increase by about 9 percent (from 9,917 to 10,838 
people per night). 

2. Day Use Levels 
The peak day levels under the proposal reflect the 

maximum number of people who can visit the park for the day (day 
visitors,. as opposed to overnight visitors). These levels were 
calculated for each developed area based on the maximum number of 
cars and buses that will be able to park there in one day and 
multiplying these numbers by 3 people per car and 50 people per 
bus. 

a. Yosemite Valley District 
The proposed peak day use level for the Valley 

will be 10,530 people. The amount of parking that.is proposed for 
the Valley and outlying parking areas with public transportation to 
the Valley will accommodate about 2,000 cars per day. 

If this plan had been implemented on the day of 
heaviest visitation to date (May 29, 1976), some people (about 600) 
who wanted to go to the Valley would not have been able to find a 
parking space. However, on all other days in 1976 (the heaviest 
year of visitation to date) day parking would have been adequate to 
accommodate everyone. 

b. Wawona District 
Day parking in the Wawona District will increase 

slightly due to the larger parking area for Mariposa Grove at the 
south entrance. This will reduce the number of days that people 
will be unable to find parking for Mariposa Grove. 

c. Mather District 
Day parking in the 

accommodate a significantly greater number 
Meadows and Crane Flat. 

Mather District will 
of people in\ Tuolumne 

3. Effects of Construction on Visitors 
The construction phase is expected to take approx

imately 10 years. Since the time of year generally appropriate for 
construction is identical to the peak visitor season, many visitors 
will have to put up with inconveniences due to the construction. 
The Park Service will make every effort to minimize inconveniences 
and try to have as much work as possible done before Memorial Day 
weekend and never on weekends when visitation is high. 

4. Effects of Transportation Changes on Visitors 
a. Yosemite Valley District 

Restrictions on private automobile use in the 
Valley will inconvenience visitors who are unable to find parking 
spaces. An adequate amount of parking will be reserved for 

disabled visitors. Expansion of public transportation will be seen 
as a convenience by many people, including those who utilize 
regional public transportation to reach the park. For all visitors a 
visit to the Valley will be made more pleasant by a significant 
reduction in auto congestion. 

With the establishment of a 16-mile bike trail 
system and with the reduced traffic on the Valley•s roads during 
the peak season, visitors will be encouraged to bicycle or walk in 
areas currently dominated by auto traffic. 

b. Wawona District 
Auto congestion in Mariposa Grove will be 

eliminated. The restriction of automobile traffic will inconvenience 
visitors who would prefer not to ride the tram, but it will improve 
the experience for visitors who would otherwise be distracted by so 
many automobiles. Handicapped visitors unable to ride the tram 
may obtain a permit at the south entrance station to allow them car 
access to the grove. 

Access to backcountry areas will be increased 
with the addition of parking areas and space for horse trailers at 
the two group camps at Bridalveil campground. 

c. Mather District 
Tioga Road will continue to be closed when 

snows make it impassable. Traffic on the Tioga Road and Big Oak 
Flat Road will increase due to the increase in campsites and accom
modations in this district. Once aH the inholding properties at 
Aspen Valley are purchased, the western portion of the Old Tioga 
Road will be closed to private auto traffic, reducing opportunities 
for scenic driving. 

5. Effects of Informational Services on Visitors 
Major improvements in informational services at 

entrances will enable people to stop as soon as they enter the park 
and obtain information to help them decide what to do and where to 
go while in Yosemite. These services will particularly benefit 
first-time visitors and visitors who have a limited amount of time to 
spend in the park. Good information about the number of people in 
specific park areas may also encour(;lge visitors to spread themselves 
out if they wish to avoid crowding. 

6. Effects of Recreational Activities on Visitors 
a. Summer Activities 

Hi king, fishing, river swimming, hang-gliding, 
and picnicking are some of the many activities that will be littlT 
affected by the proposal. The few visitors who like to golf (1%) 

1 
Percentages are from the August 1975 Yosemite visitor survey. 



or play tennis (1%), may be disappointed to find these activities 
eliminated from Yosemite Valley. Golf and tennis will continue to be 
available in Wawona and at numerous resorts in the Sierras. 

Those visitors who like to take scenic drives in 
their own cars (51%) will continue to be able to do so in most areas 
of the park. During the peak season, however, they will be 
discouraged from driving in Yosemite Valley and not allowed to 
drive from the south entrance to Mariposa Grove. Those people not 
able to ride a shuttle bus may obtain a permit to drive their own 
cars throughout the Valley. 

Scenic viewing opportunities will be enhanced 
for people riding buses, walking, bi king, and horseback riding. 
The shuttle bus stops will be frequent enough that a party may 
choose to walk a section of the Valley, but if they get .tired and 
want to ride again they will never be too far from a bus stop. 
Getting people out of their cars may encourage them to experience 
more of the park than just its scenery. They will be closer to the 
resources and they may gain a greater appreciation for the many 
facets of the natural environment. 

Horseback riding will continue to be encouraged 
through the rental operations in Yosemite Valley, Tuolumne 
Meadows, White Wolf, and Wawona. The six equestrian group camps 
(two at Bridalveil campground, one at Tuolumne Meadows, two at 
Yosemite Creek campground and one at Wawona) will provide a 
jumping-off point for groups going into the backcountry. 
Additional horses in the backcountry will disturb some backpackers. 

Very few visitors (0.5%) currently participate 
actively in hang-gliding. A far larger number enjoy watching the 
gliders descend. 

These visitors will continue to be able to enjoy 
this sport, while the one-fourth to one-third of all visitors who feel 
that this sport should be excluded will have to continue to tolerate 
it. 

Establishment of 16 miles of bike trails in the 
Valley will encourage more bicycling. Many people bring their 
bikes to the park and they are also available for rent. Bicycling 
will provide an enjoyable way for many people of all ages to get 
around the Valley. 

Facilities for interpretation will be more 
numerous. The space left vacant from clothing sales in the lodge 
will be used for interpretation as will the old administration and 
Valley district buildings when they become vacated. A transporta
tion and community museum will be established in El Portal. A 

seating area for interpretation will be constructed at Glacier Point. 
The Indian cultural center will provide a unique opportunity for 
visitors to become aware of the local Indian culture. 

People who come to Yosemite to get away from 
other people and experience solitude will, with some effort, be able 
to find what they want, even in Yosemite Valley. Seeking wilder
ness designation for additional lands in the backcountry will 
generally not affect visitor activities becC)use the lands are al ready 
predominantly de facto wilderness. 

b. Winter Activities 
Providing shuttle service to Badger Pass will 

facilitate skiers• use of the area. Enforcing a slope capacity based 
on recognized standards for recreational downhill ski areas will 
ensure that the slopes are not overcrowded. 

Cross-country skiing opportunities will be 
enhanced by the addition of facilities and rental operations, 
particularly the addition of major cross-country ski facilities and ski 
instruction north of Yosemite Valley at Crane Flat. Plowing the 
Glacier Point Road to the Bridalveil parking area will allow 
cross-country skiers to leave from that more convenient location 
rather than leaving from Badger Pass. 

Snowmobiling will continue to be prohibited 
within the park because of conflicts with other winter sports. 
About one-half of all visitors surveyed during the summer felt this 
activity should be excluded from the park. The people who will be 
affected by this policy are generally residents of counties adjacent 
to the park, especially west of the park where other opportunities 
for snowmobiling on U.S. Forest Service land are farther away than 
Yosemite. People living in these areas who enjoy snowmobiling will 
have to continue to make a longer drive to areas where this sport 
is permitted. 

The Crane Flat area will be well-suited for 
people who enjoy sledding, tobogganing, and playing in the snow, 
particularly for families with young children. People entering the 
park at Big Oak Flat to participate in these activities will no longer 
have to drive on to Badger Pass. 

c. Conventions 
The frequency of large conventions will decline 

when they are restricted to the off-season. This will disappoint 
some groups that have held meetings in Yosemite for a number of 
years. However, the members as individuals will always be able to 
visit the park. The proposed method of booking conventions will 
probably enable people to make reservations a reasonable period of 
time ahead rather than finding all rooms booked a year or more in 
advance. 

d. Religious Services 
Elimination of the Church Bowl will change the 

location of some religious services, but it will not affect the fre
quency of services or the number of people who can attend. 

7. Summary of Impacts on Visitors 
Auto congestion: Peak season auto congestion 

should be significantly reduced in Yosemite Valley. 

Choice of transportation: People who do not Ii ke to 
use public transportation will be affected in Yosemite Valley and 
Mariposa Grove. 

Maximum number of visitors: Peak use levels 
in<;licate that the maximum number of overnight and day visitors will 
decrease in the Valley, but they will increase in other areas of the 
park. 

Activities: Most of the activities people have 
participated in in the past will continue to be available. Those that 
will not be continued were enjoyed by only a small number of the 
visitors. Because of the reduction in auto traffic in the Valley, 
visitors who like to get away from other people and cars will have a 
greater chance of doing so. 

M. Impacts on Employees 
Overall, it is estimated that the employee community in 

the Valley will be reduced by 68 percent,· or more than 1, 000 
employees, and that the employee community in El Portal will be 
increased by about 450 percent. The employee community in 
Wawona will also more than double in size. Other employee areas 
will remain about the same size they are now. 

With the substantial reduction in the employee community 
in the Valley, more people will have to commute to their jobs from 
residential areas on the . edge of the park. Since most 
administrative and maintenance functions will be moved outside the 
Valley, people holding these jobs will not generally have to 
commute--unless they take advantage of improved opportunities to 
find housing outside the park--but many of the employees who 
serve visitors in the Valley, such as interpreters and restaurant 
employees, will have to commute. People whose jobs require that 
they live near their worksites, including employees on split shifts, 
will continue to reside in the Valley. 

El Portal is currently a small community with few services 
and attractions compared with Yosemite Valley. However, the 
larger proposed employee community will offer a greater number and 
range of goods and services, making El Portal a more desirable 
place to live for many people. Some people will continue to dislike 
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El Portal because it is very hot during the summer. However, 
assuming that the new housing will be well-designed and 
air-conditioned and that the community as a whole will also be 
well-designed, El Portal will be a pleasant place to live. The 
majority of the employees living in Yosemite Valley during the 
summer will be young seasonals. It is not anticipated that this 
concentration of younger people will create any more of a law 
enforcement problem than currently exists, even though there will 
be a smaller percentage of adults in the community, who tend to 
have a stabilizing effect. During the winter, the Valley will be a 
very small community. 

The children of Valley residents will be bused to elemen
tary school in El Portal, requiring them to spend approximately 1~ 
hours o~ a bus each day. Having one elementary school, instead of 
two, w111 probably provide for better education. Each of the 
existing schools has combined grades because there are not enough 
students in each grade to warrant a full-time teacher. Once the 
~chools are consolidated, it is anticipated that each grade will have 
its ow~ te.acher and grades will not be combined on a regular basis. 
Consolidating the schools will also enhance community cohesion 
because many community and family activities are school-related and 
friendships most often develop at school. Both Valley and El Portal 
s~udents will continue to be bused to high school in Mariposa. 
Since most of these students will live in El Portal instead of the 
Valley, the average amount of time each high school student spends 
on a bus will be reduced. The elementary school at Wawona will be 
expanded to accommodate the larger residential community. High 
school students living in Wawona will continue to be bused to 
Oakhurst. 

The proposed increase in the employee community at 
Wawona will create some changes in social interactions among 
members of this long-standing and closely knit community. The 
larger residential community will support a very limited amount of 
commercial activity, but residents will have to drive to Oakhurst or 
beyond for most goods and services. There will be few employment 
opportunities outside the park. 

The number of employees who will actually have to move 
from the Valley to El Portal or Wawona may be fairly small due to 
the length of time it will take to construct new housing and the 
turnover rate of employees during that time. As new housing is 
completed, new employees will move into it, and the vacated housing 
will then be removed or put to new use. 

The quality of housing will be greatly improved for most 
employees. Most seasonals will have dorms or apartments to live in, 
instead of tent cabins. ·With a greater supply of housing, 
employees are more likely to get a unit which is the appropriate 
size for their families. 

N. Impacts on El Portal Homeowners 
Since the Park Service bought the land in Old El Portal, 

the homeowners have not known how long the Park Service would 
allow them to keep their houses there, and they have been 
reluctant to make improvements in their homes. The National Park 
Service has no intention of displacing these people. Once legisla
tion is obtained that allows for long-term leases, the owners will be 
able to obtain leases on their properties for up to 30 years or they 
may choose to sell their improvements to the federal government 
with reservation rights of use and occupancy or sel I them to 
another buyer. 

0. Impacts on Within Park Landowners 
Landowners in Foresta and Aspen Valley 

to further improve their property. Landowners in 
able to make improvements in accordance with 
land-use regulations. 

P. Impacts on Concessioners 

will not be able 
Wawona will be 
proposed NPS 

The information presented in this section was derived 
from a report prepared by Harris, Kerr, Forster and Company, 
Certified Public Accountants, which assessed the operational and 
financial impacts on the Yosemite Park and Curry Company of the 
1978 proposal and the alternatives. The two basic assumptions 
underlying the assessment were that the current operating profit 
and the current rate of return on equity investment were the 
minimum levels acceptable. Both factors are considered low relative 
to industry norms. The proposal has been slightly changed since 
this analysis, and changes in concessioner expenses and profits 
have not been computed for the proposed final plan. However, 
based on overnight accommodations and commercial services, the 
proposed final plan is similar to alternative 5 and is expected to 
have similar impacts on the concessioner. Consequently, findings 
relevant to alternative 5 are presentE}d in this analysis. 

The summary of principal findings relative to implementa
tion of the proposal is presented in table 111-7. Using typical-year 
data, the table indicates the expected increases or decreases in the 
various expense and profit categories. A typical year is defined as 
a normal operating year and was statistically generated from the 
concessioner's operation during 1975 and 1976. The information was 
then further refined to reflect such abnormalities for those years as 
atypical weather and unusual travel patterns. The information in 
the table is presented in percentages rather than actual dollar 
amounts to avoid disclosure of legally protected. information (5 
USC-552(B)(4); 351-F-SUPP.-404). The Harris, Kerr, Forster and 
Company study was reviewed by NPS staff throughout its 
development. The data in table 111-7 is a correct representation of 
the study. The projected increases or decreases were made to 
reflect proposed changes in available services, anticipated changes 
in visitor use levels, and necessary changes in investment. 

As can be noted in the incremental change schedule, the 
net income before capital expenses does not compare favorably with 
typical year data. The incremental change is expected to be a 15.1 
percent decrease from the typical year. At this level, with sales 
measured only against operational expenses, the operation appears 
to be infeasible. Furthermore, when capital expenses are included, 
the net income before income taxes indicates the operation would be 
infeasible. Capital expenses include property taxes and deprecia
tion and are projected to increase over a typical year by 178 per
cent. The increase in capital expen.ses will result from the in
creased capital investment required of the concessioner during 
implementation of the proposal. Since financial feasibility is deter
mined by measuring return on equity investment, the capital 
investment required by the concessioner under the proposal would 
have to produce proportionately higher net profits before income 
taxes to prove financially feasible. However, this is not the case 
and the table indicates that net income before income taxes will 
decline by 107 percent, causing the return on equity investment to 
decrease by 106 percent. This indicates that the concession 
operation will be operating at a net loss once the proposal is fully 
implemented. 

Table 111-7. Anticipated Changes in Concessioner Ex~enses 
and Profits (Incremental Changes from Typical Year ) 

Variable 

Total Sales & Income 
Direct Operating Expenses 
Departmental Profits 
Deductions from Income 
House Profits 
Overhead Expenses 
Operating Profit 
Other Deductions 
Net Income Before Capital Expense~ 
Total Capital Expenses 
Net Income Before Income Taxe~ 
Return· on Equity Investment 
Required Equity Investment 

Percent of b 
Anticipated Change 

+ 4.2 
+ 3.7 
+ 4.9 
+19.5 
- 0.1 
+16.3 
-12.9 
+ 5.4 
-15.1 

+178.1 
-107.4 
-105.7 
+156.5 

aTypical year data was statistically generated from the concessioner's 
operating experience. · 

bThe figures show changes from typical year data and are not intended 
to balance as a column. 



IV. Mitigating Measures Included in the Proposed Action 
A. Mitigating Measures Associated With Real Or Potential 

Impacts on the Natural Environment 
1. Site Monitoring 

Areas in Yosemite Valley, especially areas 
surrounding newly developed areas, will be periodically evaluated to 
ensure that factors determining their biotic and scenic classifi
cations are not altered to the extent that they reflect a lower 
value. If changes are perceived, appropriate rehabilitation 
measures will be taken to reverse the downward trend. Biotic 
degradation wil I be reversed by prescribed burning, prohibiting 
access to an area, or direct vegetation removal. 

As outlined in the Natural Resources Management 
Plan, a monitoring program for evaluating the incidence and effects 
of Fornes annosus will continue. Among other things, this program 
wil I evaluate relationships between Fornes infection centers and 
visitor use antj development in the park. At some time in the 
future it may be necessary to alter visitor-use patterns if it is 
determined that activity and development are significant 
contributers to Fornes infection and that the extent of infection 
threatens the loss of natural vegetation types. 

An ongoing program of monitoring water quality on 
major rivers will be expanded to include additional tributaries 
affected by development areas. The results of these studies will 
provide a basis for reliably assessing water quality impacts during 
more detailed planning phases. All public water systems will be 
upgraded as soon as possible. 

2. Water Conservation Studies 
The water use study programmed for Wawona will 

evaluate alternative ways of mitigating potential adverse effects 
associated with diversion of water from the South Fork of the 
Merced River, such as augmenting surface-water sources with 
groundwater sources and storing water during peak-flow periods for 
use during low-flow periods. The sewage treatment study wil I 
assess the feasibility of discharging treated effluent back into the 
river and using effluent for golf course irrigation. 

3. Displacement of Impacts From Fragile Environments 
Wherever possible, impacts associated with use of 

facilities will be displaced to the more resilient ecosystems, avoiding 
fragile meadow and riverine environments. For example, 
construction of campground footpaths a distance from river and 
stream banks will channel foot traffic away from shoreline areas and 
promote revegetation of these areas. 

4. Increased Use of Public Transportation 
In association with the increased commuting by NPS 

and YP&CC employees, an increasingly larger fleet of buses will be 
utilized to decrease congestion, energy use, and levels of air 
pollution. 

5. Environmentally Sensitive Design 
Facilities will be designed to minimize impacts on the 

natural environment. Removal of vegetation will be avoided 
wherever possible during construction activities, with particular 
attention to mature trees. Natural surface and subsurface drainage 
patterns will be thoroughly evaluated and maintained to the extent 
possible. Natural backgrounds will be retained at development 
sites, and facilities will be constructed with materials that blend 
with the natural background. 

The campground at Wawona will be designed and 
constructed to mrn1m1ze the erosion potential associated with 
relatively steep slopes in that area. 

B. Mitigating Measures Associated with Real or Potential 
Impacts on the Cultural Environment 
1. Management of Archeological Resources 

Adverse effects on archeological resources will be 
minimized by the following procedures as specified in the Cultural 
Resources Management Plan. Some procedures may be modified as 
the result of the recently completed archeological research design 
and subsequent testing programs. 

Site Identification: Site boundaries wil I be determined, pri
marily as evidenced by surface remains, and the entire sites 
wil I be managed as archeological resources. 

Monitoring: Impacts on sites will be determined and measured 
by systematic recording and measured mapping, followed by 
periodic examination for vandalism, erosion, or signs of re
source loss or disturbance. 

Controlled Surface Collection: If eventual loss of the site is 
anticipated, artifactual materials will be systematically removed 
from the ground surface by sampling within a measured grid 
network and by recording objects in their positions by photo
graphy, mapping, measurements, and written descriptions. 
The percentage of material recovered wil I vary. 

Testing: Since surface remains do not usually show depth and 
significance of sites, limited systematic excavation wil I be used 
to determine significance and further excavation needs. 

Excavation: Significant sites that will be unavoidably de
stroyed will be recovered and preserved, data will be re
corded, and the site will be restored to a natural condition. 

Archeological Clearance: Field inspection prior to 
ground-disturbing projects will ensure avoidance, minimization, 
or mitigation of cultural resource impairment. When salvage 
excavation is made necessary by development it will be pro
grammed to allow sufficient time for salvage before construction 
is scheduled to begin. 

2. Management of Historic Resources 
Implementing actions involving preservation, 

maintenance, rehabi I itation, restoration, adaptive use, and 
stabilization of historic properties will meet appropriate standards, 
guidelines, policies, and procedures as delineated in the cultural 
resources management plan, the July 1979 memorandum of agreement 
between the National Park Service, California Office of Historic 
Preservation, and Advisory Council on Historic Preservation, and 
any subsequent consultations. Three buildings at Chinquapin and 
seven Ahwahnee Row houses will be evaluated for their potential 
inclusion in the National Register of Historic Places; if determined 
eligible, consultation with the state historic preservation officer will 
take place to determine appropriate mitigation as per the ratified 
memorandum of agreement with the Advisory Council on Historic 
Preservation (November 12, 1979). 

Removal, relocation, or natural deterioration of 
historic buildings will be preceded by recording at the standards of 
the Historic American Buildings Survey reports; significant artifacts 
will be salvaged and preserved, and a historical architect or 
curator will direct or supervise the removal or relocation. In some 

. cases, specified in the Cultural Resources Management Plan, an 
archeologist will also be present during the removal or relocation. 
Properties being relocated will be recorded on their original sites as 
above. 

Properties proposed for natural deterioration will be 
periodically inspected for potential hazards and any additional 
historical information that might be revealed. 

Whenever possible, buildings will be used in their 
historical or adapted manner to guarantee necessary maintenance 
and prevent vandalism. Adverse impacts on historic buildings 
caused by excessive wear and tear will be avoided by establishing 
ancf enforcing carrying capacities. 

Adaptive use will not interfere with the preservation 
of features specified in National Register nominations. All adaptive 
work will be overseen by a historical architect using a professional
ly acceptable maintenance guide or historic structure report. 
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Preservation of principal mall structures in the 
Yosemite Village Historic District will ensure the district's basic 
architectural integrity in spite of the fact that the superintendent 1s 
residence will be removed. The superintendent's residence is a 
noncontiguous element of the Yosemite Village Historic District and 
its loss will be mitigated by the preservation of residences with 
similar architectural and historical values. 

The impact on the architectural integrity of Camp 
Curry caused by the removal of one architecturally significant 
structure will be partially mitigated by preservation of the 
remaining historic structures. 

C. Mitigating Measures Associated With Real or Potential 
Impacts on the Socioeconomic Environment 
1. Payment in Lieu of Taxes 

Acquisition of private lands will cause a reduction in 
the county tax base and a resultant loss in county revenues. 
Public Law 94-565, enacted on October 20, 1976, is intended to ease 
this impact on local governments. Section I of the act covers 
payments for entitlement lands--lands owned in fee which, on 
September 30, 1976, were within the public domain. The entitlement 
land payments for 1977 have been computed by the Bureau of Land 
Management. The schedule of payments for all lands held in the 
public domain, including lands administered by the National Park 
Service, is $183,032 for Madera County, $267 ,502 for Mariposa 
County, and $570,791 for Tuolumne County. 

Section 3 of the act covers lands acquired since 1971 
or proposed for acquisition. Payments for each fiscal year's 
acquisition will run for five consecutive years and will be based on 
1 percent of the fair market value, which usually amounts to the 
purchase price. Payments may not exceed the amount of real 
property taxes assessed and levied the year preceding acquisition. 
Although actual payments will be computed and paid by BLM, 
estimates of payments can be made. Areas proposed for acquisition 
include private lands within Mariposa and Tuolumne Counties. 
Based on an estimated value, acquired land payments may amount to 
an annual payment to Mariposa County that ranges from $135, 000 to 
$175,000 and an annual payment to Tuolumne County that ranges 
from $4,400 to $6,500. 

2. Provisions For Handicapped Persons 
People who would not be able to visit Mirror Lake 

and Mariposa Grove if they could not stay in their cars, because 
they cannot climb into a bus or because they need the special 
features of their cars for some other reason, may obtain permits to 
drive their cars in these areas. 

3. Enhancement of the El Portal Community 
Adequate social and recreational amenities will be 

incorporated into the El Portal community to mitigate impacts on 
relocated employees. 

4. Compensation for Reduction in Valley Campsites 
Campgrounds at Hodgdon Meadow, Crane Flat, and 

along the Tioga Road will be increased in size to accommodate the 
demand for campsites and to more than make up for the. reduction 
in campsites in the Valley. 

5. Possible Ways of Making Concession Operations 
Financially Feasible 
It has been demonstrated that the primary concession 

operation in the park will not be financially feasible if the proposal 
or any of the alternatives is implemented. Therefore, the following 
actions are being considered as ways of improving the 
concessioner's financial situation. The National Park Service has 
not yet endorsed any of these actions, since some of them may 
require changes in present National Park Service policies or federal 
laws. Because the primary cause of financial infeasibility is the 
substantial amount of new capital investment required of the 
concessioner, the options examine ways of either maintaining profit 
levels relative to investment or offsetting the concessioner 1s 
investment requirements. A combination of several of the actions 
presented below may make the concession operation financially 
feasible under the proposal; however, a detailed analysis was not 
completed to determine the actual financial results of these actions. 

a. Maintain Profit Levels 
If the current return on investment experienced 

by the concessioner is considered to be the minimal return desired 
for the mix of concession operations at Yosemite National Park, one 
possible mitigating factor could be to manipulate the type and 
location of various concession-operated facilities to allow the same 
house profits and capital investment as are currently being 
experienced in a typical year. For example, since gift shops 
produce a substantial amount of operating profit compared with the 
amount of space and capital they require, it may be desirable to 
retain the present number of gift shops and to reduce the amount 
of less profitable facilities requiring substantial amounts of space. 

b. Maintain or Increase Price Levels 
The current guideline requiring prices on the 

various hotel accommodations to be based on prices of comparable 
accommodations in the private sector may be counter-productive. 
For example, the elimination of the golf course, tennis courts, and 
swimming pools--which is desirable in terms of the intended uses of 
the park--requires, under current regulations, that the room rates 
charged at the various accommodations be lowered, causing a 

decrease in revenue with minimal decrease in operating expenses. 
These recreational facilities are generally not profitable, or are only 
marginally profitable, in and of themselves. Therefore, if they 
could be eliminated without the required reduction in room rates, 
there would be no negative impact upon the concession operation. 
The possibility of changing the basis for pricing accommodations 
may require changes in statutory regulations, and it will have to be 
reviewed with National Park Service legal personnel. 

c. Maintain the Same Level of Return on Equity by 
Compensating the Concessioner for Its 
Investment in Fixed Assets 
The current methods available for compensating 

the concessioner for removal or relocation of facilities do not have 
any relationship to economic valuation. Therefore, they tend to 
cause disproportionate returns on investments. For example, the 
regulations provide that the concessioner be compensated at 
depreciated book value for all facilities to be removed without 
taking into consideration the profits produced by those facilities. 
An older facility producing very high profits may be producing a 
return on fixed assets substantially greater than the average, while 
a newer facility producing lower profits may be generating a lower 
than average return on investment. If the concessioner were 
compensated for all facilities to be removed based on economic 
value, which relates cost to profit potentials, this imbalance would 
be eliminated. 

d. Increase Revenue Sources 
Another way of mitigating the effects of the 

proposal is to increase the potential revenue to be gained by the 
concessioner from other sources. All revenue-producing facilities 
currently under the control of the government could be turned over 
to the concessioner, and the concessioner could then generate a 
profit from these facilities. Examples of these facilities include the 
campsites currently maintained and administered by the National 
Park Service. If all revenue-producing facilities were turned over 
to the concessioner, certain common overhead expenses of both the 
concessioner and the Park Service could be reduced. 

e. Buy-Out and Lease-Back 
The federal government could purchase all 

concession operations and lease them back to the concessioner at an 
amount ·which would provide the concessioner with a fair return on 
investment. In this way, the concessioner would avoid capital 
investments. 

f. Government Subsidy 
Potentially, the concession operation could be 

subsidized in an indirect manner by returning to the operation all 
payments to the government such as the concessioner fee. The 
government could also subsidize the concession by constructing 
faci Ii ties necessary for concession operations, such as employee 
housing. 



V. Adverse Impacts That Cannot Be Avoided Should the Proposal 
Be Implemented 
A. I mp acts on the Natural Environment 

Unavoidable adverse impacts will be disturbance of the 
land surface, removal of vegetation and wildlife habitat, increased 
erosional rates, and localized deterioration of water quality. 

1. Impacts on Vegetation 
The primary unavoidable impacts on vegetation are 

complete removal, caused by construction of roads, buildings, and 
parking areas, or thinning and alteration, caused by development 
and use of campgrounds, picnic areas, and spray fields. Impacts 
will be compounded by consequent increases in visitor use in and 
around these areas resulting in trampling, soil compaction, and root 
injury. Changes will also occur in plant abundance and species 
composition as a result of microclimatic variations. The amount of 
acreage that will be disturbed in each vegetation type is summarized 
in table V-1. 

Table V-1. Acreage to Be Disturbed 

Vegetation Type ~ 

Chaparral 
Mixed Conifer 
Mid Elevation Meadow 
Red Fir 
Subalpine Meadow 
Lodgepole Pine 
Sequoia 

2. Impacts on Soils 

0 
123.5 

0 
48.6 

0 
20.2 
0 

Three types of unavoidable impacts will occur. 
Additions of chemicals from sources such as construction vehicles, 
asphalting, and wastewater treatment facilities will alter natural soil 
fertility. Removal of plant materials will change nutrient-cycling 
processes, also altering soil fertility. Compaction, excavation, and 
coverage with impermeable surfaces will alter soil porosity and 
permeability. The majority of soil impacts will be associated with 
covering by asphalt or with compaction due to camping activities. 

3. Impacts on Water 
Pending the determination of suitable methods for 

decreasing surface-water diversion at Wawona, the potential exists 
for a significant reduction in low-flow volumes in the South Fork of 
the Merced River. 

In development areas such as El Portal, where the 
area of impermeable surfaces will increase storm runoff, contamin
ents in runoff waters will degrade water quality. Local 
surface-water turbidity will increase at White Wolf and other areas 
where expanded campgrounds will result in a greater amount of 
vegetation trampling, soil compaction, and soil erosion. 

4. Impacts on Wildlife 
The primary adverse effects on wildlife will be local 

reductions in wildlife habitat and disturbance of less tolerant 
species in areas of the park that have traditionally received little 
use. These combined effects will reduce the area potentially 
available to wildlife and may result in slight reductions in certain 
wildlife populations. 

Greater use of campground areas outside the Valley 
will result in local buildups of selected wildlife populations where 
handouts and trash are available. 

5. Impacts on Esthetic Quality 
Major developments that will detract from the esthetic 

quality of the park are the proposed headquarters and residential 
community complex at El Portal, larger residential area at Wawona, 
larger campgrounds and residential areas at White Wolf and Hodgdon 
Meadow, and proposed parking area at Crane Flat. 

B. Impacts on the Cultural Environment 
1. Impacts on Archeological Resources 

Eight sites within the El Portal Archeological District 
and 4 sites throughout the remainder of the park will be directly 
disturbed by construction activities, and 16 sites will be directly 
disturbed by facility removal. Some of the information contained 
within these sites will no longer be available to archeologists if in 
the future new techniques are developed for excavation or dating. 
At sites where statistical sampling occurs, the unsampled portions 
may contain information that may be lost by visitor traffic and un
authorized collecting. 

2. Impacts on Historic Resources 
Resources that will be demolished or allowed to 

deteriorate naturally will permanently disappear from Yosemite 1s 
cultural environment, along with their historic settings if natural 
conditions are restored. Structures and sites that wit I be removed, 
relocated, or allowed to deteriorate are listed in table 5. 
Cumulative adverse impacts will occur in the Yosemite Village 
Historic District and Camp Curry Historic Site. 

C. Impacts on the Socioeconomic Environment 
Primary adverse effects on visitors will be the loss of 

recreational opportunities. Snowmobilers will have to find areas 
outside the park for snowmobiling. A significant number of visitors 
who want to stay overnight in the Valley during the summer will 
find the concession accommodations already filled to capacity. Golf 
and tennis will no longer be available in the Valley. 

Acquisition of private properties may reduce the tax base 
in Mariposa and Tuolumne counties once federal payments in lieu of 
taxes expire. 
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VI. The Relationship Between Local Short-Term Uses of Man's 
Environment and the Maintenance and Enhancement of 
Long-Term Productivity 
Uses of unique (highly scenic) or ecologically fragile 

environments for development-related activities will be reduced and 
replaced with uses that are more directly resource related in order 
to enhance the long-term productivity of these environments. 
Development-related activities will generally be relocated to less 
scenic and more resilient environments, with little change in the 
level of facilities or services available throughout the park, but 
visitors will no longer be able to enjoy staying in overnight 
accommodations or camping in certain highly scenic areas or along 
riverbanks. Overnight and camping opportunities will be reduced 
in Yosemite Valley and Tuolumne Meadows and increased at Crane 
Flat, at Hodgdon Meadow, along the Tioga Road corridor, at White 
Wolf, and at Wawona. 

Use of the El Portal administrative site for administrative 
headquarters and an employee residential community will further 
degrade the environmental quality of about 100 acres of previously 
disturbed land and alter 45 acres of land that has previously been 
undisturbed. 

Use of Wawona to absorb facilities to be relocated from the 
Valley will diminish natural environmental quality in that area. 
Designation of a scenic corridor along the South Fork of the Merced 
River at Wawona will protect environmental and esthetic quality of 
the floodplain, but approximately 60 acres outside the floodplain will 
be committed to further development. Recognition of Section 35 as 
a community where limited residential growth may occur will allow 
private property owners to construct housing on platted tracts in 
accordance with land use regulations, and the likelihood of this area 
being restored in the future will decrease. 

Conversion from .surface-water to new groundwater sources 
where necessary for domestic use and upgrading of wastewater 
treatment systems will result in short-term environmental damage 
due to site disturbance. However, the conversion wil I enhance 
long-term environmental productivity by increasing the quantity and 
quality of surface-water flows. 

Long-term productivity of archeological sites as evidence of 
earlier cultures will be decreased by the short-term establishment 
and use of campgrounds, residences, and roadways. A total of 28 
sites will be directly affected by proposed construction and removal 
of facilities and roadways. Archeological salvage excavation, if 
deemed necessary, will contribute knowledge about the area at the 
expense of removing the evidence from its original location. 

All actions taken to preserve and restore historic structures 
will involve short-term adverse impacts, such as alteration of 
historic fabric, the temporary introduction of nonhistoric elements, 
and the temporary inconvenience to visitors who may not be able to 
gain access to historically significant commercial or interpretive 
facilities. The long-term effect will be the preservation of the 
resource. 

Resources designated for natural deterioration, as opposed to 
immediate removal, will temporarily be enjoyed by visitors who 
11 discover 11 the sites and will also be temporarily available for future 
investigation using newly developed techniques. Eventually, how
ever, these resources will be permanently lost. 

The socioeconomic growth in Mariposa County related to 
construction activity at El Portal will be short-lived (approximately 
10 years). The increased population may not be sustained once 
construction has been completed; thus, the additional housing, 
schools, and other social services may no longer be needed. 

Although the removal of development will enhance 
environmental and esthetic quality of the human environment of the 
Valley, overall long-term productivity of the natural ecosystem will 
be enhanced only marginally from conditions now prevailing because 
nine existing development centers and public uses will remain. 

V 11. Irreversible or Irretrievable Commitments of Resources Which 
Would Be Involved in the Proposed Action Should It Be 
Implemented 
A. Natural Resources 

No irreversible commitments of natural 
anticipated. Certain natural areas within the 
irretrievably committed to facility development 
intensive use for the life of the plan (see table 1). 

resources are 
park will be 
and relatively 

Additional demand for domestic water will irretrievably 
consume quantities of ground and surface water. More than a half 
million gallons a day of groundwater will be consumed at El Portal, 
and a quarter million gallons a day of surface water will be 
consumed at Wawona. Studies have been programmed to assess 
water conservation measures to mitigate potential impacts on the 
South Fork of the Merced River at Wawona. 

B. Cultural Resources 
Irreversible loss of archeological resources cannot be 

defined at this time. Ongoing research programs may result in 
successful avoidance or nondestructive mitigation measures. 
Impacts will be assessed on a case-by-case basis and appropriate 
compliance undertaken. 

Historic structures designated for removal and natural 
deterioration will be irreversibly lost (see table 5). Historic 
structures designated for relocation will be irretrievably 
disassociated with their historic settings. When structures are 
restored to a specific historic period, there may be an irreversible 
loss of historic fabric that post-dates that period. 



V 111. Alternatives to the Proposed Action 
This section includes a brief summary of the four alternatives 

included in section VIII of the 1978 DEIS, followed by a brief 
summary of the 1978 proposal (which now has the status of a fifth 
alternative) and after that a full description and analysis of the 
January 1980 proposal (which now has the status of a sixth 
alternative). Only the sixth alternative (the January 1980 
proposal) is described and analyzed in detail, since the other 
alternatives are adequately treated in the appended DE IS. 
Reviewers are referred to the following pages in the appended DEIS 
for full descriptions and anaiyses of alternatives 1-5: 

Alternative 1-- 11 Provide for Resource-Related Activities and a 
Moderate Amount of Commercial Services 11 --DEIS pp. 147-164 

Alternative 2-- 11 Emphasize Backcountry Experiences and 
Provide Only a Minimal Amount of Commercial Services 11 --DEIS 
pp. 165-182. 

Alternative 3-- 11 Provide Opportunities for a Large Range of 
Recreational and Social Activities Supported by a Substantial 
Amount of Commercial Services in a Naturalistic Park 
Setting 11 --DEIS pp. 183-200 

Alternative 4--No Action--DEIS pp. 201-207 

Alternative 5--August 1978 Proposal--DEIS pp. 3-44 and 
121-138 

A. Alternative 1--Provide for Resource-Related Activities and 
a Moderate Amount of Commercial Services 
1. Transportation 

Visitors would still be able to drive their automobiles 
into the park and the Valley. Traffic congestion would be reduced 
during the peak visitor season by expanding the shuttle system to 
the Pohono Bridge and restricting the use of autos within certain 
areas. Overnight visitors to the Valley would drive directly to' 
their accommodations or campsites and then circulate by shuttle 
bus. Day visitors would park their cars at five 200-car parking 
areas in the west end of the Valley: Pohono Bridge, Bridalveil, 
the old NPS wood yard, the El Capitan crossover, and Three 
Brothers. In the summer, visitors to Glacier Point would park at 
Badger Pass and take a bus to the point. Visitors to Mariposa 
Grove would continue to park on the edge of the grove and take 
the tram tour through the grove. 

2. Accommodations 
The number and range of accommodations would 

remain unchanged in Yosemite Valley. However, facilities would be 
removed from significant scenic areas, and Yosemite Lodge would be 

removed from its highly scenic location and relocated to an area 
across the road, east of the gas station. Outside the Valley, the 
number and type of accommodations would remain the same except at 
Badger Pass, where 40 new year-round motel units would be added, 
and at Wawona, where the hotel would be winterized and the total 
number of units increased to 145. 

3. Camping 
The number of campsites in the Valley and along the 

Glacier Point and Tioga roads would remain generally the same. 
Two camps for horseback riders would be provided at Bridalveil 
Creek, and a new 200-site campground would be provided at 
Wawona. Campsites would not be provided for recreational vehicle 
camping. 

4. Commercial Services 
The range and number of commercial services now 

provided to visitors would be greatly reduced. Parkwide, all gift, 
clothing, and alcoholic beverage sales would be removed. In the 
Yosemite Village area, the bank, auto repair and rental garage, 
barber and beauty faci Ii ties, Degnans, and the Pohono Gift Shop 
would be removed. Most food service, grocery sales, gas stations, 
and equipment rental would be retained throughout the park, and 
facilities at Badger Pass and Crane Flat would be kept open all 
year. Tours of the Valley would no longer be provided by the 
concessioner. 

5. Activities 
The golf courses and tennis courts in Yosemite 

Valley and at Wawona would be removed, and hang-gliding and 
snowmobiling would not be allowed inside the park. All other 
visitor activities would be retained. 

6. Park Operations 
National Park Service and Yosemite Park and Curry 

Company headquarters would be moved from Yosemite Valley to El 
Portal. Housing for employees assigned to district operations in 
Yosemite Valley, Wawona, and Hodgdon Meadow would remain in 
those locations, but all other housing would be in El Portal. 

B. Alternative 2--Emphasize Backcountry Experiences and 
Provide Only a Minimal Amount of Commercial Services 
1. Transportation 

Use of private automobiles would be greatly reduced. 
Visitor transportation would be restricted to bus and shuttle bus 
service throughout Yosemite Valley, along the Glacier Point Road 
from Chinquapin to Glacier Point, along the Tioga Road from Tioga 
Pass to Crane Flat, and from the south entrance to the edge of the 
Mariposa Grove. The tram route through Mariposa Grove would be 
converted to a foot trail. 

Major parking and information and commercial service 
areas would be located at Crane Flat (1,500 cars), El Portal (600 
cars), Chinquapin (600 cars), and near the Tioga Pass entrance 
station (1,500 cars). A bus system would connect these staging 
areas to the west end of Yosemite Valley, where visitors would 
transfer to the Valley shuttle bus system. The shuttle system 
would operate only along the north side of the Valley, as far as the 
Ahwahnee Hotel, leaving the south side in a near-natural condition 
for hikers and bicyclists. The eastern third of the Valley would be 
accessible only by walking. 

The Tioga Road would continue to be closed in 
winter, and in the summer only trans-Sierra traffic and the park 
bus system would be allowed. 

2. Accommodations 
In the Valley, all existing accommodation facilities 

would be removed except the Ahwahnee Hotel, and it would be 
converted to an interpretive center. The cafeteria at Curry Village 
would be converted into a hostel, and a new lodging area with 300 
low-cost accommodations would be provided in the west end of the 
Valley. 

Existing accommodations 
Tuolumne Meadows and White Wolf, and 
be winterized and expanded to 145 units. 
provided at Badger Pass. 

3. Camping 

would be retained at 
at Wawona the hotel would 

A 40-bed hostel would be 

The character and amount of camping would change 
with the exclusion of automobiles from Yosemite Valley, the Tioga 
Road, and the 'Glacier Point Road. In the Valley, the existing 
campgrounds would be removed, and 320 walk-in sites would be 
provided at eight separate campgrounds. All campgrounds in the 
Glacier Point road corridor would be converted to walk-in sites, and 
so would all campgrounds alon·g the Tioga Road beyond Crane Flat. 
The only drive-in campgrounds would be at Wawona, Hodgdon 
Meadow, Crane Flat, and El Portal. 

4. Commercial Services 
Fast-food service, a restaurant, equipment rental, 

and gift sales would be available at each of the four park 'staging 
area·s. All restaurants, gift shops, gas stations, and most other 
commercial services would be removed from the Valley. The only 
services provided in the Valley would be a cafeteria, fast-food 
service, staple grocery sales, bike rental, and recreational 
equipment sales, which would all be located at a new developed area 
in the west end. Food service and gift sales would be removed 
from Glacier Point, and year-round food service would be provided 
at Badger Pass. The gas stations would be removed from Wawona, 
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Chinquapin, and Crane Flat, but auto service would still be 
available at El Portal. All other services currently available at 
Wawona would be retained. 

5. Activities 
All facilities associated with golf, tennis, 

ice-skating, swimming, and downhill skiing would be removed from 
the park, and these activities would no longer be allowed. 
Horseback riding would be allowed, but all feed would have to be 
packed in with the animals. Snowmobiling would not. be permitted 
inside the park. Wal king, hiking, biking, and cross-country skiing 
would be encouraged. 

6. Park Operations 
National Park Service and Yosemite Park and Curry 

Company headquarters would be moved from Yosemite Valley to El 
Portal. Housing for employees assigned to district operations in 
Yosemite Valley, Wawona, and Hodgdon Meadow would remain in 
those locations, but all other housing would be in El Portal. 
Facilities necessary for park operations in the Valley would be a 
dormitory for 10 employees at Curry Village, and small NPS and 
YP&CC administrative offices, housing for 75 permanent and 225 
seasonal employees, a shuttle bus storage area, and a maintenance 
shop at the new developed area in the west end. 

C. Alternative 3--Provide for a Large Range of Recreational 
and Social Activities Supported by a Substantial Amount 
of Commercial Services 
1. . Transportation 

Transportation in the park would remain much as it 
is now. Traffic reduction in the east end of Yosemite Valley would 
be accomplished by designating day parking areas and encouraging 
visitors to voluntarily ride the shuttle buses. One of the day 
parking areas would be a new 200-car area adjacent to Sunnyside 
campground. The parking area at Mariposa would be relocated 
outside the grove. A 200-car parking area would be added at 
Crane Flat, and summer bus service would be provided to the 
Valley and along Tioga Road. The Tioga Road would be opened 
during the winter for park visitors and through-traffic. 

2. Accommodations 
The number of accommodations in the park would 

increase, and some units would be upgraded and winterized. In 
the Valley most accommodations would remain the same, but 150 tent 
cabins at Curry Village and 107 without-bath units at the lodge 
would all be replaced in their same locations with spartan motel 
rooms with minimum amenities. At Tuolumne Meadows, the lodge, 
store, and food service would be winterized to provide year-round 
service. The 13 tent cabins at White Wolf would also be winterized. 
The Wawona Hotel would be winterized and expanded to 145 rooms. 

After acquisition of the private properties in Section 35, suitable 
structures would be converted for up to 381 overnight 
accommodations. 

3. Camping 
Camping opportunities would remain generally the 

same in the Valley and along the Glacier Point and Tioga roads. 
Two new camps for horseback riders would be provided at 
Bridalveil Creek, and two new 200-site campgrounds would be 
provided at Wawona and El Portal. 

4. Commercial Services 
A substantial range of commercial services would 

remain in the park, with some expansion of the locations of services 
and the times of the year they were available. A small grocery 
store would be added at Curry Village, and· grocery truck service 
would be initiated in the Valley campgrounds. At Badger Pass 
recreational equipment rental and backcountry equipment sales 
would be provided in summer as well as winter. At Tuolumne 
Meadows, the coffee shop would be converted to a year-round 
cafeteria, and facilities would be provided for rental of bicycles and 
cross-country skis. The store at Crane Flat would be open all year 
and provide cross-country ski rental in winter. 

5. Activities 
All ongoing park activities would remain. 

Snowmobiling would not be allowed in the park. 

6. Park Operations 
National Park Service and Yosemite Park and Curry 

Company headquarters and employee housing would remain in their 
present locations, except heavy maintenance would be moved to El 
Portal. In the Valley, the Camp 6 seasonal tent cabins would be 
replaced with dormitories and 50 houses would be renovated, but in 
the absence of any additional construction, housing would remain 
inadequate. NPS and YP&CC maintenance areas would be combined. 
At Wawona, suitable structures on acquired properties in Section 35 
would be used for employee housing. 

D. Alternative 4--No Action 
1. Transportation 

Day visitors would continue to drive their cars into 
the Valley, where 2,513 day parking spaces would be available. 
Some 1, 369 of these spaces would be pulloff strip parking strung 
along the length of the Valley (571 in the west end and 798 in the 
east end) that would not generally be served by the shuttle bus 
system. The other spaces would be in parking areas at developed 
sites that would continue to be served by shuttle buses. There 
would not be any bus service into the Valley from other park 
areas. 

Access and circulation in other park areas would also 
remain unchanged. Automobiles would continue to be excluded from 
the far east end of the Valley and Mariposa Grove. The Tioga 
Road would continue to be closed in winter. 

2. Accommodations and Camping 
All existing overnight accommodations and campsites 

would be retained. Parkwide, there would be 1, 732 overnight 
accommodations and 2,299 campsites. 

3. Commercial Services 
A substantial range of commercial services would 

remain in the park, including food service, grocery, clothing, 
equipment, and gift sales, automobile service and repair, banking, 
and barber and beauty service. 

4. Activities 
All ongoing park activities would remain. 

Snowmobiling would not be allowed in the park. 

5. Park Operations 
National Park Service and Yosemite Park and Curry 

Company headquarters would remain in the Valley. The employee 
residential community would remain the same--1,500 employees in the 
Valley, 190 employees at El Portal, and 180 employees at Wawona. 
Other employees would continue to live at various developed areas 
in the park. 

E. Alternative 5--August 1978 Draft Proposal 
1. Transportation 

Use of private vehicles would be greatly restricted 
in Yosemite Valley. More than 1, 900 day parking spaces in the 
eastern two-thirds of the Valley would be removed. All 
day-visitors would park in the proposed 700-car parking area at 
Taft Toe, the 571 existing pulloff spaces along roads· west of El 
Capitan, the 150-space parking area at El Portal, and the 200-space 
parking area at Crane Flat. People parking at El Portal and Crane 
Flat would ride buses to Taft Toe, where they would transfer to 



the Valley shuttle buses. 
drive directly to their 
circulate by shuttle bus. 

Overnight visitors to the Valley would 
accommodations or campsites and then 

At Mariposa Grove the portion of the parking area 
that is now inside the grove would be removed, leaving only the 50 
spaces outside the grove. During all but the winter months, 
visitors to the grove would park in a new 200-car parking area at 
the south entrance and ride a bus to the grove, where they would 
transfer to the tram system for an interpretive tour. 

Routes 
through-routes · for 
traffic. 

41, 
auto 

120, and 140 would continue to be 
touring and summertime trans-Sierra 

2. Accommodations 
In Yosemite Valley, 358 overnight accommodation 

units would be removed from floodplains, rockfall zones, and 
riverbanks. Eighty new winterized units would be built at the 
lodge; the number of hotel rooms at Wawona would be increased 
from 63 to 145; and the number of tent cabins at White Wolf would 
be increased from 13 to 25. Parkwide, there would be a net 
reduction of 190 overnight accommodation units. 

3. Camping 
Opportunities for camping in the park would be 

increased by about 200 sites. New campgrounds would be provided 
at Wawona (200 drive-in sites), Hetch Hetchy (30 walk-in sites), 
Bridalveil Creek (two group horse camps), and Gaylor Creek (two 
group horse camps). In addition, campgrounds along the Big Oak 
Flat and Tioga roads would be expanded at Hodgdon Meadow, Crane 
Flat, White Wolf, Tamarack Flat, Yosemite Creek, and Porcupine 
Flat, increasing the total number of campsites in those areas to 850. 
Campgrounds in Yosemite Valley would be reduced by 116 sites, 
leaving 756 sLtes; and campgrounds at Tuolumne Meadows would be 
reduced by 200 sites, leaving 400 sites. 

4. Commercial Services 
Some of the services now available inside the Valley 

would be moved to El Portal, including beauty and barber service, 
major auto repair, car rental, banking, and sportswear sales. 
Every major developed area in the Valley would offer food service 
and gift sales. At Yosemite Village, where merchandise is 
duplicated in several stores, Degnans and the Pohono Gift Shop 
would be removed. There would be grocery stores at Yosemite 
Village and Curry Village, a recreational. equipment shop at Curry 
Village, and a gas station at Yosemite Lodge. 

All food and gift sales would be removed from 
Glacier Point, but these services would be available throughout the 
year at Badger Pass. 

The only other changes in commercial services 
throughout the park would be removal of the coffee shop at 
Tuolumne meadows and removal of the gift shop at Mariposa Grove. 

5. Activities 
The golf course, tennis courts, and swimming pools 

would be removed from Yosemite Valley. These facilities would be 
retained at Wawona. Snowmobiling would not be allowed inside the 
park. All other visitor activities would be retained. 

6. Park Operations 

Company 
Portal. 
seasonal 
employee 

National Park Service and Yosemite Park and Curry 
headquarters would be moved from Yosemite Valley to El 
Employees would live near their worksites. Substandard 
housing would be upgraded by removing many of ·the 
tent cabins and replacing them with dormitories. 

F. Alternative 6--January 1980 Revised Draft Proposal 
1. Description of the Alternative 

the same 

a. Boundary Changes and Land Acquisition 
Boundary changes and land acquisition would be 

under this alternative as under the proposed final plan. 

b. Additions to Wilderness 
Wilderness or potential wilderness designation 

would be sought for the areas listed in table V 111-1. 

Table V 111-1. Additions to Wilderness, Alternative 6 

1972 Wilderness Reccmmendation 
Proposed Additions 

Lower 1 llilouette Valley 
South of Tamarack Flat 
7 miles of eastern Old Tioga Road corridor 
6 miles _of western Old Tioga Road corridor 
Hetch Hetchy roadless area 
North Mountain Road corridor 

(near Hetch Hetchy roadless area) 
3 enclaves on north rim of 

Yosemite Valley 
Baseline camp area 
City of San Francisco parcels 
High Sierra camps and 

Ostrander ski hut 

Subtotal 

Total 

Potential 
Wilderness Wilderness 
(acres) (acres) 

646,700 

2,580 
2,975 
6,400 

7,380 

19,425 

666, 125 

90 

121 

3,020 

830 

790 
240 

180 

5,060 

5, 181 

c. Cultural Resources Management 
Treatment of historic structures would be the 

same under this alternative as under the proposed final plan. 

d. Visitor Use 
(1) Peak Visitor Use Levels 

Peak overnight and day use levels for this 
alternative are listed in table V 111-2 and compared to the proposal 
in tables V 111-13 and V 111-14. Parkwide, .the capacity of overnight 
accommodations would be reduced from 5,528 to 5,475, and the 
capacity of campgrounds would be increased from 9,892 to 10,838 
(see discussion of Overnight Accommodations and Campgrounds in 
this section on visitor use). This would create a new parkwide 
overnight capacity of 16, 313 visitors. 

Day use levels under this alternative would 
be the same as under the proposed final plan. 

(2) Activities 
Activities under this alternative would be 

the same as under the proposed final plan. 

{3) Access and Circulation 
Access and circulation under this 

alternative would be the same as under the proposed final plan. 

( 4) Overnight Accommodations and Commercial 
Services 
The number and locations of campgrounds 

under this alternative would be the same as under the proposed 
final plan. 

The number and location of overnight 
accommodations would differ from the proposed final plan as follows: 
At Yosemite Lodge, the 117 units removed from the floodplain (85 
cabins and the 32-room Pine Cottage) would be replaced with 117 
moderate cost lodge units, 16 of which would be housekeeping 
units. There would be no net reduction in visitor accommodations 
at Yosemite Lodge. At Curry Village, the 83 visitor tent cabins in 
the rockfall zone would be relocated with no reduction in the total 
number of tent cabins at Curry. Like the proposed final plan, this 
alternative would remove the 68 housekeeping units (34 structures) 
that are causing environmental impacts along the riverbank. These 
unit::; would not be replaced, so there would be 68 fewer units in 
the Valley than exist today. Parkwide, however, there would be an 
overall increase of 20 accommodation units, associated primarily with 
the increase in units at Wawona. (In spite of the increase in 
overnight units, the number of people accommodated would actually 
decrease because the new units would have a smaller per unit 
capacity than the units that were removed; see table Vlll-7). 
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Table Vlll-2. Visitor Use Levels for Developed Areas, Alternative 6 

Overnight 
Develo2ed Area Da~ Use Level Use Level 

Yosemite Valley District 
Yosemite Valley 10,530 8,310 
Cascades/Arch Rock 360 0 
El Portal 765 0 

Wawona District 
Chinquapin . 810 0 
Badger Pass 3,300 0 
Bridalveil Campground/ 

Summit Meadow 360 490 
Glacier Point 7,650 0 
Wawona 1,689 1,647 
South Entrance Station 4,525 0 
Mariposa Grove 3,850 0 

Mather District 
Tioga Pass 540 0 
Tuolumne Meadows 1,485 2,023 
White Wolf 45 675 
Tenaya Lake Area 720 0 
Crane Flat 900 800 
Tioga Road Campgrounds 0 1,250 
Hodgdon Meadow 540 800 
Foresta 90 30 
Hetch Hetchy 1,080 0 
Mather Station 0 120 
Merced Grove 405 ·o 
High Sierra Camps 0 168 

Commercial services would be 
under this alternative as under the proposed final plan. 

e. Park Operations 

the same 

The park headquarters would be moved from 
the Valley to Wawona, and the majority of the administrative and 
maintenance support facilities for government and concession 
operations would be relocated to Wawona and El Portal. Only those 
facilities essential to daily operations in the Valley would remain, 
and those facilities would be redesigned and consolidated to minimize 
their physical intrusion. Nonessential facilities for Valley district 
functions would be moved to El Portal. Facilities related to 
operations in the Wawona and Mather districts would be centralized 
at Wawona and Hodgdon Meadow. 

Housing would be provided for employees whose 
jobs required them to live near their worksites. Housing for other 
employees would be provided only when there was no viable 
alternative for securing housing outside the park. The National 
Park Service would conduct a housing study to assess the potential 
availability of employee housing outside the park, to determine the 
exact need for employee housing in the Valley and other locations, 
and to assess the environmental impacts of each alternative. 
Pending completion of this study, preliminary estimates indicate that 
a maximum of 480 NPS and YP&CC employees would reside in the 
Valley, 170 on a permanent basis and an additional 310 during the 
peak visitor season only; almost a thousand employees would be 
relocated to Wawona and El Portal, or they would find housing 
outside the park, as indicated in table V 111-3. 

Table V 111-3. Number of Employees Housed in Areas, 
Alternative 6 

Existing 

Summer Winter 

Yosemite Valley 
NPS 210 70 
YP&CC 1,240 620 
Others 60 50 

Total 1,510 740 

Wawona and Nearby Communities 
NPS 90 30 
Y~CC 00 ~ 
Other 

Total 

El Portal and 
NPS 
YP&CC 
Other 

Total 

180 

Nearby Communities 
80 
50 
60 

190 

50 

50 
40 
50 

140 

Alternative 6 

Summer Winter 

70 30 
400 130 
10 10 

48.0 170 

170 60 
410 240 

50 20 

630 320 

150 70 
450 190 
80 60 

680 320 

f. Development related actions associated with this 
alternative are listed in table V 111-4. 
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Table Vlll-4. Development Goals and Actions, Alternative 6 Goals 

Visitor U•e 

Interpret t11c natural and cultural 
environment< 

Provide minimal food, postal and 
banking services 

Redesign visitor facilities to 

blend with the natural environment 

Phase out other fac1l1t1es and 
activ1 ties that are not directly 
related to resource enjoyment or 
that exceed visitor demand 

Yosemite Village 

Actions 

Visitor Use 

Redesign village mall area to 

remove parking spaces and include 

interpretive spaces, pedestrian 

circulation areas, shuttle bus stops, 
and public rest rooms 

Redesign the interior of the 

visitor center 

Immediately remove unneeded 
parking behind the Village Store. 
Retain a maximum of 50 spaces 
for service and employee needs 

Adaptively use the NPS headquarters 
building, the old museum, the post 
office, and bank building to 
accommodate a natural history museum, 
a museum of Man 1n Yosemite, Valley 
district otr1ces, minimal banking, 
personal services, and post office services 

Remove Degnans, which includes a 
restaurant, fast-food service, 
delicatessen, and gift sales 

Adaptively use Pohono Gift Shop 

Remove service station 

Remove barber and beauty functions, 
car rental, and garage 

Redesign Village Store for grocery 
sales, YP&CC offices, and food service; 
eliminate space currently occupied 
by gift, clothing, and sports sales 
and barber and beautician services 

Park Operations 
Remove nonessential functions and 
facilities from the Valley 

Retain functions and facilities 

that are essential to the operation 

of the district. maintenance for 

Valley facilities, NPS stables, 

emergency medical care, and housing 

for essential employees 

Consolidate essential functions of 
NPS and·YP&CC 

Remove nonessential housing 

Park Operations 

Relocate NPS and YP&CC headquarters 
heavy maintenance, and warehousing 
outside the Valley 

Relocate administrative offices of 

the Yosemite Institute outside 
Valley 

Relocate Yosemite Natural History 

Association office outside the 

Redesign NPS maintenance area 

to accommodate NPS, YP&CC, and 

Pacific Telephone Company and 

essential mauuenance functions 

remaining in the Valley, including 
shuttle bus maintenance 

Remove the concessioner headquarters 
building 

Retain the hospital/dental building 
as an emergency medical center 

Retain the NPS stables 

Redesign and consolidate existing 
emergency visitor protection 
facilities, detention facility, and 
magistrate's office 

Relocate nonessential NPS and 
YP&CC personnel, plus employees 
of the school, Pacific Telephone 
Company, Wells Fargo Bank, Yosemite 
Institute, post office, and Yosemite 
Church outside the Valley 

- 'Remove the Lower Tecoya 
residential area, the Ahwahnee 
Row houses, and Camp 6; also remove 
houses in the southern portion 
of the NPS housing area if not 
needed 

Retain the Upper Tecoya residential 
area (34 homes) and the northern 
half of the NPS residential area 
(44 homes) for essential permanent 
NPS and YP&CC employees 

Remove school building 

Provide for community recreation 
needs 

Remove facilities and restore 
the Church Bowf area to a 
natural condition 59 
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Goals 

Visitor Use 
Provide year-round visitor 
accommodations and campground 

Increase operational efficiency 
of accommodations 

Provide new frequently requested 
moderate-cost accommodations 

Provide food, gas, and gift sales 
services 

Remove facilities from flood 
hazard areas to avoid personal 
injury and recurrent structural 
damage 

Park Operations 
Provide adequate housing for 
essential employees 

Yosemite Lodge 

Actions 

Visitor Use 
Remove 52 cabin·with·bath units 
and 33 cabin-without-bath units 

Remove Pine Cottage, containing 16 
with-bath units and 16 without-bath 
units 

Construct 117 moderate-cost lodge 
units, including 16 housekeeping 
units 

Retain 32 cabin·with·bath units, 
58 cabin·without·bath units, and 
274 motel units 

Retain swimming pool 

Remove post offica 

Remove clothing sales, use space 
for interpretation/information 

Retain gift shop, restaurants, 
cafeteria, and bar in their present 
locations and capacities 

Retain Sunnyside walk-in campground, 
38 sites 

Retain gas station at existing 
service levels 

Redesign Yosemite Falls parking 
area into shuttle bus stop, immediately 
removing 60 spaces 

Park Operations 
Remove 48 YP&CC employee 
tent cabins 

Retain dormitory housing for 
200 YP&CC employees 
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Goals 

Visitor Use 
Provide several types of accom
modations. primarily in the low
cost range 

Reduce the density of tent cabins 

Provide facilities and services 
consisten·t with the historical 
setting of Curry Village and the 
natural and scenic resources of the 
Valley 

Remove facilities from geologically 
hazardous areas to avoid personal 
injury and structural damage 

Redesign housekeeping camp to reduce 
congestion and remove facilities away 
from riverbank 

Park Operations 
Relocate employee housing out of 
geologically hazardous areas and 
remove nonessential housing 

Curry Village 

Actions 

Visitor Use 
Relocate about 83 visitor tent 
cabins away from the rockfall 
zone 

Redesign visitor tent cabin area 
to provide up to 418 tent cabins 
(up to 283 new and 135 old) 

Retain the 99 cabin~with·bath. 
19 lodge-with-bath, and 90 cabin
without-bath uni ts 

Retain the swimming pool 

Retain historic registration office 
and Mother Curry's bungalow 

Retain cafeteria. gift shop, and 
mountain shop 

Replace bathhouse 

Remove ice rink, and Foster 
Curry cabin, shed, and residence 
west of ice rink 

Provide a grocery store and bike 
rental 

Remove parking at ice rink (25 
spaces) 

Remove shoulder parking at east 
end of tent cabin area ( 10 spaces) 

Remove Curry dump parking and restore 
area ( 160 spaces) 

Immediately remove 200 additional 
day parking spaces from Curry 
Orchard 

Redesign housekeeping camp to reduce 
congestion and environmental damage 

Remove 68 housekeeping units (34 
structures), retain 232 units, and 
redesign area 

Park Operations 
Remove 75 employee tent cabins. 
including those in the rockfall 
zone, and retain 75 tent cabins 
to accommodate 150 essential 
employees 

Goals 

Visitor Use 
Retain the traditional Ahwahnee 
character and level of service, 
but remove outdoor activities 
which are not directly related to 
the natural resource 

Goa ls 

Visito r Use 
Provide a variety of camping 
opportunities 

Remove facilities that are 
sources of impact on riparian 
areas 

Ahwahnee Hot el 

Actions 

Visitor Use 

Campgrounds 

Retain the 99 Ahwahnee hotel rooms 
and 22 cabin rooms 

Retain the dining room, gift shop, 
bar. and other services 

Retain 132-car parking area 

Retain the swimming pt>ol 

Remove the tennis courts 

Remove the golf course 

Act ions 

Visi to r Use 
Remove campground sites and other 
development adjacent to the Merced 
River: 

U pper Pine Campground (18 units) 

Lower Pine Campground (22 units) 

North Pine Campground (25 units) 

Upper River Campground (15 units) 

Lower River Campground (36 units) 

Total: 116 units 

Retain Muir Tree and Sunnyside walk-in 
campgrounds ( 58 sites) and 
group campground (14 sites) 

Retain and revegetate 684 drive-in 
campsites; restrict sclf·contained
veh icle camping and separate tent 
camping from vehicle camping 

Retain existing provisions for 
winter camping 

Other Valley Areas 

Goals 

Visitor Use 
Reduce congestion and automobile 
activity in Yosemite Valley 

Create opportunities for 
bicycling throughout the 
Valley 

Retain resource-related visitor 
activi t ies 

Remove facilities from 
significant scenic areas 

Provide for Indian cultural 
activities 

Remove excessive day parking 
spaces 

Park Operations 
Retain essential support personnel 
and faci li ti s 

Relcicate nonessential functio ns 
away from the Valley 

Upgrade water systems and eliminate 
unnecessary wastewater treatment 
facilities 

Actions 

Visitor Use 
Enforce established use levels 
for Yosemite Valley; implement a 
visitor information and control 
system at gateway communities and 
entrance stations 

Improve operation of Valley 
shuttle system 

Provide a 16-mile bike trail along 
both sides of the river, using 
existing roads and trails wherever 
possible 

Improve existing paved trails to 
accommodate wheelchair use 

Immediately remove 500 strip parking 
spaces; delineate remainder 

Remove Degnan residence and Masonic 
Hall 

Remove superintenden~·s house, 
garaae. and access road 

Provide additional opportunities 
for picnicking in Yosemite Valley 

Retain YP&CC stables. Happy Isles 
nature center, Le Conte Memorial 
Lodge, and Yosemite Valley chapel 

Construct Indian cultural center 
at the former Indian village site 
west of Sunnyside campground 

Park Operations 
Provide adequate water treatment 
and st orage for 1 million gallons; 
continue to use existing wells · 
tor emergency use; convert to low-flow 
fixtures 

Remove sewage treatment plant and 
ponds near Bridalveil Meadow and 
restore area 

Upgrade wastewater collect ion 
systems where required 

Upgrade electrical systems 
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Goals 

Visitor Use 
Continue to provide opportunities 
for picnicking 

Improve visitor safety 

Park Operations 
Remove nonessential housing 

Continue power production 

Goals 

Visitor Use 
Continue to provide opportunities 
for fishing and picnicking 

Retain as park entrance 

Park Operations 
Remove nonessential housing 

Cascades 

Actions 

Visitor Use 
Retain existing facilities and 
provide picnic areas with comfort 
stations 

Replace existing three bridges with 
two bridges and remove sharp curves 
between bridges 

Park Operations 
Remove five residences and provide 
housing at El Portal 

Improve efficiency of hydroelectric 
plant 

Arch Rock 

Actions 

Visitor Use 
Retain existing parking lot. 
picnic area, and rest rooms 

Redesign entrance facility 

Park Operations 
- Remove two residences 

Goals 

Visitor Use 
Provide orientation and information/ 
reservation system for overnight 
accommodations and campgrounds 

Provide a variety of commercial 
services for visitors and residents 

Provide experimental remote staging 
area for Valley day visitors 

Park Operations 
Create a model communi ty for parkwide 
management functions, services, and 
housing in tern.s of livability, 
efficient land use. minimal impacts 
on the landscape, residential amenities, 
efficient use of energy, esthetics, 
recycling, water conservation, and 
significant cultural resources 

Engage in cooperative planning with 
Parkline businesses and Mariposa 
County 

Avoid floodplain and geologic hazards 

El Portal 

Actions 

Visitor Use 
Provide an information/reservation 
station and develop a community museum 
at the Bagby station 

Provide a commercial facilities area 
for services. including automobile 
service, restaurants, grocery store, 
clothing and gift sales. bank, beauty 
and barber shop 

Provide up to a 150-car day parking 
area and bus service into the Valley 

Reserve space for possible expansion 
of staging area 

Park Operations 
Implement a comprehensive plan 
for El Portal with provision for the 
following facilities and services: 

NPS office building 

Employee parking 

NPS and YP&CC maintenance, warehousing, 
laundry, and bus service area 

NPS and YP&CC open air storage 

NPS permanent housing (70 employees) 

NPS seasonal housing (80 employees) 

YP&CC permanent housing (190 employees) 

YP&CC seasonal housing (260 employees) 

Permanent and seasonal housing for 
other employees associated with the 
management and operation of El 
Portal (about 80 employees) 

Residential amenities. including 
community recreation and services, 
open space and landscaping, utilities, 
meeting hall, fire station, post office, 
and law enforcement facilities 

Goals 

El Portal (cont'd) 

Actions 

Expand elementary school as needed 

Convert domestic water system 
supply to an underground source 

Provide adequate water storage 

Complete final phase of wastewater 
treatment system 

Provide long-term leases for El Portal 
homeowners 



Goals 

Visitor Use 
Remove intensive development 

Park Operations 
Improve efficiency of road 
maintenance during winter months 

Remove nonessential housing 

Goals 

Visitor Use 
Provide opportunities for family· 
oriented downhill skiing and other 
forms of winter recreation with 
existing facilities and capacities 

Promote increased summer use of the 
area 

Alleviate congestion and overflow 
parking during winter 

Interpret activities and resources 
along Glacier Point Road 

Chinquapin 

Actions 

Visitor Use 
Remove gas station and comfort 
station 

Redesign intersection and restore 
si te 

Park Operations 

Badger Pass 

Construct a covered sand storage 
structure at Henness Ridge 

Remove residence 

Actions 

Visitor Use 
Retain existing facilities and 
enforce a safe slope capcity 

Provide ski equipment rental and 
sales 

Retain first-aid station 

Provide storage and repair facilities. 
for snowshoes 

Retain 600-car parking area 

Continue winter bus service from 
the Valley and Wawona 

Retain lodge for fast-food service, 
rest rooms, and gift and clothing 
sales 

Provide seasonally changing 
interpretive exhibits in the lodge 

Bridalveil Campground/Summit Meadow 

Goals 

Visitor Use 
Provide for year-round backcountry 
access 

Enhance cross-country skiing 
opportunities 

Enhance horseback riding 
opportunities 

Actions 

Visitor Use 
Retain existing campground ( 110 
sites) and provide winter camping 
access 

Construct a 50-car paved parking 
area for hikers and cross-country 
skiers at Bridalveil trailhead 

Retain Ostrander ski hut 

Continue year-round road access 

Provide two group campgrounds/ 
trailheads for horseback riders 
(25-horse capacity at each) 

Provide parking areas for 100 cars 
along Glacier Point Road near 
Summit Meadow 

Construct a ranger contact shelter 
at Summit Me<>':low 

Provide trailhead parking for summer 
use 

Goals 

Visitor Use 
Maximize the drama of the visual 
experience at Glacier Point 

Provide interpretive programs 

Remove intrusive facil ities 

Park Operations 
Provide adequate housing for 
essential employees 

Provide underground powerline 
from Union Point to Glacier Point 

Glacier Point 

Actions 

Visitor Use 
Construct a gentle, winding loop 
trail from the parking area through 
the trees to the Glacier Point 
Overlook 

Remove unused paved roads and 
trails 

Provide 150-seat interpretive program area 
suitable for daytime and nighttime 
interpretive programs, including storage 
for astronomy equipment 

Continue bus service from Yosemite 
Valley to Glacier Point 

Relocate comfort station to parking 
area 

Remove unnecessary and unused 
paved trails 

Remove gift sales and fast-food 
service facilities and provide 
minimum food service in parking 
area 

Park Operations 
Retain ranger residences 

Replace 4 tent cabins and shower 
house with 4-unit dormitory 

Construct underground powerline 
from Union Point to Glacier Point 
along road shoulder 

Improve water and sewer system 
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Goals 

Visitor Use 
Prov d park orientation and 
information/reservJtion system 
for overnight accommodations 
and campgrounds 

Provide staging facilities for 
Mariposa Grove 

Provide adequate road to Mariposa 
Grove for bus access 

Park Operations 
Prov1d" housing for essential 
employees 

Provide adequate wastewater 
treatment and disposal 

South Entrance 

Actions 

Visitor Use 
Redesign entrance station 

Construct an information/reservation 
kiosk and so~ar parking area 
at south entrance 

Construct a parking area to 
accommodate 200 autos, 5 buses, 
tram terminal, and comfort station 

Repair and make minor realignment 
of road from sou th entrance to 
Mariposa Grove 

Provide bus service to Mariposa 
Grove 

Park Operations 
Retain ex1sttng ranger residence 

Develop new wastewater treatment 
facility 

Goals 

Visitor Use 
Retain as the primary location 
within the park for visitor 
enjoyment and interpretation of 
the giant sequoia 

Provide only visitor facilities 
consistent with preservation of the 
unique ecosystem, remove all other 
facilities not necessary for 
visitor enjoyment of the resource 

Park Operations 
Upgrade physical facilities to 
eliminate impacts and meet 
standards 

Provide adequate wastewater 
treatment and disposal outside 
Mariposa Grove 

Mariposa Grove 

Actions 

Visitor Use 
Extend the tram system from South 
Entrance through Mariposa Grove, 
prohibit commercial tour buses, 
accommodate the physically disabled 

Convert Wawona Point Road to a 
trail 

Repair and reconstruct trails 
through tree grove 

Remove 150·car parking area 

Convert existing bus parking area 
to off·season parking (50 cars) 

Retain and rehabilitate museum 
and comfort station 

Retain information kiosk 

Remove the gift shop 

Park Operations 
Replace the existing toilet 
facil ities at the parking area 
and provide for wastewater treatment 
and disposal 

Remove Big T rees Lodge 

Upgrade and extend electrical and 
water storage/distribution systems 
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Goals 

Visitor Us ... 
Interpret early non-Indian history 
of Yosemite 

Provide a year-round traditional 
overnight experience at the Wawona 
Hotel 

Create a historically consistent 
visual quality within the historic 
zone 

Provide year-round camping 
opportunities 

Provide picnicking opportunities 

Use as a staging area for winter 
skiing trips 

Wawona 

Actions 

Visitor Use 
Retain the Pioneer History Center 

Redesign the parking area for 
the Pioneer History Center so that 
users are not required to cross 
traffic 

Provide 145 overnight 
accommodation units by utilizing 
historic structures and a new 
structure compatible with the 
historic district 

Retain Thomas Hill Studio 

Retain golf course, YP&CC stables, 
tennis court, and swimming pool 

Remove parking from in front of the 
hotel complex and construct a 
145-car area north of the complex 

Redesign the store, service station, 
post office, and gift shop and 
design a new comfort station so that 
all facilities are compatible with 
the historic scene 

Rehabilitate the existing 100-site 
campground and 30-person group 
camp for year-round use 

Relocate campground amphitheater 

Construct 200-site campground in 
Section 35 

Provide additional picnicking and 
parking areas as needed 

Provide winter bus service to Badger 
Pass and year-round bus service to 
Yosemite Valley 

Provide 50 day use parking spaces 
adjacent to Wawona Hotel complex 

Retain 25-horse campground 

Provide trailhead parking (50 spaces) 
at Chilnualna Falls trailhead 

Goals 

Park Operations 
Provide office space 

Wawona (cont'd) 

Provide housing for NPS and 
concession employees when housing 
is not available outside the 
park boundary 

Upgrade utilities to meet NPS 
and concession needs and state and 
federal standards 

Improve the water quality of the 
Merced River by eliminating 
sources of water pollution 

Actions 

Park Operations 
Construct office buildings for 
NPS and YP&CC administrative 
functions 

Construct a new district 
maintenance facility, including 
space for storage of snow 
removal equipment and sand 

Provide facilities for employee 
housing and recreational amenities 
to accommodate a maximum of 60 
permanent and 110 seasonal NPS 
employees, a maximum of 240 
permanent and 170 seasonal YP&CC 
employees, and 20 riermanent and 30 
seasonal other employees, only if 
housing is unavailable outside the 
park 

Construct a new water treatment, 
storagi:, and distribution system 

Construct a new wastewater 
treatment plant with provisions 
for year-round disposal 

Connect new and existing visitor 
and employee facilities and Section 
35 structures to the new wastewater 
treatment plant 

Retain elementary school 
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Tioga Pass Entrance 

Goals 

Visitor Use/Park Operations 
Continue to provide information, 
fee collection, and housing for 
employees 

Actions 

Visitor Use/Park Operations 
Retain existing entrance station, 
comfort station, and ranger 
residence 

Tioga Road Campgrounds & Picnic Areas 

Goals 

Visitor Use 
Consolidate campgrounds to improve 
visitor expe1 ience. increase 
maintenance efficiency, and 
eliminate water pollution 

Continue to provide opportunities 
for picnicking 

Control parking along the Tioga 
Road 

Actions 

Visitor Use 
Increase in size, or remove. primitive 
campgrounds as follows: 

Action Existing Proposed Change 

Tamarack 

Flat Increase 50 100 

Smokey 

Jack Remove 25 0 

Yosemite 

Creek Increase 30 75 

Porcupine 

Flat Increase 50 75 

Tenaya Status 

Lake quo 50 50 

Totals 205 300 

Retain picnic areas at their present 
location and capacity 

+50 

-25 

+45 

+25 

0 

+95 

In addition to primitive campgrounds, 
construct two horse camps (25 horses 
at each camp) at Yosemite Creek 
campground 

limit parking to established use 
levels at backcountry trailheads; 
pave and delineate parking areas; 
eliminate volunteer parking; restore 
damaged areas at parking sites 
and roadsides 

Park Operations 
- Provide chemical toilets at some 

pnmllive campgrounds along the 
Tioga Road 

Goals 

Visitor Use 
Permit only those types and levels 
of use or development that do not 
significantly impair subalpine 
ecosystems 

Orient development and use to the 
lodgepole pine ecosystem 

Eliminate cross-meadow traffic by 
pedestrians, stock, and vehicles 

Provide overnight parking 
consistent with capacities 
proposed in the current 
Backcounrry Management Plan 

Provide parkwide information and 
reservation services for visitors 
entering via Tioga Pass 

Institute interpretive programs 
directed toward low-impact use of 
fragile resource areas and 
apprccintion ;ind understanding 

of meadow and subalpine ecosystems 

Provide for a variety of camping 
opportunities 

Provide overnight accommodations 

Provide opportunities for picnicking 

Tuolumne Meadows 

Actions 

Visitor Use 
Retain Parsons Lodge, the McCauley 
cabin, Soda Springs enclosure, 
and C1v1han Conservation Corps (CCC) 
visitor center 

Remove footbridge 

Relocate the YP&CC and NPS 
stables and stock trails to the 
lodgepole pine ecosystem 

Restore meadows by removing 
nonessential roads and trails 

Remove the campground loop and access 
road adjacent to the Lyell Fork 

Relocate Lembcrt Dome parking area 
to old telephone building site to 
accommodate Glen Aulm tratlhead and 
day users; provide comfort station 

Adaptively use the CCC visitor 
center 

Construct a visitor contact/subdistrict 
ranger station, where backcountry permits 
will be issued, and a 50-car parking area 

Relocate grocery store, mountaineering 
center, and coffee shop to gas 
station building 

Relocate 110 trailhead parking 
spaces for Dog Lake and Lyell Fork 

Relocate Cathedral Lakes parking area 

Construct one 25-horse campground 
near the new stables 

Retain the lodge (66 units) and 
its parking area 

Unitize the campground to provide not 
more than 400 vehicle c mps1tes, 50 
walk-in sites, and 5 group sites 

Construct a 10- to 20-site picnic 
area near the visitor contact station 

Goals 

Park Operations 
Improve the quality of employee 
housing 

Provide facilities for a subdistrict 
office operation 

Bring drinking water quality up 
to standard 

.. 
Actions 

Park Operations 
Upgrade existing housing for about 120 
employees in existing NPS housing area 

Winterize some seasonal housing 
for snow survey ~rews, cross-country 
skiers, and winter keepers 

Convert CCC messhall to housing 

Record and remove ranger station 
and relocate subdistrict offices to 
new subdistrict ranger station 

Remove present housing at Bug 
Camp/NPS stables area and from 
behind grocery store 

Construct operations building for 
resource management and maintenance 

Upgrade water supply, sewage disposal, 
and electrical systems 

Remove horse camp and restore Gaylor 
disposal site 
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~tra il to Glen Aulin 

• retain Parsons Lodge, 
Soda Springs enclosure 
and McCauley cabin 

.. . . .. ... 
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around meadow 
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• remove existing parking 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . z.__ ............ ... .... . 
• relocate NPS stables 
• relocate overnight parking for backcountry use 
•remove ranger station 
• upgrade housing for 60 employees 
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Goals 

Visitor Use 
Increase camping opportunities 
and overnight accommodations 

Park Operations 

White Wolf 

Improve the domestic water system 

Provide electricity 

Provide adequate housing for 
essential employees 

Actions 

Visitor Use 
Increase campground size from 86 
to not more than 150 sites 

Upgrade campfire circle 

Increase YP&CC overnight 
accommodations from 13 to 25 
(add 12 tent cabins) 

Consolidate trailhead parking 

Relocate horse corral 

Relocate Lukins Lake trail away 
from the meadow 

Retain food service 

Park Operations 
Develop two additional wells to 
add to existing underground system 

Provide commercial power from 
Crane Flat 

Replace NPS and YP&CC employee tent 
cabins with dormitory 

Goals 

Visitor Use 
Increase opportunities for camping 

Provide adequate support facilities 
to accommodate existing levels of 
winter use 

Provide experimental day parking 
area for Valley visitors 

Park Operations 
Improve utilities to bring them up 
to state and federal standards 

Retain essential employee housing 

Crane Flat 

Actions 

Visitor Use 
Increase size of campground from 
164 to not more than 200 sites 

Renovate and winterize the store and 
provide cross-country ski rental and 
snow play equipment rental 

Keep gas station open all year 

Provide parking for 200 cars 
for winter activities; use in 
summer as experimental staging 
area for Valley day visitors 

Provide comfort station and ranger 
contact shelter at parking area 

Park Operations 
Drill well(s) to provide a reliable, 
year-round domestic water source 

Construct sewage treatment facility 

Provide commercial electrical power 
through a commercial hookup from 
Hodgdon via South Landing Road 

Provide enclosed storage for sand 
and sand truck at South Landing for 
winter snow operations 

Retain existing ranger residence 

Retain old blister rust camp 

Goals 

Visitor Use 
Provide an information/ 
reservation system for visitors 
entering the park along the Big 
Oak Flat Road 

Hodgdon Meadow 

Increase camping opportunities in· 
the Big Oak Flat entrance portion 
of the park . 

Park Operations 
Provide a central administrative 

· and maintenance area for the 
Mather District 

Provide employee housing only 
when housing is not available 
outside the park 

Provide adequate wastewater treatment 
for the entire developed area 

Provide adequate domestic water 
supply 

Actions 

Visitor Use 
Expand existing information 
station 

Retain entrance station 

Increase the Hodgdon Meadow 
campground from 110 to not more 
than 200 sites 

Park Operations 
Construct a maximum of 10 apartment 
units and 20 seasonal housing units 

Provide recreational opportunities 
for employees in housing area 

Construct district office building 
to accommodate district law 
enforcement, resource management, 
and interpretive functions 

Connect all facilities at entrance 
station to the existing wastewater 
treatment plant; expand plant and 
provide for year-round use 

Retain utility building 

Convert existing surface water 
system to an underground source 

Retain existing residences 
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Goals 

Visitor Use 
Continue use as a destination for 
visitors who wish to view the dam, 
the reservoir, and the valley 

Continue to provide backcountry 
access from Hetch Hetchy 

Park Operations 
Provide an adequate supply of 
treated water for domestic use 

Hetch Hetchy 

Provide waste treatment which meets 
state and federal standards 

Foresta/Big Meadow 

Goals 

Visitor l,Jse 
Provide for group camping 

Remove facilities not directly 
related to visitors' enjoyment of 
the natural environment 

Park Operatiqns 
Provide essential employee 
housing 

Retain NPS stables 

Actions 

Visitor Use 
Retain parking for dam and 
trailhead 

Retain picnic area 

Provide connecting trail from stock 
unloading area 

Park Operations · 
Develop additional surface water 
source for domestic water 

Actions 

Visitor Use 
Retain existing site for group 
camping 

Acquire privately owned land on 3 

willing seller/willing buyer basis 
and condemn property only to protect 
park resources 

Relocate the Meyer crib barn to 
Pioneer History Center at Wawona 

Record and remove the Meyer saltbox 
barn 

Restore Big Meadow to a natural 
condition 

Park Operations 
Based on the determination of a 
housing study, retain housing for a 
limited number of employees 

Continue to use McCauley Ranch 
for NPS stables 

Goals 

Visitor Use/Park Operations 
Continue to provide minimal 
information services and employee 
quarters 

Provide camping opportunities 

Goals 

Visitor Use 
Remove facilities not directly 
related to visitors' enjoyment 
of the natural environment 

Mather Station 

Actions 

Visitor Use/Park Operations 
Retain existing facilities 

Aspen Valley 

Construct a 30-site walk-in camp
ground, parking area, and comfort 
station; expand utilities as needed 

Actions 

Visitor Use 
Acquire private properties as 
opportunity permits and restore 
to a natural condition 



2. Environmental Impacts of Alternative 6 
a. Changes in the Amount of Disturbed Park Land 

Changes in the amount of disturbed park land under 
this alternative are summarized in table VI 11-5 and compared with the 
proposed final plan in table V 111-9. 

Table Vlll-5. Summary of Changes in the Amount 
of Disturbed Park Land, Alternative 6 

Developed Predominant Acres Acres 
Area Vegetation T~E!e Disturbed Restored 

Yosemite Valley Mixed Conifer 20.7 81.9 
Mid Elev. Mdw. 0 9.3 

Cascades Mixed Conifer 0 2.5 
El Portal ·chaparral 142.7 0 
Chinquapin Red Fir 1.0 1.0 
Bridalveil Camp Red Fir 4.2 0 
Glacier Point Red Fir 0.4 0.4 
Wawona Mixed Conifer 99.8 6.0 
South Entrance Mixed Conifer 7.0 0 
Mariposa Grove Mixed Conifer 0.5 0.5 

Sequoia 0 4.1 
Tuolumne Meadows Lodgepole Pine 10.2 16.1 

Subalpine Meadow 0 2.4 
White Wolf Lodgepole Pine 10.0 0.5 
Crane Flat Mixed Conifer 14.5 0 
Tioga Rd Camps Red Fir 43.0 10.0 
Hodgdon Meadow Mixed Conifer 13.7 0 
Foresta Mixed Conifer 0 7.4a 

Mid Elev. Mdw. 0 0.5 
Mather Mixed Conifer 6.0 0 
Hetch Hetchy Chaparral 0 0 
Aspen Valley Red Fir 0 6.0a 

Totals (excluding b 231.0 148.6 
El Portal acreage) 

aPortions of the area indicated already resemble natural sites. 
The major change will occur at sites occupied by buildings and 
roads. Therefore, the extent of restoration will be less than the 
indicated acreage. 

bEI Portal acreage is excluded because it is an administrative site 
outside the park's boundary. 

b. Impacts on Vegetation and Soil 
No effects on threatened or endangered plant 

species would be anticipated at any location. 

In Yosemite Valley, development would be 
removed from about 90 acres, but facilities and concentrated visitor 
use would continue to impact about 270 acres. Recovery of 
meadowland and riverbanks would occur as in the proposed final 
plan. The trend toward a less diversified plant community in the 
east end of the Valley would continue because the current fire 
management policies would continue in effect. 

Impacts on vegetation and soils in El Portal 
would be the same as the impacts of the proposed final plan. 

Additional development in Wawona would result 
in a net increase of 94 acres of disturbed park land. Disturbance 
would occur in the mixed conifer vegetation type. Protection of 
floodplain values would occur as in the proposed final plan. 

Impacts on vegetation and soils in Mariposa 
Grove and Tuolumne Meadows would be the same as the impacts of 
the proposed final plan. 

c .. Impacts on Water 
In Yosemite Valley additional accommodation 

units would result in an increased consumption of approximately 
50,000 gpd, totaling 850,000 gpd. This would result in about a 5 
percent increase over the proposed final plan. 

Water requirements for employee residences and 
visitor facilities in Wawona would be between 0.3 and 0.4 million 
gpd. Compared to the proposed final plan 200 additional employees 
and their families would consume approximately 50,000 additional 
gpd. This would be relatively more significant than comparative 
impacts at El Portal because water availability is more severe at 
Wawona. Only limited amounts of groundwater are available because 
of the small size of known aquifers. Therefore, reliance on surface 
water intake with a major water storage system would most likely be 
necessary; this system could be augmented by groundwater 
sources. Low-flow levels of the South Fork of the Merced River 
are about 650, 000 gpd. Estimated consumption could be about 50 
percent of this level, which would have a significant effect on the 
river. However, adequate water storage (2-4 million gallons), 
groundwater augmentation, minimal irrigation needs, and large-scale 
use of low-flow fixtures would lessen this impact. 

Impacts on remaining areas would be identical to 
impacts of the proposed final plan (see tableVlll-10). 

d. Impacts on Wildlife 
No impact on threatened or endangered species 

would be anticipated. Impacts of this alternative would be the same 
as the impacts of the proposed final plan. Acreages of habitat 
changes are listed in table VII 1-5. 

e. Impacts on Air Quality 
Compared to the proposed final plan, the 

·additional 200 visitor accommodations would result in an increase of 
approximately 43,000 vehicle miles per day (based on 200 vehicles 
driving 21. 5 miles). Quantities of pollutants related to the increase 
are approximately 3.44 tons of carbon monoxide, .03 ton of 
hydrocarbons, and .02 ton of nitrogen oxide. 

Impacts on air quality 
relatively greater due to the additional 200 
housing in the area. Fewer employees at El 
decreased levels of exhaust emissions there. 
locally are unknown. 

at Wawona would be 
employee vehicles and 
Portal would result in 

Vehicle miles driven 

Air quality impacts on remaining areas of the 
park would be identical to those of the proposal. 

f. Impacts on Esthetic Quality 
Impacts of this alternative would be the same as 

the impacts of the proposed final plan with the following exceptions. 

(1) Yosemite Valley 
Table VI 11-6 indicates relative changes in 

visual quality in Yosemite Valley. Compared to the proposed final 
plan, the density of accommodation units would be greater at 
Yosemite Lodge, where new lodging units would be constructed 
adjacent to the existing units on the south side of the road, and at 
Curry Village, where the current number of tent cabins would be 
consolidated into a smaller area outside the rockfall zone. 

(2) Wawona 
Under this atlernative Wawona would be 

the new park headquarters,· making it a more densely developed 
center of government and concessioner activity. 

g. Impacts on Archeological Resources 
Impacts of this alternative would be the same as 

the impacts of the proposed final plan. 
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Table Vlll-6. Impacts on Scenic Quality (in acres) 
Alternative 6 

Area Classification 
Area/ Action A-Scenic B-Scenic C-Scenic Mixed 

Yosemite Lodge 
Remove accommodations from 

floodplain +9.1 
Construct new lodge units -1.5 
Yosemite Village 
Remove gift shops, services, etc. +1. 7 +1.5 
Remove administrative and 

maintenance facilities +2.5 
Remove Ahwahnee Row and other 

residences +0.9 +19.5 
Restore Camp 6 area +9.0 
Redesign village mall +1.5 +1.5 
Remove school +3.6 
Curr~ Village 
Remove ice rink and misc. 

structures +1.7 
Phase out portion of orchard 

parking +2.7 +0.5 
Relocate tent cabins from hazard +4.2 

area -1. 7 
Eliminate dump parking +1.6 
Reduce housekeeping units and 

construct path +3.1 
Ahwahnee Hotel 
Remove tennis court and golf 

course +4.1 
Caml:!grounds 
Eliminate riverbank camping +11.8 +3.2 
Other Areas 
Remove strip parking +3.4 
Remove Degnans and other 

residences +0.4 
Remove Masonic hall +0.1 
Remove superintendent's 

residence +0.8 
Remove old sewage treatment 

plant +2.8 
Construct Indian cultural center -2.0 
Construct bike trail -14.5 
Construct water storage facility -1.0 
NET GAIN OR LOSS +43.3 +38.3 -11.1 

+ indicates general gain in scenic quality. 
- indicates general loss in scenic quality. 

h. Impacts on Historic Resources 
Impacts of this alternative would be the same as 

the impacts of the proposed final plan with one exception. 
Relocation of park headquarters to Wawona would introduce new 
structures and employee activity into the historic scene and detract 
from the historical ambience of the area. 

i. Impacts on the Socioeconomic Region 
The expenditures required to implement 

alternative 6 are estimated to be approximately $160 million: 

Concessioner facilities that are new or relocated 
Government facilities that are new or relocated 
Government facilities that are rehabilitated 

Total 

$ 30 million 
86 million 
44 million 

$160 million 

These estimates include the approximate costs of 
design, construction, supervision, and furnishings, so the entire 
$160 million would not all be spent within the region. The effect of 
construction expenditures would. be to create more than 3, 800 
man-years of employment in the region, and more than 1, 600 
man-years of employment in Mariposa County alone. This increased 
level of employment would be accompanied by an increase in 
population and attendant social needs such as housing, health care, 
schools, and fire and police protection. The increase in demand for 
each of these services in Mariposa County (the county most 
severely affected) would be about 10 percent over current demand. 

The proposal to relocate many employees from 
Yosemite Valley to Wawona would reduce the revenue Mariposa 
County obtains from these employees because the market area for 
Wawona residents is outside Mariposa County. These employees 
would probably shop in Oakhurst and Fresno (Madera and Fresno 
counties) and would not even drive through Mariposa County to get 
there. 

Management of the school in Wawona might 
provide a logistical problem for Mariposa County because Wawona is 
in a remote corner of the county. High school students would 
probably have to be bused outside the county to Oakhurst. 

j. Impacts on Visitors' Experiences 
Impacts of alternative 6 would be the same as 

the impacts of the proposed final plan with one exception. There 
would be a greater opportunity for visitors to stay in overnight 
accommodations in the Valley under alternative 6. An additional 600 
persons per night would be accommodated, compared to the 
proposed final plan (see tables Vlll-7 and Vlll-14). Compared with 
existing conditions,. however, 292 fewer people would be 
accommodated in the Valley. 

Table VI 11-7. Changes in the Number of Overnight Accommodations, 
Alternative 6 

Existing 

Visitor Visitor 
Developed Area Multipliera Units Numbers 

Yosemite Valley District 
Yosemite Lodge 

Cabins with baths 
Cabins without baths 
Rooms with baths 
Rooms without baths 

Curry Village 
Cabins with baths 
Cabins without baths 
Tent cabins 
Housekeeping 

Ahwahnee Hotel 
Hotel rooms 
Luxury cabins 

Campgrounds 
Auto 
Walk-in 
Group 

Wawona District 
Bridalveil Campground 

Auto camp 
Horse group camp 

wawona 
Auto camp 
Group camp 
Hotel 
Horse group camp 

Section 35 
Cabins with baths 

Mather District 
Tuolumne Meadows 

Auto camp 
Walk-in camp 
Horse group camp 
Tent cabins 

White Wolf 
Tent cabins 
Auto camp 

Crane Flat 

3.2 
3.2 
3.0 
3.2 

3.2 
3.2 
3.0 
4.0 

2.7 
3.0 

4.0 
4.0 

50.0 

4.0 
25.0 

4.0 
30.0 
2.7 

25.0 

3.2 

4.0 
4.0 

25.0 
3.0 

3.0 
4.0 

Auto camp 4.0 
Tioga Road Campgrounds 

Auto camp 4.0 
Walk-in camp 4.0 
Horse group camp 25.0 

Hodgdon Meadow 
Auto camp 4.0 

Foresta 
Group camp 30.0 

High Sierra Camps 
Tent cabins 3.0 

Mather Station 
Walk-in camp 4.0 

Total Accommodations 
Total Campsites 

84 
91 

290 
16 

118 
90 

418 
300 

99 
22 

800 
58 
14 

110 
0 

100 
1 

63 
1 

6 

600 
50 

0 
66 

13 
86 

269 
291 
870 

51 

378 
288 

1,254 
1,200 

267 
66 

3,200 
232 
700 

440 
0 

400 
30 

170 
25 

19 

2,400 
200 

0 
198 

39 
344 

164 656 

155 620 
50 200 
0 0 

110 440 

30 

56 168 

0 0 

1,732 5,528 
2,300 9,917 

Alternative 6 

Visitor Visitor 
Units Numbers 

32 
58 

391 
0 

i18 
90 

418 
232 

99 
22 

684 
58 
14 

110 
2 

300 
1 

145 
1 

0 

400 
50 

1 
66 

25 
150 

102 
186 

1,173 
0 

378 
288 

1,254 
928 

267 
66 

2,736 
232 
700 

440 
50 

1,200 
30 

392 
25 

0 

1,600 
200 

25 
198 

75 
600 

200 800 

250 1,000 
so 200 
2 so 

200 800 

30 

56 168 

30 120 

1,752 5,475 
2,504 10,838 

aMultiplier indicates the number of persons accommodated by each unit. 



k. Impacts on Employees 
Impacts on employees would be the same as 

under the proposal with one exception. Wawona would have 200 
more employees than the proposal calls for, and such an increase in 
Wawona's population would cause a slight increase in the number 
and range of services offered to residents. 

I. Impacts on El Portal Property Owners and 
Within-Park Landowners 
Impacts of alternative 6 would be the same as 

the impacts of the proposed final plan. 

m. Impacts on the Concessioners 
Changes in concessioner expenses and profits 

were not computed for alternative 6. Based on the level of 
accommodations and services this alternative is similar to alternative 
3. Table VI 11-8 indicates the projected incremental changes in 
concessioner expenses and profits for alternative 3. Generally, the 
concession operation would not be feasible. The new profit before 
capital expenses would compare favorably with typical year data 
because additional visitor facilities would promote a larger sales 
volume and increased profit levels. However, the substantial new 
investment (increase of 94. 7%) required by the concessioner would 
reduce net income before taxes by 39 percent and the return on 
equity investment by 68 percent. 

Table VII 1-8. Anticipated Changes in Concessioner 
Expenses and Profits, Alternative 6 

(same as alternative 3) 

(Incremental Changes from Typical Yeara) · 

Variable 

Total Sales & Income 
Direct Operating Expenses 
Departmental Profits 
Deductions from Income 
House Profits 
Overhead Expenses 
Operating Profits 
Other Deductions 
Net Income before Capital Expenses 
Total Capital Expenses 
Net Income before Income Taxes 
Return on Equity Investment 
Required Equity Investment 

Percent of 
Anticipated Changeb 

+13 
+11 
+15 
+41 
+7 

+10 
+5 

+12 
+4 

+95 
-39 
-68 

+105 

aTypical year data was statistically generated from the concessioner's 
operating experience. 

bThe figures show changes from typical year data and are not 
intended to balance as a column. 

G. Other Options 
During public review of the DEIS, a new option for 

snowmobiling in Yosemite was recommended. This new option has 
subsequently been assessed by the National Park Service and is 
added as option 6 to page 213 of the DEIS: 

6. Use of Tioga Road for Snowmobiling 
a. Description of the Option 

The National Park Service would allow unlimited 
snowmobiling on Tioga Road (California 120) from Crane Flat to 
Tioga Pass. No cross-country snowmobiling would be allowed off 
the road or on any other unplowed road in the park. The 
snowmobile route would use the Old Tioga Road from the May Lake 
trailhead to Tenaya Lake to avoid the area where snowslides 
sometimes occur. A separate route would be provided for 
cross-country skiers from Tuolumne Meadows to Tioga Pass. 

I mracts of the Option 
(1 Natural Environment 

b. 

Impacts would be similar to those 
previously described for other snowmobiling options (p. 213). 
However, an unlimited group size might allow for larger groups 
than 15 (the maximum group size of the other options). Therefore, 
while the type of impacts would be the same (disturbance of 
wildlife, minor degradation of air quality) the magnitude of effect 
might be greater. 

Environmental impacts associated with the 
cross-country ski route would probably be minimal, but they are 
unmeasurable at this time. 

("2) Social Environment 
This option would give 

chance to see and experience the winter scenery 
Road. It would also allow them access into national 
of the Sierras. 

snowmobilers a 
along the Tioga 
forest land east 

Conflicts between cross-country skiers and 
snowmobilers might occur, but they would be minimized by 
encouraging day users starting at Crane Flat to use Gin Flat 
instead of the Tioga Road. Many skiers going from Yosemite Valley 
to Tuolumne Meadows use the Tenaya switchback trail rather than 
Tioga Road; however, these people would use the Tioga Road along 
with the snowmobilers from Tenaya Lake to Tuolumne Meadows 
(about 3 miles). Skiers using the entire Tioga Road or just the 
section from Tenaya Lake to Tuolumne Meadows would be negatively 
affected by the noise and presence of the machines. Although a 
separate trail would be provided for skiers from Tuolumne Meadows 
to Tioga Pass, the noise of the snowmobiles might still be noticeable 
on that trail. 
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H. Comparative Impacts of All Alternatives 
1. Disturbed Park Land 

The proposed final plan and alternative 6 would 
result in net increases in the amount of disturbed park land. In 
alternatives 1-5, the restoration of lands within Section 35 would 
more than offset new disturbances, but in the proposed final plan 
and alternative 6 this restoration within Section 35 would not occur. 
In all alternatives there would be a decrease in disturbance in the 
Valley; this decrease would be greatest under alternative 2, 
followed by the proposed final plan. In all alternatives the greatest 
amount of new disturbance' would occur at the El Portal 
administrative site. outside the park boundary. (See table VI 11-9) 

Table VII 1-9. Comparison of Amounts of Disturbed Park Land 

Predominate Existing Alternative 4· 
Develof:!ed Area Vegetation T~E!e Conditions Alternative 1 Alternative 2 Alternative 3 ~no actionl 

Yosemite Valley Mixed Conifer 339.8 349.5 111.0 334.1 337.0 
Cascades/ Arch 

Rock Mixed Conifer 9.5 5.0 5.0 9.5 9.5 
Chinquapin Red Fir 1.0 1.8 7.0 2.0 1.0 
Badger Pass Red Fir 76.8 78.1 1.5 77.1 76.8 
Bridalveil 

Campground/ 
Summit Meadow Red Fir 28.9 33.1 17.0 33.1 28.9 

Glacier Point Red Fir 10.0 7.9 4.8 10.4 10.0 
Wawona Mixed Conifer 282.4 94.5 78.1 148.2 282.4 
South Entrance 

Station Mixed Conifer 1.5 1.7 5.5 1.7 1.5 
Mariposa Grove Sequoia 11.2 7.6 2.0 10. 7 11.2 
Tioga Pass Ent. 

Station Subalpine Meadow 0.8 0.8 10.8 0.8 0.8 
Tuolumne Meadows Lodgepole Pine/ 

Subalpine Meadow 71.4 70.9 56.8 72.2 69.0 
White Wolf Mixed Conifer 26.6 26.6 27.1 '?6.6 26.6 
Crane Flat Mixed Conifer 36.9 43.9 49.9 40.4 36.9 
Tioga Road 

Campgrounds Red Fir 76.7 76.7 76.7 76.7 76.7 
Hodgdon Meadow Mil~ed Conifer 26.7 29.4 27.9 29.4 26.7 
Foresta Mixed Conifer 19.5a 11.0 16.5a 11.0a 19.5a 
Hetch Hetchy Chaparral 1.5 7.5a 7.5 1.5 1.5 
Aspen Valley Lodgepole Pine/ 

Red Fir 6.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 6.0 
Mather Station Mixed Conifer 1.5 1.5 1.5 1.5 1.5 

Park Totals 1,028.7 847.5 506.6 886.9 1,023.5 

El Portalb Chaparral 121.0 211.6 227.1 150.5 121.0 

aExcluding 552.4 acres of San Francisco lands associated with Hetch Hetchy Reservoir. 

bExcluded from park totals because of status as an administrative site. 

Proposed 
Alternative 5 Alternative 6 Final Plan 

286.1 269.3 266.6 

9.5 7.-0 7.0 
2.0 1.0 1.0 

76.8 76.8 76.8 

33.1 33.1 33.1 
10.0 10.4 10.4 

118.2 367.2 340.7 

8.5 8.5 8.5 
8.1 8.1 7.1 

0.8 0.8 0.8 

69.1 63.1 63.1 
36.1 36.6 36.1 
51.4 51.4 51.4 

106.7 109.7 109.7 
40.4 40.4 40.4 
11.6 11.6a 12.1 
7.5a 1.5 1.5a 

0.0 0.0 0.0 
1. 5 7.5 7.5 

877.4 1,104.0 1,073.8 

263.7 263.7 263.7 



2. Water Consumption 
Minimal impact as a result of surface water diversion 

is associated with alternative 4, retaining minimal services and 
visitor numbers in Yosemite Valley. Conversely, a maximum 
consumption and impacts on aquatic systems would occur within the 
framework of maximizing visitor services and numbers in Yosemite 
Valley in alternative 3. Variations concerning alternatives 5 and 6 
as well as the proposed plan primarily reflect relocations of 
employees from Wawona to El Portal. However, only minimal 
changes will occur along the North Fork of the Merced River as this 
point of diversion of surface water is simply relocated downstream. 
Other than alternative 4 with an approximate difference of 550,000 
gpd, the alternatives and proposed plan are relatively similar in 
over al I consumption amounts. However, a noticeable difference 
occurs between alternative 6 and the proposed final plan at Wawona 
with a difference of 50,000 gpd. (See table Vlll-10) 

Major efforts are still underway to reduce 
dependency on surface waters by utilizing groundwater sources as 
wel I as storage systems. Therefore, representations on consumption 
rates are approximations of maximum utilization which can be 
expected to be reduced in the future. 

Table VI 11-10. Comparison of Approximate Water Consumption (gpd) 

Existing/ Proposed 
Location Alt. 4 Alt. 1 Alt. 2 Alt. 3 Alt. 5 Alt. 6 Final Plan 

Yosemite Valley 1,150,000 1,050,000 175,000 1,270,000 1,007,000 850,000 800,000 
Cascades 1,600 1,600 0 1,600 1,600 0 0 
Arch Rock 1, 700 1, 70.0 0 1,700 1,700 0 0 
El Portal . 300,000 550,000 400,000C 560,000 555,000 550,000 600,000 
Chinquapin 4,300 4,300 67,500 4,300 4,300 0 0 
Bridalveil Creek 11,000 13,400 5,000 13,400 13,400 13,400 13,400 
Summit Meadow 0 700 0 700 700 700 700 
Badger Pass 13,500 13,500 3,000 13,500 13,500a 13,500a 13,500ab 
Glacier Point 4,825 3,500 500 4,800 3,825d 3,825d 3,825d 
Wawona 207,000d 244,000d 216,000d 330,000d 244,000b 325,000b 275,000b 
South Entrance 2,000 1,100 2,700 1,400 4,000 4,000 4,000a 
Mariposa Grove 13,500 2,100 1,400 1,700 1,800a 1,900a 1,900 
Tioga Pass 2,900 2,900 170,000C 2,900 2,900 2,900 2,900 
Tuolumne Meadows 110,000 113,000 63,000 115,000 90,000 90,000 90,000 
White Wolf 12,000 12,000 21,000 12,000 24,000 24,000 24,000 
Crane Flat 18,000 18,000 185,000C 18,000 22,000 18,000 22,000 
Hodgdon Meadow 17,000 17,000 17,000 17,000 25,000 17,000 25,000 
Tioga Road Cmpgs 24,000 24,000 20,500 24,000 39,000 41,400 41,400 
Hetch Hetchy 1,800 4,800 4,800 4,800 1,800 1,800 1,800 
Mather Station 0 0 0 0 3,000 3,000 3,000 
Foresta 4,000 1,200 0 1,200 1,200 4,000 1,200 
High Sierra Camps 18,000 18,000 18,000 18,000 18,000 18,000 18,000 
Merced Grove 21000 21000 21000 21000 21000 0 0 

Total 1,919,100 2,098,800 1,372,400 2,418,000 2,079,825 1,979,400 1,938,600 

Watershed Totals 
North Fork-Merced 

River 1,532,900 1,681,900 856,500 1,913,200 1,663,200 1,494,800 1,496,000 
South Fork-Merced 

River 222,500 247,200 220,100 333, 100 249,900 330,900 280,900 
South Fork-

Tuolumne River 163,700 169,700 295,800 171,700 166,700 153,700 161,700 

aBased on use of oil-recirculating toilets, which decrease water usage to one-half 
gpd per visitor. 

bBased on use of low-flow fixtures, ·which decrease water usage to 1 gpd per visitor. 

cBased on 25 gpd per visitor for food service. 

dDoes not include the properties in Section 35 that are on well water. 
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3. Scenic Quality 
By far the greatest improvement in scenic quality in 

the Valley would occur under alternative 2 because most 
development would be removed. Next to that alternative, the 
greatest improvements in scenic quality in the various areas of the 
Valley would be as follows. The greatest improvement at Yosemite 
Lodge would occur under alternative 1 (relocation of all lodge 
facilities), followed by alternative 5 (removal of all cabins). 
Greatest improvement at Yosemite Village would occur under the 
proposed final plan and alternative 6, both of which would remove 
most operational facilities and housing. There would ·not be a great 
difference among the alternatives concerning scenic quality at Curry 
Village. (See table Vlll-11) Under all alternatives except 
alternative 2, overall improvements in scenic quality would be only 
marginal because the nine existing ·development centers would 
remain in the Valley. 

4. Archeological Resources 
Because of removal of roads and structures and a 

reduction in campsites, all alternatives reduce the impacts on 
archeological sites compared with existing conditions. Of all the 
alternatives, alternative 2 appears to have the greatest impact; 
however, these impacts would be short term impacts, as the roads 
and various facilities are being removed. Once the removal i.s 
complete, those areas will no longer be attractions to a great 
number of people and thus those areas will not sustain continued 
impact. (See table Vlll-12.) 

Developed Area 

Yosemite Valley 
Cascades 
El Portal 
Wawona Area 
Tuolumne 
Hodgdon Meadow 
Tioga Road 

Corridor 
Hetch Hetchy 
Foresta 
Aspen Valley 
Backcountry 

TOTAL 

Table Vlll-11. 

Developed Area/ 
Scenic Classification Existing 

Yosemite Lodge 

A - Scenic 
B - Scenic 
C - Scenic 

Yosemite Village 

26.6 
12.3 
0 

A - Scenic 13.1 
B - Scenic 45.3 
C - Scenic 2.0 

Curry Village 

A - Scenic 2. 7 
B - Scenic 60.4 
C - Scenic 0 

Ahwahnee Hotel 

A - Scenic 
B - Scenic 
C - Scenic 

Other Valley Areas 
and Campgrounds 

A - Scenic 
B - Scenic 
C - Scenic 

Mixed 

9.6 
0.8 
0 

49.2 
87.4 
7.6 

22.8 

Comparison of Impacts on Scenic Quality, 
Yosemite Valley (in acres) 

Alt. 1 

0 
0 

38.9 

13. 1 
39.6 
2.0 

0 
58.1 
0 

5.5 
0.8 
0 

48.1 
83.9 
22.6 

36.9 

Alt. 2 

0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 

0 
3.4 
0 

3.3 
0.8 
0 

3.0 
34.5 

0 

66.0 

Alt. 3 

26.6 
15.8 

0 

4.1 
46.3 
2.0 

2.7 
60.6 

0 

::J.6 
0.8 
0 

46.4 
87.4 
7.6 

24.2 

26.6 
12.3 
0 

13.1 
45.3 
2.0 

2.7 
60.4 

0 

9.6 
0.8 
0 

46.4 
87.4 
7.6 

22.8 

14.2 
13.8 
0 

0 
33.1 
3.8 

0 
45.0 
0 

5.5 
0.8 
0 

35.4 
95.1 
7.6 

31.8 

Alt. 6 

19.0 
12.3 
0 

0 
16.7 
2.0 

0 
?1.0 

0 

5.5 
0.8 
0 

33.4 
87.1 
7.6 

33.9 

Table Vlll-12. Comparison of New Impacts on Archeological Sites 

Existing 
Conditions/ Alternative Alternative Alternative Alternative 

· Alternative 4 1 2 ·3 5 

No 
Impact Direct Indirect Direct Indirect Direct Indirect Direct Indirect Direct Indirect 

8 56 34 8 0 41 34 3 2 5 0 
0 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
0 5 2 9 0 10 0 9 0 9 0 

16 8 23 1 3 2 3 1 3 2 3 
22 23 12 8 0 9 0 8 0 9 0 
4 3 1 1 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 

9 4 2 1 1 2 1 0 1 1 2 
0 1 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 1 

11 4 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 5 0 5 0 5 0 5 
1 3 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

71 110 83 28 10 64 44 22 11 27 11 

Proposed 
Final Plan 

17.5 
12.3 
0 

0 
17.2 
2.0 

0 
49.3 

0 

5.5 
0.8 
0 

33.4 
87.1 
7.6 

33.9 

Alternative 
6 

Direct Indirect 

5 0 
1 0 
9 0 
2 3 
9 0 
1 0 

1 2 
0 0 
0 0 
0 5 
0 0 

28 10 

Proposed 
Final Plan 

Direct Indirect 

5 0 
1 0 
9 0 
2 3 
9 0 
1 0 

1 2 
0 0 
0 0 
0 5 
0 0 

28 10 



5. Day Use Levels 
Day use levels in alternative 2 are very different 

from the others because of the use of outlying areas as staging 
areas. Although it appears that the current and alternative 3 day 
use levels in Yosemite Valley are substantially higher than the other 
alternatives, the higher level is a potential day use level if parking 
spaces were utilized to the maximum. However, visitation to the 
eastern half of the Valley has not exceeded 7, 300 per day over the 
past several years, so all alternatives would accommodate almost as 
many people as have visited the Valley in the past. (See table 
Vlll-13.) 

Table VII 1-14. Comparison of Opportunities for Overnight Stays 

Yosemite Valley 
District 

Yosemite Valley 
East End 
West End 

Cascades 
Arch Rock 
El Portal 

Wawona District 
Chinquapin 
Badger Pass 
Summit Meadow/ 

Bridalveil 
Glacier Point 
Wawona 
Mariposa Grove 
South Entrance 

Mather District 
Tioga Pass 
Tuolumne 

Meadows 
White Wolf 
Tenaya Lake 

Area 
Crane Flat 
Hodgdon Meadow 
Foresta 
Hetch Hetchy 
Merced Grove 

Table Vlll-13. 

Existing 
Conditions/ 
Alt. 4 Alt. 1 

13,485 
3,855 

!lo 
270 
540 

810 
3,300 

0 
7,650 
1,689 
3,450 

540 

540 

1,260 
45 

720 
225 
540 

90 
1,080 

405 

8,025 
3,855 

90 
270 
540 

810 
6,600 

360 
6,600 
1,689 
4,200 
1,080 

540 

1,440 
45 

720 
900 
540 

90 
1,080 

405 

Comparison of Day Use Levels 

Alt. 2 

8,505 

0 
0 

2,700 

2,700 
0 

0 
1,026 
1,689 
2,700 
2,700 

6,750 

5,400 
0 

0 
6,750 

540 
0 

1,080 
405 

14,430 
3,855 

90 
270 
540 

810 
3,300 

360 
7,650 
1,689 
3,450 
1,080 

540 

1,440 
45 

720 
900 
540 
90 

1,080 
405 

Alt. 5 Alt. 6 

6,675 
3,855 

90 
270 
765 

810 
3,300 

360 
7,650 
1,689 
3,850 
4,525 

540 

1,485 
45 

720 
900 
540 

90 
1,080 

405 

6,675 
3,855 

90 
270 
765 

810 
3,300 

360 
7,650 
1,689 
3,850 
4,525 

540 

1,485 
45 

720 
900 
540 
90 

1,080 
405 

Developed Area 

Yosemite Valley 
Yosemite Lodge 

Cabin w/bath 
Cabin w/o bath 
Rooms w/bath 
Rooms w/o bath 
Spartan motel type 

Curry Village 
Cabin w/bath 
Cabin w/o bath 
Tent Cabin 
Housekeeping 
Spartan motel type 
Hostel 

Ahwahnee Hotel 

Existing/ 
Alt. 4 

269 
291 
870 

51 
0 

378 
288 

1,254 
1,200· 

0 
0 

269 
291 
870 

51 
0 

378 
288 

1,254 
1,200 

0 
0 

Number of Visitors Accommodated 

Alt. 2 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

100 

Alt. 3 

269 
0 

870 
0 

342 

378 
288 
858 

1,200 
480 

0 

Alt. 5 

0 
0 

1,062 
0 
0 

378 
288 

1,005 
928 

0 
0 

102 
186 

1, 173 
0 
0 

378 
288 

1,254 
928 

0 
0 

Proposed Existing/ 
Final Plan Developed Area Alt. 4 

Wawona 
Auto Camp 400 

102 Group Camp 30 
186 Hotel 170 
822 Horse Group Camp 25 

0 
0 Section 35 

378 
288 

1,005 
928 

0 
0 

Cabins w/bath 19 

Tuolumne Meadows 
Auto Camp 
Walk-in Camp 
Horse Group Camp 
Tent Cabins 
Hostel 

White Wolf 

2,400 
200 

0 
198 

0 

Proposed Hotel Rooms 267 
66 

267 
66 

0 
0 

267 
66 

267 
66 

267 
66 

267 
66 

Tent Cabins 
Auto Camp 
Walk-in Camp 

39 
344 

0 
Final Plan Luxury Cabins 

6,675 
3,855 

90 
270 
765 

810 
3,300 

360 
7,650 
1,689 
3,850 
4,525 

540 

1,485 
45 

720 
900 
540 
90 

1,080 
405 

Campgrounds 
Automobile 
Walk-in 
Group 

Curry 2 
Tent Cabins 
Cabins w/bath 

El Portal 

3,200 
232 
700 

0 
0 

Motel 0 
Auto Camp 0 

Badger Pass 
Hostel 0 
Motel 0 

Bridalveil Campground 
Auto Camp 440 
Horse Group Camp 0 
Walk-in Camp 0 

3,200 
232 
700 

0 
0 

0 
0 

0 
120 

440 
50 
0 

0 
1,280 

0 

450 
480 

1,200 
800 

40 
0 

0 
0 

200 

6. Overnight Use Level 

3,200 
232 
700 

0 
0 

0 
800 

0 
0 

440 
50 
0 

2,736 
232 
700 

0 
0 

0 
0 

0 
0 

440 
50 
0 

2,736 
232 
700 

0 
0 

0 
0 

0 
0 

440 
50 
0 

2,736 
232 
700 

0 
0 

0 
0 

0 
0 

440 
50 
0 

Opportunities for overnight stays would range from 
9, 152 in alternative 2 to 18,601 in alternative 3. In most 
alternatives the ratio of campsites to accommodation units would be 
approximately 2 to 1. The proposed final plan represents a 12 
percent decrease in accommodation units and a 9 percent increase in 
campsites, for a combined overnight use level that is slightly 
greater than the current level. (See table VII 1-14.) 

Crane Flat 
Auto Camp 656 

Tioga Road Campground 
Auto Camp 620 
Walk-in Camp 200 
Horse Group Camp 0 

Hodgdon Meadow 
Auto Camp 

Foresta 
Walk-in Camp 
Group Camp 

High Sierra Camps 
Tent Cabins 

Hetch Hetchy 
Walk-in Camp 

Mather Station 
Walk-in Camp 

Total, Accommodations 

Total, Camp Areas 

440 

0 
30 

168 

0 

0 

5,528 

9,917 

15',445 

Number of Visitors Accommodated 

Alt. 1 Alt. 2 

1,200 400 
30 30 

392 392 
25 25 

0 0 

2,400 
200 

0 
198 

0 

39 
344 

0 

656 

620 
200 

0 

440 

0 
30 

168 

120 

0 

5,851 

10,887 

16,738 

0 
800 

0 
198 

20 

39 
0 

344 

656 

0 
820 

0 

440 

120 
30 

168 

120 

0 

3,087 

6,065 

9,152 

Alt. 3 

1,200 
30 

392 
25 

i,219 

2,400 
200 

0 
198 

0 

39 
344 

0 

656 

620 
200 

0 

440 

0 
30 

168 

0 

_._o 
7,034 

11,567 

18,601 

Alt. 5 

1,200 
30 

392 
25 

0 

1,600 
200 
50 

198 
0 

75 
600 

0 

800 

1,000 
200 

0 

800 

0 
30 

168 

120 

0 

4,827 

10,813 

15,640 

Alt. 6 

1,200 
30 

392 
25 

0 

1,600 
200 
25 

198 
0 

75 
600 

0 

800 

1,000 
200 
50 

800 

0 
30 

168 

0 

120 

5,475 

10,838 

16,313 

Proposed 
Final Plan 

1,200 
30 

392 
25 

0 

1,600 
200 
. 25 
198 

Q 

75 
600 

0 

800 

1,000 
200 
50 

800 

0 
30 

168 

0 

120 

4,875 

10,838 

15, 713 
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7. Employee Housing 
In each of the alternatives except alternative 3 fewer 

people would live in Yosemite Valley than currently. Likewise each 
alternative (other than alternative 3) would cause an increase in the 
El Portal population. The population of El Portal would be doubled 
in alternative 2, 212 times as big in alternative 4, 3 times as big in 
alternative 5, and 4 times as big in the final proposal. Alternative 
5 and the final proposal call for the Wawona population to be more 
than twice as big as it is now. (See table V 111-15.) 

Table Vll-16. Comparison of Percent Changesa 
Concessioner Expenses and Profits 

Variable Alt. 1 Alt. 2 Alt. 3 Alt. 5 Alt. 6b 

Total sales and 
income 7 - 13 + 13 + 4.2 + 13 

Direct operating 
expenses - 4 - 18 t 11 + 3.7 + 11 

Departmental 
+· 4.9 + 15 profits 0 - 5 + 15 

Deductions from 
income + 33 + 38 + 41 + 19.5 + 41 

House profits - 18 - 19 + 7 - 0.1 + 7 
Overhead expenses + 9 - 5 + 10 + 16.3 + 10 
Operating profits - 39 - 31 + 5 - 12.9 + 5 
Other deductions - 6 - 10 + 12 + 5.4 + 12 
Net income before 

capital expenses - 43 - 33 + 4 - 15.1 + 4 
Total capital 

expenses -194 +188 + 95 +178.1 + 95 
Net income before 

income taxes -156 -139 - 39 -107.4 - 39 
Return on equity 

investment -120 -114 - 68 -105.7 - 68 
Required equity 

investment +158 +130 +105 +156.5 +105 

Proposed b 
Final Plan 

+ 4.2 

+ 3.7 

+ 4.9 

+ 19.5 
- 0.1 
+ 16.3 
- 12.9 
+ 5.4 

- 15. 1 

+178. 1 

-107.4 

-105.7 

+156.5 

aThe percentages indicate changes from typical year operating experience and 
therefore are not intended to balance as a column. 

bFor both the alternative 6 and the final proposal a financial analysis for 
the concession operation was not undertaken. However, alternative 6 and 
the final proposal are similar in content to alternative 3 and the draft 
1978 proposal, respectively. It is therefore expected that the financial 
. implications for the two unanalyzed proposals would roughly approximate 
the results presented above. It should be noted that, due to some 
minor changes in the two proposals, the percentages displayed may 
be slightly incorrect. 

Table Vlll-15. Comparison of Numbers of Employees Housed 

Existing/ Proposed 
Alt. 4 Alt. Alt. 2 Alt. 3 Alt. 5 Alt. 6 Final Plan 

Summer Winter Summer Winter Summer Winter Summer ~ Summer Winter Summer Winter Summer Winter 

Yosemite Valley 
NPS 210 70 120 25 50 20 210 70 120 25 70 30 70 30 
YP&CC 1,240 620 1,100 500 250 50 1,240 620 1, 100 500 400 130 400 130 
Other 60 50 20 15 0 0 60 50 20 15 10 10 10 10 
TOTAL 1;510 740 1,240 540 350 --,a 1,510 740 1,240 540 480 ---:rro 480 ---:rro 

Wawona, etc. 
NPS 90 30 90 25 100 30 90 30 90 25 170 60 170 60 
YP&CC 90 20 85 15 100 30 90 20 85 15 410 240 210 40 
Other 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 50 20 50 20 
TOTAL 180 --so ---i75 -.rn 200 -so 180 --so ---i75 ~ 630 320 430 120 

El Porta I , etc. 
NPS 80 50 130 107 130 100 80 so 130 107 150 70 150 70 
YP&CC 50 40 300 260 200 100 50 40 300 260 450 190 650 390 
Other 60 50 0 0 0 0 60 50 0 0 80 60 80 60 
TOTAL 190 140 -m 367 ~ ~ --;go ---:r40 430 367 6'8ij 320 --irno 520 

8. Concessioner Expenses and Profits 
The financial analysis presented in this section 

arrays the impacts expected under each alternative for the 
concession operation. The information was taken from reports by 
Harris, Kerr, Forster and Company, Certified Public Accountants. 
As the table demonstrates, all of the alternatives would cause a 
decline in the return on equity invested. Indeed, in four of the 
alternatives, including the final proposal, implementation would 
result in a decrease in the equity invested of over 100 percent. 
This means the concessioner would be operating at a net loss. For 
the other two alternatives, return on equity invested would decline 
by almost 70 percent however, the operation would remain 
profitable. (See table Vlll-16.) 

The principal causes of the reduction in profitability can be 
characterized as fol lows: 

1. Decreases in sales without corresponding decreases in 
variable and fixed expenses. 

2. Increases in sales with disproportionate increases in 
variable and fixed expenses. 

3. I neffidencies resulting from locational changes of the 
support facilities and administrative headquarters. 

4. Increases in capital expenses without increasing sales 
volumes and resultant operating profits . 

While the above four factors certainly cause a reduction, the major 
underlying reason is reductions in profits coupled with substantially 
increased capital requirements causing a substantial reduction in 
return on investment. 



IX. CONSULTATION AND COORDINATION WITH OTHERS 

This section is divided into two parts. Part A presents the 
comments and NPS responses generated during the review of the 
January 1980 supplement to the DEIS. The responses to this set of 
comments reflect the changes in the proposed final plan. 

Part B presents the comments and NPS responses generated 
during the review of the August 1978 DEIS. These comments and 
responses were printed and distributed in the January 1980 
supplement to the DEIS and they are reprinted here exactly as they 
appeared in that document. Although the proposal has changed 
since the National Park Service responded to comments on the 1978 
DEIS, the responses have not been revised to reflect the changes 
in the proposed final plan. Everyone who commented on the 1978 
DEIS was afforded the opportunity to comment again on the January 
1980 supplement. 

A. Review of the Revised Draft General Management Plan 
and Supplement to the Draft Environmental Impact 
Statement 
The revised general management plan and supplement to 

the draft environmental statement was released to the public 
February 15, 1980. Organized groups, government agencies, and 
all main-branch libraries and university libraries in California 
received both documents in full. The 60,000 people on the mailing 
list received a newsletter describing the change from the August 
1978 draft plan. 

During the review period which ended March 31, 1980, 
the Park Service received 345 letters from individuals, 9 letters 
from organized groups, and 8 letters from federal and state 
agencies. 

1. Summary of Public Comments 
The three major issues commented on 'by the public 

were moving headquarters and housing to Wawona, the level of 
commercial facilities in the park, and private vehicles. 

A large group of respondents felt that the January 
1980 plan did not go far enough to remove the impact of automobiles 
and structures from Yosemite Valley. Many of these respondents 
strongly supported an effective regional and parkwide public 
transportation system. Although they supported the removal of 
facilities from Yosemite Valley, they opposed building in the Wawona 
area. 

1 

The following list contains the major concerns and factors 
identified in the total private individual response, noted by an 
expressed opinion either in favor or against a specific planning 
issue. 

Issues 
No. of 

Responses 

1. Oppose move to Wawona 79 
Support Wawona proposal 7 

2. Remove all nonessential commercial facilities 75 
Retain lodging and services 5 

3. Ban all private vehicles 69 
Keep private auto 5 

4. Strengthen public transportation 42 
Keep status quo 5 

5. Oppose private funding 18 
Support private funding 4 

6. Remove Wawona golf course and Badger Pass 
ski area 16 
Keep Wawona golf course and Badger Pass ski area 3 

The list below contains other concerns of the public: 

Ensure park access for all population segments, 
not just the young, hardy, wealthy 

Oppose Wilderness Society Plan 

Retain High Sierra Camps 

Keep headquarters in the Valley 

Support wilderness designation 

Retain ice skating 

Opposed to design for Tuolumne Meadows area 

No conventions 

Number of 
Comments 

15 

14 

11 

6 

5 

4 

3 

3 

No snowmobiles 

Retain Meyer barn for historic interpretation 

Develop Glacier Point 

Rebuild the railroad 

Include Little Yosemite Valley in wilderness 
designation 

Retain superintendent's house 

3 

2 

2 

2 

2 

2 

2. Responses to the Official Comments of Government 
Agencies and Organized Groups 
The following agencies and organizations commented 

on the supplement to the draft environmental statement. Their 
comments and our responses are attached. 

Federal Agencies 

Department of Agriculture 
Forest Service 
Soil Conservation Service 

Department of the Interior 
Bureau of Land Management 
Heritage Conservation and Recreation Service 
Water and Power Resources Service 

Department of Transportation 
Federal Aviation Administration 

Environmental Protection Agency 

State Agencies 

The Resources. Agency of California 
State Historic Preservation Officer 

Local Agencies and Private Organizations 

American Indian Council of Mariposa County 
Conservation Law Society of America 
Friends of the Earth 
Mariposa County Planning Commission 
Service Employees International Union, Local 250 
Sierra Club 
Tuolumne Wild River Association 
Wilderness Society 
Yosemite Park and Curry Company 
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COMMENTS 

.U"ITED S1'ATE9 Dl:P'ARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 

P'ORICST SERVICE 

P.O. Box 2417 
Washington, D.C. 20013 

r 
Mr. Robert Binneweis 
Superintendent 
Yosemite National Park 
P.O. Box 577-GMP . 

·Yosemite National Park, CA 95389 
L 

Dear Mr. Binneweis: 

1950 

We have reviewed the Draft Revision and Amendment to the Yosemite 
General Management Plan. Al though the review period ended March 31 
a representative of your office assured us that our conunents wuld ' 
still be accepted and considered in preparation of the Final 
Environmental Impact Statement. Our conunents follow. 

1 Cbr primary concern is coping with the long-tenn effect of 
increasing recreational use in the Sierras, and distribution of 
the use on all public lands. We are pleased that the Plan has 
been amended to increase the number of commercial accorrunodations 
within the Park, as well as the addition of one 25-horse camp
ground. We feel there may be other opportunities to increase 
overn~ght camping facilities within the Park, but outside of 
Yosemite Valley. It should be recognized that while the effects 
of adjusting use patterns within the Park will not cause direct 
or immediate problems in the administration of adjacent National 
Forest System lands, the long-tenn effect will be Jll)re pronounced. 
The Park, in general, is not planning to absorb or accommodate 
the increasing numbers of outdoor recreationists. The net result 
will be that National Forests and State Parks might receive an 
inordinate share of recreational use. 

2 We. favor other than Wilderness classification for areas immediately 
adJacent to the Badger Pass Ski Area. Forest Service studies 
con~i~ue ~o in~icate the need for expanded downhill skiing oppor
~unities in this pa!t of th~ State. Even though present park policy 
is to not expand ski areas in natural areas such as Yosemite we 
wuld support keeping the option open. ' 

COMMENTS 

3 Mljor numbers of deer migrate through the Wawona area. Development 
of an expanded community at Wawona, or any resulting upgrading of 
the Oiowchilla l'buntain Road as access to Wawona, should be planned 
with consideration of herd migration or migration routes. 

Again, we thank you for this opportunity to participate in the 
development of the Yosemite Park General Management Plan. We 
particularly appreciate the cooperation our nearby Forest Supervisors 
received from you and your Staff. 

Sin~relf1,_ 

~ 
Olief 

RESPONSES 

1 The proposed final plan calls for a 10% reduction in overnight 
accommodations in the park. Development of commercial lodging 
facilities outside the park on private and public land is encouraged 
to serve demand and replace similar development in the park. 

2 The land in the vicinity of the ski area is being recommended for 
designation as wilderness because it has been determined to have 
wilderness character. Such designation would have to be changed 
by Congress if it was determined desirable .. to expand the downhill 
ski area at some time in the future. 

RESPONSES 

3 Planning for the Wawona area will include consideration of the deer 
herd. 
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United States 
DeJMrtment of 
Agriculture 

Soil 
Conservation 
Service 

Mr. Howard H. Chapman 
Regional Director 
U. S. Department of the 
National Park Service 
Box 36063 
San Francisco, CA 94102 

Dear Mr. Chapman: 

Interior 

2828 Chiles Road 
Davis, CA 
95616 (916) 758-2200 

March 20, 1980 

/ 

~(l11 
-.;!~~/ /~~ 

The draft environmental impact statement for the Yosemite Gene ;'.f 
Management Plan has been ref erred to the Soil Conservation Service 
for review and comment. We find no controversial items in the state
ment within the realm of the Soil Conservation Service's expertise and 
responsibilities. No prime nor unique agricultural land will be affected. 

We appreciate the opportunity to review and comment on this proposed 
project. 

Sincerely, 

w"171. 4/. ~,,,,...;) /110~ • _ 

FRANCIS C. H. {.ii;('~ ·~ 
State Conservationist 

cc: Norman Berg, Administrator, SCS, Washington, 

COMMENTS 
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United States Department of the Interior 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 
800 Truxtun Avenue, Room 302 
Bakersfield, California 93301 

Phone: (805) 861-4191 
Office hours: 7:30 a.m. to 4:00 p.m. weekdays 

Mr. Robert O. Binnewies, Superintendent 
Yosemite National Park 
P. 0. Box 577 G'IP 
Yosemite National Park, CA 93589 

Dear ~~r. Binnewies: 

APR 1 1900 

My staff offers the following corrments on the Draft Yosemite General 
Management Plan and Draft EIS: 

General Management Plan 

1793 ~='.S 

1 pg. 9. Visitor use. One of the objectives should be to provide a quality 
recreation experience (in addition to wilderness). 

2 

3 

pg. 15 para. 2. The statement on variety is misleading. " ... this variety 
must be retained ... " Variety is being diminished through the removal of 
golf courses, ice skating, etc. 

pg. 15 para. 2 sentence 2. It should be clearly stated what activities are 
not appropriate uses of the park. If ice skating is not appropriate, why 
is it less appropriate than downhill skiing? Both de~end on ~echanized 
equi~ent. Also skiing is a demand easily satisfied elsewhere, in the 
Sierra Nevada while ice skating is not. 

pg. 17 para. l. Campgrounds. There are several questions on this section. 

4 1. Given the proposal to add to the objectives the concept of quality 
recre~.tion experience, why are the campsites being dispersed; to pro
vide a wide-range of camping experiences, or to protect sensitive re
sources and increase manageability? 

5 2. What is the management position on providing a full spectrum of 
recreational opportunity? 

6 3. This section discusses relocation to more suitable zones. Page 

7 

8 

9 
10 

11 

12 

43 only discusses removal and r~tention of campgrounds, not relocating 
which is implied by the term dispe'2!!_. 

Save Energy and You Serve America! 

COMMENTS 

pg. 18. Concessions. The objective on page 9 is to "Pennit only those levels 
and types of acco1"odations and services necessary for visitor enjo.11ent of 
Yosemite" The use of facilities for conventions and group meetin9s is incon-
sistent. The purpose of conventions is to convene; to convene in Yusemite is 
to do so in a nice setting. but the purpose of being in Yosemite is still secon
dary to the purpose of convening. This is not visitor enjoyment of Yosemite." 

pg. 25. Neither the table or the narrative explains why the total number of 
employees housed in differs between Existing and Proposed. It appears that the 
YP and CC employees needing housing parkwide would decrease by 120 during su1TJ11er 
and winter. 

pg. 27 para. 1. Please clarify "increased technological support". 

pg. 33. The reduction in low cost corrmercial accomodations (-117) and NPS camp
sites (-116), while not chanoing luxury or hi~h cost commercial accomodations, 
and increasing moderate cost accomodations appears somewhat elitist, catering to 
the wealthy. Is this appropriate? 

pg. 43. Campgrounds. Again, this is inconsistent with page 17, discussion of 
dispersal. 

pg. 46 para 1. Please clarify waste water treatment facilities. Will there be 
a new sewage treatment plant which makes the existing waste water treatment 
facilities unnecessary? If so where will it be located? Adequate waste water 
treatment is certainly necessary. 

The proposal for enhancement of cultural resources in Yosemite Valley and Tuo
lumne Meadows is excellent, especially since local Native llmerican input will 
be solicited. 

13 The redevelopment of Wawona (pp. 54-60; p. ll3 of Draft EIS) is simply a re
location of the existing congestion center in Yosemite Valley. The opening 
statements on page 54 express the existing environmental experience at Wawona: 

Wawona has a historic mountain resort character. The atmosphere is serene, 
the people are friendly, and the service is gracious. The historic hotel 
complex provides an experience available nowhere else in the S~erra. 

The proposal wil 1 destroy the atmosphere of Wawona and seriously ad·;erse 1y 
affect the integrity of its status on the National Register of Hist0ric Places 
(seep. 107, para. 8 of DES). The renovation of 145 overni9ht accorodations 
(p. 57), adding a 200-site campground, increasing hotel accomodation> b.Y 130% 
(seep. 133 of DES), and the construction of park headquarters here will sig
nificantly degrade the "serene atmosohere" of Wawona, transforming it into a 
bustling ad~inistrative center, similar to the current situation in Yosemite 
Valley. A rethinking of the Wawona "complex" is strongly suggested. Why couldrlt 
Park headquarters be constructed at a "new" site that does not possess the 
historical significance of :·:awona? For example, a location near or along Glacier· 
Point Road near Chinquapin ~.anger Station could be established. The trade-cff 
of an "off-site" ad"1inistrative center could actually benefit the park by creating 
a "low-profile" administration. After all, the goal is to enhance the wilderness 
experience, not degrade it. ---

RESPONSES 

RESPONSES 

1 The primary public use objective for the park is to provide for 
public enjoyment of the park's unique natural and cultural 
resources. Provision of recreational opportunities outside this 
context is not a park objective. 

2 A greater variety of activities will be retained parkwide than in the 
Valley alone. The Valley is too significant and popular a natural 
area to support activities that are not related to its natural 
features. 

3 Downhill skiing at Badger Pass is appropriate because of its location 
and because it does not interfere with other public uses. Resort 
activities are not appropriate in Yosemite Valley because they 
Intrude upon general public enjoyment of the highly scenic Valley. 

4 Campground use is being dispersed to protect· resources and 
improve manageability. 

5 Provision will be made for a full range of. opportunities to enjoy the 
park's resources. 

6 Some campsites in Tuolumne Meadows and Yosemite Valley will be 
removed, some campgrounds along the Tioga Road will be removed, 
and other campgrounds along the Tioga Road will be expanded, 
thereby dispersing use. 

RESPONSES 

7 No accommodations will be built and no services will be provided 
specifically to serve conventions. These meetings will only be 
permitted when use is made of periodically underused facilities that 
are provided to serve the general public. 

8 It is expected that YP&CC will elect to relocate some administrative 
functions to areas beyond the park as the plan is implemented. 

9 The term refers to the level of mechanical facilities needed to 
provide water, dispose of waste, and support the camps. 

10 The facilities are slated for removal because they are located in· 
floodplains or environmental hazard areas. They also usually 
happen to be older facilities and provide low-cost accommodations. 
A high percentage of accommodations will continue to be low and 
moderately priced. 

11 Please see response No. 6. 

12 The sewage treatment plant was built in El Portal in 1976 to replace 
the plant in Yosemite Valley. The Valley plant is now abandoned 
and is scheduled for removal. 

13 Wawona is no longer proposed as the site of· park headquarters. 
However, development. continues to be proposed to provide "for 
additional public ancj administrative use. No new sites are proposed 
for development. Development will be restricted to presently 
Impacted areas. Further, the terrain along Glacier Point Road near 
Chinquapin and heavy snowfall restrict its capability for 
development. 
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Draft EIS 

The analysis of impacts to the park user seems superficial. Of importance is 
the impact to the quality of the recreation e.xperience, as we 11 as the spectrum 
of op~ortunities. There may be a negative impact on those seekfog opportunities 
for golfing experience in Yosemite Valley while causing a positive impact on 
those seeking to coim1une with nature, etc. in the same area. 

More discussion is needed in tenns of impacts on opportunities and experiences 
for camping, i.e., number of sites in and out of the Valley, density, seqregation 
of vehicle/tent camping, etc. Discussion is needed on impacts to different 
econo:nic segments of the population (pg. 33 of plan) i.e. Middle and upper 
class versus lower-middle and poor segments of the population. 

Possible mitigation could be development of campgrounds outside to the park to 
satisfy demands of those seeking high Sierra recreation, but not necessarily in 
Yosemite. 

What's going to happen to the historic structures scheduled for removal in the 
various alternatives? (see p. 8, Table 1-2, for example). Why are only 4 out 
of 33 structures proposed for restoration while 19 will be removed or left to 
deteriorate? The preservation of the structures is not clear in the mitigation 
section (p.139). 

~7, para. 4: The settlement mcdel for aboriginal populations is only 
iijlpTlcable to a portion of the southern Sierra; the BLM contracted reports for 
the Pacific Crest Trail propo;e another settlement/subsistence model based on 
pinyon exploitation, not acorns. Also, "Sierra Nevada mountain ranee" is re-
dundant; "Sierra Nevada" translates to "snowy mountains." -

Since incomplete analyses of cultural resources have been conducted, as stated 
on page 107, para. 9, how can sound management recommendations be made? Since 
"no analyses have been done on such things as pollen, soil, human and animal 
bone, charred seeds or plant parts, ocsidian hydration, or stone-working debris, 
.•. "what exactly did Dr. r•apton accompli~h in three years cf fi~lrl work at 
Yosemite?" 

17 The irreversible loss of archaeological sites and historic structures (p.143) 
seems a careless treatment of the rescurce. What is the rationale for demolishing 
historic buildings and archaeological sites versus data retrieval or relocation 
and restoration of structures? 

18 Alternative 2 increases the authorized destruction of historic structures (see p. 
165, Table VIII-10). Moving administration to El Portal in this alternative 
trades for higher impact to archaeologicai sites and historic structures in 
Yosemite Valley (seep. 179). Direct impact to \·lawona is also increased by the 
proposed removal of Wawona's swir!Tiling pool, tennis courts, and golf course (see 
p. 180). 

Alternative 3 retains the Valley headquarters and enhances Wawona. Cultural 

14 

15 

16 

RESPONSES 

The legislated purpose of the park, the experience of management, 
and the overwhelming attitude of those who participated in plan 
preparation have influenced the plan's direction toward enhancing 
resource-related public enjoyment and away from full spectrum 
general recreation. 

Opportunities for camping in the park will increase for all segments 
of society. 

Structures scheduled for removal will be recorded to the standards 
of the Historic American Buildings Survey and removed. Wtlere 
appropriate, materials will be salvaged and possibly reused in the 
renovation of remaining properties from a similar era. The 
alternative of relocating these structures was considered but 
determined to be infeasible. 

1 7 Archeological studies will continue to assist in the development of 
sound management decisions. The statement on page 143 of the 
DES in the required "Irreversible or Irretrievable" section is made 
in regard to some data that is inevitably lost when cultural 
resources are disturbed, even wnen appropriate mitigating measures 
are taken. Those structures that possess significant historical 
value or that continue to serve useful functions will be retained and 
protected. Whenever feasible, archeological resources will be 
avoided and protected. Only as a last resort will archeological 
resources be disturbed and then only after professionally acceptable 
mitigating measures have been taken. 

18 Alternatives 2 and 3 have not been selected. A Cultural Resource 
Management Plan has been prepared and approved. 

COMMENTS RESPONSES 

Resources Management would be accomplished in piecemeal fashion, however, rather 
than by an approved CRM plan (seep. 201). A CRM plan should be developed and 
carried out. 

COt+IENTS ON THE SUPPLEMENT TO THE DES 

19 Pages 1-40 should be incorporated into the draft management plan, as the proposed 
changes to the plan really confuse the issues. 

The statement on page 21, par. 4 outlining 36 CFR 800 and the MOA with the SHPO 
is good. 

:l() Yosemite is much more than a natural wonder; it is a tradition, an institution. 
the birthplace uf the Sierra Club, and in part, the birthplace of ~n awareness 
of environmental ethic~ in California and the United States. It seems that one 
goal of the Management Pian should be to retain some of this. history and tradition 
which is Yosemite. t'uch of the public is interested in how i.t was in the early 
days of the park, and historic structures should be preserved to help satisfy 
this interest. 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. 

COMMENTS 

;//&;~1cf4/; 
,J Louis A. Boll 
~l'l District Manager 

United States Department of the Interior 

IN REPI.. V REFER TO: 

PSW 200 
DES 80/3 

HERITAGE CONSERVATION AND RECREATION SERVICE 
PACIFIC SOUTHWEST REGION 

SAN FRANCISCO. CALIFORNIA 94102 

lfAR 2 7 1980 

Mr. Leslie P. Arnberger 
Superintendent, Yosemite National Park 
Post Office Box 577 - GMP 
Yosemite National Park, California 95389 

Dear Mr. Arnberger: 

We have reviewed the Draft General Management Plan and Environmental 
Statement and offer the followinq c01m1ents. The authors of this plan 
should be commended for their efforts to restore the natural grandeur of 
the national resource that is Yosemite, while providing an improved recrea
tional-cultural experience for visitors to the Park. 

Reduced automobile access and reduction of day and overnight visitor use 
levels may spur development of private facilities outside the Park be
cause demand for use of the Park should not decrease significantly. 

1 We are encouraged by the ongoing planning effort, between the Park Service 
and local, State, and Federal agencies, to develop new accommodations 
outside the Park boundary. We suggest that a plan or program be under
taken, to assist the Boards of Supervisors and Planning De~artrnents of 
the surrounding counties, in the development of specific zoning and 
design criteria for new private faci.l ities a 1 ong entryways to Yosemite 
in order to provide a visual environment compatible with the Park proper. 

:l Relocation of certain commercial operations from Yosemite Valley to 
Wawona and El Portal should be readdressed, as stated in alternative b 
of the DEIS. Retention of many services provided by the primary conces
sionaire in Yosemite Valley tends to reduce the natural experience 
desired by many ·Park visitors. 

:3 Only a few structures are now proposed for relocation (Meyer Crib Barn 
from Foresta to Hawona, for exanple) and adaptive reuse. We suggest 
that possible relocation to Wawona or El Portal be considered for his
toric or architecturally significant structures now proposed for removal, 
such as the Ahwahnee Row houses and the Tuolunne Meadows ranger station. 
Other structures that are in usable condition might also be considered 
for relocation if they meet contemplated use, design, energy conservation, 
and reconstruction cost criteria. 

19 The January 1980 supplement to the August 1978 DES was prepared 
to show the changes from the DES. The draft plan, revised draft 
plan, and final plan have been prepared to stand alone. 

:l () One of the park's management objectives is to preserve, restore, or 
protect significant cultural resources. 

RESPONSES 

1 The National Park Service is actively involved with Mariposa County 
in development of land use regulations for Wawona and community 
planning for El Portal. Similar cooperative planning will be 
undertaken for other entryway areas. 

:l The level of overnight visitor accommodations in Yosemite Valley will 
be reduced. 

:3 The alternative of relocating these structures was considered and 
determined to be infe<1sible. Where appropriate, materials will be 
salvaged and possibly reused in the renoviltion of remaining 
properties from the same era. Most of the structures proposed for 
removal have already been recorded to the standards of the Historic 
American Buildings Survey, and the remaining properties will be 
recorded before they are removed. Additional information about 
cultural resource propos.:iis can be found in the park's Cultural 
Resource Management Plan, the case report prepared for Section 106 
compliance, and in thememorandum of agreement executed with the 
Advisory Council on Historic Preservation. 
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1)1 RCPl.Y 

We look forward to implementation of the General Management Plan and 
the protection and enjoyment of this valuable National asset. 

5)ryerely, 

~ f. tL(;.,((}. 
James R. Mills 
Assistant Regional Director 

COMMENTS 
••• 1 r·~.:a. 

Unircd Srarcs Departmenr of rhe 
itltttE?tti=fH-.::;tp1=f;-.;;11tr.. 

WATER AND POWER RESOURCES SERVICE 
MID•PACIFIC REGIONAL OFFICE 

2800 COTTAGE WAY 
SACRAMENTO, CALIFORNIA 95825 

(.····· 
.... ··· 

II.HU TO:MP-150 
120,l 

MAR 2 4 1980 

To: Superintendent, Yosemite National Park 
,._,sht11n\ 

From: Regional Director, _Sacramento, CA 

--· .. -·r· · ... 

YJ 
The Draft Yosemite General ~~n~Gemcnt Plan and Supplement 
Draft Environmental Statement (DES 80-3) \_.;...:..--· 

Subject: 

We have reviewed the subject materials in the Sacramento office of 

the Mid-Pacific Region. The actions discussed will not affect the 

facilities or activities of the Water and Power Resources Service. 

The material in the documents is well written and thorough. We 

have no other comments, 

Copy to: Commissioner, Washington, D.C. 
Attention: 150 

Director, Office of Environmental 
Project Review, Washington, D.C. 

COMMENTS 

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
FEOEPAl AVIATION ADMINISTRATION 

March 24, 1980 

Superintendent 
Yosemite National Park 
P. O. Box 577 - GMP 
Yosemite National Park, CA 95389 

Dear Sir: 

WISHRN RIGIO" 
P 0 IOI 11001. WOllDWU •OSTAI CINTll 
LOS ANGlllS. CAUfOINIA 90009 

As requested we have reviewed the Draft Envirorunental Impact Statement 
(EIS) for the Draft Yosemite General Plan and its supplment dated 
January 1980. 

Our preliminary findings indicate that this propos.ed plan will not 
present any problems to any existing or presently planned FAA facilities. 
Thank you for allowing us to comment on this project. 

Sincerely, /) / j J?'7 _ ffe 
if;,_:~ 1 Iv. // µ~ 
ROYAL,,Z . 
Regio'l!'il Planning and 

App~aisal Officer 

RESPONSES 

RESPONSES 

RESPONSES 
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECT 

Project tDS-NPS-K61029-CA 

REGION IX 

215 Fremont Street 
San Francisco, Ca. 94105 

- .. .:· t..:.:-o•. 

t, - >.. :r -· ··- -t
-·· .··~ ... ·1·· 

Mr. Leslie P. Arnberger, Superintendent 
Yosemite National Park 

• ~~t I:: ,. • ----·· 

"\/: .. : :, .. ';~· -.': -·--
P. O. Box 577-GMP 
Yosemite National Park 

,: f C.:r· l'lll_r-~, -:~ ·---·-
CA 95389 

R!PlY OJE;. ____ _ 

Dear Mr. Arnberger: 

The Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) has received and 
reviewed the SiJPPLE~lF:NT TO THE DRAFT ENVIRm:~'.ENTAL STATE:·!Et:T, 
GENERAL MANACDfEF'fP"LAll, YOSEMITE NATIONAL PAill<, CALii'ORl:IJ> .. 

Our review indicates that the Supplement to the Draft Environ
mental Statement for the General Management Plan adequately 
assesses the environmental impact of the proposed plan. 
However, the Supplement to the Draft Environ4.ental Statement 
reorients development to the periphery of the Park. The plan 
specifically propose~ to relocate the Park Headquarters 
administrative and m~intenance facilities to Wawona and 
El Portal. The supplement states "About a thcusand employees 
will be relocated to wawona and El Portal" (page 4). The 
supplement states "A larger new wastewater treatment plant 
will be required than what was previously proposed" (page 20). 
In addition, the document indicates the need for an interim 
solution to meet the Water Quality Control Board's discharge 
requirements of January 1, 1983. "It is anticipated that the 
interim plant will provide secondary treatment and include 
sludge disposal" (response to Comment #3 of the Resources 
Agency of California dated December 8, 1978). 

The FEIS should address the components of the interim 
solution and what impact the interim plant may have on the 
future wastewater treatment facility. The FEIS should 
provide details on alternatives being considered, service 
area, capacity and type of treatment facilities that are 
planned. Additionally, the interim solution should address 
preclusion of any other treatment alternatives in the future, 
including regionalization in the Wawona area. 

COMMENTS 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Supplement to 
the Draft Environmental Statement. 

If you have any questions regarding our comments, please 
contact Susan Sakaki, EIS Coordinator, at (415)556-6925. 

··~ 
I Carl C. Kohnert, Jr., Director 
~Surveillance and Analysis Division 

COMMENTS 

R•soure"e'\ Bu11mng 

1416 Nmth StTHI 

95814 

l916) 445·5GSc3 

EDMUND G. BROWN JR. 
GOVERNOR OF 
CALIFORNIA 

Air Q:etcurctt 8n.ud 
C11o'Olfl•J c~·.a\t•I Cor.1m1\.,.•:.-" 
C•• • .,,,,,,, c~·.,~1 •. 1t10"' c:'~"' 

En..,,Qy ~•\O-rCh Cornt'<'ol'. •:." 

IP.:I O•·•l<lC•noen: Co .... -.····~·· 
Ro~ "n•· w .. : ... Q.:o11111 

Ofof'Ortment of Con~n.st1on 
Ot'~~,.,t.,,.n1 or F ''~ •1"t G1rne 
0f'partnwnt !,)f Fon'ttrv 

S.." "r•r:l\C.., Da); Cnn\ot'•-1" •'>• 
•nJ Oe:•••or-mel'lt Comt!" .. ,.., ·.•t 

Sol•.1 Wnto M..tn•wmotn1 c...:...·c 
St":' Cout.tl Cons.-•w~uicy 
St•:• Ll"d' ComrniHlo" [)t'panment of Boal:ng ar.d Wati>rwav\ 

Oe-p.1.nmc!'nt of P.s1l.s a11d Ret::re.ttuJn 
Of'pertrT'lltnt ('If \l\i1ter Res<>'-lfC•H 

THE RESOURCES AGENCY OF CALIFORNIA 
SACRAMENTO. CALIFORNIA 

~t1:• Re-.;lam.atlon Soard 
Su:• Wol!er ~eSOW'C:crl Co~::-:> 

eo.1rd 

Mr. Leslie P. Arnberger 
Superintend.ent 
Yosemite ~stionsl Park 
P,O. Box 5TI 
Yosemite, CA 95359 

Dear Mr • .Arabergerr 

APR 101980 

'l'be State of Celiforais has reviewed the General Manegemeat Plan, t:ie Draft 
n.vtro1U11entsl Statement, and the Suppleor.ent to the Draft !!:nvirolll!lentel 
Statement tor Yosemite National Park, ell dated Januery 19&>, vbich we,-e 
eubmitted to the Office of Plannin~ and P~search (State Cl.earing.~ouse) '111.~bin 
tbe Governor's Office. 'l'be revlev ts in •ccordance '111.th Part II of th~ Office 
of Msnggeme11t and Budget Circular A-95 end the Notional l':hvt ronmentel Policy 
.Act Of 1969. 

'lbe review""• coordinated vl.tb the DeP"1rt11!ents of Const!!rvetion, l"ieh end 
Geme, Food snd >gr1culture, Resltb S..rvices, Parks and Recreation, '!'rens
portstioft end Water Resources; the Air Reso:ircee, Solid 'Waste J.Bnagement, 
and State W•ter Resources Control Boards; and the State !.ands COlllllliss1on. 
'lbe State's co!llll1e11ts ere presented in the following paragrephs. 

1 '!'he eavironmentel docll!<ents fail to adequately discuss t1le i!!lp!lcts of 11:oving 
Park edminiotrstlon !'•cilitiea to "1.1110na, The t'P.Ader is le<!. to believe t':.at 
the 1111Jl"cts or locating facilities at Wewona would be no greeter then would 
occur et the previously propo~ed El ?ortal site. 'I.be Dep11rtm'!nt of Fis~ •nd 
Came believes tbet further consideration ehould be givea to the original :plan 
of moving the J'ark besdque1-ters to El Portal where, to a greater extent, 
impacts llsve already occurred. 

2 If the llavon~ oite is the fin•l choice for relocation of the Park's hee4-
qll8rters, consideration ·s!-.ould be given to regionalb.etion of waste water 
treatment. Citizeu in the ares are interested in having \l!lst., wter treat
ment snd dispos•l facilities opel"!!tP.d by the National !'erk $ervice st ""'wona 
operate as• l'P.gtonsl sy•tem to •~r1e ~riv•t'! lands adjscent to Wewone. 
'I.be Central Valley l'~gtoMl ll!lter C:uali ty Control l'o•r1 su1'JlOrtS aucl\ e 
concept and enooura'!"s the Jllattonal l'arl< Service to -pursue t:ie ooncept st the 
llawona facilities to the extent that it is tP.cbaically, e11v1ror.aent.ally, ead 
economieolly feasible. 

RESPONSES 

EPA 

Alternative methods for wastewater treatment and disposal are 
currently being explored. An environmental assessment of these 
alternatives has been programmed for FY 1981 and will be available 
for review prior to making a decision. At a • .iinimum the treatment 
plant will be designed to serve all existing and proposed facilities 
at Wawona, including the hotel complex, gas station, store, NPS 
district office, maintenance area, campground, and private 
inholdings within Section 35, and proposed new housing, campsites, 
and overnight accommodations. The alternative of a regional plant 
will also be considered. The option of constructing the plant in 
two phases, the first sized to handle all existing facilities and the 
second to handle all proposed facilities, will also be evaluated:" 

RESPONSES 

RESPONSES 

1 Wawona is no longer proposed as park headquarters. Headquarters 
will be relocated to El Portal. 

2 A wastewater treatment plant to serve public and private .properties 
in Wawona is proposed. The feasibility of developing a larger 
facility to also serve the Fish Camp area will be evaluated. 



COMMENTS 

Mr. Leslie P. Amberger 
Page 2 

Specific CollllDents 

General Management Plan 

3 Page 11 - Management Zoning Plan. The existing dirt road to Lake Eleanor, 
Hetcb-Hetchy, Aspen Valley, White Wolf, and Deer Camp should be retained for 
administrative use, i.e., bear relocations. Wilderness designations should 
be changed to Environmental Protection. If this is not done, bear relocations 
will have to be made in areas of (1) non-bear habitat, (2) heayY people use 
areas, or (3) along Park edges. Such relocations will only lerr:l to continued 
and increased bear conflicts which we believe are unacceptable. Non-bear 
habitat and the PBrk edge release points increase the probability of the 
bear problems moving outside the Park. 

4- ~· Maintenance and perpetuation of the golf course does not appear to 
be consistent with the Park goal or mainta~ning native ecosystems. 

Draft Environmental Statement 

Page 99 - Threatened and Endangered Wildlife. There are no known nesting 
bald eagles south of Lake County in California. 

Supplement to Dra~ Environmental Statement 

5 Page 21 - !mpacts on the Region. It does not appear that the impacts or 
relocating Park headquarters, associated servicec, and personnel to the 
Wawona area have been fully evaluated. As a result of relocating Park 
headquarters to Wawona, there will be increased demand for housing along 
High~ 41 and an increase in traffic on the highway and the Park road 
between the south entrance and Yosemite Valley. Such increases would not 
be in the best interest of the regio~ fish and wildlife. 

Thank you for the opportunity to review and comment on the plan and environ
mental documents. 

Sincerely, 

it::.!V!::-
cc: State Clearinghouse 

Office of Planning and Research 
14oo Tenth Street 
Sacramento, CA 95814 

(SCH 78100990) 
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(916) 445-8006 

JUN 12 1960 

Mr. Howard H. Chapman, Regional Director 
Western Region 
National Park Service 
U.S. Depart!Dent or the Interic~ 
qso Golden Gate Avenue, Box 36063 
San Francisco, CA 94102 

Dear Hr. Chapman: 

Yo.semi.ta National Park General Management Plan -
Proposed Revisions to Cultural Resource Elements 

Thank you for your letter or February 15, 1980 describing how recent revisions 
to the Yose:nite National Park General Management Plan may af!"ect several 
cultural properties. 

Structure Removal 

a. Ahwahnee Row Houses - Concur in your plan to seek determinations of 
eligibility tor the National Register per the MOA and PCR. Please 
update status of determir.ation or eligibility for me and timetable 
projected for definitive 'ietermination of effect. 

b. Cbinquapin - Am I wrong in believing that according to the MOA and 
PCR, the gas arn comfort stations and the residence here were 
considered ineligible for the Register? Please advise. 

o. Wawona CCC Structures - Concur in your plan to evaluate possible 
National Register eligibility of these properties. Please update as 
per Item a above. 

d. Tuolumne Meadows Ranger Station - Confirm NAER recordation. 

Structure Retention 

a. Pohona Studio - Confirm retention and proposed treatment. 

b. CCC Visitor Center, Tuolumne Meadows - Ditto. 

c. Soda Springs Enclosure -- Ditto. 

d. McCauley Cabin - Ditto. 
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Hour : Study - Acknowledged. Concur that any anticipated effects wo1·~ :I be 
aubl of separate compliance action. 

4- Park Headquarters Relocation -- Acknowledged. I concur in your procedural 
statement. 

Ve hope to hear from you as you progress on the preceding actions. 

Sincerely yours, 

Dr.~x~~~ 
State Historic Preservation Officer 
Office of Hist ric Preservation 

~3168D 

co: Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 
Lake Plaza South, Suite 616 
llll·Union Boulevard 
Lakewood, CO 80228 

RESPONSES 

3 Paved-road access will be maintained to Lake Eleanor, Hetch 
Hetchy, and White Wolf. The road between Hetch Hetchy and Lake 
Eleanor is already closed. No effect on bear relocation options in 
this area is expected. 

We believe that the benefits associated with closing the roads to 
Aspen Valley and Deer Camp outweigh the adverse effects. Return 
of area·s near these roads to wilderness character will improve the 
habitat of all indigenous wildlife, including bear. Closing these two 
roads ·will not unduly interfere with the park's bear relocation 
program. 

Relocations will not be made into areas that are not bear habitat or 
where bears would be expected to affect populated areas. 

4- The relatively small area of nonnative vegetation at the golf course 
~oes not jeopardize the native ecosystem. The golf course is an 
integral part of the historic resort hotel complex. 

5 No additional impacts on the region's fish and wildlife are 
anticipated. However, the final plan calls for less development at 
~awona than previously anticipated, therefore lessening potential 
impacts. 

RESPONSES 

1 It is anticipated that funds will be available by late fall 1980 to 
complete evaluations and nomination forms to seek determinations of 
eligibility for these properties. No actions affecting them will be 
undertaken until all compliance procedures have been satisfactorily 
completed. 

2 The Preliminary Case Report (PCR), appendix A, inadvertently did 
not make clear that the Chinquapin complex is part of the Wawona 
District CCC/WPA buildings that still require a comprehensive 
evaluation (see response No. 1). 

3 Please refer to response No. 1. 

RESPONSES 

4- Although the park headquarters ~relocation is no longer proposed for 
Wawona a - number of actions will still take place there. We will 
submit our comprehensive plans for review by the State Historic 
Preservation Office as agreed to in the Memorandum of Agreement 
between ourselves, the state of California, and the Advisory 
Council on Historic Preservation. 
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LES JAMES 
Chairman 

NICK BROCCtllNI 
Vice Chairman 

Kelen C0.>ts 
Secretary 

ELSIE DCMINOUES 
Treasurer 

Mr. Robert O. B1nnewies 
Superintendent 
Yosemite !latiooal Park 
CaliforD!a 95Jo9 

Dear Mr. B:lnnevies: 

An-,erican Indian Council 

of" Mariposa. Count:y 

P.O. BOX 27) • El fort.a). .. CA 95389 

March Jl,1980 

The American Inc.ian Council of !'.ariposa County supports in theory the attempt bJ' the 
Nati011al Paric Service to lessen the hwnan impact on Yosemite Valley. 

1 The Council's proposal of February 1978 that archcolcgical sites and sacred areas be 
totalfy preserved is unchani;ed. The Oe.ceral ~!a!".agement Plan o~ January 1980 shows many 
areas in El Portal and 'lla11ona containing archeolopcal sites tr.at will be 2.dverse:Y 
effected by construction, the Council fegls that alternatives should be sought for 
development !n these sensiti~e areas. 

2 The Council believes that a pernanent archeol~st is needed on the park st.arr to insure 
compliance with cultural resource legislation. 

3 

Plans are presently underw~ for a special use per-..it that will er.able the Council to 
develop a cultural center located west of S~side C&111pgrour.d on the site of the last 
occupied Indian village in Yo~e~ite. 

The Council supports the Park Service prcposal to Uf•and the Indian MuseW11 in the nev 
Yosemite r.useum or r.an. 

It is the Council's hope that we can contin~e to be actively involved in the imple:nen
tation of the Yoselli te Oeneral l".anagement Plan. 
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TME CONSERVATION LAW SOCIETY OF AMERICA 

15TM ~LOOA·MlLLS TOWER • 120 BUSM STREET 

eTUAlltT lit. DOLS 

OAVIO C. OUNl..A .. 

AllllllT...V" ~O"MIC"E\..LI 

lllC ... a.,irio M. L£0N4AO 

The Superintendent 
P. 0. Box 577-GMP 

SAN FRAHCISCO, CAU~ORNLA '9• 104 

'RU:PMONS AR~ COOS: •IS • UI • 7800 

March 23, 1980 

Yosemite National Park, CA 95389 

Re: General Management Plan - January 1980 

Dear Mr. Binnewies: 

·. :. 

.-----

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this excellent 
revised plan. My observations are based on 54 years in Yosemite, 
hiking through every square mile of the park, and having served 
for four years as a member of the very active Yosemite Master 
Plan Team in 1967-71. 

The 1980 revised Plan is substantially better than any 
before it. Our assignment in 1971 was to present a long-term, 
ideal Master Plan for the park. On hindsight, it seems that 
the Plan failed to achieve acceptance because it frightened 
decision makers by combining so much improvement within a single 
document. 

Since then, planning objectives have been limited to 
General Manage~ent Plans for 15 years. or less. There is a 
real need, however, for the ideals of long-range Master 
Planning. 

It is good, therefore, to note at the top of page 20 of 
the 1980 revision of the Plan that "A study will be undertaken 
to find a method to totall~ eliminate cars from Yosemite Valley." 
This concept which was so tr1ghten1ng in 1971 seems now to be 
quite generally accepted, except for the self-interest of auto
mobile and other vehicular clubs. So the hard work of the 
Yosemite Master Plan Team seems to have been the basis for a 
gradual realization of the need for such reform. 

Much criticism of the current Plan has been based upon the 
failure to reco:mnend at this time in a 15-year Management Plan, 
the removal of all overnight commercial accomodations in 
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1 Yosemite Valley. However, the idealism of Master Planning 
is not dead. In the December 1979 Update it is stated: "We 
are taking the first step by removing our non-essential 
facilities and giving up our living space within the Valley. 
We will address the need to move out visitor housing in the 
future." 

That also seems to be one of the lessons learned from 
the ill-fated 1971 Master Plan. Don't try to do it all at 
once. The 1978 comments of the experienced Sierra Club are 
pertinent here. "There may be criticism that the Draft 
General Management Plan does not go far enough -- but it is 
a plan which deals with realities and the realm of the 
possible." 

2 Wilderness 
The 1980 Plan is a great improvement in recommending 

24,485 acres of additional Wilderness, plus 5,181 acres of 
"Potential" Wilderness. That concept seems to be similar to 
Senator Cranston's several Bills which used the term "wilder
ness reserve." This is a great advance over the older preference 
for non-wilderness "enclaves," which required an Act of Congress 
as each of the non-conforming uses was phased out. To avoid · 
such piecemeal Acts of Congress, the Yosemite Wilderness Bill 
should follow Senator Cranston's excellent precedent as 
follows: 

"Each tract identified on said (official) map as 
otential wilderness is designated as wilderness, 

su ect on to t e removal from each such tract 
o t e existing nonconforming improvements, at 
which times the Secretary of the Interior is 
directed to publish notice thereof in the Federal 
Register. Pending such notice, and subject to 
the existing nonconforming improvements, each 
such tract shall be managed as wilderness in 
accordance with section 3 of this Act." (of 1964) 
(Emphasis added.) 

In surmnary, it is good to have the substantial progress of 
the 1980 revised Plan. 

Cordially, 

~ied/'at.fff'r/_. 
! 

cc: William J. Whelan 
Howard H. Chapman 

Richard M. Leonard 
President 

John J. Reynolds, Team Captain 
(Please forward to his current address.) 

Senator Alan Cranston · 

1 Whenever possible, archeological objects will be left undisturbed or 
protected. Only as a last resort, when no viable alternative exists, 
will archeological sites be disturbed and then only when mitigating 
measures have been taken. 

2 A full time archeologist is now available. 

3 Continued active participation during the implementation stages is 
invited and appreciated. 

RESPONSES 

RESPONSES 

1 The proposed final plan will decrease the present 1, 528 commercial 
overnight lodging units in Yosemite Valley to 1,260. This is a 
reduction of 268 uni.ts or 17%. Parkwide overnight accommodations 
will decrease by 180 units or 10%. 

2 The wilderness recommendation has been increased by 8,800 acres 
with the addition of Little Yosemite Valley and road corridors and 
by a. redrawing of developed area boundaries. 
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March 28, 1980 

Mr. Robert :in."lewies 
Suoerintendent 
P.O. ~ox 577-G~'.P 
Yosemite Natio~.al Park, Ca. 95389 

Dear !er. Sinnewies: 

Friends of the ;.;arth appreciates this op;ortu."li ty 
to co:nment on the 1980 General l·'.anaa:e!!lent Flan for Ycsec.:i te 
National Park. '·:e strongly af;ree with the in'ent of the 
National Park ;3ervice "to rei::ove all automo'1iles fro1:1 
Yosemite 'l?.lle·; and I·:arinos9. Grove anC. to reJirect deve::.010::ient 
to the periphery of the ~ark and beyond." .;e 'I.re also ;ileg.sed 
that the Park Service acknowledges that the l'.'30 Plan "will 
be a big first step in carr)Ting out this inter.t." 

~e also see the 1980 Plan as a firRt step in unciv~lizing 
Yosemite. Ct her steps in -:;he s=e direction ":ill be neede1 
before "visitors can step into Yosemi-:e and find nature 
uncluttered by piece!'.!eal stwnclinl" blocks of commercialism, 
machines, and fragments of suhurtia." 

Our cooments on specific sections of the 1980 Plan follow: 

1 Pages 18-20 Transnort9.tion 

';;e urge that the transportation study to be cond11c~ed with 
the llenartment of Transnortation conioider l:')w to improve i:ul:lic 
transportation to the park as well aE within t:~e park. l·'.any 
visitors freui ;.ne "":r Area u:td Los "'nr;eles mif"it cho:oe ~o 
leave their cars at not11e if rail and t'US :;ervice to 4-he park 
were geared to serve park visitors. Special Yosemite/A~track 
trains coald h<! u:ied to <forced with li:nited stops and attroctive 
fares. ·:e recommAnd that the transoc..~t9.tion s~udy take a hard 
look at the ncssicility of rehuildin~ the Yose=ite Valley 
~ailro9.d h'>tw,,en i·:\lrced and :;1 Portal. A Ee!'ced-Yose:'li :e bus 
(free, i!' pos2ihle) ;ir;uld r.ave to be ased until rail serviee 
directly to tr.e park is restored. 

Visitation at a number of national parks has de~lined 
recently hecause of the price and availability of gasoline. 
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Fare 2 - Frien.js of the Earth 

It's i•cportcint thr.t t':e i•ational Park :Jcrvice use this 
tr:ins;>ort'.{tion study to s!'low 1·.ow ;-.eonle ca!1 once ao:·,1in visit 
their parks wi~hout driving. Att~chod is an nrttcle from 
'the Los An1Teles Ti::-.es, "[1ails .;re Vital to the .:urvival of 
Natir>nal Fari<s--and ,\:::erica·," which de~crihes t.he m:1jor role 
railroads played in r'.:ilJ.in1'. support !'or national :carks in 
tr.e west. :e a11:ree "'i th the aut~!cr that rail travel to 
our parks must be n:aC.e convenient again. 

~ Pages 26-28 Yilderness 

Althour,h we are nleased that the 1980 Plan recorru::ends 
19 ,425 acres n:cre ·,;ilcierness t'l'4n the 1972 pronsal, nlue 
5,181 acres of "poten:ial Wild~rness," we would like to 
repe'.1t our sup;-ort for the 692 ,447 acre Yoser.ii te ''ilderness 
recomnended by national conservation organizations. 

ile· also support :·Ir • .dichard Leonard's comments re,,arding 
sutomatic ~lilderness designation for areas when non-conforming 
uses are phased out. 

3 Page 38 Yosemite Lodi<e 

We object to the construction of 117 new lodging unite 
here. We reiterate our earlier recor..n:endaticn that lodP,ings 
be phased out of the '.falley as they need to he rebuilt.· · 
Replacenent units should P,O to the park periphery or outside 
the park. 

We have no objection to converting employee tent cabins 
for use l:y visitors. 

4 Page 45 Other Vallev Areas 

'.:he 1980 Plan st&tes "provide a 16-mile hike trail along 
both sidez of the river, usine existin~ roads and trails when
ever possible." '::e recommend that only existing roads and trails 
be used for this hike trail. 

We also recommend that the llational Park Service crovide 
free bihycles (with an appropriate deposit) for Valley.visitors. 
This mir,ht reduce the need !'or and be cheaper than more 
shuttle -!:uses. 

5 Page 57 .. lawona 

'lie oppose retention of the 1:olf c0•1rse, f:wi'.!:llling )'lOOl, 
and tennis court at Wa·.rona as not apnropriate in a national park. 
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Page 71 Crane Flat 

We endorse use of Crane Flat as nn experimental sta1<ing 
area for Valley day visitors. we urge the Park Service to 
encourage visitors who are travelling through the park over 
the Tioga Road but who want to visit the Valley, to use 
this shuttle bus from Crane Flat as well. 

Page 75 Hetch lletchy 

we recommend that Hetch Hetchy reservoir be drained 
as soon as it is practical. 

Financing 

I 
i 

I ·····-· 

We prefer that a non-profit public corporation, such 
as described in the concessions reform bill, he used to finance 
implementation of the 1980 Yosemite Plan, rather than the 
method now proposed by the National Park .service. 

We look forward to working '~i th you in implementing 
this new direction for Yosemite National Park. 

Sincerely, 

Connie Parrish 
California Representative 

Chuck Williams 
National Parks Representative 

RESPONSES 

1 The transportation study will address access to the .park as well as 
travel within the park. In the spring of 1980, bus transportation 
was Initiated between Yosemite and the Amtrak station at Merced: 

RESPONSES 

2 With the addition of Little Yosemite Valley and portions of road 
corridors and the redrawing of boundaries at developed areas the 
wil~erness recom~endation now proposes that about 676,600 acr~s be 
designated as wilderness and 3,500 acres as potential wilderness, 
for a total of 680,100 acres or 89.47% of- the park. 

3 The proposed final plan will reduce lodging in Yosemite Valley by 
268 units. It is no longer proposed to construct replacement units 
in the Valley. 

4 An existing horse trail and other existing trails will be used for 
most of the bike trail. However, there are places where new trails 
will be required to tie sections together. Roads will be avoided due 
to conflict between bikes and motor vehicles. 

5 It is felt that retention of these facilities will not interfere with 
public enjoyment of unique natural values. These facilities 
complement the historic resort character of the Wawona Hotel 
complex and contribute to public enjoyment. 

RESPONSES 
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IT'S NO Tl\IE TO C.IJT l':\SSE:\'GER SE!l\"ICE 

Rails Are Vital to the Survival 
of National Parks-and A1nerica 

U"\ Ti I t1C_-> 
BY ALFRED RUNTE .: .. ' 'V 

1
. 7c .,, ' l 

aecmt.ly. C•JnSTNtS passed bills that W('U!d At Yrl!cws:Jne. t~e trJ::-ks bi~tw~n L1\in~· 
cedlltc .Amtrak.':; Z7.700-m1lc p..1.!!~t'ng~r-tra;n st.Jn. Mont.. J:-:d Ga.rd:nC'r G;jtcwa.v co:.z~ii ~ 
ntt\\'o:k by ;xi:;.., 1i1Stcad or -t:J<. a!' rroposcd r!'~torcd.. tht>:-..:rv e:-i:.b!i~~ c.:caches frl''!l 
b)' t.~~ Carter A.!mims~rat:on. ,.;,;_-,p.ut'ntl~·. Amtrak·s ~·.\:"t~ .:0..lst H::;:,..·.1~ha !o unload 
tbtoT~ Me still .:rr.~c !egislato:s -... ·ho Ol'liC\'C tr.~ v:.-:~tors ;·isl ~!:l'...:::.:; !:'O"n f.h,• p,;rk. Untier L~e 
ti;[(c)a.ds to tc a tl".;:1.g of th<' pst. a rom.1r.uc hi!5 pa~:~ta by ,_..~g-~f'3S, ho'tlot.'H'r. the North 
cancctt in Lhc jCl ~ge. an andchrom:-;m that (,;Jst lli.lW,j'.~a r.~JY be cl!r.:in:i.te,~. 
~r:ca can do ...,·1thout Nutt":l!lll could be As for Yc~c:::1te-. the !SJ::0nd.I Parks and 
futtOer from the t.-Jth. The rai!roJds arc a C:-n:;ervat:o:i A~:-::1. as well as ether cn·.-i.ton· 
necC1S:~y if tbs country 1& to sun'IVe in an r.:i;,-ntal grouns h.:\·e urged the rc~:.nld.:ng cf 
en&(!1•poor fu~urc. U·.e £armer f.·.::.t:;,·:,:e Valley Rai\.rc~d between 
· In addition. the railroads are i'1'.portant to Merced and E: Pr,:.il. 
the: sCrvival o! Amenca's ratior.aJ parks. 
Ki!toncally, na!iona.J parks bcnd:lt'd by being 
cotu1ected together by ma:or rail line~. 

· Wcsttm rail;oads In part1 .. ul1r actuaily 
hi!Jj:Je(! to build L~e national pai!c: sy:'t~m. !or it 
Wai·they that en~u:ed pohticat and iinanc!ll 
sUppott !or the pa:ks dunng t1'cir nedgl;r.g 
y~ts'.-But toc!ay or.!y one majcr nau0nal pa:k 
&n•"t.fre conuncr.~J United State3-Glac1cr 
Nailon.i Park in ~lootana-IS direc,ly access" 
bl<I by passenger t'3:J. 

'.1gi1,rak itself sha:es the blarr.e for the fart 
uiat'only 6.000 of c:acicrs 1.5 r:::ilion ar.nual 
Witors come bv rail. Amtni\ has done 
notJUng to promoi.e t~e unique advantages of 
t.his-"Strvice amo!1g envtronmen~a!:sl~ antJ 
natiQ:ial·park cr.th'..;SJ<J.Sts. Instead. Amtru.k 
hu<>J]ted for a "cof:e-e, tea or me·· aJverusmg 
image:. 

· : Far: example, the Empire Builder. which 
~rYts t.!':e east and west entrances of Glac!~r 
N.ilibrtal Parle hes been advcr!:scd as 
"C!Ut.:l'go to ~ar.:r," rather than as "~hicago 
-Glacier Nation;J Pa:t:-Seattle." 

. ·~1us'"!'ICa.!lda1ous ti-.:t no other iat10:1a1 park 
in 'the.Wcsi. inclu1Jr,:; Yellowstone and Granc 
C3:"ity0n. ~1 acce~~:b:e ny l"d.d. Vis1:cr.: to Graiid 
.C;iny~n r::usl trar:;fer to buses •l Fla~f. 70 
mil~s: SO'Jth of the pt1rk. Sim1Jar:y. t1e 1.ransfer 
pO!a.t'ror Ycllow:;~cne ~ Livingst.on. "iont.. 60 
rrtCeS,north. 

· ,Tfansportat1on ;ina!ysts estimate that any 
t.rwrer between one fonn or tretr.1"0rt.at1on 

·and ~t.1-icr can cost a tar!'1r:r JpproXlmatcly 
5Q~.pr its businr:.;i. In Amtrak·~ ddensc. 1t 
m\l'.l. be .;;.aid lh<i.t. r.vl'.!n if mnre ~pie were 
aware of the rour.d;1~X. :.;t pubi!C t:ar.sr,orUtJC·:1 
a\la11able to the n,.::.:nal p:irk;, tt.r)' sllll 
wouJd be put of! b.v :ts m\:on11~n:('.1r.e. 

Then let's ma.kt 1l c::nvcment <:g~m. 
' .Fi:it exa.'np!~. we ccdd restore u·.c b1anch 
line from Wi!lia~;i~. ,\riz., to the Grand 
Ca~On, ..,..h1ch, as late ,a,, thf! I8flh. hrought 
Yi..'11tof'3· to w1t!li!1 '"''4.iung <11:;:.ance cf the 
Soatif RJ::i.. Not only are th1• lrack3 -;ttll in 
pfA~t·~ut ~ pd·1a1.r. dcv(:!o~l'.r 1~ • ..,.1lli!'!~ to huy 
lh<zit!f?m the S:.n'..J Fe il;i1lroad. 

Conrad Q on var.al.ion. 
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Environr:'!rr.tali:ts have l~ng supported 
1::~proved pubi:c t:a:1spcrtaticn to the national 
j:j.::.:ks out oi fca: ;.hat conti:ll.:L'CI i.iSe of tJ;e 
~uDmob1le n:ay !c~ever rum the f;aglle eco· 
s·•.:tems cf t~e p.::1es. ~:O\\.' there u an eco
n.c:mc mcenuw J.:; ·.veil. Wvi'ml!1Jl. for exam. 
p~~. depends c:i to:.::!sm as ii.3 lhird-:argest In· 
d·.:~try. Wh::it will :e the effect or. aaendance 
at Ye!Jow:Stor.e a::d Grand Tt.:!cn nat:or.al 
o:>rks as Ame~ccl.~S ~come ac,•istomro to 
~'..a:.'i!lg near ~he1: homes because tiey can·~ 
~:·r..;rj the gas? T~.e same qu~~t.:on a;>pUl!s to 
C'l!°'.'?r states-such as Flor1Ca. r.a.::!~mia ana 
;,._.·:.lda-v.·ho~e reYenues greatly depend on 
tOl.!:1:>m. 

Wah the price of gasoline apparently head
ed ivr $:?a gaiiJn ~.:.Jn. and v.1~h th'.! c.ert.ainty 
a! contim1r.d rncrg-:• shortage3, the answer ia 
oLvwus: We :r.:..i~~ expand ra.d se~ce. not 
re<luce 1t. 

r~iortunately, ~he Det>a.'1.mcnt er Trans
portJt1an st!ll :11sist.s ;,hat the rcas:ming behind 
1l3 ::-rooosal to ci.::t.311 Am:..-a.'..:. is b3s:cally 
va!:i. That Amt!':iil'. maint.i.;ns a nl!!ion~ 
r;,d ra~scn~E:r ~y!'"t~!11 ·.,i,jth a fl~t or orJy 
I.~·)) cars in ;i:.::-'.~il"';i" ordcr is iudicrous. M·1ch 
s:':':a~!er Eurn;-:·~.::i~ :-1t.mtnes l':lve pa.sse:-!ger 
c:.: i~cets of 10.'o./.(l t..1 15,000 ccaches. 

T:-te United Stat"! !Tlll!t bti;!d a cc~parable 
iiwentcry 1( ifl:?~-·~stance t:avel \S to be 
rresi:rvffi. Airlines ~ay be c?-.e,1p~r now. but 
·.i.·!;() bc!ievr.s ~h;it :.heir b2qain farts will 
::unwe tho! enc:-gy crisi.3~ The same goes for 
b:;.;t:'s. 

1:-.c passcn~'!r train !sour one b<>st ~.ope for 
rf':r:~nt, !'rliab!t. confort.able tran.:;porta.t:on. 
T':i~ 43% cu'. m se·vi-:e pnoos~d by t.he 
A:~~1r.!strat1on w.;-: out:a,t;t.:O:l!'I: th'? Zl% 
rM•Jctton prc;:;i'M by Cor.,,.ess is :!ttll 
1maccert.ahlc. lr.r:rci~m~ the r::JpJr.:ty of t..~e 
n;J:.,,.1's rai!r<i..tt!.; :;:-....;t te re~arr1td as an 
mvc:-1.ment 1r. Ar;.cma·s futi.Jre. 0 

A!f:-rd. !hmlf. a rr:~" of tht board of 
tfirr::zor,, J/ tiv .•:a.:'.lmaJ. A.t:l".. of R1ifr•>tld 
P~·;.:rn1t:rs. is a·.c r.·~hor of "Xa!imuU Pa .. 4 
Thi! t\WrU.·1m t:.rpmniu," .!0011. tD bt ptj)li.a1'.tr1 
by L'»w<mly of Ntbr.1'"4 Prtu. 

Mariposa County 

Planning Commission 

ROBERT L BORCHARD 
Plann..?r/Grantsman 

Mr. Robert 0. Binnewies 
Superintenden~ 
Yosemite National Park 
P. 0. Box 577-GMP 
Yosemite, CA 95389 

5101 Jones Street 
Post Office Box 2038 

Mariposa, California 95338 

March 31, 1980 

RE: Mariposa County COITlllents on Yosemite Management Plan EIS 

Dear Mr. Binnewies: 

(209) 966·5151 

Please accept these colllllents regarding the Revised Management Plan EIS from 
the County of Mariposa. The Board of Supervisors reviewed these comirents in 
draft form and referred them to the Mariposa County Planning CollT!lission. The 
Planning Co1T1T1ission has been designated by the Board of Supervisors to prepare 
the official County corr111ents on the EIS. 

In sulTlllary, it is the position of Mariposa County that the Management Plan EIS 
(as revised) fails to meet the standards of the National Environmental Policy 
Act (llEPA) and is therefore inadequate. The basis for this position is as 
follows: 

1. South Fork Merced River 

1 A. Water Acquisition 

The Supplement states that up to 40% of the low water flow of the 
South Fork of the ~lerced River may be uti1 i zed by the co1rrnuni ty of 
llawona at full developrrent. The supplement does not, however, address 
the ill'.Pi!Ct of this water acquisition 1Jpon the County of Mariposa, 
who has riqhts to 112.C~O acre feet of So11th Fork water per year 
begir.ning in the year 2014, as oer the agreement worked out by the 
Merced Irrigation District and the County of Mariposa in 1958. 

2 B. Water Quality 

The Supplement states that a new wastewater treatment plant w111 be 
constructed in Wawona, with treated effluent being sprayed upon the 
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golf course. The Suoplement does not, however, address the impacts 
which this se~1age treatment plant may h3ve on the quality of the 
South Fork of the ~!erced River, particularly durir.g the winter months 
when spraying 1<ould be unfeasible or during breakdowns of the treat
ment plant \which can occur at any time). This is particularly 
important to the County of r·~ariposa in light of plans to some day 
develop the South Fork for purposes of domestic supply to the 
populated portions of the County. 

3 2. E11er!Jy 

The Supplement states that although increased energy consumption may 
result from the longer corrrnute distances e~'oloyees of the Park will have 
to make as a result of the revised General :·Ianagement Plan, the imoact 
will be mitigated by the use of buses. The Supplement does not deal 
with the impacts upon energy or road conditions which these buses will 
have, however. 

3. Schools and Other Public Services 

4 The Supplement states that the use of ~Jawona as Park Headquarters may 

5 

result in a problem to th~ Marioosa County School System because high 
school students will hav€ a long commute distance to Mariposa {the only 
high school in the County) and may have to go to school in another County 
(specifically, r~adera County, where the high school is already overcrowded). 
The Supplement ~oes not recommend any measures to mitigate this impact upon 
the County of Mariposa, who wi 11 have to pay Madera County to educate 
these students. 

In addition to the impact on schools in Hawona, additional develooment, 
supporting the 1-:awona facility eYpansion, c2n be exnected to ta~e place 
in Fish Camp, Yosemite f:est, Ponderosa Sasin, and their environs. Schools 
in addition to other oublic service demands. can be exoected to be im
pacted by the develoonent of \·lawona. These impacts will not be recreation 
oriented, but rather full-tir.e residents sucoortin~ the Park Service 
Administrative facilities and tourist services. Their service demands 
will be substantially different than the historic recreation oriented 
residents of ~hese are~s. These service c!ercands will fall primarily on 
the County of Mariposa. The Plan and environmental statenent does not 
address theSE impacts ana no mitigatino Measures identified. 

6 4. Construction and Oevelopnrnt 

The construction of new facilities at 
require temr-orary support fac!.ilii,fos, 
a multitude of construction w...,.s. 

both ~lawona and El Portal will 
lodging, and oublic services for 
This inpact has not been addressed 

RESPONSES 

RESPONSES 

1 The level cf development at Wawcna has been reduced from that 
proposed in the January 1980 plan. It is now estimated that at fuil 
development only a small percentage (about 10%) of low flow will be 
diverted from the South Fork. The consumptive use of water wii! 
be substantially less and is not expected to interfere with rights cf 
downstream users. Theoretically, an increase in water use at 
Wawona will be· matched with a decrease in use in Yosemite Valley, 
thereby compensating for decreases in flow in the South Fork of the 
Merced with an increase in the main branch of the river. The 
National Park Service will utilize water rights reserved to the 
United States in its development at Wawona. 

2 Alternative methods of effluent disposal are being exp!ored. A:-1 
environmenta! assessment of thes" alt.:rnatives has been programrr.ed 
for FY 193·1 and will be available for review prior to making a 
decision. The alternative selected will ensure that the water 
<,uality of the South Fork is protected. Water quality is- expected 
to improve in the South Fork due t.o the elimination of seotic 
systems and with the development of a modern sewage treatment 
plant. 

RESPONSES 

3 Even with buses In use, energy will be expended in commuting. 
Bus use will be increased by a small percentage and will add to 
wear on the roads. 

4 With the reduction in the proposed development at Wawona, demand 
for additional schools will also be reduced. Funds to educate 
students come directly from the federal government in impact 
assistance and in lieu of tax funds, from the state through general 
revenue taxes, and from county ad valorem taxes and other local 
sources. No increase in the number of students is anticipated due 
to use of Wawona and El Portal instead of Yosemite Valley for park 
support purposes. 

5 Services provided to residents ·:Jf the county outside the park will 
be supported through usual county taxing authorities. Please refer 
to responses to the Mariposa County Assessor's office in part B for 
a discussion of revenue sources for funding county services. 

6 The impacts associated with construction are discussed on pages 131 
and 132 of the August 1978 DES. 



<D 
w 

1 

2 

3 

COMMENTS 

Mr. Robert Binnewies 
March 31, 1980 
Page 3 

fn the draft environmental statement nor the impacts on Mariposa County 
mitigated. 

If you have any questions regarding these comments, please direct them to the 
Mariposa County Planning Contnission. Thar.k you for your attention to this 
matter and I look forward to working through the problems the revised Plan 
creates in the future in hope of findinq mutual resolutions for both the 
County and the Park Service. • 

BB/kw 
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L_.:J \.~-~~ '-.. . ~, 
~ ... :~ ~ Service Employees International Union, AFL·CIO 

.._rcla 25, 1980 

Superlncendent lA•lt• Al'nbergH' 
1'oa .. he lla.tloaal Park, CA 9$389 

Deu Supel'tatendenc Arnberger: 

Service tmploye•• International Union Local 2'0 (APL<IO) repre11nt1 approxi• 
utlly 1500 employees who vork ac: Yosemite Nation.al Park for the park 
conc1111onalre Yosemite p,.rk and CurTv Company. These employ111 work. at the 
.lhv1hne1 Hotel, the Yosemite Lodge. the Badg•T Pass Ski ie•oTt, the Company 'a 
adm.inlatrathe offices, the vaTiol.lS :-etail stores, etc. 

OD behalf of these employee a, SEit? Local 250 vtshes to express it• strong 
objection.a to the proposal put foNard by the Sational Park Service in its 
updated General Xan.l·,:;ement Plan for Yosemite National Park fol' T•locatloo of 
employee housing to Wawona and El Portal. 

RIU Local 250 supports efforts to preserve and i.mprove envtroameatal quality 
la toaealte. However, the Park Service'• proposal pl3ce1 the lion's share of 
Che burden in achieving this go•l on one gToup • the employees. 

rorclclg employees to move to Wawona imposes a major inconventance oa them. 
1be drive from Wavona to Yosr:nlte Valley takes 4S minutes to one hour over 
a narrow, vinding road. that 1

1 two hours a day comcwting, foi.ar hcura a day 
for employ••• vi th split shifts. Thi~ road la often c loaed in bad weather. 

!bl Rational Park Service, needless ta 1ay 1 hat not offered ta compea1ate 
employee• for the latt. time and addad inconvenience that reloc:atioo. vauld 
llrl111. 

Ia addition, relocation. of employee hou1ing vould have an adver1e impact on 
MTYicea to park vieitors. It 1~ di!ficult already to attract people ta a 
~•mote location to vork in season.al jobs. The opportunity to live in Che 
to••aite Valley la ,.hat dr4V1 most of the employee& there. 1f t.hls opporti.oniCJ 
t1 takaa fi&y from e=.ployeea, and a major cocwutint; incon•tenienc• ia fmpoaed 
OD them u vell, people wlll be much lesa likely ta cooe ta Yosemite to work. 
la addition, comwting difficulties could result in employee tardinea1 and 
abenteelam. TM re1ulc vill be reduction. in the quality af 1ervtce for 
park ri.1ltor1. ... 

Kavlng a tho.a1and emplaye•• an haur 11 drive away from their vorlt place doean't 
uU any 1en•• ln tbl1 time of Cuel thortaa••· 
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As long as guest facilities stay in Yosemite Valley. housing for employees who 
work in these facilities should stay in the Valley. as well. 

In the meantime, we urge that the moratorium on construction of new employee 
housing in Yosemite Valley be lifted so the existing employee housing units. 
which are woefully inadequate as per"'8nent living quarters. can be upgraded 
and improved. 

We appreciate this opportunity to comnent and ask you to give full consideration 
to our views. 

Sincerely yours, 

~~~ary•Treasurer 
'tJT:.JC 
OPE3•AFL-cIO(l2) 

cc: Gerry Crowley, Business Representative 
.Joan Allen, Business Representative 

RESPONSES 

RESPONSES 

1 The number cf employees proposed for relocation to Wawona has 
been substantially reduced. However, a principal goal of the plan 
continues to be the removal of nonessential facilities from Yosemite 
Valley, including maintenance shops, administrative offices, and 
much of the housing, and this will require that some employees 
commute from residences in Wawona to work sites in the Valley. 
People on split shifts will not be involved, and bus service will be 
provided for commuters. 

2 For many employees, the appeal of living in Yosemite Valley is 
offset by the inadequacy of housing and other amenities. ro 
provide a viable community for employees in Yosemite Valley would 
require additional provisions for families and associated community 
services. Space in Yosemite Valley is too scarce and too valuable 
for these purposes. Relocating housing to the edge of the park 
will afford opportunities for employees and their families to more 
easily take advantage of the broad spectrum of services ·and 
activities available and appropriate outside the park but severely 
restricted within the park. 

3. A commuter bus now transports employees from El Portal to work 
sites in Yosemite Valley. Commuter bus service will be expanded as 
more employees are relocated to ·the edge of the park. Energy wiU 
be saved by reducing the distance that food and other supplies 
must be transported to serve the employee communities and by 
reducing the distances that families must travel to towns and major 
cities. 

RESPONSES 
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-----==l 
''":.:-:~::/ (415) 981~~341 

March 28, 1980 

Robert Binnewies, Supe.-intendent 
Yosemite Notional Park 
P .O ,!lox 577 - GMP 
Yosemite National Pork, CA 95389 

Dear Mr. Binnewies: 

..... ~. 

The Sierra Club appreciates the opportunity to comment on the proposed General 
Management Plan for Yosemite Nationa I Park. 

1 We applaud the proposal to classify approximately 90% of the park as wilderness; 
and, particularly the management of the high Sierra camps as non-conforming uses 
within the wilderness. 

2 The pion to remove administrative, maintenance and warehouse facilitiesa~d the 
related emplaye~ residences f;·~m the Valley must be supported enthusiasticolly. 
We question the wisdom of replacing any of the accomodatians which will be removed 
from the floodplain, the rockfall zone or the riverbank. Any replacement or recon
struction of facilities makes their ultimate removal less likely. If the number of ac
comodations remains constant, the some level of service will be required, but Fram 
a distance. Replace the "pillows" elsewhere, on the periphery, outside the park. 

3 We reiterate our position that conventions have no place in Yosemite National Park; 
there is ro "off season". 

We support and encourage the Indian cultural programs and the new site far them near 
Sunnyside campground. 

Interpretive programs are <in important part af the visitor experience; we support them 
strongly. 

4 We agree w.th the proposal for Summit Meadow. There is a need for increased winter 
parking in this area, The comfort stations there should be upgraded. 

5 Chinquopin is currently used for chain control in the winter and as a skier rest stop. 
The comfort stations here should be retained. 

We also support the removal of 1200 day use parking spaces in Yosemite Volley. 
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6 The turnout at Fern Spring should be eliminated. Human waste on the slopes above the 
spring have c:ontaminate:l it. 

We suggest addition of three areas contiguous to the Park to accomplish three important 
purpos.es. This suggestion relates to th" GMP beginning at page 24. 

7 ACKERSON MEADOW 

It is well that you provided opportunity for comment on the Wawona alternative 
For on administrative center because in doing so >-Ou hove overlooked o parallel unmet 
need in Northern Yosemite. As pork use grows or changes in the future, o reserve 
site an or near the Big Oak Flat Road, state route 120, should be available. Ackerson 
Meadow and nearby Stone Meadow are 2.5 miles north of the Big Oak Flat Road ar 
4600 feet elevation. T~ese can serve both administrative need and as overnight facilities 
for park visitors entering from the Son Francisco Bay area and n<:>rthern California. The 
road leading to these meadows is shown ar. page 62 of the GMP as the rood leading frcm 
near Hodgdon Meadow toward Hetch Hetchy through the indentation into the park. Also 

·we enclose a portion af a US Forest Service map to show owner>nip potterns. 

The advantage of using this area over Big Meadow is that Ackerson Meadow is not within 
view af the road to Yosemite Valley, but a little way off that recd. Since this area hos 
been outside the pork for 75 years, some resource use hos token pl<i~e so there will not 
be a cry thot developments would impact a previously undisturhd place. 

Ackerson Meadow is also suitnble because it is large enough to spread out various uses 
including housing. It is flat; it hos a "park" feeling and; it would lessan the impact 
on the limited space at Hodg~on Meadow. This area with adjacent lands is in Town 19 
East and was within the park from its creation in !890 until 1905, and comprises roughly 
13,800 acres. Approximately 86% of this area is administered by the Forest Service and 
it also includes about 1600 acres in private awner;hip. 

Page 62 and 76: The Ackerson Meadow idea may allow a better location For the proposed 
30 site walk-in campground at Mather Station. 

Page 72: Instead of increasing camping ct Hodgdon Meadow by 80 more sites, additional 
space might better be located at the rood crossing af the Tuolumne Middle Fork in the 
Ackerson Meadow addition to the Park. 

8 CROCKER RIDGE 

Just south of the Ackerson Meadow area is an area lying an the northeast side af Crocker 
Ridge that should be consic!~red for addition to the Park to give control of the visual 
corridor along the BOF Read within the Pork and to take all this road itself into the 
Park. This area is about 2400 acres of Forest Service managed area plus about 80 acres of 
private land at Hazel Green Ranch. This area also was once within the Park. 

Page 25: You suggest adding just 253 acres of this some area on Crocker Ridge to the 
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park to give you control of the road itself, but our suggestion does more to provide 
you with visual and environmental control of ~-our logical boundary. 

9 NORTH MOUNTAIN 

Just north of the Ackerson Meadow area lies the two-mile wide Tuolumne River canyon, 
North Mountain ridge, and virgin forest on Cherry Creek. This area is C:iscussed in 
your plan but it should be considered for addition to the park to maintain ,a continuity 
of environmental protection in this park of the pork. Failure to include it in the park 
will probably mean immediata logging and a coninuation of deprivations in flaw in the 
Tuolumne River. This area too was once within the park and r.ow lies alor.g its western 
boundary. North Mountain was rejected by the Forest Servi.;e during RARE II For several 
spurious reasons. The major reason was that it WO> not contiguous too wilderness. Yet 
your draft GMP came out a month before close of comments or. RARE I: in which you 
clearly showed contiguous area recommended for wilderness, just as you de in the January 
1980 GMP. This area is one of those in the California suit on the inadequacy of RARE II 
which is now on appeal. North Mountain area is roughly 9700 acres including the Mather 
Road and contains about 640 acres awned by the City and County af San Francisco For 
Raker Act purposes. 

A list of reasons for including all three areas within the park dated January 12, 1980 
and February 15, 1979 are attached. 

1 Q CASCADES POWERHOUSE 

Page 25: Consideration should be given to eliminating Cascades Powerhouse when its 
useful life is over rather than replacing major parts of it. In any case, an EIS must be 
prepared an any major equipment replacement at this facility. This park is no place 
For power generation facilities or huge reservoirs - regardless of who owns them. 

11 HELICOPTERS 

The Sierra Club has a special reverence for Yosemite, no doubt due to its intrinsic values 
as well as because of the writings of John Muir. Given these feelings, you can un<ler
stand our dislike for intrusions that ore both loud and large. Overflights of helicopters 
are bath. We would not ban those flights for search and rescue, but we would ban 
tourist and VIP trips even for the well-meaning purposes they have served in the past. 
Overflight af military croft for training should be •topped at once for loath fixed wing 
and rotary craft. These provisions should be sought as port of Yosemite wilderness legis
lation. Even snow survey,; can now be done better by satellite than by helicopter. 

12 BIGHORN SHEEP 

Since bighorn sheep have not been seen within the Park far several year>, it should be 
a goal to restore this species to the Pork or to restore them to an creo odjucent to the Park. 

It is proposed thot lee Vining Canyon once again be populated with bighorn sheep and 
that this area and ossocioted portions of the high ciesert around tlono lake be administered 
to remove grazing by domestic animals and to prohibit hunting so the sheep will have food 

and protection from man. 

-. I 
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RESPONSES 

1 The wilderness proposal has been expanded further to include about 
680,100 acres. 

2 The proposed final plan has been amended to show that 
accommodations removed from the floodplain, rockfall zone, or the 
riverbank will not be replaced. 

3 Conventions and organized group meetings will not be permitted in 
the park if they would interfere with use by the general public. 
Conventions are presently banned frorr- M?y through September and 
during other major holiday periods, and conventions are limited at 
the Ahwahnee Hotel to weekends only and up to 75 rooms in April 
and . October. If interference between convention use and general 
public use occurs, further restrictions or a total ban will be 
imposed. 

4 There is no present proposal to develop comfort stations at Summit 
Meadow. 

5 The structures at Chinquapin are proposed for removal to restore 
the area to a natural condition. 

RESPONSES 

6 A sign has been placed at the spring to show that its water is 
unprotected from contamination. 

7 The desirability of visitor facilities near the Big Oak Flat entrance 
outside the park· has been recognized and is discussed in the plan. 
Discussions have been initiated with the Forest Service to designate 
that portion of the Stanislaus National Fore~t near Ackerson Meadow 
for recreation support development. Campgrounds, v1s1tor 
overnight accommodations, and other visitor facilities, as well as 
residential and other support activities, could be provided on 
private and public land in the vicinity of the Big ·Oak Flat 
entrance. 

8 The proposed Crocker Ridge addition and re!ated scenic controls 
will protect the scenery in this area. 

RESPONSES 

9 Designation of this area as wilderness would further the 
achievement of management objectives for Yosemite National Park. 
Further study of this area for designation as wilderness is 
supported by the National Park Service. 

10 The hydroelectric powerhouse presently provides power that would 
otherwise probably be provided by nuclear energy or the 
combustion of fossil fuels. There is no reservoir associated with 
the plant; a diversion dam directs a portion of the river flow 
thr~ugh the plant's penstock. If, when the time comes for major 
equipment replacement, another environmentaliy sound or 
pollution-free source of power is av<>ilable, the plant will be 
removed along with the dam and penstock. 

11 A Federal Aviation Administration provision requests all aircraft 
including military aircraft fl1·ing over national p3r~s to fly at least 
2,000 feet above ground le\·el. We feel that the vast majority of 
overflights are above that level. Only search and rescue helicopter 
flights are allowed at lower elevations. 

12 Reintroduction of bighorn sheep into the park and lands nearby to 
the east has been and continues to be explored. 
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Su!n an area would best be administered jointly i.iy the NPS, FS, BLM, and Fish and 
Wildlife Service; or it could become a national wildlife refuge under Yosemite monogement. 

Numerou~ problems must be resolved, especially of finding ways for the sheep to cross 
roods cs they migrate from summer lo winter range. Now is the time lo begin finding 
solutions end not waiting for the perfect habitat to be discovered. We do not intend 
that roads end po"'erhouses should be removed, but rather to see by modest administration 
of this area whether bighorn sheep would once again be able to survive end prosper here. 

13 WAWONA 

Neither the GMP or the supplement DES contains sufficient information about the pro
posed administrative site at Wawona r<>f;arding its design and the substance of its impact 
an the environment. While one might supFose that those who work in El Portal will 
live in El Portal end that those who work in Wawona will live in Wawona (or outside tne 
park's boundaries), where will employees who work in the Valley live? Early and split 
shifts ore part and parcel with the hotel industry. It would be an inefficient use of 
energy for employees to commute from either Wcwona or El Portal twice a day. What 
would be the concommitont levels of air pollution. 

It would make more sense to place administrative facilities outside of the pork, particularly 
in light of the long-stated intention to restore lend acquired in Section 35 at Wawona to 
its natural state. 

TRANSPORTATION 

The deletion of the formerly proposed parking lot at Taft Toe removes a costly and non
innovative solution to traffic congestion from the GMP. It is our understanding that 
solutions to the traffic problems in the pork are forthcoming pending the time when a 
Department of Transportation study is completed and state and national transportation 
system alternatives emerge. The planned staging areas at El Portal, Crone Flat and 
Wawono ore perhaps hobringers of the solutions to come. 

However, we must not lose sight of the fact that Yosemite is a logical place for changing 
the public's sentiment about the private automobile. The park could be the vanguard for 
alternative transportation systems. The public only stands to gain a valuable resource in 
exchange for the convenience of the private vehicle. 

1-4 THE PLANNING ?ROCESS 

Tha September 1978 draft GMP appeared to· draw a fairly positive response from the public 
yet the Jonl!ary 1980 docurr.ent hos major differences, specifically regarding acc.>modations 
in the Volley, location of administrative fociliti-as and transportation solutions. The 
evolution of this plan hos been long and the dollar cost high. Yet in this lost stage many 
me.mers of the public have had difficulty in g~i.iing occes. to the documents. While cast 
is o legitimate factor in this problem, non-availability of the documents {particu!1.rly in 
libraries where they ore supposed to be available) severely limits the public's ability to 
respond. 
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UnFortunately, Yosemite Notional Pork cannot occomodote all those who wish to stay 
there. Over the next decodes use of all our notional porks will become less spontaneous 
and for the mast port will require reservations. Hopefully we will reach this point through 
tho.ughtful processes which will involve a maximum of public input. 

We support the 19SO General Management Pion for Yosemite and challenge the National 
Park Service to implement the pion and restore Yosemite to its pre-eminent place as the 
•grand vestibule" of the Sierra, the showplace of the "range of i:Jht". You must chal
lenge us to be part of the team that will make it happen. 

:;;;'JL" 
Becky E:;Y 
Chairma7• 
Yosemite Task Force 

cc: Edgar Wayburn, Howard Chapmon, Ron Tipton, Connie Parrish, Richard Leonard 
Tehipite Chapter, Sierra Club, Tuolumne River Conference 
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13 Wawona is no longer proposed as the park headquarters site. 
Administrative facilities will be placed outside the park at El Portal. 
However, the park employee communities at both Wawona and El 
Portal will have to be expanded to house many of . the employees 
currently living in the Valley. Those employees whose jobs make it 
necessary to live near where they work will continue to live in 
Yosemite Valley. This includes people who must work split shifts. 
However, work schedules will be changed to ensure that as many 
people as possible are converted to normal shifts so that they can 
commute without hardship from residential areas outside the Valley. 
The National Park Service is 'totally committed to minimizing 
residential as well as administrative use of the Valley. 

Buses will be used to transport employees to their work stations, 
which will mitigate much of the potential impact of commuting. Ir. 
comparing impacts of employees commuting from areas outside the 
Valley with those of employees living in the Valley, it is necessary 
to also assess the secondary impacts. For example, by moving 
residences out of the Valley, entire families wi II be moved, a Ieng 
with their share of the school, the store, and other support 
facilities. By removing a family, family driving will be removed and 
shipment of food to feed the family will not be required. During 
weekends, days off, and vacations there will be no family presence 
in the Valley. 

14 Extra effort will be made to ensure adequate availability of planning 
documents. 
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TllF. >J>V.'.'l:T,lG>:S CF A ~OnTU l1Cl~1-.US-ACK".lt'il/S ~l~'.JJJO'll"-11.\U~ 
CiRlrf .uiun JlS Tll Y~S!}!ltr. S.\1' ll:~AL J',\I~ 

Jan11ar7 12 1 Hll'O 

1. Thia e>.rea 'l"ILS in the Parle from 1890 to 190:;. C~py of tbe 
11roro~ed atl<lition o.r:d lfl90 bo11ndcu·y att.Ach•d. 'l'his addition 
would restore t.l:cae park quctli t.y lands to the park. i·1,., 
areciflc areas sur,i;:cst.ed Are, st .. rtinp, in TIN, l\l9I: l\ll:'t.~I, 

,;oing west frora the park boundary, uld 1111 of acct.ion 21 
(crossing Cherry Cre~k), all of atction.s :?8,~9,:J~ and 33. 
Add in TIS, n1!lr. all or sections l, 2, 3, 4, :;, G, 7,S, 9, 
10, 11, 12, 13, 14, ls, is, 11, 1s, 19, 20 1 :n, 22, :m, 21, 
26, 27 1 28, 29, 30, 31, 32, 33, ind the portions of section 34 
and 35 not nov in the Park. In T2S, RJ9E Add the rortion of 
Crocker Rid~e north east of its crest in sections 4 0 :;, And 91 
&II Tell "" ihoae portions or section 10 and 1:; near l!a.7el Green F:U>ch 
tll.at. are not •lread7 in the Park. Tbis is roughl7 an Addition 
or 26 1 000 acrea. 

2. The northern port.ion of t.l1h addition Yill add protection to 
Tuolumne lli•·er and ca.nyon. Visually, t.hi.s ror"l.ion or "I.be 
Tnoluorne can7ou ia "I.he most acenic, moat interesting, and most 
&Cceadble of ADJ' -.!ch lonr; sf.retch Of the Tuolumne in f.he 
Staaialau11 liat.ional i'orcst. 

3. Tbe portion of tbe 'l'uolu111Ue from Hetcb lietchy to !:Arly 
Intake 111 the bigbeat ~uality •bite wa.ter boating on tbe 
Tuolui:me, •lien there is sufficient ... ter. It l:.aa been r1n by 
~uat tour e:qierta ao far. 

4. There. is a native rainhoY end bro•n trout fishery in tbia 
Tuoln:nne Canyon that man7 seek, aomc for arort and 9omc for tbo 
.aoli tude. of tbi a pit.cc. 

6. The North llountain rid~e ia an inspirational '("lla.ce Yhere 
bikers ca.n find solitude. 

8. Vieva of the 'l'uolu:nne canyon e.nd Nort.b Mountain are excellent 
from the l~ lAne ~at.her road. 

T. Tl•e Tuo\ul!llle canyon is o. very good potent.la.I l'erer;rine 
Falcon nesting .site. lo~giu~ cct.ivity ~ould increase the 
chance or runn•my fire th .. t "ould tltreAtcn oests here a.nd in 
1.he pre!'lent Park. r.ven rockclircl,crs who enter the ·neeting 
area durir.g the n~ating see.•on from Fcbrue.r7 through June 
are a. di.sturLe.nce tO the nestiu~ !a.Icons. Restoration or tl1e 

. Peregrine •'al con is o.n icportnnt. goc.l and t.hia arcA contributs 
pot.ent.i Ill bAbi tat to that r,oAl. 

8 •.. -'l'be 'l"uolun;ne canyon YRlla hold ia:porlant. areAs or Co.lif~rnia 
Oo.k "WOodl and south of the river and chAp11rr"1 north ~·i th e.n 
out,.t.o.11di11g"wi:se.J conifer fore•t. on and north or Korth lluuntain. 
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TheA" vri:etnUon lyre• nnd f.l,elr rf'lat.ivrl-.. lov "levaUun malce 
1.he111 i"'l'orlant ,.d,1.i.tion• to the T'&rk. • 

ll. Adtlln~ the arr& near Aclcers1>n l•endnw to th" J'ark 'Wi l1 
enhance the "Xl>erience of t.ho~e u~in~ the hoy scout, city and 
J'Ublic CO."'J'S in t.his arcA bec•use tbc hnbi"l.ut. around u,~,. will 
remain _uncl•ADg"d and undi11turbed tor long periods. 

10. Ackeraon •ieadow Could be rurcha.aed a.nd held •.• &:l Ill ternAte 
ai t.e or future ai te i'or an admini st.rAti vc cent.•r and o'·ernil!;l-.t 
ar•a for park Yisitor.s. Ackerson •lcadow is reported t.o b~ for 
•ale at. present.. 

ei;ai"r 
11. .It is much for an ar;ency to ao.n~r.e an area. vb•re t.11ey 
control o.ccess, such a.!'\ ,·it.h th~ ~orth l:ounta.in roac!. llovever, 
it the l'orest. s.,rvicr. builds a lo<;;l';ini; road to Sort.h l'.01.!nt.ain, 
and keep it open aft.er bArve.s t, aano._o;ernent of access to the 
adjacent park areas Yill be core"difHcult than no'W beca.u.se tbe 
Fore~t Service 11'ill aianage acceJ11s. route. 

121 Ir logi;ing .should take fll&ce on Korth J.:ount.aia, it ia 
counterrroductiTe 11nd inefficient for the l'orcst Ser,·ice to 
build & ..-hole n"w roQd t.o Sorth ~!ouotcin ... hen the r .. rk alr.,ady 
bas a road there. The Fore_,t Ser,·ice road -.·ould cost almost all 
1.be revenue received fro::i tbe proposed so.le in 1984. 

13. I.. loJlQ'ing rolld to K'ortlt \!ouut.Aiu would incr~a.ae acce,,.•ibility 
~o the Park o.nd inerens" bnckcount.ry U•e in the Park, i.-hi 1 e not 
increasing the viai"l.:>tion at.all to cost of the ~;ort.h l!ountain. 
area. A f•~ trAi lheo.ds 0.!'r•aring o"n the r.!Ap.s or "tbi s erp:.nded 
Park would draT use~s to the-entire o.rea in proportion to resources. 

14. Protection of the virgin stnnd of mixed c~nirer on North 
Mountain is good enour,b reo.son for plo.ctng thi11 area in Park 
'l'i lderness. 

15.. 1.ogging at som" time> of :reo.r ..-ould disturb the deer on 
Ncirt.h llouutt.iu. J.eo.ving f.t,e logc:ing r~a.d oren tc. vlaitcr11 
would lend t.o. di•t.urbc.nce "r dP.er in holding a.reaa as they migrate 
back·1.o t.h" Park in srriag. 

16. "Cnla.rgecent wi 11 spread out· Tisi tor use o.-P.r u:ore Area., 
which la a rresaing need for the :P .. rk and esrccia.lly the Ve.lley. 

IT. Energy short.age der: ... nds inore. al er.ping places ai11ce -visitors 
will at.&7_lonr;e1· in the> Po.rk. 

18. l:rrtnsion of the )'ark Yill alloY J'llace for more bui ldin;;s 
tor e.dininiat.r .. t.ion and 1<le~pinl': ;...-ay froci the Vc.11 ey. The 11'eatern 
flank of the l'o.rk is best for this becAuse visitors arrive froci 
1.hd aide. 

19. A.cker•on Ueado11' is o.t t.lie right el.,v•tlon f.or the nhov" uses 
(4GOO ft) since 1.his e]evo.t.ion gives a "park" ferlin~ o.nd hes 
good Yiauo.1 re•ource•. 

20. Arcbeo•oi:::i ca.l ai tea are potent.i ally to be round on North 
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)!ount...In ne11r all bl uclc onlc.~. 

21. ,\t t.hr l ~r:i ,.) :.ti, . ., h"uri nr,s ) l\!'lf. ?-:ov.,mhr.r in Cnnr:re•s, the 
ti111ber in•lust.ry specifird a nur•hcr ,or 11.\Jt'~ JI Are1La tl.cy ..-ere 
es'("leciAl\y interc"t"cl in due t.o t.irnh.,r. llort.h Mount.a.in Yaa not 
mentioned b7 t.l•em a.a bcinp; important.. 

22. North 1.:ou!]t11.in 111 an icrportAnt. "Whole, worthy or •ilderness, 
not a frn1 . .,,ented stoncl :ii one unit. 'l'lu:.t unity enlrnnces th,. 
adjacent. PArk a.re"'a llS 111uch as the :r~rk help" 1'ort.h l'.ountain. 

2.i. rark Service Direct.or ~filli= J. 1'111alen ~peo.lcin~ before a 
Congre,,,.ionAl l•e1?.ri11r; .Tune :25, 1!>7!>, sctid the -.; ld river study 
team hr.d found th<it "ort.h !lounto.in no.sll""~ed "consi.d•ro.ble 
recreo.t.ion"1 potentil\l" and. tL;:.t. "I.he quali"l.y and V••riety or 
acenic re~ources fo1•nd l:,rc are ~i~nific~nt''• · 

24. J'redtlent Carter ho..s recor::,.ended tl:a.t the Tuoluone River 
be added to tl:e Kc.tionc.I 1·;uc1 a.nd Scenic Rivers System. To~r.in& 
the cro"n from Korth Mount<:.in "decreo..scs the visuo.I. re,,ource 
&Taila.blc to ll'i ld river u~ers. s-.· .. ,C' +"t.s C« .. ':f•ll(i ;s "C'"•C.., l.,..;,,, ..,:Jc.,.·-+ 
pr'01"cc.+1 ....... °" v11t"'fS +&twt'" a.•<t "o'T po,aia...,c ; .. ""'"'• f[e. ,..,·I• '4/a'"'c/C 
lc,I t l.f ti":"<.,... ~ "-"" v '1 e ..... c. - .,. 'Z. o "" • 
2:i. 'l'he reason t.lie•c cl:s.n~e.s are '("lrapo.sed i .s beci:.use t.lie .l:'orest 
Service b;r it.~ action,. in !U.n~: II c!c~•on,,tra.t.ed t.b11t it is not 
adequatel7 considering th~ vilderne:sa quo.Ji ti"a or these areas. 

-....<. • (,00 J _I.., 6; +., + +.,. d_t:~• o. M.{ he.a"' , 

-a..,, Pou.·.1 ... J,.,lo.·-f...+F-- .,.,.~ pf•.,+ S.J"t(~..,. (;,•..,*'' 
1cr+., .. <1. ,.,, ..... ) r.. -··~'":! ... ,, .. r 
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.tn Ar~11apat l'or i.egialation To Atloci>t.a Nort.b i!ount.ain Roadlees Area 
(Cali.roraia) To "t'urther Pl,.nniag;" 

Tbe Foreat Service n.tnE JI proceoA placed t.his ~noo acre road1eRs 
&re& in "nOD1'i ldern•••" (•:11') &) ) ocat.ion becau~e of the J>Ot .. nti&} 
l million bo•rd feet annual (~mbf) timber harvf'st during the next 
t.n 7ears Crom the northern 42% or this area which is isolo.t .. d rroos 
tbe apectacular Tuolumne River Corc:e in th• south portion. n~·urtber 

Planning" (l'P) is ju,.tifitd for t•o reasouu ThiA are& is ~onti~1ouo 
t.o the Yo semi t• National Park and abut ts tht! lletch lletchy Roadlesa 
area of 7380 acres in the Park t.ha.t. io propo,.•d for 1.-i lderness ill the 
General l!;oai;emtnt Plan (~1·) releo.sed at. the clo"e of the t'oreat 
SerTice roo.dlea• area revi.,w. Just aortb of the l!etch lle.t.ch roadless 
&re& 1 i•a & potential "ddi dou ·to wilderness in the Park c,.J led "liortb 
Uouataia Road Corridor" of 830 acres which also abut.is the Nortb l!t, 
roadhaa are& in t.<ie Forest, A jeep road le11do through this corridor 
t.o & oeldom used lookout ia th" Forest ILt 1'ortb l!ounto.in. The 
remainiug contiguoua area in the Park was proposed for wilderness 
Sa 1972. .A. map is attached to ahow how .these areas relate &4m.iaistratiTel7 
ud ecologic..tl7. . 

The second reason ia t.h1Lt. visually the Tuolumne River Gorge, tTo 
ailea Yide "nd 3000 feet fro., the Ri·nr to llorth llount .. in, is so:ne 
of tbe moat. exciting &looi; the •a1.ire Tuolumne in the St.aniol<Los 
Jld.ional Forest, In spite or ti1i" .. xtreme ruggedneos, the visitor 
las t.wo eas1 acceoseo. A lit.tle_nsed, paved road skirts tbe aonth 
rim of the gorge. Young, elderl7 and baudicapped can see and hecr 
llUch of this gorge froc ro~daide, Tbis is aa u~side down Yildernesa. 
Bikers aud fishermen bave an equally eaoy ac~ess via a trail along 
the gorge bottom from trailbea.d on & paved road t.o the powerhouse at 
tbe western edge &1. the place called Earl7 Intake. 

lleeignation.as non Tilderness will likely. lead to a 10 million borad 
lee1. (mmhr) timber harveat· iu 19!!2 that "wi 11 Oke trees from tbe rim 
of the cao7on which will remove the visual croYD from the canyon. 
Fort.her pl~nning for tbis area now Yill give & chance for Park wildern••s 
propoaale to become firm in the fino.l G \IP and will allow the Forest 
Service to study the uoefulness of ~ boundar7 change to portect the 
caa7on and it• rim &a well. aa allow for the 10 million borad foot 
1.imber harvest. 

tbe Forest Service Ceela it. c&nnot. recommend a bonnda.ry change oa ita 
own becauoe neitber of the phcea vould eeet t.be criteria of beinJ!; 
6000 acre• or conti~oas to an u:ioting Yildera•••· Tha.t is wh7 we 
appeal to Co~greaa to take t.his broader vieY of botb t.he Park and 
Fore at.. 

The ti~bertd area oo Korth Uountain ia 33~0 acre. A road into t.he 
area wi11 be diCl'icult. cod Q:rpen.•ive to construct aince it 1fill 
cl~mb 3000 It in 3 mi hs and .is .C.ent.atively planned w~tl1 one or t•o 
_awi tchbacks. The Parle ...-i J 1 not p•rmi t. loi;• to be talc.,n throul!h its 
teritor7, Chopper loc;ging of eum• ol the trees in the Chaporral 
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ecoa7ahm •r•& is ·be{ag coaeidered because t.he t.reea are Scattered 
aud &lopes eteep •. 

Congress should not OTer.look tbia chance to add An additional are.& 
containing both Ch~p•rral aud California Uak Woods ecosystema t.o 
"'ture plannin(!, as well as tbia fine miied conifer for•st. Ti~ing 
ia auch t.hat future planning will aot work & b&rdRhip in the local 
oconomy. 

Specific inConnat.ioa abou1. the North itountain Uolldhas Area, it.s 
1.imber r•aources·aad tbe local economy follows 

.Area Number and 
0

T ocatiollt Nort.h l•ount.&ic Roadle"s Area, RuDiber 
62::.6 c~vere 7900 acr•s, vboll7 federally oYned, on the weotern flank 
or North l:ountaiu, elevation ·5~54, a.nd to the rim or the Tuolumne 
lli·nr Gorge on the south. Tlois a?"ea ia 26 air miles east south ea11. 
or Sonora, the county seat. of Tuo.lw::ue County. The Stanislaus 
Watloaal •orest administers tbis ane& in t.he Sierra Nevada of 
California, 

Specific Location• North Yonatain is ahowa on t.he lake Eleanor 15 
•inute aeries topographic map, and is located in t.oYa l aoctb and 
tona 1 nor1.h, ran11;e 19 •&ah ~DB&!.!. Cherry Cree:C cu1.s 1br ough the 
area in the nortbern portion CLDd tbe Tuolu:cne !liver in the sonth. 
Tbla &re& i a. reached by State Rou1.e _120 wi tb turnoff' toY&r'd Cberry 
1.&Jce &ad tbea irat.ber, _or Tia the 'Evergreen Road, <LI I pa.ved, 

Timb~r nesourcesa These were tabalated in t.he RAJ!E II draft. EIS 
OD page. 157 and rurtber e:ry>lained by Groveland District R .. n~er Bill 
Bolland. Softvood 1.imber at.anding is poadero1Ls and sugar pine with 

· CO.& .. .mbf : . growing in t.bellli::od conifer l"oreot. There is aa 
DDderstory on tbe uortb slop .. coutaiaing white Cir and & little douglas' 
fir and incense cedar. A harvest potential ia oaid to be l.O acibf 
& :year with & sale of •roun~ 10 ~mbf expected for 1982, Iu the 
chaparral ecosystem portion of tbia areCL are standing 5,5 c:mbr with 
a potential annual harvest of O.l !lilllbf rated as marginal cocponent. 
thllt could be selectively cut. A Californis Oak ~uods makes ap the 
balance or the area with 2.0 llllllbf growing that represeuto zero potential 
ba~eat. abowu in the EIS. This area might produce 0.6% of tbe average 
aaaoal our-pl:J or timber to local mills. 

~ills in t.be area bid ou timber sales ia the Staulal&Us National 
Foreat. and alao cut ticber from private holdings. ~o one mill is 
tot.ally depeorlent ou this North i:ouataiu area's potential hllrvest 
of 10 a:mbf iii 1962 for it. continued operation. ~:ills ia tbis area 
are add to haVt: & cap•ci ty 20~ greater than the ouotained 7ield 
of 1.ht Stanislaus National For•ot of 135 a::bf annually plus the 
appro'l'imat.e pri .... h harveot o: 45 mcbr, llills now bu7ing timber in 
tbe Staaialaua Natioaa"J t"or•at area 

Batlera o·.-aed b7 & local Cami l!'r capAcit.7 8 to 10 ... ~f p•r '7ur,and 
depends al&o~t totall7 oa limber from public lands, 

Uark Wiuert.1 A_ smaller Ci rm t.hat. haul a lo~s to a mill in Placerville and 
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another ill Sacramento. OperateA on foreign capital. 

Snjdert llao three local mills and is own.,d by 1. re.1:1il7 in T11rlock, 
CA. A.a 8 t.o 10 rumbf "'ale 'ou\d. hn.Te no impact on Snider or other 
mills foltowini; in this list. Snider also hao priu.te landa under 
contract. 

Pickering1 A .H~ioion of 1.ousiana. Pacific Lumber Cocpan7, this ia 
the only local mill that makes product• other than luober. Dox~• 
and rlywood are produced •l•o. Pic~ering ha• lcr~e priva.Le boljin~o. 
their mill at Stande.rd near Sonora is the nearest cill to ~orth 
~ountain •~dis around 40 miles di•tant by road. Pickering is the 
largest priva.te ecployer in Tnolu=ne County. 

!endi1 Forest Prodncts1 A part of the large i:;rocp or compani~s thct 
make .Dendix brake• acd &pplia.nces, this firm h&s a mill in Ca.laveras 
Count7 to the north and other ~il~s farther awa.y. Dendix heA been 
•sing the name A~erican Forrst Product.a for its oillo for sooe time 
entil recantly. 

Labor Crgani2:ationo &re s.trong at the Pickering mill and in its Tood.s. 
Bendix is anioniz-.d also. Datler is non anion. ·There are no formo.l 
a.liauces bet•ccn the mills the union.s a.r:.d loca.l officials. 1io11o·ever, 
!ad lio.tler -.ho ia .. a. le&der in the llo.tler family mill is also a County 
SaperTisor. Pickering by ita aize is a voice that ia listened to 
b7 local officials. · 

ReYenae p&id local gover=ent by the Forest Service Yas 4.3 •ii111on 
d.ollara this .:rear., just short of""tbo rP-cord paid in 1978. !le"" 
clippings are enclosed. Tbe near record pa:yment, in spite or~~~ II 
lands being iri.tbeld, is e:rplained ~s co.Uns froQ •o.lvage salen ~reated 
b7 the drought. llext :year revenne is predicted to <!ecreo.ae. 'i>ouro 
ILt. present R.\RF. 11 is having no adverse iC!pact in Tuolumne G»•;o\r 
where tourism ia the le&din~ business folloTed by ticber. 

Timber sdes in the St11oisl&us National Forest -.ere 16~ =bf ;... l. '«;s 
d.a.e in po.rt to the ao.hage. Projected l 979 be.rvest is 94 acbf or 
green timber plus 30 annbf of salvage. Sustained yield is 135 a:nbt. 

Lea Arnher~er, Superintendent or Yosemite .National Park supports 

•the following roo.dles• &reo.s for addition to the llationa.l ~i lderoesa 
Preservo.tion System". Les~s· list of ten areaa includes 
!(ORTH ~'0l'N1.U1'. Cop! .or hia letter ia cncloHd. 
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A Project of The Sierra Club Foundation 

5100 Parker Road, Route I 
ModE!$tO, California 95355 

-··· C .:;, M .• 1-.:. • 

March 2£', Hl80 .yr,' .. \:;.";:::,·: .. 
••.•. R.:·· ::1 ~ .. -.·.~. 

·-l 

··-·· RCPLY C:JE: ··----·-··-·---! 

Robert O. Binne•iea 
Superintendent 
Yosemite National Park 
Yosemite National Park, CA 9~389 

Subjects GMP draft Jan. 1980 
Dear Mr. Binnewiesr 

It i• appropriate to have public review of thia further draft 
of the GMP. We appreciate an opportanity to participate. Our 
remarka will be limited to matters relatin2 to the Tuolumne 
River and nearby lands. -

1 Yon should discuss how Wild and Scenic River designation for tbe 
L7ell Fork, Dana Fork and Tuolumne £liver within the Park Till 
mesh wi tb other park management 1•oliciea. As we aee it, 
designation will focus attention on the stream itself and its 
environment and their importance to park visitors. Becauae the 
llOUDtains are apectular along thia river, your nolicies bave too 
long ignored the stream. Your plan should include policy 
atatements on the ateps you will use to call public attention 
to this river if Congress should designate the Tuolumne a 
national river. 

2 Page llr We saspect there ia an error in this pa~e. Why i• 
the Tuotnmoe River below O'Shau~hnesay dam listed as natural 
environ>Sent rather than recommended for WilderneRs? We know 
of no reason that this change from the 1378 draft was incladed. 

:3 Page 17t We note the supplementary EIS drops. the campground 
at Hetcb lletchy that was proposed in the 1978 draft. Presumably 
the proposed camp development at Mather Station is the replacement. 
A better large camp alternate may be within the Ackerson Mea.dow 
addition to the Park proposed by the Sierra Club. However, a 
•mall camp is still needed at lletch Hetchy roadhea.d. The Raker 
.let specifies that the City and County of Sao ~·rancisco ia to 
provide a water surpl7 for a camp area near Hetch Betcby (as 
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ahown in section 9 (p) of the Raker Act). It might be well to 
include thia idea on page 75 under "Park Operations, Actions". 

4 Pa.'l;e 671 We are pl eased that "sewage disposal" wi 11 be upgraded 
at Tuolumne Meadows. We insist that such work include elimination 
of infiltration of groundwater that cripples the system part of 
the year through overload. This poor condition of pipes also 
probably is the cause of contamination in Dana Fork and the 
Tuolumne River. 

5 Page 751 You should acknowledge that the Park SerTice will 
allow or even require the City and County of San Francisco to 
install generators in its existing powerhouse at the toe of 
O'Shaughnessy Dam for the purpose of generation from stream 
releases which are being released there and which should be 
increased to an adequ.e.te amount. 

Page 75 Lake Eleanora Your plan is appropriate. 

Page 831 The Denver· Service Center should be informed that you 
are now Superintendent and your name.should be placed on this 
page. 

We support the inclusing of the North Mountain roe.dless area in 
the Stanislaus National Forest as an addition to the Park for the 
purpose of protecting the present park environment and future 
Wilderness within the Park. 

~~, ..... w 
Robert w. llackamack 
Chair 

RESPONSES 

RESPONSES 

1 The Tuolumne River system is a spectacular natural national asset. 
Its designation as a wild and scenic river is appropriate and 
supported by the National Park Service. If so designated by the 
Congress, its status will be identified in printed materials 
disseminated to visitors and will be described in park inter·pretive 
programs. 

2 Both the 1978 and 1980 drafts showed the river below the dam 
excluded from the wilderness recommendation. In the proposed 
final plan, however, this portion of the river is now recommended 
for wilderness designation. 

:3 The campground previously proposed for Hetch Hetchy is no longer 
proposed because it would have been in an inconvenient location 
with poor access. The campground proposed at Mather Station will 
satisfactorily serve hikers using the trail head at Hetch Hetchy. 

RESPONSES 

4 Upgrading the sewage disposal system will eliminate excessive 
infiltration. 

5 The National Park Service will readily review proposals by the city 
and county of San Francisco to generate hydroelectric power at 
O'Shaughnessy Dam. 
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THE WILDERNESS SOCIETY 

Mr. William J ... 
Director 
National Park Servi 
U.S. Department of the In 
18th & C Streets, N. W. 
Washington, D. c. 20240 

Dear Bill: 

April 1 , 1980 

As you know, we have been very c tical of the National Park Service's 
proposed management plan for Yosenite Na· ·anal Park. The latest version is 
definitely a step in the right direction t rds restoring Yosenite Valley 
to its former natural beauty. However, the ~la.n does not go far enough, 
nor does it contain sufficient substantive dire'll,tion to assure that the 
Valley will be largely de-urbanized in the next ~decades. 

Rather than conmenting upon the plan in a pie~·1 fashion, we have 
sul:mitted our alternative approach to the plan, which is attached to this 
letter. We hope you will give it serious attention; most of the major con
servation groups concerned with national parks have endorsed the basic prin
ciples embodied in this alternative, as well as Ansel Adams and other leading 
conservationists. 

1 We would also like to carment on the parts of the plan concerning your 
proposal for wilderness designation, and the future of the Badger Pass ski area. 
The Park Service is to be commended for reconmending that roughly 90 per· cent 
of the park become wilderness. There are an additional 25,000 acres that we 
believe Congress should consider for wilderne~s. including Little Yosemite 
Valley, the Old Ti~ga Road corridor, and an area adjacent to Glacier Point 
on the south rim of Yosemite Valley. Nevertheless, we are encouraged by the 
Park Service additions to its wilderness proposal contained in this plan. 

:2 It is our firm belief that downhill skiing does not belong in our national 
parks, and we C?pose the contained o~eration of the Badger Pass ski area. We 
are disappointed that the Park Service did not seriously consider removing the 
ski area at some time in the future. Our national parks 1·iere not set aside 

JqOJ l'E.'INSYLVA:-.OIA AVENL'f.. N.IV .. WASHINGT0:-1, D.C. 20006 

(202)8211-Mlxi 
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Mr. William J. Whalen 
Page Two 
April 3, 1980 

to serve as ski resorts, and the Park Service itself would not propose building 
ski lodges, lifts, and parking areas in our newer national parks. 

Our alternative plan for restoration of Yosemite Valley follows. 

Sincerely yours, 

~~ 
Ron Tipton 
National Parks Specialist 

Enclosure 

RT/SC 
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I. Background -- The Problem 

Yosenite National Park is, quite simply, one of the most beautiful 

places on earth. Along with Yellowstone National Park, Yosenite is the birth

place of America's national park system, which has set a pattern followed 

throughout the world. What happens in Yosenite clearly has implications far 

beyond its majestic mountains. 

Yosenfte is the second oldest national park in the country, and in many 

ways serves as a model of both the potential magnificence and the serious pro

blems of the. National Park system. It is one of the most heavily visited of 

all the national parks {approximately 2.5 million visitors annually), but ft 

also encanpasses almost 700,000·acres of the magnificent High Sierra -- a very 

worthwhile potential addition to the National Wilderness Prese~vation System. 

The vast majority of visitation is compressed into the eastern portion 

of Yosemite Valley -- the most catmercialfzed area in any U.S. National Park. 

As the latest NPS draft Master Plan points out, Yosenite Valley "is but a 

mile wide and seven mil es 1 ong • • • • " 

"Yosenfte is now at a crossroad. During a century of public custodianship 

of this great park, wany decisions have been made, all well-intended, which have 

resulted in a march of man-made development fn the Valley. Today, the Valley 

ts congested with more than a thousand buildings -- stores, homes, garages, 

apartments, lodging facilities, and restaurants -- that are reflections of our 

society; the Valley floor is bisected by approximately 30 miles of roadway which 

now accatmodate a million cars, trucks, and buses a year. But the foremost 

responsibility of the National Park Service is to perpetuate the natural splendor 

of Yosenite and its exceedingly special Valley." 

RESPONSES 

1 The final plan proposes either wilderness or potential wilderness 
designation for the Little Yosemite Valley, the Tioga Road corridor, 
and the lower lllilouette Valley. 

:2 It is National Park Service policy not to permit new downhill skiing 
facilities in any unit of the National Park System; however, existing 
ski areas may remain. The Badger Pass ski area provides 
enjoyment to many park visitors in the winter. Development does 
not unduly interfere with other uses of the park, and no 
unacceptable adverse impacts have resulted from its use. 

RESPONSES 

RESPONSES 
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"The fntent of the National ?ark Service is to remove all automobiles 

frcm Yosemite Valley and Mariposa Grove and to redirect de\'eloi:rnent to the 

periphery of the park and beyond. Similarly, t~e essence of wilderness, 

which so strongly cc:r.tplements the Valley, will be preserved. The result will 

be that visitors can step into Yosemite and find nature uncluttered by piece-

meal stumbling blocks of ccxmercialism, machines, and frag:nents of suburbia." 

For the first-time visitor to the Valley, it is a shock to be confronted 

with the reality that a small city has grown up in one of the most spectacul~r 

wilderness settings in illnerica. A report published in 1976 by the House Govern

ment Operations and Small Business Coirrnittees questioned whether "facilities 

such as tennis courts, skating rinks, swimming pools, kennels, a bank, numerous 

garages -- 411 of which certainly provide conveniences to the park visitors -

are necessary and ap?ropriate for public use and enjoyment of Yosemite National 

Park." The committees recommended the Park Service relo.cate or remove all 

facflities in the park which are not essential and make these decisions as a part 

of its master planning process. 

The Park Service is under intense public scrutiny as it prepares its 

general management plan for Yosemite. At a time when the public's interest 

in protecting natural areas is growing, the Park Service has the opportunity 

to prove itself to be an imaginative and farsighted ~ernment agency. If it 

takes the steps necessary to genuinely alleviate the serious problems that af

flict Yosemite, it will find that it has strong public support. 

Tne Wilderness Society staff and many of its members have been involved 

fn the Yosemite master plan process for years. We have been critical of the 

Park Service's unwillingness to take this opportunity to move quickly towards 

reducing the undesirable overdevelopment in the Valley. 

The following is an outline of actions that we feel are necessary to 

ensure Yosemite's future integrity. The key to our proposal ;s that the decisions 

RESPONSES 
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made now must be comprehensive and move directly towards tne de-urbanization of 

Yosemite Valley. As long as the hotels and a surfeit of tourist facilities 

remain -- and this is what the ?ark Service proposes -- Yosemite will not really 

change. It will continue to be a quasi-urban center, inappropriately developed 

fn what has been called "a premiere masterwork of the natural world." 

It is important to note that we are suggesting a constructive and achievable 

approach to the problem, with 20 years or more for full implementation. ·our ap

proach would have tremendous public support and would cause no hardships for park 

visitors. In fact, if our plan is followed, more people will be able to enjoy 

Yosemite, and the quality of every visitor's trip to the park will be significantly 

improved. This is because the actual visitor carrying capacity of Yosemite Vailey 

would be increased if cars were eliminated and bus servic~ expanded. 

Our proposal is logical and it is achievable by the year 2000. It is 

based on the premise that the problems of over-cormiercialization, over-develojl!lent 

of visitor acc011111odations and facilities"0-too many automobiles, and excessive 

employee housing, administrative and maintenance facilities in.Yosemite Valley 

are all inter-related. A comprehensive solution to this complex problem is 

necessary. 

We want to make it very clear that our objectives and the goals of the Park 

Service plan are the same. We would like to make it possible for the Park Service 

to move quickly during the next decade in the restoration of areas of Yosemite 

Valley to its former pristine condition. It is important to get a commitment from 

the Park Service and the Secretary of the Interior to this plan that will involve 

specific actions at the appropriate time that will result in the relocation of auto

mobiles, visitor accommodations, and support facilities out of Yosemite Valley 

and other locations within Yosemite National Park that suffer from overuse. 

COMMENTS 

II. The Wilderness Society Plan 

Our plan is derived from two concepts: (1) that the massive ccmmercializa

tfon of Yosemite Valley must be reduced, and (2) that visitor access to the Valley 

should be maximized. In other words, we want to restore the natural splendor of 

the Valley which will enhance the beauty of this spectacular landscape, such as 

El Capitan, Yosemite Falls, and the Merced River, but we also want to encourage 

people to enjoy this supreme Jeauty in appropriate environmenta 1 surroundings. 

3 The key to our plan is to phase out -- gradually over the next two 

decades -- virtually all of the motel rooms, cabins, gift shops, clothins stores, 

employees' housing, warehouses, maintenance buildings, and other structures 

that now exist in Yosemite Va'lley. These facilities would be relocated to three 

•staging areas" on the perimeter of the park at Wawona, El Porta 1, and Foresta. 

Foresta may be the prime staging area for both practical and aesthetic reasons. 

The Valley would continue to be the prime day-use destination for visitors 

Interpretive programs and essential visitor facilities, including rest<Jrants, 

fast-food services, and rest rooms, would be available. Certain historic build

ings, particularly the Ahwahnee Hotel, would remain in the Valley, though we 

would hope the Ahwahnee would one day be converted entirely to an interpretive 

center and a restaurant. 

At the same time that a visitor transportation system is implemented, 

and the major·resort facilities are reduced or eliminated, overnight campi~g 

for those without vehicles could be increased once the restoration of the 

Valley to a natural state is underway. 

The staging areas would serve a dual purpose for the park visitor. All 

of the essential services and facilities would te available in these areas for 

•the use of the visitJr. Those visitin9 Yosemite who want to stay overnight in 

comfortable surroundings, with places to eat, to shop for mementos, and to purchase 

RESPONSES 

3 The proposed final plan calls for a significant reduction in 
administrative, maintenance, and residential facilities in Yosemite 
Valley· and also a reduction in commercial overnight facilities. and 
campsites. The plar, also proposes development of visitor 
accommodations :iutside the park at El Portal, Big Oak Flat entrance 
(including Ackerson Meadow), Fish Camp, and Lee Vining to 
eventually reduce the need to use park land for this purpose. 

The ~oresta/Big Meadow area was proposed as the prime staging 
--atea in the 1971 draft master plan. This site has since been 
rejected becau$e of the severe environmental impacts associated with 
development and the lack of a dependable. water supply. Use· of 
Foresta/Big Meadow as a major staging area would move the 
disadvantages of development to a place· adjacent to the Valley 
inside the park. 

El Portal is proposed for 1evelopment of limited visito1 
accommodations. However, due· to severe ·terr~in constraints, 
limited water supply, and other practical considerations, its 
usefulness as a staging area is limited. 

Visito •3cilities at Wawona should primarily se1·ve the public who 
visit this seer.'.: area. A large-scale staging area here would 
de~ract from visitor enjoyment at Wawona. Such a support base 
should be located outside the park. 
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other items related to their visit to the park would have all of these amenities 

available. 

4 The staging areas would also serve as transportation centers where visitors 

would arrive by car or bus. A comprehensive park transportation system would 

5 

be available to take visitors of all types into the Valley and other popular 

park areas to hike, c~~p. backpack, swim, or simoly enjoy the natural ex~erience. 

For the near future, we envision a non-polluting shuttle bus service would Je 

the primary mode of transportation, similar to the existing system in the Valley. 

It would operate on a continuous scheduled route. Ultimately, we would prefer a 

more sophisticated approach to mass transportation which would reduce impacts 

further while improving visitor convenience and access. 

Once these staging areas were in place, virtually all automobiles, except 

for service vehicles, would be eliminated from Yosemite Valley and the full natural 

beauty of the Valley could be restored. 

The Park Service has supported parts of this general proposal, but it has 

not embraced any comprehensive solution to the Yosemite Valley proble~. For 

example, it has stated its intention to mo·1e most concessioner and Park Service 

employee housing as well as maintenance and administrative facilities out of the 

Valley. While Wawona may not be the ideal location for the bulk of these 

facilities, we support the idea of moving the employees. 

However, the employee housing is only part of a much larger problem. 

It makes very little sense to move empioyees to Wawona or El Portal and leave 

the hotels, restraurants, gift shops, etc., in the Valley. Further, it makes 

no sense to build ~motel units and cabins in the Valley -- which the Park 

Service has proposed to do. 

The ~ey to de-urbanizing Yosemite Valley is to remove the hotels, mot~ls, 

and cabins from the Valley. So long as there are major overnight accommodations 

RESPONSES 

4 The transportation system for Yosemite must eliminate the effects of 
automobiles in the Valley and at the same time reduce them in the 
rest of the park. Rather than having three major staging areas 
inside the park at Foresta and Wawona and at the administrative 
site at El Portal, it will be preferable to utilize a number of smaller 
staging areas along park access routes, in existing gateway 
communities and those that will develop in the future. A primary 
objective of park management is to reduce impacts of development 
throughout the park. 

The need for staging areas will be reduced by increasing use of 
public transportation to travel to the park. For example, the 
Yosemite Park and Curry Company, which is the licensed public 
utility carrier, has recently revised its scheduled service to provide 
a convenient connection with Amtrak from San Francisco and 
Oakland. An integrated system using presently existing and 
evolving public transportation in the state and region, as well as a 
new park system, will be most practical. 

5 The plan proposes that 268 overnight accommodation units in 
Yosemite Valley be removed and not replaced. 

COMMENTS RESPONSES 

in the Valley, there w111 be other tourist facilities and employee amenities 

in the Valley as well. In addition, it will be much more difficult to prevent 

tourists and employees from driving into the Valley so long as hundreds of roans 

are available for overnight occupation by visitors. 

If it is truly the intent· of the Park Service "to remove all automobiles 

from Yosemite Valley" as NPS states on page 1 of the General Management P_lan, 

allowing new motel rooms or other overnight accorranodations to be built in the 

Valley is ludicrous. In the year 2010 there would still be an urbanized 

comnunity in Yosemite Valley, large numbers of people would still be coming to 

work there, and many tourists would continue to drive into the Valley. The 

ability of the Park Service to convert the good rhetoric of its Plan into a 

truly bold and comprehensive solution.to the problem of conmercialization 

of Yosemite Valley depends in large part on wh~ther it is willing to move the 

major overnight accO!llllodations out of the Valley. 

E> The Park Service proposes to relocate almost 1,000 Park Service and con-

cessioner employees to Wawona and El Portal, and to use the non-profit Yosemite 

Institute as a mechanism for obtaining private capital to carry out this plan. 

We are inherently skeptical of having private enterprise completely finance the 

construction of new housing in a national park. Since this proposal requires 

Congressional action, we will request that the appropriate legislative conmittees 

fully review this approach. 

We propose that a public benefit corporation be created by Congress which 

has a board appointed by the Secretary of the Interior and which is charged 

with the responsibility to protect park resources as its first priority while 

financing and directing the management, relocation and/or removal of park 

concession facilities throughout the National Park system. The public benefit 

corporation would be non-profit, would be able to issue tax-exempt bonds, and 
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would use incom~ received to remove overnight facilities from the Valley and 

rebuild them at Wawcna and Foresta consistent "ith fully coordinated planning. 

This could be done at the same time concessioner and Park Service employee 

housing was being relocated. 

III. In Sunrnary 

Yosemite National Park is one of our oldest and greatest parks. In most 

cases elsewhere, the Park Service has done a remarkably good job of protecting the 

natural beauty by locating visitor facilities and comnercial services away from 

prime park resources. 

In Yosemite it is confronted with a more fonnidable challenge: to undo 

the damage caused by man's in~ensitive develo~ent of a magnificent valley over 

many years. The fundamental question we pose to the ?ark Service is this: Why 

not treat the old parks 11ke Yosemite with the same degree of sensitivity and 

the same sense of boldness, foresight, and imagination as the new parks in park 

planning and management decisi:Jn_s? 

Thirty years ago· Ansel Adams wrote, "The final phase (of the devefoiirr.ent 

of the parks) has· been largely controlled by the requirements of public ser

vices wh1ch have in many instances (and with constructive intentions) dominated 

planning and interpretation. The final phase will see the complete adjustment 

of the material and spiritual aspects of the parks to human need, with full 

emphasis on the intangible moods and qualities of the natural scene. On that 

happy day we hope the public will be self-screened; those who prefer the 

wilderness aspects of the world will be able to find them within the national 

parks; they will· visit the ·parks for the purposes for which they were originally 

intended." 

It is time to begin the final phase of Yosemite, and to restore the natural 

beauty of Yosemite Valley so that all Americans can have the opportunity to fully 

appreciate and enjoy its grandeur and its magnificence • 

E> The relocation of employees is independent of the method of 
financing. 

RESPONSES 
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STATEMENT OF EDWARD ¢. HARDY 
CHIEF OPERATING OF~ICER 

YOSEMITE PARK AND CURRT COMPANY 

1980 REVISED GMP 
YOSEMITE NATIONAL ~ARK 

MARCH 30, 1980 

The Yosemite Park and Curry Comp~ny is pleased to submit these 
comments en the 1979 revised GHP for tosemite National Park as part 
of the cor-pany's continuing role as the contractor providing the ma
jority of guest services in Yosemite. This statement should be con
sidered an addition to our sta~ement of December 4, 1978 on the draft 
GMP. 

Our basic position ·on the plan has not cha~ged. The National Park 
Service is responsible for guiding the direction of Yosemite National 
Park, and we, as the contractor to the government, are responsible for 
providing the services and facilities directed by the NPS. 

In this era of extreme concern with inflation and governmental 
spending, we urge utmost cau:ion to assure that funding for elements 
of the plan is guaranteed before irrevocable commitments of land and 
resources or removal of existing services are authorized. 

We are particularly concerned that the phasing of projects should 
be done in such a way that neither the visitor experience nor the Park 
resource is damaged during the process. For instance, the construction 
of a new campground at Wawona should precede the removal of existing 
campsites at ·.uolumne Meadows and along the Tioga corridor so the visitor 
is not denied the camping experience over a transitional period that could 
be many years during this time of very tight budgets. 

As far into the future as we can see, the mainstream of public 
transportation in Yosemite will soon become the highway bus, and we 
urge that parking and essential support facilities for buses be given 
high priority in the phasing of the plan. 

In conclusion, we think the revised plan is an improvement over 
the previous draft, and we will work with the National Park Service to 
implement those aspects of the plan that become funded. In our role as 
a contractor, it is not up to us to decide these priorities but -to re
spond to the government's direction, which must, of course, be within 
the legal constraints and obligations of our contract and the applicable 
laws. 

RESPONSES 



B. Review of the Draft General Management Plan and Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement 
In September 1978, 63, 000 copies of the Summary of the 

Draft General Management Plan for Yosemite National Park were 
provided to individuals on the Yosemite mailing list. Organized 
groups and government agencies also received the complete general 
management plan, which was published in three volumes titled 
Natural Resources Management, Cultural Resources Management, and 
Visitor Use, Park Operations, and Development, and the complete 
Draft Environmental Statement for the General Management Plan. 

During the public review period, the National Park 
Service invited written comments and conducted ten public 
meetings, at Yosemite Village, Fresno, Bishop, Sacramento, San 
Francisco, Oakland, Anaheim, Woodland Hills, San Diego, and 
Washington, D.C. The review period ended on January 15, 1979, 
30 days after the last public meeting. 

The number of responses ,received are tabulated below: 

242 statements at public meetings (1,412 persons attending) 
2,563 letters from individuals (3,499 signatures) 

6 petitions* (552 signatures) 
51 official letters or position papers from organized groups 
26 official responses from government agencies 

1. Summary of Public Comments 
The majority of letters and petitions received from 

the public indicated general approval of the draft plan; these 
included letters with a total of 1, 925 signatures (105 of which were 
from people specifically approving the proposed additions to 
wilderness) and a single petition with 417 signatures. However, 
many people who wrote letters (557 signatures) preferred one of the 
alternatives mentioned at the back of the plan summary. In order 
of preference, these people favored alternative two (297 
signatures), alternative one (150 signatures), and alternative three 
(110 signatures). 

People favoring alternative one generally preferred 
its economic feasibility given the trends of an inflationary economy. 

*The petitions did not appear to reflect the views of any 
recognizable group or organization, and no individual affiliations 
with organized· groups were apparent. It seemed that the 
individuals involved were only cohesive in their approval of the 
issues that appeared in the various petitions. 

Others favored it because it did not greatly inhibit the use of 
private vehicles. Still others favored it because it would exclude 
recreational vehicles while still providing accommodations for all 
income levels. 

From the comments received, it appeared that 
alt.ernative two gathered support due to its strong environmentalist 
flavor. It was promoted as the most ecologically sound proposal 
since it would deemphasize commercial services and man-made 
developments while emphasizing a more natural visitor experience. 
It was also identified as the most satisfactory plan for preserving 
Yosemite for future generations. 

Alternative three was preferred because of its low 
cost. Others selected it because it would leave facilities 
untouched--no lodging or visitor services would be removed--and it 
would seemingly pave the way for more development. Some persons 
indicated it would be the most feasible plan for the greatest number 
of people since the park would remain accessible to a large number 
of people and would still offer a wilderness experience in the 
backcountry while also providing all the amenities of a small village. 

Letters with a total of 209 signatures indicated 
disapproval of the draft plan without selecting a preferred 
alternative. A large number of these people seemed to prefer that 
the National Park Service maintain the status quo. Others felt the 
plan was overly conservative and would limit access for many 
people. More specific review comments are listed below. 

Letters 

Comment 
(no. of 
signatures) 

Retain swimming pools 
Retain low-cost Yosemite Lodge 

units 
Retain Ahwahnee golf course and 

tennis courts 
Retain Ahwahnee golf course 
Retain Ahwahnee tennis courts 
Retain ice rink 
Retain Tuolumne Meadows coffee 

shop and store 
Retain Tuolumne Meadows coffee 

shop 
Retain ·Church Bowl 
Retain Glacier Point food service 
Retain the hospital 
Retain the post office 

317 

225 

132 

110 

87 

74 
59 
55 
51 

Petitions 
(no. of 
signatures) 

20 

19 

Speakers 
at Public 
Meetings 

15 

17 

2 
13 
13 

4 
2 
2 
3 
2 

Letters 

Comment 
(no. of 
signatures) 

Retain the bank 50 
Retain barber and beauty 

services 22 
Retain all recreational facilities 
Save Snow Creek Cabin 
Retain McCauley Cabin 
Retain Soda Springs enclosure 
Prohibit hang-gliding 185 
Prohibit rock climbing 
Remove Badger Pass ski area 
Remove Wawona pool, golf course, 

and tennis court 102 
Remove Wawona golf course 
Prohibit conventions 
Prohibit recreational vehicles 
Prohibit campfires 
Prohibit automobiles in the park 84 
Do not construct Taft Toe 

parking area 72 
Move concessions out of park 
Ban horses from the park 51 
Do not provide a horse camp at 

Gaylor Creek 19 
Drain and restore Hetch Hetchy 65 
Buy out the Yosemite Park and 

Curry Company 103 
Leave inholdings alone 39 
Give Native Americans a site 

near Sunnyside camp 64 
Do not increase size of White Wolf 
Equip shuttles for handicapped 
Use reservations for campground 81 
Do not develop El Portal 
Separate RVs from other campers 
Provide hookups for RVs 
Rebuild Glacier Point Hotel 
Allow snowmobiles 
Keep Tioga Road open all year 
Do not restrict automobile traffic 

*Single petition covering several topics 
**Single petition covering several topics 

Petitions Speakers 
(no. of at Public 
signatures) Meetings 

2 

6 
159 

5 
5 

13 
6 

24* 

24* 
3 
2 
2 

24* 5 

7 
24* 

7 

11 
5 

34 
13** 
13** 
24* 3 

6 
2 

2 
4 
4 
2 

13 

103 
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2. Responses to the Official Comments of Government 
Agencies and Organized Groups 
The following agencies and organizations commented 

on the draft plan and draft environmental statement. Their 
comments and responses are attached. Where no responses are 
found, the National Park Service felt that no response was 
necessary, but we appreciate all comments received. 

Federal Agencies 
Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 
Department of Agriculture 

Forest Service 
Department of the Interior 

Bureau of Indian Affairs 
Heritage Conservation and Recreation· Service 
Bureau of Reclamation 
Fish and Wildlife Service 
Geological Survey 

Federal Aviation Administration 
Environmental Protection Agency 
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission 
U.S. Postal Service 

State Agencies 
State Historic Preservation Officer 
The Resources Agency of California 
Department of Transportation 

Local Agencies and Private Organizations 
American Alpine Club 
American Indian Council of Mariposa County 
American Planning Association, California Chapter, Northern Section 
Ansel Adams 
Automobile Club of Southern California 
Backpacker Magazine 
California Alpine Club 
California Association of Bicycling Organizations 
California Association of Physically Handicapped 
California Association of Four-Wheel Drive Clubs 
California Native Plant Society 
Central California Nordic Ski Clubs 
Community Access Network 
Conservation Cal I 
Conservation Law Society of America 
Desomount Club 
Easter Seal Society 
El Dorado Audubon 

Equestrian Trails, Inc. 
Far West Ski Association 
Fly Fishermen for Conservation, Inc. 
Fresno Audubon Society 
Friends of the Earth 
Friends of the River 
Fullerton Trailer Club 
Golden Gate Audubon Society 
Hillsborough Benevolent Society 
International Institute for Environment and Development 
International Snowmobile Industry Association 
Jet Propulsion Lab Hiking and Backpacking Club 
Laguna Hills Audubon 
Lee Vining Chamber of Commerce 
Mariposa County Board of Supervisors 
Mariposa County Superintendent of Schools 
Merced County Association of Governments 
Mono County Board of Supervisors 
Monterey Peninsula Audubon Society 
Morro Coast Audubon Society, Inc. 
Mt. Diablo Audubon Society 
Napa Solano Audubon Society 
National Parks and Conservation Association 
National Retired Teachers Association/ American Association of 

Retired Persons 
Pacific Telephone Company 
Pomona Valley Audubon Society 
Recreation Vehicle Industry Association 
Sacramento Audubon Society 
Sequoia Audubon Society 
Sierra Club 
Sierra Club, Bay Chapter, Ski Touring Section 
Sierra Club, Santa Lucia Chapter 
Sierra Club, Yosemite Task Force 
Society of American Foresters 
Sonora Pass Sno Goers 
Stockton Audubon Society 
U.S. Snowmobile Association 
Wilderness Society 
Woessner, Charles A., D. D.S. 
Yosemite Institute 
Yosemite Medical Group 
Yosemite Park and Curry Company 
Yosemite - Sierra Mountain Tours 



COMMENTS 

Advisory 
Council On 
Historic 
Prescrva,tion 

1522 K Street NW. 
Washington O.C. 
20005 

November 9, 1979 

Mr. Howard H. Chapman 
Regional Director, Western 
National Park Service 

Region 
l·=:;;f.±·;-1 
'=·~;;~,#~ 

450 Golden Gate Avenue, Box 
San Francisco, California 

Dear Mr. Chapman: 

36063 
94102 

-.-... :;~:-.-
·,------~.--

··~f.:\u 

The Memorandum of Agreement for the General l!anageoent Plan 
forlYoseraite .)!ationa.l .?~.r~. California, affecting the cultural 
properties within the Park has been ratified by the Chairman 
of,the Council. This document constitutes the col!lllents of 
the Council required by Section 106 of the :;ational Historic 
Preservation Act, Section 2(b) of Executive Order 11593, 
"Protection and Enhancement of the Cultural Environ::nent", and 
completes compliance with the Council's regulatJ.ons, "Protect:!.on 
of Historic and Cultural Properties" (36 CFR Part 800). A copy 
of the Agreement is enclosed. 

In accordance with Section 800.6(c)(2) and 800.9(e) of the 
regulations, a copy of this Memorandum of Agree,,,ent should be 
included in any environmental assessment or statement pr~pared 
for this undertaking co meet requireaoents oi the ~;ational 
Environmental Policy Act and should be retained in vour records 
as evidence of compliance with S<!~tion 106 of the ~l~::ional 
Historic Preservation Act and Section 2(b) of Executive Order 11593. 

":he Council appreciates your cooperation in reaching a satisfactory ; 
resolution of this matter. 

Sincerely, 

~#r 
Chief, Western Division 

of Project Review 

Enclosures 

Advisory 
Council On 
Historic 
Preservation 

1522 K Stttet N\V. 
Wisbington O.C. 
%0005 

MEMORANDmi OF AGi\EEl!EllT 

WHERE.AS, the National Park Service (NPS) proposes to icple:::ent 
the goals and o~jects set forth in the General Management Plan for 
Yosemite National Park, California (July 1979); and, 

WHEREAS, the NPS", in consultation "ith the Californis State 
Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO), has deter::i.ined that this 
undertaking as proposed would have an aci·1erse effect upon 
archeological, historical, archi::ectural, and cultural properties 
within Yosemite :lational Park that are inch:ded in or eligible 
for inclusion in the National Register of Historic Places; and, 

WHEREAS, pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic 
Preservation Act of 1966 (16 u.s.c. Sec. ~70f, as ame~ded, 90 
Stat. 1320), Section 2(b) of ~xecuti•1e Order 11593, "?rotection 
and Enhance::ient of the Cultt:ral Environ:::ent," •nd Section S00.4(d) 
of the regulations of the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 
(Council), "Protection of Historic and Cultural Properties" 
(36 CFR Part 800), the· N?S has requested the cocments of the 
Council; and, 

WHEREAS, pursuant to Section 800.6 of the Council's regulations, 
representatives of the'Council, the ~'PS, and the California SH?O 
have consulted and reviewed the undertaki~g to consider feasible and 
prudent alternatives to avoid or satisfactorily mitigate the adverse 
effect: 

NOW, THEREFORE, it is mutually agreed that the undertaking will 
be icplemented in accordance with the Cultural Resources Manage,,,ent 
Plan, General Management Plan, Yosemite :iacional ?ark (August 1979) 
and the attached proposal fron ~r. Howard H. C~apman; Regional 
Director, Yestern Region, ~ational Park Service, to avoid, 
satisfactorily mitigate and minimize adverse effects on the 
above-mentioned properties. 

date 

·ct or 
on Historic Preservation 

11/ ~ ,, 'f 
(da t<!) 

Preservation 

RESPONSES 
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UNITE~ STATES DEPARTMEN~.£-AGRICULijrpr...: i/:- 0 

FORESTS ~.,l ··•• 

• 
J~ii 19 

P.O. Box 2 17 
Washington, DC 20013 

1.:·· 
: .. cL ...• 
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,-Mr. Leslie P. Arnberger, 
Yosemite National Park 
Box 577 

Superinten ent 

Yosemite National Park, California 

L 

Dear Mr. Arnberger: 

The Draft Environmental Impact Statement for the Park General 
Management Plan has been reviewed. The comments of the Supervisors 
of the four adjacent National Forests are incorporated in this reply. 
You may want to contact them individually in regard to specific 
details. 

Our first concern is in regard to the effects of the proposed plan 
on adjacent National Forests and private lands--parti~ularly in 
regard to the demand for recreation facilities and services. Item 
I-E-4, on page 45, says, "None of. the proposals of the Yosemite 
General Management Plan is expected to interfere with management 
of national forest lands or to significantly affect demand for 
recreational facilities and services outside the national park." 
Item 111-K-5, on page 132, says, "Most changes in recreational 
opportunities within the park are not anticipated to cause major 
changes in the demand for recreation outside of the park." This 
item then identifies a few exceptions to this general statement 
related to expectations for increased requests for lodge/motel 
accommodations and campgrounds near the Park. 

We do not feel that these two statements fully describe the probable 
effects of implementing the proposed general management plan. We 
do agree that the demand for recreational facilities and services 
outside of the Park is primarily affected by factors other than the 
level of recreational development within the Park. We suggest that 
recreational ~ of National Forest and private recreational facil
ities and areas will probably be affected by implementation of the 
proposed general management plan. 

It is Forest Service policy to develop or permit development of 
recreational facilities on National Forest lands needed to accommodate 
visitors to nearby off-Forest attractions, if cooperative land manage
ment planning indicates that these lands offer the best opportunity. 

J:_9~1\11ENTS 

Unfortunately there are limited opportunities for additional recreational 
development on National Forest lands adjacent to Highways 120, 140, 
and 41 near the Park. Opportunities for additional recreational 
development on private lands near the Park also are somewhat limited. 
Existing overnightrecreational facilities on both National Forest and 
private lands adjacent to these Park access highways are normally 
fully occupied during the high use season. Usually, when the accom
modations and campgrounds within the rark are fully occupied, the 
National Forest and private land recreational facilities adjacent to 
the Park access highways are also fully occupied. 

If development of overnight facilities in the Park is limited to that 
in the proposed Plan and if demand continues to increase as it has 
in recent years, it appears that demand for National Forest and private 
facilities adjacent to the Park will be even greater during the 
Memorial Day to Labor Day period. When these facilities are fully 
occupied, visitors are expected to "overflow" onto undeveloped National 
Forest and private land areas. Unplanned use causes some site de
terioration resource damage, user conflict and increased costs of 
administration, law enforcement, and cleanup. The costs for use of 
accommodations on private lands are expected to increase. Some 
additional private land will probably be developed in response to 
the increased demand that cannot be met by National Park or National 
Forest f~cilities. Increased use of National Forest facilities will 
probably result in establishment of a campground reservation system 
and shorter permitted lengths of continuous occupancy. These changes 
are expected to occur in the Lee Vining drainage of the Inyo National 
Forest as soon as the Tuolumne Meadows campground capacity is reduced. 
Increased campground development in the Wawona and Hodgdon Meadow/ 
Crane.Flat areas will delay, but not eliminate these changes in those 
parts of the Stanislaus and Sierra National Forests adjacent to High
ways 140, 120, and 41. Opportunities for planning and developing 
additional overnight capacity needs to be fully explored. 

Our second concern is in regard to the effects associated with the 
2,000 person year round population at El Portal. We suggest that 
the final EIS oore thoroughly discuss the impacts associated with 
this-expansion. These include: a) sewage treatment; b) fire pre
vention and protection on adjacent National Forest lands; c) increased 
traffic on Highway 140. and d) water supply. We suggest consideration 
of an alternative employee housing area that might reduce the potential 
environmental problems associated with the El Portal expansion. 

COMMENTS 

Abandonment of the North Mountain Road and restoration of the area 
would interfere with the Forest Service access to the adjacent 
National Forest lands •. We would prefer to be able to continue use 
of this road through 1985. After 1985, abandonment of this road 
will not conflict with National Forest administration. 

Page 174 of the Draft EIS refers to construction of a ranger stat~~n 
and residence in the Cherry Lake/Lake Eleanor area. We cannot com
ment on this without a more specific location. Are National Forest 
lands involved? 

The plan recommends a boundary change affecting the Stanislaus 
National Forest. The draft environmental impact statement notes that 
there will be no economic impact from transferring 691 acres of National 
Forest land to the National Park Service since there are no proposed 
timber sales and the growing timber is not included in the timber 
management plan. This is incorrect. There is 17,100,000 bd. ft. of 
growing timber with a potential yield of 310,000 bd. ft. per year. 
The 200 acres of National Park land to be transferred to the Stanislaus 
National Forest would have very little potential harvest because of 
recreation developments and landscape management considerations .. 
Transfer could result in an estimated annual reduction of $15,000 in 
the Tuolumne County share of National Forest receipts. 

An alternative boundary adjustment involving the same Stanislaus 
National Forest land, but Sec. 25, TIS, Rl9E which is National Park 
land south of Ackerson Meadow, could be considered. This parcel has 
an existing road through it and is adjacent to National Forest land 
on the north and west. The addition of this land to the National 
Forest System would contribute more to Forest Service mul iple use 
goals and objectives while minimizing probabl, ~hanges in .he Tuolumne 
County revenue base. 
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RESPONSES 

U.S. DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, FOREST SERVICE 

On January 23, 1979, a meeting was held with represt!ntatives of 
the Forest Service areas to discuss the comments on the draft 
general management plan (GMP) and draft environmental statement 
(DES). 

1. The draft p!an hus. been .:unenci<xl to increclf.t;> ~he number of 
comrr.er_cial. Jccrnnmcviaticns. The d:·C1rt plan rwoposed ? reduclion of 
190 units from the present totai of I, 732 units, or 11 oercent of the 
total. The r0vised pla11 propC1[.('!S a f:'arkwide incrc,1s~ of 20 units 
or 1 perc.enl of the rntai. The revised pl;::n also ~Jds one 25-hors~ 
campgro 1Jnd. 

The recreational demand in the central Sierra Nevada will continue 
to increase, and since Yosemite will not provide for this demand, 
Increased pressure for development will occur in the surrounding 
national forests and in local communities. 

In order to mitigate impacts from the small increase 'n capacity for 
the park, the plan proposes a campground reservation system and 
expansion of regional information ~lations. (I l is noted that from 
Memorial Day ttirough Labor Day, Yosemite Valley campsites are 
already on a reservation system; also, the oark provides some 
funds for a multi agency information s~ation in Sonora.) Some of the 
increased demand can be accommodated through distribution among 
all public and private facilities in the region and through better 
planning by recreationists so that more efficient use can be made of 
all available facilities the year around. Expansion of private 
facilities on private land is possible to accommodate much of the 
increase in future demand, especially along the western slope of the 
Sierra Nevada. 

RESPONSES 

Wawona has been selected as an alternative housing area. A 
population of 1, 300 is now estimated to be the maximum population 
of El Portal. The sewage treatment plant at El Portal will 
accommodate this population. Increased population will increase 
chances for man-caused fires in Ei Portal, which would escape to 
Forest Service lands. At the present lime, fire protection in El 
Portal is provided by a volunteer fire department equipped jointly 
by Mariposa County and the National Park Service. Since few 
people work in El Portal, fire fighting capacity is Hmited during the 
workday. With the transfer of administcalive and maintenance 
facilities to El Portal. a larger staff will be available to deal with 
the increased risk of fire. During the meeting held on January 23, 
fire breaks were discussed as a means of containing wild fire; the 
breaks will be ir.stalled if necessary. 

Further environmental documentation will be developed for El Portal 
when site-specific plans are prepared. 

One of the benefits of relocating administrative offices and 
maintenance facilities to El Portal will be a reduction of commuting 
on Route 140 and its extension in the park by residents of El Portal 
who must travel to work stations in Yosemite Valley. For those 
employees who do commute, use of commuter bus and carpools will 
be encouraged to relieve traffic congestion. It is expected that 
employee commuting will increase between El Portal and areas to the 
west, especidily Midpines and Mariposa, as employees buy or rent 
homes in these areas and then commute to work. There wilt also be 
increased travel on Route 140 by El Portal residents driving to 
Mariposa and Merced. This increase may contribute to periodic 
congestion on Route 140, especially when the road is heavily used 
in the summer by vacationers. 

An additional three wells are presently planned for El Portal, and 
more may be required to serve the new population. 

RESPONSES 

Use of the N"r•'i Mountain Road 
administrative purposes through 1985 is 
proposed potential wilderness designation. 

for Forest Service 
consistent with the 

No national forest 1ands are involved in the Cherry Lake/Lake 
Eleanor area where development is proposed. 

The 200cacre Carl Inn land is no longer needed for Forest 
Service campground expansion, and the proposal has been changed 
to keep this area under National Park Service administration. 

The proposed Crocker Ridge addition has been revised to reflect a 
transfer to NPS administration of land directly associated with the 
Big Oak Flat park road. Under this proposal, the land east of the 
road and a strip of land 200 feet wide west of the road will be 
within the park. The remaining 438 acres of Forest Servke land, 
current!'/ administered by the National Park Service, will be 
managed so as to protect scenic resources that can be enjoyed from 
the park road and to allow multiple forest use of the land, 
includif'!g the harvest of timber. 

A boundary adjt·stment to delete land south of Ackerson 
Meadow is not proposed because this land contibutes to the 
significance of Yosemite National Park and should be administered as 
part of the park. 
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COMMENTS 

We favor the jurisdictional transfer of 160 acres near Mt. Raymond 
in NWl/4 Sec. 16, T.5S, R.22E. This land is within the proclaimed 
boundary of the National Forest. 

We feel a boundary adjustment should be considered for the portion 
of Sec. 17, T.5S., R.22E. south of road 5S06. This could be considered 
concurrently with the Stanislaus National Forest boundary adjustment. 

The proposed alternative for management retains Badger Pass as a ski 
area with no expansion. There is a current shortage of downhill 
skiing opportunities in this part of the State and continuing demands 
for more developments. Adoption of the proposed plan is expected to 
slightly increase the future demand for additional downhill skiing 
opportunities on the Sierra and Stanislaus National Forests. 

Thank you for the opportunity to participate in the development 
of the Park General Management Plan. We look forward to Park personnel 
participating in the development of our National Forest land and 

p~~ mari~e t pis during the next few years. 

~,.R. MAX PETERSON , 

6 
Deputy Chief 

COMMENTS 

'· ::: ~i.7'~~.\~ PARK UNITED STATES 
~.::~=;vE~DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERI 

OCi 30 i570 

Land Operations 

BUREAU OF INDIAN AFFAIRS 
Sacramento Area Office 

2800 Cottage Way 
Sacramento, California 95825 

Leslie P. Arnberger 
Superintendent 
Yosemite National Park 
P. o. Box 577 
Yosemite National Park, California 95389 

Dear Mr. Arnberger: 

we have reviewed the Draft General Management Plan and 

Draft Environmental Statement for Yosemite National Park, 

California (DES 78/38), and found no Indian lands under 

the jurisdiction of this office are involved. 

Sincerely yours, 

(~~~ 
Area Director 

COMMENTS 

United Sd1tes Department of 

[j[ - ~ -.ll~RITAGE CONSERVATION AND RfCREATI 
. L .:::.. '"'' PACIFIC SOUTllll'EST REGION 

SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA 94 IO 
IN REPLY REFER TO; DES-78138 

E3035 

0EC271979 

1 

Hemorandum 

To: Superintendent, Yosemite National Park 

From: Regional Director 

Subject: Review of Draft Environmental Statement and General 
Management Plan for Yosemite ~lational Park, California 
(DES-78138). 

We have reviewed the subject statement and management plan and offer 
the following comments for your consideration. 

The Park Service has prepared a thorough, thoughtful management plan 
which would be a major step towards preserving and enhancing the qual
ity of the recreation experience at Yosemite. We support the plan'.s 
goal of reducing the human presence in the Valley, and also commend 
the Park Service for its ongoing efforts to involve the public in the 
planning process. 

The plan sets up what appears to be a good framework for the long-term 
protection and interpretation of Yosemite's cultural resources. The 
Cultural Resource Management Plan would preserve the majority of cultural 
sites and would initiate compliance with Section 106 and the Advisory 
Council guidelines for the remaining properties slated for removal, re
location or abandonment. While we recognize that preservation of all 
cultural sites would be impractical, as well as inconsistent with the 
General Management Plan goals, we encourage Park Service planners to 
discuss the reasons for impacting specific properties in detail with 
the State Historic Preservation Officer in order to identify all possi
bll lties for avoidance and mitigation of impacts. 

cc: OEA, WASO 
SHPO, CA 

ct-- John D. Cherry 
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RESPONSES 

The proposal retains the administrative transfer of the Mt. 
Raymond land that is outside the authorized park boundary; 
however, the land in Seclion 17 is within the boundary of the park. 
At the present time, cooperation between the National Park Service 
and Forest Service field people alleviates most management problems 
associated with the road transversing this small tract of parkland. 
Therefore no change in administration appears to be necessary. 

Even if determined to be desirable, opportunties for expanding 
Sadger Pass are limited, and it is NPS policy not to expand ski 
areas in natural areas such as Yosemite. Use of the area will be 
limited to the carrying capacity of the slopes an.:: lifts. 

RESPONSES 

RESPONSES 

U.S. DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
HERITAGE CONSERVATION AND RECREATION SERVICE 

Consultation with the State Historic Preservation Officer has 
occurred and will continue. Please refer to comments from the 
State Historic Preservation Officer, Caiifornia Department of Parks 
and Recreation, and responses from the National Park Service. 
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COMMENTS 

Department of the 
OCT I G i97~ BUREAU OF RECLAMATION 

-~\Ullioll·-······~··"""" . --v_ .. l.iftLC..tL 
I nte or· c-essloM 111r;m1.. .. --·-·-

-·-·· ~lanacement bst---····· 

·-~~=-:i:'==:==· 
IN REPLY 

M!D·PACIFIC REGIO:-IAL OFFICE 
2800 COTTA(;[ WA\' 

SACRAMENTO, CALlt"llRNIA 9~•82$ 
----··--··-·· 

Chief lnte<P-···- ---·-
-·aesean:ta Sdentiat.--·-···-

UfU roMP-150 
120.1 =·Ch. Rn. Mr;mt •..•••..• ---· ;;~= ::~;;:::=··-OCT 16 1978 

To: 
Realty spec. .. ---········-··--· 

Superintendent, Yosemite Na~ional Park, Calif rn1.~~.t11. 11.~nl 1111111t ..........•..... 

Assidant · 1 • and~ape Jlo:h-····-··········· 
From: lleg onal Director, Bureau of Reclamation, Sactament'1,,rl,;./\::::o ............. \ 

. -----
Subject: - Review of General Management Plan and Draft Envir~~mental 

Statement for Yosemite National Park (DES 78-38) 

We have reviewed the subject documents. The contemplated action 
will not affect Bureau of Reclamation facilities or activities, 
The doc<unents are well written and appear to be quite thorough. 
We have no other comments. 

Copy to: Commissioner, Washington, D.C. 
Attention: 150 

Director, Office of Environmental 
Project Review, Washington, D.C. 

NOV 7 1978 

Memorandum 

To Superintendent, 
·Yosemite National Park, California 

From Area Manager, ES-S, 
Sacramento, California 

····-··C""·'····' ~ ~··· . :··; 

~~,;.re.a. 

Subject: Review of Draft General Management Plan and accompanying 
Draft Environmental Impact Statement·for Yosemite National 
Park (DES 78-38) 

We have reviewed the subject documents. and believe that, with the 
exceptions noted below, they adequately address matters within our 

1 areas of jurisdiction and fields of expertise. We would, of course, 
expect to exercise authorities provided under the Endangered Species 
Act, Fish and Wildlife Coordination Act, and other applicable legis
lation providing for the conservation of fish and wildlife resources 
if future developments so warrant. 

General Comments 

:Z The impacts of operation of the Cascade Hydroelectric Powerhouse on 
the Merced River ecosystem are not addressed. If it is determined 
that adverse impacts are occurring, then compensation should be 
considered. Compensation measures which could conceivably be adopted 
include maintenance of minimum streamflows, construction of fish 
passage fac1lities, and periodic or complete cessation of generation. 

COMMENTS 

:3 The impacts of removal of O'Shaughnessy Dam at Hetch Hetchy (alterna
tive 2) appear to be cursorily addressed. Implementation of that 
alternative would have significant effects on the fish and wildlife 
resources of the Tuolumne River. 

If you decide to explore either of the above matters more fully 
during revision of the draft documents, we could, if you desired, 
provide a limited amount of tehnical assistance. 

Thank you for the opportunity to provide these comments. 

1 

:z 

:3 

RESPONSES 

RESPONSES 

U.S. DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE 

A formal consultation with the Fish and Wildlife Service took 
place in 1978 with respect to an endangered rap tor, and an informal 
meeting on threatened and endangered plants also occurred. 
Further consultation with the Fish and Wildlife Service will 
continue. 

During the 6C' years of operation of the Cascade hydroelectric 
powerhouse, there have been periods when power diversions have 
resulted in some adverse impacts to the fishery, other aquatic 
resources, and scenery. These impacts were largely confined to 
the half·mile stretch of river between the diversion dam and the 
powerhouse. Throughout the years this powerhouse has been in 
operation, there h.~s hardly been a year that complete cessation of 
generation has not occurred for a short portion of the year; during 
extremely dry yea1·s, it has occasionally been halted for up to five 
months. In order to mitigate adverse impacts, a minimum flow 
regime is being developed. Since 1977 a minimum flow release to 
the river of about 19 cfs, twice the lowest flow recorded during the 
52 years of recorcl, has been maintained. This year we expect to 
revise minimum flow releases by increasing spring and fall releases. 

RESPONSES 

Evidence obtained during the last two years indicates that the new 
flow releases have• significantly improved the fishery and scenic 
resources, especially during the low-flow periods. Initiation of the 
expanded release schedule will unquestionably result in further 
improv41ments. 

We agree that removal of O'Shaughnessy Dam would have 
~ignificant impactH on fish and w;ldlife resources of the Tuolumne 
River area. This alternative is no longer being actively 
considered. 
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,., '~ NLTI~~.\~ PARK UNITED STATES · .. _ ,. ~,..=1v~" 

. ~~ 0 -"- ..• DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

·;. -6 13lfi GEOLOGICAL SURVEY - ..... 
;,,;;; ""' Topographic Division 

345 Middlefield Road 
Menlo Park, CA 94025 
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Mr. Leslie P. Arnberger 
Superintendent 
National Park Service 
P.O. Box 577 
Yosemite National Park, CA 95389 

Dear Mr. Arnberger: 

October 3, 1978 

We appreciate receiving a copy of the draft general manage· 
ment plan ··for Yosemite National Park and its accompanying 
draft environmental statement. We were pleased to see the 
effective use you were able to make of our quadrangle maps 
in the reports • 

We do not have any substantive comments to make on the 
report for our Bureau. We understand the Geological Survey 
will be receiving a copy through the Department of Interior, 
and our official response will be prepared in our Reston 
Headquarters and submitted to you through the Secretary's 
Office. 

Thank you for considering our input in this comprehensive 
and important planning effort. 

/~i:e~ ~Swinnerton ~~:;,:Western Mapping Center 

COMMENTS 
....... Ai:n.1 .. s.1:.,.; 1.. • 

·u 't ·tl s·t·ar· s De rtme t of he-Tnterinr ·· nt. e. " . e pa n ."cnr.cmocn!li!J.'!nt... ....... . 

DEC 18 ~h GEOLOGICAL SURVEY 
RESTON, VA. 22092 

-·~·· Mnr.:i:;l!mcnt Asst.-·········· 
... Asst SJ't. vst.RM ... - ......... · I 

./,..cb;•I P.<r~··(?······· I v..J::;i.rJ,,t.: ......... -C' •. 
In Reply Refer To: 
EGS-DES· 77 I 38 
Mafl Stop 760 

•.••. Chitl lnt"P···-··· ·····-······ j 
__ .. Rcseirch ~::ntisl. ............ . 

k
.Ch. Rn. Mtrnt.···-··········· 

11 :JEC 1978 .s.,.,, " .................. I 
I 

Memorandum ... ~E,~~::~~~~~~~J 
To: Superintendent, Yosemite National Park, Matio~al ~ rk Service 

;{JYosemite National Park, California ,\ e DEC 
12 1978 Through.~Assistant Secretary·-Energy and Minerals~" 

From: Director, Geological Survey 

Subject: Review of draft environmental statement and general management 
plan for Yosemite National Park, California 

We have reviewed the subject documents as requested in your letter of 
September 25. 

The environmental statement should include the results of alternative 
solutions regarding overflows of treated effluent to the Merced River 
from the El Portal wastewater treatment plant (DES, p. 86). 

Measures such as sediment traps or filter strips along stream banks 
should be considered for use in minimizing increased turbidity of local 
surface-water sources in expanded development areas, such as El Portal 
(DES, p. 141, sec. V. A-3). 

The magnitude of the change in.ground-water demand as a result of pro
posed conversions to ground-water sources should be addressed. 

//. l.ldl-~ 
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DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPOI. .• TION 
FEDERAL AVIATION AOMINISTRAIJON· 

Director 

NOV -3 i3lv 

November 1, 1978 

Kr. Leslie P. Arnberger, Superintendent 
National Park Service 
P. O. Box 577 
Yosemite National Park, California 95389 

Dear Kr. Arnberger: 

WESHRfl AEGION 
P 0 IOI llOCl1. WOKlOWAT '1JSlll CINUI 
UIS AIClilllS WlfOl•IA IOOH 

_ ... Rc~cJ: ~h Sc1er.tisl.. ........ . 

···-- Cb, R~s. Pr':mL •. --.......... . I
, .... Chi!f ln:,rp. ·-- .. _ .... __ 

As requested, we have now completed the review of your draft -fyen~r;l'1,."', ···-···p/£ 
Management Plan and its accompanying draft Environmental Sta jtJ 
for Yosemite National Park. 

.. ...... Cb. f.~::;!rtt. M~t··-··-···· 

Our review findings indicate that we have no comments of any sub'~;;'.i'ht"e"'~~ ...... _, __ .... , 
to offer in regards to this particular proposal. _ ., ""· ·-·······:_I 

We appreciate the courtesy extended in brlnging this matter to our 
attention. 

Sincerely, 

Jiiiif!/J !?2~/' 
1't. BRi« CHAMBERS ~:;gidnal Planning Officer 

1 

2 
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RESPONSES 

RESPONSES 

U.S. DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
GEOLOGICAL SURVEY 

Since the DES was issued, the percolation ponds have been 
repaired and are functioning. The National Park Service is 
complying with state requirements to enable proper protection of 
water quality in the Merced River. 

These suggestions will be considered and assessed during the 
design stages of development. 

Tl1e revised plan proposes conversion of water supply to 
ground sources at Yosemite Valley, El Pcrt;,I, Badger Pass, White 
Wolf, Crane Flat, and Hodgdon Meadow~. Other than at Yosemite 
Valley and El Portal, the conversions and subsequent water 
consumption rates will be mino1· (not anticipated to exceed 25,000 
gpd), <ind in most cases existing wells supply a portion of the 
water supply, Available information is minimal but indicates that 
conversion is feasible with little or no adverse effect on 
grou•1dwater resources, The estimated water requirements for the 
Valley ;:ind El Portal are substantial, and ground water sources 
require further evuluation. Well location, depth, and yield are 
currently being evaluated, An environmental analysis will be 
prep~red prior to construction, and available informaticn will then 
be evaluated to assess potential impacts. 

RESPONSES 
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 

NOV 20 i5io 

Project #D-NPS-K61024-CA 

REGION IX 

215 Fremont Street 
San Francisco, Ca. 94105 

Leslie D. Arnberger, Superintendent 
United States Department of the Interior 
National Park Service 
P.O. Box 577 
Yosemite National Park, California 95389 

Dear Ms. Arnberger: 

- ...... ConcessiOM MamL ............. . 
... _ .. JJsn1&tment Asst. ... ·-········ 

..... f::I. Supt. \~lr.M ...............•..... 

z:.l.lJ.~c=--~~;::: 
__ .. .C'lld lntrp. ..... -········-······· 
- ... Ro:srarch Sc:-!nlisl .... -........ . 

1 7 [ (), -;.:;·f~ .R•~. Mgml. ............... . 

... ~: •: '.'Y I ";)'~1 
- .... r.i:lty Stiec. ...... ·········-··. 

-·~~: .... ::.·, ... ,.~;~~;ii~~'::::: ........ , ... I 

The Environmental Protection Agency has received and re
viewed the draft environmental statement for the General 
Management Plan, Yosemite National Park, California. 

EPA's comments on the draft environmental statement have 
been classified as Category L0-1. Definitions of the cate
gories are provided on the enclosure. The classification 
and the date of EPA's comments will be published in the 
Federal Register in accordance with our responsibility to 
inform the public of our views on proposed Federal actions 
under Section 309 of the Clean Air Act. Our procedure is 
to categorize our comments on both the environmental 
consequences of the proposed action and the adequacy of the 
environmental statement. 

EPA appreciates the opportunity to comment on this draf°t 
environmental statement and requests three copies of the 
final envirorur.ental statement when available. 

If you have any questions regarding our comments, please 
contact Betty Jankus, EIS Coordinator, at (415)556-6695. 

Sincerely, 

Paul De Falco, Jr. 
Regional Administrator 

Enclosure 

COMMENTS 

EIS CATEGORY CODES 

Environmental Impact of the Action 

LO--Lack of Objections 

EPA has no objection to the proposed action as described in the draft 
impact statement1 or suggests only minor changes in the proposed action. 

ER--Environmental Reservations 

EPA has reservations concerning the environmental effects of certain 
aspects of the proposed action. EPA believes that further study of 
suggested alternatives or modifications is required and has asked the 
originating Federal agency to reassess these aspects. 

EU--Environmentally Unsatisfactory 

EPA believes that the proposed action is unsatisfactory because of its 
potentially harmful effect on the environment. Furthermore, the Agency 
believes that the potential safeguards which might be utilized may not 
adequately protect the environment fran hazards arising from this action. 
The Agency recommends that alternatives to the action be analyzed further 
(including the possibility of no action at all). 

Adequacy of the Impact Statement 

category 1--Adequate 

The draft impact statement adequately sets forth the environmental 
impact of the proposed project or action as well as alternatives rea
sonlibly available to the project or action. 

category 2--Insuf f icient Information 

EPA believes that the draft impact statement does not contain suffi
cient information to assess fully the environmental impact of the pro
posed project or action. However, from the information submitted, the 
Agency is able to make a preliminary determination of the impact on 
the environment. EPA has requested that the originator provide the 
information that was not included in the draft statement. 

Category 3--Inadequate 

EPA believes that the draft impact statement does not adequately assess 
the environmental impact of the proposed project or action, or that the 
statement inadequately analyzes reasonably available alternatives. The 
Agency has requested more information and analysis concerning the poten
tial environmental hazards and has asked that substantial revision be 
made to the impact statement. 

If a draft impact statement is assigned a Category 3, no rating will be 
made of the project or action, since a basis does not generally exist on 
~hich to make such a determination. 
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.... ,. .• ~.,;'?-.1 . ..>~:1r.. ---···· 
::c.~E;v~: FEDERAL ENERGY REGULATORY CoMMISSldN s, 11,,"". 1 
jj),;; -'3 ~~lg WASHINGTON, 0.C. 20426 IN~~;~:~~EJno> -·-:-~~·l 

January 2, 1979 :,;;;_:·~ . . .'.?::>-~~~ 

Mr. Leslie P. Arnberger, Superintendent 
Yosemite National Park 
P. O. Box 577 
Yosemite National Park, California 95389 

--·.Y/ /} (} ....... : 
..L .. !:7/lir ....• ~. . ... , 

--··r.. ,,, .:::::~=:! 
~:,:; !." ••••••••• --··-···;· 

.· .... ·····--··-··-··{ 
·(;lo ..•. -·-··-~ 

- .. r. 
Dear Mr. Arnberger: •·· : · .. 1L ..••..•..•... ! 

I - . .''!' • .°'..·· .:·· ! :~ .. .:._ __ i° 
I am replying to your request of September 25, Hmf to the~~::::J 

Federal Energy Regulatory Commission for comments on the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement for the Yosemite Draft General 
Management Plan. This Draft EIS has been reviewed by appropriate 
FERC Staff components upon whose independent evaluation this response 
is based. 

The staff concentrates its review of other agencies' environmental 
impact statements basically on those areas of the electric power, natural 
gas, and oil pipeline industries for which the Commission has juris
diction by law, or where staff has special expertise in evaluating 
environmental impacts involved with the proposed action. It does 
not appear that there would be any significant impacts in these areas 
of concern nor serious conflicts with this agency's responsibilities 
should this action be undertaken. 

Thank you for the opportunity to review this statement. 

Sincerely, 

Quality 

RESPONSES 

RESPONSES 

RESPONSES 
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POST OFFICI;. ogeA~TMENT 
• · .. -£ ,. ~ : ... ='· : _ •••••• ConctUions M&mL •• -·-·-.. ·· 

' " - ~ I ~,1. .... Man.111,ement AsOATEr···· 

REPLY TO L. J. Rust, Postmaster CEC -4 i:i~ \ ... ~sst Sopt. VS&nM .. -···-········-· 

ATIN OFo Yosemite Nat. Park, Ca. 95389 \ ~iz.~f.A.£.:'.~~~=~=2!!.: 1978 

SUBJEOo Postal SP.rvice and the General Master Pla" ........ Chi•I '"'"P·: ..................... .. '°' _ .. RU"'JtCl1 Sc::r.:ist .. --·-···-· 
P.0.0.. 
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•Leslie P. Amberger ·\ ~~~~;.,7~:~::'.:'~:::=:::==:::::·: 
Superintendent ..... v.L:. ' . ,.,_, o,.rop-j 
Yosemite Nat. Park, ca. 95389 \ ==~~,L~~~~:~.~~=::=·::-.::::: . 

.' : .. l:~~'i~:"' AtdL ... ---·· 

. c· .· .• ~;;ii, :'7:s :· 

I do not believe 1111 58 years in Yosemite has made me adverse to change, 
we live with it constantely, a state of flux in this park is as normal 
as telling your friends good-bye every few years as they are transfered. 
This is a transient co111111Unity and as such we have many people simply 
sleeping here and neTer becoming involved in .this unique place. ~ re
tirement a~e is past so I am not trying to perpetuate my job, but since 
no research was done by the GMP planning team, I feel obligated to en
lighten the~ and to inform the residence and the public they may have 
yet another service denied them. 

When after 48 meetings and 20,7CXl work books, 7'J$. of the public belieTed 
Yosemite should retain the Postal Service "as is" •••• but 'the GM!' shows 
the basic service out, then I begin to wonder about public input or the 
illusion or it. 

It and when the Park Service and Curry Company headquarters are rennTed 
from the Talley floor, it will still not reduce required ~~il service 
to where a self-serTice center may substitute for the three offices and 
two contract stations that serve this park and its 20,000 daily visitors 
in an area larger than Rhode IslAnd. It will not serve the 1200 box holders 
300-400 daily General Delivery patrons, or our thousands of foreign 
Tisitors, handle $300,000 in Money Orders and generate one million dollars 
in related business ••• or handle by Registered mail all monies in and out 
of the pa rte. 

A self-service center will dispense 11 different stamp.items, let you 
insure and certify your own mail, accept your letters, 2nd and 3rd class 
mail, and thats it I We have had four stamp vending machines for years 
at the different offices, but they are out of order a good part of the 
time as they will not accept foreign money •• and run of of stamps week=ends. 

It is for these reasons I have requested a meeting of our people and 
your planners in an effort to sorTe our residence and traveling public 
as they deserve, and still stay "lthin the frame-.ork of the G:'J', keeping 
in mind it is the U. S. Postal Service that establishes and discontinues 
serTice and P.ost Of fices. 

COMMENTS 

:!'' .. "'""'-.. ~ .. .. " I: • .. _s 
=-~Q . . ······· WESTERN REGION 

San Bruno, CA 94099 

December 4, 1978 

Mr. Leslie P. Arnberger 
Superintendent 
P. O. Box 577 - GMP 
Yosemite National Park, 

Dear Mr. Arnberger: 

CA 95389 

This letter is the Postal Service's response to the draft 
General Management Plan for Yosemite dated August, 1978. 
The plan proposes eliminating manned postal service from 
Yosemite Valley, establishing an "Automated Post Office" 
at Yosemite Village, and establishing a new office at El 
Portal. At present three postal facilities serve t.he 
valley: the Main Office at Yosemite Village and classified 
branches at Yosemite Lodge and Curry Village. 

We know that postal service must be well located to serve 
the people. If it is not, the people complain vigorously. 
If 2,000 people are to be relocated 30 minutes away at El 
Portal, postal service will have to be provided to them. 
These people are not going to drive for 30 minutes to pick 
up their mail and buy stamps. The lease on the present Main 
Office at Yosemite expires June 30, 1983. Therefore, relocation 
of the Main Office around that time is feasible. 

What demand for postal services will remain in Yosemite Valley? 
Remaining employees of both the National Park Service and the 
Yosemite Park and Curry Company will need to receive mail and 
buy money orders. Visitors and transients will want General 
Delivery service. Personal postal acceptance of money traveling 
out of the Park will be required. Foreign visitors will need 
personal service rather than vending machine service. All of 
these customers will not willingly drive for 30 minutes to 
transact their postal business. 

COMMENTS 

Mr. Leslie P. Arnberger 
12-4-78 
Page 2 

Therefore, we foresee public demand for at least one postal 
facility in Yosemite Valley. We are agreeable to reducing 
the number of postal outlets from three to one. We suggest 
that major changes be implemented in the off-season. 

I 

We assume that our contract stations at Wawona and Tuolumne 
Meadows will remain unchanged. 

Sincerely, 

---,,;:::._i\-t-~=:::::....._l..\ -~ 
Paul E. Jaquish 
Regional Director 
Mail Processing Department 

cc: 
Mr. Stallard - Sierra District Manager 
MSC Manager - Stockton, CA 95208 
Postmaster - Yosemite, CA 95389 

1 

RESPONSES 

UNITED STATES POSTAL SE~VICE - Yosemite National Park, CA 

A meeting was held in the superintendent's office with 
Mr. Rust to discuss the continuation of an adequate postal service. 
As a result of this meeting, the proposals in the draft plan were 
reevaluated and change'd to retain a manned postal facility in 
Yosemite Valley. 

RESPONSES 

UNITED STATES POSTAL SERVICE - San Bruno, CA 

1 The post office at El Portal was built to serve the El Portal 
.administrative site. Exparosion of services may be required to serve 
the growing needs of El Portal, and any necessary expansion wlll 
be accommodated. 

2 
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The proposal to 
has been changed. 
provided; however, a 
service. 

RESPONSES 

remove the postal service in Yosemite Valley 
A full-service, manned facility will be 

large building is not necessary for the postal 

With the placement of headquarters at Wawona and other 
proposed changes; postal service will need to be expanded there. 
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COMMENTS 

OE'PARTMENT OF PARKS AND .RECREATION<·c;;r. ~ :,& , 0. IOI 2390 
S.&Ch.'1~NTO 95811 

(916) 445-8006 tlOV 24 i 

NOV 1 7 1978 

Hr. Howard Chapman, Regional Director 
Western Region, National Park Service 
U.S. Department of the Interior 
450 Golden Gate Avenue, Box 36063 
San Francisco, CA 94102 

Dear Hr. Chapman: 

Draft General Management Plan for Yosemite National Park 

Thank you for the opportunity to review and comment on the referenced document. 

Generally speaking, the Plan appears to provide an effective long-term framework 
tor achieving the cultural ~esource preservation and enhance~ent objectives set 
forth in the National Historic Preservation Act, Sxecut:ve Order 11593 and 
36 CFR 800. It also shows considerable promise in the area of cocpliance with 
these authorities. Furthermore, the Cultural Resources ~nagement Plan 
recognizes that a number of outstanding research proble!lls should be resolved as 
part or a comprehensive and complete compliance effort. tie look forward to 
assisting NPS in achieving its stated cultural resource management objectives on 
both a general and project-specific level. 

We have one request with respect to ccmpliance. The ready availability of all 
professional docume.~tation on which the present Plan is based together with 
access to future studies will enable :.:s to respond meaningfully to issues raised 
during the compli~.nce process. If NPS feels there is docll!Dentation that would 
be user·~l to us 9.t this ti~e, '"'-e ;.;ould certain:y apprec.!.ate :"eceiv:!.~g it. We 
believe that adequate documentation is an indi3pensable ingredient of successful 
consultation. 

Although specific ·action items proposed in the Cultural Resources ~ianagement 
Plan must be dealt with concl>Js!.vely in the framework cf 106 compliance, some 
preliminary and necessarily tentative obser•rations are :.n or1er. 

A. Historical-Architectural Resources 

Overall, we are impressed by the extent to wh~ch ~ag~ment objectives have 
soug.'it to accommodate ~he clear dir~ct;i ·1e to pr~se!"'·te ar.1 enhance 
significant features assoc!3ted ~ith Ycse~te's 2ur~-A~erican pas:. 
Decisions per:nitti!lg deterioration of National Reg:.3ter el!.gible ?roperties 
obviously 1nvol'1e adverse ef~ect3 which must be de~~t with accorC!.ngly in 
Pr~liminary Case Reports. Howeve~, we ~~co~~:ze that the bulk of these . 

COMMENTS 

Hr. Howard Chapman 
Page 2 

1 

properties are located in back country areas making their utility and value 
as educational-interpretive elements problematical. We further recognize 
that manage!llent objectives a~ed at enhancing the back country's natural 
attributes are sound. Therefore, we will be prepared to assist these 
objectives subject to selection of proper mit!.gation measures. 

Deciaions calling for removal or eight properties must also be reviewe·d. 
Persuasive arguments supporting these decisions will undoubtedly be 
forthcoming. At this time, ~e believe that the proposed disposition of 
certain properties, among the:n the Superintendent's resider.ce and garage; 
the Degman residence, storage and garage; the.Ahwahnee golf course and 
tea.nis courts; Soda Springs enclosure; Arboretum wall, and Stella Lake ice 
reservoir site may not cause great agony in th!s Off!.ce: Howeve!", we will 
be keenly interested in disc~ssing the fate of the Meyers saltbox barn, the 
Merced Grove Ranger Station, the Curry cabin, the Pohono Indian studio, and 
particularly the CCC Visitor Center from various perspectives. With respect 
to proposed relocations, only the Meyers barn appears to warrant intensive 
discussion. 

We will in all cases look forward to discussing options, mitigation 
strategies, and restoration plans. 

8. Archeological - Cultural Resources 

2 In contrast to NPS's plans for Euro-American values, we have experienced 
considerable difficulty in dealing meaningfully with its proposals for 
archeological, ethnohistorical, and ethnographic values. This difficulty 
may derive in part from what we believe to be an insufficient data base. 
Even though (1) a recent survey was conducted, (2) ethnographic literature 
dating back to 1877 was cited, and (3) districts have been nominated to the 
National Register, the range and type of data which should direct manage~ent 
options and objectives with regard to archeological and ethnographic values 
have not yet been compiled. The DEIS !:as ack:icwledged this circc:mstance to 
aome extent. For example, questions pertaining to settlement patterns and 
resource utilization reca!.n open; prev:o1Js ethnog!"3.phic efforts have 
deficiencies; the actual ~esearch ?Otential a3soc!ated with eco:cgical and 
cultural variables remains to be defined. Numerous other topics and 
conce!"ns Cese!"ve attention. 

We reel that so long as the type of data which only a comprehensi·,e over•liew 
with a strong comparative co~ponent can provide is lacking, any decisive 
discussi~n of significance, effe~ts, or mitigation would appear to be 
premature. 

COMMENTS 

:3 We believe that no reasonable opportunity to deal ~ully and meaningfully 
with a significant resource should be forfeited. In this respect, sound 
policy would dictate that even the wisdom of proceeding with an undertaking 
should be evaluated and that this evaluation must rely heavily on adequate 
data. We look with some misgivings upon a policy which assumes that an 
undertaking must proceed and that this fact should consequently dictate the 
need for and the method of data compilation. 

Our expectations with regard to further documentation involve both 
archeological and ethnographic elements. We believe that an up-to-date 
cultural resource study in which these two elements are juxtaposed is 
needed. The following topical outline is suggested. It may be only 
selectively useful or relevant, depending upon the research potential of the 
various items listed. • 

A. Ethnography and Ethnohistory 
1. Theory, methods, techniques 
2. Natural setting, environmental history 
3. Prehistory 
4. Material culture - nature, type, distribution of sites. 

Patterning. Deter:nining any value attached to these sites. 
Discussion of resources, inorganic and organic.· 

5. Spiritual culture - cosmography, cosmogony. Ceremonies and 
ceremonial sites. Traditional usage areas. Sacred places, 
sources or pow.er as represented in flora, fauna, topog!"aphic 
features, etc. Intangibles - feelings, associations. 

6. An assessment of Native American attitudes and feelings about the 
Plan and its implications. This should include a discussion of 
mate~ial and spiritual concerns. 

7. A study of Native American attitudes toward specific projects and 
their impacts on specific sites and districts. An assessment or 
concerns with respect to testing, mitigation (data recovery, 
extensive salvage excavation) deterioration, dispositi~n or 
material (curation, interpretation, ownership). 

8. A discussion or rights or access and continued tradit!onal use. 
The need for privacy. 

9e Develop a r~a:ework ro~ discuss!ng all pertinent issues. 
Selection of participants; selection of t:me and place. General 
protocol. 

10. Develop a framework for cont!.nuing co!ll!llunication - recogniz!.ng 
that needs, wants and concerns may cha..~ge ave~ time. 

11. Forging a basis for agreements. 

Much or what is mentioned above is also directly relevant to additional 
archeological research. We do not wish to go into .1eta1l at this point. It is 
sufficient to say that further ~ork should meet the hig~est current standards 
and, together with eth.~ographic :naterial, should provije a sound ~as:s for 
prudent, fair and feasible planni:ig decisions. 

We realize that dealing with the proposed management plan as an elecent of 
Section 106 and Execu~:ve Order 11593 compliance may prove to be a d:.fficult and 
time-consuming process. Please be assured that this Office w!ll gove it Prompt 
attention. 
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RESPONSES 

RESPONSES 

STATE HISTORIC PRESERVATION OFFICER 

The cultural resources management plan and the DES have 
been modified to reflect preservation and adaptive use of the CCC 
visitor center and McCauley cabin in Tuolumne Meadows, and 
retention of the Pohono Gift Shop in Yosemite Valley. 

Intensive archeological surveys of Yosemite National Park were 
conducted by the Institute for Archeological Research, California 
State College, Stanislaus, between 1974 and 1976. These surveys 
were to inventory archeological resources in all potential 
development zones identified for planning alternatives. (In 
addition, 140 miles of the park trail system was covered in a 
30-meter corridor to assess the potential for archeological resources 
in the high country). In order to assess a wide range of 
alternative actions, surveys were designed to cover zones and 
corridors in various locations. Site records and maps were obtained 
early and continously during the planning process. The areas 
surveyed are shown on Map 2 of the "Archeological Overview of 
Yosemite National Park, California" by L. K. Napton, and the sites 
found through these and earlier surveys are listed in Table 4 of 
that document. Approximately 560 sites are now recorded in 
Yosemite, and their significance is evaluated in the overview from a 
research and historic ethnographic context. A contemporary 
ethnographic study is to be programmed for Yosemite and until it is 
completed, the National Park Service will continue to consult with 
Native Americans prior to specific decisions on ground disturbing 
activities. 

RESPONSES 

The DES and cultural resources management plan reflected a 
worst case assessment of impacts that could occur on archeological 
resources as a result of imolementing the proposal. Additional 
alternatives will be assessed at the design stage for several 
developed areas, and impacts on cultural resources will be 
considered again. 

In accordance with Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation 
Act of 1966, a case report has been prepared that provided the 
basis for a memorandum of agreement with the stale historic 
preservation officer and the Advisory Council on Historic 
Preservation. The report describes the programmatic' approach 
based on acceptable research design that will precede any actions 
affecting archeological resources. 
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Should you have any questions regarding these comments, contact Hans Kreutzberg, 
orrice of Historic Preservation by calling FTS (916) 552-8700. Thank you. 

Sincerely yours, 

~.{ ;,,. -· . .-/ L.C-~V-·;(·• 
D~. Knox 1-rtlf'on : 
State Historic Prese~vation Officer 
orrice of Historic Preservation 

P-1874C 

cc: Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 
Box 25085 
Denver, OJ 80225 

O.S. Department of the Interior 
Heritage Conservation and Recreation Service 
Paciric Southwest Region 
450 Golden Gate Avenue 
San Francisco, CA 94102 
Attention James R. Huddleston 

Leslie Starr Hart 
Denver Service Center 
National Park Service 
TllE, Box 25287 
Denver, CO 80225 

Hr. Michael Bureman/Mr. Dave Stewart 
Denver Service Center 
National Park Service 
QE:, Box 25287 
Denver, CO 80225 
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THE RESOURCES AGENCY OF CALIFORN'iA
SACRAMENTO. CALIFORNIA 

Mr. Leslie P. Arnberger 
Superintendent 
Yosemite National Park 
P. o. Box 577 
Yosemite, CA 95389 

Dear Mr. Arnberger: 

1978 DEC 8 

The State of California has reviewed the "Draft General 
Management Plan, Visitor Use/Park Operation/Development" 
dated Au~st 1978 and the accom~anying Draft Enviroru:iental 
Statement which were submitted to the Office of Planning 
and Research (State Clearinehouse) within the Governor's 
Office. The review is in accordance with Part II of the 
Office of l"ianagement and Budget Circular A-95 and ~-
National Enviroil!llental Policy Act of 1969. 

The review was coordinated with the Departments of Conservation, 
Fish and Grune, Food and Agriculture, Parks and Recreation, 
Transportation, and Water Resources; the Air Resources, 
Reclamation, Solid Waste J·ianagement, and Water Resources 
Control Boards; and the Energy, Public Utilities, and State 
Lands Commissions. Following are the State's comments. 

Water Resource Data Collection 

The Department of Water Resources is the coordinator of the 
California Cooperative Snow Surveys Program. ?resent or 

!future snow survey prograin activities in Yosemite ilational 
i Park are not mentioned in the Draft General i'lanagement Plan. 
Because the Department is committed to the collection of snow 
and related data through provisions of the California Water 
Code and through agreeuer.ts with cooperatine; agencies, we 
believe the final management plan should include provisions 
for continuing and modernizing data collection activities in 
the Park. 

COMMENTS 
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The Department is in the process of installing a statewide 
network of automatic snow sensors for increased water supply 
forecasting input. Approximately ten sites have been selected 
in the Park to provide daily telemetered data for water supply 
forecasting purposes in the Tuolumne and Merced River systems. 
These automatic sites would eventually allow for removal of 
most of the existing snow survey facilities in the Park. or 
the automatic sites planned, three woul~ be required in back 
country areas, one or two in areas specified as enclaves, and 
the remainder in the Tioga Pass transportation corridor. 
Winter access would be needed to service malfunctioning 
instrumentation. 

The Department has held several discussions with staffs of 
the Yosemite National Park and the Regional National Park 
Service (NPS) regarding the future data collection installations. 
Progress toward a mutually agreeable data collection plan 
.has been made, but no formal NPS directive has been formulated. 

1 We therefore request that the NPS include provisions for 
installing and operating automatic data sites in the final 
_management plan for the Park. 

Water Supply 

Listed on page 87 of the draft environmental statement (DES) 
are the streams and rivers in the Park that are now used or 
have potential for water supply use. Location of all existing 
water diversions and amounts diverted annually should also be 

2 identified. Although it is assumed that all surface diversion 
within the Park's boundary are made under the "Federal Reservation 
Doctrine", future diversions of surface water at new develop-
ment locations outside of the Park (El Portal) may require 
appropriative water rights. Statements of Water Diversion 
and Use should be filed on all surface diversions within the 
Park boundary that are not covered by appropriative permits 
or licenses. The State Water Resources Control Board, 
Division of Water Rights, 77 Cadillac Drive, Sacramento, 
California 95825, (916) 920-6301, may be contacted for 
assistance in determining the type of water rights that 
may be necessary. 

Waste Water Treatment 

Recent inspection by the Regional Water Quality Control Beard 
staff of the various waste water treatment and disposal 
facilities within the Park has demonstrated that modifications 
are needed at several of the facilities. We believe the DES 
does not adequately address these necessary modifications. It 
is therefore recommended that the following items be discussed 
in the final statement. 
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RESPONSES 

RESPONSES 

RESPONSES 

STATE OF CALIFORNIA 
The Resources Agency 

Provisions for instailing and operating automutic snow survey 
monitoring equipment is an ongoing cooper·ative endeavor. 
Currently, the park and thP. We, tern r~egional Office are \\Or king 
c<:ioperativcly with the C2lifornia Department of W~ter Rcsour·ces to 
effect the proposed conversion to autorn;,tic devices in Yo>emite, as 
well as all affected national parks in the Western Region. 

All surface diversions within the Yosemite National Park 
boundary are made under the "Federal Reservation Doctrine." 
Water needs for El Portal are being evaluated and appropriate water 
rights will be sought on all diversions necessary. Additional 
information regarding estimated consumption and water sources for 
most park facilities is presented on page 12 of the DES. 
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Mr. Leslie P. Arnberger 
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The DES does not specifically mention existing deficiencies of 
the Wawona treatment and disposal facilities. A very brief 
reference is made in the statement to the construction of 
a waste water treatment plant. However, there are no details 
in the statement regarding the size, location, and type of 
treatment facilities that are planned •. • 

Glacier Point 

Waste water from the Glacier Point area is presently treated 
in an Iwhoff tank approximately 40 to 50 years of age, 
followed by a recently reconstructed leach field syste~. 
Inspection of the Imhoff tank showed that this unit should 
be either replaced or refurbished. We reco;amend that a 
treatment system be located in an area more accessible 
for adequate sewage solids control. 

Tuolumne Meadows 

5 It has been demonstrated that the Tuolumne Meadows collection 
system has a relatively severe ground water infiltration 
problem. No references have been made in the statement 
regarding potential corrective measures. 

In addition, the following facilities are inaccurately described 
in the DES. 

Badger ?ass Ski Area 

6 The DES refers to a recently installed sewage system at 
Badger Pass utilizing a recyclable mineral oil system. One 
year of operational experience with this system demonstrated 
its unsuitability due to the production of odors an.d equipment 
malfunction. Waste ~raters from the ski resort are now 
proposed to be disposed of by septic tank and leach fielcs. 
This fact should be recognized in the statement. 

Vogelsang High Sierra Cruno 

7 The DES refers to the construction of a neoprene-lined oxidation 
pond for treatment of waste water generated by the Vogelsang 
area. However, an i11s"Oection made in l9'l7 shows that this 
oxidation pond has been dismantled and that waste water 
is presently being disposed of by leach lines. 

COMMENTS 

Mr. Leslie P. Arnberger 

Water Q.uality 

The recommended plan and each alternative as planned would 
result in degradation of water quality due to increased 
erosion and discharges of treated waste water. 

8 The 15-year management plan should provide for incorporation 
of the best management practices to mi~imize input of bacteria, 
nutrients, and sediment. For example, scheduling of cons•ruction 
during the dry season and reseeding or replanting the disturbed 
area promptly afteT construction would minimize erosion. ~'he 
final statement should be revised to include a more extensive 
evaluation of mitigation measures. 

The DES indicates on page 88 that water in such high-use areas 
as Yosemite Valley, ~awona, and El Portal does not meet full
time· compliance witn drinking water standards. T"ne final 
statement should discuss the measures that will be taken to 
obtain full-time compliance. 

Solid Waste Management 

g The DES lacks any current or future solid waste data. We 
recommend that the final statement include a section on 
solid waste management providing the following information. 
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1. Description of the plan for the disposal of concrete and 
asphalt rubble from the street rewoval program and waste 
material from demolition of buildings and other facilities. 

2. Description of present and future solid waste generation, 
collection, and disposal methods utilized by Park facilities. 

3. Discussion of future policies governing litter collection, 
management, and control. 

4. Description of the present monetaI"J deposit system on 
beverage containers and discussion of the feasibility of 
implementing other solid waste recycling programs. 

Fish and Wildlife 

On page 98 of the DES, it is stated that " the park and 
state will cooperatively develop recreational fisheries 
management program consistent with nat-ural area management 
policies." The program currently beine; developed by our 
two agencies, however, may include aerial fish stocking which, 
if approved at the national level, would constitute a variance 
from existing natural area management.policies. 

COMMENTS 

Mr. Leslie P. Arnberger -5-

We believe habitat destruction is much more likely responsible 
for the disappearance of the native red-legged frog over much 
of the State end the reduction in the range of the native 
yellow-legged frog then predation by bullfrogs es is stated on 
page 10 of the Summary of the Natural Resources Management Plan. 
Pronounced differences in habitat requirements of these species 
supports our contention. 

The Psiute cutthroat trout has never be~n listed ss an official 
"rare" or "endangered" species by the State Fish and Game 
Commission as is implied on page 11 of the Summary of the 
Natural Resources Management Plan. On an informal or working 
basis, the Department of Fish and Game considers it "threatened". 
The Federal Government officially gives it "threatened" designation. 
Probably few, if any, of the Paiute cutthroat planted in Delaney 
Creek remain. Relocation was considered but abandoned since so 
few fish remain. 

Seismology 

Although.the DES contains no statements on Seismology, we 
believe the following statements are relevant and should be 
included in the final statement. 

1. There sre no active faults in the Park according to the 
Fault Map of California (C. Jennings, 1975). 

2. The most recent seismicity map of the California Division 
of Mines and Geology, for 1900-1974 shows that there was 
no earthquake ·or magnitude 4 or greeter on the Richter 
scale in the Park (c. Reel, T. Toppozada, and D. Parke, 
1978). 

3. The most significant ground shaking in the Park during 
historical record was caused by the 1872 Owens Valley 
earthquake. Yosemite Valley experienced intensity of 
about VII to VIII on the Modified Mercalli scale (G. 
Oakeshott, R. Greensfelder, and J. Kahle, in California 
Geology, .March 1972) • 

Air Quality 

We are particularly pleased to see the emphasis on reduction 
in the use of automobiles and provision of alternative 
transportation modes -- an environmentally sound action. 
As described in the DES, there are difficulties in directly 
relating reductions in emissions to improvements in air 
quality, but it is reasonable to expect any reductions in 
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RESPONSES 

Long-range wastewater treatment and dispo~al needs for 
Wa1·!ona will be stuc'ied. It is contemplated that a tertiary treatment 
faci:ity will be d<'velopcd. Until the long-range needs are met, an 
interim solution wil' be implemented to comply with the Water Quality· 
Control Board's c!is~harge require(l1ents (.January 1, Hl83). It is 
anticipated that the interim plant will provide ~econdary treiltment 
and include sludge disposal. 

At Glacier Point, a new public restroom and a 
treatment/disposal system will be constructed to replace the existing 
restroom and Imhoff tank. 

Monies have been requested to correct the groundwater 
Infiltration into the Tuolumne Meadows collection system. 

The supplcn,ent to the DES indicates that the recyclable 
mineral oil sewane system has been replaced with a low-flow water 
system. Under Water Quality Control Bo~rd Order 79-92, we are 
monitoring the scwoge disposal prob!em. Based on observations 
during the 1978-79 season, the new water flush system appears to 
be V1orking well. 

7. The supplement to the DES indicat.as that Vogel song High 
Sierra camp wastewater is being disposed of by a septic tank and 
leachfield. 

RESPONSES 

It is standard NPS policy to be in compliance with water 
quality standards that are indicated in discharge permits issued by 
the state of California. The National Park Service is also committed 
to the utilization of the best methodology available in order to avoid 
degradation of surface water quality. This includes utilization of 
up-to-date technology as well as implementation of practices, such 
as sche'duling of construction during dry seasons and reseeding or 
replanting disturbed areas immediately after construction. 
Modifications of these general procedures will suit various 
construction projects as needed and at specific sites as practical. 
Cu11rent proposals for uµgr.:;ding dl'inking water tre(ltment systems 
inch.1dc ..::onv0rsion to uncicrg1·ound source~ at El Portell and 
Yosemilf.? Valley, and provi~ion of a fi:tr.:itic;i system at Wawona. 
lmpiementt1tion of these improvements ilre c:>ntingent upon 
prograo1ming and av.,i::ibility ci funds. 

It is standz1·d NPS policy to dispose of concrete, asphalt, 
rubble, and all other Wjste material in eKist1ng borrow pits or in 
approved land!'iil sit~s outside the park. "ihe National Park Service 
will continue to collect solid wJstc in front-ioading vehicles, 
tran$port it to El Portal, then transf P.r it to other vehicles and 
dispose of it in the Mariposa County landfill. In the ne~r future 
we ;ntend to convert the transfer station in El Portal to a bailing 
operation and transport the bailed waste lo the Mariposa County 
IBndfill. 

Recycling is practiced by both the Park Service and the 
concessioners. A five-cent refundable dep~sit is chargP.d for each 
bever~gc container sold in the p<irk. Recycling stations for 
depcsitina tin, glass, birr.etals, and aluminum are situated in the 
government housing area and in two campgrounds, and containers 
are located in cffi::~s for depositing paper for recycling. The Park 
Service also sells scrap metal for recycling. 

The California Department of Fish and Game and the National 
Park Service are engag~d in a joint study on fishery managcrMnt in 
national parks in California. No final resolution on fish stocking in 
Sierran parl<s has been made to date. 

RESPONSES 

Habitat destruction has probably played an important role in 
the disappearance of the red-legged frog throughout most of the 
state. However, habitat destruction within Yosemite National Park, 
compared to land alterations statewide, is considered m;nimal. 
According to Dr. Peter B. Moyle, the widespread introdt1ction of 
the bullfrog may also be an important fa('tor in the disappearance of 
the native red-legged frcg. I l is our opinion that both factors 
must be seri""sly considered. 

.It is correct that the Paiute cutthroat trout has never been 
listed as an official rare or endangered species by the California 
State Fish and Game Commission. 

The supplement to the DES includes this information. 



14 

15 

16 

17 

COMMENTS 
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automobile use in Yosemite Valley will have a beneficial 
effect on air quality. Reductions in vehicle miles traveled 
'1n Yosemite Valley are projected to occur by dispersing 
recreation throughout the Park, ensuring that National Park 
Service and Curry Company employees live near~heir work, 
and providing shuttlebua transportation for Park visitors. 

The U. S. Forest Service conducted a au~vey in l977 of 
oxidant injury to ponderosa pine in the Sierra and Sequoia 
National Forests and documented that injury to this pine species 
la widespread. This study can be used to suggest injury to 
Yosemite National Park pines and to indicate violations of 
the oxidant standard. Although the range of the study did 
not extend into the Park, it would be reasonable to assume 
that, because oxidants are an areawide problem, the Park 
area ls also affected. This study should be cited and, with 
proper qualification, the suggestion made that pollution 
injury to pines may also be occurring in the Park. Although 
injury to pines is not a direct indicator of specific oxidant 
concentrations, it may indicate there are widespread violations 
of the standard throughout the western slopes of the Park. 

On page 100 of the DES, first paragraph, the statement that 
the Park ls located in the San Joaquin Valley Air Basin 
needs to be corrected. Although the southern.part or the 
Park (Madera County) ls in that basin, the remainder 
(Mariposa and Tuolumne Counties), including Yosemite Valley, 
la in the Mountain Counties Air Basin. Also, the third 
paragraph needs to be clarified and an error corrected. 
The confusion surrounds the statement that the Califoniia 
standard for oxidants was exceeded twice and the national 
primary standard once. Since the California standard (0.10 ppm) 
is higher than the national standard (0.08 ppm), the national 
standard could not have been exceeded fewer times than the 
Califoniia standard. In the case of violation of standards, 
however, the above can occur as the California standard is 
not to be equaled or exceeded, but the national standard 
can be exceeded once before a violation of the standard is 
recorded. We suggest the data be checked and the text 
revised accordingly. The error is related to citing the 
national standard as being 0.88 ppm as opposed to the correct 
figure of 0.08 ppm. This section should also contain the 
air quality data the Air Resources Board collected in the 
Yosemite Valley at Yosemite Village in 1976 and 1977. During 
those two years, ambient oxidant data were collected that 
showed the national standard was exceeded in both years. In 
1976 the national standard was exceeded on six days for a 
total of 20 hours and in 1977 on five days for a total of 
13 hours. We have attached these data for your use. 

COMMENTS 

Mr. Leslie P. Arnberger -7-

The last paragraph on page 101 describing the Clean Air Act, 
as amended in 1977, should be corrected to read" ••• requires 
that levels of particulates in Class I areas should not exceed 
ambient levels by more than 5 micrograms per cubic meter ~µg/m3) 
annual geometric mean •••• " (The DES states the increment' as 
35 microt;rams and excluded the word "annual" before geometric 
mean.) In addition, the word "annual" should precede "arithmetic 
mean" for the sulfur dioxide increment. This parai;:raph should 
also include a discussion of Section 16G of the Act that addresses 
other pollutants. Emissions of hydrocarbons, carbon monoxide, 
photochemical oxidants, and nitrogen oxides are also to be 
regulated in the near future to prevent significant deterioration 
of air quality. 

For mandatory Class I areas, the Act requires a national goal 
of preventing future impairment of visibility and remedying 
existing deterioration caused by anthropogenic sources as 
referenced in Section 169(A) of the Act. Because the scenic 
resources in the Park are so significant, the impact on 
management decisions of this section of the Act should be 
included. A paragraph should also be added to the air quality 
section of the DES which describes the purpose of the Act as 
it relates to National Park Service management and the possible 
effects it will have in Class I areas. Included in this 
description should be a brief discussion of California's Air 
Conservation Program. 

Transportation 

We support your efforts, especially the recognition that 
alternative transportation patterns are an essential element 
in preserving the resources that contribute to the Par~'s 
uniqueness, and encourage continued exploration of means to 
further reduce the use of the automobile. 

COMMENTS 

Mr. Leslie P. Arnberger -8-

State Routes 41, 49, 120, and 140 are the major access routes 
to and throubh the Park. It appear~ that the plan will not 
increase the nlllllber of vehicles on the State highways serving 
the Park. However, potential traffic or roadway impacts 
resulting from parking lot changes in location, size, capacity, 
or vehicle mix should be addressed in the final statement. If 
the National ?ark Service desires, the Department of Transportation 
will be pleased to meet to discuss mutual concerns regarding the 
Yosemite planning effort as it relates to transportation. 

Prior to performing any work within State highway rights of way, 
an encroachment permit must be obtained. Permit applications 
are available at the Department's District Offices at 1976 East 
Charter Way, Stockton, and at 1352 West Olive, Fresno. 

Cultural Resources 

The State Historic Preservation Officer, Dr. Knox Mellon, in a 
letter dated November 17, 1978, commented directly to Mr. Howard 
Chapman, Regional Director, National Pank Services in San Francisco. 
Attached is a copy of that letter. The.comments therein should be 
considered as part of the State's comments. 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the plan and statement. 

Attachments 

Sincerely, 

i~B~~~ 
ct'Jissistant Secretary for 

Federal Programs and Policies 

cc: Director of Management Systems 
State Clearinghouse 
Office of Planning and Research 
1400 Tenth Street 
Sacramento, CA 95814 

(SCH No. 78100990) 
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RESPONSES 

A statement concr,rning oxidant injury to ponderosa pine is 
included in the supplement to the DES. 

The supplement to the DES sl-.cws that Mariposa and Tuolumne 
counties are in the Mountain Countie' air basin. The new federal 
primary standard for oxidants is .12 ppm, rather than .08 ppn1. 
We appreciate the additional ~ir quality data. 

. RESPONSES 

The prevention of significant deterioration in air quality (PSO) 
provisions of the Clean Air Act provide extraordinary protection for 
the unique resources of mandatory Class I areas, including Yosemite 
National Park. Probably the most important PSO provision is that 
air. Quality-related values of the resources of mandatory Class I 
areas are protected from adverse impacts from new major air 
pollution emitters (section 165 of the Clean Air Act as amei;ided). 

As mentioned, Section 160 of the act, in addition to sulphur dioxide 
and total particulates, provides for PSD protection from pollutant 
hydrocarbons, carbon monoxide, photochemical oxidants, and 
nitrogen oxides, as well as for any other pollutant for which 
national ambient air quality standards are promulgated. 

Section 169A of the act, as amended, provides protection to 
visibility from any present or future man-made sources for 
mandatory Class I areas in which visibility is an important value. 
The Environmental Protection Agency must report methods for 
identifying visibility impairment, predicting anticipated impairment, 
and preventing and remedying impairment. Visibility is extremely 
Important for enjoyment of the scenic resources of the park. 

The California Air Conservation Program is parallel to the PSD and 
visibility protection program. Under this program, it is anticipated 
that the state will assume the PSD permit review process and will 
develop the scheme for redesignating areas from one PSD class ti> 
another. It is also understood that the program will address the 
allocation of PSD increments. 

RESPONSES 

The National Park Service is committed to additional study of 
the transportation issue in cooperation with other agencies. Based 
on information and level of detail contained in the GMP, it is 
believed that potential traffic and roadwily impacts have been 
sufficiently discus~ed in the DES. 
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RESPONSES 
STA.Tl! OP CALIFORNIA-BUSINESS AND TAANSPORUTION AGENCY - iaiSf'C 

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
500 SOUTH MAIN 
P.O. IOX 8'7 
BISHOP, CALIFORNIA 93.51" 

(714) 873-8411 

1 

Mr. Leslie P. Arnberger 
Superintendent 
P. 0. Box 577 - GMP 
Yosemite National Park, 

Dear Mr. Arnberger: 

CA 95389 

We have reviewed the Draft Yosemite General Management Plan, 
and wish to make the following comments: 

The Mono County Local Transportation Commission (LTC), 'and the 
Mono County Board of Supervisors are concerned over the future 
of State Highway Route 120, the Tioga Pass Road, through Yosemite 
Park. The LTC and the Board support the proposed alternate of 
maintaining Route 120 as a through-route for auto touring and 
summertime trans-Sierra traffic. They would additionally support 
the concept of maintaining Route 120 as a year-around trans-Sierra 
highway. 

·Maintaining Route 120 as a through-route is in agreement with the 
adopted 1978 Mono County Regional Transportation Plan. 

JS:vb 
cc: Mono co. Bd. of Supv. 

Mono Co. LTC 

1 

STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

Business and Transportation Agency, Bishop District 

The GMP proposes that the Tioga Pass Road be maintained as a 
through-road which will be closed only during the winter. 
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COMMENTS 
ST~TI! OP CALlfORNIA-TRANSPORTATIOH AGENCY • EDMUND 0. IROWN JR., Gcwemor 

DEPARTMF.NT OF TRANSPORTATION 
P.O. IOX 12616. FRESNO 93na 

·(209) 488-4014 

1 

January 15, 1979 

Pre, Mpa-41 

Mr. Leslie P. Arnberger, Superintendept 
P. O. Box 577 . 
Yosemite National Park, CA 95389 

Dear Mr. Arnberger: 

We thank you for the opportunity afforded for commenting on 
the draft General Management Plan for Yosemite National Park. 

our District is responsible for State Route 41, and our com
ments are confined to the external transportation aspects of 
the Plan. 

The traffic volumes that would be generated on Route 41 by the 
proposal or the alternatives do not exceed our traffic projec
tions for that route immediately south of the Park. We 
anticipate no difficulty in handling the Park traffic on the 
present facility. 

Reduction of visitor facilities in the Park will cause an 
increase in visitor use in the surroundin6 National Forest and 
private areas. However, the magnitude of this shift cannot be 
predicted at this time with sufficient accuracy to allow us to 
evaluate its effect on traffic volumes on Route 41. 

We are concerned with the preservation of the Tioga Pass Route 
for trans-Sierra traffic because there are no other vehicular 
crossings within distances of 40 miles to the north and 170 
miles to the south. 

We note the comment on page 21 of the summary as follows: "For 
the life of this plan, Routes 41, 120 and 140 will continue to 
be through-routes for auto touring and summertime trans-Sierra 
traffic". However, on page 21 of the Draft General Management 
Plan Visitor Use Park O erations Develo ment and on page ll of 
t e Ora t Environments Statement we find the word "probably" 
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.ir. Leslie P. Arnberger 
January 15, 1979 
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inserted in a similar statement between "will" and "continue". 
This makes the statement only tentative. We recommend that 
the word "probably" be removed from the statement in those 
documents.··· · 

Very truly yours, 

RUSSELL O. LIGHTCAP, District 
Director of Transportation 

Irwin Rosa 
Deputy District Director 
Project Development 

IR:ms 

cc:IR 
TSA 
Dist. 10 
Dist. 9 
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THE .\MERICAN ALPINE c,.~vs 

SIERRA NEVADA SECTION 10•0 Jl\N ll olo 

January 11, 1979 

Les Arnberger 
Suoerintendent, 
Yosemite Nati6nal Park, California 95389 

Dear .Mr. -~rnberger: 

The American Alpine Club's Yosemite Task Force has. 
studied the draft general mana9e~ent olan which has now 
been put before the puolic for com.~ent. The A.~erican 
Alpine Club ("AAC"I has been involved in all of the prior 
phases of the master planning process, and we again wish 
to thank you for the opportunity to participate in this 
process. 

The plan's goals are generallv in accord with the 
positions.taken by the AAC in the planning nrocess and 
in other representations by the AAC to t~e Superintendent 
of Yosemite National Park. We strongly sunoort the basic 
objectives of reducing commercialization, ur~anization, 
and automobile traffic within the Park and of increasing 
Yosemite's wilderness areas. The costs of the olan, to the 
public and to the concess1oner, are modest in comparison to 
these significant national goals. · 

We are unsure, however, whether or not the plan 
effectively and fairly accomplishes these goals, while 
serving the needs of clinbers and the public at large for 
access t~ one of nature's grandest natural settings. We 
have. so•n·~ spec~fic comrnents and in(luiries, nrfr1arily con
cerning the climbers' camp at Camp 4, transnortation to and 
within Yosemite Valley, and the Park Services' oriorities 
for implementation. · 

PLEASE RESPOND TO: 
820 The Alameda 
Berkeley,'califotnia 94707 

1 

RESPONSES 

RESPONSES 

STATE OF CALIFORNIA 
BUSINESS AND TRANSPORTATION AGENCY, 
FRESNO DISTRICT 

This suggestion has been accepted and ~hanged uccordingly in 
the revised GMP. Please see the response to a related commtnt 
made b'/ the Bishop District. 

RESPONSES 
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Camp 4, the walk-in campground now called "Sunnyside" 
by the National Park Service, is probably the best-known 
camping and meeting site of climbers in this country, if 
not in the world. No camo or hut a~ Chamonix or Kathmandu 
is as weli known to climbers as is Camp 4 in Yosemite 
Valley. For climbers, it is home, an information switch
board, and, especially important, the historical link with 
past climbing traditions. Since no other campsites are 
planned which could or would serve Camp 4's special role 
for climbers, we expect that it will continue to be the 
mecca to climbers from all over the world. 

· In view of the internationally known reputation of 
camp 4, we are surprised that it was not included in the 
historical inventory. This, we submit, was a major oversight, 
and the lack of awareness of Camp 4.' s place in history 
indicated by this omission may explain the plan's failure to 
preserve this unique place. 

2 There are obvious questions of the adequacy of 
Camp· 4 to meet the needs of climbers -- insufficient number 
of sites, parking, restrooms, washing facilities, showers, 
or security containers.* The needs of climbers and other 
users of Yosemite's walk-in campgrounds are largely ignored 
in the present allocation of the Park's facilities. Of the 
present 1,528 overnight accomodations in the Valley, only 58 
are walk-in camping sites. 

3 

We recognize that the expansion of Camp 4 to meet 
these demands may appear inappropriate at a time when 
efforts to reduce many facilities are planned. Nevertheless, 
the plan does propose more permanent accomodations at 

* Ironically, the lack of security containers at the 
walk-in campgrounds makes the automobile congestion 
problem even worse, because, for climbers and other users 
of walk-in campgrounds, an automobile is almost a 
necessity for secure storage. 

COMMENTS 

Les Arnberger 
Page -3-

Yosemite Lodge and Curry Village. In this li9ht, we find 
it difficult to accept no expansion of Camp· 4 and other 
walk-in camping facilities, particularly given the lesser 
impact of increased walk-in campsites as compared to increased 
building accomodations. 

1·he plan will, in fact, increase the problems in 
Camp 4. The capacity, and impact, of the adjacent service 
station is to'be increased; the "unneeded overnight" 
parking spaces at Yosemite Lodge -- some of which in reality 
serve as the parking area for Camp 4 -- are to be removed, 
encouraging a spillover of climbers elsewhere. Nothing is 
to be done about the noise and lights from the electrical 
transformer at the Camp's edge. The draft plan should be 
modified to prevent these harmful consequences. Specifi
cally, we suggest more sites located to the west of Camp 4 
and a buffer between the transformer, gas station, and 
the camp. 

TRANSPORTATION 

Although we see in the draft plan some excellent 
steps to meet Yosemite's greatest problem -- increasing 
automobile traffic, noise, and pollution -- we fear 'that 
access to and within one of the grandest climbing areas in 
the world may be significantly reduced. Climbers, not 
always of affluence, come from all over America, Europe, 
Asia, and South America to attempt Yosemite's spectacular 
cliffs. Yet they find that public transportation to 
Yosemite time consuming, cumbersome, and infrequent. 

Even the residents of the San Francisco.Bay Area 
or Los Angeles coming to Yosemite for only the week-end, 
as hundreds do, cannot voluntarily leave their cars at home. 
When they· arrive at the Valley on a typical spring or fall 
Friday night, they may expect to find all 38 of Camp 4's 
sites to be filled. Lacking a camping site, they will be 
unable to proceed beyond the West end of the Valley and go 
to Camp 4, where by walking and talking to fellow clim~ers, 
they arrange to share or exchange sites -- the pz:esent 
method by which almost all sites are allocat_ed. If automobiles 
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are to be used only to get to a camping site, how will 
campers determine the availability of sites at Camp 4 or 
the other campgrounds and obtain sites as they become 
available? One-to-one interaction in Camp 4 and other 
campgrounds should be provided to day and multi-day users. 

The draft plan properly addresses the problem of 
reduction of automobile congestion by restricting people's 

4 use of their cars within Yosemite Valley. ·•he Taft Toe
parking area could help in this regard, and the visual 
impact of the parking area can be minimized. We do urge, 
however, that the Park Service consider more than just the 
scenic harm from such popular view points as the Valley road, 
Glacier Point, or the Yosemite Falls Trail The vantage 
points of many wilderness users and climbeis also must 
not be forgotten. The views from Yosemite's. spectacular 
granite cliffs are serene and exhilerating experiences, 
which- must be preserved. 

5 We also urge that the transit system be frequent and 
run on week-end nights until at least 1:00 A.M. 

Another important aspect of transportation needs of 
the public is the transportation to Yosemite Valley. At 
present it is almost impossible for a park visitor to get 
to Yosemite by public transportation systems at a reasonable 
expenditure of money or time. The Park Service, along with 
the other agencies of the Federal and California government, 
should insure that an efficient and available transportation 
alternative to private automobile is created and maintaine~ 

6 We believe the present plan does present some serious 
obstacles to climbers. These obstacles may not be necessary 
to reduce automobile traffic and urbanization; indeed, 
these are objectives we share and advocate. Of all park 
users, climbers probably are least in need of the automobile, 
permanent accomodations, and urban services in order to 
explore and enjoy Yosemite's unique attractions. 

The National Park Service's approach of permitting 
public comments is highly commendable; this approach 
properly, we believe, acknowledged the people's concern and 
interest in the future of one of our Nation's great parks. 

RESPONSES 

AMERICAN ALPINE CL.US 

r Camping in Yosemite is a traditional activity that is permitted 
In organized campgrounds and in the backcountry areas throughout 
the !)ark. Although famous as a climber's camp, Sunnyside 
campground does not meet the criteria for eligibility to the National 
Register of Historic Places. 

2 Retention of Sunnv,idc c3mpgr0und, as proposed in the 
revised GMP, does permit reh~bilitation of r.ervice facilities and 
other irnprovem~nts such as provision of food lockers. These 
facilities will l>e provided through operational changio:. No 
expansion of tl1e number of sites in Sunnyside campground is 
proposed; however, campsites in cth~r ~reas of the Vallt·y and the 
pa1·k are available. 
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RESPONSES 

RESPONSES 

The GMP proposes that a campground reservation system be 
provided for all park campgrounds. Such a system should enable 
campers to plan trips more easily, reduce uncertainty in campsite 
availability, and provide a mechanism to limit campground occupancy 
to its carrying capacity. The GMP also encourages expansion of 
public transportation access to the park. 

The Taft Toe parking area is no longer proposed. 

- This is an excellent suggestion. Congress recently enacted 
legislation (P. L. 95-344) to encourage public transportation to units 
of the National Park System. We are in the process of exploring 
methods to increase public transportation opportunities, 

Actions proposed in the re:vi5ed GMP are not intended to 
create obstacles to enjoyment oi the park. Continuing disc•.Jssion 
between the park and user groups is encouraged in order to 
provide an improved park experience for all park users. 
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As important and as laudable as the open planning 
process has been, we must not lose sight of the goal of 
the process: the stablishment and implementation of a 
master plan for Yosemite National Park. The ultimate success 
of the process will not be measured· by the documents it has 
generated, but .rather by the impac~ of what is in fact 
implemented. We stand ready to assist the Park Service in 
any way we can in that task. 

Sincerely, 

Armando M. Menocal, III 

cc: John Reynolds, Captain 
Yosemite ~asterplan Team 

Chair, AAC Yosemite Task Force 

R.D. Caughron 
Chair, AAC Sierra Nevada Section 

Louis Reichart 
Director, AAC 

James F. Henriot, President, AAC 
T.C. Price Zimmerman, Director, AAC 
Edward E. Vaill, Secretary, AAC 
Ruth D. Mendenhall, Director, AAC 
Robert S. Hyslop, Chairman, 

Conservation and Use Committee, AAC 
Henry c. Barber, Director AAC 
Raffi Bedayn, 
Franc de la Vega, Executive Secretary, AAC 
Richard M. Leonard, President, The Conservation 

Law Society of America 
David Brower, President, Friends of the Earth 
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AMERICAN INDIAN COUNCIL OF MARIPOSA COUNTY 
COMHENTS ON YOSE~IITE NANAGEMENT PLAN 

AND DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT 

The American Indi~ Council of Mariposa County has reviewed 

the Draft Environmental Statement for the Yosemite National Park 

General Management Plan and submits tbe following comments thereon: 

The American Indian Council of Mariposa County (hereinafter 

referred to as "the Council") supports the proposals of the National 

Park Service to return YosemitP National Park to as near its natural 

condition as is possible. The Council members and their ancestors 

have been concerned about the degradation of the Park and its 

environs since the arrival of the first white men more than one 

hundred years ago. The steadily increasing use of the Park by 

outsiders and historical management of the park's resources have 

altered the ecosystems that existed at the time of the arrival of 

these outsiders. 

In general, the Council supports thQ concept of reduction of 

auto use in the valley and the expansion· of the shuttle bus system. 

The Council also agrees that it will be beneficial to reduce the 

number of structures and parking spaces in Yosemite Valley. How

ever, the Council has specific concerns about some of the actions 

proposed. They are the following: 

I. INDIAN CULTURAL CENTER 

While the Arner,ican Indian Council of Mariposa County appre

ciates the recognition by the National Park Service (hereinafter 
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referred to as "NPS") of the need for an Indian cultural center 

within Yosemite Valley, the Council believes that the location 

selected by. the NPS is not an appropriate one. ..Inst~ad" the Co..llllci.l 

renews its request that th~ Indian cultural center be located <!,.t the 

site f the former Indian village just west of Sunnyside Campground. 

·rh' • ;ite has traditional and cultural significance to Indian people. 

Tt· special Indian values are not present at the Three Brothers 

s.' celected by the NPS and are not always fully appreciated even 

I:.: ·chose who in good faith have attempted to reach an accommodation 

~ween the interests of the NPS and those of the Indian people. 

it is at the old village site that traditional and religious 

·emonies were practiced for nearly forty years. Also at that site 

found the pounding rocks, oak trees providing acorns, and other 

·ilar cultural accoutrements necessary for the cultural center and 

perpetuation of the traditions of the Indians of Yosemite. 

Although a concern for the privacy of the Indian people seems 

oave been a primary consideration for the NPS choice of the 

Tl. <e Brothers site, the Council believes that there is sufficien~ 

privacy a-::. the old village site and that other tradit.ional consider

ath.,s far 0utweigh any added privacy that might be provided at the 

2 Three ~rothers site. There is one recommendation that the Council 

would ir.ake to NPS concerning._Sunnysi5!._e Campgf_qµ~, ll~Y: th.~1: 

the few campsites at the .wes.t. P.l)Q s,r .. ...lo.tm o.f. .tba.t. ,caTQ.P~JU\d l:Je 

removed or relocated, thus providing a distinct ma~gin between the 

campground and the cultural center. 

The Council believes that four distinct NPS and national 

1 

2 

RESPONSES 

RESPONSES 

RESPONSES 

AMERICAN INDIAN COUNCIL OF MARIPOSA COUNTY 

A meeting was held with the American Indian Council in late 
January to discuss the following archeological concerns. 

The Indian cultural center will now be located west of 
Sunnyside campground. . 

After careful consideration and evaluation of the Sunnyside 
Campground site for the Indian cultural center, the National Park 
Service has determined that center activities and camping can take 
place without conflict. Sunny~ide campground will continue to offer 
walk-in camping. 
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policies require NPS to provide the Council with their old village 

site for use as a cultural center. These are: 

a. NPS Special Directive 78-1 [A5623(560)] from NPS Acting 
Director dated February 6, 1978 re: Policy Guidelines 
for Native American Cultural Resources Management. 

This Special Directive sets forth !1PS policy on Indian cultural 

resource management and requires in part that the NPS develop means 

•for· reasonable access to and non-recreational use· of sites with 

traditional, ceremonial or religious significance." It continues 

by stating that 

sites which are significant to a local or 
tribal entity may be used by them for non
destructive, ceremonial purposes. 

The request of the Council is a reasonable one, is entirely consis

tent with the intent of this policy directive, and should be honored. 

b. Public Law No. 95-341, Act of Congress of August 11, 
1978, 42 u.s.c. §1996. 

3 The United States Congress formally recognized in 1978 that 

many laws designed for conservation of natural resources and environ-

mental protection inadvertently denied Indians .access to sacred and 

traditional sites which are necessary for the practice of their 

religion. In an ·unprecedented move, Co~gress adopted a national 

policy of protecting and preserving the Indians' exercise of their 

Constitutional right to fre7dom of religion by allowing access to 

traditional sites, and by recognizing that the freedom to worship 

necessarily included the right to hold ceremonials and traditional 

rites. The situation in Yosemite requires the forthright applica

tion of this policy to allow the Council to use their old village 
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~ite for religious and traditional ceremonies, as specified in the 

statute. 

c. Indian Self-Determination. 

Since President Johnson first proclaimed it in 1968, the nationa: 

policy has been to allow and encourage Indian self-determination. 

This proclamation marked the end of an era of a regressive and ill

advised policy to terminate the special status and rights of Indians, 

and replaced it with a new policy which acknowledged, for perhaps the 

first time. in American history, the right of Indian people to make 

their own decisions and to determine their own futures. This polic~, 

embodied in virtually every piece of federal legislation which has 

dealt with Indian people and issues in the past ten years, signifies 

an end to the paternalism and oppression of the past. (See,~·· 

the Indian Self-Determination Act of January 4, 1975, 88 Stat. 2203, 

Public Law No. 93-638, 25 u.s.c. §450, ~seq.) As the Court of 

Appeals recently held in Santa Rosa Band of Indians v. Kings County, 

532 F.2d 655, 663 (9th Cir., 1975); cert. denied, 429 U.S. 1038 (i977), 

The assimilation policy reflected in P.L. 
280 was to a great extent a failure • • . 
and has been discarded in favor of policies 
fostering Indian autonomy, reservation self-

.. government and econo .. iic self-development. 

In Yosemite, the Indian people themselves have determined that 

their old village site is best suited for their present and future 

needs. This act of self-determination by a people who have long been 

denied the opportunity to set their own goals and plan their own 

futures must be respected and given deference in the NPS decision-

making process. 

COMMENTS 

d. Trust Responsibility. 

The courts of this nation have consistently upheld and reaf

firmed the trust obligation of the federal government towards Indian 

people. This trust responsibility, though denied and brutally vio

lated at various times. in history, is now embodied .. in United States 

policy towards Indians and requires t~e federal government to protect 

the interests of the Indian people and to deal fairly with them. The 

Council believes that an informed and good faith attempt to meet the 

federa~ trust responsibility in this situation dictates that the 

Park Service a.llow the Indian people the use of their former Indian 

village from which they were removed a mere ten years ago. 

The Council believes that these legal considerations as a whole, 

. when viewed in the light of the stated desire of the Council to 

occupy and maintain the old village site because of its unique 

traditional significance to them, leave I~PS with no rational basis 

for disallowing the use of the old village site for an Indian cultural 

center. The Council strongly urges NPS to revise their plans 

accordingly. · 

II. ARCnAEOLOGICAL AND CULTURAL RESOURCES 

4' A primary concern of the Council is .the effect that the NPS 

plan will have on archaeological and cultural resources within the 

Park and in El Portal. Nor is the Council merely concerned about 

the potential impacts of "the plan on these ·irreplaceable resources, 

but sincerely believes that the NPS has not taken adequate steps in 

its planning process to·mitigate or entirely avoid these impacts. 

The Council is informed that the entire Yosemite Valley has been 

RESPONSES 

3 The American Indian Religious Freedom Act of August 11, 
1978, requires that federal d.:,partments and agencies evaluate 
policies and procedures in consultation with native traditional 
religious leaders in order to determine appropriate changes 
necessary to protect and preserve Native American religious cultural 
rights and practices. The Yosemite staff has met several times with 
council members, and their comments are now part of this reporting 
process. It would be premature to speculate on changes that could 
affect the park. However, the act and repo1·ts associated with it 
are being accorded high-level and serious review. 

RESPONSES 

RESPONSES 

Please see the responses to the State Historic Preservation 
Officer, California Department of Parks and Recreation. 
Alternatives were assessed for Yosemite National Park, based on its 
internationally significant natural features as well as its cultural 
resources., Deci,sions were based on actions that would create the 
least possible impacts. Alternatives will be assessed again at the 
design level. Consultation with Native Americans on cultural 
resources at El Portal and other locations in the· park is ongoing 
and expected to continue. 



COMMENTS 

placed on the National Register of Historic Places as an archaeo

logical zone, and that the remainder of the sites within the Park 

that will be affected by the plan are potentially eligible for 

placement on the National Register. 

5 Yet, despite the apparent significance of the ~hirty-eight (38) 

archaeological sites that will be disturbed and adversely affected, 

no consideration is given to alternatives that would eliminate or 

avoid the adverse impacts on these sites. The Council believes that 

36 C.F.R. §800 et ~· mandates NPS to attempt to avoid adverse ef

fects on these archaeological sites. From the information provided 

to the.Council, NPS seems to have made.no such attempt. Rather, the 

potential adverse effects on the archaeological sites seem to be 

rega~ded as immutable facts, necessary and acceptable, without search

ing for other alternatives. As far as the Council is concerned, this 

approach violates the spirit and the letter of the National Historic 

Preservation Act, 36 C.F.R. §800 ~. ~·, Executive Order 11593, the 

Vational Environmental Policy Act, and NPS Special Directive 78-1 

The Council is also dismayed that they have not been consulted about 

any of the impacts in question prior to the NPS decision that specific 

archaeological resources would be sacrificed. 

6 At this time, the Council wishes to·make its position on archaeo-

logical excavation clear. Simply stated, the Council ·is opposed to 

the excavation .of any archaeological sites. It believes that all 

sites should be left undisturbed insofar as possible and that NPS 

should be directing its efforts toward preservation and protection 

of sites rather than t.owards salvage archaeology and surface col-

lection. 
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7' In addition, NPS has not gathered sufficient information about 
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the sites to be affected by its plan. In order to comment meaning

fully on the specific plans, the Council will need more data on each 

site which will be affected, the sites' comparative significance, 

and the alternatives which may be employed to mitigate, to completely 

avoid, the adverse effect. In other words, the Council needs to know 

the details about the nine sites in El Portal that NPS intends to 

excavate, as well as the comparative importance of the sites and 

what alternatives have been studied to avoid any adverse effect. 

Another matter that concerns the Council is the location of 

parking areas where archaeological sites will inevitably be disturbed. 

One example of such a siting problem· is that of Taft Toe. The Council 

believes that there are· alternatives to this _choice, including Three 

Brothers, which should have been considered. In addition, the Council 

feels that it would be preferable to locate parking areas outside of 

the Valley, inasmuch as the entire Valley has been designated an 

archaeological zone. However, because none of this type of informa-

tion appears in the draft statement, the Council is unable to make 

meaningful comment on the proposal as it stands. 

·rhe Council has reviewed the comments submitted by. Dr. Knox 

Mellon, California State Historic Preservation Officer, dated Novem

ber 17, 1978. The Council is in totar agreement with Dr. l~ellon's 

comments on Archaeological and Cultural Resources and adopts them 

as their own rather than reiterate them at length herein. 

Another aspect of the cultural resources management plan which 

gives cause for concern is the NPS statement that: 

:coMMENTS 

Archaeological research collections will not 
be maintained in the park. A regional 
museum facility will be identified and an 
agreement will be negotiated for long-term 
deposit and curatorial care at this facility. 
(at page 8) 

·The Council strongly opposes the removal of .any artifacts from the 

Park. Furthermore, the removal of these objects from the Park is 

prohibited by Special Directive 78-1 w~ich requires that 

aritifacts ••• and cultural resources ••• 
will remain under the ownership and control 
of the Service. 

The Council urges that all archaeological resource collections be 

retained in the Park and maintained in a manner consistent with their 

beliefs, and with Special Directive 78-1. 

III. OTHER CONCERNS OF'. THE COUNCIL 

The Council has several additional concerns about specific aspects 

of the management plan. These are: 

a. Pohono Shop 

The Council does not specifically oppose the removal of the 

physical structure'housing thePohono shop, but.does oppose the removal 

of the only Indian gift shop in the Park. The Council believes that, 

despite its commercial nature, the mere presence of such a shop 

creates an awareness among tourists that the Park has an Indian 

heritage, a fact which might otherwise. go unnoticed. The Council is 

especially interested in exploring with NPS the possibility o~ assurn

i~g responsibility for the Pohono Shop at whatever location is chosen 

for it. Therefore, the Council recommends and requests that, even 

if the present structure for the Pohono Shop is removed, that the 

RESPONSES 

5 At this conceptual level of planning, the identified impacts on 
38 sites are tentative. When design drawings/specifications are 
developed for various park facilities, every effort will be made to 
avoid or minimize adverse effects. Adverse effects will probably be 
avoided in most cases. To fully comply with the requirements of 
the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969, the worst possible 
effects are discussed in the document. We note that El Portal was 
added to Yosemite National Park for the purposes of an 
administrative area, and that the plan proposes the relocation of 
facilities there. El Portal is considered a very archeologically 
sensitive area. 

6 The excavation of archeological sites is often considered the 

1. 

last option in the management of archeological sites. If 
preservation and protection of such resources is possible by other 
methods, such means are advocated. 

RESPONSES 

The American Indian Cou01cil of Maripos.) County, through its 
chairm.:in, was invited to participc1t.e in discus5ions on El Pu rt al on 
December 22, 1978. A rnco!ing tooh place on Febrciary 5, 1978, and 
the specific information requested has been g;ven to the cou1~cil. 

The Park Service will c0nlinue to consult with the council during 
implementation of the plan. 

8 The Taft Toe parking area is not proposed in the revised 
plan. 

RESPONSES 

9 The National Park Service maintains ownership and control 

10 

over all artifacts despite their place of cu ration. Any designated 
facility will only be considered as having a loan on the items. 

After re.,valuation, tt>e Pohono Gift Shop is now proposed for 
retention. 
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concept be retained at another location within the Valley. 

11 b. Availability of Low-Cost Overnight Accornr.1odations 

The.Council is opposed to the NPS proposal to remove a large 

portion of the low-cost overnight accommodations from the Park. 

This will affect not only Indian visitors to the Park, but also a 

large segment of the public including low income individuals and 

those on fixed incomes and pensions who will now find it more dif

ficult to stay overnight in Yosemite due to the decreased avail-

ability of low cost accommodations. By decreasing the availability 

of these less expensive units, the NPS is effectively creating a 

barrier to the use of the Park by those individuals whose incomes 

are insufficient to allow them to afford the higher priced units. 

IV. CONCLUSION 

In conclusion, the American Indian Council of Mariposa County 

urges the National Park Service to seriously reconsider and amend its 

plans consistent with the Council's recommendations regarding the 

location of the Indian Cultural Center, the disturbance of archaeo-

logical sites, and the other issues raised herein. 

Dated: January 12, 1979 

Respectfully submitted, 

AMERICAH INDIAN COUNCIL OF 
MARIPOSA COUNTY 

by:~!l~ 
Bar oar a E. Karshmer, KAHSW.IER & BUNCE 
Attorney for 1\merican Indian Council 
of Mariposa County 

by: ~- L~-~~:.!"A·~ .. ~~~QuesenWr1V:LC~ 
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northern section 
california chapter 
american planning association 

EXECUTIVE BOARD 

RESOLUTION 

-ST A TING SUPPORT FOR THE RECOMMENDED GENERAL MANAGE
MENT PLAN FOR YOSEMITE NATIONAL PARK WITH CERTAIN 
MODIFICATIONS INTENDED TO PRESERVE AND ENl-iANCO THE 
NATURAL FEATURES OF THE PARK -

WHEREAS: 

I. The National Park Service has prepared and published a draft general man

agement pion for Yosemite Notional Pork dated August 1978. 

2.- The Notional Pork Service is soliciting comments on the plOl ~o be submitted 

by January 15, 1978. 

3. The following is stated on page 21 of the sLmmory of the plc:n: 

There ore two primary purposes for Yosemite Ncrtionol ?er'.<. The first 
Is to preserve its exquisite scenic beauty, its ou1stcnding wilderness 
values, and all of the features that comprise !ts c!ivers.e Sierra Nevada 
environments. The second is to make these varied resources cvoiloble 
to people for their enjoyment, education, and recreation. 

4. The pion proposes os o primary policy that uses be decentrc:Jized within. the 

pork, but that the overall level of pork use remain unc!:ong~ w!lile currently 

undeveloped areas, such as Crone Flot, be developed to occo-nmodote decen

tralized uses. 

COMMENTS 

S. Past and current high levels of use of the pork hove degraded the q~'Cllity of 

Its envirorment. 

6. Areas, once developed, ore virtually impossible to return to their natural 

state because of established visitor expectations. 

7. Among the policies of the pion is one that calls for elimination of mechanized 

recreation from the park, while the pion calls for continuation of downhill 

skiing at Badger Poss and hong-gliding at Glacier Point. 

8. Amorig the policies of the pion is one that calls for more comprehensive 

interpretive services for all yisitors including those using the bock:ountry, 

while two essential aspects of the bockcountry wilderness experience ore 

discovery and first-hand learning. 

9. Among the policies of the pion is one that r:olls for the elimination of High 

Sierra comps and the construction of enclaves. 

10. The Executive Boord of .the Northern Section of the California Chapter of the 

American Planning Association represents 900 professional plonr.ers and 

persons interested in planning matters in 16 counties of Nor:h\'rn Coli~ornio. 

THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT: 

I. The Executive Boord supports the general management plcn far Yosemite 

Notional .Pork os proposed by the Notional Park Ser-Vice wi:h cer~oin modifi

cations. · 

2. The Executive Boord emphatically supports the following po!ici~s of t!':e pion: 

(a) De-intensification of use in Yosemite Volley. 
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RESPONSES 

11 The low-cost commercial accommodations are the last to fill to 
·capacity, indicating a gre3ter demand for other types of 
accommodations. The revised plan calls for 5·1 percent of all 
commercial accommodations to be low cost (no more than $17 per 
night), which is 6 percent less than the current number. 

RESPONSES 

RESPONSES 
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COMMENTS 

(b) 

(c) 

Removal of inappropriate commercial uses, such cs the auto 

repoir shop, gos station, bank, barber one beauty s.'lop'i, swimming 

pools end golf courses, but the following should be retained: post 

office end ice rink. 

Continued prohibition of snow~obiles in the park. 

3 3. The pion should be modified to provide the following: 
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(a) No expansion of downhill skiing should be permitted. 

(b) 

(c) 

Moss transit shou_ld be encouraged for all trans;x>rtation needs 

both within end to and from the pork. 

Interpretive services should be limited~ os not to interfere with 

the spontaneity of the bockcovntry wilderness experience. 

(d) A portion of campsites should be set aside for reservation during 

the week preceding use to accommodate spontaneous and informal 

use of the pork. 

(e) 

(f) 

(g) 

Private in-holdings, such as those at Wawono Valley should not be 

given over to the concessionaire for ren~ol purposes b'.Jt focilities 

on In-holdings acquired by the National Pork Service should either 

be dismantled immediately or be leased to their current owners 

for a limited period of time and then disr:iontled. 

The Indian Cultural Center should be er.covroged. but limitations 

should be placed on its use to ovoid it be-::oming a commericol use 

inappropriate to the noturol setting of the pork. 

No conventions should be permitted in tr.-e pork. 

COMMENTS 

4. The Executive Boord proposes that the Notional Pork Service adopt os o 

cardinal land management principle that uses should be appropriate to the 

pork os o noturol, High Sierra setting and that cor.cepts of "buildoble land" or 

"necessary facilities" not be used to justify land uses that are inconsistent 

with this principle. 

CERTIFICATION 

The undersigned, secretory-treasurer of the Northern Section of- the California 

Chapter ot' the American Planning Association, does hereby certify that the fore

going is o full, true, and correct copy of ·o resolution duly end regularly adopted at 

a meeting of the Executive Boord of the Northern Section held on Decenber 6, 

ins. 

COMMENTS 

Route 1, Box 

The Honorable Cecil Andrus, 
Secretary 
Department of the Interior 
Interior Building 
Washington, D.C. 

My Dear Mr. Andrus, 

Secretary-Treasurer 

DECEMBER 6, 1978 

We are still In a state of euphoria over the Alaskan ·achievement 

although I am sure there will be roars of dismay from various areas. 

am equally sure President Carter and you will be able to handle them well. 

I am writing on two matters of great concern: 

1 1. The Yosemite Master Plan. Not only is it a.weak plan, but it is a 

dangerous one. It solves no ba~i~ problems. It sounds "wise" 

and efficient but when examined Jt is only a slight reshuffle 
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of the st<itus quo. I have expressed myself to Director Whalan 

and to Bill Turnage. The protest by the concessioners (parent 

Company- MCA) clearly reveals the basic problem. The suggested 

restrictions of the plan would cut into their profitsl Now- it 

Is necessary to balance Yosemite as a great National Shrine 

against the _Profits of an entrenched corporation. In my simplist 

approach :1 f'lel the only answer is for the Government to buy out 

the Concessioners and lease them to qualified operators under 

strict levels of taste and capability: I 111ust add my disapproval 

of El Portal as the "staging" area; I am convinced that there are 

other possibilities_ of far greater importance and attractiveness. 

The Big Sur. We are !!21 progressing! Developments continue and 

quite soon there will be relatively little remaining to preserve. 

The most beautiful coastline will be desecrated forever. I feel 

tl\ls deserves priority attention. 

With warmest greetings, 
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RESPONSES 
AMERICAN PLANNING ASSOCIATION 
Northern Section of the California Chapter 

At Yosemite Village, the YP&CC garage and the service station 
will be removed. Minimal post office and banking services v.ill be 
provided within existing buildings in Yosemite Village. The golf 
course will be removed and the land will be restored to a nalural 
condition. The ice-skating rink will be removed as a permanent 
facility, but a temporary ice rink may be cre~ted by flooding a 
portable enclosure. The barber and beauty shop will be removed 
when the size of the employee community no longer supports them. 

Snowmobiles will be prohibited from the park. 

Badger Pass ski area will not be expanded. 

Mass transportation wi II be encouraged within the park and to 
and from Yosemite. 

Backcountry interpretive services will focus on information and 
orientation. 

6 The objective is to have campgrounds in each developed area 
on a reservation. system. All auto camrgrounds in Yosemite Valley 
are now available by reservation during the peak visitor season. 
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A l~nd use plan will be prepared for \Vawona that will permit 
some private development conipatible with the proposal to use 
Wawona as the new park headquarters. 

The Indian cultural center will be permitted under provisions 
of a special use permit that will limit use to appropriate cultural 
activities. 

Conventions are not allowed in the Valley from May 1 through 
September 30. During the rest of the year, conventions are 
strictly controlled to ensure that there is no conflict with park use 
by other visitors. 

RESPONSES 

RESPONSES 

ANSEL ADAMS 

The revised plan proposes some major changes that will be 
implemented in the near future. These chanoes include reduced 
impact of cars on major scenic areas, reclamation of highly 
significant land from administrative and other nonessential uses ano 
conversion to public use as parkland, restoration of natural 
processes of the park's ecosystems, and an increase in the 
availability of information and interpretive services. It is the 
long-term objective of the National Park Service to remove all 
automobiles and to greatly reduce man-maoe intrusions in Yosemite 
Valley. 

The revised GMP proposes that basic commercial visitor 
facilities be retained and that a private concessioner continue to 
operate these facilities. The economics of profits were not used as 
a deciding factor in determining what visitor services should be 
provided at Yosemite. However, they will be a factor in the 
readjustment of the business and contractural relationship between 
the government and the concessioner. The action(s) chosen will be 
the subject of negotiations between the National Park Service and 
concessioners. Comments that have been received regarding this. 
matter will be considered at that time. 

The plan has been revised to move park headquarters to 
Wawona; however, El Portal will also be a major administrative site. 
For 21 years El Portal has been designated for administrative use. 
Many park and concession employees already live in El Portal. 
Good planning can assure that future growlh in El Portal is 
compatible with the area's environment and in harmony with the 
established community . 
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COMMENTS 

Automobile Club of Southern Ca.Htor:.hia· 
"lADOUJRHkS: 1601 SOUlH flCUrAO.\ 51Rl£T lCIS l~4C[l{S, CALllO·;i~;IA. qOOH 

MAILING: P. 0. BOX 2190 HRMINAl ANNCl LOS ANC£Ll3, Cl\LH°t1.11<1;1Ai llio~·\: 

HICHWAY ltlCINf.Urrcc CEPARTMCNf 
OAVIO 0. CRAYSON, MANAGER 

(21))741-4490 

Leslie P. Arnberger, Superintendent 
Yosemite National Park 
P.O. Box 577-GMP 
Yosemite National Park, CA 95389 

Dear Mr. Arnberger: 

January 11, 1979 

We have reviewed the draft Yosemite General Management Plan 
and the draft Environmental Statement. The park service is to 
be complimented for seeking public input. The Automobile Club, 
with over 2 million members in Southern California, appreciates 
the opportunity to co!llIP.ent on the draft plan. 

The Club's review and analysis was made following the philosophy 
that the park experience should be one that affords a broad cross 
section of the public the opportunity to participate in the interests 
and activ~ties which the park is uniquely capable of providing. Also, 
all planning and management efforts should be directed toward dealing 
with the problem of maintaining the qu.:ility of the n.:itural environment 
and the quality of visitor enjoyment, while making the park available 
to the greatest number of people and the broadest cross section of 
interests possible. 

··The proposed restrictions on private motor vehicle use and 
reductions in accommodations and some service facilities would 
deprive the public of opportunity to fully enjoy their park.-
The private motor vehicle is the most important means of access 
and mobility within the park. -unnecessarily restricting vehicle 
mobility will reduce the ability of the public to have an enjoyable 
park experience. 'l'hc proposed severe restrictions on the private 
vehicle are not warr.:inted at this time. For the foreseeable future 
problems a~sociatcd with the motor vehicle can be solved by manage
ment t~chniques which preserve individual freedom, cc,mfort and 
~onvenience ~nd have lo~ cost to implement.- The enclosed report 
Transportation Strategies for Parks and Recreation" outlines 

techniques to accomplish this. Please include this report as 
part of our conunents. 

COMMENTS 

Mr. Leslie P. Arnberger 

Page 2 

The Club supported the implementation of the existing shuttle 
bus system in the park. Bus circulation systems can provide a 
valuable supplement to the private vehicle system, however, the 
private vehicle remains an essential part of the ability of the 
public to enjoy the park experience. 

Acconunodations for visitors within the park are currently 
inadequate. LRerncval of existing accommodations and many service 
facilities required by visitors is not warranted. The public has 
found existing facilities acceptable. Removal of these facilities 
would result in little environmental improvement while creating 
substantial inconvenience and higher costs to users. The proposed 
replacement of facilities and parking to other portions of the park 
or outside of the park will have significant negative environmental 
impact. Merely shifting these impacts is not warranted~ 

3 The high cost estimated to implement the plan does not appear 
to be worth the small environmental benefit anticipated. We do not 
find that ther~ is a need to make significant changes proposed. 

We are concerned that implementation of the plan would require 
substantially increased charges to the visitor. Additionally, the 
large expenditure of public funds required to implement the plan 
could be better spent to make environmental and operational improve
ments associated with existing facilities or to acquire additional 
park lands. · 

In conclusion, while we find the draft plan would result in 
some improvements resulting in an enhanced park experience,~we 
believe the plan needlessly restricts the publics' customary use 
and enjoyment of the park and would be extremely costly resulting 
in unnecessary expenditure of user and public funds. We hope these 
comments will aid the park service in the final adoption of a plan 
that pro·vides· for public use and enjoyment while preserving the 
natural resource. We would welcome opportunities to work with you 
for a better Yosemite experienc~ 

COMMENTS 
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Mr. Les Arnberger, Supt. 
Yosemite National Park 
P.O. Box 577 GMP 
Yosemite Natl. Park, CA 95389 

Dear Mr. Arnberger, 

Sin1ce/~Y, CJ 
(/~}£-17~ 

Vince Desimone 
Transportation Planning Engineer 

December 11, 1978 

I've just had an opportunity to study the summary of the 
Yosemite Genaral Management Plan. 

LGenerally, I find it a very laudable effort. And I com
mend the committee for the product of what obviously must have 
been an enormous amount of ef fort_,J 

While for my personal interests I might have preferred alter-
· nate II, I find the Master Plan to be a wholly acceptable compro
mise on its solutions to all areas of concern: transportation, 
accomodations, camping, commercial services, activities and park 
operations and I ce~tainly agree that some combination of adjust
ments are in order to enable the concessionaire to continue to 
operate in a profitable way. 

1 I might add that I'd find the provisions for additional 
accomodations as indicated in alternative III to be acceftable, 
as well. And I'd sure hope that there might be some consideration 
to this concept. I think everyone gains from this concept--the 
concessionaire is able to operate more profitably, more ~eople would 
be enabled to participate in winter activities appropriate to the 
Park and those visitors in need of low-cost accomodations would be 
provided with better facilities. 

WK:jmj 

I appreciate the opportunity to participate. 

CoriiJ~~~·' 
~liam Kemsl~y • 

EXECUTIVE EDITOR 
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RESPONSES 

AUTOMOBILE CLUB OF SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA 

Moderate levels of comfort and convenience can be maintained 
by providing appropriate buses and scheduling buses as demand 
necessitates. The reduction in personal freedom and the costs of 
purchasing, operating, and maintaining the buses have been 
determined to be more than offset by the reduction ;,f auto 
congestion experienced by visitors. 

RESPONSES 

The plan has been changed to maintain commercial 
accommodations at about the present levels. The Park Service is 
not attempting to meet the entire demand for accommodations inside 
the park. We support the concept of having overnight 
accommodations provided near the entrances to the park. 

The costs of the plan derive both from relocation and 
upgrading of facilities and fro1n rehabilit»tion of existing facilities. 
Proposed rehabilitation would have to occ.ur regardless, and a 
significant portion of the cost cf develc>ping new facilities would 
otherwise have to be spent in making additional environmental and 
operational improvements to existing facilities. However, without 
proposed new development, some of these existing facilities would 
continue to be located in highly scenic, fragile, or hazardous areas. 
One of the objectives of the GMP is to relocate facilities to more 
appropriate locations within the park or at the El Portal 
administrative site. 

Concerns over the possibility of increased visitor costs will be 
carefully considered during negotiations between the National Park 
Service and the concessioner. 

RESPONSES 

BACKPACKER MAGAZINE 

The revised plan proposes little change in the number of 
commercial accommodations. A full range of accommodations will 
continue to be provided; however, no attempt will be made to meet 
all the demands inside the park. We support the concept of having 
overnight accommodations provided near the entrances to the park. 
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St.:.;:~r1.n~~nd 3l':t 
.:-.c. =.ex c;~7-v .. :~ 
:· .. :is.;:1:~ t-, i ..... ticn~l F"lrk 
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protect tho beauty of Yose~it~ Velley. 

~es ectf~lly subrr.itted 

COMMENTS 

CALIFORNIA ASSOCIATION OF 
BICYCLING ORGANIZATIONS 

P.O. Box 2684 

;.r. Leslie ?. hrnberger, Superintendent 
.l'.O. Eox 577-Gl·:r 
Yose1nite National Park, CA 9531:i9 

Dear ;.;r. Arnberger; 

Dublin. CA 94566 
December 10, l971:i 

The California Association of Bicycling Crganizations, 
representing nettrly fii'ty bicycle clut!! in Cali1'orn1a end several 
thousand bicyclists, l'!ish to go on record as supporting the 
i"oeemi te Draft veneral i•<anageu.ent Plan_.] 

The general concept of the plan would enhance the use of 
bicycles throuc)1out the perk. It would 1·.,duce 111otor access and 
11llow for less co=erical dev.,lopment. \·;e would hope the use 
of bic;ycles would not be hampered in any waJ>. 

We would like to suggest the old Tioga Pass roadway be used 
for bicyclists exclusively and not be destroyed. 

Thank you for your attention to this matter. 

Sincerely yours, 

Bai> Fower:; 
0040 Spruce Lane 

.nutlin, CA 5~566 

1 

RESPONSES 

RESPONSES 

CALIFORNIA ASSOCIATION OF BICYCLING ORGANIZATIONS 

The Old Tioga Road from Aspen Valley will be included in the 
wilderness proposal. 

COMMENTS RESPONSES 

CALIFORNIA ASSOCIATION of 
the FHYSICALL Y HAND I CAPP[\!).~ Inc .. 

·1 

· • non·profit 'orporotion 

·_P.O. BOX 22H2 m SACRAMENTO, CALIFORNIA 9S~2' 

February 12, 1979 

Leslie P. Arnber9er 
Superintendent 

.Yosemite National Park 
r.o. Box 577 . 
Yosemite, California 

Dear Mr. Arnber9er; 

Thank you for tne comprehensive materials on the 
General Mana9ement Plan for Yosemite National Park. 
Because of the comolexity of the material and because 
information about future plans to µrovide access for 
disabled people to Yosemite was hard to locate, r·contacted 
you.r office and was referred to Mr. Don Fox who, I 
understand, has been instrumental in develoninq the 
limited portions of the plan that pertain to access to 
the park for disabled people. 

Mr. Fox was very helpful in pointinq out in the text 
of the plan wording that pertains to access. Such oortions 
are extremely scanty considering the bulk of the olan. 
For instance, the oblon9 book entitled "Draft Environmental 
Statement,• a large volUl!le of 242 oages, contains, as far 
as I can determine, only one oaragraT)h in. reference t.o use 
of the park by disabled or elderly visitors. That one 
reference pertains to the use of inaccessible buses in the 
park, a discrimination that comoounds the oversi9ht of the 
General Mana9ement Plan. 

None of the introductory material setting out the 
purposes of the plan refersto nrovisions for makinq 
Yosemite more accessible to everyone, the disabled, the 
elderly, small children and their quardians. As vou must 
know, recent federal leqislation mandates public tacilities 
and programming be accessible to all. I understand the 
General Management Plan is a ~ittecn year Plan. Surely, 
for the sake of comnrehensiveness and to com~ly with the 
federal mandate of Section 504 of the 1973 Rehabilitation 
Act, access for the disabled should be a main consideration 
of your lon9 ran9e 9oal plann_in9. · 

1 

CALIFORNIA ASSOCIATION OF THE PHYSICALLY HANDICAPPED, 
INC. 

Provisions for special populations have been added to the 
revised plan. The level of detail to which your letter refers will 
be addressed in specific action plans, like the §.pecial !'.E~tions 
Inventory and Action Pl~n, Ph~!• which was mailed to you. This 
plan was done with the assistance of two disabled persons. 
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COMMENTS - 2 -

2 The lack of consideration of the disabled, the 
elderly, and small children evidenced in the "Draft 
Environmental Statement" is anoarent, also, in the 
"Draft General f.lanagerr.ent ·!'_lan · - Visitor Use/Park 
Operations/Development.::: Furthe~more, this book aqain 
stresses busing of visitor"Sthrough Yosemite, but with 
no mention of makinq the buses accessible to the disabled. 

3 In fact, the implication is th<it the plan includes no 
provisions whatsoever for making Yoser..ite shuttle buses 
~ccessible. · · 

I urge you to consider incorportatfog into this 
•visitor use" book soecif ic wordinq that will insure access! 
Not only in the intsoductory material is this_necessary, 

4 but most particularly in the detail planninq. [_For 
instance, as you outline oroposed visitor use in Yosa~ite 
Lodge on page 15, you should include wordinq to insure 
that remodled cabins will be accessible, parking for the 
disabled will be-provided, and ~icnic areas and ~am1><1round 
areas will be accessible. 

5 Planners for Yosemite should look at every exoerience 
provided to insure that it is accessible to everyone.! ~orne 
experiences such as mountain climbing must be eliminated 
from accessibility planning, but far.too often park planners 
have automatically elL~inated exoeriences that should he 
accessible to everyone, such as boating, swimming, horse
back riding, nature trails, etc, 

I understand from your olans that your intention is to· 
reduce congestion, pollution from car exhausts,·and asphalt 
in Yosemite. This is an admirable goal, but need not be 
accomplished at the sacrifice of the use and enjoyment of 
the park by the disabled and elderly. 

6 As you eliminate car traffic I urqe you to consider 
opening up the paved areas for wheelchair trails with 
provided accessible comnsites en route. ~·am sure there are 
other ways the goals of elL~inating pollution and providing 
access for the disabled and e.lderly can be combined. 

I am forwarding copies of this letter to other 
advocate organizations of the disabled, as well as oroviding 
them with Mr. Fox's phone number, at his suggestion, so 
they may obtain copies of the r.eneral Manager.ient·Plan for 
review. 

I would be glad to discuss further with vou needed 
provisions of the r.eneral Hanarren.<?nt Plan rec:ardinq access. 
Not only legally speaking, but.morally, Yosemite should 
be enjoyed by everyone. Currently employed. in the Californi;. 

COMMENTS - 3 -

Governor's Office for Citizen Initiative and Voluntary 
'Action, I can be reached during the day at (916) 322-6061. 
·I look forward to hearing from you. 

Sincerely, 

Bolf.~:: 
Architectural Barriers Chairperson· 

cc1 Architectural and Transportation Barriers Compliance 
Board 
California Easter Seals Societv 
Community Access Network, California Department of 
Rehabilitation · 
California Paralyzed Veterans Association 

COMMENTS 

National Park Service 
Superintendent 
P. o. Box 577-GMP 
Yosemite National Park, CA 95389 

Dear Sfr, 

January 17, 1979 

The Yosemite Park Draft General Management Plan Sumnary has been re-
1 viewed as requested. We recommend altern3tive three be selected for 

management of the Park since it provides the largest range of recre
ational and social activities including the requisite COITT!lercial and 
administrative services that would support maximized activities in 
the Park. 

We look at the second alternative simply as a selfish and biased ap
proach to park management proposed by a sma 11 group of people who 
would like to have it all for themselves. Members of our organization 
have been visiting the Park for over fifty years and can see no valid 
reason to radically change the historical and traditional values and 
uses associated with Yosemite. 

We agree that no further corrrnercial growth be allowed and that cer
tain facilities that no longer provide the public with their basic 
services and needs should be phased out. However, we think the con
cept of Proposition 13 applies not only to state, but to federal 
spending as well. •e think the third alternative could be pared 
down to a much lesser and more realistic figure for the tax-payers. 
You nay consider this reply to be an official response trom our 
statewide membership of 16,000 family members. 

Sincerely, 

ft~£tifetl 
Administrator 

ED:sn 

P. 0. Box 669 • Sacra- California 95803 • 916-444-6504 
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RESPONSES 

It is our goal to make Yosemite National Park accessible to the 
broadest cross-section of all visitors, including the physically 
disabled, the elderly, single parents, visitors whose primary 
language is other than English, and visitors from a foreign 
country. The special populations action plan outlines how we will 
comply with the 1973 Rehabilitation Act, section 504. 

When the existing fleet of shuttle buses are replaced (1981), 
access will be provided. In the meantime disabled visitors will be 
able to drive their vehicles everywhere the buses currently travel. 

When public use buildings and spaces are remodeled or 
replaced, they will be made accessible to the physically disabled. 

Where possible, each visitor activity will be made accessible. 

This is a good idea. When paved roads are abandoned they 
will be studied for possible conversion to accessible trails. 

RESPONSES 

RESPONSES 

CALIFORNIA ASSOCIATION OF 4·WO CLUBS, INC. 

The ·revised plan provides for a broad range of park-related 
recreational and social activities, including the requisite com'llercial 
services. 



COMMENTS 

THE CAUFORfJIA NATIVE PlANf SOCIETY 
DEDICATED TO THE: PRESERVATION OF CALIFC:<.NIA NATIVE :L~::: . .:.. 
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Mr. Leslie p, Arnberger, Supt. 
P.O. Eox 577 
Yosemite National Park, 
California 95389 

Dear Mr.· Arnbergera 

January 10, 1979 

I have been asked by the San Luis Obispo chapter of the 
California Native Plant Socie~y ~o express their desire to go 
on recora in support of plans for the restoration of Yosemite 
Natior.al Park to as pristine an area as possible in light of 
the tremendous number of visi~or.sJ, Of course of particular in
terest to us is the re-establistu~ent of native plant species, 
·control burniry.g, and general "housekeeping" in the forests. 

It is curious that man can understand a "hands-off" 
policy with regard to l!lan made works of art, such as the Sphinx, 
the crown jewels, King Tut gold, Rembrandts, whatever, and is 
happy to acquiesce in abiding by any efforts to protect them, 
but considers any efforts to protect natural treasures a vio
lation of his rights. Man inevitably leaves ~ore than foot
prints wherever he goes, and therefore must be educated to · 
realize that limits ~ust be established to protect a fragile 
enviro!'llllent from the depradations of "civilization". 

We are firmly behind ycu in your efforts to put into 
action ·even the most stringent of plans for the future of 
this great gift of ours - to cherish and pro~ect it with as 
vigor and conscience. Please let us know how we can help! 

Most sincerely, • 

~4I"~ e..o~~ 
Mrs. Thomas Collins, Secretary 

COMMENTS 

Jll.N is ·.s:s 

Leslie P .. ~rnbe,·;:.er 
Su:,"'orintendent, Yose:-ite K'ab. Parlt 
Yose':'\t.e, Cal1fc::-r:ia 

Dear S 1r: 

6900 Oak ~eaf Drive 
Santa Ros:., \:ali.'.'or:-:ia 
January 1:, 1~79 

\·le ccr-.r::end ycu on rour efforts, as evidenced in the 5 t.:=:mar":' Draft 
Ge•1flral Ple.n, to p:·otcct t!:e ecolo5ical and cultural v;.ll:es of 
Yose':'lte !<nt10nal Park, a?:d to improve the quality of :ct.:!'i~t visita
tlcn. '".:~e are ir.t~ressed that y ou hatre :1s~ened anC. res:-o~.!e.:i to tl" .. e 
d~hes of the. ma,1or1 ty who re)Jorted on the dra.'.'t e;er:er~l ?ls.n, c.s 
in::.icated in ,he 5 um:-ary Draft Plan. C:. basic i:r1:-.ci;iles, ·.-:e are in 
ag::-ee::ient. 

Ho-.,e\•er, we Y.ish to exp:-ess concern about the follol!ir..;; 1 te:::s as 
outlined in the 5 umms.ry: 

We agree w!.t!: the ,;;oals on page 4 -- r:amely, the re..:o·;al of "no::i
eseer,tial fac:lities !'rom de'!eloped areas, the restorat!.cn of the 
nat•.lral scene -.:!:erever possible, and t!:.e enhancement a,_;i en•o·::nent 
of the Par>: 's natural and cultural features. "Lf-01-:ever, '.1e f~ei that 
ha'.".5-glidir.5 and roc:t cli!:oing, when visible from the \"alley, are in 
cor.trs.diction to the ahcve stated o.:.oals •. '..'hile we are ,,ct a;:ains<;. 
either activity, per ee, we feel that these pursuits, if v1E1l:le fro!: 
the Valley, do not "res tore the natural scene", and J:Ja:; ta distractir-6: 
and/or disturbin5 to the v:sitor_j 

Also, by the sa'1le criterion, we question that conve,.tiJns, es:;>ecial:.7 
!.n the Valley, "enhance en,loy:nent of the Park's natura: a:1C. cul t'.lral 
fe<>tures. 11 Coc.ve'.'ltior.s brl.n~ e.ddi tional ir::pact on the Par~ ":.y people 
~·hose primary interee t is not in the unique qualities cf t!:e Par.:. 

ta"e are a"are that imple:ner.tation of the Draft Plan ; n: necessitate 
3 nu!:erous subsidiary adjust:nents. Among those discussed by our co::lJllittee 

are t!:e need for inproved :-estroo:r. facilities at sh1.;tt:e ·'.lus sto:;;s, 
anC. the probable need for an all-day food facility e.t ::<ol=ne V.eadO'O'S. 

In closing, we der:art from an objective poir:<;. cf vie-.: ':.o reco~nt 
braefly the perecnal ::-ee.ction of one of our memjers as s!:e stcod on 
the foottri::;:-e at ::Uolumne Meado• .. ·s. Here she was dee:;>ly :::ived oy the 
'::iea:it:r of the !:leadc", and as eve,.ing ap~roached, by ~he :·ef:ect~:;n of 
the first stars :n tl-.'l etrE<ar.; belo'1' the briC.5e. S1.;rely, ::.::e e •. :;tl.or:al 
~:ilr.;ac~ of a mead.ow 's ·:'.'jcauty is f:::.r erca.tcr ,.·hen or.e ie :ts.:;C.lr.; !..n a 

!IH'J&.'°'.!0··1 rathsr tl:ari at the e.d;·e. 1.·:e arc 't~ell 3.'t.·are of t::~ :·r~.g:.:ity o~ 
a. : .. ea:iow't. ecosyste~, ·::u!. ~·.'e c.rc concerned that in t:--.~ event cf the 
re::.oval of the t:-e.Us o.nd .'.'octt:-ide:e (-r:,3. 17), rant.ore t:-z,.~ ;l:n0 :::i~ht 
~ ecome an ever: -rea.t.€:-r haziJ.rd. 

Ar-a in, '·''.l tl:a~.k ~"'..'J for y~ur dedication, and ·;'or JO•r ::-e3 cicns :ve-
ness to public o;i~ion. ~e ~ish you euccess in 7o~r ~~~lE~ent~tlon of 
the ple.n. S 1 nee rel~, 

-{lg.a:_/OJ/:J. ')~ 
.,£:,l,.µ;.Yr.~"·· 

COMMENTS 

P. O, BOX 9).31 

J.&NU&Rt 12, 1979 

StJPERDITENDEllT 
Po O, BOX $77-GMP 
to.SEMITE NATIONAL PARK, CJ. 9).389 

Dear Sirs 

I~llo EcKe~ ~~~:l~~r- C~l:f. 
~'.t:.tl~10 ?l~.::~~ ~'JC!.ct.1 

FRESllO, Cl 9.3~92 

We haft reviewed the •slllllllWT ot the ?ocemite Dratt Oe:ceral Mar..&gtment Plaz:• 
and ourt.J!l8111bership aapporto Alternatin Tvoi. We 'bel1en that. t::U.S Alternative 
will give Yosemite !i.P. the greateet protection !rC11 Tieitor 1.:opa.:t vhile 
11ftering park vieitor11 a more rewarding experience tb.an has been pceaible 
nth the OTercrovding and oftrdevelopment ot the paet. 

1 Ve ban alee rev.lewd the •statement ot T. Jania, llat.iOllal Parlee and Coneer
vation J.ssooiation, on tba Dratt General Management Plan tor Yose=:.:.te llatico
al Park Cali.tornie.• 1 dated lloTember 27, 1978 ar.d our menbership •c;;:ior.a tbe 
recommendatione mde in this statement. We 'bellew tha; tboee reeC1CDendaticm11 
11111 give added protection againllt 'tiei~or illlpact to Yoeemite National Park. 

U we can help in m;r vq ve will vork OD a vol.1111ta17 baa18 . to hel;> preserft 
thll natural 'beaut7 ot Yosemite llational Park. · 

CC1 To Ileet17 Jania, 11.P.C.Ao 

1 

RESPONSES 

CALIFORNIA NATIVE PLANT SOCIETY 
San Luis Obispo Chapter 

The Natural Resources Management Plan outlines in detail the 
specific programs for perpetuating natural systems, processes, and 
native plants. 

RESPONSES 

CALIFORNIA NATIVE PLANT SOCIETY 
MILO BAKER CHAPTER 

1 The revised plan permits rock climbing and hang-gliding 

2 

(under restricted conditions) as appropriate activities. Rock 
climbing has not resulted in unacceptable impacts nor has it c<iused 
an adverse distraction to the visiting public. Hang-gliding is 
controlled as to qualifications of participants, place of launching 
and landing, and the time of day. This activity provides this 
interest group enjoyment and has not caused damage to the 
resource or interference with public use. If these activities cause 
damage or interfere with other activities in the future, they will be 
further controlled. 

Conventions are not allowed in the Valley from May 1 through 
September 30. During the rest of the year conventions are strictly 
controlled to ensure that there is no conflict with park use by 
other visitors. 

3 Additional restrooms will be constructed at Tuolumne Meadows; 
the coffee shop function will be retained but it will be relocated and 
combined with the store and mountaineering center in the. gas 
station. 

1 

RESPONSES 

CENTRAL CALIFORNIA NORDIC SKI CLUB 

Please see the responses to comments made by the National 
Par-ks and Conservation Association. 
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COMMENTS 

Center for Independent Living 
2539 Telegraph Avenue, Berkeley, 94704 

January 11, 1979 

Mr. Leslie P. Arnberger 
Superintendent 
Yosemite National· Park 
Box 577 
95389 

Dear Mc. Arnberger, 

I enjoyed talking to you at the question meeting on 
December 5 at the Oakland Auditorium Theater. 

My comment on the General Management Plan is that Lvalley 
floor transportation should provide more equitably for 
all disabled person,._, No new vehicle ourchases should 
be made by the Park unless they meet the needs of disabled 
persons, i.e. they are accessible by ramp or lift; this 
is a requirement of t!:e California Government Code and 
Federal guidelines. 

u;t is an advantage to allow private vehicle use
0

for those 
who cannot easily ride the public transportation, however 
the public trans;::ortation must be usable by people who are 
not arriving in their own car or van, but who arrive by bus 
or other trans?ortation. The availability of one van that 
can be called ~s not equal unless it arrives with equal fre
quency. If all vehicles were accessible, it would benefit 
everyone, including those with children and those who have 
trouble climbing steps. 

I hope these comments will have some effect on your designing 
a plan that truly integrates disabled people as required 
under Section 504 of the 1973 Rehabilitation Act. 

Lastly, please send me a copy of the plan for the Park's 
accommodation !!JiJ!Jel]rsons in all its programs. · 
You said that C r\ 0: tho P.l;;i.i;> was at an interim stage 
and would be r s r ·. May"o'l!''t'lil".s year. I would like 
to receive it. 

Thank you. 

rJ "' JO c [/f./\. L- {/V--r, ~ 
Eric Dibner 

COMMENTS 

Superintendent 
P.O. Bex 577-GMP 

CONSERVATION CALL 
3942 Hughes Court 
San D iago. Ca. 92115 

11 December 1978 

Yosemite National Park, CA 95389 

Dear Sir: 

Telephone: (714) 583-8486 

I am Roscoe Poland, representing Conservation Call, an environmental 
organization located in 3an Diego, with members in eight states. Call is 
also associated with the National Parks and Conservation Association, and 
has been aided by that organization with information on Yosemite and 
other National Parks. 

We coinmenc. the National Park Service (NPS) fer the goal it has set 
for Yosemite. We understand that goal to be: the enhancement of the 
visitor's experience, and to restore the.natural scene as much as possible. 

~tudy of the Draft General Management Plan shows no objectives with 
.which we are not in general agreement. We do find that some of the rec
ommendations offered for attaining those objectives are not strong enough, 
some are contradictory, and all are apparently to be realized over a too 
long period of time. 

The proposal to remove non-park related facilities from the Valley 
is commendable, but we were surprised to find that the swimming pool-and 

.golf course at Wawona, and the ski facility at Badger Pass are supposed 
to remain. These facilities are not park related. 

The proposal to ban snowmobiles in the Park is also commendable, but 
again, we were surprised to find that hang-gliding from Glacier Point is 
to be allowed to continue. Glacier Point is a mountain vista unexcelled 
in the world, and there should not be any jarring distractions whatever. 

We endorse the revised wilderness recommendation of 666,915 acres~:-4nd 
also the 4,211 acres that are to be considered fer later addition. We 

3 also urge that the eastern Old Tioga Road corridor also be considered. 
Also, that wilderness co~e up to road's edge. This has long been recommen
ded by conser•1ation groups, and lately, by government. r remember ma~ing 
such a recommendation at the Wilderness Hearing for Joshua Tree National 
Monument, so this suggestion has been around quite awhile. 
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COMMENTS 

·We also endorse the proposal listed under Concessions-that the govern
ment buy out Yosemite Park & Curry Company interests, take over all facil
ities, and lease the operations to a concessioner at the amount that would 
guarantee a fair return. 

We heartily endorse the proposal for the purchasing of inholdings in 
the Park, and ur~e that this be done speedily as possible. Conservation 
Call is associated with a group dedicated to acquiring inholdings, for 
tran~fer to the California State Parks, in Anza-Borreco Desert State Park. 
We have found that time is of the essence as the land-prices continually 
go up, and try to acquire such lands as soon as ~ossible. 

. Cars should indeed be barred from the Valley as soon as an adeaOJate 
shuttle sy~tem can be established. "le cannot endorse the prc:;>osal -f:ir 
a new parking area at Taft Toe because ic is in the ParkJ The 700 scaces 
mentioned should be added to the outside staging areas at El Portal ind 
the other locations mentioned in the GMP. 

We endorse the proposal to reduce overnight accommodations in the Par~ 
but suggest that the rustic cabins proposed for remcval are more corr.=at
ible with the Park environment than "winterized rr.ctels." The cabins.alcn; 
the Merced River should be removed-they are quite ur.suitable there. 

We think that the commendable proposal for reduction cf unnecessary 
development in '::he Valley does not go far enough. Residential areas fer 
thousands of seasonal and winter residents are also not co~patible with 
the Valley, or wit~ any plan supposed to cut down development. ~11 !:PS 
and concession employees should be ·resettled at El Portal; 

We do endorse retaining Wawona Hotel, Yosemite Lodge, and the fine 
old Ahwanee, but with all their swinuning ~ools, golf course ar.d tennis 
courts removed. 

The proposal to remove the parking lot.and gift shop at Mariposa 
Grove is endorsed-this is a wise move. 
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RESPONSES 

COMMUNITY ACCESS NETWORK 

The National Park Service will continue to actively pursue 
'various methods of providing access to the park, including 
equitable public transportation for disabled people. As design and 
implementation of the plan proceeds, the Park Service will ask for 
public comments on alternative solutions to transportation problems. 

RESPONSES 

CONSERVATION CALL 

At Wawona the swimming pool and golf course will be retained 
because they are compatible with the historic mountain resort 
atmosphere. The ski facility .at Badger Pass provides enjoyment to 
many park visitors without unreasonable interference with other 
park users. 

Hang-gliding is strictly controlled to prevent interferrence 
with other visitors; no more than twelve persons are allowed to fly 
each day between 7:30 a.m. and 8:30 a.m., and landing sites are 
rotated to reduce impact. If hang-gliding were to conflict with 
other uses or begin to cause environmental impact, it would not be 
allowed. 

The Old Tioga Road corridor will be included in the wilderness 
proposal. The wilderness proposal does not provide for wilderness 
boundaries to come to the edge of the road in order to provide for 
necessary management needs such as wilderness trail head parking. 

RESPONSES 

The National Park Service will continue to rely on private 
business to provide commercial visitor services. Concession 
operations will be managed in a manner consistent with related 
legislation and NPS policy. The specific changes in the present 
arrangement will be the subject of negotiations between the National 
Park Service and concessioner. 

Inholdings will be acquired on a willing seller/willing buyer 
basis. A land use plan will be prepared for Wawona that will 
permit some private development compatible with the proposal to use 
Wawona as the new park headquarters. 

The Taft Toe parking area is no longer proposed. Overnight 
accommodations \'I/ill be removed !·rom environmentally sensitive areas 
and replaced elsewhere. 

The number of employees to be removed from the Valley has 
been substantially increased. 1,11 nonessential maintenance and 
administrative facilities will be relocated out of the Valley, and 
employee hou~ing will be provided in El Portal and Wawona. Only 
those employees thal provide essential service in Yos<omite Valley 
will remain. 

The golf course and tennis cocirts in Yosemite Valley will be 
removed. F~dlities at Wawona will be retained because they are 
compatible with the historic mountain resort atmosphere. 
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COMMENTS 

We are concerned about the plan for Tioga Road and urge that new 
devlopments along it not be allowed. We sag~e~t tha~ the e~pr.asis seems 
to be on more auto camps, where walk-in camps are indicated. 

Development in Tuolumne Meadows should be reduced even more, a~d ~he 
remainder facilities should be moved back farther from the fragile meadows. 

Su.'lll"!ling up, we would like to see even greater reduction of par/.ir.; 
areas, structures and concessioner facilities thrcug~o~t, as rapidly as 
possible. Public interest and concern seems high at this point, and ~iPS 
should take the opportunity to make the changes so long needed for the 
benefit of Yosemite as soon as is possible. 

We pledge continued support, to help you achieve the objecti•Jes o: 
this basically very good management plan. 

COMMENTS 

,.Jlincerely. . - r 
'.J~ o._. :~u:.::...____'-L 

Roscoe A. Poland 
Director 

THE CONSERVATION LAW SOCIETY OF AMERICA 

ISTUART R. OCLIC 

DAVID C. DUNLA,. 

ARTMUR P'ORMICHE~I 

RICHA .. O M. L.ICONARO 

15TM FLOOR-MILLS TOWER • 220 BUSH STREET 

SAN FRANCISCO, CAU~ORNIA tt 10• 

TtU:PMON& AREA CODli -'IS • 981. 7800 

R09ERT W, ..IAtlPERSON 

~CCM.!Nasi. 
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November 20, 1978 

The Superintendent 
P. 0. Box 577 - GMP 
Yosemite National Park 
CA 95389 

Re: Draft General Management Plan 

Dear Mr. Arnberger: 

As to my qualifications to comment on the Plan, I respect
fully submit the following: 

1. 

2. 

Knowled~e of the Park . 
I have ~iked through every square mile of the 
Park over a period of more than 50 years. 

Knowled~e of Yosemite Plannin~ 
I serve as a Public Member o the Yosemite 
Master Plan Team from 1967 through 1971. 

General Comments - The flap is eycgllent -- even more 
effective than the 1971 "P'tan. That plan had been designated as 
a "Master Plan." Therefore, we had proposed the ideal of the 
elimination of all public autos from the Valley, with staging 
areas outside. He knew that it could easily cost $100,000,000, 
or more, but at only four million a year it could be accomplished 
in about 25 years. 

The present draft is much more skillful in its wording and 
psychology. The Plan correctly states th'"e ideal of total removal 
of autos, but then recognizes that it is not financially and 
technically feasible in the near future. The Plan then wisely 
proposes "experimental" staging areas to gain experience and 
acceptance. 

I find this concept to be acceptable realism. 

COMMENTS 

The Superintendent November 20, 1978 

I also admire the realistic statement that the very heavy 
expenditures by the concessionaires to fit into the Plan must 
in some way be financed or reimbursed from outside funds. 

Detailed Conunents - I feel specific comments'may be helpful, 
particularly as to controversial proposals, past or present. . 

- El Portal - Moving administrative and maintenance personnel, 
plus S&ppOi Ehl'!!; services there: ·' 

1. Carrys out the 1958 intent of the Service and 
Congress. 

2. Frees more-valuable park land at Foresta to 
revert to natural conditions. 

3. Frees the proposed Foresta water supply at 
'Cascade Creek for Wilderness designation. 

4. Requires substantial widening of the El Portal 
road to the Valley. Ansel Adams and I hope 
that the Service can insist on cantilevering. the 
additional lane out into space, to avoid cutting 
into the angle of repose of the inside slope, 
which is now almost fully recovered after 50 
years. 

,Taft Toe - This may be highly controversial. Ansel and I 
agree EnaE if is not visible from any important view point. (A 
1000-car garage at the foot of Bridal Veil Falls, as shown on 
p,age 210 of the E.S., or the five 200-car parking areas of 
'Alternative One" would be very harmful.) I approve of the Taft 

Toe parking area in order to eliminate an approximately equal 
area of day parking in the eastern Valley. Great care should be 
used to retain as many trees as would be safe. 

Glacier Point - One of the alternatives requires parking at 
Badger Pass, wicn shuttle bus from there. That should be stated 
in the principal Plan as the ideal, to be implemented when · 
feasible. The proposed total elimination of concession operations 
is now feasible and desirable, since the fire and new ownership 
have eliminated the historical basis. The ugly pipes and chicken 
wire protection should be replaced by native granite. Grand 
Canyon and Yellowstone successfully and admirably use native 
stone for the protective walls. 

-2-
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RESPONSES 

Auto camping at Tuolumne will be reduced because Tuolumne is 
a sensitive environmental ar<:>a. t.t While \'lolf, Tamarilck Flat, 
Yosemite Creek, Porcupine Flat, and Crane Flat auto camping will 
be increased by 195 sites and located in areas resilient enough to 
withstand the environmental impact. These campsites will provide 
an alternative to camping in lhe environmentally sensitive areas of 
Tuolumne Meadows ar.d in Yosemite Valley. 

Development at Tuolumne Meadows will be consolidated and 
situated outside the scenic and environmentally sensitive areas. 

RESPONSES 

RESPONSES 

THE CONSERVATION LAW SOCIETY OF AMERICA 

1 The revi5ed plan rt>moves more employees and Sl!pport 
<:ctivit;es fre>m the Valley and relocales them in ll Portal and 
Wawona. No 1~idcning of the El Portal road is currently p•·oposed. 
If widening is needed in the future, your suggestions will be fully 
considered. 

2 Due to its controversiality and impacts. tne Taft Toe parking 
area is no longer proposed. T>he use of· the parking lo~ at Badger 
Pass as a ter1o1inus with shuttle bus service to Glader Point has not 
been made part of the plar1. However, if during the term oF the 
plan such a shuttle syste,,1 was cfatermined to be necessary, it could 
be inaugl1rated as an operational change. 
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COMMENTS 

The Superintendent November 20, 1978 

Badger Pass - It is good to have a clear statement that 
the 1ifechan1cal s~i facility will not be permitted to expand 
outside the present bowl, which is not visible elsewhere in 
the Park. The retention of nearby Ostrander Ski Hut is 
reasonable, as a prior nonconforming use in the Wilderness. 

~igh Sierra Camps - I note the excellent statement that 
"if Iicreased lidtOuntS"'of technological support become necessary 
for a camp's operation, it will be eliminated." This illustrates 
why the camps must be classed as "prior nonconforming uses" in 
the Wilderness, as is authorized by the Wilderness Act. If 
excluded from Wilderness as "enclaves," then an Act of Congress 
is required to add the exclusion to Wilderness when the prior 
use is phased out. 

Wawona - In its historical setting as a resort outside of 
the ~til 1931, the retention of the small 9-hole golf 
course hidden behind the trees is reasonable . 

• Inholdin~s - It is good to have a definite policy statement 
to acquire al inholdings on a willing seller basis. It is also 
good to note that only 231 acres out of 640 remain to be acquired 
in Section 35, and only 7 acres i~ Foresta. 

4 ~oiumne ~tad~~~ - The removal of the footbridge to the 
Sodapring wi e iminate many cross-meadow trails. The short 
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hike to the highway bridge is reasonable. The removals of the 
McCauley cabin and the structure around the sprinp, are good. 
It is good to see the recommendation for removal of the stables 
from their new location 5 years ago north of the highway. The 
1971 Master Plan Team recommended a site on the south side of 
the highway near the Sunrise Trail. But somehow that never got 
into the Plan. It is dangerous to have that much animal traffic 
crossing a high-standard, high-speed highway. Most trips are 
south of the highway. I am glad that it is no longer proposed 
to relocate the highway to the north of the meadows. That would 
disturb new land without benefit to the present location. 

rl Inn Su ar Pines and the Tuolumne Grove - The Old Tioga 
Road t roug is area p i cs a eauti u rive without 
impacting upon substantial acreage of wilderness. However, the 
road should be one-way UP HILL, since many modern cars cannot 
safely go down such a steep grade for such a long distance, 
because of modern lack of low gears for mountain driving. 

COMMENTS 

.The Superintendent November 20, 1978 

6 Redusti~p in Impact on the Vnllcv - In addition to removal 
of year-roun personnel to £f-ptrEai, i note with approval the 
proposed 18% reduction in overnight accomodations, and 50% 
reduction in parking, in the eastern Valley. I approve of the 
"upgrading" and winterizing of the lower cost: t:ents and cabins, 
which have always been t:he least used. 

7 Wilde~e~ - Having served for 30 years on the Board of 
Direttors <Fe Wilderness Society, i am pleased to note the 
substantial increases in the reco1mnendat:ions for Wilderness 
classification. This brings the Service proposals to within 3% 
of the total requested by national environmental organizations. 
I will present the details in commenting on the Yosemite Wilder
ness legislat:ion when introduced. 
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,Public Ipp¥t - I admire the sincere arrangements for maximum 
public input.t'required a great effort that was justified in 
preparing a good Plan for a magnificent Nat:ional Park. 

Thanks for the fine result. 

COMMENTS 

Sincerely, 

#d~~~ 
Richard M. Leonard 

President 

--neson1ount Club 

Superintendent 

P.q".Box 577 
Yosemite National Park . 
Yosemite, Ca. 95383 

-- --::"""'"d 

1260 Cliff Dr., La.;una Beach, Ca. 92651 
December 27, 1976 

In discussing plans for YOsemlte Park, I speak not or.!y foi; 
the Desomount Club w!-iose nembers have ca:np"'d at !'osemite both 

as a group and as· Individuals; l:rui from rerso~.al kr.::iw:ec;e of the 
valley In 1919 when I wori<:ed there and hiked ar. :entire surr.:ner, 
and from periodic visits since then. ]. know -.vh~t Yos~r::;te was 
and what it has become. 

Desomount 'club regards the PROPOSAL as a s!gnificar.t step 
in the right direction, but it does not go far enoqh. I: is a compro
mise between what is and wr.at ought to be. 

ALTERNATIVE II is regarded as being t'ie ideal so!uti:in to 
restore Yosemite to its natural appearance and condition anc! at the 
same time to provide for the enjoyment of people of al! econ:im!c 
levels. Since the achievement of the goal of :he PROPOSAL ·.vould 
take, it Is estimated, 15 years, ALTERNATIVE II ·.vould no dc·Jbt 

"tlike longer since It Involves more changes. 

If either object! ve of either plan were to be reache:! by next 
summer, the shock and opposition would kill any support for refonn 
of t!::e present practices. 3ut by the time 15 c~ r..cre years , required 
~o Implement the plan , have elapsed, It Is ccnce!\•able bat the 

'public's thinking might accept this !deal solution. 

A desirable but unatta!r.able provision of A:ternative II Is the 
removal of O' Shaugh!>essy Dam • Until some etc.er adequate provision 
is made to supply San Frar.c!sco's water ,which is r,ot within the 
foreseeable future, tbs move would not be feasi:Ole. 

2 The restoration of railro~d service as a ~eens of ac'.:ess to the 
park m!tht simplify tr.e ~art:1n1 and air pollut!c.n ~roC>le:ns. C'lrrelated 
train and bus shuttle S<?r.licc ::iight enable the ·1i£ttors :o arr;·1e in a 
more relaxes fram of mind, better suited to ap;;reciate the V;:ilte;-' 0 

3 
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RESPONSES 

The designation of the Ostrander ski hut area and the High 
Sierra camps as potential wilderness will enable their conversion to 
wilderness if their present use is altered. 

The GMP now proposes that the McCauley cabin and the Soda 
Springs enclosure be retained along with the adjacent Parson's 
lodge. It is expected th?t removal of the footbridge v.ill greatly 
reduce the imp~cts to the meadow, and sinct: the Parson's lodge will 
be retained, the McCauley cabin and Soda Springs enclosure can be 
retained without significant aesthetic intrusion on the natural scene. 

5 The direction of traffic flow along the Oid Tioga Road will be 
r-eevaluated. If it is deter-mined that the direction of tr-affic flow is 
justifiable and feasible, such a change may be made. 

6 

7 
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RESPONSES 

The revised plan has been changed to remove significantly 
more support activity and employee housing and to maintain 
overnight accommodatior.s at existing levels. 

The revised GMP now proposes that the Ostrander ski hut and 
High Sierra camps be given potential wilderness status. The 
baseline camp area is being proposed for potential wilderness 
instead of wilderness to permit maintenance of the Mather water 
supply while a need for it exists. 

RESPONSES 

OESOMOUNT CLUB 

The GMP establishes long-range goals for the park and then 
pr-oposes actions to be taken in the next 15 years toward achieving 
these goals. 

2 The GMP recommends nn increase in public transportation to 
the park. Bus tranr.portation from large ci: ies in Californin and 
from gateway cornmunitic5 will he encouraged. The Park Service 
seeks to cooperate with others in the development of all feasible 
transportation modes, including railroad service. 
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COMMENTS 

Deso1nount Club 

scenic wonders, (See description on page 5 of accompany summary for 
further details, 

'"" 3 While not a part of the plans, we want to emphasize the need for 
Congressional action to terminate the irregular business arrangrr.ent 
with the concessioners. To guanantee a concessioner , operatln; on 
public property, a profit gives him an advantage not er.joyed by any 
private entrepreneur. He ls afforded an advantage, a !eew<1y not avail
able in private industry operation.s, A more business-like deal should 
be legalized. 

4 The enclosed summary of our reactions to various provisions of 
Alternative II is detailed. 

Respectfully yours, 

~ ~ Cv-e.fe. f-6 I " --., 

Evelyn Gayman · 
Conservation Chariman 

COMMENTS 

YO~EMITI: N.t,TIONAL PARK PLANS _JJk.~~~ {!{~ ~"'"'~r 
I) .<--"t:l~ .. e-d-G-k~ ~r:t;, ~~uvc"i»ovc-~r 

By transporting tte city life style to Yosemite, tl'le national park has becone su!>ie::t 
to the same Ills that characterize that city life : social and environmental ill; d~e to 
transportation problems and population densities. It is as Fredrick Law Olmstead, one 
of the orlulnal park commissioners, wrote" The slight harm which the few hunc~ed t!:!s 
year might do, If no care were taken to prevent it, would not be slight if no care were 

ta ken to prevent it and ltl!:~RBl!::bo:s:l¢9hl:Xbf it should be repeated by millions. 

What Olmstead foresaw has happen.;d as Jl>atronage of the park has climbed to 2. ;; 
mllllon in 1976 /lly 1981, un lo<?ss halted by restrictions, it is estimated the figure will 
reach 3 .25 million. 

Po llcies up -to -date have not only not prevented b\it have 3ctually encot.:~agec t~_:s: 
damaging urthnlzatton of the park. by providing for more and more automobiles, , for n:ir~ 

and more people and for development facilities not park related. This has resul:ed In 
\"osemite's being plagued by 

Air pollutions - smog, auto exhaust, campfire's smoke , impaired visiti:i1';1y 
Traffic congestion 
Crowded conditions conducive tb crime. 
Noise 

Damilge to vegetation 
Soll compaction, erosion. 

WE COMMEND AND SUPPORT THE OBJECTIVES "SET FORTH IN THE P30PO"?>L: 
Permitting QJljy_thl't type of levels of use or development that do~not signific.:-.~ 

impair parks natural resources and direct development and use to envlronrr.en:s lecsi 
vulnerable to deterioration. 

Protect threatened and endangered plants and animal species. 
Provide..2.D..ly for those types and levels of programs and activities that enhance 

visitor understanding and enjoyment of park resources. 
Provide Qnl:L~ccommodations necessary for enjoyment of Yosemite 

lWE SUPPORT ALTERNATIVE II as the best of the plans meeting these object:ves. 
REMOVAL OF ALL VEHICLE CAMPING IN YOSEMITE VALLE'jwlll permit tht-:-creat::in o::::e 
natural .,ppearance, improve air quality and increase visibility ; will allow free mo•:e::-.~~
of pedestrians, bicszclists and equestrians in the valley; reduce noise, and affc~:I s.:.;:-.e 
opportunity for solitudeL 

COMMENTS 
1947 units 

DISPERSAL OF\ CAMPING, to n!nP. other areas wlll avoid crowded conditicns, 
D!spersa I and relocation of camping units at l~od'gdonMeadow, C~inquapin, T"'c::araclt 
F'lat, Fore··ta, Wawona, White Wol1.., Yosemite Creek an:I Porcupine ?1a~ould m.:.~e ft.::::J 
meet the needs of different age groupsand preferred Interests. Since the largest ~ge g~~~-, 
is between 25 ar\d 34 years, and the ~ost popular actlvitle;are hil:lnq, watching w!ld!i:e, 
and seeing the high country , It Is likely these people would no~ be staying In tc.e ca::-.::i 

grounds most of the time anyw~y, ( 521 walk-in camps wo:.ild meat their needs). The : :~. 
of visitors 0·1er 64 years would benefit from quieter and less crow•Jed conditions •. ~11u:1:~ 
buses woulrl be ava!lable for valley trip. 

REMOVAL _All day parking In the Valley. Provide staging at El Portal. Chinc;ua;:::: 
CRane Flat, Ti:)ga P.1·;s, an.-J scason<11ly at Wawona. , 

REMOVE_ CONTD 

All existing ·over-might accommodations ( exceot for emolovees. I.11nrl 'the followlnn 
-:ommerclal services : 

Ahwahnee Hotel (converted to Interpretive Center) 
f',.st Food Service -~ 

Restaurant 
Equipment Rental 
Clot~in9;ind gift sales 
fl,ir.1inlstration Offices 

Available at Staging areas 

Golf, Tennis, Downhill skiing ,lee skating In all units of Yosemite N. P. 
Swimming pools ( swimmin.JJ permitted at streams and reservoirs). 

RETAIN In Park 

Wawona' over night accommodations- plus 82 new units 
Cafeteria 
F'ast food service 
Staple grocery sales 
Bl ke rental 
Recreation equipment 

NOT PERMITTEI;> 

Snowmobl ling 
ORV's 

Moved to staging areas at west end. 

Conventions (A foot-In- the- door prnposal) 

3 
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RESPONSES 

Although the Concessions Policy Act of 1965 does not 
guarantee a profit, "The Secretary (of the Interior) shall exercise 
his authority in a manner consistent with a reasonable opportunity 
for the concessioner to realize a profit on his operation as a whole 
commensurate with the capital invested and the obligations 
assumed." The act also provides that comparability be used by the 
government in controlling the rates charged by the concessioner. 

Please see responses 111 and 113. Many of the actions proposed 
in alternative two have been selected for the GMP. However, after 
considerable public involvement and further study, it was 
determined that the proposal would provide protection and 
restoration of the unique natural and cultural resources and also 
provide substantial opportunities for the public to visit and enjoy 
the park. The revised GMP proposes that 5·1 percent of the park's 
overnight commercial accommodations be low cost. 

RESPONSES. 

RESPONSES 
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COMMENTS 

8EMOVE HETCH HETCHY RESERVOrn AND O"SHAHGHY"P.~SY';);_•11-co··nm O~P.L 
This should take place only after San francisc.:>'s need for water is r..et by some 
o:her arrangement. In time veqetationco1i!dramove some of the scars and 
restore area to natural condition. 

BENEFITS AND DETRIMENTS OF DIVERS!(··-< OF CAMP SITES AND RELOCATION OF 
COMMERCIAL FACILITIES.and Parking areas 

Water use diminished. Diverse sources, Different streams. use of both 
ground water and surface water. 
Diverse areas for· sewage disposal, more and larger tre3tment facilities. 
Air quality - considerable Improved in Valley. Degraded and localized at 
staging areas. 
STaging areas losr. natural appearnnce, but are not located in sensitive areas. 
as Yosemite Valley, Glucier PU int 
Roads in Valley gen,,rally gi·1e way to pedestrian , bicycling ar.d equestrian use. 
Conversion or trtlilS ill~~.1rtp0sa bcncfici1.1l to S'.!QUOiU. 
El Portal would td kt on urb.Jn izf!d '1pµear,H1cc. 
Elimination of some of over night accommodilt Ions and sales of non-related park 
goods and services could be supplied by adjacent rural areas and afford :hem 
additional cconJmic .:>utlets. 

( Low Incomes in this rcq ion come largely from livestock production. T~ere is 
a heavy dependence on qovernment agencies. The climate, and the a:>ur.:!ar.ce 
of water impour.ded In numerouG reservoirs for irrigation does provide receattcr.e: 
outlets that cot!ld :ie of economic benefit to the rural area anc at the sarr.;i time 
meet the recreation3l n<'eds of those " crowded out of Yosemite Valley:·) 

PRESERVE HISTOR!CA!. AND ARCHAEOLOGICAL RESOURCES. 
Almost all uea5 survi!yed in the Park ,contain archaeological sites. Since tt:e 
archaeological sequence dates from 2000 B.C. , and since r.an1 climac:lc zc::.es 
exist In the Park c:>n-iucive to movement-of the Indians from ~i?rmar.en~ v:!lages 

to temporary camps, an historically wide range of life styles and development ~,a,· !::.i! 
found in archaeology study of the area. Many sites have been dist::rbed by cor.str'-!c::::~. 

of roads, buildings , or even human trampling of the area. Fu:ure constn:::t1:>r. 
that will necessarily take place in areas adjudged to be especially valua::-le 
should· proceed only after a competent archaeologist has duly assessed, reccrC:::-i 
and photographed significant findings. Preservation of archaeological areas s~.:::c:.: 

rate high priority. 

We support Alternatl~ II plans for preservation of signifcar.t historical buildir_c: 
as has been dor:e at Pi;neer historical Center.; also the plans for m•;seu:ns. -

INDIAN CULTURAL CE!'JTER 
We co:nmend t~.e plans for the Center so designed as to make the portra·;al o: 
the life of the early inhabitants of Yosemite a living culture. !.ocating th" Cer.:i!: 
away from the mainstream of Interpretive and c;:immerclal acti\·ites is imp,rtar.: 
In maintaining the:afoiosphere for Indians use of traditional ceremonies , ar.:i ;::-:::·:::: 
pri .. acy for sacred ceremonies. At suitable times the publlc will be admi!ted. 

COMMENTS 
WILDERNESS 

We support the Alternative II recommen·1a.!1QJi,of a 27, 718 acre wilderness add!:i::= 
to the 646, 700 acre recommndation of the Proposal. G.,ly tis classificati;n c;i'.·es 
the protection th.is treasured park merits. 
On th<:! same basis we supQJOrt acquisition of all inholdings w!'lich should also 
receive wilderness classification. 

CONCESSIONERS 
Concessioner operation cannot continue to be profitable in Yosemite duet:> 
losses a~d costs of removal and/or relocation. Yet legally the governr.ier>'. h~• 
to guarantee the!T'ji pro:it. (A private concern operating at a ;irofit gusran:ee·l ':;y 
the government on public lani ! ! ! ) Sln=e the low providinc for suc!1 ar. ir~~
lar business arro nc;'.lrr.ent alill.)i~l.9..Jl.IJ....Q\!L!)otionil l parks a w1desprea'l c 1tcrv 
for a morn cguit::bl~ de1l shofild hq mo'li? to_Congr:fl.PJi.. 

The Concess.on'.lr gets 93'1.', of all money spent in Yosemite. Yosemite ?ark 
and Curry Comp~ny , thP. chief "eneficiar/ of this law, operilt<?S practlcal~y 
everything in the Park~shops, allt'fo:>ddlspensing ageints and the trar.is. 

VEGI:TATION 
f.I i!)!j~tP. exotj£_PlllllLJi - uncultivated, non-native (Exception I.a man orcr.3rd 
of recognized historical s lgnificance. 
ffupport revegetation program where development, soil Impaction or other 

adverse conditions inhibit n.:.tural repr.:>duction. 
Rigidly protect 13 plants proposed for threatened or endangered species 

classification. 
Cease to allow sheep apd cattle to graze In back country. Damages :he 
range. Subjects big horn to disease an:l parasites associated with sheep. 
Monitor grazing of back country pack animals. 

WILDLIFE- suffers from reduced habitat, disturbance. 
Eliminate exotic anima is. 

Beavers - dam streams reducing trout spawn areas; cause flooding of 
meadows and strearrs ides. 
Bullfrog - may be responsible for disappearance of native red legged and 
yellow legged frog. 

Protect endangered vertebrates 
Peregrine fa Icon 
Southern Bald eagle 
Paiute cut throat troup 

....Mml.1!9.r - 2 0 species of undetermined status. 
M..a.ruw. 

Black Bear ' Population Increasing due to access to camper supplted 
food, Has led to property damage and person~! injuries necessitating 
destruction or removal tn some cases. 

COMMENTS 

Deer- Insure conditions for perptJtuatlon of natural populations and 
habitat. 
Big horn - Manage to encourage reestablishment of remnant population 
and even reintroduction. 

Control Vectors 
Ground squirrel- potential disease carrier. 

COMMEND PI.ANS FOR !NTERPRETNE PROGRAMS 
Feature only the type than enhance visitor understanding and enJoyment of 
park resources. 

Biotic Systems and Geology 
Wilderness Conservation 
Man and Yosemite 
Recreation 

FIRE SUPPORT CONTqOI.LED l3URNING. 

TRAILS 

Phase I- Concentrate on unique ecosystems and areas of high visitor use. 
Low Intensity fires reduce highly flammable dead fuel layer and klll sr..all 
understory trees. Keeps forest open. Important in Sequoia, black oak woo:lland 
Phase II at elevations above mixed C·,nifer forest • Allow naturally recurring 
fires to burn. 
During regular fire season, all fires surpressed. 

l!"proveH_rP:__protcctlon_ln_Y9se.~ltP. V11!!~y- judged " severely deficient ". 
Construct sufficient purnpin:i stations 
Connect existing mains 

Provide new fire hydrnnts. 
Construct two storage t<rnks. 

Construct 16 mile hlcycle trail In Yosemite Valley 
Eliminate cross-meadow trails in ruolumne Meadows. 
Convert road In Mariposa to trail. 

El PORTAL_ ~urchased by government AS acimlr>i~••'l""0 site. 
Subject to extreme pressures as many of the !osamite Valley facilities, 
stores, administrative offices of the National Park Service and the 
concessloners are moved to El FOrtal;as the emr:loyee community is in
creased 400 %(much of that seasonal, and se.uor.al for only 10-12 
years in the case of the constru::tlon workers. ) ;~; housing and parkin\.'· 
for park visitors are irr.plemented as part of :he new Park plan. Social, 
recreational , and residential amenities; a Post Office, fire station, meet
ing hall, theater anj school will be needed for :he community. Growth will 

demand upgrading of water and sewage systems. 

RESPONSES 

RESPONSES 

RESPONSES 



COMMENTS 

.ffill'ItS1 SNOWMOBILING ON TIOGA ROAD 
j;ven though limited , this hazardous activity does not merit the expense 
cf constant supervision an:i search an:! rescue. The noise, the exhaus: 
fumes the presence of manhimself would disturb ~he wildlife. This activity 
would conflict with cross country skiers. It would be a " foot in the door " 
better not !nit lated. 

LOW COST OVER NIGHT ACCCM\IODATIONS CO~Mv'.El\"TJJ;:.P 
The plan to provide onl•1 low cost over night acc::>mmo:lat!ons in the Valley 
is particularly fitting in that it does meet the needs of visitors at all 
economic levels. These over ~~ght fac!I!ties (walk-In camp grounds, 
hostels and cabins l are all~ is necess9ry to enjoy the park. They do 
not detract from the awareness of the Park's unic;ue and scenic values. 
Yosemite ls no longer tl:e " pleasuring grounds "only for. the wealthy for 
whom the Ahwa hnee provided. · 

RECOMMEND RESTORllT!ON Cl' p;n ROAD SERVICE 
The r.estoration of rail road secvi::e from Merced to Yosemite Valley 
co1.1ld serve as a very pieasant, even social approach. Comfortable parter 
type cars ml ght be used. An Interpreter should be present to point out 
significant features of the scenery en route, and acquaint the passengers 
with much of the history of the valley and in<::idents in the lives of the 
e.:irly Inhabitants. Light refreshments might be a·1ailable. The Park visi:ors 

could arrive at the Valley in a :nore relaxed, rested ar.d Informed state Of beir.9 
~han they would have with any other means of traveling to the·Valley. 

COMMENTS 

IE®&iit®fr 
®®®Il" 

@@~fi®11W t% q2Pe~~d children and adults of Califbmia 

W.~arkel Street, Suite 202, San Francisco, CA ~')10$- (415 

Aeril 10, 1979 

Mr. Leslie P. Harnberger 
Superintendant 
Yosemite National Park, CA 

Dear Mr. Harnberger, 

I am writing in support of Hollynn Fuller's letter of March 20, 1979. 
The requirements of Section 504 not withstanding, the Yosemite National 
Park has a serious moral obligation to provide equal access and equal 
treatment for persons with disabilities. 

1 Quite frequently the opportunities for recreation which millions of 
Americans take so much for granted are excluded from use. by people with 
disabilities. ·1 The Easter Seal Society is convinced that the time of 
separation and segregation of people with disabilities from the main
stream of society is at an end. It will become increasingly more 
important for public agencies such as your own, as well as private 
concerns, to include accommodations for people with disabilities as 
a matter of course. He vie1·1 recreation as a natural adjunct to the 
normal activities of life. The recoonition of that fact and that it 
applies to those with disabilities as well, should be a priority 
concern of the Yosemite National Park. We trust that you will make 
every effort to incorporate these condiderations in future publications 
and plans. 

We look forward to hearing from you on the General Management Plan and 
the method which you will be using to include people with disabilities 
as an impo;·tant part of your c1ientele. The Culifornia Cast~r !:eal 
Society takes a keen interest in camping and recreation, and we stand 
ready to assist you in any way that we can, along with Ms. Fuller, to 
provide a better recreational cl imatt for disabled Californians. 

Thank you for your serious consideration. 

~ 
Henry N. Henscheid 
Director of Advocacy 

HNN:fb 

cc: Hollynn Fuller 

COMMENTS 
EL DORADO AUDUBON 

•'L DORADO NATURE CENTER 
USO E, SPRING STREET 
LOMG &EACH, CA 9011$ 

I 

4 January."1979 

Superintendent 
P.O. Box 577-0MP 

Jf~U 11 19;9 

!osemite National Park, California 95389 

Dear Sir; 

On behalf or the membership of the El Dorado chopter of the 
National Audubon Society, I want to thank you for· the 
opportunity to participate in the plan~ing process for 
Yosemite National Park. Certainly the protection and 
preservation of' the ?ark's outstanding natural features requires 
a prompt yet careful planning ef"ort·. '.'le agree that the 
prime consideration in estF.blishing a management plan is to 
protect or restore the natural processes of' the Park's 
ecosystems. 

~n general we found the proposals surmierized in the Draft 
General Management Plan to be acceptable1. Arter consultation 
with representative~ of' our chapter, I E'ave prepared the 
following list of our particular concerns and questions. 

With the increasingly evident air pollution problem in the 
Volley, we concur that the most important management goal in 
this area is reducin~ and eventually eliminating automobile 
tref.'fic in the Valley. ·:1e support exp•nsion ct' the shuttle 
bus system as an af"icient means to attain this goal. 
Hopet'ully, elimination o" automobiles f'rom the Valley will be 
accomplished es soon as possible. 

We are pleased that the Draft GMP proposes no significnnt 
increase in the amount or developed land. :·/here new develop
ment is necessary, we strongly su~,est that it be designed to 
utilize both alternative energy sources and water conservation 
devices. We are also supportive o" the eff'orts to locate new 
facilities so that they reflect natural v.egetational patterns 
and scenic beauty. 

We feel that several additionel goels included in the Draft 
oMP deserve priority consideration. The attempts to pull 
development away f'rom sensitive meadows and rivers is an 

1 

RESPONSES 

RESPONSES 

EASTER SEAL SOCIETY OF CALIFORNIA 

Please see response to comments from California Association of 
the Physically Handicapped, Inc. 

RESPONSES 



COMMENTS 

lil Dorado Audubon 
page 2 

oxoollont propoeal. Tho ollmlnntion o' noneea11ntl11l fac111tioe 
with no relation to tho unique nntural resom•ces· of tho 
Yosemite Sierra le en admlrnblo goal, Finally, wo concur with 
the plRn to en1phnsl ze nonmotorizsd travel, euch a11 bloycling, 
croee-oountry ekling and hiking, within tho park. 

One question Brose regnl"d1ng the pl:.ri to clear vlataa along 
1 the Glacier Point Hood, It la our hope that any clearing thnt 

·lo done 1.e first. thoroughly oxam1nod 1n terms or its impact 
on the nnturnl vogetntlon. We urgo pRrk mRnagere to mlnlml~o 
the potential dleturbance oreated by such alterat1ono • 

. AgAin we thnnk you for the chance to offer our conoome· rog•rd1re 
tho future of' Yoecnl te National l'ark. Wo would llko to be 
informed of all other aapoots of' the planning procoas ae it 
develops. 

Sincerely, 

/.(a:J.J,,_~°R_ __fj;._.µ o-t.u'S 
Kathsrl ne Barrowe 
Coneervation Committee 

COMMENTS 

e~~~,1nc. 
10i:'3 RIVERSIDE OAIVE 

P.O. B1..1X WSG 
NORTH HOLLYWOOO. CALIF. 91t102 

(213) iti9-~88 

A t.,,,.1~,-~~0FIT ORGANIZATIO'I 
Cod1c:.uec :o E~-·ne Le.;i«slat1un, Gooa HnH .. 

rnansn1p, lhP. .t,;qu1s1111~n 11r:d P11?serv4t10· 
ol Trails 

ORGANIZlO 1944 

1 

2 

11 January 1979 

V.r. Le~lie P. Arnberger, Superintendent 
P.O. Box 577-G¥.P 
Yosemite liational Park, CA 95389 

Dear :.ir. Arnberger: 

ThankJOu for providing the opportunity for us to review and 
co::::nent on the Draft General Ula.nagement Plar. for Yose::ite. 

As an organization representing.the trail riders of California, 
we would like to offer the following co::unents. 

te support the concept of Alternative One since it see::is to 
offer the best opport-.mi ty for the public to enjoy 'fosami te while 
re:::ovir.g the worst traf:ic congestion, crowd:.~ a:ld cc=ercial 
development.- This Al te!'nati ve takes into accoi.:nt t!'.e :·act that 
not all who wish to st!!.j" in Yosemite are bac~:;:iackers; it allows 
the campine; public to transport their fa11ilies and eq_u:pment in 
their own vehicles to their ca:::psites so that their ca=ping 
exoerience can be as hassle-free as nossible. ~t rest!'icts 
"cru.isin<;" in private vehicles and restricts the day visitors• 
vehicle use. 

Alternative Two, on the other hand, wou.ld li~it usage of Yose
mite to backpackers al.nest exclusively since it makes r.o pro
vision for private ·rehicles at all. The restrictions contained 
in this proposal would severely limit the enJoyment of the Park 
to a very few people, co::ipared to the total number w!.o r.ould 
benefit from a less stringent plan. 

Alternative Three does not correct any of the.present p!'oblems 
of congestion, pollu.tion and col:!.11ercialization of Yose:::ite and, 
therefore, is not an acceptable solution. 

:·:e are e:ipecially plea::icd to see that trails and camps ::or horse
men are stressed in th" Lraft. ~'or thooe wisr.in,; to ca.::p with 
their hor:;e3, ~o:ne provision must be r:i.a.de for transport of 
anim3.lc and equip:uent into the ca-np~ites, as allowed in Alter
nati·re One. ·:o'e are 2.::::;=ing there will be :io:::<:J syste:n ~f advance 
reservations for the::e horse ca-nos so :hat th0 hor::er:.~n ~·ill be 
assured that they Ylill ha·;e a cainpsi te available w.hen tr.~y arrive. 
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P .0. BOX ~lldti 
NORTH HOLLYIVOOO. CALIF. 91602 

(213) 769-2988 

A. NC'.\1-Pf:JF'IT OR,JA.Ni:AT•ON 
Dedic.uoa :J EQ.1no Leg:s1atiM, Good Hors ... 

mansr11p, :.,. A;qu1s·tion and Pre~et\'a11on 
of Traits 

The feelin,:; cf the com:ni ttee of our members who wor!i:ed on the 
Yosemite Plan from the bC6in..,ing has been that a co:::uromi~e 
must be reached ~etween those who want a "Disneylanc" at:::os
phere and those w!:o favor restricting access to such a point 
that very few would be able to see and enjoy Yosemite. There
fore, we support Alternative une. 

Yours truly, 

'IZ_U)~Lrx{ 
Peno Dwinger 
1st Vice ?resident 

PD:kd 
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RESPONSES 

EL DORADO AUDUBON 

Vistas along the Glacier Point Road will be cleared only after a 
thorough assessment of impacts on the environment is completed. 

RESPONSES 

EQUESTRIAN TRAILS, INC. 

Horse camps are currently operated on a reservation system 
and will continue to be operated by reservation. 

RESPONSES 

Elements of all alternatives were used to develop the GMP. 
The proposal attempts to provide a balance between preservation of 
the resource and visitor .enjoyment of the park. 
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COMMENTS 

FAR WEST SKI ASSOCIATION 
3325 Wiishire Boulevard. Suite 1340 
Las Angeles. Califomla 90010 
(213) 387· 2145 

December 29, 1978 

Mr. Leslie P. Arnberger 
Superintendent 
Yosemite National Park 
P. o. Box 577 - GMP 
Yosemite National Park, CA 95389 

Dear Mr. Arnberger: 

The following reflects the opinion of the 32,000 members of 
the Far West Ski Association on the Yosemite Draft Management Plan. 
Far West is the voice of the skiing consumer in California, and·one 
of nine divisions of the United States ·skiing Association, the 
national skiing consumer organization. 

We have carefully reviewed the Yosemite Draft Management Plan, 
and feel that Alternative Three is most acceptable. 

We find Alternative Two completely unacceptable. This alter
native would make Yosemite, which is a nationql treasure belonging to 
!..!.!. Americans, the nearly private preserve of the young and vigorous. 

2 We strongly support moves to remove auto congestion from the 
Park, !_! long as removal of the private auto is balanced out by im
proved and expan,ded bus service. The purpose of the Park Service 
should not be to deny people access to Yosemite, but rather to care
fully mitigate the adverse impacts of their presence. Improving the bus 
service would require vehicles capable of transporting families, with 
all their necessary luggage and paraphernalia, to accomodations within 
the Park, making it both convenient and unnecessary to travel by private 
car. Shuttle bus service shQuld be expanded to accomodate those now 
driving their own cars within the Park boundaries. 

The draft management plan begins by stating that people perceive 
parks in a different manner today. Perhaps that is true. However, 
Alternative Two is based upon the perceptions of a small, elitist, and 
extremely vocal minority. 
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3 A gradual erosion has taken place of the rights of the aged, the 
handicapped, the very young and the infirm, They are being told that 
the beauty of places such as Yosemite should be set aside for only those 
who are physically able to withstand the rigors of back countr~ hiking 
and camping. The considerable reduction in use of private autos, 
couples with a decrease in shuttle bus service and conversion of present 
tram routes into hiking only, is a discriminatory move against the 
aforementioned aged, handicapped, very youn_g and infirm. 

Presently, 95\ of Yosemite is back country. A mere S\ of the 
Park is therefore readily available to the average tourist. Parks are 
for the people - all the people. We do recognize the attendent diffi
culties involved rn-allowing.. people to enjoy Yosemite, while both 
protecting fragile areas within its boundaries, and retaining the ability 
for visitors to experience a gentle communing with nature. This 
Association firmly believes it is possible to achieve all those ends 
by the use of careful conservation and wise management policies. 

It is agreed that we must sacrifice some measure of wild, back 
country flavor in order to accomodate those who wish to enjoy Yosemite. 
l!e bel)eve posi_tive 20th Century technology is capable of making these 
sacrifices minor. The inherent aim of the National Park System is to 
administer specified natural resources and lands in a manner which 
facilitates public enjoyment in non-damaging ways. Alternative Two is 
merely a negative way of saying, and wrongly so, that we are not 
capable of a positive approach. 

4- One of the many enjoyable and worthwhile attractions of the Park 

5 

is the Badger Pass Ski Area. For many years.this ski area has provided 
families with an opportunity to enjoy the wholesome, physically 
rewarding sport of downhill skiing. 

Skiing as a sport increases in popularity by 15\ per year, and 
has done so consistently for many years. This contrasts with a lessor 
10\ increase in popularity of backpacking. 

Therefore, we feel more emphasis should be placed upon skiing, 
which exihibits a healthier growth pattern, than upon back country 
hiking. A recent Los Angeles Times marketing survey revealed that 
403,443 households within their marketing area contained skiers. That 
number counts only households and must be factored by at least two. 
On December 14, 1978, the U. S. Forest Service released a report which 
stated demand on ski facilities in California would increase by approxi
mately SO\ in the next six years. 
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With these statistics at hand, we see no valid reason for the 
removal of the Badger Pass Ski Area, as is suggested in Alternative Two. 
In fact, we would suggest that studies be initiated regarding the 
feasibility of expanding Badger Pass Ski Area to accomodate an increaSing 
number of people who wish to enjoy this good, healthy, family oriented 
sport. 

6 In addition to each of the above reasons for selection of Alter-
native Three, we find another important one - economics. 

Alternative Two has an estimated. cost to be borne by the 
'beleagered and hard pressed American public, of $116 million. This is 
$92 million more than the cost of Alternative Three, which is our 
choice of alternatives. 

Economic considerations have all too often in the past been 
abandoned by land use planners in their over zealous quest to preserve 
and protect. The American people have spoken in the last election re
garding their concerns with government spending. Most particularly, 
Californians have spoken with the overwhelming passage of Prop. 13. 

It is simply not acceptable to the taxpayers to continue the 
past dicregard for economic concerns. It is clearly the responsibility 
of the Park Service to assess the cos~ effectiveness of each and every 
proposed change. 

In summary, the Far West Ski Association supports Alternative 
Three, because it most closely provides for the needs and desires of 
the people, while protecting in a sensible manner the incredible beauty 
of Yosemite National Park. 

~~::~ 
Director of Public Affairs 

NJI:tbm 
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RESPONSES 

FAR WEST SKI ASSOCIATION 

The proposed plan was derived by taking components of each 
alternative that will provide a balance between preservation of the 
resource and visitor enjoyment of the park. 

The plan proposes a moderate expansion of the shuttle bus 
system In the near future. Overnight visitors will still be allowed 
ta drive to their place of stay, so transporting luggage will not be 
a problem. 

RESPONSES 

The plan will provide access for all visitors. As further 
design and implementation occur, handicapped people will be 
involved in evaluation of proposed design solutions. 

4 Although the revised plan does not call for expansion of the 

5 

downhill ski area in the park, there will be increased emphasis on 
providing for the growing sport of cross-country skiing. 

RESPONSES 

It is Park Service policy not to expand ski areas in natural 
areas such as Yosemite National Park. 

6 6. The costs of the plan derive both from relocation and 
upgrading of facilities and from rehabilitation of existing facilities. 
Proposed rehabilitation would have to occur regardless, and a 
significant portion of the cost of developing new facilities would 
otherwise have to be spent in making additional environmental and 
operational improvements to existing facilities. However, without 
proposed new development, some of these existing facilities would 
continue to be located in highly scenic, fragile, or hazardous areas. 
One of the objectives of the GMP is to relocate facilities to more 
appropriate locations within the park or at ·the El Portal 
administrative site. 
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Fresno Audubon 

Society 

(.67 ::Ust Ho~e Ave. 
FRESNO, CALIFORNIA 

9.:m:i 

D~ceob~r 21, 1979 

Th~ :~~~:!r.t~nd~nt 
?. O. :Eo:t 577 - CX? 
·r.i~c:oi t~ i: .. tio=l Park, CA. 9SJ~9 

Th'} Co~:.;s!~tion CoL.;Ji tt~o &.ntl ~ecutivtt Eoa.rd of tl:e ~s~.o .t.uC:ub1'n 
3:>c!!'.?ty ;;i:h to ~ on r~~vrj. :v~~c=r.ing- scvcr.::..l s;cc.:.fie a~pocts 'J! 
tho propv~'!tl Yo~·:::!itc Dre:..ft Gan~ral ?~ar..a~~ent ?l.:..n. C-.;:r orranization, 
a Ch.J.;it.-er of th~ ~~o.tii::inal An::ab,.,n Sot::iety, ~.'.la a.b::ut 6CJ ::e:ibor:.i. 
LiYi:ic !.n ?r~sno, we i=e !~.:!.lier w! th Yosc::d. ~e - bo~h t!-:.9 va:!.:cy a:.C. 
t~e bac~: country - g,r .. d woJ a~ c'Jnce:':T!.~d to ~ce the r'~k ::a.r.ac:ed in such a 
way that vildlif'! a.s ""ell a.:: p~ople c~ t~ive there. 

~ur ovcr.'.l.11 ::-r.s;-::nsa t<J tho Yo.:3c:::i te 'D!"aft r.-:!ncral !·Z.ria~~ent Pla..'"'l is 
oxtr .. ::.c:y !'~vcT."c.blc tt r.cc::s t') 't'.B t:--.c.t th3 :Fla.~ a+.rib~s an oxc~llen~ 
balancB bc~· ... ·oen !~o nee:!. 'tJ prc.set"Vc the no.t-.lral. eco~~~::;-tei::s or the 
Po.'!'k an~ +.:--.e l'!~E\!3 or ":he ;eople w:i.o CO:l9 tj crijoy it.a 'r.t·a~ty. '!'°!"'.9 

poir!ts th.:.:.t f..,ll:>'J e:hculd not be cormtrued ag ~~tz.c!::s on t~e ?la.n 
but r~thcr aa re!ine=ents on ~hat w~ concider to b9 a ba3ically very 
SJU.'11 P"" po:;.o.l: 

l. ~ecau~o 0r the fr&r,lli~y o! rr.cadow eccsyste~s a.~d 
bocau~~ o!" t.,.e r~J...:..~iv11 c;ca!'ci":y of :i~a:.'Jws !.n Yo3e~i~~. 
.'w/e Q.''-"::.::ti,,., t~o t.:i.r;d.-J~ of 'hi1C.:!~n~ a J\..'-co.r par'.-·i!1t: lot 
~!l:! ::".::."'.'\.~T.' C::ntu.c°t !>'::clt~.,.. d,f; 2U.•.!:iit ~·Tl'!a~r,-,,.r ,:m. t~!C (:.laCi.C!' 
l1o:nt Road.. S~l~h.:? i•a.,..kint,; lot anC. shelter c-:..u.:::l SC!:t"V~" t~e 

pvblic ct,,iia!ly ¥:0!1 i ~ l t, ·.;r:rt=o loca.t~·.: i.. Ci'.!:.!'t£:- t.o •>':":~-~alf 
;· .. ;t:c ci"t",..1'!:" +:o th.: 8.:i.::t or t..J tho •,.:i.=t, ~:l ".."0 ~..;1i')~J~ tht.t 
!.h:t 'J c~:~·1:0 ._,:.;ul·! :~0:11 t in r.;u"Jat~"1ti~1.l.y lc:a 1:·1.i.-~::t on 
th<J ~C.l.iJ.J'.J. 
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2 2. .~..ii~ b~ca.use of 0 1.tr ccnce:-n with Yoocr.:ittt'n ::.ca~o~o, ~ ..... ~:-.::!e!"
abcut t~~ .!'.""..ciliti.(;!'.; !"er ~o:.-seb.J.::k rld!r.¢ and ~o~:;c-rclu.~c-! 
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J. 

4. 

cn.::.p:r.c; in the hL::h C".>\:.r:try Tf th-:' }l'"'t"_?o::cd h=~~c ~a.::-.;.G ;;.:·.•!:! 
rr-o-..:lt !n .). l~"!":,"P.!" mt::!'t:-:or 5-t r..:.n"SCS l'ici ..... r HGeC in the Yos~·::.: f;~ 
ba.c!-i: co~:~t:-y tha:o i:: n::i-.. :- t~0 ..::i~e, we a!"-~ ;::tro!':.r.~:y .:::pp.J~C:! ~.:> 
the::!. Tf "':~e:y r¢presc!1t a :::..:'.!c!ucticn, "-'~ fr.vo~ t~.c~ (t~c 7-i.:...1 
is u:iclC?.!' on ~hie ?"'in~.) '1n ~itl~er c;:se, '.le !!le! th:.t tr.~~ 
ch...;>'.l!d bi! :lt:cict cc:1t.rcl.: ~n t:c.:iC.viJ ~a.-:i~ b:r h..;ir::;c::;, r~">j:le 

'Oh~ to.'«• h;,r~es ir.':o tho l:i,::h C:"untr,· s:·."uld te rPG,'-'i'."'""':l t.o 
provine their v;.TI !ccd and not pe~i t tf.~ir h.:r:.'.!"Z"B to t;r~:.c 
tho nea~J~s to the C~trtoent uf the native a.nica!3 that ~CF~n1 
on those ~ea.Cows. 

Wg 'beli~ve t~..at conv::mtions, ._.hether in .:r :;,u't cf the s1r.=e:
se:.:i::m, are out of p!.ace in Y;,c~~i te Vi:.::.:l'Jy. Thcv br.!.n~ 
extr3. _pcol':c, .::xtra care,, uxt~a. pollution t-:i the Va:.lcy !"or 
reazons th::i. t have nothir.g to do with the basic valuea of the 
Pa..."'k. 

We wo~.ild like f;o cee Vit;"'lrous pursuit of the l'ar~ Service• s 
policy of a~qu!ri?'\?; privately-'held lands within the bcunCz..:::~a 
or the F~:::o:i::. Inhvld.!.nts a.t :f~tch-Hetch:r (except !o~ t!iose "':hat 
are absolutely rcqui:-o?d !'c!" th~ ope!'a.tivn of ~!ic tis.-:), A~;-e;. 
Valle:r, c.nd ~·•.J::on.1 should. ~e a.c~ui!"e~ by tr.e !'ark Service so 
they can be ~ana.god in a:cordance with Fa..rk policies. 

;. Beca:.:.s~ -:Jf' eipin!.ons .s.bout the ~Jsc or G!l')\.':?:Obi!.cs that WC!"e !!j,,~~z~o::. 
at t:i~h?;..ri~s in ?rc~no, 'fi€ ::.a.kc a :spc::ial point of cr,yi!'!:: t~~::: 
wa ccuner.d the prchib!tion of sr..c~-.:.obile3 in the Yo~~=.ite ~:~ 
country. l-T.:!so polluti.Jn, oil and easolire spill:: on t:ie ~n:·.1 
(f.nd tho!'n!':r".:·, lc:tt'?r, into t::?. ~trea."ja) a":.d ge:ic!'ally ir.:r~a~i:i 
hu.-an i.;4~a.ct on t!:c r.1gr. co".lntey i!1 w:.n~~r a.::-e not in ~r.~ ~;:a 
intc=eRt of ~rcscrvi~g a.~d pro~otin; Ycseoite's basic valu~s. 

6. We favor tl'".~ o'bjccti·:~ oi" the deer IJE...~9.~!lent pla."'l a..a C.o:;~=~-=--!!:! 
in' th~ ?:a.tu::al P.ez0urceo iY'ar...;.:-"'"3:;..ent !'la.!l. Ho· .. .-evi::r, J:<C b~!it?•.1e 
thr:i.t, jr. orl~r to :1::hie·:c th3.°t ob,j"..'ctive, it ·.1ill t:V~rt1.ta::1..:• 
be necc~s~'.!""'/ t"' eJ~i!'?.at9 no...,9' d..:.e:i \rro'.i.t~1in .f;hc bcur.5.:.ricc o~ t~;? 
P~rk - a po°:cn~tall:t c::::.~r.-:.ve!'ii!al p.Jlic1. v~ u~L"':' tl:at ~~:s 
necea~i ty 'te !'::.ccc!.. e:1..p.lil.~ly c:.=r1~ th..l+., ...,-; ~n the ti.::1"! -:c:::-:.c~ f:.;!' 
:f t3 i.:::iplc?::cntation, "t~w Far~: 3cr1i~c in!".'.)=~ t~~ ;.11'hlic ~-=- =-.:..:-:~ a. 
vjcarJu: pi-.'Jlic d;:fc·rwc of it: policy. · .. ·c liv;'l ';;;.::.~ i:.,u:.1 =.....-...i.:c
:::cnt ·.~·1.:l f!::it bu c.:a.:ri.ficcr~ bi::c;iunc c,!' !''):J.r or unfavo:.-:.."h:e ;.:.:.b:!.=. 
re.:;pori:;c. '!'hP. w1Jlfarc of t~o .1ee-r pc.ptia.tion UlU:it take t..Jp p!.-.:. :ir!. ~y 
in t:-:ts :l.:J.t';er. 
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RESPONSES 

FLY FISHERMEN FOR CONSERVATION, INC. 

Please refer to the responses to comments from the National 
Parks and Conservation Association. 

RESPONSES 

FRESNO AUDUBON SOCIETY 

The revised GMP has been changed to show trailhead parking 
at various points along the Glacier Point road. The ranger contact 
shelter will be relocated to reduce impact on Summit Meadow. 

RESPONSES 

2 The proposal for horse camps are intended to reduce the 

3 

4 

effects that public horse use has in the high country. The horse 
camps proposed at Gaylor Creel< have been eliminated; instead, a 
camp is now rroposed at the Tuolumne Meadows developed area near 
the government nnd concession stables. An additional horse camp 
is also proposed at Yosemite Creek. Location of these horse camps 
in different areas will reduce sustained impacts on each site. 
Grazing is controlled and no problems have occurred; if problems 
arise, controls on grazing will be increased. 

Conventions are not allowed in the Valley from May 1 through 
September 30. During the rest of the year, conventions are 
strictly controlled to ensure that there is no conflict with park use 
by other visitors. 

Inholdings 1vi!I be .1cquired ·prirn~rily through acq•Jisition from 
willing seller;. Eminent domain p1·01.'.:e0ding:> will only be initiated 
against ownel"s who intraduce in:.o:iipatible uses on inholdings. A 
land use plan will be p1·epared for Wawona that will perinit somB 
private development compatible with lhe proposal to use Wawona as 
the new park headquarters. 
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Sincerely, / . 

Cf:lc._ I/ ;4«_ 
JOYCE R. !'.AtL 
P:resi~ent 

FRIENDS (...)F THE E.\RTH 

1.! .• Sr1:.\R S""' F1c\~l"l'l'.'-' C\111'\'HSll\ 9.J.h.'5 

,.p :;'· 49;~4;7ll 

December 4, 1978 

" Statement of Connie Pa~1sh 1 California Representative 
of Frlen<ls nf th~ Earth, 1.>n the Draft General Management 
Plan for Yosemite National Park, December 4, 1978. 

Friends of the Earth would like to congratulate the National 

Park Service and the Yosemite Planning Team for this excellent Draft 

Management Plan for Yosemite National Park~_ It recommends the many 

little steps that can be taken to reverse the process that has over-

civilized this great national park. 

We fully support the Plan's main goals·-- to reduce auto 

congestion and overcrowding, to remove or relocate unnecessary 

facilities, to rl.!storc the natural scene, and. to increase poeple's 

enjoyment and understanding of the park's outstanding natural and 

cultural fe~tures. 

Some of the main points of the plan deserve special mention, 

since they are likely to be quite controversial. 

Auto Congestion 

1 We certainly agree with the long range goal of eliminating all 

cars from the Valley. However, we realize that thi~ can probably best 

2 

be accomplished in stages ,.- testing to see what works
1 

how people will 

cooperate, and exp::mding the shuttle bus system accordingly. 

The parking lots at Crane Flat and El Portal are good ideas. We 

do, however, havl'! sorr.c <ju.1lms about the p.:irkin•~ lot proposed at Taft Toe, 

fur t:hh> ~1n·;i is w1...•ll into the Valley. WI'..! nre ROm('what mollified because 

an appruxlmat,•ly equal ar•·a of parkln~ lot will bl• eliminated from. the 
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castl~rn Valley, .mJ we certainly hopt! th.::t.t this parking lot cannot be 

s~cn from poput.ir vit?wing are01s of the park, 01s the Draft Pl:m assurc?s. 

Probably having daytime visitors park their cars at the ecge of the 

park and alh'Wing ovcrnii;ht visitors to drive to their lodgings or c""'p-

grcunds is as good 3 place as any to start phasing out cars f rcm :he 

Valley. But we'd like to have the Final Manager.tent Plan explain t:ore 

clearly how the park service will keep people from using their cars ~bile 

in the \'alley. Cooperation is assumed in the Draft Plan. \/hat if it 

isn't forthcoming? 

Regoving Unnccessarv Facilities 

We also are in favor of moving the park service and concession 

headquarters and as much employee housing as possible to El Porta:. 

El Portal is also a good spot for all those services that people ~ay 

need but don't need to have in the Valley -- the bank, major auto re;air, 

the post o.~ce, beauty and barber shops, etc. We also agree •ith t~e 

plan's recommendations that the swimming pools, tennis courts, ice sLati~g 

ri~k, and golf course should go altogether. These kinds of facilities 

are found in m..iny resorts in the Sierra, they take up space, and are, we 

think, part of what the Plan summary refers to as "an overzealous at:etrapt 

to civilize" this national park. 

Wilderness 

We arc very pleased that the Draft Plan recommends a 24,305 acre 

addition to the 646,821 Yosemite Wilderness proposal now before C-Ongress. 

As you know, this is very close to the 692,447 acre wilderness proposal 

enCorscd by the national conservation organizntlon. 

1 

2 

RESPONSES 

RESPONSES 

FRIENDS OF THE EARTH 

The Taft Toe parking area is no longer proposed. Visitors to 
Yosemite Valley will be encouraged to leave their vehicles in their 
day parking space, molel parl<ing lol, or campsite. The objective 
is to eliminate the need to drive around the Valley once the visitor 
has arrived at his destination. Over half the overnight visitors 
stay at campgrounds or lodging at the east end of the Valley, with 
a c-amp store located nearby. Through improved informaticn and 
orientation programs, visitors will be informed of the expando>d 
shuttle bus system, daily bus service provided by a concessioner 
across Tioga Road, and daily service to and from Merced arid 
Fresno. Should day users arrive wh"n Valley parking spaces are 
full, they will be informed al the entrance stations. 

RESPONSES 

The revised GMP proposes a 24,485-acre addition to the 1972 
wilderness proposal. 
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3 We 3J::rc~ th.:it the N:1tionnl P:irk Scrvfc~ should Cl.1ntinu~ t.J a.:qulre 

all privntely owned lnnd within th<! p:irk on " willing seller/"illing 

buyer basis. It is good to have a definite policy statement o:i "inholdings" 

in the General Management Plan. 

Glacier Point 

The food and gift shops at Glacier Point should certainly ~e ~oved 

4 to Badger Pass. We would also like to see the following included in 

the final Plan: A shuttle bus system should be started fro~ the 3adger 

Pa!s parking area to Glacier Point. This is most needed durir.g t~e 

crowded summer months. This suggestion appeared in Alternative Che, 

but not in the principal Plan. 

Accommodations 

5 We certainly agree that the 83 tent cabins at Carry Village 

6 

in the roc'--.,fall zone and the 207 Yosemite Lodge units in the flood plain 

should be moved. 'lowever, we would prefer that they be replace1 a: 

El Portal, if there is room, not in the Valley. At the beginni~g of 

this planning process, we recommended to the planning team that lo:gings 

be rebuilt at the edge or outside the park as units needed to be replaced. 

We would like to make that recommendation here as well. 
going 

If ~e are ever/to 

get some of those hotels out of the Valley, now is th~ tirae to sta:t. 
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Concession Operations 

We know that if this Plan, or any of the other alternatives. 

is imphmcnted--as it certainly should be--the pnrk concessionnair• will not 

make money. Obviously Curry Compnny would not tolernte this, and, indeed, 

it would b~ a violation of the 196S Concessions Polley Act. We th!nk the 

best solution to this problem lt> for the ~ovcrnmcnt to buy out t:urry Compan;,·'s 

11 pousct; .. ;ory intt!rc$t 11 in park operations .. We underst;md that this has been 

done in Evl.!rglaJI.!'~ National P.:irk with good r~sults. 

7 Th\!rc is one subject that W:l.S not covcr~d in the Draft Cener~l M:inagement 

Plan which we think sh,,uld be: How can public transportation to the park 

be improved? 

Right now almost everyone come to Yosemite by car, and that car becomes 

a problem one~ it gets to the park. But it's no wonder most everyone drives. 

There's little choice. Bus and train service is inconvenient and infrequent. 

If you take Continental Trailways from San Francisco to Merced, you have 

a five hour layover before the bus to the park arrives. Greyho~d and Amtrack 

are a little better. On Greyhound you only have about an hour and 20 minutes 

to wait for the bus to the park. But there's only on·e Greyhoud bus a day, 

even in the summer months. 

Amtrack runs to Merced from San Francisco, but only One train a day. 

You leave at 9:05 a.m. and have a two hour layover in Merced before the 

2:4S p.m. park bus arrives. 

Certain~y this is no way to go to Yosemite for the weekend. 

RESPONSES 

3 A land use plan will be prepared for Wawona that will permit 

4 

some privalc development comp,olible with the proposal to use 
Wawona as the new park headquarters. 

food service ill Glacier Point provides a service to hi kc rs as 
well as other visitors. A trtcility away from the point, in the 
parking area, is µroposed. Thi? GMP does not propo~e a shuttle 
bus from B.=idger Pass to Glacier Point. Howl.~ver, if such a Set'vice 
is warranted in the future, it could be initiated. 

5 The descril>ed visitor acconl'nodcitions arr: now proposed to be 

6 

relocated within the Valley. Dcvelop<•blc lane! at El Portal is limited, 
and it will be sll'ained by the rel,;c~lion of park support activities 
and hous.ing. 

RESPONSES 

It is anticipated that a private concession will continue to 
operate most, if not all, commercial visitor facilities. However, 
certain· changes will be required to maintain financial feasibility and 
conformance with concession-related legislation and NPS policy. 
The specific cha.nges in the present arrangement will be the subject 
of discussion and negotiation between the National Park Service and 
concessioner. 

7 The GMP proposes expansion of public transportation to the 
park. Efforts will be made to encourage visitors, through regional 
Information programs, to· leave their vehicles at home and Ul!e public 
tram·portation to Yosemite. 

COMMENTS RESPONSES 

Travellers from Los Angeles fare even worse on Amtrack. You take an 

8:30 a.m. bus from LA to the Bakersfield Amtrack station, then go to Merced 

on a train that arrives at 2:3S p.m. The Yosemite Transportation Company 

bus to the park leaves 10 minutes later. The Amtrack imfonnation operator 

said he assw:ied or hoped the park bus would wait for a late train. No one 

answered the phone at Yosemite Transportation Company. 

Unfortunately, we don't have any pat solutions to offer here. But we do 
to the park 

8 think that public transportation/can and should be improved. Friends of the 

Earth President Dave Brower would like to see the old Yosemite Railroad from 

Mc.recd revived. It would be an unforgettable trip, one that might lure 

people out of their cars. And iC we could convince more people to leave their 

cars at homo, we wouldn't need to build so many parking lots in the park. 

8 No feasible method for reconstructing the railroad is known. 
If the railroad from Merced to El Portal were to be rebuilt, El 
Portal could serve as a visitor staging area. 
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COMMENTS 

.FRIENDS OF THE RIVER 

Leslie P. Arnberger 
Superintendent, Yosemite Nat!! Park 
P.O. Box 577 
Yosemite Nat 1 1 Park 
95389 

Dear Hr. Arnberger; 

Hark Dubois has asked me to respond to your letter of Sept. 26 requesting feedback 
concerning the NPS Yosemite Draft General Management Plan. Unfortunately the pres
sure of less positive Issues makes It impossible for us to review the Plan as exten
sively as we would like; however, having read t~e sunmary and parts of the more 
detailed environmental statement I am pleased to offer the following conments. 

The Plan as proposed Is a significant step forward in NPS policy, a step which goes 
·a long way toward achieving what sometimes seems a nearly impossible ideal - a deli
cate balance between public demand and environmental quality, the creation of a situ
ation where intense public use and appreciation of a spectacular yet fragile eco
system does not result In the deterioration and eventual destruction of that eco
system. The relocation of many facilities to the El Portal area and the partial 
relief of what is now an overwhelming human pressure on the Valley can only be com
mended as a judicious action, essential If the aesthetic and environmental integrity 
of the Val fey Is to be to sor:ia degree preserved and perhaps even enhanced. The 
removal of cabins in the floodplains of Yosemite Creek and the Herced River, the 
reduced diversion of North fork water in the Valley, and South fork water at Wawona, 

·the construction of wastewater treatment plants at individual campgrounds and at 
Wawona, and the removal of certain structures, coupled with reduced visitor impact, 
at Tuolumne Meadows are all proposad actions which we as river conservationists 
commend highly. It Is gratifying for us to see the Park Service exhibit this sort 
of understanding and appreciation of river ecosystems and riparian habitats, and 
then Implement this understanding In reforms such as these. 

Hopefully the proposal to eventually elimlnata all auto traffic from the Valley will 
be developed and implew.ented as soon as possible, per.haps early In the 1980s. And, 
especially In light of the significant projected increases in human impact on the 
El Portal area, we strongly urge you to proceed as quickly as possible with the con
struction of more efficient wastewater facilities there, keeping in mind always the 
unique assets and beauty of the river which continues to flow relatively unspoiled 
for many miles outside the park. 

Friends of the River enthusiastically applauds the NPS, and hopes that this enlight
ened and conscientious General Management Plan can be Implemented as proposed In the 
near future. 

Mr. Leslie P. Arnberger 
!uperintendent 

?t2r}l~ 
Nick Hershenow 

9702 Bolsa Ave. ;;1 ?·o· 
Westminster, Cal. 92683 
27 Dcce~ber, 1978. 

Yosemite Ilational Park, Cal. 

Dear Mr. Arnberger: 

On Dece::iber 6th, 1973, a represenaative group from 
our trailer club met with your project persor_,el regard
ing the general management plan as published in August 
1978. Your ?roject coordinator was most helpful is exolan-
ing the proposal as offered. -

lt was our unanimous o-oinion that the or:rnosal as 
outlined is the best possibie solutio~ to ~ii.ny-of our prob
lems at the c>arl<. ·;;e are not in favor of e..,y reservation 
system which would -;iermit certain sel::'isi:l src:ips to reserve 
sites far in advance end then not· use tilem, v:!:tich was the 
situation under tic~ettron as used by tl:e State of Calif
ornia. \'le do appreciate the proble::is you are facing during 
the rush season, and as a club we have scl::edtled our outings 
before school is out. The plan as explained en page 6 for 
handling tha day visitors and the ove::niters would releive 
the coi:igestion vie have previously experiencec at the site 
check in stations. 

ile as a club will cooperate in any way we can to help 
you in solving the congestion problems. 

{8'jcer~l· 
~ F:. SFRef 

Preside • j 

Ja1:uary 8, 1979 

Mr. Leslie P. Arnbere;er, Superintendent 

P.O. Box 577-G~iP 

Yosemite ~ational Park, CA 95389 

Dear Nr. Arnberr;er: 

The conservation com::iittee of the Gqlden Gate Audubon Society, 

which has over 5000 members in the 3ay Area, would li~e to 

co=ent on the Yosemite Draft General Manae;ement Plan. '.\e 

find that of the four alternatives listed in the s~mcary that 

alternative two is the most suitable (although not really 

satisfactory) and that.alternative three is totally unaccep

table. We have a variety of comments on the DGMP and they 

are listed below ..• 

Yosemite 'lalley has to have less people and cars in 

the future, and a shuttle bus system should be run from 

the entrance. 

If present visitor levels must be maintained, more 

buses should be put into service. 

3 Badger ?ass ski resort and 'l/awona c;olf course should be 

removed and locntcd outside the p:~rk. 

1 

1 
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RESPONSES 

FRIENDS OF THE RIVER 

The new El Portal wastewater treatment facility was designed 
to accommodate the projected increase in population in El Portal. 
The plant provides a high level of sewage treatment and maintains 
the excellent quality of the water in the Merced River. 

RESPONSES 

RESPONSES 

GOLDEN GATE AUDUBON SOCIETY 

1. The National Park Service intends to totally eliminate cars from 
Yosemite Valley. Immediately, over 1,000 parking spaces will be 
removed and the number of cars will be limited to the remaining 
capacity. Shuttle service will be provided from parking areas at 
Crane Flat, El Portal, and Wawona. Public transportation from 
major cities and gateway communities will be encouraged. 

New shuttle buses will be acquired to replace an.d augment the 
present shuttle bus fleet. 

3 The GMP proposes to retain Badger Pass ski area and the Wawona 
golf course. A safe slope capacity for Badger Pass will be 
enforced. Both facilities provide enjoyment to many park visitors 
without unreasonable interference with other park uses. 



COMMENTS 

:;o new msjor huildin~s or pe~king lots should be 

constructod withic the ;-a:·k. Structure~ ~hculd be ~~~f~ed 

4 from the valley to El Portsl. In most cases this stou:d be 

done as present structures become obselete or uns~fe. ~ter. 

they have to be replaced they should be relocutad o~t~ide 

tte park. 

5 Eetch Eetchy dam should not be rel!loved until i: r.;e:.s 

extensive repair or replacc~ent. At such ti=e, i~ snc~l:. 

be replaced with a dam outside the park. .!ul~.- i:a"; rese::-voirs 

nea:· the pr.rk should r.ot er.te::- the park at tteir ~i;;<-.est 

level. 

6 I'rivet ·. ir.holdings in the par~ should be iqu:.red as 

soon as possible a::d adjusted to blend in wi~h ';~_ei::- s·.::-

rcundinr;s. 

7 Buses should provide transportation on all ;ar~ r~a~s. 

A nor.iinal fee should be chars2d on all long dista=ce t::-i?S· 

8 -Park conces!3icns shouli be aquired by t'.'".e :;.?.E. 

9 Trails for hiking and backpacking shoul~ ::ot b= l;cated 

ir. sensitive areas such as fracile alpine :r.eado·.rs. 

10 

11 

12 

13 

COMMENTS 

l•:inor roads should be replaced. by trails w~.i:!:l ha7e 

er.trances near bus stops. 

An interpreti•1e tram is not needed at t:~e :·:a.:-i-;os=. 

Redwood Grove. A self-guided or ran~cr-guid~d ~o~::- wc~ld. 

be much r:iore suit:.ble. 

!{educe (not expand!) C.evelopr.ients at Wawona, ::i'-~ol".:.-:i::-.e 

Eeudows, Gl:;cier Foint, ~ucit;e!" l'D.;:;z a:id Crans F!..s.--::. ~.:·.: 

de~elo~oeats s~ould be located outside the po~k. 

In conclusion, we think you s'.1ould lo::ik at ·,;':at o~her 

p01r:.:s ;..:re doin5 to reducd ove::--com:nercializ::;-:;ic:i. :<"rivate 

vehicles and unneccessary conveniences shcul~ ta de-ecphasized. 

You should plan for a ste~d~ orderly reduction in private 

auto use and intensive activities. Also, basic t,ui~elines 

should be genera"ed for lonc-tdrm (50-100 year) rnanage=ent 

of t~e park for better continuity. 

We hope you will accept the a":love sut;sestions. '1ie feel 

they will mc:<:e Yosemite National Park a more er.joJatle 

place to visit. 

Sincerely, 

~.;J~ 
David Littlejohn 

Conservation Corn=it-:;ee 

GGAS 

RESPONSES 

4 4. The Taft Toe parking area is no longer proposed. 

5 

Nonessential buildings, offices, and employee housing will be 
relocated from Yosemite Valley to El Portal and Wawona. 

No change in 
O'Shaughnessy Dam 
proposed. 

status 
during 

for Hetch Hetchy Reservoir and 
the 15-year period of the GMP is 

6 Inholdings will be acquired primarily through acquisition from 
willing sellers. Eminent domain proceedings will be initialed against 
owners who introduce incompatible uses upon inholdings. A land 
use plan will be prepared for Wawona that will permit some private 
development compatible with the proposal lo use Wawona as the new 
park headquarters. 

7 The GMP proposes continuation of round-trip bus service from 
Yosemite Valley to Fresno, MercP.d, and Lee Vining. Free shuttle 
bus service is provided in Yosemite Valley, and free tram service is 
provided in Mariposa Grove. During the winter, bus service is 
provided as needed between Yosemite Valley and Badger Pass and 
Wawona and Badger Pass. Under the GMP, bus service to the 

-Valley will be provided from Crane Flat, El Portal, and Wawona. 
· Expansion of service to all park roads is possible under the GMP. 

8 There are a number of actions that can be taken to assure 
financial feasibility for the major concession operation, one of which 
is buy out and lease back. The action(s) chosen will be the 
subject of negotiation between the National Park Service and 
concessioner. Comments that have been received regarding the 
matter will be considered at that time. 

9 Trails are located in areas that will provide a rewarding 

10 

11 

12 

13 

experience to hikers. They are built and maintained to absorb 
Impact and to preserve natural values. When impacts become 
unacceptable, actions are taken to mitigate them. In extreme cases, 
trails are closed to a,;,oid resource damage. 

RESPONSES 

Minor roads that are no longer required for administrative 
access will be abandoned, and if appropriate, they will be 
converted to trails. Bus stops will serve popular trailheads, if 
possible. 

Mariposa Grove is the third most popular destination for 
visitors to Yosemite. The GMP proposes the continuation of the 
tram service to provide access to and through the grove from a new 
parking area at South Entrance during heavy use periods. During 
other periods, self-guided tours are used. As funding priorities 
permit, rangers will be available for tours. 

12. No expansion at Tuolumne Meadows, Badger Pass, or Glacier 
Point is proposed. A parking area is proposed at Crane Flat to 
reduce impacts of automobiles in Yosemite Valley. Expansion -of 
administrative and visitor use facilities is proposed at Wawona. 
Increased opportunity for use is possible at Wawona without 
Imposing severe adverse environmental impacts on park resources. 
The GMP endorses visitor service facilities outside the park 
boundaries. 

Long-term park goals, including removal of automobiles, are 
discussed in the GMP. 

COMMENTS RESPONSES 

1 

Mr. Leslie P. Arnberger 
Superintendent, Yosemite National Park 
P.O. Box 557-GMP 
Yosemite National Park, CA 95389 

Dear Mr. Arnberger: 

Hillsborough Benevolent Society 
20 Pcrcheron Place 
Hillsborough, Ca. 94010 
December 31, 1978 

The Hillsborough Benevolent Society is a non-profit organization 
concerned with and devoted to envirorunental management of our 
natural resources in the best interest of all Americans. Our thirty 
members are particularly concerne_d with the future of Yosemite. 
We have studied the Draft General Management Plan and Draft Environ
mental Statement in detail, attended the public meetings held by 
the National Park Service in Sacramento on November 30 and in San 
Francisco on December 4, and have develdped the following comments 
submitted herewith for the public record. 

As a planning process achieving maximum participation of all 
sectors of the public as well as those with vested economic interests, 
the GMP represents an outstanding achievement which should serve as 
a model for planning the future of all national parks. Further:nore, 
the high quality and thoroughness of the documentation amply supports 
the actions envisioned in the GMP. It is evident that careful con
sideration has been given to every alternative, however radical. Jhe 
resulting plan balances competing interests remarkably well. We 
strongly commend the National Park Service and urge the adoption of 
the plan substantially as drafted with due consideration for the 
following specific concerns~ 

Vehicular congestion and the elimination thereof is the single 
most critical aspect of the GMP. While recognizing the essentially 
experimental nature of the first steps proposed to restrict automo
bile traffic in Yosemite Valley and expand the shuttle bus system, 
we nevertheless are concerned with the slow pace at which use of 
private vehicles is to be phased out. The parking lot at Taft Toe, 
for example, should not be seen as more than a short-term interim 
solution. The final plan should foreshorten the timetable for 
maximum practical restriction on use of private vehicles; it should 
also more clearly define what specific form that restriction will 
take at various points on that timetable. 

1 

HILLSBOROUGH BENEVOLENT SOCIETY 

1. The Taft Toe parking area is no longer proposed. Methods to 
eliminate all cars from Yosemite Valley will be thoroughly explored, 
and this will be accomplished as soon as it is feasible. As an 
immediate measure, the automobile carrying capacity in Yosemite 
Valley will be regulated. Traffic controls at the Pohono and El 
Capitan crossovers will restrict access to the east end of Yosemite 
Valley when daily capacities are reached. 
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COMMENTS 

The development of staging areas at such locations as El 
Portal and crane Flat is appropriate. However, no attention has been 
given to the presently all-but-nJnexistent public transportation 
from major population centers to proposed staging areas. To assure 
maximum access to the pa~k with minimum use of vehicles, the G~'P 
should address the larger issue of public transportation outside 
the boundaries of the Park, even though the NPS may not have 
jurisdiction. 

We support the removal of certain accommodations and non
essential facilities in Yosemite Valley and the relocation of as 
much housing and administrative activity as possible to El Portal. 
These initiatives and other capital intensive projects are desirable 
but make im?lementation of the G~!P costly both because of the capital 
required and because of the necessity to subsidize the concessioner 
for lost revenues. Consequently, we recommend ranking projects 
envisioned in the GMP in order of priority, the criterion for which 
should be cost effectiveness. Although reduction of vehicular con
gestion must have highest priority, cost effectiveness shculc be 
carefully evaluated as a guide to action in the likely event Congress 
fails to appropriate the necessary funds to implement the plan in toto. 

In compensating the concessioner; we recommend that the NPS 
buy out the Yosemite Park and Curry Company interests and contract 
and then lease the operation to a concessioner at an amount which 
would provide for a fair rate of return on investment. All new con
struction should be paid for by NPS, which would own all facilities. 
This approach, while costly, adequately compensates YPCC for its 
possessory interest, immediately terminates the cont~actual relation
ship with YPCC and permits NPS maximum flexibility and control over 
fu.ture concessioner operations. 

Two other points: 

1) We wish to lend our support to the American Indian 
Council of Mariposa County in their quest to locate the Indian cul
tural center adjacent to the Sunnyside Compground. 

6 2) We believe shuttle bus service from Badger Pass to 
Glacier Point is necessary to reduce congestion from June to 
September. 

Very truly yours, 
HILLSBOROUGH BENLvOLENT SOCIE':l" 

By~~~./(--,--, ~-....%.-. ·~ 
John R. Burgis, President 

COMMENTS 

IIED ll\'TERNATIO:-.IAI. l:'\STITUTE FOR ENVIRO:'\MENT A:'\D DE\'El.OPMENT 
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Pr~Jid~m: Barbara Ward (83roncss Jackson oi Lobworth. U.B.E.) 

December 15, 1978 

Mr. Leslie 0. Arnberger 
Superintendent, Yosemite National Park 
Yosemite, California 95389 

Dear Mr. Arnberger: 

Suite SOI 
l)O~ Eigt":tccnth StreC'I. ~\\' 

Was::ington, DC ~0().\6 
( 202) 4f\>09t>O 

7,/u: 11El>WASll""414 

I want, first of all, to congratulate you a~d yo~r staff for the 
excellent job you have dc~e in oreoaring the new manacel"'!~t olan for 
Yosemite, I am a retired Ambassador who spent 3) years travellinc 
through the world in our Nation's Diplomatic Service. I 'lave also 
hiked through every part of the Park, and~ believe trat you have proposed 
a plan for Yosemite which, in most respects and if carriej out, will make 
that Park a model for the world. I strongly ur£e you, hc·.iever, to revise 
your plan by going -further in making the protection ar.d e~joyment of the 
natural environment of the whole park the central poir.t of your plan. In 
brief, you should go further in eliminating facilities ar.d automobiles, 
particularly for the Valley. I will specify what l'"lneanJ 

Back Country 

I strongly approve of the continued use of the Back Country permit 
system. I believe, however, that the High Sierra Cam;:s s1ould be eliminated 
and their sites used for camp grounds for1hose packers who could provide 
transport, food and shelter for those who don't want to or can't hike in. 
I do believe from seeing these camps that they co interfer~ with the surroun
ding environment, when you say in your plan thatthese ca".lps should ncit be 
allowed to do. 

Yosemite Valley 

2 You have made a wonderful start butshould p further. You should 
accomplish the goal of excluding pleasure cars f•om Ue \'3lley now instead 
of 1n the future. I urge you to eliminate the TJft Tee F3rkingl0t and 
put it well outside the Valley. All the day visitors Jlu; anyone .iho is 
going to stay in cabins (i.e. - those who are not goir.g b camp) s'lould come 
in by public transport. You should eliminate ai1 camcers and recreation 
vehicles now. They are unsightly and inapprooriHe. Yo;; shouid e~perimcnt 
with providing some kind of transport from outsi1e the Valley for ;eople 
who want to bring in their own tents and camping equip'71en:. Tteseshould be: 
no vehicles in the Valley except shuttle buses and emerge~cy vehicles. 

COMMENTS 

Mr. Leslie 0. Arnberger 
12/15/1978 
Page 2 

Yosemite Village 

:3 Your basic concept is 9reat. However, I suggest that yoJ e•perif"ent 

4 

with having transport into the Valley provided by se\eral ;ri ;at~ fin-s, 
competing to give the best service and cheapest prices. I~ t•e ·ong run, 
government-provided service or service by a single ccicession?ire will 
become inefficient and politicized, despite the NPS ~est effc·ts. i'd 
also like to see you pull up as much asphalt as possi;le a~d ;ls' pull 
out more of the NPS housing and administration buildings C'Jt cf :he 
Valley. Only those service personnel who have to be in the V!lley at nig,t 
should be housed there. 

Valley AccollT!lOdations 

I like your plans for the Yosemite lodge and Camp Curr_v. 11.y principal 
comment about the latter is that much of it now looks too old an: very 
shabby and should be replaced. I commend your pullir.g housin; b!ck from 
the river bank. Keeping the Ahwange (but opening it up) is a socd idea -
and elimination of the pools, golf cours~, and tennis is grea:. 

Badger Pass and Glacier Point 

Hurrah for your plans, for Glacier Point - keep it si~ple. I approve 
of keeping open the Badger Pass Ski Area but of limiting t~e ""'-:er of 
skiers. Why not have a reservation system 1 ike your 3ack Cou·tr:.- perr.it 
system? Why not eliminate the cars in the winter and have pu:lic transport 
from El Portal, leaving the roads only partly cleared of snow so they 
can be used for cross-country skiers? 

Wawona 

5 I see no reason to keep the pool, tennis courts and golf co~rse. 

6 

Take these out! There is also a lot more that needs to be do·e :o restore 
this area so that it looks like a part of the wilds. 

Tioga Road and Tuai u.nne 

We need more camp sites along the Tioga Road. Your p~an locks good. 
I approve of the plan to reduce impact on Tuolumne Me3dows. : reco-nend, 
however, that the number of camp sites near the Meadc·,,s be cu: a: least 
in half. Make people camp further away, not so close to frag'le 1'.~adc"' 
areas. I was shocked during a recent visit at the deteriorat'on of tt.e 
Meadows - only less use will bring it back. 

Don't let my comments seem to dilute my strong a;proval cf y~ur p:an. 
You have done a great job and you will be backed up if you ho11 firr.o. 
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RESPONSES 

Public transportation from major population centers is 
discussed in the Transportation section of the General Management 
Plan. 

The Park Service uses such a ranking procedure in its 
programming function. 

The GMP proposes to continue to rely ·on private business to 
,...rovide commercial visitor services. There are a number of actions 
that can be taken to assure financial feasibility for the major 
concession's operation. The action(s) chosen will be the subject of 
negotiation between the National Park Service and concessioner. 
Comments that have been received regarding the matter will be 
considered at that time. 

An Indian cultural center will be constructed and operated at 
the former Indian village site west of Sunnyside campground by the 
American Indian Council of Mariposa County under a special use 
permit. 

Statistics ino1cate that parking for the foreseeable future at 
Glacier Point is sufficient, except for a _few hours during three 
peak summer weekends. If the parking area proves to be 
insufficient at a later date, bus service from Badger Pass may be 
Implemented. 

RESPONSES 

INTERNATIONAL INSTITUTE FOR ENVIRONMENT AND 
DEVELOPMENT (llED) 

The proposal has been changed to include the High Sierra 
camps under potential wilderness designation. If the camps need 
Increased technological support, they will be eliminated and the land 
will be added to wilderness. 

The Taft Toe parking area is no longer proposed. Methods to 
eliminate all cars from Yosemite Valley will be explored and 
Implemented when practical. 

RESPONSES 

3 As much asphalt as possible will be removed. The final GMP 
proposes that additional employees move from Yosemite Valley to El 
Portal and Wawona. Only essential permanent and seasonal 
employees will remain. 

4 A limited shuttle bus service to Badger Pass has recently been 
instituted. If, in the future, expansion of this service is found to 
be desirable, it can be instituted as an operational measure. 

5 The pool, golf course, and tennis courts have been proposed 
for retention because they are compatible with the historic resort 
character of the Wawona Hotel, and these facilities do not 
unreasonably interfere with visitor enjoyment. 

6 There will be fewer sites at the Tuolumne Meadows campground 
to reduce impact on the meadow. The number of campsites along 
other areas of the Tioga Road will be increased by 95 units. 
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We will also work for the funds you need. I am associated at the 
top level with several national conservation organizations and I >1ill 
work to secure their support, although I hope you will decide to go 
further along these lines I proposed. 

I would appreciate it if you would make _my letter a part of the 
public records. 

COMMENTS 

COMMENTS 

Sincerely, 

/244 ftJ/ldc. 
Robert 0. Blake 

INT£RNl\TIONI\!, SNOWMOBIL& 

INDUSTRY ASSOCIATION 

ST/\T_EMENT SUBMITTED TO TllP. 

llATIONl\L PARK SERVICE, 

U, S, DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

Oil THE 

YOSEMITE GENERAL MANAGEMENT PLAN 

Ann Marie Ostrand 
Government l\ffnlrs l\nalyst 
International Snowmobile 

Industry Asr.ocintion 
Suite 850-South 
1800 M Stroet, N,W. 
Washington, D.C. 20036 

December 13, 1978 

Good evening, my name is Ann Ostrand. I am Government Affairs 

Analyst for the International Snown.v.,ile Indus .. . I Association, 

I am sure all oC us here to•.' ;iht would agrcr. that Yoscml te 

National Park is a unique national. treasure. Thousands of visitors 

flock to Yosemite annually to see firsthand the majesty of the 

park, most during the warm weather seacon. · I am here tonight to 

talk about a Yosemite far £ewer people see - Yosemite in the 

winter. 

The change in Yosemite in the winter ls dramatic. Heavy snowfalls, 

blanketing the park in sparkling white, transform the area into 

a hostile environment where human mobility is greatly reduced, 

Yet Yosemite's beauty and the need that brings visitors to the 

park in summer still exist during the snowy winter season • .l\rnericans 

still need the recreation experience of healthy outside activities 

that were more readily available in warm weather montho. 

Recreation and leisure time activities are a very necessary 

part .of our lifestyle. Sociolo9ists, physicians and philosophers 

alike explain that lifestyles lackin9 healthful recreational activities 

lead to greater rlsl'; of heart attack, lessened self-con£ ldence and 

lower productivity 1on the job. They further emphasize that this 

need is a continuouo one, not one which ends with the first snowfall. 

It is no exaggeration to say that' our mental and physical well 

being rests on our ability to ease the pressures generated by 

an increasingly urbanized and faster paced lifestyle, 

Before the snowmobile, a void existed in the lives of active 

North.Americana who enjoyed being out-of-doors. Winter was a barrier, 

characterized by lesoencd'mobility, reduced soclai interaction and 
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a marked decrease in out-of-door activities despite the grandeur 

of the season. The array of recreational opportunities available 

during winter is drastically smaller than that available in summer •. 

This poses a real problem, since activity selection is highly 

personal and subjective. No one ideal and universal recreotional 

activity exists to fulfill the genuine needs of every individual. 

Over the past decade, snowmobiling has revolutl.onlzed winter, 

ending its once sedentary nature for more than 14 million l\mericans. 

Outdoor wintertime activities have been removed from the province 

of the few to the realm of the many, an important development 

in maximizing the benefits derived from recreation. 

Today, snowmobiling ls the most popular outdoor winter activity 

ln the U. S. according to the 1977 llCRS nationwide survey, substan

tially more popular than downhill skiing. Moreover, it is among the 

top three fastest growing recreational endeavors according to A. c. 
Nielsen. This meteoric rise in popularity demonstrates the need 

for outdoor recreation during the winter period. In the past, 

many were reluctant to pursue outside winter activity because 

they lacked the stamina and desire to ski or snowshoe long distances 1 

today, snowmobiling' opens the beauty of natural areas like Yosemite 

to all, regardless of age and fitness. 

Snowmobiling has evolved and matured amazingly during its brief 

history. Perhaps the most remarkable improvement is in the area of 

sound: Snowmobile sound levels have been reduced 94• in recent years. 

Through the efforts of the Snowmobile Safety and Certification Com-

ml ttce and an independent tee ting company, new snowmobiles are certified 

to emit no more than 70 dB/\ from a distance of 50 feet while traveling 

at full throttle and no more than 73 dDA at 50 feet while traveling 
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~t 15 mph. Operated in a normal, considerate manner, a new snowmobile 

cannot be detected from one quarter mile under normal forest 

conditions, based upon a new USFS-EPA .study. 

Genuine concerns over adverse environmental impacts from snowmobile 

operation have been virtually eliminated. The. u. s. Department of ·the 

Interior's 1978 Final"Environmcntal Statement on the Use of Off-Road 

Vehicles on Public Lands states: 

"Where snowmobiles are usecl exclusively over 
snow on roads and trails, the impact on vegetation 
is indeed virtually nil." 

Scientific studies and actual experiences in u. s. national parks 

and forests have similarly discounted the impact of controlled 

snowmobile uee on wildlife large and small. 

TOO many of our natural areas, ho1<ever, continue to be managed 

almost ·exclusively for warm weather usage. Facility development, 

operation practices and management policies ignore the special 

characteristics of ice and snow conditions. 

What are these special characteristics? For one thing, the 

winter climate is hostile to the unprepared, contrasting with the 
I 

mild, warmer months where outside activity poses little human 

hardship. Protective shelters, safety patrols, maps and good trail 

and. use area markings for dispersed recreation become especially 

important. 

Heavy snow, typical of winter conditions in snowbelt areas, 

acts to isolate many spectacular natural areas since traditional 

access by wheeled vehicles is curtailed or completely blocked. 

During winter, it is physically and economically impractical to keep 

open all roadways used by vehicles in summer in soowbelt parks 

such as Yosemite. 
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Wint.er poses a special challenge to family-oriented activities, 

.The t.emptation to remain inside a warm house, in front of a television, 

rather than enjoy the out-of-doors is great at this time of the 

year. Yet the lack of active, outdoor activities as a family 

diminishes the sense of family unity. 

How are these characteristics of winter recognized in the 

managrnent of our national lands? Unfortunately in many cases the. 

answer is poorly. Wilderness, a term used to describe lands 

specially managed .for natural area preservation, where all 

motorized usage is barred, is a prime example. 

With rare exceptions, Wilderness artas are given their special 

status based on their natural beauty as a way to preserve.the integrity 

of the area from development by commodity producers and zealous 

summer recreationiets. The consequence of this designation in winter 

is attested to by the headline from a recent Bend, Oregon newspapers 

"Winter Wilderness Often Forgotten• 

The article describes how winter access to the area is 

extremely di!ficult and how few of the permitted users of the area 

in winter - basically cross-country skiers - desire to recreate 

there. Consequently, this area, and millions of other acres of 

land in the North American snowbelt, arc unused for three to six 

months each year, despite the fact that snowmobilers also value 

the natural attributes or the area highly and could and would use 

the area with neither adverse environmental impact nor conflict 

with any other human users. 

Even more discouraging is the creation of de facto Wilderness 

·· areao in winter in parks such as Yosemite. Durir:ig the warm weather 

months, park visitors may travel in their automobiles, trucks, 
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motorcycles, bunes and motor tiomes on the park road systems to 

access scenic opots, Cl!mpgrour.c's and other special areas. In the 

wintertime, though, far too many parks prohibit all motorized 

access. Yosemite National Park currently bans snowmobiles from 

using the same paved roadways, now protected by a blanket of 

several feet of snow, used by countless vehicles during the summer 

months. 

This creates additional barriers to park use during a time 

period when nature's own forces have already generated substantial 

roadblocks. Such practicca establish a policy of broad public use oC 

our parks <luring warm weather but use by only a select few during 

ice and snow periods. 

w·ilderness ancl do facto Wilderness areas are equally unsuited 

for our needs in winter. Such management is proscriptive where 

flexibility ls needed. It ignores the fact thst nnowmobiling offers 

an opportunity for significant additional environmental protection 
I 

if used as a means to alter traditional recreational patterns 

away from peak-season periods to other calendar periods. In this 

way, additional recreational benefits are available from the land 

without exceeding its carrying capacity. Single-season management 

virtually assureo that large and attractive tracts of land go 

essentially unused during the winter. 

The modern, quiet snowmobile is a valuable contributor to 

management efforts for winter use of the pork and its operation in 

Yosemito is proper. The_ ~mportant· role that snowmobilii.g con 

COMMENTS -6-

play in winter recreation has been acknowledged.in tho Management 

fu!!. for tho National Park Service by the U. s. Di:pnrtment of the 

Interior, 1978, they states 

"In the coterminous United States, snowmobiles 
may be permitted in units of the National Park System 
ao a mode of transportntion to provide the opportunity 
for visitors to sec and sense tho special qualities or 
f_eaturee of the park in winter.• 

For parks such as Yosemite, the snowmobile is a viable means 

of winter transportation, It is a logical, cost effective way to. 

provide year-round public access for all Americans. Snowmobiling 

io directly analogous to automobile use in the summer. Roads which 

arc used by thousan~s of autos in warm weather months should 

be opened to snowmobile travel in the winter to provide the same 

opportunity to those who choose· to sec Yosemite during this season. 

In conclusion, the advent of snowmobiling has proven itself 

to be of tremendous value to snowbelt North J\merica to elate, Jts 

growth, has revealed a basic deficiency ,in most recreational land 

management plans1 a lack of planning for winter use, We were 

disappointed that the draft General Management Plan showed only 
I 

minor consideration to winter use ae compared with warm weather· 

1 use. All four management alternatives specifically stated that 

snowmobiling would not be allowed in the Park. We feel that this 

contradicts the National Park Service'o policy on snowmobiling as 

a valid park use and ls in violation of the spirit, if not the 

letter, of the National Environmental Policy Act, Dispersed winter 

vinitation to Yosemite should be encouraged, not restrained, The 
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snowmobile is the only viable mechanism available to open Yosemite 

to all Americans in winter, and its controlled use should be permitted. 

In a park the size of Yosemite, little effort would be needed 

to insure that all winter visitors find the high quality natural 

expe.rience they seek. If park managers can assure that a warm 

weather visitor to Yosemite can achieve a quality natural experience, 

unspoiled by the passage of autos, then the task of park managers 

to provide both snowmobile access to the park and qu11:lity natural 

experiences on skis and snowshoes is easier because of the far 

lower level of human vioitation. Snowmobile use on the Tioga Pass 

Rood in particular would provide a unique winter park experience 

for many who would otherwise not see Yosemite in winter. We urge 

provisions for snowmobiling to be included in management policies 

for Yosemite. 

Finally, I would like to submit stlltemen_ts prepared by California 

snowmobilers and ask that they be made part of the record of these 

proceedings. 

Thank you very much. 

1 
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RESPONSES 

INTERNATIONAL SNOWMOBILE INDUSTRY ASSOCIATION 

Based on an assessment of snowmobiling in Yosemite, it has 
been determined that it interferes with other activities and park 
enjoyment because of noise intrusion and obvious presence of 
man-made devices. 

RESPONSES 
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JPL HIKING & BACKPACKING Cl.U.B 

c/o Jet Propulsion Laboratory 
4800 Oak Grove Drive 
Pasadena, CA 91103 

Attn: Dr. Lanny J. Mi lier, Mai I 161-268 

January 9, 1979 

Superintendent 
P.O.Box 577-GMP 
Yosemite National Park, CA 95389 

Dear Sir: 

This letter and attachment constitute the response of the Jet 
Propulsion Laboratory Hiking & Backpacking Club Yosemite Task Force 
to the Yosemite General Management Plan. The JPL Hiking & Backpacking 
Club has about three hundred members who engage in a variety of hiking, 
backpacking, cross-country skiing, and social activities. The Yosemite 
Task Force is a group of eight people appointed by the club president to 
respond to the Management Plan. Our response is made with no attempt at 
ratification by the general membership. 

In general the Task Force supports the plan. The general theme of 
zeduced congestion in the valley and the return to a more natural scene 
ts-~ertainly an appealing one. However. on some specific points and two 
large issues (tram and reservation systems) we feel it necessary to dis
agree or to sound a note of caution. These problems predominantly concern 
implementation rather than goals and are discussed in the attachment. 

The first section of the attachment summarizes our position on a 
number of specifics which we have debated as well as listing a number of 
additions that we feel deserve consideration. The summary is "traffic 
light" color coded according to the scheme 

• Green - agrees with plan 
e Red - disagrees with plan 
OYellow- proceed with caution on the plan. 

A· page number accompanying a given item in the summary indicates where it 
ia discussed. 

1 A particular addition that we believe should be considered is the 
development of a European style hostel system. 
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In the course of studying the management plan we have become very 
interested in the implementation problems that must be solved to achieve 
the stated goals. We would be delighted to participate in the solution 
of these probl•ms. We believe we are uniquely qualified to do so since we 
are practiced in making complex trade-off evaluations as part of our daily 
work in the unmanned space program. We also number among our members 
persons who have done work in transportation system design. Therefore 
we wish to volunteer our services to form a committee to participate 
in the design and implementation phasea of the plan or in any other 
ways that might be useful. 

Finally, we want to express our appreciation to the National Park 
Service for initiating this reevaluation of goals for Yosemite and for 
carrying out the process in an open, democratic forum. 

Si~cerely yours, 

~g.,)!1.n.._ 

Td?efeb-
Ro r A. Wells 

e:id:nt, JPL Hiking & Backpacking Club 

~kt 
Anni Castain Ed Cole 

Muriel Easterling t \~otl:<u .. ~~----
Heather Hubbard 

LJM:ac 

Encl.1 Comments on Yosemite GMP 

COMMENTS 

B Reduced Auto Congestion (pages 4 & 5) 

•Taft Toe parking o 
•Trams o 
•Encourage cycling • 
•Total elimination of autoa O 

B Improved Reaervation System/Cultural Services (page 6) 

•Improved reservation system o 
•Improved information system e 
•Glacier Point astronomy talks • 

B Relocation of Facilities/Recreation Changes (page 7) 

•Relocate administration facilities • 
•Remove superintendent's house 9 
•Remove low cost cabins/housing • 
•Remove ice rink • 
•Remove swimming pools e 
•Remove valley golf course • 
•Retain Wawona golf course • 
•Remove tennis courts • 
•Retain rock climbing • 
•Retain hang gliding O 

B Suggeeted Additions to the Plan (pages 8 and 9) 

•Improve rim tram service for day hikers 
•Remove Yosemite Falls picnic area 
•Segregate RV-campers in the valley 
•Provide more walk-in campgrounds 

-Page 3 JPL-

•Provide adequate valley parking for backpackers 
•Enforce n0ise curfew in the valley 
•Provide No Smoking areas in restaurants and cafeterias 
•Provide a hikers' campground near Glacier Point 
•Provide locker space in High Sierra camps and in the valley 
•use more "retired" people as Y P&CC employees 
•Develop a European style hostel system 

1 

RESPONSES 

JET PROPULSION LABORATORY HIKING AND BACKPACKING CLUB 

During Implementation of improvements to overnight commercial 
f-.cilities, the development of hostels will be considered. 

RESPONSES 

RESPONSES 
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2 Reduced Auto Congestion 

3 

This feature or more correctly its implementation ia surely the most 
controversial part of the plan, We feel that the implementation should 
~ C&l.lti.011.sly ;in order tD. AllO.i.d puhli~ backlash. The difficulties 
revolve around two issues: 

... Implementation of the tram system • 

... Policing auto use in the valley. 

The problems with implementation of a tram system for day use visitors 
are largely ones of convenience, personal freedom, and aesthetics. Many 
people feel that any econot0ically feasible tram system will encounter the 
problems of overcrowding and inadequate scheduling that plague the existing 
system. In particular people feel that overcrowding in thP trams ~Pstroys 
thP. aesthetic experience and makes the valley more like an urban environment 
awl l.esa like a wilderness. Overcrowding is especiauy a problem for the· 
aged and infirm. Some people also enviaion the transportation system to be 
composed of roaring city buses belching black clouds from their internal 
combustion engines. These people argue that even cars are more pleasant than 
that. Another specter is that of open air trams with loudspeaker systems 
blaring out a litany of sights along the way. 

A few people feel afronted by their loss of personal freedom in not being 
able to use their autos once they have arrived at their accommodations. 

There is also the question of whether the Taft Toe parking area will 
create more congestion than it eliminates and whether it will be an eyesore. 

These are complex issues which cannot be solved here. However, we offer 
the following suggestions for consideration1 

•Use electric or propane vehicles wherever possible, 
•Have them run at frequent intervals. 
•Provide individual electric or propane vehicles for 

the aged and infirm. 
•Encourage eye ling. 
•Minimize use of loudspeaker systems, 

The encnura&l'tne!'lt of cy.c.llug des.erve~ same u,iiansion. Rental bikes should 
be made available at several locations in the valley including the Taft Toe 
parking area. Bike repair kits should also be available for rental. Biking 
trails should be expanded and made safe. Facilities for bike security should 
be provided, 

The discussion above has been concerned with the short term day use tram 
problems, The problems of total elimination of autos from the valley are even 
more complex. A much wider public backlash is to be expected to this long-range 
plan. This will stem from problems with transporting camping equipment especially 
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for families with small children and from the additional inconvenience to 
the aged and infirm. We are somewhat skeptical that the long-range plan. 
can be successfully carried out. 

The problem of policing auto usage by people who have reservations in 
the valley has raised some discussion in our group. These methods have been 
proposed: 

tHonor aystem. 
t Permit system. 
t Pay-as-you-go system. 

The honor system is perhaps the most desirable alternative, but it probably 
would not work. In the permit system one would surrender a permit upon 
entering the parking area and thus would not be able to enter it again after 
leaving. This is too bureaucratic for some people's tastes. In the pay•as
you·go system one could enter the parking area as many times as one wishes, 
but would have to pay a fee (say $3.00) each time one did so. This system 
favors the rich. We !114ke no recomnendations as to which of these systems, 
tf any, should be chosen but simply point to the diversity of opinion on 
the subject. 
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Improved Reservation System/Cultural Services 

'J:be reservs~Jon syatem .I.II AllQthex . .ui:a that. w.e. .fael ,raquir_es careful 
imp~entat.ion, In the current system, the telephone lines appear to be 
inadequate to handle the peak load, and the staff is often ill informed 
about the range of accommodations that are open and available at a given 
time, There is also inflexibility about changing reservations and being 
placed on waiting lists, especially once one is in the park, These diffi
culties should be alleviated, perhaps by utilizing an efficient computer
assisted reservation system such as used by ,the airlines, 

Another concern is the possibility of booking large blocks of accoumo
dations by travel agents and convention groups. This should be prohibited 
during the peak season. 

2 
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RESPONSES 

Some changes have already been made to reduce auto 
congestion in the park. We will consider your comments during the 
implementation of the transportation portion of the GMP. We 
recognize that implementation must proceed with care in order to 
obtain public acceptance and to ensure that all possible benefits are 
realized. 
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Changes in the park's and concessioner's phone systems are 
being made. The concessioner is aware that improvements in its 
reservation· systems are needed and improvements are planned. 

Conventions are not allowed in the Valley from May 1 through 
September 30. During the rest of the year, conventions are 
strictly controlled to ensure that there is no conflict with park use 
by other visitors. 
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Relocation of Facilities/Recreation Changes 

Iii:. ~enerally film ~.he relocati.o.a a.f administrative facilities to 
El Portal. However, we feel that the superintendent's house is an 
attractrve structure which should be retained and utilized in the cultural 
program. 

lil~ are against the ~emo'fiU. lli i::ua.tJ.c. cahil1ll and other tow-c~st hous!n3, 
except where con!f!llerations of density and safety.are important. The cabins 
certainly have more of the flavor of wilde~ss than motel-type structures, 
and the segment of the public that cannot afford expensive accommodations 
should have suitably priced lodgings available •. 

T*e ~ z:J.Dk .ahaul!!.be retained because it is unobtrusive, traditional, 
and a lot of fun for many people. 

. i:ba £Wam.in& .paoJ.a .abould .he .re.tal.nc.d for safety. We feel that during 
the hot months of the year many people will be tempted to swim in the Merced 
if swimming pools are not available. This will very likely lead to more 
water accidents. Also, the swinuning pools are adjacent to structures that 
are to be retained and cause little or no additional detraction from the 
natural scene. 

itfmg ~ ia .A .llllll;ter o_n !dl.ici1 'lLU" gJ:QUp was .&llllt. Some think it 
is a pretty sight and that there should be no objection to it. Others 
object that it has nothing to do with wilderness and that they do not want 
hang gliders in their nature photographs. 
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Suggested Additions to the Plan 

We have a variety of suggestions that we hope may be considered for 
incorporation into the current plan or future plans. 

Although increased hiker/bakcpacker usage is one of the stated goals 
of the plan, we find no explicit reference to improving the transportation 
and parking situation in support of this goal. Day hikers and others would 
benefit from an improved tram service to the volley rims. This service 
should explicitly include early morning rim tram service. Also, the plan 
does not provide for improved trail head parking and parking lot sleeping 
for backpackers. Especially, it does not prdvide for persons who want to 
backpack starting in the valley. 

We .a.r.e 1D. falUlr oi a earn~ JleAr raacier Point since it is an 
exce<lent starting point for many rim hikers. For example, such a camp
ground plus improved tram service would provide practical access to the 
Pohono Trail for more hikers. 

We also believe that a noise curfew, applying to both visitors and 
park emP.l.9.Y.~t!L-Ghc.uld. b<: enTorcecf. ft cloes little good" to cause a camper 
to turn his radio off at 10 p.m. and then to allow the garbage crews to 
yell at each other and bang the trash cans together at 2 a.m. The noise 
problem can also be alleviated by segregating R.V. campers from others 
and by restricting them from running their motors once they are parked. 
Another way of providing a less noisy environment for.those who wish to 
be on the trail early is to provide more walk-in campgrounds. 

Similarly, the wilderness experience is not enhanced by unrestricted 
smoking in enclosed spaces. No~· ... __.. should he. pro.v.ided in restau• 
rants and cafeterias. Smoking should not be permitted at all in trams and 
auditoriums, 

\le u11_0 feel that the Yosemite Falls picnic area is an e;vs.or~ and 
llhllUlJI be u1m>ved. 

Since theft is an increasing problem, "11!. .are. J.n fillCl!l: '2f 'lJ2!;J<er sp;i.ce 
l>aing iW'lddcd.Jloth in the valley and i.n the .l!.4;h. liiul:a CSlllpS. In the 
valley, this would be usei'ul for day use visitors who will be burdened by 
extra clothing etc. and without a car for storage use. 

Many people feel that the Curry Company employees frequently behave 
irresponsibly or at least do not provide the quality of services and con
sideration to which the public is entitled. It has been suggested that 
this is caused by the large nwnber of youthful employees used during the 
peak season. We suggest that this problem can be mitigated by2mphnsizing 
~ e 0 plo3 .. eA~ et ''ut,ired" peop_le. These people would tend to lend a 
natural stability to the staff not only through their direct actions but 
also by setting an example for their youthful counterparts. 
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ff.nallx. we suggest the development of a road-oriented, European 
llL)llAI lwatel aystem .t.o. open more of the ·~acl<co~n~ry" to non~backpackers 
during both ~he winter and summer months. Developing such a system with 
unobtrusive wooden structures near Tioga Road and about a day's travel 
apart would open the area to many people who have difficulty and dis
comfort in carrying heavy backpacks and sleeping on the ground. This 
system would also open the area to cross-country skiing. Building the 
structures near the road uould lessen problems in keeping them supplied, 
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RESPONSES 

The superintendent's house is proposed for removal because it 
is In the floodplain. Also, removal of the house will permit an 
otherwise natural portion of the Valley to be restored to visitor use 
rather than administrative use. 

Overnight accommodations are being removed because of 
environmental hazards or esthetic intrusions. The plan has been 
revised to maintain overnight accommodations at about present 
levels. 

Swimming pools are not being removed. The ice rink will be 
removed as a permanent facility, but ice-skating may be provided 
for by flooding a portable enclosure. Hang-gliding will be strictly 
controlled to reduce interference with other activities . 

RESPONSES 

These suggestions, most operational in nature, are appreciated 
and will be considered. Removal of the present picnic area at 
Yosemite Falls will be considered during implementation of the plan. 
New and redesigned campgrounds will include spaces for walk-in 
camping. However no campground is planned at Glacier Point. 

RESPONSES 
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L:\Gl'.'i.-\ lllLI.~ AlJl)l'llO:'i SOCIETY 
Post Offi«" Bo" ~65~ 

Lagun• Hills, CA. 9:!ti53 

"A bronch of th~ :'<ialional Audubon Society" 

Superintendent 
r.o.nox 577 G~!P 
Yosemite National Park 
Yosemite, Cal. 95309 

Dear Sir: 

January 10, 1979 

The Conservation Cocn::i ttee of the fa!:llna Hills ,\udubon Society 
bas exru:iined the draft plan for the future operation and IMJl

ag:emcnt of Yosecite X.i.tional Park, nnd, in consequence, the 
Society wis!:es to ::o on recorU as co::-.;:,cndin~ and sur9ortin~ 
the o~jcct.ives set forth in the proposal. 1.ie t:ish al.so to re
cord our su111~ort for, :md urge the nciop t.ion of, Al terna ti ve I I 
as t.he progrru::i, acong those proposed, that in our juUgment best 
meets the objectives of the proposal. 

We would, however, urge the i!ctch Hetchy Reservoir be retained 
until such tice as S1·.n Francisco's nec~s for wntcr c:in Le x:et 
froa other sources. e woultl ulso urg:c renoval oi lodging a.nd 
CO::!Cercin.l facii:ities from the Pnrk to nearby coI:"".:::uni ties or 
sui tnhlP nnti<1nn.l forest arcns to the e:octent feasible. Not 
only would such reooval enhi:nce the Park; it would obviate the 
need for the Government to concern itself with ;;uarnnteeing 
concessionaires a profit--a 1iractice to which "·e are strongly 
opposed. 

Sincerely youn, 

1 

2 

RESPONSES 

LAGUNA HILLS AUDUBON SOCIETY 

Alternative two was not selected because it unnecessarily 
restricted public use and because the park's carrying capacity 
properly serves the level of use proposed in the GMP. 

Although the Park Service is required by statute to provide a 
reasonable opportunity for a concessioner to realize a fair return on 
Investment, technically speaking, the Park Service is not required 
to guarantee that a concessioner actually makes a profit. 

COMMENTS RESPONSES 

~~r. Leslie P. ;;rnberger, Superintendent 
P .Ct. :So>: 5 77-G~:P 
Yoser..ite 1;ational ?ark, CA 93589 

D~c.r Les: 

L~E Vli-\ING Ci:·:.;;·:.2.ER CF cvi-:.:·~i'.~i: 

P.O. Box 345 
Lee Vining, Calif. 93541 
Kovettlber 29, 1~78 

::.£gar.:..~:-.g the -:..-ose:mite :>l'.'aft General l·:ana\e;nent ?lan, r..e;XJe!'s of t!:e 
Cha:cbEr o:! co:::r..erce, interested business people and resi.Oents of Lee 
Vi:-a.ir:~, Califo:-nia have i.let anc:i" Cisct:sse.:i the Pa:-k Se:-vice P!'.'oposal 
a~= p:.:!:lic Alte=natives I, II, attC III. The following re?=esents a 
cor.O::,ined cor.-.rr.ur.ity res?onse. !:"ldividual citizens rr.ay also t:es?O:l..'l. 

The ;;ational ?ark Service's pro;:iosal has as its first objective -::o 
prese~ve the resources, and secondly, to make those resources available 
to the people. The plan reminds us of the changing role of natural 
par~s -- running the gamut from only photo records, to pleasuring 
grou~~s for the wealthy, to middle-class family vacation spots, to 
the c,:):-:.Ce£?t of total prese:va":ior.. for bac:<?ackers. '=riis cha;.·.c;i.;.-.s ::c...:e 
of ?~=ks is stiil c~ans~ns .... ~na attitu~~s are increasing to reflect 
that plX:>lic pari<s 1.1c.st t.~eet the Civerse ~esires of the to.tal public. 
This olan must not only address the needs of the environmental wave 
of tte last 5 to 10 yea=s, but ~ust reach ahead to be res~onsive to 
public desires ior the trends of the next 10 to 15 years." 

The :;ational ?ark Service proposal is viewed as an adequate compror..ise 
to meet the co~cerns of the environmentalists as well as the visitor 
public. Specifically, we suppor'.: the ir»proved infon.~ation a:-.d orienta
tio:: E:e::vices. Ue believe 5'5% o:Z the park devoted to back-?ac:<ing 
in':erests is sufficient. Regarding Yosemite Valley, it .. .-ould recuire 
ca~ef~l i;nple:ne~tatic..n of transit and coordination of available ?ar;<i:iC; 
be::ore restricting privz.te vehicles, to avoid alienating the public 
w:10 C•::l the par~. The::-e :nust always be th:.:ough traf::ic on Ev~'· 12C 
=or use c:.s a ·t=ans-Sierra route and for visitors wishino to enter c...n.:i 
ex:.:::. c..t the East gate. The Tioga Road Clrea can provide - addit.io~al 
devclvp'j";ient u=ea. tu ::urt~er ciis?e:.:sc the p~lic. i·:e GUest.iu:i the ;:ce.:! 

~~ ~·~~.~:~-~n~,;~:~~:e~::~·:~~i~~~~~~o~~~~i~~ j~~~~~~~~~~~a;~~·:~· ~=~·~S~~;i~~c ~z 
o~ :~cE~ows a~~ t~e r!var is ~eason~ble, but such facilities shou:~ ~e 
rel~cate.::. -.. :a Co not c:5vocate removal of the gol= course, pool, ice 
rinks, etc. 

COMMENTS 

:;o parking a:::eas should be eliuiinated until such time as 
other parking areas are available and/or other transportation is 
utilizej by the public. Phasing will be critical. 

F.cgc::.:.:.i;.19 ·:~·,e ':'ioc;:a :-.oa.~ (C;ilif. 120) ~ro1:i Crane 7lc.~ to the :Soste:::-. 
e::::~::-t:.:•::e nt.at!or:, our ut;,·los\: co;;.cern is ·:.:hcit it ~e;..-,c.i:i Cii.)ei1 to ve:-.icle 
tr~f~ic as a seaso~Cll t~rough-route as well as for access to the ~~~y 
diversified inte::-ests, carr.pgrounds and accommodations along Tioga Koc.:::. 
The area provides opportunity for additional development which woul~ not 
be visibly obtrusive from the highway. 

Exhibit "A" 

Tuo~t.:;r-~e :.:eadows is we .. ~ 1 ·utilized by back~ ... ackers off the Pacific C:-est 
a!'ld J'o~n !·:-.:.ir ~rails, s.n:.! also serves :>ublic outside the Vallev cc:-.gestior. 
We guez~io~ ~~e need to eliminate 200 ;ain campsites as well aS those 
or. t!le loop nec.r Lyel! ?Cn"K. · 

F.egar.:l.ing the Major l·!anagernent Issues, the "I'ati.:ral Resources Management 
Plan° ap?roved in Deceiabcr 1~77 adeql.:ately addresses t!'le subject. 'r7e 
\·.'cul~, ~owa"v·e:-, cc..:±:.a.:i _:,e .;>ol:lc.ies 'to deal with pro:Oler.1 !:ears. i\elocp
tion t~.at causes '!:-hem to inhabit Eastern Sierra communities is not a 
viable al tEfr'l\"a"ive·. · 

The isst:e 0£ trc:.nsportaticn is of ?rit:'lar~• concern to the Lee Vi::;.ir!S 
co:rir.m:Ji-;;v and 'i;f.e e:·.Ei.t_e .;;.:.stern Sierra. \·ie note tne l:'?S proposal 
sho·ws ~:>utes ~1, 12C u:-.::1 140 wif1 co:iti11ue to be through-routes for 
auto tou~i!'lg and si;~,:·::e=tine t=ar:s-Sierra traffic for the 15 year li::e 
of the pla:-1. ''le certainly SU??-=>rt t!i.at aspect of the plan, and would 
fu~the:- encourase that manase~ent udvocate kee?ing Tioga Road ope:-i. as 
late i.-. the :.,cifI and as early iil the spr·i-ng as sa::ety permfts~. _over
co;ning ?ast. r..anageme:rt: concerr-:s· ·about:: tiayin9 to staff.' areas Cha~. c.:.-e 
access~'le 'l:r.o'" J:wy. 120· •. £.urther, as h:i,g hway technoioqy and av a lance 
cor.t:-ol prccejt:.=es are advance.:l, we advocate evaluation of ~wy. 120 a~ 
an a!.l ve·;::.= ::-oute. i:o compler.lP'nt- i'\.-PS pl?nc:. fo-Y- ·incrp~c;.Pd "-'inter 
c.tilizat-ion. all-vear hig!'lway nse is des1::-a.:u.e, but only at such titne 
as sa£e~y consi·dei a-tio:-i.s can .t>e me't.. 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 
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LEE VINING CHAMBER OF COMMERCE 

Please see response #5. 

The golf course and tennis courts in Yosemite Valley are 
proposed for removal because these facilities are not considered 
necessary to enable public enjoyment of the unique scenic and 
natural values of the Valley. Removal will help alleviate congestion 
in the Valley and will remove intrusions from this heavily visited 
and highly enjoyed area. The ice rink will be removed as a 
permanent facility, but ice-skating may be provided for by flooding 
a portable enclosure. The pools will be retained. 

RESPONSES 

3. The revised GMP has been changed to reflect the need for 
care in implementing transportatio11 proposals. 

4. Please see response #7. 

5. Even though campsites will be reduced in Tuolumne Meadows, 
they will be increased within other areas along the Tioga Road and 
at Wawona. The GMP proposes an increase of campsites parkwide. 
Almost half of the sites lost at Tuolumne Meadows will be replaced 
along the Tioga Road. Redesign of the Tuolumne MP-adows 
campground is required to r"duce the overcrowded condition, 
congestion, and environmental irr.pacts, especially along the Lyell 
Fork. 

The park's bear management program includes monitoring the 
activity of relocated bears to minimize negative human/bear 
interaction. The program also includes techniques to eliminate the 
problems which are usually caused by bears attemptin,;i to get 
human food. One of the major elements in deciding where to 
relocate problem bears is to select sites that are awdy tro1,1 
population centers and heavily used areas. Accordingly, all su1..h 
sites are in good bear habitat and within the western :::'.>rtion of the 
park. 

Although the Tioga. Road may be opened during the winter in 
the future, the GMP does not propose opening the road in winter 
during the time frame of this plan. 



COMMENTS 

8 Pt:as:i n_g of ,parking. lots and elimination of lot:s is critical._ \\"e rra.:st 
not t:.se unti~aly eli1:~i:1ation of parking spaces to reduce visitor use. 
We sugses't that ir..?roved circclation of visitors u1ay eliminate the 

9 need for proposed re~uction of visitor use of the Valley. Regarding 
activities, we do not see the need to remove those recreational activities 
which are now available as resort amenities. They keep some people off 
the roajs and enhance the vacation experience of families. 

Regarding ?ark Administration, park management should best be able to 
ascertain their requirements. We enjoy an excellent rapport with 
mar..age;;-.ent and antici?ate fell coope:-ation rega=ding seasonal ope:-.ing and 
closure of '!'ioc;a Road. We would asi< that r.1anac;;eme:",t plans recognize 

~t ~:~r~~~U~f ;~~;~~~~:~!:~~~:~·~!~~:~~:~~~;~:~~~~~='°~:~~~:~;:~~~:~~~~;.~t 
:.::-.:; ~·~. :._-. <.:. <.: ::-:.;:::c:-:. fc:: ·.:.··.:·.ccc:--::c,=y :e·\·cls ol :-e.:;::-i.:-t.c;..l · ... ·iz:'.t.:.:: ~:.=.:. 

10 : .. c9a::-:::..:~:g coa·;:s, ~he ~;;.s ?rO?u:;;al wot:lC: rec; 1 ~i::-e an a.:Citi.:n~<::l cost o= 
$~5.5 tc s.;.s •~illion in piililic funds a:1d $27.C to 3C.G :1iillior:. by 
Yose;:-,:.te Pa=k & Curry Co. for a total estimate of $72.S to 84.5 million 
at 1~78 value dollars. With g=owing concern over governmental expendi
tures, how realistic i is it that this orocosal would be funded for 
ir.1;>leu.e:-,tation? Partial implewentatioi-i cOuld be critical. 

l1 Re co~cessions, the proposal a~mits it is not fi~ancially feasible. 
Obviocsl7 reducing facilities and visitor use cannot support eJ~i~ic~ai 
Ci.pitCt.l i~vestr.<cnts c.;id re;:lize a :.:et.ur:.r.1 to ".;:1e concessio:-.ai:.:e. ~cs:s 

13 

~~~~~ z~~~~~;~s c~~;i~t:!~G i~~~~a:~~ !~a~~:.~f~~1;~ ~-~~:·,~~n~u;~!,_:~~~G~~;~~: 
s ::.:i:uc<.:u~e w!-,e:.:eby r,1vnies ~enarateJ. at ~osemi te would be returnr:,,j to 
Yosc:-.-,i -te? 

COMMENTS 

Novem!::>er 29, lS78 

The Alternatives I through Ill drawn from public workshop input do not 
indicate if I through III was prioritized by volume of responses or 
if the Alternatives a=e only three diverse concepts of t:1e public. 

Alter::iative I to "provide for resourbe-::elated activities and a moc1erate 
amount of commercial services appears to be tolerable and could be 
i:;nle7"1ented for the second lo;:est cost: NPS $31. million, YPCC $36 
miilion, for total of $67 million. 

Alternative II err.?hasizing backcountrv experiencei; an.d. pr.ovidins. only 
;)_ nf:ii;c;a! amour.~ o'! co:nmercfal services is a concept totally un;;cceptable 
to us an~ the maj9rity of public we service. It shows the highest 
ir:c:>le:w.c:-.tation costs of ~~PS $84 :nillion, Y?CC $32 million, for total of 
$li6 million, plus additional subsidy cost due to minimal services. 

Alter:u:tive III p:-ovi:.les for a la:-ge rc:nge of :-ec~eational an~ so'cial 
activi-'.:.ies sup?o=te~ by a substan'tial amount of cor.r.":'!erc5.al services. 
V~rious eler;u~:i~s of this al te:-n~tive ca:-i be wholeheartedly suppcrte-1 
as tt-.ey rel~te to visitor use and financial feasibility. Im?lemer,tatio:i 
costs of ;:-..7s $15 million, Y?CC $19 million, for total of $34 million 
are the lo".oest of any of the alternatives or the National Park Service 
proposal, would not require the subsidies, and would provide for high 
utilization of the resources. Under this alternative, Tioga Road would 
be opened during the wi:-iter for park visitors and through traffic. Uhile 
we advocate this concept, it must be subject to updated technology for 
the road and avalance control for safety. 

In su~~~ry, we believe the National Park 'ervice proposal to be a 
reaso:;.o.ble com?romise plan, subject to further study in some areas but 
U:lli1:elv to be ::u:1cle:1 for total ir.t')ler.1ent2tion. l·.Te evaluate Alte::~a~ive 
III c.s ;.1ost closely r:leeting need.s Or the citizen:::-y we are in contact 
with ('.:ravelling public an.:'! private enterprise) and .the most financially 
feasDJle to irr.pler.1ent and continue to operate without subsidies. 

We th~:;.k you for the opportunity to provide continued input to the 
planning process for the magnificient Yosemite National ?ark. 

Since:rely, 

• ·:::::. ::-_:- :-:: .. ".::> 
cl .::.:::i,.;~~1S. 

-=he co;;·.::.u:1it~' of Lee Vining ?:I;/ a c::osz-scc·::~.:;:"! 

COMMENTS 
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Board of Supervisof s 

Les Arnberger, Superintendent 
Yosemite National Park 
California 95389 

M11ripos11 GoliRly 

(209) 966·200~' 

DISTRICT NO. 1 . . . . CARROLL N.. C.L~flK,..C.h<>J!l""' 
DISTRICT NO. 2 ...... I .... °'."EUGENE 1lAl'fflN'.'~R' 
DISTRICT NO. 3. . ... : ... ~:~·FRANx't..l:el'JG,-.111 
DISTRICT NO. 4 ... ; ~ ·~'" HAROtD'UNE.BEI 
DISTRICT NO. 5 •.. ,..,,..., ,.;.~A~;? 

ELLEN bRO:N·so~ ' . ' 
DONNA cm.TLOCK. 

Secretary 
P. O. Box 1016 

P.O. BOX 247 
MARIPOSA, CALIFORNIA 95338 

January 11, 1979 

RE: YOSEMITE ;.;ASTER PLAN 

Dear Superintendent Arnberger: 

The Board of Supervisors of the County of Mariposa at its 
meeting of January 10, 1979, officially endorsed the previous 
statements of record submitted by Mariposa County Supervisors 
Frank L. Long and Carroll N. Clark, and Edward c. Hardy on the 
Yosemite_Master Plan. 

You will find enclosed, to be considered additional comments 
to the Master Plan, a packet of correspondence regarding White 
Wolf Millsite which points up the impact elimination of Valley 
camping sites will have on surrounding U. S. Forest Service lands. 

Also to be included, the enclosed copy of a letter from 
Supervisor Carroll N. Clark dated November 15, 1978, and a packet 
of material originally submitted by Mariposa County Assessor, 
Stephen F. Dunbar, to the Board containing county revenue infor-
mation and attached department head letters. ~ 

erel , · " 

• T N; JR. 
Chairma of the Board 
County of Mariposa 

EPD/dm 

Enclosures 

8 

9 
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RESPONSES 

Please see response #3. 

Please see response #2. A relatively low number of park 
visitors use the resort type amenities that are to be removed. The 
removal will enhance the park experience of the visitors who come 
to Yosemite Valley to enjoy the unique scenic and natural values. 

The implementation cost estimate for the government has been 
revised upward to reflect increases caused by inflation, and to 
show that many park facilities proposed for retention are in need of 
rehabilitation. The previous estimate principally reflected those 
costs caused by relocation of facilities. Much of the cost involved 
in implementing the plan is required to replace antiquated, obsolete, 
or deteriorated facilities. 

Requests for funds to implement the plan will have to compete with 
other requests made by the administration to the Congress. 
Requests will be prioritized and phased over time in order to fund 
the most critical needs first. 

11 Visitor use fees collected at Yosemite are deposited into the 

12 

Land and Water Conservation Fund. These monies are used by the 
states and by federal recreation agencies, including the National 
Park Service, to purchase recreation lands. A portion of these 
fees is also used to fund the shuttle bus systems in the park and 
to pay .the expenses of collecting the fees. A significant portion of 
fees collected are returned to the park. 

The exact method to be used to enable the changes in concessioner 
operations remain to be developed. The cost estimate for 
implementing the plan reflects anticipated government and 
concession costs. · 

RESPONSES 

Alternatives were not arranged according to their popularity. 
The elements in the GMP proposal closely follow recommendations 
from various publics that the National Park Service serves. 

13 Elements of all alternatives were used to develop the GMP 
proposal. Many of the elements not selected from the alternatives 
were considered inconsistent with the purposes for which the park 
was established. The plan selected contains proposals that will 
enable the park's unique resources to be protected and also provide 
for optimum public use and enjoyment. A plan that was the most 
financially feasible was not used as the primary decision-making 
factor. 

RESPONSES 



..... 
U1 
0 

Board of Supervisors 
Mariposa r.ounty 

(209) 966-2005 

DISTRICT NO. 1 •..•. CARROLL N CLARK, Cho,,...., 
DISTRICT NO. 2 ..••....•.... EUGENE DALTON, JR. 
DISTRICT NO. 3 ......•...•... FRAN( L LONG. JR. 
DISTRICT NO. 4 .•..•.......•.• HAROLD E. WEBER 
OISlftlCTNO.& ............... JAMESR. OWINGS 

ULEN BRONSON 
Oort 

P.0.BOX247 
MARIPOSA, CALIFOllNIA 9Ul8 

November 15, 1978 

Board of Supervisors 
Mariposa, CA 

Gentlemen: 

1 I would like to state my views on just part of the Yosemite 
General Plan that pertains to Yosemite Valley's move to 
El Portal. I am opposed to the plan in its present form. 
However, I feel that this could be modified to just include 
those items which were in the NPS Mission "66" Program; 
that is,to relocate the !IPS Administration Building, ware
house, and maintenance,and facilities. Also to include the 
housing for all the employees involved. 

2 I am opposed to the removal of the El Portal Trailer Village 
with no plans for relocating these people. 

Sincerely, 

(}a ,, /{9c'f -/j,f-L;' /. //i( 
CARROLL N. CLARK 

COMMENTS 

COPY OF COMMENTS MADE AT A PUBLIC MEETING 
YOSEMITE VALLEY 

NOVEMBER 27, 1978 

f·IR. CIARK: Thank you. My name is 

Carroll Clilrk. ~nd, I have lived either in Yosemite 

Valley or :::i Por~.:il for the past 32 ~ears. I have 5 

children all born in -:tosemite National Park. 

I am the mayor for the County 

Supervisors of District 1 which·takes in part the 

Merced River Canyon, El Portaland half of Yosemite 

Valley. 

My personal views: this is my personal 

views on the Master Draft Plan• Frank Long will submit 

the views from the Board following, sometime this 

evening. 

Hy views are that the Yosemite ?-laster 

Plan is: that the services and facilities in Yosemite 

Valley should remain as is and not be removed, such as 

the Post Office, the school, shops and bank, and 

et cetera._ 

COMMENTS 

3 The relocation of these services and 

facilities to El Portal would create a traffic haz.ard 

on the ice-rock road with the impact of a lot of travel. 

4 The relocation of the Post Office alone would create 

300 or 400 autos per day during the sununer tourist 

season. A self-service Post Office does not provide 

the general delivery service, registered mail, certified 

mail, insured mail, either rcceivL~g or dispatching, 

foreign mail or other related services, And, this 

proposed Post Off ice would elirail)ate the historic post 

mark ·which is very important .to the people up in this 

nation and throughout other nations as well because I, 

as a Postmaster at El Portal, know when people came into 

the El Portal Post Office and wanted the Yosemite Park 

post mark I could not give it to them. I told them 

that it would be El Portal. They turned around, went 

back to .Yosemite, mailed the cards, then they turned 

around and went back out the same way ·they came. So, 

I think this is very historic and I believe it should 

··remain. 

RESPONSES 

MARIPOSA COUNTY BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 

1 The plan has been revised to reduce lhc impacts on El Portal. 

2 The El Portal trailer village will not be eliminated until 
alternate opportunities for housing are made available. 

RESPONSES 

RESPONSES 

3 One of the principal purposes of the El Portal administrative 
site and an important element of the GMP is the removal of facilities 
from Yosemite Valley that are not essential for public enjoyment 
purposes. Those facilities that serve employees and that will be 
moved to El Portal will serve those employees who presently live in 
El Portal and those additional employees who will relocate to El 
Portal. Further, those park visitors that enter or leave the park 
through the Arch Rock entrance can avail themselves of the 
relocated service facilities. Please see the response to a similar 
comment made by the Forest Service. 

4 The plan has been revised to retain adequate postal service 
for park visitors in Yosemite Valley. Please see the response to a 
similar comment made by the u .. s. Postal Service. 
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COMMENTS 

5 My belief is that the Plan should 

include what the Congress intended in September 2, 1958 

when they passed the Bill HR85922 where they place 

El Portal as the administrative site of Yosemite 

National Park. 

This was a 19°66 program which was 

dreamed up in 1956 which fell like a lead balloon, so 

to speak. And, this was to call for a relocation of 

the National Park administrative office, maintenance 

shops, warehouses and the employees of the above 

facilities. 

I believe the Plan •.-ras li::tited at this 

time to the above-mentioned Park facilities so that 

the impact on El Portal would net ~c ~o e=astic. 

6 I wish to express my appreciation to 

7 

8 

the Yosemite Master Plan Team, John Reynolds and his 

staff for not including removal of any of the buildings 

presently in El Portal.in the Draft Plan. 

COMMENTS 

I am· opposed to removal of the El Portal 

Trailer. Vill'age until such time as there is suffJ.~ient 

housing for Park Service and especially their 

employees.J Employee housing in El Portal is limited 

and it would ~ave a great impact if present housing 

was removed~ 

The tennis courts, ice skating rink 

which is open there and very historic, and swimming 

pool should remain for the employees• and visitors• 

use. 

9 My views on the Foresta and Section 35 

in Wawona has not changed. These in·-holders should be 

.allowed to remain. If anything, the Park Service 

should return these properties acquired under Section 

35 back to private ownership. 

10 'l'he original old Big Oak Flat; Road into 

Aspen Valley should be opened and a campground be 

provided so that all can enjoy. 

11 I am totally opposed to the unequal 

land exch;:ingc between the u. s. Forest Service and the 

e· 

RESPONSES 

5 This comment has been addressed in response #1. 

6 The GMP proposes the granting of 30-year leases in El Portal 

7 

to persons engaged in the operation and administration of Yosemite 
National Park. It is anticipated that many of the privately owned 
buildings in El Portal will remain. However, some buildings may be 
removed to enable development of new dwellings, to meet minimum 
building code standards, or to enable improvement of roads. 

RESPONSES 

This comment has been addressed in response #2. 

8 Ice-skating may be provided for by flooding a portable 
enclosure. The pools will remain. 

9 Under the NPS land acquisition policy, the Park Service is 

10 

11 

willing to pay the fair market value for any inholding property 
offered for sale. The Park Service will not acquire inholdings 
unless owners are willing to sell, provided that the owners take no 
action that would increase the incompatibility of inholdings. A land 
use plan will be prepared for Wawona that will permit some private 
development compatible with the. proposal to use Wawona as the new 
park headquarters. 

Under the GMP, Aspen Valley will be available for use by 
hikers and campers. Automobile campgrounds will continue to be 
associated with main park roads and will serve the public. The 
GMP does not propose maintenance of a road specifically for camoing. 

The proposed Crocker Ridge addition has been changed. 
Please refer to the response to a similar comment made by the 
Forest Service. 

COMMENTS RESPONSES 

Park Service. The National Park Service'Was to take 

691 acres of prime timber land of the Forest Service 

land and exchange with only 368 acres of Park Service 

land. The 691 acres should be cut to 360 or the 

Environmental Impact Report should be changed to 691 

acres of u. s. Forest Service land for Park Service 

land should be exchanged for 720 acres of National 

Park Service land for Forest Service land. The impact 

being that the loss of the timber sales to counties 

which derive revenue through timber harvest. And, 

this is a loss to our counties and not only Mariposa, 

Tuolumne, Stanislaus and Old County Verden which had 

the timber sales. 

12 In closing, I wish to thank you for 

your time. I wish to submit additional comments by 

the.deadline time. And, I feel that the Plan for 

the Yosemite National Park should be developed so 

that all can enjoy including the old and the handi- · 

capped. And, I am emphasizing the handicapped • 

12 The Park Service supports continued coordination with the 
surrow;ding communties, especially during the critical 
Implementation phases of the plan. This coordination should result 
in well-planned and orderly improvements inside and outside the 
park. 
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OFFICE OF 

Ai);;):.,n: ~;.;,.u::D 
MARIPOSA COUNTY 

P. 0. BOX J6 
MARIPOSA, CALIFORNIA 

95338 

December 21, 1978 

Honorable Board of Supervisors 
County of Mariposa 
Court House 
llariposa, California 95338 

Gentlemen: 

You have authorized this office to examine the proposed Yosemite Master Plan 
In respect to any economic impact It may have on Government related services 
In Mariposa County. This has been done, and the results of the examination 
are contained herein. 

No attempt has been made to support or criticize different aspects of the 
plan. In those areas that may have an adverse effect on the economy of 
llariposa's Government mitigating measures are suggested. 

In determining potential economic Impacts, Information was gathered from 
various County Agencies. Their comments are included In the appendix of 
th Is report. 

1:3 In summary It appears that the Implementation of the proposed master plan 
may cause a revenue loss to the County of $400,000 annually. In addition 
Increased County expenditures may approximate Sl,149,000 start up costs with 
an additional $486,000 annual cost. 

A discussion of affected areas Is contained herein. 

Respectfully submitted, 

~-"~ S~. DUNBAR 
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Assessor 

SFD:sab 

COMMENTS 

PROPERTY TAX 

California counties have the constitutional authority to tax real 
and personal property at the rate of 1% of Its fair market value based on 
the date of acquisition or construction of the property. If there Is damage, 
destruction or other factors causing a decline in value the County Assessor 
must recognize this In making his assessment. 

Property Tax Rule Number 8 of the California Administrative Code -
The Income Approach to Value - applies In assessing the possessory Interest 
owned by Yosemite Park and Curry Company In Yosemite Valley. The rule reads 
In part: 

a) "The Income approach to value ls used •••• when the property under 
appraisal is typically purchased In anticipation of a money Income 
and either has an established income stream or can be attributed·a 
real or hypothetical income stream by comparison with other properties. 
It Is the preferred approach ·for the appraisal of improved real pro
perties and personal properties when (sic such properties) ••.. are 
subject to legal restrictions on income that are unrelated to cost." 

b) "Using the Income approach, an appraiser values an Income property 
by computing the present worth of a future income stream. This pre
sent worth depends upon the size, shape, and duration of the estimated 
stream .. 0 

c) "The amount to be capitalized ls the net return which a reasonably 
well Informed owner and reasonably well informed buyer may anticipate 
on the lien date that the taxable property existing on that date will 
yield under prudent management and subject to such legally enforceable 
restrictions as such persons may foresee as of that date. 

The summary of the proposed Draft General Management Plan published by 
the United States Department of Interior/National Park Service In August 1978 
states In part: 

"The HKF (Harris, Kerr, Forster) report concludes that the concession 
operation ls financially profitable as it is operated today, but it will 
operate at a loss if the proposal or any of its alternatives is imple
mented, unless changes are made In concessions legislation and policy. 
In all Instances, except status quo, profits from sales and services 
wl II decrease and there wi II be a substantial Increase in capital expend
itures required for renovation or construction of new facilities." 

Given this Information, it ls possible to assume that the market value of 
a property that ls not profitable ls close to zero. 

The property tax that ls collected from Park and Curry Company is based 
on market value. For the fiscal year 1978-79 the value established by the 
llarlposa County Assessor's Office of Park and Curry Company Is in excess of 
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$22,000,000, contributing to the County property tax revenue this year In the 
amount of $322,812.70. 

These tax revenues may be eliminated and are seriously jeapordlzed through 
the lmplementat Ion of thl s plan. 

BED TAX 

On Januury 17, 1964 the Mariposa County Board of Supervisors through 
Ordinance Number 245 enacted a tax upon the privilege of transient occupancy. 
The tax was levied at 4% of the rent charged for overnight occupancy. Since 
then the tax increased until It reached Its present rate of 6% (Ordinance 381, 
April 1, 1974). 

Over the years Mariposa County has collected from Yosemite Park and 
Curry Company the following amounts of bed tax: 

1974 - $308,427.22 
1975 - $347,803.95 
1976 - $358,194.26 
1977 - $377,160.86 

The proposed master plan calls for the' removal of some overnight accomo
datlons and the construction of others. A review was made by this office both 
of the income received from the units to be removed and the income that will 
be received from those newly constructed. The results of this review indicate 
that there will be a net loss of $50,000 per year In bed tax from the adoption 
of the proposed master plan. 

INDIRECT COSTS 

The Impact of adoption of the master plan will be felt In an Indirect 
manner also. That Is to say not only will the County experience a loss in 
direct taxation but the County may have to spend more money on governmental 
services as a result of the National Park Service program. 

Various governmental department heads were contacted In order to deter
mine what, If any, additional costs will be Incurred as a result of the master 
plan. 

1:3 

14 

15 

RESPONSES 

The predicted $400, 000 revenue loss appears to be based 
partly on a reduction to zero from the $322,812. 70 in county taxes 
paid by Yosemite Park and Curry Company (YP&CC). This 
apparent conclusion is based on the assumption that with 
implementation of the GMP, the YP&CC's market value will be zero. 
Such an assumption is erroneous. The GMP does not propose that 
YP&CC operate without profit, but that modification of the present 
arrangement between concessioners and the government is required 
to carry out certain provisions of the plan. 1.t is not expected that 
this tax loss will occur as a result of implementation of the GMP. 

RESPONSES 

RESPONSE 

The bulk of the remainder of the predicted revenue loss of 
$50,000 was based on the assumption that bed tax would be reduced 
by about 13 percent due to a decrease of 190 units (701 visitors). 
The plan has been revised to maintain visitor accommodations at 
approximately the present levels. It is not anticipated that county 
tax revenues from the park's concessioners will be seriously 
affected due to implementation of the GMP. 

With an increase in population, an increase in service provided 
by government agencies is anticipated. However, the increase in 
county costs will be offset by additional possessory interest tax 
revenue from the increased population and probably from additional 
special federal contributions to new school construction and 
contributions to the school district for operating expenses. 
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Although the original questions were asked In respect to the alterna
tives, the responses provide us with a basis for determining the impact. 
Briefly, the additional County costs may be summarized as follows: 

I) Sheriff's Department - $90,000 annual costs 
2) Planning Conmisslon - $60,000 
3) Health Department - Not known 
4) Hospital - None 
5) Schools - Start up costs $1,089,000. Annual cost• $396,000 
6) Road Department - No response 
7) Building Department - No response 

In order to protect the current economic position of Mariposa County 
It ls my opinion that the County should attempt to have proper legislation 
passed In Congress that would have the Federal Government reimburse the 
County of any revenue loss on increased expenditures. The proposed plan 
ls theoretically for the benefit of the citizens of the United States and 
I sincerely believe the property owners of Mariposa County should not pay 
for Its Implementation. 

16 

RESPONSES 

As discussed above (response 1113) it is not anticipated that 
the loss in revenue mentioned by the county will occur as a result 
of implemen.tation of the GMP. The federal taxpayer already pays 
for many of the services in the park, such as police and fire 
protection and most road construction and maintenance that are 
normally county functions, even though the private concessioner, 
visitors to the park, and the possessory interest in dwellings of 
concessioner and government employees are taxed by the county 

17 Please refer to response 1113. 
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MARIPOSA COUNTY SUPERINTEN[,._,n OF SCHOOLS MARIPOSA •. JUNTY UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 

06 
BOARDS Of. EDUCATION & TRUSTEES 

CHARLES E. ADAMS, f'Al~oi.N\ 
"OANlfOS, C.llUFORl'f•.11 . 

WILLIAM J, SHIMER, v1ce:.f'RU•O£Nr 

COULTIAVILl.E, CALl,OANIA 
EUGENE LINCOLN 

RAYUONO, CALIFC)AN.IA 

WILLIAM E. PIERCE 
CATHlV"I VALUV, CALIFORNIA 

ROBERT J. EVANS, M.D. 
MAfUf'054, CAL••OAfrnA 

llii&W 

P. 0. BOX 8 
MARIPOSA, CALIFORNIA 95338 

January 15, 1979 

Mr. Les Arnberger, Superintendent 
Yosemite National Park, California 95389 

Dear Mr. Arnberger, 

TELEPHONE 20!>-968-3811 

GEORGE J, BAAENOSE 
IUKlllUNTlNDENT 011' ICMOOl.S 

Please be advised of the following comments regarding the Masterplan 
for Yosemite Park. These two items, of course, only deal with impact 
on the educational system of Mariposa County. 

1 The closing of the Yosemite Elementary School will require a relocation 
of the students now attending there. Therefore additional classrooms 
and support facilities will be needed at an existing school· site (El Portal 
or Wawona) or at a new site. Also, please consider the need for buses to 
transport said students. 

The secondary impact on our school system will be felt in terms of addi
tional students generated by the influx of workers on the project. 
Presently our cost of educating one student is approximately $1,950 per 
year. This does not include facilities, capital outlay, etc., which 
amounts to a one-time expense of $5,000 per student. 

In summary, I submit that the implement~tion of the Masterplan will have 
financial implications for our school district both in terms of facilities 
and yearly operational cost and urge that these costs be borne by the 
federal government. 

lly,P-,ga~ George arendse 
Superi dent of Schools 

GJB:sb 
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1YlCAC 
MERCED COUNTY ASSOCIATION of GOVE?.NMENTS 
P.O. UOX 2201 
759 WEST 22nd STREET 
MERCED, CALIFORNIA 9$3~D 
(209) 723·3153 

January 12, 1979 

Mr. Leslie P. Arnberger, Superintendent 
Yosemite National Park 
United States Department of the Interior 
National Park Service 
p. 0. Box 577-GMP 
Yosemite Ndtional Park, California 95389 

Dear Mr. Arnberger: 

·' 

The following comments are offered in response to the Draft General Management 
Plan for Yosemite National Park. These comments address the General Mananagement 
as a whole in addition to MC/IG's interest in the Olde Yosemite Railroad rejuvena
tion and historical preservation issue. 

1 1. It appears Inconsistent to indicate a desire "not to change the kinds of 
activities· people have been enjoying" at the Park, while advocating the 
removal of recreational (e.g. golf and s1·1iu:ming) and other cowmercial 
facilities. Would it not be more consistent with the Plan's overall goal 
to place a moratorium on further co~ncrcial development and construction 
of urban-like amenities, while enhanci_ng the existing natural setting? 

2. Selective removal of the swimming pool and certain lodging fdcilities is 
not cost effective, nor does such action enhance th<? natural setting of 
the Park proportionate to the cumulative expense that would be involved. 

J. Nowhere does the Pl an set forth the present impact of the Curry Village 
skating rink or pool on the environmental setting of the Park. If the 
Plan Intends to remove certain facilities to enhance the natural state 
of the area, the Plan 'should demonstrate the inherent problems with the 
status quo, and I believe it fails to do this. · 

~ 4. Sections of the Plan are counterproductive to its expressed goals and 
purposes. If the Plan is serious fn its intent to abate traffic conges-

The services-oriented Association or Governments or Atwater, llvingslon, Gustine, Los Banos, 
Dos Palos, Merced and Merced County, Calilornia 

1 

1 

MARIPOSA COUNTY 
Superintendent of Schools 

The federal government has existing programs for aiding in 
the development and operation of schools on federal property. This 
federal assistance, in addition to the taxes received by the county 
and the taxes paid from commercial activity in the park and El 
Portal, Is expected to enable the financial feasibility of changes in 
the school. 

RESPONSES 

MERCED COUNTY ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS 

The GMP has been revised to maintain overnight 
accommodations at approximately the present level. The pools will 
remain. Ice-skating may be provided for by flooding a portable 
enclosure. 

2 The reason for removing these facilities is because they are 
unacceptable visual intrusions that create congestion and more 
activity in the heavily used and highly scenic areas of Yosemite 
Valley. Removal of these commercial facilities will create space that 
can be converted to improved use of parkland. Housing for 
employees who work in these facilities will also be moved out of the 
Valley. 
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MCAD 
MERCED COUNTY ASSOCIATION of GOVERNMENTS 
P.O. BOX 2201 
759 WEST 22nd STREET 
MERCED, CALIFORNIA 95340 
(209) 723-3153 

January 15, 1979 

Mr. Leslie P. Arnberger, Superintendent 
Yosemite National Park 
P.O. Box 577-GMP 
Yosemite National Park, California 95389 

Dear Mr. Arnberger: 

Subject: MCAG Letter to Leslie P. Arnberger dated January 12, 1979, Response 
to Draft General Management Plan for Yosemite National Park. 

Subject letter of January 12, 1979 was sent to you with a major deletion on 
Page 1, Section 4. Please accept the following addendum: 

"4. Sections of the Plan are counterproductive to its expressed 
goals and purposes. If the Plan is serious in its intent 
to abate traffic conges-" 

Please add: 

tion, then the removal of major auto repair, car rental, banking, 
etc., and the relocation in El Portal only stimulates average 
daily traffic flow between the Valley and El Portal. Relocating 
these services does not eliminate the desire for the such services. 

~er~ly, --~ ~ 
!ICC-Carolyn V. Clark 

Executive Director 

CVC/will 

Enclosure 
MCAG Letter to Leslie P. Arnberger dated January 12, 1979 

The services-oriented Associalion of Governments of Alwater. Livingston, Gustine, Los Banos, 
'-. Dos Palos, Merced and Merced County, California 
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5. Increasing the usage of the roadway is not the only problem relocation breeds. 
The consequential d~velopment of El Portal threatens the remaining remnants of 
the Old Yosemite Railroad. The Plan's proposed relocation of facilities pre
cludes any rejuvenation of the Yosemite Railroad; as the ideal staging area 
would be located in El Portal. In point of fact, the Draft Plan does not even 
discuss the Old Yosemite Railroad under "Regional Considerations" or any other 
section. 

6. As for the feasibility of implementing the Plan, $72.5 to 84.8 million in 1978 
dollars must be escalated because of inflationary pressures and other cost
push economic factors, yearly. The Pl an does not clea l with the changing value 
of the dollar, nor does the Plan propose a timetable for implr.:n~ntation. liith
out some timetable, the cost of the Plan cannot be accurately assessed. It 
becomes clear that even the estimated cost without adjustment is prohibitive 
relative to the political climate against increased government spending. 

7. Moreover, requiring the existing concessionaires to absorb such an awesome 
financial loss is inconsistent with the general economic policy of the Federal 
Government of promoting free enterprise. The result of Plan implementation 
would be increased costs to the Federal Government to allow the concession to 
make a reasonable profit, or an even higher expenditure rcqtlirement, if the 
concessions necessitate complete government ownership and operation. 

In summary, the Draft General Management Plan for the Yosemite National Park advocates 
goals with considerable merit. The Draft Plan breaks down in its internal consistency 
with regard to the implementation of these godls. The Plan further loses credibility 
because the alternatives considered did not include maintaining the present facilities 
with a program of enhancing the natural setting and locating future facilities at El 
Portal. This alternative differs from a no action alternative in that there would be 
an action-oriented program to enhance the setting and control future urban-1 i ke develop
ment. Finally, the cost of the Draft Plan does seam prohibitive and the Plan neglects 
to establish a timetable for expending the monies and implementation of its goals. 

MCAG hopes that these comments will be of some assistance to you in this planning effort 

MCAG compliments the National Park Service staff on its fine \'/Ork in the preparation of 
the Draft Plan. 

If MCAG can be of further service to you in the future, do not hesitate to call upon us. 

Sincerely, 

~:&txf!J~ Carolyn V. Clark 
Executive Director Transportation Planner 

CVC/AJD/wi 11 
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RESOLUTION NO . ..1.BdB2 
BOARO OF SUPERVISORS, COUNTY OF MONO 

A RESOL\JI'IO!I ENIXJRSillG THE 
YOSrMITE JlATIONAL PARK 

DRAFT GDJERAL !-1.ANAGE!'!E!!I' PlA'I 

WHEREAS, the Mono County Boan:l of Supervisors has reviewed the Yosemite 

llational Park Draft General Y.anagement Plan and the Draft E.·wironmental Impact 

Report; and, 

WHEREAS, the Board is supportive of the National Park Service proposal, 

with the provision that ongoing evaluations address public concerns expressed 

in copy of correspondence frcrn the Lee Vinfog Chamber of Ccrnnerce to the 

Superi.'ltende.'lt of Yosemite llational Park, made a part hereof as Exhibit "A"; 

and, 

W!lEREAS, the Board strongly advocates the utilization of Highway 120, 

Tioga Road, for continued thnJugh traffic .fror.l early Spring to Fall; and, 

WHEREAS, the Boan:l maintains an op~ position relative to future con-

siderations of Highway 120 as an all-year route at such time as highway 

design and avala'lche cor.trol tec.'mology "arrant such consideration; and, 

NOW, TP.!:P.EfORE, EE IT RESOLVED, that the Board of Supervisors, County 

of Mono, does hereby support impler.entat:O.on of the l!ational Park Service 

proposal which advocates preservation of resources and availability to a 

cross-section of the public; and, 

Fl.'P.TH!:R, BE IT RESOLVED that this Board e.'1courages careful consideration 

of the implementation phasing, within buege"tary constrain"ts, "to minimize 

adverse effects on the public during said implementa"tion; 

FURI'HER, BE IT RESOLVED that this Beard of Supervisors requests that 

appropriate copies of this resolution be F.lade available to Les Arnberger, 

Superintendent, Yosemite National Park, California. 

RESPONSES 

RESPONSES 

3 Implementation of the GMP does not preclude reconstruction of 
the Yosemite Railroad. The National Park Service has evaluated the 
possibility of acquiring the required rights·of-way and 
reconstructing the railroad, but it is infeasible at this time. If 
reconstruction is found to be feasible in the future, the National 
Park Service will be pleased to cooperate in the project. The plan 
does propose a 150-car parking area with shuttle bus service to 
Yosemite Valley. 

4 The estimated cost to implement the plan has been increased 
based on inflation costs to rehabilitate remaining facilities that are 
unaffected by changes proposed in the GMP. 

A 15·year time frame in envisioned by the plan. Use of private 
funding to implement parts of the plan will be explored. 

5 The GMP proposes retention of a concessioner operating as a 
private enterprise. Increase in costs due to implementation will, in 
<.ne judgment of the National Park Service, result in significantly 
higher benefits for visitor enjoyment of the park. 

6 Please see responses 111 through 115. 

RESPONSES 
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Resolution No. 78-182 

PASSED AND AOO?rED by the Board of Supervisors, County of Mono, State 

of California, this __ 1_2_th __ day of --"De=cembe'-'-="-r ____ , 1978, by the 

following vote of said Board: 

AYFS: Supervisors Green, Hanson, Mahan, Sharp, Ziglar 

NO!:S: None 

ABSENT: None 

A'ITESI': Ruby L. Strait 
County Clerk-Recorder 

COMMENTS 

~~~ 
ARCH G. }Wi.A.N, CHAIR?ERSON 
BOP.RD OF SU?ERVISORS 
OOU!ITY OF MONO 

The foregoing instrument is o full, true and correct copy ofl 
the origin~/r" file in this o!fice. · I 

~~~~-i:~:h:~~k--~ft~~ii·i~i~-ci~rk1 ~i?f~: 
Boord of Supervisors in or.<.I for the County of Mono, Stole' 
of Colilo}"io. l. /} 

By -dhf.°-<9· R-&I De~ 

MONTEREY PENINSULA AUDUBON SOCIETY 

Leslie P. Arnberger, Superintendent 
Yosemite National Park 
P. O. Box 577-<llll' 
Yosemite National Park, CA. 9$.389 

Dear Mr. Arnberger1 

Januar7 l, 1979 

lie appreciate the opportunity to comment on the new Yosemite plan, and we commend 
the NPS for the complete re-thinking this present plan shows compared to the propoeals 
presented a few years back. 11'e have always felrt 1t more important to preserve and pro
tect the marvelous natural features for which the park was set aside than to permit ex
ceasi ve exploitation corn.~ercially and detrimental visitor use. _w, J:.CllllDClld the efforts 
bdn_g made...ncm.. .an~ th:: .iil..an~ tar t.bc. !l\~\lre _that would curb visitation in order to 
guard the park from over-us~ and degradation. · 

On the other hand, ~ relllO.ld.D.&.Jl~.r:uc~~re~ and facilities too..hastJ.!.y will cost 
&or.e t!lao !lllasil]g.!(µ.t _gradually some facilities. Could not ranger residences lie usea 
until they need replacing, could" not 'so:ne administration be left in the valley - other 
th1111 NPS services - until structures need replacing, then removal to El Portal could be 
accomplished? Those involved directly in interpretive work and dealing witn the public 
can more efficiently be housed in existing housing in the valley. It seems il!ipossible 
to envision rebuilding that road up from El Portal without so much destruction of the 
river canyon as to be unacceptable, yet location of facilities at El Portal will necess
itate trips back and forth over that road, even in winter. lie. certa<nl7 !.allor.removal 
of unnecessary f_acilities from the valle)': beauty .D-M bar.Iler .ahcps,. .g.Ujo, sh.op4 supei:
markets,. b\lt hopo ¥_Ou will retafn tnere necessary facilities such as a garage capable 
or more than emer,&encs- repairs,_ 59m6 ll!i!f .or.~ f..s> _sup_o!Y cai>tp-;rs - ilimp!e and 
suitable visitor services because the park is so far from any similar services. 

Removal of tennis courts and &9:U:. =ses i.s quite ""r.eptable; these are available· 
where people 'IiVe or in resorts. However? aaimmiQg. ;Le f. dmpl.e aW;.d~or actlvitv. and 
U. .llll.Cmll »anecessary to remove the pools, particularly since swimming in the J.:lircea· ie 
not too eare. 

While regretting removal of any campgrounds from the valley as being more restric~
ive of nwnbers who can enjoy camping there, we recognize that there is deterioration of 
•he environment near man7 campsites. However, with the removal, too, or many low cost 
housing units, visitation by only the affluent is being encouraged, rather than by those 
who truly want to e~rience a s:L!nple, natural enjoyment of the outdoors. ~~ul<!- .. not 
some of the less expensive accornode+.I ons be retained for those unable to afford hiKher 
price·d"loddng?· 
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4 . II.any people .enj,oyed the old museUJ!l, and re~ented heart1l:r ito bei!lg taken over by 

5 

6 

administrative .facilities. Are the exhibits and materials stored somewhere? Could it 
be put together ae;ain? I always found it most educational, giving the visitor a compre
hension of the geology and history or the area, as well as his enjoyment of the scene. 

The increase in the number· of peripheral campsites is marvelousl Though it may 
not e~tirely remove the pr-.ssure fro:n th-. valley, it does give those wanting a 

ruountiln <:1tmping experience additional opportunity in less con
-~~sted location~. Just so tr~y are not all taken up by RV 1 sL 

.llight it not be P."_ssible to designate some t>art or ,aU C.1¥11pgrOlllldO fpr .~eal camping 
onl,r.7 It is pretty <l1!icL>utagtng to go 'to public Qlmpgrounds in parks, onJ.y "to ffoCI 
them totall7 taken up by RV• s, and none of the facilities being used, and the camping 
experience completely lacking. 

The lawona part of the plan seems to create a good compromise between-those who 
want a natural outdoor visit, and those who want a resort experience. However, the 
Mwege t.raatment. 12lllnt seems i!.Oor.U ~ .. .s.o...aaar .t.bc. river. Unless it is givir.g 
tertiary treat:nent befoJ·e release to the river, it is certainly polluting it. C,QYl_d 

.not. tJie :t.reate.c;I e.(!lue.nt, be U.1!"<1 t.12 ut.111: .t..ba.~ cow·se - or is it being? 

7 , It (jO"'~ not seem clear wr.,,- the effC1rt to.re.lee.ate .the .groc.el\f .at.oi:a • ..ran~r 
station and cnrt.ee. s.hcfi<. at TuolUll1lle - they are all close to the road now, easily 
accessible to the public, and reall7 have less impact on the natural scene ?.hen kept 
together at one central location than impacting yet another area by relocating them. 
They could certainly be a little more aesthetically pleasing in appearance, but moving 
them seems unnecessary. 

8 Seeing the damage horse and pack train travel do to the trails, "IC. ii:.cl.. that e117 
. couragin~ horse tr":vel in_ the park - prnp.ose<1.horse 1.railer .Par.k.illg a.L .Gaylor .. Lakes 
roadhead - ls detriment~l to the terrain. There will always need to be some animal 
'use in the park; 'but we feel that private use should not be encouraged. 

To summarize - we feel that the Park Service f~ headinR. !n the t.ight., direction, 
and tllllt protection o'f th" resources of the park ilhoufd always be tl:e prime concern. 
However long term phasing out procedures will cost far less than precipitate removal 
or structures except unrelated businesses. Removal or the automobile as much as poss
ible is desir1<bl... l!any sugeested changes can be brought about gradually, ca.using 
less waste and upset to manar.e:nent. More r~tention of low cost accomodations would 
be highly desirable - the loss of 246 low cost visitor'units seems unnecessarily re
strictive on one segment of the public. Increase in peripheral ci;inping facilities 
should have high time priority; if these could be avail•ble before or concurr~nt with 
removal or campsites in the valley,· there. will be less impart on visitor demand. As 
we eee it, a visitor reservation system ia imperative in high use parka at high peak 
times • 
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RESPONSES 

RESPONSES 

MONTEREY PENINSULA AUDUBON SOCIETY 

The plan envisions phased implementation in order to, among 
r· .r things, take advantage of economic usefulness of existing 
buildings. The El Portal road is presently used in winter for 
visitors and commuting employees, and further upgrading is not 
contemplated. The garage will be removed and auto services other 
than emergency repairs will be done outside the park, An 
expanded camping supply service is proposed. 

The pools will remain under the revised plan. 

Overnight accommodations are now proposed to remain at near 
pre~ent levels, 

RESPONSED 

A natural history museum is planned for the Village area, and 
the majority of artifacts in the park will be used for new exhibits 
in the museum. Your continued interest in the museum design will 
be appreciated, especially during the implementation stages. 

We concur that design and operational measures are needed to 
ensure that campground uset groups do not interfere with one. 
another. Efforts will be made to improve opportunities for camping 
enjoyment by those who walk in or use tents, trailers, or 
recreational vehicles. 

A new sewage treatment plant with treated effluent-to be used 
for watering the golf course is planned, Interim improvements to 
the present plant are also being done. 

7 This suggestion is valid and has been adopted in the revised 

8 

plan. 

The proposed horse camp at Gaylor Creek has been eliminated . 
Other horse camps have been proposed, but at lower elevations in 
areas where impacts will be less se_vere. 
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We environmentalists may regret the lessening n'.llllber or visitation opport>Jnities 
in our parks, and r~alize it may result in our not being able to visit many places 
we hold dear, or in having to pl;m perhaps years ahead to visit them, but would all 
rather know that the beauties we cherish are being protected by our park supervisors 
instead or being ex;>loited by commercial interests ar1u n~de into resorts, Just knOllJ
ing they exist in their ,,-eQt natural beauty, &~d will be there for all ti~e, will 
make it easier to be less selfish about enjoying our parks, and not love them to 
death! 

Sinc·e~1;• . L-1· . 
i ' 

Mrs, e y H i; s 
Conservatiori.Chairman 

Please change 0•1r address from P. o. Box 6141 

to P, 0, Box 5656, Carmel, CA, 93921 

COMMENTS 

MRS. nETfY HUGIIF-~ 
487 Wot«m St., Apt. 3 
l\ Inn tr:rcy, CA 9 j~_HO 

l::AG1rn.J 6!ADt A11tl11Lv11 (lw),,cfe/JJ. C!5Ji_: 
po. b:u; 16: 

L:M?urn.J ~a/~ 6ldjf}11l!"a _lJJ-f·+-= 

Leslie P. Arnt.er~er, Superintendent 
National Park Service 
P.O.Box 577 
Yosemite Natio:lal Park, CA 95J39 

.I :-.v:-.-?RC'r-IT Or;l;ASIZ '· P :•: 

Janua~y 4, 1~?~. 

Dear Mr. Arnberger, 
Thank you for sending me a draft of the veneral '.·'.a::af;"em!'nt 

Plan for Yose.,,ite t;atior~al Park. It is my understandin;; ':!':a~ :::e 
General Manae;eT.ent Plan has been b::-oken dow:l into ':hree se;ia:a"':e bu': 
closely allied plans- the National Resources Plan1 the cu:tu::-al Re
sources Plan and the Visi tor-l1se Park Operations a:id De·re:o::'.!e~.t ?·la1:1. 
I further understand that the Plan for natural resources -:an;ge-"'.ent 
was approved in December, 1977 and the other two plans are s:ill in 
process of evaluation. 

It was "'l.Y privile.;e, several years ai;o to complete a flan.."'ling 
workbook on Yosemite, In doing so I tried to reflect bctt ~~ cwn 
thinking and beliefs.and also that of the Board of Directcrs of t~e 
Morro Coast Audubon ~ociety. All of us were greatly co::cern;d at 
that time about the announced plans of the Kusic Corporat:on of 
America to drastically commercialize the Park, as the new :o~cession 
owner, It appeared to us that their interest was solel~'. C:le of 
profitability with complete disregard for the ecologica:ly fra~!le 
nature of the ?ark itself, I presume profit is st:ll the!r ~otiva-

1 tion, It is my hope that concession operations will ~e fcrc;d :o 
conform to the conditions of the Park Manae;ement Plan as fin:dl? 
adopted, If doing so is no longer profitable or financial:y feasible 
to the conc~ssionaire, l ~es..:t. t.h.a.:t. :the contract ·tti-.::..b tr.~~- l°'e "t~~
m.ica.t.ed. aod. :d.si..t.ar .s.er.y.i.i;_~.s be !:.u::.:llshed b;.'. LJ-.a ~ serx.:.c~ u~:ier 

2 

government ownership and with subsidies provided if req~ired. ~ 
I have a ~ersonal love affair with Yosemite, As a resul': • 

find it difficult.to think about it objectively. Yose!!lite ii; a:l 
emotional experience with me even when talking about planning for a 
brighter future for it. 

I had the pleasure of spending six weeks in Yose~ite ~n the 
summer of 1928, I have returned many times, the most rece:lt visit 
being in July~ 1978. During this 50 year span of time, I ~ave seen 
many chanees, all of the"1 desip;ned to improve visitor cc-:ifor': a:::l 
interpretive enjoyment - none of them to enhance the physi:al exist
ance of the Park itself. What must be done is to imple~~r.: a p:an 
that will permit us to enjoy the Park without destroying i:- that is 
the crucial prob1em to be solved, and the ti~e is gettin~ short to do 
so. 

COMMENTS 

While I realize that 95,:'. of Yosemite is backcountr.:r ~r :iri"liti'le 
area, I shall confine my ob~crvations to the valley itself. !hire are 
two reasons for this limitation in my input. First, alt~occh I ::ave 
spent some time in part:; of th(! backcountry, I'm re,.lly no: f?.'ll:l:ar 
enou~h with it for "'Y opinions to b~ of substantial valu~. ~1co~d, I 

surmise that the vast majority of visitors rarely. get beyond the 
Valley, resultint; in this area literally being smothered with people, 

From my stut.!~' of the materi:il you provided l am in full '1Ccord 
"'i th your s•.r,c:,c:ested ap~roaches to i'l1ple~C'n"tyour a~roved r.atura.l 
resources uinn.· ! r..'11'."C1n'· tn~--t· eontrol10r1 fl•.1rr1in~ is necessary even 
ln areas of high us<', :is well ·as per-mittine, fir-es or natural. orig!.n 
to burn uncontrolled in uninhabited area:; where property and lives 
are not involved, I must confess that at one time I was completely 
opposed to this concept but now I recognize the wisdom of this .ap
proach to return to a more open condition and control the encroach
ment into natl ve gro·aths • 

.l !.l.lr.ther concur with the eXJ)ressed ideas fo_r con-t<r.ol of non
natue plants wns well as re"'oval of dea-i._. weakenea or diseased trees. 
r'our plant propagation and revegetation progra"T: is most· ir-'lovative -
for use in hir,h visitor areas. _.Relllan:ti.ng of 'lat_.l.Y.e species, with 
proper fencing and care should be a giant stride rorward· in returning 
the valley to its pristine, pre-man co:idition. 

All the other ideas in this segnent of the olan appear' to have 
~reat merit 1 such as river c_lear.~ .. view ·area clearing, gra:ing 
•HtAege .. e.n:t, u:e.c. ,ie.s.t. contra 1, QA.ar 'D~:i.1r,ement an~ thP restoxation 
of ..e..cd.angfr"d an1 mal --u;c.c.ie.s suc.b as tile (;_aliLoniia b_ighorn 'lheep. 

I notice that there are three alternatives suggested to the 
Natural Resources Manar,e'llent Plan. I would unhestitatingly recomr.:er.d 
that if an alternative be adopted that it be alternative No. 2, Under 
this alternative if ther~ is conflict between resource pro~ection ar.c 
visitor use, decision:; would favor resource protection, 

I do concur with the basic concept underlying th~ General Manage
ment Plan that the ~oal i:; not to change the kinds of activities 
people have been enjoyin,c: there, but rather to improve the quality 
of their experiences by rectifying an overzealous attempt to civilize 
and urbanize the ·Parr:. '.!'he most serious deviation in my thinking 
from that expressed in •he General Plan is that the Plan is designed 
to cover only ., 1 ~ year neriod. In my opinion this is too short a 
pe:r:jod of t ima to ju!::T!ry tne vast expenditure of money and energy 
r.e.quired .• 

In tile first place, 15 years is a relatively short period of 
time in each of ·our lifetimes and is but a rnoment in the geological 
life of the Park itself. I fail to see how the Plan can even be 
adequately implcrnented in such n brief period. Certainly, the 
restoration of fauna and flora anticioated in the natural resources 
plan could have only a '110dc:;t beginni~~ in 15 years. 
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RESPONSES 

RESPONSES 

MORRO COAST AUDUBON SOCIETY 

Concession-related proposals remain part of the GMP. The 
exact method used to implement these proposals will be determined 
after discussions and negotiations between the National Park Service 
and concessioner. Comments that have been received regarding 
this matter will be considered at that time. 

RESPONSES 

2 The goals and objectives for the park are long range in scope. 
The period of 15 years selected as a time frame for the plan· is 
general; many actions proposed will occur immediately and others 
may take longer than 15 years to complete. 



COMMENTS 

I should li kc to sur:eest that t.h.i.:;, ilm.!! SP.AU be. re-evaluated. 
anrt consideration i;i.vcn t& ch::lnf.in_!: the l i.fe of tne plan to JO year.s. 
Thfs wou:id have t .. c furthor advantar:e of cncornpausing a r;eneration 
in human experience, Ifwould also mor·~ fully justify the ;r.assive 
expenditure of planninr;, money and cnerpy 'inherent in the Yosemite 
Plan. Otherwise, the planning process would have to be~in again 
long beforP. the orir;inal plan would be trcinsposed to reality. 

I a.,, in ...aa;"''''"'"~"'t •ill"· th~ 1.d eas expressed on add i t.1.011111 
peripheral parkinF. .'.'r"aG and .::IT• ~;me.n.t.c.•l shY:tile. nu~ .s.v.s.tem. I also 

~rce tl.tb .m:w:; .o!'-f'ie !'111"..".<'sted ch:w.~e!' in existinr: :acilit:es, 
such as rC'11oval o:· t~_ut. £"au.I=. h C;im.p Wi!:I·~·. t.:.1 art''.l:::: ~ roe!< sli.de 

3 dRnr,er, J:owever 1 J: .!.o.lJ't u.t;;Jtt~l\i .t.he ,rr•c0-1)!!.llcL:i-ti.v.U:J fo.r a + 

number of other cJia·:Ges.1 :..,,uch :l..S .z:e.JJ.o.va.l. of t~ ~ri1n::; pool. a,,. 
Ca'llp Curry vih1c":l r.a.: oeen ver . .v P'.'pular ev7ry tourist seaso~ s~nce 
it was built-particularly in per1odA of h1~h.watcr when sw1mm1n& 
in the Merced River ls orohlbited. J 

It is heartenir.~ to see that our Fark officials arP. still 
seeking public input· on this vital subject and apparently are 
ever-'llindful o!" the orinciples under which our parks should operate 
- that the purpose o~ establishing parks is to consez·ve the scenery 
and natural and historical objects and wildlife therein and to 
provide for the. enjo;ment of the same in such a manner and by such 
means as will-leave !hem unimpaired for the enjoyment of future 
generations. 

HJS/am 

Mr. Leslie P. Arnberger, Superintendent 
P. 0. Box 577-GMP 

MT. DIABLO AUDUBON SOCIETY 
P. 0. BOX 53 

WALNUT CREEK, CALIFORNIA 94597 

January 9, 1979 

Yosemite National Park, California 953B9 

Re: Draft General Management Plan 

Dear ~r. Arnberger: 

My name is Kent Fickett, and I am writing to you as a representative of 
the 1000 member Mount Diablo Audubon Society. I have reviewed the Draft 
General Management Plan and summarized our comments below. These 
comments have been reviewed and approved by the general membership at a 
meeting on January 4, 1979. 

~ 

We submit to you = t.a.t.al .s.UPpQ.i:.t. and ~..sement. 'lf the draft manag_e
ment.J1.lan for YQ.S.f!:lite.~ a..i:.Jr. and its 12eneral goal "not to .~~"frJe 
the kinds of activities people have been enjoying there, but 1ather to 
improve the quality of their experiences by rectifying an overzea 1 o~s 

1 attempt to civilize the park". We strongly urge a trend in the future, 
towards Alternative Two, "emphasizing backco~ntry exyeriences and 
providing only a minimal amount of commercial services." 

We realize the costs and the problems involved in changes of the magni-
2 tude we suggest. But we feel a Natural Resource of this significance 

need not be solo to the general public by commercial interests, nor 
driven to in the private car. Even at Disneyland, the public parks 
outside the park and is shuttled into the area of interest. 

COMMENTS 

3 We totally support and further w:ge <!fforts to remove commerchl 
foterest.s (bUY. out t~C(\ nr ~hilt. tlle.i.r pr.Dill arona •. and •:Q r.eQo.ve al 
.Pr::iv•t.e vehicl.e traffic from t.!Je Valley. As with any of the propos~d 
changes, exception~! P.fforts should be made to cater to the needs of t1e 
handicapped, the elderly and the young. It is, after all, everyone's 
park. 

Summary 

In summary, we endorse the draft pl an and urge a genera 1 effort to 
continue to decrease commercial interests. We support complete removal 
of private car use in the Valley and the use of a shuttle bus or train 
system designed for use by all people. We realize the economic concerns 
of the MCA Corporation, but their interests cannot stand in the way of 
progress. The American public is becoming more in tune with nature and 
increasingly aware of man's impacts on it. Unless we move forward with 
your efforts to maximize the natural experience at Yosemite ~. 
millions of future visitors could go away with a limited natural 
experience and education about the tlatural History and beauty that make 
Yosemite one of the wonders of the world. 

We thank you for this opportunity to comment, and look forward to 
reviewing the revised GMP and EIS when they are issued. 

cc: Ceci 1 B. Andrus 
Senator Allen Cranston 
Senator S. I. Hayakawa 
Congressman George Miller 
Richard Martyr 
Bruce Moorad 

P;fp;;r 
/--;:_!:{ L. FICKETT 

Vice President, Conservation 
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RESPONSES 

The revised plan retains the pools. 

RESPONSES 

MT. DIABLO AUDUBON SOCIETY 

Although the GMP propo,,es a substantial increase in the park's 
wilderness recommendation, other changes described in alternative 
two were not selected. It was determined that the level of public 
use permitted by the GMP proposal can be sustained without 
unacceptable adverse impact. 

A goal of the GMP is removal of the private car from all of 
Yosemite Valley. The National Park Service will actively search for 
ways to reduce and eventually eliminate the number and impact of 
cars in Yosemite Valley. 

RESPONSES 

3 The GMP proposes that a private concession continue to 
provide commercial visitor . services. The concessioner-related 
proposals remain as part of the GMP. The exact method to be used 
to implement these proposals will be determined after discusions and 
negotiations between the concessioner and the National Park 
Service. Comments that have been received regarding this matter 
will be considered at that time. 
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COMMENTS 

NAPA - SC'l_-4NO 

AUDUBCN SOCIJ;TY 

Superintendent 
P.O. Box 577 G:-!P 
Yose:nite National Park, CA 95389 

Dear Sir: 

1962 ninchester Street 
Fairfield, CA 94533 
November 15, 1978 

At its November meeting, the Napa-Sola.'10 Audubon Society voted to_'!Jl.!!: 
port the Draf.t,__Q~11eral J'.anage;:ient Plan for Yose::dte National fark in 
its gene!"al outli.~e-s-:- --:;,ie--·~si6~endarse measpres ajrnecL.a.r.-da
urban1 zing Vose.:njte V2J:ley. 

In addition, "" wish to thank the llational Park Service for giving so 
much opportunity for public input in formulating tile plan. 

LLW~ub 

COMMENTS 

Sincerely, 

ff:r/:2#~ 
Lloyd L. Wells, 
President 

STATn!ENT OF 
T. rESTRY JARVIS 

NATI0NA!... PARKS M:D CONSER'.'ATION ASSOCIATION 

ON THE 
DRAFT GENERAL MANAGH'.SNT PLAN 

FOR 
YOSEMITE NATIONAL PARK 

CALIFORNIA 

November 27, 1978 

I am T. Destry Jarvis representing the National Parks and 
Conservation Associaticn located at 1701 18th St., N.W., Washingtcn, 
D.C. 20009. The :lational Parks and Ccnser•:ation Asscciation, one 
of the r.ation's major enviro!1ment.;il organizations, was four.dej in 
1919 by Stephen T. Mather, first director of the National Park 
Service, as a citizens organization to help preserve and defend 
the national ?ark system. The sixty-year history of the Assc=iation 
is intricatelv intertwined with that of Yosemite National Park. 
We sir.cerely ap~re=iate the opportunity which these hearings 
provide to pr~sent our views on the Draft General Manage~ent ?lan 
for the next fifteen years in the future of Yosemite National Park. 

I. IHTR'JDUC'.!'IO:: 

The proble~s which beset Yosemite to:lay are not uniqu~. 
Overcrow:ling is nc:·1 a ::-.ajor problem in ~any naticnal parks. The 
Park Service is faced "'ith a tremendous task as it at.tem:its t'.) 
offer a rewarding park expe~ience to an ever-increasing ~u~ber· of 
visitors, while at the same ti~e preserving the natural beauty of 
the parks and keeping carnage to the ecosystem to a minim·Jm. :t 
is now apparent that if the oark svstem is to continue to han~le 
such a high r.umber of isitors Nithout ?lacing drastic restri=tior.3 
on park use, rhen it w 11 be necessary ":o reduce the impact U?On 
the park of each indiv dual visitor. In particular, this ~ea~s 
limiting facilities an services within the parks, and especially 
restricting the use of the private automobile. 

COMMENTS 

In m~st areas of the national park syste~, the carrying ca?acity 
for people has not yet been reached, wh:le this capacity is o:ten 
excee~ed wh~r~ pri~ate autom0biles, r~c~eational vehicles, ~n~ 
their essential St.:?P'Jr": facili ti"s are ~llowec!, 'JP.CA .:::.a::..t:e.:ds 
th.:it t-o :_ol·1~ tt.~ :;rsb:-:?ms. caused ~ m.o.i.;...nticg ·1isitcr ~rDSS'Jres 
·rt :-::11 : ... ,p ~~~-~_s_:; __ •1..!'Y t-:_ relcc.ate .most. ·1:_s.i_t_y_r:-_.:is~')ciat~d fa-:i2.i1:ie3 
-t~ ~ear.L:J ar~.a.s '1u:.3ide t.h.~ nnr:V:s. r·:;in:1 of our n.31:i6ti:ir parK·::. lTe 
wit~in r~lati·1cly ·1nGe~tled ~ountry, an~ ~l~ost all ar~ surro~n~~d 
by larg~ ar~as cf pubJic lan1s. Visitor facilities on these lands, 
or on nc~rby ~ri~ate lanrlc·, rather than witt1in the parks, which 
are by rl~finiticn ar~as of o~tstanding ~atural be~uty or with 
unuo;;u;;il ri?tUr-3.l fe..:itur~s, wo11l<l be more approp!"iate. 

1 !n those areas where traffic congestion is a ~ajor proble~, 
such as the entirety of Yosemite Valle,·, and 1,;he!'e an excessive 
num1'er of cars is adve~selv affe.::ting visit:-rs' en~oy-:ter.t of the 
park, .. priyate aut0::tci~i:e traffi..: shoult'! be ;.~e~ t\· :-µblic 
transoor'ta"!:icn svste:-:ls. ?rj ''Mte cars \,·~uld tr.en be C.'1m:-letely 
l5anr.ed from these areas or ~1i~ :-arR'~-~--: .s...:l -=~ W..:).U.:..d '('e.;rt:>ational 
vehicles. nnC aui:o:-no~I:e ca~orng. \\"hi:e the F.lr:...: Service has 
already tegur. to r.;ove "In 'f!"i'is "directior. in Yosemite Val:ey, and 
although the current draft plan contint.:es in t~is c!irec~ion, the 
~ace is far too slow. The private autc~obile should ~e banned now, 
at least during the peak_ visitor seas or. of ~!ay thrcug~ September. 

2 For the convenience of the visitors. the ex'.)ar.sion of the free 
sh.u:t.tle. hus system_ tl':rc-..ighout Ycsemi te '/~llev as weTI 3.S the 

-BadgeP-i'ass.r.Glacier ..?oin:t Read. is needed ;·1r..?rolie:1 v1si tor access 
into Yosemite Park wou:d be provided t~rough establis~ment of a 
longer-line b~s system from peripheral staging areas prcviding 
regional recreation information, reservations, and au~cr.obile 
parking in such sites as Merced, Maripcsa, Oak~urst, ?ish Camp, 
or El Portal.. Visitors would be required to park their cars at 
these peripheral staging areas and proceed into the park on public 
transportation, exce?t for trans-Sierra traffic on the Tioga Road. 

As NPCA has previously asserted, the key to the future restoration 
and preservation of Yosemite National ?ark lies in the type of 
transportation-circulation system which is adc?ted an~ fully 
implemented. All aspects cf park operations, ::iut par~icularly 
resource management and visitor use, are tied to the ~anagement 
decisions made regarcing transportation. Tc a·1oid al:o.,ing 
Yosemite National Pa .. -k to become just another recreat~onal resol't
type tourist trap' ·~areful a_t:t.e.nti= ~ b.e md to the park's 
carrvin~ capacity. Since the demand for servi=es within tne 
park already appears to exceed the capacity of tr.e p~!'k to meet 
this demand while preserving the park's natura: values, a forceful 
decision must be made to direct the develpp~en~ and services which 
are unacceptable within the park to sites outs~de its boundaries. 

1 

RESPONSES 

RESPONSES 

RESPONSES 

NATIONAL PARKS AND CONSERVATION ASSOCIATION 
T. Destry Jarvis 

Reduction of automobile congestion is a primary GMP goal. 
Practical methods to accomplish this goal will be explored and 
implemented as soon as possible. 

2 A free shuttle bus system, on an as-needed basis, has been 
initiated between Yosemite Valley and Badger Pass and between 
Wawona and Badger Pass in the winter. 

A shuttle bus system to Glacier Point, through the use of existing 
or planned parking areas, is possible under the GMP. If shuttle 
buses seem desirable in the future, they will be used. The GMP 
proposes that a public transportation system from outlying areas to 
the park be instituted to replace public access by automobiles. 



..... 
U1 
<.O 

COMMENlS 

II. REGIONAL RECREATIONAL PLAN!lnlG 

Looking at the national park system general:y, our national parks 
are no longer remote and nearly inaccessible to the public as they 
were in an earlier day. !t is no lo~gE~ necessary , and has beconc 
highly undesira~le, to focus visitor accor.~oda~icns and :acilities 
within the parks the~selves. As the sharp rise in park visitation 
shows, our modern highwav svstem is bringing cars and people into 
our national parks in 0·1erwhelming nu;:it.ers. 

The visiting public is well aware of this d:.le:nr.la, and large 
numh'!rs of th~m .cor:-:e awav tiisillusioned when t1-.ey e:-lccun~er crowds 
and cars instead of the ~erenity and natural beauty ttey came to 
eniov. 

The answer lies in the development and dispersion cf recreational 
facilities and accomm0tlations throughout the regi0ns surrounding 
the parks rather than in the parks themselves. Suitable forms 
of transportation could then be provided that would enable people 
to visit the parks and leave their cars behind. 

Extensive Public lands surrcund al~~st all of the units of the 
national park.system. ihey include the national forests, the 
unreserved public do~ain, the land around big reservoirs, and. 
the land held by defense agencies. 

Because many of our national parks lie in relatively unsettled 
co'-!ntry, there are ir. the regicn of the national parks large areas 
of privately owned land which are available for recreational 
development. Established communities exist in these areas of 
privately owned land which would prosper greatly by the establish~ent 
of sizable resorts to receive the visitors who are new crowding 
1'nto many of the more popular areas of our national parks and 
overtaxing their resources. 

-Gomfol'table ~ranstortation sho..!,lld be '2J:i:>~ided from such privat~ 
resorts in the yic_ini:tY Qf nationa} ;>g.rks to the _poinfi· cf inl:eres·t 
:ln the pari<s. 

Publicly developed campgrounds can ~e established in the national 
forests. Timber production is an established basic objective of the 
national forests;. it can be conducted bv ecological fcrestry methods 
which will leave the forests essentially intact for recreational and 
scenic purposes. If this is tc be done; low-speed, natural-type 
roads are needed which will. serve the purpose of limited private 
automobile recreational visitation. 

COMMENTS 

The key institution which might mark the success of such a 
protective and developmental system would be the privacely owned 
and operated vacation resort outside the public land. The Association 
conceives of sucn resorts as being rr.anaged by consortiums of local 
businesses or well-staffed, well-financed recreation corporations 
capable of joining together in such manner as to receive a single 
transportation concession from the National Park Service. 

In many cases the peripheral resorts might be year-round, self
sustaining operations, but in cases where they had high overhead 
as a result of seasonal operations, they would be aided by the 
transportation concession. Concessions for the operation of 
resorts outside the ~ar~s. coupled with transportation concessions, 
as noted later, would gradually take the place of concessions for 
the operation of facilities within the parks. 

The outside resorts could C?ntain all the luxury facilitiA~ 
wh!"cn many trans<:ont'Inr?ntal travelers tnTnk t.ney need--cc:nfortable 
quarters, swimming po0ls, cocktail lounges, golf courses, perhaps 
horseback~riding establishments. 

It woul1 be essential that the private enterprises brought into 
putlic ser·1ice in this r.-,anner b°' req•1ired to plan their c;ierations 
to avoi1 honky-tonk r.~velopm~nt. By v~rtue-of its power over the 
transportation c0ncessi~n, tl1~ Park Service its~lf could exercise 
substantial control 0·1er such planning. UPCA advocates a;iplication 
of this approach to the problems at Yo~emite Park today. 

III. THE NPS FLAN 

While the Draft General Management Plan appears tc reccgn:ze that 
park res~urces are in~eed being adversely af fe:ted by c~rren~ 
levels o~ development and use within the park, particular!v within 
~csemite 1alley, the ;reposed solutions recommen~ed in ~he p:an 
and discussed in the accompanying draft envircnm:ntal statement, 
appear to NPCA to be only a bandaid solution where major surgery 

3 is needed. Al t'.lough the plan proposes reducti::m ir. i:se le·1e:s iri 
Yosemite Valley, both jevelcpment and use are increased in c~her ~ey 
locations outside the Valley. In fact, both overnight use and 
day use would be increased throughout the park by the ct:rrer.t ?lan. 
Al though the plan's modest proposals for r~sha;iir:g ::tanage!:-.en~ :o.ove 
toward reduced pressures, the needed che~e.s -~1: c~i:.a c!lc-.:r -::co 
s1nwlv. In this sense, the changes in the par~ ;rc?cse~ by ~~~s 
plan ~ay be ccm?ared with the geologic history of the area, ;iarti:
ularly the .changes wrought in the glacial period which toci< 
thousands of years. 

COMMENTS 
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A. Appropriate Activities 

.NP.CA SUJ2port" the R.la.n.' ~ p~oposa·l to rem'.Jve recreat~l 
.facilities .T.-:i i:h .. no ~elat:i nn t:o ?ar~ ·l""P~ou!"'r:ss ~;-.:>!"". ~-~ ·: a_:..lev. 
It is curious however, that recrea~ional fa=i:ities ~~t~ ~~ 
relation to park resources are to be allowed t'.J re~ain :n o~her 
locations. In particular, .the .swilRill-ing .poC..:.. .=:-.c t:-,"'~~ ~~e 
at Wawona and "!'he Fadger Pass ski faci li tv .,eem '.">a:-ti::u:arl:: 
·111?.pp.ropriate and t~tal.ly unrelatAd to J?ark r~sc·~r:e'. s::nce 
these areas are also within the ·!:lounaar~e:; ::i~ ~l":·~ :a:-:<: an:: 
therefore subject to all of the same policies, cir~ctives, 
regulations, and statutes applicable in Yosemite Val:ey, ~hese 
facilities should also be removed. 

The decision to preclude snowmobiling from within the 
boundaries o: the perk is highly commendable and has :;P~A' s 
full support. However, the continued launchicg of han~-g:i~ers 
fr'llt .G.l.a.ci<>r Poir.t, one of the rr.ost spectact:lar vis~ ~·o ::.e 
found anywhe:-·e in the national park system, is i:ie:-:p:ic~b:e anC 
unj'-1Stifiable. Aop!'ooriate areas for hang-gli=i:-:.g us~ ~:i...:·..:.::. 
be found outside •lcsenitte Nation·ift Pa'?'~. 

B. Visitor ~se Levels, Congestion and Urbanization 

While NPCA is in full agreement that it is :urrently ucneces
sary to limit the numbers of people entering che perk, .,,.e also 
ar~ fully a~are it.is.nec"ssary t~ carefully c?~t~=l the use o! 
private veh1~les ~l~hin the park in order to el1~1~at~ cur~e~t 
congestion problem~. Although the p~an's p:-o~?sal tc reduce 
the level of urbanization in Ycsemit·:> 'Jane·: {"!!"! 1r."':!: C:"."::.: 
term~d the ''1;ncon~~~tional aonvP~tion cenre:-") h~s o~~ c~r?!~te 
endor=~!':lcnt. the rt::~:Jct"i:on i::; to-:> sr.ia-ll.. 'r.".e ·1r:)a:.i::~d ~~~c~~r 
of Yos~mit~ IJ,3lle·1 C')uld ~e virtuallv elimir.at~d b·: :·1-=-~~e!" 
reductions in str•1ctures and parking. coupler. with ~el:cati0n 
of these facilities to El Portal or elsewhere at tte ?eri~he~y 
of the park . 

4 
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RESPONSES 

RESPONSES 

The GMP proposes changes, particularly in Yosemite Valley, 
Tuolumne Meadows, and Mariposa Grove, that will reduce the 
amount of development within the prime resource areas of the park. 

RESPONSES 

The golf course, tennis courts, and swimming pool at Wawona 
complement the historic resort character and do not unreasonably 
intrude upon the other natural and cultural values there. The 
revised plan al'o retains tl1e pools in the Valley and allows for 
ice-skating to be provided for with a removable rink. 

The Badger Pass ski area provides winter recreation and enjoyment 
in the park. The ski area is isolated and does not detract from 
enjoyment by other park visilors the year around. 

Hang-gliding does not result in adverse environmental impact. 
However, this activity is strictly controlled to prevent interference 
with enjoyment of the park by other visitors. If hang-gliding 
conflicts with the experiences of other visitors or causes. adverse 
Impacts, the activity will be prohibited. 

The revised GMP proposes removal of most buildings presently 
used for administrative or maintenance purposes. Only those 
support facilities essential to serve the day-to-day operation of 
Yosemite Valley will remain. The plan proposes relocation of about 
2,000 residents from the Valley to El Portal, Wawona, and nearby 
communities. 
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COMMENTS 

C. Wilderness 

NPCA fullv sur-oo::'ts the re·Jise wilderness recc:=endation 
covering 666 .• 915. ~c'!"es, t~·i-:~ 4 ,:1 cc!"lsidered as ~::>tential 
wilderness a .. iJit.:.:ir!s. In p3.rTicu ar~ v-·e .stro.::g:y '2nSorse t:-.e 
inclusion of" the .c~ti!:.~n O:j Ticga Road corri .. !o!· 2:.:: ·,.:il~_~:·~ess 
at t:"'le carl.i~s:: .:~~ .. 1rtun:t·_:. l;-. z..JQ.~ti,-:i:-:.~ :t~:::.:e::! t.:il.:'.e!·nes 

· s~o-.J!:d . .:o~e :~igh: ;..:,;:' tv ::~H; r.~aC$_.i_;!es, ~artiC'..!la.r:::, al::>r15 ·t!"le 
Tioga Roa~. A w~je~ c~rritJr is u~necessa1·y an~ c~n~li=ts 
with recent Ad~inistraticn and C~ngressicnal ?olicy. s~all 
exclusions could be made fer the developed, walk-i~ cam?gro~nds. 

D. Concessions 

8 Jgeal_l,y t'.le National Far:.: Servi::e should ourc'.lase, 1o:it'.l 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

~pprcpriated f::nCs, ·tne ::-=>sses·sc!~y· 1P:-~e-re·s1· .. o:---::le c·..:rr-=n"': ;ark 
4<'.::o·:ic·es-~~~:~·!"' a~ --:-.;: ~l~~~ ·.oz~:n"'"':un.ity. Visi~or acco::ir.!cdc.tions 
a~~ ·s'erVtCes sh.ot.:.!.d then be pro·:iCed Under a ::ia:--.ag~~en't C~!l~!"'act 
with no furt'.ler gra~ting of possessory interest. ~ven if 
complete purchase is not ir.~ediate:y possible, ~~=~ssioner 
facilities whjr.h ;nav be rel:>ce.te::i t.o t-he El Pcr-:3.l a:::ninist!"3.tive 
SJ te uiider c·.irte~t :i1.a."!1. ~CY:iOsals should be pa1C: :·:"!" ~ .:-i:~d·s 
appropriated to the.Nati~al.Park Service rather th:n allowir.g 
an additional possessory in~erest of $27-30 million. 

E. Inholdings 

NPCA continues to suppor~_the timely pu~-~ i-~-1~;~~s 
Qf .pr.i~ la.n;..s within the bcun.jaries of the park a:-.d ":he return 
of these sites to natural cor.ditions for general ;~rk p~r;oscs. 
Purchase of homes of veer-round residents should l:• u~der:aken 
with utmost sensiti·:ity to :i·u::iar. rights and with t:~e customary 
retention of use and occupancy 1o:here desired. Eig~est priority 
should !)e given to the preventic~ and elimina:icn :f inco::-,;:iatible 
uses, with seccnd priority going to properties ~~i=h are 
currently unC.e·:eloped. 'hi th regard to the ;:ircpcse: l:oundary 
changes, NPCA fully sup;:icrts the proposed 591 acre Crocker 
Ridge addi tian to provide iurisdiction of the Par:< S"?rvice over 
the Big Oak Flat ~cad inside the park boundary. 

COMMENTS 

F. Transportation 

Since both the impacts of aut~mo~i!es within th~ pnrk and 
the proclivity of individ~Jal visitors to drive t~e~ ~~e~eeve~ 
permitted ar" obvious. th" ?"lrk :e,,vice shoulc l:'.>lC:l:• ~Q;'.)~<' 
tc.~.Jl .c4clus;.ou .cf -;::i:.t:l~~ ~u·.;~~r:;:.:it:d. .. ~ ...':.:::.:.;:. .Y~s...:;.:ii:~ ·:a: 1.a.y ·Jpon 
establi;hmen~ of ~n ad~q11~t~ visitcr trartsportat~o~ sys:e~ f~r 
circulation within t~e park. Tl1~ ?lan's proposal :~ ''e~cntu~lly 
exclude at1to~obiles fr0m Yo3~~it~ Valley when it is e~ono~ic~lly 
f~~nible ~nd when ttlternati~C me~h01S Of pt1blic ~r~nS?Ortati~n 
are acc~ptabl.e'' is an unnecessarily cautious a?p~ca=h tcward 
i•csolution of the cur-r~nt si::verc problem. If as t:-.~ ;>lan st-9.tes, 
''increasing autom~bile traffic i3 the gr~atcst t~reat tn the 
natural and scenic qualities" then more decisive action is 
required. 

\\hile the ;:>rorosal to e:imin.ote 1900 day-parkir:g :;paces in 
. the eastern· t1o:o-thirds of -:he Valley is col':'.:nendab:e, t:b.e ;ir~~.;_al 
to const':'uc~ a. ne\·I 700-.c.a.r. ;:><1rk.::.ng.ar~ .. a.t. I.a..f.t. "L:?. .• ? .. t.ill 1cel: · 

.. t.1ithl.n. the Va:le:,~ •. ;.;; l.U'.ilcc_el:'-.:al:-le. Instead, the lrl day-c:se 
spaces that woulG remain i:1 t·:1e V.=i.!ley ·.-.b.a.~ld be rea::-portioi:~d 
.-to ~:ie so-called ''.e~pe_r:-i:;i~~-t.al_" st.;igj.ng_ are.:is ·at· l.'"!" ?6rtal, 
e!"'ar.e ?la1', -~nil. the. South ontran.:~. These enTa.rge:l- ~arkTng 
areas would serve both day use end overnight visitors to the 
Valley. F~a.:p.:ent se':'v.ic,;o on '=fl" ;::.;i::k shuttle 'ms .s~·stem 
·~uld .~e .P:r..Qv:.deC. fer bo:-h dav t.:s~ . .a.c..d vve.r.~ "'·is:..to~s to 
!.he. 1~1.le.y. In a~d:. tIOn, :::aflcta-:ory bus service wc·...tl;.:! be prcvi.:!ed 
for visitors to Glacier Point a~d -:he Mariposa Greve, while 
optional bus service would be available to visitors ~ishing to 
enter the high country along the Tioga Road. As a J.!'.ajor trans
Sierra highway, the Tioga Road ~ould remain open to ~rivate 
automobiles for the foreseeable future, al though p.rking alcng 
the road would be limited and a careful check kept o~ space 
availability, to ?ersuade visitors to use the optional bus 
service. 

In addition to an expanc!ed internal circulation s::stem, 
public transit access to Ycsemite should be provided from 
staging areas alc:ig major routes to 'the park. In ;ia:::ticular, 
such locations as Modesto, Merced, Mariposa, Oakhurs":, Fish 
Camp or El Portal on the west side of the park and Lee Vini~g 
on the east side of the park should be considered as ?Ossible 
locations for these facilities. In addition to bus terminal 
and au":omobile parking, these staging areas should p!'ovide 
region:!.l rec11eationai" infor::iati<"'n ~nyering :10-e cnr·r ~Jsem::.. te a::d 
Sequoia.-.Kings. Can;.r.on aa.ti.Qr.al Parks, but cc::iplete :n:':5rm'1~ 
on recreational. n;;p_Qx .. tJ.ini t:es 111 s-.:rrouM-i-n-g -~-er: forests 
and on private lands in the vicinity. 7he goa.J. of ti.is service 
should ·be 'to dispers, Jis"i ·fat ion in order to avoid tl:e crowcs 
and trjffic jams in losemite Valley's recent past. 

COMMENTS 

G. Overnight Use 

The proposal to reduce c·:ernight accommodations in the park,, 
particularly in Yosemite Valley, is commend"lble. :io<:ever, t:ie 
elimination of 17 5 Cil.bins. a.t Y9semi t<> Loclge and th'.!i r repl;,.c<;ment 
with s·r:: wlnte;r-ized moi:el-ty~e uni ts is not tr.e mosT de:>irable 
.i;;::i.ursc; The m0re rustic ce::.ins, offering Tnexpens:ve lcd"gir.g 
in a u~ique setting, far mere cc::ipatible with the nat:onal parY. 
expe~ience th~n a mc:el rco::i typical of any American roadsid'.!. 
These additional winterized motel units would allc~ t~e conc~s
sioner to ~zpand ~inter ope~ations to service the ~ec~eation~l 
ski developl':'.ent area in Badger Pass, an act~on which ::PCA op?oses. 

While the total increase in p"lrY. campsites (203) is modest, 
169 of these unit3 are "lutnmobile campsites in the Ma:her district 
outside Yosemite Valley "lnd along the Tioga road. On:y 30 
additional walk-in c"lmpsites are provided (the oth•r !our are 
horse cam;:isites). These new sites should be utilized by visitors' 
who walk in from numerous steps along the shuttle bus system 
route. This would mean a reduction in automobile camping and 
replacement by ccnvenient·walk-in sites accessible to bus service. 

H. Interpretation 

Regardless of how much the shuttle bus system is expanded, 
in:t.erpret.i~e .serv~ces on board ~hese buses should je provided 
b.y Nat-ieonal: f'ark ·Service ~psonnei ~ "":-'oaA ~ ~r:ces"S'tml 
employees. The existing situation with con.:ession e~;:iloyees 
attempting to pro·:ide interpretive information to visitors on 
the Valley shuttle or the Mariposa Grove tram is ~oefully 
inadequate, and in many cases the information conflicts with 
that provided by t'.le NPS personnel. Inter;iretation is such 
a fundamental service for Park Service purposes that it should 
not be turned over to the employees of private cor;iorations. 

AREA-BY-AREA ANALYSIS 

A. Yosemite ~ 

.Overall reduction in development and use of Yosemite Valley 
as proposed in the plan moves in the.direction w'.lich NPCA 
believes to be desirable for the fc:ture of the cark. However, 
.t:.he 1lla.n con.temola":es ret_entiQI\. of ":on much develo;:ment in the 
. Valley, particufar:.y-fn Yosemite .Vi::.lage anc par:<: a-;rd =nces·sion 
emolovee housing a~eas. ~ithin Yosemite Village, !"e~oijal of 
Uegnan's store; Po:fona Gift Shop; the garage and gas station; 
banking, barber, l:eauty service and rental car facilities, 
has long been desirable and has NPCA's full endorse:nent. 

RESPONSES 

7 The wild~rness proposal has been changed in the revised plan. 
The new rcccmmendation proposes designation of 666, 125 acres to 
wilderness and 5, 131 acres to polential wilderness. 

By designating wilderness along roadsides it would not be possible, 
without congressional action, to correct environmental problems, 
maintain roadsides, or relocate or adjust parking lots for 
backcountry users. Further, the land adjacent to highways is not 
of wilderness character and does not provide a wilderness 
experience to users. 

8 The action s required to implement the concession-related 
proposals wi 11 be the subject of negotiation between the National 
Park Service and concessioner. Comments that have been received 
regarding this matter will be considered. 

9 The proposed Crocker Ridge addition has been revised to 

10 

11 

reduce the amount of land (253 acres) that will be transferred to 
direct NPS administration. The Park Service will have jurisdiction 
over the Big Oak Flat Road, and the remaining land will remain 
under Forest Service control with scenic easements to protect visual 
quality. 

RESPONSES 

10. Most of these recommendations are now part of the GMP. 
Development of a transportation system to totally remove cars from 
the Valley is an objective. The Taft Toe parking area is no longer 
proposed. 

Optional bus service along the Tioga Road already exists and will 
be maintained. There is mandatory shuttle bus service to Mariposa 
Grove during the peak use season, and the GMP proposes that the 
service be expanded. If mandatory shuttle bus service to Glacier 
Point is warranted in the future, this service may be provided. 

The park has recently requested that funds be programmed to 
evaluate the feasibility of public transportation service from major 
cities in California and from the park's gateway communities. 

The development of regional recreational information stations is 
proposed, and these stations will be appropriately located in the 
facilities described. 

· RESPONSES 
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The accommodations proposed for removal are either in 
1 .1vironmental hazard areas or they are causing environmental 
damage. These facilities are now proposed to be replaced with 
moderate-cost units compatible with the values of Yosemite Valley. 
The proposed winterized accommodations respond to changing use 
patterns of increasing visitation in the fall, winter, and spring. 

Sufficient flexibility exists to permit conversion of automobile 
campsites to walk-in campsites. The horse camp previously 
proposed for the Gaylor Creek area is no longer proposed for that 
area, and a smaller horse camp is now proposed in conjunction with 
the government and concessioner horse operations at Tuolumne. 

Efforts will be made to place NPS interpreters on buses. 

The plan has been changed to remove significantly more 
administrative and residential facilities . 

' 
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COMMENTS 

Retention of residential areas within Yosemite Valley acccmmo
dating over 2,000 seasonal residents and 1400 winter residents 
is excessive, Both NPS and concession employees shculd be 
resettled in the t: Po_r(a,l_ admhiTsf;:ative S"!'tll wtth ar.."S9' access 
tv tlie Valley provided on the shuc:tle c"us system. :<etention 
and redesign of the principal Village mall structures for 
visitor interpretation and Valley administrative fa~ilities is 
desirable, whereas retention of the Awahnee rowhouses, the 
concessioner warehouse, and other extensive housing areas is 
undesirable. Rather than_ a major urban center, the Village 
;l.cea ~hould oro·:idi: adeauate inter::i·retdt'ion a:id i:-:fc:-mo.tion for 
ll.:i-.s.lts;,r.s .... m.:i.W_mAl_e;;zeri:tial _yi_s_~ tb~:· se"rvice!; ;---anci 21eas ing ... -
surroundings els~w~~re in the vicinity. 

While retention ~f the principal Yosemite Lodge :acilities 
in their present location is acceptable, and while ~e fully 
support rer,,,,val 0f ~he swi1:>ming pool, removal of al: the 1°75 
":tm-1-cos-~ cabins an•.: replace::m~n·t with more expensi ·1e mote 1 
uni ts ( 80 lodge rcc::-.s) is undesi r'lble. Inst'.!ad, :JP':A recommends 
removal of the 91 cabin units adjacent to the Merce:: River 
coupled with rehabilitation of the 84 cabin units mere centrally 
located within the :odge area. No new lodge-type units should 
b-:: _constructed, unl'.!ss at the El Portal sTte Ot" ·elsE·,..h·ere algng 
ffie"""park' s __ Pe_rj phe·~-:r. _____ _ 

NPCA fully su;-pcrts the proposed redesign of t~.e Camp Curry 
area and in partO.cular, 11e 'i~tl t:er.iODU. o.:. t!le ici! skating 
rink .'!n:! SWi77:nins .. rool. l)cm1·"'.3.l Q! -t~__nt ..S..i:.t.e.s. ~!'C'.lCh.i n~ Uf',"')n 
·t~e 1"'nnks oC the '~0:--Ceci :\ive~ an~ .. thc.se ca~ir.s in t:f'.-2 rock fall 
::one l"s t:'ar·cic'-'li:r)v des~rable·. The gO"al of re.Ju~ea· Jens1ty in 
·thi"S" 'l'ieavily used area is particularly appropriate. 

-Re-tent ion .of t:he his.tari.c Awahne.e -Hotel ccu..Fle::: 1o:O. th re!l'.oval 
of .the golf 2ourse_. tennis =ur.ts. and swi~mw.ocol has 'NPt".A..'s 
·.....:!Qr.se.o.ent. 

B. El Portal 

NPCA fully supports utilization of the El Portal administrative 
site for the principal park headquarters, residential and 
cor.u:iercial area, since this is the purpose for ~h:ch it was 
included within the park purchase authority. Cou.led with NPCA's 
other recommendation for removal of additional =acilO.ties fron 
Yosemite Vallev to El Portal and establishr,,ent of an expanded 
parking and visitor staging areas for service to Yosemite Valley, 
El ?ortal can inceed become a model,. park gatewa:: '"'r..:'.luni ty. 
Once this ma5or task is accomplished, this co::im~nity could serve 
as the principal example for the establish!:'.ent of other such 
areas adjacent to units of the national park system. 

COMMENTS 

C. Glacier Point Road 

17 As previously stated, m -s~ rec;9~'1\,l!!en<!s .c.Q.:;tlete removal 
~ ~ E.a.s.s. d"·,m:i_ill ski f<J.c;tl,i_tj.es. fhis recreational 
facility has no relation to. park purposes and is inappropriate 
in one of the great primeval national parks. I: di!mand warrants, 
the lodge itself could be retained for use by cross-country 
skiers and other ?ark visitors engaged in winter park activities. 
NPCA recommends that during the peak visitor seascn of the 
summer, access to Glacier Point facilities and over:ook be 
provided by bus service from the peripheral stagin; areas of 
Crane olat, El Portal, and the South Entrance. N?:A fully 
_Sµl<J)or.;.s -t;!:)e r!"_mo·1al 0J . .:r.ili ~;,l~ and fast foor s~,,,·:ice "facili
·tie& .. IO«>mo the ~l~r .E_oint area, sTnc~ these serv:ci;s can be 
provided at the Badger Pass lodge or in the Valley. 

D. Wawona 

18 While NPCA fully supports retention and even mo~est expansion 
of the Wawona l!otel, WP. r-a=_: .<.:.11-iorse ~eten"tin_n_ r:: -:he swimming 
.pGQJ. .a.-.d ;i;a.l.f C')U!"Se. The ;iool and golf co•1rse are t~tally 
unrelated to park purposes and thus inappro?riate :or a national 
park. Constrijcti~n ')f a 200-site campgrcund in section 35 
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once these oroperties are ;,cquired als0 has NPCA's endorsement. 

E. ~lariposa Grove 

NPCA is particularly pleased with the plan's proposals fer 
the ~!ariFoSa Grove including removal of the HO-ca!' ;:-ar'.<:ing 
area and gift shcp within the Grove's ~oundary, while pro\·icing 
parking and connecting tram tus service fro:n a locatO.on near 
the south entrance or Wawona areas. Park Sarvic~ aerscnnel should 
provide interpretive services throughout the ~!ariposa Grove, 
particularly aboard the tram. 

F. Tioga Road 

While the Tioga Road is and will continue to be fer the 
foreseeable future a major trans-Sierra highway, N?CA has fer 
a nunber of years been concerned that increasing the deve:opi!d 
facilities along this road could produce the sort of unsightly 
strip development so common in other parts of the ~ountry 
unless carefully planned and l~ndscaped. With regard t:: the 
current plan, we are particularly concerned that the em?hasis 
seems to ~e on development of new auto camps along the :ic;a 
Road. We rer.nl'l'.mend .. instead the expansion of 1o:alk-in ::a::-.psi tes 
alol"~ the road with ar_cess b_y Su.ses i..ithsfo;:s 111: t!"'a:r: l':~ 
·a·rong tne entire le'1gth of the Tioga Roa.er. · 

COMMENTS 
G. Tuolumne Meadows 

Tuolumne Meadows, second only to Yosemite Valley in its 
uniqueness and perhaps even more sensitve to develcpment, should 
be viewed with even greater concern than shewn in the prop~sed 
plan. While the proposal to withdraw facilities ir:tr·Jding ir. 
the Meadows into surrounding lodgepole p~ne fc~est~ is cesirable, 
a concern for the pressures on the Meadows remains. :lie !_evel 
of <"levelop:nen.:t: .in t.h.e Tµo.lumne .Meadows -~ .. soo\W.(' .be. . .s.cali!a 
Clo>w.n' even further and remaining facilities pulled baci< fro::.. 
sensitive areas. 

V. CONCLUSION 

In conclusion, while our specific comments may be considered 
critical of the degree of change c~ntemplated in the Draft Ge~eral 
Management Plan, it should be clearly stated that NPCA full'l 
supports the direction in which di;velopment and use of Ycse:nite 
National Park will move upon adoption and implener:tation of the 
proposal. 

7he unprecedented degree of public involvement in the formulaticn 
of a plan for a unit of the national park systen shoulc not be 
lost with only moderate changes as the result. Ir:stea~, the Far~ 
Service should t~ke advantage of this unique opportuni~y ~o ma~e 
majcr changes in the rr.a:-lag~ment of this most reY.no-,1ned na":ic.nal ;>ar:-:. 
A watershed m~ment in the history has been reached, the cha!lenge 
m1Jst n0t go un:net. Certainly as never before, and perhaps never 
again, the Nation~! Park Service has the opportunity to alter 
its course of r,,anagcment radically in one of the oldest parks and 
bring it into line 1o:ith the goals of :he founding fathers of the 
national park system. Since the Yose:nite management planning 
process over the past four or five years has produced an unprececente.:! 
reshaping of Park Service policy system-wide, this opportunity 
should be used to produce a significant and long-lasting change 
in Yosemite's character and l'.!anager..en"t. If a bold apprcach is 
adopted such as we have proposed, ~e are convinced that conser
vationists and the vast majority o: Ar.:ericans throughout the 
country will stand ready to support the Service. 

We sincerely appreciate the opportunity to present these views 
at a public hearing and commend the Park Service not only for 
-this event, but for the open and responsive process they have 
utilized. 
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RESPONSES 

Centrally located cabins will now be retained. 
units will be moderate-cost accommodations. 

RESPONSES 

The new motel 

The Badger Pass ski area does not unreasonably interfere with 
other park uses, and it is enjoyed by many park visitors. It will 
be limited to the present slope and development carrying capacity. 

The facilities at Wawona complement the historic resort area 
and are not considered an unreasonable intrusion upon the natural 
and cultural features. 

The GMP proposes reduction of the number of developed areas 
along the Tioga Road; however the number of campsites in existing 
campgrounds will increase. It is anticipated that shuttle bus 
service provided along Tioga Road will increase the demand for 
walk-in sites, which will be provided as warranted. 

RESPONSES 

The GMP proposes a reduction in the present development at 
Tuolumne Meadows and consolidation of facilities away from the 
meadow. 
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THE ALTARS OF YOSEMITE 

A Statement by 
Anthony Wayne Smith 

President and Genera1 Counsel 
National Parks and Conservation Association 

on the 
Draft General ~anagement Plan 

on Yosemite National Park 
December 13, 1978 

at the city of Wasttingtcn 

I am Anthony Wayne Smith, President and General Counsel, 

National Parks and Conservation Association, with offices in 

the city of Washington. 

The NPCA will be celebrating its 60th anniversary 

throughout the coming year, havinp been founded at the behes: 

of Stephen Tyng ~ather, the first Director of the National 

Park Service on ~ay 20, 1919, to help enlarge and protect 

the System. 

Further identification of NPCA as one of the major bro2d-

purpose national conservation organizations of America is attached. 

The National Park Service Act of 1916 established the 

primary purpose.of the System as the protection of natural 

conditions in the parks. Enjoyment was to leave them unimpaired 

for present and future generations. 

Thus the primary test of the suitability of a General 

~anagement Plan must be the· protection it accords to nc.ture 

in the park. 

COMMENTS 

As a document providing for such protection, yet also 

for compatible visitation, ~he Dr'l"t General fl!anageme~:t "lan 

(DGMP) for Yosemite ts 1J vas.t improvement over pr.ev~o;;_~ plans. 

We congratulate NPS on this great forward stri.de toward 

preservation of the beauty of Yosemite Valley and Yosemite 

Park for all visitors, present and future. 

In their towering majesty, El Capitan and Half Dome rise 

as altars to natural beauty before which human beings must stand 

in reverence and awe. 

The aqueous traceries of Bridal Veil, Nevada, and Yosemite 

Falls have a magical power to still the frenetic spirit of 

modern man. 

Toward the preservation of this beauty, unimpaired by 

construction ·and traffic, the National Park Service and the 

conservation movement, indeed all Americans, bear the respon-

sibilities of a solemn trust. 

The mindless enemy of the tranquility of Yosemite, indeed 

any of the great National Parks, is the unregulated private 

automobile. Congestion, noise, accidents, pollution, pavements 

everywhere, these are the relentless foes of the human enjoyment 

of the natural environment. 

The NPCA has testified elsewhere, notably at the park 

itself and at Fresno, California, as to much of the ·micro-

planning in the DGMP. 

COMMENTS 

Suffice it now mainly that while we prai~e the ef(Qrts to 

reduce private automobile traffic in Yosemite Valley, we would 

go much farther an6 more quickly. 

pree public transit should be substituted for the private 

car everywhere in the Valley, except for tia_rdship <?r emergency 

cases. The freeing up of police., maintenance, and other costs 

would help to pay the freight. 

2 Other public transit systems, coach or rail, operated. 

under franchise, would provide access from outl.Y.ing -:ommunities 

~ as fl!ar!posa to visitor centers immediately inside park 

boundaries, from which fre·e internal public transit systems 

could carry visitors farther into the park. 

The franchises would be ~ranted by NPS to private censor-

tiums of recreational business operators in ~hP nqtly~ng 

communities. Fares would be regu1~ted ~y contract. A commit

ment would be made by NPS to reduce the amount of private auto-

mobile traffic from the community to the visitor center. The 

existing authorities of NPS, including those conferred by the 

new external transportation legislation should be adequate for 

this purpose. 

3 Facilit~ li1.t.b1D ~he oar~ should not be expanded. ~he 

o),_<2.e.r. •ahln-t;vpe accarnrnodat 1 on:; ~ he. rel:lab1 i1 ~ ated :m.g 

retained,_ 

1 

RESPONSES 

RESPONSES 

RESPONSES 

NATIONAL PARK ANO CONSERVATION ASSOCIATION 
Anthony Wayne Smith 

Removal of automobiles from Yosemite Valley is a GMP goal. 

2 The revised GMP proposes an increase in public tranoportation 
from gateway communities to the park and to Yosemite Valley. 

3 The GMP proposes removal of accommodations that are in 
environmental hazard areas or that cause esthetic intrusion. The 
revised plan proposes to reduce the loss of low-cost facilities in 
Yosemite Valley, and many rehabilitated cabins will be retained. 



COMMENTS 

4 -!the sk1 slop~ ·;hi_ch is a mechanical intr_usion and 

a -~ -a.t.t-Pa-0-ti-eR-, ~- 1e ~ ".lut; the all-weather cabins 

contemplated as new construction would then be unnecessary. 

5 We do not oppose ski resorts in proper places in the 

6 

national forests or public domain; we would encoura~e them on 

private land outside the public lands, where they might better 

prove themselves in terms of competitive economic viability. 

But the prime responsibility of NPS is the preservation of 

natural conditions, and facilities of this kind conflict with 

this responsibility. 

Against this background, also, the proposed new park~ng 

facility at Taft Toe is incongruous; it should not be built .. 

7 -~ DQMP contemplates much heavier development along the 

Tioga Road than is justified. Tioga Road should never have been 

ronstrncted .. as. ..a. t.t:an..s-Sierra highway. In mitigation of the 

damage, the wilderne~s a,..ea_§ _§.ho_yll .b.i:, ~ 'lown ~o 1;lle road

sjdes; that is a good.principle for the National Parks generally 

8 That would mean in this case, that visitors would use the 

franchise-type public transit to reach the trail bases or other 

·access points along Tioga Road. Through traffic along the road 

would be given clearance for travel, and for stopping to load 

and unload, but not for extended parking. But obviously inter

departmental agreement between Interior and Transportation would 

be necessary. 
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g The NPCA..JJas lo'lE__ ~i;l_yg_g_ated 1;'1e establishment of an inter-

10 

departmental aFency at the White House level in the federal 

government for the £rotect~on of the par~s and the dispersion 

of visitation to the other public lands, and indeed to private 

lands in outlying communities. 

The need for a government-wide protective policy for 

construction of park roads and the management of traffic on 

such roads, illustrates one type of inter-agency coordination 

needed. 

11 Another would be between the Park Service and the U.S. 

12 

Forest Service with a view ta d1spers1ng visitation into the 

_National Forests, and to establish ecological timber harvesting 

in the forests, to preserve their scenic and recreational 

quality. 

The parks cannot be protected adequately merely by 

planning within the parks themselves, however admirable, but 

only within much larger regions, comprising the National Forest~, 

the public domain, Defense Department lands, and in a cooperative 

way, state forests and parks. 

The 15-year period contemplated in the DGMP will comprise 

most of the time to the year 2000. By that time, even if we 

get our illegal immigration problem under control, our population 

will have risen by ~O million to about 265 million; where it 

may well stabilize. 
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If we do not get our illegal immigration problem under 

control, our population will have risen to at least 305 million 

by the year 2000, with no end in sight for continued expansion. 

Very few of the illegal immigrants, of course, will ever 

visit the parks, but they will add to the total population. 

Visitation is a function of many factors, but mainly total 

population. 

These figures forecast relentless pressures for overcrowding 

in the National Park System. The destructive impact will result 

not so much from the mere numbers of pe,ople who may visit the 

parks, but from the automobiles which will bring them there 

unless managed as recommended. 

True, rising costs of· motor fuel, which are inevitable, 

may mitigate the damage which will otherwise be done to the 

great scenic and natural wonders of America. At the same time, 

these mounting expenses of travel will reinforce the need for· 

efficient and comfortable public transit into the parks and 

within them. 

13 We ur~e the National Park Service to revise its Draft 

General Management Plan with a view to more vigorous protection 

of natural conditions and the reduction of traffic and construe-

tion in Yosemite National Park, and in other parks as well, 

for the enjoyment of present and future generations as requi_red 

by law. 

4 

5 

6 

RESPONSES 

Badger Pass ski area provides for winter use of a scenic park 
area and does not unreasonably interfere with other park users. 

Visitor use patterns in the park have recently changed with a 
leveling off of peak summer use and significant increases in use 
during the spring, fall, and winter. Provision of winterized 
accommodations will enable a more enjoyable park visit to the 
increasing number of visitors who come to the park during nonpeak 
periods. 

It is agreed that one of the primary purposes for the park is 
perpetuation of the natural environment. However, it has been 
determined that the relatively small size of the ski area and its 
isolated location make it acceptable, especially considering the 
amount of public benefit it provides the thousands of park visitors 
who enjoy it. 

The Taft Toe parking area is no longer proposed. 

7 The GMP proposes to remove development from fragile 
environments along the Tioga Road and to consolidate campsites to 
eliminate their impact on the natural environment. 

8 A Tioga Road shuttle bus is proposed. Extended parking is 
provided for backcountry users. The wilderness permit system 
limits backcountry use and use of parking areas along Tioga Road. 

RESPONSES 

9 I nteragency cooperation between the Park Service and the 
Forest Service already exists and has been instrumental in 
development of a regional wilderness use program. Further 
cooperation in development of facilities and provision of information 
is contemplated in the GMP. 

10 Yosemite National Park works closely with Caltrans and other 
agencies concerned with road construction and maintenance. As 
suggested, this cooperation should be strengthened. 

11 The Park Service, Forest Service, and Bureau of Land 
Management cooperate in the operation of regional visitor information 
stations. The GMP proposes expansion of this program. The park 
staff meets regularly with staff from the surrounding national 
forests in order to coordinate management practices. 

12 

13 

Constructive methods to increase inter agency 
intergovernmental cooperation will be explored and utilized. 

RESPONSES 

and 

The revised plan proposes more vigorous protection of the 
park's natural and cultural resour:es and reduction of man-made 
intrusions, especially from automobiles and development. 
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October 9, 1978 

NA10N~L 
l\CTll\!D 

TEACH1"\S 
ASSOCIATION 

Mr. Leslie P. Arnberger 
Superintendent 
P.O. Box 577-GMP 

A\,Er..l(AN 
A5S<XIATl0N 
Cf ~E11~ED 
PERSONS 

Yosemite National Park, CA 95389 

Dear Mr. Arnberger: 

I am responding to your letter of September 21, 
addressed to Mr. Bernard E. Nash., who is no longer 
with the Associations as Executive Director. You 
enclose a copy of the draft General Managenent ?lan 
for Yosemite National Park and accompanying cra:t 
Environmental Statement. We note· that you proFose 
to have a number of public meetings on the draf~ Flan 
in nine California cities. It may be that some oz 
our members will wish to be heard at that tir.:e. In 
the meantime, I should like to express a general view 
on the General Management Plan for visitors' use in 
park operations and development. 

We are familiar with the fact that increasing p'.lblic 
pressure in the use of all national parks has neces
sitated a rethinking of the Plan of Operation and 
Manage.~ent for these par~s in the interest of red~cing 
the degree of commercial usage and, in particular, the 
confusion, noise and pollution which have acco~?anied 
increasingly heavy use of the automobile by visitcrs 
to the parks. Yosemite has been no exce?tion to ~e 
development of some of these undesirable results cf 
heavy public usage. For this reason, we are ir. s,-mpathv 
with the desire, as eY.pressed by the Par~ ServI=e, ~o 
return the Park, so far as possToTe, to- iC-s o£i:;i:.al 

.pr'i$tific lO"ellnc<f!, <ori6. t:O' mak~ d visit to Yosc..,,I-:e 
an experience which the visitor will long rener..ber. 

1 It should be noted, however, that the usage which can 
be made of the Park varies in some degree with ~he 
mobility and vigor and willingness to undergo some 

2 
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Mr. Leslie P. Arnberger 
October 3, 1978 
Page Two 

hardship of those who visit the Park. We are aware 
that large areas of Yosemite have been placed by 
Congress in the wilderness category and are accessible 
only to persons who can undergo some hardship and a 
somewhat more rigorous experience. For them, the 
opportunity to travel in the unspoiled wilderness is 
enjoyable and memorable. tiot ;,11 vis_itor_:; to the P;:irk, 
however_. are able to enioy the wilderness "'.Xperien.ce. 
Our Associations represent some ll million older 
Americans over 55 years of age, most of whom are in 
relatively good health and many of whom have the time 
in their retirement to plan trips to the Park in order 
to enjoy the many opportunities· which it provides. We 
believe that they would agree with the attempt which 
your General Management Plan iS orojec.tlng to J:edu_c:e 
Elie I<=ve1 oJ~ traffic rn· tli.e. ~ and... carre&pond i og].y, 
the. na.i.s.e. .arul. p_aJ.i.u_t.i= fl:.om. si.:..c.h. 'ie..a.YY traf fie. On 
the other hand, we wish to call your attention to the 
fact that many of these older people are not able to 
carry out a vigorous program of camping or to undergo 
a level of physical activity which they might have 
enjoyed at an earlier stage in life. We are not sug
gesting that the Park Service would desire to ignore 
the needs of this older group of visitors, but we. think. 
;.t is worth a caveat to the effect that there may be a 
eoin.t oeyond whic~. :f:.he r~;\. er 5ervrce·s wciu1a 
lessen the pQss.illil.i.ty uiat. Sll.G.h older _persons could 
enjoy the wonders of Yosemite. 

I am only saying that, in developing your General 
Management Plan, it is important to take intn account 
the wide variety in <!Sle.and physical abiiity.of your 
~.11.~~sl visitors. If the Plan fs implemented with 
care for the physical capacities of your visitors 
and takes into account the fact that some are found 
to be more vigorous than others, it will be a success 
and will increase the general enjoyment of the Park's 
natural resources. 
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Mr. Leslie P. Arnberger 
October 3, 1978 
Page Three 

We appreciate the opportunity to comment on your 
Plan and believe that, if it is applied with 
sensitivity to the widely varying needs of your 
visitors, it will be approved and supported by 
them. Any Plan which must serve as many people 
as this one must be flexible and must be desig~ed 
to fit many levels of need. 

Sincerely, 

,/. -_,, L 
<'.-0--<. 7. ~- L / . -~ 

Cyril F. Brickfield 
Executive Director 

1 

2 

RESPONSES 

NATIONAL RETIRED TEACHERS ASSOCIATION 
American Association of Retired Persons 

The wilderness area of the park is well used by retired 
persons. Much of the area proposed for wilderness designation is 
enjoyable from park roads and scenic overlooks. 

RESPONSES 

The GMP recognizes the need to provide for use of the park 
by senior citizens. The GMP has been strengthened in this regard. 
Yosemite Nationai Park has an active ongoing program to improve 
access for special populations. Such a concern will be a keystone 
in further planning and design during implementation stages. 

RESPONSES 
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February 7, 1979 

Mr. Leslie P. Arnberger, Superintendent 
P.O. Box 577-GMP 
Yosemite National Park, Ca. 95389 

Pacific Td:iphon9 
~WattAvenue 
8-amenlo, Callromla 95821 

We have revie; ·~d your draft of the Yosemite National Park General Mana!)ement 
Plan and conciude that implementation of this plan as proposed, will have a 
significant ir.'pact on Pacific Telephone Company operations in the Park. 

Our present nlant has not been designed to incorporate changes that :nay be 
required to ?rovide service in accordance with the General ~~anagement Plan. 
It appears ;:e will have excess facilities in one area and could be short in 
another. !1 recent years ~1e have ir.iproved our o••tside plant facilities witl1in 
the Park and are planning no basic changes. In areas where demands for service 
have incre:ised beyond previous forecasts, our ability to serve. may be impaired 
by limitations as identified in the General· Plan. 

Since information in the General Manaqernent Plan 1s not sufficiently de·,ailed 
. to provide a complete analysis of the. ir.mact·on Pacific Company operations, 

we hope that we can arrange a meeting ~1ith your planners to discuss this further. 

Attached is a memorandum containing cof:'l?lents relating to items in the General 
Plan and their impact upon Pacific Company. Mr. c. T. Haglund is responsible 
for Pacific Company plannin9 in your area and would be pleased to hear from 
yo~. His telephone number is Area Code 916 - 482-3083. 

?1-:;?:2ey 
Jo1str1ct Engine - Exchange Planning 

VMD:bw 

Attachment 

COMMENTS 

.YOSIJIITE [XCW\!lGf: 

Sacramento, February 2, 1979 

·~IElolOr.A:JDUH: 

Co:nments·on the draft dated Au')ust 1973 General Management Plan.Yosemite. 
llat1onal Park. 

llACKG~OUNO 

. Yosemite Hational Park is now served with three wire centers. Our largest 
and Main center is located in th'! Yosemite Villa~e area. This center serves 

·some residencr. custo1;1ers, sma 11 businesses and b:o major PBX customers .• the 
.National Park Headquarters and the Concessioner Headquarters. 

Two other sm.iller centers serving mostly' tourist oriented demands are located 
at llawona and El Porta 1. 

All incoming and outgoing toll traffic enters the Park at our main center via 
radio circuits from Merced and are connected· to Wationa and El Portal throu~h 
a toll cable. 

·~ 

Within recent years we· have improved our basic outside plant facilities in the 
Park and at present are planning r.o changes. Increased demands for service 
brought about by changes due to the General :'ianagement Plan will cause expansion 
of our facilities in sor.1e cable routes. 

VILLAGE AREA 

One major action as identified in the draft on Page 37 is the proposal to re
locate Pacific Telephone Company from the Village area to El Portal. This 
statement surely must refer to something other than moving our major switchin9. 

The main wire center contains considerable s1·1itchin11 ar.d microl'lave radio equip
CIE!nt. Relocating this equipment 1·1ould reo11ire an extensive study and could 
involve expenditures as hiqh as 10 million dollars. If this is indeed a require-
1nent, tie ~iill want to discuss this in detail tiith you. 

Pacific Telephone also provides housing (3) for our maintenance personnel in 
the Villa!Je. These structures appNr to be identified on the map on Paqe 33 
11ith those to he retained. Our p:·esent thinki.1g is that this is essential for. 
11ro?er maintenance of our telephone system. 

COMMENTS -2-

We also understand you plan to move the Park Ad1dnistration office <:nd Ccri
cessioners lleadquarters to El Portal. This can be acco1,1~lished 1~ith , .. ~di
tional. stiit.ching equipment at El Portal ar.~ e~p;:nsion of tl:e outsiM plunt 
faci 1 ities bct1·1~en the Vi 11 a9e and El Porta 1. Er.pendi turcs.and tirie r~~ui red 
to accomplish this cap be worked out as more details becor.'e available. 

EL PORTAL 

1 Jhe General Plan is cor.1patible with our El Portal servin<J plans. Increased 
demands caused by relocation of Parl: activities to El Portal will require 
additional equip:ent and buildina e~pansion ct El Portal. Tnrs can he 
accomplished 1·1ithin our normal engineering and implementation ioterval of 
18 to 30 months> · 

~ 

We see no prop:;~.al in the General Plan that would be in conflict with our 
present or future serving plans at Ha1·1ona. 

2 .•llLDERNESS M'.:J\ 

The Hildernes~ Arca is now served with buried cable along Tioga Road. Facili
ties beyond the cable to lligh Sierra Cam;>s are drop wire 1·1ith tree ·line con
struction • ."!though our expense is high each year to maintain these public 
telephones, ';lie season is short and there is no other economic alternative. 
We have no plans to change th.is arrangement. · 

.Other telephones in the Hetch Hetchy· area are served with cable along iw.proved 
~ads and we expect no change, 

EXCllAllGE PLAf:r!I!IG 
. V, M. DeROO, SEfl!OR ErlGHlEER 
916~482-3030 

1 

RESPONSES 

RESPONSES 

RESPONSES 

PACIFIC TELEPHONE COMPANY 

The relocation of the park's administrative and maintenance 
facilities to Wawona and El Portal will increase the demand for phone 
service in these areas and decrease the demand in Yosemite Valley, 
Phone equipment will be relocated or modified to serve these 
changing demands. Employee housing will be provided in Wawona 
and El Portal; phone service will need to be added or changed 
accordingly. 

2 The use of radio as an alternative to phone service for 
communications with the High Sierra camps is being explored. 
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Pomona \!alley 
Audubo11 Societv 

c/o Department of'Biol ~.-· 

National Park Service 
U. S. Department of the Interior 
P. 0, Box 577 
Yosemite ·National Park 
California 95389 

Pomcna College --

12 January 1979 
Claremont, CA 917:: 

On behalf of the Pomona Valley Audubon Society, I ~~uld like to thank you 
for sending us a copy of the draft General Manageme~t ?lant for Yosecite 
National Park and the accompanying draft Envirorunectal I~pact Stateme~t. 
i!!embers of the PVAS spent a number of hours going t~rough toe work sr.eets 
you sent us a couple of years ago, and we are very ?leased to see such a 

•thorough analysis and complilation of so many respc~ses. Good Job-1. 

Again on behalf of the entire membership of the PVAS, {.would like to express 
1 our enthusiastic support for the plan you have develofedJ •bile perhaps not 

as extreme towards wilderness as some might wish, 10e l:elieve that the adopted 
plan possesses great merit, and will go far towards restori=g Yosemite, both 
the Valley and the High Country, to a more natural cocditio=. Thus, we strongly 
support elimination of many recreational facilities net related to ar.y 
natural experience in Yosemite, and we strongly SUF?Ort =elccatio~ of support 
facilities to outside the Valley floor. Our only reservati:ns co~e irom 
two proposals: (1) the greater reduction in low-cos: ca:::?ing facilities as 
compared with higher-cost accomodations, a proposal wl:ic~ will de~y a proper 

2 Yosemite experience to ma.-.y people; and (2) the deYelc?cent of that large 
parking lot in an unexploited meadow near Bridal Veil Falls. We fully agree 
that nearly all automobile use must be eliminated froc the >alley, bet we 
are disturbed at the great destruction and uglif ic•ticn to be caused by this 
parking lot in this location. We urge development of a comparable facility 
in a much less sensitive location. 

These important reservations aside, we are strongly behind the Park Service 
in its development of a general management plan for Yos~ite which is in 
harmony with the type of natural environment presect in this unique place. 
We hope that you will keep us fully informed of progress in development of the 
final plan. 

Sincerely yours, 

ci~o:~7--
eonservation Chairman and Past-Prc•ident 
Associate Professor of Biology, Pomona College 
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"RECREATION VEHICLE INDUSTRY ASSOCIATION 
WESTERN REGION OFFICE: 1748W. Katella Suite206 Orange, California 92667 (714) 5.32-1688 

January 15, 1979 

Mr. Leslie P. Arnberger 
P. o. Box 577 
Yosemite National Park 
California 95389 

Dear Mr. Arnberger: 

The Recreation Vehicle Industry Association is a national trade 
association representing over 500 manufacturers and suppliers of 
recreation vehicles across the country. The types of recreation 
vehicles we represent are those designed for family camping: i.e., 
motor homes, travel trailers, truck ca~pers, etc., as opposed to 
snowmobiles and other off-the-road vehicles. 

Our industry 
experiences. 
six million, 
use patterns 
our national 

is clearly supportive of family camping and outdoor 
Since the number of consumers we represent exceeds 

we are deeply concerned about any plans to change the 
of our federal and state lands, and definitely within 
parks. 

During the master planning processes, recreation vehicle users 
generated numerous responses to requests for information, and I 
believe clearly indicated their interest in maintaining the level 
of services within the park as they presently exist. After having 
carefully reviewed the general management plan for visitor use of 
the park, there are several comments which we would like to make. 

First, as regular visitors to the park, we concur with the state
ment made by the first superintendent of the park, Horace Albright, 
who said that the park has never been more beautiful than it is 
today. If the first superintendent of the park can make that kind 
of comment today, it is obvious that Yosemite has been well manage~ 
and certainly not destroyed by over-commercialism as many cf the 
conservation extremists would have us believe. ._we are especial!~· 
gratified with the positive attitude and environmental conscience 
exhibited by the Yosemite Park and Curry Company in its efforts tc 
provide tram service, recycling of waste, and other environmentall·1 
sound programs. 

COMMENTS 

1 Obviously, as recreation vehicle users of the parks, we are con-
·cerned about the proposal calling for a reduction of 116 :arily 
camping sites and the eventual elimination of valley vehicle 
traffic entirely. I We further note that some campgrounds ha\·e 
been changed from.drive-in to walk-in qampgrounds. We would sug
gest that this is a backward step in view of the changing travel 
patterns of our society. ~~ecreation vehicle users tend to re 
primarily families with children and retirees. Neither of these 
groups wander far from the campsites in which their vehicles are 
parked. The vehicles themselves, because of tl>eir very nati:re, 
are unable to get off the road and into the b~ck country where 
they can be destructive to the environment •. 

2 

3 

It is our contention that recreation vehicles, because of t~eir 
self-containment and their physical movement restricti•'ns, actually 
provide a much lesser impact upon the p~rk than do backpackers 
and backcountry users. Furthermore, recreation vehicl~s prcvide 
an excellent way of housing visitors to the park. 

·We would question the removal of recreation facilities from the 
park. It is obvious that these steps are being taken as a result 
of an extremist attitude which claims that a swimming pool :s in
·consistent with the natural experience of the park. We would 
suggest that the swimming pool is a much better place for people 
to swim than the Merced River. Not only is it safer, but it has 
a much lesser effect upon the environment 

The lodge and. the Curry Village provide an opportunity for young 
families, retirees, and foreign visitors to enjoy the experience 
of the park. ~he removal or reduction of these facilities will in 
no way enhanc.i the future park experience, but it will re:nc\·e 
the opportunity for many of our senior citizens and foreign visitors, 
as well as the handicapped and infirmed, to enjoy the beauties of 
Yosemite. 

We would suggest that many of the statements and arguments ~ade 
successfully by the environmental groups are misguided elit:sm, 
and that such suggestions are not in the best interest of tte 
people of this country or many of the users of our parks. 

Curry Village, which is the most natural of the facilities and 
the most rustic, would, according to the general management plan 
proposal, be cut by some 278 dwelling units, particular'ly t!'.ose 
which are the lower priced accowJTiodations affordable to the lc~
and middle-income family users. Jt has long been our positoon 
that there should be no further development within the national 
parks, but we see no reason to eliminate the facilities that are 
present and replace those which have deteriorated or been destroyed. 

1 

2 

1 

2 

3 

RESPONSES 

POMONA VALLEY AUDUBON SOCIETY 

The revised GMP proposes to reduce the number of low-cost 
accommodations to be removed. 

The Taft Toe parking area is no longer proposed. Day 
parking with bus service to the Valley will be provided at El 
Portal, Crane flat, and Wawona. 

RESPONSES 

RESPONSES 
RECREATION VEHICLE INDUSTRY ASSOCIATION (RVIA) 

Designated RV campsites will be provid1>:! to accommodate 
recreation vehicle campers. 

The swimming pools will be retained. 

Overnight accommodations will remain at near present levels. 
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COMMENTS 

As many times as I have been to the park, I have never seen the 
tennis courts. If they are there, they certainly have not de
tracted from my park experience, anC. I am sure there are many 
other guests who would .say the same. For those who wish to utilize 
the tennis courts, I in no way would discourage them from having 
that opportunity. The same can be said of the golf courses. We 
fail to see the logic in elininating such recreational facilities 
that are already in existence and being used because of some 
idealism that says it is inconsistent with the wilderness ex
perience_. 

Who is it that says a wilderness experience is the reason for 
the national parks? Certainly not the National Parks Act. The 
truth is that each person sees different values in the parks. 
For some it is the natural beauty that surrounds them. They can 
sit in front of the lodge on the patio and look at the beauty of 
Half Dome and the cliffs or smell the fresh, clean air, For others 
it is the beauty they see as they play a round of golf or a set 
of tennis and for many it is the back country untouched by human 
hands. The beauty of Yosemite lies in its variety and its scenery, 
and the fact that there is an experience. for each and every person 
within the boundaries of that park. 

It is our sincere belief that many of the proposals ·of the general 
management plan are aimed at eliminating the experiences of some 
while maintaining and expanding those of a few. 

Many of the proposals in the master plan seem inconsistent with 
the position taken by the· majority of the public responding to the 
requests for position statements in the past. As I recall, the 
majority of people indicated they felt the services within the 
park should be maintained at their present level, and although the 
majority of people did not favor further expansion and development 
of the parks, neither did they favor removal of existing facilities. 
It would appear a very vocal few environmental extremists have had 
a far greater impact on the master planning process than the voices 
of the majority of family users. 

6 ·.lje cannot understand suggestions for removal of an ice rink. What 
lS unnatural about ice skating in the outdoors? The ice rink has 
been there for a number of years and has not detracted from the park. 

7 
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We have already commented on the removal of the swimming pool. We 
feel the removal of the pool will result in further pollution of 
the river as well as destruction of its banks. 

Regarding lodging facilities, we specifically once again draw at
tention to the fact that the units being removed are those in the 
low end of the price range, affordable by most young families who 

COMMENTS 

utilize national parks. The reasoning behind the removal (flccding 
danger, etc.) does not seem to have a basis in fact since there is 
no historical record of such dangers being present or having caused 
damage.i. 

The majority of the public surveyed prior to the issue of master 
plan supported maintaining the present level of services. :t •ould, 
however, appear the park service and the planners, at the urging 
of environmental extremists, have decided to ignore the wishes o: 
the majority of the public and take immediate and drastic action 
in direct opposition to those wishes. It is interesting tc ~ote ~hat 
most of the facilities have been in place for a nu.--::ber of years and 
obviously have not created any clear and present danger tc -:.he 
environment within the park or to the safety of the pecple. l\.~a~ 
then is the urgency? =It is also interesting to note that the 
particular units which are being removed result in a discri~ir.atory 
action again>,t lower income people and possibily minorities wJ:-_o 
cannot afford to stay at the more expensive facilities or tc fUrchase 
the extensive camping equipment necessary for a "wilderness experi
ence". 

Another particularly interesting set of proposals lacking i~ logical 
consistency relate to the elimination of retail facilities. 7~e 
plan suggests the removal of certain types of sales while the stores 

g which sell these goods remain. Isn't it interesting that scmeone 
has decided what the public may or may not buy. If the stores are 
being left in operation and the pubiic who patronizes these stores 
is purchasing the goods offered for sale, why should it ~e a con

cern of the national park service of the master plan Ltself: 

10 

In conclusion, it would seem the master plan is indeed misg-~iced. 
I have not yet seen or ~eard any proof that Yosemite is in ~an;er. 
As a matter of fact, the majority of reports indicate it is in a 
better position today than ever before. It, therefore, see::s that 
the re-vamping of the park is in the interest of no one excapt the 
planners themselves. 

As taxpayers we are concerned about the expense in-1olved bo~ ::o 
fund the national park service portion and to subsidize the re
maining services being provided by the concessionaires. As tax
payers we would much rather see our money spent on some c~h~r ?arks 
which are in very bad condition rather than on a re-'lar.ping of 
Yosemite which is one of the finest parks in the sister:. 

Mose importantly of all, we feel it is high time the nati~nal park 
service began to pay attention to the majority of the Ar-erican 
public rather than a very vocal few who seem bent upon disc:i~inating 
upon the elderly, the poor, the very young, and th~se ~he a:e 
physically incapable of backpacking·-' We rather feel i ~ is :.ir:e 
that we re-evaluate man/ of the actions which have been t~k~n in the 

COMMENTS 

past few years and which are being proposed for the future and 
recognize the fact that the national parks and public lands are 
for everyone's enjoyment, not just for a hardy few. 

Respectfully, 

/ep 

cc: Tony Sauber 

RESPONSES 

4 The tennis courts and golf course will be retained at Wawona. 

5 We concur that the park offers a variety of experiences to 
different people. The intent of the GMP is to provide visitor 
enjoyment of the park while protecting and restoring the natural 
values for which the park was established. 
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Ice-skating may be provided for with a removable ice rink. 

Please response #3. 

RESPONSES 

The GMP has been revised to reduce the number of low-cost 
units to be removed from Yosemite Valley. 

g Considering the objective of removing unnecessary facilities 
from Yosemite Valley and considering the unique environment in 
which the concessioner operates, it was determined that some 
services like auto repair and car rental need not be provided in 
Yosemite Valley. 

10 We have attempted to pay attention to all groups of the 
American public. The majority of comments received on the GMP 
voiced support for the basic proposals. The · plan has been 
revised to respond to comments and suggestions received during the 
review period. 

RESPONSES 
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COMMENTS 

Mr. Leslie P. Arnberger 
Superintendent 
P.O. Box 577 GMP 

January 10, :979 

Yosemite National Park, CA 95389 

Dear Mr. Arnberger: 

,jle in the Sacramento Audubon Society believe the Yosemite ~a:ic,,al Park 
planning tea::n has prepared an excellent general tlanagement plan f.:r -~os~c.i:e 
National Park and our Board enthusiastically supports it,. 

We believe that it is imperative that the transportation el~en: be 
ilnplemented as soon as possible and that no further urbanization cf Yosemite 
Valley be permitted to occur. 

With respect to park boundary adjustme~ts, ~e recommend tr.at tha SJUt~ern 
boundary along the South Fork Merced River oe modified so that both 02n7on 
slopes along the streac are protected~ If this is not possible, a c:oy:ra:ive 
agreement for protection of the South Fork }!erced River should be :;:aoe ·•it:t 
the Sierra National Forest so that the visual integrity of the ca~yo~ a:id 
river water quality will be protected during logging. 

Thank you for considering our comments. 

JML/p 

COMMENTS 

Su t''"!::-tntt·n::b .• "l t 
P. 0, 3o:< ~"':?-~.--: ... ;) 

Sincerely, 

l:;~~:abP~ 
Sacramento Audubon Society 

SE:Q.\.IOIA A\Jt>\.lBON SOCIOY' 
SANMATCOCO"NTY, CALIFO"'-l'llA 

l>Mr\CH OFtMC. Hf\TIOrl.AL AUD~6.:1Ni ~O(.lllt'Y 

January 14, 1979 

Yose-,lte :12,lccal .i?a!''.<, •::a, ;5}9? 

Dear Slr1 

On 'te:~a.lf o:!' t~e 5eq~ola A~ .. ::!ubon Society I .a.":! ser.'!lne the :!'o!lowln~ co'"!r.ients en 
the ?ark Ue;.cral );a!\a!e .... ent Pla.'1 D."Z.I.s., co~les of w!:lch 1"fere se!'lt to the Soc
letyS :;rl"Psl:!.ent, 

.J.n fre::er:tl t~e ?la.n appears to be a VP.T.y ~oo1 step in the ~l.recttor. of in.proving 
access to t:.O:e ?~k wh~le ;,Y:eservln~ its unloue !'latural !'ea~·1res. £.ll::ilnatlon of 
the use of t:-:e ?!'!.va:.e Rutc.--:oblle lr, tie 1/ailey ls a cr;,;cial ?art c:~ t:-ils and 
shou.1-: eventu:":Llly be C·J:":?lt::"':.e, In t~e l!'l.te>:-er;'t. of a·toli!.::~ 'toth al: a:-.1 visual 
~llu't.lon, ..i:..y ·tisl tar- :1..-:..!.·ki~.=: should all be o'..!tsirie t~.e Fa'!"."lt: rathe:::- t'.".an in the 
'i'a!'t :oe area, G.."l:i s!"!o•.:.ld. te i~ yer..=-rou..··vi use, net just _w:-:en .P¥k u~a~e ls hl~h.aJ 

~ll"'lc.atlon of t~e presec.t ~on-e~sential bull1L"~s and fa~llltles ls a good start 
tow::iri kcepi:-.~ :.'."le f".3r:-: l:l a.s natural a state a.s !?Osslble, l-""rom tr:e i"'.ap of the 
Vill:·~~e area tr.ere see;;is to ':le an un~su;ill:t lar,:_:e a'nount a: e~;lo:ree b:usin·; to be 
retair.ed. ::.:~:o:-ts s:io•1l'.! '::e ~a~e to tr:-..nsfer as nuch as nr;nslble of t!":ls to the 
ad:nlnistrat1·1e area at E.l ?o:ctal wlth use of the shuttle bus into the ?ark and 
back, 

~ The recreational facllltles at Wawona, whlle not as out of place as ln the Valley, 
still do not seem in ~eepi~~ with the Park experience, and can only d~tract from 

'I. it, In arldition, it ls ~y ;>"rsonal feeling as a physlclan that ha."g-3llding ls an 
overly dange:-ous s,ort t~at a~aln has no relatlon to the unique val~es of the ?ark 
and could ma: t~elr enjoy~ent by others. 

The Society thanks yo~ for lettlng us see the Plan D,E,I.S., and for yo~r consider
ation of these co,~ents. 

Sincerely yours, 

07 lL" ~ r:FS>:~-Tt:ftt\J 
rluth l. ~~!~h, , ..• u. / 

Co:"i.'.3ervatl:::i C.:ha!.r:-r:·m 
l~O Cornell H~arl 
Menlo Park, Callf, 14<'£5 

COMMENTS 

SIERRA CLUB ·. San Francisco 

Lesl1e Arnberser, Superintendent 
P. 0, Box 577 - GMP 
Yosemite National Park, CA 9SJ89 

Dear Mr. Arnberger: 

SJO Bush Street 9410i 

January lS, 1979 

The Sierra Club has requested me to provide you with their comments 
on certain aspects of the draft General Management Plan. These subjects, 

-on which this letter will comment, are (1) the wilderness proposal, 
(2) a su~gested boundary adjustment on the south ed"e of the Park, and 
(J) snowmobiling in the Park. The following comments are based upon 
S1erra Club policy decisions made through established channels within 
the Club. 

1. WILDERNESS. 
The proposed revision ot the Park Service's 1972 proposal ls 

1ndeed gratifying, and we commen4 the Park Service for proposing several 
very important changes.* But we feel the plan could be improved still 
further in several ways. 

1 a.. Most important, the High Sierra Camm• <l.nd t.t\P. Ostrander ski 
.'!ult sh.ould .be included within the wl1derness_r;.,1;h~.r th~ri_ b·e:rnp: 11\ enc1:"veR 
wh1ch would IJe excluded f:::-c:i the si.lrroUndfno; wilderness. 'l'he Ie.,is1.atlon 
tor cmimrrctet repo·rt r wnfcn would eStablish the Tosem1te W1lderness could 
simply acknowledge that, although the camps are non-conforming uses, since 
they are pre-existing their continued operation will be accepted so long 
as it does not interfere with the wilderness envirorunent. Reasons for 
including the camps within the wilderness include--

---Some of the ca:nps are in less-than-idea.}, locations. (Merced 
Lalte i§ ll ·f5l':rt!E!" e-Jrnlif?Te.1 E°stabl1shina; aro enclave would make 
it impractical even to consider re-locating any of the camps, 
since an act of Congress would be required. 

---Even thoua;h present plans call for continuation of the ca:nps, 
there ls no assurance that either the Par~ Service or the 
ooncessioruJaire will want to operate them in perpetuity. If 
they should be discontinued, it would be desirable not to have 
to return to Congress to add the unused enclaves to the 
wilderness. (We do not recommend "potential wilderness" for 
the enclaves, as that"°Would imply that the removal of the 
camps ls advocated, sou~ht, or anticipated.) 
Hay_1ng the camps within. the wilderness would help to ensure 
that .. they . .ire-operated --in .a"'.:way.:...ihich.~Ts- consistent wi tn 
wllctcrness values. If they were excluded from the.wilderness 
in separate. enclaves. there wo.uld undoubtedly be greater 
}'ressure t.o qierate them in ways which would be undtsirable. 
Having them within the wilderness would make it easier to resist 
pressures for expansion or inappropriate activities. 

2 b. J.1ttle Yosemite Ve.J.l.es sho.ulC. . .be l.Acl.u:ie4 ltitJ1ln the wt l rl,.rness. 
The Park ~ervice clal·m·s ·that they want to be free to engage in "management 
aot1v1t1es• in this area, and therefore it must not be wilderness. But 
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RESPONSES 

SACRAMENTO AUDUBON SOCIETY 

Implementation of transportation elements in the GMP has high 
priority; the actions proposed will reduce urbanization in the 
Valley. 

At the present time, a land management plan for this area is 
being prepared by the Sierra National Forest. Officials with the 
Sierra National Forest are consulting with the staff of Yosemite 
National Park to ensure that land management practices in this area 
are compatible with management of the park. Of primary importance 
to the Park Service and Forest Service is the protection of the 
quality of the South Fork and the preservation of natural and 
esthetic values in the Valley. 

RESPONSES 

SEQUOIA AUDUBON SOCIETY 

The Taft Toe parking area is no longer proposed. Total 
r"emoval of cars from tile Valley is a high priority for the perk. 
Methods to achieve this goal will be thoroughly explored and 
implenwnted as soon as possible. 

The revised plan proposes relocation of considerably more 
employees out of Yosemite Valley. 

The golf course, tennis courts, and swimming pool at Wawona 
are considered to be compatible with the area's historic resort 
character, and these facilities are not considered to interefere with 
public enjoyment of the par I<. 

Hang-gliding is strictly controlled to ensure that high 
standards of safety are maintained, that no physical damage to park 
resources occurs, and that there is no interference with other 
visitor activities. Hang-gliding under the strict controls imposed in 
the park has an exceilent safety record. 

RESPONSES 

SIERRA CLUB 

The High Sierra camps and the Ostrander ski hut enclaves 
have been eliminated from the revised GMP. They are now 
proposed as a potential wilderness addition. 

2 The Park Service feels that Little Yosemite Valley serves as an 
important area for a wilderness threshold experience for many 
people. In order to accommodate the number of people desiring this 
experience, it was necessary to install chemical toilets. Such 
development obviates classification as wilderness. 
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when asked what kind of activities they have in mind, the Park Service 
seems unable to elaborate. The Wilderness Act permits great flexibility 
in management, and 1t would seem that a?proprlate management act1v1t1es 
would be no problem. If the anticipated act1v1t1es would not be permitted 
under the Wilderness Act, then probably they should not take place in 
Little Yosemite Valley. 

Little Yosemite ls a prime piece ·or wilderness which the visitor 
tinds especially refreshing after the big elevation ~aln coming up from 
Happy Isles. It would seem especially incongruous for the wilderness 
visitor to arrive 1n Little Yosemite after a long, hard hike only to 
find more development. The ~ div1s1on between non-wilderness and 
wilderness ls on the crest of the moraine at the foot of Llttle Yosemite 
Valley, not after walking along a level valley for-r:.:.:o or three mlles. 

3 c.. The .land_ qccupied by the Hetch Hetchy and .. Ele~nor Reservoirs, 
with their attendent roads· and structures, s.hou.ld ul1;\ma.t.eu be·-arthin 
lhe .w.1lde.rness. Some of' this system ('the acreage occupied by the reserlioirs) 
could be designated as wilderness now, while the dams, roads, and other 
structures could be designated as •potential wilderness.~ 

4- d. The May Lake spur road ~hould be obliterated and the area 
lncl.Jld~d· within the wilderness. 

5 e, .. 'l'he. road north of ,/hlte Wolf should be oblltBra.ted and. the. ar!l_a 
included within the wilderness. · 

6 r. Wilderness ooundar1es should ~enerallz co~e closer to roads and 
existing developments tnan pre~~nt~y proposeo. This would.achieve· 
wilderness protection of land which would otherwise be deprived of it, 
would m1n1m1ze pressure for new developments, and would result 1n 
improved administration of the wilderness by fac111tat1ng on-the-ground 
determination of the boundary. This is especially true of---
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1'. The Badger Pass area. Since the proposed GNP calls for no 
more than the present number of lifts, it would be consistent 
to br1n~ the w1ldernes~ houndary to the ed~e of the existing 
'1_e~elop;ent. This would help i;o rei.rirorce the 2'ark Service's 
stated intention of not expanding the facility. 

2 1 • The area south of the Chinquap1n-Badger Pass road. The 
utility line 1n thls area has a llmit~d llfe, and presumably 
will eventually be replaced. If and when that occurs, we 
suggest the llne could be undergrounded, possibly along the 
road. In the meantime, t.he area should be deslc;na:t;.~ .as 
•potent1ai- w1idernP.ss" so ·tnal. Tt·s e·ve·nt:ual inclusion w1 thin 
ttte' wllderness will ·be ensured. 

)'. The Grouse Creek area north of the 01nquap1n-Badger Pass 
road. This ls a sizeable block of desirable land which 

has been omitted for no apparent reason. The wilderness 
boundary should be brought close to the road here, as well 
as along the Chlnquapln-Yosemlte Valley road. 

4•. East side of the Wawona-Ch1nquapin road. The boundary should 
be brought close to the road, rather than following section 
lines. 

5•. Portions of the Tioga road. In general, administration of 
the wilderness would be· imoroved 1lY l:>.rlng_rnµ: tlre trouffaarv: 

· ~ t..o the ;i:oae. 1.n. lnan,y-9...r.eas. 

COMMENTS 
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2. SUGGESTGD BOUNDARY ADJUSTMENT . 
. '</e suf;gest that cuch of the Si.e.J:rll. .ful_tlonal Forest's Mount 

Raymond Road less· ..tren (·;;t)-242) be added to Yose!Di te N"atT6riaI :i'ark_._aru!. 
1:-nr,bld.e!i ·lo:tbm .1:h.e·1rtid"'1'1!es:s. A j'.iarl!'. (trntt iitlderne:!!sl 'boi:melary much 
more logical than the present one would extend eastward from the Mariposa 
Grove portion of the Park, following the Raymond Mountain ridge. The 
lower half of the Iron Creek drainage should be included. The northern 
portions of Sections 6, 5, and 4 (R·. 2J E., T. 5 S.) would logically be 
included: these areas, although not inventoried by the Forest Service, 
actually are still roadless and undeveloped. Such additions to the Parl 
(and wllderness) would provide mu·ch better protection for the canyon of 
the Merced River's South Fork. At present, the Park boundary runs along 
the river at the bottom of the canyon, creating an anomalous situation 
whereby the north slope is protected, but the south slope--Just a short 
distance away an~ fronting directly on the Park's backcountry--ls open 
to developemt»ment. 

•The Forest Service might very well be receptive to such a proposal. 
I have heard some of their employees su~gest it, and the Mount Raymond 
Roadless Area was set aside for "future planning" in the Forest Service's 
January 4th RARE II announcement largely because the Forest Service 
recognizes that the area's proxim~ty and topographic relationship to the 
Park mandate special consideration in planning. 

J, SNOWMOBLIING. 
The Sierra Cl11b. ~~.r.Qn5ly s.U.P.P9t;t_s_ ~ntinuallon. o! ~he P-I:.e_lUlzit 

proh1bltlon rm snowmobiling wlth.lri the Park. We agree that l i; would 
eonfTict with ·other winter· uses of the Fa·rk such as cross-country skling, 
snowshoeing, and snow play. Snowmob111ng.would be lnconslstent with the 
mandate to preserve the Park's natural value1!. Furthermore, there are 
countless opportunities for snowmobiling on nearby National Forest lands, 
The National Park System should be kept as a refuge where people can 
escape from .the hubbub of mechanized recreation I 

Slnoerely, 

a;,,-.d-~-w~ 
<tJor~e W. Whitmore 

• One of the more notable changes in the wilderness plan proposed by 
the Park Service ls inclusion of the North Mountain road and Poopenaught 
Valley 1n the wilderness. This area ls especially sl~nlficant because lt 
adjoins the Forest Service's North Mountain Roadless Area (#5-256). The 
Forest Service's roadless inventory map (June 1976) for the Callfornla 
Region indicates that they were not aware that the Park Service planned 
to recommend the North Mountain road corridor and Poopenaught Valley 
for wilderness. We urge that you contact the Forest Service immediately 
and enlighten them, as 1t could help change their minds regardin~ the 
importance of preserving the North Mountain Roadless Area (recommended 
for developemtJQJDent ln the Forest Service's January 4th RARE: II announcement,) 
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Timothy E. Tre~cy 
452 Dewey Bh-d. 
~an Francisco, CA 94116 

Janunry 15, 1979 

l'ir. Leslie P •. 4rnberger, Superintendant 
P.O. Box 577-m!P 
Yosemite ~nt!or.al Prrk, CA 95389 

Re: Draft General Nanagement Plan 

Dear Sir: 

The followir.g conrricnts or. tho Drnft i·inr.rirnr:ent l-lE!r. t'or 
Yosemito h~~ional Perk r.re offered on bchnlf o~ t!"1e s:.~r!'A Cl~b, 
Bay Chapter Ski Tourir.R Section, Our Rroup of abou~ r:fty 
active cross-country skiers includes those who U8e !os,m!te 
National i·ark in both the surr_"".er end the winter. Acco:-d!nt:ly, 
we ere concerned about proposals for its future develo~Ment Ar.d 
use. 

;rn. ~enera 1, we support the cone epts behir:d t:C.!: L'ra ft "en era l 
Ma~agemeDt ?len, ir.nluding restricted nutoMotivo use, e11=1r.atlon 
of services end activities inconsistent with basic '""c:or.~l Pe:-k 
purposes, or.cl the like_ Ir such concepts effect these em;:iloyed 
within the fArk or cor.cossion~ires, we believe th•t :t ~~st be stre2s~· 
that employees, both private end public, nr.d concessior.e!:-es e:-e 
to serve the i,::ublic er.d p"rk purposes, rnd not the o-::hcr ""7 arour.d. 
We do look with considerable reservation upon the pr'.lpcsel to build 
another lorc;o par:.:tng lot l.r. "iosen.it" 'lolloy. (1stonsitly, this ·is 
for tho purpose of all~v!ating traffic at the oost er.d '.lf the ialley; 
on tho other hond, it is a now instnllation - M1rl en.•: r:·J~t question 
whether any new ins ta llo t ions at a 11 a r" ren lly r . .,ces sr r:; ir. t.1-.9 
Vl'lley. 

As a- cross-country ski!ni; croup, our prir;c:!i.~l •rea of 
concern is with the futu1·e of hi[;h couritry winter uct: • .s·uch use 
cen only increase in tho. corninc yeArs, end we hor~ :ha: cons1derat!c: 
is eiven to this situRt~on in AdoptlnG B f~nel plen, ~e think 
that provision should mode J~r !nsurinf tho intorrlty )f th~ h!ch 
cour.tr:; in the winter. Snow~obilcs fltid like vcl'.lc~e:: 3:-,01..:lci be 
bonned. '-lie Also oppo!;c thn opcnir.r of the 'l'iot-A :--nts :-or.1, or any 
rond to 'Tuolumne 1•lendo>1s ir. tho wint,,r. '1/e olso op;..o~'' t:~e de·;el
oprncnt of on:r crosz-cour.bry r:%1 ccnturs, or ot.hcr ir .. 1tallgt:.or.~ 
opcrP.ted by concr:s~lont1ire~ in the w1nt£:r iu tho hic!1 ~Ol.:!itry. ·,./e 
do believe thDt ett•.:ntion bu r_:iv!!n t<", hPvi.rc sori~e ~:xtt:t2.:it~ 
structuro:i ~r. the h~r,h cour.r.r:; left opc.r. 11. thu w:r~tor to provl.do 
br.nic sh<:ll~r for· wlntor tr~vd<11·~. 

Very truly :rourn, 

. ::>(:::::; (-<-<--
'l'ir1ot!1:J i~. 1'rHnr:y, d.r. !rl'".8n 

RESPONSES 

3 3. Classification of Hetch Hetchy and Lake Eleanor reservoirs as 
wilderness would conflict with provisions of the Raker Act, which 
gives the city and county of San Francisco rights to the water, 
title to some of the land, and access to the connecting road. 

4 The May Lake spur road is used as an access to the trailhead. 

5 5. The road from Aspen Valley to the sewage treatment plant just 
north of White Wolf is being propos<'d as wilderness in the revised 
~p 

6 The bases for proposed wilderness boundaries are recognition 
of wilderness character and creation of monageable spaces. 
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REPONSES 

7. The National Park Service is engaged in discussion with the 
U.S. Forest Service to develop planning ;,nd management constraints 
for this roadless area. Adoption of compatible management practices 
by the Forest Service will provide protection for the area. 

RESPONSES 

SIERRA CLUB Bay Chapter Ski Touring Section 

1. The. Taft Toe parking area is no longer proposed. 

The park will not be open to snowmobile use, and it is not 
proposed to open the Tioga Road in winter. Some existing 
structures in the high country will be available for limited use In 
winter. 
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SIERRA CLUB 

11 Dec 78 

Mr. Leslie P. Arnberger, Superintendent 
P. 0. Box 577- GMP 
Yosemite National Park, CA 95389 

Dear 11r. Arnberger: 

.we wish to support the Yosemite Master Plan as a reas:na:le 
solution to the problems facing the Valley •• l~e do not feel th~t :~.e lo~g

term costs of putting the plan into effect are too high cor.sicer'ng the 
fragile nature of the Valley and the great numbers of people :~a: ccrne 
to this scenic area. He hope you and the National Park Service w'.11 be 
sucessful in putting the plan into effect.· 

Sincerly, 

_a_°"' ~) &~ -
{)Executive Commettee 

COMMENTS 

i s I E RRA CLUB """''~"rt "" Fnoci=.C•o;fom;, ,., .. ""'"'"""" 

January 12, 1979 

Superintendent Leslie P. Arnberger 
Notional Pork Service 
Yosemite Notional Park, CA 95389 

Dear Mr. Arnberger: 

The Sierra Club appreciates the opportunity to comment further on the proposed 
General Management Pion far Yosemite Notional Pork. Our comments will be 
brief. 

1 We propose that the Ansel Adorns Gallery be moved to on area outside Yosemite 
Volley, As other commercial non-essential facilities are proposed far removal 
so should the Gallery. Mr. Adorns contributions to Yosemite ond the national 
park system have been extroardinory. A permanent exhibit ond gallery might be 
o part of the expanded museum ond interpretive programs. 

2 

3 

We support thot~ve walk-in campsites be developed~ lv\ost of the campsites in the 
park ore auto-oriented. 

Air pollution in our notional parks has became o grove concern. Every effort should 
be mode to lessen the impacts of this kind of pollution in the park - through limitation 
on auto usage, more efficient fuels far the public transportation within the pork and 
whatever limitations may be necessary on open fires. As park-related facilites ore 
moved to El Porto I ond employees commute into the Volley, more oir pollution will 
occur. This must be monitored carefully. 

COMMENTS 

4 ·Jhe construction of new horse camps does not seem consonant with the Pion's gaols to 
lessen impacts on the park's natural resources4 Provision of riding stock in the high 
country should be reserved far the visitor who is partially disabled or elderly. 

5 There is confusion over what constitutes a convention. There is no "off season" in 
Yosemite Notional Park. ,Promotion of visitation in any season is contrary to the lessening 
of the Impacts of people a~ urbanization on the pork's resources. 

S Access to the pork by public transit should be greatly improved. At present it is for too 
difficult ond time-consuming ond favors the visitor who reaches the pork by automobile. 

There may be criticism that the Draft General Monogement Pion does not go for enough -
but it is a plan which deals with realities and the realm of the possible. When the Draft 
Plan becomes The Plan, it will give the National Park Service and the p;,oblic enough to 
do In the ensuing 15 years. 

Stnc/Jiy, n 
BQ~~ ~~osemite Task Force 
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RESPONSES 

RESPONSES 

SIERRA CLUB, YOSEMITE TASK FORCE 

1. The Ansel Adams Gallery has been proposed far retention as a 
commercial outlet primarily for high-quality photographs, 
publications, and Indian crafts. In the opinion of the National Park 
Service, the provision of these high-quality products at the gallery 
assists visitors in their understanding and enjoyment of the park's 
natural and cultural resources. 

Early professional artists and photographers enabled the unique 
scenic and· natural values of Yosemite and other areas of national 
park quality to become known to legislators and the general public. 
These individuals were instrumental in the rise in support for 
protection of these natural areas. The role of professional artists 
and photographers in the enjoyment of the scenic values of national 
parks and in the concern far their protection ccntinues, and the 
retention of the Ansel Adams Gallery has been determined to be 
justified. 

One new 30-site walk-in cmapground is proposed for Mather 
Station. In the improvement of other campgrounds, provision will 
be made for walk-in camping. 

3. Notable improvement in air quality is expected to occur in 
Yosemite Valley, primarily as a result of proposed restrictions on 
visitor traffic. Pollution from commuting to work will be mitigated 
through the use of commuter buses and carpnols. 

RESPONSES 

The horse camps previously proposed at Gaylor Creek are no 
longer proposed. Instead, a smaller horse camp is proposed in 
conjunction with the concessioner and Park Service stable operations 
at Tuolumne, and two additional horse camps are proposed at lower 
elevations at Yosemite Creek. Also, an existing horse camp at 
Wawona· that was not described in the draft GMP is proposed for 
retention. With three horse camps at lower elevations it will be 
possible to cycle use among the camps and ameliorate impacts caused 
by horses. 

No conventions are allowed in the Valley from May 1 through 
September 30. The rest of the year, convention use is strictly 
controlled to ensure that there is no conflict with park use by 
other visitors. No special facilities are provided for conv.entions. I 

6 We concur. Methods to improve public transportation to the 
park will be studied and implemented as soon as possible. 
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COMMENTS 

SIER R .A. (~LU B 5.\0 llusli Succt San Francisco, California 94108 (415) 981-8634 

December 4, 1978 

My name is Rebecca Evans and my statement is on behalf of the Sierra Club 

Yosemite Task force. We appreciate the opportunity lo porticipote in the ongoing 

planning process for Yosemite National Pork. 

The first pork established by Congress, over 100 ye.ors ago, Yosemite not only re

presents High Sierra scenery at its best, but also was a crucial proving ground for 

the early conservation movement. In this area John Muir developed his consuming 

Interest In California's mountains, and perfected the prose that mode him one of 

America's mast eloquent spokesmen for wilderness. It was in Yosemite t.hat Muir fought 

the lqst bottle of his life, the campaign, finally lost in 1913, lo prevent the city of. 

Son ftancisco from flooding Hetch Hetchy Valley on the Tuolumne River. The Hetch 

Hetchy bottle, marking the beginning of the militant conservation movement in the 

United States, was probably Yosemite's mast spectoculor controversy, but conservationists 

hove labored continuously for over a century lo establish, expand and protect this 

notiona I treasure • 

The draft General Management Pion is on important milestone in the history of Yosemite. 

The Sierra Club supports the Plan aid its many proposals which will reduce the impocls of 

our ur,bon society and enhance the experience of the pork visitor. In ;iorticular, we applaud 

the removal of automobiles, nan-essential services and recreational facilities which ore not 

related to the park's unique resources. The dispersal of campsites throughout the pork will 

encoi.rage use of Yosemite's lesser known backcountry areas. The transfer of concessioner 

COMMENTS 

ond ~atlonol Pork Service offlces and maintenance facilities as well as some employee 

housing to El Portal has our endorsement. We support the removal of accomodotions from 

·the active rockfall zones, floodplains and riverbank areas. Hopefully the balance of 

maderote/lowcost occomadotions will be maintained to provide for the less affluent visitor. 

The name ''Comp Curry" hos historical significance; we hope that it will be restored to use. 

The expansion of visitor infor:nation ond interpretive programs hos our full support. The 

7 Information/Orientation proposals raise questions: What kinds of media will be used to 

Inform the public? Will these services be curtailed during peak periods of use? Will 

these services tend to fovar the Colifornio resident who wants to visit the pork., In the 

8 same vein, we advocate that some percentage of campsites be available for prior reser-

votions with the remainder on a first come/first served basis. From a consumer point of 

view, the reservation system under American Express worked well. 

We will submit mare extensive written comments ot a later date, but I would like to touch 

on severo I specific points • 

9 We are encouraged by the proposed wilderness expansion but the proposal continues lo 

set wilderness boundaries at some distance from the roads. All these strips of unprotected 

land adjacent lo roods represent an unnecessary and vulnerable exclusion. The High 

10 Sierra comps ore relatively small and primitive. Although it is not desirable to hove 

structures in wilderness, we believe that it would be better lo include them as non-conforming 

exceptions, rather than to create potential future problems by carving out enclaves. In-

clusion In the wilderness assures that at such time as the facilities ore discontinued the area 

will be truly protected. Exclusion from wilderness would diminish any incentive to discon-

tlnue the nan-conforming use, ~nd would permit continuous rehabilitation and expansions 

of the facilities. 

COMMENTS 

The day-use parking lot at Toft Toe is a proposal which requires much thought. It is 

a logical further withdrawal of automobiles from the eastern end of the Valley as the 

removal of cars from Mirror Lake, Happy Isles and the Mariposa Grove hove been. 

Coupled with on improved and expanded shuttle service, it should ease the traffic con-

9estion In the eastern end of the Volley. It also replaces other parking. Because it is 

11 an~ solution, we find it acceptable. It srould be designed so that a minimum 

12 

13 

number of trees ore removed and that maximum screening is provided. 

Volunteer trails across Tuolumne Meadows hove been a problem for several .Years. The 

footbridge across the river is traffic inducing and we endorse its removal. We question 

the relocation of the stables. The proposed new site is for removed from other activity 

nodes and will only create new impacts. 

We realize that the adoption cf the proposed pion would conflict with the 1965 Concessions 

Act as the concessioner would be denied reasonable opportunity to realize profits. Several 

options for improving the financial picture hove been listed in the documents. We ore still 

studying the brood and specific implications of these suggestions. We, do feel, however, 

that the non-essential income producers should be removed from the Valley as they are not 

necessary for the visitor's enjoyment of Yosemite National Park. The Notional Pork Service 

should continue to manage the campgrounds. As Yosemite Volley Is the grandest amenity 

Imaginable for any hotel, we feel that room rates do not need to be reduced when swimming 

pools, golf courses and tennis courts ore removed. 

RESPONSES 
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RESPONSES 

Continued public participation in resolving these and other 
operational matters is invited as the plan moves into implementation 
stages. These questions will be answered at that time. 

This comment is appreciated. One of the problems with a 
first-come, first-served campground is visitors' uncertainty of 
whether or not a campsite will be available. The present 
reservation system has all Valley auto campsites on the reservation 
system. Immediately observable benefits have been less congestion 
at campground entrance stations and certainty of site availability 
for campers holding reservations. As we proceed from the present 
campsite reservation system to a parkwide system, we will reassess 
the possibility of making some sites available on a first-come, 
first-served basfs. 

Space along roadsides is excluded from the proposal for 
wilderness designation to permit elimination of environmental 
problems, to allow adjustment in the size and location of 
backcountry trailhead parking areas, and to otherwise facilitate 
maintenance and operation of the roads. 

This suggestion has been favorably considered. The High 
Sierra camps and the Ostrander ski hut are proposed for 
designation as potential wilderness additions. 

RESPONSES 

The Taft Toe parking area is no longer proposed. Methods to 
remove all cars from the Valley will be thoroughly explored and 
Implemented as soon as possible. 

The proposed site for the stables has been changed. A new 
site near the CCC mess hall area is now proposed. By moving the 
stables south of the river and the meadow, the impacts of stable 
operations, public access across the meadow, and horse use in the 
meadow area can be eliminated. 

There are a number of actions that can be taken to assure 
financial feasibility for the major concession operation. The 
action(s) chosen will be the subject of negotiation between the 
National Park Service and concessioner. Comments that have been 
received regarding this matter will be considered at that time. 



COMMENTS 

When the draft General Manog.ement Pion for Yosemite was released in September, I wrote 

lo Supt• Arnberger that I was excited about the Plan. That excitement still exists, particularly 

after reviewing the documents in detail and the history of the park over the post weeks, The 

planning process was opened up to the public: and on excellent pion has been evolved. We 

must all work to assure its completion and Implementation. 

COMMENTS 

SOCIETY OF AMERICAN FORESTERS 

NORTHERN CALIFORNIA SECTIOH 

CHAPTERS1 @ S..y ArH 

Ht;hS.•rr• 
Jitd~d••h Smith 
Mt. Sh.Ht• 
Redwood Cont 
S.Cr•mento-T•hoe 
Wyntoon 

. . . . 
1234 East Shaw Avenue 

Fresno, California 93710 49"< 
Moth• Lode 
Monterey S.y 
'9ter Lautn January 11, 1979 
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Mr, Leslie P. Arnberger 
Superintendent 
Poat Office Box 577 GMP 
Yosemite National Park, CA 95389 

Dear Mr. Arnberger: 

Thia ls in response to the Draft General Management Plan for Yosemite National 
Park dated August 1978, Thia response la being submitted by the High Sierra 
and Forty•Nlner Chapters of the Northern California Section of the Society of 
American Foresters, 

First, let us congratulate yo~ on your effort to accomplish a master plan on 
such a monumental scale. We realize that you have a most difficult task in 
proposing a Management Plan far one of the foremost natural attractions in tlie 
world, Any planning effort cannot possibly acco!lllDodate the needs of all the 
diverse interests ~hich must be served. l{pwever, your management objectives 
appear to contain the elements necessary ~a protect the reaourc~s while pro• 
vldlng a compatible level of visitor us~, 

The Plan appears to be comprehensive and complete, however, after an in depth 
study, ve feel that the following items should be noted, 

The most critical def iclency that we found with the Plan was l!he lack of 
analysis of the impacts that will be created on adjacent lands resulting from 
the implementation of the Plan• Adjacent national forest lands will probably 
receive much of the overflow resulting from the restriction tfovernight accom
modations and this will create land use impacts which should be analyzed. In 
all probability, implementation would also affect the county services provided 
by Madera, Mariposa and Tuolumne Counties. All three proposed alte:natives 
displace employees and overnight visitor• from the Park. These people, in 
moat coses, must be relocated to private or public land areas outside the Park. 
These land use and economic impacts should be thoroughly analyzed prior to 
implementation of the Plan. 
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Kr, Arnberger - 2 - January 11, 1979 

~forts should be made immediately ta reclassify the 725,0-00 acr•s of back 
country within the Park boundary into deaJ.snnted Wildernesu ~dditionally, the 
24,000 acres as proposed should be included in the Wilderness classif:ca:ionJ 
This land area has all of t~e characteristics of Wilderness and is presently 
being managed as such and the Park boundary is surrounded by three national 
forest Wilderness areas, The area deserves the official protection a:forded 
by the Wilderness clasaificetion, 

There is some concern that the overall Plan retains about the s81le level of 
overnight use. We agree that the use of the valley floor obviously mt:.St be rea• 
tricted since it could not possibly accommodate all of the demand while aain
taining any assemblance of a natural environment. However, there are other over• 
night accommodation sites that could be developed with little detraction from 
scenic or ot~er resource values, Generally, we believe that the total overnight 
accommodations should be increased outside the valley floor if this cculc be 
accomplished within enviro!'mlental constraints, Highest priorities shculd be 
given to developing areas within easy access to the valley. Thia should be 
explored thoroughly, 

The Plan for the valley floor revolves aro~nd shuttling most visitors into 
the valley on a daily basis. We feel that this is the mast reasonable approac~ 
to accommodating the large number of people who wish ta visit the valley floor. 
However, we do not feel that you have eliminated enough Park and concess:onaire 
employees from living within the valley. If adequate shuttle services are 
going to be provided from El Portal, then we believe that all, except emergency 
service employees, should be housed outside the valley floor and coulc commute 
via the shuttle system for their eight hours of daily employment. This ell· 
mination of permanent and temporary residents could possibly make rooa for 
additional overnight visitors. 

We agree that the noncompatible recreation uses such as swimming pools, 
tennis courts, golf course, etc., should be removed from the Park and vi&itar 
use should be restricted to appropriate activities. 

One of the primary Park Service management considerations is retention of 
E; the natural inherent qualities of the Park, .Some consideration shoulc be given 

to recreating the original character of the valley floor, Research i~dic3tes 
that the majority of the valley was open meadow in the 1850'a, Protection from 
fire and the elimination of wildlife grazing has created a forested condition 
that is probably quite different from a natural eca•system~ Careful iunagement 
techniques could recreate the original character of the valley floor, 

., It is unfortunate that the Natural Resource Management Plan was rot put 
forth at the same time as this Plan, It is difficult to adeauately evoluate 
the impacts resulting from the General Management Plan without being able to 
assess their effects on the natural cco·systems. These eco-systems m~Jt 
absorb all of man's i~pacts in one form or another and these impacts 5nould have 
been addressed in conjunction with the General Management Plan. 
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RESPONSES 

RESPONSES 

SOCIETY OF AMERICAN FORESTERS 

The GMP proposes an increase in campsites within Yosemite 
National Park. Plese refer to the response (No. 2) to a related 
comment made by the Forest Service. 

Visitor overnight accommodations will be retained at near 
present levels. 

RESPONSES 

The need for action on wilderness designation is acknowledged. 

An increase in commercial 
proposed at Wawona and White Wolf. 

overnight accommodations is 

The recommendation to remove more employees from the Valley 
has been adopted in the revised plan. 

Although it is impossible to totally restore the Valley to its 
original condition, it will be managed to create a natural-like 
condition. A prescribed fire program has been introduced in the 
east end of Yosemite Valley. Exotics will be removed, and every 
effort will be made to restore as much of the Valley as possible. 

A natural resources ·management plan and an assessment of 
impacts of management alternatives was prepared in 1977 and 
available for public review in 1978. The effects of the GMP on the 
park's natural resources have been assessed and described in the 
DES. 
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COMMENTS 

Mr. Arnberger - 3 - January 11, 1979 

The Society of American Foresters' established policies support your overall 
approach in this Plan. It is obvious that the best use of this land area 
for the long-term public interest is the preservation of the natural and 
scenic qualities which are so unique. This preservation must be intertwined 
with public use so that the land base may receive a reasonable amount of use 
without an unacceptable amount of deterioration. We feel that your long-term 
objectives will accomplish this task. 

KLD:cjr 

cc: Robert Day 
William McKillop 
Jack Sweeley 
Kit Perlee 
Travis Huntley 
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Kenneth L. Delfino 
Legislative and Policy Chairman 
High Sierra Chapter 
Society of American Foresters 
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Suoorintendent 
Yos~ml.to i:atl. Park 
P.O. Box 577-C'..!P 
Yoscr.lite }lo.tl. Park, 
Calif• 9&~89 

Dea)" Sir 1 

JanWlry l, 1979 

\'Te aro n conservation grO'Jp with mBny members who regularly vl.sit Yosemite. 
Althouch our main intc"cst is in birds, wo v"ltw all rorms of \vildlEe. 
1~ost as;:octs of your Dr!tft Ger.erel :.~na.r,or.:cnt Pb1n :,r,r Yoccnite ttre excellent 
and will work to further protect tho nfltural values of Yosor.iite and to allow 
th9 public to uso this r;ront resource. 

w., would like to make th~se specHic connonts 1 

l) Lcr.v cost aocornoc!ntions should not be decreuscd in number in the Park. Yfo 
neod t.ho tent cab3.ns and other low cost accomodaticns for our visits. We 
nbrec th!l.t fc.cilit.ios should be removed from riv~r lm:-J:s it1 ~~c'&f'':li.to 
Valley and Tach,,,-.:10 :.:co cows, out tho to~al nur1bor of 10>• cost facilities 
chould rums.in tho ';~r.o. 

2) 'lie ngreo with the permit syotem for baokcountry use. Vie do not believe 
tho.t the !'ic;h Sicrr~ ca"1pS shou!c 1'o enolo•res, hut they shnuld be dos-
1t:nnted as nnn-co~~orr.d.nt: use areas in \·1ilderno!;s. . .... e (;..lso believe 
th!\t Little YosC':.-.ito should be inclnrlad in U:e ·o;ilr:lernoss with o.ny 
nocoscary improvcr.ents desie;nated as nor..-ccn!"ormin(';, structures. 

S) We a.r.ree thnt. non-csr.ential activltie:; such as sv:i.'T.mine; pools• bnrber 
ohops nnd orn1•lcyna hC'u~llng t:hould be r.io•Jcd to Bl Portal. It np1ioars 
tha".: more of the cw,11loyeo l:ot13'i.ng should be moved to El Porte.l. 

4) Public trnn~porta."tjon nppenrs to bo a succoss and sh~ul1 ba increnncd. 
Employes could uso f'rtrn tro.nr.porth.tir.n from El Portal into the ,,'nlley. 

5) SnO'mnobiles uhould not be nllo.ved in tho Pnrk as tho1r noisec must 
disturb wildlife nnd certainly disturb persons vrho va.,lue the vdnter 
solitude of tho Purk. 

)}J;:;;_I<f!.1 _ J._ 
Stovtt Sto~, ?~1id0nt 
Stor.k:ton J..·.ltluhon Society 
236 ~·i. Y.nolnr. Wny 
Stockton, Calir, 95204 
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RESPONSES 

RESPONSES 

SONORA PASS SNO GOERS 

It has been determined that snowmobiling unreasonably 
Interferes with the other public use activities proposed for areas 
where roads remain unplowed in winter. Snowmobiling is permitted 
on public lands in the vicinity of the park. 

RESPONSES 

STOCKTON AUDUBON SOCIETY 

Currently, 57 percent of the accommodations are low cost. In 
the final plan 51 percent of all accommodations will be low cost. 
Low-cost accommodations_ are frequently in least demand. 

The wilderness designation for the High Sierra camps has been 
changed from enclaves to potential wilderness additions. Little 
Yosemite does have many of the cahracteristics of wilderness, but 
due to its close proximity to Yosemite Valley, Little Yosemite is 
very heavily used and is managed as a wilderness threshold or 
buffer. 

More employees will be removed from the Valley, and carpools 
and bus service will be used by those employees who commute to 
work. 
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UNITED STATES SNOWMOBILE ASSOCIATION 
FAR WEST DIVISION 

A11 uf/i.cict/(\' dwrtat·d 11w1·1ir1~fi1 ,·11rf'11n11iu11 dt'm1t•1/ to 
the promotion uf rt>cr1•111i111wl wul comJ1l'Iitfr1· .tnowmobiH11g 
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December 1, 1978 

POSITION STATEMENT 

SUBJECT: YOSEMITE GENERAL MANAGEMENT PLAN 

1. We as snowmobilers have tried to play an active role in the 
Yosemite National Parl: planning process. We have attended 
the public meetings from the very outset of the planning 
process. We have provided "common sense" input regarding 
snowmobile use within Yosemite National Park which would 
consist of the ;;:estricted use of. the •1i:ipl.owed '?Ortjon of 
Tioga Pass Road. Absolutely nothing else has been asked 
for regarding snowmobile use. 

A. We had access to and enjoyed immensely the use of Tioga 
Pass Road until it was announced that Yosemite was closed 
to snowmobile use. 

B. We have fought this closure from that day and will con
tinue to fight this discriminatory action until we re
gain our rights. We have had contacts, both written 
and personal in some instances, with the Superintendent, 
Regional Director, National Director, Ass't. Secretary 
of Interior (National Parks), the administration, Con
gressman Krebs and a host of other elected and non
elected officials. 

2. Commentary on the prohibition of snowmobiles in the draft 
management plan and all alternatives. 

A. What, in fact, is the basis on which the decision was 
made tO-exclude snowmobile use in the plan? Conflict 
with other users? Proper management will take care of 
that. It has in other parks. General public opposition? 
It depends on whose interpretation you use for "general 
public." The general public was designed out of the 
Yosemite Master Plan either by accident or on purpose; 
this was accomplished by the complexity of the plan. 
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B. 

The Park Service uses the 20,000 that sent back the 
work books as their "general public." They made no 
attempt to consider the opinions of the 40,000 "general 
public" who were mailed work books but did not fill them 
out and return them, for whatever the reason:- We have 
tried to fill this gap but have received absolutely no 
cooperation. 

There is an absence of hard data to support conclusions 
of the draft plan and environmental statement to prohibit 
snowmobile use and we hereby submit our "PROPOSED YOSEM
ITE NATIONAL PARK SNOWMOBILE ROUTE" as a pilot project 
to assess the impacts of snowmobile use on a designed 
route in the park. The above mentioned snowmobile route 
was included with maps when we sent in our Yosemite 
Master Plan Workbook. Mr. John Reynolds, Master Plan 
Team Captain, was given a copy of the map and the pro
posal at the Public meeting, Monday, November 27, 1978 
at the Yosemite Visitor's Center. 

The policy of the Park Service with regard to snowmobiles has 
been formulated without the benefit of a thorough analysis on 
potential conflicts on snowmobile use and other winter recrea
tion activities. We understand the Park Services political 
concerns over allowing even limited or monitored use of snow
mobiles in the park. However, the decision to allow snowmobile 
use should also have the benefit of objective analysis as well 
as political considerations. · 

On page 213 of the draft environmental statement the option of 
restricted use of snowmobiling on the Tioga Road is suggested. 
Our reaction to this is simply • • .Does a drowning man need 
a life preserver??? We are grateful for this consideration to 
say the least. However, there needs to be considerably more 
flexibility to this option. This could be worked out if the 
Yosemite Park Officials and planning team would get some of their 
facts and truths about snowmobiling from qualified people such as 
snowmobilers from the Yosemite area and from Park Service manage
ment people from the fourteen national parks that do have snow
mobile use. This option #4, is a start in the right direction. 
Option #5 is totally unacceptable. If there is one thing we do 
not need, it is a mandatory guided and protective tour of Tioga 
Pass. There are some misunderstandings under your "Impacts of 
the Option." We think it is more a case of not havinq th" facts 
and trut.hs of snowmobiling. · · 

COMMENTS 

In closing we would like to express, once again, our willingness 
to cooperate fully with Park Ser<ice officials to once and for 
all assess the impacts of limited snowmobile use in the Park. 
Ne would propose that "ark Officials meet .'<ti.tc Sierra S'lowmobile 
Club Inc.'s representatives to set up a pilot project this winter, 
before the final comment period ends in February. Thank you. 

Respectfully submitted by, 

dpc:,}10~ 
D. J. "Bud" Weber 
Vice-President, Recreation 
2030 'A' East Ashcroft 
Fresno, CA 93726 

DJW/bs 
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RESPONSES 

UNITED STATES SNOWMOBILE ASSOCIATION 

The National Park Service has assessed the impacts on the 
natural ·and socioeconomic environments of several options for 
snowmobile use. Based on this assessment, it has been determined 
that the large wilderness areas adjacent to unplowed roads should 
be managed to take full advantage of their potential to provide 
outstanding opportunities for enjoying the park in winter with 
almost no noise intrusion or obvious presence of man-made devices. 
Snowmobile use is permitted on nearby public land. 

RESPONSES 

This proposal has been assessed by the National Park Service 
and is included in the supplement to the DES. 

RESPONSES 
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Tl11' ' .._, 

ihc ~·1ildc;~ne~s SrJc~cty is p;~u~cd to h·:vl~· this OPt'Ot·tunity tll com:ocr:t on 

ihc drc-;t c;~nera1 m<:nu:;!':::e,1t µk11 for Yose,::it~ t·!at ior.al r.irk. Ti:e Society 

and its GS,ODJ Hi~n;bers ore dedic1J~ed t.:- the prcservution of wilderness values 

on ~11 our pu~1i;: lands. Our int~rest in 1dldcrn:'s:; and the protection of 

outs.tanding n~~urai and sc.cnic ff:aturt's in 1Jiis count:·y ; 5 ptrticularly 

relP.vant to the ~ark S~rvice:'s plar,r.ir'.g prc,ccss. Soui;d park p.lai:r.ing coupled 

with prud~nt par!: manq:o·::;it ~.r-:? r.~s~~•tial to·fulfi11ir.g the Park Service's 

resr,ons i ~i 1 it/ tc pn?5erve our ::d t 1'.l~a l Parks for the enjo:;:;ient of future 

generations. 

Ile arc also ceeply interested in the extent to 11hkh the appr~ciation 

and er,_ioJm:mt of t!ie s~ec 1.acuiur n~tural fe<,cures in the National Park System 

have been diri:-ir.i>hed and in sor:s cases r:,e<tre>j'"d due • · - ~ .o un,.:se planning and 

development. 

Both of l~cse i1~tcrc:;ts ore ~t stoke ill the draft plan for Yoscini.te. 

Dscisions 1·:liith thJr;;e lilt rMture an.d extrnt of use c,f Yo;;cdte Villley are 

certfd11 to <iff~ct the l 1t:.:-dity of vi~it·Jr c;.:p~ricricr1 a·,·ililublc ; 11 t!ic Yo~eniitc 
h: n_,h co:1r~ •.ry. P• r'· pl· · J • '"'· '· olli!~ng an p\·n-.: r.~ltr:a~;i::r·1Pnt also have a signi fic.Jnt ; 111-

p~ct Ou filtten1S Of de'l.:~~opmcnt Jnd lifc~ty'ic~ f(;i- pcopl(') li·:~n~ in the sur

row1rlin:) n·~;ion. 
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tmr,!:'r hEr::-rr11. i~:"\N·\r,r.i:c~ir PU\i1 
For. vo:;r:'.·:·:i.: r:."iTIC':~r-L P/1!~K 

Our ri:.:gi:inJl r~p1·cst.:nt,1tive in Cr1lifornL1, .. 1im E.::tU:i~ tcs!.if:E:: a: t:·e 

1 hea:-ing l:cld in OJkLrnd on the dr;;ft pl::n. 'b:;t of his te'..ti:co··:i :·:,];te: 

to the pn1 iKSul in th(: plan to adJ 24,000 acr~s to the rad: s~n:~c's r·e:c·;.

r.rnjation Lo Con~ress fot· :·1ilder11cs•: in Yo<e,,.•1tc-. u 
J J _ .... e 5L;:'lpi..11"t t:-;s i'..r:jjS:d 

and co::i:~1 r;:-;d th~~ t:~s for its rcs;)orisi·.·2nes~ to tl":e intere:;ts of ~.;r.;:.:rut;~:-i:sts 
on t;his ijsue .. 

cal. 

The r . .:ed fer a ~:.jor clia110e in the 1:1Jnagec:2nt of Yosen:ite is i~~~Ei ~ri:i

f1s the Purl: Servic~ ccmits in the su::·:n'oi'Y of the draft ;;l~.1 • th<:-c is 

"a recos~ition that we have buen d t · 1 " ~s ro.vrnci t :::;"qualities by t:-y'.~? ~o 

transpcrt our city life>ey:: > Into t!ie_ pai·~s. "'t·t 
.. ~ i ·y yeus ago '"" ,,:rE b~ ;y 

bui?ding rct1:s ar.d p;:r}:ing ar~as to 'open up 1 Yo5er.iite ralicy ar.:! 1 .3!:: ;: 

accessible to the ~.e.1 g~~~ration of m:ibi1e fuc~rican; today ~:e lo~ .;i::i '.rcr.y 

on the acres of.pavern~nt, the traffi~ conr?e~tioro. and the r.~::;e ·,;~ ~.::,·:! 
crc.~ted. 11 

Uc arc gr<1tifiecl th<t t.'ie i'oseli!ite Par~ pi 0 r.ning tcc.m reCO£• '"e; ~:-.e r.::d 

to re·1ersc the patter;1 of man's activity in ~o;e:iite. The r.onSE:"\'c:~~ 1 C:':l

muni ty and r:.ici1 of the generu 1 pub 1 i c hils 1 or.:;i l!~p l ored the o•;e r: e .. ;: l c;•.;.-:ri~ 

and congestion which they ~·,c~ience 1~1~11 visf ti~y the par~. T~!s is the 

re~-:on for lhe cxtcm:.i\'C Ccn:]rcssio~al criticis;;; of the t'lils.t fe~-: :.·t~r!. c:n

ccrrdn'.; t'ie r.ici:;1qr·"1ent of the p.wk and p~rticulc:ly the rc:;ulat':n "f 

Yo~'":!:1it.e con(;C!~~iuncrs. It is also lhe rca';on the Pud: Service ·.J~ r-s~e 

SlJCh a Hr!:11t c.:t:::•i.itn\~nt of ti:!~e ;i;wi +- .._. 
r."?':.O!Jt'CIJS 1..0 "r'r.! Yo::..1.:1~:\ tc µ1 ~11 .. : ~:;- pr;::~ss, 

for ;·;i'. ich it $hou id be r.0·i1; .1::illt!cl. " r t t 1 . n' OT .11r..1 r: y, tt: ii; c:-11::-: i tr:er;: 1.:os "'h.1.t 

rr·;~Jltcd in ·1 r·11l!I for YO',f!riitr whirl: h'(' ho•! i"V•'! i:; i)<f(·'~tlitl"~. 

COMMENTS 
onr,n cw: H:\L 11.·,1;;,r;c;:r.:11 PLAt< 
FOR YOSEt:lTE ;;,·,110::f1L l'.-",i!K Page 3 

The ir.ost critical f~ilu1·e of ti1c draft Yosc1'lite plan is t!1Jt the substar::e 

of the 1·~co1:::··~r.da tions ·~J not match t~e need fJr the fund.Jr.1c.1tal clHng~s in 

man?.ger:~nt of the p~rk ,:hich are n~i:l?Ss?.ry to ~~otcct and enh~nce the ~x~~ri-

ence, tire natt:r~l te;wty cir:d the ~c1·2,ity 1·:ilic:; si:Juld characteri7.c Yoser:i te. 

2 The plan talks a!:>out "t::~ bcsirrn~ns c.f a nc11 era" for Yosec1itc, .vet it offers 

lin1ited relief frc:;i the O\'Crcr0Ndi1o;, the cor->:~rcialisr.1, and th~ p::.tt2rns 

of dcvelop::'ent 11hich r.~1-: exist. To p:1t it blu~otly, the plan pro:·1i~es r.iuch 

and delivers little. It is un•o1isc for the Pari: Service to procc~d in that 

fashion. 

A. A_cs.Q~·31tlatio1.!_~ 

For cxarr.~1e, the Par!: Service ad:no1-11edges that the level of existing 

overnig~t accor,;,iud~tior.~ in the park has been a key issue throu<Jhou~ the 

3 planning µrucess. Cor.se:·vutio1: organizations ''"d the vust l!lajority Jf public 

opinion favors a large r~ductfon ir. the numtcr of accomm:;datic% in the pork. 

Yet despite t~is resp<1n>e, and with the recogniLion by the plan itself that 

"certain elcr.;;nt~ of the parl: n~ed to be rcdcsi~ned to reflect our changing 

attitud-::s," th~ Parl: Service ·is :iroceeding on?. business-as-usual bosis in 

Yoser:iitc. 

If the pi<in as nOI~ i:ritten is i1:1plemented, a total of 190 uni~s.of over-

ni~hl facil it\cs 1wuld k elil!driatcd from the prl:. At the sarr:c tin:~ r.··,re 

than 200 ne;o1 corn!' sites v;quld be l"H•ilt, 1:1ost of thc:o <k~si~rH:d for u~c hy 

p0nplc in vr.hich.•s. T~is dOQ'"j nnt. rr~:cs~11t a si~i:1ifiti.11it change in the: 

)"T• ~ 

J .• •• 

2 

RESPONSES 

RESPONSES 

THE WILDERNESS SOCIETY 

1 _The final ~ilderness proposal has been expanded slightly to 
provide protectron for the land associated with the High Sierra 
camps and the Ostrander ski hut. 

RESPONSES 

The NPS view differs from that of the Wilderness Society on 
this question. The revised GMP states long-range goals for the 
park and then proposes actions to further these goals over the next 
15 years. These actions collectively will result in a highly 
sign!ficant improvement in resource protection and the quality of 
visitor experiences, particularly in Yosemite Valley, where a major 
reduction in the influence of the automobile, the level of NPS and 
concessioner administrative activities, and the amount of 
development will take place. 

3 The revised GMP proposes that overnight commercial 
accommodations remain at nearly present levels. There appears to 
be substantial public support for this action at the present time. 
Of those members of the public who completed the workbook during 
the planning process, 9 percent indicated that no accommodations 
should be provided, 26 percent that the number of accommodations 
should be reduced, 42 percent that the number remain the same, 
and 11 percer.t that the number of accommodations should be 
Increased. Development of visitor accommodations outside the park 
ts highly encouraged by the Park Service. Since access to 
campsites by public transit will be increased, some auto campsites 
will be converted to walk-in sites. 



COMMENTS 
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stt!tu:; qtH.i, t!.'Ju)1 the: elhii11<ltion of :,f"\11!!.! cabi11s al Yo:lr::-:tilC' l.cd'.:c CH1d in 

4 Curry Villi•:;l~ i: \t!·lr::r;;·1\'. Jt i:; u11fnrt 1mi'te tlir: Pc.irk $1~rvh:c hus propo~c.·<I 

f11cililit.?s jtl.;t bec.:1l:::c the Yos01idto 1'..!d: '"ind Curry CtWThJny ~)t1ys this i~ b1•<;t 

.5 o·~·t~rnis~it lod!]i•~;. rtc:;i::··:al of all existin~ ucco1:-·:;0G~tions ar.U r\!lat~d faci

li~ies fro:-n t:1e '/ailey, (ex-:ept the Ahv:E;ilnee ~:otcl) us \·:ould happen ur.der 

6 

Altcrn~.tive 1 .. m. woul (. be a trer~~"ndous step tm·:ard res taring the natural 

bea\.ity of Yo:.£:1;li te. 

Yosemite l'ailcy is "·1'dely reco·:;nizccl as n2ing the most over-corr~1ercialized 

area in the entice :<atior.i.1 P;,rk syste:n. l\ repor·t published in 1976 by ~he 

"facil itics such as tenn;s courts, skating rinl:s, s1·1inr'1ing poal~. kenn£ls, 

a l:>~nl:, numerous garag~s--all of 1·1hich c~rtain'ly provide conveniences to thP. 

oark visitors--are 'n~res:;a1·y and app1·01n·iate' for public use and enjoyment 

of Y0semite t!;:.tiona1 F\Jd:. 11 The ci:w;;iiittc:~s recm::r.icndcd the Pllrk Service 

relocate r,,. rcnn·;e Jll facilities in_ the par!: 1-:hich are not csscr.tial and 

COMMENTS 

Di~FST cr··:r:R.\!. r:\ri. ·;1:!''..!H PL.-'\i~ 

FOR Y~SE:·ll 1 ~ r: :1; IC:f\L P;..l\i~ 

U~fortur~tcly, t~2 plan cnnt0cmlat0s retaining or czpandinJ existing 

rn~.c:·"·r.ial facilitir:; l'lhich do not uclon'.1 on the par\:. The outstanding 

exar::~lc of this is tioc B<1d'.10r 1';1;s ~ki rcscrt. riot only ~1cn1l<! tire d'lwnhill 

ski runs, the (.Q:r-c.1r pJd:ir•'l ~n·;1 all(! tk lodr,c Le l.r;it, the pl;;r. also 

threat to tile natur<l1 and scerdc qt;.::lities of Yosc1.:ite. 11 T!~e ~1an er.dcrses 

so:r.e res:rictions on drivi;;g in~c Yose:·~!tc \!alley, S0:12 exj1c::ns .. ~rn of the 

existing sh~:ttk bis service 11ithir: ths \Md:, and n.J;·e bus senice from 

points Cutsid~ th·= park bo~nd}ry. 

The pr"in~ary pu!'~os~ of the! C'x~.:ir.-:eci bu~ service and the cre~ticn of nei·1 

parki;;g areas at Crar.2 F1at, El PortJ1 JnrJ T~ft loe is to re~~ce traffic and 

cor.gcstion in the Valley. The p1ar: does r.ot go nevrly as far"' t~1e present 

still be ab1e to c';·ivc to thei~ clestinaticns. l ,27i C:Jy-u:;e s;::;cE:s for 

parking in Yose,;it2 \'alley 1·1i1l ccr.tin~c to ex'ist, ~nd U1e bus service into 

the t::ltstern part of tf!~ ~'dlley \':ill nn~y be rnaruiatory '\1h·.:n vi$itation is 

hig~1." Does this rr.~an frc1r. June to Se!'trmbr:r, or 1-::·,en cert; in ~re,~ctcrr~ined 

7 levels o~ visitation or reuchecl, or every ~:ec~cnd? Hh~t are t•,~ uitcriJ 

for deciding a vis'i tc.r has to o;pcrk and ride?" The phn shoulc be made 

clear on this point. 

COMMENTS 
[l~iiFT IDii ~r.:. li:\Nr,::; l':.il'I Pl..iU 
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Th'cre is di~cu~sicon in ti:~ pl;,n <:bout cv0ntu.1lly ex:ludir.g t:,e private 

auto1:~:ibilc froin Ycscr;it.~ Vul!ey, l>u: it fi!il<; to rcc01~ .. :~nd a cc;rs~ of 

oppcrtun~! lha11 th12 present. to tH .. cn:=::.11• .. h i1 :::~:jot· rt::~:..1c~ion in a·.:t.c.":Obilc! 

use in tt1c p<lrl:, and t!:~ public is prepared tu support the Park Service in 

ir.plc:~1-:.1ti:iq a comprchensi\'e pl.J:1 to exc1uc~.; private \':..1 lliclcs fron the 

Vdl lcy. 

D. .~.r::.2)_!';:ce H.:-:;~ :_112 

One of th~ m,t obviJus and sir"~lc m~thods of relieving so:··~ C'f the 

-h...:::11'.ln c1:ns:2st1on in Yos~::rite Valley is to rr.,1ve concessioner and P.:rk S!.:rvi.::e 

er:~loyc~ h0using nJ•·1 in trQ Valley ·~ut of the p~;·k. T!;e drJft pl.on Hc:os~s 

m'.:'vir.g the p~rk t1<li:1inistration anrl co:1~essio11er headqu::.rters to El Port3.l, 

a1ong 1·1ith 205 e:::ployees ar.d their families. 

8 This is c1e.:r1y an inadquate rcpo11se to a serious problem. ;:early a11 

of the e:np~0y,~es of the Curry Co:::pany and Pork Service should t2 housed ov:-

side the pork. The idc<i that these cn·~loyccs have sorr.~ kind of right t:. 

live in th~ 1.1.:ir:~ is ei-runccu~ and is incon::.:stent \·lith the re3sons for 

creatins Yos~:iit~ Park. Provided n'::·: emp1oyee ~cusi~g in the ?ark by 

·'~'.ldir«; c!Jrn'itor1es, as the pla~ r:--or.oses, ~muld simp~y co"1povnd ex·;st:ng 

prob le~~. 

4 
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RESPONSES 

The draft plan has been revised to remove a smaller number of 
low-cost accommodations. At the present time, 57 percent of park 
overnight accommodations are low cost. The revised plnn now 
proposes that 51 percent will he low cost. Low-cost accommodations 
are frequently in least demand. 

Removal of overnight accommodations would severely limit 
enjoyment of the park by a large segment of the public, The level 
of overnight accommodations proposed in the revised GMP will 
ensure protection of the park's resources and, at the same time, 
provide for extended visits inside the park by people v.110 are 
unable or unwilling to camp. It should be noted that 86 percent of 
the park is proposed for either wilderness or potential wilderness 
addition. Of the park's acreage not proposed for such protection, 
most will remain undeveloped. 

RESPONSES 

No expansion of the ski slopes is proposed. The ski area is 
Isolated from other park areas and provides an additional 
opportunity for park visitors to enjoy family winter recreation. 
Year-round use of the lodge is no longer proposed. 

The Taft Toe parking area is no longer proposed. Day 
parking in the Valley will be reduced by half, and this automobile 
capacity will be enforced by directing cars away from the Valley 
any time available parking spaces are full. 

RESPONSES 

o. The revised plan calls for a significant increase in the number 
of employees to be relocated from the Valley. The further 
reduction in the number of buildings and employees in the Valley 
will promote progressive enhancement of the Valley's natural 
environment and improve visitor experiences through a reduced 
management presence. New dormitories in the Valley are no longer 
proposed. 



COMMENTS 
m·:~FT G!:·F;:f\l. :'.~.·:.\(CL::r i'Lf.q 
ro::: YO'.:::l i·:I i"E i·;;\"110:;:1.L i'1'.l!!: 

It is ~,<:.'ll-docu:,;entE~ thJt the Yos8:nitc Purf: and Cun·y Comr.any h3s >,iJd 

too grCJt ar. influence in Yosemite F~rk plan~ir.g. Several years a~o th~ 

initial master plJn for lhc parl· 1·m; scraµpcd because a forr.ier l\ssistan~ 

Secretary of lnt~ri~r four.:! the plar. "arr,~ured to ha\•e been ~iritlen by the 

concession~r." 

The Par~; ~-crvice h<.i~ tal:en stCor;:; t~ i:-:provc itt; co11cc~sion 1J'l:tr:,Jgc:n1cnt 

9 progr;,1:1 in YC'sendte, l;•it t!.c Curry ~011;;,any stil 1 I.as ezce~sive influ~nCQ. 

It is uLsolut:!ly es::>en!ial t!1at" p.11·k ;i1«.nncrs t.e con•:crnc~i only .:i:;1 :·:-!2-

scrvatior. of the r.1l\:~r.if;1cc·11t rcso:.n·cr·::: in Yo~c;:!:-::e, and th~ cnjr_;;:.:~1t .Jf 

10 these reSG!.lrCt'~ by th~ ;J•;bi ic. Th~ fin.rnci.:tl \-r~l l-bein9 of t:1~ ·:y;·~-j' .>:.- :;···1 

should not be a:i important conside~·ution for t!1~ Pnrk Service in Cf·:~ :~n7 

the future of Yosemite. 

imple~~nted un~~r current P~;·!: Servic~ concassio11s policy. If t1is is tr~e, 

thc:n the solution is m~t. to bJck off frun need0d rt?stricti::HiS on v::;:i~~r 

faciiities, cc::F:erci;jl sef\h.:e~, and autcr.~ol;i1c.usc in the part.:--al: r~li-:~-?s 

~ 1 ti.at l':i11 enhance lhc natur~l beauty o-r Yos~,r,it0. Rather. the f';.rk Se-v~:: 

out ar.d then leaseC on a shcn·t-t~rr:: l::::.sis to one or 1nore f;~n-pro~it, ~-~bl:c-

9 

RESPONSES 

The concessioners were afforded the same opportunity to 
participate in development of the GMP as the general public, and 
their views were considered along with those of all other interested 
parties in developing the revised plan. 

10 . The GMP proposals for commercial visitor services are intended 
solely to serve the needs of the visiting public in a manner that 
enhances protection of park resources as well as the quality of 
resource-oriented visitor experiences. 

11 The DES (p. 140) explores this and other actions that could 
be taken to provide visitor services within the proposed framework 
of restricting the types and amounts of commercial facilities. The 
Implementation of action(s) included in the plan will be the focus of 
future negotiations between the National Park Service ?nd t~e 
concessioner. Comments that have been received regarding this 
matter will be reviewed and fully considered in these negotiations. 

COMMENTS RESPONSES 
DP..l\r-T C~iff.F1~L i'.\~H~~:.:::::;T PLf..i~ 
FGf.! vo~:r:~li"ll r~:\Tiff!1\L Pl.!;}~ 

acco:n~.1:idations provided to the public in the pork and 1·1ould 1:1ini:-i:s t".e 

conccssicr.er's influence in decisions affecting ti1c future of Yo:~" ·'tc. 

There is r~cent preced~nt for tfiis action. The 1978 Park~ C·:·1it:.is bi'.l 

aut:1orizes the Pdfl: Service to buy out the interests of the Ycllc.-1s:.)c': 

v.-i1..:t!11~r it even rcpre$cnts d !~igni fic~r.:.. Stl~p in that dircct:on. As 

Ansel /\dams n:Jintcd Ctit in J recent let.~er to S;-cr~tJry Andn.s, "Not only 

is it a wcJ~ pLr., bvt it is a dangcrou'< one. It solves no l'Jsic pre>blc:·1s. 

It sounds '1·1is~· and efficient but i..hcn examin~d it is only t slig!1t reshuffle 

of the s tt!_~-l~2--~~·" 

lk asrce with thJ: point of view, and urge the P~rk Scrvi~e to serio~sly 

consider ~o~·.e form of Ill ternative T1·;0 as tl~c futul'e ::i:ma~e~iect policy for 

Yosemite Part:. The renxivul of accon:::oc1.tions, cor.':.offcia.l facilities, an~ 

employee hcusinJ fro::i Yose".ite Valley prGposed in ;•lternative T1·10, along 

Hith accor:panyin\3 re>lricti1ms on trans;•ortiition by orivate a'.:tc::-.obile, a1·e 

the kind of action needed uy the Park S2rvi te. 

The public 1s levt1 of i.nt8rest in the future c1f Yosemite ;:atior.Jl Pvr~ 

is obvious frc::! the u,;prec~(:~11ted pu!J l i c i nvo l vroir;ent in the er: ti re \'os~mi te 

planning pror.e,s. Ti1e foct. that 63,000 people participated ir. t'1c planning 

COMMENTS RESPONSES 
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befpre the draft plan was released is re-:iarkable, and th?.t in~erest has 

continued duri:ig the ?Ublic rnet·tinJS called to discuss the plan. 

Th:! P~rk Sctvice t.as an obligation tr, be honest and forthright in its 

statero:~nts about the Yoscmitl' plan and tile degree to which its i:::plerncnta

t ion 1·:0111 d io>,pruve the na turu l beaut.'/ of the par I:. However, it apµcars the 

Nz;tiondl PJ1·k Service 'lJ'.. enga'.:cd in an effort to oversell th·:: benefits 

and clF•n~~s iri!:r,nmt in the plan, and is, in eff,·ct, misleadiq the public. 

In a press re:lr;.1sc an:10unci11g Uw p~tli1'~ releose, par~ su;.erintend;_•nt 

in f.ict--f~lis v~ry st:o:·t of CTr. 1 :ic\in~~ any of the con:cr·~s th~ ~ ··e.:s. ri:!lease 

adverti5c:.. 

If all of the µropsals in the plar. 1·1crc put into cf:"ect ic".'.,di<trc~y. it 

1'10uld h~ve the follC11in9 results: (l) there would b~ a s::.ll: r":d~cti~n in 

auto traffic: in foSi:Cli'.;c Valley in the sur.:::i:ff on p!>ak visit:ir de: s; (2) 

visit~tion to th~ park 11i1l coro:ir.ue to increase, and mo;t pe:.~~e \·;~ll con

tir.ve to dri'lc to Yo,;e ... it~; (3) U·e numt.~r of people ·.-:ho ca,1p ·or use c·;er-

night acco::;:1Qd)tions in t:·e park wc~ld remc:n about tf.e sar.e <.s '.n recent 

years; (4) a 5mattcring c7 minor nan-essential faciliti<;> in ·:·cs-::d"':~ ·i<:ou1d 

be removed iroc1 ~he pa~k. and in certain a1·ea; nC'1·1 se:·vi:es \·:;11 i1::re~se 

the exist·ing iev~l cf ove;·deve1C>;rn:2nt; (5) the nat.ural s:ene ~n ·'os€::iite 
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The pcinL is sir:ply t!:is: '.he µlJn is not a par.Jee.>, an:J it s~:uld 

not b~ ~rPsrnt~d as ar~thing ~or~ than it actually is by the 'dr~ s~rvlcc. 

s~·rvi Cf:'·~ r-.1•r!ia 1,1 i !. ·~. 

COMMENTS 

CHARLES A. WOESSNER. D.Q.;i, 
YOSF.:.~UTE MEOICAL CLINIC 

YOSEMITE NATIONAL PA.AK 

CA.LIFORNIA 85399 

Alll!A CODI! 209 

TncPHON• 372-4200 

A~te.che:! !l!"e n:;· official comrngnts on tl:e <!raft J.'.as~er Pla!'I, to 'te 
included as part of ~~e rJ~lic record. 

I sr.~:11~ li~:e to have tl:e C!'."FQI"tnnit7r to expend on SOr1'3 ~ th1359 
vievs, partic~lerly vith re!-B.!'"d to ~ealth s~rvices. uhen tr.~ pla~~~~s 
s.~e ;.!.eating on some c!" the to::>ics I havtt taken ·.:.p. 

COMMENTS 

January 1, 1979 

To: 
Yosemite Master Plan Team 
and 
Mr. Les Arnberger, Superintendent 
Yosemite Nationa1·Park, California 

From: 
Charles A. Woessner, 
P~rk Concessioner, Yosemite Dental Office 
Private Citizen 
Resident of area for 28 years 
Park visitor and user since 1932 

Subject: 
Observations and comments on draft Master Plan 

1. The future of health services, including the den~l office. 

The topography, geography, and economics of the Yosemite area have 
,histo.ricall_y, for over._50 years., d.er.iar..ded a relativel:: corr.;>rehensive 
"heal.tn .s.e:i;vica :aciTrty. Such a neec! has led to the develop:::ent ot" 
medical anci denta"l' servH:es, emergency room, pharmaceutical and am
bulance services of the present sophisticated nature. The accumu
lated experience of over 50 years has shown that there is no viable 
alternative for either the park visitor or the park employees or for 
nearby residents. Availability of same-day, nearby p~ysicians and 
dentist services at a centrally located health facility in Yosemite 
Valley will remain essential as long as visitors continue to come 
and as long as there must be employees to serve them. Even the 
slight reduction of numbers contemplated in the Master Plan does 
not alter this fact. 

Remov'.1.1. of .. .:::erli.cal. an1i dental offices •. or even relocation at the 
pearby !>l Porta·1 .. area, would vastly increase tne need fvr em-ergenpy 
tran.;po'rtation ·service_, It wouTa· probably' ~ve,1 call' fa« instituting 
a taxi or van .;ervice and an am~ulance service. Lost employee time 
would be a disaster to all employers, including the National Park 
Service. It must be considered that a visit to the dentist or 
physician, which at present takes about an hour, woulc! involve an 
entire day. 

~;edical and dental treatments involving Ir.ore than a 
single visit could become so complicated that one might have to 
take extensive leave or even terminate park employment if such 

RESPONSES 

12 The final GMP mal<es significant strides in the achievement of 

1 

each of the slated gonls. While not a panncea, the plan represents 
a balanced and implementable stralt'9Y for redirecting park 
operations and development, and for pr:igressive enhancement of 
resource protection during the next 15 ypars. It recognizes the 
needs of the diverse visitor population using the. park, while 
establishing facility capacities that will effectively limit overuse in 
the Yosemite Valley. By significantly reducing automobile use and 
the level of development not directly suppol'ling the park visitor, 
the quality of the Valley's environment and the opportunities it 
affords for education, interpretation, resource-oriented recreation, 
and inspiration will be progressively improved. 

RESPONSES 

RESPONSES. 

CHARLES A. WOESSNER, DDS 

The GMP has been revised to retain the medical and dental 
clinic as it presently exists. 
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treatment had to~sou&ht elsewhere. If employers were to follow 
the prevailing custom of granting at least partial sick leave time 
for such visits to a distant facility, the costs and time-~oss 
would be unacceptable. 

J;.nconvenience and tedious arrane;ements for the park vi si to.:: 11ro.ul4. 
be si=.iia.r. !'!any v1.'s:l:tors co:ne oy tour ous·or are otr.er·.;ise wi;;hout 
cars. It is contemplated that this number will increase. Ur.der 
such circumstances, i;.ae.-i for a medi..cal or dental cons:..lta_t::.oi:.. j,-'" 
a,n emergency situatio::i, to a ;iei·i;1on no• familiar. ':J..i.;h ti:.;) .,:e"~cy 
ana di_rected ~o a __ Q.i;;r.an.t.. facility.., would c.r.!l.\l~e ,a_,ve.=_.y. ji::;:jcJ.;.!.-:; 
.si .. tua uon •. 

The present medical and dental service serves the park well.. T!le 
range of' services· o~;;rect was ,;ub,;tam;::.ally ~·eal.<Ce1': "t''!'.ree ;·ears ago. 
Any further. _reductior. would =o=: to .. r.o !lealth -;e:i::vice at alJ..., 
~here are no present plans for expansion. The Clini~s preser.ce is 
not an attraction for drawing or entertaining visitors, bu~ is as 
much a need of the visitor as a fire department or a polictan wien 
an emergency arises. For employees, health services are not only 
an ·occasional need, but a necessity of life fully as ~uca as food 
and scelter. Conversion of the dental office and parts of the c~inic 
to apartments would be very inefficient, costwise, and· serve less 
well, adding three dwelling units at most. Present heal~h personnel, 
living in the Valley, add insignificantly to the population in pro
portion to the services rendered. 

No survey, poll or study has ever been made ou the impact of re=ov
ing dental and other health services from the Yosemite area. Xo 
change in present heal th service level should be conte:nplated ur.til 
other phases of the plan are substantially. implemented and essential
ly completed. If the present functioning dental and medical services 
were abruptly eliminated and later a need for re-instituting such 
services was realized, the co$ts and problems could well be over
whelming. 

Yosemite area's future health service needs should only be ietermined 
by meetings of the park employers, the present health professionals 
and experienced public health planning officials. Such conferen:es 
have never been held and must remain a separate and vital facet of 
the master plan. There should be no change until such inpu~ has been 
gathered and thoroughly studied. 

2. t'ln the El Portal relocation and the "Taft Toe" transfe_; area.-
The only real impaction problem in Yosemite Valley is that cf ex:ees
ive day use, which, when analyzed of a yearly basis, only occu=s on 
a small percentage of the total year-days. Overnight capacity was 
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determined and adjusted to its optimum years ago, so this is no 
lonber a problem. Control of day use, then, during tte relatively 
infrequent overcrowded periods could more easily be managed, at far 
less cost, for far less capital investment and with no i~creased 
impact on the west end of the Valley, route 140 or 31 Portal. The 
only costs would be for an increase in entrance station and direction
giving personnel, with minor relocation and/or supp~entation of 
entrance stations. 

2 Little mention has been made of the impact of a staging area in the 
"Taft Toe" area. Planners seem not to have considered tie effects 
created in this area by a dead end parking lot. Only the impact of 
a new paved parking lot and loo~road have been ac~nowled;ed. Not 
mentioned, however, are the i..-ievi table cov.ered bus ·•a.:..t~ s.tr.u.c.7 
tures, an •rntrance kiosk and, pro ca bl ·r, an i:<tc :-rm ti or. center. With 
°'ne anticip<Hed ,parking .at :>uch a dead end, •-:i th 's6"'l!c:i.y ··peopte leav
fi:ig i;hei;r car.s ill O!le spot. i.-:iuld cor.:e a deman.: tor r-:stroo_ms, _ facii
l tl~s ..for the handicappei~ dr:nking rour.tains~--· te1e;!-.c:ie:.Jiooths,. re-' 
fuse cans, oulle>:in coa:::is au.: dj,:r;ectio::aI ·sigr.s. ··:Chen could tor.:· 
row der:iand.s for .a service. ;>ta~ion, r:e_:fres_hm.ent stan.l, ad in'fini tU::: 

Al so, persons driving toward the Valley, knowing they could be trap
ped at a congested parking area at Taft Toe, would predictably choose 
to park in the Bridalveil area or continue on to parking in the El 
Ca pi tan area. (More rest rooms needed!) The n:any more cars and 
people in these area; would combine with the people in the Taft roe 
area who chose not to continue eastward on the shuttle. Thus, pic
nicking, strolling and the search for river access would soon compact 
and criss-cross with paths the presently relatively untrodden Bridal
veil and El Capitan meadows with their surrounding forests and riv
erbanks to much the same degree that we now find in tte meadows and 
forests of the east end of the Valley. The minor easing of conges
tion in the east-end would be a tragically poor tradeoff for the ir
reversably increased use and impaction of the present little altered 
west end environment. 

Far :nore logical would be the increase of _perso:rnel • wi th .. longer .'t9.JJ.:C,S 
a~.J::+e....ett-:ra::ice. stat1on.s duri::it;:.tllC.,:>;;)a.:: periots.,. ·Ihis could oe com
bined with possible relocation of entrance areas and w:th the station
ing of personnel at junctions where alternatives to Valley entry could 
be made. Early warnin~s o.C,te:nporary. congestion-or.;io;;siale .. cloauro, 
~i.th._,altern'1~ives poi:-.t.e:::. out and .. in:>is;ed.upon ir. <l.de;u.,,te .. time•~
wpul'l .. ease c'.lmplain~-: ., .:.;uc.ll C;:,rly warnir;.g.s._of. ;e:;;pcra.i:'y conditions 
~.oul.!._~v.;;n ti: w~de. by elec~ror.ically ci1augea-.le signs ,;;oeted far i:r:~g,& 
tQ .. ,.,PO.rit tiounaar.ies. It "oula oe assumed that most car:?r;r::iunds ·,;oula 
be mainly filled by reservation, and nonreserved, empt/ Bites would 
be aasie;ned in more distant peripheral areas. :;ucn early warnint;s 
woul1 go far in preventing aimless driving around, eventual illegal 
parking and/or out-of-bounds camping. Obviously, during full times 
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and temporary closures, those holding reservations, re-entries and 
business passes wculd pass temporary diversions. 

The above relieves the congestion in ·the campground and Curry Vil
lage areas and brings available parking and picnicking into balan=e 
with cars entering. This leaves only the unsightly area between 
the Village Store and the YPCC garage. Here, we merely relocate the 
garage, possibly combining it with the NPS Garage in the NPS area, 
and co:nbine the firehouse with the NPS firehouse. The village ser
vice station would be eliminated in favor of a slight enlarge:nent 
of the Lodge area station and excess busses and maintainance veh
icles not in everyday use could be parked in the NPS area or in ::J. 
Portal. The next step would be to landscape and redesign roads in 
the resul tirig newly opened area. A lim1 ted grocery outlet in the 
campground or Curry 'lillage area qould ·oe reinstituted. These clean
ups, plus other low cost, low i~pact economies, and consolidations 
in housing and support facilities, with some redesign, could elimin
ate the need for extensive El Portal relocation. 

3. Some further thoughts on the elimination of certain amenities. 

3 The tearing out of the swimming pools, ice rink, etc., is seen as 
merely thro.,ing a bone to the conservationists. .!iasanyone ever con
·11;!.Jie.red the increaaed n=ber. of r:i,V(l.r accidents tlla.:' •.;U!d res-.:It . 
.from. more .. a ~ te:np•s. a::, . .s·•imcing. i.n ;;old.. 3wi.f:t ·•ate.rs ':.;.1 z.:nall ~0.

.i;:e_IJ and inexperienced poeple a.a soon. as the .wea~hl;r .tu.rr.3 war:n bi.: 
!he .. r_;:~r .. ha3 not j~t .reached .i ;s_.:;u:::mer .. ley~l?, /a?.. ... :no-.:gilt _been·· 
e;_~ye~-:i •• ~o ... increas~?- impac~ on ri •;eroa:iits and oeaches. p;1 t::..ose pres;,n.i;.. 
~_;i; .. u.aing pcol;;;'2 nas the usefulness of the poo:s for :firefighting 
purposes been considered? Has anyone.ever considered that people 
w.il_l._attem~t _ __to .ice.-slrate on the·thinly,,frozen river .. if there Li_'_'.;.? 
,lon.e;~r_a __ rl.:uc~ If the Ahwahnce golf course was eliminated, it wo~d 
have to be replaced with some kind of landscaping that would hold up 
under the strolling guests, so ~nat could be less obtrusive than :he 
green already there? The_.Ahwahnee grou::ids wi thou.t t.he g::ee.n.)1oul.~ 
soon look as badly trampled_ a3 . ~he .Curr/. ·,jillage_ a.::ea. a; .:;;re:.e01t. 
'Do tne 4 to 8 per:oonG usiil'e the tennis court noticibly increase t!:e 
crowd in the Valley? 'liou.ld the removal -of· 1000 .. square feet of ter.ni.s. 
qour:t ,_-™?ticibly increase open apace? Are these facili :ics reall,Y 
.responsible for bringing addHionaJ ,;;_e_o;i,le _to tne ... 'lal._l.~y·1 

4 4. ,The Wawon.a Area.... 
. ~ow .. vital_. is .. i Lac tu.ally,oto .. j;_he_ parl!;.~.to acquire_,,~'(~,+JC,..-las t. yestit;e 
~J pri va t.epropert,Y _ i.n the area, ... co~si:1e.::ing, its hig!;..cos t~.0;n,d,_.relar.,-
4yel:1. . .low .. acenic value? ... :;here are already millions of acres of se
cond growth mixed coniferous forest in the Sierra Nevada. Why shoald 
such an expensive and high priority be placed on merely 640 acres of 
the same. Much of the area serves as badly needed e:nployee and visit
or housing as it stands. Additional employee houcing, if needed, 
could sti.ll be built in the same area on property already owned by 
the NPS without intruding on the visitor scene. Likewise, there .is 
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RESPONSES 

RESPONSES 

The early warning entrance station suggestions have been 
adopted in the revised GMP. The Taft Toe parking area is no 
longer proposed. Methods to totally remove cars will be actively 
explored at'\d implemented as soon as possible. 

RESPONSES 

3 3. The pools will be retained, and ice-skating may be provided 
for with a removable rink, 

4 4. A land use plan will be prepared for Wawona that will permit 
some private development compatible with the proposal to use 
Wawona as the nl.'W park headquarters~ 



...... 
00 
0 

COMMENTS 

plenty of spa~e for a campground and/or picnic area without the 
high cost of acquiring economically useful land and dest=oying 
useful and ber.eficial structures. 

5, Financially. 

5 .Is :he taxpaying puolic i;eacy t.G accept. the .siibsi\ii.zi~. of conc:ess
~or.~r;;'? Can the cenefi :s of the plan justify the huge cost ;.o the 
public? Could public ownership of concessions, or short terr: leases, 
result in greater benefits, without increased costs to the visi•or, 
than the present controlled profit-oriented system? 'liould the ec
onomic and tax base of :-lariposa County suffer too great a displacement? 
Would such severely controlled visitor use detract from •he enjoy-
ment of the park. Would such spartan living conditions for employees 
make recruitment and re:ention of trained and dedicated jersons im
possible? What effect would the lack of a school have o; what =e
mained of the service community? How could the present highway be
tween El Portal and the Valley handle the increased traffic without 
major and environmentally damaging reconstruction? Would any of the 
Valley really, actually, return to wilderness after the huge out
pouring of dollars and destruction? 

COMMENTS 

YOSEMITE GENERAL 1-'.ANAGD~IT PLAN 

RESPO!ISE BY YOSEMITE n;sTITUTE 

The Yosemite Institute was established to provide educational p:-ogr...,,. 

directed tovard the improvement of environmental perceptions a:ld eth!cs. As 

a non-profit educational institution based in Yosemite for the past eight 

years, we have provided interpretive services for over 25,COO visitors. Our 

programs are designed to foster a sense of respect, responsibility, and 

joy for Yosemite and the earth as a whole. Because the General l·'.ane.;ement 

Plan addresses the dile""'1a of preservation versus use, the Institute is vitally 

interested in the development or the plan. Overall we agree with the general-

tenor of the dra!t plan, i.e. that automobile use should be curtailei, overcrowding 

eliminated, non-essential services relocated, the natural scene restored, and 

interpretive services strengthened. All these are desirable goals. Our plaudits 

go to those dedicated people who have worked so hard to develoJ7' this plan. 

To date, the Yosemite Institute has not made an official stater.ent regarding 

the Yosemite Park Management Plan. However, the following contribut~on is 

made in the spirit or the development of the current General ~'.anagem~nt Plan 

and addresses only those areas rele•rant to Institute operatior.s. 

~ 2!. ~ Institute Offices ~El ~ 

1 (.The Yosemite Institute considers its office based in Yosemite Valley 

2 

3 

to be absolutely essential to the smooth runnir.g operation of its pr~grams 

in the Valley and at Crane Fla:) It is our st...,ing area and r~cal P"int, 

Because of our interpretation-based status and location in the area 1esignated 

ror development or interpretive facilities, we reel ve can pla:r an inportar.t. 

role in meeting a key objective in the draft plan. 

COMMENTS 

Ret:loval 2!. ~ ~ £!!!1.!!!. 

· ~e Yosemite Institute is against the removal of the ~!erced Grove ca~in 

on the basis of its architectual and interpretive value) ':'hrcugh our pior.eer 

living history approach, we have demonstrated a valuable use ~or this cabin. 

In the last three years nearly 1,000 stulents have had an oppcrtunity to stay 

overnight in its rustic atmosphere. The design of this structure represe~ts 

a significant architectural achievement at the time of its building in 1933, wten 

modern building styles had replaced the "log cabin" style. Regardless of vho 

manages the facility we do not believe it should be razed. 

~or8o~~~~~Lodge!_80~~~C=rt~ 

~The Yosemite Institute is against removal of these structures on the basis of 

their val•ie in providi::g low-cost accommodations for the public and scl:.ool gro1..;:s 

in particula/. Since they were recently completely remodeled, it would be wastef'l:.l. 

to eliminate these str~ctures before the:r had served their usef'ul economic life. 

Many groups that arrive in Yosemite by bus far our interpretive prcgrs=.s ~"Ould 

be forced to pay higher prices for the privilege of studying i:l Yosemite should 

these structures be removed. Good low-cost accOl:llllOdations are essential to 

experiential education programs and to the continued enjoyment of the Park by 

all classes of people. 

Parking ~ ~ Facilities at Crane !1!J:. 

4 ~e Yosemite Institute does not favor "promotion" of the Crane Flat e.rea 

for winter activities nor the placement of a 200 car parking l~t at Crane Flat) 

A 200 car lot seems excessive. Modification of existing parki:ig areas shculd he 

made initially followed by a shuttle ter-..inal and the like, b1..--.; "development" o~ 

Ri::SPONSES 

5 Private financing will be sought for many of the facilities 
propo~ed by the plan. 

RESPONSES 

YOSEMITE INSTITUTE 

1 One of the basic objectives of the GMP is to remove 

2 

3 

4 

nonessential office space and quarters from Yosemite Valley, Jn 
this way, the space occupied by these administrative and support 
functions can be restored and returned to public use. 

RESPONSES. 

Removal of the cabin from its present location is proposed to 
permit restoration of the Merced Grove to its natural state. 

The revised plan retains accommodations at nearly present 
levels. 

. The parking area has been proposed to reduce unacceptable 
impacts caused by automobiles in the highly scenic and popular 
Yosemite Valley. Planning for the parking area will include 
measures to minimize impacts on park resources and facilities 
including those used by the Yosemite Institute at Crane Flat. ' 
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this area should follov use. The Instit'.lte does favor the enc~uragemer..t of v:j.i:':.er 

visitation and winter activities in Yose~ite. 

~of~ f!ousing 

\.,The Yosemite Institute believes that Foresta housing sho~d be el!mir.ated 

as development of alternative and morP. efficient housing takes place) It vould 

be foolish to 0·1erlook t~e value or these structures as temporary housing until 

such time as better facilities are available. Minor im~rovements tc 

existing structures in Foresta would render them serviceable for soi:e 

time to come. 

~ !?.!.. ~ Cu!'ry Vilhge ~ ~ ~ 

~e Yosemite Institute does not favor the eliminati~n of th!s facility 

on the grounds that it serves as a center for wholeso~e evening activity ror 

vinter park visitors and residents_j Considering its lov impact a::d !ts value 

as a bona-fide vinter sport that has been enjoyed in Yosemite for deea~es, the 

ice rink should be retained. 

~ ~ Development 

The West End or Yose::dte Valley has remained relatively und!stt:rbei for 

years. We feel that proposed parking lots and shuttle s':.atioi:s s~oi.:ld be 

developed vith extreme caution in order to protect the i~tegrity of ~he ~est 

End as an example or how the whole of Yosemite Valley should look. 

Bicycles and motor vehicles do not mix well on Yose=ite Valley :"oa:is. 

This holds true for shuttle bus~s as well as those ope~ to public Tel:.!c:es. 

"] In the interest or public safety we feel that~eparate b!ke pa':.hs s~uli be 

developed in Yosemite Valley and that they are appropria':.e to a i;ati~nal FarkJ 

1 
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Backcountry 

~e Yosemite Institute wholeheartedly endorses the backcount:"Y :iaz:age:iei:t 

plan as stated in the General Management Plan) Indeed this is the largest arid 

n:ost treasured asset of Yosemite National Park. 

We appreciate the opportunity to participate in this foru=: a::d ·.rill c~ntinue 

to work toward a better understanding of the dilemma of preser-1at!on ve:"si:s us.e o~ 

the natural environment. 

COMMENTS 

YOSEMITE :MEDICAL GROUP. 
P. o. Box 547 • YO&E""ITE. NATIONAL PARK. CALl,.ORNIA 95389 • 209 372-4~40 

Leslie Arnberger 
Superinte.,dent 
Yosemite National Park, 
california 95389 

Dear Supt.Arnberger: 

January 11, 1979 

We have reviewed the draft master plan and welcome the O?pcrt:=>i"t! 
to make some brief observations and comments. It has been =ur 
philosophy in the past - and it will continue to be - that :t :s 
not our position to attempt to influence or change park ?oEcy. 
Rather it is our job to provide rr.ed"ical services as requ:rei !::t t:':e 
visiting public as well as the resident population, with:n ~he 
framework of policies as es-cablished by the National ?ark S~r,·:ce 9 
and if we are unwilling or unable to work within this co~te.'Ct, ~h~n 
to leave and allow someone else the oppor~unity to perform ~hese 
services. 

Therefore we will attempt to confine our r~marks to that po:"tion cf 
the master plan that directly affects the medical services :n ~he pa:"k. 

FrOm reading the brief comments addressed to the medical se..-vi:e -:..~e 
document speaks of "converting hospital to emergency medica: faci:ity 
and employee housing". 

In essence, we felt that this represented a fait acco~nli i~ ttat ~he 
hospital was closed October 1975 and the complex ~in~ed to 
serve as an emergency medical facility in the broad sense of tte ~:re. 

After discussing this briefly with John Reynolds at the time o= t:e 
public meeting at the Visitors Center, I learned that the tear.i tac 
apparently considered reducing the facility to basically a <::le roan, 
one physician affair, but as they proceeded with the docu:ier.t t~ey 
found their concepts i:r.-:!ergoing modifications and even1:ually t:-.~y 
reached the conclu3ion ":hat the present arrangement is th9 r1.,s"t a;?rc?ri
ate for the for3eea~le future, and apparently no change i~ ~~e ~resen~ 
structure or its utilization is anticipated. We would li~e ~o ~dC ttat 
we wholeheartedly concur with this conclusion. 

As you may rem~mber, whe~ the hospital was closed, we ope~ated •it~o~~ 
any overnight or patient capability for approximately six rnc~t~1 ~~ 
test the cont containmer:t capahilities and to evaluate th~ !:'".-?di:al 
aspects of such a restr!.ction, and we found that it si::tply w;;i.s :.o": :e:l
able. Even with the pr~?oscd reduction in day use, we an:ic:?a:e :ha: 
the present l~vel of ser·1ices will continue to be necessary . 

5 
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., 

1 

Buildings at Foresta may be retained for housing. 

Ice-skating may be provided for with a removable rink. 

The GMP proposes a bike trail. Adequate prov1s1on will be 
included to prevent unacceptable conflict between bike use and 
other uses. 

RESPONSES 

RESPONSES 

YOSEMITE MEDICAL GROUP 

The GMP has been revised to retain the emergency medical 
facility as it presently exists. 
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Supt. Arnberger pg 2 .:an. i:, 19i9 

We do have one recommendation. If substantial changes are an7icipatee 
in the future, we ~elieve that consultation with the ?rcvi~er~ rn:ght 
be ~f benefit in cetermining the feasibility of t!:e pro;-osd ~ltera~
ions. As always, we would welcome the opportunity to p~ov~de >1hatever 
assis~ance we can in these matters. 

JNW:l 

COMMENTS 
STATEMENT 

OF 
EDWARD C. HARDY 

YOSEMITE PARK AND CURRY CO~PANY 
NATIONAL PARK SERVICE 

HEARING ON YOSEMITE PLAN 
SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA 

DECEMBER 4, 1978 

The Yosemite Park and Curry Co. (YP&C Co.) and its parent 

company, MCA Inc., are pleased to continue their participation 

in the master planning process for Yosemite National Park. We 

appreciate this opportunity to comment on the draft general 

management plan which is now before the public. 

A word about our approach to this process is in order. The 

basic position of the YP&C Co. is that it has a contractural re

sponsibility to the public to provide those services which the 

public believes should be available in the Park. The Congress, 

by enacting laws governing the National Park Service and the 

concession system, provides guidance as to what is appropriate. 

Thus, Congress decides what the relationships between government 

and the private businesses, which provide services in the parks, 

should be. 

The National Park Service administers the provisions of ser

vices within the framework Congress has provided. The YP&C Co. 

sees its job as providing those services which the Park Service, 

speaking for the public, directs should be provided in the way 

that the public and the Congress want. It is clear that the 

public wants the services provided in an environmentally sensiti·1e 

manner consistent with the basic objectives of the National Park 

concept. 

-2-
COMMENTS 

My appearance at this hearing is to give our views in 

person and to be available to answer questions. We shall also 

make these.views available to interested parties. 

As concessioners, we have considerable expertise in oper

ation and management and in the financial consequences of some 

planning choices. This expertise may be useful to the National 

Park Service and to the public. We offer views to assist in the 

planning process, but we are cognizant that the company's role is 

that of the servant of the public; not the policy maker. 

We do not necessarily COlIDllent on every issue because some 

are matters of judgment on which we have no special qualifications. 

For example, the expansion of the shuttle system to reduce traf

fic in the Valley is a close call. It will reduce traffic, but it 

will create a large, new intrusion by creation of the parking areas 

at Taft Toe. If the public and the National Park Service decide 

that the shuttle bus is the more sound environmental alternative, 

the YP&C Co. stands ready to expand this original concept, which it 

initiated with the National Park Service. 

Much of what follows will be critical of the plan--construc

tively critical we believe. It should be emphasized, however, that 

there is much in the plan with which we agree. Many of the options 

which we selected in our response to the alternativesappear in the 

plan. Other ideas we find attractive. 

For example, we concur that tennis courts and golf play 

can be eliminated from the prime scenic area of Yosemite Valley. 

We strongly support expanded bicycle trails. We are for the 

RESPONSES 

RESPONSES 

RESPONSES 
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wilderness portion of the plan, including the elimin.~:hm of. en

c.laves for additional high sierra camps. The concept of upg-::-ad-

ing the tents and cabins with baths is a good one which We e~dors~. 

The YP&C Co. also concurs with the process. The National 

Park Service's approach throughout this difficult process has 

been open and reasonable. It has broken new ground by this co~

plex experiment in public participation at the earliest stage. 

I. THE COST 

One basic and dramatic conclusion immediately arises on re

view of the plan: it is enormously expensive. The estimates to 

implement the plan range from 72.5 to 84.4 million in January, 1978 

dollars. Unhappily, costs and particularly construction costs in 

remote areas, are escalating at an even more frightening pace than 

the general inflation that concerns this country so much. Further, 

past experience gives every reason to believe that even without 

inflation, planning estimates tend to be on the low side. Real 

1 .world prices come out higher. Thus, even assuming controlled in

flation and accurate estimating, the price of the plan is.at least 

$112 million over the next 15 years. 

COMMENTS 

2 Our conclusion is that the plan provides modest benefit in 

ret11rn for that cost. The most expensive and measurable benefit 

a~pears to be a reduction of what is perceived to be overcrowding 

in Yosemite Valley. As we will point out later, we are not sure 

that the net effect will, in fact, do that. But in any event. 

the change will be min. -.11 in light of the cost. We have son:e 

alternative proposals t<> achieve the same results at lower costs. 

In the light of the extraordinary public concern about 

government expenditures, this cost must be carefully assessed 

before a commitment is made. It must be assessed in the light 

of general government needs which compete for public dollars, in

cluding the.needs to reduce the expenditure of those dollars. It 

also must be assessed in terms of other environmental and outdoor 

recreation opportunities. 

Finally, the expenditure must be assessed by considering 

whether there is, in fact, any imminent danger threatening the 

Park such as would justify spending sqch sums. It is our view 

and it is our understanding of the views of many who know and love 

Yosemite that no such danger eY.ists. 

In any event, the financing of this plan must be done in such 

a way that piecemeal changes do not disrupt services and the 

quality of the Yosemite experience. In brief, if a service or 

a facility is planned to be relocated, the new.service or facility 

should be funded and created before the old is removed. 

1 
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RESPONSES 

YOSEMITE PARK AND CURRY COMPANY 

The cost estimates have been revised to $160 million to reflect 
inflationary increases and the fact that many of the facilities in the 
park that are not affected by changes proposed in the plan are in 
need of rehabilitation or reconstruction. Many of the park's 
physical fac.ilities are old and obsolete and are in need of 
reconstruction. This reconstruction would require the expenditure 
of funds whether they remain where they are now or are relocated. 
Other facilities have been converted from visitor use to 
administrative use, and relocation of administrative facilities will 
free up these facilities for additional visitor use. 

RESPONSES 

Expenditures of funds are required to address the problems of 
substandard tent cabins and other employee quarters, an obsolete 
garage building converted from a stable, antiquated utility systems, 
deteriorated roads, and inadequate. maintenance facilities. They 
also will meet the need to eliminate environmentally damaging 
facilities and other administrative and maintenance facilities that 
occupy prime park resource areas that should be restored and 
converted to public use. 

COMMENTS RESPONSES 

For its part, YP&C Co. would be less than candid if it did 

3 not make it clear on the record at this point that sooe of the ex

penditures proposed for the concessioner are simply not possible 

under the basic facts of economic life or under the provis'ion of 

law which requires that the concessioner have an opportunity to 

make a fair profit. 

The YP&C Co. believes that the National Park Service planning 

team was realistic and wise in raising the issue of the cost im

pacts of the plan on the concessioner. The planning teao sought 

expert advice by retaining Harris, Kerr, Forster & Company to fully 

analyze the impact of the plan on YP&C ~o. We cooperated fully 

with the HKF effort. 

The plan is sensitive to the statutory provisions which re

quire that the concessioner have a reasonable opportu.~ity :o make 

a fair profit. Beyond that, we are confident that the govern

ment's COl:llllitment to fair play and due process assures the ccmFany 

that it will not be treated unfairly. 

Although we may have some differences upon further analysis 

with the magnitude of the problem, we concur in HKF's finding that 

the changes recotmnended in the proposal will bring about a loss 

situation unless changes are made in the basic concessione-::- fi

n·ancial relationship. We are not, howe~er, sanguine about the ef

fectiveness of any one of the remedies suggested in the plan. 

3 The GMP recognizes that some changes in the 
concessioner/government arrangement will be required in order to 
implement concession related proposals. The exact changes selected 
will depend upon the outcome of negotiations between the National 
Park Service and the concessioner. 
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COMMENTS 

To address the suggestions as listed: 

1. The plan suggests increasing prices to coi::pensate 

for increased capital investment required of the 

concessioner. This would raise concessioner prices 

to the public to an unacceptable level. 

2. The plan suggests allowing room rates to be com

parable to those facilities with amenities wtich :he 

plan would eliminate (swimming pools, golf courses, 

and tennis courts). This would have only a very 

minor effect, and in any event, we assuc.e that, in 

basic fairness, the YP&C Co. would not be disadvanta;ed 

for having reduced amenities at the National Park 

Service's direction. 

3. The plan suggests basing compensation for ~emoved 

facilities on earnings potential rather than on 

historical book value (which has no present rele

vance). This could be useful if the public expendi-

ture would be.warranted. 

4. The plan suggests transferring O?eration of NPS 

campgrounds to the concessioner. This would have 

little effect on the concessioner's a~ility to carry 

out the capital cost of the plan. 

5. The plan suggests govern~ent purchase and leaseback 

of the operation and government financing of new con

construction. This is a possible solution, but an 

expensive one. 

RESPONSES 

COMMENTS RESPONSES 

6. The plan suggests subsidizing the concession opera

tion by returning franchise fees. This would have 

a very limited effect. 

7. The plans suggests government funding of capital 

improvements. This would be expensive and compli

cated, but potentially effective. 

8. The plan suggests extension of the contract. This 

would be a virtual necessity under any scheme re

sembling the plan. 

9. The plan suggests retaining income-producing ser-

vices rather than removing them as in the present 

plan. This could be helpful if com~ined with other 

elements. 

II. IMPROVING THE PLAN 

If the plan is very expensive and if the remedies to the 

concession arrangement are complex and costly, what improvements 

can be made? We have two kinds of suggestions: 1) eliminate un

wise or unnecessary provisions of the plan; 2) seize opportunities 

p~esent in less costly environmental improvements. 

Some mix of the suggested remedies might be effective, 

but it would require substantial federal investment and change 

of thinking. As we now proceed to analyze the details of the 

plan, we·will develop what we believe to be an optimu:n ~ix which 

will ~,.1h.? .. ce environmental advantages while minimizing cost to 

t1·" puolic either as a taxpayer or as a visitor 

COMMENTS 

Unwise or Unnecessary Provisions 

Some provisions of the plan we respectfully suggest can be 

deleted and the impact will either be productive .or, at worst 

neutral. Our approach here is to utilize what is existing as far 

as possible. It is wise to avoid the environmental disruption and 

the cost of moying functions where the net change, although per

haps ideally desirable, is not significant. It is simply the old 

conservation addage of using what you have before building some

t~ing new. 

El Portal 

4- The move to El Portal is simply not practical as a major 

service center. It is in a narrow valley 1:1.ong a dangero11~. c•owde:l, 

winding road fourteen miles fn•m Yosei.ii '"' ·:'1 L l"Y. :~.·ead of El 

Por~al are in the flood plRin ".nd good bu l~in; siteJ R~e ~imited. 

The move to El Portal is P.xces~i .. ;elv ""P''~•~ive for the benefit 

achieved. An alternate proposal that would remove environmental 

footprint from Yosemite Valley at a lower cost is the co~bining of 

YP&C Co. support operations with those of the National Park ~er

vice, including merging the two stables into one, merging the three 

phone switchboards into one, merging the maintenance and warehouse

ing, and merging the shuttle maintenance and company vehicle repair. 

Ihis proposal would remove a number of buildings, consolidate ser

vice, and reduce somewhat the number of employees needed in Yosemite 

Valley. 

RESPONSES 

4- The GMP proposes moving all employees whose presence in the 
Valley is not essential. The plan proposes moving central shops 
that serve the entire park; administrative offices and headquarters 
staff of the Park Service, concessioners, and other entities that are 
engaged in management and management support; and other 
personnel who need not live in the Valley to perform their jobs. 

The environmental sense of removing administration, maintenance, 
related housing, schools, and other support facilities from the 
Yosemite Valley is that it permits a return of that space to a higher 
and better use as parkland available to the public. Economics was 
not used as the deciding factor in the decisions to restore portions 
of Yosemite Valley to public instead of administrative use. 
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COMMENTS 

YP&C Co. does not agree that moving administrative headquarters 

to El Portal makes either environmentai or economic sense. We can-

not speak for the National Park Service, but concession oanangement 

and supervision need to be where the operations are. It is 

simply not possible to manage a public service operation which re

quires quality hour-to-hour performance from afar. The additional 

traffic generated by employees going to their jobs on differing, 

and often irregular schedules, would more than offset any advan

tages of the move. 

Lodging Units in the Valley 

Moving the 278 units from the Valley may not be necessary. The 

workbook responses indicate the public wants these units. Approxi

mately one hundred thousand visitors a year would be deprived of 

spending a night in the Valley by the proposed elimination. There 

is no dire environmental threat to justify this reduction. At 

worst, there is some perceived congestion at peak periods, which 

can be relieved through other changes we are recommending. The 

following addresses each proposed change in Valley overnight 

faciliti.es: 

1. We agree that the 80 units with baths at Yosemite 

Lodge should be replaced with clustered hotel units 

which would reduce total environmental impact. 

COMMENTS 

2. _We disagree that the 80 units without baths at 

Yosemite Lodge should be removed because they have 

been recently-refurbished and because they appeal 

to those of li~ited means and are used extensively 

by educational groups. 

We dis~gree that the housekeeping camp units should 

be eliminated because they fill a particularly im

portant market as they are the lowest cost per capita 

unit and are a virtual tradition among some famiiies. 

4. We agree that.the 135 tent units in Curry Village 

should be retained to provide low cost accoomodations 

in the Curry tradition. 

5. We agree that 200 tents in Curry Village should be 

replaced with 200 inexpensive units and recommend 

that they include baths to accommodate the ~odern 

traveler. 

6. We urge that the remaining 83 tent units at Curry 

Village be relocated on a one-on-one basis in ap

propriate sites. 

If it is determined that some ~'llits must be moved from the 

Valley, they should be removed on a one-for-one basis to Wawona. 

We shall comment further on the attractiveness of Wawona later; 

but it is important that if units must be moved, they be replaced 

COMMENTS 

on a timely basis, preferably at Wawona so that the public is not 

inconvenienced. 

Beauty and Barber Shop 

The proposal to eliminate the beauty and barber shop from the 

Valley has an apparent appeal, but the operational facts are rather 

different. The "beauty and barber shop" is actually a single room 

where one person cuts the hair of the visitors and the_ employees 

in a small wing of the Village Store. This area is used primarily 

for employee uniforl!I storage and fitting and for employee training. 

If the barber goes, the employees will either go unshorn, drive 

long distances for grooming, or be sub~ected to the uncertain hand 

of amateur operators in the employees' quarters without sanitary 

or price controls. We suggest that the.net effect on the visitor 

experience would be enhanced by allowing the hair care person to 

remain. 

~~ 

Again, there is some appeal in removing a bank from the cen-

tral focus of a great national park. But again, the operational 

facts argue against it. Actually what is involved is a small 

branch of the Wells Fargo Bank housed in a small wooden building. 

8 If the bank is removed, employees and visitors will end up driv

ing back and forth more than they do now. In fact, YP&C Co. would 

have to reproduce the facilities so that the considerable cash 

flow could be handled correctly and securely so that the visitors 

and employees could cash checks and safeguard their earnings. 

5 

6 

7 

RESPONSES 

RESPONSES 

Only those units dir"ectly In the floodplain will be r"emoved and 
replaced with frequently r"equested lodge units. 

The units pr"oposed to be r"emoved cause adver"se impacts on 
the Mer"ced River". Additional housekeeping units will be provided 
at Yosemite Lodge. 

RESPONSES 

Such ser"vice will be r"emoved when no longer" needed. 

8 The GMP has been r"evlsed to meet business r"equir"ements for" 
banking ser"vice. The full customer ser"vice facility will be r"eplaced 
with such a business function, which will be associated with 
concession and gover"nment oper"ations. The present bank building 
will be adapted for" another use; food ser"vice is no . longer" 
designated for the vacated building. 
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COMMENTS 

The proposal to turn the bank into a restaurant has a certain 

quaint attraction, but unfortunately the sewage and electrical 

systems are designed for the light demands of banking rather than 

the heavy needs of a food operation. 

The Post Office 

The reduction in service of the post office is also of que~

tionable benefit and major inconvenience. This small ur.it serves 

a real visitor need and its removal produces no environr.ental bene

fit. The post office not only serves Valley visitors, but campers 

and backpackers who have supplies mailed to them. Eu:;>loyees who 

live in Yosemite need a full service post office to serve them, 

and the lack of one in the Valley would generate traf:ic to find 

one. 

Gift Shops and~rtswear 

10 Removing the gift shops and sportswear sales signHicantly re

duces profitability and thereby increases potential costs to the 

public of implementing the master plan, but really does not en

hance environmental quality. No added visitor comes to the Valley 

to buy these items, but once he is there, these transactions do not 

endanger the environment. 

Many visitors want to take home something to recind them of 

their Yosemite experience. Some visitors come to the Park unpre-

pared for inclement weather and need raincoats or ponchos. Others 

want to pursue an activity they did not plan for. Still, others 

may need additional equipment they did not know about. 

COMMENTS 

Swimmi!!.!L_!'.2.2..!! 

The plan suggests removing swimming pools from the Valley. 

Again, an idealized park plan would not call for swinu::ing pools. 

11 In fact, they are there and add to the quality of the visitor's 

12 

13 

experience. The alternative is swimming in the river, and the 

environmental impact of that activity could be adverse in terms 

of bank erosion and water pollution. There is also the safety_ 

factor in that people are more likely to drown in the river than 

in guarded pools. Finally, the public simply likes to swim after 

a hard day of hiking or bike riding. 

The swimming pools are also an example of conservation by 

using what you have. The three pools now offer a reserve source 

of water for fire fighting. There is presently about one-half 

million gallons of capacity in the pools and the pumper trucks 

are equipped to use them. Yet the plan calls for taking out the 

pools and adding a new one million gallon tank for fire fighting 

reserves. We think keeping the pools and building half as large 

a tank is a better idea. 

The Ice Rink 

We also do not see compelling reasons to remove the ice skat

ing rink. If one were planning a national park, they might not in

clude an ice rink in the plan; however, the ice rink here has ser1ed 

a useful purpose over the years. It provides healthful recreation 

to park visitors and employees alike during the long nighta of the 

winter months. We feel this recreational opportunity in one of the 

most beautiful ice rink settings in the world is an appropriate 

activity to remain. 

COMMENTS 

Employee Housing 

YP&C Co. agrees that employee housing is a problem. E"llployees 

cannot be expected to report to work enthusiastic and well groomed 

if they have to live in substandard quarters. Good housing is 

also needed to attract and keep good professional management. 

We agree that employees who are on call to work in the Valley 

must be housed there. We suggest that concessioner and Na:ional 

Park Service employees might be housed together. In adcit~on to 

the physical economy and efficiencies, housing concession ?eople 

and National Park Service people together would be a cutually 

educational experience as both are engaged in the same function, 

p.roviding service for visitors. 

New Opportunities 

The plan overlooks a number of opportunities which could en

hance the environmental experience with less cost than the plan 

proposed. 

Combining Services 

There is a substantial opportunity to reduce the total im

pact of man upon the Park by combining many of the things -hich 

both the National Park Service and the concessioner must do to 

operate. There is some mention of this concept in the plan, but 

it merits more emphasis. We have in mind such items as the tele

phone system, the stables, vehicle maintenance and general ~ainte

nance. As things are now, YP&C Co. and the National Park Service 

each has one of these, and the plan does not propose to change it. 

' 

RESPONSES 

9 The GMP has been changed to provide postal service. 

10 Gift and sportswear sales are not proposed for elimination. 

11 

12 

However, the number of locations where these concessions are 
provided will be reduced. 

RESPONSES 

The revised plan retains the pools. 

Ice-skating may be provided for with a removable rink. 

RESPONSES 

13 Decisions about these operational matters are not affected by 
the GMP. 
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The opportunities for combined maintenance services are prom

ising. Maintenance is a complex requirement, and both the con

cessioner and the National Park Service must repair trucks, fix 

air conditioning and heating units, paint signs and repair canvas. 

Now there are two shops for each of these functions, and they 

tend to duplicate unnecessarily tools and inventories. Combin

ing them might reduce impact much more than some of the other op

tions propos.ed. 

Reducing Man's Impact 

There is a substantial amount of impact reduction which could 

be P.ccomplished at relatively modest cost which wo~ld not disrupt 

current levels of visitor services. For example, there is an 

abandoned and obsolete treatment plant in the west end of the Valley 

which the plan and we recollDllend removing. 

Other impacted areas exist that are out of the i11D11ediate high 

visitation areas, but which are viewed each year by m~ny of the 

1~ visitors who stray from the main routes and attractions. Inpacted 

areas that no longer serve a purpose should be affirmatively re

stored as much as possible to a natural state, not just abandoned 

for nature to eventually erode away the scars from old asphalt 

and foundations of old buildings. Some of the obsolete scructures 

and remnants of past use are: an old water tank at Glacier Point; 

old CCC camps wi:h wiring, fixtures and fire pits at Crane Flat 

and elsewhere;old roads and old quarries at a number of locations 

such as Olmstead Point, near Pohono Bridge, and old, abandoned 

campgrounds such as the one near Glacier Point. 

COMMENTS 

Wawona 

The plan suggests some modest expansion at Wawona. Wawona 

might once again become a significant visitor center, particu

larly if the proposed reductions are carried out in the Valley. 

The area is extremely pleasant for the visitors, but it is not 

of the extraordinary scenic quality of the Valley so it is more 

appropriate for develo~ment. 

Wawona has traditionally offered visitor services and, in

deed, one of its major attractions is a historic hotel a~d 

visitor site and it could again become a major center for over

night accommodations and other visitor.services. It would in part 

offer the opportunity to replace some services taken fro~ the 

Valley and would serve to take visitor pressure off the Valley. 

Sewage treatment and other utility services would have to be pro

vided earlier than planned if Wawona is to realize its year-

round potential. 

Reducing Congestion 

The visitor perception that Yosemite Valley is "overcro-.1ded" 

stems in some measure from a few bottlenecks where people are 

crowded together in waiting lines of automobiles. Bw::per to 

bw;iper lines are inconsistent with the national park experience, 

and there are a number of steps which can be taken to reduce or 

eliminate congestion. 

--- The entrances to the campgrounds at periods of 

peak visitation have lines of cars waiting for vacant 

spaces. A campground reservation system as proposed 

• 
RESPONSES 

14 Restoration of the areas mentioned will be accomplished under 
the GMP. The costs to implement these proposals are reflected in 
the cost estimate for the GMP. 

RESPONSES 

COMMENTS RESPONSES 

in the plan could eliminate this. 

There is an opportunity to reduce congestion around 

the Village Store. Firs~we agree that the gas station 

near the Store could be eliminated and the one at the 

Lodge expanded slightly Second, we believe that minor 

changes in traffic flow patterns could reduce traffic 

delays without creating any new roads. 

--- If highway passenger buses were encouraged by pro

viding for better parking and improving public trans

portation within the Park once bus riders got there, 

private car use might be reduced. 

--- If the Park entry station~ were staffed for longer 

periods during times of peak visitation, visitors could 

be directed to available accommodations and campsites 

instead of exploratively driving in search of a place 

to sleep as they do now, which contributes "o the con

gestion of Yosemite Valley. The National Park Ser¥ice 

demonstrated the success of this progra~ last ~ec:orial 

Day by using it, and the program should now be f~'!lded 

and expanded to all significant periods of visitation. 

III. ~S_IO~ 

In SWl!mary, Yosemite Park & Curry Co. believes that the plan 

has many good things about it, but that it can be made better by 

not doing sbme of the things that produce little benefit but create 



COMMENTS 

considerable expense, and by doing more of the th~ngs that produce 

great benefit but which don't cost so much. We believe that a pla~ 

could· achieve reduction of adverse environmental impact without so 

great a cost. 

If our suggestions are workable, the enormous expense to 

the taxpayer would· not only be reduced, but visitor levels could 

be retained at present figures. This has two significant benefits. 

First and far more importantly, people who want to come to Yosemite 

can continue to come. Second, if we can maintain present visitor 

levels and if the present level of services can be offered, the 

taxpayer would not have to face the difficult problem of compen

sating or subsidizing the concessioner. We believe that the modest 

shifts !n the plan we have suggested, combined with a commitment 

for federal construction of any facilities which are ~oved. would 

allow visitors to continue to enjoy the Park at present levels 

and reduce the oossibility of the need for federal subsidy of 

visitor services. 

Finally, let me reiterate the commitment of the Yosemite 

Park & Curry Co. and that of MCA to carry out the public's will in 

an efficient and environmentally sound way. The comments we have 

made are offered in the spirit of making the plan as workable as 

possible consistent with the basic mandate of the National Park 

Service. Whatever the final choices are, we stand ready to pro

vide those services which the public decides and which reason 

dictates private enterprise can and should provide best, 

COMMENTS 

YOSEMITE-SIERRA 
Mouata.in Tours 

RECREATION· EDUCATION· RELAXATION 

National Park Service, 
Superintendent, Yosemite 
National Park, Box 577 GMP, 
Yosemite, Ca. 95389 

January 5, 1979 

Re: YOSEMITE GENERAL MANAGEMENT PLAN, DRAFT. 

At the public hearings held in San Francisco on Dec. 4, 1978, 
Mr, Ed, Hardy o! the Yosemite Park & Curry Co. presented 
a statement for the record, o! which I have copy. 

1-cQnaid~ t.h.i.• .~tat~:::ne;nt. the most lucid and concise prese::itation 
of loP,ic in conne~t;"" wit'· th_e).1ana.gement.J?lai:J...a.a.it i• c;ontained 
in th~. C!!r>;:.e!!~ .. draft, that I ·have heard. 

I wish to endorse every thought, suggestion and comment that 
it contains and to have this endorsement placed into the pu!>lic 
record o! the hearings. 

I believe that the time for filing o! written statements was 
extended into January 1979 and hope that this letter will reach 
you in time to be included. 

e/e 

:rt:;· I 

r~?ir-· 

RESPONSES 

RESPONSES 

As the nation 1s principal conservation agency, the Department of 
the Interior has basic responsibilities to protect and conserve our 
land and water, energy and minerals, fish and wildlife, parks and 
recreation areas, and to ensure the wise use of all these resources. 
The department also has major responsibility for American Indian 
reservation communities and for people who live in island territories 
under U.S. administration. 

Publication services were provided by the graphics and editorial 
staffs of the Denver Service Center. NPS 1533A 

' • 
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SUMMARY 

(X) DRAFT ( ) FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL STATEMENT 

Department of the Interior, National Park Service 

1. Type of Action: (X) Administrative ( ) Legislative 
2. Brief Description of Action: 

A general management plan for Yosemite National Park, within 
Tuolumne, Mariposa, and Madera Counties, California, to guide 
overall park management and development for approximately 15 
years, including specific development concept plans for all 
developed areas inside the park, proposed additions to the 
wilderness recommendation for the park, and minor boundary 
adjustments. 

3. Summary of Environmental Impacts and Adverse Environmental 
Effects: 
Exclusive of backcountry, there will be a net restoration of 
190 acres of mixed conifer, 12 acres of subalpine and mid
elevation meadows, and 3 acres of sequoia, and a net loss of 
39 acres of lodgepole pine/red fir and 149 acres of chaparral. 
Reallocation· of land uses will allow restoration of scenic or 
fragile areas in Yosemite Valley, Mariposa Grove, and 
Tuolumne Meadows, and displace impacts associated with 
development to more resilient environments. 

Overnight accommodations will decrease by 11%, camping will 
increase by 9%, and day parking will decrease by 16%. Over
crowding and automobile traffic will be significantly reduced in 
the Valley. 

A commitment of new capital will cause the primary conces
sioner1s return on investment to decrease by 106%. 

New construction projects will add about $31 million to the 
regional economy and provide 3,841 man-years of employment. 
Residential and commercial property owners will lose exclusive 
use of park lands. 

27 archeological sites will be directly affected by construction 
activities. Eight historic structures will be removed, 3 
relocated, 11 allowed to deteriorate naturally, and 4 
restored. The Yosemite Indians will be allowed to perpetuate 
their cultural heritage inside the park. 

4. Alternatives Considered: 
a. Provide for resource-related activities and a moderate 

amount of commercial services 
b. Emphasize backcountry experiences and provide only a 

minimal amount of commercial services 
c. Provide opportunities for a large range of recreational 

and social activities supported by a substantial amount of 
commercial services in a naturalistic park setting 

d. No action 

5. 

6. 

Comments Have Been Requested From the Following: 
a. Federal Agencies: 

Department of Agriculture 
Forest Service 
Soil Conservation Service 

Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 
Department of the Interior 

Bureau of Indian Affairs 
Bureau of Land Management 
Bureau of Reclamation 
Fish and Wildlife Service 
Geological Survey 
Heritage Conservation and Recreation Service 

Department of Transportation 
Environmental Protection Agency 
Federal Energy Administration 
Federal Power Commission 
Water Resources Council 

b. State Agencies: 
California State Clearinghouse 
California State Historic Preservation Officer 
Native American Heritage Commission 
The Resources Agency of California / 

Date Draft Statement Made Available to EPA and the Public: 
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I. Description of the Proposal 

A. Introduction 
Yosemite National Park contains 760, 917 acres of 

land in Tuolumne, Mariposa, and Madera Counties, 
California. The region is dominated by the Sierra Nevada, 
an immense mount·ain chain stretching one-third the length 
of California . The park is within four to six hours' driving 
time of San Francisco and Los Angeles, and residents of 
these urban areas make up a large percentage of the park's 
visitors. More than 70 percent of all park visitors come 
from California. 

There are two purposes for Yosemite National 
Park. The first is preservation of the resources that 
contribute to Yosemite's uniqueness and attractiveness - -its 
exquisite scenic beauty; outstanding wilderness values; a 
nearly full diversity of Sierra Nevada environments, 
including the very special sequoia groves; the awesome 
domes, valleys, polished granites, and other evidences of 
the geologic processes that formed the Sierra Nevada; 
historic resources, especially those relating to the begin
nings of a national conservation ethic; and evidences of the 
Indians that lived on the land. The second purpose is to 
make the varied resources of Yosemite available to people 
for their individual enjoyment, education, and recreation, 
now and in the future. 

The General Management Plan for Yosemite will 
direct management of the park's resources and shape the 
kinds of experiences visitors will enjoy in the park for the 
next 15 years . Although the proposals included within the 
General Management Plan are closely interrelated, they have 
been published in a series of three separate documents : 
The Natural Resources Management Plan, the Cultural 
Resources Management Plan, and the Visitor Use, Park 
Operations, and Development Plan . This environmental 
statement documents environmenta l consider ations pertinent 
to all of the aspects of planning except natural resources 
management. A separate environmental assessment was 
prepared for natural resources management and made avail
able for public review in September 1977. The plan for 
natural resources management was approved in December 
1977 . 

Some of the proposals of the General Management 
Plan are tentative recommendations based on available 
information and will require further study before they can 
be implemented . The National Park Service anticipates 

preparing comprehensive design plans for the following 
areas: El Portal, Yosemite Village, Curry Village, Yosemite 
Lodge, Glacier Point corridor, Wawona, Mariposa Grove, and 
the Tioga Road corridor. As part of the design process an 
evaluation of alternatives, including both environmental and 
socioeconomic evaluations, will be made. The level of 
environmental documentation prepared and public participa
tion encouraged wil I be dependent on the nature of each 
project and will be decided on during each planning effort. 
Design planning for El Portal will include a special study 
that assesses alternatives for solving an effluent-disposal 
problem at the new El Portal tertiary wastewater treatment 
plant. A series of alternative solutions are currently being 
developed by a private architectural and engineering con 
sulting firm under contract with the National Park Service. 

In addition, needs for a housing requirements study, a 
utilities study, and several historic resources studies have 
been determined, and these projects will be included in the 
general management plan implementation program. Addi
tional compliance documentation will be prepared for any 
project that deviates substantially from the course of action 
proposed in the General Management Plan. 
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B. Management Objectives 
The General Management Plan is based on the following 

management objectives . 

Resources Management 
Restore and maintain 
atmospheric ecosystems 
unimpaired 

natural terrestrial, aquatic, and 
so they may operate essentially 

Conduct continuing research to gather and analyze 
information necessary for managing natural resources 

Restore altered ecosystems as nearly as possible to 
conditions they would be in today had natural ecological 
processes not been disturbed 

Protect threatened and endangered plant and animal 
species and reintroduce, where practical, those species 
eliminated from the natural ecosystems 

Identify and perpetuate natural processes in park 
ecosystems 

Permit only those types and levels of use or development 
that do not significantly impair park natural resources, 
and direct development and use to environments least 
vulnerable to deterioration 

Limit unnatural sources of air, noise, visual, and water 
pollution to the greatest degree possible 

Preserve, protect, and restore scenic resources 

Identify the major scenic resources and the places from 
which they are viewed 

Provide for the preservation or protection of existing 
scenic resources and viewing stations 

Provide for historic views through vista clearing 

Permit only those levels and types of use that are 
compatible with the preservation or protection of the 
scenic resources and with the quality of the viewing 
experience 

Preserve, restore, or protect significant cultural resources 
(historic and prehistoric) 

Identify, evaluate, 
cu ltu r a I resources, 
sites, and objects 

and determine the significance of 
encompassing buildings, structures, 

Provide for the preservation, restoration, or protection of 
these significant cultural resources 

Permit only those uses that are compatible with the 
preservation of significant cultural resources 

Visitor Use 

Assist all people in understanding, enjoying, and contributing 
to the preservation of the natural, cultural, and scenic resources 

Orient visitors, provide personal assistance, and inform 
them about opportunities the park provides 

Provide interpretive services that relate the natural and 
cultural significance of Yosemite to visitors with a broad 
diversity of interests 

Provide only for those types and levels of programs and 
activities that enhance visitor understanding and enjoyment 
of park resources 

Permit only those levels and types of accommodations and 
services necessary for visitor use and enjoyment of Yosemite 

Provide the opportunity for a quality wilderness experience 

Provide transportation services that 
circulation and enhance preservation 
park resources 

Park Operations 

facilitate visitor 
and enjoyment of 

Maintain a safe, functional, and orderly environment that 
provides compatible opportunities for resource preservation and 
enjoyment by visitors and employees 

Zone all park lands, specifying their management and 
use, to ensure the achievement of all objectives 

Provide facilities for administration, maintenance, and 
management at appropriate locations 

Locate facilities to minimize exposure to natural hazards 
such as rockslides, flooding, avalanche, and hazard 
trees 

Encourage an appropriate use of structures with historic, 
architectural, or engineering significance, consistent with 
the preservation of their historic fabric 

Provide facilities and utility systems that conserve energy 
and comply with al I applicable standards and codes 

Protect the rights, safety, and security of all visitors 
and employees 

Acquire lands and improvements (inholdings) or interests 
therein for park purposes as expeditiously as possible 

Adjust park boundaries as required to preserve and 
provide for enjoyment of nationally significant resources, 
to complete ecological units insofar as possible, and/or to 
provide for more effective management 

Provide, at appropriate locations, services and amenities 
conducive to a community environment for employees 

Support an integrated system of compatible regional land uses 
providing opportunities for recreation, community development, 
preservation, and economic utilization of resources 

Participate with government agencies and private interests 
in planning for compatible management and use of scenic, 
natural, cultural, and recreation resources 

Promote visitor services and accommodations at sites most 
appropriate to the preservation of park values and the 
public interest through coordinated regional planning and 
encouragement of private enterprise outside the park 

C. Planning Philosophy 
We have perceived our great natural parks quite 

differently over the years: first as remote, fantastic places 
known only through books; later as pleasuring grounds for the 
wealthy; still later as middle-class family vacation spots where we 
could stay in motels, eat in restaurants, and view the natural 
wonders out of our car windows. Each of these eras is reflected in 
the character of Yosemite--in its rugged backcountry, its grand 
Ahwahnee, and its maze of roads connecting a well-developed 
system of overnight accommodations, eating places, and stores. 
The controversy over Yosemite that emerged several years ago was 
a sign that our perceptions of Yosemite are changing again and that 
certain elements of the park's landscape need to be redesigned to 
reflect our changing attitudes. 



As advancing urbanization presses our tolerance of 
asphalt and concrete and noise and pollution, we are becoming 
aware that what is truly valuable about places like Yosemite is their 
scenery, their quietness, and the opportunity they provide for 
escape from city life. Accompanying this awareness is a recognition 
that we have been destroying these qualities by trying to transport 
our city lifestyles into the parks. Fifty years ago we were busy 
building roads and parking areas to "open up 11 Yosemite Valley and 
make it accessible to the new generation of mobile Americans; today 
we look with irony on the acres of pavement, the traffic congestion, 
and the noise we have created. 

The General Management Plan is a plan for the beginning 
of a new era at Yosemite. The goal is not to change the kinds of 
activities people have been enjoying there, but rather to improve 
the quality of their experiences by rectifying an overzealous 
attempt to civilize the park. The major concepts of the plan are to 
reduce, and perhaps eventually exclude, automobile traffic , 
eliminate chronic overcrowdedness, remove nonessential facilities, 
restore as much of the natural scene as possible, and facilitate 
access to and appreciation of the park's outstanding natural and 
cultural features. 

D. Proposals 
1. Boundary Changes and Land Acquisition 

a. Boundary Changes 
The following minor boundary changes will 

simplify management of the park by bringing park facilities under 
National Park Service jurisdiction or deleting unneeded sections. 
All such changes will require congressional authorization. 

The Crocker Ridge addition, 691 acres, will 
bring that section of Big Oak Flat Road (California 120) not now 
inside the park boundary within the park and provide an adjacent 
buffer strip. The land proposed for inclusion is federal land within 
Stanislaus National Forest. 

The Carl Inn deletion, 200 acres, will exclude 
land needed by the U.S. Forest Service to enlarge an existing 
campground. Transfer to Stanislaus National Forest is proposed. 

The Raymond Mountain deletion, 160 acres , will 
transfer land outside the park boundary that has been administered 
by the Forest Service under a memorandum of understanding. The 
land was originally acquired to provide water to Mariposa Grove, 
and the water transmission line currently crosses the area. 
Transfer to Sierra National Forest is proposed. 
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b. Land Acquisition 
The National Park Service will acquire lands 

and natural waters within the park boundaries , in accordance with 
its objectives of preserving as much of the park as possible in a 
natural condition, and as contemplated by Congress when it passed 
the Land and Water Conservation Fund Act of 1965 . 

Acquisition of underlying fee title will be 
acquired by exchange or donation for three tracts (361.49 acres ) of 
city of San Francisco lands. Lands directly associated with the 
city's primary day-to- day water and power operations will not be 
acquired. The city's use of lands at Hetch Hetchy and Lake 
Eleanor for water supply and power are provided for under the 
terms of the Raker Act and will continue. 

All privately owned land at Aspen Valley, 
Section 35, and Foresta will be purchased as quickly as possible on 
a willing buyer/ willing seller basis or by eminent domain 
proceedings when necessary to preserve and protect the park as 
Congress authorized. Structures on such lands will not be used 
for park purposes or rented to concessioners; instead , they will be 
razed and the land will be returned to a natural condition. All 
applicable provisions of Public Law 91-646, the Uniform Relocation 
Assistance and Real Property Acquisition Policies Act of 1970, will 
be honored, and affected county governments wil I be compensated 
with payments in lieu of taxes, in accordance with Public Law 
94-565. 

The National Park Service will seek legislation 
that will allow residents of Old El Portal to acquire 30-year leases 
on their properties or to sell their structures to the National Park 
Service with full application of the Uniform Relocation Assistance 
and Real Property Acquisition Policies Act of 1970. 

2 . Additions to Wilderness 
Certain lands (see Table 1-1) will be reclassified as 

wilderness or potential wilderness, changing the management policies 
for these areas. Potential wilderness classification will prevent 
any further development of facilities or services; should existing 
developments be removed, there will be no reconstruction of any 
similar or different facilities. Wilderness classification will require 
the eventual elimination of all improvements that do not conform 
with wilderness activities. Use of wilderness areas will be 
restricted to activities that are compatible with the definition of 
wilderness as cited in the Wilderness Recommendation for Yosemite 
National Park ( National Park Service, 1972). 

All additional lands proposed for potential and actual 
wilderness classification will be protected from further development. 
Areas that will undergo no actual physical alterations as a result of 
the reclassification are the lands south of Tamarack Flat, the lower 
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Table 1-1. Proposed Additions to Wilderness , 
Yosemite National Park ( in acres ) 

Potential 
Wilderness Wilderness 

1972 Wilderness Recommendation 
Subtotal 646,700 121 

Proposed Addit ions 
Lower 1 llilouette Valley 2,580 

South of Tamarack Flat 2,975 

7 miles of eastern Old 
Tioga Road corridor 6,400 

6 miles of western Old 
Tioga Road corridor 3,020 

Hetch Hetchy roadless 
area 7,380 

North Mountain Road 
corridor (near Hetch 
Hetchy roadless area ) 830 

3 enclaves on north rim 
of Yosemite Valley 90 

Baseline camp area 790 

City of San Francisco 
parcels 240 

Subtotal 20,215 4,090 

TOTAL 666,915 4,211 
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I llilouette Valley, the Hetch Hetchy roadless area, the city of San 
Francisco parcels, and the enclaves on the north rim of Yosemite 
Valley. These lands include well over half of the area of the 
proposed additions . 

Four road segments will be abandoned and restored 
to a natural condition: 7 miles of the eastern portion and 6 miles 
of the western portion of the Old Tioga Road; the North Mountain 
Road between Wilderness Unit 5 and Hetch Hetchy roadless area; 
and the road to the baseline camp east of Mather. The North 
Mountain Road and the eastern portion of the Old Tioga Road have 
been closed to the public. The western portion of the Old Tioga 
Road will be closed after removal of the pavement from some areas, 
but private development will be removed before the road is 
abandoned. Historical ly significant drainage structures will be 
recorded before their removal or deterioration. 

The proposal will not affect management or mainte
nance of Hetch Hetchy Reservoir or the O'Shaughnessy Dam, nor will 
it affect the size of the High Sierra camp enclaves. 

3 . Cultural Resources Management 
The National Park Service will provide for the 

preservation and use of all sign ificant cultural resources through 
adequate research and programming, and in full compliance with the 
requirements of the Antiquities Act of 1906, the National Historic 
Preservation Act of 1966, the Archeological and Historic 
Preservation Act of 1974, Executive Order 11593, 11 Procedures for 
the Protection of Historical and Cultural Properties" (36 CFR 800), 
"Protection of the Environment" ( 40 CFR 1500), Preparation of 
Environmental Statements: Guidelines (USDI 1974), Uniform Rules 
Prescribed to Carry Out Provisions of the Act for the Preservation 
of American Antiquities, and National Park Service Management 
Policies. 

Cultural resources will be stabilized, preserved, or 
restored, and used adaptively whenever feasible and consistent with 
the purposes of the park. New structures will not be built in the 
park whenever it is possible to utilize historic buildings. Complete 
mitigation procedures will be followed whenever any cultural 
resource will be adversely affected. Proposed treatments of historic 
structures that will not be preserved in their current condition are 
listed in Table 1-2. 

4 . Visitor Use 
Visitors' enjoyment of the park resources and their 

physical and intellectual growth will be promoted by carrying out a 
variety of interpretive programs, supporting a diversity of resource
related activities, redesigning access and circulation, and providing 
adequate overnight accommodations and commercial services. 
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Table 1-2. 

Resource 

Administration Building 
Old Museum 
Post Office 
Ranger Club 
Superintendent's Residence 

& Garage 
Pohono Stud io 
Degnan House/ 

Garage/Bakery 
Foster Curry Cabin 
Mother Curry's Bungalow 
Old Registration 

Office 
Bagby Station 
McCauley Barn 
Meyer "Salt Box" Barn 
Meyer Cribwork Barn 
CCC Mess Hall 
CCC Visitor Center 
Gin Flat Cabin 
Soda Springs Enclosure 
McCauley Cabin 
Merced Grove Ranger 

Station 
Great Sierra Wagon Road 
Old Coulterville Road & 

Trail 
Leonard Cabin 
Mono Pass Cabin 
Golden Crown Mine 
Great Sierra Mine 
Mariposa Grove Museum 
Wawona Hotel Complex 
Great Sierra Mine Equipment 
Buck Camp Ranger Patrol 

Cabin 
Parsons Lodge 
Washburn Ditch 
Dana Fork Cabin 

Proposed Treatment of Historic Structures 

Natural 
Deterio- Resto- Adaptive 

Remove Relocate ration ration _U_se __ 

x 
x 

x 
x 

x 

x 

x 
x 

x 

x 

x 
x 

x 
x 
x 
x 
x 
x 

x 

x 
x 

x 

x 

x 
x 

x 
x 
x 

x 

x 
x 
x 

x 

aThe Degnan bakery will be relocated to the Pioneer History Center. 

a. Peak Visitor Use Levels 
Proposed overnight and day use levels for the 

various developed areas of the park are listed in Table 1-3. Day 
use levels for the park's backcountry have not been established, 
but overnight use of the backcountry will continue to be limited by 
a permit system based on changing environmental conditions in the 
individual backcountry travel zones. 

The maximum number of people who can stay 
overnight in the park's developed areas will continue to be limited 
by the number of overnight accommodations and campsites. The 
plan proposes that the number of accommodations be reduced to 
1,542 with a capacity of 4,827 people, and that the number of 
campsites be increased to 2,502 with a capacity of 10,788 people . 
This will create a new parkwide overnight capacity of 15,615 
people, compared to the current overnight capacity of 15,420 
people. (See discussion of Overnight Accommodations and 
Commercial Services in this section on visitor use.) 

At the present time, it is not proposed to limit 
day use by controllin~ entry into the park, although this may be 
necessary sometime in the future. However, the number of 
proposed day parking spaces will strongly influence the number and 
distribution of day visitors, and this factor was used to compute 
day use levels in Table 1-3. For example, the proposal makes 1,050 
day parking spaces available to people arriving by car who want to 
visit the east end of the Valley. This amount of parking will 
accommodate 6, 300 day visitors, assuming an average of three 
people per car and an average stay of four hours for people 
parking in the Valley and 6 hours for people parking at outlying 
parking areas with bus service to the Valley ( see discussion of 
Access and Circulation in this section on visitor use.) In addition, 
another 375 day visitors will continue to enter the Valley by tour 
bus, based on current peak day figures. Considering both 
available day parking and day bus tours, the total day use level 
for the east end of the Valley will be 6,675 visitors per day, which 
will be lower than the level of day use that is currently provided 
for. (See Table A-1 in the Appendix for the basis for determining 
peak day use levels for each developed area . ) 

b . Interpretation 
Primary interpretive themes will be natural 

history and scenery; secondary themes will be wilderness, 
conservation, and cultural history. The interpretive program will 
balance structured and unstructured activities, and will use a wide 
variety of techniques to communicate ideas. 

c . Activities 
Dec1s1ons regarding controversial activities are 

listed below. Other activities, such as picnicking, hiking, 
camping, fishing, and swimming will be encouraged throughout the 
park . 



Table 1-3. Proposed Changes in Visitor Use Levels and Employee Residential Levels 

Yosemite Valley District 
Yosemite Valley 

East End 
West End 

Cascades 
Arch Rock 
El Portal 
SUBTOTAL 

Wawona District 
Chinquapin 
Badger Pass 
Summit Meadow/ 

Bridalveil 
Glacier Point 
Wawona/Section 35 
Mariposa Grove 
South Entrance 
SUBTOTAL 

Mather District 
Tioga Pass 
Tuolumne Meadows 
White Wolf 
Tenaya Lake Area 
Crane Flat 
Hodgdon Meadow 
Foresta 
Hetch Hetchy/ 

Mather Station 
Merced Grove 
Tioga Road 

Campgrounds 
High Sierra Camps 
SUBTOTAL 

EXISTING 

Visitors 
Over-
night Day Total 

9,066 
0 
0 
0 
0 

9,066 

0 
0 

440 
0 

619 
0 
0 
~ 

0 
2,798 

383 
0 

656 
440 
30 

0 
0 

820 
168 

5,295 

13,485 
3,855 

90 
270 
540 

810 
3,300 

0 
7,650 
, ,689 
3,450 

540 

540 
1,260 

45 
720 
225 
540 
90 

1,080 
405 

0 
0 

22,551 
3,855 

90 
270 
540 

810 
3,300 

440 
7,650 
2,308 
3,450 

540 

540 
4,058 

428 
720 
881 
980 
120 

1,080 
405 

820 
168 

PROPOSED 

Residents Visitors 

2,971 
0 

15 
4 

458 
3,448 

3 
8 

0 
3 

149 
0 
4 

--,s7 

2 
128 

24 
0 
7 

41 
35 

11 
0 

0 
45 

283 

Over-
night Day Total 

7,662 
0 
0 
0 
0 

7,662 

0 
0 

490 
0 

1,622 
0 
0 

2, 112 

0 
2,048 

675 
0 

800 
800 
30 

120 
0 

1,200 
168 

5,841 

6,675 
3,855 

90 
270 
765 

810 
3,300 

360 
7,650 
1,689 
3,850 
4,525 

540 
1,485 

. 45 
720 
900 
540 
90 

1,080 
405 

0 
0 

14,337 
3,855 

90 
270 
765 

180 
3,300 

850 
7,650 
3,311 
3,850 
4,525 

540 
3,533 

720 
720 

1,700 
1,340 

120 

1,200 
405 

1,200 
168 

Residents 

2,338 
0 

15 
4 

1, 772 
4, 129 

3 
20 

0 
3 

354 
0 
4 

384 

2 
117 

39 
0 
7 

107 
0 

11 
0 

0 
45 

328 

(1) Golf, Tennis, Ice-Skating, and Swimming 
The golf course, tennis courts, ice rink, 

and swimming pools will be removed from Yosemite Valley, since 
they support activities that are not directly related to the 
significant resources. The golf course, tennis court, and swimming 
pool will be retained at Wawona as part of the historic resort 
complex. 

(2) Horseback Riding 
Horseback riding and use of pack animals 

will continue to be allowed throughout the park. Horse rental will 
be provided in Yosemite Valley, Tuolumne Meadows, White Wolf, and 
Wawona. Campgrounds for horseback r iders will be provided at 
Bridalveil Creek and Gaylor Creek. 

(3) Downhill and Cross-Country Skiing 
The Badger Pass ski area will continue to 

be operated by the Yosemite Park and Curry Company. The 
number of lifts will remain the same and a safe slope capacity will 
be enforced . 

Cross-country skiing opportunities will be 
provided primarily at Crane Flat and Summit Meadow. Cross
country ski rental and instruction will be available at Crane Flat 
and Badger Pass . A parking area and a ranger contact shelter will 
be provided at Summit Meadow during the winter. The Ostrander 
ski hut and the CCC visitor center at Tuolumne Meadows wil l also 
be available for winter use. 

( 4) Snowmobrn ng 
Snowmobiling will not be permitted within 

the park boundaries because of general public opposition and 
because it conflicts with other winter uses of the Tioga Road 
corridor like cross-country skiing, snowshoeing, and snow p lay. 

(5) Hang-Gliding 
Hang-gliding will continue to be allowed 

from Glacier Point, with strict regulation by the National Park 
Service of the number of flights per day, time of flights, and 
demonstrated ability. Park managers will continue to rotate landing 
sites as necessary to avoid the impact that observers have on soi l s 
and vegetation . 

(6) Conventions 
Conventions and group meetings will not 

be allowed during the peak visitor season or during any holiday 
period. Conventions wil l continue to be al lowed during the off-
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season, but bookings of such meetings will at no time exceed the 
demonstrated probable level of accommodations not in use by the 
general public at that time. The concessioner in Yosemite will still 
be required to submit all convention proposals to the National Park 
Service superintendent for his approval at least 30 days in advance. 

(7) Religious Services 
Religious services will be scheduled as 

demand requires and will be held in the chapel and in various 
amphitheaters in the park. The Church Bowl, currently used only 
for religious services, will be returned to natural conditions. 

d. Access and Circulation 
The long-term goal of the National Park Service 

is to remove all cars from Yosemite Valley. However, until a trans
portation system is developed that will efficiently and cost
effectively transport people into the Valley, overnight visitors will 
be allowed to drive to their place of stay and visitors coming for 
the day will be allowed to drive to a 700-space parking area at Taft 
Toe, near the El Capitan bridge, about one-third of the way into 
the Valley. More than 1, 900 parking spaces in the eastern two
thirds of the Valley will be removed, and all day parking for Valley 
visitors will be restricted to the 700 spaces proposed for the Taft 
Toe parking area and 571 existing pulloff spaces along roads west 
of El Capitan (people parking in these pulloff spaces will not have 
access to the Valley shuttle bus system). Two experimental out
lying parking areas will also be developed--150 spaces at El Portal 
and 200 spaces at Crane Flat--and bus service from these areas to 
the Valley will be available for use on a voluntary basis throughout 
the main visitor season. 

All visitor circulation east of El Capitan other 
than for entry to or exit from the Valley will be by shuttle bus, 
except that commercial buses will still be permitted to drive to 
points of interest within the Valley. 

Summer bus service will continue to be provided 
from Yosemite Valley to Glacier Point, and a ski bus will operate 
from Yosemite Valley to Badger Pass during the ski season. 

During the main visitor season the tram system 
will continue to operate in Mariposa Grove. The system will be 
expanded to take visitors from a parking area at the south entrance 
to the grove. Commercial tour buses will no longer be permitted in 
the grove. 

Access and circulation in other park areas will 
remain essentially unchanged (see Table A - 1 in the Appendix for 
proposed changes in day parking spaces). 
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For the life of this plan, Routes 41, 120, and 
140 will probably continue to be through-routes for auto touring 
and summertime trans-Sierra traffic. 

e. Overnight Accommodations and Commercial 
Services 
Of the 1,528 overnight accommodations in the 

Valley, 358 have to be removed for compelling safety, environmental, 
or esthetic reasons. Eighty new winterized units will be built at 
Yosemite Lodge. The number of hotel rooms at Wawona will be 
increased from 63 to 145, and the number of tent cabins at White 
Wolf will be increased from 13 to 25. Parkwide, 190 units will be 
lost, leaving 1,542 units. (See Table A-6 in the Appendix for 
proposed changes in overnight accommodations by developed area.) 

Parkwide, the number of campsites will increase 
from 2,299 to 2,502. A total of 116 campsites will be removed from 
the banks of the Merced River in the Valley, and they will not be 
replaced inside the Valley. The Tuolumne Meadows campground will 
be reduced by 200 sites. In other areas of the park, campgrounds 
will be expanded to create an overall increase in camping 
opportunities of 203 sites. (See Table A-6 in the Appendix for 
proposed changes in campsites by developed area.) 

Some of the services now provided inside the 
Valley will be relocated to El Portal, including beauty and barber 
service, major auto repair, car rental, banking, and sportswear 
sales. Food service, grocery sales, utilitarian clothing and 
equipment sales, gift sales, and car service will continue to be 
provided inside the park. 

f. Indian Cultural Center 
An Indian cultural center may be constructed 

and operated in Yosemite Valley by the American Indian Council of 
Mariposa County under a special use permit. The center will be 
open to the public, but its primary purpose will be the preservation 
of a living Yosemite Indian culture by providing a place where 
sacred ceremonies can be conducted in a traditional and dignified 
manner. The center will consist of a traditional roundhouse, a 
sweat lodge, and several umachas (bark tepees). The only 
nontraditional structure will be a comfort station. The center will 
be situated at the Three Brothers site near El Capitan. 

5. Park Operations 
The parkwide headquarters of the National Park 

Service and the Yosemite Park and Curry Company will be relocated 
from the Valley to El Portal. District level administration and 
maintenance will be retained inside the park at three district 
headquarters locations in Yosemite Valley, Wawona, and Hodgdon 
Meadow. Employees will live near where they work to minimize 

ll~F!A.~ .................................. .................................... 
• ...,._llllhlO . ,........,... ........... 
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commuting. A housing study will be accomplished to determine the 
amount of hous ing required at El Portal and var ious developed areas 
inside the park. Pending the outcome of t hat s tudy, it is 
tentatively proposed that housing for 1 ,240 year-round and seasonal 
employees be retained in the Valley ( 206 fewer employees than are 
currently housed there) and that hous ing for 716 year- round and 
s easonal employees be provided at El Po r t al (522 more than are 
currently housed there). A net increas e in the size of t he 
employee community will occur because of additional commercial 
services proposed to be provided at El Porta l . Inadequate housing 
will be upgraded throughout the park , generally by replacing 
employee tent cabins with dormitories. ( See Table A-10 in t he 
Appendi x for proposed changes in the employee res idential areas . ) 

Domestic water and wastewater treatment facilities 
will be upgraded where required to meet state and federal standards. 
Required upgrading is shown in Tables 1-4 and 1-5 . Where surface 
sources are adequate, they will continue to be used for domestic 
water supply , but underground sources of domestic water will be 
developed wherever surface sources are small or undependable. 
Most wastewater will be treated at secondary t reatment plants , 
including wastewater removed from oil-recirculation and pit toilets ; 
however , some septic systems will be retained in remote areas. 
Water-saving devices (low-flow fixtures ) are currently used at 
Badger Pass , and they will be added at the south entrance, Glac ier 
Point , Hodgdon Meadow, and Crane Flat to s tay with in t he 
limitations of the wastewater treatment systems in those areas. 
Throughout the park, as fixtures wear out they will be replaced 
with low-flow fixtures. 

The projected water consumption and wastewater 
loading levels presented in Tables 1-4 and 1-5 were derived by 
multiplying the number of visitors and employees that will be 
accommodated by proposed development by the average rates of 
consumption established for these populations. These average rates 
are 75 gallons per day (gpd) for overnight visitors, 25 gpd for 
campers, 5 gpd for day visitors, and 75 gpd for employees. 
Estimates of wastewater loads are approx imately the same as water 
consumption rates minus the amount of water consumed for 
irrigation. 

6. Development 
Proposed development is summarized in Table 1-6. 

The presentation includes development-related goals and as sociated 
actions. 
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Table 1- 4 . Water Supply 

Consumetion ~ged) Source 
Required 

Location Existing Projected Existing Proeosed uegrading 

Yosemite Valley 1,150,000 1,007,000 Surface Sur face Filtration 
Cascades 1,600 1,600 Surface Surface 
Arc h Rock 1,700 1, 700 Surface Surface 
El Portal 300,000 555,000 Surface Ground 
Chinquapin 4,300 4,300 Surface Surface 
Bridalveil Creek 11,000 13,400 Su rface Surface 
Summit Meadow 700 Surface 
Badger Pass 13,500 13,500 b Gr ound Ground 
Glac ier Point 4 ,825 3,825a Combined Combined Filtration 
Wawona 647,000 244,000b Combined Surface Filtrat ion 
South Entrance 2,000 4 ,000 Su rface Surface 
Mariposa Grove 13,500 1,900a Su rface Surface 
Tioga Pass 2,900 2,900 Surface Surface 
Tuolumne Meadows 110,000 90,000 Surface Surface Filt. /Chlor. 
White Wolf 12,000 24 ,000b Combined Ground 
Crane Flat 18,000 22,000b Combined Ground 
Hodgdon Meadow 17,000 25,000 Surface Ground 
Tioga Road Camps 24,000 39,000 Surface Surface Filt. /Chlor. 
Hetch He tchy 1,800 4,800 Surface Surface 
Foresta 4 ,000 1,200 Combined Ground F1lt rat1on 
High Sierra Camps 18,000 18,000 Combined Combined 
Merced Grove 2,000 2 ,000 Combined Combined 

aBased on use of oil- recirculating toilets, 
one-half gallon per day per person. 

which decr ease water usage to 

bBased on use of low-flow fixtures. 

Table 1-5. Wastewater Treatment 

Wastewater Load (ged~ Treatment Facilities 
Minimum Design 

Location Existing Projected Existing Proeosed caeacity <9ed2 

Yosemite Valley 720,000 600,000 Secondary b Secondary 2,000,000 
Cascades/Arch Rock 3,300 3,300 Secondary Secondary 
El Portal 180,000 330,000 Secondary Secondary 
Ch inquapin 4,300 4,300 Septic Septic 5,000 
Bridalveil Creek 11,000 13,400 Septic Septic 14,000 
Summit Meadow 700 

Combination a 
Septic , ,000 

Badger Pass 13,500 13,500 Combination a 13,500 
Glacier Point 4 ,825 3,825 Combination a Combination a 4 ,000 
Wawona 30,000 244,000 Combination a Secondary 250,000 
South Entrance 2,000 4,000 Septic Secondary 5,000 
Mariposa Gr ove 13,500 1,900 Combination a Combinaliona 2,000 
Tioga Pass 2,900 2,900 Sept ic Sept ic 3,000 
Tuolumne Meadows 110 ,000 90,000 Secondary Secondary 100,000 
White Wolf 12,000 24,000 Secondary Secondary 24,000 
Crane Flat 18,000 22,000 Septic Secondary 23,000 
Hodgdon Meadow 17 ,000 25,000 Secondar y Secondary 25,000 
T ioga Road Camps 24,000 39,000 Pit Pit /Chemical 39,000 
Hetch Hetchy , ,800 4,800 Septic Septic/Chemical 4,000 
Foresta 4,000 1,200 Septic a Septic 1,500 
Hig h Sier ra Camps 18,000 18,000 Combina tion Combination a 18,000 
Merced Grove 2,000 2,000 Septic Septic 2,000 

~Includes septic system and chemical or pit toilets. 
The El Portal plant is designed to treat wastewater from Yosemite Valley, 
Portal, and Cascades/Arch Rock. 
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The visitor experience in the Valley would be similar to 
what it is today. except that automobile traffic 1n the 
eastern portion of the Valley would be substantially 
reduced, man made lacillues causmg ma1or environmen1al 
impacts would be removed.commercial activity would be 
reduced, recreational facilities unrelated to resources 
would be eliminated, and nonessential park management 
funcuons would be relocated to El Portal. Accommodation 
centers would be retained in their present locations, but 
a homooeneity of type would be sought within each 
location. The total capacity of tac1hties 1n the Valley would 
be reduced. 

Day v1s11ors would park in a single parkm9 area within the 
Valley, plus two small experimental "staging areas" 
outside the Valley. Overnight visitors would drive to their 
room or campground but not use their car again until 
departing. A shuttle would serve the eastern two· thirds 
of the Valley. All strip parking east of El Capitan would 
be removed. 

• • • • • • • SHUTTLE AND OVERNIGHT VISITORS ONLY 

\ 

SHUTTLE ONLY 

MOf\l'Fil=E. 
CAMR::tFCOND 

• retain 20 sites 

• remove sewage plant ---~ 

)Oet=.MITE LOQ:;'(E.. 
• provide 354 winterized, high 

and moderate-cost, lodge umn 
• remove all units in floodplain 
• reduce commercial services 
" remove unneeded parking spaces 
• retain gas station 
• turn Yosemne Falls parking 

area into shuttle slop 
• expand Yosemite Falls P.icn1c area 
• remove recreational fac1lit1es 

unrelated lo resources 

~MITe VILL~ 
• create central interprotive program 

area 1nclud1ng visitor center and 
natural and cultural history museums 

• redesign village mall as interpretive, 
pedestrian circulation, and 
shuttle transfer space 

• limit commercial servu:1:s to 
grocery sales, food service, and 
Ansel Adams Gallery, and consoll · 
date commercial services areas 

• retain only district level offices and 
maintenance facilities 

• remove NPS and YP&CC 
headquarters and heavy maintenance 
and provide adequale housing 
for employees 

• convert hospital to emergency 
medical center 

-----------AHWMNi=.E. HOTI:=-L 

~NY61ci=------.,:..::...:~-~· 
Cfa.M~ND 

• retain 38 sites 

---------------TAFT TOE. 
• provide mandatory day purking 

(700 cars), information stauon, covered 
shuttle bus s1ops, and comfort St•lions, 

• extend shultle system to serve all of Valley 
east of El Capitan crossover 

fio<,.f.::EY"T~e.PINq 
CAJV\P 

• remove 68 housekeeping 
units from nvcr bank 

• retain 232 units 

• retam 121 lraditional luxury 
accommodations 
remove tennis courts, golf course, 
and pool 

------4-ep.[v1~NC::e> 
• reduce impact on river by 

removing 116 sites 
• retain 684 auto campsites 

and 14 group campsites 

5rAeLe~ 
• no change 

PJCNIC~ 
• retain extSting number 

and location 

V-'--'--~-.;..._- J--\A.PPY l'SlJ:::5 

C..OFi<ll VIU-Ac=;E:. 
• remOlle 83 tent cabins from 

rockfall zone 
retain and redesign 335 rema1n1ng tent 
cabins. reducing C.tensitY of the tent 

• ~~1~ 896~ow-cost C<lbins without 

• retain nature center 

baths and 118 moderate-cost lodge rooms and 
cabins w1 th baths 
remove unneeded parkmq spaces 
retain cafe1er1a, gill shop. and mountain 
shop; add grocery store and bike rental 

• remove recreational faciltt1es unrelated 
to resources 

• upgrade employee housing 

NOTE. All overnight v1s11ors will be allowed to use 
their cars only to enter and ex11 the Valley. 
All strip parking P.aSt of El Capitan crossover 
will be removed. A bicycle trail, uriliz1n~ 

Yosemite Va 11 ey_ Development Conc~~o::-sean~r~-r~i!~i:y_~nevet_~i_N _MlC_RO_FIL ___ O ...... _!<:)()~ICOO~f'<JO-::UJ()O_f'GeT-~-1~_~5~--c.. 
_Yosemite National Park U.S. Department of the lnterior. _____________ National Park Service_ 



"rO::EMrn=.. ~ 
'5UPFCRT ,ARE:A 

· remove 48 YP&.CC employee 
tent cabins ar>d bathhouse 

• reloute hnen d1Str1bu11on to El Ponal 
• provide new dormitones lor 

78 S8llSOnat employees 

•• • ' . .. . : . ... . . ':. .. . . • .. ~ ..... ••• 
• remove cabins wrthout bath (91 un•tsl 

• remove unneeded o.em1gh1 parking 1127 spac81), 
pool, post oHice, ar>d lee cream s111nd 

-
• provide 80 moderate-cost !edge rooms/. 4-t - ~ 
to replace cabins w11h baths • .. .. . ' " .. " * 

· •-"""'""" ""' t" ooooj :._y. •: ... 

LEGEND 

" 

• remove parking (110 spaces), and rede1ugn 
remaining area es sllunle bua 5top 

·provide lddruonal picnic tables 

;__ ""' """" -.. _ -... 
and 18 rooms wflhout beth 

·remove superintendent's house. 
garage, and 8CC8$S road 

- EXISTING FACIUTIES TO 8E RETAINED 

Yosemite Lodge __ DevelqYTent concept ________ _ _ mmmm __ ~_~:w_SG_T~_:_~ll_:e_::_s~-~N_:_~R-E-MO_V_ED _ __ ....... ___ c_=:_-_-_-_-::::·_r·_· .. _ __ ~_~_1w_~-re_e> __ 
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Table 1-6. Summary of Goals and Actions for Developed Areas Yosemite lodge Area 

Goals 

Visitor Use 
Provide year-round visitor 
accommodations and campground 

Increase operational efficiency 
of accommodations 

Provide new frequently requested 
moderate-cost accommodations 

Provide food, gas, and gift 
sales services 

Remove facilities from flood 
hazard areas to avoid personal 
injury and recurrent structural 
damage 

Park Operations 
Provide adequate housing for 
essential employees 

Actions 

Visitor Use 
- Remove 84 cabin - with - bath units 

and replace with moderate-cost 
lodge units containing 80 rooms 

- Remove 91 cabin-without-bath 
units 

- Remove Pine Cottage, containing 
16 with-bath units and 16 
without-bath units 

- Remove 127 overnight parking 
spaces 

Remove swimming pool, post office, 
and ice cream stand 

- Remove clothing sales; use space 
for interp retation /information 

- Retain 274 motel units 

- Retain gift sales, cafeteria, 
restaurants, and bar in their 
present locations and capacities 

- Retain Sunnyside campground 
(38 sites) 

- Retain gas stat ion at existing 
service levels 

- Redesign Yosemite Falls parking 
area into shuttle bus stop, 
removing 110 day parki ng sites 

- Provide additional picnic tables 
at Yosemite Falls parking area 

Park Operations 
- Remove 48 YP&CC employee tent 

cabins 

- Provide dormitory units for 78 
employees 
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-.. . ••• 

•convert sckool to seasonal houslng 

• removal if not needed for hous11>g 

/~~~~ 
• redesign to accommodate both NPS and YP&CC 

essen11al m&Jntenance luncttOnS 

LEGEND 

VlL~MALL 
• redeS1gn .n10 1nterpret1Ve#pedest,.an 
cm:ulauon. and sliunle transfer 51>BCe 

• ut1lrre headquarters bu1ld1ng. old museum. 
and post off1«1 for valley adm1n1strat1on.self-seMce 
post office, museum of man 1n Yosemne. 
and narural history museum 

• remove barber and beauty functions 
• redesign village 81ora lor grocery sales. 

YP&CC offices. and fast-food S8"11C8 
• remove cloth,,,g. gpons, and gift sales 

- EXISTING FACIUTlES TO BE RETAINED 

EXISTING FACILITIES TO BE REMOVED 

LJEXISTING FACILITIES - CONVERT TO DIFFERENT use 

=m AREAS TO BE REDESIGNED 

__ Yosemite National Park_US Department of the lnterior_Nat1onal Park Service __ 

• 
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Yosemite Village Area 

Goals 

Visitor Use 
Interpret the natural and cultural 
environments 

Provide food and postal services 

Redesign visitor facilities to 

Actions 

Visitor Use 
- Redesign village mall area to 

remove parking spaces and include 
interpretive spaces, pedestrian 
circulation areas, and shuttle bus 
stops 

blend with the natural environment - Redesign the interior of the 
visitor center 

Phase out other facilities and 
activities that are not directly 
related to resource enjoyment or 
that exceed visitor demand 

- Retain bank building for food 
service 

- Remove all parking behind the Village 
Store except for a maximum of 50 
spaces for service and employee needs 

- Adaptively use the N PS headquarters 
building, the old museum, and the 
post office to accommodate a natural 
history museum, a museum of Man 
in Yosemite, Valley District offices, 
and a self-service post office 

- Remove Degnans, which includes a 
restaurant, fast-food service, 
delicatessen, and gift sales 

- Remove Pohono Gift Shop 

- Remove service station 

- Remove barber and beauty functions, 
car rental, and garage 

- Redesign Village Store for grocery 
sales, YP&CC offices, fast-food 
service (remove clothing, sports, 
and gift sales) 

Goals 

Park Operations 
Retain functions and facilities 
that are essential to the operation 
of the district: maintenance for 
Valley facilities, NPS stables, 
emergency medical care, and 
housing for essential employees 

Remove nonessential functions and 
facilities to El Portal 

Consolidate essential functions of 
NPS and YP&CC 

Give first priority to removing 
nonessential housing from river 
and meadow edges and from 
visitor activity areas 

Actions 

Park Operations 
- Convert the hospital/dental building to an emergency 

medical center with employee housing in dental office 

- Relocate dental office to El Portal 

- Relocate administrative offices of the Yosemite Institute 
to El Portal 

- Relocate Yosemite Natural History Association office to 
El Portal 

- Relocate elementary schooling to El Portal and use the 
building as seasonal NPS employees' dormitory 

Renovate the NPS maintenance area to accommodate both 
NPS and YP&CC essential maintenance functions 
remaining in the Valley, including shuttle bus maintenance 

- Retain the NPS stables, detention center, and 
magistrate's office 

- Relocate nonessential NPS and YP&CC personnel, plus 
employees of the school, Pacific Telephone Co., Wells 
Fargo Bank, Yosemite Institute, post office, Yosemite 
Church, and dentist to El Portal 

- Use vacated housing for essential employees 

- Remove seasonal housing from Camp 6 (79 NPS and 
86 YP&CC units) and construct seasonal dormitories or 
adapt unused faciliites 

- Construct 90 additional dormitory units in the Upper 
Tecoya area for seasonal employees 

- Remove YP&CC administrative function and use the 
building as seasonal employee accommodations 

- Based on a housing study to be accomplished as a part 
of comprehensive design planning, remove the 22 
Ahwahnee Row houses and 21 houses in the southern 
part of the N PS residential area if they are not needed 
for permanent employee housing 

- Remove facilities and restore Church Bowl area to a 
natural condition 
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LEGEND 

• remove •C• rink 

••• . --· • 
•••• •••• -, --. .... . . "' 
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- EXJSTING FACIUTIES TO SE RETAINED 

- EXISTING FACIUTIES TO SE REMOVED 

!!:ill= j AREAS TO SE REDESIGNED 
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• 
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• conftruet dorm1to11es to replace scane<ed 
employ" housong - =\_·:· 

• • r~ 83 VlSlto< tent c1b1n1 1n 

(approxoma1ely 300 employel!s) 

• rWIWl 90 cabins without baths 
·••taon~ 
• reduce d-ty of tent cabins by 
•tedeDQn to prCMde 335 tent -

acllVe rockfall zone plus employM tant cabins 

Curry Village_~~c~~~~~~~~~o==~~~~-~~-~-~-~-e 
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Curry Village Area 

Goals 

Visitor Use 
Provide several types of accom
modations , primarily in the low
cost range 

Reduce the density of tent cabins 

Provide facilities and services 
consistent with the historical 
setting of Curry Vil lage and the 
natural and scenic resources of 
the Val ley 

Remove facilities from geological 
hazard areas to avoid personal 
injury and structural damage 

Park Operations 
Relocate employee housing out of 
geologic hazard areas 

Actions 

Visitor Use 
- Remove about 83 visitor tent 

cabins from the rockfall zone 

- Redesign visitor te:it cabin area 
to provide up to 335 tent cabins 
(up to 200 new and 135 old ) 

- Retain the 99 cabin-with-bath, 
19 lodge-with-bath, and 90 cabin
without-bath units 

- Retain registration office and 
Mother Curry's Bungalow 

- Retain cafeteria, gift shop, and 
mountain shop 

- Remove swimming pool, ice rink, 
and Foster Curry cabin, shed , 
and residence west of ice rink 

- Provide a grocery store and bike 
rental 

- Retain 415 paved parking spaces 
for overnight visitors 

- Remove parking at ice rink (25 spaces) 

- Remove shoulder parking at east 
end of tent cabin area (10 spaces) 

- Remove Curry dump parking (161 
spaces) and restore area 

- Remove 68 housekeeping units ( 34 
structures), retain 232 units , 
and construct foot trail around 
perimeter of development 

- Phase out overflow parking and 
implement a gradual restoration 
of part of the orchard area including 
apple tree and roadway removal 

Park Operations 
- Construct dormitories and parking 

to accommodate about 300 employees 

- Remove about 160 employee tent cabins 

.... COMFORT STATION 

- HOUSEKEEPING UNITS RETAIN 

HOUSEKEEPING UNITS REMOVE 

ON .1Cii3FILI 

- remove 34 S1ru<:U.1•es (68 un•ts) 
from along the ,,,.., C()(ndor -

reta•n all other fac.~1.es 

Housekeeping Camp ~-t _~_~-wr __ ?"J· 

__ Yosemite Not1orol Pork_lJS. [Apartment of tt--e interior Notional Pork Service 
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Ahwahnee Hotel 

Goals 

Visitor Use 
Retain the traditional Ahwahnee 
character and level of service, 
but remove outdoor activities that 
are not directly related to the 
natural resource 

Actions 

Visitor Use 
- Retain the 99 Ahwahnee hotel rooms 

and 22 cabin rooms 

- Retain the dining room, gift shop , 
and other services 

- Retain 132-car parking area 

- Remove the swimming pool 

- Remove the tennis courts 

- Remove the golf course 



Other Valley Areas 

Goals 

Visitor Use 
Centralize day parking 

Create opportunities for bicycling 
throughout the Valley 

Retain resource-related visitor 
activities 

Remove excessive day parking 
spaces 

Remove facilities from significant 
scenic areas 

Provide for Indian cultural 
activities 

Actions 

Visitor Use 
- Construct a 700-vehicle day 

parking area for peak season use 
at Taft Toe with covered shuttle 
bus stops, manned information/ 
reservation station, and comfort 
station 

- Provide a 16-mile bike trail 
along both sides of the river, 
using existing roads and trails 
wherever possible 

- Remove strip parking at the east 
end of the Valley: 

Along Northside Drive 
from El Capitan 
Crossover to Yosemite 
Village (281 spaces) 

Along Northside Drive 
from Yosemite Village to 
Stoneman Bridge (72 spaces) 

Church Bowl (30 spaces) 
From Stoneman Bridge to 

Happy Isles (96 spaces) 
North side of Ahwahnee 

Meadow (SS spaces) 
Sentinel Crossover (71 spaces) 
Along Southside Drive 

from Sentinel Bridge 
to Stoneman Bridge (193 spaces) 

TOTAL: 798 spaces 

- Remove Degnan residence and 
Masonic hall 

- Remove superintendent's home, 
garage, and access road 

- Retain existing number and capacity 
of picnic areas 

- Retain YP&CC stables, Happy Isles 
nature center, Le Conte Memorial 
Lodge, and Yosemite Valley 
Chapel 

- Construct Indian cultural center 
at the Three Brothers site 

Goals 

Park Operations 
Retain essential support personnel 
and facilities 

Relocate nonessential functions to 
El Portal 

Upgrade water systems and 
eliminate unnecessary wastewater 
treatment facilities 

Actions 

Park Operations 
- Provide adequate waler treatment 

and 1,000,000-gallon water storage; 
continue to use surface sources 
and existing wells for emergency 
use; convert to low-flow fixtures 

- Remove sewage treatment plant and 
ponds near Bridalveil Meadow 
and restore area 

- Upgrade wastewater collection 
systems where required 

Valley Campgrounds 

Goals 

Visitor Use 
Provide opportunities for a 
variety of camping 

Remove facilities that are 
sources of impact on riparian 
areas 

Actions 

Visitor Use 
Remove campground sites and other 
development adjacent to the Merced 
River 

Upper Pine Campground (18 units) 
Lower Pine Campground (22 units) 
North Pine Campground (25 units) 
Upper River Campground (15 units) 
Lower River Campground (36 units) 

TOT AL: 116 units 

- Retain Muir Tree and Sunnyside 
walk-in campgrounds (58 sites) 
and group campground (14 sites) 

- Retain 684 auto campsites 

- Retain existing provisions for 
winter camping, based on 
demand 
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NOTE: About 300 spaces will be 
hard surface paved, to be used -1'-*·...,_..• ~.o· ~o.• .-.... 
everyday The remaining area will •. 1£:0 ~o p. 
be designed to utilize a system that ;:•; :i; •.: :!, r-~Cf>./i:le GRID 
provides sufficient hard surface to , •. 

40
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hard material . One possibility is ~·· "' · : ',.,. 
shown here. 
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Cascades 

Goals 

Visitor Use 
Continue to provide opportunities 
for picnicking 

Park Operations 
Retain essential employee housing 

Continue power production 

Actions 

Visitor Use 
Retain existing picnic facilities 
at two areas 

Park Operations 
- Retain five existing residences 

- Retain hydroelectric plant 

Arch Rock 

Goals 

Visitor Use 
Retain as park entrance 

Continue to provide opportunities 
for fishing and picnicking 

Park Operations 
Retain essential employee housing 

Actions 

Visitor Use 
- Retain entrance station 

- Retain existing parking, picnic 
area, and rest rooms 

Park Operations 
- Retain two permanent residences 
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El Portal 

Goals Actions 

Visitor Use Visitor Use 
Provide orientation and information/ -
reservation system for overnight 
accommodations and campgrounds 

Construct an information/ 
reservation station 

Provide a variety of commercial 
services for visitors and residents 

Interpret collection of historic 
vehicles 

- Provide a commercial facilities area 
for services, including automobile 
service, restaurants, grocery 
store, clothing and gift sales, bank, 
and beauty and barber shops 

- Develop a transportation and 
Provide experimental remote staging community museum around the Bagby 
area for Valley day visitors Station, train engine, and other 

historic objects 

: 

- Retain 20-car day parking area 

- Provide up to a 150-car day 
parking area and bus service 
into the Valley 

- Reserve space for possible expansion 
of staging area and overnight 
accommodations 

Goals 

Park Operations 
Create a model community for 
parkwide management functions, 
services, and housing in terms of 
livability, efficient land use, 
residential amenities, efficient use 
of energy, circulation, esthetics, 
recycling, and water conservation 

Engage in cooperative planning with 
Parkline businesses and Mariposa 
County 

Avoid floodplain and geologic 
hazards 

Actions 

Park Operations 
- Prepare a comprehensive design plan 

for El Portal with provision for the 
following facilities and services: 

NPS administration building 
(0.5 acre) 

YP&CC administration building 
(1.3 acres) 

Employee parking (3.0 acres) 
NPS and YP&CC maintenance, 

warehousing, and laundry 
(6.0 acres) 

NPS and YP&CC open-air storage 
(2.8 acres) 

NPS permanent housing (107 
employees/21 . 0 acres) 

NPS seasonal housing (23 
employees/O. 8 acre) 

YP&CC permanent housing (260 
employees/34. 0 acres) 

YP&CC seasonal housing ( 40 
employees/1 . 3 acres) 

Permanent housing for other 
commercial employees (180 
employees/36. 0 acres) 

Seasonal housing for other 
commercial employees (106 
employees/3. 5 acres) 

Commercial facilities, including 
bulk oil storage and Pacific 
Telephone office (10 .8 acres) 

Residential amenities, including 
community recreation and open 
space, meeting hall, fire 
station, post office, law 
enforcement facilities and 
school (23.2 acres) 

- Convert domestic water supply 
system to an underground source 

- Complete final phase of wastewater 
treatment system 

- Expand elementary school to 
accommodate approximately 200 
students 
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G{UCI~ POINT 
• conatlUCl 111t11fl"81Ne loop ttall from panung area to potnl 
·remove mc1st1ng uMeeded !rails 
• remove gi~ shop ind rood l8MC8 

• construe! new comfort station 
• Utlhl8 51008 hul fO< IM8rl)r811V8 eJCh1bc1S 
• proy\de lnte<pretive program 1rea (150 sea1S) 

including st0<age f0< astronomy equipment 
. replace 4 1en1 cabins with 4-unlt dormllOfY 
. retain pecn.c area 

- ~--- • construct 30-<:ar parking area eFJDAU/i=.IL-GAM~D and ranger conUICl stletter 

~ CHIN::;;UAPl!Hif=NNE.~ fl,~ E:-AD2t~ PASS 
• retain gas statt0n. comfort statlol\ • kHp lodge open year-round for fast-food se"'""'· 

ar>d 1anger residence rest rooms.art<! g1f1 and ck>1hmg sal8" 
• construct sand storage area • retaon downhill skiing fac1l1t1es 

11 Henness Ridge • ret111n f1rst-aKI station 

· retain 600-ear parking area 

• re1a1n eic1sung 110-llte campground 
• construct 60-eer hiker and etoss-countty sl<M1r parking area 
• P<OVide 2 group eampgrounds/1reilheads fO< horseback riders 

(2 5 horse Cep8Cily et each I 

- ROAD OPEN YEAR-ROUND 

--- ROAD CLOSED IN WINTER 

~ 
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Chinquapin 

Goals 

Visitor Use 
Continue existing levels of service 

Park Operations 
Improve efficiency of road 
maintenance during winter months 

Provide housing for essential 
employees 

Actions 

Visitor Use 
- Retain gas station and comfort 

station 

Park Operations 
- Construct a covered sand storage 

area at Henness Ridge 

- Retain ranger residence 

Badger Pass 

Goals 

Visitor Use 
Provide opportunities for family 
oriented downhill skiing and other 
forms of winter recreation with 
existing facilities and capacities 

Promote increased summer use of 
the area 

Interpret activities and resources 
along Glacier Point Road 

Alleviate congestion and overflow 
parking during winter 

Actions 

Visitor Use 
- Retain existing downhill skiing 

facilities and enforce a safe 
slope capacity 

- Provide ski equipment rental and 
sales 

Provide storage and repair facilities 
for snowshoes 

- Retain first-aid station 

- Provide seasonally changing 
interpretive exhibits in the lodge 

- Keep lodge open throughout the year 
for fast-food service, rest rooms, and 
gift and clothing sales 

- Retain 600-car parking area 

Bridalveil Campground/Summit Meadow 

Goals Actions 

Visitor Use Visitor Use 
Provide for year-round backcountry - Retain existing campground (110 
access sites) and provide winter camping 

Enhance cross-country skiing 
opportunities 

Enhance horseback riding 
opportunities 

access 

- Construct a 50-car paved parking 
area for hikers and cross-country 
skiers 

- Retain Ostrander ski hut 

- Continue year-round road access 

- Provide two campgrounds/trailheads 
for horseback riders (25-horse 
capacity at each) 

- Provide a parking area for 30 cars 
at Summit Meadow 

- Construct a ranger contact shelter 
at Summit Meadow 
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._Glacier 

• retain ranger residences 
• remove 4 tent cabins 

and shower house 
• construct 4-unit em oyee 
!dormitory 

/.
. ~" ,.,,;,, .. , ) 

200 cars and 5 buse~ 
I 
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• construct new trail 
~ to Glacier Point 

' ' ~ '---------""'---• construct comfort station 
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~ ' - ._~etain historic stone 
~\UM interpretive kiosk 

II\\~~ ~~1\\~\\~~11\\11 ~ t '\'1\U\WJ·~~lll-WJtt11W1/JZQ1-
,.,11111\~'-~~\\~~ . • remove gift shop 

~'\wr""' · provide 150-seat • remove snack bar 
interpretive 
program area 

• retain picnic area 
• remove comfort station 

~ 1~ 
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Glacier Point 

Goals 

Visitor Use 
Maximize the drama of the visual 
experience at Glacier Point 

Provide interpretive programs 

Remove intrusive facilities 

Park Operations 
Provide adequate housing for 
essential employees 

Provide underground powerline 
from Union Point to Glacier Point 

Actions 

Visitor Use 
- Construct a gentle, winding loop 

trail from the parking area through 
the trees to the Glacier Point 
overlook 

- Remove unnecessary and unused 
paved trails 

- Remove gift sales and fast-food 
facilities 

- Relocate comfort station 

- Provide a 150- seat interpretive 
program area suitable for daytime 
and nighttime interpretive programs, 
including storage for astronomy 
equipment 

Park Operations 
- Retain ranger residences 

- Replace 4 tent cabins and shower 
house with 4- unit dormitory 

- Construct underground powerline 
from Union Point to Glacier Point 
along road shoulder 
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• retHI el<ISbng hOUS1ng ---
• l)(OllKle picnic area 
16 .. tes 

• prOVlde pat1ong fa< pocnic erea 
•nd stabl• · 26 spaces 

• re1a1n stOTe. 
post olf oce. 
and um shop 
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extenor 10 blend 
W'1h hlsu><ic scene 

-

• prov1da hotel parking 
146 spaces 
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I I 
I 

for summer and winter use 
• 146 rooms 
• dming room 
· tennis coun 
• swrmm1ng pool 
• golf pro shop 

• remove structura 
and underground ut1hu. 
f 111m ocqu1red properties 

. ~CN2'5 L--·--·--·--·--·--·--· 

- EXISTING FACILITIES TO BE RETAINED 

!Ill AREAS TO BE REDESIGNED 
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Wawona 

Goals 

Visitor Use 
Interpret early non-Indian history 
of Yosemite 

Provide a year- round traditional 
overnight experience at the Wawona 
Hotel 

Create a historically consistent 
visual quality within the historic 
zone 

Provide year-round camping 
opportunities 

Provide picnicking opportunities 

Eventually acquire all inholdings in 
Section 35 and return to a natural 
condition 

Actions 

Visitor Use 
- Retain the Pioneer History Center 

- Redesign the parking area for 
the Pioneer History Center so that 
users are not required to cro::,!) 
traffic 

- Provide 145 rooms of overnight 
accommodations in hotel complex 
area 

- Retain golf course, YP&CC stables, 
tennis court, and swimming pool 

- Remove parking from in front of 
the hotel complex and construct 
a 145-car area north of the complex 

- Retain the store, post office, and 
gift shop in present location, size, 
and character 

- Renovate the exterior of the 
service station in a more historically 
compatible design 

- Retain the existing 100-site 
campground and 30-person group 
camp for year-round use 

- Relocate campground amphitheater 

- Construct an up to 200-site campground 
in Section 35 

Provide a 15-site picnic area and 
parking area 

- Remove structures and under
ground utilities from acquired 
properties in Section 35 

Goals 

Park Operations 
Provide for a district headquarters 
and maintenance operation 

Provide adequate housing for NPS 
and concession employees 

Upgrade utilities to meet NPS 
and concession needs and state and 
federal standards 

Improve the water quality of the 
Merced River by eliminating 
sources of water pollution 

Actions 

Park Operations 
- Provide an adequate district office 

building to accommodate district 
law enforcement, resource management, 
and interpretive functions 

- Construct a new maintenance 
facility, including space for 
storage of snow removal equipment 

- Provide facilities for employee housing 
to accommodate about 25 permanent 
and 65 seasonal NPS employees and 
about 15 permanent and 70 seasonal 
YP&CC employees 

- Construct a water treatment system 
that will bring drinking water 
quality up to standard, including 
new lines and increased storage 

- Construct a new wastewater 
treatment plant with provisions 
for year-round disposal 

- Connect all new and existing 
visitor and employee facilities 
to the new wastewater treatment plant 
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O~ 
· retain entrance station, comfort.station, 

and ranger residence 
• construct information I reservation 

station with 50-Car parking area 
-........__at south entrance or Wawona . ~ \ \ 
~ 

• construct parking area __ __, 
to accommodate 
200 cars, 5 buses,and 
tram terminal 

L__ • remove 150-car parking 
• convert bus parking to 

50-car parkin!l for 
off.season use 

• remove gift shop 
• retain information kiosk 

----- EXPANDED INTERPRETIVE 
TRAM ROUTE 

GH MICROflll . 
F l::ET 

South Entrance/Mariposa Grove_ oevelopment concept_
0
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South Entrance Station 

Goals 

Visitor Use 
Provide park orientation and 
information/ reservation system 
for overnight accommodations 
and campgrounds 

Provide staging facilities for 
Mariposa Grove 

Provide adequate road to Mariposa 
Grove for bus access 

Park Operations 
Provide housing for essential 
employees 

Provide adequate wastewater 
treatment 

Actions 

Visitor Use 
Retain entrance station kiosk 
and comfort station 

Construct an information/reservation 
station and 50-car parking area 
either at south entrance or Wawona 

- Construct a parking area to 
accommodate 200 autos, 5 buses, 
and tram terminal 

Repair and make minor realignment 
of road from the south entrance to 
Mariposa Grove 

Park Operations 
- Retain existing ranger residence 

- Develop new wastewater 
treatment facility 

Mariposa Grove 

Goals 

Visitor Use 
Retain as the primary location 
within the park for visitor 
enjoyment and interpretation of 
the giant sequoia 

Provide only visitor facilities 
consistent with preservation of 
the unique ecosystem; remove all 
other facilities not necessary for 
visitor enjoyment of the resource 

Park Operations 
Upgrade physical facilities to 
eliminate impacts and meet 
standards 

Retain essential administrative 
functions 

Actions 

Visitor Use 
Convert Wawona Point Road 
to a trail 

- Repair and reconstruct trails 
through the grove 

- Remove 150-car parking area 

- Convert existing bus parking area 
to off-season car parking (SO cars) 

- Retain and rehabilitate museum 
and comfort station 

- Retain information kiosk 

- Remove the gift shop 

Park Operations 
- Replace the existing toilet facilities 

at the parking area 

- Retain Big Trees Lodge for NPS 
use and authorized winter activities 
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• remove cabin 

CP-ANE: FLA! 
• retain ranger residence 
• increase campground from 164 to 200 sites 
•winterize store and gas station and provide 
winter equipment rental Sig 

• provide year-round parking area tor 200 cars Meadow 
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• retain old blister rust camp 
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Goals 

Tioga Pass Entrance Station 

Actions 

Visitor Use/Park Operations 
Continue to provide information, 
fee collection, and housing for 
essential employees 

Visitor Use/Park Operations 
- Retain existing entrance station, 

comfort station, and ranger 
residence 

Tioga Road Campgrounds and Picnic Areas 

Goals Actions 

Visitor Use Visitor Use 
Consolidate campgrounds to 
visitor experience, increase 
maintenance efficiency, and 
eliminate water pollution 

improve - Increase in size or remove primitive 
campgrounds as follows: 

Continue to provide Action Existing Proposed Change 
opportunities for picnicking Tamarack 

Flat Increase so 100 +SO 

Smokey 
Jack Remove 2S 0 -2S 

Yosemite 
Creek Increase 30 75 +4S 

Porcupine 
Flat Increase 50 75 +25 

Tenaya Status 
Lake quo 50 50 0 

Totals 205 300 +95 

Retain picnic areas at their present 
location and capacity 

Park Operations 
Improve wastewater treatment 
along the Tioga Road to bring 
developments and campgrounds up 
to state and federal standards 

Park Operations 
- Provide chemical toilets at some 

primitive campgrounds along the 
Tioga Road 
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· retain Parsons Lodge 
• record end remove Soda Springs 

• • • • 

\ .relocate YP&CC stables --
onclo••n• •nd McCouloy c•bm ""- I 

~-retain sewage lagoons 

' _.----------._lf-- •remove road ,, 
' --------- ·remove footbridge 

.... \~~~~·::~:I~ ............................ . ... ... 
10 CRANE FLAT 

• 
/.,.,...,,., new stablos '"' 

YP&CC and NPS . 
. · 

. . .· 
. . 

• relocate horse trails around meadow L 
.. .. I .. . .... 

• • • ' • • • • • • • • retain existing sewage plant L__ and trailer dump station 

•construct n~w housing for 60 NPS employees 
and 60 YP&CC employees 

• convert CCC mess hall to apartments 

• 50 sites 

• reduce to 400 vehicle campsites 
• unitize entire campground 

'-· remove campground loop and 
access road ad1acent to Lyell Fork 

· proposed v1s1tor center, subdistrict ranger station, 
grocery. mountaineering center, 50-car parking, 
one winterized apartment 

. . .. ~· 
• • • • ILO-UMNt=. ~ -

• retain 66 units, restaurant, 100-car parking 

LEGEND 

• • • DIRT ROAD 

TRAILS 

Tuolumne Meadows_Development Concept ____________ 0
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Tuolumne Meadows 

Goals 

Visitor Use 
Permit only those types and levels 
of use or development that do not 
significantly impair subalpine 
ecosystems 

Orient development and use to the 
lodgepole pine ecosystem 

Eliminate cross-meadow traffic 
by pedestrians, stock, and vehicles 

Provide overnight parking 
consistent with capacities 
proposed in the current 
Backcountry Management Plan 

Provide parkwide information/ 
reservation services for visitors 
entering via Tioga Pass 

Institute interpretive programs 
directed toward low-impact use of 
fragile resource areas and 
appreciation and understanding 
of meadow and subalpine 
ecosystems 

Provide for a variety of 
camping opportunities 

Provide overnight accommodations 

Provide opportunities for 
picnicking 

Actions 

Visitor Use 
- Record and remove the McCauley 

cabin, Soda Springs enclosure, 
and CCC visitor center 

- Retain Parsons Lodge 

- Remove footbridge 

- Relocate the YP&CC and N PS stables 
and stock trails to the lodgepole 
pine ecosystem 

- Restore meadows by removing 
nonessential roads and trails 

- Remove the campground loop 
and access road adjacent to the 
Lyell Fork 

- Remove the coffee shop 

- Relocate the grocery store at its 
existing size and provide space 
for a mountaineering center 

- Construct a visitor center, informa
tion/reservation station, and SO-car 
parking area 

- Retain existing number of 
backcountry parking spaces 

- Pave Cathedral Lakes parking area 

- Retain the gas station in its 
existing location 

- Construct a backcountry orientation 
facility adjacent to the 
backcountry parking area 

- Construct two group campgrounds 
for horseback riders (2S-horse 
capacity at each) at Gaylor Creek 
trail head 

Goals 

Park Operations 
Improve the quality of employee 
housing 

Provide facilities for a subdistrict 
office operation 

Bring drinking water quality up 
to standard 

Actions 

- Retain the lodge (66 units) and 
its parking area 

- Unitize the campground to 
provide not more than 400 
vehicle campsites and SO walk-in 
sites 

- Construct a 10-site picnic area 
and a comfort station at Lembert 
Dome parking area 

Park Operations 
- Construct an employee housing area 

for about 60 NPS and 60 YP&CC 
employees, including conversion 
of the CCC mess hall to apartments 

- Winterize some seasonal housing 
for snow survey crews, cross
country skiers and winter keepers 

- Remove ranger station 

- Relocate subdistrict office to new 
visitor center 

- Remove present housing at Bug 
Camp/NPS stables area and from 
behind grocery store 

- Provide surface water filtering and 
disinfection system to meet EPA 
standards 
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• replace NPS employee tent -11me~ 
cabins with dormitory 

• 

L •expand campground by 
64 sites 

----.retain 86-site campground 

o:::NO::.SSID CfePAT\CN 
.retain food service 
·retain 13 cabin and tent cabin accommodations 
.retain employee tent cabins 

.. EXISTING FACILITIES TO BE RETAINED 

ffEn AREAS TO BE REDESIGNED 

~ 
\ . relocate horse corral 
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~hi~~lf D~bpme~~nce~~~~~~~~
0
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White Wolf 

Goals 

Visitor Use 
Increase camping opportunities 
and overnight accommodations 

Park Operations 
Improve the domestic water system 

Provide electricity 

Provide adequate housing for 
essential employees 

Actions 

Visitor Use 
Increase campground size from 86 
to not more than 150 sites 

- Upgrade campfire circle 

- Increase YP&CC overnight 
accommodations from 13 to 25 
(add 12 tent cabins) 

- Retain food service 

- Relocate horse corral 

Park Operations 
- Develop two additional wells to 

add to existing underground system 

- Provide commercial power from 
Crane Flat 

- Replace NPS employee tent cabins 
with dormitory 

- Retain YP&CC employee tent cabins 
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~ 
(duplex) 

• 200 cars for winter 
activities and 
experimental Valley 
staging area in summer 

• provide comfort station 
and ranger contact shelter 

OMPu.Pa.>Nt:::> 
~ 

• 36 sites 
• 1 comfort station 

~~/~ 
• store in summer 
• cross-country ski and snow 

play equipment rental 
in winter 

~flt:>r 
C,AM~D 
• 164 sites 
• 5 comfort stations 
• ranger residence 

(summer only) and 
checking station 

0 

Crane Flat Development Concept 
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Crane Flat 

Goals 

Visitor Use 
Increase opportunities for camping 

Provide adequate support facilities 
to accommodate existing levels of 
winter use 

Provide experimental day 
parking area for Valley visitors 

Park Operations 
Improve utilities to bring them up 
to state and federal standards 

Retain essential employee housing 

, ICROFILM 

Actions 

Visitor Use 
Winterize the store and provide 
cross -country ski rental 
and snow play equipment rental 

- Keep gas station open all year 

- Provide parking for 200 cars 
for winter activities; use in 
summer as experimental staging 
area for Valley day visitors 

- Provide ranger contact shelter and 
comfort station at parking area 

- Increase size of campground from 
164 to not more than 200 sites 

Park Operations 
- Drill well(s) to provide a reliable, 

year-round domestic water source 

- Construct sewage treatment facility 

- Provide commercial electrical 
power via a commercial hookup 
from Hodgdon via South Landing 
Road 

- Provide sand storage (1 . 0 acre) 
at South Landing for winter 
snow operations 

- Retain existing ranger residence 

- Retain old blister rust camp 
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Foresta 

Goals 

Visitor Use 
Provide for group camping 

Remove facilities not directly 
related to visitors' enjoyment of 
the natural environment 

Park Operations 
Relocate employees to areas where 
they work as soon as housing 
becomes available 

Retain NPS stables 

1CR0f1 

Actions 

Visitor Use 
Retain existing site for group 
camping 

- Restore a total of 7. 40 acres 
of privately owned land to a natural 
condition 

- Relocate one Meyer barn to 
Pioneer History Center at Wawona 

- Record and remove second Meyer barn 

- Restore Big Meadow to a natural 
condition 

Park Operations 
- Remove nonessential employee 

housing 

- Continue to use McCauley Ranch for 
NPS stables 
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I ' 
• retain Big Oa.k Flat\ 

entrance station 
and comfort station \ 

• provide information/ \ 
orientation/reservation system\ 

•retain 110-site 
campground 

\ __ -----\, 
Lxp•nd campg,ound 

by 90 sites \ 
\~ 
\~ ~~ 

\ 
\ 

\ 
\ 

• construct district -
otfice building 

• retain utility building 

ON .~ICROflll' 

• retain 4 residences 
and 4-unit apartment 

• expand wastewater 
treatment plant 

• • retain residence 

• construct 10-unit apartment 
and 20 seasonal housing units 

Hodgdon P414QG:e Meadow_ Development Concept _ ____ aoi::._~_78 _ 

_ Yosemite National Park_U.S. Department of the Interior National Park Service_ 



Hodgdon Meadow 

Goals 

Visitor Use 
Provide information/ reservation 
system for visitors entering the 
park along the Big Oak Flat 
Road 

Increase camping opportunities in 
the Big Oak Flat entrance portion 
of the park 

Park Operations 
Create a central administrative, 
residential, and maintenance area 
for the Mather District 

Provide adequate wastewater 
treatment for the entire developed 
area 

Provide adequate domestic water 
supply 

Actions 

Visitor Use 
- Retain existing information station 

and incorporate reservation 
system 

- Retain entrance station 

- Increase the Hodgdon Meadow 
campground from 110 to not more 
than 200 sites 

Park Operations 
- Connect all facilities at entrance 

station to the existing wastewater 
treatment plant; expand plant and 
provide for year-round use 

- Retain utility building 

- Convert existing surface water 
system to an underground source 

- Retain existing residences 

- Construct 20 seasonal housing units 
for employees 

- Construct a 10- unit, winterized 
efficiency apartment facility 

- Construct district office building 
to accommodate district law 
enforcement, resources management, 
and interpretive functions 
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Aspen Valley 

Goals 

Visitor Use 
Remove facilities not directly 
related to visitors' enjoyment 
of the natural environment 

Actions 

Visitor Use 
- Acquire private proper ties as 

opportunity permits and restore to 
a natural condition 

Mather Station 

Goals 

Visitor Use/Park Operations 
Continue to provide minimal 
information services and employee 
quarters 

Actions 

Visitor Use/Park Operations 
- Retain existing facilities 

Hetch Hetchy/Lake Eleanor 

Goals 

Visitor Use 
Continue use as a destination for 
visitors who wish to view the 
dam, the reservoir , and the 
valley 

Continue to provide backcountry 
access from Hetch Hetchy 

Provide additional camping 
opportunities 

Park Operations 
Provide an adequate supply of 
treated water for domestic use 

Actions 

Visitor Use 
- Construct a 30-site walk- in 

campground and 30-car parking 
area 

- Retain parking for dam and 
trail head 

Park Operations 
- Develop additional surface water 

source for domestic water 

Provide waste treatment that meets - Install chemical toilets or septic 
state and federal standards system at the campground 

fCROFlll 1 



E. Interrelationships With Other Projects, Proposals, and 
Jurisdictions 
1. Wilderness Recommendation for Yosemite 

Lands within Yosemite National Park have been 
studied and evaluated for inclusion in the National Wilderness 
Preservation System (U.S. Department of the Interior, National 
Park Service, 1972). Legislation based on this evaluation is before 
Congress. The park's wilderness plan proposes that 646, 700 acres 
of park land be designated as wilderness and that an additional 121 
acres be designated as potential wilderness, to be added to 
wilderness when it qualifies under the terms of the Wilderness Act. 
Additional wilderness proposed in the 1978 draft General Management 
Plan may change the President's wilderness recommendation to 
Congress. 

2. Yosemite Natural Resources Management Plan 
The Natural Resources Management Plan for Yosemite 

National Park was approved on December 9, 1977. It addresses 
specific issues such as the role of fire in the ecosystem, exotic 
plant control, forest pest control, horse and mule grazing, 
protection of threatened and endangered plants, human/bear 
conflicts, and other wildlife and fisheries management programs, 
water management programs, and the park's research program. 
Proposals for natural resources management have been fully 
coordinated with proposals for cultural resources management, 
visitor use, park operations, and development. 

3. National Park Service Program, Fiscal Year 1979 
Development concepts and comprehensive designs for 

El Portal, Yosemite Village, and Taft Toe are programmed to start 
in fiscal year 1979 to begin implementation of the General 
Management Plan. Purchase of shuttle buses to serve the entire 
Valley east of the El Capitan crossover is also programmed for fiscal 
year 1979. 

4. Other Federal Projects 
The National Park Service and the U.S . Forest 

Service are committed to minimizing conflicts inherent in the 
management and use of natural systems that cross their shared 
boundaries and to enhancing opportunities for appropriate 
recreational uses of lands within their respective jurisdictions. 
None of the proposals of the Yosemite General Management Plan is 
expected to interfere with management of national forest lands or to 
significantly affect demand for recreational facilities and services 
outside the national park. The Forest Service is considering similar 
interrelationships as part of the following land-use planning projects 
for the national forests that share common boundaries with 
Yosemite: 

Inyo National Forest: • Roadless Area Review Evaluation 
(RARE II), a nationwide roadless 
area evaluation effort (in progress) 

• Minarets Wilderness Plan 
• Hoover Wilderness Management Plan 

(approved in 1977) 
Toiyabe National Forest: •RARE 11 (in progress) 

• Revised Fire Policy (in progress) 
• Pacific Crest Trail Plan (in progress) 
• Hoover Wilderness Management Plan 

(approved in 1977) 
Sier ra National Forest: · RARE 11 (in progress) 

• Land Use Management Plan, Part I , 
• Preliminary Environmental Analysis 

(completed in January 1978) 
Stanislaus National Forest: • RARE 11 (in progress) 

•Tuolumne Wild and Scenic River Study 
(in progress, coordinated effort of 
the Heritage Conservation and 
Recreation Service, Bureau of Land 
Management, Forest Service, and 
National Park Service) 

• Emigrant Basin Wilderness Management 
Plan 

• Timber Management Plan (completed 
in 1975) 

• Off-Road Vehicle Plan (completed in 
1977) 

• San Joaquin Planning Area Guide 
(completed in 1977) 

One of the major considerations of coordinated 
planning has been wilderness. The Forest Service's RARE 11 
studies and wilderness plans evaluate possibilities for creating 
wilderness units contiguous with wilderness units in Yosemitf:? 
National Park and consider cooperating with the National Park 
Service in the establishment of visitor capacities and the issuance of 
use permits for adjacent wilderness areas. These studies and plans 
also evaluate the probable effects of nonwilderness activities on 
adjacent wilderness in Yosemite National Park. 

The Pacific Crest Trail will pass through national 
forest and national park lands. The location of trail segments will 
be closely coordinated, and the two agencies will cooperate to 
ensure that regulations controlling use along the trail are compatible 
and not confusing to hikers passing from one jurisdiction to 
another . 

The Forest Service is also evaluating how activities 
that are not appropriate on national park lands--like timber cutting 

and off-road vehicle use- -might affect the management and use of 
park lands if they occur nearby. If an adverse effect on park 
resources or visitors is anticipated, it may influence decisions 
regarding alternative uses of national forest lands. 

The San Joaquin Planning Area Guide was developed 
in full cooperation with the National Park Service to create a single 
regional data base that would be usable by both agencies. 

National Park Service management policies have been 
considered and adhered to throughout the Tuolumne Wild and Scenic 
River Study. 

currently 
access to 

5. State Projects 
Several California T r ansportation 

underway or programmed for the near 
Yosemite National Park: 

Agency projects 
future wi l l affect 

Mariposa County: California Highway 49--widen two-lane portions 
and make minor realignments (programmed 

Tuolumne County: 

Madera County: 

for fiscal year 1980) 

California Highway 140--construct passing 
lanes in ten places (programmed for fiscal 
years 1978 and 1980) 

New alignment near Groveland (programmed 
for fiscal year 1979) 

California Highway 41- - construct passing lanes 
between Oakhurst and park boundary; possibly 
make minor curve improvements (programmed 
for fiscal year 1981) 

6. County Projects 
Boards of supervisors and planning commissions in 

the four counties surrounding Yosemite have been consulted during 
the Yosemite planning process. The counties have also consulted 
with the National Park Service in development of their plans. A 
general plan for Mariposa County was adopted in February 1978, 
and an overall economic development plan is planned for 1978. 
Tuolumne Ccunty has public hearings scheduled for their proposed 
countywide plan during the summer of 1978. Madera County will 
begin study of eastern Madera County late in 1978. Mono County 
adopted their plan in December 1976. 

7. City and County of San Francisco 
Proposed acquisition of lands owned by the city and 

county of San Francisco and subsequently designating them as 
wilderness is not expected to have any effect on the city's water
supply operation at Hetch Hetchy Reservoir. 
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11. Description of the Environment 
A. Introduction 

Yosemite National Park lies in a region dominated by the 
Sierra Nevada, an immense mountain chain stretching one-third the 
length of California. Major peaks range from 10,000 to 14,500 feet. 
Within the Sierra Nevada lie three national parks, several national 
forests and state parks, many private resorts and cabins, and 
thousands of square miles of backcountry. Water stored as snow in 
the uplands during the winter supplies the state's extensive agri
cultural irrigation system and many of its major metropolitan 
centers. As California's major water, timber, and recreation 
resource, these mountains strongly influence all planning and land 
management in the Yosemite region. 

California's burgeoning population now totals a tenth of 
all the nation's inhabitants and accounts for three-quarters of all 
visitors to Yosemite National Park. The urban population is concen
trated in the metropolitan areas of San Francisco, Los Angeles, and 
San Diego, with a secondary concentration along the San Joaquin 
Valley west of the Sierra. The park's proximity to major urban 
areas--about four to six hours' driving time--results in heavy 
weekend use and creates special problems not present in the more 
remote national parks . 

California's winter sports industry is increasing. It will 
make progressively stronger demands on the Sierra Nevada, which 
is an extensive resource for all types of winter activities, from 
downhill skiing to over-snow vehicle touring. Within the region 
surrounding Yosemite, ski areas include Dopge Ridge, just east of 
Pinecrest; China Peak, near Huntington Lake; Wolverton Ski Bowl 
in Sequoia National Park; June Mountain, 56 miles north of Bishop; 
and Mammoth Mountain, 40 miles north of Bishop. 

The Sierra Nevada has more trails than any other 
mountain range in the United States. Because of an excellent 
summer climate, these mountains are a wilderness enthusiast's 
paradise. National forest wilderness and primitive lands combine 
with those of Yosemite, Sequoia, and Kings Canyon National Parks 
to form an unbroken roadless area, including much of the most 
spectacular high mountain country in the Sierra. 

Within the Sierra Nevada are many reservoirs that have 
been created for flood control, power generation / irrigation, and/or 
water storage. These also provide recreational opportunities near 
Yosemite National Park. There are more than 40 reservoirs with 
surface areas of more than 100 acres each within an hour's drive of 
the park. 

In addition to being a popular activity in the region's 
national parks, camping is also possible on lands administered by 
the U.S. Forest Service, the Bureau of Land Management, and the 
state of California. Many private campgrounds, most of which are 
trailer parks, are also found in the Yosemite region. -

In the Sierra foothills to the west and south of the park, 
small-scale ranching and mining are still active but are diminishing 
in importance. The economies of the park's neighboring 
communities--Mariposa, Oakhurst, Groveland, and Lee Vining--
depend largely on recreation. A large portion of Mariposa County's 
tax revenue comes from enterprise and property in Yosemite 
National Park. Many other businesses depend upon their locations 
near major tourist routes. 

The development of many vacation home subdivisions and 
retirement communities near Yosemite National Park is having an 
impact on Yosemite and the region. Such development increases the 
demand for water, sewage treatment, and utilities. They also tend 
to bring more day visitors to the park. 

Much of Yosemite National Park is bordered by four 
national forests--Stanislaus to the northwest, Toiyabe to the 
northeast, Sierra to the southwest, and Inyo to the southeast. 
These surrounding lands are managed according to a multiple-use 
policy. 

Yosemite National Park is located within three counties, 
Madera, Mariposa, and Tuolumne. Access to the park is via 
California 41 from the south (via Fresno), California 140 from the 
west (via Merced), and California 120 from the northwest (via 
Oakdale) and from the east (via Lee Vining). California 120, the 
Tioga Road, crosses the park over the Sierra Crest but is closed 
during the winter. Although these access roads are steep and 
winding in many places, they are adequate to serve present trans
portation needs. 

Annual visitation since 1968 
counting techniques were initiated) has 
visitors in 1970 to 2, 530 ,000 visitors in 1977. 

B. Existing Conditions 
I. Parkwide 

(when 
ranged 

currently used 
from 2, 277, 193 

Yosemite National Park contains 760, 917 acres of land 
offering a broad spectrum of recreational opportunities. About 
360 miles of maintained roads exist, of which 266 miles are paved. 
Maintained trails extend over 750 miles. Recreational development 
and visitor services are provided by the National Park Service and 
by one major concessioner, Yosemite Park and Curry Company (see 
Tables 11-1 and 11-2). 

Table 11-1. Summary of National Pal"k Service 
Recrealional Development and Services 

in Yosemite National Park, 1976 

Facility 

Campgrounds 
Family 
Group 

Picnic Areas 
Visitor Centers 
Museums 
Library 
Ranger Stations 
Entrance Stations 

Number 

19 
3 

21 
10 

7 
1 

14 
4 

Number of Sites 

2,283 
16 

174 

Capacity 

9,132 
760 

6,264 

Table 11-2. Summary of Yosemite Park and Curry Company 
Recreational Development and Services 

in Yosemite National Park, 1976 

Facility 

Lodging 
Restaurants 
High Sierra Camps 
Bars 
Grocery Stores 
Gift and Apparel Stores 
Gas Stations 
Mountaineering School 
Swimming Pools 
Pack Stations 
Bike Rental Stands 
Ski Area 
Skating Rink 
Golf Course 

~~~~I~ ~ouu:~ystemsa 

Number 

7 
11 

5 
3 
6 
6 
5 
1 
4 
4 
2 
1 
1 
2 
3 
2 

Number of 
Units 

1,676 

56 

Capacity 

5,360 
2,845 

168 

aFunded by the National Park Service and operated under contract 
by Yosemite Park and Curry Company. 
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The park has been divided into four management 
Yosemite Valley, Wawona, Mather, and Backcountry. 
areas and road corridors located within each district are 
in Table 11-3. 

Table 11-3. Relationship Between Management Districts 
and Developed Areas, Yosemite Nallonal Park 

Management District 

Yosemite Valley 

Wawona 

Mather 

Backcountry 

Developed Areas 

Yosemite Valley 
Cascades 
Arch Rock Entrance Stalion 
El Portal 

Chinquapina 
Badger Pass 
Bridalveil Creek Campground 
Glacier Point 
Wawona 
South Entrance Station 
Mariposa Grove 

Tioga Pass Entrance Stationb 
Tuolumne Meadows 
White Wolf 
Crane Flat 
Tioga Road Campgrounds (5) 
Hodgdon Meadow 
Foresta 
Hetch Hetchy 
Mather Station 
Aspen Valley 
Lake Eleanor 
High Sierra Camps (5) 

Ranger Patrol Cabins 
Ostrander Ski Hut 

a Chinquapln, Badger Pass, Bridalveil Campground, and Glacier 
Point are collectively referred to as the Glacier Point Road 
Corridor. 

b Tioga Pass Entrance Station, Tuolumne Meadows, White Wolf, 
Crane Flat, Hodgdon Meadow, and Tioga Road Campgrounds are 
collectively referred to as the Tioga Road Corridor. 

districts: 
Developed 
presented 

2. Yosemite Valley District 
a. Yosemite Valley 

Southside Drive, a two-lane one-way road along 
the south side of the 7-mile-long Valley, provides entry into the 
Valley. A two-lane one-way road along the north side (Northside 
Drive) serves as the exit route. California 41 from Wawona, the 
Big Oak Flat Road, and California 140 from El Portal provide access 
into the Valley. 

Most entry is by private vehicle and chartered 
bus. There are 571 pulloff parking spaces in the west end of the 
Valley and 798 pulloff spaces in the east end. There are an 
additional 1, 144 spaces in designated day parking areas, including 
161 at Curry Dump and 358 at Curry Orchard. These day parking 
areas provide a total of 2,513 spaces in the Valley. In the 
developed east end of the Valley a shuttle bus system serves as a 
significant transportation supplement. Access to some features, 
such as Happy Isles and Mirror Lake, is possible only by foot, 
bicycle, or shuttle bus; private vehicles are prohibited. 

Most visitor activities take place in the more 
developed eastern portion of Yosemite Valley. Major developments 
include Yosemite Lodge, Yosemite Village, Curry Village, Curry 
Housekeeping Camp, the Ahwahnee Hotel, and campgrounds. 

(1) Yosemite Lodge 
Yosemite Lodge is the westernmost 

development area. It covers about 45 acres and provides a wide 
range of accommodations: 16 rooms and 91 cabins without baths, 
and 84 cabins and 290 motel-like rooms with baths. In addition to 
the overnight accommodations there are a main lodge and 
registration center, a lounge, a mall area, a clothing shop, a gift 
shop, a postal station, an ice cream shop, bike rental, a swimming 
pool, a service station, a cafeteria (346 seats), the Four Seasons 
and the Broiler Room restaurants (306 seats), and the Mountain 
Room bar. Yosemite Park and Curry Company maintains and 
operates al I f aci Ii ties. 

Housing for Yosemite Park and Curry 
Company employees includes 48 seasonal tent cabins and 8 multi-unit 
dormitories. Additional employee facilities are a recreation center 
and a bathhouse. Maintenance facilities include four warehouses, 
two laundries, and two storage cabins. 

(2) Yosemite Village 
Yosemite Village is 1 mile east of Yosemite 

Lodge. Occupying about 90 acres, the area contains facilities 
associated with commercial and educational visitor services and 
support functions. 
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The National Park Service visitor center, 
the museum, and the library serve to orient visitors to the park 
and provide a source of educational materials. Adjacent to the 
visitor center are Indian cultural exhibits. Various interpretive 
programs are available on a scheduled basis. 

Gifts, photographic equipment, and jewelry 
are sold in Best's Studio (Ansel Adams Gallery), the Pohono Indian 
Shop, Degnan's, and the Village Store complex. Fast foods, carry
outs, groceries, and liquor are sold in Degnan's and the Village 
Store. The t,oft, a seasonal 125-seat restaurant, is located on the 
second floor of Degnan's . Additional facilities are the Yosemite 
Medical Group, which includes a dentist's office (outpatient care 
only), the Wel ls Fargo bank, and a post office. Clothing is sold in 
the Vil lage Store. Fast-food service and camping and mountaineer
ing equipment are seasonally available at a shop in the complex. 

A IS- acre shop/warehouse area is situated 
north of the visitor center. National Park Service development 
includes about 20 buildings for storage and equipment repair, 
fueling facilities, shops, law enforcement offices and a jail, fire 
stations, a corral and barn, a morgue, a search and rescue cache, 
and a dog pound. The Yosemite Park and Curry Company 
maintains a warehouse and maintenance building adjacent to and east 
of the National Park Service facilities. A garage and a gas station 
east of the Village Store service Yosemite Park and Curry Company 
vehicles, visitor vehicles, and the shuttle bus fleet. Rental cars 
are available. Pacific Telephone and Telegraph Company maintains 
one building in the maintenance area . 

National Park Service administrative offices 
are located in the headquarters and museum buildings. The head 
quarters building contains office space for park wide administration, 
concessions management, land acquisition, environmental engineer
ing, planning, personnel, resources management, construction, 
maintenance, and research. The museum building contains the 
offices of the Yosemite Valley district ranger, the chief ranger, the 
magistrate, and the chief of interpretation, as well as the museum 
collections, Indian Cultural Museum, research and county library, 
and the office of the Yosemite Natural History Association. 
Administrative offices of the Yosemite Park and Curry Company are 
situated southeast of the Village Store. 

Seasonal and permanent accommodations are 
available for National Park Service and concession employees 
throughout the village area. Sixty-five National Park Service 
permanent single- family units, 2 four-plexes and 4 cabins are 
located in a residential area west of the headquarters. Accom
modations for seasonal National Park Service employees are provided 
in the Ranger Club, in Camp 6 (79 tent cabins), and in 3 one-room 
cabins in the maintenance area . 

East of the Curry warehouse, in the Upper 
Tecoya housing area, are 15 National Park Service single-family 
residences, II Yosemite Park and Curry Company single-family 
residences, a tri - plex owned by the Mariposa County Board of 
Education, a single- family residence owned by the Wells Fargo 
bank, a residence for the U.S. Magistrate, a residence for Yosemite 
Institute employees, and a duplex for postal employees . 

In Lower Tecoya, the Yosemite Park and 
Curry Company housing area, there are 16 single-family residences, 
2 one- story four-plexes, and 3 two- story duplexes. Yosemite Park 
and Curry Company also has 86 tent cabins in Camp 6 for seasonal 
employees . Other employee housing in the village area includes 
apartments above the post office for other postal employees, and 
2 single- family residences and 2 cabins behind the Best's Studio for 
employees of the studio. 

Also in the Yosemite Village area are a 
historic cemetery and a converted family residence that functions as 
the administrative office for the Yosemite Institute. Immediately 
east of the medical clinic is a 500- seat amphitheater known as the 
Church Bowl, which is primari y used for religious services and 
events. 

(3) Curry Village and Housekeeping Camp 
Curry Village, I mile southeast of Yosemite 

Village, occupies about 50 acres. It primarily provides overnight 
visitor accommodations in a low to moderate price range, including 
19 lodge units, 99 cabins with baths, 90 cabins without baths, 418 
tent cabins, and 1 bathhouse. Other facilities are a cafeteria (325 
seats), a pool, a lounge, a stage and outdoor amphitheater, a 
registration office, a postal station, an ice rink, a mountain shop, 
and a gift shop. Curry Village is operated by the Yosemite Park 
and Curry Company. Employee housing consists of 15 residences, 
79 tent cabins at "Curry Terrace, 11 79 tent cabins at 11 Boys Town, 11 

and 3 bathhouses. 

Curry Housekeeping is situated west of 
Curry Village and occupies about 20 acres. Accommodations consist 
of 150 double-unit tents with concrete sidewalls, 10 comfort stations, 
a men's and a women's shower, a laundromat, a general store, a 
registration office, camping equipment rental, and a warehouse. 

( 4) Ahwahnee Hotel 
The Ahwahnee Hotel area comprises 12 

acres about a half mile east of Yosemite Village. There are 99 
rooms in the multistory hotel and 22 rooms in nine cottages east of 
the hotel. Visitor services include a dining room/restaurant (325 
seats), a gift shop, and two lounges. Adjacent to the hotel is a 
small swimming pool. Further removed are two tennis courts and a 

4-acre, nine-hole golf course . The Ahwahnee is operated by the 
Yosemite Park and Curry Company. Employee housing consists of a 
dormitory and three tents. 

(5) Campgrounds and Picnic Areas 
There are five vehicle campgrounds in the 

Valley, comprising a total of 800 sites: North Pines (IOI sites), 
Upper Pines (239), Lower Pines (184), Upper River (124), and 
Lower River (152) . There are two walk-in campgrounds: 
Sunnyside (38 sites) and Muir Tree (20). A group campground 
exists; it is divided into two sections with a total of 14 sites. 
Campgrounds open during the winter are Lower Pines and Sunny
s ide. 

Six des ignated picnic areas are located in 
the Valley: Sentinel Bench, Cathedral, El Capitan Bench, Devil's 
Elbow, Swinging Bridge, and Rocky Point. 

(6) Stable and Kennel Area 
The Yosemite Park and Curry Company 

maintains a stable and kennel area totaling about 7 acres. The 
development includes 10 temporary employee tents, 2 permanent 
employee houses, a harness shop, a blacksmith shop, an office, a 
COmfort Station I a Corral I a Stable With 114 Stal IS I and a dog kennel 
with 33 pens. 

(7) Happy Isles 
The Happy Isles area contains a nature 

center, a comfort station, and a seasonal National Park Service 
employee residence . 

(8) Sentinel Bridge 
About a half mile south of Yosemite 

Village, near the south end of Sentinel Bridge, are the nondenomin
ational chapel, the Degnan residence (housing for seasonal Yosemite 
Park and Curry Company employees); another house used for 
Yosemite Park and Curry Company housing, and one National Park 
Service employee residence. 

(9) Other Sites 
Three almost obscured sites exist along 

Northside Drive in the west end of the Valley. The site farthest 
west, near Pohono Bridge, was at one time used as a borrow pit. 
The second site was used until recently for wood storage by the 
National Park Service. The remaining site has been used by the 
Park Service as a storage and manur e disposal area and by the 
Yosemite Park and Curry Company for a wood yard. 
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(10) Utilities 
The water supply for Yosemite Valley is 

obtained primarily from an intake system on the Merced River above 
Happy Isles. Water treatment is limited to screening, chlorination, 
and sedimentation. During heavy spring runoff and after summer 
thunderstorms, the water carries large amounts of sediment, which 
is not effectively filtered. The first phase of planned water system 
improvements / consisting of two well stations, has been completed . 

Sewage is processed at the newly con
structed wastewater treatment facility in El Portal. Sewage 
processing approaches tertiary treatment, with sewage receiving 
primary settling, aeration, chemical treatment for phosphorous 
removal , and secondary settling / then effluent chlorination. Sewage 
sludge is disposed of by incineration, and effluent is disposed of in 
percolation ponds. Infiltration into the Valley collection system 
during spring runoff results in overflow of effluent out of the 
percolation ponds. This condition wil I continue until the collection 
system is sealed to exclude infiltration. 

A portion of the electricity for the 
Yosemite Valley is supplied by a National Park Service operated 
2,000-kilowatt hydroelectric generation plant located at Cascades 
and a 12- kilovolt distribution system. Through an intertie at 
Cascades with the Pacific Gas and Electric Company's transmission 
line, power is interchanged on a demand / availability basis. Thirty
one miles of transmission line (overhead and underground) branch 
through the Valley and to Glacier Point. Electrical conduit was 
recently laid in a common trench with the trunk sewer line to 
El Portal, and in the future the majority of transmission lines will 
be beneath California 140. 

b. Cascades 
The Cascades area is a widened portion of the 

Merced River Gorge about I mile west of the junction of the Big Oak 
Flat Road (California 120) and the All Year Highway (California 
140). The 10-acre area contains about 2 acres of development, 
comprising a hydroelectric plant and five permanent residences and 
garages for hydroelectric plant operations. Treated surface water 
is supplied to residents, and wastewater is collected and pumped 
into the trunk sewer. 

c. Arch Rock 
The Arch Rock entrance station is located 

I. 5 miles east of the western park boundary on California 140. 
National Park Service buildings include an entrance kiosk, an 
office, two residences / a comfort station, and a small picnic area. 
A 14- acre parking lot is adjacent to the residences. Treated surface 
water is supplied to residents and to public comfort facilities, and 
wastewater is pumped into' the trunk sewer. 
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d. El Portal 
El Portal is a I, 200-acre area adjacent to t he 

western park boundary / about I. 5 miles west of Arch Rock. From 
El Portal eastward, California 140 proceeds up the Merced River 
Gorge and ultimately into Yosemite Valley. West of El Portal, 
California 140 leads to Mariposa. El Portal functions primarily as an 
employee residential area with some community facilities. Adjacent 
private lands provide visitor services such as motor vehicle service 
and repair , overnight motel lodging , gift sales , and restaurant 
facilities. 

The El Portal area ·was des ignated an adminis
trative area in 1958. Establishment of the area was accomplished by 
acquisition of some private lands and a land transfer with the U.S. 
Forest Service. 

Residential areas include a National Park 
Service housing area ( Rancheria Flat) with 23 single-family resi
dences, 2 duplexes , an 88-unit trailer court for National Park 
Service and concession employees , approximately 20 seasonal 
quarters, and a mixed community of about 87 privately owned 
residences occupied by employees and non-employees. Short-term 
special use permits for these private homes on federal land are 
renewed every 5 years by the National Park Service . Public water 
supply is obtained from surface and groundwater sources; however / 
the supply is not sufficient to meet peak growth season demand. 
Water has been rationed during drought periods. Wastewater is 
collected in a central treatment facility . 

Concessioner facilities ( none of which are 
operated by the Yosemite Park and Curry Company) include a 
Chevron gas station , a restaurant and bar ( El Portal Motor Inn ), 
and a small grocery store. Adjacent to the park boundary and 
outside the administrative site are eight motels (79 rental units ) / a 
restaurant, and a gas station. 

National Park Service facilities include a waste
water treatment facility , a solid waste transfer station , and an 
open- air storage/ maintenance area at Railroad Flat. There is a 
sand trap immediately upriver from Railroad Flat to gather sand for 
winter road sanding. Additional facilities near Old El Portal include 
a bulk fuel storage area, a post office , a churc h , a library, a fire 
station, a community hall , and a transportation exhibit. Adjacent 
to Rancheria Flat are an elementary school, two tennis courts, and 
a small wastewater treatment facility that is no longer used. 

e. Backcountry Trailheads 
Four backcountry trailheads are located within 

the Yosemite Valley District, three of which are within Yosemite 
Valley. Trailhead parking in the Valley is shared with day parking 

and other activities. Table I 1- 4 shows capacities and the relative 
condition of each trail head. 

Table 11-4. Backcoun try Trailhead Parking and Trailhead Quotas 
in the Yosemite Valley District, 1978 

Yosemite Na tional Park 

Ex isting Condition Existing Trailhead 
Trai lhead Number/Name Paved Un2aved Ca2acity Quotas 

41 Rockslides x 5 10 
70 Happ y Isles x 60a 70 
71 Mirror Lake x 25a 25 
72 Yosemi te Falls x 25 25 

a Par king provided at Cu r r y Village. 
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3. Wawona Distr ict 
a. Glacier Point Road Corridor 

The 17- mile-long Glacier Point Corridor extends 
through the southwest portion of the park. It begins at 
Chinquapin Junction on California 41, 16 miles south of Yosemite 
Valley. In addition to Chinquapin , the corridor includes Badger 
Pass, Bridalveil campground, and Glacier Point. 

( 1) Chinguapin 
Chinquapin is a 5-acre site that provides 

comfort facilities and a gas station. Parking lots at these locations 
can accommodate about 20 and 10 cars, respectively. Additional 
development includes National Park Service and concessioner 
residences and an emergency electricity generator. Disinfected 
surface water is supplied, and wastewater is collected in a septic 
tank and a leach fie ld. 

(2) Badger Pass 
Badger Pass is a 240-acre day winter 

recreation area located 5. 2 miles east of Chinquapin. The area 
includes I. 3 acres for sledding and snow play and 113 acres of 
ski - slope area. The lifts are two 400-foot T-bars, three chair lifts 
(300 , 700, and 800 feet), and a rope tow. Designated parking is 
available for approximately 600 cars and 8 buses covering 5. 48 
acres. 

The Yosemite Park and Curry Company 
operates a two- story ski lodge that includes a delicatessen, a 
cafeteria (474 seats), and a dining room (157 seats); comfort 
facilities; a ski rental and retail shop; overnight facilities for six 
employees; and the Eagle's Nest snack bar at the top of the ski 
lift. The concessioner also maintains a service vehicle, a main 
tenance building, and three small storage sheds. The National Park 
Service maintains a ranger residence, a first-aid station, and an oil 
storage shed. 

A recently installed sewage system is 
designed to handle the normal peak wastewater flow of 4,500 gallons 
of gray water per day. Black water (waste from toilets and urinals) 
is flushed with mineral oil, separated, and hauled to El Portal 
for final disposal. The mineral oil is recycled. The gray water 
from lavatories , drinking fountains, employee showers, and food 
processing is reduced by water-saving fixtures and then disposed 
of in a conventional leach field. Disinfected groundwater is 
supplied from a well and a meadow infiltration gallery. 

(3 ) Bridalveil Campground 
Bridalveil campground is a 110- site camp

ground located 4 miles east of Badger Pass. Buildings include 
three employee tent cabins, a shower/ toilet facility for employees, 
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and four comfort stations. Disinfected groundwater is supplied 
from a meadow infiltration gallery, and wastewater is discharged to 
individual septic tank/tile field disposal systems. There is no 
commercial electrical power at Bridalveil. The Glacier Point Road is 
not plowed beyond Bridalveil campground during the winter months. 
Camping loops are closed in late summer if the water supply 
dwindles (drought years only). 

( 4) Glacier Point 
Glacier Point 1 one of the most spectacular 

scenic viewing spots in the park, is at the eastern end of the 
Glacier Point Road, about 8 miles from Bridalveil campground. The 
developed area occupies about 10 acres and provides parking for 
200 cars and 5 buses. Yosemite Park and Curry Company maintains 
a curio shop and a fast-food service. National Park Service facilities 
include a stone interpretive kiosk, a comfort station with recirculat
ing chemica l toilets, and a small picnic area with eight tables. A 
sightseeing area with paved walkways and viewing platforms with 
protective fencing occupies about 100 yards of cliff frontage. 
Additional National Park Service faci Ii ties are two seasonal log 
residences, four tent cabins, and a shower/toilet facility with septic 
tank/tile field disposal. Untreated groundwater is supplied from a 
meadow infiltration gallery through mid-July, and disinfected 
surface water is supplied from a creek at Union Point in the later 
months. Wastewater flows into a renovated Imhoff tank/leach field 
disposal system. 

b. Wawona 
Wawona is located 4. 5 miles inside the park's 

south entrance, 27 miles south of Yosemite Valley. Development 
within the area includes National Park Service and Yosemite Park 
and Curry Company faci Ii ties. Private inholdings are all within 
Section 35, located east of National Park Service and concessioner 
facilities. 

(1) National Park Service Facilities 
Historic structures from throughout the 

park have been relocated to the Pioneer History Center at Wawona, 
a living history interpretive center that occupies 3. 3 acres and 
contains 15 structures, a covered bridge, and a transportation 
exhibit. Parking for about 50 cars is provided adjacent to the 
history center. Additional day parking for approximately 25 cars is 
provided in small areas around the complex. There is a small 
picnic area in the vicinity. A 16-acre campground with 100 
campsites (one 30-person group area) is located about 1 mile 
northwest of the history center. 

In the office and maintenance area the 
Park Service operates a ranger station, three roads/maintenance 
offices, four maintenance buildings, and two storage yards. A 
housing area includes four houses, eight trailers, and ten tent 
cabins. All facilities have individual septic tank/tile field disposal 

systems. Water for Park Service and concession facilities is 
supplied from a low-level dam and a water intake on the South Fork 
of the Merced River. Peak water usage is estimated to be about 
500, 000 gallons per day. The water is chlorinated but not filtered. 

(2) Wawona Hotel Complex 
The Wawona Hotel complex, owned by the 

National Park Service and operated by the Yosemite Park and Curry 
Company, occupies 12. 5 acres, providing 63 rooms for approximately 
170 guests and facilities for day use. Buildings associated with the 
Wawona Hotel include the Clark and Washburn cottages and annex, 
the Moore's Cottage (employee housing), and Thomas Hill Studio. 
Guest parking is provided adjacent to the hotel. Wastewater from 
the complex is collected in an aerated basin/ oxidation pond 
treatment facility and disposed of by spray irrigation. 

Other facilities provided within the hotel 
complex include a tennis court, a swimming pool, a retail golf shop, 
a dining room (125 seats), a coffee shop (30 seats), and a lounge 
within the hotel. Facilities provided outside the hotel complex 
include a riding stable, a nine-hole golf course, a general store and 
gift shop, and a gas and service station. Visitor parking for about 
40 vehicles is available adjacent to the general store and gift shop. 

Employee accommodations include a 
residence for the hotel manager as wel I as accommodations for about 
50 seasonal employees in Moore's Cottage and on the second floor of 
the hotel. There is employee parking for 20 vehicles adjacent to 
the dormitory. A residence for the store manager is separate from 
the hotel complex. 

(3) Section 35 
Section 35 is 1 square mile of land located 

~ mile east of the Wawona development complex. About 213 acres in 
Section 35, including the Seventh Day Adventist Church, are 
privately owned lands inside the park boundary (inholdings). 
Visitor accommodations on private tracts include 303 units and 20 
recreational vehicle rental spaces. Additional facilities include a 
grocery store with two gas pumps and a restaurant. 

Water is supplied from numerous private 
wells. Sewage from private inholdings and National Park Service 
facilities within Section 35 is treated by individual septic tanks and 
leach fields. Groundwater contamination as a result of inadequate 
sewage treatment occasionally occurs, as does nutrient pollution of 
ttie South Fork of the Merced River. 

( 4) Other Inholdings 
Within the southeast corner of Section 35 

is the 28.8-acre Seventh-Day Adventist Church Camp. Water is 
supplied by wells, and wastewater is treated at a small extended 
aeration treatment facility, with disposal by spray irrigation. 

c. South Entrance Station 
At the south entrance into Yosemite, which is 

51 miles north of Fresno at the junction of California 41 and the 
road to Mariposa Grove, the National Park Service maintains a 
comfort station, a ranger station, and a permanent duplex residence 
with a garage. Disinfected spring water is supplied; individual 
septic tank/tile field disposal is provided. 

d. Mariposa Grove 
The 250-acre Mariposa Grove, one of three 

giant sequoia groves in the park, is situated 2 miles east of the 
south entrance. There is a 150-car paved parking area. A 6. 84-
mile shuttle-bus loop road, closed to cars, winds through the 
grove. National Park Service facilities in the staging area include 
chemical toilets and an information kiosk. Along the shuttle loop 
the National Park Service maintains a comfort station and the 
Mariposa Grove Museum. The Big Trees Lodge, owned by Yosemite 
Park and Curry Company, is used by the concessioner for cross
country ski tours in winter. Yosemite Park and Curry Company 
operates the shuttle bus service and a curio shop. Disinfected 
spring water is supplied; individual septic tank/ ti le field disposal 
is provided. 

e. Backcountry Trailheads 
Eleven backcountry trailhead parking areas 

exist within the Wawona district. Trailheads function as day and 
overnight parking areas facilitating access to backcountry areas. 
Table 11-5 indicates whether or not the trailhead parking areas are 
paved and lists their existing capacities. 

Table 11-5. Backe untry Trail heads Within the Wawona 
District, Related Parking Capacity, and Trail head Quotas, 

Yosemite National Park 
Existing Condition 

Existing 
Trailhead Number/Name Paved uneaved caeacit:t 

59 Summit Meadow (winter) ~~~~:: 60 Chiquita Pass 
61 Chilnualna Fall x 10 
62 Alder Creek x 4 
63 Deer Camp x 2 
64 Wawona Tunnel x SO+b 
65 Bridalveil Campground x 30+ 
66 Lost Bear MPadow x 15 
67 Mono Meadow x 10b 
68 Glacier Point/Pohono x sob 
69 Taft Point x 20 

aNo parking area provided, area used as entry or exit point. 

bParking spaces are shared with additional activities such as 
scenic viewing or camping. 

Trail head 
Quota 

0 
50 
so 
25 
25 
10 
50 
25 
25 
15 
10 
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4. Mather District 
a. Tioga Road Corridor 

The Tioga Road Corridor (California 120) 
transects the park for about 52 miles from east to west. Beginning 
on the east at the Tioga Pass entrance station, it includes Tuolumne 
Meadows, White Wolf, the Tioga Road campgrounds, major back
country trailheads, and Crane Flat near the western edge of the 
park. At Crane Flat, California 120 proceeds north to Hodgdon 
Meadow and the entrance station there. The Big Oak Flat Road 
proceeds southward from Crane Flat until it intersects California 140 
(the El Portal Road or All Year Highway) leading into Yosemite 
Valley. 

The Tioga Road functions both as a major 
trans-Sierra highway and as the major access to Yosemite's back
country. The road is open according to snow conditions from late 
spring to early fall, and is the only auto crossing of the high 
Sierra for 40 air mites to the north and 160 air miles to the south of 
Yosemite. 

( 1) Tioga Pass Entrance Station 
This is the only entrance station on the 

east side of the park. It is 14 miles west of Lee Vining, California. 
Facilities include a combination ranger station/apartment and a 
comfort station with recirculating chemical toilets which are closed 
for lack of water in late summer. Two parking areas accommodate a 
total of 20 cars. The treated surface water supply dwindles by late 
summer in a normal year. Wastewater from the ranger station is 
disposed of in a septic tank/tile field system. Commercial 
electricity is supplied. The comfort station at Tioga Pass is open 
to cross-country skiers in winter. 

(2) Tuolumne Meadows 
Tuolumne Meadows is a major development 

located along the Tioga Road 7 miles west of the Tioga Road 
entrance station. This is the starting point for about 30 percent of 
all Yosemite backcountry trips. It is also a major day destination 
for large numbers of Yosemite visitors. Both overnight accommoda
tions and campsites are available. 

The National Park Service maintains a 
visitor center, a ranger station, a wilderness permit kiosk, an 
employee housing area for about 50 employees (7 cabins, 33 double 
and 8 single tent cabins), stables and a tack room, and a road 
maintenance area near the Mountaineering Center. The McCauley 
cabin near Parsons Lodge is used for seasonal employee housing. 
The Tuolumne Meadows campground, south of Tioga Road, has 
approximately 600 sites for vehicle camping. One loop of the 
vehicle campground is. designated as a walk-in campground with 50 
sites. 

Structures associated with Yosemite Park 
and Curry Company operations include a tent-frame grocery store 
and coffee shop (20 seats), a dining room (80 seats), a gas slalion 
with towing service, a corral, stables, and the Tuolumne Lodge, 
which includes a tent-frame lodge/registration desk/maintenance 
facility, a tent-frame restaurant (80 seats), and 66 tent cabins. 
The concessioner also runs a mountaineering school and an equip
ment store. Employee accommodations include 33 tent cabins and 
4 permanent buildings. 

The Tuolumne Meadows water supply is 
obtained from a low dam on the Dana Fork of the Tuolumne River, 
above Tuolumne Lodge. Water treatment consists of screening 
and chlorination, and currently meets federal drinking water 
regulations. Sewage is collected and treated by extended aeration 
and evaporated in a 2-acre pond. Pond overflow is disinfected and 
pumped to an 8-acre spray irrigation disposal field. There is a 
newly constructed sanitary dump station for recreational vehicles at 
the treatment plant. 

(3) White Wolf 
White Wolf occupies about 23 acres and is 

about 32 miles west of Tuolumne Meadows and I mile north of Tioga 
Road. There is an 86-site campground and a backcountry trail head 
parking area for 10 cars. The National Park Service maintains 
eight seasonal tent cabins. The Yosemite Park and Curry Company 
operates a lodge with food service (40 seats) and parking (10 
spaces), a camp supply store, nine tent cabins and four wood 
cabins, a bathhouse, a wrangler's cabin, a tack house, and a 
corral. Disinfected water is supplied from a spring and meadow 
infiltration gallery and stored in three 10,000-gallon reservoirs. 
Additional disinfected water is provided by a well that yields about 
10 gallons per minute. A new sewage treatment facility consists of 
a I .6-acre stabilization pond and a 2 . 4-acre spray irrigation disposal 
field. No commercial electricity is available. Yosemite Park and 
Curry Company operates generators that supply power to the lodge, 
well pump, and National Park Service tent cabins. 

(4) Crane Flat 
Crane Flat is located at the intersection of 

the Big Oak Flat Road and Tioga Road, 14 miles west of White Wolf. 
Within its 36 acres is a 164-site auto campground (closed in drought 
years). The Yosemite Park and Curry Company operates a gas 
station and a grocery store, which are open only during the 
summer. The disinfected water supply comes from meadow infiltra
tion and surface intakes north of Tioga Road, and wastewater is 
treated in individual septic systems. Water supplies are unreliable 
in years of drought. The Yosemite Institute operates year-round 
camps in the area, maintaining two dormitories, a kitchen, and a 
comfort station. No commercial electricity is available at Crane 
Flat; electricity is generated on site. 

A 4. 5-mile one-way motor nature trail 
through the Tuolumne Sequoia Grove begins at Crane Flat and ends 
al Hodgdon Meadow. A 2-acre picnic area is located at North Crane 
Creek. 

(5) Tioga Road Campgrounds and Picnic Areas 
There are six campgrounds and two picnic 

areas along the Tioga Road outside the previously described 
development areas. A 6-acre picnic area is situated at the east end 
of Tenaya Lake. Tenaya Lake walk-in campground has a treated 
surface water supply that dwindles to very low levels in drought 
years. Recirculating chemical toilets are used in the comfort 
stations. One comfort station is open to cross-country skiers in 
winter. All other campgrounds are classified as primitive and lack 
flush toilets and treated drinking water. Existing capacity find 
designated acreage of campgrounds along or adjacent to the Tioga 
Road are contained in Table 11-6. 

Table 11-6. Capacity and Acreage of High Country 
Campgrounds Along the Tioga Road 

Campground 

Tamarack Flat 
Smokey Jack 
Yosemite Creek 
Porcupine Fial 
Tenaya Lake (walk-in) 

b. Hodgdon Meadow 

Acreage 

21 
10 
19 
11 
8 

Capacity 
in Sites 

so 
2S 
30 
so 
so 

Hodgdon Meadow is at the western park 
entrance on California 120, approximately 24 miles east of 
Groveland. National Park Service development covers about 30 
acres and comprises the Big Oak Flat entrance station kiosk, an 
information station, a comfort station, a ranger station, four per
manent residences, four apartments, a maintenance center, a utility 
building, one seasonal bunkhouse, eight seasonal tent cabins, a 
seasonal trailer, and a 110-site campground (10 acres). Water is 
supplied from Hazel Green Creek, filtered and chlorinated. Sewage 
is treated in a concrete-lined aerated lagoon , disinfected, and 
pumped to a spray irrigation disposal field during summer. Sewage 
is treated by septic tank and disposed of in a leach field during 
the off season. The entrance station has a septic tank and absorp
tion trench disposal field ( not connected to the treatment facilities). 
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c. Foresta 
Foresta is an area of about 800 acres on the 

western boundary of the park about I mile north of California 140. 
The area contains 7. 40 acres of private property on which there are 
51 improved tracts. Big Meadow, a large meadow adjacent to 
Foresta , at one time was irrigated and pastured , and a ranch house 
and two Meyer barns survive from that period. Additional develop
ment consists of five permanent and three seasonal structures 
temporarily being used by National Park Service employees and an 
eight-site group campground. Water is supplied from springs and 
wells and Little Crane Creek; wastewater is treated in individual 
septic tanks. The group campground has pit toilets only. 

d. Hetch Hetchy Area 
The Hetch Hetchy Reservoir is 13 air miles 

northwest of Yosemite Valley. The 8-mile- long reservoir, 
impounded by O'Shaughnessy Dam, is managed by the city and 
county of San Francisco. There is a parking area at the dam with 
spaces for 65 cars (40 day users and 25 overnight hikers). 
National Park Service facilit ies are a bunkhouse , a residence , a 
corral and campsite for horse patrols, and a heliport. The city of 
San Francisco maintains a corral and a wrangler's camp at Mather 
Camp , outside the park. San Francisco also maintains a residential 
area with three buildings, a maintenance area, a warehouse (also 
used by the National Park Service) , a guest lodge, a public picnic 
area, and a comfort station. Disinfected surface water is supplied 
to National Park Service facilities by the city of San Francisco. An 
additional reservoir, Lake Eleanor, is 5 miles northwest of Hetch 
Hetchy. A fire guard residence is maintained there. 

e. Mather Station 
Nat ional Park Service facilities at Mather 

Station, at the western park boundary on the road between Mather 
Camp and Hetch Hetchy, are 4 tent cabins and a ranger residence 
for seasonal employees, a garage, and a corral. Disinfected surface 
water is supplied by the city of San Francisco. 

f. Aspen Valley 
Aspen Valley, 6 miles northeast of Hodgdon 

Meadow, was developed as a summer resort when the Old Tioga 
Road was in use. It now contains seven unimproved tracts ( 1.37 
acres) and about 15 private residences ( 4 . 62 acres ) that are used 
during the summer months. 

g. Backcountry T rail heads 
Eighteen backcountry trailhead parking areas 

are adjacent to or near the Tioga Road, and an additional 12 are 
scattered throughout the Mather District . Table 11-7 indicates 
whether or not the trailhead parking areas are paved and lists their 
ex isting capacities. 

Table 11-7. Backcountry Trailheads Along the Tioga Road and 
Mather District Areas, Parking Capacity, and Trailhead Quotas 

Yosemite Nat ional Park 

Ex isting Cond ition 
Existing T r ailhead 

Trailhead Number/Name Paved Uneaved Caeacity Quota 

T iog a Road 
73 Tamar ack Campground x 7 25 
74 South For k T uolumne x 4 25 
76 Harden Lake oc 80 
77 Whi te Wol r x 10+a 10 
78 Lukens La ke x 10 20 
79 Yosemite Creek 

Campg round x 5+ 25 
80 Yosemi te Creek x x 30 so 
81 Porcupine Cr eek x 5 25 
82 May La ke x 15a ?5 
83 Snow C r eek x 10 10 
84 Olmstead Point 50+a 10 
85 Tenaya La ke x 20+a 25 
86 Mu r phy Cree k x 15+a 15 
87 Cat hedral La kes x 25 30 
88 Tuolumne Meadows x 125+ 190 
89 Gaylor Creek oc 0 
90 Mono-Par ker Passes x 2Sa 2S 
91 Tioga Pass x 20 0 

Addi t ional 1 Mather District 
Porta lb 58 Crane Flat (winter) No quota 

75 Aspen Valley Road oc 10 
92 Baseline Road oc so 
93 Mather Ranger Station 6 25 
94 Poopenau t Valley x 3 40 
9S Rancheria Fa lls x 25 110 
96 La ke Eleanor Por tal 25 
97 Kibb1e Cr eek Portal 25 
98 Kibble Ridge Porta l 2S 
99 Doro thy Lake Portal 50 
42 Fores ta x s 10 
19 Smith Meadow oc 15 

aParking shared with additonal activities such as scenic viewing or 
camping. 

bNo parking area provided, area used as an entry or exit point. 

cTrallhead area es tabli shed with no provis ions for veh icle parking . 
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Table 11-8. Backcountry Travel Zones of Yosemite National Park, 
Including Zones Adjacent to and Controlled by the U.S. Forest Service 

Travel 
Zone 

No. 

47. 
48. 
49. 
so. 
51. 
52. 
53. 
54. 
55. 
56. 
57. 
58. 
59. 
60. 
61. 
62. 
63. 
64. 
65. 
66. 
67. 
68. 
69. 
70. 
71. 
72. 
73. 

1. 
2. 
3. 
4. 
5. 
6. 
7. 
8. 

Name 

Travel 
Zone 

No. 

Yosemite National Park 

Half Dome 74. 
Lewis Creek 75. 
Evelyn Lake 76. 
So. Fork Merced River 77. 
Johnson Creek 
Chilnualna Creek 78. 
Alder Creek 79. 
Ostrander Lake 80. 
Bridalveil Creek 81. 
Buena Vista Creek 82. 
1 llilouette Creek 83. 
Clark Range 84. 
Little Yosemite Valley 85. 
Merced Lake 86. 
Washburn Lake 87. 
Mount Lyell 88. 
Vogelsang 89. 
Echo Creek 90. 
Sunrise Lakes 91. 
Sunrise Creek 92. 
Snow Creek 93. 
Yosemite Creek 94. 
Cathedral Lakes 95. 
Elizabeth Lake 96. 
Rafferty Creek 97. 
Lyell Canyon 98. 
Parker Pass Creek 99. 

Name 

Ten Lakes 
May Lake 
Grant Lakes 
So. Fork Tuolumne 
River 
Cottonwood Creek 
Pate Valley 
Waterwheel Falls 
Glen Aulin 
Gaylor-Delaney Creeks 
Conness Creek 
Pleasant Valley 
Rancheria Mountain 
Tlltill Valley 
Lake Vernon 
Laurel Lake 
Miguel Meadow 
Kibbie Creek 
Frog Creek 
Twin Lakes 
Tilden Lake 
Kerrick Canyon 
Benson Lake 
Matterhorn Canyon 
Virginia Canyon 
McCabe Lakes 
Cold Canyon 

Minarets Wilderness (USFS) 

Bloody Canyon 9. 
Gem Lake 10. 
Rush Creek 11. 
Thousand Island Lake 12. 
Shadow Lake 13. 
Minaret Creek 14. 
North Fork-San Joaquin 15. 
Twin Island Lakes 

Sadler Lake 
Cora Lakes 
Post Creek 
West Fork Granite Creek 
Madera Creek 
Beck Lake 
Badger Lakes 

17. 
18. 
19. 
20. 
21. 
22. 
23. 
24. 
25. 
26. 
27. 
28. 

40. 
41. 
42. 

Emigrant Basin (USFS) 

Lord Meadow 29. Wire Lakes 
Hyat Lake 30. Toms Canyon 
Grouse Lake 31. Powell Lake 
Ground Hog Meadow 32. Waterhouse 
Lakes Basin 33. Cooper 
Cow Meadow Lake 34. Whitesides Meadow 
Huckleberry Lake 35. Relies 
Horse Meadow 36. Lunch Meadow 
Bigalo\v Lake 37. Lost Lake 
High Emigrant Lake 38. Kennedy Lake 
Emigrant Lake 39. Blue Canyon 
Granite Dome 

Hoover Wilderness (USFS) 

Little Walker - Buckeye 43. 
Robinson Creek 44. 
Sawtooth 

Virginia Green Creeks 
Twenty Lakes Basin 

• Leqend 

• ENTRY/EXIT !'OM 

- TRAVEL ZONE 

NO OVEllNIGKt CAMPING 

• FOREST SERVICE ZONE 

-·- PARK BOUNDARY 

-- ROADS 

TRAILS 

~ ., .. 

Backcountry Travel Zones. ____ ;:_1-=-. __ !· 

__ Yosemite Not1()()'.)I Ft.irk us Depor1ment ot the ntena NotonJ Park Service 
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5. Backcountry District 
The backcountry of Yosemite, approximately 725,000 

acres, makes up 95 percent of the park. Within the backcountry, 
646, 700 acres have been designated as wilderness. The back
country is divided into 53 separate travel zones for the purpose of 
management of backcountry use. Most of the 53 travel zones have 
been assigned capacities for overnight use based on the number of 
campsites, length of trail, vegetation type, and other social and 
environmental data. Table 11 - 8 illustrates backcountry travel 
1ones 

Backcountry permits and information about distances, 
weather, and trail conditions are available at contact stations at the 
Yosemite Valley Visitor Center, Happy Isles nature center, the 
ranger stations at Wawona and Big Oak Flat, and a permit kiosk at 
Tuolumne Meadows. 

More than 750 miles of trails provide access to 
remote and developed areas. Two trails are part of systems that 
extend beyond the park boundaries--the Pacific Crest Trail, which 
passes through the park from north to south, and the John Muir 
Trail, which originates in Yosemite Valley and continues southeast
ward to Mount Whitney in Sequoia National Park. 

There are five cabins in the backcountry, one each 
at Merced Lake, Buck Camp, Miguel Meadow, Lake Vernon, and 
Wilmer Lake. These are used for summer ranger cabins and for 
snow surveys. The Ostrander ski hut provides shelter for cross
country skiers in the winter. 

Five High Sierra camps maintained by Yosemite Park 
and Curry Company provide food and shelter by reservation for 
travelers in the backcountry. These camps are open from about 
the first of July until Labor Day. Facilities in each camp are guest 
tent cabins, a bathhouse, a cookhouse, a dining room (tent "Or 
permanent structure), employee tent cabins, and a corra l (a barn 
at Merced Lake). Water systems include spring and surface water 
intakes, treatment, disinfection, pumps, piping, and storage. 
Sewage is treated by oxidation ponds and septic tank/leach field 
systems. Phone service is available at Merced Lake, May Lake, 
Sunrise, Vogelsang, and Glen Aul in. No generated or commercial 
electricity is available. The acreage occupied by each camp and the 
number of guest and employee units is listed in Table 11-9. 

6. Inholdings 
In 1913 an act of Congress granted certain park 

lands in Hetch Hetchy Valley and Lake Eleanor Basin and Lake 
Vernon to the city and county of San Francisco for a municipal 
water and power supply, creating a public inholding within the 
park boundary. Private inholdings are located within the park as a 

result of an act of Congress in 1931 and a presidential proclamation 
in 1932, which extended the southern boundary of the park to 
include the Wawona area, and the 1958 act of Congress, which 
authorized acquisition of El Portal as an administrative site by 
either purchase or exchange of lands. Existing inholdings are 
indicated in Table 11-10. 

Table 11-9. Guest and Employee Units Available 
at High Sierra Camps 

Guest Emelo}:'.ee 

High Sierra Tent Dining Room Tent 
came Buildings Cabins Caeacit}:'. Buildings Cabins 

Merced Lake 4 19 SS 3 3 
May Lake 5 8 30 0 3 
Glen Aulin 4 8 30 1 4 
Vogelsang 3 12 50 1 3 
Sunrise 4 9 40 2 2 

---
TOTAL 20 56 205 7 15 

Table 11-10. Yosemite National Park Inholdings, June 1977 

Loc.:1tion Ownershie Acres Tracts 

Wawona Private 213.00 314 

Aspen Valley (lmp.)a Private 4.62 15 

Aspen Valley (Un1mp.) Private 1.37 7 

Foresta (Improved) Private 7.40 51 

Poopenaut Valley S.F. City & Co. 80.00 1 

Lake Eleanor S.F. City & Co. 659.89 s 
Reservoir 

Miguel Meadows S.F. City & Co. 160.00 1 

Lake Vernon S.F. City & Co. 121.49 

Hetch Hetchy S.F. City & Co. 552.43 6 
Reservoir Area 

El Portalb Private 10.00 1 

TOTAL 1,810.20 403 

almproved indicates that a structure or other development has taken 
place which increases the tract's value over that of an unimproved 
tract. 

bEI Portal is outside the legislative boundary of the park and is 
designated as an administrative site. 

Existing 
Polic}:'. 

Opportunity 
purchase 

Opportunity 
purchase 

Opportunity 
purchase 

Opportunity 
purchase 

Exchange or 
donation 

Retain as Is 

Exchange or 
donation 

Exchange or 
donation 

Retain as is 

Opportunity 
purchase 
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C. Natural Environment 
1. Climate 

Most of Yosemite National Park lies between eleva
tions 2,000 feet and 13,000 feet, where the climate is characterized 
by cool winters and hot, dry summers. Prevailing winds are from 
west to east, and during the winter many storms are forced inland 
onto the western slopes of the Sierra, causing moderately heavy 
precipitation, mostly snow. Yosemite Valley (elevation 4,000 feet) 
receives an average of 36 inches of precipitation annually, one-third 
of which is snow. An average of only 5 percent of the precipita
tion occurs between June and September. The average daily 
temperature range in the Valley during July is from 50°F. to 90°F. I 

and during January is 23°F. to 45°F. At Wawona ( 4, 000 feet) an 
average of 37 inches of precipitation occurs annually. The south 
entrance station receives approximately 45 inches of precipitation 
annually, with 135 inches of snow. Badger Pass (7, 300 feet) 
accumulates about 70 inches of snow during the winter months, with 
an annual precipitation range between 40 and 70 inches. Climato
logical data is lacking for remaining areas of the park lying within 
the 3,500-8,000 foot elevation range. 

High country areas (8,000 feet and above) are 
characterized by cool summer temperatures and cold winters, with a 
higher amount of precipitation occurring during winter months. 
High elevations are subject to frequent summer showers as a result 
of daily movements of moist air upward during the day and down
ward at night. Such summer rains, although they are frequently 
intense, are of short duration and make little if any change in the 
overall dry summer conditions. 

Throughout the park, the near-drought conditions of 
summer greatly increase the potential for naturally occurring and 
man-caused forest fires. In winter, snow conditions normally 
prohibit auto access to higher elevations and necessitate extensive 
snow removal operations at middle elevations. 

Heavy snow accumulations during winter, 
compounded by spring precipitation and rapid snowmelt, have in the 
past caused flooding in Yosemite Valley and prohibited access to the 
Valley for short periods of time. 

Avalanche potential depends on both slope and 
aspect. Relatively light snow accumulations on steeper slopes tend 
to result in frequent sliding, while heavier accumulations on more 
gradua l slopes tend to result in infrequent sliding. North-facing 
slopes and canyon walls generally accumulate more snow for longer 
periods than those with a southern exposure. Potential avalanche 
zones in Yosemite Valley and along portions of the Tioga Road are 
shown on maps in this section. 



2 

ITJ FREQUENT SLIDES-MINOR ACCUMULATION 

(]] INFREQUENT Sll DES- MAJOR ACCUMULATION 

< 

/ 

2 

Yosemite Valley_Ava1anche Hazard ______________________ -_-_- _gy_~ 
Yosemite National Pork_U.S Deportment of the lntenor_Notionol Pork Service 

ON Mf CP"FILM 



~ 
north 

~ 
0 2 3 miles 

ASPEN 
VALLEY 

Big 
Meadow 

A TAMAAACK FLAl' 

A.FORESTA 

WHITE WOLFi \~. 
< 

Mather District_Hazards 

MAY LAKE 
HIGH SJERRA CAMP <.:> 

x PORCUPINE 
Ll. FLAT 

GLEN AUl,IN 
O HIGH SIERRA CAMP 

* TENAY~ LAKE 

SVNRISE 
.0 HrGH SIERRA CAMP 

<> MERCED LAKE 
HIGH SIERRA CAMP 

TUOLUMNE MEADOWS 

-c> VOGELSANG 
HIGH SIERRA CAMP 

__ Legend __ 
Road A Campground 

Trail 

U Known Avalanche Zone 

~ Potential Avalanche Zone 

.. Rockfall or Tumble Zone 

104 I 40053A 
OSC M.AY 78 

__ Yosemite National Park _________ U.S. Department of the lnterior ________ National Park Service_ 



2. Geology/Physiography 
Yosemite National Park covers I, 189 square miles of 

the upper portion of the western slope of the Sierra Nevada. 
Elevations range from 2, 127 feet at El Portal on the west end of the 
park to 13, 114 feet (Mount Lyell) along the Sierra Crest. Seen from 
above, the park looks like a giant bas-relief, dendritic in form, 
made up of the branching canyons of two large river systems whose 
headwaters culminate in glaciated basins dotted with alpine lakes, 
high ridges, and peaks of bare granite. The two river systems, 
the Merced and the Tuolumne, are dominated by major glaciated 
canyons that are deeply incised into the surrounding forested 
uplands. The eastern park boundary follows the main Sierra Crest; 
the park contains no lands that drain to the east side of the 
Sierra. 

According to Matthes ( 19SO), the geologic history of 
the Sierra Nevada dates back over 200 mil lion years, when ancestral 
mountain ranges eroded and were covered by marine sediments. A 
period of folding, uplifting, and granitic intrusions occurring 
between 12S and ISO million years ago raised the sedimentary rocks 
to a series of northwesterly ridges overlying a westward-sloping 
batholith. 

Gradual uplifting and continual erosion of the Sierra 
occurred over the next 12S million years, increasing the slope of 
the batholith. The greatest period of uplift began about 2 million 
years ago. Within this period the westward - tilting Sierra block was 
rapidly uplifted along its eastern edge and attained its present 
height. During this period severe faulting and major downthrusting 
east of the Sierra Crest created the spectacular eastern Sierra 
escarpment. Movements of considerably less magnitude, like the 
Owens Valley earthquake in 1872, have occurred within historic 
times. 

Three stages of mountain glaciation significantly 
altered the character of the Merced and other stream-formed 
CV-shaped) canyons. Projecting spurs were ground off, parts of 
walls were planed back to vertical walls, and canyons attained their 
characteristic U shape. As glacial action widened the major valleys, 
the lower ends of the tributary valleys were sheared off, leaving 
those valleys suspended and their streams free to plunge hundreds 
of feet into the major valleys . The variety and height of these 
hanging valleys and waterfalls make them some of the most out
standing features of the park. Yosemite Falls is the second highest 
waterfall in the world; only Angel Falls in Venezuela is higher. The 
ground and polished effect observed in many locations is a result of 
the last glacial stage. 

The massive granite domes of the Yosemite region 
owe their form to a slow loss of curving shells or scales 
(exfoliation). Shell thickness may vary from 0. S foot to 200 feet on 
different domes. Inducement of exfoliation is related to very slow 
expansion of the granite, which results from the formation originally 
taking place at great depths and under considerable pressure. The 
absence of joints and fractures within these large granitic 
intrusions is associated with formations such as El Capitan, while 
their presence is associated with other monumental formations such 
as Half Dome. Granite with discontinuous cracks, which is 
resistant to weathering, is associated with the absence of talus 
slopes at the base of the vertical cliffs. Domes Ii ke those at 
Yosemite are not unique to the region; however, nowhere else in 
the world do they occur in such abundance. 

Metamorphosed sedimentary rocks occur with few 
exceptions as remnants within the park. The layers of schists, 
slates, and limestone that once overlay the region's granite layers 
are now largely eroded. A noticeable remaining example is the 
summit of Mount Lyell, which consists largely of slate. A large 
portion of Mount Dana is composed of slate and altered lava capped 
by limestone. Volcanic rotks of assorted colors occur in the 
vicinity of Soda Springs in Tuolumne Meadows. 

Geologic hazards within the park relate primarily to 
mudslide and rockfall or tumble zones. Hazard zones for Yosemite 
Valley and the Tioga Road corridor are mapped in this section. 

3. Soils 
Soils of the Yosemite region are primarily derived 

from underlying granitic bedrock and are of similar chemical and 
mineralogical composition. Topography is the most important factor 
contributing to soil differentiation because it influences surface 
runoff and groundwater as well as the distribution of stony soils 
and the separation of various aged alluvial soils (Zinke and 
Alexander, 1963). More than SO soil series exist within the park, 
with general or local variations dependent upon glacial history and 
more recent ongoing influences of weathering and stream erosion/ 
deposition. Local variations also result from microclimatic 
differences such as aspect and major vegetation types. 

With the exception of meadow soils, most high 
country soils are glacial or residual (formed in place from bedrock); 
alluvial soils occasionally occur along streams. Extensive areas 
above 6,000 feet are covered by glacial moraine material, a mixture 
of fine sand, glacial flour, and various-sized pebbles and boulders. 
Organic content varies with local influences of moisture and 
drainage. Sedges and grasses have significantly contributed to the 
organic content of soils near ponds, lakes, and streams. Conifer
ous forest soils have a relatively high organic content and are 

relatively acidic. Soils lacking organic accumulations are frequently 
a result of granitic weathering, consist largely of sand, and 
support only scattered plants tolerant to draughty conditions. 

High country meadow soils, typified by those 
occurring at Tuolumne Meadows, have developed a I-foot to 3-foot 
layer of dark brown topsoil because of the abundance of plant 
species and associated decomposition. This layer of topsoil, which 
has been created since the last period of major glaciation and is no 
older than 2,500 years, overlies clean alluvial sands and gravels 
and is intermixed with volcanic ash layers. Tuolumne Meadows soils 
are notoriously difficult to revegetate after loss of vegetative cover 
or compaction. Excellent examples of this include the expanding 
and virtually permanent volunteer trails leading from the stables 
area and from the store. 

Yosemite Valley soils were intensively investigated by 
Zinke and Alexander in 1963. Like most valley soils in the park, 
they are characterized as deep, sandy soils, which based on origin, 
are either colluvial, alluvial, residual, or glacial. Colluvial soils 
are representative of the variously sorted talus slopes, while 
alluvial soils are associated with either stream or floodplain deposi
tion. Residual soils occur throughout the Valley, and glacial soils 
are associated principally with terminal moraines. Soil texture in 
the Valley varies from fine sand to fine gravel. The undeveloped 
nature and lack of maturity of the soils indicate their relatively 
recent origin and young age. Limitations on specific types of use 
associated with the various soil types are shown in Table 11-11 
(factors contributing to limitations are included wherever possible). 

Most El Portal soils are metasedimentary and granitic 
in origin, and are for the most part undevelopable. Additional soils 
formed in old river channels consist of alluvial boulders, cobbles, 
river wash, and. loamy sands. The six major soil types found in 
the area are mapped in this section, and limitations on use 
associated with these soil types are summarized in Table 11-12. 

Wawona soils are primarily residual on slopes and 
alluvial in the Valley. Soil depth varies from 2 to 4 feet above 
bedrock, and soils are moderately to strongly acidic. Most soils are 
subject to erosion after disturbance or loss of vegetative cover. 
The six major soil types are distinguished by their mixtures of 
loam, sand, and silt, and varying amounts and types of rock 
materials. Limitations on use associated with these soil types are 
presented in Table 11-13. 
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Soil Type 
(r.1ap Symbol) 

A1 lhru A3 
Bl 
B2 
B3 thru B4 
BS 
l:H thru 1:310 
B11 thru BlS 
Cl 
CZ 
C3 
C4 thru C11 
0 1 
02 
03 thru 04 
F1 thru F2 
F3 
F4 
FS 
FSA thru F6 
F7 
F8 thru F9 

Table 11-11. Soil Limitations on Various 
Uses, Yosemite Valley 

Roads Structures Campgrounds 
Picnic 
Areas 

Severe - A Severe - C 
Severe - B Moderate 
Moderate Moderate 
Severe - 0 Moderate 
Slight Moder ate 
Slight Severe - c 
Slight Severe - c 
Moderate - E Severe - c 
Sever e - E Severe - c 
Severe - F Severe - c 
Severe - E+F Severe - c 
Sl ighl Moderate 
Moderate Moderate 
Severe - E Moderate 
Slight Moderate 
Slight Moderate 
Slight Moderate 
Moderate Moderate 
Slight Moderate 
Moderate - E Severe - c 
Severe - E Sever e - C 

Severe -
Severe -
Moderate 
Severe -
Slight 
Slight 
Moderate 
Moderate 
Severe -
Sever e -
Severe -
Moderate 
Modera te 
Severe -
Moderate 
Moderate 
Moderate 
Moderate 
Moderate 
Moderate 
Severe -

A Severe - A 
B Severe - B 

Moderate 
B Severe - B 

Slight 
Slight 
Moderate 
Moderate 

E 
F 
E+F 
- G 
- G 
E 

Severe - E 
Moderate 
Severe - E+F 
Moderate - G 
Moderate - G 
Severe - E 
Moderate 

- E 
E+F 

Moderate 
Moderate 
Moderate 
Moderate 
Moderate -
Severe - E 

E 

Factors conlribuling to limitations: 
A) Frequently flooded B) Seasonally high water table C) Soft sand 
D) Poor drainage E) Slope F) Stoniness G) Loamy sand structure 

Note: S t ructure limitations are associated with allowable soil pressure. 
Shrink-swell ratio for all soil types is rated as slight. 

Table 11 -12. Soil Limitations on Various 
Uses, El Portal 

Picnic 
Soil Type/Map Symbol Roads Structures Campgrounds Areas 

I Ahwahnee, shallow Moderate Moderate Moderate High 
2 Rancheria, shallow, 

rocky Severe Severe Moderate High 
3 Rockland, acid 

igneous rock Severe Severe High High 
4 Rockland, meta-

sedimentary rock Severe Severe High High 
s loamy alluvial land Moderate Moderate Low Low 
6 Chawanakee, shallow Moderate Moderate Low Moderate 

Note: Most limiting factors are associated with severe slopes. 

Table 11-13. Soil Limitations on Various Uses, Wawona 

Picnic 
Soi l Type/Map Symbol Roads Structures Campgrounds Areas 

Soboba stony loamy 
sand Slight Severe Moderate Moderate 

2 Kimmerling sil t 
loam Severe Moderate Severe Severe 

3 Calpine sandy loam Moderate Moderate Severe Moderate 
4 Musick sandy loam Severe Moderate Severe Severe 
5 Chaix coarse sandy 

loam Severe Moderate Severe Severe 
6 Stump springs 

coarse sandy loam Sever e Moderate Severe Severe 

Detailed soil maps and associated data are not avail
able for remaining areas of the park. 

Soils of the Foresta/ Big Meadow area are primarily 
derived from alluvial materials with a predominance of unconsoli
dated gray to brown soils containing some clays. Some of the clay 
soils are moderately expansive , but most other types are well
drained and stable . Isolated pockets of glacial outwash al so occur 
in th is area. 

Mar iposa Grove soils are primarily residual o r 
alluv ial , sl ightl y ac id ic, and developed over gran itic bedroc k . 
Residual soils are more abundant and consist of sand or sandy loam 
wi t h poor profile development. Alluvial soils contain mor e clay and 
are classified as silt loam , loam , and sandy loam , with relat ively 
deeper and better developed p rofiles. 
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LEGEND 

SERIES A STREAM CHANNEL SOILS 
I STONY M.LUlllAI. .._.,.O 0 TO 3 SlOl'lS 
t GRAVlllY AWMAl .._.,.O, 0 TO l SLOptS 

SANDY AU.UVIAI. .._.,.D 0 TO 3 SlOl'tS 

SERIES B - SOILS FORMEO ON flOOOPLAINS 
I YOSUOITE LOAM 0 TO l SlOl'lS 
2 OJRl!y SAAOY LOAM 0 TO l lllOl'U 
3 C\IMY SNtOY LOMI POC)!I 

• a.MY SA><OY LO .... l'OOlll Y Oll-.0. 3 TO 8 SLOl'(S 
& lL CAl'ITNI - iw.ov lOMt 0 10 l SlOf'U 
6 lL CNITAll Y~ CO•••'\LX 0 10 3 SlOrtS 
1 UIOIG LOAMY vtllY f"'l $AAO 0 10 3 SlOO'ES 
U UIOOG CURRY COWUX 0 TO 3 SlOl'lS 

IO -T LAA lOAMY flhl SANO 0 TO 3 SlOl'U 
II SlHTINAI. LOAMY SMD 0 TO ) SlOl'lS 
U SlNTllW. LOAMY SN<O l TO I SLO•U 
14 - Sl"1WAL C088LY LOAMY $AHO. 0 TO 3 Sl01'£S 
•I SCHTINAI. C01tlllY LO .... Y SAND 3 TO I SLOP£$ 

RIES C - SOILS FORMED IN COLLWIUM 
- S\Hl1HA4. CONLY lOAMV $AHO. I TO 11 SlO'lS 

I SlHllNAL STONY LOAMY SANO. I& 10 30 SlC>l'ES 
UNK"0W" STONY COl.llMAl SOU I TO 16 SlOPts 

• • UN• .. OWN STOHY C0U.UVW. SOLS It TO 30 Sl.O't$ 
f - l."""°""' STOl<Y ~ $OU JO TO ~O SlOl'lS 
t VlRY STO"' ......0 I TO 1l ~S 
1 YUIY STOHY lAHO. 15 TO 30 Sll>PtS 
I VlllY STOW ......0. 30 tO JO Sl.oPIS 

- -.-.r: INol) 3 10 JO llOl'U 
IO MMIU lAHO 30 TO JO Sl.oPIS 

MICK 1.NoO 

IES D - SOILS FORMED ON MORAINES 
- 0...<Y UICI STONY LOAMY $N<O 3 TO I SlOl'lS 

Dl>ol(Y UICl STOf<Y LOAMY SAND, I 10 It II.OPES 
• OINKY IJl(1 STONY LOAMY SAA<>. I& TO 30 SI.Of'{$ °"'"y l.llCl STOHY LOAMY SAHO 30 TO 50 SloPlS 

ES F - SOILS FORMED ON ALLWIAL FANS 
I • OM GUN Ulll LOAMY SAHO 0 TO ) SlOl'U 

OM GUN UKf LOAMY SAM> 3 TO I SlOPI.$ 
OM GU" UIC( LOAMY SAl<O I TO 16 SloPIS 

• - OA~ OUN UU GRAVUL Y LOAMY S....0 3 TO I 51.0nS 
I' 0.... GUN Ur.l GllAVlUY LOAMY SAAD I TO IS Sl()l"(S 

OAI< CUN UU C081lY LOAMY IANI 0 TO 3 SloPIS 
OM GUN UICE STOON LOAMY IWoD l TO I SlOl'fS 
'-"'""°""" STONY UIAMY SA'-D 3 TO ll Slo.IS 

8 - Uf>U•OWN STOO<Y LOAMY SAloO II TO 30 St.OPCS 
VlRY STOf<Y MJJJW>J. fA"S 15 TO 30 St.OP($ 

=!~ __ Yosemite Valley_Sa, Types. ___________________ ____ 

Yosemite Not1onol Pork_US Deportment of the lntenor_Not1ono1 Pork Service ON ICROFILM 



FLOOD HAZARD AREAS 

OTHER UNDESIRABLE AREAS, INCLUDING 
"l<>O'A,_ 1'YP£ MEADOW M _ _.... 
AVN.>HOfl KAZAAO AMAS 
CiEOl.OGiCM. KAZAAO AMAS 

IWJCXILU~...WlliiJ. °"....., .... 
ST1W.Mr4~~~ 

SOL rtP6 ..........,., ouxao 
~It...,..~ 
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AVALANCHE AND GEOLOGICAL HAZARD AREAS 
ROCltSUOl ANO AOCKFAil Oil 1\JM8LE 20h £S 
STREAM EAOSIO<I DEPOSITION AAEAS 

1111111 VEGETATION TYPES 
OAJC l'OHOEllOS~ 
OAA. DOUGtAS Ffl 
OAIC WHITT FIA 
MIXEO KAROINOOOS 
MEADOW OR AIPAAWI 

SOIL TYPES 
FAEOIJEHT\.Y FLOODED 
f'OORt. Y OIWNEO 
MODERATE EROSION HAZARD 

c::::J MOST SUITABLE AREAS FOR PAVED PARKING 
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___ Legend __ _ 

Soboba Stony Loamy Sand, 0 -2% slope 

Kimmerling Silt Loam, 3 -5% slope 

Calpine Sandy Loam, 10-20% slope 

Musick Sandy Loam, 20-30% slope 

Chaix Coarse Sandy Loam, 40-60% slope 
~ 

north 

~ 
Stump Springs Coarse Sandy Loam, 40-60% slope 
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4. Hydrology 
a. Surface Water 

(I) General 
Yosemite National Park is within the 

San Joaquin River Basin. The basin extends from the crests of the 
Sierra to the Coast Range and from the Sacramento/San Joaquin 
Delta to the drainage divide between the San Joaquin and Kings 
Rivers to the south. Yosemite makes up about II percent of the 
basin's II, 000-square-mile area. 

Direct atmospheric precipitation within the 
park boundaries serves as the major water source. The watersheds 
for the two major drainages are contained almost wholly within the 
park's boundaries. 

The Merced River system, which drains 
the southern areas of the park, originates east of Yosemite Valley. 
Major contributing creeks to the Merced River, including Tenaya, 
Yosemite, and Bridalveil Creeks, enter within Yosemite Valley. The 
general flow of the Merced River is in a westerly direction until it 
approaches the western border of the park, whereupon it flows in a 
more southwesterly direction. The South Fork of the Merced River 
originates along the southernmost boundary of the park. The 
South Fork passes near Wawona, the confluence of Chilnualna 
Creek, and then flows in a northwesterly direction until it merges 
with the main portion of the Merced about 7 miles west of the park 
boundary. 

The Tuolumne River originates near 
Tuolumne Meadows and is the major drainage system for the 
northern sections of the park. Major contributing streams are the 
Lyell and Dana Forks, Return Creek, Paiute Creek, and Rancheria 
Creek. The general flow of the Tuolumne through the park is in a 
westerly direction as the river flows into the Hetch Hetchy 
Reservoir and thereafter continues through the Poopenaut Valley. 
The Middle Fork and the South Fork of the Tuolumne River 
originate in the vicinity of White Wolf, south of the Grand Canyon 
of the Tuolumne River. The confluence of the Tuolumne River 
forks occurs west of the park boundary. Eleanor Creek drains the 
far northwestern section of the park and flows into Lake Eleanor 
before it Joins Cherry Creek and the Tuolumne River 7 miles 
outside of the park. 

The Tuolumne and Merced Rivers continue 
their flow westward until they merge with the San Joaquin River in 
the Central Valley. The flows of the two rivers are interrupted by 
the Don Pedro Reservoir and Lake McClure, respectively. 

There are approximately 268 lakes within 
the park, of which 240 are named and are 1 acre or larger in size. 
There are 92 streams and rivers (880 miles) within the park. 
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The amount and duration of stream flow is 
directly affected by the amount of snowpack and rate of snowmelt. 
Stream flows fluctuate considerably from season to season, causing 
variances in water volume. Under normal conditions most of the 
runoff occurs from mid-April through July, during which time the 
streams maintain medium to high volume. Occasional flooding occurs 
and in developed areas located in floodplains, presents a threat to 
human lives and property. By late summer, most of the remaining 
water is contained in numerous glacial lakes. In September and 
October the streams are extremely low in volume and a few become 
completely dry. The average discharges of major rivers within the 
park are listed in Table 11-14. 

Table 11-14. Average Annual Discharge of 
Major Rivers in Yosemite 

Major River 

Tuolumne River 
Tuolumne River - Middle Fork 
Tuolumne River - South Fork 
Eleanor Creek 
Merced River (at Pohono Bridge) 
Merced River - South Fork 

Average Water Discharge 
(Acre-Feet) 

237,600 
54,050 
67,310 
45,570 

435,400 
250,000 

Two major reservoirs are located within the 
park, both serving the water requirements of San Francisco. Hetch 
Hetchy Reservoir is impounded by O'Shaughnessy Dam, which was 
constructed in 1913 and has a capacity of 360, 400 acre- feet. Hetch 
Hetchy now provides approximately 190 million gallons of water per 
day and 2 billion kilowatt- hours per year to the San Francisco area. 
These figures are subject to change. Lake Eleanor is impounded by 
Eleanor Dam, constructed in 1918. The lake has a capacity of 26,100 
acre-feet. 

(2) Surface Water Quality 
Interim primary drinking water regulations 

are contained in the Code of Federal Regulations 141, promulgated 
December 24, 1975, and became effective June 24, 1977. In effect, 
these regulations apply to ground and surface water systems 
supplying water for public consumption. A summary of these 
regulations, which cannot be exceeded in terms of a greater concen 
tration of contaminants, is presented in Table 11 - 15. 

Table 11-15. Interim Primary Drinking Water 
Regulations Effective June 24, 1977 

Contaminant 

Inorganic Chemicals 
Arsenic 
Barium 
Cadmium 
Chromium 
Lead 
Mercury 
Nitrate 
Selenium 
Silver 
Fluoride 

53. 7° F and below 
53.8 - 58.3 
58.4 - 63.8 
63.9 - 70.6 
70.7 - 79.2 
79.3 - 90.5 

Organic Chemicals 
Chlorinated Hydrocarbons 

Endrin 
Lindane 
Methoxychlor 
Toxaphene 
2,4-D 
2,4,5-TP Silvex 

Turbidity Units 
Coliform Bacteria 

Mean of all samples/monthb 
In more than I ~mple if less 

than 20/month 
In more than 5%bof samples if more 

than 20/month 
Optional Chlorine Residualc 

Level Not to be Exceeded 
(milligrams per liter) 

0.050 
1.000 
0.010 
0.050 
0.050 
0.002 

10.000 
0.010 
0.050 

2.4 
2.2 
2.0 
1.8 
1.6 
1. 4 

0.0002 
0.0040 
0.1000 
0.0050 
0.1000 
0.01QO 

1-5 

1/100 ml 

4/100 ml 

4/100 ml 
0.2000 

aFive units are acceptable if the higher turbidity does not interfere 
with (I) disinfection, (2) maintenance of disinfection system, and 
(3) microbiological determinations. 

butilizing the membrane filter technique. The lactose method is used 
by Yosemite, in most cases; no system is sampled greater than four 
times per month. 

cMinimum quantity to be maintained. 



State of California standards for surface 
water quality permit no degradation of quality of existing surface 
waters, particularly from wastewater or other forms of discharge. 
The state goal is Lo eliminate all direct discharges into surface 
waters. In general the standards require waters to remain in a 
natural condition in terms of turbidity, odors, pH, dissolved 
oxygen, biochemical oxygen demand, biostimulants, temperature, 
coliform density, and suspended solids. Although no temperature 
limitations are imposed on permitted discharges, chlorine residual is 
limited to 0.2 milligrams per liter (mg/I). 

Available water quality data for surface 
waters within Yosemite National Park indicate excellent chemical 
quality. However, recent evaluations of the South Fork of the 
Merced River in the vicinity of Wawona indicate that excessive 
biostimulants (nutrients) are degrading the water quality. 
Recorded levels of coliform bacteria at the intake for the water 
supply, upstream from the Wawona developed area, ranged from a 
low of 340 MPN (most probable number per 100 mililiters) in July 
1971, to a high of 2,300 MPN in September 1971 (Walter Long and 
Associates, 1973). Downstream readings 1\ miles below the Wawona 
Bridge indicated levels of 70,000 MPN. 

Ongoing testing of the North Fork of the 
Merced River at El Portal reveals that fluctuation of water quality is 
associated with seasonal changes in river volume. Bacterial MPN 
averages about 289 and varies from less than a minus 3 to 1, 100, 
with the highest readings occurring during the lowest flow periods. 
Average turbidity is 3. 2 turbidity units, with the highest reading 
of 32.0 recorded in January 1978, and the lowest reading of 0.5 
recorded during periods of minimal precipitation. Average bio
chemical oxygen demand (BOD) is between 1. 4 and 1. 6 parts per 
million (ppm), with maximum readings of up to 15 ppm recorded 
during summer months. Average pH is about 7 .1. A monitoring 
study is being initiated to determine the exact changes in water 
quality as influenced by the wastewater treatment plant. 

A periodic water quality analysis of the 
Merced River below the confluence of the North Fork and the South 
Fork was conducted by the United States Geological Survey in 1973 
and 1974. Results of their analysis are illustrated in Table 11-16. 

Recent testing (summer 1977) of the 
Tuolumne River above the wastewater treatment plant and below it 
indicated respective average BOD values of 2. 0 and 3. 5 milligrams 
per liter, pH of 7.3 and 7.8, coliform counts of 1 and 3 per 100 
mililiter, and average temperatures of 38 and 40 degrees 
Fahrenheit. 

Table 11-16. Principal Dissolved Chemical Constituents of the 
Merced River and South Fork of the Merced River, 

Yosemite National Park 

Merced River (1973) 
Constituent/ Ha~~~ Isles El Ca2itan El Portal 
Characteristic May Sept. 4 May 30 Sept. 4 Ma):'. 30 Sept. 4 

Time (hours) 1510 0805 1200 0910 1600 1025 
Discharge 2,520 20 3,680 38 4,860 54 
(cu. ft./sec.) Concentrations in milligrams per liter 

(except as otherwise noted) 
Silica 4.7 7.2 4.1 12.0 4.8 12.0 
Calcium 0.9 2.8 0.8 3.7 0.9 4.3 
Magnesium 0.2 0.2 0.2 0.4 0.1 0.5 
Sodium 0.7 3.2 0.6 2.6 0.7 3.4 
Potassium 0.2 0.5 0.4 1.1 0.4 1. 1 
Bicarbonate 5.0 16.0 3.0 18.0 4.0 19.0 
Carbonate 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 
Sulfate 1.8 1.1 1.6 0.9 1.6 1. 6 
Chloride 1.3 3.8 1.3 2.8 1.3 3.4 
Nitrate 0.09 o.os 0.43 
Diss. Solidsb 25.0 34.0 21.0 38.0 24.0 46.0 

Sum 12.0 27.0 11.0 33.0 14.0 38.0 
Specific Cond. c 8.0 27.0 8.0 41.0 8.0 47 0 

Merced River {1974) 
Constituent/ Ha~p):'. Isles El Ca2itan El Portal 
Characteristic May 3 Sept. 3 May 22 Sept. 3 May 22 Sept. 3 

Time (hours) 0800 0800 1530 0900 1245 1020 
Discharge 1,050 34 1,340 56 1,200 SS 
(cu. ft./sec.) 
Silica 5.6 5.1 6.3 8.9 7.1 11.0 
Calcium 1.6 1. 1 1.2 2.5 2.1 3.1 
Magnesium 0.1 0.0 0., 0.0 0.2 0.4 
Sodium , .0 1.7 1. 1 2.1 1.1 3.0 
Potassium 0.2 0.3 0.3 0.7 0.3 1.0 
Bicarbonate 5.0 8.0 10.0 26.0 8.0 17 .0 
Carbonate 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 
Sulfate 0.9 1.3 0.9 1. 1 0.8 1.4 
Chloride 0.6 1. 1 0.5 2.0 0.6 0.9 
Nitrate 0.0 0.05 0.03 0.01 0.0 0.40 
Diss. Solidsb 14.0 23.0 0.0 28.0 11.0 40.0 

Sum 12.0 15.0 16.0 30.0 16.0 31.0 
Specific Cond. c 10.0 11.0 14.0 27.0 18.0 40.0 

Water analysis reported by Walter Long & Associates, 1971 and 1973. 

bDissolved solids recorded as residue at 180° Centigrade. 

cSpecific conductance measured as microohms at 25° Centigrade. 

s. Fork 
(1966) 
Wdwona 

8.0 
6.0 
2.0 
4.5 

1.5 
3.0 

s. Fork 
(1972) 
Wawonaa 

2.8 
0.4 

4.2 

30.7 
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Additional water quality data for smaller 
streams are listed in Table 11-17. 

Possible sources of water quality degrada
tion are inadequate waste disposal and public use of surface waters, 
both in the backcountry and in developed areas. 

The tertiary wastewater treatment plant at 
El Portal, constructed in 1977, is currently inadequately disposing 
treated effluent. The system was originally designed to treat 
2,000,000 gpd and dispose of effluent through on-site percolation 
ponds. However, these percolation ponds are operating inefficiently 
due to a combination of rising groundwater levels during spring 
runoff periods and sealing of the bottoms of the ponds. The result 
is an overflow of treated effluent directly into the Merced River. 
Alternative solutions to this situation are being analyzed by a 
private architectural and engineering consulting firm under a 
contract with the National Park Service. 

b. Groundwater 
(1) General 

Aquifers in Yosemite generally occur in 
consolidated rock and unconsolidated deposits. Water-bearing 
potential of consolidated rock formations is dependent upon frac
tures occurring in the otherwise solid rock. General water yield is 
small and well drilling is costly and speculative. 

Unconsolidated material consists of glacial 
till or sedimentary or alluvial materials. Yield depends on the 
thickness of the deposits, the extent of each area, and the 
recharge potential. In general, wells drilled in unconsolidated 
materials yield more water and are more reliable than those in 
consolidated materials. 

Recharge of aquifers can occur on an 
annual basis and is primarily dependent upon periods of precipita
tion during the winter. Aquifer recharge can also occur concur
rently with use if the aquifer is adjacent to or associated with a 
surface water source such as a stream or lake. 
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Table 11-17. Principal Dissolved Chemical Constituents for 
Minor Streams, Yosemite National Park 

Occurrence by Location and Date (milligrams per liter) 
Porcupine Yosemite 

Creek Creek 
Above Above Sentinel Tamarack Smokey 

Constituent/ Campgrd. Campgrd. Creek Creek Jack 
Characteristic ~1970~ p970) (1970) ~ 1970) ~1970) 

Silica 7.7 6.2 7.9 11.0 11. 0 
Iron 0.02 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 
Calcium 1.5 1.8 2.4 12.0 8.3 
Magnesium 0.0 0.0 0.1 0.1 0.2 
Sodium 1. 8 1.3 1.6 2.0 2.0 
Potassium 0.4 0.6 0.5 0.3 0.3 
Bicarbonate 8.0 8.0 9.0 38.0 28.0 
Total 

Organic C 0.5 1.5 2.0 1.5 0.5 
Sulfate 0.0 0.0 2.0 1.0 1.0 
Chloride 0.3 0.3 0.3 0.2 0.1 
Fluoride a 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 
Nitrate 0.0 0.2 0.2 0.0 0.1 
Boron 0.02 0.05 0.70 0.07 0.01 
Dissolved 

Solids 16.0 14.0 20.0 46.0 37.0 
Hardness 4.0 4.0 6.0 30.0 22.0 
pH 6.2 6.0 6.2 7.7 7.2 

aVariable depending on temperature. 

Hazel 
Green 
(1966) 

23 .0 

11.0 
1 .1 
3.3 
0.9 

44.0 

0.6 
0.4 
0.1 
1. 4 
0.00 

64.0 
32.0 
7.4 



The shallow soil, minimal unconsolidated 
materials, and bare granite of the backcountry allow only a small 
amount of surface water to infiltrate and become groundwater. 
Recent alluvial and much older metamorphic deposits with depths up 
to 30-40 feet may be found in some of the drainages at intermediate 
elevations. At lower elevations, such as Yosemite Valley, deep 
alluvial materials (up to 2,000 or more feet) may be found. These 
deposits are recharged by the Merced River as well as from 
precipitation. 

The few existing springs are widely 
scattered throughout the park. In Yosemite Valley there are only 
three or four significant springs, of which Fern Spring is the 
largest and most constant in flow. In the backcountry, there are a 
few small mineral springs, each with varying mineral composition 
and usually bubbling with gaseous emissions, such as Soda Springs 
at Tuolumne Meadows. 

(2) Underground Water Quality 
The quality of well water or groundwater 

is generally higher than that of water obtained from surface 
sources. This is due to the natural filtration occurring within the 
surrounding ground materials. Exceptions to the generally higher 
quality occur in underground systems producing high quantities of 
carbonates, like the water at Soda Springs, or iron, as in the 
Foresta and Wawona areas. Available water quality data for 
underground waters are shown in Table 11-18. 

c. Water Availability and Demand 
Water availability for existing and potential use 

areas depends upon nearby surface water flows and underground 
aquifers. Major developed areas are adjacent to major streams or 
rivers of the park and use these waters for their primary water 
supply. Underground aquifers are being utilized to a greater 
extent than in the past and generally provide a more reliable 
source. Recent conversions to underground sources have occurred 
at Yosemite Valley, White Wolf, and Badger Pass. 

Restrictions on surface water use are related to 
the dependable or low flow characteristics of streams and rivers. 
In most cases, surface waters in the park reach their low flow 
levels between August and October. Low flow characteristics of 
rivers and streams that are now being used or have a potential for 
use are listed in Table 11-19. Most of the sampling was done by 
the U.S. Geological Survey between August 1970 and October 1972 
(McClelland, 1973). 

Table 11-18. 

Constituent/ 
Characteris lie 

Silica 
Iron 
Calcium 
Magnesium 
Sodium 
Potassium 
Bicarbonate 

Underground Waler Quality Data for Yosemite 
Valley, Yosemite National Park 

Occurrence by Location and Date 
(milligrams per liter) 

Test Well East Spring Fern Spring 
(1971) (1970) (1970) 

17.0 
0.19 
3.5 
0.0 
3.6 
1.5 
7.0 

9.4 
0.00 
2.1 
0.1 
2.0 
1.0 

10.0 

13.0 
0.00 
2.6 
0.2 
2.2 
0.7 
5.0 

Total Organic Content 
Sulfate 0.0 

1.2 
2.2 
0.0 
0.09 

1. 0 
1.0 
0.1 
0.0 
0.7 

2.0 
0.3 
0.1 
0.1 
0.0 

Chloride 
Fluoride a 
Nitrate 
Boron 
Dissolved Solids 
Hardness 
pH 

35.0 
8.0 
6.0 

aVariable dependent upon temperature. 

22.0 
6.0 
6.4 

28.0 
8.0 
6.5 

Table 11-19. Low Flow Characteristics of Surface 
Waters of Yosemite National Park 

Location 

Merced River 
Merced River 
South Fork Merced 
Porcupine Creek 
Yosemite Creek 
Sentinel Creek 
Cascade Creek 
Tamarack Creek 
Wildcat Creek 
Crane Creek 
Little Crane Creek 
Moss Creek 
Smokey Jack Creek 
Hazel Green Creek 

Recording Station 

Pohono Bridge 
Happy Isles 
Wawona 
4.1 mi. NE of Yosemite Village 
5.6 mi. N of Yosemite Village 
2.3 mi. S of Yosemite Village 
6.5 mi. W of Yosemite Village 
8.2 mi. W of Yosemite Village 
4.9 mi. NE of El Portal 
2.8 mi. NE of El Portal 
3.2 mi. N of El Portal 
4. 7 mi. NW of El Portal 
10.6 ml. NE of El Portal 
1 . 5 mi. S of Hodgdon Meadow 

Drainage 
Area 

(miles) 

3.60 
18.50 
1.40 

10.30 
4.31 
1.24 
8.10 
1.31 
4.45 
4.15 
1.07 

Discharge 
(gallons 

per 
minute) 

3,591 
2,245 
1,347 

251 
974 
85 

193 
180 

36 
328 
76 

292 
72 
63 
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Existing treatment of surface water supplies is 
predominantly filtration and chlorination. In some major use areas, 
such as Yosemite Valley, Wawona, and El Portal, no filtration 
system is being employed and chlorination is less efficient, turbidity 
levels are occasionally excessive, and water quality occasionally 
does not meet drinking water regulations. Table 11-20 summarizes 
the existing water treatment facilities for major and minor use areas 
of the park. 
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Table 11-20. Existing \'later Treatment Facilities 
Yosemite National Park 

Development/Location 

Arch Rock 
Badger Pass 
Chinquapin 
Crane Flat 
El Portal 
Glacier Point 
Hodgdon Meadow 
Mariposa Grove/ 

South Entrance 
Mather Station 

South Entrance 
Tioga Entrance Station 
Tuolumne Meadows 
Wawona 
White Wolf 
Yosemite Valley 

Muir Tree 
Campground 

Nevada Falls 
Vernal Falls Bridge 

Bridalveil Campground 
Foresta Campground 
Tenaya Lake 

Campground 
Tioga Road 

campgrounds 
Yosemite Creek 

Campground 
Glen Aulin High 

Sierra Camp 
May Lake High 

Sierra Camp 
Merced Lake High 

Sierra Camp 
Sunrise High 

Sierra Camp 
Vogelsang High 

Sierra Camp 

8 1odination. 

Primary Water 
Source 

spring - Merced R. 
well and meadow 
Indian Creek 
creek and meadow 
Moss Creek and wells 
creek and meadow 
Hazel Green Creek 

spring 
City & County of 

San Francisco 
spring 
creek 
Dana Fork-Tuolumne R. 
South Fork-Merced R. 
meadow, creek, well 
well-Merced R. 

well 
Merced R. 
Merced R. 
meadow 
spring 

creek 

creek 

meadow 

Tuolumne R. 

spring 

Merced R. 

meadow 

spring and creek 

Existing 
Treatment 

Filtra- Chlori-
tion nation 

x 

x 

x 

x 

x 
x 

x 

x 

x 

x 

x 

x 
x 
x 
x 
x 
x 
x 

x 

x 
x 
x 
x 
x 
x 
x 

x 

x 

x 

x 

x 

x 
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S. Vegetation 
The Sierra Nevada is characterized floristically as 

Sierran by Munz (1974), who describes it as follows: 

It begins with the yellow pine belt and extends to the summits 
of the mountain. In its lower and middle elevations is a large 
floral element derived from the surrounding lowlands. There 
is also much endemism.1 Only at the higher altitudes are 
found the widespread boreal species that occur with greater 
frequency in such other ranges as the Cascades and the Rocky 
Mountains. 

The general area to the west of the Sierra, the Great Central 
Valley, is characterized as Californian. Annual grasses and herbs 
have replaced the native bunchgrass cover within this area, most of 
which is now agricultural and extensively irrigated. The area east 
of the Sierra, the Great Basin, is characterized as Nevadan. 
Characteristic plant species of this area include sagebrush, bitter
brush, western juniper, and pinyon pine . 

Plant distribution within Yosemite National Park is 
influenced by elevation (2,200 to 13,100 feet), climate, soils, and 
physiography. Parkwide diversity of environmental conditions has 
substantially contributed to highly diverse plant ecosystems; 
approximately I, 400 native vascular p lant species occur with in the 
park. Major vegetation zones are alpine, lodgepole pine/subalpine, 
red fir, mixed conifer, and chaparral. 

a. Alpine Zone 
The alpine zone is the vegetational belt that lies 

above tree line at about 10, 500 feet. Within the park boundaries it 
occupies approximately 105,000 acres, or 14 percent of the park. It 
is characterized by small plants a few inches high, such as short 
grasses, sedges, alpine willow, alpine b uckwheat, and a variety of 
dwarfed to matted f lowering plants. The climate is too harsh for 
trees to survive. The zone has four main types of vegetation 
communities: barren (bedrock, boulder fields, or permanent snow 
and ice); rocky fell fields (scattered mixture of small rocks and 
dwarfed plants); alpine tundra (dominated by a continuous mat of 
sedges, grasses, and small flowering plants); and stream or lake 
borders. The alpine zone is considered to be at a climax stage, or 
steady state, of succession. Most of the Sierra Crest along the 
eastern edge of the park is made up of either the alpine or the 
subalpine ecosystem. The alpine zone is used by backpackers and 
day hikers during the short summer period. No centralized human 
activity or development occurs within this zone. 

1 Occurrence of a plant species unique to a particular area . 
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b. Lodgepole Pine/Subalpine Zone 
The lodgepole pine/subalpine zone occurs 

between elevations 8,000 and 10,500 feet. This zone is more exten
sive in the park than any other vegetation zone, covering approxi
mately 301,000 acres, or 40 percent of the park. At the upper 
reaches of this zone (9,500 to 10,500 feet), the whitebark pine 
predominates, taking on a prostrate, shrublike form only 2 to 5 feet 
high near tree line. The lower portions of this zone (8,000 to 
9,500 feet) are dominated by pure stands of lodgepole pine. A 
scattering of western juniper, western white pine, and pockets of 
mountain hemlock are also characteristic throughout the zone. 
Shrubs in this ecosystem include red heather, white heather, 
labrador tea, wild currant, willow, and red elderberry. 

Tuolumne Meadows, about 8,600 feet in eleva
tion, lies within the lodgepole pine/subalpine vegetation zone. 
Predominant meadow species include lupine and penstemon, in addi
tion to subalpine meadow sedges and grasses. Lodgepole pine in 
some locations is rapidly encroaching upon the meadow. However, 
periodic eruptions of the lodgepole needle-miner, which can defoliate 
mature and young trees, may retard this encroachment. 

Development in this zone includes Vogelsang, 
Sunrise, May Lake, Glen Aul in, and Tuolumne High Sierra camps, 
as well as Tuolumne Meadows, White Wolf, and Bridalveil Creek 
campgrounds. (Vogelsang is within a transition zone between the 
subalpine and the alpine, and White Wolf is located among the lower 
and more dense stands of lodgepole pine.) 

c. Red Fir Zone 
The red fir zone, located between elevations 

6,500 and 8,500 feet, occupies approximately 173,000 acres, or 23 
percent of the park. The red fir is dominant on well-drained sites, 
while lodgepole pine predominates on colder, more moist sites. On 
dry or rocky sites, especially south-facing slopes, Jeffrey pine 
usually predominates, but western white pine and juniper are also 
common. The only common deciduous (broad-leaf) tree is quaking 
aspen. Within this zone, which is also the zone of heaviest snow
fal I, red fir is regarded as a steady state species and is often 
found in pure stands (Costing, 1956). Common shrubs are huckle
berry oak, Sierra or brush chinquapin, greenleaf manzanita, and 
snowbrush ceanothus. 

At 7,200 to 7 ,400 feet, Badger Pass lies within 
the red fir vegetation zone. Monroe Meadow (10 acres) at the base 
of the ski slope contains sedges, grasses, and herbaceous plants, 
in addition to plant species more commonly associated with subalpine 
meadows. The artificially maintained ski slopes, mechanically 
altered to remove woody vegetation, are now vegetated primarily 
with grasses, herbaceous plants, and shrubs. Red fir predominates 
over the remainder of the area, associated with white fir on drier, 

lower slopes, quaking aspen in relatively moist areas, and mixed 
stands of Jeffrey and lodgepole pine. 

At 7, 200 feet, Glacier Point is situated within a 
transition zone between the red fir and mixed conifer vegetation 
zones. Dominant species include Jeffrey and sugar pine and red 
and white fir. Brush species--greenleaf manzanita and chinquapin-
are dominant on dry, south-facing slopes. 

Major park roads pass through the red fir 
zone, and some campgrounds lie in or adjacent to it. The major 
concentrations of human activity within this zone are the Badger 
Pass ski area and Merced Lake High Sierra camp. Other camp
grounds in this zone include Smokey Jack, Yosemite Creek, 
Porcupine Flat, Tenaya Lake, and Tamarack Flat, all situated along 
the Tioga Road. The majority of the backcountry lies within the 
lodgepole pine/subalpine and red fir zones, and most backpacking 
and hiking occur in these zones. 

d. Mixed Conifer Zone 
The mixed conifer forest, dominated by 

ponderosa pine, sugar pine, incense-cedar, white fir, and Douglas
fir, occupies approximately 162,000 acres, or 21 percent of the 
park. This extensive ecosystem is found along the western side of 
the park between elevations 3,000 and 7,000 feet. Developed areas 
within this zone include Crane Flat, Wawona, Foresta, Hodgdon 
Meadow, and Yosemite Valley. 

The three giant sequoia groves in the park 
occur as isolated pockets within the mixed conifer zone; the sequoia 
usually is associated with the other dominant species of the mixed 
conifer forest. The giant sequoia, reduced substantially in range 
by climatic changes, are not characteristic of the mixed conifer 
forest, but remain as scattered relicts of an earlier era, some of 
them perhaps only three generations removed from the last ice age. 
While they occupy only 312 acres, or 0.04 percent of the park, the 
giant sequoia are the greatest attraction to visitors of all the 
vegetation types present in the park. 

Within the mixed conifer forest in the Yosemite 
Valley, meadows in most areas along the valley floor consist pre
dominantly of sedges and grasses, with minor amounts of rush, 
cattail, and herbaceous species. Drier meadows include more ferns, 
fewer sedges, and black oak as an occasional dominant, along with 
varying amounts of ponderosa pine and incense-cedar. Riparian 
vegetation, primarily cottonwood, willow, and alder, occurs in 
narrow bands along the banks of the Merced River and major 
creeks. Ponderosa pine and incense-cedar in various mixtures and 
densities cover the remaining areas of the valley floor. Up from 
the valley floor, Douglas-fir and sugar pine become more important 
than at lower elevations. On the steeper slopes leading to the 

vertical canyon walls and on the more gradual talus slopes, canyon 
live oak is the predominant vegetation. 

Use has considerably altered vegetation in 
portions of the park, especially in Yosemite Valley. For example, 
fire suppression has greatly influenced vegetation types and plant 
succession patterns, shifting from fire-tolerant species such as 
ponderosa pine to less fire-tolerant species such as incense-cedar 
and white fir. More obvious but less extensive are losses of 
vegetation for parking areas, structures, or other facilities. 

The vegetative condition of Yosemite Valley has 
been classified to show the extent of vegetation disturbance or 
alteration from what can be considered a natural or "pre-discovery" 
condition. The classification incorporates both the degree of altera
tion from the original condition and the degree of effort required to 
restore the area. The criteria for each category are as follows: 

A - Areas where plant species composition and density are 
similar to the original condition and no restoration but only 
maintenance is required to perpetuate that condition. 

B - Areas modified from the original condition, but only to the 
extent that they can be restored by natural methods (burning) 
or simulated measures (selective removal, planting, enclosures 
or exclosures). 

C - Areas substantially altered from their original condition 
that cannot be restored to that condition other than by 
utilizing significant technological input (pavement or structure 
removal). 

Foresta/Big Meadow, at elevation 4, 300 feet, is 
also situated in the mixed conifer vegetation zone. Major vegetation 
types are meadow and mixed conifer forest. Species composition of 
the meadow is primarily sedges and grasses, greatly divergent from 
natural conditions because of long periods of livestock grazing. 
The meadow is irrigated from Crane Creek, which was originally 
diverted to maintain the meadow for stock use. The mixed conifer 
forest consists principally of ponderosa pine and incense-cedar. 

At elevations ranging between 4,000 and 5,000 
feet, Wawona also lies in the mixed conifer vegetation zone. There 
are three major disturbed areas at Wawona: the artificially main
tained golf course lawn, the altered meadow vegetation in the large 
pastured area adjacent to the golf course, and the partially cleared 
coniferous types within Section 35. No pasturage of stock adjacent 
to the golf course has been permitted since 1977. Dominant plant 
species of the mixed conifer forest include ponderosa pine, incense
cedar, and white fir, and major associates include sugar pine, black 
oak, Jeffrey pine, and willow. 
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e. Chaparral Zone 
The chaparral zone ranges up to about 3, 000 

feet in the Yosemite area, and approximately 10,000 acres, or 
2 percent of the park, are occupied by this zone. The type is 
localized in the Merced Canyon to Arch Rock and in the Tuolumne 
Canyon to Hetch Hetchy. Lower elevations, typified by the 
El Portal area, and south-facing slopes are characteristically 
covered with blue and canyon live oak and with digger pine and 
mountain mahogany, as well as with close-growing evergreen scrub 
or chaparral dominated by chamise, manzanita, and ceanothus. At 
higher elevations within the zone, digger pine and canyon live oak 
form open, grassy woodlands. North-facing slopes are charac
terized by the addition of ponderosa pine and California black oak. 

At El Portal, 2,000 feet, predominant vegetation 
includes digger pine, blue and canyon live oaks, and manzanita 
shrubs. On drier, south-facing slopes trees thin out and are 
replaced by chaparral species such as mountain mahogany, rabbit 
brush, and ceanothus, as well as by grasses and herbs. 

f. Comparative Sensitivity of Vegetation Types 
Major vegetation zones vary in their sensitivity 

to use. The alpine zone is very sensitive to human and animal use 
and recovers slowly when damaged. Primary factors contributing to 
this high sensitivity are the shortness of the growing season and 
the climatic extremes to which the zone is subjected. The growing 
season within the alpine zone is normally 4 to 7 weeks, and killing 
frosts can occur at any time. 

The lodgepole pine/subalpine and red fir zones 
are less sensitive than the alpine zone but more sensitive than 
vegetation zones at lower elevations. The primary reasons for the 
relatively high sensitivity of these zones are their fragile meadows, 
thin soils, and short growing seasons. The lodgepole pine/ 
subalpine zone has a growing season of about 7 to 14 weeks, and 
killing frosts could occur during any month. The growing season 
associated with the red fir zone is 12 to 18 weeks. 

The mixed conifer zone is less sensitive than 
zones of either higher or lower elevations. The normal growing 
season is approximately 16 to 28 weeks, and the number of frost
free days is 90 to 210 per year. Additional reasons for this zone's 
lower sensitivity include the relatively well-developed soils and the 
greater availability of moisture during the growing season. 

Important factors affecting the viability of the 
sequoia ecosystem include fire and soil moisture. Intense heat is 
required to open the sequoia cones and release the seeds (Harvey, 
1975). Burning is required to eliminate accumulations of pine 
needles and other forest floor debris that would otherwise prevent 
successful seed germination, and also to eliminate competing species 
such as white fir or incense-cedar, which would otherwise shade 
sequoia seedlings. In the absence of fire, reproduction is limited 
to that which occurs naturally when wildlife open cones for food, 
and where mineral soil is accessible because of blowdowns or 
flooding or along stream banks. Once established, sequoia seed
lings need soil moisture to survive. Although moisture is generally 
available in the spring, normal draughty conditions of surface soils 
during summer require the root systems of sequoia seedlings to 
keep pace with retreating moisture levels. General mortality is high 
through the seedling stage, perhaps approaching 75 percent during 
the first summer (Hartesveldt, 1967). 

Hartesveldt ( 1962) categorizes the impacts of 
people on sequoias and their epvironment as follows: .. 

Direct mechanical inJury refers to impacts associated with 
vandalism, such as carving initials and bark stripping, and 
those associated with const ruction of roads, buildings, and 
parking lots, Ii ke root removal or injury. 

Cumulative effects of small indirect injuries are those associ
ated with intensive use , such as soil compaction, which 
induces excessive soil moisture loss, which in turn inhibits 
annual growth of mature trees and increases seedling 
mortality. (Hartesveldt indicates that covering root systems 
with impervious layers of asphalt or concrete actually con
serves soil moisture, thus increasing annual growth rates of 
mature trees, but it also eliminates the reproductive potential 
of these areas.) Another result of soil compaction is increased 
sheet and gully erosion, which exposes root systems and 
increases the potential for root damage and for the trees' 
falling, the leading cause of mortality among mature sequoias. 

Environmental response to fire suppression inhibits reproduc
tion of sequoias while enhancing reproductive opportunities for 
other species. It also promotes eventual demise through 
holocaustic fire. 

Response to other alterations of the environment includes 
effects associated with the introduction or encouragement of 
specific plants or animals. For example, hand feeding of deer 
within the grove area sustains abnormally high deer popula
tions, and because deer browse on seedlings, less palatable 
species such as firs and pines are encouraged to compete with 
seedling sequoias. 

Long-term perpetuation of the sequoia ecosystem 
at Mariposa Grove is questionable considering the decreasing repro
duction rates and continuing or increasing mortality rates for 
mature trees. The major factors contributing to these trends are 
suppression of fire, presence of paved surfaces, and soil compac
tion caused by heavy foot traffic. 

Although the chaparral zone lacks extended 
periods of freezing temperatures, long periods of summer drought 
cause a degree of sensitivity. The average growing season is 
between 8 and 12 months with 250 to 360 frost-free days. 

Specific diseases associated with various vegeta
tion types occur inside the park. Currently, mixed conifer zone 
species are significantly affected by Fornes annosus and lodgepole 
pine is affected by lodgepole needle-miner. Details of effects and 
current treatment methods are contained in the Resources 
Management Plan. 

1 he relationship between environmental stress 
factors and degree of Fornes infection is unknown. However, there 
is some indication that the relative health of trees and interactions 
of soil, climate, and man-induced disturbance are related to the 
severity, extent, and rate of infection. Yosemite Valley is the most 
infected area within the mixed conifer zone. Infection centers have 
been identified (Parmeter et al., 1977). Where infection centers 
overlap developed areas, the probability of damage from blowdowns 
increases. 

g. Threatened and Endangered Plant Species 
Ten plant species occur within Yosemite that 

are on proposed Federal lists of threatened and endangered species. 
Another species that was known to occur there may possibly be 
extinct now. One plant species, Yosemite eriophyllum, is classified 
as possibly extinct. Plant species, their classification status, and 
general habitat type are listed in Table 11-21. 
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Species Federala 

Asteraceae 

Eriophyllum nubigenum endangered 
var. nubigenum 
Yosemite eriophyllum 

Eriophyllum nubi~enum threatened 
var. congdonii 
Congdon's eriophyllum 

Artemesia ~ f threatened 
spp. bolanderi - should be 
listed as below: 

Chrysothamnus ~ bolanderl 

Cyperaceae 

Carex \\ihitneyi 
Whitney sedge 

Fabaceae ( Leguminosae) 

Lupinus citrinus 
var. citrinus 

Lupinus citrinus 
var. deflexus 

Trifolium bolanderi 
Bolander clover 

Liliaceae 

Allium yosemitense 
Yosemite onion 

Erythronium tuolumnense 
Tuolumne fawn lily 

threatened 

threatened 

threatened 

threatened 

threatened 

threatened 

Status 

possibly 
extinct 

rare 

endangered 

rare 

rare 

rare 

rare 

endangered 
in part 

endangered, 
possibly 
extinct 
threatened 

threatened 

threatened 

threatened 

threatened 

threatened 

threatened 

Table 11-21. Threatened and Endangered Plants 

Habitatd 

Forest openings - 5,000 to 
9,000 ft. - red fir to 
subalpine 
Gravelly slopes - I, 500 to 
3, 000 ft. - foothllls 

Grassy flats or hollows among 
rocky hills - 6,500 to 
9,000 ft. 

Dry sandy flats and edges of 
meadows or open forests - 4,000 
to 6,000 ft., mixed conifer 

. 
Rocky hills - 4,000 to S, 100 
ft. , mixed conifer 
Foothills 

Wet meadows - 7, 000 ft. -
red fir 

Montane coniferous 

Open woods - I, 000 to 2, 000 
ft., mixed conifer 

Status 

Species Federal a Stateb Parke Habltatd 

Onagraceae 

Clarkia lingulatae threatened rare threatened Unknown 

Portulacaeae 

Claytonia bellidifolia threatened rare threatened Talus (loose rock and gravel) -
spring beauty 9,000 to 11,000 ft. - subalpine/ 

Lewisia congdoniie 
alpine fields 

threatened rare threatened Rough places - 6,000 to 9,000 
Congdon's bitterroot ft. - red fir 

Lewisia disepala threatened rare threatened Rough places - 6,500 to 8,500 
Yosemite bitterroot ft. - red fir 

Sarracenlaceae 

Drosera rotundifolia ------- r are ------- Moist areas below 8,000 ft. 

aFederal !ttatus of threatened species is under review (Federal Register, vol. 40, no. 127, part v, 
July I, 1975); endangered status is proposed (Federal Register, vol. 41, no. 117, part IV, June 16, 1976). 

bState list from Inventory of Rare and Endangered Vascular Plants of California, Spec. Pub. no. I, 
California Native Plant Society, 56 pp. 

cPark list developed by Dr. Carl W. Sharsmith, emeritus professor of botany, California State University at 
San Jose, a recognized authority on Yosemite vascular plants. 

dHabitat types according to Munz, 1974. 

eSpecies known to occur close to boundary of Yosemite National Park and possibly occurring within the park. 

fCorrected on September 9, 1976, by Sharsmith, who first listed it as Artemesla cana spp. bolanderi. 
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h. Exotic Plant Species 
Settlements in the park and the related 

activities have resulted in the introduction of numerous p lant 
species, primarily in Yosemite Valley. Some introductions have 
been accidental and include plants such as white clover and COl'J1mon 
mullein. Other plant species were intentionally introduced from 
other areas inside and outside the park and continue to exert a 
constant or ever increasing influence on native vegetation. 

The most obvious of the exotic species are tree 
species. Apple trees, originally planted in the early 1860s, exist in 
large numbers in the three orchards or scattered throughout the 
Valley. Additional but less common fruit trees include pears and 
cherries. These represent an unnatural food source for animals 
such as the black bear. 

The black locust is the next most common exotic 
tree. It reportedly was introduced in the 1860s. Of all the intro
duced tree species, the black locust is probably the most vigorous 
in reproduction and in occupying additional range within the Valley. 
Thirty-four giant sequoias , some over 100 years old, are located in 
the Valley. Locations include the cemetery, the Ahwahnee Hotel 
grounds, and the west end of the Village Mall. Additional exotic 
tree species incl'ude American elms, sugar maples, and certain 
species of junipers. Exotic shrubs include lilac, sweet-scented 
shrub, and western red-bud. 

6. Wildlife 
The diversity of five major vegetation zones allows a 

varied population of wildlife to inhabit Yosemite National Par_k. 
Although mobility of animals often erases absolute boundaries , 
general statements can be made as to their normal distribution 
within elevation ranges and major vegetation types. Table 11-22 
lists representative wildlife species within Yosemite and thei r 
associated ecosystems (the giant sequoia ecosystem is not listed 
separately; wildlife species of the giant sequoia groves are 
generally those of the mixed coniferous ecosystems). 

a. Mammals 
Approximately 77 mammalian species occur within 

Yosemite . Among the largest and most commonly seen mammals are 
black bear and mule deer. Black bears within the park at one time 
were infrequently encountered and generally occurred at elevations 
below 9 , 000 feet . The existing population is estimated between 220 
and 350, and individuals now are frequently encountered above 
9, 000 feet. The primary cause of the expanded population is 
thought to be a greater abundance of unnatural food sources 
throughout the park. Former garbage dumps, deliberate feeding, 
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inadequate solid waste collection programs, fruit trees, and 
campers' food are some of the unnatural sources. 

Mule deer within Yosemite exhibit a seasonal 
movement from higher to lower elevations during the fall and the 
reverse during the spring. The present population is estimated to 
be about 9,000. Deer herd numbers in the past were higher than 
their habitat could support, and range conditions deteriorated. 
Special public hunts outside the park ·and other population factors 
have reduced herd numbers to an extent that range conditions have 
been slowly improving. 

California bighorn sheep were at one time 
relatively common in the park along the Sierra Nevada Crest. 
Declines in population are attributed to range damage by domestic 
sheep and other livestock, parasites and diseases associated with 
domestic sheep, and human encroachment on summer and winter 
ranges. Rare observations of single animals and small bands have 
continued to occur, primarily during the summer months. This 
would indicate that a very sparse endemic population exists within 
the park and that the park is used primarily as summer range. 

Mountain lions are occasionally seen throughout 
the park. Relatively frequent sightings occur in the vicinity of 
Wawona and Chinquapin, between elevations of 4,000 and 6,000 feet. 
Recently a mountain lion was sighted in Yosemite Valley on the trail 
to Lower Yosemite Falls. Normal distribution and seasonal migra
tions general I y match those of deer. 

Two mammals have become extinct since the 
appearance of modern man in the Sierra. The California grizzly 
bear once was native to the western slopes of the Sierra, but it 
became extinct in 1924. A subspecies of the gray or timber wolf 
also disappeared from the Sierra around 1922. 

Insectivores are most 
chaparral and mixed conifer ecosystems. 
found within these lower elevations, as 
and one of mole. 

commonly found within the 
Fourteen bat species are 

are five species of shrew 

Problems occur with black bears, mule deer, 
coyotes, raccoons, and ground squirrels as they continually beg for 
handouts and search for improperly stored foodstuffs. This 
endangers not only their health but also the safety of visitors. In 
1977, black bears injured 6 Yosemite National Park visitors and were 
responsible for 516 incidents amounting to nearly $30, 820 in 
property damage. 
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A human/bear management plan prepared for 
Yosemite considers alternatives for providing for the safety of 
visitors while restoring and maintaining the natural character of the 
black bear population. Specifically, the plan proposes elimination of 
artificial food supplies, relocation of problem bears away from 
developed areas, and removal of incorrigible "rogue" bears by 
means of euthanasia ( intracardiac injection of pentobarbital sodium 
while the animal is under heavy sedation). The number of bears 
that will be removed as a result of the management plan is not 
considered to be significantly more than the mortality rate that 
could otherwise be expected. An average of four bears per year 
are killed by automobiles, and about 24 per year are shot adjacent 
to the park during the normal hunting season. Losses from 
disease, predation, or other natural causes remove additional bears. 

Unnaturally large populations of rodents and 
other wildlife species represent a potential for the occurrence of 
epizootics and the transmission of disease. Because of increased 
access to human food (handouts, garbage, etc.), populations of 
species such as the California and golden mantled ground squirrels, 
chipmunks, raccoons, and coyotes have increased in density and 
numbers in developed areas. Among the more commonly known 
diseases transferable by animal vectors are rabies (hydrophobia) 
and plague ( Pasteurella pestis). Handouts of salted peanuts, 
bread, crackers, or food covered with aluminum foil promote less 
reliance on natural foods and are a serious threat to animal 
nutrition. 

b. Birds 
There are a number of bird species in the 

varied ecosystems within or near Yosemite's boundaries. Stebbins· 
(1974) lists 224 species that have been observed (recorded) in the 
Yosemite region, 36 of which may be considered infrequently 
recorded. Birds most commonly observed are 8 species of hawks, 
10 species of owls, 9 species of woodpeckers, 10 species of 
warblers, and 5 species of hummingbirds. 

c. Reptiles and Amphibians 
Compared to most mountain regions of the West, 

Yosemite has a particularly large number of native reptile and 
amphibian species: 13 snakes, 9 lizards, I turtle, 2 toads, l tree 
frog, 3 frogs, and 3 salamanders. Perhaps this is partly due to 
the milder winter climate on the west slope of the Sierra. At the 
very high elevations, the number of species of reptiles and 
amphibians drops sharply. The only poisonous species is the 
western rattlesnake. 

d. Fish 
Fish in Yosemite are largely species alien to the 

park. Prior to the practice of stocking trout for the improvement 

of sport fishing, the native fish fauna was restricted in both range 
and number of species. The last period of glaciation eliminated all 
fish from the high country. The waterfalls remaining on all the 
rivers after the glaciers retreated prevented repopulation by 
upstream migration. Thus, only the lower drainage systems of the 
Merced and Tuolumne Rivers were populated with fish when 
Europeans first arrived. In these waters the rainbow trout and 
Sacramento sucker were abundant, while the Sacramento squawfish, 
hardhead, California roach, and riffle sculpin were less common. 
The chinook salmon once occurred in these lower drainages but 
eventually disappeared. Greatly reduced stream flows during 
summer and fall, the period of salmon migration, and dams below 
the park boundary make any reintroduction of the salmon 
impractical. 

Severe climatic conditions, low fertility 
associated with snowmelt and granitic watersheds, and lack of 
spawning habitat contribute to the absence of fish in the majority of 
the park's lakes. According to the park's natural resources 
management staff, 62 of the> lakes where fish occur, have self
supporting fish populations and 195 support little or no natural 
reproduction. Approximately 550 miles of streams are suitable for 
fishing. 

Current park policy calls for trout stocking to 
be continued through 1978 at levels no higher than those of 1974. 
During this period the park and state will cooperatively develop a 
recreational fisheries management program consistent with natural 
area management policies. 

e. Invertebrates 
Although limited information exists on inverte

brates, it is reported that two species are endemic to (found only 
in) the upper end of Yosemite Valley. These are the snails 
Monadenia hillebrandi yosemitensis and Helminthoglypga napea 
yosemitensis, collected from rockslides near Vernal Falls and Camp 
Curry. 

f. Exotics 
Exotic wildlife species known to be transplanted 

by man include several species of trout, white-tailed ptarmigan, and 
the bullfrog. Some of these species are detrimental to native 
species of wildlife. 

The Paiute cutthroat trout was introduced into 
a high country stream in 1966 and subsequent passage of the 
Endangered Species Act of 1973 requires its future management as a 
threatened species. The existing population is estimated at less 
than 100 fish and is decreasing because of its inability to compete 



with brook trout. Introductions of rainbow trout from other 
localities undoubtedly aided in the disappearance of native strains. 

The beaver was first introduced into some of 
the large, more slowly moving mountain streams adjacent to the 
park boundary by the California Department of Fish and Game in 
1940 and 1944. It soon entered the park, where it subsists largely 
on woody riparian vegetation as well as aspen. Its dam-building 
activities will cause localized flooding. The only established location 
is Jack Main Canyon. No species of native wildlife is known to 
have been reduced or eliminated as a result of its introduction. 

g. Threatened and Endangered Wildlife 
Some wildlife species within Yosemite have been 

placed in one of the three following categories: endangered 
(species in danger of extinction throughout all or a significant 
portion of their range), threatened (species which are Ii kely to 
become endangered within the foreseeable future throughout all or a 
significant portion of their range), and status undetermined 
(species possibly threatened with extinction, but about which there 
is not enough information to determine their status). 

The American peregrine falcon (Falco 
peregrinus anatum) and the southern bald eagle ( Haliaetus 
leucocephalus leucocephalus) are the only native species classified 
as endangered on the federal list of threatened and endangered 
wildlife (Federal Register, vol. 41, no. 191). The exotic Paiute 
cutthroat trout (Salmo clarki seleniris) is the only threatened 
species found within the park. 

The American peregrine falcon and southern 
bald eagle are listed on the 1974 California list of endangered 
wildlife. In addition, the California bighorn (Ots canadensis 
caljforniana) and the wolverine ( Gulo luscus luteus are classified 
as rare. 

As determined by the 11 Redbook 11 (Threatened 
Wildlife of the United States, 1973) and by the Yosemite 
Environmental Assessment for the Natural Resources Management 
Plan, 21 wildlife species occur within the park's boundaries whose 
population viability or status is unknown (see Table 11-23). 

Bald eagles have repeatedly been sighted in the 
park; locations include Yosemite Valley, Wawona, El Portal, Lake 
Eleanor, and Mount Dana. One nesting pair was observed north of 
the park near the Grizzly Peak area. The normal distribution is 
from the mixed conifer zone to the subalpine zone. The American 
peregrine falcon has also been observed in the same range. Obser
vations within Yosemite Valley have occurred near Half Dome, along 
the Yosemite Falls trail, and around Lost Arrow Spire. The 

California spotted owl has been observed on rare occasions within 
the mixed conifer zone in or adjacent to Yosemite Valley. The 
Paiute cutthroat trout introduction and population status within the 
park is discussed under 11 Exotics. 11 

Table 11-22. Representative Wildlife of Yosemite 
National Park Ecosystems 

Mammals Birds 

Chaparral (elevation to 4, 000 feet) 

brush rabbit 
gray fox 
ring-tailed cat 
spotted skunk 
black-tailed jack rabbit 

Steller's jay 
California thrasher 
canyon wren 
brown towhee 
scrub jay 

Mixed Conifer (elevation 2,000 to 6,500 feet) 

California gray squirrel band-tailed pigeon 
California ground squirrel pygmy owl 
raccoon Steller's jay 
striped skunk Swainson thrush 

chickaree 
allen chipmunk 
snowshoe hare 
porcupine 

Red Fir (elevation 6, 500 to 8,500 feet) 

goshawk 
green-tailed towhee 
fox sparrow 

Reptiles/ Amphibians 

Striped racer 
common king snake 

rubber boa 
mountain king snake 
red-legged frog 

sagebrush lizard 

Lodgepole Plne/Subalpine (elevation 8,000 to 10,500 feet) 

Belding ground squirrel 
bighorn sheep 
wolverine 
marten 
pika 

pine grosbeak 
Clarks nutcracker 
three-toed woodpecker 

Alpine (elevation above 10,500 feet) 

alpine chipmunk rosy finch 

Variable Ecosystems (two or more ecosystems) 

coyote 
red fox 
black bear 
mountain lion 
bobcat 
mule deer 

golden eagle 
great horned owl 
sparrow hawk 
pileated woodpecker 
water ouzel 

Mount Lyell salamander 
Yosemite toad 
Sierra yellow-legged 

frog 

western rattlesnake 
western fence lizard 
alligator lizard 

Table 11-23. Status Undetermined Wildlife Species of 
Yosemite National Park 

Common Name Scientific Name 

Yosemite toad 
red-legged frog 
Mount Lyell salamander 
Pacific pond turtle 
sharp-tailed snake 
American osprey 
prairie pigeon hawk 
ring-tailed cat 
pine marten 
fisher 
short-tailed weasel 
long-tailed weasel 
Pacific mink 
wolverine 
river otter 
badger 
red fox 
mountain lion 
aplodontia 
pika 
California bighorn 

Bufo canorus 
Rana aurora draytonii 
Hydromantes platycephalus 
Clemmys marmorata 
Conlia tenvis 
Piiidi'Onhaffiietus carolinensis 
Falco columbarius richardsonii 
BaSSariscus aslutus raptor 
Martes americana sierrae 
Martes pennanti paci fica 
Mustela erminea muricus 
Mustela frenata nevadensis 
Mustela vison aesturina 
Gulo luscus luteus 
Lutra canaciensTS'brevipilosus 
Taxidea taxus 
Vulpes fulva necator 
Felis concolor californica 
Aplodontia rufa californica 
Ochotona princeps 
Ovis canadensis californiana 
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7. Air Quality 
Yosemite National Park is located in the San Joaqu in 

Valley air bas in as del ineated by the California Air Resources 
Board . As des ignated by t he Clean Air Act ( P . L. 88-206, 1963, 
amended by P . L . 95-95, 1977), the air quality in Yosemite National 
Park is c lass ified as Class I, ind icating the lowest al lowable 
increments of degradat ion. 

Air quality was investigated in Yosemi t e Valley in 
1973 by Aerovironment , Inc. , under contract from VTN 
Consolidated , Inc. Air pollution levels were meas ured in two 5-day 
field ex periments , and meteorological data were procured for a 
3-month period to derive an ambient air quality dat a base. Typical 
and worst case air pollution conditions were postulated for the 
period of peak visitation , Memorial Day through Labor Day . Table 
11-24 list s the air pollution levels obtained in this study compared 
to federal and s tate of California air qual ity standards. 

The air quality studies , conducted in 1973 within the 
Valley , revealed that the California standard for ox idants --peak 
value of 0.102 parts per million ( ppm ) --was exceeded twice during 
August and that the Federal Primary Air Qual it y St andard 
(0 .88 ppm ) was exceeded once . During the first week of August 
oxidant (ozone ) levels remained at or above 0.050 ppm for more 
than 8 hours . Carbon monoxide and nitrogen d ioxide levels were 
lower than the federal and Cal ifornia standards . Total par ticulates 
approached the Cal ifor n ia standards and were direct ly related to 
heavy visitation during the Memorial Day weekend . Collected 
ambient air samples had d istinctive smoke odors , which indicated 
that campfires were a major contributor to the h igh particulate 
levels. 

Lead levels were reported to be less than the 
California 30-day average standards . The pres ence of lead was 
attributed primarily to vehicular combustion of leaded gasolines. 
However, studies ( Patterson, et al . , 1973) indicate that industrial 
sources in the Central Valley may contribute significant amounts of 
lead to the entire park . The levels of nonmethane hydrocarbons 
and reactive hydrocarbons, which are generat ed by vegetation as 
well as internal combustion engines and liquid and fueled stoves , 
greatly exceeded federal standards . The percentage of hydro
carbons produced by each source is uncertain , but it is plausible 
that "naturall y produced " hydrocarbons could be equal to t hose 
from man-made sources ( Aerov ironment , 1975) . 

A comparison of pollution levels and origins with t ime 
of day indicated that high concentrations of pollutant s s uc h as 
nitrogen oxides, carbon monoxide , and h ydrocarbons coincided with 
peaks of human activity and traffic bet ween 11: 00 a . m. and 
7:00 p . m. 

100 

Pollutant 

Oxidants 

Carbon 
monoxide 

Nitrogen 
dioxide 

Suspended 
particulates 

Lead 
(particulate) 

Hydrocarbons 

Sulfur dioxide 

Table 11 - 24. A Comparison of Air Quality Measurements in Yosemite 

Averaging 
Time 

I hour 

12 hours 
8 hours 
1 hour 

Annual arithmetic 
mean 

I hour 

Annual geometric 
mean 

24 hours 

30-day ave rage 

3 hours 

1 hour 

Valley Compared to Federal and State Standards 

Yosemite 
Valley California 

Concentration Standards 

0.088 ppm 0.10 ppm 

10 ppm 
10.1 ppm 
40.3 ppm 40 ppm 

0.02 ppm (approx . ) 0.25 ppm 

60 ug/m3 

73.5 ug/m3 (approx .) 100 ug/m3 

0.114 ug/m3 (approx. 
8-day max. average) 1.5 ug/m3 

I. 53 ppm (approx. 
8-day average 
2 a.m. - 12 p.m.) 

not measured 0.5 ppm 

Federal 
Primary 

Standards 

0.08 ppm 

9 ppm 
35 ppm 

0.05 ppm 

75 ug/m3 

260 ug/m3 

0.24 ppm 

0.14 ppm 

Note: Federal standards were promulgated in micrograms per cubic meter (ug/m3). The parts per 
million (ppm) tabulated here are computed for summer conditions at 20°C (68°F) at 4,000 
feet above sea level using a 1.16 cor rection factor. 



The high level of hydrocarbons, precursors of 
photochemical smog formation, indicated that nitrogen dioxide is 
probably the controlling factor in the rate of smog formation. The 
level of nitrogen dioxide is greatly influenced by traffic volumes 
since it is primarily of vehicular origin. 

Over the 10 days of the study, an estimated 69, 800 
vehicle miles were driven through Yosemite Valley, resulting in the 
emission of approximately 0. 53 ton per day of reactive hydrocarbons 
and 3. 2 tons per day of carbon monoxide. As automotive emission 
control devices become more efficient, these levels can be expected 
to decrease to 0. 07 ton of hydrocarbons and 0. 53 ton of carbon 
monoxide (Environmental Protection Agency, 1974). The level of 
ozone was undetermined since its formation appears to be nitrogen 
dixoide rate- controlled and satisfactory methods for estimating 
nitrogen dioxide emissions from motor vehicles have not yet been 
formulated. However, it may be that any decrease in nitrogen 
dioxide due to future automotive emission controls wi II cause a 
corresponding decrease in ozone. 

Other human - induced air pollution sources such as 
campfires, stoves, heating units, and restaurants were considered 
less important in the total air quality picture. However, there are 
short periods when the air quality of the Valley is significantly 
degraded by particulates, carbon monoxide, nitrous oxides, and 
hydrocarbons generated by prescribed burning or wildfires in or 
adjacent to the Valley. Summer conditions increase the probability 
of "worst case" air pollution in the Valley. Visitor use and traffic 
volumes are highest in summer, and clear warm days are conducive 
to the formation of photochemical smog. Also during this time of 
year there are fewer mechanisms, such as precipitation, to remove 
pollution from the atmosphere. Severe air pollution can occur in 
the Valley when winds remain below 5 miles per hour for an 
extended period. 

Increasing concentrations of pollutants and their 
sources represent potential threats to continued use and visitor 
appreciation of Yosemite Valley and other areas of the park 
subjected to concentrated, intensive use. Ozone levels measured in 
1973 averaged 0. 08 ppm per hour. This approached concentrations 
of 0.08 to 0.20 ppm over an 8-hour period. This level of concen
tration could injure ponderosa pine or other plant species (U.S. 
Department of Health, Education, and Welfare, Project Clean Air 
Task Force, 1970). 

The Clean Air Act, as amended in 1977, requires 
that levels of particulates in Class I areas not exceed afJ1bient levels 
by more than 35 micrograms per cubic meter ( ug/m ) geometric 
mean or 10 ug/m3 for any 24-hour period, and that levels of sulfur 
dioxide not exceed ambient levels by more than 2 ug/m3 arithmetic 

Pollutant I Variable 

Vehicle County 
Estimated Miles 
Miles Driven 

1973-Actual 
Carbon Monoxide 
Hydrocarbons 
Nitrogen Oxides 
Sulfur Oxides 
Particulates 

1978-Peak 
Carbon Monoxide 
Hydrocarbons 
Nitrogen Oxides 
Sulfur Oxides 
Particulates 

Table ll - 2S. 

Yosemite 
Valle:'!'. 

2,n9 
22.S 

62,S27 

4.98 
.46 
.22 
.01 
.02 

S.35 
.49 
.27 
.01 
.03 

aindicates levels of less than .01 tons. 

Estimated Tons per Day of Exhaust Emissions and Pollutants Produced in 
Yosemite National Park 

Yosemite Big Oak 
Yosemite Yosemite South Glacier Valley- Flat-
Valley- Valley- Ent.- Pt. Mariposa Crane Crane 
Arch Rock Wawona Wawona Corridor Grove Flat Flat 

2,490 1,992 2,490 1,310 1,270 3,270 1,810 
8.S 24.2 4.0 17. 1 6.4 11.0 8.S 

21,16S 48,206 9,960 22,401 8, 128 3S,970 1S,38S 

1.69 3.84 .79 1.80 .6S 2.89 1.24 
.16 .36 .07 .17 .06 .26 .11 

:28 . 19 .17 .08 .03 .13 .OS 
.01 

.01 .02 .01 .01 

1.80 4.13 .8S 1.92 .70 3.08 1.32 
.17 .38 .07 .17 .07 .28 .12 
.10 .21 .OS .10 .04 . 16 .06 

.01 
.01 .03 .01 .01 

Crane 
Flat-
Tioga 
Pass Total 

1,425 18,836 
Sl. 7 1S3.9 

73,673 297,41S 

5.92 23.80 
.54 2.19 
.28 1.23 
.01 .03 
.03 .10 

6.31 2S.46 
.S7 2.32 
.33 1. 32 
.01 .03 
.04 .11 
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mean or 5 ug/ m3 for any 24-hour period. However , the ambient 
levels of air pollutants above the eastern mountain ranges within 
the San Joaquin air basin are generally unknown. Limited data 
exists for oxidant levels in Yosemite Valley , Wawona, and urban 
areas in the vicinity of the park ,1 but no information is available 
about levels of air pollutants prior to or after local vehicle or 
industrial contributions. An evaluation of transport of air 
pollutants from the dense urban and industrialized areas west of the 
air basin , effects of local contributions , and relative transport to 
areas east of the air basin is being considered by the California Air 
Resources Board and may be initiated during the summer of 1978. 

The lack of information about ambient levels of air 
pollutants makes it impossible to determine the relative effect of 
park activities on overall air quality. However, it is possible to 
estimate the amounts of air pollutants produced by vehicle use 
inside the park (see Table 11-25). 

Estimated vehicle emissions listed in Table 11-25 were 
derived from vehicle counts monitored by VTN (1973) along specific 
segments of the park's road system ( the most recent data available) 
and average emissions from light-weight passenger cars not more 
than 10 years old (an estimated 86 percent of private vehicles on 
the road). The 1973 vehicle counts were updated to current peak 
day estimates by increasing them by 38 percent ( the percent of 
increase in daily visitation between the 1973 study period and the 
greatest daily visitation to date, which occurred during the 
Memorial Day weekend in 1973). Estimated vehicle emissions for 
1978 were computed using California 1978 average emission rates for 
vehicles sold at low altitudes (see Table 11-26). 

Shuttle buses within Yosemite Valley currently run 
on propane rather than gasoline, which results in lower rates of 
pollutant emission. Together, the seven shuttle buses in the 
system average a total of 840 mi les per day. For tuned heavy duty 
vehicles, expected emission rates are 4.2 grams per mile (g/ mi) of 
carbon monoxide, 2.4 g/mi of hydrocarbons, and 2.8 g/mi for 
nitrogen oxides . This results in daily emission levels of about 7. 8 
pounds of carbon monoxide, 4.4 pounds of hydrocarbons, and 5.19 
pounds of nitrogen oxides. 

1 
Information obtained from a workshop on photochemical oxidants in 

the San Joaquin air basin conducted by the California Air Resources 
Board in 1977 indicates that during 1976 daily maximum rates of 
oxidants in Yosemite Valley were about . OS ppm. Comparatively , 
outlying urban areas such as Fresno, Merced, ad Stockton had 
relatively higher levels, with daily maximum readings of .07 ppm. 
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Table 11 -26. Projected Changes in Vehic le Emissions 1 

Emission Pollutant Average Emission Rate (grams/mile) 
1973 1978 

Hig h Alt . Calif. Hig h Alt. Calif. 

Hydrocarbons 
Nitrogen Oxides 
Carbon Monoxide 
Sulfur Oxides 
Pa r t iculates 

8. 4 
2.5 

111. 9 
.2 
. 4 

Hydrocarbons 
Nitrogen Ox ides 
Car bon Monoxide 
Sulfur Oxid es 
Pa r ticulates 

6.7 
3.7 

72.2 

6.3 
2.3 

84.4 
.2 
.4 

5.2 
2.9 

56.6 

Percentage Reduction 
1973-1978 1978-1 990 

22 
22 
22 
0 
0 

69 
45 
72 

0 
0 

1990 
Hioh Alt. Calif. 

1.7 1.6 
1. 7 1.6 

14. 8 15.9 
.2 
.4 

1Estimated from Mob ile Source Emi ssion Factors ( Environmental 
Protection Agency,1"97gr-

8. Seen i c Resources 
The scenery of Yosemite National Park is one of its 

most significant resources. The earliest attempts of visitors to this 
region of the Sierra Nevada to capture its beauty in paintings, 
photographs, and writings contributed to legislation to protect the 
scenery and to make Yosemite a national park. 

In 1864 President Lincoln signed the act that granted 
the Yosemite Valley and Mariposa Grove of Big Trees to the state of 
California to be held for public use, resort, and recreation. 
Although no direct mention is made of the scenery in that act, a 
collection of "Yosemite Views" by Carleton E. Watkins, an early 
Yosemite photographer, was submitted to Lincoln and greatly 
influenced the signing of the act. 

In 1865, the governor of California appointed a board 
of commissioners under the chairmanship of Frederick Law Olmsted 
to advise him on management of Yosemite Valley. One of the first 
tasks of this new commission was to arrange a special study of the 
scenery of the park. Laura Roper (1972) documents the concerns 
of the commission. On August 8, 1865, Olmsted wrote to Watkins 
and to Thomas Hill and Virgil Williams , two artists who were com
missioned along with Watkins to study the scenery of Yosemite. 

I address you in behalf of the Commissioners appointed 

under the Act of Congress , establishing Yo Semite and 

Mariposa Grove as a ground for recreation. The action of 

Congress with regard to the Yo Semite was doubtless 

taken in view of the peculiar value of its natural scenery , 

the purpose of its ac tion was to give the public for all 

future time the greatest practicable advantage of that 

scenery, and the duty of the Commission is to secure the 

accomplishment of that purpose. 

In the commission 's first preliminary report, 
concerns for scenic preservation and intrusions on scenery were 
expressed as fol lows: 

The first point to be kept in mind is the preservation and 

maintenance as exactly as is possible of the natural 

scenery; the restriction. That is to say, within the 

narrowest limits consistent with the necessary accommoda-

tion of visitors, of all artificial construction and 

prevention of all constructions markedly inharmonious with 

the scenery or which would unnecessarily obscure distort 

or detract from the dignity of the scenery . 

The act of August 25 , 1916 , established the National 
Park Service and assigned to it the administration of all the national 
parks and most of the national monuments. The act established a 
broad framework of policy for administration and included scenery 
as one of the items the National Park Service was required to 
preserve: 



The service thus established shall promote and regulate 
t 

the use of . . . national parks (and) monuments . to 

conserve the scenery and natural and historic objects and 

the wild life therein and to provide for the enjoyment of 

the same in such manner and by such means as will leave 

them unimpaired for the enjoyment of future generations. 

A partial listing of Yosemite's most significant scenic 
resources includes Yosemite Valley, the giant sequoia groves, 
Glacier Point, the Grand Canyon of the Tuolumne River, Tuolumne 
Meadows, Tenaya Lake, the Clark Range, the Cathedral Range, the 
High Sierra Crest, and the Merced River. These outstanding 
scenes have been popularized by artists and visitors over the 
years. 

The scenic resources of Yosemite Valley have been 
analyzed to determine their existing and historic conditions and to 
separate the relatively popular and recognized features from the 
secondary features. The analysis process involved quantifying the 
existing and historic viewpoints, evaluating the data, and placing 
scenic values on specific geographic areas. 

The determination of existing viewing conditions 
within Yosemite Valley began with a study of what features most 
visitors look for and can distinguish. A list of significant scenic 
features was developed by surveying postcard sales, interviewing 
park interpretive personnel, and reviewing publications. The 
11 most important features within the Valley according to this study 
are Half Dome, Yosemite Falls, El Capitan, Bridalveil Falls, Three 
Brothers, Cathedral Rocks and Spires, Sentinel Rock, Glacier 
Point, North Dome, Washington Column, and Royal Arches. Next, 
all points from which these 11 features could be seen (assuming 
that no vegetation or structures obstructed the view) were mapped 
to establish the scenic viewing possibilities of different locations on 
the valley floor. Existing viewpoints were identified, and the 
quality of their views and their proximity to roads and trails were 
noted. 

The historic viewpoint analysis first located areas 
within Yosemite Valley that were consistently selected by eminent 
historic photographers as the best areas for photographing scenic 
features. Initially, five 19th- century photographers were selected 
for the sample- -Watkins (1861-1874), Muybridge (1872-1880), Fish 

(1880-1923), Week (1861), and Jackson (1890)--and out of 500 of their 
photographs, approximately 100 were mapped to show where they 
were taken and the extent of the view. Additional mapping was 
completed for 19th-century paintings of Yosemite. However, 
because of the possibility that perspectives had been adjusted from 
the actual viewing point, less importance was placed on the paint
ings. (Painters did select perspectives of the scenic features that 
were similar to photographers'.) 

Once the existing and historic viewpoints were 
established, specific locations in the Valley were classified according 
to the fol lowing criteria: 

A-Scenic 
Areas included in scenic views commonly chosen by eminent 
early photographers and painters, or included in the most 
significant scenic views that exist today, based on park 
management's observations of frequently used viewing areas 
(includes all meadows and the Merced River). 

B-Scenic 
Areas included in scenic views less commonly chosen by 
historic photographers and painters, or that compose less 
significant modern views, based on park management's obser
vations. 

C - Scenic 
Areas of minor scenic quality and areas that can accept visual 
intrusion without detracting from either primary or secondary 
vistas. 

Information relative to potential decreased visibility 
as a result of oxidant (smog) production is nol available. The 
degree of visibility loss is always associated with time of day, 
relative humidity, and other meteorological conditions. However, it 
can be assumed that since oxidant levels in Yosemite Valley 
approach those levels recorded for urban areas that some decrease 
in visibility is associted with exhaust emissions. 

9. Noise 
Within the park there are both natural and unnatural 

(man-made) sources of noise. Natural sources include waterfalls, 
rivers, wind, and wildlife. Unnatural sources include human 
activities and mechanical devices like automobiles, trucks, and 
generators. In the study conducted in 1973 by Aerovironment, 
Inc., man-made and natural sources of noise appeared to be of 
equal magnitude except near roads, lodging areas, and camp
grounds, where man-made noises predominated. 

The same study identified rushing water as the 
principal source of natural background noise. Areas adjacent to 
Yosemite Falls and parallel to the Merced River had relatively 
higher background noise levels than areas further removed from 
these features. During the period of highest visitation, Memorial 
Day to early August, background noise levels decreased corres
pondingly with decreasing amounts of rushing water. 

Man-made noises were heard throughout Yosemite 
Valley and added I to 2 decibels to the total background noise 
levels. They tended to be loudest where and when activity was 
greatest; for example, noise levels within campgrounds exceeded 
those of meadow areas, and the relative amount of noi se increased 
during periods of peak activity. It was determined t hat vehicle
caused noise levels varied with the type of vehicle. Table 11-27 
shows relative noise levels for various vehicle types 
(Aerovironment, 1975). The highest recorded levels were approx
imately 80 dB (about as noisy as a vacuum cleaner). These 
originated from the Valley double- decked shuttle bus and a com
mercial bus. 

Concentrated human activity and vehicle traffic at 
other areas of the park, such as Wawona, Badger Pass, Glacier 
Point, Crane Flat, and Tuolumne Meadows, are expected to generate 
noise levels relatively similar to those of the Valley, except that 
there are no Valley wall reverberations. Areas adjacent to the 
Tioga and Glacier Point Roads are more likely to be subject only to 
vehicular noise, but noise levels are expected to be equal to or 
higher than those of Yosemite Valley because of the greater velocity 
of vehicles and the greater power required to negotiate steep 
grades. 

Table 11-27. Noise Levels of Various Vehicles 
In Yosemite Valley 

Vehicle at Constant 
Speed 

Trailways bus 
Greyhound bus 
Jeep 
Motorcycle 
Pickup truck 
Tram 
Miscellaneous autos 

dB( A) 

80 
76 
75 
74 
74 
73 

68-71 

Vehicle Decelerating 

Double-decked shuttle bus 
Pickup truck 
Tram 
Miscellaneous autos 

dB(A) 

80 
75 
70 

64-69 
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D. Cultural Environment 
I. Anthropological Resources 

a. Ethnographic Data 
Native Americans have lived in the park area 

for approximately 2,000 to 4,000 years (Fitzwater, 1962). During 
the mid-19th century, Yosemite Valley was the home of a Miwok 
group called the Awanichi or Ahwahneechee, who inhabited the 
Valley and the banks of the Merced River downstream at least to 
the confluence with the river's south fork (Bennyhoff, 1952). 
Several ethnographic accounts of the people have been written, 
treating their material culture, language, and religion (Powers, 
1877; Clark, 1904i Merriam, 1917i and Kroeber, 1921). Unfortu
nately, the I ife-style of these Indians had undergone considerable 
disruption by the time this information was recorded, and there is 
much concerning settlement patterns and Indian uses of the varying 
resources of the park that is unknown. Such data can be acquired 
only through archeolog1cal studies. 

Archeological studies already have provided 
many clues concerning the life-styles of the native people. Because 
they subsisted on wild foods, their settlement patterns and 

subsistence cycles were devoted to the taking of wild game and 
seasonal gathering and storage of plant materials. Acorns were one 
of the main staples of their diet, as indicated by both ethnographic 
and archeological data. The seasonal subsistence cycle was 
combined with trade between Miwok to the west and Paiute to the 
east; the latter were accessible along established trails between 
Yosemite Valley and Paiute territory in western Nevada. In the 
Valley, as elsewhere in Yosemite National Park, the subsistence 
pattern is reflected in the types of settlements found: permanent 
and temporary villages as well as seasonal hunting and fishing 
camps. 

The number of occupation sites or villages 
reported for the Yosemite Valley varies. The most useful list was 
published by D. Hart Merriam (1917) with the help of living inform
ants and Indians who were still residing in the Valley. Merriam 
recorded 37 settlements in the Valley and 15 in the area from El 
Portal to Ferguson Station. Only a few isolated villages were 
recorded in the intervening area. There are deficiencies in 
Merriam's description of locations, but Yosemite is the only mountain 
valley in the Sierra Nevada region for which such a list has been 
prepared. Merriam identified settlements in Yosemite as "villages." 
One of the major centers of occupation was near El Capitan Meadow, 
the location of a series of summer villages and camps. 

b. Archeological Data 
The distribution of archeological sites indicates 

that prehistoric inhabitants of the park occupied permanent 
villages, camped seasonally, or traded along trans-Sierran trails, as 
the available resources and terrain dictated. Archeological research 
in the park has contributed to California archeology by providing a 
time frame and settlement model for the southern Sierra, and 
studies in Yosemite now provide part of a comparative base for 
other research in the Central Valley of California and the Sierra 
Nevada mountain range. In the larger regional context, prehistoric 
cultures followed the same general trend throughout this part of the 
Sierra, from Lake Tahoe to beyond the San Joaquin River. 

The archeological sequence includes an overall 
big game hunting base that is dated earlier than 5000 B. C. The 
way of life can best be described as a blend between Old 
Cordilleran culture and desert culture (Willey, 1966). Diagnostic 
artifacts include leaf-shaped and bipointed projectile points and 
crescent-shaped knives. Following the big game base, the arche
ological sequence in California includes a Middle or Intermediate 
Period which dates from about 2000 B. C. to A. D. 250, when peoples 
were dependent on hunting, river fishing, and plant collecting. In 
order to pursue this life-style they moved in a settlement pattern 
that included permanent villages and temporary campsites. 

Artifacts include large leaf-shaped projectile points and numerous 
grinding implements. 

The Late Period in California is dated from 
about A. D. 250 to about A. D. 1700. A major cultural change 
occurred sometime about A. D. 500-1000, indicated by a change from 
large leaf-shaped projectile points (spearpoints) and manos/metates 
to smaller projectile points (for arrows) and bedrock mortars. A 
major focus for all the Sierran areas is to discover what broader 
changes in social life, subsistence, and technology accompanied 
these changes in tool types. 

Resurveying of most of the previously studied 
areas in the park, as well as other areas which will potentially be 
impacted by visitation and development, has been conducted by 
Dr. Lou Napton, California State College, Stanislaus. This inten
sive surface reconnaissance, conducted during the summers of 1974 
and 1975, covered Yosemite Valley, Wawona, Badger Pass, Glacier 
Point, Bavarian Vil I age, White Wolf, Yosemite Creek Campground, 
Snow Creek, Aspen Valley, Eagle Creek, Ribbon Meadow, Lake 
Eleanor, Hetch Hetchy, El Portal, Foresta/Big Meadow, Mariposa 
Grove, Tuolumne Meadows, Crane Flat, Hodgdon Meadow, and 
Gaylor Lakes. In 1976 the McCauley Ranch was searched for arche
ological remains. A walk-through reconnaissance followed approxi
mately 140 miles of backcountry trails to determine the nature of 
archeological resources that may be affected by hikers. 

As a result of the 1974-75 survey, the valley 
floor, Wawona, Tuolumne Meadows, Foresta/Big Meadow, and El 
Portal have been nominated as archeological districts to the National 
Register of Historic Places. All sites have potential for archeo
logical research and qualify singly, or within districts, for the 
National Register. 

Limited excavations have been carried out at 
El Portal, Hodgdon Ranch, Big Oak Flat, Crane Flat, and Yosemite 
Valley. These excavations have provided preliminary information on 
cultural deposits, but no analyses have been done of such things as 
pollen, soil, human and animal bone, charred seeds or plant parts, 
obsidian hydration, or stone-working debris. Hence, the actual 
potential for recovering information on variables such as climate, 
diet, butchering practices, obsidian trade, and tool manufacturing 
techniques has not been determined. 

It usually is not possible to be certain whether 
subsurface deposits exist at most sites without test excavations. 
Consequently, length, width, and depth of sites can only be 
approximated from survey observations. Given these limitations in 
knowledge, evaluation of the significance of archeological resources 
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within the park is most realistically related to general predictions 
concerning settlement, diet, and trans-Sierran travel. 

Additional research in Yosemite is expected to 
yield significant results through comparisons with archeological 
remains at higher and lower' altitudes. These studies may lead to 
an understanding of differences between human use and settlement 
in the Central Valley and that in the Sierras. Data from research 
in the San Joaquin Valley, at Millerton Lake, and Buchanan, Don 
Pedro, and Hidden Reservoirs will be useful. Comparable data are 
available from higher Sierran localities, namely the Lake Tahoe area 
and Huntington Lake. In addition to providing information on the 
economy, technology, and social organization of past Indian com
munities, the pottery, shell, and obsidian tools and flakes found in 
the Valley can be used to study travel and trade with people of the 
coast and the Great Basin. 

Almost all areas surveyed in the park contain 
archeological sites. The sites located so far can be grouped by 
elevation zones. Although it cannot be assumed that these elevation 
ranges represent equivalent ecological situations, they do provide a 
crude framework by which archeological resources within the park 
can be evaluated. El Portal is representative of the lower, rela
tively snow-free elevations (1,500-2,000 feet). Located on a well 
traveled route between the Central Valley and Yosemite Valley, with 
a plentiful acorn supply, it was able to offer a location for con
tinued settlement, trade, and trans-Sierran traffic. 

Valleys in the intermediate elevation range 
(4,000-6,500 feet) offered good locations for summer villages at 
least,· and some may have been occupied through the winter. 
Bennyhoff considered that plant foods, including the black oak, 
were relatively plentiful here. However, careful recovery of plant 
remains from cultural deposits wil I be necessary to show subsistence 
and the season of occupation in these zones. Yosemite Valley, 
Wawona, and Big Meadow contain a number of large sites from which 
such information can be recovered. It is in these areas and in 
El Portal where the most full and varied remains of established 
villages would be expected. Excavations at El Portal, with burials 
and a large array of tools in a deposit 8 feet deep, indicate what 
may be expected. 

Sites in the higher elevations (7 ,000-8,500 feet) 
were probably summer camps, in part associated with trans-Sierran 
travel and trade. Tuolumne Meadows is representative of this zone, 
and many sites appear to be only surface deposits from transient 
camps or resting places, where obsidian and other stones were 
turned into tools. However, some of these sites do have depth and 
may represent repeatedly used camps or camps occupied more than 
just a day. 

These comparisons, . conjectural as they are, 
illustrate that understanding almost any aspect of prehistoric use of 
the park depends on comparative studies in which sites from one 
zone or environmental situation are compared with those in another 
zone. These in turn are compared with those in another part of 
the Sierras or with the Central Valley. The value of the park's 
archeological resources lies in their being representative of 
particular combinations of environmental and cultural remains. 
Unfortunately, some of the resources have al ready been lost as a 
result of development, natural erosion, and human traffic. 

2. Historical Resources 
a. Historical Overview 

The trails of the Sierran Indians eventually 
became the access routes for white men entering the Yosemite 
region. The Joseph Walker party may have viewed the Valley in 
1833 while crossing the Sierra Nevada, and William Abrams and 
U. N. Reamer undoubtedly saw it in 1849 on their way to the gold 
rush. 

As miners swarmed over the Mariposa Hills to 
the west of Yosemite, the Indians became increasingly hostile. In 
1851 three companies of volunteers formed to retaliate against the 
raiding Indians, marched into the Valley--and located only one aged 
Indian. But two months later the whites killed several Indians and 
captured Tenaya, the leader of the Ahwahneechee. Tenaya 
escaped, but was recaptured and taken to the Fresno River 
Reservation with a small band of the Ahwahneechee. The next year 
he and his followers were allowed to return to Yosemite. In 1853 or 
1854 Tenaya was killed during a dispute with the Mono Lake 
Paiutes. Depleted in strength, the Indians of Yosemite never again 
resisted newcomers. 

The published accounts of the Mariposa Indian 
Wars included some brief descriptions of Yosemite Valley, and these 
caught the eye of James Mason Hutchings, owner of California 
Magazine. Hutchings and two Indian guides brought the first 
tourist party to Yosemite Valley in June 1855. Within a few years 
of this first sightseeing expedition several noted artists, among 
them Thomas Ayres, photographer Carleton E. Watkins, and painter 
Alfred Bierstadt, had recorded and publicized the scene. 

During the years 1855 to 1864, various patterns 
of use began to emerge on the public domain that was to become 
Yosemite National Park. Development of the Yosemite Valley hinged 
on tourism and the scenic attractions. A toll trail from Mariposa to 
the Valley was begun in 1855. A primitive hotel was constructed by 
1856, and within a year another hotel was under construction. 
James C. Lamon became the Valley's first permanent homesteader in 
1859, building his log cabin and planting two orchards that would 

provide fresh produce for the hotels and the independent sight
seers. During this time, Galen Clark had taken up residence in 
the southern end of the park at the ar_ea now known as Wawona. 
Clark's rustic cabin became a wayside rest for Yosemite-bound 
travelers, and the area soon was named Clark's Station. Clark and 
Milton Mann explored the Mariposa Grove in 1857, and a horse trail 
from Clark's Station to the Big Trees was completed in short order. 
Meanwhile, sheepherders from both sides of the Sierra began 
driving their flocks up to Tuolumne and Dana Meadows for summer 
grazing. In 1860 a young ·shepherd discovered a silver vein on 
Tioga Hill. Originally ig"nored, the "Sheepherder Lode" eventually 
proved to be a highly significant find. 

The extravagant praise of visitors increased 
publicity, and the attendant exploitation of the Yosemite Valley 
caused concern among public-minded Californians, who appealed to 
Senator John Conness for some kind of protection for Yosemite. As 
a result of Conness' action, President Lincoln signed a bill in 1864 
granting Yosemite Valley and the Mariposa Big Trees to the state of 
California as a public trust. The grant was to be managed by a 
board of commissioners headed by Frederick Law Olmsted and 
superintended locally by Galen Clark. 

It took 10 years of litigation to settle the 
original claims of homesteaders and give the state full legal control 
of the grant. In the meantime, the Coulterville and the Big Oak 
Flat Roads were completed to the valley floor ( 1874), several more 
hotels, a luxurious bathhouse/saloon, and several curio studios 
were built, and large portions of the meadows were fenced and 
plowed for pasture. The state commission was plagued by lcick of 
adequate funds to implement proposed improvements; this would 
soon subject that body to accusations of mismanagement. 

In the midst of all this turmoil John Muir 
arrived in Yosemite in 1868. That first summer he worked as a 
sheepherder and gained a firsthand knowledge of the incredible 
destruction the 11 hooved locusts" wrought on high-country meadows. 
He later moved to the Valley, where he began his detailed observa
tions, notes, and drawings of 11 the Yosemite. 11 Muir published his 
first articles about the impending destruction of the Yosemite high 
country in the late 1870s, coincident with the great East Side mining 
boom that was centered in the Sheepherder Lode on Tioga Hill. An 
entire village sprang up on the side of Tioga Hill, and the Great 
Sierra Wagon Road was completed in. 1883 to expedite the movement 
of men and equipment to the mines. Today the remains of that 
road and the Great Sierra and Golden Crown mines are mute 
testimony to a boom that lasted only a few years but opened an 
entire region to the public. 
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By the late 1880s Muir had allied himself with 
many powerful individuals during an era of increasing conserva
tionist sentiment. On October I, 1890, Yosemite National Park was 
created to protect 11 reserved forest land 11 surrounding the state
controlled Yosemite and the Mariposa Big Trees Grant. The protec
tion of the new park was vested, through the Department of the 
Interior, in the U.S. Army. 

Under army administration, sheep grazing was 
excluded from the park, and cattle grazing was limited to a few 
strictly regulated permits. Hundreds of miles of trails were con
structed throughout the backcountry, patrol posts were established, 
fish stocking was expanded, and an intensive mapping program was 
started .. The anomaly of state and federal administration within the 
reserve became increasingly controversial. 

Those who favored re-ceding the state grant to 
the federal government received strong support from President 
Theodore Roosevelt after his 1903 camping trip with John Muir in 
Yosemite, and in 1906 the re-cession was completed. U.S. Army 
headquarters were relocated from Wawona to the Yosemite Valley. 

Strict enforcement of regulations regarding 
concession operations was a priority of the army that held little 
appeal for Yosemite Valley businessmen, who had grown used to the 
apathetic state commission. The loudest objections came from David 
A. Curry, whose innovative tent camp had been founded in 1899. 
Curry's aggressiveness alienated both the military and the 
Department of the Interior, and· the camp remained open largely 
because of its popularity and the increasing need for accommoda
tions with the advent of the Yosemite Valley Railroad from Merced 
to El Portal in 1907. 

Congress established the National Park Service 
in 1916, and Yosemite entered its current administrative era. 
Director Stephen Mather launched an energetic program of providing 
adequate facilities for the overflow of visitors. Mather brought in a 
new concessioner, D. J. Desmond, and gave him a 20-year contract 
to provide accommodations, including a luxury hotel and a variety 
of services. All but four studios, Degnan's store and bakery, 
Best's Studio, and Camp Curry were absorbed by the Desmond 
Company. Mather's other plans involved relocating the Old Village 
from its site just west of Sentinel Bridge to a higher and drier 
location on the north side of Yosemite Valley. The Desmond 
Company built Yosemite Lodge (rebuilt in 1957), the Glacier Point 
Hotel, and three High Sierra camps before succumbing to financial 
troubles and reorganizing as the Yosemite National Park Company. 
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Increasing difficulties and National Park Service 
influence led in 1925 to the merger of this company with the Curry 
Camping Company, forming today's Yosemite Park and Curry 
Company. That same year and the next, various buildings were 
completed in the new village, among them the museum, home of the 
fledgling National Park Service 11 nature guide 11 program started in 
1920. Stephen Mather's longtime wish for a luxury hotel was ful
filled in 1927 with the opening of the architecturally significant 
Ahwahnee. The Old Vi I I age relocation was eventually completed, 
but not in Mather's lifetime. Today only the Yosemite Valley 
Chapel and the Degnan residence mark the site of that former 
commercial center. 

Depression years brought steep declines in 
visitation,· but construction of roads, trails, and buildings con
tinued under the aegis of the CCC and the WPA. A 7, 700-acre tract 
of sugar pine was added to. the park's western boundary through a 
gift of the John D. Rockefeller Foundation, and government funds 
added the 14-square-mile Wawona Basin in 1932. This latter addition 
included 3,084.59 acres of Washburn property, bringing the historic 
Wawona Hotel buildings under National Park Service ownership. 

b. Architectural Data 
The 11 rustic 11 style in American architecture 

developed after 1900 and continued through 1940. It was most 
widely used in the great western parks and wilderness areas. The 
National Park Service, with its overriding~ concern of designing 
nonintrusive structures that would not diminish the natural values 
for which the parks were established, played an important role in 
nurturing and promoting the rustic style. 

The rustic style was an American phenomenon, 
unique because most American architectural styles were based on 
European precedents. Since the style was developed in the western 
national parks--Yosemite, Yellowstone, and Grand Canyon--it could 
also be called the National Park style. 

For the first time in American architecture, a 
building was not a statement against nature, but an accessory to 
nature. The rustic style possessed a rugged handcrafted charac
ter, and recalled primitive, vernacular construction. Early pioneer 
building techniques were revived because it was felt that a struc
ture employing native materials in a natural or rough condition 
blended best with the natural environment. 

The rustic style in Yosemite is characterized by 
the use of large logs as structural members and granite boulders in 
masonry. Among the many buildings exemplary of the style are the 
Ahwahnee Hotel, Parsons Lodge, the government administrative 
buildings in the new village, and many of the CCC buildings such 

as the Ostrander ski hut, the Tioga Pass entrance station, and the 
Tuolumne Meadows contact station. 

c. Historical Resources Inventory 
Many of Yosemite's historic structures are 

extant, some of them still being used in their historic functions, 
and some relocated to the Pioneer History Center at Wawona where 
they have been restored and are now being interpreted. Still 
others have been abandoned. 

The National Register of Historic Places and all 
appendixes as printed in the Federal Register have been consulted, 
and the properties listed in Table 11-28 as 11 Nominated to the 
National Register. 11 Additional properties as listed in the 11 List of 
Classified Structures, 11 properties for which nomination forms have 
been submitted, and properties for which nomination forms are 
needed or are being prepared are also included in the table. 

In compliance with Executive Order 11593, an 
inventory and evaluation of cultural resources in Yosemite National 
Park was conducted from 1974-1977. The historical and architec
tural inventory was completed by National Park Service historians 
and historic architects, and the archeological inventory was com
pleted by Dr. Lou Napton, California State College, Stanislaus. In 
consultation with the California State Historic Preservation Office, 
properties determined to meet National Register criteria have been, 
or shall be, nominated to the National Register of Historic Places. 
The results of these studies are on file with-the Cultural Resources 
Management Division, Western Regional Office, National Park 
Service. 



Yosemite Valley 

Yosemite Village Historic District x x x R 
Power House x x L 
Diversion Dam and Penstock x x L 
Yosemite Valley Chapel x x R 
Leonard Cabin x L 
Le Conte Memorial Lodge x x R 
Degnan Residence & Bakery x x L 
Ahwahnee Hotel (Concession) N/A x N 
Lamon Orchard Historic Site N/A x R 
Bridalveil Meadow Historic Site N/A x R 
Camp Curry Historic Site N/A x L 
Mother Curry's Bungalow (Concession) N/A x L 
Foster Curry Cabin (Concession) N/A x L 
Yosemite Valley Bridges (8) x x L 
Yosemite Valley Archeological District N/A x x R 

Tuolumne Meadows 

CCC Visitor Center x x L 
CCC Mess Hall and dormitories x x L 
Comfort Stations, CCC (3) x x L 
Tioga Pass Entrance Station x x L 
Parsons Lodge x x R 
Soda Springs Enclosure x x L 
Tuolumne Meadows Archeological District N/A x R 
McCauley Cabin · x x L 

Wawona 

Army Cabin Pioneer History Center (PHC) x x L 
Washburn Barn (PHC) x x L 

Table 11-28. Status of Cultural Resources, Properties in 
Yosemite National Park, June 1977 

(rev. 4/78) 

Chilnualna Falls Cabin (PHC) x x L 
Crane Flat Ranger Cabin (PHC) x x L 
Hodgdon Homestead Cabin (PHC) x x L 
Wawona Covered Bridge (PHC) x x R 
Jail (PHC) x x L 
Yosemite Transportation Co. (PHC) x x L 
Arboretum Wall x R 
Chris Jorgenson Studio (PHC) x x L 
Anderson Cabin (PHC) x x L 
Blacksmith Shop (PHC) x x L 
Wawona Hotel and Pavilion x x N/R 
Wawona Archeological District N/A x R 
Mariposa Grove Museum x x R 
Galen Clark Homestead Historic Site N/A x L 
Cuneo Cabin x x L 
Army Tack Room x x L 

El Portal 

Bagby Station, etc. x x L 
HHRR Engine No. 6 x x L 
HHRR Track Bus No. 19 x x L 
YVRR Caboose No. 15 x x L 
El Portal Archeological District N/A x R 
YVRR Turntable Site x x L 

Park General 

Glacier Point Trailside Museum x x L 
Henness Ridge Fire Lookout x x L 

McGurk Cabin x L 
Hetch Hetchy Railroad Grade N/A L 
Dana Fork Cabin x L 
Gin Flat Cabin x L 
Golden Crown Mine x x L 
Great Sierra Mine x x L 
Great Sierra Wagon Road N/A x L 
Mono Pass Prospector's Cabin x x L 
Buck Camp Ranger Cabin x x L 
Wawona Tunnel x x 
Foresta/Big Meadow Archeological District N/A x l. 
Old Coulterville Road and Trail N/A x L 
McCauley Barn/Meyer Barns x x L 
Yosemite Lumber Co. RR Grades & Camps N/A x 
CCC Comfort Station (Hetch Hetchy) x x L 
Merced Grove Ranger Station x L 

N/ A indicates not applicable 
L indicates local significance. 
R indicates regional significance. 
N indicates national significance. 
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E. Socioeconomic Environment 
I. Regional Socioeconomic Characteristics 

a. Introduction 
The socioeconomic region under analysis 

includes the five counties that lie in or near Yosemite National 
Park: Madera, Mariposa, Mer.ced, Mono, and Tuolumne Counties. 
These counties are located in the eastern part of central California, 
within a half-day's drive of both San Francisco and Los Angeles. 
The region extends from the San Joaquin Valley on the west 
through the Sierra Nevada mountain range, to the desert on the 
east. The southern tip of the park is in Madera County, the west 
central portion in Mariposa County, and the remainder in Tuolumne 
County. Mono County is contiguous with the eastern boundary of 
the park, and Merced County is located west of Mariposa County. 

The largest city in the region is Merced (1970 
population 22,670), 80 miles west of the park in Merced County. 
Closer to the park and along the access routes to the park are the 
towns of Sonora, Groveland, Lee Vining, Oakhurst, Fish Camp, El 
Portal, and Mariposa. Automobiles may enter the park at four 
places: Tioga Pass on the east (California 120), Big Oak Flat 
(California 120), and Arch Rock (California 140) on the west, and 
the South Entrance (California 41). 

Of the more than 10,000 square miles in the 
region, slightly over half (51. 7%) is owned by the federal govern
ment. This land is managed by the U. 5. Forest Service, the 
National Park Service, and the Bureau of Land Management. The 
state of California owns I. 6 percent of the regional lands, and the 
remaining 46. 7 percent is privately owned. The vast majority of 
the privately owned land is used for agriculture, although the 
amount of land put to that use has declined slightly since 1964. 

b. Population Characteristics 
The region is sparsely settled, with densities 

well below the state density of 136 persons per square mile. 
Although Merced County approximates the national density of 
59 persons per square mile, the four other counties fall far below 
even that density. Of the five counties in the region, Merced is 
the most populous with 57 percent of the regional population, 
followed by Madera with 22 percent, Tuolumne with 13 percent, and 
Mariposa and Mono with 4 percent each. 

However, the region is growing faster than the 
state and national averages. During the period 1960-1970, while 
California's population increased 26.2 percent, the population of the 
five counties averaged a 31. 28 percent increase. The most dramatic 
changes were in Tuolumne County, which had a 54.4 percent 
population increase, and in Mono County, where the increase was 
64.0 percent. Comparatively, during the same period the United 

112 

States experienced a 13. 0 percent population increase. Merced and 
Madera Counties were the only areas to show a negative net migra
tion; however, the natural increase in population was sufficient to 
register a positive population change over the decade. Population 
growth in the region over the next 25 years is again expected to be 
higher than the growth in California as a whole. Tuolumne and 
Mariposa Counties especially are expected to grow significantly (see 
Table 11-29). 

Yosemite National Park is located in a rural 
region. Almost 75 percent of the people in the United States live 
in urban places (towns with at least 2,500 people), and 91 percent 
of Californians live in urban places. The region, in contrast, has 
a far lower percentage of residents living in towns and cities. 
Merced and Madera Counties are the most urban, with approximately 
50 percent of their residents living in urban places. Tuolumne 
County, however, has only 14 percent of its population living in 
towns, and neither Mariposa County nor Mono County has any 
urban places in which to live. 

c. Social Characteristics 
Madera and Merced Counties, the two most 

urban counties, have similar social profiles. The median age is low 
in Merced County, with the percentages of people younger than 5 
slightly overrepresented and people older than 64 under
represented. In Madera County the reverse is true; the median 
age is high, with those older than 64 overrepresented. Education 
levels are very low in Madera County and somewhat lower than state 
and national averages in Merced County. 

In both counties nearly 25 percent of the resi
dents are persons of Spanish heritage, which is much higher than 
the percentage in California. The proportion of residents who are 
recipients of aid to families with dependent children (ADC) and 
old-age assistance is high in both counties. The percentage of 
owner-occupied housing in Merced County is typical for the state, 
and in Madera County it is high for the state, but the value of that 
housing is low in both counties. Although incomes in these 
counties are lower than in the state or the nation as a whole, they 
approximate the state rural nonfarm and rural farm median incomes. 
Unemployment rates for both 1970 and 1974 were higher than the 
state and national rates. The number of people employed in white
collar positions was lower than average. In both counties there are 
more farmers and farm laborers than in the state and the nation as 
a whole. 

Social profiles for Mariposa, Mono, and 
Tuolumne Counties are similar. In all three the median age is much 
higher than the state or national rates, with large proportions of 

Maripos~ and Tuolumne residents over 65. Few persons of Spanish 
heritage are found in the three counties. The current Mariposa 
County Indian population is about 450, or 6 percent of its total 
population. The proportion of residents who are recipients of ADC 
is low for all three counties, but the proportion of residents who 
receive old-age assistance is high. The proportion of residents who 
own their own homes is slightly higher than the state average, but 
the value of that housing is low, except in Mono County, where it 
is· higher than the California average. In Mariposa County the 
income levels are low, while in Mono and Tuolumne Counties levels 
are only slightly lower than the state and national rates. The 
occupation of service workers is overrepresented in all the 
counties. 

d. Economic Activity 
An input-output table (Lofting, 1976) was 

developed for an analysis of the regional economy. It indicates 
relatively heavy dependence on agricultural and tourism related 
industries in the five counties of concern. In terms of gross 
output the most important sectors were livestock products ($305. 4 
million), dairy farm products ($147. 7 million), and retail trade 
($123.5 million). For comparison, the· gross output of all construc
tion sectors combined was $73. 7 million. The gross regional 
product was $844 million and there are 116 economic sectors in the 
regional economy. 

Since most of the economic activity directly 
generated by Yosemite National Park occurs in Mariposa County, it 
is important to examine separately the economic characteristics of 
that county. Mariposa County had a gross county product of 
$71. 5 million. There are only 29 sectors detailed in the county 
economy. An examination of the most important sectors, again in 
terms of gross output, indicates an economy h~avily based on a 
single resource industry, livestock production. The three dominant 
sectors are livestock and livestock products ($219. 6 million), 
utiliti.es ($614 million), and dairy farm products ($5.8 million). The 
combined output of all construction and maintenance sectors was 
$1. 6 million. 

e. Local Government Finances 
Although taxes supply the majority of local 

revenues in the Yosemite region, there is generally a heavy 
dependence ( 47. 7%) on governmental agencies for additional 
revenues (see Table 11-31). 



Table 11-29. Regional Population Characteristics 

Merced Madera Tuolumne Mariposa Mono 
County County County County County California 

Population (1975) 115,000 45,400 27,400 7,900 7,600 21,206,000 

Percentage of 
Region 57 22 13 4 4 

Population Density 
(1975) 58.9 21.1 12.2 5.4 2.5 135.6 

Percentage 
Population Change 
Expected From: 

1970-1980 19. 7 19.2 43.8 52.5 38.0 13.2 

1980-1990 19.9 17.7 22.7 29.0 42.0 15.2 

1990-2000 14.3 13.7 10.6 18.3 ? 12.2 

Sources: "Description of the Yosemite National Park Socio-Economic Region," by E. M. 
Lofting, and USFS, San Joaguin Planning Area Guide. 

Table 11-31. Summary of County Revenues (1974) 
(in percent) 

Revenue Merced Madera Tuolumne Mariposa 
Source County County County County 

Taxes 
Property 28.0 26.5 32.2 21.5 
Other 3.5 5.5 5.6 23.3 

Other 
Government 
Agencies 47.4 57.6 40.8 45.8 

Other a 21.1 10.4 21.4 9.4 

Total 
Percentages 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

Total 
Dollars $39,791,000 $15,717,000 $8,856,000 $2,581,000 

alncluded in this category are licenses, permit's, fines, income from use 
of money and property, and current services. 

Mono 
County 

39.5 
14.1 

30.6 

15.8 

100.0 

$4,461,000 

Source: "Description of the Yosemite National Park Socio-Economic Region," 
by E.M. Lofting. 

United 
States 

203,304,000 

56 

Table 11-32. Per Capita Taxes and Expenditures 

Merced Madera Tuolumne Mariposa Mono United 
County County County County County California States 

Per Capita Property 
Tax $207 $200 $192 $164 $415 $203 $129 

Per Capita 
Expenditures $481 $483 $366 $409 $777 $368 $235 

For Education $175 $174 $139 $143 $388 $156 $113 

For Health and 
Hospitals $31 $32 $37 $51 $64 $22 $13 

For Public 
Welfare $60 $124 $79 $61 $28 $49 $16 

Source: General Social and Economic 
Bureau of the Census. 

Characteristics, 1972, U.S. Department of Commerce, 

Table 11-33. Social Services 

Merced Madera Tuolumne Mariposa Mono 
County County County County County 

Hospital Beds 382 101 178 34 25 

Nursing Home Beds 414 253 36 23 0 

Day Treatment 
Clinic Beds 30 so 0 0 0 

Public Schools 
Elementary 47 25 13 7 5 
Junior High 1 0 0 0 0 
High Schools 9 2 2 1 2 
Continuation 

High Schools 2 2 0 0 0 

Private Schools 6 7 3 2 0 

Higher Education Yes Yes Yes Yes No 

Source: "Description of the Yosemite National Park Socio-Economic 
Region," by E.M. Lofting. 
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Table 11-30. Regional Social Characteristics 

Merced Madera Tuolumne Mariposa Mono United Merced Madera Tuolumne Mariposa Mono United 
County County County County County California States County County County County County California States 

Median Age 24.3 29.1 34.2 37.6 30.5 28.4 28.3 Percent Families 
with Income 

Percent with Age Greater Than 
Under 5 9.2% 8.3% 6.5% 5.8% 7.3% 8.2% 8.4% $15,000 14.1% 13.0% 17.4% 11.0% 18.3% 26.7% 20.6% 

Percent with Age Percent Families 
Over 64 7.4% 10.9% 12.4% 16.3% 6.5% 9.1% 9.9% Below Low- Income 

Level 14.0% 15.9% 9.4% 
Median Number 

11.5% 10.8% 8.4% 10.7% 

School Years 1970 Unemployment 
Completed 12.0 10.7 12.2 12.2 12.5 12.4 12.1 Rate 8.3% 8.8% 9.1% 7.4% 5.7% 6.3% 4.4% 

Percent with at 1974 Unemployment 
Least 4 Years Rate 9.2% 9.0% 15. 7% 9.4% 9.3% 7.3% 5.6% 
College 8.3% 7.0% 8.0% 10.0% 10.5% 13.4% 10.7% 

Percent Persons of 
Occupations 

Spanish Heritage 22.9% 24.0% 7.0% ----a a 15.5% a 
Professional/ 

Percent Receiving 
Managerial 19% 18% 24% 23% 32% 26% 23% 

Aid to Dependent Sales and 
Children 10.7% 10.5% 3.6% 4.4% 3.6% 7.7% 5.1% Clerical Workers 21% 20% 22% 18% 18% 28% 25% 

Percent Receiving 
Old Age 

Craftsmen 11% 12% 15% 12% 15% 13% 14% 

Assistance 2.2% 4.0% 2.4% 2.7% 1.1% 1.6% 9~ • 0 Operatives 12% 12% 11% 10% 6% 13% 18% 

Percent Owner- Laborers 4% 4% 8% 7% 5% 4% 4% 
Occupied Housing 55.3% 61.8% 65.8% 59.2% 59.8% 55.0% 62.9% 

Farmers and Farm 
Median Value of Laborers 18% 20% 2% 5% 5% 3% 3% 

Owner-Occupied 
Single-Family Service and 
Housing $14,652 $13,385 $18,979 $14,956 $25,377 $23,107 $17,130 Private Household 

Workers 14% 14% 17% 
Median Family 

24% 20% 12% 13% 

Income $7,839 $7,477 $9,128 $7,752 $10,340 $10,729 $9,586 
Rural Nonfarm 8,958 aNumbers less than 400 not reported. 
Rural Farm 9,238 

Source: Cit}'. and Count}'. Data Book, 1972, U.S. Department of Commerce. 
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Property tax constitutes approximately 80 
percent of all taxes collected for the region as a whole, but in 
Mariposa County it constitutes almost half of the taxes collected. 
This shows the importance of sales tax for Mariposa County. Per 
capita property tax in the region is similar to the average paid in 
California, except in Mono County where it is double the California 
average. In contrast to the low incomes in the region, the per 
capita expenditure for education, public welfare, and health and 
hospitals is high relative to both the state and the nation. 

2. Recreational Opportunities in the Yosemite Area 
Recreational opportunities in the Yosemite region 

derive, as tnight be expected, from the physical environment and 
the climate. The region is, in general, characterized by a high, 
densely forested mountain range which affords a cool and often 
sunny climate especially conducive to outdoor activities of a 
vigorous nature. The same range has a heavy annual rate of 
precipitation and is drained by a series of nearly parallel rivers 
running to the central California valley at the west. The valley 
itself is of considerably lower elevation and is somewhat arid. 

The river drainages from the high eastern slopes 
have abundant water and have been variously dammed and 
impounded to provide irrigation and domestic water for the agrarian 
activities and the communities in the valley. This water impound
ment at lower levels has been responsible for the development of a 
considerable amount of water-based recreation. The basically 
agricultural character of the central California valley has resulted 
in a proportionately low population density, which is reflected in 
the proportionately lighter emphasis on recreational activities of an 
urban character. 

Camping could be characterized as being the most 
abundantly available recreational activity in the Yosemite region. 
The national forests surrounding the park have many developed 
camping areas. Many of the water impoundments, of whatever 
purpose, have been developed to provide camping opportunities in 
connection with water recreational activities. 

Picnicking is also well provided for by the develop
ments in the Yosemite region. Picnicking goes hand in hand with 
camping, of course, but numerous picnic grounds have been 
developed independent of camping facilities. Almost all communities 
have picnic facilities, and picnic areas have been provided in all 
the national forests separate from, and in addition to, the picnic 
sites that are associated with campgrounds. 

The Yosemite region is well-known as a hiking area, 
and the mountains in the vicinity have a well-developed network of 
trails. The Pacific Crest and John Muir Trails traverse the park 

and neighboring national forest lands, providing a long-distance 
hiking experience from northern to southern California. 

Auto touring is a popular recreational activity. The 
state of California has identified scenic highways that surround and 
traverse the park. To date these have not been developed with 
any special facilities, but they are used by the traveling public as 
scenic recreational experiences as wel I as for access. 

Bicycle touring is available as a recreational activity 
in all of the national forests surrounding the park, but it has not 
received a high level of development attention, and special bike 
trails are scarce. The demand for bicycle recreation appears to be 
increasing. Horseback touring has a similar level of public demand. 
Horse trails are perhaps better developed than bicycle trails and 
are more extensive throughout the mountain areas of the region. 

Interest in off-road vehicle (ORV) activities is 
increasing in the area. To date facilities for meeting this demand 
are limited, but they are provided in two of the adjacent national 
forests, Sierra and Toiyabe, and at one water recreation site, Bass 
Lake. 

Specialized recreational activities such as hang
gliding and rock climbing are in great demand within the park, 
where the resource lends itself to their pursuit. Rock climbing and 
hang-gliding are also available in Stanislaus, Sierra, and Inyo 
National Forests, where the resources are appropriate. 

As has been mentioned earlier, water-based 
recreational activities are abundant in the region, because there are 
large quantities of water and many lakes formed by impoundment of 
streams for irrigation, power, and domestic water supplies. Swim
ming is available at almost every major water impoundment, and in 
many streams as well. Boating activities are also readily available 
at most water impoundments, with powerboating having greater 
popularity and environmental feasibility than sailboating. Water
skiing is prevalent and popular on any lake or impoundment of 
sufficient size and suitable character. 

Fishing and hunting are popular and opportunities 
are abundant in the forested mountain region surrounding the park. 
Fishing especially is widespread and extremely popular in the many 
streams running through the mountains. Hunting is permitted in all 
of the surrounding national forests. Other collecting or 
11 harvesting 11 activities for educational and study purposes are 
permitted in all of the surrounding national forest lands, but 
harvesting recreation of this kind is less popular than hunting and 
fishing. 

Structured sports activities, such as golf, tennis, 
baseball, etc., requiring developed land areas for their pursuit, 
are not readily available in the mountain sections of the region; 
rather, they exist primarily in the settled communities or near 
water impoundments at lower elevations. The same observation is 
true of playgrounds and recreational centers. 

Winter recreational activities are present in the 
region, although not in volume. Activities that appear to have the 
greatest representation are downhill skiing and snow play (saucering, 
tobogganing, sledding). The region has several well-developed 
downhill ski areas, and all the national forests have designated 
snow play areas. Cross-country skiing is increasingly popular and 
trails are provided in all the national forest areas. Ice-skating 
facilities are nearly nonexistent. The U.S. Forest Service indicates 
that snowmobiling is allowed in the Sierra, Inyo, Stanislaus and 
Toiyabe National Forests, where there are more than I million acres 
(both on and off roads) available for that activity. The majority of 
Forest Service land is between 5,000 and 8,000 feet, although a 
significant portion, principally in Toiyabe National Forest, is above 
7,500 feet. 

Cultural recreational activities follow the general 
sorting pattern imposed by the land; fewer are in the mountains 
and more are readily available near urban centers in the valley. 
Exceptions to this are historic sites, districts, or houses and 
museums and libraries. Both of those kinds of facilities are 
scattered throughout the region. Museums of all sorts are only 
meagerly represented, with a preponderance of historical museums, 
fewer nature centers, zoos, or natural history museums, and a still 
smaller number of art museums. Recreational opportunities related 
to music, dance, and serious drama are relatively scarce throughout 
the region. There are a fair number of interpretive experiences 
developed for profit, such as historic railroad rides and scenic 
tours. 

Other miscellaneous recreational activities such as 
festivals, fairs, and community based events appear to be centered 
primarily in the cities and small towns of the region. Fairs are 
popular, particularly in the agriculturally oriented valley com
munities, and every city of any size has its annual rodeo, square 
dance festival, Christmas celebration, or other community folk 
event. 

3. Visitor Characteristics 
a. Visitation 

Visitation to Yosemite during the 1970s ranged 
from a low of 2.26 million visits in 1972 to a high of 2. 75 million 
visits in 1976. In 1977 the number of visits was 2.53 million. 
Although there have been three years within the last 10 years that 
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visitation decreased from the previous year, the general trend has 
been a small increase in visitation each year. 

A linear trend analysis using visitation figures 
from 1956 through 1977 estimates that visitation will continue to 
increase, and that by 1981 more than 3.25 million visitors will come 
to Yosemite annually, unless restrictions are placed on visitors to 
the park. 

Visitation to Yosemite is definitely seasonal. 
More than 80 percent of the visitors come between May and 
September ( 42% of the year). Not surprisingly, the three major 
summer holidays, Memorial Day, Independence Day, and Labor Day, 
are the days of heaviest visitation. 

For both entrance to and exit from the park, 
summer visitors use each of the three entrances located on the west 
side of the park more than the Tioga Pass entrance on the east 
side.1 The Big Oak Flat entrance is used slightly more than the 
other two western entrances. This fact probably is associated with 
the large number of northern Californians who visit the park. 

As expected, by far the majority of visitors 
come to the park in automobiles, but almost 20 percent travel in 
some sort of recreational vehicle. Of the total number of visitor 
vehicles during the summer, approximately 10 percent are camper
trucks, 5 percent are cars pulling trailers, and 3 percent are motor 
homes. 

b. Demographic Characteristics 
The age distribution of Yosemite visitors is 

moderately dispersed. The largest age group is 25-34 years, the 
average visitor age being 31. Seventeen percent of the visitors are 
under 15 years of age, but only 6 percent are older than 64. 

Yosemite visitors are well educated. Over 
70 percent of the respondents to our survey have had some college 
education and of those, more than one-third had done some post
graduate work. Incomes are above the national average. 
Approximately 60 percent of the respondents had f~mily incomes 
over $15,000, and only 18 percent had incomes below $10,000. 

The average summer visitor group size was 
2. 9 people, with 2 people the typical size (39%). Approximately 
10 percent of the visitors came alone to the park and 30 percent 
were in parties of three or four people. The majority of visitors 
came with their families or relatives (70%), but 17 percent were with 

11975 Visitor Survey, National Park Service. 
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friends.
2 

Almost 5 percent of the summer visitors arrived with tour 
groups. 

Yosemite visitors are principally California 
residents (76%). Of these California visitors, 29 percent are from 
southern California, 12 percent are from central California, and 
34 percent are from northern California. Given the distribution of 
people within California, these figures indicate that northern 
Californians are overrepresented. The largest group of out-of-state 
visitors comes from the Northeast (8%). The remainder of out-of
state visitors fairly evenly represent the rest of the states. 
Foreigners account for approximately 2 percent of the summer 
visitors. 

Yosemite draws a high percentage of repeat 
visitors. Only one-third of the visitors were in the park for the 
first time, another 30 percent have been there one to three times 
before, and 37 percent have visited four or more times. Half of all 
the visitors contacted who had visited Yosemite before had been in 
the park at least once during the previous year. 

For the great majority of visitors contacted 
(92%), pleasure was the main purpose of their trip to Yosemite. 
Even in the off season (October) the majority still came for 
pleasure, but those who came to the park for business or for a 
combination of business and pleasure increased from 5 percent in 
the summer to 10. 5 percent in the off season. 

In general, one-third of the visitors are in 
Yosemite only for a day. Of those who stay overnight during the 
summer, two-thirds camp and one-third stay in concessioner
provided accommodations. As expected, a higher percentage of 
overnight visitors stay in accommodations during the fall. 
Approximately 22 percent of the summer visitors who come to the 
park want to stay in accommodations or campgrounds that are 
already fully occupied. Figures for winter use are not available. 
The most popular places to stay overnight are Yosemite Lodge 
rooms, the Ahwahnee, car access campgrounds, and wooden cabins. 

In spite of the fact that one-third of the 
visitors do not stay overnight in the park, the average length of a 
visit to Yosemite is 3\ days. Summer visitors stay longer than fall 
visitors. Of the visitors who stay longer than a day, 20 percent 
spend 1 night in the park, 55 percent stay 2 to 4 nights, and 
25 percent spend 5 or more nights. 

2This number may be somewhat high because of a probable over
representation of bus riders in the survey. 

While in the park, the average party spent just 
under $30 a day for food, lodging, and all other expenditures. 

c. Visitor Patterns 
It appears that people come to the park 

primarily to enjoy the environment rather than to pursue particular 
activities. In response to a query of why people came to visit the 
park, hiking was most frequently mentioned (40%), followed by 
viewing scenery and landscape (26%), seeing the high country and 
mountains (19%), and viewing waterfalls (16%). In a similar question 
concerning the activities visitors actually participated in, it was 
found that 61 percent viewed geological features, 58 percent 
watched wild animals., 46 percent attempted to get away from 
others, 51 percent went on scenic drives, 49 percent went day 
hiking, 48 percent took photographs, 44 percent went on shuttle 
rides, and 35 percent picnicked. A greater percentage of people 
went shopping in the park (34%) than visited museums (30%). 

Yosemite Valley was the most frequently visited 
area in the park (76%). In addition, 41 percent visited Tioga Pass 
and 38 percent went to Glacier Point. The most frequently used 
services were the grocery stores (61%), gas and oil sales (54%), gift 
shops ( 46%), and public transportation ( 42%). 

In response to a question of what the visitors 
wanted to do but couldn't, hiking, camping, horseback riding, and 
backpacking were mentioned most frequently. Lack of time was 
most often given as the reason for not being able to do something. 
Visitors were also asked what places and activities they particularly 
liked and disliked. The frequently mentioned best-liked places 
were Glacier Point, the backcountry, Yosemite Valley, Tuolumne 
Meadows, and Mariposa Grove. Hiking, sightseeing, and back
packing were favorite activities. The commonly listed least-Ii ked 
places and activities included Yosemite Valley, Yosemite Village, 
camping, shuttle bus rides, and Curry Village, with "too crowded" 
being the most frequent cause for negative comment. Other than a 
few complaints about noise in the campgrounds at night, there were 
no complaints that reflected conflict between various types of 
people. 

So that researchers could more fully understand 
what types of visitors use the park, visitors were separated into 
five user groups: day users, backcountry users (people who 
stayed overnight in the backcountry and at High Sierra camps), 
campers (people who stayed in any type of campground), primitive 
accommodation users (people who stayed in a tent cabin, house
keeping camp, or a wooden cabin), and developed accommodation 
users (people who stayed in the lodge or the Ahwahnee). These 
groups will be compared here to the previous information presented 



on all visitors. Only in instances where a user group differs from 
typical visitors wil I information be presented. 

Day users, 34 percent of all users, are more 
likely to live within 150 miles of the park than any other user 
group. They are slightly more likely to come with family or 
relatives and less likely to come with tour groups. They come more 
frequently by car and less frequently by bus. They travel in 
larger groups than is typical, with a high percentage of the parties 
containing four or more persons. Day users visit the same places 
as others, but in smaller proportions because their stays are 
shorter. Taking scenic drives, seeing geological features, seeing 
wild animals, and seeing the giant sequoias are the most frequent 
activities. Day visitors use the same services as others but, again, 
in smaller proportions than is typical. 

Backcountry users (3. 5 percent of all users) 
were more likely to be from northern California than were visitors 
in generai. They tended to come from within a 350-mile radius of 
the park. They spent more time in the park than any other group 
and were much less likely to be on their first visit. 

Backpackers are more likely to come alone or 
with friends than is the typical visitor, and less likely to come with 
family and relatives. The typical backpacking group is two people, 
which is smaller than the norm. In addition to seeing the back
country, nearly 70 percent of the backpackers also visited Yosemite 
Valley. Getting away from people, seeing wild animals, and seeing 
geological features were frequently mentioned activities in addition 
to hiking and backpacking. Grocery stores, gas and oil service, 
restaurant meals, and public transportation were the most 
frequently mentioned services used. 

California visitors are overrepresented in the 
camper user group, but mid-California visitors are slightly under
represented. Campers spend more time in the park than the 
aver(\lge--the typical visit is 3 to 4 nights long. The camper is 
more likely to be a frequent returnee than the other visitors. 

Campers are more likely to come with friends 
and slightly less likely to come with family and relatives. A larger 
percentage came in recreational vehicles than did visitors on the 
average. Average party size was the largest of all groups, 
although the typical party still contained two people. The camper 
visited the typical sites in high proportions. Seeing wild animals 
and geological features, day hiking, getting away from others, and 
scenic drives were activities frequently participated in. Campers 
use the most demanded services in large proportions, probably 
because of their longer stays. 

Primitive accommodation users are one of the 
larger groups, comprising 20 percent of all visitors. Visitors from 
northern California are overrepresented and those from central 
California are underrepresented. A large proportion of these 
visitors come from between 250 and 1,200 miles away. These users 
spend slightly less time in the park than the average visitor, with 
the typical visit being I or 2 nights long. This visitor is slightly 
more likely than others to be a first-time user. 

Primitive accommodation user groups are more 
consist of relatives and less likely to consist of friends. Compared 
with other visitor groups, a high percentage of these visitors came 
by bus and a low percentage by recreational vehicle, but most 
visito~s came by car. This user visited the typical sites. In 
addition, a higt'i percentage went to Mariposa Grove. The scenic 
shuttle ride, seeing wild animals and geological features, day 
hiking, seeing films about the park, seeing the giant sequoias, and 
photography were activities frequently engaged in. These visitors 
used the typical services in large proportions. 

Developed accommodation users account for 
12 percent of all visitors. During the summer, a very low 
percentage (29) of these users were Californians and a very high 
percentage (48) were from the New York-Pennsylvania-Delaware and 
New England areas. These visitors spent less than the average 
time in the park with the majority staying 2 nights, and almost 
twice as many of these visitors (62%) were on their first trip to 
Yosemite. More than a quarter of them traveled in parties of one 
person each, while over one-half traveled in parties of two. Thus, 
the average group size was much lower than expected. High pro
portions of the developed accommodation users visited Yosemite 
Valley, Glacier Point, Mariposa Grove, and Wawona. Activities 
participated in by the majority included seeing the giant sequoias, 
taking photographs, and seeing geological features. More than 
'40 percent said they also did the following: went on commercial 
scenic bus tours, got together with others, saw films about the 
park, saw wild animals and historic buildings, and went shopping. 
Restaurants, gift shops, and public transportation were used by a 
very high percentage of these visitors. 

Large percentages of visitors to the park feel 
that motorcycling (68%), snowmobiling ( 49%), golf ( 42%), tennis 
(33%), hang-gliding (33%), and swimming in a pool (22%) should be 
excluded from the park. At least 10 percent of the visitors favor 
the exclusion of scenic bus tours, scenic drives, performances of 
musicals and plays, poetry reading, dancing, and shopping. 
Larger percentages of backcountry users favored the exclusion of 
the above than expected, while smaller percentages of developed 
accommodation users did so. 

More than 70 percent of the visitors feel that 
grocery stores, gas and oil, bike rental, and public transportation 
should be available in the park. At least half favor the availability 
of short-order food, restaurant meals, stables, medical and dental 
services, churches, laundry services, a mountain climbing training 
school, gift shops, and sporting equipment sales. Less than 35 
percent think entertainment places, alcoholic beverages, car rental 
services, or a beauty and barber shop are necessary. Variation 
between user groups is not great. 

Walk-in and car access tent campgrounds were 
considered appropriate in the park by at least 70 percent of the 
visitors. The two kinds of campgrounds and lodge rooms with bath 
were thought appropriate in the Valley by only 50 percent. 
Accommodations without private baths (except campgrounds) were 
consistently less popular than the same accommodation with bath. 
Not unexpectedly, people's ratings of appropriate accommodations 
reflect the type of place in which they stayed. For example, 
campers approved more of campgrounds, and accommodations users 
approved more of accommodations. 

4. Park Community 
Park Service and concession employees are housed in 

a variety of locations throughout the park; however, most 
employees live either in Yosemite Valley or El Portal. The housing 
provided for most permanent employees is generally adequate, but 
seasonal employees generally live in inadequate quarters--tent 
cabins or dormitories that are often crowded and have no heat 
and/or means of preparing food. 

Most employees live close to their work sites, but a 
significant number of employees who live in El Portat must commute 
16 miles, or 40 minutes, to their jobs in the Valley. 

Because of the distance between the various 
residential locations and the lack of social interaction between 
communities, each area has its own identity. Services available at 
each of the residential areas vary from a wide selection in Yosemite 
Valley (food, clothing, banking, etc.) to slightly less variety in 
El Portal, to very limited groceries in Wawona, Crane Flat, and 
Tuolumne, to no services in Hodgdon Meadow and Foresta. 

Table 11-34 shows the number of employees and the 
approximate number of people who live in each of the employee 
residence areas. 
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NPS YP&CC Other 
Location Employees Population Emp. Pop. Emp. 

Yosemite 
Valleyb 

87 252 626 1,815 54 ~~:kc 142 313 1,240 2,490 64 

El Portal 
Low 50 145 38 110 48 
Peak 84 182 50 123 61 

Cascades 
low 5 15 0 0 0 
Peak 5 15 0 0 0 

Arch Rock 
Low 1 3 0 0 0 
Peak 2 4 0 0 0 

Chinquapin 
Low 1 3 0 0 0 
Peak 1 3 0 0 0 

Badger Pass 
Low 0 0 0 0 0 
Peak 1 1 6 7 0 

Glacier 
Point 

Low 0 0 0 0 0 
Peak 3 3 0 0 0 

Wawona 
Low 17 49 1 3 0 
Peak 32 66 74 83 0 

South 
Entrance 

Low 1 3 0 0 0 
Peak 2 4 0 0 0 

Foresta 
Low 5 15 2 6 3 
Peak 7 17 5 9 3 

Crane Flat 
low 2 6 0 0 0 
Peak 3 7 0 0 0 

Hodgdon 
Meadow 

Low 7 20 0 0 0 
Peak 26 41 0 0 0 

Mather 
low 0 0 0 0 0 
Peak 10 11 0 0 0 
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Table 11-34. Employees and Estimated Populationsa 

Pop. 

157 
168 

139 
153 

0 
0 

0 
0 

0 
0 

0 
0 

0 
0 

0 
0 

0 
0 

9 
9 

0 
0 

0 
0 

0 
0 

of All Employee Residential Areas 

Total 
Population 

2,224 
2,971 

394 
458 

15 
15 

3 
4 

3 
3 

0 
8 

0 
3 

52 
149 

3 
4 

30 
35 

6 
7 

20 
41 

0 
11 

NPS YP&CC Other Total 
Location Employees Population ~ ~ ~ ~ Population 

Tuolumne 
Meadows 

low 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Peak 46 51 70 77 0 0 128 

Tioga Pass 
low 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Peak 2 2 0 0 0 0 2 

White Wolf 
Low 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Peak 10 11 12 13 0 0 24 

aThe populations are based on a multiplier of I. I for seasonal employees 
and 2. 9 for permanent employees. 

b" Low" indicates the number of employees during the off season. 

c"Peak" indicates the number of employees during the peak season. 

5. Concession Operations 
There are seven concessioners operating in Yosemite 

National Park. Their names and the services they provide are 
Ii sted below: 

Ansel Adams Gallery 

Yosemite Medical Group 

Dr. Charles A. Woessner, 
DDS 

Yosemite Park & Curry Co. 

In El Portal, Yosemite 
Administrative Area: 

El Portal Motor Service 

El Portal Market 

El Portal Motor Inn 

Photographic training and supplies 
and art objects 

Emergency medical care 

Dentistry 

Food, lodging, gift salesJ and 
transportation services 

Gas, oi I, and repairs 

Grocery store 

Food and lodging 

· The concessioners operating within the park receive 
almost 93 percent of the money visitors spend in the park. Of this 
money Yosemite Park & Curry Company receives 94 percent. The 
remaining 7 percent of the money people spend in the park is 
collected by the Park Service as entrance and campground fees. 

The Yosemite Park & Curry Company operates a 
variety of services throughout the park: -I, 732 lodging units, 
21 restaurants and snack stands, 6 grocery stores, 13 gift and 
apparel shops, 4 stables, ski lifts, numerous other recreational 
facilities, and a Wells Fargo Bank, as well as a transportation 
system that includes the shuttle service and various scenic tours. 

A financial picture of the existing Yosemite 
Park and Curry Company operation was developed by Harris, Kerr, 
Forster and Company, Certified Public Accountants. The house 
profit generated by the concession operation during a typical year 
was derived from the company's analysis and is presented in Table 
11-35. The information is displayed in percentages rather than 
actual dollars to avoid disclosure of legally protected discretionary 
information. House profit is that increment of total sales and 
income remaining after the direct operating expenses such as sales 
and payroll and the administrative expenses are deducted. 

The house profit described above would then be 
required to offset overhead costs and capital expenses before 
determining net profit prior to income tax deductions. While the 
net profit by type of service is not known, historic experience 
indicates that net profit before income taxes averages 10. 5 percent 
of total sales and income for the total concession operation. 

The distribution of total sales and income by type of 
service is listed in Table 11-36. 

Table 11-35. House Profit as a Percent °af Total Sales 
and Income in a Typical Year 

Accommodations 
Food and Beverages 
Retail Stores 
Recreational Servicesc 
Transportation 
Total Operation 

Percent of Total b 
Sales and Income 

37 
24 
26 
44 
20 
31 

aHarris, Kerr, Forster and Company determined that a combination 
of 1975 and 1976 data represented a "typical year." 

bThe various increments are shown on a per line basis and are 
not intended to balance with the total. 

cBadger Pass skiing area, mountaineering school, bicycle stands, 
ice rink, stables, and kennels. 



Table 11 ·36. Distribution of Sales by Yosemite Park 
& Curry Co. in a Typical Yeara 

Accommodations 
Food and Beverages 
Retail Stores b 
Recreational Services 
Transportation 

47 
4 

29 
5 

15 

100.0% 

aHarris, Kerr, Forster and Company determined that a combination of 
1975 and 1976 data represented a "typical year." 

bBadger Pass skiing area, mountaineering school, bicycle stands, 
ice rink, stables, and kennels. 

a. Accommodations 
Visitors to the park can choose among several 

types of lodging facilities at varying prices. Table 11-37 shows 
the number of frame cabins, tent cabins, hotel, motel, and house
keeping unit~ available in various areas of the park. There are 121 
luxury units (7% of all units), 276 high-cost units (16% of all 
units), 341 moderate-cost units (20% of all units), and 994 low-cost 
units (57% of all units). 

Only Yosemite Lodge, Curry Village, and Section 35 
cabins are operated 365 days a year. The Ahwahnee Hotel is open 
347 days a year, and the remainder of the units are open only 
during the summer season, some for 64 days and others for 100 
days. 

During the summer (June through August) both the 
Ahwahnee and Yosemite Lodge operate at 100 percent capacity. The 
without-bath units are slightly less popular, with Curry Village and 
Curry Housekeeping having an occupancy rate of about 90 percent 
for the same period of time. 

b. Food Service 
A wide variety of food service is available to 

park visitors, from formal restaurants to snack bars and vending 
machines. Table 11-38 shows the location and number of seats of 
each food service area. 

3Luxury units cost $36-$46 per night; high-cost units cost $29-$35 
per night; moderate-cost units cost $18-28 per night; low-cost units 
cost $7-$17 per night. 

Table II ·37. Accommodations Units Operated by 
Yosemite Park and Curry Company 

Location 

Yosemite Valley 
Ahwahnee Hotel 
Yosemite Lodge 

Rooms with baths 
Cabins with baths 
Rooms and cabins w/out bath 

Curry Village 
Cabins with baths 
Cabins without bath 
Tent cabins 

Curry Housekeeping 
Wawona 

Hotel 
Section 35 

Cabins with baths 
Tuolumne Meadows Lodge 
White Wolf Lodge 
High Sierra Camps 

Total 

aLuxury (Lux) $36-$46 per night 
High (H) $29·$35 per night 
Moderate (M) $18·$28 per night 
Low (L) $7·$17 per night 

No. of Units 

121 

290 
84 

107 

118 
90 

418 
300 

63 

6 
66 
13 
56 

1,732 

Rent91 
Rate 

Lux 

H/Mb 
M 
L 

M 
L 
L 
L 

M 

H/Mc 
L 
Ld 
M 

b274 units are high cost and 16 are moderate-cost units. 

cFour units are moderate cost and two are high·cost units. 

dRate includes 2 meals a day. 

Days Operated 
Each Year 

347 
365 

365 

100 

365 
100 
64 
64 

Table 11 ·38. Food and Beverage Service Facilities in Yosemite 

Location 

Yosemite Valley 
Yosemite Village 

Deg nan's Fast Food, Degnan's 
Delicatessen, and Village Hamburger 
Stand 

The Loft 
Ahwahnee Hotel 

Dining Room 
2 bars 
Coffee Shop 

Yosemite Lodge 
Broiler 
Four Seasons 
Mountain Bar 
Cafeteria 
Snack Bar 
Cone Stand 

Curry Village 
Cafeteria 
Snack Bar 
Happy Isles Snack Bar 

Wawona Hotel 
Dining Room 
Coffee Shop 

Badger Pass 
Dining Room 
Snack Bar 

Glacier Point 
Snack Stand 

Tuolumne Meadows 
Dining Room 
Coffee Shop 

White Wolf 
Dining Room 

High Sierra Camps 

No. of Seats 

300 
112 

300 

25 

106 
200 

346 

325 

125 
30 

157 
474 

80 
20 

40 
205 
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c. Retail and Recreational Facilities 

listed below. 
The retail facilities available in the park are 

Yosemite Valley 
Yosemite Village 

Degnan's - Delicatessen and gift shop 
Village Store - Groceries, gifts, apparel 
Village Mountaineering Store 
Pohono Shop - Indian goods 

Ahwahnee Hotel Gift Shop 
Yosemite Lodge Gift shop, sports and apparel 

shop 
Curry Village - Gift shop, mountain shop 
Curry Housekeeping - Grocery store 

Wawona - Grocery store, gift shop, golf apparel 
Mariposa Grove - Gift shop 
Badger Pass - Ski apparel 
Glacier Point - Gift shop 
Tuolumne Meadows - Grocery store, sports and apparel 

shop 
Crane Flat - Grocery store 

are listed below. 
The recreational facilities available in the park 

Yosemite Valley 
Ahwahnee Hotel - Golf, tennis, pool 
Yosemite Lodge - Pool, bicycle stand, scenic tours 
Curry Village - Ice rink, pool, bicycle stand, 
kennels, stable, mountaineering school 

Wawona - Stables, golf, tennis, pool 
Badger Pass - Ski lifts 
Tuolumne Meadows - Mountaineering school, stables 
White Wolf - Stables 

d. Transportation Services 
The Yosemite Park & Curry Company provides 

several different types of transportation services. The Yosemite 
Transportation System operates commercial buses between the park 
and neighboring towns. It also provides scenic bus tours within 
the park. YP&CC is under contract to the Park Service to run the 
free valley shuttle service. The concessioner also operates a car 
rental service, a repair garage in the Valley, and six service 
stations throughout the park. 

120 

F. Probable Future Environment Without the Proposal 
1. Trends in the Natural Environment 

Facilities would be retained in significant scenic areas and 
environmentally sensitive areas, and development and intensive use 
would continue to degrade these environments. A lack of firm 
commitment to relocate nonessential facilities to either less signifi
cant or less sensitive areas would increase the possibility of a 
proliferation of services and support facilities in these areas. 
Retention of facilities within geologic and flood hazard areas would 
continue to result in periodic damage to structures and injury to 
occupants. 

Level of air pollutants resulting primarily from 
private automobile emissions would remain relatively high in 
Yosemite Valley during peak periods of use and at areas of concen
trated use, contributing to some loss of visual quality. Increased 
use of emission control devices would decrease overall pollutant 
levels. 

Excessive levels of runoff and stream bank erosion 
would continue adjacent to campground sites within riparian areas. 
Continued rates of surface water consumption for domestic uses 
would alter aquatic species composition and abundance during 
periods of excessive drought. 

2. Trends in the Cultural Environment 
The quality of archeological resources would continue 

to decrease as surface materials continued to be discovered and 
collected. Valuable information would be lost if monitoring, sal
vage, and investigation did not occur as proposed. Use of facilities 
and roadways would continue to disturb archeological sites, but 
there would be no additional disturbance associated with construc
tion or restoration activities. 

Historic resources would not be managed within a 
comprehensive framework of priorities based on intrinsic historical 
and architectural values and continued or adaptive use. Buildings 
of local significance would continue to receive inappropriate preser
vation maintenance while major consideration was being given to a 
few well-known structures, but no significant structures would be 
removed. 

3. Trends in the Socioeconomic Environment 
The Yosemite Region would continue to be an area of 

low density development, but the regional population would continue 
to grow. Economic activity in the region would increase moderately 
as the population expanded. A wide variety of recreational oppor
tunities would continue to be available within the region. 

A linear trend analysis, using visitation figures from 
1956 through 1977, estimates that visitation to Yosemite would reach 
3.25 million visitors by 1981. This figure might change if park 
managers plated restrictions on visitation. Backcountry use would 
continue to be limited. 

Yosemite visitors would continue to be able to 
participate in a wide variety of activities within the park. 
Activities that are currently allowed would continue to be allowed, 
and activities that are currently prohibited, such as snowmobiling, 
would continue to be prohibited. The proportion of visitors coming 
to the park by bus might increase. Crowding and congestion might 
increase throughout the park, particularly in the Valley. This 
would diminish enjoyment of the park, especially for those visitors 
who are seeking solitude in Yosemite Valley. 

Existing National Park Service and concessioner 
developments would remain substantially . unchanged, with only 
routine maintenance and minor modifications made. The 
concessioners' financial returns would continue to be positive 
relative to investment. 







111. Environmental Impacts of the Proposal 
A. Changes in the Amount of Disturbed Park Land 

Changes in the amount of disturbed park land that will 
occur with implementation of the proposal are summarized in Table 
111-1 (see Table A-12 in the Appendix for a detailed description of 
changes by vegetation type and Table A-16 for a detailed descrip
tion of changes by soil type). Compared to existing conditions, the 
net amount of disturbed land in Yosemite Valley will decrease by 
approximately 54 acres, and parkwide the amount of disturbed land 
will decrease by approximately 151 acres (see Table VI 11-35 for a 
comparison of amounts of disturbed park land by d·eveloped area). 
At the El Portal administrative site (outside the park boundary), 
the amount of disturbed land will increase substantiaUy, from 121 
acres to 264 acres. 

B. Impacts on Vegetation 
1. General Impacts 

Impacts on vegetation are attributable to proposed 
buildings, parking areas, roadways, campgrounds, picnic areas, and 
wastewater treatment spray fields, or to proposed removal of such 
facilities and subsequent restoration of the vacated area. 

a. Impacts Associated With Buildings, Roads, 
and Parking Areas 
Site denudement:· The primary, direct effect of 

building, roadway, or parking area construction will be the removal 
of all overstory and understory vegetation from areas to be 
occupied by the facility and trampling or cutting of vegetation in 
the surrounding area. Sites covered by asphalt, gravel, concrete, 
or wood will not revegetate; however, areas surrounding the facility 
will revegetate to varying degrees or can be replanted with 
herbaceous or woody vegetation. 

Tree tnJury and increased susceptibility to 
disease: Injury to the root systems or branches of trees will occur 
during construction activities. This will reduce growth rates to a 
degree depending upon the extent of the tnJury. Also, tree 
infestation by Fornes annosus (described in 11.C.5.f.) is thought to 
be initiated or encouraged by injury to root systems. This 
probable effect warrants consideration, especially in Yosemite 
Valley, where Fornes annosus is widespread. 

Alteration of factors affecting growth and 
species composition: Indirect effects on vegetation adjacent to 
facilities will depend on the facility's design. Buildings will alter 
normal light and surface moisture relationships to a degree depend
ing upon numerous factors such as the size of the building, the 
color of its paint, and its orientation toward the sun. These 
changes will tend to alter species composition. Construction of 
roadways and parking areas in dense vegetation will open the 

canopy and permit more light to reach ground level. This 
increased light will encourage herbs, brush, and saplings to 
increase in abundance and size. This effect will be confined to 
peripheral areas of openings, and the amount of area affected will 
depend upon the degree of previous canopy closure, the size of the 
facility, the angle of the sun during the growing season, and the 
height of the surrounding canopy layers. 

Trampling: Foot traffic to and around 
buildings will trample herbaceous vegetation, as well as tree seed
lings. If a concrete or bituminous pathway is provided, all vegeta
tion will be removed from the area it occupies, but damage to 
vegetation will generally be limited to a smaller, linear area. 

b. Impacts Associated With Campgrounds and 
Picnic Areas 
Thinning: Construction or expansion of camp

grounds and picnic areas will directly affect vegetation in several 
ways. Initially, mature trees will be thinned if the vegetation is 
considered too dense. Vegetation types that generally require 
thinning include lodgepole pine and red fir. Herbaceous vegetation 
as well as mature trees will be removed for access roads and camp
sites to facilitate tent use and vehicle parking. 

Trampling and injury: Visitors in the area will 
eventually trample and remove a considerable amount of herbaceous 
vegetation and some smaller trees (especially if the campsites are 
placed close together). Vegetative reproduction will be largely 
eliminated by the trampling of seedlings and germinating seeds. 
Visitors will also damage the trunks of large trees and break off 
low limbs. 

Alteration of factors affecting growth and 
species composition: Vegetation in campground and picnic areas will 
be indirectly affected by soil compaction, which reduces root growth 
rates and contributes to reduced seedling survival. Also, camp
ground areas are often picked clean of pine cones, fallen branches, 
and even pine needles, which prevents normal decomposition of 
these materials and interrupts nutrient recycling and development of 
forest soils. 

c. Impacts Associated With Spray Fields 
Thinning: Mature trees will be thinned to 

permit excavation and installation of discharge pipes and spray 
heads and also to encourage the growth of herbaceous ground 
cover. 

Table II 1-1. Summary of Proposed Changes in the Amount 
of Disturbed Park Land 

Effect 
Developed Predominant New Additional 

Area Vegetation T}:'.~e Disturbance Disturbance Restored 

Yosemite Valley Mixed Conifer 31.3 3.2 78.9 
Mid. Elev. Mdw. 9.3 

El Portal Chaparral 42.4 100.3 
Chinquapin Red Fir 1.0 
Bridalveil Cmpg Red Fir 4.2 

0.4 0.4 Glacier Point Red Fir 
Wawona Mixed Conifer 20.6 20.6 214.0a 
South Entrance Mixed Conifer 7.0 
Mariposa Grove Mixed Conifer 0.5 

Sequoia 
Tuolumne Meadows Lodgepole Pine 16.2 

Subalpine Meadow 
White Wolf Lodgepole Pine 10.0 
Crane Flat Mixed Conifer 13.0 1.5 
Tioga Rd Campgs Red Fir 40.0 
Hodgdon Meadow Mixed Conifer 13.7 
Foresta Mixed Conifer 

Mid. Elev. Mdw. 
Hetch Hetchy Chaparral 6.0 
Aspen Valley Red Fir 
Backcountry 

Totals (excluding 
Backcountry and b 
El Portal acreage) 163.4 34.4 

aPortions of the areas indicated already resemble natural sites. 
The major change will occur at sites .occupied by buildings and 
roads. Therefore, the extent of restoration will be less than the 
indicated acreage. 

bThe Backcountry acreage is excluded because it would tend to 
indicate a greater overall change in vegetation than will actually 
occur. El Portal acreage is excluded because it is an 
administrative site outside the park's boundary. 

0.5 
3.1 

16.1 
2.4 
0.5 

10.0 

7.4a 
0.5 

6.0a 
361.5a 

349.1 

123 



Alteration of factors affecting growth and 
species composition: Discharged effluent will provide water during 
normally dry summer periods and an increased level of nutrients 
such as nitrogen and phosphorous. These changes will result in 
increased growth rates of trees and herbaceous plants and an 
altered species composition within the affected area. Soil satura
tion, which would kill plants with shallow root systems through 
oxygen deprivation, will be avoided by providing adequate spray 
field acreage to accommodate the proposed system load. 

2. Major Impacts by Developed Area 
No effects on threatened or endangered plant species 

are anticipated at any location. 

a. Yosemite Valley 
The total acreage associated with development 

within the Valley is approximately 340 acres. Most of this develop
ment is in the mixed conifer vegetation type, consisting of 
ponderosa pine and incense cedar, but some of it is located within 
the more sensitive riparian and meadow-edge types. Proposed 
reduction and relocation of facilities will remove development from 
about 78 acres in the east end of the Valley, but facilities and 
concentrated visitor use will continue to impact 262 acres in the 
east end. Reduction or elimination of the Ahwahnee Row houses, 
Curry orchard parking lot, and Ahwahnee golf course will permit 
about 9 acres of meadow area to be restored to near-natural 
conditions. Elimination of vehicle campground sites and house
keeping units will facilitate the recovery of about 18 acres of 
riparian vegetation. 

While facilities remain concentrated in the east 
end of the· Valley, natural or simulated natural fire will continue to 
be restricted in that area. This situation has led to the invasion of 
native meadow communities by mixed conifer vegetation and is now 
contributing to the incidence of plant disease, such as Fornes 
annosus, in the mixed conifer forest. In the absence of fire, the 
mixed conifer forest at first becomes unnaturally dense, but an 
increased susceptibility to disease accompanies this unnatural 
condition. Long-term effects of Fornes infestation include increasing 
potential for property damage and human injury from weakened 
trees and the possibility that the mixed conifer community might 
ultimately be replaced with a considerably more sparse plant com
munity devoid of coniferous species. If a more open community 
eventually becomes established, it will resemble the native com
munity that occurred here before the natural fire regime was 
disrupted. 

b. El Portal 
Proposed construction of facilities will affect 

significant portions of a 140-acre site primarily vegetated with 
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chaparral. However, some of the proposed actions involving the 
largest amounts of acreage will leave open space between proposed 
facilities. Conscientious design and site planning will ensure that 
relatively few mature trees will be removed and native ground cover 
will be retained wherever possible. 

c. Wawona 
Most ground cover, the herbaceous plants and 

grasses, will eventually be eliminated at the proposed campground 
site, but mature trees and shrubs will be retained. Once the life 
estates or 25-year occupancies retained in Section 35 expire, all the 
unused portions will be restored to a natural condition. 

d. Mariposa Grove 
Elimination of gift sales and a significant reduc

tion in parking area will promote recovery of soils and vegetation in 
the giant sequoia ecosystem by decreasing the amount of imperme
able surfacing and reducing activities that trample vegetation and 
compact soils. The net effect will be an increased long-term 
probability that the giant sequoia ecosystem will be perpetuated. 
In addition, it will reduce the potential for situations in which 
visitors directly damage tree roots and tree bases. 

e. Tuolumne Meadows 
The purpose of many proposed actions is to 

reduce vegetation trampling and soil compaction in the subalpine 
meadow vegetation type by relocating activities that promote foot 
traffic to the more resilient lodgepole pine areas. Reducing the 
number of campsites will reduce the effects of trampling and 
elimination of ground cover within the existing campground area. 

C. Impacts on Soils 
1 . General Impacts 

Impacts on soils are attributable to proposed 
buildings, parking areas, roadways, campgrounds, picnic areas, 
and wastewater treatment spray fields, and to removal of such 
facilities and subsequent restoration of the vacated areas. 

a. Impacts Associated With Buildings, 
Roads, and Parking Areas 
Disturbance of soil-building organisms and 

disruption of nutrient-recycling processes: Placement of buildings, 
roadways, and parking areas will require covering the soil with a 
layer of asphalt or near-impermeable concrete. This covering will 
decre9se the amount of oxygen available to soil organisms (bacteria, 
nematodes, etc.), which could potentially alter their population 
density and species composition. 

Paving with asphalt will cause the addition of 
some chemicals to the soils, which will alter or locally eliminate 

populations of soil organisms. Asphalt mixtures are petroleum 
based, and during their application petroleum based chemicals will 
leach out of the mixture and enter the soils. The amount and 
depth of penetration will vary with the type of asphalt and the 
porosity of the soil. The by-products of gasoline or diesel com
bustion in construction vehicle engines will also enter soils during 
construction periods. 

Impermeable covering of soils will also generally 
alter normal nutrient-recycling processes, such as decomposition of 
organic material and introduction of mineral nutrients from the 
atmosphere and surrounding mineral materials. 

Increased soil moisture: Soil moisture will 
generally increase when the ground is covered with an impermeable 
surface, primarily because the amount of moisture lost through 
evaporation will decrease. Evapotranspiration rates may remain 
about the same, but this will depend upon the presence of root 
systems and the extent of area covered. Edge areas of large 
parking surfaces will become more moist as they absorb precipitation 
runoff from the impermeable surface. The degree of increase in 
moisture will depend upon the extent of the impermeable surface, 
the slope of the area, and whether or not drain systems are 
installed. 

Alteration of soil profiles: Soil profiles will be 
altered for placement of building foundations, sewer lines, water 
lines, and occasionally for cut and fill operations in road construc
tion. Normal relationships between soil horizons (leached and 
unleached zones) and other soil properties such as texture will be 
altered by mixing or transposing various layers. 

Compaction: Off-road use of construction 
vehicles will compact soils during the development phase. Once the 
plan is implemented, vehicle traffic on unpaved parking areas will 
compact soils to a depth of several inches. Compacted soils are 
less permeable, permit less percolation of surface moisture, reduce 
groundwater recharge, and inhibit the penetration of plant root 
systems. 

Increase in erosion potential: Construction 
equipment will eliminate or trample ground-cover vegetation, which 
will allow surface runoff to more readily erode the exposed soils 
until revegetation occurs. 



b. Impacts Associated With Pathways, 
Campgrounds, and Picnic Areas 
Compaction: Foot traffic along pathways, in 

picnic areas, and in campgrounds may not compact soils to as great 
a depth as vehicle traffic, but the surface appearance will eventu
ally be the same after a long period of use. Effects of foot traffic 
on meadow soils and soils with a high clay content will be greatest 
under moist spring conditions, when the soils are moist and pliable. 
Under drier conditions, meadow and clay soils are considerably more 
firm and resistant to foot traffic. 

Increase in erosion potential: Foot traffic will 
trample ground-cover vegetation and soil compaction will inhibit 
revegetation, allowing surface runoff to more easily erode soils. 
Meadow soils will be particularly susceptible to erosion during the 
spring when the root systems of herbaceous meadow plants will be 
most easily injured by compaction. 

c. Impacts Associated With Spray Fields 
Increased soil moisture and nutrient content: 

Spray-field disposal of wastewater will result in a considerable 
increase in soil moisture and nutrient content. However, soil 
saturation will be avoided by designing the size of the spray field 
to accommodate the proposed system load. 

Alteration of soil profiles: Soil profiles will be 
altered during excavation for placement of spray field pipes. 

Compaction/increase in erosion potential: 
Construction equipment will compact soils and eliminate or trample 
ground-cover vegetation, allowing surface runoff to more readily 
erode the exposed soils until revegetation occurs. 

d. Im acts Associated With Site Restoration 
Compaction increase in erosion potential: 

Construction equipment will compact soils and eliminate ground
cover vegetation, allowing surface runoff to more easily erode the 
exposed soils until revegetation occurs. 

2. Major Impacts by Developed Area 
a. Yosemite Valley 

On the 79 acres where facilities and their 
associated uses will be removed, herbaceous plant materials will 
revegetate the sites within 2-3 years. This will encourage stabili
zation and assist in retarding soil erosion. Indirect effects will be 
reduced stream turbidity as soil erosion is decreased. Primary 
areas where soils will be disturbed are the proposed bicycle trail 
alignment and the day staging area at Taft Toe. 

b. El Portal 
Primary uses of lands for development will 

occur on alluvial, loamy alluvial, or Ahwahnee soils. These soils 
are relatively stable and no significant hazards are associated with 
the sites. Disturbance of El Portal soils will be greater in terms of 
scale than at any other site in the park. 

c. Mariposa Grove 
Removal of the gift shop and reduction of the 

parking area will alleviate existing sources of soil compaction, 
reduce impermeable surfaces, and thus provide a better medium for 
sequoia seedling production. Existing impacted areas should reveal 
signs of recovery in a relatively short span of time. 

d. Tuolumne Meadows 
Relocation of facilities and removal of roads and 

trails will lessen both direct and indirect impacts on meadow soils 
and associated vegetation types. Meadow soi Is are generally more 
moist than adjacent soils, with subsequent intensification of 
trampling effects. Relocation of facilities to more resilient lodgepole 
pine soils will result in some compaction, but not to the degree that 
currently occurs in more moist areas. 

e. Tioga Road Campgrounds/Hodgdon Meadow/ 
Crane Flat/White Wolf 
Approximately 70 acres of surface area will be 

impacted by the expansion of camping facilities. 

D. Impacts on Water 
The quality and quantity of the park's waters will be 

directly affected by consumption for domestic purposes and the 
introduction or removal of sources of pollution. They will be 
indirectly affected by alterations in soil stability and porosity, as 
they affect the amount and quality of surface-water runoff and 
groundwater percolation. Many of the impacts on water are 
unquantifiable, since they will not necessarily occur in proportion 
to measurable factors, making it impossible to compare the effects of 
the proposal with the effects of alternative actions. These kinds of 
impacts are described generally without quantification or reference 
to specific locations within the park. Wherever valid comparisons 
can be made, the specific impacts of the proposal are described as 
they will occur in each particular developed area. 

1. General Impacts 
a. Impacts Associated With Buildings, Roads, 

and Parking Areas 
Increases in stream turbidity: Construction 

activity will temporarily increase stream turbidity by increasing 
potential for soil erosion. Erosion generally occurs during spring 
runoff and periods of heavy rainfall, and it is intensified and 

prolonged wherever herbaceous ground cover is disturbed or 
destroyed as a result of trampling and soil compaction. Excessive 
turbidity levels over long periods of time could eliminate populations 
of invertebrates and sensitive species of fish, such as trout, from 
freshwater environments; however, turbidity associated with con
struction is expected to be localized and short in duration, and no 
significant secondary effects on freshwater species are anticipated. 

Excessive runoff of surface water: On paved 
surfaces and unpaved surfaces where soils have been compacted, 
percolation rates will be reduced and surface water runoff will be 
excessive, promoting accelerated erosion. This effect will be 
perceptible only in localized areas during heavy rainfall. 

Introduction of petroleum-based contaminants: 
Runoff from roads and parking areas will carry petroleum-based 
contaminants into streams and lakes, where they could potentially 
alter populations of freshwater species. However, the amount of 
contamination is expected to be slight, and no secondary effects on 
freshwater species are anticipated. 

b. Impacts Associated With Trails, 
Campgrounds, and Picnic Areas 
Nutrient loading and contamination: Minor 

increases in nutrient levels (compounds of phosphates and nitrates) 
and contamination ... with fecal coliform organisms and other bacteria 
will result from bathing, washing dishes and clothes in streams, 
and normal drainage from high-density use areas. 

Increases in stream turbidity: Foot traffic 
along streambanks will promote soil erosion into watercourses, 
contributing to the turbidity of stream water. 

Excessive runoff of surface water: In areas 
where foot traffic is concentrated, soils will become compacted and 
surface-water runoff will be excessive, promoting accelerated 
erosion in localized areas during heavy rainfall. 

c. Impacts Associated With Spray Fields 
Nutrient loading and contamination: Some 

introduction of nutrients and bacteria into surface streams and 
groundwater aquifers will occur. Increased nutrient levels could 
increase aquatic vegetation and alter species composition within the 
freshwater ecosystem. Fecal coliform organisms and other bacteria 
could contaminate water that may be consumed downstream. 
However, spray fields will be designed for maximum decomposition 
of their project loads and no significant contamination is 
anticipated. 
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·2. Cumulative Impact on the Merced River 
a. The North Fork 

( 1) Water Quantity 
The 143, 000-gpd reduction in water con

sumption in Yosemite Valley will decrease the amount of water 
diverted from the North Fork of the Merced by about 12 percent. 
Low flow volumes in the river between Yosemite Valley and El Portal 
will increase by 6 percent to 2.2 million gpd, compared to a natural 
low flow of 3.2 million gpd. Indirect effects of increased low flow 
volumes will be increased habitat with increased oxygen levels for 
fish and invertebrates, which will allow greater species diversity 
than would exist in communities adapted to a lower volume of river 
flow. Nevertheless, species diversity will continue to be less than 
what would occur if no water was being diverted from the river. 

Although the water source for El Portal 
will consist primarily of underground sources, flows in the Merced 
downstream from El Portal will be somewhat reduced, particularly if 
wells are located in the riverbed alluvium. Water consumption at El 
Portal will increase by about 255,000 gpd. However, the signifi
cance of water diversion during low flow periods is not as great in 
the El Portal area as it is in the Valley because the Merced River 
flow increases near El Portal due to the discharge of a number of 
tributaries in the Valley and the Merced Gorge. Also, adequately 
treated wastewater effluent from the El Portal treatment plant will 
add about one million gpd to groundwater aquifers and surface 
waters downstream from El Portal. 

Along the entire length of the North Fork 
inside the park, diversion of surface water for domestic consump
tion will increase from 1,533,000 gpd to 1,663,000 gpd, a net 
increase of 130,000 gpd. 

(2) Water Quality 
Wastewater contamination of the North Fork 

was greatly reduced in 1977 when the El Portal treatment pl.ant 
(currently classified as an activated sludge system at a tertiary 
treatment level) was completed and the Valley wastewater treatment 
plant was phased out. Previous overloading of the Valley plant had 
resulted in direct discharge of raw sewage into the Merced River. 
Up until 1977, fish kills and odors were common. 

Some contamination of surface and ground 
waters is still occurring in the Valley because of the age and state 
of disrepair of the existing wastewater collection system, primarily 
throughout campgrounds and developed areas east of Yosemite 
Creek. However, the existing gravity trunkline sewer running 
from Yosemite Creek past El Capitan Meadow is being replaced by 
an in-road force main, and the project will be completed prior to 
the 1978 peak use season. This action will decrease coliform counts 
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and BOD (biochemical oxygen demand) in tributaries of the Merced 
River. The level of coliform bacteria should decrease from a 
current high of 1, 100 per 100 mililiters to considerably less. The 
ambient level of coliforms (level that would exist in the absence of 
human contact) is unknown. A study is being undertaken to 
identify the ambient level and the coliform level that will be 
associated with planned development. If this information is 
available, it will be incorporated into the final environmental 
statement for the General Management Plan. If not, these levels 
will be assessed and documented during the design planning stage 
for the Valley and El Portal developed areas. 

The El Portal plant is currently not 
operating at its design capacity. Effluent percolation rates from 
the settling ponds are being reduced by periodically high water 
tables and inadvertent sealing of the bottoms of the ponds by 
materials suspended in the effluent. Until these problems are 
solved, the settling ponds will continue to overflow, and water 
quality below the plant will continue to be degraded by increased 
coliform counts, BOD levels, and turbidity levels. However the 
extent of overflow will be decreased by improvement in the Valley 
collection system, which will stop the exfiltration that has increased 
the loading on the El Portal plant. 

Stream turbidity will decrease due to 
reduced rates of soil erosion within riparian areas when the river
bank campsites and housekeeping units are removed from the 
Valley. However, natural rates of bank erosion will continue to be 
significant as the Merced River continues to undercut its banks in 
the Valley. 

Septic systems will continue to be utilized 
at Bridalveil Campground, Glacier Point (combined with Jet-o-Matic 
toilets), Summit Meadow, and Chinquapin. However, either an 
increase in the size of drain fields or the number of septic systems 
may be required at each of these locations. This will be determined 
in the developed area design planning stage. No known surface 
waters are presently affected by present. operations or loading 
levels. 

A greater number of pit and/or vault 
toilets are proposed to accommodate increased sewage loading at the 
Tioga Road campgrounds, with increased potential for contamination 
of groundwater and surface water by nutrients and coliform 
bacteria. Conversion to portable chemical, recirculating chemical, 
incinerating, low-volume flush, or other methods may eventually 
become mandatory to eliminate this potential contamination source. 
This will be determined in the developed area design planning 
stage. Neither the existing nutrient and coliform bacteria levels 
nor the extent to which they can be expected to change is known. 

However, considering the transport distance of 3 to 8 miles to the 
Merced River, no significant impact is anticipated. 

b. The South Fork 
( 1 ) Water Quantity 

Developed areas within this drainage 
system include Wawona, the south entrance, and Mariposa Grove. 
Diversion of surface water for domestic use at Wawona will decrease 
from 647, 000 gpd to about 244, 000 gpd, or from about 30 percent of 
low flow volume in the South Fork to about 12 percent. Use of 
untreated river water for golf course irrigation will be eliminated 
when the new wastewater treatment facility is constructed and 
treated effluent is utilized for irrigation. Along the entire length 
of the South Fork inside the park, water diversion will be 
decreased from 662,000 to 250,000 gpd, which will help alleviate 
problems of stagnation and lowered dissolved oxygen levels. 

(2) Water Quality 
Coliform bacteria in the South Fork have 

been recorded in excess of 70,000 MPN (most probable number per 
100 mililiters, although existing data are insufficient to determine a 
range of ambient levels). Proposed secondary treatment of all 
wastewater will reduce this reading to less than 2,300 MPN. 
Utilization of treated effluent for golf course irrigation will require 
a coliform count of less than 23 MPN (Wastewater Reclamation 
Criteria, State of California, 1975), and application of effluent with 
this coliform level will not significantly increase coliform counts in 
the river. Together, the existing spray field for the extended 
aeration treatment plant (3 acres) and the golf course have an 
irrigation capacity of 300, 000 gpd, which is greater than the amount 
of effluent (244,000 gpd) that will require disposal at a potential 
application rate of about 3 inches per week during peak use 
periods. Ambient levels of BOD, suspended solids, and turbidity 
are unknown; however, no degradation of these parameters is 
anticipated. Planned studies will collect water quality data to 
further assess impacts of proposed developed on adjacent surface 
waters. 

3. Cumulative Impact on the Tuolumne River 
a. Water Quantity 

Developed areas within this drainage system 
include White Wolf, Hodgdon Meadow, Tuolumne Meadows, and some 
High Sierra camps. Diversion of surface water in these areas will 
increase from 164,000 to 166,000 gpd. This amount is relatively 
insignificant to the low flow volume of the Tuolumne River, which 
was 3. 8 million gpd when measured during the fall of 1977 immedi
ately above Hetch Hetchy Reservoir. Diversion at Tuolumne 
Meadows will amount to about 3 percent of this total drainage flow. 



b. Water Quality 
At Tuolumne Meadows, the existing wastewater 

treatment system is utilized at its design capacity of 100,000 gpd 
during peak weekend use. Proposed changes in visitor use levels 
will reduce the amount of wastewater flows by approximately 20 ,000 
gpd, providing a moderate safety margin for unexpected increases 
in wastewater flows. No major contamination of the Tuolumne River 
is presently occurring, and none is anticipated. The current 
coliform level of 3 per 100 mililiters and BOD level of 3.5 miligrams 
per liter will be reduced. 

Septic systems at the High Sierra camps are 
primarily loaded with grey water, while the black water is collected 
in Jet-o-Matics and periodically removed from the area. Over
loading of treatment systems occurs occasionally, particularly at 
Vogelsang. Corrective measures, including construction of a 
neoprene-lined oxidation pond, have been instituted and no further 
overloading is expected. However, should additional overloading 
occur, and if required treatment facilities would result in adverse 
environmental impacts, the camp would be closed. Ambient levels of 
coliform counts and other water quality parameters for adjacent 
streams are unknown, but the impacts of the proposal are assumed 
to be insignificant in this watershed. 

The septic system at the Hodgdon Meadows 
information station is presently overloaded, and local contamination 
of ground and surface waters is occurring to an unknown degree. 
Proposed connection of the station with the secondary treatment 
facility at the housing area will eliminate this source of contamina
tion and reduce levels of coliform, BOD, and other pollutants in 
ground and surface waters. Similarly, construction of a wastewater 
treatment plant at Crane Flat will alleviate existing overdependence 
on septic systems. 

4. Parkwide Impact on Water Quality 
Correction of the overflow problem at the El Portal 

plant, upgrading of the collection system in Yosemite Valley, 
improvement of individual wastewater treatment systems at camp
grounds, and construction of a wastewater treatment plant at 
Wawona will eliminate the known major causes of water contamination 
within the park. With these changes, it is anticipated that 
significant parkwide improvement in the quality of surface waters 
will occur. 

E. Impacts on Wildlife 
1. Net Gain and Loss of Habitat Types 

General effects on wildlife are directly associated 
with the loss or gain of habitat. Removal or restoration of vegeta
tion will affect both the primary consumers of plants and secondary 
consumers, or predatory species, who inhabit the area where the 

change occurs. Overall habitat changes are summarized in Table 
111-1, and the wildlife species associated with each habitat type are 
listed in Table 11-22 in the Description of the Environment. 
Overall, a net gain in habitat will occur inside the park, although 
there will be minor losses of red fir and lodgepole pine habitat. 
There will be a greater loss of chaparral habitat outside the park at 
El Portal. With the exception of the ring-tailed cat, the wildlife 
species associated with this habitat are known to be common 
throughout the area. The status of the ring-tailed cat is undeter
mined. No impact on threatened or endangered species is 
anticipated. 

Species that are tolerant of human developments and 
activity in their habitats will be less affected by habitat alteration 
than species that are not. However, species that adapt their 
behavior to unnatural food sources may reach population levels that 
cannot be sustained during periods of low visitation. Even tolerant 
species will temporarily avoid locations where construction activity 
is occurring. Some species inhabiting areas where roadways occur 
will curtail their home ranges or alter their movement patterns to 
avoid crossing the roadway. Road kills will increase species 
mortality. 

2. Disruption of Nesting Birds 
Development of year-round facilities at Crane Flat 

may have a significant effect on great grey owls and pileated wood
peckers believed to be nesting in the area. These species are 
fairly sensitive to human activity in their ranges and may abandon 
their traditional nesting sites if they are significantly disturbed. 
Great grey owl nesting may also be disrupted by the development at 
Bridalveil Creek campground. It is not known if disturbed 
individuals will relocate their nests in nearby areas or abandon the 
vicinity entirely. 

3. Promotion of Natural Species Composition in 
Freshwater Environments 
Continued diversion of surface waters for human use 

will adversely affect fish populations by reducing habitat and 
decreasing dissolved oxygen levels in streams. One of the deter
mining factors of species composition and abundance in a stream 
environment is the volume and duration of the lowest annual flow, 
since species or numbers of individuals that are not tolerant of this 
condition will not survive. Since diversion of water for domestic 
purposes periodically results in stream flows that are less than 
would normally occur during dry seasons, it acts as an unnatural 
limiting factor on freshwater communities. These adverse effects 
will be most significant in the Valley and Merced Gorge portions of 
the North Fork of the Merced River. The long-term stability of 
populations of fish and freshwater invertebrates will be promoted by 
decreasing the diversion of surface water for domestic use along the 
South Fork of the Merced River. 

Native freshwater species are not expected to be 
affected by short-term increases in turbidity or by the introduction 
of small amounts of nutrients or contaminants into surface waters. 
However, the disposal of wastewater at spray-field sites could 
potentially result in the introduction of sufficiently high amounts of 
nutrients and contaminants to alter normal freshwater food chains 
and dissolved oxygen levels. 

4. Displacement of Exotic Species 
Elimination of ornamentally planted areas, such as 

the Ahwahnee Hotel golf course, may help control invasions of 
starlings and brown-headed cowbirds. Large lawn areas are pre
ferred feeding areas for these species, which may have a negative 
effect on the breeding and survival of native bird species in the 
park, especially in the Valley. 

F. Impacts on Air Quality 
Air quality in the park will be affected by vehicle 

exhaust emissions, combustion byproducts from facility heating 
plants and campfires, and industrial pollutants from areas outside 
the park. Vehicle exhaust emissions will contribute various amounts 
of pollutants, including carbon monoxide, oxides of nitrogen, hydro
carbons, iead, and suspended particulates, to the atmosphere. 
Transportation vehicles will produce localized concentrations of 
pollutants along roadways and in large parking areas. Construction 
vehicles will produce the same pollutants wherever construction is 
occurring for the duration of the project. The combustion of wood 
and petroleum fuels for heating of accommodations, campfires, and 
power generation will produce hydrocarbons and suspended particu
lates. Quantities of air pollutants are largely unknown, and only 
pollutants related to vehicle use can be estimated. 

The air quality of Yosemite Valley will continue to be 
affected by large numbers of vehicles, campfires, and heating 
plants; however, an overall decrease in levels of use, vehicle 
movement, and elimination of 116 campsites from the Valley will 
improve air quality over what it is now. The number of vehicle 
miles is expected to be reduced by about 18,000 per day in the 
Valley, although vehicles miles driven in the park as a whole will 
remain about the same. However, the proposal wi II not affect the 
amount or types of industrial pollutants entering the park from 
California's urban areas. Visibility conditions, particularly, are 
affected by airborne pollutants from coastal urban areas. 

Quantities of air pollutants related to vehicle use under 
existing conditions are discussed in detail in the Air Quality section 
of the Description of the Environm'ent. Projected amounts of 
exhaust emissions (see Table 111-2) are based on proposed percent
age changes in overnight, day use, and employee levels and 
the.oretical changes in the number of vehicle miles. No allowance 
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has been included for projected decreases in average emission rates 
b~tween 1978 and 1990, which the Environmental Protection Agency 
~xpects to occur as auto emission controls are increasingly reflected 
in improved automobile design and construction (see Table 11-26); 
consequently levels in Table 111-2 are high. 

Table 111-2. Projected Tons per Day of Exhaust Emissions 
Based on Proposed Percentage Change in 

Visitor and Employee Levels 

Estimated Expected Maximum Emissions 
Percentage (Tons per Day) 
Change in 
Use Levels Carbon Hydro- Nitrogen Sulfur Parti-

Location (from Proposal) Monoxide carbons Oxides Oxides cul ates 

Yosemite Valley -29% 3.80 .35 .19 -a .02 
Yosemite Valley-

Arch Rock - 5% 1. 72 .16 .10 . 01 
Glacier Point 

Corridor +12% 2.15 .20 .11 
Yosemite Valley-

Wawona - 5% 3.92 .37 .19 .01 . 03 
South Entrance-

Wawona +54% 1. 31 .12 .07 
Mariposa Grove 100% 
Yosemite Valley-

Crane Flat +37% 4.22 .39 .22 .01 
Big Oak Flat-

Crane Flat +39% 1.84 .16 .08 
Crane Flat-Tioga 

Pass +24% 7.83 .71 .40 .01 . 05 

Total 26.79 2.46 1.36 .02 .12 

aLess than .01 tons 

Major changes in use levels in Yosemite Valley will 
decrease amounts of exhaust emissions by 29 percent. Particulates 
will decrease even more significantly as numbers of campsites and 
campfires are decreased. Although the 29 percent decrease is 
noted for the Valley as a whole, the amount of decrease will be 
greatest in the east end of the Valley due to greater restrictions on 
automobile use there. Locally produced oxidants will decrease due 
to the reduction of hydrocarbons. This will improve, to. an 
unknown degree, the visual quality of Yosemite Valley. 

128 

Reductions in exhaust emissions will result in propor
tionate reductions in concentration levels of particulates (which will 
decrease to about 57 ppm), carbon monoxide (which will decrease to 
about 7. 8 ppm), and sulfur dioxide (estimated at less than 20 
pounds per day from auto emissions). However, there will not be a 
proportional decrease in concentration levels of hydrocarbons, 
oxidants, or nitrogen oxides; therefore concentration levels of these 
pollutants cannot be projected. All projected concentration levels in 
the Valley will be less than federal and state standards. Thus, 
parkwide improvement will be significant as the Valley is the only 
important problem area. 

The proposed increase in shuttle service in the Valley will 
add 71 shuttle bus trips at 9.5 miles per trip, totaling 674 miles. 
This will add approximately 6.2 pounds of carbon monoxide, 3.6 
pounds of hydrocarbons, and 4.2 pounds of nitrogen oxides to the 
Valley atmosphere. These will be new sources that will slightly 
offset the anticipated reductions in automobile emissions. 

Exhaust emissions will decrease significantly in Mariposa 
Grove when private vehicle use is replaced with shuttle bus use . 
Exhaust emissions will increase in other areas outside the Yosemite 
Valley District. However, these levels are not anticipated to exceed 
standards, and since these areas are more exposed to dispersion 
factors, such as wind, impacts will not be significant. 

In summary, specific areas of notable improvement in air 
quality include Yosemite Valley and Mariposa Grove due to 
decreased numbers of vehicle miles driven. The number of miles 
driven will increase at other areas of the park, but no significantly 
increased pollutant levels are anticipated . 

G. Impacts on Esthetic Qua I ity 
Any alteration of the environment that improves or 

detracts from the enjoyment of the park's outstanding natural 
scenery or the tranquility of the setting is assumed to be an impact 
on the park's esthetic quality. Examples of distractions are man
made structures or vehicles visible in the foreground or background 
of scenic vistas, unnatural noises, developed areas that appear 
congested or chaotic, and unnatural vegetational patterns. 
Generally, the plan will reduce the extent of these distractions by 
removing particularly obvious intrusions from views (such as strip 
parking, Camp 6, ice rink, and parking), by restoring natural 
vegetational patterns, and ensuring that new developments are 
located and designed to minimize their visibility. Temporary 
increases in distracting sights and sounds will occur throughout the 
park during construction and restoration projects. Significant 
long-term alterations are discussed below. 

0 

1. Yosemite Valley 
Table 111-3 indicates relative changes in visual 

quality in Yosemite Valley as reflected by altered vegetational 
patterns, proposed development, and the kinds of activities that 
will be occurring there. Removal of visitor facilities from the 
floodplain of the Merced River will alleviate the congested appear
ance of that area. Also, the scenic view of Yosemite Falls from 
Southside Drive will be enhanced by removal of facilities from the 
direct line of sight. Removal of parking facilities from the lodge 
area and Yosemite Falls will improve one of the more - direct views 
(A-Scenic) of Yosemite Falls by eliminating cars and buses from the 
vista. 

Removal and redesign of facilities in Yosemite Village 
wi 11 alleviate the congested appearance and overdeveloped atmos
phere of that area. The area behind the Village Store will be 
opened up by removal or relocation of the vehicle repair and 
servicing garage, car rental facility, and shuttle bus maintenance 
and storage yard. Redesign of the village mall will substantially 
reduce the expanse of asphalt and the "strip" appearance of com
mercial, interpretive, and administrative facilities. Existing 
employee tent cabins will be removed from Camp 6 along the river 
corridor . 

Proposed employee dormitories behind the permanent 
employee residential area in Upper Tecoya will not be visible to the 
majority of visitors. Similarly, the proposed water storage facility 
(potentially 20 feet high) will not be noticeable to most visitors due 
to its removed location. 

The eventual removal of the Ahwahnee Row houses 
will reduce the number of structures visible in views of one of the 
more significant and scenic meadows in Yosemite Valley. 

The redesign of the Curry Village tent cabin area 
will reduce its congested appearance by spreading lower density 
development over a larger area. The proposed expansion site is 
classified as B-Scenic, and the relocated tent cabins will not 
intrude on significant views. 

Containing day parking at Taft Toe and restricting 
automobile circulation will alleviate much of the automobile 
congestion and confusion now occurring within A-Scenic and 
B-Scenic areas. The proposed day staging area will be located in a 
B-Scenic area. 



Table 111-3. Impacts on Scenic Quality (in acres) 

Area Classification 
Area/ Action A-Scenic B-Scenic C-Scenic 

Yosemite Lodge 
Remove and reduce facilities +13.4 
Provide employee dormitories -1.0 -1.5 

Yosemite Village 
Remove gift shops, services, etc. +1. 7 +1.6 
Remove Ahwahnee Row and NPS 

residences +0.9 +6.0 
Restore Camp 6 area +9.0 
Redesign village mall +1.5 +1.5 
Adapt school area for housing +3.1 
Provide employee dormitories -1.8 

Curr}:'. Village 
Remove and reduce facilities +1. 7 
Phase out portion of orchard 

parking +2.7 +0.5 
Remove tent cabins +4.2 
Eliminate dump parking +1.6 
Reduce housekeeping units 

and construct path +3.1 
Relocate employee housing +4.3 

Ahwahnee Hotel 
Remove swimming pool and tennis 

court +0.1 
Remove golf course +4.0 

Camegrounds 
Eliminate riverbank camping +11.8 +3.2 

Other Areas 
Remove strip. parking 
Remove Degnans and other 

residences . +0.4 
Remove Masonic hall +0.1 
Remove superintendent's 

residence +0.8 
Remove old sewage treatment 

plant +2.8 
Construct Indian cultural center -2.0 
Construct bike trail 
Construct west end parking -10.0 
Construct water storage facility -1.0 

TOTALS +46.1 +18.4 -1.8 

+ indicates general gain in scenic quality. 
- indicates general loss in scenic quality. 

Mixed 

+5.5 

-14.5 

---
-9.0 

The overall reduction of visitor and support facilities 
will reduce the number of deliveries of fuel, gifts, and other com
modities, reducing the number of semitrailer trucks with relatively 
high noise-producing diesel engines. Numbers of vehicles in the 
east end of the Valiey associated with day visitors and employees 
will also be reduced. 

A reduction of exhaust emissions by 30 percent will 
decrease the oxidant (smog) levels in Yosemite Valley, thus 
increasing the visual quality to a unquantifiable degree. The exact 
amount of smog reduction is impossible to predict in the absence of 
definitive meteorological data. 

2. El Portal 
The natural, undisturbed appearance of portions of 

El Portal will be significantly altered by the construction of 
employee residences, administration offices, maintenance areas, and 
town-oriented commercial facilities. 

3. Glacier Point 
The elimination of fast-food service and gift sales at 

Glacier Point will remove man-made facilities from the approach to 
one of the most significant and well-known viewing points in the 
park. Rerouting the trail from the parking area to the overlook 
will result in an improvement in the initial view of Yosemite Valley. 

4. Wawona 
Additional Park Service facilities at Wawona will make 

development a more prominent part of the landscape where they are 
located. Restoration of parts of Section 35 will enhance the natural 
setting in those areas. 

5. Mariposa Grove 
Removal of the gift shop, Wawona Point Road, and 

asphalt parking area will improve the natural appearance of the 
area. 

6. Tuolumne Meadows 
Relocation of the grocery store and partial. restora

tion of the employee housing area will increase the naturalness of 
sites visible from the road. Removal of many meadow roads and 
trails will make the meadows look mo·re natural once road scars have 
healed. Other developments that would detract from the scenery 
will be located where they will not be visible from the road. Air 
pollutants will increase along the Tioga Road corridor but will not 
significantly affect Tuolumne Meadows. 

7. White Wolf 
Provisions for commercial power will 

levels by eliminating the need for on-site generators. 
reduce noise 
The proposed 

expansion of the campground and lodge will slightly increase the 
developed appearance of the area. 

on the 
facility 
road. 
mercial 

8. Crane Flat 
The proposed parking area will be a visible intrusion 

natural scene. The location of the wastewater treatment 
has not been determined, but it will not be visible from the 
Noise from electric generators will be eliminated when com
power is provided. 

9. Hodgdon Meadow 
Additional park employee housing and additional 

campground sites will make development a more prominent feature of 
the landscape and detract from people's enjoyment of the natural 
setting. 

10. Foresta 
Removal of many existing facilities will enhance 

opportunities for enjoyment of the natural setting. 

11. Hetch Hetchy 
The proposed campground 

increase the developed appearance of the 
visible to most visitors. 

12. Summary of Impacts 

and parking area will 
area, but it will not be 

Overall, the amount of development intrusions on 
esthetic qualities will be increased at Yosemite Valley, Glacier Point, 
Mariposa Grove, Tuolumne Meadows, White Wolf, and Foresta. They 
will be decreased at El Portal, Wawona, Crane Flat, Hodgdon 
Meadow, and Hetch Hetchy. 

H. Impacts on Archeological Resources 
Direct impacts on archeological resources will be variable 

and closely related to specific kinds of proposed actions. Construc
tion activities will generally affect the uppermost strata as vehicles 
compact the soils and alter the distribution and stratification of 
artifacts. In some areas, where all materials are on the surface, 
this will destroy the site's value. Excavation will alter the juxta
position of artifacts to greater depths. Paving of roadways and 
parking areas will temporarily seal archeological resources and 
protect them from further damage; however, the construction 
activities required prior to paving and the weight of the paving 
materials will alter the original site conditions. 

Visitors using campgrounds and picnic areas will remove 
surface artifacts and moderately compact soils. A loss of the 
original surface materials, a minor .alteration of artifact juxtaposi
tion, and a loss of surface evidence that would otherwise be a key 
indicator of the sites's location will result. 
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Removal of roads, trails, or structures from the top of 
archeological sites will result in additional disturbance to the site 
over and beyond the original effects of establishing the facility. 

Some archeological sites not directly affected by the 
proposal will be indirectly affected due to their proximity to 
facilities and the potential for increased activity in the area. 

Table 111-4 lists those archeological sites which will be 
directly or indirectly affected by the proposal. Variable impacts 
associated with site quality or importance are not indicated because 
the relative value of one site compared to another is largely 
unknown at the present time. 

1. Impacts Associated With Construction 
Proposed development of facilities will directly affect 

a total of three sites, excluding El Portal, and indirectly affect 
three sites. Actions at developed areas that will directly affect 
archeological sites include the establishment of a campground at 
Wawona, expansion of the employee residential area at Hodgdon 
Meadow, and expansion of the Yosemite Creek campground. 
Indirect effects will occur as a result of expansion of Yosemite 
Creek campground, construction of a parking area at Crane Flat, 
and construction of a walk-in campground at Hetch Hetchy. 

The relative degree of impact will be partly associ
ated with the level of disturbance previously occurring on the site. 
Of the 15 sites listed in Table 111-4 as being directly or indirectly 
affected by proposed construction actions, one site has received 
relatively little disturbance, three have had significant losses of 
artifacts due to scavenging, and the remaining nine have been 
previously altered by construction activities of one sort or another. 
Sites that have received no significant impact in the past will 
remain undisturbed. 

The general areas of Yosemite Valley, El Portal, 
Wawona, Tuolumne, and Foresta/Big Meadow are archeological 
districts eligible for inclusion on the National Register. Any 
adverse effect on archeological resources within these districts will 
impair the integrity of the district as a whole. 

The most significant cumulative impact on archeo
logical resources will occur at El Portal. Proposed utilization of the 
developable land for residential, administrative, warehousing, and 
maintenance facilities will significantly affect the archeological sites 
and the integrity of this archeological district. 
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Table 111-4. Numbers of Archeological Sites Affected by the Proposal 

T}'.Qe and Source of lmQact 

Direct Effect Indirect Effect 

Facility, Facility, Facility, Facility, 
Roadway Roadway Roadway Roadway 

DeveloQed Area Construction Removal Construction Removal 

Yosemite Valley 0 5 0 0 
Cascades 0 0 0 0 

~~:~~!a~ rea a 
8 1 0 0 
2 0 0 3 

Tuolumne 0 9 0 0 
Hodgdon Meadow b 1 0 0 0 
Tioga Road Corridor 1 0 2 0 
Hetch Hetchy 0 0 1 0 
Foresta 0 0 0 0 
Aspen Valley 0 0 0 5 
Backcountry 0 0 0 0 

aArea includes Wawona, south entrance station, and Mariposa Grove. 

bArea includes Tioga Road campgrounds, Tenaya Lake area, Crane Flat, 
and White Wolf. 

2. Impacts Associated With Facility Removal 

No lmQact 

8 
0 
3 

15 
22 

4 
9 
0 

11 
0 
1 

Removal of facilities or roadways will directly disturb 
a total of 15 sites in Yosemite Valley, El Portal, and Tuolumne 
Meadows. All of these sites have been previously disturbed. In 
addition, a total of 8 sites in Wawona and Aspen Valley may 
potentially be disturbed by restoration activities in their vicinities. 

Sites affected by facility removal include areas where 
both roads and buildings are removed. Effects of construction 
vehicles will further alter juxtaposition of artifacts, stratification, 
and integrity of the site as a whole. 

I. Impacts on Historic Resources 
Impacts on historic resources are generally associated 

with their preservation, restoration, removal, natural deterioration, 
and adaptive use. 

Preservation involves sustaining the existing terrain and 
vegetative cover of a site and the existing form, integrity, and 

material of an object or structure. It includes initial preservation 
work, where necessary, as well as ongoing maintenance. 

Restoration is the process of recovering the general 
historic form and details of an ·object or structure through the 
removal of incompatible accretions and the replacement of missing 
elements as appropriate. It may be for exteriors and interiors, and 
may be partial or complete. 

Removal includes demolition or relocation of a structure 
and the recovery of an area to more natural conditions. 

Natural deterioration involves the gradual disintegration 
of the resource through lack of maintenance, exposure to climatic 
conditions, etc. Sometimes potential hazards are removed (e.g. , 
filling in abandoned mine shafts). 

Adaptive use usually calls for the preservation and/or 
restoration of a building facade and the conversion of the interior 
to modern, functional space. Original fabric is retained whenever 
practicable. Adaptive use may result in changes in the quality or 
understanding of those aspects that qualified the resource for entry 
in the National Register of Historic Places. 

Increased use of historic structures cari lead to excessive 
wear and tear and eventual deterioration of the resource. 

Less easily quantified is the cumulative impact on a 
historic district or site caused by the individual actions affecting 
its components. In these instances, the degree of impact will vary 
based on the significance of the involved components. 

The remaining discussion of impacts on historic resources 
is concerned with proposed development-related actions. Impacts 
are discussed if the properties involved are on, or nominated to, 
the National Register of Historic Places. 

1. Yosemite Valley District 
As a result of implementing the proposal, the 

following properties will be preserved in their existing character: 
Yosemite Valley Chapel, Le Conte Memorial Lodge, the Yosemite 
Valley bridges (8), · Bridalveil Meadow Historic Site, Lamon Orchard 
Site, Pioneer Cemetery, and the historic sites in the Yosemite 
Village Historic District. The proposed removal of the swimming 
pool (1964-nonhistoric), tennis courts (1928), and golf course 
(1930) from the grounds of the Ahwahnee Hotel (1925) will alter the 
historic hotel setting but will not significantly affect the architec
tural qualities of the building. 



The significant exterior facades of the administration 
building and post office will be preserved, while their interiors will 
be adaptively used. Proposed interpretive use of the Valley 
District Building (Old Museum) will return the facility to its historic 
function. Pa.rtial restoration of the building1s architecturally 
significant facade may be indicated. The removal of the magis
trate1s office from the Old Museum will increase the security for the 
collections. 

Removal of three buildings in the Yosemite Village 
Historic District will affect both the individual structures and the 
district1s architectural integrity. 

A similar impact will occur within the Camp Curry 
Historic Site with the removal of the Foster Curry cabin, which is 
located within the active rockfall zone. The potential for changing 
Camp Curry1s historically significant philosophy of low-cost accom
modations will be satisfactorily avoided by retaining a mixture of old 
and new tent cabins. 

Potential impacts to the seven Ahwahnee Row houses 
and houses along the southern portion of the Yosemite Village 
Historic District will be assessed as part of the proposed housing 
study. 

Provision of a transportation museum in El Portal will 
result in the preservation of the HHRR engine #6, track bus #19, 
YVRR caboose #15, and historical properties related to the Bagby 
Station house. 

2. Wawona District 
The proposal to continue managing Wawona as the 

focal point for interpreting Yosemite history will result in the 
continued preservation of National Register properties in the 
Pioneer History Center. Other properties that will be preserved 
are the arboretum wall remains, and the Chilnualna Falls ranger 
patrol cabin. 

The proposed use of the Wawona Hotel will result in 
partial restoration and increased use of the buildings. Relocation 
of the Wawona Hotel parking area and redesign of the gas station 
facade will reduce the impact of modern intrusions in the historic 
scene. 

The Glacier Point Trailside Museum and the 
Ostrander Lake ski hut will be preserved. 

3. Mather District 
In the Tuolumne Meadows/Tioga Pass area proposed 

actions will lead to continued preservation and use of the Tioga 

Pass entrance station and 
Conservation Corps (CCC) 
Meadows campground. 

comfort 
comfort 

station and 
stations in 

three Civilian 
the Tuolumne 

The proposed conversion of the CCC mess hall from 
a mountaineering center to employee apartments will result in 
significant renovation of the interior. 

The proposed adaptive use of Parsons Lodge for 
interpretive programs will have no effect on its architecturally 
significant facade and will result in the continued use and preser
vation of the resource. 

Removal of the CCC Visitor Center and the McCauley 
barn will result in the loss of these resources. 

J. Impacts on Indian Culture 
The Indian cultural center will help the Indian culture of 

Yosemite remain a living culture. The center will be located away 
from the mainstream of interpretive and commercial activities. The 
atmosphere will be proper for traditional ceremonies and private 
enough to conduct sacred ceremonies in a dignified manner. 

K. Impacts on the Socioeconomic Region 
1. Impact of Boundary Changes on the Region 

Transfer of the Crocker Ridge additon will not affect 
land uses in the region. The land is currently being managed by 
the U.S. Forest Service as if it were part of Yosemite National 
Park. Crocker Ridge is not proposed for a timber sale and it is 
not included in the timber land base for Stanislaus National Forest. 
Under current Forest Service management practices, no economic 
impacts will be incurred when the land is transferred to the 
National Park Service. 

2. Impacts of Land Acquisition on the Region 
Acquisition of private properties will reduce the 

number of seasonal and permanent houses available within the 
private sector in the area. Acquisition of private properties will 
remove those lands from the county tax base. Public Law 94-565, 
Payments in Lieu of Taxes, is intended to compensate affected 
counties for such losses. It is not expected that either Mariposa or 
Tuolumne counties will experience tax losses while these payments 
are being made. However, provisions of the law stipulate that tax 
loss compensation will occur for a period of five years only. At the 
end of the five-year period the two counties may experience some 
loss in these revenues. During the 1976-77 tax year Mariposa 
County collected $87,654.36 in property taxes from Section 35. If 
property owners elect to remain residents in Section 35 after selling 
their properties, they will continue to pay a possessory tax that 
will approximate the payments of property taxes. Therefore, the 

reduction in the tax base may not occur for 20 to 50 years. 
Additionally, Mariposa County collected motel taxes of $30,598.37 
from Section 35 during the 1976-77 budget year. Acquisition of 
motel properties in Section 35 will result in the loss of these monies 
when these operations are no longer in existence. 

3. Impact of Construction on the Region 
The estimated expenditures required to implement the 

proposal range from $72.5 million to $84.8 million. Of the total 
cost, $45.5 million to $54.8 million will be incurred by the National 
Park Service. Total expenditures incurred by the concessioner will 
be $29 million to $33.2 million, but the actual cost to the 
concessioner of implementing the plan will be $27 million to $30 

.million since the concessioner will receive payments from the 
National Park Service of $2 million to $3.2 million for removal and 
relocation of facilities. The breakdown of attributable costs is as 
follows: 

National Park Service 
Design and Construction 
Land Acquisition 
Archeological Investigations 

& Salvage 
Payments to the Concessioner for 

Removal and Relocation of 
Facilities 

Subtotal 

Yosemite Park and Curry Company 

Total 

$29.0-34.0 million 
12.0-15.0 million 

2.5-2.6 million 

2.0-3.2 million 

$45.5-54.8 million 

$27.0-30.0 million 

$72.5-84.8 million 

These estimates include the costs of design, con
struction, supervision, and furnishings wherever applicable. 
However, increased staffing or operational costs are not reflected in 
the totals. 

In order to quantify the economic impacts associated 
with implementing the actions required in the various alternatives 
and in the proposal, input-output tables were developed for the 
local economies (Lofting, 1976). This methodology allows for a 
determination of the man-years of employment and dollars of income 
that will be generated as a result of construction activity. While 
the direct economic impacts will primarily occur in the construction 
sector of the local economy, indirect and induced effects are also 
captured by this ana~ysis so that the aggregate impact on the entire 
economic infrastructure is recognized. 
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Implementation of only the construction actions 
outlined in the proposal is estimated to cost $56,332,000. From the 
input-output analysis, construction activities are projected to 
generate 3,841 man-years of employment and $31, 186,900 of income 
in the five counties of the Yosemite region (Table 111-5). Of the 
total construction budget, development costs occurring directly in 
Mariposa County are estimated to be $49,573,500. This level of 
activity is expected to generate 1,676 man-years of employment and 
$6,218,200 of income for Mariposa County. The information 
presented above is aggregated for the lifetime of the project, and 
the annual effect on the local economies will be dependent on the 
schedule of implementation. A project of this magnitude is 
estimated to require 15 years for completion, with the initial 3 years 
devoted to design. Therefore, actual construction will occur over a 
12-year period. Assuming that the project can be phased to 
generate equal increments of construction annually, the resultant 
effect on the regional economy will be the creation of 320 man-years 
of employment and $2,598,900 of income per year. The annual 
impact on Mariposa County will be 139 man-years of employment and 
$518, 180 of income. 

Expanded employment opportunities can be expected 
to cause an overall population increase of 0.5 percent in the five 
counties and 7. 0 percent in Mariposa County (assuming a population 
multiplier of 3 persons per man-year of employment). Coincident 
with population growth are other socioeconomic impacts that can be 
identified and measured. In the five-county region a 0.7 percent 
increase in housing demand will be generated. The effect on 
Mariposa County is anticipated to be a 9 percent increase in the 
demand for housing. Additional population will also result in an 
increase in the demand for health care facilities, which is expected 
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Table 111-5. Impacts of Construction Activities 

Variable Yosemite Regiona Mariposa County 

Employment 
Income 
Annual Employment 
Annual Income 
Population Increase 
Demand for Housing 
Demand for Health Care 
Increase in School-Aged Children 

3,841 man-years 
$31,186,900 
320 man-years 
$2,598,900 

0.5% 
0.7% 
0.5% 
0.7% 

1,676 man-years 
$6,218,200 

139 man-years 
$518,180 
7.0% 
9.0% 
7.0% 

11.0% 

8 1ncludes Madera·, Mariposa, Merced, Mono, and Tuolumne Counties. 

to amount to 0.5 percent in the region and 7.0 percent in Mariposa 
County. The number of school-aged children will increase by 0. 7 
percent in the region and by 11 percent in Mariposa County. 
Generally, demand for all existing social services will increase as 
the population increases. 

Following completion of the various construction 
projects (approximately 12 years), employment opportunities in the 
region may decline. If this occurs, it will cause a consequential 
decrease in population and the demand for social services projected 
above. 

4. Impact of Visitation on the Region 
The annual number of visitors is projected to be 

2,685,400 (Harris, Kerr, Forster and Company, 1977). This will be 
a slight decrease from the greatest annual visitation of 2, 753, 152, 
which occurred in 1976. Although a decrease in visitation will 
reduce economic gains to local economies, the reduction will be 
relatively insignificant. 

5. Impact of Recreational Opportunities on the Region 
Most changes in recreational opportunities within the 

park are not anticipated to cause major changes in the demand for 
recreation outside the park. The following items, however, may 
affect neighboring resorts. 

The number of people who will be able to stay over
night in the park accommodations at any one time will decline by 
approximately 701 people (190 units) per night. As a result, it is 
expected that during the peak season, there will be an increased 
number of requests for accommodations near the park. 

The total number of campsites in the park will be 
increased by 203, increasing the number of people who can camp in 
the park by about 900. However, there will be a reduction in 
campsites in the Valley, and some people may not want to camp in 
the park if they cannot stay in the Valley. Thus there may be a 
slight increase in demand for campgrounds near the park. 

By removing tennis courts and swimming pools from 
the park, there may be a small demand for such facilities outside 
the park, as some people may refuse to stay in the park if tennis 
and pools are not available. The removal of the golf course from 
Yosemite Valley will probably not affect the area outside the park 
because only a small percentage of visitors use it and because golf 
will still be available in the park at Wawona. 

Crane Flat will become a winter recreation area, 
Which will perhaps draw people away from other resorts in the 
area, particularly those in Tuolumne County. 

L. Impacts on Visitors' Experiences 
1. Changes in Visitor Use Levels 

a. Overnight Use Levels 
(1) Yosemite Valle District 

a) Yosemite. Lodge Area 
All of the cabins with 

baths and rooms without baths will be removed, so 
units will be available in the Yosemite Lodge area. 
moderate-cost units with baths will be built for visitors 
stay in less expensive units, but those who wish to 
low-cost units will have to stay in Curry Village. 

(b) Curry Village 

and without 
no low-cost 
Eighty new 

who wish to 
stay in the 

Within the Curry Village area, visitor 
facilities will be eliminated from geologically hazardous areas, the 
density of tent cabins will be reduced, and several types of low
cost accommodations will be provided. The number of cabins will 
not change, but the number of tent cabins will be reduced by 20 
percent. In addition, a 23 percent reduction in housekeeping units 
is p reposed . 

Curry Village has a distinct clientele 
that returns frequently to use the tent and wooden cabins. People 
stay at Curry Village not only because it has some of the cheapest 
accommodations in the Valley, but also because of the rustic atmos
phere. However, even though there is a substantial clientele 
desiring these accommodations, the tent cabins are always the last 
accommodations in the Valley to fill to capacity, thus the 20 percent 
reduction in tent cabins is not anticipated to affect a large number 
of visitors. The 23 percent reduction in housekeeping units may 
indeed impact some visitors who want to stay in these units, since 
they are nearly filled to capacity throughout the summer. Such 
visitors will have the alternatives of staying in the campgrounds, 
which are also filled nightly throughout the summer, or in cabins in 
Curry Village, which are more expensive and do not provide for 
visitors to cook their own food. 

(c) Campgrounds 
A total of 116, or 15 percent, of the 

automobile campsites will be eliminated from campgrounds in 
Yosemite Valley. Approximately 24 auto campsites (see Table A-6 
for precise figures) will be removed from each of the following 
areas: Upper Pine campground, Lower Pine campground, North 
Pine campground, Upper River campground, and Lower River 
campground. Based on four people using each campsite, a total of 
480 auto campers will be displaced. Over the entire summer, when 
campgrounds are heavily used, this action will impact many visitors. 
For many years people have had to wait in line to get a campsite; a 
further reduction of sites may make the demand seem even greater. 
There are often campsites available in other parts of the park, 



however, and these campgrounds will be expanded so people will 
have alternative places to camp within the park. For those who do 
get sites, the experience in campgrounds in the Valley may seem 
less crowded. 

(2) Wawona District 
(a) Wawona 

The number of year-round accommo
dations will be increased at Wawona. The hotel, Moore's Cottage, 
the Manager's Cottage, and the Thomas Hill Studio will be renovated 
and winterized. An overall increase of about 80 hotel units is 
proposed in the expansion of the complex. This represents a 130 
percent increase in hotel accommodations. Using a multiplier of 
2. 7, a total of 392 persons Will be accommodated. 

Expansion of overnight opportunities 
without the addition of structures intrusive on the historical setting 
will be accomplished by the construction of a 200-site auto camp
ground. This constitutes a 200 percent increase in available auto 
campsites. 

The removal of improvements from 
acquired properties in Section 35 will involve the elimination of 303 
private accommodations and 20 recreational vehicle spaces. The 
removal of these properties will decrease the available accommodation 
level within the park over the long term. 

(b) Bridalveil Campground 
The proposed campground will allow 

horse campers easier access into the backcountry by providing them 
a place to park their trailers. 

(3) Mather District 
(a) Tuolumne Meadows 

Changes in overnight facilities at 
Tuolumne Meadows reflect an intent to protect the subalpine eco
systems, to place planned development in the lodgepole pine 
ecosystem, and to facilitate backcountry camping activities. A 
decrease of 200 auto campsites, or 33 percent of the existing 600 
sites, is proposed. The numbers of existing walk-in campsites (SO) 
and backcountry parking spaces (110) will remain unchanged. 
Finally, two group campsites for horseback riders, accommodating 
approximately 25 riders each, is proposed at the Gaylor Creek 
trailhead. 

Although the reduction of the camp
ground will impact some visitors who traditionally like to camp 
there, they will have opportunities to camp in other campgrounds 
along the Tioga Road. Those who do camp in Tuolumne Meadows 
wit I find a much less congested cam pg round. 

(b) White Wolf 

overnight accommodations, 
tent cabins are proposed. 
auto campsites and a 92 
accommodations. 

To increase camping opportunities and 
an additional 64 auto campsite's and 12 
This represents a 43 percent increase in 
percent increase in YP&CC overnight 

(c) Crane Flat 
Crane Flat is also an area designated 

for increases in overnight camping opportunities. The addition of 
36 auto campsites to the existing 164 represents an overall proposed 
increase of 22 percent. 

(d) Tioga Road Campgrounds 
The proposed consolidation of camp

grounds will improve maintenance efficiency and visitor enjoyment. 
An overall increase of 95 auto campsites will be achieved by 
expanding Tamarack Flat by 50 sites, Yosemite Creek by 45 sites, 
and Porcupine Flat by 25 sites (the 25-site Smokey Jack camp
ground will be removed). This represents an increase of 61 
percent, allowing for an additional 580 overnight visitors. Numbers 
of existing walk-in campsites in the area will remain unchanged. 

(e) Hodgdon Meadow 
Additional camping opportunities will 

be provided in the Big Oak Flat portion of the park. The proposed 
90 auto campsites represent an 82 percent increase over the 
existing 110 units and will accommodate an additional 690 visitors. 

(f) Hetch Hetchy 
The addition of 30 walk-in campsites 

will facilitate camping in the vicinity of the reservoir. Based on a 
multiplier of 4.0, 120 campers will be accommodated in an area 
where no overnight facilities exist at present. The new sites will 
be particularly attractive to backpackers, giving them a place to 
camp just before and after a backpacking trip. 

(4) Summary 
An overall decrease in both sheltered 

accommodations (-278 units) and campsites (-116 units) is proposed 
for the Valley District to alleviate crowding, decrease ground 
deterioration, and enhance circulation. In the Wawona District, 
increases in the numbers of hotel accommodations ( +82 units) and 
auto campsites ( +182 units) will offset, and thus compensate for, 
overnight accommodation losses in the Valley District. An increase 
in campsites throughout the Mather District ( +117 units) will also 
help to offset the reduction of campsites in the Valley District. 

In sum, a decrease of 190 accommodation 
units is proposed, with a 203-unit increase in campsites of various 

types. Low cost ($7-$17/night) accommodations will be reduced 
from 994 to 748, or from 57 percent of all accommodations to 48 
percent. Moderate cost ($18-$28/night) units will be increased in 
number from 341 to 399, and , the high cost units ($29-$35/night) 
will decrease slightly from 276 to 274 but will increase in percent of 
total units from 16 percent to 18 percent. The number of luxury 
units at the Ahwahnee will remain the same but will increase from 7 
to 8 percent of the total number of units. 

b. Day Use Levels 
The peak day levels under the proposal reflect 

the maximum number of people who can visit the park for the day 
(day visitors, as opposed to overnight visitors). These levels were 
calculated for each developed area based on the maximum number of 
cars and buses that will be able to park there in one day and 
multiplying these numbers by three people per car or 50 people per 
bus. The maximum number of cars and buses was 1:1ased on antici
pated lengths of stay during different times of the day. The use 
of this formula as an indicator of peak day use levels has the 
following limitations: 

The average length of stay anticipated for each area was not 
based on data collected at that location, with the exception of 
Yosemite Valley. 

Basing day use levels on the number of parking spaces in an 
area does not account for people using non-parking buses to 
get from one area to another, which may also alter the length 
of stay in an area or the park. 

The number of day visitors coming to the park by bus is not 
precisely known, and if those buses do not park, the number 
of day visitors arriving by bus is at this time unlimited. 

Recognizing these limitations in the use of day 
parking spaces to determine peak day use levels, impacts on 
visitors will be as follows: 

(1) Yosemite Valley District 
The proposed peak day use level for the 

eastern half of the Valley will be reduced to 6,675, or to approxim
ately 50 percent of the current potential peak day use level. 
However, even though the currently calculated peak day use level 
for the eastern half of the Valley is more than 13,000 visitors 
(assuming maximum use of all day parking spaces all day long), 
actual day use visitation has probably never exceeded 7, 300 visitors 
on any one day. The current potential daily use total would pro
duce clearly unacceptable overcrowding. 

On the day of heaviest visitation to date 
(May 29, 1976), there were approximately 2,300 day visitor cars in 
the Valley east of El Capitan. However, it is estimated that there 
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was available parking for 4,370 cars if all spaces had been filled 
most of the day. Even though some people could not find parking 
on that day, some day parking spaces were empty because they 
were hard to find and other spaces that are counted as day parking 
were being used by overnight visitors. The amount of parking that 
is proposed for the Valley, El Portal, and Crane Flat will 
accommodate about 2, 100 cars per day. Therefore, if this plan had 
been implemented in 1976, on that one day some people (about 600) 
who wanted to go to the east end of the Valley would not have been 
able to find a parking space. However, on all other days in 1976 
(the heaviest year of visitation to date) day parking would have 
been adequate to accommodate everyone. 

(2) Wawona District 
Day parking in the Wawona District will 

increase slightly due to the larger parking area for Mariposa Grove 
at the south entrance. This will reduce the number of days that 
people will be unable to find parking for Mariposa Grove. 

(3) Mather District 
Day parking in the Mather District will 

accommodate a significantly greater number of people in Tuolumne 
Meadows and Crane Flat. 

(4) Summary 
Day parking in the park will be reduced 

by 16 percent. The moderate impact on visitors will occur mainly 
on late spring and summer weekends. The reduction of parking 
spaces and rearrangement of parking areas should significantly 
decrease traffic congestion in the park, providing all visitors with a 
more pleasant experience. 

2. Effects of Construction on Visitors 
The construction phase is expected to take approx

imately 12 years. Since the time of year generally appropriate for 
construction is identical to the peak visitor season, many visitors 
will have to put up with inconveniences due to the construction. 
The Park Service will make every effort to minimize inconveniences 
and try to have as much work as possible done before Memorial Day 
weekend and never on weekends when visitation is high. 

3. Effects of Transportation Changes on Visitors 
As visitation increases, the Big Oak Flat and south 

entrances are expected to carry the bulk of the increased traffic 
due to the distribution of population in California. No major 
changes in circulation patterns within the park are expected to 
occur except in Yosemite Valley. Impacts of the proposal within 
each of the management districts in the park are discussed below. 
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a. Yosemite Valley District 
Restrictions on private automobile use in the 

Valley will inconvenience visitors who would prefer to circulate in 
the privacy of their own automobiles. However, entering the 
Valley, finding a parking space, and making connections with the 
shuttle bus will be simplified because automobile congestion will be 
greatly reduced and shuttle service will serve more of the Valley. 
Handicapped visitors unable to ride the shuttle bus may obtain a 
pass at the Taft Toe information station which will allow them 
vehicle access to the Valley. 

With the establishment of a 16-mile bike trail 
system and with the reduced traffic on the Valley's roads during 
the peak season, visitors will be encouraged to bicycle or walk in 
areas currently dominated by auto traffic. 

b. Wawona District 
Auto congestion in the Mariposa Grove will be 

eliminated. The restriction of automobile traffic will inconvenience 
visitors who would prefer not to ride the tram, but it will improve 
the experience for visitors who would otherwise be distracted by so 
many automobiles. Handicapped visitors unable to ride the tram 
may obtain a permit at the south entrance station to allow them car 
access to the grove. 

Traffic on Wawona Road will increase due to the 
increased number of accommodations at Wawona, and traffic conges
tion may occasionally interrupt visitors' enjoyment of the park. 
Access to backcountry areas will be increased with the addition of 
parking areas and space for horse trailers at the two group camps 
at Bridalveil campground. 

c. Mather District 
Tioga Road will continue to be closed when 

snows make it impassable. Traffic on the Tioga Road and Big Oak 
Flat Road will increase due to the increase in campsites and accom
modations in this district, and traffic congestion may occasionally 
interrupt visitors' enjoyment of the park. Once all the inholding 
properties at Aspen Valley are purchased, the western portion of 
the Old Tioga Road will be closed to private auto traffic, further 
reducing opportunities for scenic driving. 

4. Effects of Informational Services on Visitors 
Major improvements in informational services at 

entrances and the Taft Toe parking area will enable people to stop 
as soon as they enter the park and obtain information to help them 
decide what to do and where to go while in Yosemite. These 
services will particularly benefit first-time visitors and visitors who 
have a limited amount of time to spend in the park. Good informa
tion about the number of people in specific park areas may also 

encourage visitors to spread themselves out if they wish to avoid 
crowding. 

5. Effects of Recreational Activities on Visitors 
a. Summer Activities 

Hiking, fishing, river swimming, hang-gliding, 
and picnicking are some of the many activities that will be little 
affected by the proposal. The few visitors who like to golf (1%) ,1 

play tennis (1%), swim in pools (7%), or ice-skate may be disap
pointed to find these activities eliminated from Yosemite Valley. 
Golf, tennis, and swimming will continue to be available in Wawona 
and at numerous resorts in the Sierras. 

Those visitors who like to take scenic drives in 
their own cars (51%) will continue to be able to do so in most areas 
of the park. During the peak season, however, they will not be 
able to drive in Yosemite Valley from El Capitan eastward, or from 
the south entrance to Mariposa Grove. Again, those people not 
able to ride a shuttle bus may obtain a permit to drive their own 
cars throughout the Valley. 

Scenic viewing opportunities will be enhanced 
for people riding buses, walking, biking, and horseback riding. 
The shuttle bus stops will be frequent enough that a party may 
choose to walk a section of the Valley, but if they get tired and 
want to ride again they will never be too far from a bus stop. 
Getting people out of their cars may encourage them to experience 
more of the park than just its scenery. They will be closer to the 
resources and they may gain a greater appreciation for the many 
facets of the natural environment. 

Horseback riding will continue to be encouraged 
through the rental operations in Yosemite Valley, Tuolumne 
Meadows, White Wolf, and Wawona. The four equestrian group 
camps (two at Bridalveil campground and two more at Gaylor Creek 
near Tuolumne Meadows) will provide a jumping-off point for groups 
going into the backcountry. Additional horses in the backcountry 
will disturb some backpackers. 

Very few visitors (0. 5%) currently participate 
actively in hang-gliding. A far larger number enjoy watching the 
gliders descend. These visitors will continue to be able to enjoy 
this sport, while the one-fourth to one-third of all visitors who feel 
that this sport should be excluded will have to continue to tolerate 
it. 

1 Percentages are from the August 1975 Yosemite visitor survey. 



Establishment of 16 miles of bike trails in the 
Valley will encourage more bicycling. Many people bring their 
bikes to the park and they are also available for rent. Bicycling 
will provide an enjoyable way for many people ·of all ages to get 
around the Valley. 

Opportunities to shop for craft items or 
souvenirs will be slightly reduced. All major gift sales will be 
removed from Yosemite Village (except for Best's Studio), Glacier 
Point, and Mariposa Grove. Gift sales will continue to be provided 
at Yosemite Lodge, the Ahwahnee Hotel, Wawona, Curry Village, 
and Badger Pass (during the winter only). Additional shopping 
opportunities will be provided in El Portal. Clothing sales will be 
eliminated from Yosemite Lodge and Yosemite Village, but they will 
be provided at El Portal and at Badger Pass (during the winter). 

Facilities for interpretation will be more 
numerous. The space left vacant from clothing sales in the lodge 
will be used for interpretation as will the old Administration and 
Valley District Buildings when they become vacated. A transporta
tion and community museum will be established in El Portal. A 
seating area for interpretation will be constructed at Glacier Point. 
The Indian cultural center will provide a unique opportunity for 
visitors to become aware of the local Indian culture. 

People who come to Yosemite to get away from 
other people and experience solitude will, with some effort, be able 
to find what they want, even in Yosemite Valley. Seeking wilder
ness designation for additional lands in the backcountry will 
generally not affect visitor activities because the lands are already 
predominantly de facto wilderness. 

b. Winter Activities 
Providing shuttle service to Badger Pass will 

facilitate skiers' use of the area. Enforcing a slope capacity based 
on recognized standards for recreational downhill ski areas will 
ensure that the slopes are not overcrowded. 

Cross-country skiing opportunities will be 
enhanced by the addition of facilities and rental operations, 
particularly the addition of major cross-country ski facilities and ski 
instruction north of Yosemite Valley at Crane Flat. Plowing the 
Glacier Point Road to the Bridalveil parking area will allow cross
country skiers to leave from that more convenient location rather 
than leaving from Badger Pass. 

Snowmobiling will continue to be prohibited 
within the park because of conflicts with other winter sports. 
About one-half of all visitors surveyed during the summer felt this 
activity should be excluded from the park. The people who will be 

affected by this policy are generally residents of counties adjacent 
to the park, especially west of the park where other opportunities 
for snowmobiling on U.S. Forest Service land are farther away than 
Yosemite. People living in these areas who enjoy snowmobiling will 
have to continue to make a longer drive to areas where this sport 
is permitted. 

The Crane Flat area will be well-suited for 
people who enjoy sledding, tobogganing, and playing in the snow, 
particularly for families with young children. People entering the 
park at Big Oak Flat to participate in these activities will no longer 
have to drive on to Badger Pass. 

c. Conventions 
The frequency of large conventions will decline 

when they are restricted to the off-season. This will disappoint 
some groups that have held meetings in Yosemite for a number of 
years. However, the members as individuals will always be able to 
visit the park. The proposed method of booking conventions will 
probably enable people to make reservations a reasonable period of 
time ahead rather than finding all rooms booked a year or more in 
advance. 

d. Religious Services 
Elimination of the Church Bowl will change the 

location of some religious services, but it will not affect the 
frequency of services or the number of people who can attend. 

6. Summary of Impacts on the Visitor Experience 
Auto congestion: Peak season auto congestion 

should be significantly improved by keeping day use vehicles out of 
the east end of the Valley. 

Choice of transportation: People who do not like to 
use public transportation will be affected in Yosemite Valley and 
Mariposa Grove. Elsewhere all visitors will have a choice of using 
their cars or taking public transportation. 

Maximum number of vistiors: Peak use levels 
indicate that the maximum number of overnight and day visitors will 
decrease in the Valley, but they will be able to visit other areas of 
the park. 

Activities: Most of the activities people have 
participated in in the past will continue to be available. Those that 
will not be continued were enjoyed by only a small number of the 
visitors. Because of the reduction in auto traffic in the Valley, 
visitors who like to get away from other people and cars will have a 
greater chance of doing so. 

M. Impacts on Employees 
Generally, employees will live in the same area where they 

work to minimize commuting. Since both the Park Service and the 
concessioner will move their headquarters to El Portal, managers 
will tend to live in El Portal while the employees who directly serve 
visitors, such as interpreters and restaurant employees, will live in 
the Valley. It is estimated that the employee community in the 
Valley will be reduced by 21 percent and that the employee 
community in El Portal will be increased by almost 400 percent. 
The employee community in Wawona will also more than double in 
size. Other employee areas will remain about the same size they 
are now. 

El Portal is currently a small community with few services 
and attractions compared with Yosemite Valley. However, the 
larger proposed employee community will offer a greater number and 
range of goods and services, making El Portal a more desirable 
place to live for many people. Some people will continue to dislike 
El Portal because it is very hot during the summer. Some potential 
employees may even refuse jobs knowing they would have to live in 
El Portal. However, assuming that the new housing will be well
designed and air-conditioned and that the community as a whole will 
also be well-designed, El Portal will be a pleasant place to live. 
The majority of the employees living in Yosemite Valley during the 
summer will be young seasonals. It is not anticipated that this 
concentration of younger people will create any more of a law 
enforcement problem than currently exists, even though there will 
be a smaller percentage of adults in the community,. who tend to 
have a stabilizing effect. During the winter, the Valley will be a 
very small community. 

The children of Valley residents will be bused to elemen
tary school in El Portal, requiring them to spend approximately 112 
hours on a bus each day. Having one elementary school, instead of 
two, will probably provide for better education. Each of the 
existing schools has combined grades because there are not enough 
students in each grade to warrant a full-time teacher. Once the 
schools are consolidated, it is anticipated that each grade will have 
its own teacher and grades will not be combined on a regular basis. 
Consolidating the schools will also enhance community cohesion 
because many community and family activities are school-related and 
friendships most often develop at school. Both Valley and El Portal 
students will continue to be bused to high school .in Mariposa. 
Since most of these students will live in El Portal instead of the 
Valley, the average amount of time each high school student spends 
on a bus will be reduced. 

Similarly, with almost everyone living in the community in 
which they work, the total amount of time and energy spent in 
commuting will be reduced. Depending upon the size and prices in 
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the stores which are opened in El Portal, the number of trips 
families make to Fresno or Merced for food may also be reduced. 

The number of employees who will actually have to move 
from the Valley to El Portal, or the reverse, may be fairly small 
due to the length of time it will take to construct new housing and 
the turnover rate of employees during that time. As new housing 
is completed, new employees will move into it, and the vacated 
housing will then be removed or put to new u_se. 

The quality of housing proposed will be a great improve
ment for all employees. The seasonals will have dorms or apart
ments to live in, instead of tent cabins. With a greater supply of 
housing, employees are more Ii kely to get a unit which is the 
appropriate size for their families. 

The proposed increase in the employee community at 
Wawona will create some changes in social interactions among 
members of this long-standing and closely knit community. 

N. Impacts on El Portal Property Owners 
About 34 households (about 75 people) are established in 

Old El Portal in homes owned by the residents but on lands owned 
by the National Park Service. Since the Park Service bought the 
land, these people have not known how long the Park Service would 
allow them to keep their houses there, and they have been 
reluctant to make improvements in their homes. The National Park 
Service has no intention of displacing these people. Once legisla
tion is obtained that allows for long-term leases, the owners will be 
able to obtain leases on their properties for up to 30 years or they 
may choose to sell their improvements to the federal government 
with reservatiQn rights of use and occupancy or sell them to 
another buyer. 

0. Impacts on Within-Park Landowners (lnholders) 
Owners of the year-round residences inside the park 

boundary that the National Park Service proposes to acquire could 
experience certain sociological effects as a result of relocation, if 
use and occupancy· were not reserved. Studies have indicated that 
the most significant factors inherent in a move are identification 
with· place and apprehension over entering a new community. 
Identification with place is often strongest among persons who are 
older, have low mobility, live in rural settings, and have long 
resided in the area. Entering a new area frequently involves 
leaving close social associations and home types for a totally new 
environment. If nearby replacement housing is not available, 
apprehension over moving may be substantial. 

The seasonal residents whose properties are purchased by 
the federal government will lose the enjoyment of living in the park 

136 

near many recreational opportunities after expiration of their reser
vation of use and occupancy. However, they will continue to have 
access to the park and to all the facilities and activities that are 
available there. 

Acquisition of improved properties may cause a reduction 
in income to landowners, since these properties may be used to 
generate rental income. 

P. Impacts on the Concessioners 
The information presented in this section was derived 

from a report prepared by Harris, Kerr, Forster and Company, 
Certified Public Accountants, which assessed the operational and 
financial impacts on the Yosemite Park and Curry Company of the 
proposal and the alternatives. The two basic assumptions under
lying the assessment were that the current operating profit and 
the current rate of return on equity investment were the minimum 
levels acceptable. Both factors are considered low relative to 
industry norms. 

The summary of principal findings relative to implementa
tion of the proposal is presented in Table 111-6. Using typical-year 
data, the table indicates the expected increases or decreases in the 
various expense and profit categories. A typical year is defined as 
a normal operating year and was statistically generated from the 
concessioner 1s operation during 1975 and 1976. The information was 
then further refined to reflect such abnormalities for those years as 
atypical weather and unusual travel patterns. The information in 
the table is presented in percentages rather than actual dollar 
amounts to avoid disclosure of legally protected discretionary infor
mation. The projected increases or decreases were made to reflect 
proposed changes in available services, anticipated changes in 
visitor use levels, and necessary changes in investment. 

As can be noted in the incremental change schedule, the 
net income before capital expenses does not compare favorably with 
typical year data. The incremental change is expected to be a 15.1 
percent decrease from the typical year. At this level, with sales 
measured only against operational expenses, the operation appears 
not to be feasible. Furthermore, when capital expenses are 
included, the net income before income taxes indicates the operation 
would not be feasible. Capital expenses include property taxes and 
depreciation and are projected to increase over a typical year by 
178 percent. The increase in capital expenses will result from the 
increased capital investment required of the concessioner during 
implementation of the proposal. Since financial feasibility is 
determined by measuring return on equity investment, the capital 
investment required by the concessioner under the proposal would 
have to produce proportionately higher net profits before income 
taxes to prove financially feasible. However, this is not the case 

and the table indicates that net income before income taxes will 
decline by 107 percent, causing the return on equity investment to 
decrease by l06. percent. This indicates that the concession 
operation will be operating at a net less once the proposal is fully 
implemented. 

Table 111-6. Anticipated Changes in Concessioner Expenses 
and Profits (Incremental Changes from Typical Yeara) 

Variable 

Total Safes & Income 
Direct Operating Expenses 
Departmental Profits 
Deductions from Income 
House Profits 
Overhead Expenses 
Operating Profit 
Other Deductions 
Net Income before Capital Expenses 
Total Capital Expenses 
Net Income before Income Taxes 
Return on Equity Investment 
Required Equity Investment 

Percent of b 
Anticipated Change 

+ 4.2 
+ 3.7 
+ 4.9 
+19.5 
- 0.1 
+16.3 
-12.9 
+ 5.4 
-15. 1 

+178.1 
-107.4 
-105.7 
+156.5 

aTypical year data was statistically generated from the concessioner's 
operating experience. 

bThe figures show changes from typical year data and are not intended 
to balance as a column. 

The proposal will also have an effect on the several 
small concessions currently operating in the park. Concessioners 
located in the Valley that will be affected include the Ansel Adams 
Gallery, the Yosemite Medical Group, and a dentist, Dr. Charles A. 
Woessner. The concessioners located in El Portal that will be 
affected include El Portal Motor Service, El Portal Market, and El 
Portal Motor Inn. Implementation of the proposal will entail the 
relocation of all these concessions to new structures in El Portal 
with the exception of the Ansel Adams Gallery, which will remain in 
its present location. By virtue of being one of the few remaining 
commercial operations in the Valley, the Ansel Adams Gallery can 
expect a larger business volume than it has experienced in the 
past. 







IV. Mitigating Measures Included in the Proposed Action 
A. Mitigating Measures Associated with Real or Potential 

Impacts on the Natural Environment 
I. Site Monitoring 

Areas in Yosemite Valley, especially areas 
surrounding newly developed areas, will be periodically evaluated to 
ensure that factors determining their biotic and scenic classifi
cations are not altered to the extent that they reflect a lower 
value. For example, the A-Biotic areas adjacent to the B-Biotic 
area of Taft Toe will be monitored to identify any changes that 
would require reclassification of the area in the next lower 
category, B. If changes are perceived, appropriate rehabilitation 
measures will be taken to reverse the downward trend. Biotic 
degradation will be reversed by prescribed burning, prohibiting 
access to an area, or direct vegetation removal. 

As outlined in the Natural Resources Management 
Plan, a monitoring program for evaluating the incidence and effects 
of Fornes annosus will continue. Among other things, this program 
will evaluate relationships between Fornes infection centers and 
visitor use and development in the park. At some time in the 
future it may be necessary to alter visitor-use patterns if it is 
determined that activity and development are significant 
contributers to Fornes infection and that the extent of infection 
threatens the loss of natural vegetation types. 

An ongoing program of monitoring water quality on 
major rivers will be expanded to include additional tributaries 
affected by development areas. The results of these studies will 
provide a basis for reliably assessing water quality impacts during 
more detailed planning phases of the General Management Plan. 
This assessment will be documented in full compliance with the 
National Environmental Policy Act. 

2. Displacement of Impacts From Fragile Environments 
Wherever possible, impacts associated with use of 

facilities will be displaced to the more resilient ecosystems, avoiding 
fragile meadow and riverine environments. For example, 
construction of campground footpaths a distance from river and 
stream banks will channel foot traffic away from shoreline areas and 
promote revegetation of these areas. 

3. Environmentally Sensitive Design 
Facilities will be designed to minimize impacts on the 

natural environment. Removal of vegetation will be avoided 
wherever possible during construction activities, with particular 
attention to mature trees. Natural surface and subsurface drainage 
patterns will be thoroughly evaluated and maintained to the extent 
possible. Natural backgrounds will be retained at development 
sites, and facilities will be constructed with materials that blend 
with the natural background. 

B. Mitigating Measures Associated With Real or 
Potential Impacts on the Cultural Environment 
I. Management of Archeological Resources 

Adverse effects on archeological resources will be 
minimized by the following procedures as specified in the Cultural 
Resources Management Plan. 

Site identification: Site boundaries will be determined, 
primarily as evidenced by surface remains, and the entire 
site wi II be managed as archeological resources. 

Monitoring: Impacts on sites will be determined and 
measured by systematic recording and measured mapping, 
followed by periodic examination for vandalism, erosion, 
or signs of resource loss or disturbance. 

Controlled Surface Collection: If eventual loss of the site 
is anticipated, artifactual materials will be systematically 
removed from the ground surface by sampling within a 
measured grid network and by recording objects in their 
positions by photography, mapping, measurements, and 
written descriptions. The percentage of material 
recovered will vary. 

Testing: Since surface 
depth and significance 

. excavation will be used 
further excavation needs. 

remains do not usually show 
of sites, limited systematic 

to determine significance and 

Excavation: Significant sites that will be unavoidably 
destroyed will be recovered and preserved, data will be 
recorded, and the site will be restored to a natura• 
condition. 

Archeological Clearance: Field inspection prior to ground
disturbing projects will ensure avoidance, minimization, or 
mitigation or cultural resource impairment. When salvage 
excavation is made necessary by development it will be 
programmed to allow sufficient time for salvage before 
construction is scheduled to begin. 

2. Management of Historic Resources 
Potential adverse impacts associated with preserva

tion and restoration of historic structures will be avoided by 
following the· actions prescribed in historic structure maintenance 
guides and historic structure reports, as specified in the Cultural 
Resources Management Plan. 

Removal, relocation, or natural deterioration of 
historic buildings will be preceded by recording at the standards of 

the Historic American Buildings Survey reports; significant artifacts 
will be salvaged and preserved, and a historical architect or 
curator will direct or supervise the removal or relocation. In some 
cases, specified in the Cultural Resources Management Plan, an 
archeologist will also be present during the removal or relocation. 
Properties being relocated will be recorded on their original sites as 
above. 

Properties proposed for natural deterioration will be 
periodically inspected for potential hazards and any additional 
historical information that might be revealed. 

Whenever possible, buildings will be used in their 
historical or adapted manner to guarantee necessary maintenance 
and prevent vandalism. Adverse impacts on historic buildings 
caused by excessive wear and tear will be avoided by establishing 
and enforcing carrying capacities. 

Adaptive use will not interfere with the preservation 
of features specified in National Register nominations. All adaptive 
work will be overseen by a historical architect using a professional
ly acceptable maintenance guide or historic structure report. 

Preservation of principal mall structures in the 
Yosemite Village Historic District will ensure the district's basic 
architectural integrity in spite of the fact that the Pohono Studio 
and the superintendent's residence will be removed. The 
superintendent's residence is a noncontiguous element of the 
Yosemite Village Historic District and its loss will be mitigated by 
the preservation of residences with similar architectural and 
historical values. 

The impact on the architectural integrity of Camp 
Curry caused by the removal of one architecturally significant 
structure will be partially mitigated by preservation of the 
remaining historic structures. 

C. Mitigating Measures Associated With Real or 
Potential Impacts on the Socioeconomic Environment 
I. Payment in Lieu of Taxes 

Acquisition of private lands will cause a reduction in 
the county tax base and a resultant loss in county revenues. 
Public Law 94-565, enacted on October 20, 1976, is intended to ease 
this impact on local governments. Section I of the act covers 
payments for entitlement lands--lands owned in fee which, on 
September 30, 1976, were within the public domain. The entitlement 
land payments for 1977 have been computed by the Bureau of Land 
Management. The schedule of payments for all lands held in the 
public domain, including lands administered by the National Park 
Service, is as follows: 
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Madera County 
Mariposa County 
Tuolumne County 

$ 183,032 
267,502 
570, 791 

Section 3 of the act covers lands acquired since 1971 or 
proposed for acquisition. Payments for each fiscal year's 
acquisition will run for five consecutive years and will be based on 
1 percent of the fair market value, which usually amounts to the 
purchase price. Payments may not exceed the amount of real 
property taxes assessed and levied the year preceding acquisition. 
Although actual payments will be computed and paid by BLM, 
estimates of payments can be made. Areas proposed for acquisition 
include private lands within Mariposa and Tuolumne Counties. 
Based on an estimated value, acquired land payments may amount to 
an annual payment to Mariposa County that ranges from $135,000 to 
$175,000 and an annual payment to Tuolumne County that ranges 
from $4,400 to $6,500. 

2. Provisions For Handicapped Persons 
People who would not be able to visit Yosemite Valley 

and Mariposa Grove if they could not stay in their cars, because 
they cannot climb into a bus or because they need the special 
features of their cars for some other reason, may obtain permits to 
drive their cars in these areas. 

3. Enhancement of the El Portal Community 
Adequate social and recreational amenities will be 

incorporated into the El Portal community to mitigate impacts on 
relocated employees. 

4. Compensation for Reduction in Valley Campsites 
Campgrounds at Hodgdon Meadow, Crane Flat, and 

along the Tioga Road will be increased in size to accommodate the 
demand for campsites and to more than make up for the reduction 
in campsites in the Valley. 

5. Possible Ways of Making Concession 
Operations Financially Feasible 
It has been demonstrated that the primary concession 

operation in the park will not be financially feasible if the proposal 
or any of the alternatives is implemented. Therefore, the following 
actions are being considered as ways of improving the 
concessioner 1s financial situation. The National Park Service has 
not yet endorsed any of these actions, since some of them may 
require changes in present National Park Service policies or federal 
laws. Because the primary cause of financial infeasibility is the 
substantial amount of new capital investment required of the 
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concessioner, the options examine ways of either maintaining profit 
levels relative to investment or offsetting the concessioner 1s 
investment requirements. A combination of several of the actions 
presented below may make the concession operation financially 
feasible under the proposal; however, a detailed analysis was not 
completed to determine the actual financial results of these actions. 

a. Maintain Profit Levels 
If the current return on investment experienced 

by the concessioner is considered to be the minimal return desired 
for the mix of concession operations at Yosemite National Park, one 
possible mitigating factor could be to manipulate the type and 
location of various concession-operated facilities to allow the same 
house profits and capital investment as are currently being 
experienced in a typical year. For example, since gift shops 
produce a substantial amount of operating profit compared with the 
amount of space and capital they require, it may be desirable to 
retain the present number of gift shops and to reduce the amount 
of less profitable facilities requiring substantial amounts of space. 

b. Maintain or Increase Price Levels 
The current guideline requiring prices on the 

various hotel accommodations to be based on prices of comparable 
accommodations in the private sector may be counter-productive. 
For example, the elimination of the golf course, tennis courts, and 
swimming pools--which is desirable in terms of the intended uses of 
the park--requires, under current regulations, that the room rates 
charged at the various accommodations be lowered, causing a 
decrease in revenue with minimal decrease in operating expenses. 
These recreational facilities are generally not profitable, or are only 
marginally profitable, in and of themselves. Therefore, if they 
could be eliminated without the required reduction in room rates, 
there would be no negative impact upon the concession operation. 
The possibility of changing the basis for pricing accommodations 
may require changes in statutory regulations, and it will have to be 
reviewed with National Park Service legal personnel. 

c. Maintain the Same Level of Return on Equity by 
Compensating the Concessioner for Its Investment 
in Fixed Assets 
The current methods available for compensating 

the concessioner for removal or relocation of facilities do not have 
any relationship to economic valuation. Therefore, they tend to 
cause disproportionate returns on investments. For example, the 
regulations provide that the ·concessioner be compensated at 
depreciated book value for all facilities to be removed without 
taking into consideration the profits produced by those facilities. 
An older facility producing very high profits may be producing a 
return on fixed assets substantially greater than the average, while 
a newer facility producing lower profits may be generating a lower 

than average return on investment. If the concessioner were 
compensated for all facilities to be removed based on economic 
value, which relates cost to profit potentials, this imbalance would 
be eliminated. 

d. Increase Revenue Sources 
Another way of mitigating the effects of the 

proposal is to increase the potential revenue to be gained by the 
concessioner from other sources. All revenue-producing facilities 
currently under the control of the government could be turned over 
to the concessioner, and the concessioner could then generate a 
profit from these facilities. Examples of these facilities include the 
campsites currently maintained and administered by the National 
Park Service. If all revenue-producing facilities were turned over 
to the concessioner, certain common overhead expenses of both the 
concessioner and the Park Service could be reduced. 

e. Buy-Out and Lease-Back 
The federal government could purchase all 

concession operations and lease them back to the concessioner at an 
amount which would provide the concessioner with a fair return on 
investment. In this way, the concessioner would avoid capital 
investments. 

f. Government Subsidy 
Potentially, the concession operation could be 

subsidized in an indirect manner by returning to the operation all 
payments to the government such as the concessioner fee. The 
government could also subsidize the concession by constructing 
facilities necessary for concession operations, such as dormitories. 



V. Adverse Impacts That Cannot Be Avoided Should 
The Proposal be Implemented 
A. Impacts on the Natural Environment 

Unavoidable adverse impacts will be disturbance of 
the land surface, removal of vegetation and wildlife habitat, 
increased erosional rates, and localized deterioration of air and 
water quality. The amount of acreage that will be disturbed 
at each development site is summarized in Table V-1. 

V-1. Amount of Acreage to Be Disturbed 

Location 

Yosemite Valley District 
Yosemite Lodge 
Yosemite Village 
Curry Village 
Other Valley Areas 

Wawona District 
Chinquapin 
Bridalveil Campground/ 

Summit Meadow 
Glacier Point 
Wawona 
South Entrance 
Mariposa Grove 

Mather District 
Tuolumne Meadows 
White Wolf 
Crane Flat 
Tioga Road Campgrounds 
Hodgdon Meadow 
Hetch Hetchy 

Total--Within Park 

Administrative Site 

TOTAL 

I. Impacts on Vegetation 

Kind of Disturbance 

New 

1.5 
1.8 
2.5 

25.5 

1.0 

4.2 
0.4 

20.6 
7.0 

16.2 
10.0 
13.0 
40.0 
13. 7 
6.0 

163.4 

42.4 

205.8 

Additional 

1.0 

0.2 
2.0 

29.2 

0.5 

1.5 

34.4 

100.3 

134.7 

The primary unavoidable impacts on vegetation are 
complete removal, caused by construction of roads, buildings, and 
parking areas, or thinning and alteration, caused by development 
and use of campgrounds, picnic areas, and spray fields. Impacts 
will be compounded by consequent increases in visitor use in and 
around these areas resulting in trampling, soil compaction, and root 
injury. Changes will also occur in plant abundance and species 

composition as a result of microclimatic variations. Actions related 
to complete or partial loss of vegetation are described in Section 
111. 

As indicated in Table V-1 approximately 34. 5 acres of 
vegetation will be removed from Yosemite Valley as a result of 
implementing the proposal. The majority of this loss will occur as a 
result of the Valley-wide bike trail system and the day-use parking 
area at the west end of the Valley. Vegetation removal outside the 
Valley will primarily be associated with campground expansion. 

2. Impacts on Soils 
Three types of unavoidable impacts will occur. 

Additions of chemicals from sources such as construction vehicles, 
asphalting, and wastewater treatment facilities will alter natural soil 
fertility. Removal of plant materials will change nutrient-cycling 
processes, also altering soil fertility. Compaction, excavation, and 
coverage with impermeable surfaces will alter soil porosity and 
permeability. The majority of soil impacts will be associated with 
covering by asphalt or with compaction due· to camping activities. 
Table V-1 summarizes impacted soil areas. 

3. Impacts on Water 
Conversion from surface-water to groundwater 

sources has the potential for lowering the local water tables in 
areas such as El Portal, where water demand will increase by as 
much as 255,000 gallons per day. However, available information 
indicates that withdrawal at projected levels can be sustained. 

In development areas such as El Portal, where the 
area of impermeable surfaces will increase storm runoff, contamin
ents in runoff waters will degrade water quality. Local surface
water turbidity will increase at White Wolf and other areas where 
expanded campgrounds will result in a greater amount of vegetation 
trampling, soil compaction, and soil erosion. 

4. Impacts on Wildlife 
The primary adverse effects on wildlife will be local 

reductions in wildlife habitat and disturbance of less- tolerant 
species in areas of the park that have traditionally received little 
use. These combined effects will reduce the area potentially 
available to wildlife and may result in slight reductions in certain 
wildlife populations. 

Greater use of campground areas outside the Valley 
will result in local build-ups of selected wildlife populations where 
hand-outs and trash are available. 

5. Impacts on Air Quality 
Air quality will be impaired in areas where 

automobiles, employee housing, concession facilities, and campsites 
are concentrated. Increases in air pollution will occur along the 
Tioga Road, at Hodgdon Meadow, and at Crane Flat, where 
additional campfire smoke will be generated, and at El Portal, where 
the increased number of 'residences and other facilities will produce 
additional pollutants. 

6. Impacts on Esthetic Quality 
Major developments that will detract from the esthetic 

quality of the park are the proposed staging area at Taft Toe, the 
proposed headquarters and residential community complex at El 
Portal, larger campgrounds and residential areas at White Wolf and 
Hodgdon Meadow, and the proposed parking area at Crane Flat. 

B. Impacts on the Cultural Environment 
I. Impacts on Archeological Resources 

Eight sites within the El Portal Archeological District 
and 4 sites throughout the remainder of the park will be disturbed 
by construction activities, and 15 sites will be disturbed by facility 
removal. Some of the information contained within these sites will 
no longer be available to archeologists if in the future new 
techniques are developed for excavation or dating. At sites where 
statistical sampling occurs, the unsampled portions may contain 
information that may be lost by visitor traffic and unathorized 
collecting. 

2. Impacts on Historic Resources 
Resources that will be demolished or allowed to 

deteriorate naturally will permanently disappear from Yosemite's 
cultural environment, along with their historic settings if natural 
conditions are restored. Structures and sites that will be removed, 
relocated, or al lowed to deteriorate are listed in Section 111. C. 2. 
Cumulative adverse impacts will occur in the Yosemite Village 
Historic District and Camp Curry Historic Site. 

C. Impacts on the Socioeconomic Environment 
Primary adverse effects on visitors will be the loss of 

recreational opportunities particularly in the Valley. During the 
summer visitors will not be able to take scenic drives in their own 
vehicles in the Valley or in Mariposa Grove. Snowmobilers will have 
to find areas outside the park for snowmobiling. A significant 
number of visitors who want to stay overnight in the Valley during 
the summer will find the concession accommodations already filled to 
capacity. 

Acquisition of private properties may reduce the tax 
base in Mariposa and Tuolumne Counties once federal payments in 
lieu of taxes expire. 
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VI. The Relationship Between Local Short-Term Uses of Man's 
Environment and the Maintenance and Enhancement of 
Long-Term Productivity 
Designation of additional lands as wilderness will exclude 

mechanized access and development while inducing reclamation and 
subsequently enchancing the long-term productivity of 20,215 acres. 
Proposed restoration of inholdings (235 acres) will preclude short
term development in favor of long-term productivity. 

Uses of unique (highly scenic) or ecologically fragile 
environments for development-related activities will be reduced and 
replaced with uses that are more directly resource related in order 
to enhance the long-term productivity of these environments. 
Development-related activities will generally be relocated to less 
scenic and ·more resilient environments, with little change in the 
level of facilities or services available throughout the park, but 
visitors will no longer be able to enjoy staying in overnight 
accommodations or camping in certain highly scenic areas or along 
riverbanks. Overnight and camping opportunities will be reduced 
in Yosemite Valley and Tuolumne Meadows and increased at Crane 
Flat, at Hodgdon Meadow, along the Tioga Road corridor, at White 
Wolf, and at Wawona. 

Relocation of nonessential administrative and storage facilities 
will enhance the long-term productivity of the natural environment 
in Yosemite Valley. Use of the El Portal administrative site for 
administrative headquarters and an employee residential community 
will further degrade the environmental quality of about 100 acres of 
previously disturbed land and alter 45 acres of land that has 
previously been undisturbed. 

Conversion from surface-water to new groundwater sources 
where necessary for domestic use and upgrading of wastewater 
treatment systems will result in short-term environmental damage 
due to site disturbance. However, the conversion will enhance 
long-term environmental productivity by increasing the quantity and 
quality of surface-water flows. 

Long-term productivity of archeological sites as evidence of 
earlier cultures will be decreased by the short-term establishment 
and use of campgrounds, residences, and roadways. A total of 27 
sites will be directly affected and II will be indirectly affected by 
proposed construction and removal of facilities and roadways. 
Archeological salvage excavation will contribute knowledge about the 
area at the expense of removing the evidence from its original 
location. 

All actions taken to preserve and restore historic structures 
will involve short-term adverse impacts, such as alteration of 
historic fabric, the temporary introduction of nonhistoric elements, 
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and the temporary inconvenience to visitors who may not be able 
to gain access to historically significant commercial or interpretive 
facilities. The long-term effect will be the preservation of the 
resource. 

Resources designated for natural deterioration, as opposed to 
immediate removal, will temporarily be enjoyed by visitors who 
"discover" the sites and will also be temporarily available for future 
investigation using newly developed techniques. Eventually, 
however, these resources will be permanently lost. 

The socioeconomic growth in Mariposa County, in the El Portal 
area in particular, will be short-lived (approximately 12 years). 
The increased population will not be sustained by the local 
population once construction has been completed; thus, the 
additional housing, schools, and other social services may no longer 
be needed. 



V 11. Irreversible or Irretrievable Commitments of Resources Which 
Would Be Involved in the Proposed Action Should it be Implemented 

A. Natural Resources 
No irreversible commitments of natural resources are 

park will be 
and relatively 

anticipated. Certain natural areas within the 
irretrievably committed to facility development 
intensive use for the life of the plan (Table VII-I). 

Table VII-I. Lands Irretrievably Committed to 
Development and Use 

Location 

Yosemite Valley 

El Portal 

Chinquapin 
Bridalveil Cmpg 
Glacier Point 
Wawona 
South Entrance 

Primary 
Vegetation 

Type 

Mixed Conifer 

Chaparral 

Red Fir 
Red Fir 
Red Fir 
Mixed Conifer 
Mixed Conifer 

Mariposa Grove Mixed Conifer 
Tuolumne Meadows Lodgepole pine 

White Wolf Lodgepole Pine 
Crane Flat Mixed Conifer 
Tioga Road Cmpgs Red Fir 
Hodgdon Meadows Mixed Conifer 
Hetch Hetchy Chaparral 

Approximate 
Acreage Major Use 

34 
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1 
4 
1 

so 
7 

1 
16 

10 
15 
40 
14 
6 

Day use parking, 
bicycling 

Administration and 
residence 

Sand storage 
Parking, camping 
Parking, viewing 
Camping., administration 
Parking, wastewater 

treatment 
Parking 
Camping, stabling, 

orientation, residence 
Camping 
Camping 
Camping 
Camping 
Camping 

Additional demand for domestic water will irretrievably 
consume quantities of groundwater. A quarter-million gallons a day 
will be consumed at El Portal. 

Air quality will be irretrievably degraded, primarily at 
localized areas adjacent to enlarged campgrounds outside Yosemite 
Valley, at the day-use staging area at the west end of the Valley, 
and at El Portal. 

B. Cultural Resources 
Archeological resources will be irreversibly lost at 8 

previously undisturbed sites in El Portal, 4 previously undisturbed 
sites at Wawona, Yosemite Creek campground, and Hodgdon Meadow, 

and 15 previously disturbed sites. Resources may be lost at 8 
additional sites in the vicinity of developed areas. 

Historic structures designated for removal and natural 
deterioration will be irreversibly lost (see Table 111-12). Historic 
structures designated for relocation will be irretrievably 
disassociated with their historic settings. When structures are 
restored to a specific historic period, there may be an irreversible 
loss of historic fabric that post-dates that period. 
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VI 11 . Alternatives to the Proposed Action 
A. Introduction 

With the exception of "No Action, 11 all of the alternatives 
for Yosemite National Park were developed directly from individual 
citizens• and organizations' responses to a wide range of possible 
management strategies and development schemes presented in a 
planning workbook. Approximately 59,000 workbooks were dis
tributed, and about 20, 700 persons and organizations completed and 
returned response sheets. Application of statistical analysis 
programs resulted in the combination of more frequently chosen 
options into the following alternative proposals. (Note: At either 
extreme of the possible range of workbook selections were the 
alternative of managing the entire park as wilderness and the 
alternative of increasing commercial services and facilities above 
what is available now to create a more resort-Ii ke atmosphere inside 
the park. Neither of these extreme alternatives generated much 
public interest, and as a result, neither was developed or 
assessed.) 

B. Alternative 1: Provide for Resource-Related Activities 
and a Moderate Amount of Commercial Services 

1. Description of Alternative 1 
Alternative 1 represents the way that activities, 

facilities, and services were most frequently combined by people 
responding lo the workbook. This alternative is similar to the 
proposal. The major differences relate to certain aspects of visitor 
use and specific facilities in developed areas. 

a. Visitor Use 
This alternative differs from the proposal in the 

following ways . 

(1) Peak Visitor Use Levels 
Peak overnight and day use levels for 

Alternative 1 are listed in Table V 111 -1 and compared to the 
proposa l in Tables Vlll-32 and Vlll -33. The capacity of overnight 
accommodations would increase to 5,851 visitors, and the capacity of 
campgrounds would increase to 10,862 visitors (see discussion of 
Overnight Accommodations and Commercial Services in this section 
on visitor use). This would create a new parkwide overnight 
capacity of 16,713 visitors. There would be 1,200 parking spaces 
available to day visitors to the eastern half of the Valley (see 
discussion of Access and Circulation in this section on visitor use). 
Together, these spaces would accommodate 7,650 day visitors. In 
addition, another 375 day visitors would continue to enter the 
Valley by tour bus, based on current peak day figures. 
Considering both available day parking and day bus tours, the total 
day use level of the eastern half of the Valley under Alternative 1 
would be 8 ,025 visitors per day. (See Table A- 2 in the Appendix 
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Table Vlll-1. Changes in Visitor Use Levels 
and Employee Residential Levels, Alternative 1 

Visitors 
Overnight DaY: Use Total 

Yosemite VafleY: District 
Yosemite Valley 

East end 9,066 8,025 17,091 
West end 0 3,855 3,855 

Cascades 0 90 90 
Arch Rock 0 270 270 
El Portal 0 540 540 

SUBTOTAL 9,066 

Wawona District 
Chinquapin 0 810 810 
Badger Pass 120 
Summit Meadow/ 

6,600 10,020 

Bridalveil 490 360 850 
Glacier Point 0 6,600 9,900 
Wawona 1,622 1,689 3,311 
Mariposa Grove 0 4,200 4,200 
South Entrance 0 1,080 1,080 

SUBTOTAL 2,232 

Mather District 
Tioga Pass 0 540 540 
Tuolumne Meadows 2,798 , ,440 4,238 
White Wolf 383 45 428 
Tenaya Lake Area 0 720 720 
Crane Flat 656 900 1,556 
Hodgdon Meadow 440 540 980 
Foresta 30 90 120 
Hetch Hetchy /Mather 

Station 120 1,080 1,200 
Merced Grove 0 405 405 
Tioga Rd Campground 820 0 820 
High Sierra Camps 168 0 168 

SUBTOTAL 5,415 
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Residents 

2,348 
0 

15 
4 

1, 762 

4, 129 

3 
20 

0 
3 

354 
0 
4 

384 

2 
128 
28 
0 
7 

107 
0 

11 
0 
0 

45 

328 

for the basis for determining day use levels for each developed area 
under Alternative 1.) 

(2) Activities 
The ice-skating rink would remain in 

Yosemite Valley, and all swimming pools would be retained. Hang
gliding would not be allowed in the park. Religious services would 
continue to be scheduled in the Church Bowl and in various amphi
theaters in the park. 

(3) Access and Circulation 
During the peak visitor season, visitors 

entering Yosemite Valley for the day would park in five new 200-
space parking areas in the west end of the Valley, where they 
would transfer to the Valley shuttle bus system, or in the 571 
existing pulloff spaces along roads west of El Capitan where they 
would not have access to the shuttle buses. In addition, an 
experimental outlying parking area for 200 cars would be developed 
at Crane Flat, and bus service from this area to the Valley would 
be available for use on a voluntary basis throughout the peak 
visitor season. During the off- season, day visitors would park in 
696 day parking spaces that would be retained in the east end of 
the Valley for that purpose. Visitors with reservations for over
night accommodations or campsites would continue to drive to their 
overnight destination, where they would leave their cars for the 
duration of their stay in the Valley. 

All visitor circulation east of El Capitan 
other than for entry to or exit from the Valley would be by shuttle 
bus. 

Visitors to Glacier Point would park their 
cars at Badger Pass and ride buses to the point during the peak 
vis itor season. One hundred parking spaces would be retained at 
t he point for use during the early spring and late fa ll, b ut the 
road to Glacier Point would be closed during the winter. 

Visitors would continue to drive to the 
edge of Mariposa Grove, where they would transfer to the tram 
system for a tour through the grove. Access and circulation in 
other park areas would remain essentially unchanged (see Table A - 2 
in the Appendix for changes in day parking spaces under 
Alternative 1). 

(4) Overnight Accommodations and Commerical 
Services 
Table A-7 in the Appendix lists all accom

modations and campgrounds for each developed area under 
Alternative 1. The number and range of overnight accommodations 
would remain unchanged in the Valley. However, Yosemite Lodge 

would be relocated from its highly scenic setting to a new location 
across the road, east of the gas station. Outside the Valley, 40 
new motel units would be added at Badger Pass, and the capacity 
of the Wawona Hotel would be increased to 145 units. The total 
number of accommodations in the park would be increased to 1, 848 
(306 more than the proposal). 

Parkwide, the number of campsites would 
increase from 2,299 to 2,531 (29 more than the proposal). The 
number of campsites in the Valley and along the Glacier Point and 
Tioga roads would remain generally the same, but two group camps 
would be provided at Bridalveil Creek, and a new 200-site 
campground would be provided at Wawona. Campsites would not be 
provided for recreational vehicles. 

The range and number of commercial 
services now provided to visitors would be greatly reduced. Park
wide, al I gift, clothing, and recreational equipment safes would be 
removed. In the Yosemite Village area, the bank, auto repair and 
rental, barber and beauty shops, Degnans, and the Pohono Gift 
Shop would be removed. Food service, grocery sales, gas stations, 
and equipment rental would be retained throughout the park. 
Tours of the Valley would no longer be provided by the 
concessioner. 

b. Park Operations 
Rates of water consumption and wastewater 

treatment would not be significantly different from the proposal 
except at Yosemite Valley, Tuolumne Meadows, Tioga Road camp
grounds, and White Wolf (see Table Vlll-34, which compares water 
consumption rates for each developed area). Water consumption 
would increase in Yosemite Valley by 43,000 gpd and at Tuolumne 
Meadows by 23,000 gpd. Water consumption would decrease at 
White Wolf by 12,000 gpd and at the Tioga Road campgrounds by 
15,000 gpd. Increased wastewater loading at Tuolumne Meadows 
would require the phasing in of low-flow fixtures to remain within 
the design of the treatment facility (100,000 gpd), but increased 
loading in the Valley would not significantly change wastewater 
treatment at the El Portal plant. 

c. Development 
Development- related actions associated with this 

alternative are listed in Table VI 11-2. 
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Table V 111-2. Summary of Actions for Developed Areas, 
Alternative 1 

Yosemite Lodge Area 

- Remove all gift, clothing, and liquor sales 
- Relocate all overnight accommodations and retained commercial 

facilities to an area north of Northside Drive and east of 
Sunnyside Campground 

- Relocate all employee housing to north of Northside Drive 
- Retain Sunnyside campground 
- Retain service station 

Yosemite Village 

- Remove Degnans, Pohono gift shop, and clothing and mountain 
equipment sales facilities 

- Eliminate all package liquor sales 
- Convert NPS headquarters building to a museum and convert 

existing post office to a self-service post office and a Valley 
district office 

- Redesign interior of visitor center 
- Remove bank, auto repair and rental shop, barber and beauty 

shops 
- Redesign village store for grocery sales, essential YP&CC offices, 

and fast- food service 
- Renovate hospital into emergency medical clinic and employee 

dormitory 
- Retain all NPS employee quarters 
- Relocate NPS, YP&CC, YNHA, and Yosemite Institute 

administrative headquarters to El Portal 
- Relocate all employees not essential for Valley operations, 

including NPS, YP&CC, school, Pacific Telephone, bank, Yosemite 
Institute, post office, church, medical and dental, and magistrate 
to El Portal 

- Relocate magistrate's office, jail, elementary school, and YP&CC 
warehouse to El Portal 

- Consolidate essential maintenance functions at existing NPS 
maintenance area, including shuttle bus maintenance and storage 

- Retain existing NPS and YP&CC stables 

Curry Village 

Relocate about 83 tent cabins from the rockfall zone, keep 
remaining tent cabins in same location 

- Remove gift shop and mountain shop 
- Construct new dormitory to replace 30-employee tent cabins 

removed from the rockfall zone 
- Relocate 34 housekeeping units 

- Phase out parking at orchard site and restore area 
- Remove dump parking 
- Retain overnight parking 

Ahwahnee Hotel 

- Remove gift shop 
- Remove golf course and tennis courts but retain swimming pool 
- Retain remaining facilities 

Campgrounds 

- Relocate 116 riverside campground sites 

Other Valley Areas 

- Remove 727 strip parking spaces from east end of Valley 
- Remove the kennel 
- Construct five 200-car parking areas at the west end of the Valley 

for spring and summer day parking 
- Remove Degnans residence, Masonic hall, two residences along 

Southside Drive, and superintendent's home and garage 
- Remove sewage treatment plant and ponds near Bridalveil Meadow 
- Convert existing water supply system to wells 
- Construct a 16-mile bike trail separate from existing roads 

Cascades 

- Remove five employee residences but retain two existing picnic 
areas 

Arch Rock 

- Remove entrance station, residences, and comfort station 
- Retain existing parking area and picnic area 

El Portal 

- Construct NPS/YP&CC administration buildings 
- Construct NPS/YP&CC maintenance, warehouse, and open-air 

storage facilities 
- Provide space for employee parking 
- Construct NPS law-enforcement facility 
- Construct NPS/YP&CC permanent housing 
- Construct NPS/YP&CC seasonal housing 

- Construct housing for other commercial employees 
- Provide commercial facilities 
- Provide residential-community amenities 
- Construct museum facility 
- Construct entrance/information/reservation station 
- Convert water system to underground sources 
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Chinquapin 

- Retain gas station and comfort station 
- Construct sand storage area and remove residence 

Badger Pass 

- Provide recreational equipment rental, backcountry equipment 
sales, and year-round fast-food service 

- Provide motel-type overnight accommodations (5 facilities--40 
units) for year-round use 

- Utilize lodge during summer as a backcountry orientation and trail 
center 

- Retain ski facilities 
- Use 600-car parking area for mandatory shuttle to Glacier Point 

in summer 
- Provide a 10-site picnic area 

Bridalveil Campground/Summit Meadow 

- Construct 50-car parking area and provide year-round access 
- Provide a 50-horse campground/trailhead 
- Construct ranger-contact shelter at Summit Meadow for winter ski 

use, plus an associated 30-car parking area 
- Retain 110-site campground 

Glacier Point 

- Construct interpretive loop trail and remove additional, unused 
trails 

- Remove gift sales but retain fast-food service 
- Relocate comfort stations 
- Provide storage and seating area for interpretive functions 
- Reduce parking lot size to accommodate 100 vehicles 
- Allow only shuttle bus access during peak season 
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Wawona 

- Renovate and winterize hotel complex at the capacity of 145 units 
- Retain post office and stables 
- Provide year-round service at the hotel and relocate and expand 

parking to provide 145 spaces 
- Remove golf course, golf pro shop, tennis court, and snack bar 
- Expand grocery sales at store and remove gift shop 
- Remove auto repair and towing; renovate exterior of service 

station 
- Use available residences in Section 35 for employee accommodations 

and restore other areas to a natural condition 
- Construct new water and sewer lines to employee quarters in 

Section 35 
- Increase the capacity of the sewage treatment system and convert 

existing water supply system to underground sources 
- Construct a 200-site campground and connect to sewage treatment 

system 
- Connect existing 100-site campground to sewage treatment system 
- Redesign the parking area for the Pioneer History Center 
- Provide a 15-site picnic area 
- Provide bike rental 
- Construct a district office building and maintenance facility 
- Provide housing for 45 permanent and 140 seasonal NPS and 

YP&CC employees 

South Entrance Station 

- Construct an information/reservations station and parking to 
accommodate 40 vehicles 

- Retain entrance station kiosk and ranger residence 

Mariposa Grove 

- Retain existing tram system and prohibit commercial bus entrance 
into the grove area 

- Convert the Wawona Point Road to a trail 
- Remove the gift shop 
- Repair and reconstruct trails through the grove 
- Replace existing comfort stations with chemical toilet systems 
- Remove Big Trees Lodge 
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Tioga Pass Entrance Station 

- Retain existing entrance station, comfort station, and ranger 
residence 

Tuolumne Meadows 

- Remove McCauley cabin and Soda Springs enclosure but retain 
Parsons Lodge for use as an interpretive facility with trail access 
only 

- Retain the YP&CC stables, gas station, grocery store in their 
present locations 

- Retain road to YP&CC stables but remove all other meadow roads 
and volunteer trails 

- Remove recreational equipment sales and rental, gift sales, and 
coffee shop 

- Retain campground in present character and size 
- Develop an underground water supply system 
- Construct a visitor center/information/reservations station and 

associated 40-vehicle parking area 
- Retain existing backcountry parking space for 110 vehicles 
- Construct a backcountry orientation facility adjacent to NPS 

stables 
- Retain Tuolumne Lodge at present size and character 
- Construct an employee housing area for NPS and YP&CC 

employees, including conversion of CCC mess hall to apartments 
- Retain existing ranger station and utilize as a district 

headquarters 
- Remove present housing at Bug Camp and from behind grocery 

store 

White Wolf 

Retain existing campground, accommodations, and food service 
facility 

- Develop two additional wells 

Crane Flat 

- Winterize store and provide cross-country ski rental 
- Keep gas station open al I year and retain ranger residence 
- Provide parking for 200 vehicles 
- Develop additional wells 
- Provide adequate wastewater treatment facility and provide 

commercial power 

- Provide sand storage at South Landing 
- Retain 164-site campground 

Tioga Road Campgrounds and Picnic Areas 

- Eliminate Smokey Jack campground and consolidate 205 sites at 
remaining campgrounds 

- Retain picnic areas 
- Upgrade wastewater treatment systems and water supply at all 

campgrounds 

Hodgdon Meadow 

- Retain campground 
- Provide a reservations system in conjunction with the existing 

information system 
- Connect entrance station area to existing wastewater treatment 

facility 
- Convert water supply system to an underground source 
- Construct 20-unit seasonal dormitory and 10-unit winterized 

efficiency apartment building 

Foresta 

- Retain existing group campground site 
- Restore acquired properties to natural conditions 
- Relocate existing employees to areas where they work 
- Use McCauley ranch for stabling NPS horses 
- Retain both Meyer barns 

Hetch Hetchy 

- Construct 30-site walk-in campground and 30-car parking area 
- Provide water supply from underground sources and install 

chemical toilets 

Mather Station 

- Retain existing information and residential facilities 

Aspen Valley 

- Restore acquired properties to natural conditions 
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2. Environmental Impacts of Alternative 1 
a. Changes in the Amount of Disturbed Park Land 

Changes in the amount of disturbed park land 
under Alternative 1 are summarized in Table VI 11-3 (see Table A-13 
in the Appendix for a detailed description of each specific change). 
Compared to the proposal, there would be an additional net disturb
ance in Yosemite Valley of approximately 64 acres. However, net 
disturbance at other park areas would often be less, resulting in a 
parkwide decrease of 30 acres in the amount of disturbed land (see 
Table VI 11-35 for a comparison of amounts of disturbed park land 
by developed area). 

Table Vlll-3. Summary of Changes in the Amount of 
Disturbed Park Land, Alternative 1 (in acres) 

Effects 

Additional New 
Develo~ed Area Disturbance Disturbance Restored 

Yosemite Valley 1.8 98.9 91.0 
Cascades 2.5 
Arch Rock 2.0 
El Portal 63.9 26.8 
Chinquapin 1.0 0.2 
Badger Pass 1.3 
Bridalveil Campground/Summit Meadow 4.2 
Glacier Point 0.4 2.5 
Wawona 5.0 34.5 227.4a 
South Entrance Station 0.2 
Mariposa Grove 3.6 
Tuolumne Meadows 7.4 7.9 
Crane Flat 7.0 
Tioga Road Campgrounds 10.0 10.0 
Hodgdon Meadow 2.7 
Foresta 8.5a 
Hetch Hetchy 6.0 
Aspen Valley 6.0a 

Totals excluding El Portal 6.8 173.6 361.6 

aPortions of the areas indicated already resemble natural sites. The 
major change would occur at sites occupied by buildings and roads. 
Therefore, the extent of restoration would be less than the indicated 
acreage. 

b. Impacts on Vegetation and Soils 
Effects on vegetation and soils within Yosemite 

Valley would be similar to the impacts of the proposal. However, 
parking in the west end of the Valley would impact five separate 
areas, rather than one, with a net increase in actual amount of 
vegetation cleared and increases in trampling and soil compaction in 
fringe areas encircling each site. The current trend toward a less 

diversified plant community in the east end of the Valley would 
continue, because the current fire management policies would 
continue in effect. 

Impacts on vegetation and soils in El Portal 
would be similar to the impacts of the proposal. 

Retaining parking facilities within the Mariposa 
Grove area would continue to inhibit sequoia reproduction and to 
promote physical injury to tree trunks and exposed roots. 

Elimination of the golf course in Wawona would 
permit the restoration of significantly more meadow-type vegetation 
than will be restored if the proposal is implemented. 

Within the Badger Pass area, soil compaction 
and vegetation loss within subalpine meadow and red fir communities 
would increase due to increased summer use. 

At Tuolumne Meadows, 
vegetation and soils would be restored as in the 
there would not be any improvement in the 
associated with campground reduction. 

lmfacts on Water 
(1 Water Quantity 

c. 

subalpine meadow 
proposal. However 
red fir community 

Compared to the proposal, parkwide con
sumption of water would increase by 19,000 gpd (see Table VI 11-34 
for ·a comparison of water consumption rates by developed area). 

Gross water diversion from the North Fork 
of the Merced River would increase by 19,000 gpd compared to the 
proposal (from the proposed rate of 1,663,200 gpd to 1,681,900 
gpd). The most significant change in water consumption would 
occur within Yosemite Valley, where it would be 43, 000 gpd greater 
than what it will be under the proposal. This would not cause a 
major change in low flow yields of the North Fork of the Merced 
River, and it would not impact aquatic vertebrates or invertebrates 
differently than the proposal. 

Water diversion from the South Fork of the 
Merced River would be 3,000 gpd less than it will be under the 
proposal. This, too, would be an insignificant change. 

Water diversion from the Tuolumne River 
would be 3,000 gpd greater than it will be under the proposal. 
This, too, would be an insignificant change. 

(2) 

South Forks of the 
Alternative 1 as under 

Water Quality 
Impacts on water quality 

Merced River would be 
the proposal. 

in the North and 
the same under 

Increased wastewater loading of the 
Tuolumne Meadows treatment facility would require an expansion of 
the existing spray field by 1 acre. Increased spray field size 
would result in an increased potential for contamination of the 
Tuolumne River. Most likeiy changes would occur in coiiform 
counts, increasing them over average readings of 3 per 100 
mililiters. There would also ·be moderate increases in nutrient 
levels and BOD. 

d. Impacts on Wildlife 
No impact on threatened or endangered species 

would be anticipated. 

The increased winter use at Crane Flat and the 
increased summer use at Badger Pass might cause certain species 
of wildlife accustomed to a low level of human activity during these 
periods to avoid the areas. 

e. Impacts on Air Quality 
Parkwide the estimated tons of exhaust 

emissions would be approximately 2 percent less than exhaust 
emissions under the proposal. Table VII 1-4 lists estimated pollutant 
rates for Alternative 1, and the relative difference between these 
rates and rates under the proposal. Rates of emissions for sulfur 
oxides and particulates are not listed because no significant change 
from the proposal is anticipated. 

In Yosemite Valley, estimated tons of exhaust 
emissions might decrease by as much as 16 percent less than the 
reading in 1978, but they would be 13 percent higher than what 
will occur if the proposal is implemented. Under Alternative 1, the 
carbon monoxide level would be about 8.8 ppm (under primary 
standards), and the level of particulates would be about 64. 4 ppm 
(under primary standards). Levels of other contaminants would 
also be greater than under the proposal. An increased level of 
oxidants would decrease visibility. 

Levels of exhaust emissions would remain at 
existing levels in the Mariposa Grove area. They would increase in 
the Mather District, but still be less than proposed levels. 
Overall, differences between the proposal and Alternative 1 are not 
significant. 
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Table VI 11-4. Estimated Tons per Day of Exhaust Emissions, 
Alternative 1 

Estimated Expected Maximum Emissions 
Percentage (Tons per Day) 
Change in 
Use Levels Carbon Hydro- Nitrogen 

Location (from Proposal) Monoxide carbons Oxides 

Yosemite Valley +13 4.29 .39 .22 
Yosemite Valley-Arch Rock 0 1.72 .16 . 10 
Glacier-Point Corridor -06 2.02 .19 .10 
Yosemite Valley-Wawona 0 3.92 .37 . 19 
Wawona-South Entrance -17 1.09 .10 .06 
Mariposa Grove +a .70 .07 .04 
Yosemite Valley-Crane Flat -18 3.46 .32 .18 
Big Oak Flat-Crane Flat -31 1.27 .11 .06 
Crane Flat-Tioga Pass -01 7.75 . 71 .40 

Total Parkwide 26.22 2.42 1.35 

alncrease from 0. 

f. lmfacts on Esthetic Quality 
(1 Yosemite Valley 

Table V 111-5 indicates relative changes in 
visual quality in Yosemite Valley. In general, the Valley would 
appear less urbanized. Significant improvements in esthetic quality 
would result from the elimination of the Ahwahnee golf course and 
tennis courts, reduction of tent cabins in the Curry Village area, 
removal of riverbank campsites and housekeeping units, and removal 
of roadside parking. Air pollutants would be moderately increased 
over that of the proposal and might result in a relatively small 
decrease in visual quality. 

(2) El Portal 
The character of El Portal would change as 

the area became intensively developed. 

(3) Badger Pass 
The addition of motel-type facilities would 

make the area appear more developed. 

sales would reduce 

( 4) Glacier Point 
Removal of 100 parking spaces 

the developed atmosphere in the area. 

(5) Wawona 

and gift 

The overall effect would be less obvious 
development. However, the area would continue to give the impression 
of being a development zone. 

(6) Mariposa Grove 
Removal of structures would improve the 

natural appearance of the area. 
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Table Vlll-5. Impacts on Scenic Quality, Alternative 1 (in acres) 

Area Classification 
Location/ Action A-Scenic B-Scenic C-Scenic Mixed 

Yosemite Lodge 
Relocate all facilities to an 

area north of Northside Drive 

Yosemite Village 
Reduce facilities 
Redesign Village Mall 

Curry Village 
Relocate 83 tent cabins 
Relocate 34 housekeeping units 
Remove gift and mountain shops 
Phase out orchard and dump 

parking 

Campgrounds 
Relocate 116 sites 

Other Valley Areas 
Restore wastewater treatment 

plant site 
Eliminate kennels 
Remove additional buildings 
Construct 1, 000 west end 

parking spots 
Eliminate east end strip 

parking 
Construct 16 miles of bike trail 

Ahwahnee Hotel 
Remove golf course and tennis 

courts 

Total 

+26.6 

+ 2.7 

+11.8 

+ 2.8 

+ 1.5 

-15.0 

+ 4.1 

+34.5 

+ indicates general gain in scenic quality 

- indicates general loss in scenic quality 

+12.3 

+ 2.7 
+ 3.0 

+ 0.3 

+ 2.0 

+ 3.2 

+ 0.3 

+23.8 

(7) Tuolumne Meadows 

-38.9 

-15.0 

+ 5.3 
-19.4 

-53.9 -14.1 

would improve the 
center would be 
ecosystem. 

Removal of many meadow roads and trails 
natural appearance of the meadows. The visitor 
an obvious intrusion in the lodgepole pine 

(8) Crane Flat 
The new 200-car parking area would 

increase the developed appearance of Crane Flat. Placement of the 
wastewater treatment plant has not yet been determined, but it 
would be placed so as not to be visible from the Tioga Road. Noise 
from electric generators would be eliminated when commercial power 
was provided. 

Table VI 11-6. Number of Archeological Sites Affected by New Actions, Alternative 1 

Type and Source of Impact 

Direct Indirect No Impact 
Facility, Facility, Facility, Facility, 
Roadway Roadway Roadway Roadway 

Developed Area Construction Removal Construction Removal 

Yosemite Valley 3 5 0 0 7 
Cascades 0 0 0 0 0 
El Portal 8 1 0 0 3 
Wawona Areaa 1 0 0 3 ·16 
Tuolumne Meadows 0 8 0 0 22 
Hodgdon Meadow b 1 0 0 0 4 
Tioga Road Corridor 1 0 1 0 10 
Hetch Hetchy 0 0 1 0 0 
Foresta 0 0 0 0 11 
Aspen Valley 0 0 0 5 0 
Backcountry 0 0 0 0 1 

aArea includes Wawona, south entrance station, and Mariposa Grove. 

bArea includes Tioga Road campgrounds, Tenaya Lake area, Crane Flat, and White Wolf. 

(9) Hodgdon Meadow 
Additional employee housing would detract 

from the natural appearance of the area. 

( 10) Foresta 
Removal of many existing facilities would 

enhance opportunities for enjoyment of the natural setting. 

(11) Hetch Hetchy 
The campground and parking area would 

increase the developed appearance of the area. 

g. Impacts on Archeological Resources 
General types of impacts on archeological sites 

are identical to those previously described in Section 111. Table 
VI 11-6 lists the number of archeological sites that would be affected 
by actions included in Alternative 1. Within Yosemite Valley, 
construction impacts would be associated with relocation of Yosemite 
Lodge and employee facilities to a site north of Northside Drive and 
with establishment of parking areas in the west end of the Valley. 
All of the archeological sites involved have already incurred losses 
of unknown significance due to previous surface collection and 
construction disturbance. All other impacts and the number of 
archeological sites affected would be similar to those of the proposal 
except that the potential for affecting the site near the Yosemite 
Creek campground would not increase because the campground 
would not be expanded. 



h. Impacts on Historic Resources 
Under this alternative impacts on historic 

resources would be similar to impacts of the proposal with the 
following exceptions: The Administration Building in the Yosemite 
Village Historic District would be preserved and used in its present 
capacity for essential National Park Service administrative offices. 
The Foster Curry cabin would be preserved and used in its present 
capacity at the Camp Curry Historic Site. The setting of the Camp 
Curry Historic Site would be enhanced by the removal of modern 
intrusions and the minima! relocation of tent cabins. The swimming 
pool at the Ahwahnee Hotel would be retained. The tennis court, 
golf course, and pool would be removed from the Wawona Hotel 
grounds, decreasing the historical integrity of the Wawona Hotel 
Historic District. The Soda Springs enclosure would be removed 
from Tuolumne Meadows. Both Meyer barns would be preserved on 
their original sites at Foresta. 

i. Im acts on the Socioeconomic Re ion 
(1 Effects of Construction on the Region 

The expenditures required to implement 
Alternative 1 are estimated to range from $63.2 million to $70.6 
million. Of the total cost, $35.0 million to $36.5 million would be 
borne by the concessioner. The general nature of impacts resulting 
from development and construction would be similar to impacts of 
the proposal. Table V 111-7 illustrates the quantifiable socioeconomic 
impacts of Alternative 1. 

Table VI 11-7. Socioeconomic Impacts of Construction Activities, 
Alternative 1 

Variable 

Employment 
Income 
Annual Employment 
Annual Income 
Population Increase 
Demand for Housing 
Demand for Health Care 
Increase in School-Aged Children 

Yosemite Regiona 

3,855 man-years 
$29,104,825 
321 man-years 
$2,425,400 

0.5% 
0.7% 
0.5% 
0.7% 

Mariposa County 

1, 984 man-years 
$6,279,940 

165 man-years 
$523,330 

8.0% 
10.0% 
8.0% 

13.0% 

alncludes Madera, Mariposa, Merced, Mono,, and Tuolumne Counties. 

(2) Effects of Visitation on the Region 
The annual number of visitors is projected 

to be 2,754,600 (Harris, Kerr, Forster and Company, 1977). This 
would be a slight increase over the greatest annual visitation of 
2, 753, 152, which occurred in 1976. Although an increase in visita
tion would increase economic gains to the local economies, the 
increase would be relatively insignificant. 

(3) Effects on Recreational Opportunities 
on the Region 
Impacts of Alternative 1 would be the same 

as impacts of the proposal. Although hang-gliding would not be 
allowed in this alternative, it would probably not be displaced to 
areas outside the park because few suitable areas exist in the 
region. 

J· Im acts on Visitors• Ex eriences 
1 Chan es in Visitor Use Levels 

a Overnight Use Levels 
Alternative 1 calls for the prov1s1on 

of a wide range of overnight opportunities, relying heavily upon 
existing facilities. Forty new motel-like units would be provided at 
Badger Pass, and 82 additional units would be provided at the 
Wawona Hotel. Auto campgrounds in the Wawona District would be 
expanded by 200 sites, and 30 new walk-in campsites would be 
provided at Hetch Hetchy. Other accommodations in the park would 
remain the same. The number and type of overnight accommoda
tions available under Alternative 1 are listed in the Appendix, 
Table A-7. In summary, a total of 323 additional persons would be 
able to spend the night in sheltered accommodations inside the 
park, and 970 additional persons would be able to stay overnight at 
campsites. No significant redistribution or change in the avail
ability of luxury, high, moderate, or low cost accommodations would 
occur. 

(b) Day Use Levels 
Alternative 1 would reduce the 

maximum number of people able to park or ride a shuttle bus into 
the Valley by 37 percent over existing conditions. 

Parking at Glacier Point would be 
removed, and buses from Badger Pass to Glacier Point would 
accommodate 14 percent fewer people than are currently 
accommodated at the point. The experience for those who were able 
to visit Glacier Point would be more enjoyable because of the 
removal of distracting vehicle activity. Mariposa Grove would 
handle a 22 percent increase in visitation compared to existing 
conditions. 

Increases in the number of parking 
spaces in the Mather District would accommodate a moderate increase 
in the number of visitors able to visit the area for a day. 

(2) Effects of Construction on Visitors 
Impacts of Alternative 1 would be the same 

as impacts of the proposal. 

(3) Effects of Transportation Changes on 
Visitors 
(a) Yosemite Valley District 

Restrictions on automobile and tour 
bus circulation in the Valley would inconvenience visitors who would 
prefer to circulate in the privacy of their own automobiles or tour 
buses. However, with the establishment of a 16-mile bike trail 
system separate from existing roads, and with reduced traffic on 
Valley roads during the peak season, visitors would be encouraged 
to bicycle or walk in areas currently dominated by auto traffic. 
Auto congestion throughout the eastern portions of the Valley would 
be greatly reduced. Parking for visitors would be easier to find, 
and making connections with the shuttle system would be easier. 
Off-season visitors might find it more difficult to find parking in 
the east end of the Valley. 

(b) Wawona District 
The choices available to visitors for 

getting to Glacier Point would be severely restricted with the 
mandatory bus service from Badger Pass. Traffic along the Glacier 
Point Road would be greatly reduced, and congestion at Glacier 
Point would be eliminated. The amount of traffic on Wawona Road 
would increase due to the increase in year-round accommodations at 
Wawona. Trailhead access would be improved with the addition of 
parking and horse facilities at Bridalveil campground. 

(c) Mather District 
Traffic along Tioga Road would be 

reduced because some visitors who would otherwise drive their cars 
would choose to ride the bus. Traffic on Big Oak Flat Road would 
increase during winter because additional services and facilities 
would be available during this part of the year at Crane Flat. 
Once all the inholding properties at Aspen Valley were purchased, 
the western portion of Old Tioga Road would be closed to private 
auto traffic, reducing opportunities for scenic driving. Overnight 
facilities at Hetch Hetchy would moderately increase the amount of 
traffic on the roads leading to Mather and from there to the 
reservoir. 

( 4) Effects of Informational Services on 
Visitors 
Impacts of Alternative 1 would be the 

same as impacts of the proposal. 

(5) Effects of Recreational Activities on 
Visitors 
Visitors would not be greatly affected by 

changes in activities. The very popular activities of swimming, 
fishing, picnicking, camping, hiking, horseback riding, and ice
skating would continue to be encouraged. The distribution and 
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number of facilities for some of these activities would change. For 
instance, camping and picnicking opportunities would increase 
outside the Valley, at Badger Pass, and Wawona. Opportunities for 
horseback riding would increase with the addition of two 25-horse 
group camps at Bridalveil campground. 

Golf and tennis would be excluded 
from the park. Roughly one-third of all visitors surveyed in 
summer felt that these activities should be excluded from the park, 
and only 1-3 percent of the visitors actually participated in these 
activities. 

Pass Lodge would 
skiing and would 
backcountry use. 

Year-round utilization of the Badger 
not interfere with opportunities for downhill 

enhance opportunities for summer and winter 

Cross-country skiing would continue 
to be encouraged. Of note is the addition of developments for a 
major cross-country ski center at Crane Flat. However, the 
Mountain Shop at Curry, which now provides cross-country ski 
sales and rental, would be removed. 

Snowmobiling would be excluded from 
the park because of conflicts with other winter sports. Residents 
of adjacent counties who enjoy this sport would have to go to one 
of the several national forests adjacent to the park that permit 
snowmobiling. 

Hang-gliding would not be permitted, 
and the few visitors who participate in this sport would find few 
areas in the region suitable for this activity. 

Establishment of 16 miles of bike 
trails in Yosemite Valley plus the addition of bike rental facilities at 
Wawona would encourage more visitors to enjoy bicycling. 

There would be no opportunities to 
purchase gifts or curios in the park. This would disappoint 
visitors who normally shop for souvenirs here--approximately 
one-third of the visitors surveyed. All clothing and most 
equipment sales would also be eliminated. More than 50 percent of 
the visitors that were surveyed felt that gift sales and sporting 
equipment sales should be available in the park. Slightly less than 
40 percent felt this way about clothing stores. 
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Facilities for interpretation would be 
more numerous as a result of this alternative. Badger Pass Lodge 
would be used as a backcountry orientation and trail center in 
summer. In Yosemite Valley, the Valley District office would be 
converted to a museum. El Portal would have a community and 
transportation museum. Glacier Point would have an interpretive 
seating area added. Parsons Lodge at Tuolumne Meadows would be 
adaptively used as an interpretive facility, and a visitor center 
would be provided at Tuolumne. 

congestion should 
parking would be 
eastern half of 
noticeable. 

(6) Summary of Impacts on the Visitor 
Experience 
Auto congestion: Peak season auto 

be significantly reduced. During the off-season, 
easily accessible in scattered parking areas in the 
the Valley, but traffic congestion would be 

Choice of transportation: Peak season 
visitors who do not Ii ke to use public transportation would be 
affected at Glacier Point, Yosemite Valley, and Mariposa Grove. 
Visitors would have a choice of public transportation or private 
vehicles in other areas of the park. 

Maximum number of visitors: The number 
of day users in the Valley would decrease, but the number of 
overnight visitors would remain the same. 

Activities: The activities not allowed in 
this alternative would not affect many visitors; most of the 
activities people enjoy in the park would continue to be allowed. 
Visitors who are trying to get away from other people and man
made facilities would have a better chance of doing so. Shopping 
for souvenirs, which is currently a frequent activity, would no 
longer be available. 

k. Impacts on Employees 
Impacts of Alternative 1 would be the same as 

impacts of the proposal. 

I. Impacts on the El Portal Property Owners 
Impacts of Alternative 1 would be the same as 

impacts of the proposal. 

m. Impacts on Within-Park Landowners (lnholders) 
Impacts of Alternative 1 would be the same as 

impacts of the proposal.· 

n. Impacts on the Concessioners 
The general nature of impacts on concessioners 

would be the same as the impacts of the proposal. A summary of 
the principal findings relative to implementing Alternative 1 is 
presented in Table V 111-8. Using typical year data as a base, the 
table indicates the expected increases or decreases in various 
expense and profit categories. The loss of some retail sales, 
primarily gift shop revenues, would cause a reduction in total sales 
and income. The ultimate result of a smaller sales volume would be 
a decline in all profit centers. Net income before capital expenses 
would decline by a projected 43 percent. At this level, operational 
feasibility would not exist. Additionally, implementation would 
require substantial new capital investment by the concessioner. 
New investment would considerably reduce the return on equity 
investment, compounding the financial infeasibility of this 
alternative. 

Table VI 11-8. Anticipated Changes in Concessioner Expenses 
and Profits, Alternative 1 

(Incremental Changes from Typical Yeara) 

Variable 

Total Sales and Income 
Direct Operating Expenses 
Departmental Profits 
Deductions from Income 
House Profits 
Overhead Expenses 
Operating Profits 
Other Deductions 
Net Income before Capital Expenses 
Total Capital Expenses 
Net Income before Income Taxes 
Return on Equity Investment 
Required Equity Investment 

Percent of b 
Anticipated Change 

-7 
-4 
0 

+33 
-18 
+9 

-39 
-6 

-43 
+194 
-156 
-120 
+158 

aTypical year data was statistically generated from the concessioner's 
operating experience. 

bThe figures show changes from typical year data and are not 
intended to balance as a column. 

The preceding discussion addresses 
only the impacts on the major concessioner, the Yosemite Park and 
Curry Company. Alternative 1 would not effect the other conces
sion services, and it is not expected that implementation would have 
an impact on other concessioners. 

3. Mitigating Measures Included in Alternative 1 
Mitigating measures included in Alternative 1 would 

be identical to those included in the proposal (see Section IV). 
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C. Alternative 2: Emphasize Backcountry Experiences and 
Provide Only a Minimal Amount of Commercial Services 
1. Description of Alternative 2 

a. Boundary Changes and Land Acquisition 
Boundary changes would be the same under this 

alternative as under the proposal and subject to congressional 
authorization. 

The National Park Service would acquire all 
lands and waters within the park boundaries. Underlying fee title 
would be acquired by exchange or donation for all city of San 
Francisco lands, including those at Lake Eleanor, Cherry Lake, and 
Hetch Hetchy Reservoir. Al I privately owned lands at Aspen 
Valley, Section 35, and Foresta would be acquired on a willing 
seller/willing buyer basis or by eminent domain proceedings when 
necessary to preserve and protect the park as Congress authorized. 

b. Additions to Wilderness 
Wilderness designation would be sought for 

areas listed in Table Vlll-9 . 

Table Vlll-9. Summary of Wilderness Additions, Alternative 2 

Location Wilderness acres 

Lower lllilouette Valley 
South of Tamarack Flat 
7 miles of eastern Old Tioga Road 
6 miles of western Old Tioga Road 
Hetch Hetchy roadless area 
North Mountain Road corridor (near 

Hetch Helchy roadless area) 
3 enclaves on north rim of 

Yosemite Valley 
Baseline camp area 
City of San Francisco parcels 
High Sierra Camp enclaves 
Ostrander ski hut enclave 
Little Yosemite Valley 

Total 

2,580 
2,975 
6,400 
3,020 
7,380 

830 

90 
790 

1 ,573 
150 
30 

1,900 

27, 718 

c. Cu ltural Resources Management 
Cultural resources would be stabilized for 

adaptive uses if their preservation was not in conflict with preser
vation and enhancement of the natural environment. Where conflicts 
occurred, cultural resources would be recorded and removed (see 
Table Vlll-10). 

Table VI 11-10. 

Resource 

Ranger Club 
Best's Studio 
Administrative Building 
Old Museum 
Post Office 
SuperintendPnt's Residence 
Hutching Orchard 
Pohono Studio 
Housing and Ancillary 

Structures 
Degnan Residence, 

Bakery, Garage 
Yosemite Valley Chapel 
Le Conte Memorial Lodge 
Foster Curry Cabin 
Mother Curry's Bungalow 
Old Registration Office 
Ahwahnee Hotel 
Lamon Orchard 
Wawona Hotel Complex 

Tennis Court 
Swimming Pool 
Golf Course 

Tioga Pass Ranger Station/ 
Comfort Station 

Parsons Lodge 
CCC Mess Hall, Bunkhouses, 

Tiolet and Shower Facilities 
McCauley Barn 
Meyer Barns (2) 
Yosemite Valley Stone 

Bridges (7) 
Bagby Stationhouse, 

Water Tanks, Turntable 
YVRR Engine #6 
YVRR Track Car !119 
YVRR Caboose tl15 
Golden Crown Mine 
Great Sierra Mine 
Leonard Cabin 
McGurk Cabin 
Prospector's Cabin 
Dana Fork Cabin 
Buck Camp Ranger Patrol 

Cabin 
Chilnualna Falls Ranger 

Patrol Cabin 
Great Sierra Wagon Road 
Old Coulterville Road and 

Trail 
Gin Flat Cabin 
Merced Grove Ranger 

Station 
Stella Lake 
Washburn Ditch 
Powerhouse, Diversion 

Dam, Penstock 
Ahwahnee Row Houses (7) 

Treatment of Historic Resources, Alternative 2 

Natural 
Deterio-

Remove Relocate ration 

x 
x 
x 
x 

x 

x 
x 
x 
x 
x 
x 
x 

x 
x 
x 
x 

x 
x 
x 

x 

x 
x 

x 
x 
x 

x 

x 

x 
x 
x 
x 
x 
x 
x 
x 
x 
x 
x 

x 
x 

Resto
ration 

x 

Adaptive 
Use 

x 

x 

x 
x 
x 
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d. Visitor Use 
Visitors' enjoyment of the park would be charac

terized by unstructured personal discoveries and spiritual and 
physical challenges. Only a minimum of development and programs 
would be provided. 

(1) Peak Visitor Use Levels 
Peak overnight and day use levels for 

Alternative 2 are listed in Table V 111-11 and compared to the 
proposal in Tables VI 11-32 and VII 1-33. Significantly fewer people 
would be able to stay overnight in the park. The capacity of 
overnight accommodations would be reduced to 3,087 visitors, and 
the capacity of campgrounds would be reduced to 6,040 visitors 
(see discussion of Overnight Accommodations and Commercial 
Services in this section on visitor use). This would create a new 
parkwide overnight capacity of 9, 127 visitors. 

All day parking would be removed from the 
Valley. However, bus service would be provided to the Valley from 
outlying parking areas at El Portal, Chinquapin / and Crane Flat 
(see discussion of Access and Circulation in this section on visitor 
use) . Together, these parking areas would accommodate some 
12, 150 visitors per day / and based on current visitor patterns, it 
is assumed that 8,505 (70%) of the people would visit the Valley. 
Since overnight visitors as well as day visitors would park in these 
outlying areas, this would be a combined overnight and day use 
level for the Valley . 

(2) Activities 
Facilities associated with golf, tennis, 

ice-skating, swimming, and downhill skiing would be removed from 
the park and these activities would no longer be allowed. 

Horseback riding would be allowed in 
developed areas and designated portions of the backcountry. No 
grazing of stock would be allowed in the backcountry, and all feed 
would have to be packed in with the animals . 

Cross-country skiing would be encouraged. 
The lodge at Badger Pass would be converted to a cross-country 
ski center, and Parsons Lodge at Tuolumne Meadows would be 
converted to a cross-county ski shelter. Ostrander ski hut would 
be retained, and another warming hut would be provided at Summit 
Meadow. 

Snowmobiling would not be permitted inside 
the park. Religious services would continue to be scheduled in the 
Church Bowl and various amphitheaters in the park. 
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Table VI 11-11. Changes in Visitor Use Levels and Employee 
Residential Levels, Alternative 2 

Visitors Residents 
Overnight Da~ Use Total 

Yosemite Valle~ District 
Yosemite Valley 2,310 8,505 8,505a 477 
Cascades 0 0 0 0 
Arch Rock 0 0 0 0 
El Portal 2,000 2,700 4,700 250 
SUBTOTAL 4,310 727 

Wawona 
Chinquapin 0 2,700 2,700 0 
Badger Pass 40 0 40 0 
Summit Meadow/ 

Bridalveil 200 0 200 0 
Glacier Point 0 1,026 1,026 0 
Wawona 822 1,689 2,511 245 
Mariposa Grove 0 2,700 2,700 0 
South Entrance 0 2,700 2,700 4 
SUBTOTAL 1,062 249 

Mather District 
Tioga Pass 0 6,750 6,750 0 
Tuolumne Meadows 1,018 5,400 6,418 128 
White Wolf 383 0 383 24 
Tenaya Lake Area 0 0 0 0 
Crane Flat 656 6,750 7,406 7 
Hodgdon Meadows 440 540 980 41 
Foresta 150 0 150 0 
Hetch Hetchy I 

Mather Station 120 1,080 1,200 11 
Merced Grove 0 405 405 0 
Tioga Road 

Campgrounds 820 0 820 0 
High Sierra Camps 168 0 168 45 
SUBTOTAL 3,755 256 

aBoth overnight and day visitors would share available parking spaces 
at staging areas; therefore, although the indicated peak overnight 
and peak day use levels could occur, they could not occur simul-
taneously and should not be added together for a total visitor use 
level. 

(3) Access and Circulation 
Use of private automobiles would be 

greatly reduced. Visitor transportation would be restricted to bus 
and shuttle bus service throughout Yosemite Valley, along Glacier 
Point Road from Chinquapin to Glacier Point, along Tioga Road from 
Tioga Pass to Crane Flat, and from the south entrance to the edge 
of Mariposa Grove. 

Major parking areas would be located at El 
Portal (600 spaces), Chinquapin (600 spaces), Crane Flat (1,500 
spaces), and Tioga Pass (1,500 spaces). A bus system would 
connect these staging areas to the Valley and other park areas. In 
the west end of the Valley, visitors would transfer to the Valley 
shuttle bus system, which would operate along the north side of the 
Valley as far east as the Ahwahnee Hotel . 

A 200-car parking area with bus service to 
Mariposa Grove would be provided at the south entrance. The tram 
route through Mariposa Grove would be converted to a foot trail. 
Access and circulation at Wawona would remain unchanged (see 
Table A-3 in the Appendix for changes in parking spaces under 
Alternative 2) . 

(4) Overnight Accommodations and Commerical 
Services 
Table A-8 in the Appendix lists all accom 

modations and campgrounds for each developed area under 
Alternative 2. In the Valley, all existing accommodations would be 
removed except the Ahwahnee Hotel / and it would be converted to 
an interpretive center. The cafeteria at Curry Village would be 
converted to a hostel, and a new lodging area with 300 low-cost 
accommodations would be provided in the west end of the Valley. 
Existing overnight accommodations at Tuolumne Meadows and White 
Wolf would be retained, and at Wawona the hotel would be expanded 
to 145 units. A 40- bed hostel would be provided at Badger Pass. 
Parkwide, the number of overnight units would decrease from 1, 732 
to 1, 140 ( 402 fewer than the proposal). 

The character of camping would change 
with the exclusion of automobiles from most park areas. In the 
Valley, all existing campgrounds would be removed and 320 new 
walk-in sites would be provided at eight separate campgrounds. All 
campgrounds along the Glacier Point and Tioga Roads would be 
converted to walk-in sites. Parkwide the number of campsites 
would decrease from 2,299 to 1,497 (1,005 fewer than the proposal). 

Fast-food service, a restaurant, equip
ment rental, and clothing and gift sales would be available at the 
four park staging areas. The only services provided in the Valley 
would be a cafeteria, fast-food service, staple grocery sales, bike 
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rental, and recreational equipment sales, which would all be located 
at a new developed area in the west end. The gas stations would 
be removed from Wawona, Chinquapin, and Crane Flat, but auto 
service would still be available at El Portal. 

e. Park Operations 
National Park Service and Yosemite Park and 

Curry Company parkwide headquarters would be moved from 
Yosemite Valley to El Portal. Housing for employees assigned to 
district operations in Yosemite Valley, Wawona, and Hodgdon 
Meadow would remain in these locations, but all other housing would 
be in El Portal. The amount of facilities needed in the Valley would 
be reduced to a dormitory for 10 employees at Curry Village, small 
administrative offices, housing for 75 permanent and 225 seasonal 
employees, a shuttle bus storage area, and a maintenance shop at 
the new developed area in the west end. 

The most significant changes in water consump
tion and required wastewater treatment facilities would occur in 
Yosemite Valley and at the day staging areas at Chinquapin, Tioga 
Pass, and Crane Flat (see Table Vlll-34, which compares water 
consumption rates for each developed area). Compared to the 
proposal, water consumption rates within Yosemite Valley would 
decrease by about 832, 000 gpd, but they would increase at 
Chinquapin by about 63,000 gpd, at Tioga Pass by about 167,000 
gpd, and at Crane Flat by about 163,000 gpd. Wastewater from 
Chinquapin would be transferred via trunkline to the El Portal 
wastewater treatment plant, which would still have a net reduced 
loading. The wastewater treatment facility at Tuolumne Meadows 
would be increased in size by nearly 200 percent to accommodate 
about 230,000 gpd (63,000 gpd from Tuolumne Meadows and 170,000 
gpd from Tioga Pass, which would be transported via pipeline to 
Tuolumne Meadows ) . A new secondary treatment facility would be 
constructed at Crane Flat with a design capacity of about 185,000 
gpd. 

f. Development 
Development-related actions associated with this 

alternative are listed in Table VI 11-12. 
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increasingly nawral 1he farther a vis11or traveled. Shuttle 
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simP.le accommodations and limited services would be 
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Table Vlll-12. Summary of Actions for Developed Areas, 
Alternative 2 

Yosemite Lodge Area 
- Remove all overnight accommodations, support and employee 

facilities, and parking areas 
- Restore areas to a reasonable semblance of their original condition 

Yosemite Village 
- Remove all faciiities and restore all areas except for Old Museum 

Building and Rangers Club 
- Remove employee facilities at Camp 6 and restore area 
- Relocate YP&CC and NPS administrative, maintenance, storage, 

and employee housing functions to El Portal 
- Retain emergency medical service 
- Provide minimal emergency maintenance facilities 

Curry Village 
- Remove all structures and parking except cafeteria building 
- Convert cafeteria to a 100-bed hostel and limited cafeteria service 
- Remove housekeeping units 

Provide housing in dormitory for 10 seasonal YP&CC employees 

Ahwahnee Hotel 
- Convert hotel to interpretive use only 
- Remove cabins 
- Provide no commercial services 
- Remove golf course, tennis courts, and pool 

Campgrounds 
- Remove all existing campgrounds and restore areas 
- Provide 320 walk-in campsites in a minimum of 8 separate 

campgrounds 

Other Valley Areas 
- Remove all strip parking 
- Remove wastewater treatment plant near Bridalveil Meadow and 

restore area 
- Remove one-half of Southside Drive and convert to bike trail 
- Remove all remaining structures, parking areas, and unessential 

roadways 
- Provide appropriate shuttle stops to accommodate campground and 

day use 
- Construct a new developed area (Curry 2) in the west end of the 

Valley consisting of: 
- 300 visitor units ranging from tent frames to clustered cabins 
- Cafeteria and fast-food service 
- Staple grocery sales, bike rental, and recreation equipment 

sales facilities 
- Photo and climbing instruction facilities 
- NPS and YP&CC administrative buildings 
- Housing for 25 permanent and 75 seasonal NPS personnel 

Housing for 50 permanent and 150 seasonal YP&CC personnel 
- Emergency medical facilities 
- Shuttle bus storage area and minimal maintenance and 

repair shops 
- Construct a shuttle bus transfer station 

Cascades 

- Remove housing 
- Retain picnic area 

Arch Rock 

- Remove all facilities 

El Portal 

- Construct NPS/YP&CC administration buildings 
- Construct NPS/YP&CC maintenance, warehouse, and open-air 

storage facilities 
- Provide space for employee parking 
- Construct NPS law-enforcement facility 
- Construct NPS/YP&CC permanent housing 

Construct NPS/YP&CC seasonal housing 
- Provide residential-community amenities 
- Construct a 600-car, staging area with an information/reservations 

station, fast-food facility, restaurant, and gift sales and 
equipment rental facilities 

- Construct a 400-unit motel 
- Construct a 200-site campground at the trailer village area 
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Chinguapin 

- Construct a 600-car staging area with information center, 
commercial services with provision for parking, fast-food 
service, restaurant, equipment rental, and clothing sales 

- Use trailheads along Glacier Point Road as bus stops 
- Remove ranger station, gas station, and associated parking 

facilities 
- Construct a wastewater trunk line system in or adjacent to the 

roadway to connect with El Portal wastewater treatment plant 
- Develop an additional water supply system 

Badger Pass 

- Remove ski lifts and convert lodge to cross-country ski center 
- Remove all parking except for a 0.5-acre shuttle bus turnaround 

area 
- Provide year-round 40-bed hostel and cafeteria within the lodge 

area 

Bridalveil Campground/Summit Meadow 

- Convert campground to a SO-site walk- in type 
- Construct warming hut at Summit Meadow 

Glacier Point 

- Construct interpretive loop trail and remove unused trails 
- Remove gift sales and fast-food service 
- Reconstruct comfort stations 
- Provide storage and seating area for interpretive functions 
- Reduce parking area size to accommodate only bus turnaround 

171 



( •1mprove ex1sttng 
wastewater treatment I oystem 

I 
I ---, 

~() 
\\ 
\\ 
\~\ 
\ 
\ 

• reialn P!Oneer Hrsto('f Center, end stables -----..., 
• prOYK!a 11).Sfle pocnrc area 

-

• ••m<MI gas Sl41ion 
• pr0111de bicycle rent.el 

\_\ 

\\ 
• remove golf course 

\.,_ 

\\ 
\ 
\ 

Wawona Alternative Two 

-------

WA~ t"PTEL-CCM~ 
• renovate and wtnt&nle 145 hotel rooms 
• relocate end expand park1nv 
, ,..,_. tennis court. pro shop, and pool 

------7 
I 

I 

__ Yosemite Nat1ono1 Pork_US Department of the lntenor_Nat1onol Pork Service_ 

•construct a new maunc.enance area 
and d.strlCt offtee bu11dmg 

, p<OYtde housing for 35 permenen1 
end 130 seasonal NPS and YP&CC 

-~ 

'5ECrlctJ 2>5 
• acquire end return 10 a 

na1urel c:ond•tion 

'--·--·--·--·- ·- ·- ·-·-· 

0 
I r :: 

OH __ MICROf ILM. 



Wawona 

- Renovate and winterize hotel complex for year-round use at a 
capacity of 145 units and relocate and expand parking 

- Provide housing for 20 permanent and 60 seasonal NPS employees 
- Provide housing for 15 permanent and 70 seasonal YP&CC 

employees 
- Remove golf course, golf pro shop, swimming pool, gas station, 

and tennis court 
- Provide IS-site picnic area 
- Provide bike rental 
- Construct new water and sewer lines to new employee quarters 
- Increase the capacity of the sewage treatment system and convert 

existing water supply system to underground sources 
- Connect existing 100-site campground to sewage treatment system 
- Redesign the parking area for the Pioneer History Center 
- Construct a district office building and maintenance facility 
- Retain store, post office, gift shop, and stables 
- Acquire and restore all inholdings in Section 35 to a natural 

condition 

South Entrance 

- Construct 200-car parking area to provide staging area during 
heavy use season for bus service to Mariposa Grove 

- Provide additional comfort facilities and increase efficiency and 
capacity of wastewater treatment system 

- Retain entrance station kiosk and ranger residence 

Mariposa Grove 

- Convert the Wawona Point Road to a trail 
- Remove gift shop 
- Replace existing comfort stations with chemical toilets 
- Remove Big Trees Lodge 
- Remove the majority of parking area except for 0. 5 acre of 

shuttle bus turnaround 
- Convert tram route to foot trai I 
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Tioga Pass Entrance Station 
- Construct 1,500-car staging area with information/reservation 

system, commercial services center, fast - food service, restaurant, 
gift sales, and equipment rental 

- Remove existing ranger residence, entrance station, comfort 
station, and parking facilities 

- Construct a sewer trunk line system to connect with treatment 
facilities at Tuolumne Meadows 

- Develop additional water supply system from available groundwater 
sources 

Tuolumne Meadows 

- Utilize Parsons Lodge as a summer hostel and winter cross-country 
ski shelter 

- Preserve historic structures 
- Relocate the YP&CC and NPS stables 
- Remove and restore meadow roads and trails and relocate stock 

trails to the lodgepole pine ecosystem 
- Develop an underground water supply system 
- Relocate the grocery store to the campground area and provide 

space for a mountaineering school 
- Remove all auto parking 
- Retain existing employee accommodations 
- Utilize existing stone building for a visitor center 
- Remove coffee shop 
- Reduce campground to 200 walk- in sites 
- Retain the lodge in its present character and capacity 
- Construct a backcountry orientation facility adjacent to NPS 

stables 
- Remove gasoline station 

White Wolf 

Retain accommodations (13 units) and fast- food service 
- Convert campground to 86 walk-in sites 
- Provide a shuttle bus stop and turnaround area 

Crane Flat 

- Retain campground 
- Remove store and gas station 
- Construct a 1, 500-car staging area with information/reservations 

system and commercial services center 

- Retain existing ranger residence 
- Convert waler supply system to underground source 
- Develop adequate wastewater treatment facility and connect 

staging area to this facility 

Tioga Road Campgrounds and Picnic Areas 

- Convert all campsites to walk-in camping only 
- Provide shuttle stops at campgrounds, picnic areas, and back-

countr.y trailheads 
- Provide chemical toilets and adequate drinking water at camp 

grounds and picnic areas 
- Retain picnic areas 

Hodgdon Meadow 

- Retain auto campground 
- Connect entrance station to existing wastewater treatment facility 
- Convert water supply system to an underground source 
- Retain existing employee accommodations 

Foresta 

- Retain group campground 
- Remove employee housing 
- Retain McCauley ranch for stabling NPS horses 
- Provide a 30-site walk- in campground 
- Record· and remove two Meyer barns in Big Meadow 
- Acquire and restore inholdings to a natural condition 

Hetch Hetchy 

Construct 30-site walk- in campground and 30-car parking area 
- Provide water supply from underground sources and install 

chemical toilets 
- Drain Hetch Hetchy Reservoir 
- Remove 0 1Shaughnessy Dam 
- Remove structures owned by lhe city and county of 

San Francisco 

Mather Station 

- Retain existing facilities 
- Develop underground water source 
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2. Environmental Impacts of Alternative 2 
a. Changes in the Amount of Disturbed Park Land 

Changes in the amount of disturbed park land 
under Alternative 2 are summarized in Table \/111-13 (see Table 
A-14 in the Appendix for a detailed description of each specific 
change). Compared to the proposal, the net restoration of land in 
the Valley would be considerably greater (224 acres compared to 54 
acres). Parkwide, the acreage of disturbed land would be less 
than half of what it is now and about 58 percent what it would be 
under the proposal (see Table Vlll-35 for a comparison of amounts 
of disturbed park land by developed area). 

Table Vlll-13. Summary Changes in the Amount of Disturbed Park Lands 

Developed Area 

Alternative 2 (in acres) 

Additional 
Disturbance 

Yosemite Valley 64.0 
Cascades/Arch Rock 
El Portal 
Chinquapin 0.5 
Badger Pass 
Bridalveil Campground/Summit Meadow 
Glacier Point 
Wawona 
South Entrance Station 
Mariposa Grove 
Tioga Pass Entrance Station 0.5 
Tuolumne Meadows 
White Wolf 
Crane Flat 1. 0 
Hodgdon Meadow 
Foresta 
Hetch Hetchy 
Aspen Valley 

Totals excluding El Portal 66.0 

Effects 
New 
Disturbance 

33.5 

106.1a 
6.5 

0.1 
0.4 

37.0 
4.0 

10.0 
4.2 
0.5 

13.0 
1.2 
6.0 
6.0 

122.4 

a An unknown portion of this land is presently impacted. 

Restored 

326.3 
4.5 

1.0 
75.3 
12.0 
5.6b 

241.3 

9.2 
0.5 

18.8 

1.0 

9.0b 
552.4b 

6.0 

1,262.9 

bPortions of the areas indicated already resemble natural sites. The 
major change would occur at sites occupied by buildings and roads. 
Therefore, the extent of restoration would be less than the indicated 
acreage. 

b. Impacts on Vegetation and Soils 
In Yosemite Valley, impacts on vegetation and 

soils would be significantly reduced by removal of most facilities 
and conversion of all campgrounds to walk-in camping. Within 
walk-in sites mature trees would not be thinned so severely as they 
are in vehicle campsites, and soils would not be compacted by 
roadways or intensive site use. Herbaceous ground cover vegeta
tion would reappear, and natural reproduction would occur at most 
converted campground areas. Diversity of vegetation types and 
species would be increased throughout the Valley due to less exten
sive restrictions on prescribed burning. 

Impacts on vegetation in El Portal would be 
similar to the impacts of the proposal. 

At Badger Pass, the downhill skiing operation 
would be eliminated, permitting the slopes to begin to revegetate to 
a natural plant community. 

Removal of both parking and the tram route 
within Mariposa Grove would increase the potential for natural 
growth and reproduction of sequoias to an even greater extent than 
will occur if the proposal is implemented. 

The elimination of the golf course at Wawona 
wou Id al low restoration of the meadow-type vegetation. 

Conversion of vehicle campgrounds to walk-in 
camping sites along the Glacier Point and Tioga roads would have 
the same impacts as would occur in Yosemite Valley. 

Elimination of the water· impoundment at Hetch 
Hetchy would eliminate aquatic vegetation outside the area of the 
remaining Tuolumne River bed. Gradually, the aquatic vegetation 
would be replaced with herbaceous vegetation, then woody vegeta
tion, restoring the area to a natural vegetative condition. 

Within the four designated staging areas, all 
vegetation would be removed from the building sites, and soils 
would be severely compacted and then covered with impermeable 
surfaces. 

I mfacts on Water 
( 1 Water Quantity 

c. 

Compared to the proposal, park wide con
sumption of water would decrease by 708,000 gpd (see Table VI 11-34 
for a comparison of water consumption rates by developed area). 

Diversion of water from the North Fork of 
the Merced River would decrease by about 676, 000 gpd compared to 
the proposal. In Yosemite Valley, diversion rates would decrease 
from 30 percent of low flow volumes to about 5 percent of low flow 
volumes. Increased streamflow would significantly increase aquatic 
habitats during low flow periods and increase dissolved oxygen 
rates, resulting in more natural populations of aquatic invertebrates 
and vertebrates. 

Additional water consumption at Crane Flat 
would require development of an underground water source or water 
storage facility since continued diversion from the single surface 
water source would change the creek from a continually flowing to 
an intermittent stream and virtually eliminate all aquatic habitat. 

Diversion from the Tuolumne River would 
increase by 129, 000 gpd compared to the proposal. Development of 
an underground supply or storage facility would be required for an 
adequate, dependable water supply. The low flow volumes of the 
Tuolumne River are not known; therefore, it is not known what 
effects this 44 percent increase in water consumption would have on 
aquatic biota. 

(2) Water Quality 
Water quality along the North Fork of the 

Merced River would increase within Yosemite Valley due to 
decreased swimming and other recreational uses of the river. 
Combined loading of the El Portal wastewater treatment plant would 
decrease to 482,000 gpd (including wastewater from Chinquapin). 
At Crane Flat, a new treatment facility would accommodate about 
185,000 gpd. Some decrease in water quality might result from use 
of a relatively large spray field (about 20 acres) with greater 
potential for increasing levels of coliforms, nutrients, and BOD. 

Water quality along the South Fork of the 
Merced would increase as it will under the proposal, with significant 
decreases in coliform counts and nutrient levels. 

The existing wastewater treatment facility 
at Tuolumne Meadows would be doubled in size to accommodate 
loading of about 233,000 gpd. Impacts from a larger treatment 
facility would be potentially increased levels of coliforms, BOD, and 
nutrients and increased levels of suspended solids entering the 
river from the required 30-acre spray field. This possibility would 
exist during periods of heavy precipitation, when surface movement 
of contaminants would more Ii kely occur. Total levels of 
contaminants are unknown, but they would be greater than the 
levels indicated for existing conditions. Reading of coliform levels 
would probably exceed 23 p~r 100 mililiters, the highest record 
readings in the area, and BOD levels would probably exceed 3.5 
per 100 mililiters. 

d. Impacts on Wildlife 
Elimination of Hetch Hetchy Reservoir would 

significantly affect aquatic populations of plants, vertebrates, and 
invertebrates. In essence, the plant/animal community associated 
with the reservoir would eventually be replaced with terrestrial and 
stream communities. 

e. Impacts on Air Quality 
Table Vlll-14 lists estimated rates of vehicle 

exhaust emissions under Alternative 2 and compares them with rates 
that will occur if the proposal is implemented. Compared to the 
proposal, changes are related to a significant decrease in Valley 
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facilities, development of remote staging areas, and replacement of 
private vehicle access with bus transportation in most areas of the 
park. 

Table Vlll-14. Estimated Tons per Day of Exhaust Emissions, 
Alternative 2 

Location 

Yosemite Valley 
Yosemite Valley-Arch 

Rock 
Glacier Point Corridor 
Yosemite Valley-Wawonaa 
Wawona-South Entrance 
Mariposa Grove 
Yosemite Valley-Crane 

Flat 
Big Oak Flat-Crane Flat 
Crane Flat-Tioga Pass 

Total Parkwide 

Estimated 
Percentage 
Change in 
Use Levels 
(from. Proposal) 

-100 

- 75 
- 84 

0 
- 22 

0 

- 75 
- 50 
- 50 

Expected Maximum Emissions 
(Tons per Day) 

Carbon Hydro- Nitrogen 
Monoxide carbons Oxides 

.00 

.43 

.34 
3.92 
1.03 

.00 

1.06 
.92 

3.91 

11.61 

.00 

.04 

.03 

.37 

.09 

.00 

.10 

.08 

.36 

1.07 

.00 

.03 

.01 

.19 

.06 

.00 

·.06 
.04 
.21 

.60 

a Estimated 75% reduction between Chinquapin and Yosemite Valley. 

Air quality in Yosemite Valley would be sig
nificantly improved over what is would be under the proposal or 
any other alternative. Exhaust emissions along road segments 
leading to staging areas are estimated to be the same as under the 
proposal. Exhaust emi?sions on road segments between staging 
areas and Yosemite Valley would be limited to that produced by 
shuttle vehicles and through-traffic. Specific rates of emissions for 
the shuttle system are unknown because the specific type has not 
been selected. Trans-Sierra traffic flows are estimated at one-half 
the proposed visitation rates for road segments between Tioga Pass 
and Crane Flat and between Crane Flat and Big Oak Flat. 
Through-traffic flows between staging areas and Yosemite Valley are 
estimated a;t 25 percent of proposed rates. Actual rates of non
park usersiand overall volume are unknown. 

I 

Large-scale parking facilities would potentially 
generate levels of exhaust pollutants that would be health hazards 
if they were not ventilated effectively. Based on EPA idle emission 
rates for 1977-78 model year cars (EPA, 1978) 1,500 cars idling for 
an average of 5 minutes would produce about .33 pounds of hydro
carbons, 2.98 pounds of carbon monoxide, and 1.32 pounds of 
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nitrogen oxides. A turnover rate of 1. 5 at these staging areas 
would increase these amounts of emissions by 50 percent. 

f. Im acts on Esthetic 
(1 · Yosemite Valley 

Table VI 11-15 indicates relative changes in 
visual quality in Yosemite Valley. Removal of significant amounts of 
development would create a natural appearance in most areas. New 
developments would be located in B-Scenic a_reas south of Southside 
Drive near the El Capitan Bridge. 

The 100 percent reduction in private 
automobile emissions would be accompanied by a significant but 
unknown reduction in oxidant levels. This reduction would increase 
visibility over existing and proposed conditions. 

(2) El Portal 
Extensive development would significantly 

increase the urbanized appearance of the area. 

(3) Chinquapin 
Staging area development would dominate 

the junction of Wawona Road and Glacier Point Road. 

(4) Badger Pass 
Removal of downhill ski lift faclities would 

allow appreciation of a more natural scene by all visitors. 

(5) Bridalveil Campground/Summit Meadow 
The elimination of noises and sights associ

ated with vehicles would allow appreciation of a minimally developed 
area by campers. 

(6) Glacier Point 
Removal of parking, gift sales, and fast

food service would allow appreciation of the impressive scenery in a 
more natural setting. 

(7) Wawona 
Construction of administration, maint-

enance, and housing areas would increase the developed appearance 
of the area. 

(8) South Entrance Station 
A larger parking area would intrude upon 

the natural setting. 

Table VI 11-15. Impacts on Scenic Quality, Alternative 2 
(in acres) 

Location/ Action A-Scenic 

Yosemite Lodge 
Remove all facilities 

Yosemite Village 
Remove all facilities 

Curr}'.'. Village 
Remove all faci I ities except 

cafeteria 
Remove housekeeping facilities 

Ahwahnee Hotel 
Remove golf course, tennis 

courts, pool, and cabins 

Campgrounds 
Remove all existing 

campgrounds 
Provide 320 walk-in sites 

Other Areas 
Remove one-half Southside Drive 

and any additional excess 

+26.6 

+13.1 

+ 2.7 

+ 6.2 

+40.4 

roads + 3.0 
Remove old wastewater treatment 

plant + 2.8 
Remove housing and stables/ 

kennels 
Construct shuttle facilities 
Construct west end development 

(Curry 2) 
Remove strip parking in Valley 

Totals +94.8 

+ indicates general gain in scenic quality. 

- indicates general loss in scenic quality. 

Area Classification 
B-Scenic . C-Scenic Mixed 

+12.3 

+45.3 +2.0 

+36.9 
+20.1 

+7!).9 + 7.6 
-64.0 

+ 3.0 

+5.5 
-2.0 

-31.5 
+22.8 

+167.5 +9.6 -43.2 



(9) Mariposa Grove 
Reduction of facilities would increase the 

natural appearance of the area. Prohibiting vehicle access would 
potentially enhance people's viewing experience. 

(10) Tioga Road Entrance Station 
Construction of a staging area would give 

a developed appearance to an otherwise pristine area that affords 
appreciable scenic viewing opportunities. 

(11) Tuolumne Meadows 
Relocation of developments from meadow 

areas to lodgepole pine areas would enhance the natural appearance 
of the subalpine meadows. 

Elimination of private auto traffic from 
Tioga Hoad would enhance opportunities to view areas surrounding 
the corridor, including Tuolumne Meadows. 

(12) Tioga Road Campgrounds and White Wolf 
Elimination of noises and sights associated 

with vehicles would allow appreciation of a minimally developed area 
by campers. 

(13) Crane F~at 
Development would dominate the scene, 

representing a significant change from the current natural character 
of the area. 

(14) Hetch Hetchy 
Draining Hetch Hetchy Reservoir and 

removing O'Shaughnessy Dam and the associated city and county of 
San Francisco facilities would radically change the character of the 
entire 8-mile length of the valley and create scars that would be 
visible throughout the surrounding area. Revegetation of the area 
might take many years; disappearance of discolored rock (now 
under water) might take many lifetimes. The esthetic value of the 
area might be very low initially, but once conditions returned to a 
more natural state, the opportunity for scenic viewing in the Hetch 
Hetchy Valley would be excellent. Further prediction of impacts 
associated with this component of Alternative 2 are beyond the 
scope of this report. 

g. Impacts on Archeological Resources 
General effects associated with facility and 

roadway construction and removal would be similar to effects of the 
proposal. Numbers of archeological sites affected by these 
activities under Alternative 2 are listed in Table VI 11-16. 

A total of 75 archeological sites in Yosemite 
Valley would be affected either directly or indirectly by removal of 
facilities and roadways. The degree of impacts is unmeasurable, 
but they would compound disturbances that have already occurred 
at these sites as a result of facility and roadway construction and 
use. The majority of these sites have already been subjected to 
loss of surface materials, and sites that are now covered by 
facilities or roads have already been subjected to severe under
ground disturbance, making the value of the remaining evidence 
questionable. 

Redevelopment of El Portal as an adminis
trative site would directly impact 10 archeolgoical sites. Impacts on 
archeological resources in other areas of the park would be similar 
to impacts of the proposal. 

h. Im acts on Historic Resources 
1 Yosemite Valley District 

Under Alternative 2, no effect on the 
Hutching cabin and sawmill or the Muir cabin would be anticipated. 
The historical character of the Bridalveil Meadow Historic Site, 
Pohono Bridge, and the Pioneer Cemetery would be preserved. 

The removal of all but two buildings in the 
Yosemite Village Historic District would result in the loss of the 
district's architectural significance. The Ranger Club and Old 
Museum building would be preserved and adaptively used. 

Table Vil 1-16. Number of Archeological Sites Affected by New Actions, Alternative 2 

T:i~e and Source of lmEact 

Direct Indirect No lmEact 
Facility, Facility, Facility, Facility, 
Roadway Roadway Roadway Roadway 

DeveloEed Area Construction Removal Construction Removal 

Yosemite Valley 0 41 0 34 8 
Cascades 0 0 0 0 0 
El Portal 9 1 0 0 3 
Wawona Area a 2 0 0 3 15 
Tuolumn.e Meadows 0 9 0 0 22 
Hodgdon Meadow b 0 0 0 0 4 
Tioga Road Corridor 1 1 1 0 9 
Hetch Hetchy 0 0 1 0 0 
Foresta 0 0 0 0 11 
Aspen Valley 0 0 0 5 0 
Backcountry 0 0 0 0 1 

aArea includes Wawona, south entrance station, and Mariposa Grove. 

bArea includes Tioga Road campgrounds, Tenaya Lake area, Crane Flat, and White Wolf. 

The adaptive use of the Ahwahnee Hotel as 
an interpretive center might result in alteration of significant 
interior features and the introduction of elements out of keeping 
with the resource. A cumulative impact would occur through the 
removal of all ancillary facilities on the hotel grounds. 

A cumulative impact would occur at the 
Camp Curry Historic Site with the removal of all historically and 
architecturally significant buildings associated with the site. The 
historic philosophy of Camp Curry would be preserved, however, 
through the provision of low-cost hostel accommodations in the 
existing cafeteria building. 

Removal of remaining buildings and road
ways throughout the Valley would result in removal of 10 National 
Register properties, including the Yosemite Valley Chapel, Le Conte 
Memorial Lodge, the Degnan residence, and seven architecturally 
significant bridges in the east end of the Valley. 

The diversion dam, 
penstock would be removed from the Merced 
facilitate naturalization of that area. 

powerhouse, and 
River Canyon to 
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The existing transportation exhibit at El 
Portal would be dismantled, and the train vehicles would be 
relocated to an institution outside the park. 

(2) Wawona District 
In Wawona, the historical character of the 

following properties would be preserved: Pioneer History Center, 
Glacier Point Trailside Museum, Mariposa Grove Museum, and the 
arboretum wall remains. No effect on the Galen Clark Homestead 
Historic Site would be anticipated. 

A cumulative impact would occur at the 
Wawona Hotel complex with the removal of the pool, tennis court, 
and golf course, all of which are integral features of the historic
ally significant resort. The proposed renovation of the main hotel 
building might result in the alteration of remaining significant 
architectural features and the addition of modern intrusions into the 
historical setting. 

(3) Mather District 
The following properties would be pre

served and maintained in their present character: McCauley cabin, 
Soda Springs enclosure, CCC visitor center, CCC mess hall and 
bunkhouses, and the Tuolumne Meadows ranger station. The 
proposed adaptive use of Parsons Lodge for year-round, low-cost 
accommodations would not affect the building 1s significant exterior 
features. 

i. Im acts on the Socioeconomic Re ion 
1 Effects of Construction on the Region 

The expenditures required to imple
ment Alternative 2 are estimated to range from $113. 7 million to 
$118.1 million. Of the total cost, $31.0 million to $32.5 million 
would be borne by the concessioner. The general nature of impacts 
resulting from construction activity would be the same as the 
impacts of the proposal. Table V 111-17 lists the quantifiable eco
nomic impacts of this alternative. 

(2) Effects of Visitation on the Region 
The annual number of visitors under 

Alternative 2 is projected to be 2,230,600 (Harris, Kerr, Forster 
and Company, 1977). This would be a 19 percent decrease from 
the greatest annual visitation of 2, 753, 152, which occurred in 1976. 
This decline in visitation could be expected to reduce the amount of 
tourism dollars in the regional economy by a similar amount. 

(3) Effects of Recreational Opportunities on 
the Region 
Alternative 2 would impact the region 

significantly, since many potential visitors would not be able to stay 
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overnight in accommodations of their choice in the park. Such 
visitors would increase the demand for accommodations and camp
grounds in the region. 

The elimination of downhill skiing, 
golf, tennis, pool swimming, and snowmobiling would also affect the 
resorts in the region by increasing the demand for accommodations 
where those sports were available or offered nearby. 

Table VII 1-17. Impacts of Construction Activities, Alternative 2 

Variable 

Employment 
Income 
Annual Employment 
Annual Income 
Population Increase 
Increase in Demand for Housing 
Increase in Demand for Health 

Care 
Increase in School-Aged Children 

Yosemite Regiona 

6,615 man-years 
$56,971,500 
551 man-years 

$4,848,725 
0.9% 
1.0% 

0.9% 
1.0% 

Mariposa County 

2,632 man-years 
$10,042,660 
219 man-years 

$836,890 
10.0% 
14.0% 

11.0% 
17.0% 

alncludes Madera, Mariposa, Merced, Mono, and Tuolumne Counties. 

j. Impacts on Visitors• Experiences 
(1) Changes in Visitor Use Levels 

(a) Overnight Use Levels 
Only primitive campgrounds and 

simple accommodations would be provided inside the park. All 
existing accommodations in the Valley would be removed, and a new 
accommodation area, to be known as Curry 2, would be developed 
in the west end of the Valley. Curry 2 would include 150 tent 
cabins and 150 cabins with baths, accommodating 930 people, com
pared to the almost 5,000 people accommodated in the Valley today. 

All existing auto campsites and group 
campsites would also be eliminated from the Valley. In addition to 
the existing 58 walk-in campsites, 262 new walk-in campsites would 
be provided. With this 500 percent increase in primitive walk-in 
sites, a total of 1,280 visitors would be accommodated. 

A 400-unit motel able to accommodate 
1,200 visitors would be constructed at El Portal. Also at El Portal, 

a 200-site auto campground would provide overnight space for an 
additional 800 persons. 

In the Wawona District, a year-round, 
40-bed hostel would be constructed at the Badger Pass ski area. 
The auto campground at Bridalveil would be converted into a 50-
unit walk-in type, constituting a 46 percent decrease in camping 
capacity in that area. The Wawona Hotel complex would be 
expanded and winterized for year-round use. The additional 82 
units would accommodate 222 more persons than are accommodated at 
present. 

In the Mather District, the existing 
600 auto campsites at Tuolumne Meadows would be removed and 
replaced with an additional 150 walk-in sites. The total of 200 
walk-in sites would accommodate 800 campers. At White Wolf and 
along the Tioga Road, auto campsites would be replaced with walk
in sites with no changes in capacity. Additional walk-in campsites 
would be provided at Foresta and Hetch Hetchy. 

Overall, Alternative 2 would dramatic
ally decrease the number of available accommodations within the 
park. Sheltered accommodations would be decreased by a total of 
592, and campground units would be decreased by a total of 802. 
This corresponds to displacement of 2, 441 persons from sheltered 
accommodations and 3,852 persons from campgrounds. 

(b) Day Use Levels 
Alternative 2 allows for only 50 

percent of the current visitation to the Valley from the parking 
areas in Chinquapin, El Portal, and Crane Flat. Assuming that the 
same percentage of visitors would continue to go to Glacier Point as 
currently do, the Chinquapin parking area would only provide for 
13 percent of the visitors who currently visit Glacier Point. The 
capacity for Mariposa Grove would be reduced by 22 percent. The 
Mather District day parking capacity would increase substantially, 
principally due to the two large parking areas at Tioga Pass and 
Crane Flat. Because day use would decrease elsewhere in the 
park, day use in the Mather District would be expected to increase. 

(2) Effects of Transportation Changes on 
Visitor:-s 
(a) Yosemite Valley District 

The choices available to visitors now 
on how to enter and travel in Yosemite Valley would be greatly 
reduced. However, parking and shuttle bus service would be very 
easy to find. Establishment of bike trails and the elimination of 
auto congestion in Yosemite Valley would encourage more visitors to 
use bicycles, ride horses, or walk in areas currently dominated by 
automobiles. 



Visitors using the staging areas and 
shuttle buses would be inconvenienced by the projected transit time 
from the out-of-Valley staging areas to a point in the east end of 
the Valley. It is estimated that 1~ to 1\ hours would be required 
to travel from parking to an east-end destination. To keep this 
schedule would mean a shuttle bus would be entering or leaving the 
Valley approximately every 30 seconds. This rate of passage of 
large vehicles would degrade the experience in the west end of the 
Valley. 

Any through-traffic not bound for the 
Valley would continue to be allowed to use the Big Oak Flat Road, 
All Year Highway, and Wawona Road. 

(b) Wawona District 
The choices available to visitors now 

on how to visit the destinations along the Glacier Point Road or the 
Mariposa Grove would be greatly reduced. Parking would be easier 
to find, and shuttle bus connections would also be easily made. 
Traffic along the Wawona Road would increase slightly due to the 
increased year-round accommodations and services. Access to 
trailheads would be simplified with the shuttle bus stops at trail
heads along the Glacier Point Road. 

(c) Mather District 
The choices on how to see this 

portion of the park would be somewhat restricted. Eventual closure 
of the Old Tioga Road would mean that visitors could no longer 
drive to areas along this road. With the addition of overnight 
facilities at Hetch Hetchy Reservoir, traffic to the area would 
increase moderately. Through-traffic would not be affected 
appreciably in this district except by the removal of the service 
stations at Tuolumne Meadows and Crane Flat. However, only about 
10 percent of the nonrecreational traffic using park roads during 
the peak visitation season uses the Tioga Pass entrance, and less 
than 7 percent uses the Big Oak Flat entrance. 

(3) Effects of Recreational Activities on 
Visitors 
Visitors' recreational opportunities would 

be affected by the elimination of scenic driving from most of 
Tioga Road, the entire length of the Glacier Point Road, all of 
Yosemite Valley, and much of the Wawona Road. The road to 
Mariposa Grove would be removed altogether, restricting visitation 
to hikers and horseback riders. These changes would eliminate 
most opportunities for car travel in the park and severely affect 
people who value this privilege. Currently, approximately 50 
percent of peak season users enjoy driving their cars in the park. 
Shuttle ·service would most often replace private auto traffic on the 

routes mentioned above, and many persons (more than 40 percent) 
presently use this service for scenic tours. 

The very popular activities of fishing, 
picnicking, hi king, horseback riding, bicycling, and swimming in 
lakes and rivers would continue to be encouraged, and in some 
cases facilities would be increased for these activities. For 
instance, bicycling would be encouraged through additional bike 
paths in Yosemite Valley and new rental operations at Wawona. 
Additional picnic areas would be provided at Wawona. However, a 
few other very popular activities would be more difficult to partici
pate in because of reduction or elimination of appropriate facilities. 
Auto camping would be very restricted in this alternative, being 
provided for only at El Portal, Wawona, Crane Flat, and Hodgdon 
Meadow. People desiring car access to their campsites would find it 
difficult to find open spaces during the peak visitation season. 
Approximatel_y one-third of the peak season visitors currently use 
auto campgrounds sometime during their stay in the park. Walk-in 
camping would be encouraged greatly in this alternative. 

Golf, tennis, and swimming in pools would 
be excluded from the park. Roughly one-third of all visitors 
surveyed in summer felt these activities should be removed from the 
park, whereas only a small percentage of this same group (usually 
those staying in accommodations with facilities for these sports) 
participated in these activities. 

Other activities that would be excluded 
from the park by removal of facilities or prohibition include downhill 
skiing, hang-gliding, and snowmobiling. The discussion on snow
mobiling in Alternative 1 impacts section is applicable in this alter
native also. Hang-gliding would not be available to that small 
proportion of peak season visitors that currently participate in this 
activity. Those people tend to also be backcountry users or 
campers. The removal of ski lifts at Badger Pass would affect 
people who value skiing at the oldest ski area in California. 

There would be many facilities added to 
encourage cross-country skiing. Badger Pass Lodge would be 
converted to a cross-country ski center, a new warming hut would 
be constructed at Summit Meadow, and Parsons Lodge would be 
used as a cross-country ski shelter. 

Opportunties to shop for gifts or curios 
would be extremely limited in this alternative. No gift sales would 
be offered in the Valley, Glacier Point, Mariposa Grove, Crane Flat, 
or Chinquapin. Large percentages of all types of users utilize the 
gift shops, but the heaviest users are people staying in accommoda
tions and the lightest users are backpackers and hikers. Recrea-

tional equipment sales and rental would be much more widespread 
than the gift sales. 

Facilities for interpretation would be 
slightly reduced with the reduction of interpretive facilities in the 
Valley. However, a new visitor center would be provided at 
Tuolumne Meadows and an interpretive seating area would be added 
at Glacier Point. 

The mountaineering center would continue 
to operate out of Tuolumne Meadows. In addition to this, mountain
eering instruction would be offered in the Valley. Over 60 percent 
of peak season visitors felt this service should be available in the 
park. 

(4) Summary of Impacts on the Visitor 
Experience 
Auto Congestion: Auto congestion would 

be eliminated from the Valley, Glacier Point, and Mariposa Grove, 
but it might occur at the large parking areas, particularly· at 
Chinquapin. 

Choice of Transportation: Visitors would 
have little choice in how to get to different parts of the park. 
They would have to use public transportation if their destination 
was any area in the park except a staging area or Wawona. 

Maximum Number of Visitors: There would 
be a significant decrease in the number of overnight and day 
visitors to the Valley. 

Activities: Most of the activities currently 
allowed would continue to be allowed. Only a small number of 
visitors currently participate in the activities that would be 
eliminated. Solitude would be easy to find in the Valley and 
throughout the park. Shopping would . be avai !able in El Portal, 
Wawona, and the major staging areas. 

k. Impacts on Employees 
Under Alternative 2, El Portal would be an even 

larger commercial center than proposed because most visitor 
services would be moved to this location. This might make El 
Portal a fairly crowded and congested place in the summer and 
detract from residents' feeling of living in a small community. 
Fewer employees would live in El Portal than live there now. 

Yosemite Valley would continue to be the largest 
employee area in the park, although compared to the existing com
munity it would be quite small. Several of the smaller employee 
communities would be eliminated in the Yosemite and Wawona 
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districts. Employee areas in the Mather District would remain 
generally as they are now. 

I. Impacts on the El Portal Property Owners 
Impacts of Alternative 2 would be the same as 

impacts of the proposal. 

m. Impacts on Within-Park Landowners (lnholders) 
Impacts of Alternative 2 would be the same as 

impacts of the proposal. 

n. Impacts on the Concessioners 
The general nature of impacts on the Yosemite 

Park and Curry Company would be the same as impacts of the 
proposal. Using typical year data as a base, Table V 111-18 
indicates the projected incremental changes in concessioner expenses 
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Table VI 11-18. Anticipated Changes in Concessioner Expenses 
and Profits, Alternative 2 

(Incremental Changes from Typical Yeara) 

Variable 

Total Sales & Income 
Direct Operating Expenses 
Departmental Profits 
Deductions from Income 
House Profits 
Overhead Expenses 
Operating Profits 
Other Deductions 
Net Income before Capital Expenses 
Total Capital Expenses 
Net Income before Income Taxes 
Return on Equity Investment 
Required Equity Investment 

Percent of b 
Anticipated Change 

- 13 
- 18 
- 5 
+ 38 
- 19 
- 5 
- 31 
- 10 
- 33 
+188 
-139 
-114 
+130 

aTypical year data was statistically generated from the concessioner's 
operating experience. 

bThe figures show changes from typical year data and are not 
intended to balance as a column. 

and profits. Generally, the reduction in the number of available 
visitor facilities would cause a sizable decrease in total sales and 
income. This would reduce both expenses and profits in all 
accounting categories in the incremental chAnge schedule. The 
ultimate result would be a concession operation that would not be 
operationally feasible. Net income before capital expenses would 
decline by a projected 33 percent relative to a typical year. This 
alternative would also require a substantial amount of new capital 
investment by the concessioner. Since operational feasibility would 
not exist and new capital investment would be required, financial 
feasibility would not exist, and return on equity investment would 
decrease by a projected 114 percent. 

The preceding discussion addresses 
only the impacts on the major concessioner, the Yosemite Park and 
Curry Company. Alternative 2 would entail the removal of existing 
medical and dental facilities from Yosemite Valley, with associated 
impacts on these concessions that would be similar to the impacts of 
the proposal. Additionally, Alternative 2 would require the removal 
of Best's Studio. This would probably cause a reduction in the 
gallery's business volume, since the market population at El Portal 
might be smaller than the market population in the Valley. Again, 
as in the proposal, emergency medical services would continue to be 
provided in the Valley, thereby not causing any hardship on the 
visitor population. 

3. Mitigating Measures Included in Alternative 2 
a. Mitigating Measures Associated With Real or 

Potential Impacts on the Natural Environment 
General mitigating measures would be the same 

as those included in the proposal (see Section IV). Construction of 
the four staging areas (600 to 1,500 cars) would require extra 
emphasis on environmentally sensitive design and construction 
techniques to minimize effects on all aspects of the environment. 

b. Mitigating Measures Associated With Real or 
Potential Impacts on the Cultural Environment 
Mitigating measures as specified in Section IV 

would be applied to archeological sites incurring direct or indirect 
impact. The relatively large number of sites in Yosemite Valley 
affected by facility removal would require a more detailed and 
comprehensive than normal approach to salvage and evaluation of 
cumulative impacts on the archeological district. An archeologist 
would be on site to record and collect any materials exposed as a 
result of the removal of facilities and roadways. 

Potential adverse effects on historic resources 
slated for preservation under Alternative 2 would be avoided by the 
development of a professionally acceptable Cultural Resources 
Management Plan detailing appropriate actions and guidelines. 

The following actions would be necessary to 
partially mitigate the loss of the architecturally significant Yosemite 
Vil I age Historic District. Removal of the Administration Building, 
Pohono Studio, Best's Studio, the post office, and the superin
tendent's residence would be accompanied by professionally accept
able class A historic structure reports, salvage of significant 
artifacts, and removal of the buildings under the supervision and 
direction of a historical architect and an archeologist. A historic 
preservation team would choose a selection of houses within the 
historic district to record and remove under the aforementioned 
procedures prior to demolition of the housing units. Potential 
adverse impacts on the historically and architecturally significant 
Ranger Club and Old Museum buildings during removal of adjacent 
facilities would be avoided by on-site monitoring by qualified 
professionals. 

All other historic buildings slated for removal 
under this alternative would be professionally recorded on site, and 
their demo I it ion would be supervised by a historical architect and 
archeologist. 

Potential adverse impacts on the interior of the 
Ahwahnee Hotel would be avoided by having all work done under 
the joint supervision of a historical architect and architect. Poten
tial impacts on the significant hotel exterior during removal of 
adjacent facilities would be avoided by on-site· joint supervision by 
a landscape architect and a historical architect. 

Potential adverse impacts on the Wawona Hotel 
complex in excess of removal of the pool, tennis court, and golf 
course would be avoided by having the facilities recorded and 
removed under the supervision of a historic preservation team. 

Properties slated for natural deterioration would 
be professionally recorded in their present condition and periodic
ally surveyed for hazards. 

c. Mitigating Measures Associated With Real or 
Potential Impacts on the Socioeconomic 
Environment 
Migitating measures would be the same as those 

included in the proposal (see Section IV). 
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D. Alternative 3: Provide Opportunities for a Large Range 
of Recreational and Social Activities Supported by a 
Substantial Amount of Commercial Services in a 
Naturalistic Park Setting 
1. Description of Alternative 3 

a. Boundary Changes and Land Acquisition 
The National Park Service would acquire all 

lands and natural waters within the park boundaries. 

Underlying fee title would be acquired for three 
tracts of city of San Francisco lands. Lands directly associated 
with the city's primary day-to-day water and power operations 
would not be acquired. The city's use of lands at Hetch Hetchy 
and Lake Eleanor for water supply and power would continue. 

All privately owned land at Aspen Valley, 
Section 35, and Foresta would be purchased as quickly as possible 
on a willing seller/willing buyer basis or by eminent domain pro
ceedings when necessary to preserve and protect the park as 
Congress authorized. Suitable improved properties in the Wawona 
area would be used by the concessioner to provide 381 visitor 
accommodation units. Other improved properties would be used by 
the Park Service and the concessioner to house about 45 permanent 
employees and 140 seasonal employees. All provisions of the 
Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real Properties Acquisition 
Policies Act of 1970 would be honored as applicable. 

Residents of Old El Portal would be allowed to 
renew their special use permits on a yearly basis. 

b. Additions to Wilderness 
Additions to wilderness would be the same as 

those included in the proposal. 

c. Cultural Resources Management 
Significant cultural resources would be pre

served and adapted for recreational and other park uses (see Table 
Vlll-19). 

d. Visitor Use 
Visitors' enjoyment of the park would be charac

terized by a great variety of recreational and social activities. Not 
all of these activities would be directly related to the park's 
resources, but they would all be enhanced by the park setting. 

(1) Peak Visitor Use Levels 
Peak overnight and day use levels for 

Alternative 3 are listed in Table VI 11-20 and compared to the 
proposal in Tables Vlll-32 and Vlll-33. Many more people would be 
able to stay overnight in the park. The capacity of overnight 
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Table Vlll-19. Treatment of on Historic Resources, Alternative 3 

Natural 

Resource 

McCauley Cabin 
Soda Springs Enclosure 
Wawona Hotel 
Parsons Lodge 
McCauley Barn 
Golden Crown Mine 
Great Sierra Mine 
Leonard Cabin 
Prospectors Cabin 
Dana Fork Cabin 
McGurk Cabin 
Gin Flat Cabin 
Buck Camp Ranger 

Patrol Cabin 
Great Sierra Wagon Road 
Old Coulterville Road 

and Trail 
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Oeterio- Resto- Adaptive 
Remove Relocate ration ration -.U"""se'---

x 
x 

x 
x 
x 
x 
x 
x 
x 

x 
x 

x 

x 
x 
x 

accommodations would be increased to 7 ,034, and the capacity of 
campgrounds would be increased to 11, 542 (see discussion of 
Overnight Accommodations and Commercial Services in this section 
on visitor use). This would create a new parkwide overnight 
capacity of 18,576 visitors. 

There would be 2, 149 day parking spaces 
available to day visitors to the eastern half of the Valley, allowing 
some 14,055 day visitors to park there or ride a bus from Crane 
Flat (see discussion of Access and Circulation in this section on 
visitor use). In addition, another 375 day visitors would continue 
to enter the Valley by tour bus, based on current peak day 
figures. Considering both available day parking and day bus 
tours, the total day use level in the eastern end of Yosemite Valley 
under A lternative 3 would be 14,430 visitors per day. (See Table 
A-4 in the Appendix for the basis for determining day use levels 
for each developed area under Alternative 3.) 

(2) Activities 
All swimming pools, tennis courts, and golf 

courses would be retained. 

Horseback riding would be allowed 
throughout the park. 

Downhill ski facilities at Badger Pass would 
continue to operate at their existing capacity. Cross-country 
skiing would be encouraged through ski rental at Badger Pass and 
Crane Flat. The Ostrander ski hut, an additional warming hut at 
Summit Meadow, and Parsons Lodge would be available to cross
country skiers. Commercial facilities at Tuolumne Meadows would be 
winterized to provide for increased winter use in this area. 

Snowmobiling would not be permitted within 
the park boundaries. 

Hang-gliding would be allowed at Glacier 
Point under provisions specified by park management. 

Conventions would be allowed to meet in 
the park during the off-season. 

Religious services would continue to be 
scheduled in the Church Bowl, the chapel, and various amphi
theaters in the park. 

(3) Access and Circulation 
Transportation in the park would remain 

much as it is now, with automobiles prohibited only in the far east 
end of the Valley and Mariposa Grove . Day visitors to the Valley 

Table Vlll-20. Changes in Visitor Use Levels and Employee 
Residential Levels, Alternative 3 

Visitors Residents 
Overnight Da:( Use Total 

Yosemite Valle:k'. District 
Yosemite Valley 

East End 9,150 14,430 23,580 2,500 
West End 0 3,855 3,855 0 

Cascades 0 90 90 15 
Arch Rock 0 270 270 4 
El Portal 800 540 1,340 1,000 
SUBTOTAL 9,950 3,519 

Wawona District 
Chinquapin 0 810 810 3 
Badger Pass 0 3,300 3,300 8 
Summit Meadow/ 

Bridalveil 490 360 850 0 
Glacier Point 0 7,650 7,650 3 
Wawona/Section 35 2,841 1,689 4,530 285 
Mariposa Grove 0 3,450 3,450 0 
South Entrance 0 ~,080 1,080 4 
SUBTOTAL 3,331 303 

Mather District 
Tioga Pass 0 540 540 2 
Tuolumne Meadows 2,798 1,440 4,238 174 
White Wolf 383 45 428 24 
Tenaya Lake Area 0 720 720 0 
Crane Flat 656 900 1,556 7 
Hodgdon Meadow 440 540 980 92 
Foresta 30 90 120 0 
Hetch Hetchy/ 

Mather Station 0 1,080 , ,080 11 
Merced Grove 0 405 405 0 
Tioga Rd Campgrounds 820 0 820 0 
High Sierra Camps 168 0 168 45 
SUBTOTAL 5,295 355 

would be encouraged to leave their cars in designated parking areas 
in the east end of the Valley and voluntarily transfer to the Valley 
shuttle bus system. All existing parking areas would be retained, 
and a new 200-car parking area would be added adjacent to 
Sunnyside campground, replacing 193 strip parking spaces that 
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would be removed along Southside Drive between Sentinel Bridge 
and Stoneman Bridge. There would be bus service to the Valley 
from a 200-space parking area at Crane Flat. In all, there would 
be 2, 720 day parking spaces available to Valley visitors (1,099 more 
than the proposal ). 

The Tioga Road would be kept open during 
the winter for park visitors and trans-Sierra traffic. 

Access and circulation in other areas of 
the park would remain essentially unchanged (see Table A-4 for 
changes in day parking spaces under Alternative 3). 

( 4) Overnight Accommodations and Commercial 
Services 
Table A-9 in the Appendix lists all accom

modations and campgrounds for each developed area under 
Alternative 3. The number of accommodations in the park would 
increase from 1,732 to 2,189 (647 more than the proposal). In the 
Valley, most accommodations would remain the same, but 150 tent 
cabins at Curry Village and 107 without-bath units at the lodge 
would be replaced with spartan motel rooms. The Wawona Hotel 
complex would be expanded to 145 visitor rooms, and after acquisi
tion of private properties in Section 35, suitable structures would 
be converted to up to 381 overnight accommodations. 

The number of campsites would be 
increased from 2,299 to 2,701 (199 more than the proposal). Two 
new 200-site campgrounds would be provided at Wawona and El 
Portal, and two new group camps would be provided at Bridalveil 
Creek. 

A substantial range of commercial services 
would remain in the park, with some expansion of the locations of 
services and the times of year they were available. 

e. Park Operations 
National Park Service and Yosemite Park and 

Curry Company headquarters would remain in the Valley, but heavy 
maintenance would be moved to El Portal. Some NPS and YP&CC 
housing would be upgraded, but the amount of housing in the 
Valley would not be increased. At Wawona, suitable structures on 
acquired properties in Section 35 would be used for employee 
housing. 

Rates of water consumption and estimated waste
water loading at Yosemite Valley, Wawona, and Tuolumne Meadows 
would be significantly greater under Alternative 3 than what they 
would be under the proposal (see Table VI 11-34, which compares 
water consumption rates for each developed area). In Yosemite 
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Valley, water consumption would exceed proposed rates by about 
263,000 gpd; at Wawona it would exceed them by about 86,000 gpd; 
and at Tuolumne Meadows it would exceed them by about 25,000 
gpd. At White Wolf water consumption would be less than what it 
would be under the proposal by 12,000 gpd, and at the Tioga Road 
campgrounds it would be less by 15,000 gpd. 

Wastewater from Yosemite Valley would continue 
to be treated at El Portal. Wastewater from Wawona would be 
treated at a new secondary treatment facility with a design capacity 
of about 200, 000 gpd. Wastewater treatment facilities at Tuolumne 
Meadows would be expanded to process a total of 115,000 gpd, 
which would require an increase in spray field size. 

f. Development 
Development-related actions associated with this 

alternative are listed in Table V 111-21. 

Table VI 11-21. Summary of Actions for Developed Areas, 
Alternative 3 

Yosemite Lodge Area 
- Retain number and distribution of all existing visitor facilities 
- Replace 107 without-bath units with 107 spartan motel rooms 
- Construct a 200-car day parking area adjacent to Sunnyside 

campground (Camp 4) 

Yosemite Village 
- Retain number and distribution of most existing facilities 
- Renovate 50 YP&CC housing units 
- Construct 250 units of YP&CC seasonal dormitories 
- Renovate NPS maintenance facilities to accommodate limited NPS 

maintenance functions and YP&CC shuttle bus repair and 
maintenance; relocate NPS heavy maintenance to El Portal 

- Remove Curry Garage 
- Remove employee tent cabins from Camp 6 
- Retain hospital 
- Redesign Village Mall into interpretive, pedestrian circulation, and 

shuttle transfer space 

Curry Village 
- Retain existing number and distribution of most facilities 
- Replace 150 tent cabins with 150 spartan motel rooms 
- Construct a grocery store of equivalent size to the one in the 

housekeeping area 

Ahwahnee Hotel 
- Retain existing number and kinds of facilities 

Campgrounds 
- Relocate 116 riverside campground sites within the Valley 
- Provide grocery truck service in Valley campgrounds 

Other Valley Areas 
- Retain existing number and distribution of employee housing and 

most other facilities 
Remove strip parking along Southside Drive from Sentinel Bridge 
to Stonemen Bridge (193 spaces) 

- Upgrade water supply system 
- Remove wastewater treatment plant 
- Retain stables and kennels 

Cascades 

- Retain existing facilities 

Arch Rock 

- Retain existing facilities 

El Portal 

- Construct NPS/YP&CC maintenance, warehouse, and open-air 
storage facilities 

- Construct NPS/YP&CC permanent housing 
- Construct NPS/YP&CC seasonal housing 
- Construct a 200-site vehicle campground 
- Eliminate trailer village for permanent and seasonal housing 
- Convert water system to underground sources 
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Chinguapin 

- Retain gas station, comfort station, and ranger residence 
- Construct sand storage area and retain residence 

Badger Pass 

- Provide year-round recreational equipment rental and backcountry 
equipment sales 

- Utilize lodge during summer as a backcountry orientation and trail 
center 

- Retain downhill ski facilities 
- Provide a 10-site picnic area 
- Provide food service only during ski season 
- Provide gift, clothing, and backcountry supply sales during 

summer 
- Retain 600-car parking area 

Bridalveil Campground/Summit Meadow 

- Construct 50-car parking area and provide year-round access 
- Provide a campground/trailhead for horseback riders (50 horses) 
- Construct a warming hut at Summit Meadow for winter ski use and 

an associated 30-space parking area along Glacier Point Road 
- Retain 110-site campground 

Glacier Point 

- Construct interpretive loop trail and remove unused trails 
- Retain parking area 
- Construct a building to replace existing gift sales, fast-food 

service, and comfort facilities, and to provide space for 
information and interpretation 

Wawona 

- Utilize suitable improved properties in Section 35 for permanent 
and seasonal employee housing for about 25 NPS permanent 
employees, 65 NPS seasonal employees, 20 YP&CC permanent 
employees, and 75 YP&CC seasonal employees 

- Convert suitable improved properties in Section 35 to provide 381 
units of visitor overnight accommodations 

- Connect utility systems to employee housing and visitor accommo
dations in Section 35 

- Construct a new wastewater treatment facility to accommodate 
additional loading 

- Restore hotel complex to capacity of 145 rooms 
- Retain tennis court, swimming pool, golf course, and pro shop 
- Relocate parking from in front of hotel to rear and provide space 

for 150 vehicles 
- Construct a 200-site vehicle campground and connect to sewage 

treatment system 
- Retain gas station, grocery store, post office, gift shop, and 

stables 
- Connect existing 100-site campground to sewage treatment system 
- Redesign the parking area for the Pioneer History Center 
- Provide a IS-site picnic area 
- Provide bike rental 
- Construct a district office building and maintenance facility 

South Entrance Station 

- Construct an information/reservations station and parking for 40 
vehicles 

- Retain entrance station kiosk and ranger residence 

Mariposa Grove 

- Convert the Wawona Point Road to a trail 
- Retain the gift shop 
- Repair and reconstruct trails through the grove 
- Replace existing comfort stations with chemical toilets 
- Retain Big Trees Lodge 
- Relocate parking area to an area adjacent to the grove 

Tioga Pass Entrance Station 

- Retain entrance station, comfort station, and ranger residence 

Tuolumne Meadows 

- Record and remove McCauley cabin and Soda Springs enclosure 
- Retain road to YP&CC stables but remove all other meadow roads 

and volunteer trails 
- Retain campground 
- Develop an underground water supply system 
- Construct a visitor center/information/reservations station and 

associated 40-vehicle parking area 
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Tuolumne Meadows 

- Retain existing backcountry parking area for 110 vehicles 
- Construct a backcountry orientation facility adjacent to 

backcountry parking area 
- Winterize Tuolumne Lodge 
- Winterize store 
- Retain ranger station and use as a district headquarters 
- Remove employee housing at Bug Camp and from behind the 

grocery store 
- Retain Parsons Lodge and utilize as a winter cross-country ski 

shelter 
- Replace coffee shop with year-round cafeteria 
- Construct 30 winterized YP&CC and 30 winterized NPS employee 

residences in employee housing area 
- Retain YP&CC stables and gas station 
- Construct laundromat 
- Construct facilities for bike rental and cross-country ski rental 
- Retain mountaineering center 
- Retain NPS stables 

White Wolf 

- Retain existing number of campsites (86) 
- Winterize all accommodations (13 units) 
- Develop additional groundwater supply 
- Retain food service 

Crane Flat 

- Winterize store and provide cross-country ski rental 
- Keep gas station open all year 
- Retain ranger residence 

Provide parking for 200 vehicles with summer bus service to 
the Valley and along Tioga Road 

- Develop additional well(s) 
- Provide adequate wastewater treatment facility and commercial 

power 
- Provide sand storage at South Landing 
- Retain campground (164 sites) 

Tioga Road Campgrounds and Picnic Areas 

- Retain all campgrounds and picnic areas 
- Upgrade wastewater treatment systems and water supply at all 

campgrounds 
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Hodgdon Meadow 

- Retain campground (110 sites ) 
- Provide a reservations system in conjunction with information 

system and facility 
- Retain entrance station 
- Connect entrance station to existing wastewater treatment facility 
- Convert water supply system to an underground source 
- Construct a 20-unit seasonal dormitory and 10-unit winterized 

efficiency apartment building 

Foresta 

- Retain group campground 
- Restore acquired properties to natural conditions 
- Retain McCauley ranch for stabling NPS horses 
- Remove employee housing 
- Retain both Meyer barns 

H etch H etch y 

- Retain existing facilities 

Mather Station 

- Retain existing facilities 

Aspen Valley 

- Restore acquired properties to natural conditions 
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2. Environmental Impacts of Alternative 3 
a. Changes in the Amount of Disturbed Park Land 

Changes in the amount of disturbed park land 
under Alternative 3 are summarized in Table VI 11-22 (see Table 
A-15 in the Appendix for a detailed description of each specific 
change). Compared to the proposal, there would be an additional 
net disturbance in Yosemite Valley of approximately 48 acres, but 
the additional net disturbance parkwide would be only approximately 
10 acres. There would, however, be less disturbed land under this 
alternative than the amount that is currently disturbed inside the 
park (see Table VI 11-35 for a comparison of amounts of disturbed 
park land by developed area). 

Table VII 1-22. Summary of Changes in the Amount 
of Disturbed Park Land, Alternative 3 

(in acres) 

Effect . 
Additional New 

Develoeed Area Disturbance Disturbance Restored 

Yosemite Valley 1.5 20.1 27.3 
El Portal 46.5 17.0 
Chinquapin 1.0 
Badger Pass 0.3 
Bridalveil Campground/ 

Summit Meadow 4.2 
Glacier Point 0.4 
Wawona 39.5 173.7a 
South Entrance Station 0.2 
Mariposa Grove 2.0 2.5 
Tuolumne Meadows 3.5 2.7 
Crane Flat 3.5 
Hodgdon Meadow 2.7 
Foresta 8.5a 
Aspen Valley ......i:.Qa 

Totals excluding El Portal 1.5 77.4 220.7 

a Portions of the areas indicated already resemble natural sites. The 
major change would occur at sites occupied by buildings and roads. 
Therefore, the extent of restoration would be less than the indicated 
acreage. 

b. Impacts on Vegetation and Soils 
Vegetation and soil impacts in Yosemite Valley 

would be similar in nature to impacts of the proposal, but their 
extent would be greater because there would not be any facility 
removal. Impacts related to fire suppression and Fornes infestation 
would be identical to impacts of the proposal. 

Impacts on vegetation and soils in El Portal 
would not be as significant as impacts of the proposal because 
community expansion would not occur under Alternative 3. 

Retaining parking facilities within the Mariposa 
Grove area would continue to inhibit sequoia reproduction and to 
promote physical injury to tree trunks and exposed roots. 

Development would be retained within Section 
35, perpetuating unnatural vegetative conditions in that area. 

Net changes in disturbed acreage at Tuolumne 
Meadows would be about the same as under the proposal, and some 
previously disturbed subalpine meadow areas would be restored. 

c. Impacts on Water 
(1) Water Quantity 

Compared to the proposal, parkwide con
sumption of water would increase by about 340,000 gpd (see Table 
VI 11-34 for a comparison of water consumption rates by developed 
area). 

Gross water diversion from the North Fork 
of the Merced River would increase by 263,000 gpd compared with 
the proposal. Most of the increase would occur in Yosemite Valley. 
The impact on low flow volumes in Yosemite Valley would change 
from a proposed diversion rate of 30 percent to a diversion rate of 
about 40 percent. This would significantly decrease dissolved 
oxygen levels, reduce the amount of aquatic habitat, increase 
stagnation in larger pools, and probably decrease populations of 
aquatic organisms. 

Diversion from the South Fork of the 
Merced River would be 83,000 gpd greater than it will be under the 
proposal, primarily because of the large number of overnight accom
modations in Section 35. The 25 percent increase in water 
diversion rates would result in 17 percent of low flow volumes being 
diverted, compared to 13 percent being diverted under the 
proposal. Consequently, there would be moderate increases in 
stagnation and moderate decreases in populations of aquatic 
organisms. 

Diversion from the Tuolumne River would 
increase by 5, 000 gpd compared to the proposal. This rate of 
diversion would not result in impacts significantly different from the 
impacts of the proposal. 

(2) Water Quality 
Impacts on water quality in the Merced 

River would be similar to the impacts of the proposal. Additional 

wastewater loading from Yosemite Valley would be adequately treated 
at the El Portal plant, which has more than sufficient capacity to 
accommodate the load. All NPS and YP&CC facilities in Wawona 
would be connected to a new treatment facility, eliminating sources 
of pollution that will also be eliminated in the proposal. As in the 
proposal, there would be significant decreases in coliform levels and 
significant decreases in amounts of nitrates and phosphates. 

Increased loading of the Tuolumne Meadows 
wastewater treatment facility would not result in significant 
decreases in water quality in the Tuolumne River. The increase in 
size to accommodate the projected wastewater load would be about 1 
acre over the existing size, which would moderately increase 
potential for coli forms, nutrients, and BOD. 

d. Impacts on Wildlife 
No threatened or endangered animal species are 

expected to be significantly affected by this alternative. 

Traditional seasonal use patterns would change 
in several sections of the park, which might affect some species 
accustomed to greater solitude during the summer at Badger Pass or 
greater solitude during the winter at Tuolumne Meadows. 

e. Impacts on Air Quality 
Table VI 11-23 illustrates rates of exhaust emis

sions from private vehicles under Alternative 3 and compares them 
to rates that will occur if the proposal is implemented. Sulfur 
oxides and particulates are not estimated. 

Table Vlll-23. Estimted Tons per Day of ~xhaust Emissions, 
Alternative 3 

Estimated Expected Maximum Emissions 
Percentage (Tons Eer Day) 
Change in 
Use Levels Carbon Hydro- Nitrogen 

Location (from Proeosal) Monoxide carbon Oxides 

Yosemite Valley + 41 5.35 .49 .28 
Yosemite Valley-

Arch Rock + 22 2.10 .19 .12 
Glacier Point Corridor 0 2.15 .20 .10 
Yosemite Valley-

Wawona 0 3.92 .37 .19 
Wawona-South 

Entrance - 22 1.03 .09 .06 
Mariposa Grove 0 .00 .00 .00 
Yosemite Valley-

.36 .21 Crane Flat - 8 3.89 
Big Oak Flat-

Crane Flat - 34 1.21 .11 .06 
Crane Flat-Tioga Pass 0 7.83 .71 .40 

Total 27.48 2.52 1.42 
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In Yosemite Valley exhaust emissions would be 
41 percent greater than under the proposal. Given the projected 
emission rates, the level of carbon monoxide would be about 10. 9 
ppm, and the level of particulates would be about 79.8 ppm. Both 
of these levels would exceed federal standards. Increased amounts 
of oxidants would result in decreased visibility during peak use 
periods. 

Decreases in exhaust emissions would occur in 
the vicinities of Crane Flat and Big Oak Flat. No significant levels 
of air pollutants would be anticipated in these areas. 

f. Im acts on Esthetic 
1 Yosemite Valley 

Table VI 11-24 indicates relative changes in 
visual quality in Yosemite Valley. Replacement of the Camp 6 
employee tent cabins with a dormitory would reduce the extent of 
the employee area and allow for restoration of some of the area to 
natural conditions. Construction of a grocery store in Curry 
Village would increase the developed appearance of that area. 
Removal of strip parking along Southside Drive would eliminate 
parked automobiles from scenic vistas. Removal of Curry Garage 
from Yosemite Village would reduce the overdeveloped atmosphere 
present behind the Village Store. Levels of oxidants would increase 
to an unknown amount and decrease visibility during peak use 
periods. 

(2) 

enance facilities, and 
features and detract 
surroundings. 

El Portal 
Development of employee housing, 
campground units would replace 

from visitors• enjoyment of their 

(3) Badger Pass 

maint
natural 
natural 

Year-round activity at Badger Pass would 
detract from the natural appearance of the area. 

(4) Glacier Point 
The large concession/interpretation facility 

at Glacier Point would be an intrusion on the natural setting, but it 
would be located where it would not be visible in scenic vistas. 

(5) Wawona 
Additional facilities at Wawona would make 

development a more prominent part of the landscape. 

(6) Mariposa Grove 
Conditions for appreciation of the sequoia 

grove would be improved with the removal of the Wawona Point Road 
and relocation of the parking area. 
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(7) Tuolumne Meadows 
Removal of some meadow roads and trails, 

McCauley cabin, and the Soda Springs enclosure would create a 
more natural scene. Construction of several facilities, including a 
laundromat, bike rental facility, visitor center, employee housing 
area, and parking area would reduce the natural appearance of the 
lodgepole pine area of Tuolumne Meadows. This effect would be 
partially offset by removal of the employee housing behind the 
store. 

(8) Crane Flat 
The new parking area for 200 cars would 

be visible from the Tioga Road. Noise from electric generators 
would be eliminated when commercial power was provided. 

(9) Foresta 
Removal of structures from acquired 

properties would enhance opportunities for enjoyment of the natural 
setting. 

g. Impacts on Archeological Resources 
Site disturbance in Yosemite Valley would be 

the same as site disturbance under the proposal with the following 
exceptions. Construction activity within the Valley would result in 
additional impact on a site adjacent to Sunnyside campground and 
on a site within the Lower Tecoya housing area. Elimination of 
strip parking east of Sentinel Bridge would directly affect one site. 
The site at Yosemite Creek campground would not be disturbed 
because the campground would not be expanded, and the site at 
Hetch Hetchy would not be disturbed because no campground would 
be constructed there. 

Table VI 11-24. Impacts on Scenic Quality, Alternative 3 (in acres) 

Area Classification 
Developed Area/ Action 

Yosemite Lodge 
Construct 200-car 

A-Scenic B-Scenic C-Scenic Mixed 

parking area 

Yosemite Village 
Construct 250-unit 

YP&CC seasonal 
dormitory 

Remove Curry Garage 
Remove facilities at 

Camp 6 

Curry Village 
Construct grocery store 

Other Valley Areas 
Remove 193 strip parking 

spaces 
Remove wastewater 

treatment plant 

Totals 

-3.5 

-1.5 
+0.5 

+9.0 

-0.2 

+2.8 

12.3 -3.8 

+ indicates general gain in scenic quality 
- indicates general loss in scenic quality 

-1.4 

0 -1.4 

Table Vlll-25. Number of Archeological Sites Affected by New Actions, Alternative 3 

Type and Source of Impact 

Direct Indirect 

Facility, Facility, Facility, Facility, 
Roadway Roadway Roadway Roadway 

DeveloE!ed Area Construction Removal Construction Removal 

Yosemite Valley 2 1 2 0 
Cascades 0 0 0 0 

~a!~~~~reaa 8 1 0 0 
1 0 0 3 

Tuolumne Meadows 0 8 0 0 
Hodgdon Meadow b 1 0 0 0 
Tioga Road Corridor 0 0 1 0 
Hetch Hetchy 0 0 0 0 
Foresta 0 0 0 0 
Aspen Valley 0 0 0 5 
Backcountry 0 0 0 0 

aArea includes Wawona, south entrance station, and Mariposa Grove. 

No lmE!act 

8 
0 
3 

16 
22 

4 
9 
1 

11 
0 
1 

bArea Includes Tioga Road campgrounds, Tenaya Lake area, Crane Flat, and White Wolf. 



As in the proposal, the majority of impacts 
on archeological sites would occur in El Portal. All of the sites 
have incurred some degree of impact in the past, and additional 
disturbance would occur despite appropriate mitigating measures. 
The cumulative effect of disturbance of these individual sites would 
be degradation of the archeological integrity of the El Portal 
Archeological District. 

h. Impacts on Historic Resources 
General kinds of impacts would be the same as 

impacts of the proposal. 

There would be no effect on a majority of 
historic resources under Alternative 3. Their existing uses would 
continue and the resources would be preserved according to pro
cedures set forth in the Cultural Resources Management Plan. 

The historic setting of the Yosemite Village 
Historic District, Camp Curry Historic Site, and Glacier Point 
Trailside Museum might potentially be impacted by construction of 
modern facilities in their vicinities. The historic setting of the 
Wawona Hotel would be enhanced by relocation of parking facilities. 

i. Im acts on the Socioeconomic Re ion 
1 Effects of Construction on the Region 

The expenditures required to implement 
Alternative 3 are estimated to range from $32.5 million to $36.0 
million. Of the total cost, $18 million to $19.5 million would be 
borne by the concessioner. The general nature of impacts resulting 
from construction activity would be the same as impacts of the 
proposal. Table VI 11-26 lists the quantifiable economic impacts of 
this alternative. 

(2) Effects of Visitation on the Region 
The annual number of visitors is projected 

to be 2,790,900 (Harris, Kerr, Forster and Company, 1977). This 
would be a slight increase over the greatest annual visitation of 
2, 753, 152, which occurred in 1976. Although an increase in 
visitation would increase economic gains to local economies, the 
increase would be relatively insignificant. 

(3) Effects of Recreational Opportunities 
on the Region 
With the increase of accommodations and 

campgrounds in Alternative 3, a decreased demand for those 
f aci Ii ties might be experienced at resorts outside the park. 

j. Im acts on Visitors' Ex eriences 
1 Chan es in Visitor Use Levels 

a Overnight Use Levels 
The number of overnight accom-

modations in the Yosemite Valley District would increase only 
slightly. Most existing accommodations would be retained. The 91 
cabins without baths in the Yosemite Lodge area would be removed 
and replaced with 107 spartan motel rooms, increasing the number 
of people who could be accommodated by 51. At Curry Village, 150 
of the tent cabins would also be replaced with 150 spartan motel 
rooms. About 30 more people could be accommodated in the motel 
than are currently accommodated in the tent cabins. Camping 
opportunities in the district would be substantially increased by 
provision of a 200-site auto campground at El Portal. This facility 
would accommodate 800 campers. 

There would be a significant 
increase in both accommodations and campgrounds in the Wawona 
District. An additional 82 visitor rooms would be provided at the 
Wawona Hotel complex. Two new group campgrounds would be 
provided at Bridalveil, increasing the campground capacity there by 
50 people. In addition, a new 200-site auto campground would be 
provided at Wawona, increasing the number of people who could 
camp in that area from 400 to 1 , 200. 

There would be no changes in 
either the number or type of accommodations and campgrounds in 
the Mather District. 

The cumulative change under 
Alternative 3 would be an increase of 457 units of accommodations 
and an increase of 402 campsites. 

(b) Day Use Levels 
Day parking in Yosemite Valley would 

increase slightly, allowing for about 5 percent more day visitors. 
Day parking in the Wawona District would increase by 100 spaces, 
particularly benefiting hikers and cross-country skiers in the 
Bridalveil Creek and Summit Meadow areas. In the Mather District, 
moderate increases in day parking would allow for more day visitors 
at Tioga Pass and Crane Flat. 

(2) Effects of Transportation Changes on 
Visitors 
(a) Yosemite Valley District 

Traffic congestion in the Valley would 
continue to increase as visitation increased. Private auto traffic 
would continue to be restricted from the Happy Isles and Mirror 
Lake areas of the Valley. Handicapped visitors unable to ride the 
shuttle buses would be allowed to use their vehicles in the areas 
served only by shuttle buses. 

Table V 111-26. Impacts of Construction Activities, Alternative 3 

Variable Yosemite Regiona Mariposa County 

Employment 
Income 
Annual Employment 
Annual Income 
Population Increase 
Increase in Demand for Housing 
Increase in Demand for Health 

Care 
Increase in School-Aged Children 

1,446 man-years 
$12,221,200 
121 man-years 
$1,018,430 

0.2% 
0.2% 

0.2% 
0.3% 

710 man-years 
$2,715,250 
59 man-years 

$226,270 
3.0% 
4.0% 

3.0% 
5.0% 

alncludes Madera, Mariposa, Merced, Mono, and Tuolumne Counties. 

(b) Wawona District 
Backcountry access would be made 

somewhat easier by the additional facilities at Bridalveil campground 
and Wawona. Traffic on Wawona Road would generally be heavier 
throughout the year because of increases in overnight 
accommodations. 

(c) Mather District 
The choices available to visitors on 

how to travel the Tioga Road would be increased with the addition 
of bus service along the entire length of the road. Parking would 
be easier and traffic would be reduced on Tioga Road during the 
summer season. Opening the Tioga Road and accommodations and 
facilities at Tuolumne Meadows and White Wolf during the winter 
would greatly increase traffic flows on Big Oak Flat Road and Tioga 
Road during the snow season. The Old Tioga Road would no longer 
be open to the public, and acce.ss to areas along this road would be 
restricted to hikers and horseback riders. 

(3) Effects of Recreational Activities on 
Visitors 
Opportunities for scenic driving would be 

increased along the Tioga Road because visitors would have the 
options of enjoying the scenery from their own cars or taking a 
scenic bus tour. In addition, the Tioga Road would be plowed 
during winter, increasing access to park lands for winter recrea
tional activities. 
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Most activities in the park would not be 
greatly affected by this alternative. The very popular activities of 
hi king, horseback riding, swimming, fishing, picnicking, camping, 
and bicycling would still be encouraged. In some cases, the 
number and distribution of facilities supporting these activities 
might be changed. For instance, bicycle rental operations would be 
added at Wawona and Tuolumne Meadows, picnic sites would be 
added at Wawona and Badger Pass, and two group camps for horse
back riders would be added at Bridalveil campground. 

Existing facilities for golf, tennis, and 
swimming in pools would be retained parkwide. The downhill ski 
facilities at Badger Pass and the ice rink in Yosemite Valley would 
also continue to be used at existing levels. Persons wishing to use 
these facilities would be relatively unaffected by this alternative. 

Cross-country skiing opportunities would 
be enhanced by construction of a warming hut at Summit Meadow 
and provision of parking space along Glacier Point Road. Also, 
Parsons Lodge would be used for a cross-country ski shelter, and 
rental operations would be initiated at Tuolumne Meadows and Crane 
Flat. Parking would be provided at Crane Flat. Opening Tioga 
Road in winter might disappoint those skiers that currently use the 
Tioga Road to travel from Crane Flat to -Tuolumne Meadows. 
However, the primary effect on cross-country skiing would be to 
increase opportunities for this activity. 

Snowmobiling would continue to be 
excluded from the park. The discussion of the impacts of this 
action under Alternative 1 is applicable to this alternative also. 

Hang-gliding would continue to be per
mitted in this alternative, and this opportunity would continue to be 
enjoyed by a very small percentage of visitors, who tend to also be 
backcountry users. 

Opportunities to shop for gifts or curios in 
Yosemite would remain essentially the same in this alternative. The 
Mountaineering School would also continue to operate as it does 
now. Interpretive facilities would be slightly more numerous. 

(4) Summary of Impacts on the Visitor 
Experience 
Auto Congestion: Parking would be easier 

to find in the eastern half of the Valley because of the designation 
and expansion of day parking areas. However, auto congestion 
would continue to be severe, and cars would continue to be visible 
from most points in the Valley. 
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Choice of Transportation: Visitors to the 
eastern half of the Valley would be able to choose whether they 
wanted to use public or private transportation. Only in Mariposa 
Grove would visitors be required to take the shuttle bus. 

Maximum Number of Visitors: The number of 
overnight and day visitors would remain about the same as now. 

Activities: The activities available now would 
continue. Visitors seeking solitude would have difficulty finding it 
in the Valley, but they would be able to find it in the backcountry. 
Shopping would continue to be an available activity. 

k. Impacts on Employees 
Some employees would live and work in El 

Portal, but most employees would continue to live in Yosemite 
Valley. Employee housing would be improved and would more 
adequately meet the needs of the employees. The elementary school 
would remain in the Valley, so children living in the Valley would 
not be bused to school. For those people living in El Portal, very 
few services would be provided. They would have to make trips to 
Fresno, Merced, or Yosemite Valley for many goods and services. 

The employee community in Wawona would almost 
double in size, creating some changes in the social interactions 
among community members. The Tuolumne Meadows community 
would also increase in size and become a year-round community. 

I. Impacts on the El Portal Property Owners 
The current system of short-term special use 

permits would be continued, leaving the residents uncertain about 
how long they might stay in El Portal. 

m. Impacts on Within-Park Landowners (I nholders) 
The impacts of Alternative 3 would be the same 

as impacts of the proposal. 

n. Impacts on the Concessioners 
The general nature of impacts on the Yosemite 

Park and Curry Company would be the same as impacts of the 
proposal. Using typical year data as a base, Table V 111-27 
indicates the projected incremental changes in concessioner expenses 
and profits. Generally, the concession operation would not be 
feasible. The net profit before capital expenses would compare 
favorably with typical year data because additional visitor facilities 
would promote a larger sales volume and increased profit levels. 
However, the SL!bstantial new investment (increase of 94. 7%) 
required of the concessioner would reduce net income before taxes 
by 39 percent and the· return on equity investment by 68 percent. 

The preceding discussion addresses only 
the impacts on the major concessioner, the Yosemite Park and Curry 
Company. Since Alternative 3 would not change other concession 
services, it is not anticipated that implementation would have an 
impact on other concessioners. 

3. Mitigating Measures Included in Alternative 3 
All mitigating measures included in the proposal 

would apply. In addition, potential adverse effects on historic 
settings would be avoided by on-site consultations with landscape 
architects and historic architects to design effective screening 
(Yosemite Village Historic District and Glacier Point Trailside 
Museum) or unobtrusive complementary facilities (Camp Curry 
Historic Site). 

Table VI 11-27. Anticipated Changes in Concessioner 
Expenses and Profits, Alternative 3 

(Incremental Changes from Typical Yeara) 

Variable 

Total Sales & Income 
Direct Operating Expenses 
Departmental Profits 
Deductions from Income 
House Profits 
Overhead Expenses 
Operating Profits 
Other Deductions 
Net Income before Capital Expenses 
Total Capital Expenses 
Net Income before Income Taxes 
Return on Equity Investment 
Required Equity Investment 

Percent of b 
Anticipated Change 

+13 
+11 
+15 
+41 
+7 

+10 
+5 

+12 
+4 

+95 
-39 
-68 

+105 

aTypical year data was statistically generated from the concessioner's 
operating experience. 

bThe figures show changes from typical year data and are not 
intended to balance as a column. 



E. Alternative 4: No Action 
I. Description of Alternative 4 

a. Boundary and Land Acquisition 
No boundary changes would be initiated. 

Acquisition of inholdings is an ongoing program, and the National 
Park Service would continue to acquire properties at Section 35 and 
other areas of the park on a willing seller/willing buyer basis, or 
by eminent domain proceedings when necessary to preserve and 
protect the park as Congress authorized. 

Residents of Old El Portal would be allowed to 
renew their special use permits on a yearly basis. 

b. Wilderness 
No additions to the park's 646, 700 acres of 

designated wilderness would be sought. 

c. Cultural Resources Management 
Archeological sites would continue to be 

protected and historic structures would continue to be maintained 
and . adapted for park uses in compliance with established proced
ures for the preservation of cultural resources. However, in the 
absence of a comprehensive plan and detailed research studies, 
management would tend to respond to problems as they arose rather 
than pursuing an orderly plan for managing resources throughout 
the park. Certain historic structures in the park have been 
formally inventoried and placed on the National Register of Historic 
Places as part of the current planning effort. Had this not 
occurred, it is possible that these resources would have deteri
orated naturally before they were formally inventoried. These 
structures. and structures that are undergoing treatment at the 
present time are listed in Table Vlll-28. 

Table Vlll-28. Treatment of Historic Resources, Alternative 4 (No Action) 

Resource 

Ranger Club 
Wawona Hotel 
Lamon Orchard 
Hutching Orchard 
Golden Crown Mine 
Great Sierra Mine 
Leonard Cabin 
McGurk Cabin 
Gin Flat Cabin 
Dana Fork Cabin 
Prospector's Cabin 
Old Coulterville Rd. & 

Trail 
CCC Mess Hall, Bunk

houses, etc. 
Chilnualna Falls 

Ranger Patrol Cabin 
Stella Lake 
Washburn Ditch 
Soda Springs 

Enclosure 
McCauley Cabin 
Degnan Residence 
Mother Curry's Bungalow 

Remove Relocate 

Natural 
Deterio
ration 

x 
x 
x 
x 
x 
x 
x 
x 
x 
x 

x. 
x 
x 
x 
x 

Resto- Adaptive 
ration .::..U.::.;se:;....__ 

x 
X (Partial) 

x 

x 
x 
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d. Visitor Use 
Visitors' enjoyment of the park would continue 

to be characterized by a great variety of recreational and social 
activities. Not all of these activities are directly related to the 
park's resources, but they are all enhanced by the park setting. 

(1) Peak Visitor Use Levels 
Peak overnight and day use levels for 

Alternative 4 are listed in Table V 111-29 and compared to the 
proposal in Tables Vlll-32 and Vlll-33. Under Alternative 4, the 
capacity of overnight accommodations would be 5,528 people, and 
the capacity of campgrounds would be 9,892 people (see discussion 
of Overnight Accommodations and Commercial Services in this 
section on visitor use). This would retain the existing parkwide 
overnight capacity of 15,420 people (195 fewer people than the 
overnight capacity under the proposal). 

There would be 1, 942 day parking spaces 
available to day visitors to the eastern half of the Valley, and this 
amount of parking would accommodate 13, 110 day visitors per day 
(see discussion of Access and Circulation in this section on visitor 
use). In addition, another 375 day visitors would continue to enter 
the Valley by tour bus, based on current peak day figures. Con
sidering both available day parking and day bus tours, the total 
day use level of the eastern half of the Valley would remain at 
13,485 visitors per day. (See Table A-5 in the Appendix for the 
basis for determining day use levels for each .developed area under 
Alternative 4.) 

(2) Activities 
All swimming pools, tennis courts, and golf 

courses would be retained. 

Horseback riding would continue to be 
allowed throughout the park. 

Downhill ski facilities at Badger Pass would 
continue to operate at their existing capacity, and cross-country 
skiing would be encouraged. 

Snowmobling would not be permitted within 
the park boundaries. 

Hang-gliding would continue to be allowed 
at Glacier Point under provisions specified by park management. 

Conventions would continue to be allowed 
to meet in the park during the off-season. 
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Table Vlll-29. Changes in Visitor Use Levels and Employee 
Residential Levels, Alternative 4 

Visitors Residents 
Overnight Day Use Total 

Yosemite Valley District 
Yosemite Valley 

East End 9,066 13,485 22,551 2,971 
West End 0 3,855 3,855 0 

Cascades 0 90 90 15 
Arch Rock 0 270 270 4 
El Portal 0 540 540 458 
SUBTOTAL 9,066 3,448 

Wawona District 
Chinquapin 0 810 810 3 
Badger Pass 0 3,300 3,300 8 
Summit Meadow/ 

Bridalveil 440 0 440 0 
Glacier Point 0 7,650 7,650 3 
Wawona 619 1,689 2,289 149 
Mariposa Grove 0 3,450 3,450 0 
South Entrance 0 540 540 4 
SUBTOTAL 1,059 167 

Mather District 
Tioga Pass 0 540 540 2 
Tuolumne Meadows 2,798 1,260 4,058 128 
White Wolf 383 45 428 24 
Tenaya Lake Area 820 720 1,540 0 
Crane Flat 656 225 881 7 
Hodgdon Meadow 440 540 980 41 
Foresta 30 90 120 35 
Hetch Hetchy I 

Mather Station 0 1,080 1,080 11 
Merced Grove 0 405 405 0 
Tioga Rd Campgrounds 820 0 820 0 
High Sierra Camps 168 0 168 45 
SUBTOTAL 5,295 293 

Religious services would continue to be 
scheduled in the Church Bowl, the chapel, and various amphi
theaters in the park. 

(3) Access and Circulation 
Day visitors would continue to drive their 

cars into the Valley, where 2,513 day parking spaces would be 
available (1,242 more than will remain in the Valley under the 
proposal). Some 1, 369 of these spaces would be pulloff strip 
parking strung along the length of the Valley (571 in the west end 
and 798 in the east end) that would not generally be served by the 
shuttle bus system. The other spaces would be in parking areas at 
developed sites that would continue to be served by shuttle buses. 
There would not be any bus service into the Valley from other park 
areas. 

Access and circulation in other park areas 
would also remain unchanged (see Table A-5 in the Appendix for 
day parking spaces at each developed area). Automobiles would 
continue to be excluded from the far east end of the Valley and 
Mariposa Grove. The Tioga Road would continue to be closed in 
winter. 

campsites 
listing of 
Parkwide, 
than the 
proposal). 

( 4) Overnight Accommodations and Commercial 
Services 
All existing overnight accommodations and 

would be retained (see Table A-6 in the Appendix for a 
all accommodations and campgrounds by developed area). 
there would be 1, 732 overnight accommodations (190 more 
proposal) and 2,299 campsites (203 fewer than the 

A substantial range of commercial services 
would remain in the park, including food service, grocery, 
clothing, equipment, and gift sales, automobile service and repair, 
banking, and barber and beauty service. 

e. Park Operations 
National Park Service and Yosemite Park and 

Curry Company headquarters would remain in the Valley. The 
employee residential community would remain the same--2, 971 
residents in the Valley and 458 residents at El Portal. Other 
employees would continue to live at various developed areas in the 
park. 

Rates of water consumption and wastewater 
treatment would not change (see Table Vlll-34, which compares 
water consumption rates for each developed area). Compared to the 
proposal, consumption rates would be greater in Yosemite Valley 
and at Glacier Point, Wawona, Tuolu,mne Meadows, and Foresta; 
they would be less at El Portal, Bridalveil Creek, the south 
entrance, and all the areas along the Tioga Road except Tuolumne 
Meadows. 



As in the proposal , water supply and waste
water treatment facilities would be upgraded as necessary to meet 
state and federal standards. Where surface sources are adequate , 
they would continue to be used for domestic water supply , but 
underground sources would be developed wherever surface sources 
are small or undependable. Generally , wastewater treatment 
systems would be upgraded by improving existing facilities rather 
than developing new ones. 

f. Development 
Most existing Park Service and Yosemite Park 

and Curry Company facilities and services would be retained in 
their present locations. Development-related actions associated with 
this alternative are listed in Table VII 1-30. 

AUTO TIIAFRC 
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Table VI 11-30. Summary of Actions for Developed Areas 
Alternative 4 
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Yosemite Lodge 
Retain all accommodations 
Retain all services and commercial facilities 
Retain all employee housing 
Retain maintenance and warehousing 

Yosemite Village 
Retain all visitor services 
Retain employee housing 
Retain maintenance and warehousing 

Curry Village 
Retain all accommodations, including 

housekeeping 
Retain all visitor services and commercial 

facilities 
Retain employee housing 
Retain maintenance and warehousing 

Ahwahnee Hotel 
Retain accommodations 
Retain visitor services and commercial 

facilities 
Retain employee housing 

Campgrounds 
Retain all campgrounds: 

Upper Pines 
Lower Pines 
North Pines 
Lower River 
Upper River 
Group camps 
Walk-in campgrounds 

Other Valle Areas 
Retain stable kennel 
Retain employee housing 
Retain all day parking 
Retain roads 
Remove sewage treatment plant 

Cascades 
Retain five residences 
Retain two picnic areas 

Arch Rock 
Retain residences, kiosk, comfort station, 

and parking area 

El Portal 
Retain residential area and elementary school 
Retain maintenance area and open-air storage 
Retain trailer village 
Retain commercial areas 
Retain special use residences 
Retain wastewater treatment facility 

Chinguapin 
Retain gas station, comfort station, and 

residence 

Badger Pass 
Retain ski facilities and parking area 

Bridalveil Campground 
Retain existing campground area 

Glacier Point 
Retain parking area and pathways, fast-food 

service and gift sales, and employee 
residence 

Wawona 
Retain hotel area 
Retain golf course and tennis court 
Retain NPS residential and maintenance area 

and Pioneer History Center 
Retain campground 
Upgrade existing wastewater and water 

treatment systems and retain present 
system 

Retain improvements on acquired properties 
Retain all existing employee housing in 

Section 35 

South Entrance Station 
Retain parking, entrance station, and 

residence 

Mariposa Grove 
Retain existing parking, gift sales, museum, 

Big Trees Lodge, and roadways 

Tioga Pass Entrance Station 
Retain employee residence, parking, and 

kiosk 

Tuolumne Meadows 
Retain YP&CC commercial facilities, lodge, 

and stables 
Retain residential areas, historic 

structures, and horse trails 
Retain campground 
Remove meadow roads and trails 
Retain wastewater treatment facilities 

White Wolf 
Retain lodge, campground, and employee 

housing 
Retain wastewater treatment facility 

Crane Flat 
Retain gas station, campground, 

employee residence, and additional 
facilities 

Tioga Road Campgrounds and Picnic Areas 
Retain existing number and distribution of 

campgrounds 
Retain existing picnic areas 

Hodgdon Meadow 
Retain residential and maintenance area, 

entrance station, and ranger station 
Retain campground 
Retain wastewater treatment facilities 

Foresta 
Retain group camp 
Retain improvements on acquired properties 
Retain McCauley ranch and Meyer barns 

Hetch Hetchy 
Retain existing comfort station, residence, 

and parking area 

Mather Station 
Retain existing information/residence, 

garage, and corral 

Aspen Valley 
Retain improvements on acquired properties 



/ 

~l=MITE. l.00::.E.. 
• Sunnyside walk-in campground 138 s1tesl1 
• 290 motel rooms 
• 84 cabins with bath 
• 91 cabins without bath 
• 16 rooms without bath 
• cafeteria 
• rl!Slau ran ts 
• clothing store 
. gift shoP 
• servtee station : C:-tal station 

• bicycle rental 
• twimming pool 
• ice cream stand 
• Yosemite Falls J).llrk1ng ( 110 IPICft) 
• employee hotlsing-dorm11or111S ltld 

tent cabins 
• maintenance and services fac1lit1es 

MOIR~_....._ ____ ___ _..:;__....:-__::.;......;....;:;..:..,:..:;___ 
CAMfUPCUND 

• walk-on campgr01 •nd 
120 s1tasl 

~MITE. VIL-~ 
• p..rl< ho .dqu rtn-s 
• Yosemite Va11ey distrtct ti...dqu rt ro 
• YP&CC h.:,adquarters 
• r..1 food wrvice 
• re•taurant-dellcaressen 

• NPSmbtes 
• Yosem te N•tural History AS10C111ton off1c:ei 
• Indian museum and Indian Garden 

• unxerv store 
• recreauonal equipment sal&S 
• liquor sales 

• NPS library and museum coflecuon storage 
• Y osem1te lnsutute offices 
• visitor center 

• gift sales (4 locations) 
• wrv1ce station 

• perm1111ent and seasonal employee 
housing 

• euto repair and towing 
• ou to rental 
• pott office 

• elementary school 
• Camp 6 seasonal employee housing 
• Yo~m1te Village historic d1strtct 

• bionk 
• phot09'aphy equipment sal8' 
• clothing saln 
• bartiw and beautv seNteeS 
• mtt.tic;;I 'dental """'c:e 
• NP!; 1n<1 YP&CC JN<n•"°'ance operauons 
• YP&CC warehouse 
• U.S. mag1sttatti office 
• d<·tention faahty 
• fir,,. stetton 

~-------AHWAHN~ t"OTEL 

• 150 double untt tents with concr~t• sidewall 
• laundromat 
• general store I warehouse 

• 99 hotel rooms-22 couag..s 
• dining room 
• 91ft shop 
• bars (21 
• swimming pool 
• tennis courts (21 
• 9 hole p1t~·pun golf courwe 
• employee dormitory and tent cabins 

·~...,...;..~~.;.._~~€))'"".Ae:>L-E:.e> 
• YP&CC stables 
• hone and pack animal rental 
• kennel 
• employee housing 

a>~ VIL-1-,A.C.fE 
• nawre center 

• 418 tent cabins 
• 99 cabins with bath 
• 19 I~ rooms with bath 
• 90 cabins without bath 
• cafeteria 
• fast.food ten11ce 
• gift shoP 
• mountain shop 
• swimming pool 
• posul station 
• emplOyee housing 

~ 
~lH 

Yosemite Valley_ No Action Alternative IE x1sti ng C01d it1ons ___ 
0

-:_!0:)-:_==-ia:O_...c.i:o:>_==:;:j_2:XOFe.eT_~_l~_:ro_7:_ 



2. Environmental Impacts of Alternative 4 
a. Changes in the Amount of Disturbed Park Land 

There would be minimal changes in the amount 
of disturbed park land under Alternative 4 (see Table V 111-31). 
Although this is the 11 No-Action 11 alternative, the obsolete sewage 
treatment plant in Yosemite Valley would be removed and some of 
the roads and trails through Tuolumne Meadows would be obliter
ated. Compared to the proposal, there would be 51 additional acres 
of disturbed park land in Yosemite Valley, and parkwide there 
would be an additional 151 acres of disturbed park land (see Table 
V 111-35 for a comparison of amounts of disturbed park land by 
developed area). 

Table V 111-31. Changes in the Amount of Disturbed Park Land, 
Alternative 4 (in acres) 

Developed Area 

Yosemite Valley District 
Other Valley Areas 

Mather District 
Tuolumne Meadows 

Restored 

2.8 

2.4 

b. Impacts on Vegetation and Soils 
Adverse impacts associated with continued use 

.of fragile ecosystems would continue. In Yosemite Valley a rela
tively small area would be restored, but there would be no restora
tion of riparian areas or meadow edges. Impacts related to fire 
suppression and Fornes infestation would be the same as the impacts 
of the proposal, and species diversity would continue to decrease. 
Sequoia reproduction would continue to be inhibited at Mariposa 
Grove. At Tuolumne Meadows, fragile meadow vegetation and soils 
would continue to be disturbed. 

lmfacts on Water 
(1 Water Quantity 

c. 

Water diversion rates would remain about 
the same (see Table Vlll-34, which compares these rates for each 
developed area in the park). Water diversion on the North Fork of 
the Merced River would continue to be about 1,533,000 gpd, 
amounting to approximately 36 percent of low flow volume. Con
tinued diversion of this magnitude would continue to decrease water 
habitat and reduce populations of aquatic organisms. 
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Along the South Fork of the Merced River 
water diversion would gradually decrease from existing rates by 
about 103,000 gpd during peak season use due to continued acquisi
tion of inholdings. Overall diversion would then be about 560, 000 
gpd, or 29 percent of the low flow volumes. Water diversion within 
the Mariposa Grove area would continue to be about 13,500 gpd, not 
a significant enough amount to cause adverse impacts on sequoias. 

Water diversion from the Tuolumne River 
drainage would continue to be about 164, 000 gpd. Low flow 
volumes on this river are unknown. 

(2) Water Quality 
Continued upgrading of the wastewater 

collection system in Yosemite Valley would result in improved water 
quality in the North Fork of the Merced River. Coliform counts 
should decrease from maximum current readings of 1,000 per 100 
mililiters. Retaining additional wastewater treatment systems at 
other developed areas would not significantly alter water quality 
from what it will be if the proposal is implemented. 

Within the South Fork of the Merced River 
water quality would continue to increase with gradual but continued 
improvement or elimination of septic systems on both NPS and 
privately owned lands. Existing coliform levels of 70,000 per 100 
mililiters should be substantially reduced to less than 2, 300 per 100 
mililiters. Levels of nutrients would decrease, and algae should be 
virtually absent. 

Periodic slight contamination of water 
quality within the South Fork of the Tuolumne River would continue 
because the Tuolumne Meadows wastewater treatment plant would 
continue to be loaded to capacity on peak days. Existing contami
nation of water near the Big Oak Flat entrance station and at Crane 
Flat would be eliminated with construction of new wastewater treat
ment systems; however, a relatively minor potential for contamina
tion would remain if the existing systems were repaired. 

d. Impacts on Wildlife 
Wildlife patterns in the park would continue to 

be affected by significant amounts of traffic on most park roads. 
This effect has been di·scussed as an impact of the proposal. 

The influence of developments such as camp
grounds, picnic areas, and various structures and roads on wildlife 
would continue as at present. 

The amount of wildlife habitat that has been 
destroyed or disturbed in each developed area is equivalent to the 
surface areas where vegetation and soils have been impacted (see 
Table Vlll-35). 

e. Impacts on Air Quality 
Emiss.ions from automobiles would remain at 

approximately the same levels as exist today (see Table 11-25). 
Pollutants from other sources, including electric generators at 
Crane Flat and White Wolf, wood fires in campgrounds and 
residences, and operation of ski lifts at Badger Pass, would also 
remain at fairly constant levels. 

f. Impacts on Esthetic Quality 
Development would continue to detract from the 

scenic quality of the natural setting to the extent it does now. 
Areas where visual quality has been reduced by development in 
Yosemite Valley are quantified and compared with the proposal in 
Table Vlll-36. 

g. Impacts on Archeological Resources 
Direct impacts on archeological sites would be 

associated with concentrated activity at building sites and camp
grounds and along roads and trails. Indirect impacts would be 
potential for scavenging of surface materials from sites adjacent to 
developed areas. There would not be any new impacts associated 
with facility or road construction or removal. 

The number of sites currently being disturbed 
are listed and compared with the proposal in Table V 111-37. The 
largest proportion of severely impacted sites compared with unim
pacted sites would continue to be in Yosemite Valley. Within the 
Valley, approximately 90 percent of the archeological sites are 
either directly or indirectly impacted by ongoing use of facilities 
and roadways. Within the Wawona area and Tuolumne Meadows, 
almost 70 percent of the sites are either directly or indirectly 
affected by existing uses. 

Relatively minor construction and maintenance 
projects would affect individual sites. In the absence of a compre
hensive program of site testing, surface collecting, and site 
monitoring, the significance of individual ~sites and archeological 
districts would remain unknown. 



h. Impacts on Historic Resources 
A general discussion of types of impacts associ

ated with historic resources is located in Section 111. Failure to 
establish objectives and priorities for the management of cultural 
resources might result in the loss of significant historical and 
architectural values. 

The architectural integrity of the Yosemite 
Village Historic District might be impaired by inappropriate main
tenance of individual structures. 

Continued use of the Degnan residence and 
Mother Curry's Bungalow for employee dormitory housing might 
result in wear and tear on the resources. 

The continued adaptive use of the CCC mess 
hall for a mountaineering center and the McCauley cabin for 
employee housing would not affect the significant architectural 
features of these buildings and would ensure their continued main
tenance and preservation. 

i. Impacts on the Socioeconomic Region 
Conditions would continue to exist as described 

in the Description of the Environment (Section 11. E .1.). 

j. Im acts on Visitors• Ex eriences 
1 Visitor Use Levels 

Existing accommodations and camping 
facilities would be retained with no changes in associated oppor
tunities for overnight stays. Also, the existing number of day 
parking spaces would be retained, with no changes in associated 
opportunities for day use. 

(2) Effects of Transportation and 
Information Services on Visitors 
(a) Yosemite Valley District 

Auto congestion in Yosemite Valley 
would continue to get worse as visitation increased. Congestion 
during the peak visitation season presently is bad in the Valley. 
Parking would remain difficult to find during the peak visitation 
season. Those visitors wishing to camp in Yosemite Valley would 
continue to have a difficult time checking on the availability of 
campsites. The choices available to all visitors on how t6 see 
Yosemite Valley would only be restricted in the Happy Isle and 
Mirror Lake areas, which are currently closed to private auto 
traffic. Most areas of the Valley would remain dominated by the 
automobile, which would discourage foot, bicycle, and equestrian 
traffic in these areas. 

The shuttle bus system would con
tinue to be operated in the east end of the Valley, allowing many 
visitors to leave their cars in parking areas. Shuttle service would 
be reduced during the off-season. 

(b) Wawona District 
There would be a net increase in 

traffic along the Wawona Road over time as visitation increased and 
proportionately larger numbers of visitors started using the Big 
Oak Flat and south entrances. 

All other aspects of traffic circulation 
in this district would remain unchanged. 

(c) Mather District 
Increases in traffic would occur along 

the Big Oak Flat Road and Tioga Road as visitation to the park 
increased. It is also anticipated that visitation to Crane Flat for 
winter sports activities would continue to increase. Parking and 
accommodations along the Tioga Road corridor would become increas
ingly difficult for visitors to obtain. 

All other aspects of the traffic 
patterns in this district would remain unchanged. 

(3) Effects of Recreational Activities on 
Visitors 
The recreational opportunities that exist 

now in the park would remain essentially unchanged. Recreational 
facilities at each of the developed areas in the park are described 
in the Existing Conditions section of the Description of the 
Environment (Section 11. B.). 

continue to be a 
Mariposa Grove, 
Point. 

(4) Summary of Impacts on the Visitor 
Experience 
Auto Congestion: Auto congestion would 

problem in the Valley particularly, but also in 
Tuolumne Meadows, and occasionally at Glacier 

Choice of Transportation: Visitors would 
continue to have a choice of how to get to and around all areas of 
the park except Mariposa Grove and the extreme eastern end of the 
Valley. 

Number of Visitors Allowed: The number 
of overnight and day visitors would remain the same. 

Activities 
currently available would continue. 

Available: All activities 
People wishing to find solitude 

in the Valley might have difficulty finding it. Shopping would 
continue to be an available activity. 

k. Impacts on Employees 
The conditions in the employee communities 

would remain unchanged (see Section 11. E. 4.). Yosemite Valley and 
El Portal would remain two separate and sometimes antagonistic 
communities. Most of the people who lived in El Portal would have 
to commute to work in the Valley. Gradually, the housing would be 
improved to meet the needs of employees. 

I. Impacts on the El Portal Property Owners 
With short-term special use permits continued, 

these people would have no indication of how long the Park Service 
intends to allow them to stay. 

m. Impacts on Within-Park Landowners (lnholders) 
The ongoing land acquisition program would 

continue, but land uses would remain the same. 

n. Impacts on the Concessioners 
Conditions would continue to exist as described 

in the Description of the Environment (Section 11. E.5. ). 

3. Mitigating Measures Included in No Action 
Mitigating measures included in Alternative 4 would 

be similar to those included in the proposal. 

In lieu of a planned program for the management of 
cultural resources, there would be site-by-site evaluation of impacts 
associated with small-scale construction and maintenance projects. 
A professional archeologist would evaluate potential impacts and 
ensure that appropriate compliance procedures were initiated. 
Potential adverse impacts on resources slated for continued use 
would be avoided by the preparation of professionally acceptable 
historic structure reports and historic structure maintenance guides 
prior to any undertaking. A determination of the necessary reports 
would be made on a case-by-case basis by a historic preservation 
team. 
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Table Vlll-32. Comparison of Day Use Levels Table VI 11-33. Comparison of Opportunities for Overnight Stays 

Pro~osal Alt. 1 Alt. 2 Alt. 3 Alt. 4 Number of Visitors Accommodated Number of Visitors Accommodated 

Yosemite Valley Existing/ Existing/ 
District Develo~ed Area Alt. 4 Pro~osal Alt. I Alt. 2 Alt. 3 Develo~ed Area Alt. 4 Pro~osal Alt. 1 Alt. 2 Alt. 3 

Yosemite Valley 
East End 6,675 8,025 8,505 14,430 13·,485 Yosemite Valley Wawona 
West End 3,855 3,855 3,855 3,855 Yosemite Lodge Auto Camp 400 1,200 1,200 400 1,200 

Cascades 90 90 0 90 90 Cabin w/bath 269 0 269 0 269 Group Camp 30 30 30 30 30 
Arch Rock 270 270 0 270 270 Cabin w/o bath 291 0 291 0 0 Hotel 170 392 392 392 392 
El Portal 765 540 2,700 540 540 Rooms w/bath 870 1,062 870 0 870 

Rooms w/o bath 51 0 51 0 0 Section 35 
Wawona District Spartan motel type 0 0 0 0 342 Cabins w/bath 19 0 0 0 1,219 

Chinquapin 810 810 2,700 810 810 
Badger Pass 3,300 6,600 0 3,300 3,300 Curry Village Tuolumne Meadows 
Summit Meadow/ Cabin w/bath 378 378 378 0 378 Auto Camp 2,400 1,600 2,400 0 2,400 

Bridalveil 360 360 0 360 0 Cabin w/o bath 288 288 288 0 288 Walk-in Camp 200 200 200 800 200 
Glacier Point 7,650 6,600 1,026 7,650 7,650 Tent Cabin 1,254 1,005 1,254 0 858 Horse Group Camp 0 50 0 0 0 
Wawona 1,689 1,689 1,689 1,689 1,689 Housekeeping 1,200 928 1,200 0 1,200 Tent Cabins 198 198 198 198 198 
Mariposa Grove 3,850 4,200 2,700 3,450 3,450 Spartan motel type 0 0 0 0 480 Hostel 0 0 0 20 0 
South Entrance 4,525 1,080 2,700 1,080 540 Hostel 0 0 0 100 0 

White Wolf 
Mather District Ahwahnee Hotel Tent Cabins 39 75 39 39 39 

Tioga Pass 540 540 6,750 540 540 Hotel Rooms 267 267 267 0 267 Auto Camp 344 600 344 0 344 
Tuolumne Luxury Cabins 66 66 66 0 66 Walk-in Camp 0 0 0 344 0 

Meadows 1,485 1,440 5,400 1,440 1,260 
White Wolf 45 45 0 45 45 Car(lpgrounds Crane Flat 
Tenaya Lake Automobile 3,200 2,736 3,200 0 3,200 Auto Camp 656 800 656 656 ,656 

Area 720 720 0 720 720 Walk-in 232 232 ,232 1,280 232 
Crane Flat 900 900 6,750 900 225 Group 700 700 700 0 700 Tioga Road Campground 
Hodgdon Meadow 540 540 540 540 540 Auto Camp 620 1,000 620 0 620 
Foresta 90 90 0 90 90 Curry 2 Walk-in Camp 200 200 200 820 200 
Hetch Hetchy 1,080 1,080 1,080 1,080 1,080 Tent Cabins 0 0 0 450 0 
Merced Grove 405 405 405 405 405 Cabins w/bath 0 0 0 480 0 Hodgdon Meadow 

Auto Camp 440 800 440 440 440 
El Portal 

Motel 0 0 0 1,200 0 Foresta 
Auto Camp 0 0 0 800 800 Walk-in Camp 0 0 0 120 0 

Group Camp 30 30 30 30 30 
Ba~ger Pass 

Hostel 0 0 0 40 0 High Sierra Camps 
Motel 0 0 120 0 0 Tent Cabins 168 168 168 168 168 

Bridalveil Campground Hetch Hetchy 
Auto Camp 440 440 440 0 440 Walk-in Camp 0 120 120 120 0 
Horse Group Camp 0 50 50 0 50 
Walk-in Camp 0 0 0 200 0 Total, Accommodations 5,528 4,827 5,851 3,087 7,034 

Total, Camp Areas 9,892 10,788 10,862 6,040 11,542 
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Table Vlll-34. Comparison of Water Supply and Wastewater Treatment Table Vlll-35. Comparison of Amounts of Disturbed Park Land 
Between Alternatives and the Proposal 

Alternative 
Predominate Existing Alternative Alternative Alternative IV 

Consumption (gpd) Developed Area Vegetation Type Conditions Proposal I II 111 (no action) 

Existing/ Yosemite Valley 
38.9 Location Alt. 4 Proeosal Alt. 1 Alt. 2 Alt. 3 Yosemite Lodge Mixed Conifer 38.9 28.0 38.9 0.0 42.4 

Yosemite Village Mixed Conifer 60.4 36.9 54.7 0.0 52.4 60.4 
Yosemite Valley 1,150,000a 1,007,000a 1,050,000a 175,000 1,270,000a Curry Village Mixed Conifer 63.1 45.0 58.1 3.4 63.3 63.I 
Cascades 1,600 1,600 1,600 0 1,600 Ahwahnee Hotel Mixed Conifer 10.4 6.3 6.3 4.1 10.4 10.4 
Arch Rock 1, 700 1,700 1,700 oa 1, 700 Campgrounds Mixed Conifer 123.9 108.9 123.9 64.0 123.9 123.9 
El Portal 300,000a 555,000a 550,000a 400,000d 560,000a Other Valley 
Chinquapin 4,300 4,300 4,300 67,500 4,300 Areas Mixed Conifer 43.1 61.0 67.6 39.5 41. 7 40.3 
Bridalveil Creek 11,0000 13,400 13,400 5,000 13,400 Cascades/ Arch 
Summit Meadow 700 700 0 700 Rock Mixed Conifer 9.5 9.5 5.0 5.0 9.5 9.5 
Badger Pass 13,500 13,500b 13,500 3,000 13,500 Chinquapin Red Fir 1.0 2.0 1.8 7.0 2.0 1.0 
Glacier Point 4,825 3,825 3,500 500 4,800 Badger Pass Red Fir 76.8 76.8 78.1 1.5 77.1 76.8 
Wawona 647,000a 244,002a 244,000a 216,000a 330,000a Bridalveil 
South Entrance 2,000 4,000b 1, 100 2,700 1,400 Campground/Sum-
Mariposa Grove 13,500 1,BOO 2,100 1,400 1, 700 mit Meadow Red Fir 28.9 33.1 33.1 17.0 33.1 28.9 
Tioga Pass 2,900 2,900 2,900 110,oood 2,900 Glacier Point Red Fir 10.0 10.0 7.9 4.8 10.4 10.0 
Tuolumne Meadows 110,000 90,000 113,000 63,000 115,000 Wawona Mixed Conifer 282.4 118.2 94.5 78.1 148.2 282.4 
White Wolf 12,000 24,000 12,000 21,000d 12,000 South Entrance 
Crane Flat 18,000 22,000 18,000 185,000 18,000 Station Mixed Conifer 1.5 8.5 1.7 5.5 1.7 1.5 
Hodgdon Meadow 17,000 25,000 17,000 17,000 17,000 Mariposa Grove Sequoia 11.2 8.1 7.6 2.0 10.7 II. 2 
Tioga Road Cmpgs 24,000 39,000 24,000 20,500 24,000 Tioga Pass Ent. 
Hetch Hetchy 1,800 4,800 4,800 4,800 4,800 Station Subalpine Meadow 0.8 0.8 0.8 10.8 0.8 0.8 
Foresta 4,000 1,200 1,200 0 1,200 Tuolumne Meadows Lodgepole Pine/ 
High Sierra Camps 18,000 18,000 18,000 18,000 18,000 Subalpine Meadow 71.4 69.1 70.9 56.8 72.2 69.0 
Merced Grove 2,000 2,000 2,000 2,000 2,000 White Wolf Mixed Conifer 26.6 36.1 26.6 27.1 26.6 26.6 

Crane Flat Mixed Conifer 36.9 51.4 43.9 49.9 40.4 36.9 
Total 2,359,125 2,079,825 2,,098,800 1,372,400 2,418,000 Tioga Road 

Campgrounds Red Fir 76.7 106. 7 76.7 76.7 76.7 76.7 
Watershed Totals Hodgdon Meadow Mixed Conifer 26.7 40.4 29.4 27.9 29.4 26.7 
North Fork-Merced Foresta Mixed Conifer 19.5a 11.6 11.0a 16.5 11. 0 19.5 

River 1,532,900 1,663,200 1,681,900 856,500 1,913,200 Hetch Hetchy Chaparral 1.5 7.5a 7.5 7.5 1.5a 1.5a 
South Fork-Merced Aspen Valley Lodgepole Pine/ 

River 662,500 249,900 247,200 220, 100 333,100 Red Fir 6.0 0.0 0.0 o.o o.o 6.0 
South Fork- Mather Station Mixed Conifer 1.5 1.5 1.5 1.5 1.5 1.5 

Tuolumne River 163,700 166,700 169,700 295,800 171,700 
Park Totals 1,028.7 877.4 847.5 506.6 886.9 1,023.5. 

a40% of the consumption rate is irrigation water that would not be part of the El Portalb Chaparral 121.0 263.7 211.6 227.1 150.5 121.0 
wastewater load. 

bBased on use of oil-recirculating toilets, which decrease water usage to one-half aExcluding 552.4 acres of San Francisco lands associated with Hetch Hetchy Reservoir. 
gpd per visitor. 

bExcluded from park totals because of status as an administrative site. 
cBased on use of low-flow fixtures, which decrease water usage to 1 gpd per visitor. 

dBased on 25 gpd per visitor for food service. 
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Table Vlll-36. Comparison of Impacts on Scenic Quality, 
Yosemite Valley (in acres) 

Developed Area/ 
Scenic Classification 

Yosemite Lodge 

A - Scenic 
B - Scenic 
C - Scenic 

Yosemite Village 

A - Scenic 
B - Scenic 
C - Scenic 

Curry Village 

A - Scenic 
B - Scenic 
C - Scenic 

Ahwahnee Hotel 

A - Scenic 
B - Scenic 
C - Scenic 

Other Valley Areas 
and Campgrounds 

A - Scenic 
B - Scenic 
C - Scenic 

Existing 

26.6 
12.3 

0 

13. 1 
45.3 
2.0 

2.7 
60.4 
0 

9.6 
0.8 
0 

49.2 
87.4 
7.6 

22.8 

Proposal Alt. 1 Alt. 2 

14.2 0 0 
13.8 0 0 

0 38.9 0 

0 13.1 0 
33.1 39.6 0 
3.8 2.0 0 

0 0 0 
45.0 58.1 3.4 
0 0 0 

5.5 5.5 3.3 
0.8 0.8 0.8 
0 0 0 

35.4 48.1 3.0 
95.1 83.9 34.5 
7.6 22.6 0 

31.8 36.9 66.0 

Alt. 3 Alt. 4 Developed Area 

26.6 26.6 
15.8 12.3 

0 0 
Yosemite Valley 
Cascades 
El Portal 
Wawona Area 
Tuolumne 

4.1 13. 1 
46.3 45.3 
2.0 2.0 

Hodgdon Meadow 
Tioga Road Corridor 
Hetch Hetchy 
Foresta 
Aspen Valley 

2.7 2.7 
Backcountry 

60.6 60.4 
0 0 

TOTAL 

9.6 9.6 
0.8 0.8 
0 0 

46.4 46.4 
87.4 87.4 
7.6 7.6 

24.2 22.8 

Table Vlll-37. Comparison of New Impacts on Archeological Sites 

Effect 

Existing Alternative Alternative Alternative 
Conditions Proposal 1 2 3 

No 
Impact Direct Indirect Direct Indirect Direct Indirect Direct Indirect Direct Indirect 

8 56 34 5 0 8 0 41 34 3 2 
0 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
0 5 2 9 0 9 0 10 0 9 0 

16 8 23 2 3 1 3 2 3 1 3 
22 23 12 9 0 8 0 9 0 8 0 

4 3 1 1 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 
9 4 2 1 2 1 1 2 1 0 1 
0 1 0 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 0 

11 4 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 5 0 5 0 5 0 5 
1 3 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

71 110 83 27 11 28 10 64 44 22 11 

Table Vll-38. Comparison of Changes in 
Concessioner Expenses and Profits 

Variable Proposal !%2 Alt. 1 {%2 Alt. 2 !%2 Alt. 3 (%2 
Total sales and 

income + 4.2 7 13 + 13 
Direct operating 

expenses + 3.7 - 4 - 18 + 11 
Departmental 

profits + 4.9 0 - 5 + 15 
Deductions from 

income + 19.5 + 33 + 38 + 41 
House profits - 0.1 - 18 - 19 + 7 
Overhead expenses + 16.3 + 9 - 5 + 10 e Operating profits - 12.9 - 39 - 31 + 5 
Other deductions + 5.4 - 6 - 10 + 12 
Net income before 

capital expenses - 15. 1 - 43 - 33 + 4 
Total capital 

expenses +178.1 -194 +188 + 95 
Net income before 

income taxes -107.4 -156 -139 - 39 
Return on equity 

investment -105.7 -120 -114 - 68 
Required equity 

investment +156.5 +158 +130 +105 



F. Other Options 
The following options were not included in the proposal or 

any of the alternatives but they merit evaluation. 

1. Provide a Day Parking Garage Near Bridalveil Falls 
a. Description of the Option 

A 1, 000-car parking garage in the west end of 
the Valley could be substituted for the day parking area at Taft 
Toe included in the proposal or for the five day parking areas 
included in Alternative 1. An orientation facility, gas station, and 
shuttle bus terminal would be provided in conjunction with the 
parking garage. Changes in access and circulation routes would 
also be associated with this option. Five and a half miles of 
Southside Drive would be convert~d to a bicycle path. Northside 
Drive would become a two-way traffic route for people driving to 
their overnight accommodations and for shuttle bus service. One 
mile of road and the Pohono Bridge would have to be widened from 
two to four lanes if separation of shuttle and automobile traffic was 
desired. 

b. I mf acts of the Option 
(1 Impacts on the Natural Environment 

Approximately 75 acres in the Valley 
presently devoted to roadways and parking would be restored to 
natural conditions. About 5. 25 acres of mixed conifer forest would 
be destroyed for the parking garage and appurtenant facilities. 
The site is within the 100-year floodplain. There might be some 
impairment of scenic views of the Valley from the Wawona Tunnel. 

(2) Impacts on the Cultural Environment 
There would be complete loss of one 

archeological site . Also, the historical integrity of the Pohono 
Bridge would be lost if the bridge was widened; however, the 
additional two lanes could be accommodated on a separate bridge. 

(3) Impacts on the Socioeconomic Environment 
Visitors not planning to stay overnight 

would not drive their cars beyond Bridalveil Falls. The entire 
south side of the Valley would be totally free of automobiles, 
allowing visitors to enjoy the environment there without being 
distracted by automobile traffic. However, visitors• first impres
sions of the Valley would be associated with an urban parking 
garage. The regional economy would benefit by increased con
struction costs compared to costs of the proposed Taft Toe parking 
area. The cost to the government would be about $12 million (1977 
dollars). Investment of this magnitude would tend to discourage 
removal of automobiles from Yosemite Valley for the life of the 
facility (30 to 50 years). Annual operating costs of the shuttle bus 
system would be about $350,000 to $400,000 greater than they would 
be under the proposal. 
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2. Develop an Indian Cultural Center at the Site of 
the Old Indian Village 
a. Description of the Option 

This option would differ from the proposal only 
in the location of the proposed Indian cultural center. The old 
Indian village site is north of Northside Drive, directly west of 
Sunnyside campground. 

b. lmracts of the Option 
(1 Impacts on the Natural Environment 

About 2 acres of mixed conifer vegetation 
would be disturbed by construction and use of the facility; 
however, it is doubtful that any trees would be felled. Herbaceous 
vegetation at the site would be trampled by people using the 
facility . 

(2) Impacts on the Cultural Environment 
No historic or archeological resources 

would be directly affected, although the potential for indirect 
disturbance of archeological sites in the vicinity would increase. 
The site itself would have a more meaningful association with tradi 
tional Yosemite Indian culture, but the site's proximity to Northside 
Drive, Yosemite Lodge and Sunnyside campground would make it 
less private and more susceptible to vandalism. 

(3) Impacts on the Socioeconomic Environment 
Costs of constructing the facility would be 

essentially the same as associated costs under the proposal. 

3 . Improve the Water System in Yosemite Valley for 
Fire Protection Purposes 
a. Description of the Option 

Based on tests conducted by the Pacific Fire 
Rating Bureau in July 1965, the fire-protection capability within the 
park is severely deficient. As a result, insurance premiums for 
concession facilities have increased by amounts ranging from 60 
percent to 100 percent (Metcalf and Eddy, 1970), and recent fires 
in the park have resulted in even greater increases in these 
premiums. The following necessary improvements were identified in 
11 Improvements and Additions to Water and Sewerage Systems at 
Yosemite Valley" (Metcalf and Eddy, 1970) : construction of suffi
cient pumping stations to meet maximum daily water demand with the 
largest well pumping station out of service, construction of rein
forcing mains to connect with the existing mains at Yosemite 
Village, Camp Curry, and the Ahwahnee Hotel, installation of new 
fire hydrants on both old and new mains , and construction of two 
storage tanks (one 1. 5-million-gallon , 60-foot diameter , 70-foot high 
tank near the Yosemite Park and Curry Company warehouse in 
Yosemite Village, and one 0. 9-million-gallon , 80-foot diameter, 
25-foot high tank near Happy Isles). 
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b. I myacts of the Option 
(1 Impacts on the Natural Environment 

Approximately 2 acres of mixed conifer 
would be removed. The presence of the tanks would impair the 
scenery in localized areas, but due to their removed locations, away 
from visitor use areas, they would not significantly degrade views 
of major Valley features. 

(2) Impacts on the Cultural Environment 
Historic properties throughout the Valley, 

especially at the Ahwahnee and Curry Village sites, would be guar
anteed greater protection. 

(3) Impacts on the Socioeconomic Enviroment 
The regional economy would benefit from 

construction-related employment and materials acquisition, but the 
additional benefit would be minor in comparison with the overall 
benefit of the proposal. The concessioner would realize reduced 
annual fire insurance rates, with savings perhaps as high as 
$50, 000 per year. The cost to the government would be about $2. 2 
million (1977 dollars). Visitor safety from fire hazards would be 
increased. 

4. Restrict Use of Snowmobiling on Tioga Road 
a. Description of the Option 

Under this option, up to 15 snowmobiles per 
day in groups of not less than two vehicles, but not more than five 
per party, would be allowed to use the Tioga Road for 1-day or 
overnight trips not to exceed one week in length. Entry would be 
through either Crane Flat or Tioga Pass where mandatory registra
tion would be required. A complement of survival equipment would 
be required by each party. Snowmobile parties would be required 
to camp at designated sites and to remain on a designated trail at 
all times. Noise level limitations and safe speed limits would be 
established. 

b. lmyacts of the Option 
(1 Natural Environment 

Regulated use of snowmobiles would have 
no significant impacts on soils, waters, or vegetation. Innocent or 
intentional violation of use restrictions could result in damage to 
native vegetation in areas of shallow snow cover. Disturbance to 
wildlife would occur from noise, exhaust odors, and man. Air 
quality would be degraded slightly in the proximity of vehicles. 

(2) Social Environment 
Lack of adequate search and rescue staff 

in the park would make long-distance snowmobile travel hazardous. 
Users suffering machine breakdowns might be faced with long walks 
out in deep snows. Even with skis or snowshoes for backup, 
snowmobilers might have to travel many miles by foot, especially in 
inclement weather. Snowslides triggered by noise from machines 
would be a hazard in certain areas. 

Conflict between cross-country skiers and 
snowmobilers will be unavoidable. Noise from machines would travel 
great distances in line-of-sight directions and would break the 
winter silence of the wilderness. Skiers and machines would have 
to use separate trails to avoid accidents. Conflicts might arise at 
camping areas to the detriment of the experiences of all users. 
Nordic skiing alongside packed snowmobile trails would discourage 
many traditional winter users of the Tioga Road. 

5. Organize Snowmobiling Excursions with Snow 
Survey Crews on Tioga Road 
a. Description of the Option 

Under this option, snowmobile use in the park 
would be restricted to monthly snow surveys which last three days. 
Up to 15 pre-registered vehicles would be allowed to accompany the 
survey crew on its 3-day trip and return from Crane Flat to 
Tuolumne Meadows. Two nights would be spent at designated 
shelters. One such survey is done each month in January, 
February, and March. 

lmyact::; of the Option 
(1 Natural Environment 

b. 

Impacts on the natural environment would 
be similar to those discussed under Option 4. Constant supervision 
of the group would reduce chances for environmental degradation. 
Disturbance to wildlife would occur less frequently (only three 
3-day periods per year). Air quality near the machines would be 
slightly poorer due to the number of machines in the group. 
Ambient noise levels would be slightly higher. 

(2) Social Environment 
Constant superv1s1on would reduce the 

chance of accidents and injury along the road. The infrequency of 
the trips would produce fewer conflicts with cross-country skiers, 
and skiers would be able to schedule their trips for other days. 
The required presence of the machines necessary for the snow 
survey crew would somewhat ameliorate the presence of an addi
tional number of recreational snowmobile users. 
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IX. Consultation and Coordination with Others 

A. Consultation and Coordination in the Development of the 
Proposal and in the Preparation of the Draft Environmental 
Statement 
I. Consultation with the Public 

The planning process for Yosemite National Park 
began with a search for the range of opinions and ideas that people 
and organizations held about the future of the park. In February 
1975, 48 public workshops were held, 34 within California and 14 in 
seven major cities across the country. During these informal 
workshops, conducted by the planning team and park staff, more 
than 5,600 participants were urged to express all their ideas and 
suggestions about the park. The staff at Yosemite also held seven 
public workshops during the spring of 1975 especially for park 
visitors. As a result of workshop publicity, some 2,600 additional 
individuals, who were not able to attend a workshop, wrote letters 
giving their views. By the end of this first planning phase, the 
workshop summaries, letters, records from telephone calls, and 
position papers received from organized groups had been compiled 
into a listing of every idea or suggestion and where it came from. 

The second phase of planning was designed to 
achieve three goals: to identify which suggestions generated 
enough interest to merit assessing the impacts of implementing the 
actions, to gather information about how suggested actions might 
affect different people, and to make the public aware of some of the 
legislative constraints on planning. During this phase, some 59 000 
copies of The Workbook were sent to individuals and organizatlons 
who had participated in the first phase of planning or who had 
written and asked for a copy before the January 5, 1976, deadline. 
Over 20, 700 persons and groups completed the workbook and 
returned their response sheets. 

In another attempt to hear from the public, the planning 
team conducted a visitor use survey in August, September, and 
October of 1975. Some 3,487 survey packets sampled what visitors 
had done in the park and what kinds of facilities and activities they 
thought should be in Yosemite. Socioeconomic questions were also 
included to obtain an updated picture of the characteristics of 
Yosemite's visitors. 

Information gathered during the second planning phase 
was analyzed, and three alternative plans were developed 
representing the responses of the general public and organized 
groups. Information about the effects of specific actions, indicated 
in people's responses to the workbook and the visitor use survey, 
were used to assess the impacts of the various alternatives. 

As planning progressed, periodic newsletters were issued 
to all individuals and groups on the Yosemite mailing list, which 
now numbers some 63,000 persons. 

2. Consultation with Organized Groups and Concessioners 
Just before beginning the public workshops in 1975, 

members of the planning team met or talked with representatives of 
the organizations that had been most active in the previous 
Yosemite planning effort to explain the purposes and format of the 
new planning process. These groups were American Alpine Club, 
Friends of the Earth, Friends of Yosemite (California), Natural 
Resources Defense Council, Sierra Club, and Yosemite Park and 
Curry Company. Other groups that would be interested in or 
affected by the planning at Yosemite were identified by the park 
staff and the planning team. These groups were notified by letter 
and news release of the public workshops and of the planning 
team's desire to hear from them. All groups were urged to submit 
a position paper outlining what they thought should be planned for 
Yosemite. Groups who submitted such papers are listed in Table 
IX-1. These position papers became a part of the material used to 
develop the workbook. 

In May 1975, a selection of conservation and user groups 
and the Yosemite Park and Curry Company were asked to review 
the proposed visitor use survey for the purpose of eliminating any 
bias and poorly designed questions. 

In June 1975, a number of organized groups inquired 
about the planning process. In response, three question-and
answer sessions were held on June 25, 1975, August 21, 1975, and 
September I, 1976. Organized groups who were most active in the 
planning process, individuals representing various user groups, 
and park concessioners were invited to attend. The number of 
groups attending these sessions grew from 9 to 34 as the planning 
progressed. 

All organized groups and park concessioners on the 
team's mailing list (approximately 460) received one copy of The 
Workbook to complete as their official response. Those groups who 
submitted an official workbook response sheet or statement are 
shown in the table. The group and concessioner responses to the 
workbook were analyzed separately from general public responses. 

3. Consultation with the Western Regional Advisory 
Committee 
The Western Regional Advisory Committee (WRAC), a 

citizens• group appointed by the Secretary of the Interior that 
advises the regional director of the National Park Service Western 
Region, met with the planning team on May 16 and 17, 1975, 
August 23, 1975, December 6, 1975, and September 17 and 18, 1976, 
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Organizations 

Ala-Bye Ski Club 
Altacal Audubon Society 
American Forestry Association 
American Alpine Club 
American Indian Council of Mariposa County 
American Land Conservation Council 
Ansel Adams Gallery 
Arizona Mountaineering Club 
Automobile Club of Southern California 
Bakersfield Ski Club 
Bay County Audubon Society 
California Association of Park & Recreation 

Commissioners & Board Members 
California Horse Council 
California Native Plant Society 
California Natural Areas Coordinating Council 
California Outdoor Recreation League 
California State Department of Transportation 
California Trout 
Concessioner, Dr. Woessner, Dentist 
Conejo Valley Audubon Society 
Conservation Associates 
Conservation Law Society of America 
Contra Costa Hills Club 
Crowley Lake Chamber of Commerce 
Davis Audubon Society 
Desomount Club 
Diablo Valley Fly Fishermen 
Dublin Junior Women's Club 
Ecology Action Educational Institute 
El Cerrito Amigos Trailer Club 
Eastern Madera County Chamber of Commerce 
Equestrian Trails, Inc. 
Family Motor Coach Association 
Far West Ski Association 
Flight Realities 
Fresno Audubon Society 
Fresno Rotary Club 
Friends of the Earth 
Friends of Yosemite (Idaho) 
Garden Club of Hillsborough Conservation 

Committee 
Golden Gate Audubon Society 
Greater Chico Chamber of Commerce 
International Bicycle Touring Society 
International Spin Fishing Association 
International Snowmobile Industry Association 
Kern Audubon Society 
Lee Vining Chamber of Commerce 
Madera Camera Club 
Madrone Audubon Society 
Malibu Chamber of Commerce 
Marin Audubon Society 
Mariposa County Board of Supervisors 
Mariposa County Horsemen's Association 
Mineral County, Nevada, Board of Commissioners 
M. I. T. Outing Club 
Mono County, California, Board of Supervisors 

Position 
Papers 

x 

x 

x 

x 

x 
x 

x 

x 

x 

x 
x 

x 

x 
x 

x 
x 

x 

x 
x 
x 
x 

Table IX-1. Organizations Submitting Position 
Papers or Workbook Responses. 

Workbook 
Response 
or Letter 

x 
x 
x 
x 
x 
x 

x 
x 
x 
x 

x 

x 
x 
x 
x 

x 
x 
x 
x 
x 
x 

x 

x 
x 

x 

x 
x 
x 
x 
x 
x 

x 

x 
x 

x 
x 
x 
x 

x 
x 

x 
x 
x 

Organizations 

Mono County, California, Chamber of Commerce 
Mono County, California, Transportation 

Commission 
Morro Coast Audubon Society 
Mountaineering Section of the Potomac 

Appalachian Trail Club 
Mt. Diablo Audubon Society 
National Audubon Society 
National Parks & Conservation Association 
National Wildlife Federation 
Natural Resources Defense Council (National) 
Natural Resources Defense Council (California) 
Northern California Golf Association 
Pasadena Audubon Society 
Pomona Valley Audubon Society 
Rock Climbing Section, San Francisco Bay 

Chapter of Sierra Club 
San Fernando Valley Trailer Club 
San Francisco Sidewalk Astronomers 
Sequoia Audubon Society 
Sierra Club 
Sierra Club, Atlantic Chapter 
Sierra Club, Dallas Regional Group 
Sierra Club, El Paso Group 
Sierra Club, Grand Canyon Chapter 
Sierra Club, Redwood Chapter 
Sierra Club, Redwood. Chapter, Solano Group 
Sierra Club, San Diego Chapter 
Sierra County Chamber of Commerce 
Sierra Snowmobile Association 
Ski Writers Association of Southern California 
Southern California Loners on Wheels 
Southland Hang Gliding Association 
Stanford Conservation Group 
Tri-Network Ski Club 
Tulsa Anglers Club, Inc. 
Tumbleweeds of Albuquerque Chapter of the 

Good Sam Club 
United States Hang Gliding Association, Inc. 
Wally Byam Caravan Club International 
Wawona Village Corporation 
Whittier Audubon Society 
Wilderness Society 
Yosemite Alpine Vi II age Association & Yosemite 

Alpine Community Services District 
Yosemite Institute 
Yosemite Park and Curry Company 
Yosemite Snowmobile Club 

Position 
Papers 

x 

x 
x 

x 
x 
x 

x 

x 

x 
x 
x 
x 
x 
x 
x 
x 
x 

x 
x 

x 

x 

x 

x 

Workbook 
Response 
or Letters 

x 

x 
x 

x 

x 

x 
x 
x 

x 
x 
x 
x 
x 

x 
x 

x 
x 
x 
x 

x 

x 
x 
x 

x 

x 
x 
x 



to review the status and future direction of the planning process 
for Yosemite. During these public meetings various groups and 
individuals made statements to the committee giving their views on 
the planning process itself and what they thought Yosemite should 
be like in the future. Groups who presented such statements 
included American Alpine Club, American Indian Council of Mariposa 
County, Auto Club of Southern California, Equestrian Trails, Inc., 
Mariposa County Board of Supervisors, Sierra Club, Sierra 
Snowmobile Club, and Yosemite Park and Curry Company. 

A WRAC subcommittee was formed to advise and 
counsel the Yosemite planning team, especially during the critical 
stages of the planning process. The team captain met and talked 
with that subcommittee at various stages of the planning beginning 
in the fall of 1975 and continuing through the fall of 1976. 

4. Consultation with Federal, State, and Local Agencies 
of Government 

The objectives of regional involvement were to 
identify those resources, events, processes, organizations, and 
activities beyond the park boundaries that either influence or are 
influenced by Yosemite1s management and use. The following 
meetings were held: 

Public sessions with the Mariposa County Board of Directors 
(February 18, 1975) and the Tuolumne County Board of 
Supervisors (February 19, 1975): During these initial 
meetings, the planning process was outlined and supervisors 
shared their concerns about Yosemite. (A similar session 
scheduled with the Mono County Board of Supervisors was 
canceled due to a massive snowstorm. ) 

Official regional planning meeting (May 19, 1975). Nineteen 
agencies were invited to attend, including the boards of 
supervisors and planning commissions of the surrounding 
counties, the San Francisco Water Department, and state and 
federal agencies affected by or interested in the planning for 
Yosemite. The purposes of the meeting, to which nine 
agencies sent representatives, were to explain the Yosemite 
planning process, find out what each surrounding county, 
state, and federal agency was doing relative to long-range 
land-use planning, identify each agency 1s concerns about 
Yosemite, and determine methods to keep each agency aware of 
progress on the planning. The issues discussed at this 
meeting included regional resource problems and opportunities, 
socioeconomic problems, regional recreation needs, tourism, 
an~ pollution and waste disposal. 

Meeting with the California State Historic Preservation Office 
(May 29, 1975): The purpose of this meeting was to apprise 

the state of the ongoing historical, archeological, and 
architectural surveys planned for Yosemite, to describe the 
project area, and to familiarize the state historic preservation 
officer with the properties being identified. 

Continued coordination with the Tuolumne Wild & Scenic River 
Study through our representatives on the study team: Final 
recommendations of the study, being jointly conducted by the 
Heritage Conservation and Recreation Service, Forest Service, 
Bureau of Land Management, and National Park Service, will 
be compatible with the general management plan for Yosemite 
because NPS management policies have been considered and 
adhered to throughout the study. 

Meetings to brief planning directors of Mono, Tuolumne, and 
Madera Counties (September 22 and 26, and October 2, 1975): 
In each meeting, the various workbook options were discussed 
along with the possible impacts each might have upon the 
county. Principal concerns expressed by the county planners 
were how Yosemite planning would affect their transportation 
problems and economic growth. 

Meetings to brief representatives of Inyo, Toiyabe, Sierra, and 
Stanislaus National Forests (September 22 to 26, 1975): In all 
four meetings, the planning process was discussed along with 
individual workbook options and their possible impacts upon 
the respective national forests. Major concerns expressed 
were the effect any reduction in camping within Yosemite would 
have on the forest, the size of proposed wilderness in 
Yosemite, a desire for joint coordination of policies and 
regulations for adjacent wilderness areas and mutual trail 
systems, interest in setting up joint visitor centers in areas 
Ii ke Lee Vining, the effects of changes in Yosemite upon the 
region 1s transportation patterns, and a desire for joint 
coordination to solve problems of heavy use in adjoining areas. 

Meeting between the regional forester of the Forest Service, 
the regional director of the National Park Service, and officials 
from national parks and forests in the Yosemite and Sequoia
Kings canyon areas (November 24, 1975): Each agency 1s 
planning process was explained, and the times in each process 
that would provide the best opportunities for interagency 
cooperation were identified. Included in the discussion were 
such items as programming and scheduling, public involvement, 
review, determination of regional planning boundaries, land 
classification, management issues, and resource information. 

Meeting between forest supervisors from the Sierra and 
Stanislaus National Forests, staff of Yosemite National Park, 
and planning team officials (February 17, 1976): Specific 

common issues were defined to include regulations concerning 
use of the Pacific Crest Trail, snowmobile use (Sierra National 
Forest only), fish stocking, camping and how much will be 
provided in the park, size of the campground at Cherry Lake 
(Stanislaus National Forest), access to resources, logging 
practices near the park boundary, and boundary adjustments. 

Planning consortium sponsored by the Mariposa County Board 
of Supervisors and Planning Commissioners (February 27 and 
28, 1976): The purpose of the meeting was to begin 
coordination of all planning going on within Mariposa County. 
The meeting resulted in a greater understanding of other 
agencies• and the county 1s planning processes, and of the 
needs and limitations of each governmental unit. 

Southern Sierra lnteragency Group meeting (March 17 and 18, 
1976): Representatives from various parks, forests, and 
districts of the National Park Service, Forest Service, and 
Bureau of Land Management met to discuss the Yosemite 
planning effort and other planning projects. It was agreed 
during this meeting that the U.S. Forest Service San Joaquin 
Area Guide would be used as a common interagency data base 
and that the National Park Service would use it insofar as 
possible in its current form with some updating. Also, the 
draft of Yosemite1s statement for management was discussed. 
The Forest Service was concerned about boundary adjustment, 
degree of control of fire and insect infestation, restoration of 
bighorn sheep and their range, and deer herd management. 

A series of three meeting between the National Park Service 
and members of the American Indian Council of Mariposa 
County (August 14, 1976, October 6, 1976, and February 18, 
1977): The purpose of these meetings was to explain the 
planning process, hear general concerns of the council 
concerning Yosemite, discuss in detail an October 1, 1976, 
proposal by the council titled 11 The Indian Perspective on the 
Future of Yosemite National Park, 11 and discuss in greater 
detail certain specific proposals, especially those directly 
affecting Yosemite Valley. The council proposals were also 
presented to the National Park Service, including the planning 
team, at the September 18, 1976, meeting of the Western 
Regional Advisory Committee. Also in September 1976 
representatives of the council presented their needs and 
con.cerns in a meeting of groups interested in Yosemite 
planning. 

5. Contracted Consultants 
The following work associated with the development 

of the draft plan was accomplished by contract through Creegan 
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D'Angelo, San Jose, California. 
involved. 

Several subcontractors were 

A structural investigation of the Wawona Hotel complex 

Production of aerial view graphics for public workshops 

Review and critique of the visitor use survey for bias, organi
zation, length, and clarity by an expert sociologist with exper
ience in survey design and methodology 

Evaluation of the characteristics of the mapped soil units for 
Yosemite Valley to determine the corresponding soil series and 
rating for various types of uses 

Evaluation by a skilled statistician of the various techniques 
that could be used in the analysis of the workbook responses 

Evaluation by a computer expert of the various computer 
systems that would meet the needs of the National Park Service 
for storage and retrieval of resource information and mapping 

A description of the regional economic conditions and an 
analysis of how each alternative would affect the regional 
economy 

Evaluation by certified public accountants of the financial and 
operational effects of the proposal and the alternatives on the 
primary concession operations, analysis of various methods of 
mitigating any resulting adverse impacts in compliance with the 
provisions of the Concessions Policy Act, and investigation of 
other means than existing government/business relationships to 
provide essential services to park visitors. 

Separate purchase orders or contracts were issued to 
the following firms and individuals for the purposes shown: 
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Social Change Systems, Inc., Denver, Colorado, for coding 
and writing out the comments from the 5, 000 workbooks 
sampled so comments could be easily retrieved from the 
computer 

Computer Research Corporation, Arvada, Colorado, to develop 
a computer system (TIGRIS - The Interactive Graphics 
Resource Information System) involving the digitizing, 
plotting, and retrieval of resource information and maps 

The Institute for 
College Stanislaus, 

Archeological Research, California State 
Turlock, California, for archeological 

investigations of 19 developed areas of Yosemite and an 
overview of the backcountry 

The following experts to work on the development of a metho
dology for determining Yosemite Valley visitor use levels: 

Dr. Sidney Frissel (Ecology) 
School of Forestry 
University of Montana 
Missoula, Montana 

Dr. John Krutilla (Economics) 
Natural Environments Programs 
Resources for the Future, Inc. 
Washington, D.C. 

Dr. Robert Lee (Sociology) 
School of Forestry and Conservation 
University of California 
Berkeley, California 

Dr. George Stankey (Sociology) 
U.S. Forest Service 
Forest Science Lab 
Missoula, Montana 

Dr. Ervin Zube (Aesthetics-Landscape Architect) 
School of Renewable Natural Resources 
University of Arizona 
Tucson, Arizona 

B. Coordination in the Review of the Draft Environmental Statement 

Comments will be requested from the following: 

Federal Agencies 
Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 
Department of Agriculture 

Forest Service 
Soil Conservation Service 

Department of the Interior 
Bureau of Indian Affairs 
Bureau of Land Management 
Heritage Conservation and Recreation Service 
Bureau of Reclamation 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
Geological Survey 

Department of Transportation 
Environmental Protection Agency 
Federal Energy Administration 
Federal Power Commission 
Water Resources Council 

State Agencies 
California State Clearinghouse 
California State Historic Preservation Officer 
Native American Heritage Commission 
The Resources Agency of California 

Informational copies will be sent to the following: 

Local Governments 
Madera County Board of Supervisors 
Madera County Planning Director 
Madera County Planning Commission 
Mariposa County Board of Supervisors 
Mariposa County Planning Commission 
Mono County Board of Supervisors 
Mono County Planning Commission 
Mono County Planning Director 
Mono County Transportation Commission 
Tuolumne County Board of Supervisors 
Tuolumne County Planning Commission 
Tuolumne County Planning Director 
San Francisco Water Department 



Organizations 
Ala-Bye Ski Club 
Altacal Audubon Society 
American Alpine Club 
American Association of Retired Persons 
American Camping Association, Inc. 
American Forestry Association 
American Horse Council, Land Use Commission 
American Indian Council of Mariposa County 
American Land Conservation Council 
American Recreational Vehicle Living Association 
American Scenic & Historical Preservation Society 
American Society of Association Executives 
Ansel Adams Gallery - Best's Studio, Inc. (Park 

concessioner) 
Appalachian Trail Conference 
Arizona Mountaineering Club 
Atlantic Chapter, Sierra Club 
Automobile Club of Southern California 
Bakersfield Ski Club 
Bay County Audubon Society 
California Association of Park and Recreation 

Commissioners 
California Association of Recreation & Park Districts 
California Chamber of Commerce 
California Horse Council 
California Indian Legal Services 
California Native Plant Society 
California Natural Areas Coordinating Council 
California Outdoor Recreation League 
California State Automobile Association 
California State Horsemen's Association 
California Tomorrow 
California Trout 
Center for Independent Living 
Conejo Valley Audubon Society 
Conference of National Park Concessioners 
Conservation Associates 
The Conservation Foundation 
Conservation Law Society of America 
Contra Costa Hills Club 
Council of Fresno County Governments 
Crowley Lake Chamber of Commerce 
Dallas Regional Group, Sierra Club 
Davi·s Audubon Society 
Defenders of Wildlife 

Desomount Club 
Diablo Valley Fly Fishermen 
Discover America Travel Organizations, Inc. 
Dublin Junior Women's Club 
Eastern Madera County Chamber of Commerce 
Ecology Action Educational Institute 
El Cerrito Amigos Trailer Club 
El Paso Group, Sierra Club 
El Portal Market 
Equestrian Trails, Inc. 
Family Motor Coach Association 
Far West Ski Association 
Flight Realities 
Fresno Audubon Society 
Friends of the Earth 
Friends of Yosemite (California) 
Friends of Yosemite (Idaho) 
Golden Gate Audubon Society 
Good Sam Club 
Grand Canyon Chapter, Sierra Club 
Greater Chico Chamber of Commerce 
Hillsborough Garden Club 
International Bicycle Touring Society 
International Snowmobile Industry Association 
International Spin Fishing Association 
Inter-Tribal Council of California, Inc. 
Izaak Walton League of America 
Kern Audubon Society 
Lee Vining Chamber of Commerce 
Loners on Wheels 
Madera Camera Club 
Madrone Chapter, Audubon Society 
Malibu Chamber of Commerce 
Marin Audubon Society 
Marin Conservation League 
Mariposa County Horsemen's Association 
Medical Group, Lewis Memorial Hospital (Park 

concessioner) 
Board of Mineral County Commissioners 
M. I. T. Outing Club 
Mono County Chamber of Commerce 
Morro Coast Audubon Society 
Mt. Diablo Audubon Society 
National Audubon Society 
National Parks & Conservation Association 
National Recreation & Park Association 

National Retired Teachers Association 
National Wildlife Federation 
Natural Resources Council of America 
Natural Resources Defense Council 
The Nature Conservancy 
Northern California Golf Association 
Pacific Gas & Electric Company 
Pacific Telephone and Telegraph Company 
Pasadena Audubon Society 
People for a Golden Gate National Recreation Area 
Pomona Valley Audubon Society 
Potomac Appalachian Trail Club Mountaineering 

Section 
Recreation Vehicle Industry Association 
Redwood Chapter, Sierra Club 
Rotary Club of Fresno 
San Diego Chapter, Sierra Club 
San Fernando Valley Trailer Club 
San Francisco Bay Chapter Rock Climbing 

Section, Sierra Club 
San Francisco Sidewalk Astronomers 
Sequoia Audubon Society 
Sierra Club 
Sierra County Chamber of Commerce 
Sierra Snowmobile Club 
Ski Writers Association of Southern California 
Southland Hang Gliding Association 
Stanford Conservation Group 
Tehipite Chapter, Sierra Club 
Tri-Network Ski Club 
Tulsa Anglers Club 
Tumbleweeds of Albuquerque Chapter, Good Sam Club 
United States Hang Gliding Association 
Wally Byam Caravan Club International 
Wawona Area Property Owners Association 
Whittier Chapter, Audubon Society 
The Wilderness Society 
Dr. Charles A. Woessner, D.D.S. (Park concessioner) 
Yosemite Alpine Village Association 
Yosemite Institute 
Yosemite Park and Curry Company (Park concessioner) 
Yosemite Snowmobile Club/Wawona Village & Yosemite-

Sierra Mountain Tours 

Former National Park Service Directors 

Mr. Horace M. Albright 
Mr. Newton B. Drury 
Mr. Gary E. Everhardt 
Mr. George Hartzog 
Mr. Ronald H. Walker 
Mr. Conrad L. Wirth 
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PEAK DAY USE LEVELS, TABLES A-1 THROUGH A-5 

Tables A-1 through A-5 show how the availability of day parking 
spaces and the number of day tour buses were used to compute 
peak day use levels for each developed area in the park. For most 
areas under most alternatives, peak day use would occur during 
summer, but occasionally it would occur during the winter. If 
access and circulation would be different in summer and winter, the 
situation that would occur during the heaviest use period was used 
to compute peak day use levels. 

Maximum number of cars and buses per day assume that all parking 
spaces would be full between the hours of 10:00 am and 4:.00 pm, 
that there would be a turnover rate consistent with the average 
length of stay between those hours, and that the number of cars 
and buses that are parked between 10 and 4 represent two-thirds 
of the total number that would be parked all day long. These 
assumptions are based on current visitation patterns. 

For Yosemite Valley, where bus parking spaces are not designated, 
the number of day tour buses is based on the number that entered 
the park on the peak use day in 1977. 

Given the maximum number of cars and tour buses per day, peak 
day use levels were computed by assuming an averag.e of 3 persons 
per car and 50 persons per bus. 

Table A-1. Proposed Day Parking Spaces During Peak Use Periods, Maximum Numbers 
of Cars and Buses Per Day, and Peak Day Use Levels Based on Parking Availability 

Day Parking - Cars Average 
Stay Maximum Day Parking Maximum# of Peak Day 

Existing Pro~osal (hours2 # Cars/Day Bus S~aces Day Buses/Day Use Level 
Yosemite Valley District 

Yosemite Valley 
6,675a East End 1,942 700 4 1,575 7.5 

West End 571 571 4 1,285 0 0 3,855 
Cascades 10 10 3 30 0 0 90 
Arch Rock 10 10 1 90 0 0 270 
El Portal 20 170 6 255 0 0 765 

Subtotal 2,553 1,461 

Wawona District 
Chinquapin 30 30 1 270 0 0 810 
Badger Pass 600 600 6 900 8 12 3,300 
Summit Meadow/ 

Bridalveil 0 80 6 120 0 0 360 
Glacier Point 200 200 1 1,800 5 45 7,650 
Wawona 125 125b 2 563 ·o 0 1,689c 
Mariposa Grove 150 50 3,850b 
South Entrance 20 250 2 1, 125 5 23 4,525 

Subtotal 1,125 1,335 

Mather District 
Tioga Pass 20 20 1 180 0 0 540 
Tuolumne Meadows 280 330 6 495 0 0 1,485 
White Wolf 10 10 6 15 0 0 45 
Tenaya Lake Area 80 80 3 240 0 0 720 
Crane Flat 50 200 6 300 0 0 900 
Hodgdon Meadow 20 20 1 180 0 0 540 
Foresta 10 10 3 30 0 0 90 
Hetch Hetchy 40 40 1 360 0 0 1,080 
Merced Grove 15 15 1 135 0 ;() 405 

Subtotal 525 725 

aPeak day use level for the east end of the Valley includes people who would park at the 200-car Crane Flat 
and the 150-car El Portal staging areas and ride buses to the Valley, but not the 571 strip parking spaces 
because those people would not have access to the shuttle system serving the east end of the Valley. 

bOff-season parking only. 

cDay use visitors to Mariposa Grove would park at a 200-car, 5-bus staging area at the south entrance 
during the peak season and ride buses to the grove. 
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Table A-2. Day Parking Spaces During Peak Use Periods, Maximum Numbers Table A-3. Day Parking Spaces During Peak Use Periods, Maximum Numbers 
of Cars and Buses Per Day, and Peak Day Use Levels Based on Parking Availability, Alternative 1 of Cars and Buses Per Day, and Peak Day Use Levels Based on Parking Availability, Alternative 2 

Day Parking - Cars Average Da~ Parking - Cars Average Probable % 
Stay Maximum# Day Parking Maximum # of a Peak Day Stay Maximum # Probable of Uses from Peak Day 

Existing Alternative 1 {hours} Cars/Day Bus S~aces Day Buses/Day Use Level Existing Alternative 2 ~hours) Cars/Day Staging Area Staging Areas Use Level 

Yosemite Valley District Yosemite Valle~ District 
Yosemite Valley 

1,696a 8,025b 
Yosemite Val ey 2,513 0 0 0 El Portal, 70% 8,505 

East End 1,942 4 2,250 7.5 Chinquapin, 
West End 571 571 4 1,285 0 3,855 Crane Flat 

Cascades 10 10 3 30 0 0 90 Cascades 10 0 0 0 0 
Arch Rock 10 10 1 90 0 0 270 Arch Rock 10 0 0 0 0 
El Portal 20 20 1 180 0 0 540 El Portal 20 600 6 900 ------- 2,700 

Subtotal 2,553 2,307 Subtotal ~ 000 

Wawona District Wawona District 
Chinquapin 30 30 1 270 0 0 810 Chinquapin 30 600 6 900 ------- 2,700 
Badger Pass 600 600 3 1,800 8 24 6,600 Badger Pass 600 0 0 0 0 
Summit Meadow/ Summit Meadow/ 

Bridalveil 0 80 6 120 0 0 360 Bridalveil 0 0 0 0 0 
Glacier Point 200 100a 6,600c Glacier Point 200 0 0 0 Chinquapin 38% 1,026 
Wawona 125 125 2 563 0 0 1,689 Wawona 125 125 2 563 ------- 1,689 
Mariposa Grove 150 150 1.5 900 5 30 4,200 Mariposa Grove 150 0 0 0 So. Entrance 100% 2,700 
South Entrance 20 40 1 360 0 0 1,080 South Entrance 20 200 2 900 ------- 2,700 

Subtotal 1, 125 1,125 Subtotal 1, 125 925 

Mather District Mather District 
Tioga Pass 20 20 1 180 0 0 540 Tioga Pass 20 1,500 6 2,250 ------- 6,750 
Tuolumne Meadows 280 320 6 480 0 0 1,440 Tuolumne Meadows 280 0 0 0 Tioga Pass & 40% 5,400 
White Wolf 10 10 6 15 0 0 45 Crane Flat 
Tenaya Lake Area 80 80 3 240 0 0 720 White Wolf 10 0 0 0 0 
Crane Flat 50 200 6 300 0 0 900 Tenaya Lake Area 80 0 0 0 0 
Hodgdon Meadow 20 20 1 180 0 0 540 Crane Flat 50 1,500 6 2,250 ------- 6,750 
Foresta 10 10 3 30 0 0 90 Hodgdon Meadow 20 20 1 180 ------- 540 
Hetch Hetchy 40 40 1 360 0 0 1,080 Foresta 10 0 0 0 0 
Merced Grove 15 15 1 135 0 0 405 Hetch Hetchy 40 40 1 360 ------- 1,080 

Subtotal 525 ----=ns Merced Grove 15 15 1 135 ------- 405 
Subtotal -s25 3,ni5 

aNot all 1,696 spaces would be available at any one time. During the peak season, visitors would park in five 
200-car areas and ride shuttle buses to the east end. During the off-season, visitors would park in 696 spaces 
in parking areas retained in the east end. 

bPeak day use level for the east end of Valley includes people who would park at the Crane Flat staging area and 
ride buses to the Valley. 

cDay visitors to Glacier Point would park at Badger Pass during the peak use season. Assuming the bus service to 
Glacier Point would be adequate to accommodate all visitors who could park at Badger Pass, the peak visitor use levels 
would be the same for both areas. 
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Table A-4. Day Parking Spaces During Peak Use Periods, Maximum Numbers 
of Cars and Buses Per Day, and Peak Day Use Levels Based on Parking Availability. Alternative 3 

Da:t Parking - Cars Average 
Stay Maximum# Day Parking Maximum# of Peak Day 

Existing Alternative 3 (hours) Cars/Da:t Bus Seaces Da:t Buses/Da:t Use Level 

Yosemite Valle:t District 
Yosemite Valley 

14,430a East End 1,942 1,949 4 4,385 7.5 
West End 571 571 4 1,285 0 0 3,855 

Cascades 10 10 3 30 0 0 90 
Arch Rock 10 10 1 90 0 0 270 
El Portal 20 20 1 180 0 0 540 

Subtotal 2,553 2,560 

Wawona District 
Chinquapin 30 30 1 270 0 0 810 
Badger Pass 600 600 6 900 8 12 3,300 
Summit Meadow/ 

Bridalveil 0 80 6 120 0 0 360 
Glacier Point 200 200 1 1,800 5 45 7,650 
Wawona 125 125 2 563 0 0 1,689 
Mariposa Grove 150 150 2 900 5 15 3,450 
South Entrance 20 40 1 360 0 0 1,080 

Subtotal 1, 125 1,225 

Mather District 
Tioga Pass 20 20 1 180 0 0 540 
Tuolumne Meadows 280 320 6 480 0 0 1,440 
White Wolf 10 10 6 15 0 0 45 
Tenaya Lake Area 80 80 3 240 0 0 720 
Crane Flat 50 200 6 300 0 0 900 
Hodgdon Meadow 20 20 1 180 0 0 540 
Foresta 10 10 3 30 0 0 90 
Hetch Hetchy 40 40 1 360 0 0 1,080 
Merced Grove 15 15 1 135 0 0 405 

Subtotal 525 -m 

aPeak day use level for the east end of the Valley includes people who would park at the Crane Flat staging area 
and ride buses to the Valley. 

Table A-5. Day Parking Spaces During Peak Use Periods, Maximum Numbers 
of Cars and Buses Per Day, and Peak Day Use Levels Based on Parking Availability, Alternative 4 

Da:t Parking - Cars Average 
Existing/ Stay Maximum # Day Parking Maximum #of Peak Day 
Alternative 4 ~hours} Cars/Da:t Bus Seaces Da:t Buses/Da:t Use Level 

Yosemite Valle:t District 
Yosemite Valley 

East End 1,942 4 4,370 7.5 13,485 
West End 571 4 1,284 0 0 3,855 

Cascades 10 3 30 0 0 90 
Arch Rock 10 1 90 0 0 270 
El Portal 20 1 180 0 0 540 

Subtotal 2,553 

Wawona District 
Chinquapin 30 1 270 0 0 810 
Badger Pass 600 6 900 8 12 3,300 
Summit Meadow/ 

Bridalveil 0 0 0 0 0 
Glacier Point 200 1 1,800 5 45 7,650 
Wawona 125 2 563 0 0 1,689 
Mariposa Grove 150 2 900 5 15 3,450 
South Entrance 20 1 180 0 0 540 

Subtotal 1,125 

Mather District 
Tioga Pass 20 1 180 0 0 540 
Tuolumne Meadows 280 6 420 0 0 1,260 
White Wolf 10 6 15 0 0 45 
Tenaya Wolf 80 3 240 0 0 720 
Crane Flat 50 6 75 0 0 225 
Hodgdon Meadow 20 1 180 0 0 540 
Foresta 10 3 30 0 0 90 
Hetch Hetchy 40 1 360 0 0 1,080 
Merced Grove 15 1 135 0 0 405 

Subtotal 525 
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OVERNIGHT ACCOMMODATIONS AND CAMPSITES, TABLES A-6 
THROUGH A-9 

The following tables compare the existing accommodations and 
campsites located throughout the park with the accommodations and 
campsites included in the proposal and Alternatives 1, 2, and 3. A 
separate table for Alternative 4 is not included because there would 
be no change from existing conditions. 
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Table A-6. Proposed Changes in the Number of Overnight Units 

Existing Proposed 

Visitor Visitor Visitor Visitor 
Developed Area Multipliera Units Numbers Units Numbers 

Yosemite Valley District 
Yosemite Lodge 

Cabins with baths 3.2 
Cabins without baths 3.2 
Rooms with baths 3.0 
Rooms without baths 3.2 

Curry Village 
Cabins with baths 3.2 
Cabins without baths 3. 2 
Tent cabins 3.0 
Housekeeping 4.0 

Ahwahnee Hotel 
Hotel rooms 2. 7 
Luxury cabins 3.0 

Campgrounds 
Auto 4.0 
Walk-in 4.0 
Group SO.O 

Wawona District 
Bridalveil Campground 

Auto camp 4.0 
Horse group camp 2S.O 

Wawona 
Auto camp 4.0 
Group camp 30.0 
Hotel 2. 7 

Section 3S 
Cabins with baths 3.2 

Mather District 
Tuolumne Meadows 

Auto camp 
Walk-in camp 
Horse group camp 
Tent cabins 

White Wolf 
Tent cabins 
Auto camp 

Crane Flat 
Auto camp 

4.0 
4.0 

2S.0 
3.0 

3.0 
4.0 

4.0 
Tioga Road Campgrounds 

Auto camp 4.0 
Walk-in camp 4.0 

Hodgdon Meadow 
Auto camp 

Foresta 
Group camp 

High Sierra Camps 
Tent cabins 

Hetch Hetchy 
Walk-in camp 

Total Accommodations 
Total Campsites 

4.0 

30.0 

3.0 

4.0 

84 
91 

290 
16 

118 
90 

418 
300 

99 
22 

800 
S8 
14 

110 
0 

100 
1 

63 

6 

600 
so 

0 
66 

13 
86 

164 

1SS 
so 

110 

S6 

0 

1,732 
2,299 

269 
291 
870 

S1 

378 
288 

1,2S4 
1,200 

267 
66 

3,200 
232 
700 

440 
0 

400 
30 

170 

19 

2,400 
200 

0 
198 

39 
344 

6S6 

620 
200 

440 

30 

168 

0 

S,S28 
9,892 

0 
0 

3S4 
0 

118 
90 

33S 
232 

99 
22 

684 
S8 
14 

110 
2 

300 
1 

14S 

0 

400 
so 

2 
66 

2S 
1SO 

200 

2SO 
so 

200 

1 

S6 

30 

1,S42 
2,S02 

0 
0 

1,062 
0 

378 
288 

1,00S 
928 

267 
66 

2,736 
232 
700 

440 
so 

1,200 
30 

392 

0 

1,600 
200 
so 

198 

7S 
600 

800 

1,000 
200 

800 

30 

168 

120 

4,827 
10,788 

aMultiplier indicates the number of persons accommodated by each unit. 

Net Unit 
Increase/Decrease 

-84 
-91 
+64 
-16 

0 
0 

-83 
-68 

0 
0 

-116 
0 
0 

0 
+2 

+200 
0 

+82 

-6 

-200 
0 

+2 
0 

+12 
+64 

+36 

+9S 
0 

+90 

0 

0 

+30 

-190 
+203 

Table A-7. Changes in the Number of Overnight Units, Alternative 1 

Developed Area 

Yosemite Valley District 
Yosemite Lodge 

Cabins with baths 
Cabins without baths 
Rooms with baths 
Rooms without baths 

Curry Village 
Cabins with baths 
Cabins without baths 
Tent cabins 
Housekeeping 

Ahwahnee Hotel 
Hotel rooms 
Luxury cabins 

Campgrounds 
Automobile 
Walk-in 
Group 

Wawona District 
Badger Pass 

Motel 
Bridalveil Campground 

Auto camp 
Horse group camp 

Wawona 
Auto camp 
Group camp 
Hotel 

Section 3S 
Cabins with baths 

Mather District 
Tuolumne Meadows 

Auto camp 
Walk-in camp 
Tent cabins 

White Wolf 
Tent cabins 
Auto camp 

Crane Flat 
Auto camp 

Tioga Road Campgrounds 
Auto camp 
Walk-in camp 

Hodgdon Meadow 
Auto camp 

Foresta 
Group camp 

High Sierra Camps 
Tent cabins 

Hetch Hetchy 
Walk-in camp 

Total Accommodations 
Total Campsites 

Multiplier 
Factor a 

3.2 
3.2 
3.0 
3.2 

3.2 
3.2 
3.0 
4.0 

2.7 
3.0 

4.0 
4.0 

so.o 

3.0 

4.0 
2S.O 

4.0 
3.0 
2.7 

3.2 

4.0 
4.0 
3.0 

3.0 
4.0 

4.0 

4.0 
4.0 

4.0 

30.0 

3.0 

4.0 

Existing 

Visitor Visitor 
Units Numbers 

84 269 
91 291 

290 870 
16 S1 

118 378 
90 288 

418 1,2S4 
300 1,200 

99 267 
22 66 

800 3,200 
S8 232 
14 700 

0 

110 
0 

100 
1 

63 

6 

600 
so 
66 

13 
86 

164 

1SS 
so 

110 

S6 

(). 

1, 732 
2,299 

0 

440 
0 

400 
30 

170 

19 

2,400 
200 
198 

39 
344 

6S6 

620 
200 

440 

30 

168 

0 

S,S28 
9,892 

Alternative 1 

Visitor Visitor 
Units Numbers 

84 269 
91 291 

290 870 
16 S1 

118 378 
90 288 

418 1,2S4 
300 1,200 

99 267 
22 66 

800 3,200 
S8 232 
14 700 

40 

110 
2 

300 
1 

14S 

0 

600 
so 
66 

13 
86 

164 

1SS 
so 

110 

S6 

30 

1,848 
2,S31 

120 

440 
so 

1,200 
30 

392 

0 

2,400 
200 
198 

39 
344 

6S6 

620 
200 

440 

30 

168 

120 

S,8S1 
10,862 

aMultiplier factor indicates the number of persons accommodated by each unit. 

Net Unit 
Increase/Decrease 

0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
0 

0 
0 
0 

+40 

0 
+2 

+200 
0 

+82 

-6 

0 
0 
0 

0 
0 

0 

0 
0 

0 

0 

0 

+30 

+116 
+232 



Table A-8. Changes in the Number of Overnight Units, Alternative 2 Table A-9. Changes in the Number of Overnight Units, Alternative 3 

Existing Alternative 2 Existing Alternative 3 
i. Visitor Visitor Visitor Visitor Net Unit 

DeveloE!ed Area MultiE!lier a Units Numbers Units Numbers Increase/Decrease Visitor Visitor Visitor Visitor Net Unit 
DeveloE!ed Area MultiE!liera Units Numbers ~ Numbers Increase/Decrease 

Yosemite Valle:i::: District 
Yosemite Lodge Yosemite Valle:i::: District 

Cabins with baths 3.2 84 269 0 0 -84 Yosemite Lodge 
Cabins without baths 3.2 91 291 0 0 -91 Cabins with baths 3.2 84 269 84 269 0 
Rooms with baths 3.0 290 870 0 0 -290 Cabins without baths 3.2 91 291 0 0 -91 
Rooms without baths 3.2 16 51 0 0 -16 Rooms 3.0 290 870 290 870 0 

Curry Village Rooms without baths 3.2 16 51 0 0 -16 
Cabins with baths 3.2 118 378 0 0 -118 Spartan rooms 3.2 0 0 107 342 +107 
Cabins without baths 3.2 90 288 0 0 -90 Curry Village 
Tent cabins 3.0 418 1,254 0 0 -418 Cabins with baths 3.2 118 378 118 378 0 
Housekeeping 4.0 300 1,200 0 0 -300 Cabins without baths 3.2 90 288 90 288 0 
Hostel 1.0 0 0 100 100 +100 Tent cabins 3.0 418 1,254 268 858 -150 

Ahwahnee Hotel Housekeeping 4.0 300 1,200 300 1,200 0 
Hotel rooms •· 2.7 99 267 0 0 -99 Spartan rooms 3.2 0 0 150. 480 +150 
Luxury cabins 3.0 22 66 0 0 -22 Ahwahnee Hotel 

Campgrounds Hotel rooms 2.7 99 267 99 267 0 
Auto 4.0 800 3,200 0 0 -800 Luxury cabins 3.0 22 66 22 66 0 
Walk-in 4.0 58 232 320 1,280 +262 Campgrounds 
Group 50.0 14 700 0 0 -14 Auto 4.0 800 • 3,200 800 3,200 0 

Curry 2 Walk-in 4.0 58 232 58 232 0 
Tent cabins 3.0 0 0 150 450 +150 Group 50.0 14 700 14 700 0 
Cabins with baths 3.2 0 0 150 480 +150 El Portal 

El Portal Auto camp 4.0 0 0 200 800 +200 
Motel 3.0 0 0 400 1,200 +400 
Auto camp 4.0 0 0 200 800 +200 Wawona District 

Badger Pass 
Wawona District Motel 3.0 0 0 0 0 0 
Badger Pass Bridalveil Campground 

Hostel 1.0 0 0 40 40 +40 Auto camp 4.0 110 440 110 440 0 
Bridalveil Campground Horse group camp 25.0 0 0 2 50 +2 

Auto camp 4.0 110 440 0 0 -110 Wawona 
Walk-in camp 4.0 0 0 50 200 +50 Auto camp 4.0 100 400 300 1,200 +200 

Wawona Group camp 30.0 1 30 1 30 0 
Auto camp 4.0 100 400 100 400 0 Hotel 2.7 63 170 145 392 +82 
Group camp 30.0 1 30 1 30 0 Section 35 
Hotel 2.7 63 170 145 392 +82 Cabins with baths 3.2 6 19 381 1,219 +375 

Section 35 
Cabins with baths 3.2 6 19 0 0 -6 

Mather District 
Tuolumne Meadows 

Auto camp 4.0 600 2,400 0 0 -600 
Walk-in camp 4.0 so 200 200 800 +150 
Tent cabins 3.0 66 198 66 198 0 
Hostel 1.0 0 0 20 20 +20 

White Wolf 
Tent cabins 3.0 13 39 13 39 0 
Auto camp 4.0 86 344 0 0 -86 
Walk-in camp 4.0 0 0 86 344 +86 

Crane Flat 
Auto camp 4.0 164 656 164 656 0 

Tioga Road Campgrounds 
Auto camp 4.0 155 620 0 0 -155 
Walk-in camp 4.0 50 200 205 820 +155 

Hodgdon Meadow 
-Auto camp 4.0 110 440 110 440 0 

Foresta 
Walk-in camp 4.0 0 0 30 120 +30 
Group camp 30.0 1 30 1 30 0 

High Sierra Camps 
Tent cabins 3.0 56 168 56 168 0 

Hetch Hetchy 
Walk-in camp 4.0 __ o 0 _2Q. --1?.Q +30 

Total Accommodations 1, 732 5,528 1, 140 3,087 -592 
Total Campsites 2,299 9,892 1,497 6,040 -802 

aMultiplier indicates the number of persons accommodated by each unit. 
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EMPLOYEE RESIDENTIAL COMMUNITIES, TABLE A-10 

The following table lists the existing and proposed numbers of 
employees and residents in each residential community inside the 
park and at El Portal. 

232 

Table A-10. Proposed Changes in Size of Employee Residential Areas 

Existing 

Location 
Summer 

Emplo~ees Residentsa 
Winter a 

Emplo~ees Residents 
Summer a 

Emplo~ees Residents 

Yosemite Valley 
NPS 142 313 87 252 120 178 
YP&CC 1,240 2,490 626 1,815 1, 100 2, 110 
Other 64 168 S4 1S7 20 so 

Cascades 
NPS s 15 s 15 s 1S 

Arch Rock 
NPS 2 4 1 3 2 4 

El Portal 
NPS 84 182 so 14S 130 33S 
YP&CC so 123 38 110 300 798 
Other 61 1S3 48 139 286 639 

Chinquapin 
NPS 3 1 3 1 3 

Badger Pass 
NPS 0 0 1 1 1 3 
YP&CC 0 0 ·6 7 6 17 

Glacier Point 
NPS 3 3 0 0 3 3 

Wawona 
NPS 32 66 17 49 90 233 
YP&CC 74 83 1 3 85 121 

South Entrance 
NPS 2 4 3 2 4 

Tioga Pass Entrance 
NPS 2 2 0 0 2 2 

Tuolumne Meadows 
NPS 46 S1 0 0 46 S1 
YP&CC 70 77 0 0 60 66 

White Wolf 
NPS 10 11 0 0 10 11 
YP&CC 12 13 0 0 2S 28 

Crane Flat 
NPS 3 7 2 6 3 7 

Hodgdon Meadow 
NPS 26 41 7 20 37 107 

Foresta 
NPS 7 17 5 1S 0 0 
YP&CC s 9 2 6 0 0 
Other 3 9 3 9 0 0 

Mather Station 
NPS 10 11 0 0 10 11 

aMultipliers used were 1.1 for seasonal employees and 2.9 for year-round employees. 
Total residents in summer and winter include both seasonal and year-round employees and their 
families. 

Proposed 

Winter a 
Emplo~ees Residents 

25 73 
500 1,450 

1S 44 

s 1S 

1 3 

107 310 
260 7S4 
180 S22 

1 3 

1 3 
6 17 

0 0 

2S 162 
1S 44 

1 3 

0 0 

0 0 
0 0 

0 0 
0 0 

2 6 

37 107 

0 0 
0 0 
0 0 

0 0 



Table A-11. Amount of Disturbed Park Land, 

Location 

Yosemite Valley District 

Yosemite Lodge 
Accommdat1ons 

Existing Conditions 

Services and commercial facilities 
Employee housing 
Maintenance and warehousing 

Yosemite Vil I age 
Visitor services 
Employee housing 
Maintenance and warehousing 

Curry Villase 
Accommodations, including housekeeping 
Visitor services and commercial facilities 
Employee housing 
Maintenance and warehousing 

Ahwahnee Hotel 
Accommodations 
Visitor services and commercial facilities 
Employee housing 

Campgrounds 
Upper Pines 
Lower Pines 
North Pines 
Lower River 
Upper River 
Group camps 
Walk-in campgrounds 

Other Valley Areas 
Stable/kennel 
Employee housing 
Day parking 
Roads 
Sewage treatment plant 

Cascades 
Employee housing 
Picnic areas 

Acres 

24.3 
5.8 
7.7 
1.1 

8.2 
42.2 
10.0 

49.6 
5.2 
7.2 
1.1 

5.8 
4.1 
0.5 

24.1 
37.8 
8.4 

14.5 
10.6 
14. 7 
13.8 

4.0 
1.5 

22.8 
12.0 
2.8 

2.5 
5.0 

AMOUNTS OF DISTURBED PARK LAND, TABLES A-11 THROUGH 
A-16 

Table A-11 lists the amount of acreage associated with existing 
development within Yosemite National Park. Tables A-12 through 
A-16 list all changes in disturbed park land included in the 
proposal and Alternatives 1, 2, and 3. In Tables A-12 through 
A-15, acreages are broken out by vegetation type, and in Table 
A-16 acreages are broken out by soil type (for the proposal only). 

Location 

Arch Rock 
Employee housing, kiosk, comfort station, and 

parking area 

El Portal 
Employee housing and elementary school 
Maintenance area and open-air storage 
Trailer village 
Commercial areas 
Special use residences 
Wastewater treatment facility 

Wawona District 

Chinguapin 
Gas station, comfort station, and employee 

housing 

Bad7er Pass '• 
Skiacdities and parking area 

Bridalveil 
Campground 

Glacier Point 
Parking area and pathways, fast-food service 

and gift sales, and employee housing 

Wawona 
Hotel complex 
Golf course and tennis court 
Employee housing, maintenance area, and 

Pioneer History Center 
Campground 
Wastewater and water treatment systems 
Improvements on acquired properties in Section 35 

South Entrance Station 
Parking, entrance station, and employee housing 

Marieosa Grove 
Parking, gift sales, museum, Big Trees Lodge, 

and roadways 

Acres 

2.0 

21.3 
21.1 
16.1 
11.5 
45.0 
6.0 

1.0 

76.8 

28.9 

10.0 

5.5 
26.9 

12.0 
10.0 
15.0 

213.0 

1.5 

11.2 

Location 

Mather District 

Tiogas Pass Entrance Station 
Employee housing, parking, -and kiosk 

Tuolumne Meadows 
YP&cc commercial facilities, lodge, and stables 
Employee housing, historic structures, and horse 

trails 
Campground 
Meadow roads and trails 
Wastewater treatment facilities 

White Wolf 
Lodge, campground, and employee housing 
Wastewater treatment facility 

Crane Flat 
Gas station, campground, employee residence, 

and additional facilities 

Tioga Road Campgrounds and Picnic Areas 
Campgrounds 
Picnic areas 

Hodtdon Meadow 
Emp oyee housing and maintenance area, entrance 

station, and ranger station 
Campground 
Wastewater treatment facilities 

Foresta 
Group camp 
Improvements on acquired properties 
McCauley ranch and Meyer barns 

Hetch Hetchy 
Comfort station, employee housing, and parking 

area 

Mather Station 
Employee housing, garage, and corral 

Aspen Valley 
Improvements on acquired properties 

Backcountry District 
Improvements on acquired properties 

Acres 

0.8 

12.4 

9.6 
37.0 
2.4 

10.0 

22.6 
4.0 

36.9 

69.0 
7.7 

13. 7 
10.0 
3.0 

8.0 
8.5 
3.0 

1.5 

1.5 

6.0 

361.5 
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Table A-12. Proposed Changes in the Amount of Disturbed 
Park Land, by Vegetation Type (in acres) 

Vegetation 

"' c: ~ 

Effect c: "' :!::: 

Location/ Action 

Yosemite Valley District 

Removed .S! "' 
c: 
0 0 .=: ~ ~ u or c. 

"' ~.g i.i: "O 
Altered Restored CD "' "O .0 "' "O x 

.3 :l "' "' ~ (/) ~ a: 

Yosemite Lodge 
Remove 91 without-bath units 3.1 x 
Remove 84 with-bath units and construct 

80-room lodge 1.0 5.2 x 
Remove Pine Cottage (32 units) 0.5 x 
Remove 127 parking spaces 2.0 x 
Redesign Yosemite Falls parking area 

into shuttle bus stop ( 110 spaces) 0.8 x 
Remove employee tent cabins (48) 1.2 x 
Remove swimming pool, post office, 

and ice cream stand 0.6 x 
Provide dormitories for 78 employees 1.5 x 

*Subtotal -Z:S* ~ 

Yosemite Village 
Remove Pohono gift shop, Village 

service station, Degnans, YP&CC 
garage 1.6 x 

Remove 22 houses along Ahwahnee 
Meadow 2.1 

Remove YP&CC and NPS seasonal 
housing from Camp 6 (165 units) 9.0 x 

Redesign and restore portions of 
the Village Mall 3.0 x 

Adapt school to employee residences 
and restore surrounding impacted 
area 3.1 x 

Provide additional seasonal employee 
dormitories (90 rooms) 1.8 x 

Remove 21 NPS residences 4.8 x 
Restore Church Bowl area 1. 7 x 

*Subtotal 1.8* 25.3* 
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Type 

c: 
.2 
~~ ~ "' "*.g "' ·o 

0. :l 
"'O "' "' c:r 
·- Q) ~ 

"' ~~ u Vl 

x 

Location/ Action 

Curry Village 
Remove 83 visitor tent cabins 
Remove swimming pool, ice rink, 

Foster Curry cabin, residence 
and shed 

Remove ice rink parking (25 spaces) 
Remove Curry dump parking (161 

spaces) and additional shoulder 
parking (10 spaces) 

Remove 160 employee tent cabins 
Phase out portion of orchard parking 

and restore to native vegetation 
Remove 34 double riverfront units 

from housekeeping area and 
construct perimeter path 

Provide dormitories for about 300 
employees 

*Subtotal 

Ahwahnee Hotel 
Remove swimming pool and tennis 

courts 
Remove golf course 

*Subtotal 

Campgrounds 
Remove 116 riverfront campsites 

Other Valley Areas 
Remove 798 east end strip parking 

spaces 
Remove Degnan residence and Masonic 

hall 
Restore old wastewater treatment 

plant site 
Remove superintendent's residence, 

garage, and access road 
Provide 16 miles of bike trail 
Construct day parking area at 

Taft Toe (700 spaces) 
Construct Indian cultural center 
Construct 1,000,000-gallon storage tank 

*Subtotal 

Valley Subtotal* 

Q) 

c: 
c: 

Effect Q) 

S? Removed ;:;-
or Cl 

-0 
Altered Restored 0 

...J 

4.2 

1 .2 
0.5 

1.6 
6.8 

3.2 

0.2 3.3 

2.5 

2.7* 20.8* 

0.1 
4.0 

4.1* 

15.0 

5.5 

0.5 

2.8 

0.8 
14.5 

10.0 
2.0 
1.0 

27.5* 9.6* 

34.5* 88.2* 

Vegetation 

"' .s: ~ ~ o.o u. i5"0 
~"' -0 

-:: "' "' U)~ a: 

E 
c: 
0 
u 
-0 

"' x 
~ 

x 

x 
x 

x 
x 

x 
x 

x 

x 

x 
x 

x 
x 
x 
x 
x 
x 

Type 

c: 
.2 

~~ (ij 
:::: .'2 cue "' 0 

~-g c. 2. "' ·-"' .c ~ 
~~ u Vl 

x 

x 

Location/ Action 

El Portal 
Construct NPS/YP&CC administration 

buildings 
Construct NPS/YP&CC maintenance, 

warehouse, and open-air storage 
facilities 

Provide space for employee parking 
Construct NPS/YP&CC permanent 

housing 
Construct NPS/YP&CC seasonal housing 
Construct housing for other commercial 

employees 
Provide commercial facilities 
Provide residential-community 

amenities 
Construct day staging area with 

information/reservation station 

*Subtotal 

Wawona District 

Chinguapin 
Construct sand storage area 

Bridalveil Campground/Summit Meadow 
Construct paved parking area (SO 

spaces) 
Provide horse camp 
Construct parking area and ranger 

contact shelter at Summit Meadow 
(30 spaces) 

*Subtotal 

Effect 
Removed 

or 
Altered 

1.8 

8.8 
3.0 

55.0 
2. 1 

36.0 
10.8 

23.2 
2.0 

142.7* 

1.0 

0.6 
3.0 

0.6 

4.2* 

Restored 

Q) 

c: 
c: 
Q) 

0 
0. 
Cl 
Cl 
-0 
0 

...J 

Vegetation 

Q) 

-=~ c.o 
~~ 
~"' 

-:: "' 
U)~ 

~ 

u. 
-0 

"' a: 

x 

x 
x 

x 

~ 

~ ·c: 
0 
u 
"O 

"' -~ 
~ 

Tvpe 

c: 
.2 
~~ t .'2 cue "' 0 c:;-o 0. ::;; 
'O"' "' c:r 
·- QJ .c Cl 
~~ u Vl 

x 

x 
x 

x 
x 

x 
x 

x 
x 



Vegetation Type 

., .... c 
ii: .!!! c 

Effect ., ., ·;:: .~ 
0 ~~ ~ Removed 0 ·'=~ .... u -~ c. 

"' 
c.o u.. -0 cuo "' e or Cl (ii-O GJ Qj-O c. :::; 

Location/ Action Altered Restored -0 nl'D -0 x 'Oro "' ;:;;;-
e -= GJ "' ~ 

·- GJ B .. Location/ Action 
-' <ii~ a:: ~~ II) 

Glacier Point Provide horse camp 
Construct loop pathway and remove Remove ranger station 

unnecessary trails 0.2 0.2 x x 
Remove gift and food sales building 0.2 x *Subtotal 
Provide interpretive seating area 0.2 x 

White Wolf 
Subtotal 0.4* 0.4* Expand campground 

Expand tent cabin area 
Wawona Relocate horse corral 
Construct office and maintenance area 3.0 x 
Construct picnic area 0.5 x *Subtotal 
Construct utility lines from campground 

and new administrative/residential Crane Flat 
area 1.8 x Construct sand storage area 

Construct new wastewater treatment Construct sewage treatment facility 
plant 5.0 x Construct parking area (200 spaces) 

Restore inholdings 213.0a x with comfort station and ranger 
Relocate hotel parking 2.0 1.0 x contact shelter 
Construct 200-site campground Expand campground 

within Section 35 24.0 x Construct additional visitor facilities 
Construct NPS residential area 13.5 x 

*Subtotal 
*Subtotal 49.8* 214.0* 

Tio9a Road CamE9rounds 
South Entrance Station Expand Tamarack Flat 
Expand parking area to accommodate Expand Yosemite Creek 

shuttle system, parking, and Expand Porcupine Flat 
information station 4.0 x Remove Smokey Jack 

Upgrade wastewater treatment system 3.0 x 
*Subtotal 

*Subtotal 7.0* 

MariEosa Grove Hod9don Meadow 
Remove gift sales building 0.1 x Construct pipeline 
Convert Wawona Point road to trail 0.5 x Expand campground 
Provide off-season parking 0.5 x Expand residential area 
Restore parking area 3.0 x Construct district office building 

Expand sewage treatment plant 
*Subtotal 0.5* 3.6* 

*Subtotal 
Mather District 

Foresta 
Tuolumne Meadows Restore inholdings 
Construct visitor center and parking 0.7 x Remove 2 Meyer barns 
Relocate grocery store 0.7 0.5 x 
Construct backcountry orientation *subtotal 

facility 0.8 x 
Pave Cathedral Lakes parking area 1.0 x 
Relocate residential area 6.4 3.9 x 
Relocate YP&CC and NPS stables 2.0 5.2 x 
Relocate horse trails (10 feet wide) 1.2 1.2 x 
Remove historic structures 0.2 x 
Remove meadow volunteer trails, roads 2.4 x 
Remove campground loop and access 

road 5.0 x 
Construct 10-site picnic area 0.4 x 

Effect 
Removed 

or 
Altered 

3.0 

16.2* 

9.0 
0.5 
0.5 

10.0* 

1.0 
3.5 

2.5 
6.0 
1.5 

14.5* 

17.0 
15.0 
8.0 

40.0* 

1.2 
10.0 
1.5 
0.5 
0.5 

13.7* 

Restored 

0.1 

18.5* 

0.5 

0.5* 

~ 

10.0* 

7.4a 

~ 

7.9* 

., 
c 
ii: 
QI 

e 
c. 
"' "' -0 
e 
-' 

x 
x 

x 
x 
x 

Vegetation Type 

., 
.:: ;': .... 
c.e u.. -;;-o 
nl'D -0 -cu cu 
~~ a:: 

x 
x 
x 
x 

.... 
.!!! 
c 
e u 
-0 
a; 

.!5 
~ 

x 
x 

x 
x 
x 

x 
x 
x 
x 
x 

x 

c 
.!;! 

~~ 
cue 
Qj-0 
'O "' ·- OJ 
~~ 

x 

~ 
"' c. 
"' .c 
u 

~ ·c; 
::i 
cr .. 

I/) 

Vegetation Type 

., .... c 
ii: .!!! c 

Effect 
., ·c: .5? 
"§ 

., 0 ~~ ~ Removed .i::;i; ... u 
;;; a.o u.. "C cue "' or C> -;;-c "' Cj"'C c. 
-0 .0"' "O x 'O"' "' 

Location/ Action Altered Restored e ::i"' cu 
~ ·-"' 6 -' II)~ a:: ~~ 

Hetch Hetchy 
Construct campground and parking 

area 6.0 x 

AsE!en Valley 
Restore inholdings 6.0a x x 

Backcountry District 
Restore acquired properties 361.5a x x x x x 

aPortions of the areas indicated already resemble natural sites. The major change 
will occur at sites occupied by buildings and roads. Therefore, the extent of 
restoration will be less than the indicated acreage. 

.'2 
e 
::i cr .. 

en 
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Table A-13. Changes in the Amount of Disturbed Park Land, 
by Vegetation Type, Alternative 1 (in acres) 

Effect 

Location/ Action 

Yosemite Valley District 

Yosemite Lodge 
Relocate all facilities north of road 

Yosemite Village 
Remove sales facilities 
Remove YP&CC warehouse 

Removed 
or 

Altered 

38.9 

Remove YP&CC garage, beauty shop, barber 
shop, and bank 

Redesign village mall 

Curry Village 
Relocate 83 rockfall zone tent cabins 
Remove gift and mountain shops 
Relocate 34 housekeeping units 
Remove 30 rockfall zone employee tent 

cabins and construct new dormitory 
Phase out orchard parking 
Remove dump parking 

Ahwahnee Hotel 
Remove golf course 
Remove tennis courts 

7.3 

3.3 

1.8 

Restored 

38.9 

0.4 
1.6 

0.7 
3.0 

7.3 
0.3 
3.3 

1.8 
3.2 
1.5 

4.0 
0.1 

Campgrounds 
Relocate 116 riverside campground sites 15.0 15.0 

Other Valley Areas 
Remove kennel 0.3 
Remove residences 1.5 
Restore wastewater treatment plant site 2. 8 
Construct 1,000 west end parking spaces 15.0 
Remove some strip parking 5.3 
Construct 16 miles of bike trails 19.4 

Cascades 
Remove 5 NPS employee residences 2.5 

Arch Rock 
Remove two NPS employee residences, 

entrance station, and comfort station 

El Portal 
Construct NPS/YP&CC administration 

buildings 
Construct NPS/YP&CC maintenance, 

warehouse, and open-air storage 
facilities space 

2.0 

1.8 

8.8 

Vegetation 

OJ .... c: 
ii: ~ 

"' OJ 
c: 

0 .!:: ~ 
0 

c. .... (.) 

"' 
c.o -0 
~-0 u. 

"' "' -0 ~'"" -0 x 
0 -=OJ "' ~ -' en:!! a: 

x 

x 
x 

x 
x 

x 
x 
x 

x 

x 

x 

x 

x 
x 
x 
x 
x 
x 

x 

x 

Type 

c: .g 
;; ~ n; 

::: "' <110 "' ·5 
Qj-C c. ::J 
'O"' "' O" ·-"' ..r: OJ 
~~ (.) V> 

x 

x 

x 

x 



Effect 

Location/ Action 

Provide space for employee parking 
Construct NPS law-enforcement facility 
Construct NPS/YP&CC permanent 

housing 
Construct NPS/YP&cCC seasonal housing 
Construct housing for other commercial 

employees 
Provide commercial facilities 
Provide residential-community amenities 
Construct museum facility 
Construct entrance/information/ 
reservations station 

Wawona District 

Chinguapin 
Construct sand storage 
Remove ranger residence 

Badger Pass 
Construct motel-like facilities (40 

units) 
Provide 10-site picnic area 

Bridalveil Campground/Summit Meadow 
Provide 50-space horse camp, 50-site 

parking area at Bridalveil 
Prov_ide warming hut at Summit Meadow, 

30-site parking area 

Glacier Point 
Reduce parking to 100 cars 
Construct pathway 
Construct storage and seating for 

interpretation 

Wawona 

Removed 
or 

Altered 

2.0 
0.5 

24.9 
2.1 

15.5 
10.8 
22.7 
1.0 

0.5 

1.0 

1.0 
0.3 

3.6 

.0.6 

0.2 

0.2 

Construct a 200-site campground 24.0 
Use some acquired properties for 

employee housing; restore other 
properties 

Construct 15-site picnic area 0.5 
Construct office and maintenance area 3.0 
Construct sewage line to campgrounds and 

employee areas of Section 35 5.0 
Expand spray field 5.0 
Relocate hotel parking 2. 0 
Remove tennis court 
Remove golf course 

Restored 

0.2 

2.5 

1.0 
0.5 

26.4 

x 
x 

x 

Vegetation Type 

x 
x 

x 
x 

x 
x 

x 
x 

x 

c: 
0 
u 
"O 

"' -~ 
:>-

x 

x 
x 
x 

x 
x 
x 
x 

x 

x 
x 

x 
x 

x 
x 
x 
x 
x 

Vegetation Type 

"' -~ 
0.. 

Effect ~ 
~R~e-.m-o-v~e~d:..;:..:=-=---~ ~ 

Location/ Action 

South Entrance Station 
Construct information/reservations 

or 
Altered 

station, additional parking 0. 2 

Mariposa Grove 
Remove gift shop and Big Trees Lodge 
Convert Wawona Point Road to a trail 

Mather District 

Tuolumne Meadows 
Remove historic structures except for 

Parsons Lodge 
Remove meadow trails and roads 
Remove gift sales and equipment rental 

facilities 
Remove meadow roads 
Remove housing behind grocery store and 

at Bug Camp 
Construct NPS and YP&CC employee 

housing area 6.4 

Crane Flat 
Construct sand storage, parking, sewage 

treatment facility and spray field 7. O 

Tioga Road Campgrounds 
Consolidate campgrounds 10.0 

Hodgdon Meadow 
Construct wastewater trunk line 1.2 
Expand residential area 1. 5 

Foresta 
Restore acquired properties 

Hetch Hetchy 
Construct 30-site walk-in campground 

and 30-site parking area 6.0a 

Aspen Valley 
Restore acquired properties 

CJ 
Cl 

Restored ~ ----_J 

3. 1 
0.5 

0.3 
2.4 

0.1 
1.2 

3.9 

10.0 

x 

x 

x 

x 

x 

x 

x 

u_ 

"O 

"' c: 

x 

x 

x 

x 

x 

x 
x 

x 

Backcountry District 
Restore acquired properties x x x x 

aPortions ~f the areas i_ndicated ~!ready resemble natural sites. The major 
change will occur at sites occupied by buildings and roads. Therefore, 
the extent of restoration would be less than the indicated acreage. 

x 

x 

,., 
0 
::i 
r;;; 
CJ 
l/) 

x 
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Table A-14. Changes in the Amount of Disturbed Park Land, 
by Vegetation Type, Alternative 2 (in acres) 

Location/ Action 

Yosemite Valley District 

Yosemite Lodge 
Remove all facilities and restore 

area 

Yosemite Village 
. Remove facilities and restore area 

Curry Village 
Remove all Village facilities except 

cafeteria 
Remove housekeeping facilities 

Ahwahnee Hotel 
Remove golf course and tennis 

courts 
Remove pool 
Remove cabins 

Campgrounds 
Remove all existing campgrounds 

and restore areas 
Provide 320 walk-in campsites 64.0 

Other Valley Areas 
Remove one-half of Southside Drive 

and any additional unnecessary 
roads 

Remove additional remaining facilities 
Remove wastewater treatment plant 
Provide shuttle pullout stops 1.0 
Construct shuttle bus transfer 

station 1.0 
Remove all strip parking 

Construct west end developed area 
(Curry 2): 
300 visitor units 
Cafeteria and fast foods 
Grocery and other sales 
Administration buildings 

for NPS and YP&CC 
Emergency medical and 

maintenance service 

15.0 
1.0 
1.0 

1.5 

0.5 

Effect 
Removed 

or 
Altered 

38.9 

60.4 

39.6 
20.1 

4.1 
0.1 
2.1 

123.9 

6.0 
5.5 
2.8 

22.8 

Restored 

Vegetation 

x 

x 

x 
x 

x 
x 

x 
x 

x 
x 
x 
x 
x 
x 

x 
x 
x 
x 
x 

x 

Location/Action 

. Shuttle bus storage 
'Permanent housing (75 units) 

Seasonal housing (225 units) 

Cascades 
Remove housing 

Arch Rock 
Remove all facilities 

El Portal 
Construct NPS/YP&CC administration 

buildings (acreage includes space 
for employee parking) 

Construct NPS/YP&CC maintenance, 
warehouse, and open-air storage 
facilities 

Construct NPS law-enforcement 
facility 

Construct NPS/YP&CC permanent 
housing 

Construct NPS/YP&CC seasonal 
housing 

Provide residential-community 
amenities 

Construct staging area 
Construct a 400-unit motel 
Construct a 200-site campground 

at the trailer village area 

Wawona District 

Chinguapin 
Remove existing facilities 
Construct staging area 

Badger Pass 
Restore ski slopes, including 

impacted meadow areas 
Remove excess parking spaces 

except for shuttle bus 
turnaround 

1.0 
5.0 
6.5 

1.8 

8.8 

0.5 

18.7 

13.0 

5.3 
8.0 

10.0 

40.0 

7.0 

Bridalveil Campground/Summit Meadow 
Convert to walk-in campground 
Construct warming hut at Summit 

Meadow 0.1 

Effect 
Removed 

or 
Altered Restored 

2.5 

2.0 

1.0 

69.8 
1.0 

4.5 

12.0 

Vegetation Type 

x 

x 
x 

x 

x 

x 

x 

x 
x 
x 

x 

x 

x 

x 
x 

x 

x 

x 
x 
x 

x 



Effect 
Removed 

or 
Location/ Action . Altered Restored 

Glacier Point 
Remove excess parking spaces 

except for shuttle bus turnaround 
Remove additional facilities 
Provide for interpretive seating 

area, storage, and pathway 0. 4 

Wawona 
Construct residential area 
Upgrade sewage collection system 
Expand spray field 
Restore all inholdings 
Construct administration and 

maintenance area 
Relocate hotel parking 
Remove golf course 
Remove golf pro shop, swimming 

pool, gas station, and tennis 
court 

Provide 15-site picnic area 

South Entrance Station 
Construct staging area 

Mariposa Grove 
Remove gift shop and Big Trees 

Lodge 
Convert tram route to foot trail 
Remove excess parking 
Convert Wawona Point Road to 

trail 

Mather District 

Tioga Pass Entrance Station 
Construct stagiri_g area 
Remove existing facilities 

Tuolumne Meadows 
Convert and reduce campground 

area to 200 walk-in sites 
Remove all parking 
Remove meadow roads and trails 

13.5 
2.5 
5.0 

13.5 
2.0 

0.5 

4.0 

10.5 

4:5 
1.1 

1.0 
26.4 

·).9 

3.1 
4.1 
1.5 

0.5 

0.5 

5.0 
3.0 
2.4 

x 
x 

x 

x 
x 

Vegetation Type 

x 
x 

x 

x 
x 

x 

x 
x 
x 
x 

x 
x 

x 
x 

x 

x 

x 

x 
x 
x 

Vegetation Type 

Location/ Action 

Relocate YP&CC and NPS stables 
and horse trails 

Relocate grocery store and 
construct access road 

Remove gas station 
Construct backcountry orientation 

facility 

White Wolf 
Construct shuttle bus turnaround 

Crane Flat 
Remove store and gas station 
Construct 1, 500-car staging area 
Construct sewage treatment plant 

Hodgdon Meadow 
Construct sewer trunk line 

Foresta 
Provide walk-in camping 
Remove Meyer barns 
Restore acquired areas 

Hetch Hetchy 
Drain Hetch Hetchy Reservoir, 

remove O'Shaughnessy Dam 
Remove existing buildings 
Construct 30-site walk-in camp

ground and parking area 

Aspen Valley 
Restore acquired properties 

Effect 
Removed 

or 
Altered Restored 

2.7 

0.7 

0.8 

0.5 

10.5 
3.5 

1.2 

6.0 

6.0 

7.4 

0.5 
0.5 

1.0 

0.5 
8.5a 

552.4 
1.0 

x 

x 
x 

x 

x 

x x 

x 
x 
x 

x 

x 

x 

x 
x 

x 

x 

Backcountry District 
Restore acquired properties 1,021.4a x x x x x 

aPortions of the areas indicated already resemble natural sites. The 
major change would occur at sites occupied by buildings and roads. 
Therefore, the extent of restoration would be less than the indicated 
acreage .. 

x 
x 

x 
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Table A-15. Changes in the Amount of Disturbed Park Land, 
by Vegetation Type, Alternative 3 (in acres) 

. Vegetation Type 

Effect 
Removed 

or 
Location/ Action Altered Restored 

Yosemite Valley District 

Yosemite Lodge 
Construct 200-car parking area 

Yosemite Village 
Construct seasonal dormitories 
Remove Curry Garage 
Remove employee tent cabins from 

Camp 6 

Curry Village 
Construct grocery store 

Campgrounds 
Relocate 116 riverside campsites 

Other Valley Areas 
Remove 193 east-end strip parking 

3.5 

1.5 

0.2 

15.0 

spaces 1.4 
Remove wastewater treatment plant 

El Portal 
Construct NPS/YP&CC permanent. and 

seasonal employee housing 12.5 
Construct NPS/YP&CC maintenance, 

warehouse, and open-air storage 
facilities 8. 0 

Eliminate employee housing at trailer 
village site and construct a 200-
site vehicle campground 26.0 

Wawona District 

Chinguapin 
Construct sand storage area 1.0 

Badger Pass 
Provide a picnic area 0.3 

Bridalveil Campground/Summit Meadow 
Construcc parking area 
Construct horse camps 
Provide warming hut and associated 

parking area (30 spaces) 

Glacier Point 
Construct interpretive loop trail 
Construct commercial services/ 

interpretation building 

240 

0.6 
3.0 

0.6 

0.2 

0.2 

0.5 

9.0 

15.0 

2.8 

17.0 

x 

x 

x 

x 

x 
x 

x 

x 

x 

x 

x 
x 

x 

x 

x 

x 
x 

x 

x 

x 

Location/ Action 

Wawona 
Restore acquired properties not 

used for employee housing or 
visitor accommodations 

Provide utilities to new employee 
and visitor facilities 

Construct new wastewater treatment 
facility 

Relocate parking to rear of hotel 
Construct 200-site vehicle camp

ground 
Provide picnic area 
Construct office and maintenance 

area 

South Entrance Station 
Expand parking area 

Mariposa Grove 
Convert Wawona Point Road to a 

trail 
Relocate parking outside grove 

Mather District 

Tuolumne Meadows 
Remove McCauley cabin and Soda 

Springs enclosure 
Remove meadow roads and trails 
Construct visitor center and 

parking 
Construct backcountry orientation 

facility 
Provide additional employee 

housing 
Replace coffee shop with cafeteria 
Construct launc;lromat and bike 

and cross-country ski rental 
facilities 

Crane Flat 
Provide parking area 
Provide sand storage area 

Hodgdon Meadow 
Construct wastewater trunk line 
Expand residential area 

Foresta 
Restore acquired properties 

5.0 

5.0 
2.0 

24.0 
0.5 

3.0 

0.2 

2.0 

1.0 

0.2 

1.5 
0.2 

0.6 

2.5 
1.0 

1.2 
1.5 

Effect 
Removed 

"' c a: 
~ 
0 
c. 
"' en 
-0 or 

Altered Restored .3 

1.0 

0.5 
2.0 

0.3 
2.4 

x 

x 

x 
x 
x 

x 

Vegetation 

"' .!: ~ ... c.o u. n;-o 
'"'"' -0 -.., 

"' ~:a: a: 

x 

x 

... 
.2:! 
c 
0 

(.) 

-0 

"' x 
~ 

x 

x 

x 
x 

x 
x 

x 

x 
x 

x 
x 

x 
x 

x 

Type 

c 
.2 
~~ ~ "' <1>0 "' ·c; 
c;;-o c. §. O"' "' ·-Cl> .J:: "' ~::!E (.) ti) 

x 

Vegetation Type 

"' 

Location/ Action 

... c a: .2:! c 

"' "' 
·c: .2 

Effect 0 0 ~~ Removed c. .!: ~ ... (.) 

"' 
c.o i.i: -0 Cl>O 

or Cl n;-o "' c;;-o 
-0 '"'"' -0 .!5 om 

Altered 0 -:; "' "' ·-"' Restored ..J ci5::2: a: :a: ~:a: 

6.0a x x 

l 361.5a x x x x 

Aspen Valley 
Restore acquired properties 

Backcountry District 

Restore acquired properties 

aPortions of the areas indicated already resemble natural sites. The 
major change would occur at sites occupied by buildings and roads. 
Therefore, the extent of restoration would be less than the indicated 
acreage. 

~ .!: 
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Table A-16. Proposed Changes in the Amount of 
Disturbed Park Land, by Soil Type (in acres) 

Soilsc Effect Soilsc Effect 
Map Additional New Map Additional New 

Location/ Action Type Symbol Disturbance Disturbance Restored Location-Action Type Symbol Disturbance Disturbance Restored 

Yosemite Valley District Remove superintendent's 
0.8 residence Curry B-2 

Yosemite Lodge Construct 16 miles of bicycle 
Remove/construct visitor trails Varying 14.5 

facilities Leidig B-7 4.5 Construct day-use staging area Oak Glen F-2 8.0 
Oak Glen F-2 1.0 5.4 Sentinel C-1 2.0 
Alluvial A-3 1.5 Construct water storage facility Oak Glen F-7 1.0 

Reloca~e employee lodging Oak Glen F-2 1.5 0.5 Construct Indian cultural center 2.0 
Leidig B-7 0.4 
Alluvial A-3 0.3 *Subtotal 2.0* 25.5* 9.6* 

Redesign parking area 0.8 
Valley Subtotal 3.2* 31.3* 88.2* 

*Subtotal 1.0* 1.5* 13.4* 

Yosemite Village El Portal 
Remove commercial facilities Oak Glen F-2 1.6 Construct administration buildings Rancheria 2 1.8 
Remove Ahwahnee Row houses Yosemite Construct maintenance, warehouse Loamy, 

Loam B-1 2.1 and open-space storage 
Remove housing from Camp 6 Leidig B-7 8.0 facilities Alluvial 5 8.8 

Alluvial A-3 1.0 Provide space for employee Loamy 
Redesign village mall Oak Glen F-2 3.0 parking Alluvial 5 1.5 
Restore vicinity of school area Leidig B-7 2.1 Rancheria 2 1.5 

Curry B-2 1.0 Construct permanent housing Loamy b Construct dormitories Colluvial C-3 1.8 Alluvial 5 30.0 25.0 
Remove NPS residences Leidig B-7 1.0 Construct seasonal housing Loamy 

Oak Glen F-2 3.8 Alluvial 5 2.1 
Restore Church Bowl area Oak Glen F-2 1. 7 Construct housing for other 

commercial employees Ahwahnee 1 36.0 *Subtotal 1.8* 25.3* Provide commercial facilities Ahwahnee 1 10.8 
Provide residential-commercial Curry Village amenities Mixed 13.2 10.0 Reduce visitor tent cabins Colluvial C-8 4.2 Construct day-use staging area Loamy Remove employee tent cabins Colluvial C-8 4.1 with information/reservation Alluvial 5 2.0 Remove additional facilities Sentinel B-15 2.7 section 

Sentinel B-12 1. 7 
Phase out portion of orchard *Subtotal 100.3* 42.4* parking Leidig B-7 3.2 
Remove riverfront housekeeping Wawona District 

units Leidig B-7 3.3 
Provide perimeter walkway at Chinguaein Housekeeping Leidig B-7 0.2 Construct sand storage area Mixed Provide employee dormitories Sentinel B-15 1.0 Conifer 1.0 Alluvial F-6 1.5 
Re"love Curry dump parking Leidig B-7 1.6 Bridalveil Cameground/ 

2.5* 20.8* 
Summit Meadow 

*Subtotal 0.2* Construct parking areas Red Fir 1.2 

Ahwahnee Hotel Construct horse camp Red Fir 3.0 

Remove golf, tennis, and 
*Subtotal 4.2* swimming facilities Leidig B-7 4.1 

Camegrounds Glacier Point 
0.2 Reconstruct pathway system Red Fir 0.2 Remove riverfront campsites Leidig B-7 7.0 

Remove facilities Red Fir 0.2 Sentinel B-15 8.0 
Provide interpretive seating area Red Fir 0.2 

*Subtotal 15.0* 
*Subtotal 0.4* 0.4* 

Other Valley Areas 
Remove strip parking Roadside 5.5 
Remove additional employee 

facilities Sentinel C-1 0.5 
Remove old sewage treatment Stony 

plant Alluvial A-1 2.8 241 
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Location/ Action 

Wawona 
Construct administration and 

maintenance area 
Construct picnic area 
Construct pipeline 

Construct wastewater treatment 
plant 

Relocate hotel parking 
Restore inholdings 
Construct .200-site campground 
Construct NPS residential area 

*Subtotal 

South Entrance Station 
Expand parking area 

Upgrade wastewater treatment 
system 

*Subtotal 

Mariposa Grove 
Remove gift sales building 
Convert Wawona Point Road to 

trail 
Restore parking area 
Provide off-season vehicle 

parking 

*Subtotal 

Mather District 

Tuolumne Meadows 
Construct additional visitor and 

employee facilities 
Remove visitor and employee 

facilities 
Construct new roads and parking 

Relocate horse trail, NPS and 
YP&CC stables 

Remove trails and roads 

Construct picnic area 

Construct horse camp 

Remove ranger sation 

Subtotal 

242 

Type 

Soboba Sand 
Soboba Sand 
Roadside 
Soboba Sand 

Map 
Symbol 

1 
1 

1 

Calpine Loam • 3 
Calpine Loam 3 
Calpine Loam 3 
Soboba Sand 1 

Mixed 
Conifer 

Mixed 
Conifer 

Sequoia 
Mixed 

Conifer 
Sequoia 
Mixed 

Conifer 

Lodgepole 
Pine 

Lodgepole 
Pine 

Lodgepole 
Pine 

Lodgepole 
Pine 

Subalpine 
Mdw 

Lodgepole 
Pine 

Lodgepole 
Pine 

Lodgepole 
Pine 

Effect 
Additional New 
Disturbance Disturbance 

1.5 

1.7 

2.0 

24.0 

29.2* 

_Q2_ 

0.5 

,/ 

1.5 
0.5 

0.1 

5.0 

13.5 

20.6* 

4.0 

3.0 

7.0* 

7.2 

2.4 

3.2 

0.4· 

3.0 

16.2* 

Restore 

1.0 
213.0a 

214:0* 

0.1 

0.5 
3.0 

3.6* 

9.6 

6.4 

2.4 

0.1 

18.5* 

Location/ Action 

White Wolf 
Expand campground and tent 

cabins 
Relocate horse corral 

*Subtotal 

Crane Flat 
Construct additional visitor 

facilities 
Construct sewage treatment 

facility and spray field 
Construct parking area 

Expand campground 

Construct sand storage area 

*Subtotal 

Tioga Road Campgrounds 
Remove campgrounds 
Expand campgrounds 

Hodgdon Meadows 
.Construct pipeline 

Expand campground and 
residence area 

Construct office building 

Expand sewage treatment plant 

*Subtotal 

Foresta 
Restore inholdings and relocate 

Meyer barns 

Hetch Hetchy 
Construct campground, parking 

Aspen Valley 
Restore inholdings 

Backcountry 

Restore acquired properties 

Type 

Lodgepole 
Pine 

Lodgepole 
Pine 

Mixed 
Conifer 

Mixed 
Conifer 

Mixed 
Conifer 

Mixed 
Conifer 

Mixed 
Conifer 

Red Fir 
Red Fir 

Mixed 
Conifer 

Mixed 
Conifer 

Mixed 
Conifer 

Mixed 
Conifer 

Mixed 
Conifer 

Chaparral 

Red Fir
Lodgepole 

Mixed 
Vegetation 

Map 
Symbol 

Effect 
Additional New 
Disturbance ::>isturbance· 

1.0 

0.5 

1.5* 

9.5 
0.5 

10.0* 

0.5 

3.5 

2.0 

6.0 

1.0 

13.0* 

40.0 

1.2 

11.5 

0.5 

0.5 

13.7* 

6.0 

aPortions of the areas indicated already resemble natural sites. The major change 
will occur at sites occupied by buildings and roads. Therefore, the extent of 
restoration will be less than the indicated acreage. 

bGross estimate of soil type. 

Restored 

0.5 

0 •. 5* 

10.0 

cSoil types have not yet been identified for most areas of Yosemite. In cases where soil 
types are unknown, the general environment in which the soil was derived is indicated by 
listing the associated vegetation type. The map symbols key to the soils maps presented 
in the Description of the Environment. 
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