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James Sleznick. Sr.
Sumerintendent
Finnacles National Monument

Faicines. CA 9%S04T
' Su’
Re: Finnacles N.M. General Master Flan and OO - 4
Draft Development Concept Flan —

As stated in my letter of Aug Fl. 1990 what follows is my initial
gnput of ideas. sclutions and compromises targeted for the .1
Favision and amendment of the 1976 GMF and the June 1990 DDC.
;ﬁgese ideas are intended to promote solutions to the "“conflicts
= use. overcrowding at peak use periods, confusion of cperation
st and a considerably diminished visitor euperience"” as outlined
<M the '7& GMF.

Z:f o
g do appreciate your stated "open mindedness" and your
pillingness to update the aged GMF. I realize that this involves |
fcignificant work, and will cost some time to affect the process.
In the long rumn a little eutra plamning time to "do it riaht the
first time" will vield the highest guality result as well as
being consistant with the currenv needs and wishes of your
constituency.

I am in favor of the “no acticn plan' as stated in the June 1990
DDC for Finnaclese National Monument UNLESS. the following
specific points can be worked into the Western EBoundry Flan.
which I then would support, It would be interesting to ses what
approximately %2 million of renovation and restoration would do
for the emisting Chaparral site.

1. A quota system needs to be ifAitiated to regulate the number

of day users and campers having access to the park. (In short. we
need to start turning peoples away in order to preserve the flora,
fauna and guality of visitor experience at the Finnacles) This is
common in other parte with a limited “carrving capacity." -

2. Camping facilities need to be provided in the West

District. I support a limited camping facility, via walk in or
shuttle in service in the Chaparral Area. In 16 vears, the Fark
Service has failed to identity a willing, private provider for
out of the park camping. adjaoining the west boundry. Eliminating
the inmn-park camping weould deminieh the visitor experience %3 that
of & county park and would mot be for the long term gocd o~
perserving and protecting Finnacles or other National Farss and J

Monumentes.

(ON

A brief note:

The "elimination"” of the east side Chalone Creek Camprounc has
actually resulted in a net gazin of improvements in that a-=2ai.

In fact., there are T added trailer residences. and an excesadad
maintenence area., in additian to the (previocusly existinc single
trailer residence adjoining the maintemnecs arsa and stock 2en.
Trhis camp closure has met few obiectives of the 7& GMF ct-=r than
to relocates camping to outside the park (& disaster) and =2
reduce the burden on staf+ for fee collectiorm and patrci.
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Ficnicrers impact the ar=sa much line campers did amag the result
13 NMe smianlticant restoration. l2ssening of 1npact or reduction
o develpopment in the Chalone Crzel area. Wiy neot revert thic
area to a more useftul welkin campoground? One that ie more central
to trailheads, and the Finnacles experience! You have only to
move a few boulders delineating parking.

Additionally. manmy view the private camporound on the east side a
major Fark Service failure, do to the distancinag of the camp to
intrepetive displavys, trailheads, the topographic features of the
park and imntormative staff. Futting people "out of touch" so to
speak, Frivate parks have a different purpose, provide different
services and have radically different economic structures. They
do not eftectively communicate the need +for conservation
awareness., interpetation, stewardship for ocur wild lands or the
Fark Services ethics for visitor behavior, Most importantly. any
campgrocund outside the park is separate (a part from) the
Manument . It cannoct offer the same contact experience of a
campground within the Fark. The riaht kind of in Fark camping
experience isg paramount to cultivate responsible wilderness
ethics and behaviors.

My fear is that the west side Chaparral Campground., under the
present DDC’'s Double Gate or Western Boundry Options would
suffer much the same fate of the Chalone Creek site, and
similarly +ail to meet the desired end result. As the ‘746 GMF
states (p.15) "Camping accounts for 27 percent of the tpal
vigitation" - this is & significant activity that must be
adequately and properly planned for.

In theory and in practice the East and West Districts of the
Monument. by topoaraphical nature, as well acs administrative
design. function separately. There should be separzte. unigue
N.F.E2. plans to accomodate camping visitors on both sides of the
Finnacles as it is impractical to commute from one district to
another for day activities and the hike from East tc West
Districts mav be too strenucus for some. h

-
2. ©Separate use areas should be created. Ficnic areas should be
ecstabhlicshed separate from the Campground. A picnic area could
be located MNorth of the existing restroom building with a

‘raworked trail {(utilizing the existing bridge over the crzek) as L{

access to Machaste Ridge. Camping could be relocatec to the
present parking area. OFf course the asphalt would resed to be
removed and proper visual screening would need to be planted.

I do not cbiect to the visual presence of the currert camp or
parking area. It is a smxll price to pay for the benefit of
knowing that some campers will leave with a new fourd experience
and apopreciation for land concservation and cur Naticnal Fark
svstem. Through an informal survev, it is mv understanding that
most Monterey Fenninsula residents do not camg reqularlyv at the
Finnacles. More likelv camperzs come from the Bav Ar2a and
hevaond.
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4. Breater emphasis should be placed on educating visitors as to
the fragile nature of the Finnacles ecosystem. A definative
interpetive plan and budget must be drawn and put into effect
that will result in informed visitors actively contributing to
the preservation of our park.

S. fAny plan adopted must result in a net reduction of .
improvements., regardless of their location. It is not equitable
to trade the Chaparral area’s "restoration” for the "destruction®
of otherwise natural lands at the west boundry unless there is a
significant reducticon of disturbed lands. v
&. Staf+ housing should be relocated ocutside the park, with the
exception of a ranger specifically assigned for 24 hour security.
Scledad, 10 miles to the west offers reacsonably priced and
proximal housina,. The same should be done for East District
stat+.

In closing let me draw to ow attention & thought., that, in the
interest of “"praogress" is often overlooked:

For any land area, there is a "natural capacity” that can be
supported by the topography, soil system and flora and fauna.
Increased development wrongly suggests otherwise by upsetting
nature’'s delicate balance. Ultimately all development results in
a shift and magnification of conservation problems.

Mz%w"fw/wz

50

_ MOUNTAIN TOOLS

-

~

P.O. BOX 22788 CARMEL, CA 93922 (408) 625-6222
FAX (408) 625-1926




Response to Larry Arthur

1. The need for revising the Pinnacles” Master Plan was carefully considered but it
was concluded that the plan’s direction, including provisions calling for a shift to day
use, remains fundamentally sound.

2. Given the plan’s proposals for vegetative restoration at Chaparral, elimination of
overnight camping, and the development of alternative day use facilities at the West
Boundary area, it is expected that projected levels of use can be accommodated for
many years. A few years of experience with the new development configuration will
be needed to determine the need for additional controls or management actions.

3. See response above to Joseph Rock.

4, The plan provides for the removal of the parking tot and the rotation of day use
facilities within this and the existing camp/picnic area.

5. An interpretive prospectus for the monument is being prepared to better inform
visitors about the nature of the ecosystem and other important features of the
Pinnacles. The proposed plan provides for a small visitor center on the west side with
adequate room for interpretive exhibits.

6. The proposed plan will, through the restoration of the Chaparral overlook and main
Chaparral parking lot, and through the removal from Chaparral of most administrative
facilities, provide major ecological improvements for the west side. More importantly
than the total affected acreage, the plan will shift the locus of development from the
heart of Pinnacles” prime resources to the margin of the monument where
development impacts are less critical.

7. See response # 2 above to the Ventana Chapter of the Sierra Ciub.
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461 Donald Drive
Hollister, CA 95023
September 9, 1990

Mr. James Sleznick ;3 .
Superintendent i) L
Pinnacles National Monument ' LIV
Paicines, California 95043 SF ; ~
5 f ,

Re: West District - Draft DevelopmentAhuﬂu-EHOM

Concept Plan and Environmental Assessment . ;,‘ MO

Dear Mr. Sleznick:

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on your proposed plans
for the west side of the Monument. I am in general agreement
with the proposed action, the West Boundary Alternative. I
offer the following specific comments for your consideration in
developing the final plan.

Chaparral Area

The proposed plan has the long term goal of relocating
facilities which are visible from the High Peaks trail. A
new combination ranger station and seasonal residence is to
be located so that it is not visible from the high peaks
trail. However no mention is made as to whether the new
parking area is visible or not visible from the high peaks
trail. The new parking area should be located where it is
not visible from the high peaks trail. This should be
clarified in the final EA.

From a design standpoint it may be preferable to
interchange the location of the new parking area and the
entrance road. By placing the parking area to the south
the parked cars are less likely to be visible fromz the high
peaks area. The sight of moving cars on the road would be
less objectionable than a view of a parking lot. 1In
addition visitors would not need to cross the road to visit
the ranger station. This should encourage more visitors to
come into the ranger station and learn more about the
monument programs and policies.

Under the Proposed Action the existing parking area at the
Chaparral area is to be retained for the present time. I
recommend that you close and restore the existing parking
area as one of the first steps of implementing the final
plan. This could be done by en'arging the new parking area
on a temporary basis to accommodate about the same number
of vehicles as the existing lot. Then when visitcr use
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eventually increases to the point where a year round
shuttle system is feasible any excess parking spaces at the
Chaparral area can be removed and the area restored.
Meanwhile the existing, highly visible, parking area would
be well on its way to restoration.

The proposed action also calls for redesigning the existing
trail system in the Chaparral area to reduce short-cutting.
This would be the perfect opportunity to also design and
designate a whole access trail in this area. It would be
nice to see that in the final proposed action.

Fal-y - e e
Camping

The 1976 Master Plan for the Monument calls for the
elimination of camping within the monument boundaries. At
the present time there does not seem to a proposal for a
private campground near the west side of the Monument. It
would seem appropriate to provide an overnight campground
in the West Boundary developed area until such time as a
private campground is developed nearby. The Chaparral area
would be converted to day use only as part of the proposed
action. Camping within the monument would only be
eliminated when private facilities become available. This
would be a similar scenario to that which occurred some
"years ago on the east side where camping within the
Monument was eliminated after the development of the
private Pinnacles Campground adjacent to the Monument.

Trails

The trail down Jawbone Canyon sounds like a good route and
I look forward to its completion. Is a trail from the
shuttle area at the West Boundary to the High Peaks Trail
near Scout Peak also possible? This would reduce pressure
on the shuttle for those who wanted to head directly to the
High Peaks and would make an additiocnal loop trail
available by connecting with the Jawbone and Juniper Canyon
trails.

Appendix A
The appendix lists only animal species. Are there no
endangered, threatened or cand1date plant species in this
area?

Please place my name on your mailing list for a copy of the
Final Development Concept Plan.

Sincerely,

Mﬁ?!
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Response 10 John Hervey

1. The proposed parking lot will be topographically screened from most points on the
high peaks trails and from all major vistas.

2. The plan has been revised to make the new parking lot the terminus in the
Chaparral area. Parking will be located as close as practicable to the south to ensure
good screening from the high peaks ftrails.

3. The plan provides for early elimination and restoration of the existing parking lot,
and the implementation of a shuttle program as needed.

4, The Balconies Trail is currently wheelchair accessible for approximately half a mile,
providing good opportunities to experience the phenomena of the Pinnacles.
Possibilities for further enhancing the accessibility of this trail will be considered in the
context of restoration of the main parking lot and redesign of the trail system in the
Chaparral area.

5. Development of a replacement campground at the West Boundary area would
affect 5-6 acres of land and wouid be counter to the objective of minimizing
development impacts. Also, comments by campers suggest an affinity for the
existing campground location; there is some doubt as to whether a substitute site in
a dry grassland area would provide an equivalent experience.

6. This is a good concept and opportunities for a direct trail route from the developed
area to the High Peaks will be investigated. The steepness of the terrain and need to
avoid adverse visual impacts will necessitate a carefui evaluation of this proposal.

7. Plant species are discussed in the body of the document under Affected
Environment; Natural Resource, Vegetation.
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PLANNING TEAM
Dan Olson, Planner, Western Regional QOffice

Ron Replogle, Landscape Architect, Western Regional Office

James Sleznick, Superintendent, Pinnacles National Monument
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CONSULTANTS

Staff, Pinnacles National Monument
Staff, Park Historic Preservation Division, Western Region

James Huddlestun, Environmental Specialist, Western Region
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APPENDIX

U.S. FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE
LISTING OF

ENDANGERED, THREATENED, AND CANDIDATE SPECIES



APPENDIX A

LISTED ENDANGERED AND THREATENED SPECIES AND
. CANDIDATE SPECIES THAT MAY OCCUR IN THE AREA OF THE PROPOSED
PINNACLES NATIONAL MONUMENT
(1-1-89-5p-938)

Birds

least Bell's vireo, Vireo bellii pusillus (E)

bald eagle, Haliseetus leucocephalus (E)

American peregrine falcon, Falco peregrinus anatum (E)
California condor, Gymogyps californianus (E)

dida ecies
Mammals

big-eared kangaroo rat, Dipodomys elephantinus (2)

Pacific western big-eared bat, Plecotus townsendii townsendii (2)
greater western mastiff bat, EFumops perotis californicus (2)
Salinas pocket mouse, Perognathus-inornatus psammophilus (2)

i Amphibians

California tiger salamander, Ambystoma tigrinum californiense (2)
California red-legged frog, Rana aurora draytonii (2)

Reptiles
southwestern pond turtle, Clemrys marmorata pallida (2)
Invertebrates

Pinnacles shield-back katydid, Idiostatus kathleenae (2)
Pinnacles optioservus riffle beetle, Optioservus canus (2)

(E)--Endangered {T)--Threatened {CH)--Critical Habitat

(1)--Category 1: Taxa for which the Fish and Wildlife Service has sufficient
biological information to support a proposal to list as endangered or
threatened.

(2)--Category 2: Taxa for vhich existing information indicated may warrant
listing, but for which substantial bilological information to support a
proposed rule is lacking.




