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Figure 11.   Location of Old Growth Stands within the Memorial Boundaries (Symstad and Bynum, 2005) 

          
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
  

 
Old Growth Ponderosa Pine Forest (Memorial Staff) 
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A small floristic inventory was conducted on two well-developed areas of riparian vegetation:  
Lafferty Gulch and Starling Basin (Marriott, H. and C. Meyer 2005).  The goal of the 2005 
inventory was to expand the list of documented species for the Memorial by collecting voucher 
specimens. During the inventory, 207 collections were made representing 158 species.  Of 
these, 117 species are newly documented records for the Memorial. Particularly represented are 
wetland and emergent species, especially the genus Carex (15 species newly reported).  Six 
occurrences of species of concern were documented: Carex leptalea (brisly stocked sedge) (two 
occurrences), Cynoglossum virginianum var. boreale (wild comfrey) (two occurrences), 
Cypripedium parviflorum, (slipper) and Sorbus scopulina (Greene’s mountain ash).  These are 
tracked by Black Hills National Forest, but only Cypripeidum parviflorum (slipper) is on the USDA 
Forest Service Region 2 Sensitive list. None of these species are listed as Threatened or 
Endangered. 
 
In accordance with the Superintendent’s Compendium (2008) specimen collection (taking of 
plants, fish, wildlife, rocks or minerals) requires a permit issued to an official representative or 
institution when specimen removal will not adversely affect the Memorial.  However, the 
Superintendent may limit size and quantity of and location where natural products that may be 
gathered or processed.  The Superintendent may also restrict the possession and consumption 
of those products to the Memorial area. 
 
The Vital Signs Monitoring Plan prepared by the Northern Great Plains I&M Network (NPS 2005) 
indicates that exotic plants are a significant concern to park staff. Although not as pervasive a 
problem as at other parks, exotic plants are present including noxious ones such as Canada 
thistle and leafy spurge. Disturbed areas such as roadsides and around developed areas have 
significant levels of both of those as well as annual brome grasses, houndstongue, mullien, and 
spotted knapweed. There are about 100 acres of land at the park that were disturbed as the 
result of development activities. These acres are in need of native plant restoration. The non-
native mountain goats are an issue to park staff because their presence conflicts with NPS 
management policies, and to a lesser extent because they may be having deleterious impacts to 
park vegetation and can be a safety issue to visitors and vehicle traffic.  
 

 3.2.3 Threatened, Endangered and Sensitive Species 
 
There are no known federally listed wildlife species that reside within the Memorial.  No critical 
habitat is known to exist within the Memorial.  There are several rare or uncommon species, 
species of concern or indicator species found or likely to occur within the boundaries.  These 
species include: northern leopard frog, pale milk snake, brislystocked sedge, wild comfrey, 
slipper, Greene’s mountain ash, northern goshawks, brown creepers, black-backed 
woodpeckers, pine martins (recently reintroduced), land snail (Vertigo spp.), and mountain lion.  

 
3.3 Access to the Backcountry Trail System  

   
3.3.1 Aesthetic, Visual and Recreation 

   
The major resource at the Memorial is the carving itself, carved during the period from 1927 to 
1941.  The natural setting surrounding the Memorial provides an important part of the aesthetic 
and visual experience enjoyed by millions of visitors each year. Visitors can enjoy views of rock 
outcrops, steep canyons, cliff faces, scenic woodlands, old growth ponderosa pine forest, 
streams, scenic vistas, wild flowers, birds and wildlife.   
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While the majority of visitation is for purposes of seeing the sculpture and associated visitor 
facilities, a small amount of rock climbing, nature observation, and hiking currently occurs within 
the Memorial boundaries. 
  

 
3.3.2 Visitor Use and Experiences 

   
A Visitor Study conducted in summer 2007 by the University of Idaho (NPS 2007) indicates that 
the average length of stay for 559 visitor groups interviewed was 3.4 hours.  Results indicated 
that 40% of the visitor groups spent 4 or more hours and 39% spent up to 2 hours visiting the 
park.   According to this study the most common activities were viewing and learning about the 
Memorial, visiting the information center and bookstore and shopping in the park gift shop (NPS 
2007).    
Annual visits to the Memorial have averaged around 3 million a year in the last decade with the 
peak period of visitation from May through September.  User groups include general visitor and 
park neighbors, organized groups, and education groups.  The Evening Lighting Ceremony 
which begins in May and concludes the end of September is very popular and attracts between 
2,000 and 3,000 visitors nightly during the summer months.   
 
Other day use activities include hiking, rock climbing, photography and nature observation.  The 
Presidential Trail is a heavily used trail and one of the main activities of visitors to the park.  
There are several rock climbing areas within the boundaries of the Memorial.  A Survey of Rock 
Climbers at Mount Rushmore National Memorial indicates that climber use days have increased 
at Mount Rushmore from 350 in 1989 to over 5,600 in 1996.  Mount Rushmore tracks the 
number of climbers through self-registration boxes at 2 locations within the Memorial.  Climbing 
numbers for 2006 (collected by NPS staff) were approaching 3,150 self-registered climbers.   
 
The Visitor Study (NPS, 2007) asked participants if they would use a picnic area or hiking trail.  
Fifty-eight percent said they would use a picnic area and 50% would use a new, longer trail.   

 
3.3.3 Access Points 

 
There are three main access roads to the Memorial:  Highway 16, Highway 16A and Highway 
244.  Most visitors arrive through Rapid City traveling on Highway 16 and 16A through the town 
of Keystone to South Dakota Highway 244.  According to SD Department of Transportation 
(2007), the average daily traffic (ADT) for Highway 16 before Keystone is greater than 2,500 
vehicles.  That average daily count drops to 1,501 – 2500 as it passes the intersection of 
Highway 40.  The section of Highway 244 that meanders through the Memorial averages 551 – 
1,500 vehicles per day.  This traffic (including those that pass through the Memorial without 
stopping) contributes to the congestion of the park roads and slows the parking area access and 
egress (NPS 1980).  
 

         
Sample of the variety of wildflowers found in Starling Basin (NPS). 
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Figure 12.  Traffic Counts near Mount Rushmore National Memorial (SD DOT) 
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 3.3.4 Parking 
 
The existing parking facility at the Memorial is operated by Presidential Parking, Inc. (PPI), a 
subcontractor to the Mount Rushmore National Memorial Society. There is a $10.00 Annual 
Pass for cars and recreational vehicles. This parking fee is valid for the entire calendar year in 
which it is purchased.  National Park Passes, Golden Age, Access and Eagle Passports are not 
accepted for parking.  Bus parking fee is $50.00 (valid for a period of 24 hours).  There are 1,150 
parking spaces at this facility.  Other parking near the Memorial includes the Profile Parking Lot 
with 15 spaces.  See photos of parking areas in Figures 5-9.  The Visitor Study (NPS, 2007) 
indicated that 80% of visitor groups interviewed rated the parking garage fee appropriate.  A total 
of 626 visitors were interviewed.   
 

 3.3.5 Park Operations 
 
The Memorial is open year round, except Christmas Day.  Facilities at the Memorial include the 
Information Center, the Lincoln Borglum Museum and Visitors Center, two movie theatres, an 
amphitheatre, Avenue of Flags, Viewing Terrace, the historic Sculptor’s Studio, the 0.6 mile 
Presidential Trail, Restaurant and Gift Shop Concession buildings, administration building and 
parking facilities.  See Figure 5.   All of the existing facilities at the Memorial can be accessed by 
the mobility impaired. The 
films are provided with closed 
captioning. Park brochures are 
available by request in Braille 
and large print.   
 
There are currently 50 
permanent NPS staff at the 
Memorial, which includes 
administrative, law 
enforcement, maintenance, 
and interpretive staff.  
Xanterra, a private 
concessionaire, provides retail 
support services to the 
Memorial (restaurant, snack 
bar, gift shop) and employees 
32 full-time staff and 
approximately 200 seasonal 
employees.  Parking at the 
Memorial is owned and 
operated by the Mount 
Rushmore National Memorial 
Society (MRNMS) and 
employs 17 full-time staff.  As 
a 501(c)3 non-profit 
organization, the MRNMS and 
the Mount Rushmore History 
Association support and assist 
the NPS with educational, 
historical, interpretive activities 
at the Memorial  to enhance 
the visitor experience.   

       
Figure 13.    Mount Rushmore National Memorial Facilities 
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South Dakota possesses a multi-faceted visitor market.  The Memorial is located in the Black 
Hills, Badlands and Lakes Region (Region 4) for regional statistical comparisons by the South 
Dakota Office of Tourism.   This Region is made up of the traditional Black Hills counties as well 
as other western counties that benefit from national forests, parks, monuments and other 
destination points in the area.  Region 4 has historically been the dominant vacation area from 
an economic perspective (Madden 2008).  Region 4 had an expenditure volume of $552 million 
in 2007 which equates to 58.7% of the market share for the four regions.  The region 
experienced annual growth of 8.5 percent in 2007, about the same as the state as a whole.  
However, as has been the case since 2004, much of the increased overall spending by visitors 
in 2007 is traced to increased fuel costs. 
 
The Chamber of Commerce for Keystone has developed a new marketing campaign to entice 
more visitors to explore their community on their way to Mount Rushmore and to discover the 
town’s riches.  Keystone would also like to see people stay longer when they visit.  They have 
branded a new name, “Keystone – Home of Mount Rushmore – City of Gold,” to reflect the rich 
history of mining in the early days (Rapid City Journal, May 3, 2008).  
 

3.4 Security and Safety  
 
The saving of human life will take precedence over all other management actions as the Park 
Service strives to protect human life and provide for injury-free visits. The primary constraint 
imposed by the Organic Act is that discretionary management activities may be undertaken only 
to the extent that they will not impair park resources and values. 

   
3.4.1 Security 

 
NPS law enforcement rangers are responsible for patrolling the Memorial property, including the 
existing backcountry areas, which is the area for the proposed trail project.   In carrying out the 
law enforcement program, the NPS will make reasonable efforts to protect the natural and 
cultural resources entrusted to its care and to provide for the protection, safety and security of 
park visitors, employees, concessioners, and public and private property (NPS 2006).  The 
Superintendent’s Compendium (2008) states that the area around the base of Mount Rushmore 
and the surrounding area is “off limits” to all public access.  Climbing of Mount Rushmore is 
prohibited.   

   
3.4.2 Personal Safety 

 
The NPS (2006) recognizes that the park resources it protects are not only visitor attractions, but 
that they may also be potentially hazardous. In addition, the recreational activities of some 
visitors may be of especially high-risk, high-adventure types, which pose a significant personal 
risk to participants and which the Service cannot totally control. Park management policies do 
not impose park-specific visitor safety prescriptions. The means by which public safety concerns 
are to be addressed is left to the discretion of superintendents and other decision-makers at the 
park level who must work within the limits of funding and staffing.  
 
The existing Blackberry Trail that connects to the Black Hills National Forest Centennial Trail, 
contains some segments that are eroded due to equestrian traffic and pose some safety hazards 
to backcountry users.  Other health and safety issues relating to backcountry use include getting 
lost or injured from hiking and rock climbing.   
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3.5 Cultural Resources  
 

3.5.1 Cultural Resources 
 
The Department of Anthropology and Sociology, University of South Dakota (Molyneaux 2007) 
conducted a Class III intensive cultural resource survey of a proposed recreational corridor in 
Mount Rushmore National Memorial, in Pennington County, South Dakota, from August to 
September 2006. The project was conducted at the request of the Superintendent, Mr. Gerard 
Baker; Mr. Bruce Weisman, Curator, managed the project. This project was Phase 1 of a multi-
year park-wide cultural resources survey. The purpose of the trail corridor survey was to locate, 
record, and evaluate all cultural resources within the inventory areas in compliance with Sections 
106 and 110 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966, as amended, and to provide data 
for National Park Service (NPS) management planning purposes.  
 
The field survey covered a proposed recreational trail network extending away from the Mt. 
Rushmore complex to the boundaries of the Memorial. The survey covered 7.2 miles in a 
corridor 30 meters wide. This constitutes a survey area of 86 acres. The crew also surveyed the 
margins of this corridor to accommodate any route changes necessitated by the discovery of 
archaeological sites or other factors. Ground surface exposure was generally good 
(approximately 40% - 60%), as the trail route either followed established or informal trails, open 
pine forest with abundant slope erosion, or, in the relatively uncommon areas of more level 
ground, small drainages with exposed banks. 
 
The surveyors examined two sites recorded previously and a number of cultural features. They 
identified 45 other cultural finds or features: All finds and features are of Euroamerican origin and 
relate to several historic episodes in the history of the area: 1) 19th and 20th century resource 
exploitation (including prospecting and logging); 2) the development of Mount Rushmore 
National Memorial between the late 1920s and the mid-1940s; 3) mining and prospecting, as 
part of the war effort (WWII); 4) post-WWII alterations in Memorial buildings and infrastructure; 
and 5) recent recreational activity.  
 

3.5.2 Native American Religious Concerns  
  

The American Indian Religious Freedom Act (42 USC 1996) states that 
 

Henceforth it shall be the policy of the United States to protect and preserve for 
American Indians their inherent right to freedom to believe, express, and exercise the 
traditional religions of the American Indians, Eskimo, Aleut, and Native Hawaiians, 
including but not limited to access to sites, use and possession of sacred objects, and 
the freedom to worship through ceremonials and traditional rites. 

 
In accordance with Management Policies (2006), NPS will pursue an open, collaborative 
relationship with American Indian tribes to help tribes maintain their cultural and spiritual 
practices and enhance the Park Service’s understanding of the history and significance of sites 
and resources in the parks. Within the constraints of legal authority and its duty to protect park 
resources, the Service will work with tribal governments to provide access to park resources and 
places that are essential for the continuation of traditional practices.  
 
The Black Hills are traditional hunting and gathering grounds for American Indians.  The natural 
and cultural resources of this area make up the sacred land identified by the Lakota as their 
ancestral home.   
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Mount Rushmore continues to be a gathering place for natural products (plants) by American 
Indians. 

 
3.5.3 Paleontology Resources 

 
Mount Rushmore National Memorial is carved in the granite core of the Black Hills. There are no 
caves in the Memorial, however there is a ring of limestone around the Black Hills. This 
limestone layer was laid down at the bottom of an inland arm of the sea that covered the area 
around the Black Hills spreading east during the Cretaceous Era, 65 million years ago. 
(www.nps.gov/moru/) 

 
3.6 Other Resources 

 
3.6.1 Climate and Air Quality 

 
The area is characterized by generally warm to hot during the summer to cold punctuated with 
occasional milder weather during the winter.  Average summer temperatures are 17 degrees C 
(62 degrees F) and may reach temperatures of over 38 degrees C (100 degrees F).  Average 
winter temperatures are about -5 degrees C (25 degrees F) but may reach temperatures as low 
as -42 degrees C (-43 degrees F).  Total annual precipitation is about 46 cm (18 inches) with 
most of that falling between April and September.  Average snowfall is about 114 cm (45 inches) 
(Ensz 1990). 
 
Under the terms of the 1990 Clean Air Act amendments, the Memorial is designated as a Class 
II quality area.  By definition, Class II areas of the country are set aside under the Clean Air Act, 
but identified for somewhat less stringent protection from air pollution damage than Class I 
areas.  The primary means by which the protection and enhancement of air quality is 
accomplished is through implementation of National Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS).  
These standards address six pollutants known to harm human health including ozone, carbon 
monoxide, particulate matter, sulfur dioxide, lead, and nitrogen oxides (USDA 2000).   
 
Historically, air quality at the Memorial has been considered excellent.  However, air quality is a 
concern to park staff in large part because it could affect visibility of the monument.  Western 
energy development may degrade views and air quality in the region.  However, results from an 
air quality study conducted for the Northern Great Plains Network Parks (Pohlman and Maniero 
2005) indicated the Memorial has a low risk of foliar ozone injury to plants.  This is due to low 
levels of ozone exposure and relatively dry soil moisture conditions.  However, if the level of risk 
increases in the future, a program to assess the incidence of foliar ozone injury on plants at the 
site could use one or more of the following bioindicator species: spreading dogbane, ponderosa 
pine, quaking aspen, and common snowberry. 

 
3.6.2 Soils, Geology, and Minerals 

 
The soils in and around the Memorial are made up of two different types.  These are the Pactola-
Rock Outcrop and Buska-Mocmont-Rock Outcrop.  The Pactola-Rock Outcrop soil type is found in 
the northern portion and the Buska-Mocmont-Rock Outcrop is in the southern portion.  They are both 
well drained, gently sloping to very steep, loamy soils.  Pactola-Rock Outcrop is formed in material 
weathered from steeply tilted metamorphic rock.  Buska-Mocmont-Rock Outcrop is formed in material 
weathered from micaceous schist and granite (Ensz 1990).  Because of the slow breakdown of quartz 
and the large granite crystals the soils tend to be thin (Froiland 1990). 
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The geological resources at the Memorial are primarily granite and metamorphic rock in origin.  The 
Memorial  lies within the Central Crystalline Area of the Black Hills.  This is the main core or central 
mass of the Black Hills.  All of this area is composed of a variety of Pre-Cambrian igneous and 
sedimentary rocks (schist, slates, quartzite) in different stages of metamorphosis, together with 
granite and pegmatite (Froiland 1990).  The Memorial is located along the northeast edge of what is 
known as the Harney Peak Granite Batholith; this is what the monument is carved in.  Granite and 
quartzite form the mountains and ridges, while the softer mica schist tends to be eroded into canyons 
and gullies.   
 

3.6.3 Historic Structures 
 
The term “historic structures” refers to both historic and prehistoric structures, which are defined 
as constructions that shelter any form of human habitation or activity.  The major resource at the 
Memorial is the sculpture itself carved between 1927 and 1941.  The entire Memorial is on the 
National Register of Historic Places (NPS 1980).   
 

3.6.4 Environmental Justice 
 
Environmental Justice issues involve federal actions that disproportionately affect minorities or 
low income groups.  There are no known issues relating to environmental justice associated with 
this project. 
 

3.6.5  Noise 
 
NPS Management Policies (2006) state that Park managers will (1) identify what levels and 
types of sounds contribute to or hinder visitor enjoyment, and (2) monitor, in and adjacent to 
parks, noise-generating human activities—including noise caused by mechanical or electronic 
devices—that adversely affect visitor opportunities to enjoy park soundscapes.   Based on this 
information, the Service will take action to prevent or minimize those noises that adversely affect 
the visitor experience or that exceed levels that are acceptable to or appropriate for visitor uses 
of parks. 
 
Ambient noise levels within the Memorial generally originate from vehicles and occasional 
aircraft and air tours.  In accordance with the National Parks Air Tour Management Act and Title 
14, Code of Federal Regulations, Part 136, the annual air tour operations over and within ½ mile 
outside the boundary of the Memorial are currently capped at the number of operations reported 
in the operator’s application, unless authorized by the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) and 
NPS, or until the Air Tour Management Plan is implemented.  The FAA Rapid City Flight 
Standards District Office has developed an Air Tour Operations Plan regarding the conduct of air 
tour operations over and within the vicinity of Mount Rushmore National Memorial.  Approved air 
tour routes circle within the southeast portion of the park and then continue outside of the park to 
the northeast.  There are currently two existing commercial air tour operators who provide 
commercial air tours over and within ½ mile outside the boundary of the Memorial.  
Approximately 5, 563 commercial air tour operations are authorized per year (US DOT 2004).     
 

3.6.6 Hazardous or Solid Waste 
 
No known solid or hazardous waste issues have been identified with the proposed project. 
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3.6.7 Land Use/Land Cover 
 
The Memorial encompasses 1,278 acres.   Land affected by the proposed project lies completely 
within the Memorial boundaries and is currently used for activities related to the management 
purposes of the Park.   
 
Land cover for the Memorial is 86% Forest mostly ponderosa pine, 2% Marsh/Moist Soils, 9% 
Barren, 5% Administrative Area.  The Memorial has 0.01 miles of perennial stream within the 
boundaries and contains 2 wetland areas: Starling Basin and Lafferty Gulch (NPS 2005).
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4.0 ANTICIPATED ENVIRONMENTAL CONSEQUENCES  
 
This chapter analyzes the potential environmental consequences, effects or impacts that would 
occur to resources as a result of implementing one of the alternatives.   The relevant resources align 
with the issues, which were identified by the IDT, as shown in Table 2.  
 

Table 2.   Issues and Relevant Resources Alignment 

Number Issue Relevant Resource 

1 Erosion of Trails near Water Resources Water Resources 

2 Disturbance to the Ecological and Wildlife 
Resources 

Ecological and Wildlife Resources 

3 Accessing the Backcountry Trail System Backcountry Trail Use and Access 

4 Securing the Memorial and Providing for Personal 
Safety 

Security and Safety 

5 Protecting Cultural Resources Cultural Resources 

 
 
Direct, indirect, and cumulative effects, are analyzed for each relevant resource carried forward from 
Chapter 3 and are described, as follows:   
 

- Direct: An effect that is caused by an action and occurs in the same time and place. 
 
- Indirect: An effect that is caused by an action but is later in time or farther removed in 

distance, but is still reasonably foreseeable.  
 

- Cumulative:  The impact on the environment which results from the incremental impact of the 
action when added to other past, present, and reasonably foreseeable future actions 
regardless of what agency (federal or non-federal) or person undertakes such other actions" 
(40 CFR 1508.7).   

 
Potential impacts are described in terms of type, context, duration, and intensity.  General definitions 
are defined as follows, where applicable more specific impact thresholds are given for each resource 
at the beginning of each resource section. 
 
 Type describes the classification of the impact as either beneficial or adverse: 

 
- Beneficial: A positive change in the condition or appearance of the resource or a change that 

moves the resource toward a desired condition. 
 
- Adverse: A change that moves the resource away from a desired condition or detracts from 

its appearance or condition. 
 

 Context describes the area or location in which the impact will occur.   
 

 Duration describes the length of time an effect will occur, either short-term or long-term: 
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- Short-term impacts generally last only during construction, and the resources resume their 

pre-construction conditions following construction. 
 
- Long-term impacts last beyond the construction period, and the resources may not resume 

their pre-construction conditions for a longer period of time following construction. 
 

4.1 Impacts of Alternative 1 (No Action Alternative) 
 

Under the No Action Alternative, the existing trails (including the informal/social trails) would 
continue to be available for visitor use.  According to the Black Hills National Forest (BHNF, 2006), 
an estimated 1,500 visitors per year use existing trails, based on seismic trail counters.  Most of this 
use, based on field observations and interviews, has been stock use. 
 
Rehabilitation and potential rerouting of Blackberry Trail is proposed under this alternative based on 
the deteriorating condition of this trail.  The Blackberry Trail connects to the Centennial Trail (BHNF) 
near the southern boundary of the Memorial. This is the only area within the Memorial that has 
allowed horses or pack animals in the past (NPS, 2008). 
 

4.1.1 Water Resources 
 

A. Direct and Indirect Impacts 
 
Existing trails within the Memorial, formal and informal, cross some of the streams, particularly 
Starling Creek.  Portions of the trail also cross wetlands in Starling Basin.  In most areas there are 
no structures to keep visitors out of the water, which causes localized disturbance in the stream at 
that location.   
 
Horse traffic on the Blackberry Trail, causes erosion and sediment is carried in the runoff impacts to 
the streams.  Rehabilitation and rerouting of the Blackberry Trail would mitigate those impacts. 
 

B. Cumulative Impacts 
 
Over time the continuous addition of sediment could change the nature of the stream in a localized 
area.  
 

C. Other 
 
The impacts would be considered adverse, in comparison to no activity in and around the streams 
and wetlands.  The effect would be long-term. 
 

4.1.2 Ecological and Wildlife Resources 
 

A. Direct and Indirect Impacts 
 
Visitors exploring the Memorial have created informal trails throughout the area, in some cases 
where there are sensitive species and old growth forests.  Human interaction in these areas may 
affect the nature and quality of ecological and ecological resources.   
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B. Cumulative Impacts 
 
Prolonged hiking, gathering and other uses in areas not designated as formal trails by the Memorial 
may alter the diversity of sensitive and other species within the area, and introduce invasive species. 
 

C. Other 
 
The impacts would be considered adverse, in comparison to no activity in areas, which are not 
designated as a formal trail.  The effect would be long-term and, depending on the nature of the 
impact, could be irreversible.   

 
4.1.3 Backcountry Trail Use and Access 

 
A. Direct and Indirect Impacts 

 
Limited access to the backcountry by visitors would continue under the No Action Alternative.  
Experienced individuals with backcountry experience have the ability to find the informal trails and 
access the area.  Those with less experience, including multi-generational populations would have 
less access to the back-country areas of the Memorial.  No educational programs would be designed 
for the backcountry and its diverse ecological, cultural and wildlife resources.  
 

B. Cumulative Impacts 
 
No cumulative impact would be anticipated. 
 

C. Other 
 
No additional trails and accompanying interpretive programs would adversely affect the ability of the 
Memorial to achieve its Centennial Vision. 
 

4.1.4 Security and Safety 
 

A. Direct and Indirect Impacts 
 
No changes in standard operating security procedures would be anticipated with the No Action 
Alternative, which includes the rehabilitation and possible rerouting of the Blackberry Trail.   
 
According to the NPS Management Policies, visitors must assume a substantial degree of risk and 
responsibility for their own safety when visiting areas that are managed and maintained as natural, 
cultural, or recreational environments.  The improvements on the Blackberry Trail would improve the 
current condition of the trail and reduce the possible risk of injury.     
. 

B. Cumulative Impacts 
 
No cumulative effect would be expected. 
 

C. Other 
 
Neither a beneficial nor adverse impact would be anticipated with the No Action Alternative. 
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 4.1.5 Cultural Resources 

 
A. Direct and Indirect Impacts 

 
No changes to the current practice of employing the most effective concepts, techniques, and 
equipment to protect cultural resources against theft, fire, vandalism, overuse, deterioration, 
environmental impacts, and other threats without compromising the integrity of the resources would 
be expected.   
 

B. Cumulative Impacts 
 
No cumulative impacts would be expected. 
 
 

C. Other 
 
Neither a beneficial nor adverse impact would be anticipated with the No Action Alternative. 

 
4.2 Impacts of Alternative 2 (Single Loop Trail) 
 

In accordance with NPS Management Policies, the backcountry single loop trail system would offer 
visitors a primitive outdoor experience.  The trails would be designed and managed to reduce 
conflicts with automobiles and incompatible uses; allow for a satisfying park experience; allow 
accessibility by the greatest number of people; and protect park resources. 
 

 4.2.1 Water Resources 
 

A. Direct and Indirect Impacts 
 
The conceptual location of the single loop trail would follow some of the waterways and adjacent 
wetlands area in the Memorial.  Possible pathways of adverse impact to water resources have been 
identified as follows: 
 

 Soil erosion 
 Water/wetland disturbance 
 Sediment in water from foot/horse traffic 
 Increased surface water runoff from the new trails system 

 
With proper mitigation incorporated in the design and construction of the trail, including boardwalks, 
elevated walkways and bridges over water resources, the trail would have limited impact on water 
resources.  In several areas the impact would be beneficial when compared to existing trail 
conditions.  
 
As part of the NPS’s efforts to improve park management, the Northern Great Plains Network 
(NGPN) Inventory and Monitoring (I&M) Program provides inventory of natural resources under the 
Memorial’s stewardship to determine their nature and status.  The I&M Program provides funding, 
guidance and technical assistance to complete a set of 12 baseline natural resources inventories for 
parks.  These inventories serve as the baseline for establishing long-term ecological monitoring 
known as “Vital Signs Monitoring.”  A Vital Signs Monitoring Program was completed at the Memorial 
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in 2005.   This program and the Memorial’s Resource Management Division will likely continue to 
monitor water and vegetation in the park, as well as other resources. 
 

B. Cumulative Impacts 
 
Continued use of the trail without mitigating construction and maintenance features on the trail would 
possibly lead to an on-going cumulative effect causing the deterioration of water resources.  
Measures to mitigate sources of erosion and other water/wetland disturbance would reduce existing 
impact to water resources.  The Memorial will likely monitor water resources as part of its Resource 
Management Division and the NGPN I&M Vital Signs Monitoring Program. 
 

C. Other 
 
According to Management Policies (2006) NPS will protect watershed and stream features primarily 
by avoiding impacts on watershed and riparian vegetation and by allowing natural fluvial processes 
to proceed unimpeded. When conflicts between infrastructure (such as bridges and pipeline 
crossings) and stream processes are unavoidable, NPS managers will first consider relocating or 
redesigning facilities rather than manipulating streams. Where stream manipulation is unavoidable, 
managers will use techniques that are visually non-obtrusive and that protect natural processes to 
the greatest extent practicable. 
 
Any possible adverse impacts would be short-term in nature.  To the greatest degree possible and in 
accordance with NPS Management Policies, wetlands will generally be avoided during construction 
of the trail. 
 
The long-term impact would be beneficial, using trail construction features, such as a boardwalk or 
other means, which would not disturb hydrologic or ecological processes.  Additionally, elevated 
walkways would remove visitor traffic from a close proximity to water resources, yet allow access to 
the areas.  Additional run-off from the trail would be mitigated through sustainable design and siting 
of the trail to avoid resource damage.    
 

 4.2.2 Ecological and Wildlife Resources 
 

A. Direct and Indirect Impacts 
 
The Starling Basin area contains both wetlands and old growth pine forest, which provide a diverse 
species habit that should be protected.  Sustainable design and proper siting of the trail would 
maintain the characteristics of the forest that make it an excellent habitat for diverse species as well 
as to maintain the relatively “backcountry feel” appreciated by visitors.  Protecting the integrity of the 
wetland and the old growth ponderosa pine is a priority for park staff (NPS 2005) as they provide a 
diverse and abundant habitat for many species of mammals, invertebrates, reptiles, amphibians, 
vegetation, and birds.     
 
The impacts to ecological and wildlife resources would be beneficial and measures may be taken to 
minimize any adverse impact.  Beneficial impacts would include: 
 

 Increase in interpretive and education opportunities 
 Increased access for bird watching and nature observation groups 
 Increased awareness of nature 
 Increased awareness of cultural plants  

 
Adverse impacts would include: 
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 Introduction of exotic species 
 Damage to sensitive plants species by trampling 
 Damage from over-harvesting of plants 
 Non-permitted harvesting of plants 
 Disturbance to wildlife and their habitats 
 Vandalism to trees/rocks/trail 
 Increased maintenance with rockslides and removal of hazardous trees 
 Increased fire risks 
 Increased potential for release of pets into the backcountry 

 
Studies have shown that the diversity and abundance of non-native plant species is greater along 
trail edges than away from trails (Patel and Rapport 2000).  Weedy plants (both native and non-
native) are more abundant along trails.  Trails can change water flow patterns, leading to erosion 
problems.  Depending on the frequency of use, trails can also affect bird communities (Miller, et.al, 
1998).    
 
Exotic plants, including noxious ones such as Canada thistle and leafy spurge, are a significant 
concern to park staff. Disturbed areas such as roadsides and around developed areas have 
significant levels of both of those as well as annual brome grasses, houndstongue, mullien, and 
spotted knapweed. 
 
Any adverse impacts would be mitigated through a combination of education, trail design and 
maintenance in the management of potential exotic species and noxious weeds.  The Memorial 
would establish clear policies with regard to the inadvertent introduction of exotic species, 
harvesting, pets, prevention of fire and the importance of keeping on the trail.   The design would 
maximize the views and access to unique areas of interest along the trail, encouraging visitors to 
remain on the trail for the protection of the ecological and wildlife resources.  Park staff and 
volunteers would implement an aggressive program to monitor for and remove exotic species and 
noxious weeds within the Memorial and particularly along the trail.  The Memorial will likely monitor 
vegetation and wildlife under its Resource Management Division and the NGPN I&M Vital Signs 
Monitoring Program.  The Memorial is encouraged to conduct annual early-spring northern goshawk 
surveys to determine if any of these rare birds are nesting in the vicinity of the trails.  If so, visitor 
patterns could and should be altered to avoid disturbing the birds during the sensitive early nesting 
season.   (NPS Midwest Region, 2008) 
 

B. Cumulative Impacts 
 
The cumulative effects of the single loop alternative would extend the direct and indirect impacts, 
discussed in the previous section.  The beneficial impacts would include an interpretive and 
educational component to the Memorial’s program, which would enhance the visitor experience.  
The potential adverse impacts could become a concern to the ecological health of the Memorial 
without the proper mitigation measures.    
 
The number of visitors to the trail may have an impact on wildlife patterns within the Memorial.  This 
would include possible increases in mountain lion and human contacts.  In order to mitigate any 
adverse impacts the Memorial would monitor species and wildlife population for number and 
diversity to ensure continued health of the Memorial’s ecology.  The Memorial will likely monitor 
vegetation under its Resource Management Division and the NGPN I&M Vital Signs Monitoring 
Program. 
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C. Other 
 
Construction of the trail poses possible short-term impacts to the Memorial’s ecological and wildlife 
resources.  These impacts would be mitigated with the use of hand tools during construction, where 
possible.  Other precautions would be taken to minimize any disturbance to the area. 
 
Beneficial long-term impacts would be the educational and interpretive benefits derived from the use 
of the trail. 
 

 4.2.3 Backcountry Trail Use and Access 
 
A broad spectrum of elements define the backcountry trail experience, including the aesthetic, visual 
and recreational visitor use opportunities, the number and location of access points, parking 
availability and overall park operations.  The single loop trail is 4.3 miles with connector trails and the 
existing President’s Trail for a total of 6.7 miles.   
 
 

A. Direct and Indirect Impacts 
 
The direct and indirect effects of the single loop alternative would assist the Memorial in achieving its 
Centennial Vision goals, seeking to become a center of excellence for sharing the story of America 
and providing visitor opportunities.  Beneficial effects of the proposed trail would include; 
 

 Increase in recreational and interpretive opportunities at Memorial 
 Increase in local retail, hotel and camping bookings ,especially in Keystone 
 Increase in state and national tourism 
 Decrease in social trails with a designated trail 
 Increased use of trails by other organizations/businesses 
 Economic impact on PPI due to increased trail users 
 Increase in maintenance from additional users 
 Increase in food, water and other sales within the Memorial 
 Increase in opportunities and permits issued for commercial guides and outfitters 

 
Potential adverse impacts would include: 
 

 Increase in traffic on 244 and 16A 
 Increase in pedestrian crossings  
 Increase in traffic and parking in Keystone 
 Traffic and privacy issues with residents of Lafferty Gulch Road 
 Increase in parking numbers/needs, particularly in PPI 
 Abuse of overnight parking 
 Increase in housing needs for trail volunteers 
 Increase in use of USFS Wrinkled Rock parking area 

 
The adverse impacts can be mitigated through coordination with agencies and partners, including 
the South Dakota Department of Transportation (DOT), USFS, MRNMS, the City of Keystone and 
neighbors in the vicinity of the Memorial.  Anticipating and planning for each of these adverse effects 
would help to mitigate the impact to the entity involved in each area.   
 
Additional impact would be anticipated with PPI in the single loop alternative, since no additional 
parking for trail use only is provided.  Visitors to the trail would in all likelihood have a longer stay in 
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the Memorial than the average visitor and would increase demand for parking in the PPI.  In 
cooperation with MRNMS the Memorial would implement an on-going monitoring program to 
determine the length of stay and number of visitors who use the trail.  
 
Similarly, the potential of additional parking in the Wrinkled Rock area would pose possible problems 
for USFS.  The Memorial would implement a monitoring program to count the number of cars and 
length of stay for visitors using the trail near the Wrinkled Rock area and increase patrol of that area.   
 

B. Cumulative Impacts 
 
The cumulative impacts would include a long-term effect of many of the direct and indirect benefits, 
including the benefits to visitors and to communities and the state, which would economically benefit 
from the increase in visitors and their length of stay.   One possible benefit would be increased 
activity during the shoulder seasons.  These cumulative impacts would have potential impacts on 
parking and the need for additional staff with the Memorial, the concessionaire and in the private 
sector. 
 
With access to new designated trail  areas in the Memorial there is a potential for new or additional 
user group conflicts, such as rock climbers in the Wrinkled Rock area, hikers, equestrian users and 
mountain bikers, particularly as they interface with other parks or areas of the USFS in the region.  
On-going coordination with these agencies and groups would be an important measure to mitigate 
potential conflicts. 
 

C. Other 
 
There would be no other impacts.  All effects of the proposed alternative would be long-term in 
nature and would be managed as an integral part of park operations. 
 

4.2.4 Security and Safety 
 

A. Direct and Indirect Impacts 
 
The security of the Memorial would not be adversely impacted due to the fact that the trail system will not 
place individuals any closer to Mount Rushmore than currently exists.  Direct impacts on issues of 
personal safety are a function of the increased number of users on the trail system.   
 
In order for the Single Loop Trail to encircle the Memorial, two pedestrian crossings would be 
constructed at the west and east ends of the park as well as a Trailhead at Lot 7, which is south of 
the existing PPI parking lot.  Potential adverse impacts include: 
 

 Increase in vandalism in backcountry areas  
 Increase in souvenir collectors 
 Increased exposure to housing area 
 Need for increased foot patrols for backcountry areas (also during special events) 
 Increase in search and rescue incidents from loss and injury 

 
In order to mitigate these impacts, additional law enforcement rangers would be added to the staffing that 
patrols the Memorial, including the backcountry areas and the proposed trail.  Visitors must assume a 
substantial degree of risk and responsibility for their own safety when hiking the backcountry trails and 
scenic vistas. 
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At the crossings on Highway 244 and 16A speed limits would need to be reduced and additional 
signs to alert drivers would be installed.  Law enforcement will likely need to patrol more for speed 
violations in these areas. 

 
B. Cumulative Impacts 

 
The cumulative impacts would include increased exposure for visitors to West Nile and Lyme’s 
Disease.  These potential hazards would be mitigated though education for the visitors on what to 
expect and how to prevent accidental exposure when using the trail. 
 

C. Other 
 
Any personal safety impacts due to the increased access to the backcountry areas of the Memorial 
would be mitigated by posting emergency information at each trailhead; including rules and 
regulation and providing brochures with emergency information, visitor expectations and warnings. 

 
4.2.5 Cultural Resources 

 
A. Direct and Indirect Impacts 

 
There would be several beneficial impacts with the cultural resources at the Memorial, including: 
 

 Increase in interpretive and education opportunities 
 Increase in volunteer opportunities 
 Opportunities for ethnography (connection to place) 
 Professional development, career development, diversity of duties for NPS and other staff 
 Increased access for Tribes and other groups (ceremonial, plant harvesting) 
 Increased opportunities for partnerships with educational institutions 

 
The only potential adverse impacts to the cultural resources would be an increase in souvenir 
collection within the Memorial.  This would be mitigated by employing the most effective concepts, 
techniques, and equipment to protect cultural resources against theft, fire, vandalism, overuse, 
deterioration, environmental impacts, and other threats without compromising the integrity of the 
resources.  
 

B. Cumulative Impacts 
 
The beneficial cumulative impact would be the easier access throughout the Memorial, which may 
promote additional scientific and cultural research opportunities.  As additional knowledge and 
opportunity becomes available, there is the potential to have increased disputes over the cultural 
significance of some of the resources.  These disagreements would be mitigated by anticipating 
possible disagreements and develop policies in consultation with interested groups. 
 

C. Other 
 
As the final design and routing of the single loop alternative trail is variable within the surveyed 
corridor, no previously recorded archaeological sites or features noted during the trail corridor survey 
will be impacted by any proposed construction. Given these survey results and the potential for 
avoidance of cultural resources in the final routing of the trail, and mindful of the potential for the 
inadvertent discovery of buried cultural material, the proposed alternatives would not impact any 
known cultural resources.  (Molyneaux 2007).  
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Should any cultural resources be uncovered during trail construction, the contractor or trail project 
manager would contact the NPS Curator immediately, who would contact the South Dakota State 
Historic Preservation Office (SHPO).   It would be the responsibility of the contractor to protect 
archaeological resources from disturbance until a professional examination takes place or until a 
responsible authority authorizes clearance to proceed. According to a memorandum from the 
Midwest Regional Director (11/17/2008), the discussion of the contractor’s responsibilities if any 
cultural material is discovered during construction of the trail is sufficient and they do not believe that 
there will be any adverse impacts to currently identified resources. 
 
 

4.3 Impacts of Alternative 3 (Multi-Loop Trail) 
 

4.3.1 Water Resources 
 

A. Direct and Indirect Impacts 
 
The conceptual location of the multi-loop trail follows some of the waterways and adjacent wetlands 
area in the Memorial.  Possible pathways of adverse impact to water resources have been identified 
as follows: 
 

 Soil erosion 
 Water/wetland disturbance 
 Sediment in water from foot/horse traffic 
 Increased surface water runoff from the new trails system, trailheads and parking areas 

 
With proper mitigation incorporated in the design and construction of the trail, including boardwalks, 
elevated walkways and bridges over water resources, the trail would have limited impact on water 
resources.  In several areas the impact would be beneficial when compared to existing trail 
conditions. 
 
The Northern Great Plains I&M Network of the NPS is in the planning phase of a long-term program 
to monitor the health of park ecosystems.  This plan will provide background information on park 
aquatic resources, stressors to those resources, current monitoring efforts, a list of potential 
indicators and the reason for choosing such indicators, the protocols to be used in monitoring, 
threshold or trigger levels, and potential management responses.   
 

B. Cumulative Impacts 
 
Continued use of the trail without mitigating construction and maintenance features on the trail would 
possibly lead to an on-going cumulative effect causing the deterioration of water resources.  
Measures to mitigate sources of erosion and other water/wetland disturbance would reduce existing 
impact to water resources.  The Memorial will likely monitor water at the Park under its Resource 
Management Division and the I&M Vital Signs Monitoring Program.   
 

C. Other 
 
According to Management Policies (2006) NPS will protect watershed and stream features primarily 
by avoiding impacts on watershed and riparian vegetation and by allowing natural fluvial processes 
to proceed unimpeded. When conflicts between infrastructure (such as bridges and pipeline 
crossings) and stream processes are unavoidable, NPS managers will first consider relocating or 
redesigning facilities rather than manipulating streams. Where stream manipulation is unavoidable, 



 
  
 Yellow Wolf Trail Environmental Assessment  

 

               United States Department of the Interior • National Park Service • Mount Rushmore National Memorial      
50 

 

managers will use techniques that are visually non-obtrusive and that protect natural processes to 
the greatest extent practicable. 
 
Any possible adverse impacts would be short-term in nature.  To the greatest degree possible and in 
accordance with NPS Management Policies, wetlands will generally be avoided during construction 
of the trail. 
 
The long-term impact would be beneficial, using trail construction features, such as a boardwalk or 
other means, which would not disturb hydrologic or ecological processes.  Additionally, elevated 
walkways would remove visitor traffic from a close proximity to water resources, yet allow access to 
the areas.  Additional run-off from the trail would be mitigated through sustainable design and siting 
of the trail to avoid resource damage.    
 

4.3.2 Ecological and Wildlife Resource 
 

A. Direct and Indirect Impacts 
 
The Starling Basin area contains both wetlands and old growth pine forest, which provide a diverse 
species habit that should be protected.  Sustainable design and proper siting of the trail would 
maintain the characteristics of the forest that make it an excellent habitat for diverse species as well 
as to maintain the relatively “backcountry feel” appreciated by visitors.  Protecting the integrity of the 
wetlands and the old growth ponderosa pine is a priority for park staff (NPS,2005) as they provide a 
diverse and abundant habitat for many species of mammals, invertebrates, reptiles, amphibians, 
vegetation, and birds.     
 
The impacts to ecological and wildlife resources would be beneficial and measures may be taken to 
minimize any adverse impact.  Beneficial impacts would include: 
 

 Increase in interpretive and education opportunities 
 Increased access for bird watching and nature observation groups 
 Increased awareness of nature 
 Increased awareness of cultural plants  

 
Adverse impacts would include: 
 

 Introduction of exotic species 
 Damage to sensitive plants species by trampling 
 Damage from over-harvesting of plants 
 Non-permitted harvesting of plants 
 Disturbance to wildlife and their habitats 
 Vandalism to trees/rocks/trail 
 Increased maintenance with rockslides and removal of hazardous trees 
 Increased fire risks 
 Increased potential for release of pets into the backcountry 

 
Studies have shown that the diversity and abundance of non-native plant species is greater along 
trail edges than away from trails (Patel and Rapport 2000).  Weedy plants (both native and non-
native) are more abundant along trails.  Trails can change water flow patterns, leading to erosion 
problems.  Depending on the frequency of use, trails can also affect bird communities (Miller, et.al, 
1998).    
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Exotic plants, including noxious ones such as Canada thistle and leafy spurge, are a significant 
concern to park staff. Disturbed areas such as roadsides and around developed areas have 
significant levels of both of those as well as annual brome grasses, houndstongue, mullien, and 
spotted knapweed. 
 
Any adverse impacts would be mitigated through a combination of education, trail design and an 
aggressive maintenance in the management of potential exotic species and noxious weeds.  The 
Memorial would establish clear policies with regard to the inadvertent introduction of exotic species, 
harvesting, pets, prevention of fire and the importance of keeping on the trail.  The design would 
maximize the views and access to unique areas of interest along the trail, encouraging visitors to 
remain on the trail for the protection of the ecological and wildlife resources.  Park staff and 
volunteers would implement an aggressive program to monitor for and remove exotic species and 
noxious weeds within the Memorial and particularly along the trail.  The Memorial will likely monitor 
vegetation at the park through its Resource Management Division and the I&M Vital Signs 
Monitoring Program. 
 

B. Cumulative Impacts 
 
The cumulative effects of the multi-loop alternative would extend the direct and indirect impacts, 
discussed in the previous section.  The beneficial impacts would include an interpretive and 
educational component to the Memorial’s program, which would enhance the visitor experience.  
The potential adverse impacts could become a concern to the ecological health of the Memorial 
without the proper mitigation measures.    
 
The number of visitors to the trail may have an impact on wildlife patterns within the Memorial.  This 
would include possible increases in mountain lion and human contacts.  In order to mitigate any 
adverse impacts the Memorial would likely monitor species and wildlife population for number and 
diversity to ensure continued health of the Memorial’s ecology, through its Resource Management 
Division and the NGPN I&M Vital Signs Monitoring Program. 
 

C. Other 
 
Construction of the trail poses possible short-term impacts to the Memorial’s ecological and wildlife 
resources.  These impacts would be mitigated with the use of hand tools during construction, where 
possible.  Other precautions would be taken to minimize any disturbance to the area. 
 
Beneficial long-term impacts would be the educational and interpretive benefits derived from the use 
of the trail. 
 

 4.3.3 Backcountry Trail Use and Access 
 
The backcountry trail system would offer visitors a primitive outdoor experience.  The trails would be 
designed and managed to reduce conflicts with automobiles and incompatible uses; allow for a 
satisfying park experience; allow accessibility by the greatest number of people; and protect park 
resources per NPS Management Policies. A broad spectrum of elements define the backcountry trail 
experience, including the aesthetic, visual and recreational visitor use opportunities, the number and 
location of access points, parking availability and overall park operations.   
 
The multi-loop trail would total 9.8 miles and feature shorter loops with varying difficulty within the 
overall loop which encompasses the Memorial, connector trails, trailheads and new parking areas.  
These trail attributes would assist in the objectives of offering multi-generational and multi-cultural 
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experiences, as well as in its ability to provide educational and research opportunities in many of the 
diverse areas throughout the Memorial. 
 

A. Direct and Indirect Impacts 
 
The direct and indirect effects of the multi-loop alternative would assist the Memorial in achieving its 
Centennial Vision goals, seeking to become a center of excellence for sharing the story of America 
and providing visitor opportunities.  Beneficial effects of the proposed trail would include; 
 

 Increase in recreational and interpretive opportunities at Memorial for many generations and 
for those of varying skill and ability to access the trail 

 Increase in local retail, hotel and camping bookings ,especially in Keystone 
 Increase in state and national tourism 
 Decrease in social trails with the new designated trail system 
 Increased use of trails by other organizations/businesses 
 Economic impact on PPI due to increased users 
 Increase in maintenance from additional users 
 Increase in food, water and other sales within the Memorial 
 Increase in opportunities and permits issued for commercial guides and outfitters 

 
Potential adverse impacts would include: 
 

 Increase in traffic on 244 and 16A 
 Increase in pedestrian crossings  
 Increase in traffic and parking in Keystone 
 Traffic and privacy issues with residents of Lafferty Gulch Road 
 Increase in parking numbers/needs 
 Abuse of overnight parking 
 Increase in housing needs for trail volunteers 
 Increase in use of USFS Wrinkled Rock parking area 

 
The adverse impacts can be mitigated through coordination with agencies and partners, including 
the South Dakota Department of Transportation (DOT), USFS, MRNMS, the City of Keystone and 
neighbors in the vicinity of the Memorial.  Anticipating and planning for each of these adverse effects 
would help to mitigate the impact to the entity involved in each area.   
 
Less impact would be anticipated with PPI in the multi-loop alternative, than in the single loop 
alternative, since additional parking for trail use only is provided at trailheads.  Even with the 
additional parking, many visitors would use PPI as their preferred parking location.  These visitors to 
the trail would in all likelihood have a longer stay in the Memorial than the average visitor and would 
increase demand for parking in the PPI.  In cooperation with MRNMS the Memorial would implement 
an on-going monitoring program to determine the length of stay and number of visitors who use the 
trail.  
 
Potential impacts from additional parking in the Wrinkled Rock area would be mitigated in the multi-
loop alternative with the addition of a trailhead and parking area near the west entrance to the Park.   
In addition to designing the parking and trailhead in coordination with the USFS, the Memorial would 
implement a monitoring program to count the number of cars and length of stay for visitors using the 
trail near the Wrinkled Rock area.   
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B. Cumulative Impacts 
 
The cumulative impacts would include a long-term effect of many of the direct and indirect benefits, 
including the benefits to visitors and to communities and the state, which would economically benefit 
from the increase in visitors and their length of stay.   One possible benefit would be increased 
activity during the shoulder seasons.  These cumulative impacts would have potential impacts on 
parking and the need for additional staff with the Memorial, the concessionaire and in the private 
sector. 
 
Even with increased parking at the trailheads, there is a potential for new or additional user group 
conflicts, such as rock climbers in the Wrinkled Rock area, hikers, equestrian users and mountain 
bikers, particularly as they interface with other parks or areas of the USFS in the region.  On-going 
coordination with these agencies and groups would be an important measure to mitigate potential 
conflicts. 
 

C. Other 
 
There would be no other impacts.  All effects of the proposed alternative would be long-term in 
nature and would be managed as an integral part of park operations. 
 

 4.3.4 Security and Safety 
 

A. Direct and Indirect Impacts 
 
The security of the Memorial would not be adversely impacted due to the fact that the trail system 
will not place individuals any closer to Mount Rushmore than currently exists.  Direct impacts on 
issues of personal safety are a function of the increased number of users on the trail system.   
 
In order for the Multi-Loop Trail to encircle the Memorial, 3 pedestrian crossings would be 
constructed at the area south of PPI parking, and at the west and east entrances to the Memorial.  
An additional crosswalk at the intersection of 224 and 16A would be added in a later phase to 
provide access to the greenway.    Potential adverse impacts include: 
 

 Increase in vandalism in backcountry areas  
 Increase in souvenir collectors 
 Increased exposure to housing area 
 Need for increased foot patrols for backcountry areas (also during special events) 
 Increase in search and rescue incidents from loss and injury 

 
Rangers would continue to monitor and patrol the Memorial, including the backcountry areas.   
Visitors must assume a substantial degree of risk and responsibility for their own safety when hiking 
the backcountry trails and scenic vistas. 
 
Speed limits near the crossings on both Highway 244 and 16A would need to be reduced and 
additional signs to alert drivers would be installed.  Rangers would continue to monitor and patrol the 
Memorial.   The safety at the crossing south of PPI parking area would be enhanced by the 
construction of an underpass that would allow visitors to move between the parking area and the 
start of the trail at the Blackberry Trailhead.   
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B. Cumulative Impacts 
 
The cumulative impacts would include increased exposure for visitors to West Nile and Lyme’s 
Disease.  These potential hazards would be mitigated though education for the visitors on what to 
expect and how to prevent accidental exposure when using the trail. 
 

C. Other 
 
Any personal safety impacts due to the increased access to the backcountry areas of the Memorial 
would be mitigated by posting emergency information at each trailhead; including rules and 
regulation and providing brochures with emergency information, visitor expectations and warnings. 
 
 

4.3.5 Cultural Resources 
 

A. Direct and Indirect Impacts 
 
There would be several beneficial impacts with the cultural resources at the Memorial, including: 
 

 Increase in interpretive and education opportunities 
 Increase in volunteer opportunities 
 Opportunities for ethnography (connection to place) 
 Professional development, career development, diversity of duties for NPS and other staff 
 Increased access for Tribes and other groups (ceremonial, plant harvesting) 
 Increased opportunities for partnerships with educational institutions 

 
The only potential adverse impacts to the cultural resources would be an increase in souvenir 
collection within the Memorial.  This would be mitigated by employing the most effective concepts, 
techniques, and equipment to protect cultural resources against theft, fire, vandalism, overuse, 
deterioration, environmental impacts, and other threats without compromising the integrity of the 
resources.   
 

B. Cumulative Impacts 
 
The beneficial cumulative impact would be the easier access throughout the Memorial, which may 
promote additional scientific and cultural research opportunities.  As additional knowledge and 
opportunity becomes available, there is the potential to have increased disputes over the cultural 
significance of some of the resources.  These disagreements would be mitigated by anticipating 
possible disagreements and develop policies in consultation with interested groups. 
 

C. Other 
 
As the final design and routing of the multi-loop alternative trail is variable within the surveyed 
corridor, no previously recorded archaeological sites or features noted during the trail corridor survey 
will be impacted by any proposed construction. Given these survey results and the potential for 
avoidance of cultural resources in the final routing of the trail, and mindful of the potential for the 
inadvertent discovery of buried cultural material, the proposed alternatives would not impact any 
known cultural resources.   
 
Should any cultural resources be uncovered during trail construction, the contractor or trail project 
manager would contact the NPS Curator immediately, who would contact the South Dakota State 
Historic Preservation Office (SHPO).   It would be the responsibility of the contractor to protect 
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archaeological resources from disturbance until a professional examination takes place or until a 
responsible authority authorizes clearance to proceed. According to a memorandum from the 
Midwest Regional Director (11/17/2008), the discussion of the contractor’s responsibilities if any 
cultural material is discovered during construction of the trail is sufficient and they do not believe that 
there will be any adverse impacts to currently identified resources.  
  

 
4.4  Comparison of Potential Impacts 

 
Table 3.  Comparison of Potential Impacts of the Alternatives 

 

Key Resource Alternative 1 

No Action 

Alternative 2 

Single Loop 

Alternative 3 

Multi-Loop (Preferred Action) 

Water Resources Continued use of existing 
trails, which require crossing 
streams and wetlands 

Protection of water resources 
with the use of elevated 
walkways, crossings and 
bridges 

Protection of water resources 
with the use of elevated 
walkways, crossings and bridges 

Ecological and 
Wildlife 
Resources 

No change.  Possible 
increase in social trails 
throughout the Memorial  

Potential exposure to sensitive 
species and introduced exotic 
species; mitigated through trail 
design and education 

Potential exposure to sensitive 
species and introduction of exotic 
species; mitigated through trail 
design and education 

Backcountry 
Trail Use and 
Access 

No change from current 
operations 

Increased access throughout 
the Memorial. 6.7 miles in total 
length with 2 access points and 
a 4.3 single loop trail 

Increased access throughout the 
Memorial.  9.8 miles in total 
length with 6 access points, 5 
sub loops, 4 new parking areas 
for  trail users only.  Variety in 
the length and difficulty in trails.  

Security and 
Safety  

No change from current 
operations 

Issues of personal safety due to 
increased number of users; 
mitigated with education, 
signage, and additional security 
patrols. 

Issues of personal safety due to 
increased number of users; 
mitigated with education, 
signage, and additional security 
patrols. 

Cultural 
Resources 

No change from current 
operations 

Increased access to cultural 
sites for research and 
education. 

Increased access to cultural sites 
for research and education. 
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5.0 CONSULTATION and COORDINATION 
 

5.1 External Scoping  
 
External (public) scoping was conducted to inform various agencies and the public about the 
proposal  
 
In addition to the aforementioned public entities, the following agencies and Native American tribes 
were sent scoping information or were contacted for information regarding the project: 
 
Federal Agencies 
US Army Corps of Engineers 
US Department of Agriculture (Natural Resources Conservation Service) 
US Environmental Protection Agency 
US Fish and Wildlife Service 
US Forest Service (Black Hills National Forest) 
 
State Agencies 
Custer State Park 
South Dakota Department of Environment & Natural Resources 
SD Department of Transportation 
SD Game Fish & Parks 
State Soil Scientist 
 
Affiliated Native American Groups 
Apache Tribe of Oklahoma 
Arapaho Business Committee 
Cheyenne River Sioux Tribe 
Cheyenne-Arapaho Tribes of Oklahoma 
Crow Creek Sioux Tribal Council 
Flandreau Santee Sioux Executive Committee 
Fort Belknap Community Council 
Fort Peck Tribal Executive Board 
Kiowa Tribe of Oklahoma 
Lower Brule Sioux Tribal Council 
Lower Sioux Indian Community 
Northern Cheyenne Tribal Council 
Oglala Sioux Tribal Council 
Ponca Tribe of Nebraska 
Ponca Tribe of Oklahoma 
Rosebud Sioux Tribal Council 
Santee Sioux Tribal Council 
Sisseton-Wahpeton Sioux Tribal Council 
Standing Rock Sioux Tribe 
Three Affiliated Tribes Business Council 
Yankton Sioux Tribal Bus. & Claims Comm. 
 

5.2 Internal Scoping  
 
Internal scoping was conducted by an interdisciplinary team (IDT) of professionals from Mount 
Rushmore National Memorial, the National Park Service, Black Hills National Forest, and South 
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Dakota Game Fish and Parks.  IDT members attended an Alternative Generation Workshop April 
12-14, 2008 to discuss the purpose and need for the project; generate alternatives; describe 
potential environmental impacts, including direct, indirect and cumulative and develop possible 
mitigation measures.  As part of the Alternative Generation Workshop, three public open houses 
(two in Rapid City, SD and one on the Pine Ridge Reservation) were held to inform the public of the 
proposed project and to receive input on the project.  Several articles were published in the Rapid 
City Journal regarding the public meetings and the purpose of the project.  
 
External scoping was initiated with the distribution of a scoping letter to federal, state and tribal 
governments (see lists in Section 5.1) to inform them of the proposal to construct a new loop trail 
system at the Memorial and to generate input on the preparation of this Environmental Assessment.  
The scoping letter dated April 2008 was mailed to over 14 agencies and 34 affiliated Tribes.  
Scoping information was also posted on the NPS PEPC site. 
 
Comments received during initial scoping guided the generation of alternatives and the selection of 
the preferred alternative.  A copy of the comments from the open house and PEPC site can be found 
in Appendix B. 
 

5.3 Environmental Assessment Review and List of Recipients 
 
The Environmental Assessment will be released for public review in January 2009.  To inform the 
public of the availability of the Environmental Assessment, the National Park Service will publish and 
distribute a letter or press release to various agencies, tribes, and members of the public on the 
PEPC site, the scoping list, as well as place an ad in the local newspaper.  Copies of the 
Environmental Assessment will be provided to interested individuals, upon request.  Copies of the 
document will also be available for review at the Memorial Administrative Offices and on the internet 
at http://parkplanning.nps.gov. 
 
The Environmental Assessment is subject to a 30-day public comment period ending 
_____________.  During this time, the public is encouraged to submit their written comments to the 
National Park Service address provided at the beginning of this document.  Following the close of 
the comment period, all public comments will be reviewed and analyzed, prior to the release of a 
decision document.  The National Park Service will issue responses to substantive comments 
received during the public comment period, and will make appropriate changes to the Environmental 
Assessment, as needed. 
 

5.4  List of Preparers  
 
The following people provided input on the development of the content and provided valuable 
information through the Alternative Generation Workshop and Alternative Selection Workshop or by 
individual contribution. 
 
Matrix Consulting/Native American Environmental 
 Cheryl Chapman, Ph.D., P.E., Project Manager 
 Mary Kenner, Research Associate 
 
Interdisciplinary Team (IDT) 
National Park Service/Mount Rushmore National Memorial 

Gerard Baker, Superintendent 
Mike Pflaum, Chief Park Ranger 
Duane Bubac, Chief of Cultural Resources and Facilities 
Pam Koenig, Acting Chief of Interpretation  
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Allan Sage, Contracting Officer’s Representative 
Bruce Weisman, Curator 
Amy Bracewell, Education Technician 
Jessica Eggers, LE Ranger, Resource Management & Visitor Protection 
Jason Ginder, Park Ranger (Interpretation) 
Steve Rooker, LE Ranger, Resource Management & Visitor Protection 

 
National Park Service, Midwest Region 
 Dan Licht, Wildlife Biologist 
   
SD Department of Transportation 
 Terry Jorgensen, Custer Office 
 
South Dakota Game Fish and Parks 

Bob Schneider, Assist Division Director, Planning and Development 
Harley Noem, Regional Park Supervisor, Lead, SD 

 
US Forest Service, Black Hills National Forest, Hell Canyon Ranger District 
 Gus Malon, Wilderness Specialist 
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