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To yose_planning@nps.gov .

cC

09/08/2008 03:33 PM

bece

Subject Tuolumne River Plan Comments

Dear Yosemite Planning,

We are 70 year old lovers of the Sierra Nevada's natural environment
who have backpacked, hiked and savored the Tuolumne Watershed's
mountains, meadows and tributary streams for almost five decades. This
email contains our comments based upon review of the Tuolumne Planning
Workbook.

We believe that Alternative 4 should be preferred as striking the best
balance between recreation, education and science-based restoration.
Please retain Tuolumne Lodge tent cabins to provide a base for those
who wish to enjoy day hikes in this beautiful country. The dining
facilities at Tuolumne Lodge do not have to remain at the current site

adjacent to the river. Consider relocating them to restore a river
corridor perhaps some 100-feet wide with a trail system and
interpretive exhibits. If some tent cabins are removed from a band

near the river, they should be replaced in kind to avoid a net
reduction of overnight lodging for visitors.

Thanks very much for considering our recommendations.
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Your Comments Are Important!és-

This workbook contains descriptions of four preliminary site plan concepts for Tuolumne Meadows: one for each of the four
original management zoning alternatives, The range of the site plan concepts reflects the range of interests and concerns ex-
pressed by park managers and staff, associated Indian tribes, and the public during several years of internal and external scoping
and review, Your feedback now on what you sce as the advantages and disadvantages of each concept will be helpful in pulling
together a site plan for the preferred alternarive, We also encourage you to provide your own ideas about a site plan concept for
the preferred alternative, A map and commert space for that exercise are inside this folded sheet.

Once you have shared your comments, you can mail this form to the planning team: Carefully fold the form where indicated,
tape shut the top and sides, add postage (thank you!) and place it in the mail. You can also submit comments by email (preferably
by answering the questions on this comment form) and sending them to yose. planning@nps.gov, or you can fax your comiments
t0 209/379-1294. To be considered in the alternatives development process, comments should be received no later than
September 15.

1. What are your suggestions or concerns about the preliminary alternative site plan concepts for Tuolumne Meadows:
.:—h.

Site plan concept for alternative 1 (page 16 of this workbook). What do you like (n ost about this concept? . _ ...
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Site plan concept for alternative 2 (page 20 of this workbook)., What do ym.)or dislike most about this concept? .
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Site plan concept for alternative 3 (page 24 of this workbook), What do you like or dislike most abour this concept? ____

WS LKE | KEmoy o G 1k In PrOY b SR Sy RES (T RYS I AP S s, ey Y

LIKE W Nee Sie oy Es 268 b/t For. Oyl 1V2a¢ g,m > SE C VARLO &L

Cre 9 Qreted bordmi) TRANK - IWTERPLETTVE  Preds . ’
Site plan concept for alternative 4 (page 28 of this workbook). What do you like onislikdmost about this CORCCPE? .o
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2. Do you have any additional comments or questions about the management zoning alternatives, including the preferred
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3. Please don’t overlook the opportunity to develop your own site plan concept for the preferred management zoning
alternative inside this folded sheet,

Important raminder: The site plan for the preferred alternative must be consistent with the management zoning included in that aiternative. Please refer
1o pages 30 and 31 of the workbook to sea the preferrad alternative zoning map and summaries of what that zaning would mean for management and use
at Tuolumne Meadows. ldeas about site design that would not be consistent with that averall guitdance would best be captured by commenting on the other

alterpatives, above.
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To yose_planning@nps.gov
cc

09/12/2008 02:26 PM bec
Subject Comments on Tuolumne

Please keep Tuolumne Lodge as 1is See attached.
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SKMBT_50008091211111. pdf
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Your Comments Are Important!

Pages z8-35 of this workbook provide descriptions of the preliminary alternative concepts that are being considered for the
Tiuolumne Wild and Scenic River Comprehensive Management Plan. Please provide feedback on the concepts by carefully sepa-
rating this form from thie workbook and writing your comments on jt. After completing your comments, fold the form where
indicated, tape shut the top and sides, add postage (thank you) and place it in the mail. You can also submit comments by email
by answering the questions below and sending them to yose_planning@nps.goy, or faxing your responses to 209/379-1294. To be

1

considered in the alternatives devel LOCESS, C should be ived no later than S 15.
P P P 15

1. Have we presented a fuill range of preliminary concepts from which to build alternatives in the Draft Tuolurone River Plan? Is
there another concept that we have not considered? If so, please describe and/or color the zoning scheme onto the map pro-
vided on the other side of this form.

2. What do you like or dislike about each concept? How could these concepts be improved?

Concept1,

- Concept2

Concept3

Concept 4

3. What are the most important elements that you think should be part of a preferred alternative? Why?
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4. Do you have any comments on the management prescriptions/zones?

WO OTWERWISE CouLD NOT AT
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5. All Tuolumne Meadows Plan scoping comments received during summer 2006 are still being considered. If the information in
this workbook has prompted new thoughts about how to plan for Tuolumne Meadows, please provide them here.




To yose_planning@nps.gov

cc

09/12/2008 01:24 PM

bce

Subject Alternative TM plan comments

#1

Alternative 1. Suggestions: Approve of #'s 1,2,3,7,8,9,14,18. Disagree
with removal of Grill, Store and Mtneering Center. Combine stables. No
bike or horse trails. Leave TM High Camp.

Alternative 2. Suggestions: Approve #'s 1,2,3,8,9, 10,11,12,14. Leave
visitor center and provide parking for C. Lakes. Do not use Gaylor Pit
area for anything. No bike trails.

Alternative 3. Suggestions: Approve #'s 2,3,5,7,8,9,11,15,18. Do not
remove housing from grill/store area. Do not change of improve Gaylor
Pit area.

Alternative 4. Suggestions: Approve #'s 2,3,7,8,11,16,18,19. No bike
trails. Share stables.

#2 Yes. do not develop the Gaylor Pit area. The sensitive areas
surrounding the Dana Fork will be impacted. Consolidate the impact in
the traditional area. Improve access and picnicing etc at Pothole and
the Lambert Dome areas. Why is the removal of the waste water
treatment plant so important? Develope areas in the forest with
controlled access to the meadows. I have never seen bike trails that
did not propagate into adjacent areas - do not allow trail riding of
any kind. The NPS and "Bug Camp" areas are ugly but the location is
logical - consolidate the ramshackle housing. The sharing of the
stables would allow room for this. The store, grill and mtneering
school allows for the visitor to adjust plans without driving out of
the park - reducing traffic. Think about paving the stable road and
improving parking there with trails that link the visitor center and
store area. Glen Aulin should vanish and the lodge should be
consolidated. Showers at the store area might work. Concentrate foot
traffic to hard surfaces = Pothole and Lambert Dome areas. Consider
increased use at Olmstead not in the Dana meadows area.

I appreciate being able to comment on the plans. I have lived in and
visited Tuolumne for over 40 years.

Thank you for the opportunity,



To yose_planning@nps.gov
cc

09/11/2008 06:05 PM bee
Subject comments on Tuolumne Planning alternatives

Dear NPS planners,
Here are my comments on the alternative site plan concepts for TM:

Question 1.

Site plan 1

Like: I think it is important to reduce wilderness impact as much as
possible, especially the impact of cars and parking. I like
eliminating the Lembert dome parking area.

Dislike: Having stayed twice at both the Glen Aulin High Sierra Camp
and Tuolumne Meadows Lodge, the incredible meeting of people with
nature that goes on at the camps is something that happéns nowhere
else! Moving tent cabins further from the river is a good idea, but
please keep the High Sierra Camps.

Site plan 2: I dislike promoting increased visitor use.

Site plan 3:

Dislike: I do not see a need to restore bridges or building facades
other than Parson's Lodge and McCauley Cabin. Instead of restoring
facades to make them look like a rustic building from the past, why
not look to the future and consider "green"” buildings, such as the new
LEED-certified visitors' center in Denali National Park. It is warm,
bright and welcoming, has excellent displays, and blends completely
into the landscape. It is .beautifully designed, and fosters learning
about the park. To me, reducing ecological impact is more important
that historical preservation of buildings.

Site plan 4:

Like: I like this plan: it keeps the TM Lodge and Glen Aulin HSC, but
still protects wilderness. I like the plans to move the tent cabins
and modify the campground to protect the river, as well as
consolidating services in one or two areas. I support getting rid of
commercial trail rides. I like this plan overall.

Sacramento, CA
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To <Yose_Planning@nps.gov>

cc

09/09/2008 10:54 AM bce
Subject Yosemite

Myself and a friend went on a backpacking trip in August of this year,
starting from Tuolumne Meadows and did a loop over Mule and Burro pass, up to
Snow Lake, and came back around over Benson Pass. During this trip we
encountered 4-5 horse pack groups, one of them were NPS employees. Every group
we saw expected us to pull over off the trail, heaven. forbid they have to
stop, and pull over. None of them acknowledged us, or voiced a THANK YOU!!!
I feel the want to be cowboys and cowgirls on these horses should have some
manners. The trails were very run down and sandy, large ruts from the horses.
Also why are we (people) and dogs (if allowed on trail), expected to bury our
waste and the horses waste is left on the trail to pollute water sources? As
well as hikers having to maneuver around it? The impact on the trails and
camp sites are large. As well as the litter they leave. All the high sierra
camps should be closed and all areas restored. Thank you.

Confidentiality Notice: This e-mail message, including any attachments, is for
official use only and by the intended recipient and may contain confidential
and privileged information. Any unauthorized review, use, disclosure or
distribution is prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, please
contact the sender by reply e-mail and destroy all copies of the original.
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To <yose_planning@nps.gov>

CcC

09/09/2008 11:43 AM
bce

Subject Glen Aulin / Tuolumne Camps

I understand you're considering closing Glen Aulin & Tuolumne Camps?!? Why? Please don't do this.
These are great camps and they appeal to older, more polite & respectful hikers. We're also more likely to
be in touch with our representatives, so besides being a bad idea, it could cause you a lot of grief. I don't
wish you any grief, but please reconsider.

Thanks,

Pasadena, California



L st
q-is””
_ To YOSE_Planning@nps.gov
cc

09/10/2008 09:12 AM
bce

Subject tuolumne meadows lodge and glen aulin high sierra camp

I have been hiking the high sierra camps since 1981. You cannot imagine
my shock and dismay when I picked up a card at tuolumne lodge saying
that closing glen aulin and tuolumne lodge was under consideration.

In the '70s I backpacked the sierras with my family. By the 80's it
started to become more and more difficult to carry a 35-40 1lb backpack.
It was then that I heard about the high sierra camps. In 1981 I hiked
the 54 mile loop around all the camps starting at tuolumne lodge. It was
because of the high sierra camps that I have been able to continue
enjoying the beautiful back country of Yosemite. Even now, at age 71, I
and my friends can still go to the more accessible camps like glen aulin
and enjoy the beautiful outdoors. I do not know anywhere else in the
country that has anything like the high sierra camps in Yosemite. They
are a treasure that should be preserved for posterity.

Glen Aulin stopped the showers several years ago because it was said the
contaminated water was polluting the Tuolumne River. I would be more
than happy to continue with no showers and minimal water use than to
shut down that camp.

Tuolumne Lodge is the start off point for these camps. There is no
place else to stay in Tuolumne Meadows. Where would we stay the nite
before we go to Glen Aulin or May Lake, Lee Vining?

How can Yosemite Park make itself more attractive when it starts taking
away the things that make the park attractive and accessible.

PLEASE DO NOT SHUT DOWN THESE POPULAR LODGES AT TUOLUMNE MEADOWS AND
GLEN AULIN. RATHER THAN BE SHUT DOWN, THEY SHOULD BE NAMED NATIONAL
HISTORICAL MONUMENTS !!!

I
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To YOSE_Planning@nps.gov
cc

09/10/2008 10:46 AM
bee

Subject Possible closure of Tuolumne Lodge & Glen Aulin Camp

I have been hlkmg the high sierra camps since the 1980s. I am adamantly opposed
to closing Glen Aulin and Tuolumne Lodge.

There is nowhere else in the U S that has anything like the high
sierra camps in Yosemite. They should be preserved.

If there is environmental damage from human overuse, then take
less drastic steps to preserve the environment while continuing
to make the camp and the Lodge available to the thousands of
people from all over the globe who wish to enjoy Yosemite in the
high country. Consider further restricting water use, e.g.

"Keep me informed on your plans. I plan to keep my Congressman
informed also.

Sincerely,

Pasadena, CA 91105
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Your Comments Are Important!

This workbook contains descriptions of four preliminary site plan concepts for Tuolumne Meadows: one for each of the four
original management zoning alternatives. The range of the site plan concepts reflects the range of interests and concerns ex-
pressed by park managers and staff, associated Indian tribes, and the public during several years of internal and external scoping
and review. Your feedback now on what you see as the advantages and disadvantages of each concept will be helpful in pulling
together a site plan for the preferred alternative. We also encourage you to provide your own ideas about a site plan concept for
the preferred alternative. A map and comment space for that exercise are inside this folded sheet.

Once you have shared your comments, you can mail this form to the planning team: Carefully fold the form where indicated,
tape shut the top and sides, add postage (thank you!) and place it in the mail. You can also submit comments by email (preferably
by answering the questions on this comment form) and sending them to yose_planning@nps.gov, or you can fax your comments
to 209/379-1294. To be considered in the alternatives development process, comments should be received no later than
September 15.

1. What are your suggestions or concerns about the preliminary alternative site plan concepts for Tuolumne Meadows:

Site plan concept for alternative 1 (page 16 of this workbook). What do you like or dislike most about this concept?
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Site plan concept for alternative 4 (page 28 of this workbook). What do you like or dislike most about this concept?

2. Do you have any additional comments or questions about the management zoning alternatives, including the preferred
alternative?
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3. Please don’t overlook the opportunity to develop your own site plan concept for the preferred management zonlng
alternative inside this folded sheet.

Important reminder: The site plan for the preferred alternative must be consistent with the management zoning included in that alternative. Please refer
to pages 30 and 31 of the workbook to see the preferred alternative zoning map and summaries of what that zoning would mean for management and use
at Tuolumne Meadows. Ideas about site design that would not be consistent with that overall guidance would best be captured by commenting on the other
alternatives, above. .




What might Tuolumne Meadows look like under alternative 5 (preferred)?

Create your own site plan concept for the preferred zoning alternative

Before we propose a site plan concept for the preferred alternative, workbook), please describe what you believe are the most important
we want to hear your views. Using the guidance provided by the things to accomplish in the site plan for Tuolumne Meadows, and
desired conditions for the preferred alternative, and the management what that would mean in terms of specific facilities at specific loca-
actions needed to achieve those conditions (see pages 30-31 of the tions.

The most important things to accomplish in the preferred alternative site plan for Tuolumne Meadows are:
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Your Comments Are Important'qb &

This workbook contains descriptions.of four preliminary site plan concepts for Tuolumne Meadows: one for each of the four
original management zoning alternatives. The range of the site plan concepts reflects the range of interests and concerns ex-
pressed by park managers and staff, associated Indian tribes, and the public during several years of internal and external scoping
and review. Your feedback now on what you see as the advantages and disadvantages of each concept will be helpful in pulling
together a site plan for the preferred alternative. We also encourage you to provide your own ideas about a site plan concept for
the preferred alternative. A map and comment space for that exercise are inside this folded sheet.

Once you have shared your comments, you can mail this form to the planning team: Carefully fold the form where indicated,
tape shut the top and sides, add postage (thank you!) and place it in the mail. You can also submit comments by email (preferably
by answering the questions on this comment form) and sending them to yose_planning@nps.gov, or you can fax your comments
t0 209/379-1294. To be considered in the alternatives development process, comments should be received no later than
September 15.

1. What are your suggestions or concerns about the preliminary alternative site plan concepts for Tuolumne Meadows:

Site plan concept for alternative 1 (page 16 of this workbook). What do you like or dislike most about this concept?

Site plan concep
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Qr alternative 2 (page 20 of this workbook). What do you like or dislike most about this concept?

o

Site plan concept for alternative 3 (page 24 is workbo) k). What do you like or dislike most abOut this concept?

Site plan concept for altefnatlve)page 28 of this workbook). What do you like or dislike most about this concept?
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2. Do you have any additio commients or questions about the management zoning alternatives, mcludmg the preferred

alternative?
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3. Ple&$e don’t overlook the opportunity to develop your own site plan concept for}ge preferred management zoning
alternative inside this folded sheet.
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Important reminder: The site plan for the preferred alternative must be consistent with the management zoning included in that alternative. Please refer
to pages 30 and 31 of the workbook to see the preferred alternative zoning map and summaries of what that zoning would mean for management and use
at Tuolumne Meadows. Ideas about site design that would not be consistent with that overall guidance would best be captured by commenting on the other
alternatives, above.



This could best be accomplished by the following changes at the locations specified on the Tuolumne Meadows site plan
map (please be sure to number your comments so they match the site numbers shown on the map below):
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Your Comments Are Important!zsos

This workbook contains descriptions of four preliminary site plan concepts for Tuolumne Meadows: one for each of the four
original management zoning alternatives. The range of the site plan concepts reflects the range of interests and concerns ex-
pressed by park managers and staff, associated Indian tribes, and the public during several years of internal and external scoping
and review. Your feedback now on what you see as the advantages and disadvantages of each concept will be helpful in pulling
together a site plan for the preferred alternative. We also encourage you to provide your own ideas about a site plan concept for
the preferred alternative. A map and comment space for that exercise are inside this folded sheet.

Once you have shared your comments, you can mail this form to the planning team: Carefully fold the form where indicated,
tape shut the top and sides, add postage (thank you!) and place it in the mail. You can also submit comments by email (preferably
by answering the questions on this comment form) and sending them to yose_planning@nps.gov, or you can fax your comments
t0 209/379-1294. To be considered in the alternatives development process, comments should be received no later than
September 15.

1. What are your suggestions or concerns about the preliminary alternative site plan concepts for Tuolumne Meadows:

Site plan concept for alternative 1 (page 16 of this workbook). What do you like or dislike most about this concept? :] (jw k e
m D$+ ,pa..ri'f b’—JL ;) L.tc»‘\-\(ﬂ( K'{-Qﬁ‘ “— “thS J ORB 4, ax( a A A
e _OY "’\4 o L)'EP "A/&/! s

Site plan concept for alternative 2 (page 20 of this workbook). What do you like or dislike most about this concept? , ; 2
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Site plan concept for alternative 3 (page 24 of this workbook). What do you like or dislike most about this concept? s ] A ' CZ'

Site plan concept for alternative 4 (page 28 of this workbook). What do you like or dislike most about this concept? 45 6‘45
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2. Do you have any additional comments or questions about the management zoning alternatives, including the preferred
alternative?

<

————

3. Please don’t overlook the opportunity to develop your own site plan concept for the preferred management zoning
alternative inside this folded sheet.

Important reminder: The site plan for the preferred alternative must be consistent with the management zoning included in that alternative. Please refer
to pages 30 and 31 of the workbook to see the preferred alternative zoning map and summaries of what that zoning would mean for management and use
at Tuolumne Meadows. Ideas about site design that would not be ¢onsistent with that overall guidance would best be captured by commenting on the other
alternatives, above.
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Your Comments Are Important!+s

This workbook contains descriptions of four preliminary site plan concepts for Tuolumne Meadows: one for each of the four
original management zoning alternatives. The range of the site plan concepts reflects the range of interests and concerns ex-
pressed by park managers and staff, associated Indian tribes, and the public during several years of internal and external scoping
and review. Your feedback now on what you see as the advantages and disadvantages of each concept will be helpful in pulling
together a site plan for the preferred alternative. We also encourage you to provide your own ideas about a site plan concept for
the preferred alternative. A map and comment space for that exercise are inside this folded sheet.

Once you have shared your comments, you can mail this form to the planning team: Carefully fold the form where indicated,

tape shut the top and sides, add postage (thank you!) and place it in the mail. You can also submit comments by email (preferably

by answering the questions on this comment form) and sending them to yose_planning@nps.gov, or you can fax your comments ,
t0 209/379-1294. To be considered in the alternatives development process, comments should be received no later than
September 15.

1. What are your suggestions or concerns about the preliminary alternative site plan concepts for Tuolumne Meadows:

Site plan concept for alternative 1 (page 16 of this workbook). What do you like or dislike most about this concept? Tl
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Site plan concept for alternative 2 (page 20 of this workbook). What do you like or dislike most about this concept? ,&%

Site plan concept for alternative 3 (page 24 of this workbook). What do you hke or dislike most about this concept?
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Site plan concept for alternative 4 (page 28 of this workbook). What do you like or dislike most about this concept?
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2. Do you have aily additional comments or questions about the management zoning alternatives, including the preferred
alternative?

3. Please don’t overlook the opportumty to develop your own site plan concept for the preferred management zoning
alternative inside this folded sheet.

Cvo;nment Form

Important reminder: The site plan for the preferred alternative must be consistent with the management zoning included in that alternative. Please refer
to pages 30 and 31 of the workbook to see the preferred alternative zoning map and summaries of what that zoning would mean for management and use
at Tuolumne Meadows. Ideas about site design that would not be consistent with that overall guidance would best be captured by commenting on the other
alternatives, above.




What might Tuolumne Meadows look like under alternative 5 (preferred)?

_ Create your own site plan concept for the preferred zoning alternative

. Before we propose a site plan concept for the preferred alternative, workbook), please describe what you'believe are the most important =~
~ ., we want to hear your views, Using the guidance provided by the things to accomplish in the site plan for Tuolumne Meadows, and .~
... .desired conditions for the preferred alternative, and the management what that would mean in terms of specific facilities at specific loca-

- actions needed to achieve those conditions (see pages 30-31 of the tions.

The most important things to accomplish in the preferred alternative site plan for Tuolumne Meadows are:
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This could best be accomplished by the following changes at the locations specified on the Tuolumne Meadows site plan
map (please be sure to number your comments so they match the site numbers shown on the map below):
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Your Comments Are Important' Tis9

This workbook contains descriptions of four prehmmary site plan concepts for Tuolumne Meadows: one for each of the four
original management zoning alternatives. The range of the site plan concepts reflects the range of interests and concerns ex-
pressed by park managers and staff, associated Indian tribes, and the public during several years of internal and external scoping
and review. Your feedback now on what you see as the advantages and disadvantages of each concept will be helpful in pulling
together a site plan for the preferred alternative. We also encourage you to provide your own ideas about a site plan concept for
the preferred alternative. A map and comment space for that exercise are inside this folded sheet.

Once you have shared your comments, you can mail this form to the planning team: Carefully fold the form where indicated,
tape shut the top and sides, add postage (thank you!) and place it in the mail. You can also submit comments by email (preferably
by answering the questions on this comment form) and sending them to yose_planning@nps.gov, or you can fax your comments
to 209/379-1294. To be considered in the alternatives development process, comments should be received no later than

September 15.

1. What are your suggestions or concerns about the preliminary alternative site plan concepts for Tuolumne Meadows:

Site plan concept for alternative 1 (page 16 of this workbook). What do you like or dislike most about this concept? __A/, /
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Site plan concept for alternative 2 (page 20-f this workbook). What do you like or dis ncept?

14

Site plan concept for alternative 3 (page 24 of this workbook). What do you like or dislike most about this concept?

/4

Site plan concept for alternative 4 (page 28 of this workbook). What do you like or dislike most about this concept?

A

2. Do you have any additional comments or questions about the management zoning alternatives, including the preferred
alternative?

3. Please don’t overlook the opportunity to develop your own site plan concept for the preferred management zoning
alternative inside this folded sheet.

Important reminder: The site plan for the preferred alternative must be consistent with the management zoning included in that alternative. Please refer
to pages 30 and 31 of the workbook to see the preferred alternative zoning map and summaries of what that zoning would mean for management and use
at Tuolumne Meadows. Ideas about site design that would not be consistent with that overall guidance would best be captured by commenting on the other
_alternatives, above.




What might Tuolumne Meadows look like unde

Create your own site plan concept for the preferred zoning alternative

Before we propose a site plan concept for the preferred alternative, workbook), please describe what you believe are the most important
we want to hear your views. Using the guidance provided by the things to accomplish in the site plan for Tuolumne Meadows, and
desired conditions for the preferred alternative, and the management what that would mean in terms of specific facilities at specific loca-
actions needed to achieve those canditions (see pages 30-31 of the tions.

The most important things to accomplish in the preferred alternative site plan for Tuolumne Meadows are: e ﬁfA -
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This could best be accomplished by the following changes at the locations specified on the Tuolumne Meadows site plan
map (please be sure to number your comments so they match the site numbers shown on the map below):
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Your Comments Are Important'%*

This workbook contains descnptlons of four ptehmmary site plan concepts for Tuolumne Meadows: one for each of the four
original management zoning alternatives. The range of the site plan concepts reflects the range of interests and concerns ex- -
pressed by park managers and staff, associated Indian tribes, and the public during several years of internal and external scoping
and review. Your feedback now on what you see as the advantages and disadvantages of each concept will be helpful in pulling
“together a site plan for the preferred alternative. We also encourage you to provide your own ideas about a site plan concept for
the preferred alternative. A map and comment space for that exercise are inside this folded sheet.

Once you have shared your comments, you can mail this form to the planning team: Carefully fold the form where indicated,
tape shut the top and sides, add postage (thank you!) and place it in the mail. You can also submit comments by email (preferably
by answering the questions on this comment form) and sending them to yose_planning@nps. gov, or you can fax your comments
t0209/379-1294. To be considered in the alternatlves development process, comments should be received no later than
September 15.

1. What are your suggestions or concerns about the preliminary alternative site plan concepts for Tuolumne Meadows:

- Site plan concept for alternative 1 (page 16 of this workbopk). What do you like or Aislike mgkt gbout this concept? -

o/ ] ‘,"/“'”
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Slte plan concept for alternative 2 (page 20 of this workbook). ﬁyou like or di

slike most about this concept> . '

ir L —

Site Z concept for alter ive 3 (page 24 of this workbook) What éou like g:»_d;'slike most about this concept?

( Q/? (1 /S,
F

Site plan concept dtive 4 (page 28 of th.lS kbook). What do you l-ike about this concept? ___

2. Do you have any additional comments or questlons about the management zoning alternatives, including the preferred
alternatlve"

ot

L aa‘mi (’:F%Q%o%? |

3. Please don’t overlook the opportunity to develop your own site plan concept for\l{e preferred management zoning
alternative inside this folded sheet. . .

‘Important reminder: The site plan for the preferred alternative must be consistent with the management zoning included in that alternative. Please refer .
to pages 30 and 31 of the workbook to see the preferred alternative zoning map and summaries of what that zoning would mean for management and use
at Tuolumne Meadows. [deas about site design that would not be consistent with that overall guidance would best be captured by commenting on the other
alternatives, above.
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" Your Comments Are Important!+s

This workbook contains descriptions of four preliminary site plan concepts for Tuolumne Meadows: one for each of the four
original management zoning alternatives. The range of the site plan concepts reflects the range of interests and concerns ex-
pressed by park managers and staff, associated Indian tribes, and the public during several years of internal and external scoping
and review. Your feedback now on what you see as the advantages and disadvantages of each concept will be helpful in pulling
together a site plan for the preferred alternative. We also encourage you to provide your own ideas about a site plan concept for
the preferred alternative. A map and comment space for that exercise are inside this folded sheet.

Once you have shared your comments, you can mail this form to the planning team: Carefully fold the form where indicated,
tape shut the top and sides, add postage (thank you!) and place it in the mail. You can also submit comments by email (preferably
by answering the questions on this comment form) and sending them to yose_planning@nps.gov, or you can fax your comments
t0 209/379-1294. To be considered in the alternatives development proéess, comments should be received no later than
September 15.

1. What are your suggestions or concerns about the preliminary alternative site plan concepts for Tuolumne Meadows:

Site plan concept for alternative 1 (page 16 of this workbook). What do you like or dislike most about thjs copcept?
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Site plan concept for alternative 2 (page 20 of this workbook). What do you like or dislike most about this concept? B
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Site plan concept for alternative 3 (page 24 of this workbook). What do you like or dislike most about this concept?
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Site plan concept for alternative 4 (page 28 of this workbook). What do you like or dislike most about this concept?
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2. Do you have any additional comments or questions about the management zoning alternatives, including the preferred
alternative?
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3. Please don’t overlook the opportunity to develop your own site plan concept for the preferred management zoning
alternative inside this folded sheet.

Important reminder: The site plan for the preferred alternative must be consistent with the management zoning included in that alternative. Please refer
to pages 30 and 31 of the workbook to see the preferred alternative zoning map and summaries of what that zoning would mean for management and use
at Tuolumne Meadows. Ideas about site design that would not be consistent with that overall guidance would best be captured by commenting on the other

alternatives, above.
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What might Tuolumne Meadows look like under alternative 5 (preferred)?

Create your own site plan concept for the preferred zoning alternative

Before we propose a site plan concept for the preferred alternative, workbook), please describe what you believe are the most important
we want to hear your views. Using the guidance provided by the things to accomplish in the site plan for Tuclumne Meadows, and
desired conditions for the preferred alternative, and the management what that would mean in terms of specific facilities at specific loca-
actions needed to achieve those conditions (see pages 30-31 of the tions.

The most important things to accomplish in the preferred alternative site plan for Tuolumne Meadows are:
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This could best be accomplished by the following changes at the locations specified on the Tuolumne Meadows site plan
map (please be sure to number your comments so they match the site numbers shown on the map below):

(Optional) Please provide your name and city of residence/zip code: !
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General thoughts:

I love Tuolumne Meadows just the way it is! I hope that
the plan you adopt will be the one with the fewest changes.
A few comforts/conveniences are welcome and nice, like
the small store and grill, Tuolumne Lodge and the camp
ground. They are minimal and don’t accommodate or
encourage huge crowds of people. Tuolumne remains a
fairly untouched jewel, with fabulous trails, views and
places waiting to be discovered.

I think there is no reason to add public showers to the list of
Tuolumne amenities. They will only add to water waste
and the problem of “grey” water.

I love to kayak but don’t think it should be allowed in the
pristine high country. There are plenty of other places to
enjoy that. |

After reading these proposals I’'m sure some changes will
be made — but I hope whatever they are doesn’t
commercialize Tuolumne Meadows — it’s beauty is
enhanced by being relatively untouched by mankind,
mostly left wild, with only a very few amentities.




Your Comments Are Important!

This workbook contains descriptions of four preliminary site plan concepts for Tuolumne Meadows: one for each of the four
original management zoning alternatives. The range of the site plan concepts reflects the range of interests and concerns ex-
pressed by park managers and staff, associated Indian tribes, and the public during several years of internal and external scoping
and review. Your feedback now on what you see as the advantages and disadvantages of each concept will be helpful in pulling
together a site plan for the preferred alternative. We also encourage you to provide your own ideas about a site plan concept for
the preferred alternative. A map and comment space for that exercise are inside this folded sheet.

Once you have shared your comments, you can mail this form to the planning team: Carefully fold the form where indicated,
tape shut the top and sides, add postage (thank you!) and place it in the mail. You can also submit comments by email (preferably
by answering the questions on this comment form) and sending them to yose_planning@nps.gov, or you can fax your comments
t0209/379-1294. To be considered in the alternatives development process, comments should be received no later than
September 15.

1. What are your suggestions or concerns about the preliminary alternative site plan concepts for Tuolumne Meadows:

Site plan t\oncept for alternative 1 (page 16 of this workbook). What do you like or dislike most about this concept? AOﬁ_ML
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concept for alternative 3 (page 24 of this workbook). What do you like'or dislike most about this concept?

Site plan concept for alternative 4 (page 28 of this workbook). What do you like or dislike most about this concept?

2. Do you have any additional comments or questions about the management zoning alternatives, including the preferred
alternative?

3. Please don’t overlook the opportunity to develop your own site plan concept for the preferred management zoning
alternative inside this folded sheet.

Important reminder: The site plan for the preferred alternative must be consistent with the management zoning included in that alternative. Please refer
to pages 30 and 31 of the workbook to see the preferred alternative zoning map and summaries of what that zoning would mean for management and use
at Tuolumne Meadows. Ideas about site design that would not be consustent with that overall guidance would best be captured by commemmg on.the other
alternatives, above.
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Your Comments Are Important!¢«®

This workbook contains descriptions of four preliminary site plan concepts for Tuolumne Meadows: one for each of the four
original management zoning alternatives. The range of the site plan concepts reflects the range of interests and concerns ex-
pressed by park managers and staff, associated Indian tribes, and the public during several years of internal and external scoping
and review. Your feedback now on what you see as the advantages and disadvantages of each concept will be helpful in pulling
together a site plan for the preferred alternative. We also encourage you to provide your own ideas about a site plan concept for
the preferred alternative. A map and comment space for that exercise are inside this folded sheet.

Once you have shared your comments, you can mail this form to the planning team: Carefully fold the form where indicated,
tape shut the top and sides, add postage (thank you!) and place it in the mail. You can also submit comments by email (preferably
by answering the questions on this comment form) and sending them to yose_planning@nps.gov, or you can fax your comments
to 209/379-1294. To be considered in the alternatives development process, comments should be received no later than
September 15. '

1. What are your suggestions or concerns about the preliminary alternative site plan concepts for Tuolumne Meadows:

Site plan concept for alternative 1 (page 16 of this workbook). What do you like or dislike most about this concept? H}h!lg I
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Impoertant reminder: The site plan for the preferred alternative must be consistent with the management zoning included in that alternative. Please refer
to pages 30 and 31 of the workbook to see the preferred alternative zoning map and summaries of what that zoning would mean for management and use
at Tuolumne Meadows. Ideas about site design that would not be consistent with that overall guidance wouid best be captured by commenting on the other
alternatives, above,



The most important thing to accomplish is striking a balance between restoring long
term ecological-integrity of the meadow and riparian areas and maintaining opportunities for
a variety of day and overnight use for people of all ages and abilities. while-maximizing the
wilderness experience and encouraging visitor awareness and understanding of our role in
its protection. ‘ o 3

There were a number of suggestions found throughout the various alternatives that |
believe could help toward meeting this challenge. First as mentioned in Alternative 4,
combining science based information and American Indian knowledge of the ecosystem
would help to identify the conditions necessary for ecological recovery and long term
maintenance of habitat. Also critical is intensive management of visitor use, including
possibly restricting people from using certain areas under restoration.

Alternative 2 also discussed the importance of interpretive programs. This could be
another critical management piece. People are usually willing to supﬁort resource protection
when they are given opportunities to understand the significance of their actions and
choices, and guided toward awareness of their interconnectedness with the places they
love. Visitors can also learn more about their own roles as stewards of the Tuolumne area-
including its past, present and future - through interpretative services which emphasize
American Indian cultural practices, prehistoric and historic uses of the park and the protection
of archaeological resources In addition, the perpetuation of Native American cultural
practices would honor the significant role this group has played and must continue to play in
the Tuolumne environment. '

Several alternatives suggested the consolidation of services, formalizing parking
areas, improvement of trail connections, connection and expansion of shuttle service. | think
all of these would increase efficiency for visitors while reducing environmental impacts.

Altemative 4 suggests minimizing, restricting or eliminating commercial trail rides. At
the least, separating the horse and mule trails from hiking trails would make a much more
pleasant exFerience for those of us traveling by foot. In my experience it has beenless ...
than optimal having to move off the trail frequently for mule trains and having ta'walk behind
the constant kicking up of dust and stepping around fly covered manure piles. | am aware
- that hikers and backpackers leave their own footprint, so | don't know if this is completely fair,
although it seems the animals have a major impact on the streams and other watercourses.

I don't know if there is sound science showing that the Glen Aulin area can be kept
open without major impact to the river and streams. Whatever we can do to help this
incomparable area remain as pristine as possible, | would like to support. Yet if Glen Aulin
were closed as a high sierra camp, | would probably never be able to again enjoy the
experience | have treasured perhaps above all with my friends and family in the
Tuoloumne area, so | sincerely hope this does not become necessary.

| am very interested in learning more about what can be done to help this most
beloved area of Yosemite so that we can continue to enjoy its magnificent beauty now and
in the future. Thank you very much for including us in this important decision making process.
Please continue to keep me informed. '

Sincerely,

Cazadero, CA 95421



This could best be accomplished by the following changes at the locations specified on the Tuolumne Meadows site plan
map (please be sure to ngmber your comments so they match the site numbers shown on the map below):
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Your Comments Are Important!i-

This workbook contains descriptions of four preliminary site plan concepts for Tuolumne Meadows: one for each of the four
original management zoning alternatives. The range of the site plan concepts reflects the range of interests and concerns ex-
pressed by park managers and staff, associated Indian tribes, and the public during several years of internal and external scoping
and review. Your feedback now on what you see as the advantages and disadvantages of each concept will be helpful in pulling
together a site plan for the preferred alternative. We also encourage you to provide your own ideas about a site plan concept for
the preferred alternative. A map and comment space for that exercise are inside this folded sheet.

i

Once you have shared your comments, you can mail this form to the planning team: Carefully fold the form where indicated,
tape shut the top and sides, add postage (thank you!) and place it in the mail. You can also submit comments by email (preferably
by answering the questions on this comment form) and sending them to yose_planning@nps.gov, or you can fax your comments
t0 209/379-1294. To be considered in the alternatives development process, comments should be received no later than
September 15.

1. What are your suggestions or concerns about the preliminary alternative site plan concepts for Tuolumne Meadows:

Site plan concept for alternative 1 (page 16 of this workbook). What do you like or dislike most abgut this concep 2 SN
Lot Mung— il ey, T M. ﬁ/&ia@ & jg@«/ ZJ«J
\,ﬂ/V L/&c/\ia( %ML VLéﬁ/é,uu /L/VU‘*/&M ON__ZAD A @W{
te p ary oncep/fo@r:l‘;g'négwe 2 (page 2gof this workbook) What dozou like or dislike most about this concept> ;ﬂ/] _ta 3

4ite plan conceﬁi/for alternative 3 (page 24 of this workbook). \’gat do you like or dislike Zst about this concept?

aed

Site plan concept for alternative 4 (page 28 of this workbook). What do you like or dislike most about this concept?

2.Do you have any addltlonal comments or questions about ?u} management zoning alternatives, including the preferred
alternatlve>
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3. Please don t overlook the opportumty to develop your own sit¢ plan concept for the preferred management Zonjig

alternative inside this folded sheet.

Important reminder: The site plan for the preferred alternative must be cons;stent with the management zoning included in that alternative. Please refer
to pages 30 and 31 of the workbook to see the preferred alternative zoning map and summaries of what that zoning would mean for management and use
at Tuolumne Meadows. {deas about site design that would not be consistent with that overall guidance would best be captured by commenting on the other
alternatives, above. ‘




Your Comments Are Importa J\

This workbook contains descriptions of four preliminary site plan concepts for Tuolumne Meadows: one for each of the four
original management zoning alternatives. The range of the site plan concepts reflects the range of interests and concerns ex-
pressed by park managers and staff, associated Indian tribes, and the public during several years of internal and external scoping
and review. Your feedback now on what you see as the advantages and disadvantages of each concept will be helpful in pulling
together a site plan for the preferred alternative. We also encourage you to provide your own ideas about a site plan concept for
the preferred alternative. A map and comment space for that exercise are inside this folded sheet.

Once you have shared your comments, you can mail this form to the planning team: Carefully fold the form where indicated,
tape shut the top and sides, add postage (thank you!) and place it in the mail. You can also submit comments by email (preferably
by answering the questions on this comment form) and sending them to yose_planning@nps.gov, or you can fax your comments
to 209/379-1294. To be considered in the alternatives development process, comments should be received no later than
September 15.

1. What are your suggestions or concerns about the preliminary alternative site plan concepts for Tuolumne Meadows:

Site plan concept for alternative 1 (page 16 of this workbook). What do you like or dislike most about this concept?

Site plan concept for alternative 2 (page 20 of this workbook). What do you like or dislike most about this concept?

Site plan concept for alternative 3 (page 24 of this workbook). What do you like or dislike most about this concept?

Site plan concept for alternative 4 (page 28 of this workbook). What do you like or dislike most about this concept?

2. Do you have any additional comments or questions about the management zoning alternatives, including the preferred
alternative?

3. Please don’t overlook the opportunity to develop your own site plan concept for the preferred management zoning
alternative inside this folded sheet.

Important reminder: The site-plan for the preferred alternative must be consistent with the management zoning included in that alternative. Please refer
to pages 30 and 31 of the workbook to see the preferred alternative zoning map and summaries of what that zoning would mean for management and use
at Tuolumne Meadows. Ideas about site design that would not be consistent with that overall guidance would best be captured by commenting on the other
alternatives, above,
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What might Tuolumne Meadows Iook Ilke under alternative 5 (preferred)7
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The most important things to accomplish in the preferred alternative site plan for Tuolumne Meadows are:
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This could best be accomplished by the following changes at the locations specified on the Tuolumne Meadows site plan
map (please be sure to number your comments so they match the site numbers shown on the map bglow):
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Your Comments Are Imp ortaf%t.,,;wg

This workbook contains descriptions of four preliminary site plan concepts for Tuolumne Meadows: one for each of the four
original management zoning alternatives. The range of the site plan concepts refiects the range of interests and concerns ex-
pressed by park managers and staff, associated Indian tribes, and the public during several years of internal and external scoping
and review. Your feedback now on what you see as the advantages and disadvantages of each concept will be helpful in pulling
together a site plan for the preferred alternative. We also encourage you to provide your own ideas about a site plan concept for
the preferred alternative. A map and comment space for that exercise are inside this folded sheet.

Once you have shared your comments, you can mail this form to the planning team: Carefully fold the form where indicated,
tape shut the top and sides, add postage (thank you!) and place it in the mail. You can also submit comments by email (preferably
by answering the questions on this comment form) and sending them to yose_planning@nps.gov, or you can fax your comments
t0209/379-1294. To be considered in the alternatives development process, comments should be received no later than

September 15. ’f‘AD‘ A W(‘(ca.ns 0-‘/;/; fﬁéf/";&é'

1. What are gr suggestions or,concerns about the preliminary alternatlve site plan concepts for Tuolumne Meadows:

gt of Ml  BwS. MmES Collesce. Sidld A7 frﬁz ﬂ%r(émg

Site plan concept for alternative 1 (page 16 of this workbook). What do you hke or dislike most ab thls concept?
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Site plan coficept for alternative 2 (page 20 of this workbook). What do you like or dislike mostabout this c cept>
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Slte plan concept for alternative 3 (page 24 of this workbook). What do you like or dislike most about this concept?
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Site plan concept for alternative 4 (page 28 of this workbook). What do you like or dislike most about this concept?
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.Doyou have any /additional comments or questions about thé management zoning alternatives, including the preferred
alternative?
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3. Please don’t overlook the opportunity to develop your own site plan concept for the preferred management zoning
alternative inside this folded sheet.
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Important reminder: The site plan for the preferred alternative must be consistent with the management zoning included in that alternative. Please refer
to pages 30 and 31 of the workbook to see the preferred alternative zoning map and summaries of what that zoning would mean for management and use
at Tuolumne Meadows, Ideas about site design that would not be consistent with that overall guidance would best be captured by commenting on the other
alternatives, above.
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This could best be accomplished by the following changes at the locations specified on the Tuolumne Meadows site plan
map (please bcE sure to number your comments so they match the site numbers shown on the map below):
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‘ (Optlonal) Please provide your name and city of residence/zip code:

Create Your Own Site Plan
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Your Comments Are Important!

This workbook contains descriptions of four preliminary site plan concepts for Tuolumne Meadows: one for each of the four original management
zoning aiternatives. The range of the site plan concepts reflects the range of interests and concerns expressed by park managers and staff, associated
Indian tribes, and the public during several years of internal and external scoping and review. Your feedback now on. what you see as the
advantages and disadvantages of each concept will be helpful in pulling together a site plan for the preferred alternative. We also encourage you to
provide your own ideas about a site plan concept for the preferred alternative. A map and comment space for that exercise are inside this folded
sheet.

Once you have shared your comments, you can mail this form to the planning team: Carefully fold the form where indicated, tape shut the top and
sides, add postage (thank you!) and place it in the mail. You can also submit comments by email (preferably by answering the questions on this
comment form) and sending them to yose_planning@nps.gov, or you can fax your comments to 209/379-1294. To be considered in the alternatives
development process, comments should be received no later than September 15.

1. What are your suggestions or concerns about the preliminary alternative site plan concepts for Tuolumne Meadows:

Site plan concept for alternative 1 (page 16 of this workbook). What do you like or dislike most about this concept?
Don’t Like: This is the least acceptable alternative. It reduces visitor use to an unacceptable level.

Cathedral Lakes access parking should not be moved to Visitor Center.

Oppose eliminating store and grill as well as oppose removing Tuolumne Lodge and Glen Aulin HS Camp
Maintaining present level in the campground

Expanding Dog Lake parking.

Removing fuel station OK. Fuel available at LeeVining and Crane Flat.

oy
oy
a3

Site plan concept for alternative 2 (page 20 of this workbook). What do you like or dislike most about this concept?
Don’t Like: Cathedral Lakes parking rieeds to stay where it is. Should be formal off road parking.
Like: Consolidating stables OK
Consolidating Visitor Center, store and grill OK as long as adequate access and parking are available.
Consolidating ranger station and wilderness center at current stables site OK
-Parking for Parsons Lodge and meadow good. Formalizing trails good.

Site plan concept for alternative 3 (page 24 of this workbook). What do you like or dislike most about this concept?
Don’t Like: Cathedral Lakes parking should be left at the access. Off road parking needs to be developed.
Like: Managing Lodge Pole Pine to maintain meadows good.

Plan generally good. Things are left where they are.

Adding picnic areas near visitor center and store and grill good.

Retain Tuolumne Lodge. :

Shuttle Bus service is excellent and should be emphasized in all alternatives. This is a partial solution to

parking along the road.

Site plan concept for alternative 4 (page 28 of this workbook). What do you like or dislike most about this concept
Don’t Like: Keep historic dining room where it is.

Lembert Dome parking should be left.
Like: Formal parking and visitor station at trail connection at Cathedral Lakes good.

Consolidation plan for Sites 9 and 10 OK, Adequate access and parking must be provided.

2. Do you have any additional comments or questions about the management zoning alternatives, including the preferred alternative?
3. Please don't overlook the opportunity to develop your own site plan concept for the preferred management zoning alternative
inside this folded sheet.

RX TIME  09-15 08 10:49




sep 15 08 11:582 (NN I

This could best be accomplished by the following changes at the locations specified on the Tuolumne Meadows site plan map
(please be sure to number your comments so they match the site numbers shown on the map below):

p.2

What might Tuolumne Meadows look like under alternative 5 (preferred)?

Sefore we propose a site plan concept for the preferred alternative,
we want to hear your views. Using the guidance provided by the
desired conditions for the preferred alternative, and the management
actions needed to achieve those conditions (s2e pages 30-31 of the tions.

Create your own site plan concept for the preferred zoning afternative
workbook), please destribe what you believe are the mosi important
things o accomplish in the site plan for Tuolumne Meadows, and
what that would mean in terms of specific facilities at specific loca-

The most important things to accomplish in the preferred alternative site plan for Tuolumne Meadows are:
Continue to provide adequate accommodations for visitors. Several of the alternatives are anti-people.
Things can be rearranged and consolidated to obtain a better result. Facilities have grown over the pastin a

a.
b.

o

somewhat uncoordinated fashion.
Campground needs to be better organized and expanded if possible. Add showers at campground.

Eliminating/reducing parking along the road is desirable but this can only be accomplished by providing adequate

organized, off road parking.

-Shuttle bus is very important in any alternative.

Hardening trails in the meadow is very desirable. This has been a great success in the Valley.
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This could best be accomplished by the following changes at the locations specified on the Tuolumne Meadows site plan
map (please be sure to number your comments so they match the site numbers shown on the map below):

Provide formal parking, picnic area and trail connections (alt 2). This also will help reduce roadside parking.

Need to provide more formal, off road parking to eliminate or reduce roadside parking (alt. 2)

Provide formal parking with visitor contact station and trail connections to Cathedral Lakes (alt.4).

Relocate treatment ponds and restore site. Remove pipe through meadow (alt. 4)

Relocate visitor center and consolidate housing (alt.4). Must provide adequate access and parking at new visitor location.

Consolidate treatment facilities (alt. 4)

(alt.4)

(alt.4)

Relocate facilities at Campground D loop (alt. 4). Must provide adequate access and parking. Retain or increase campground

numbers. Provide showers/restrooms (alt.2). Consider removing fuel station. Fuel available at LeeVining and Crane Flat

10.. Consolidate ranger station, etc. (alt. 4). Add meadow interpretive trail (alt. 2)

11. Consolidate stables (alt. 4). Keep horse riding and pack trains, part of Tuolumne history. Maintain H.S. camps including Glen
Aulin,

12. Redesign parking and expand plcmc area; upgrade comfort station (alt. 2).

13. Restore Wagon Road as interpretive trail (alt 3)

14. Relocate A loop campsites away from riparian area (alt. 3) Retain or expand numbers of campsntes

15. Relocate (alt. 4)

16. Relocate (ait.4)

17. Consolidate housing to Road Camp. Expand Dog Lake parking (alt 4).

18. Retain Tuolumne Lodge. Move housing but leave dining hall where it is (alt 3).
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est Tumne Meows, Je 200.

Having read over the 2007 and 2008 planning workbooks more than once, I find it
difficult to comment on or come to any conclusions regarding some matters that I know
very little about. There is not enough specific information given in the workbooks to
understand some problems that may exist and the advantages and disadvantages of
different alternatives for remedying such problems. For example, what exactly is meant
by “aging” wastewater treatment facilities? What exactly is “meadow damage”? Is
“damage” referring to the area directly beside the Tioga Road that is impacted by vehicle
tires while parking? Or is there a greater “damage” to the meadow as a whole that is
caused by the roadside parking? What’s wrong with current maintenance facilities? Is
this information provided on the park website?

Alternative 1

Like most:

- “A self-reliant and adventurous visitor experience.”

- Remove Glen Aulin High Sierra Camp, Tuolumne Lodge, store, grill, and fuel
station. I know that this will never happen, but at least we can dream.

- Eliminate of commercial trail rides.

- Expand Dog Lake/JMT parking area.

- Provide formal parking area near campground entrance. The campground
reservation area overflows with vehicles on busy mornings; sometimes vehicles
are parked on the inside of the white line on the Tioga Road which makes an
already too narrow road narrower — this is dangerous.

Dislike most:



- Remove parking along access road to concessioner stable. Lembert parking
overflows regularly on busy days; this area needs more parking spaces, not less.

- Remove “social trail” around east side of Pothole dome and SW edge of
Tuolumne River towards Glen Aulin. This area needs some sort of a trail,
whether it is a “social” trail or a formal trail. Tire ruts from vehicle traffic of the
past are apparent along much of the west edge of the meadow, near Pothole Dome
—it’s not like these ruts will disappear right away if the “social” trail is removed.

- Preserve NPS stable. This facility contributes dust and unpleasant odors into the
Tioga Road, visitor center and nearby Puppy Dome.

Alternative 2

Like most:
- Expand picnic area at Lembert Dome; replace vault toilets with updated restrooms
and replace prehistoric picnic tables.
- Provide hike/bike trail connecting facilities along Tioga Road.
- Provide formal parking area and trail across meadow east of Pothole Dome.

Dislike most:

- Consolidate concessioner and NPS stables east of wastewater treatment plant; add
bridal path. Yuck!

- Relocate housing to Gaylor Pit. Please no!

- Relocate wilderness center to current concessioner stable location. If the stables
must stay, the current location is where they belong. The wilderness center
should remain close to the Tioga Road, as it currently is, in a centralized location
between major trailheads.

- Provide a public shower/restroom facility in consolidated visitor service area.
This will only make the area more busy and overcrowded. Lodge guests have
access to shower facilities; otherwise there are shower facilities in Lee Vining.

Alternative 3

Like most:
- Preserve visitor center at its current location; expand parking to accommodate
trailhead for Cathedral Lakes.
- Retain Lembert Dome picnic area and parking; redesign comfort station; better
identify trail.

Dislike most:

- Preserve Glen Aulin High Sierra Camp as zoned by the Tuolumne Heritage
management prescription. In this modern age of technical outdoor gear and
clothing, there is no reason why the High Sierra Camps are needed to allow
visitors to experience the Yosemite wilderness. If preserving “heritage” is the
main focus of the Tuolumne management plan, then the only form of



transportation permitted in Tuolumne should be by horseback or by horse-drawn
wagon. Horse and pack-animal traffic has turned hiking trails into foul smelling,
fly infested troughs of silt. Erosion rates are also increased; additional silt and
sand are washed into the river from these trails during spring runoff and summer
thunderstorms, which decrease water quality. I personally try to stay away from
pack trails as much as possible because it is simply an unpleasant and frustrating
hiking experience.

Provide satellite parking with waterless toilet at Gaylor Pit. Extend shuttle
service to Gaylor Pit. No, no, no! Tuolumne infrastructure should not be
expanded beyond its current geographic boundaries!

Modify exterior of newer campground restrooms to enhance rustic character. I
would much rather see NPS funds go towards something that actually needs
attention, such as the many restroom facilities that are in need of an update, like
the ones at Lembert Dome and the store/grill, etc.

Upgrade fagade of wilderness center to be compatible with historic landscape
character. Again, there are plenty of things that are in need of attention; why
spend limited park funds on the least important of things? The wilderness center
looks fine.

Move “nonhistoric” restroom building to a new location southeast of store. Why?
Wouldn’t it be better to just update the ex1st1ng building/facility at its current
location?

Alternative 4

Like most:

Synthesize science-based information and American Indian knowledge of the
ecosystem to identify conditions necessary for the ecological recovery and long-
term integrity of river-related habitats at Tuolumne Meadows.

Provide formal parking area with trail connections to Cathedral Lakes on south
side of Tioga Road, near current Cathedral Lakes roadside parking. What exactly
is a visitor contact station? This new parking lot could have a separate entrance
and exit and spaces for 40 to 50 vehicles; overflow parking could be
accommodated in an expanded visitor center parking area.

Provide hike/bike trail connecting facilities along Tioga Road and Great Sierra
Wagon Road.

Consolidate NPS and concessioner stables, including associated housing, at
concessioner stable site. Wouldn’t this be more efficient? It would certalnly have
less impact on the environment and visitors. :

Dislike most:

Remove parking, picnic area, and comfort station/restroom at Lembert Dome.
This area needs to be updated, not removed!

Consolidate store, grill, and visitor center functions in a new facility in what is
now campground D loop. Is this much change really necessary? I would hope
not. Although consolidation may improve efficiency with respect to



traffic/parking, it would certainly create chaos on busy days with so many
facilities jammed all together.
- Eliminate public fuel station.

Not sure:
- Remove wastewater treatment ponds and restore site to natural conditions.
(Replace ponds with new facilities near wastewater treatment plant and remove
sewer line that currently runs beneath meadow from plant to ponds.) See #4
below.

The most important things to accomplish in the preferred alternative site plan are:

- Improve and expand parking facilities to accommodate visitor needs with as
minimal impact to the environment as possible.

- Create safer roadside parking where roadside parking is to remain; the spots
should be large enough for a vehicle to safely park off of the Tioga Road.

- Improve and update employee housing.

- Improve and update picnic/restroom facilities.

- Increase environmental research/studies in the Tuolumne Meadows area.

- Protect sensitive riparian and meadow areas and promote ecological recovery.

Alternative 5 (preferred)

1. Pothole Dome Parking and Trails — Retain existing paved parking at Pothole Dome. If
roadside parking between the trees just east of Pothole parking is to be removed, then the
paved parking at Pothole Dome should be expanded to accommodate parking for access
to the Pothole Dome/west meadows/Glen Aulin areas.

2. Cathedral Roadside Parking — A definite problem. Remove roadside parking and
relocate to new/expanded parking areas. What exactly are “scenic pullouts”? Will
parking time be limited in “scenic pullouts™?

3. New Cathedral Lakes Parking Lot — Build new parking lot on south side of Tioga
Road at existing roadside parking location and expand visitor center parking lot for
overflow of new lot. Extend trailhead to visitor center for overflow parking.

4. Wastewater Treatment Ponds and Access Road — There is not enough information
given in the Planning Workbook to know if there is a problem with the ponds or not. Is
wastewater seeping into the Tuolumne River? Or are the ponds an eyesore to visitors? If
the ponds need to be moved then they should be relocated next to the existing wastewater
treatment plant. If the ponds are functioning properly then it seems that the
environmental impact from relocating the ponds and removing the sewer line would
outweigh the aesthetic drawbacks. :



5. Visitor Center, Road Camp Housing, and M aintenance — Expand visitor center
parking to accommodate overflow of new Cathedral Lakes parking area. Increase
number of RV parking spaces in order to keep RV's out of the smaller parking lots. Add
picnic area. Update maintenance facilities and employee housing as necessary.

6. Wastewater Treatment Plant — Relocate wastewater treatment ponds if necessary.
Does NPS need a new maintenance yard and operations office?

7. Parsons Lodge and McCauley Cabin — Preserve. Is the access road necessary to the
preservation of the lodge and cabin or should it be removed?

8. Potential Day Parking/Picnic Area and Trail to Parsons Lodge — No change.

9. Campground — Retain current capacity; improve site delineation and traffic flow.
Increase parking space at campground reservation booth on Tioga Road by expanding
paved parking to the south and west, towards the store. If necessary, provide formal
parking on north side of Tioga Road.

10. Store/Grill — Redesign facility for better operational efficiency. Improve store
management and supply of goods. Quite often, the supply of goods is exhausted in no
time at all and it is several days before the supply is replenished. Ihave no complaints
about removing all infrastructures including the store, although as mentioned above, this
will never happen. If the Park Service/DNC is going to provide a store, then at least do it
right. If this store existed outside of the park with competition next door, it would not
survive long at all.

Repaint parking space lines at store/grill parking lot. The parking spaces are currently of
differing widths — some are too wide; some are too narrow. Vehicles can fit better if the
parking spaces are of appropriate and equal width.

RVs should not be allowed to park at the store/grill. The parking lot and spaces are not
large enough, especially when tour and shuttle busses are present, and often an RV blocks
traffic or takes up multiple spaces by parallel parking. There is specific RV parking at
the visitor center — RVs should park at the visitor center where a shuttle bus can be taken
to the store/grill/etc. (see bus stop idea below). This needs to be posted and enforced.

The 25mph speed limit between Lembert Dome and the west end of the campground also
needs to be enforced. It is amazing how many vehicles speed through this area and it is
very unsafe in such a congested and busy area.

11. DNC/Concessioner Stables — Eliminate commercial trail rides; eliminate
concessioner stables. Of the total number of park visitors, what percentage enjoy trail
rides and/or pack animals in Tuolumne Meadows? What percentage dislike what the
stables/animals provide for Tuolumne Meadows? Without a doubt, I would say that there
are far, far more visitors who dislike the existence of the animals and stable s than those
who support it. Why is wilderness compromised so much, simply for a small select few



that cannot or will not use their own two legs? If anything can be changed in Tuolumne,
I would most strongly favor the removal of the stables and all horse-packing in the area!

12. Lembert Parking and Picnic Area — Redesign parking area to accommodate a few
more vehicles, replace rotting wood curbs with real curbs, paint lines for parking spaces,
expand picnic area, and upgrade comfort station/restrooms. These restrooms are of
prehistoric design and let very little light in; it is more pleasant to do as a bear does. If
RV parking is to be allowed in this parking area, then two or three RV-only spaces need
to be created.

13. Hike/Bike Trail Between Lembert Dome and Wilderness Center — Provide paved
hike/bike trail along Tioga Road. Will this pathway be alongside the Tioga Road, or
lower down, closer to the meadow area? There is a fair amount of foot traffic along the
stretch of road between Lembert and the wilderness center although there is not enough
room along the shoulder. This creates a hazard for both hikers and motorists. A proper
hiking trail is definitely needed. Provide interpretive signs for the Great Sierra Wagon
Road where appropriate.

14. Campground, A Loop — This area is zoned as Tuolumne Heritage but if campsites are
too close to the river which creates negative impact, then the sites along the river should
be relocated. If there is no significant impact to the river corridor from these campsites,
then retain the sites.

15. Wilderness Center — Preserve. Is a minor expansion of this parking area possible? It
always overflows during the busy season.

16. NPS Stable — Re-zone area as High-Country Base Camp and consolidate stables at
current concessioner stable location. The dust and the smell are not needed so close to
Puppy Dome, the wilderness center, and the Tioga Road.

17. NPS Housing and Dog Lake/JMT Parking — Expand Dog Lake/JMT parking.
Although this area is zoned as Tuolumne Heritage in the preferred plan, the parking
capacity should be expanded to accommodate the current overflow. This is a popular
starting point for the JMT and is also a trailhe ad for many local backpackers and day-use
hikers.

18. Tuolumne Lodge/Housing — Preserve historic structures. If necessary, remove some
housing away from the river to restore natural river conditions.

19. Gaylor Pit — No change; retain emergency operations and helipad. Post “NO
PARKING IN FRONT OF GATE” signs that are more obvious. Occasionally, visitors
park improperly at this dirt pullout and may block access for emergency vehicles.



The following comments are not directly related to the questions in the planning
workbook but are in response to what I have observed during my time in Yosemite.
All photos included were taken summer 2008.

Geological Information Along Hiking Trails

As a geologist, I would like to see more natural history information available to the
public along hiking trails. For example, there are several informative plaques along the
utility road to Parsons Lodge yet many are relatively simple and pertain mostly to
wildlife and cultural history. It would be nice to see more information plaques, placed in
inconspicuous locations, that describe the different rock types and rock textures in the
Tuolumne high-country area as well as the processes that formed them. The geology of
this area is nothing short of spectacular (many examples are referred to in geology text
books); visitors should be able to learn more about the local geology while seeing
features first hand in the field.

Tioga Road/CA Highway 120
It should be obvious to anyone who has driven the Tioga Road between Crane Flat and
the Tioga Pass entrance station that the lanes are narrower than what California
regulations require. I doubt that there will be any changes in the near future, considering
the enormous scale of widening the road, but want to express my concerns that the road is
unsafe. The road is too narrow for RVs and tour busses, yet they are permitted. Bicycles
are also permitted on this stretch of road when there is certainly no room for them. How
are two tour busses or two RVs supposed to pass each other when there is a bicycle on
the road? How about in a blind turn (of which there are many)? Or is such timing just a
rare coincidence that can be overlooked? I recommend that bicyclists be strongly
discouraged from riding on the Tioga Road, or better yet, not permitted at all. It only
creates a dangerous situation for everyone involved. A hike/bike path should be built
between the existing facilities in the Tuolumne Meadows area, as mentioned above, to
allow for the safe travel of bicyclists.

Vehicles Stopped on Tioga Road

Quite often, a vehicle stops on the road, with its occupants gazing at the scenery or taking
- photos. Most people don’t stop at random in the middle of a fre eway or a state highway
but for some reason, visitors seem to do the stran gest things when in a National Park.
Although stopping a vehicle on a highway is prohibited by California state law it appears
necessary to post signs at park entrances and along sections of the Tioga Road — “NO
STOPPING OR PARKING ON ROADWAY!” It is frustrating to see LE Rangers ignore
vehicles that are stopped in the road or parked over the white line. Ihave seen visitors
stand beside their vehicle taking photos while their vehicle was parked over the white
line; motorists were forced into the opposite lane as they passed the improperly parked
vehicle, including an LE Ranger who just drove by. Stopped vehicles are a hazard on this
highway that is already too narrow! This needs to be enforced.



Loud Motorcycles/Harleys

I cannot stress this point enough. The California decibel limit needs to be enforced on all
vehicles, specifically loud motorcycles. These noisemakers can be heard all over the
Tuolumne wilderness, even miles from the Tioga Road. On busy weekends climbers are
sometimes not able to hear each other at areas that are close to the road, such as Pywiak
Dome, when large packs of Harleys roar by. I don’t know of a single person who is not
sick and tired and fed up with listening to so much noise pollution, from NPS employees
who work at the gate, to hikers, to rock climbers. If we all took the muffler off of our car
or truck, we would quickly be pulled over and cited for exceeding the decibel limit. Why
are the loudest vehicles of all not pulled over and cited? Why are they permitted to ruin
the peace and quiet of the wilderness for all other visitors? Can this lack of enforcement
be labeled as anything other than pathetic? This is a national problem but the solution
needs to start somewhere. Yosemite should set an example by enforcing existing decibel
levels and not allow vehicles into the park, which exceed these levels. Implementation of
equipment and enforcement of new/old regulations would demand additional park service
resources but is absolutely necessary. PLEASE, PLEASE, PLEASE GET RID OF THE
LOUD HARLEYS!!!

Roadside Parking between Tuolumne Lodge and Tioga Pass Entrance Station
There are several dirt/gravel turnouts along the Tioga Road — some of them are wide
enough to safely park a vehicle, others are not. Some are sloping too steeply away from
the edge of the pavement, which causes vehicles to spin tires while exiting the parking
spot; this just tears up the parking surface. Some of the parking spots are large enough,
yet tree branches that prevent vehicles from parking far enough off of the road have not
been trimmed while other branches have been trimmed. There is a trailhead to Gaylor
Lakes just past Gaylor pit but there is no roadside parking for this trailhead. Why? 1
strongly feel that these turnouts need to be improved, such that there is ample space for a
vehicle to park. Some spots need to be widened; some need to have branches trimmed.
All turnouts should be located on the north side of the Tioga Road; turnouts on the south
side of the road should be removed to prevent additional sediment from washing into the
Dana Fork.

RYV Parking
Limit RV parking to the designated RV parking area at the visitor center. They take up
too much space and block traffic in the smaller parking lots, which creates a mess.

Mono Pass Trailhead



This is the parking area at Mono Pass trailhead on a busy day. The main problem seen
here is the line of vehicles parked on the right. There is not enough room in this parking
area for a full-size vehicle (not an RV) to enter or exit a parking space when vehicles are
parallel parked opposite of the designated spaces. Vehicles in designated spaces may
become blocked in, due to this overflow parking. Overflow parking also stretches up the
road, in areas between the trees along the shoulder of the road. The number of vehicles
parked along the shoulder has been increasing over the years, with the increase in visitor
numbers; sometimes vehicles are not parked completely off of the road, which causes a
hazard. The parking area at the Mono Pass trailhead should be expanded to
accommodate more parking spaces and to lessen the need for informal shoulder parking.
In the meantime, the section of curb on the right side of the above photo needs to be
painted red, with the words “NO PARKING” written along its length.

The bear boxes at Mono Pass appear to be placed as an afterthought, as they are crammed
between the older wooden fence and the curb of the parking spaces. This prevents
vehicles from pulling forward to the curb and also makes accessibility to the boxes more
difficult. I suggest that the bear boxes be moved to a location that is more appropriate;
space could be made in the dirt, just to the right of the parallel-parked vehicles in the
above photo (next to the newly-painted red curb...).



Bus Stop — Tour and Shuttle Busses
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The above photo shows two tour busses parked in the store/grill parking lot and a

Y ARTS bus stopped in the middle of the road because there wasn’t enough room in the
parking lot for three busses. There is also a passing car, obviously in the wrong lane
because the YARTS bus had blocked the road. This photo exemplifies the need for a bus
stop at this location to serve the campground, store, grill, and mountain shop/school. The
bus stop would be reserved for tour busses and local shuttle busses only. Ibelieve that a
new bus stop would alleviate much of the traffic congestion in this parking lot as well as
allow tour and shuttle busses a location that makes it easier to pick up and drop off
passengers. The bus stop could be built across the street from the current location (just
left of the YARTS bus in the above photo) with a crosswalk connecting it to the parking
lot. Locating the stop to the north of the road would require removal of some trees,
which seems unfortunate but reasonable considering the current problem. Tour busses
also block parked vehicles as well as open parking spaces. There is simply not enough
room.

Another view, the same morning. Note invisible person on far left.



Dumpsters ‘

This dumpster is too full to be closed and “clipped” properly — a common occurrence.
The main problem is the design of the dumpster itself. The opening on these dumpsters
is covered by a “door” that hinges on an axle located at the bottom of the opening. The
metal plate (door) extends below the hinge; when the “door” is opened all the way (to a
horizontal position) the lower section of the dumpster opening is blocked by the lower
half of the door. I presume this is to act as a counterweight to keep the door closed, as
well as to prevent animals (primarily bears) from getting into the dumpster. The clip is
just an additional safety. The problem with this design is that when the dumpster
becomes full, garbage is sometimes trapped behind the lower half of the door which
doesn’t allow the upper door to fully close, as shown in the photo above. A dumpster
that is not fully closed allows small animals to get in, such as squirrels. A spring
mechanism (without the counterweight plate) would keep the door closed, even when the
dumpster is full, but the clip would be required to keep large animals out. Maybe it is
possible for NPS to look into newer dumpster designs in order to update these inadequate
receptacles.

It would be nice if dumpsters were positioned and kept in a proper location. For
example, the dumpsters at the west end of the stor e/grill parking lot are quite often placed
such that they block two-way traffic in and out of the parking lot. Although the
dumpsters are necessary, their location is a bit of an inconvenience to motorists, bus
drivers included.



This photo shows the recycling containers at the west end of the store/grill parking lot
and what happens when recyclables are not collected often enough and when recycling
containers are insufficient in capacity. What complicates the problem further is that the
individual containers are labeled for specific materials, yet the containers are all dumped
into the same recycling bin at the time of collection. The recycling containers at Lembert
Dome parking are all labeled the same — generic recycling. Why have the containers at
the store/grill not been updated like the ones at Lembert? If all recycling is combined
when it is collected, then why not have large, dumpster-size recycling containers with a
clear label on the front (possibly in several languages) that lists what materials can be
recycled (i.e. aluminum, plastic, and glass). Is it possible to also include steel cans, fuel
canisters, and paper/cardboard in the recycling program? Another possibility is to list
other recycling locations on each container so that if a container becomes full, visitors
know where else they can dispose of recyclables.

Smoke/Air Pollution from Gril/Employee Housing




The two photos above were taken at the store/grill parking lot on two different mornings.
Some of the smoke in the above photos comes from the campground, but for the most
part, the air pollution in the area of the store/grill parking lot comes from employee
housing. I have seen the morning campfire billow smoke into the air. Are employee tent
cabins heated by wood-burning stoves? Should heating equipment be updated to
something of a more modern and cleaner design? Is propane heating possible? The air
pollution problem at the store/grill parking lot needs to be corrected. Cooking exhaust
from the grill is understandable; campfire smoke that smells of burning plastic is not
acceptable. ‘

Campground Bear Boxes ,
I have spent very little time in the campground, mainly due to the noise. I have been told
that the bear boxes make a lot of noise when they are slammed shut, which at odd hours,
is not very conducive to sleeping. How about putting rubber bumpers or rubberized
weather stripping on the contact points of the bear box and its door? This would dampen
the noise of closing the box as well as help to seal out insects, ants, and rain /snow.

Snow Stakes

' The red, metal stakes that mark the edge of pavement (for the snowplows) in parking
areas should be placed such that they do not block parking spaces. Stakes should be
placed in front of the white lines that designate parking spaces, rather than directly in
front of parking spaces. If stakes are placed in front of parking spaces, vehicles cannot
pull all the way forward to the curb, which leaves less room for other vehicles to
maneuver in the parking area. '

Stables/Horses/Pack Trains
While hiking the JMT last summer, I noticed significant environmental impact from pack
animals in a localized area at the east end of Lyell Canyon. It appeared as though the



area was used to tie-up pack animals for some period of time. Cobbles had been ripped
out of the ground, the soil had been loosened dramatically, and vegetation was trampled —
the place looked trashed. I was shocked and disgusted. It is truly unfortunate that such
archaic, irresponsible, and destructive practices are allowed in this special place.

High Sierra Camp Impact

While hiking past the May Lake High Sierra Camp, I have noticed that employees have
left sleeping cots, hammocks, high-lines, and a bright-colored inflatable pool “lounger”
outside of the boundaries of the camp. It is bad enough that these monstrosities are
permitted to exist in the first place; it is inexcusable to leave employee “junk” in the
wilderness, which creates eyesores. I honestly hope that NPS will take a serious look at
the impacts caused by the High Sierra Camps and pack-animal traffic in Yosemite
wilderness.

Don’t Limit Day-Use
Day-use visitor numbers shouldn’t be limited in Yosemite National Park.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on how my favorite place on Earth should be
“managed” and how the local facilities in Tuolumne Meadows can be improved.

Reno, Nevada

Yosemite Rock Climber since 1986
Geologist

Hiker
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Subject Tuolumne Planning Comments

| am attaching my comments based on the July 2008 Tuolumne Planning Workbook .

A year ago | devoted substantial time to preparing comments on the 2007 workbook and
submitted them by email. | have tried twice to scroll through the comments posted on your
website (an agonizingly slow and challenging process ) and did not find them. This is
discouraging, although | could have missed them . It would be good if there were some way of

acknowledging receipt.

-Yosemite letter 08.doc



Springfield, VT 05156
September 14, 2008

Yosemite Planning
Y osemite National Park
Yosemite, California

Dear Yosemite Planning:

Please accept the following comments on the Tuolumne Planning Workbook of July
2008.

I believe you have identified a good range of alternative site plans for Tuolumne
Meadows and are generally on the right track toward a preferred alternative. Rather than
comment on each of the alternative site plans, I will list the elements that are most
important to me to include or not include in the preferred alternative, along with some
questions or concerns.

1. Ibelieve that both Tuolumne Lodge and Glen Aulin High Sierra Camp should
remain. Glen Aulin, like other High Sierra Camps, offers a unique opportunity for
people to enjoy and appreciate the backcountry of Yosemite, and the Lodge is an
important starting/ending facility for those visiting the Camps or otherwise
exploring the Wilderness around Tuolumne. I do support changes intended to
restore natural conditions and protect sensitive areas such as moving the Lodge
dining hall and housing away from the river.

2. Tam pleased to see that all alternatives call for eliminating shoulder parking along
Tioga Road. If the Concessioner Stable remains, parking along the road to it also
should be eliminated.

3. Ibelieve that the informal parking and social trails near Pothole dome should be
removed. No formal parking should be built in that location. I am assuming that
the informal parking is the point of origin for people walking down to the
Tuolumne River and creating the “day at the beach” atmosphere that develops
there at a location that seems to be inside the Wilderness boundary.

4. While the idea of scenic pullouts along Tioga Road sounds good, how will you
ensure that they do not become longer-term parking areas in much the way the
shoulders do currently? To some degree, such pullouts cater to auto use, which I
think you should discourage to the extent possible.

5. Tsupport consolidation of services at fewer locations, as suggested in alternatives
2 and 4. It makes sense, though, that the store and visitor center be close to the °
campground so that it is not necessary for campers to drive to them.

The fuel station should be eliminated. I question whether the grill is necessary.
The current one is inadequate at peak times, with long lines forming and people
spreading out around it to eat; the food quality is poor. It also generates waste that
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must be disposed of. If a new one is added, it would need to be bigger than the
current one with adequate seating. I would eliminate it.

Different alternatives propose different locations for consolidating stables, and I
don’t have enough specific knowledge to say which location is best. But I lean
toward some place other than the current Concessioner Stable because that would
allow elimination of the road leading to it, which basically juts into what is
otherwise Wilderness.

The wastewater treatment ponds and access road should be removed.

I support preserving historic structures such as Parsons Lodge and others if they
are truly significant. However, I think Alternative 3 goes too far in this regard.
This is not a National Historical Park. In particular, I do not believe the current
store and grill should be preserved on this basis. While it might be desirable to
maintain or interpret a piece of the Great Sierra Wagon Road, full restoration does
not seem desirable. I do not know what the “bridge structure” is that would be
restored under alternative 3, but I question the desirability.

With regard to the campground, I do not remember where loop D is and thus am
unsure whether that is a good location for the store and visitor center. However, I
especially value the campsites that are at the upper edge of the campground
because they are more removed from heavy use and traffic and are more separated
from one another. I would not like to see those lost. In fact, I would like to see
more campsites that are more isolated from one another, quieter, and with less
traffic passing by them. I would like to see walk-in campsites somewhere.

I like the idea of a bike/walk trail connecting key points along the Tioga road. The
store s or some other concessioner should offer bike rentals as a way of reducing
vehicle traffic.

The current visitor center clearly is inadequate at peak times. It is dlfﬁcult to get
in or move through. A new one is needed somewhere.

I have mixed feelings about commercial trail rides. I know that for many people
horseback rides are both a fun activity and a way to explore areas away from
roads that they might not otherwise have. On the other hand, I am concerned
about the impact of horses on trails as well as on water quality and vegetation
where they are kept overnight. It has seemed to me that the negative impacts of
horses have been especially noticeable at Glen Aulin. I note that alternative 2 calls
for a separate bridle path, but isn’t specific about where. In general, I think horses
should be kept out of the meadows themselves.

There are many things about alternative 4 that I like. Restoring and protecting the
ecological communities will also preserve much of what is special about
Tuolumne Meadows: I believe that this can be-done while still allowing visitors to
enjoy and connect with the area by carefully managing use (as you suggest for the
Preferred Alternative) and educating people about the sensitivity of the meadows.
I prefer the idea of preserving historic expansiveness and vistas over the emphasis
on structures in alternative 3. A contact station for Cathedral Lakes seems like a
good idea.

In my comments last year, I pointed out that I think you need to look at ways to
discourage private vehicle use both in getting to and once at Tuolumne Meadows.



I offered some ideas then. This requires looking beyond Tuolumne Meadows
itself while planning. Creative ideas are called for. Could you require the Lodge
concessioner to offer shuttle service from some other location outside the area?
Could scenic pullouts be restricted to shuttles serving the T.M. area? Could you
even require an extra fee for driving beyond some point on the Tioga Road? If the
visitor center is to be relocated, could there be parking at the current site with
frequent shuttles from there through the meadows?

I oppose allowing recreational kayaking on parts of the river because it will attract
more vehicles.

The information presented about the Preferred Alternative seems as though it could
encompass much of what I would like to see. My only real concern is that the emphasis
on preserving historic buildings should not prevent the consolidation of services and
removal of structures where that will help minimize human impact and restore ecological
integrity. I like the focus on “traditional national park activities” within the guidelines I
have presented above.

Thank you for the opportunity to participate in determining the future of Tuolumne
Meadows.

Sincerely,
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September 15, 2008

Dear Yosemite folks,

I tried unsuccessfully to contact you at yose planning@nps.gov, but apparently the
website was never activated or monitored. Therefore I am faxing you my response.

I have been visiting Tuolumne Meadows gince I was 10 (63 years ago), every year for the
last 15 years or so, and it is still my favorite spot on earth. I would hate (HATE) to see it
changed in any significant way, as for me it is about perfect. People do try to respect the
pristine-ness of it while they ¢enjoy what it has to offer. I have seen little trash on the
trails and not as many shortcuts as many places suffer.

I prefer Alternative 5, therefore.

Improvements that I would like to see would be some additional restrooms in the
campground. The main restroom at the end of loop B (where loop C begins), was made
half as accommodating when it was modified for the handicapped. It went from a two-
holer to a one-holer and is the only restroom for a very large population. If a new one
can’t be built at least put a few portables in the area. Fixing a few of the big potholes
near the campground entrance would be nice, but their presence there is traditional, and
people are used to dealing with them.,

You could not improve on the rangers manning the kiosk at the campground entrance.
They are so pleasant and accommodating, They should be commended.

Thank you for this opportunity to respond. See you next year.

Santa Rosa, CA,, 95401
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Your Comments Are Important!**

This workbook cantains descriptions of four preliminary site plan concepts for Tuolumne Meadows: one for each of the four
original management zoning alternatives, The range of the site plan concepts reflects the range of interests and concerns ex-
pressed by park managers and stafl, associnted Indlan tribes, and the public during several years of internal and external scoping
and review. Your feedback now an what you see as the ndvantages and disadvantages of each concept will be helpful in pulling
together a site plan for the preferred alternative. We also encourage you to provide your own idens about a gite plan concept for
the preferred alternative, A map and comment space for that exercise are inglde this folded sheet.

“"\‘\

Once you have shared your comments, you can mail this form to the planning team: Carefully fold the form where indicared,
tape shut the top and sides, add postage (¢hank you!) ond place it in the mall, You can algo submit comments by email (preferably
by answering the questions on this comment form) nnd sending them to yose_planning@nps.gov, or you can fax your comments
10 209/379-1294, To be consldered ln the alternatives development process, comments should be recelved no later than
September 15,

1. What are your suggestions or concerns about the prellminary alternative site plan concepts for Tuolumne Mendows:

Slite plan concept for nlternative 1 (page 16 of this workbook), Whar do you like or dislike most about this concepe?

re (e nmex, af o Z%—WM" O s v
f E euc:rya»a /;z@_,o’.;g i b E e Vond.
Site plan concept for alternative 2 (page 20 of thls workbaok). What do you like or dislike most obout this coneeptd ________
mgmﬁ%émm [Jz&gﬁ%é z«f ﬁ @Eﬁm

Site plan concept for alternative 3 (page 24 of this workhook). What do you like or dislike most about this concepr?

——. ik 1

Slte plan coneept for alrernarive 4 (page 28 of this workbook), What do you like or dislike most sbout this concept?

CermEr.s ¢ ok 7

2. Do you have any additional comments or questions nbout the management. zoning alternatives, including the preferred
nlternative?

i —— A [—— Lo et p———

3. Please don't overlook the opportunity to develop your own site plan concept for the preferred manngement zoning
alternative inslde this folded sheer,

Important reminder: The site plan for the profatred alternative must be congistent with the managemant zaning included in that alternative Please rafar
10 pages 30 and 31 of the workbook to se the preferred allernative zoning map and summaries af what that zening would mean for managemient and use
at Tuclumne Meadows 1deas about site dosign that would net he congistent with that overall guidance would hesl be captured Dy comimenting on the ather
altarnatives, above
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This could best be accomplished by the following changes at the locations specified on the Tuolumne Meadows site plan
map (please be sure to number your comments so they match the site numbers shown on the map below):
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(Optlonal) Plense provide your name and city of residence/zip cod
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What might Tuolumne Meadows look like under alternative 5 (preferred)?

Create your own site plan concapt for the prefarred zoning alternative

Betore wa propase a site plan cancept for the prefarrad altsrnative, warkhoak), please describe wiat you believe are the maost inparlant
we want 1o hear yaur viaws. Using the guidance provided by the things to accomplish In the site plar for Tunlumne Meadows, and
desirad canditions tor the preferrad alternative, and tha management what that would mean In tarms of specdflc facilitias at, specific lora-
actlons neadad to achisve those conditions (see pages 30-31 of the Hans.

The most important things to accomplish In the preferred alternative site plan far Tuolumne Meadows are:
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Your Comments Are Important 4

This workbook contains descriptions of four preliminary ite plan concepts for Tnolumne Meadows: one for each of the four
original management 2oning alternatives. The range of the site plan concepts reflects the range of interests and concerns ex-
pressed by park managers and staff, associated Indian tribes, and the public during several years of internal and external scoping
and review. Your feedback now on what you see as the advantages and disadvantages of each concept will be helpful in pulling
together a site plan for the preferred alternative. We also encourage you to provide your own ideas abour a site plan concept for
the preferred alternative. A map and comment space for that exercise are inside this folded sheet,

Once you have shared your comments, you can mail this form to the planning team: Carefully fold the form where indicated,
tape shut the top and sides, add postage (thank you!) and place ir in the mail. You can also submit comments by email (preferably
by answering the questions on this comment form) and sending them to yose_planning@nps.gov, or you can fax your comments
t0 209/379-1294. To be considered in the alternatives development process, comments should be received no later than
September 15.

1. What are your suggestions or concerns about the preliminary alternative site plan concepts for Tuolumne Meadows:

Site plan concept for alternative 1 (page 16 of this workbook). What do you like or dislike most about this concept?

DISLLIKE THAT JT 7RKGS A-WAY SO G ) & (b S PARIGING .
MAS | T AR 10 ComP HERE . CUTIST BAKE PALCITS . ’

Site plan concept for alternative 2 (page 20 of this workbook). What do you like or dislike most about this concept?

Lite TWAT JT KrePs FAuuiTlies ACWsSSIBUS, J AM  DISABLES  BJT
e REod ABUE TO CAMP HETWE SINGS /960 «

Site plan concept for alternative 3 (page 24 of this workbook). What do you like or dislike most abont this concept?

LIk T PN A3 /T [CEEPS_MOST THINGE AS /S. THLRE 1S MO
REED T0 Cp 6w THIN G THAT Woke AR PUBUL.

Site plan concept for altemaﬁ{re 4 (page 28 of this workbook). What do you like or dislike most about this concepr?

D o LK MOJ ING TiinGe TO CAMPGROuUn)  LooP ). THA- Joe® naT
PCCOMPUS f-‘wl'f THING .

2. Do you have any additional cornments or questions about the management zoning alternatives, including the preferred
alternative?

?ut’Posmy INTov S MeMT % COR FiN NG VISITIRS 1D CORRDORS TM(:&'
Aury \m_w CReATES A Polles STATY s/ Toite PAILIC. THiS 14 Bad !

3. Please don’t overlook the opportunity to develop your own site plan concept for the preferred management zoning
alternative inside this folded sheet.

Important reminder: The site plan for the preferred altamative must be consistent with the management zoning included in that alternative. Please refer
10 pages 30 and 31 of the workbook 10 see the preferred alternative zaning rmap and summaries of what that zoning would mean for management and use
at Tuolumne Meadows. Ideas about site design that would not be consistent with that overall guidance would best be captured by comrnentmg on the other
alternatives, ahove.
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What might Tuolumne Meadows look like under alternative 5 (preferred)?

Create your own site plan concept for the preferred zoning alternative

HBefore we propose 4 site plan concept for the preferred alternative, warkboaok), please describe what you helieve are the mest important
we want 10 hear your views. Using the guidance provided by the things to accomplish in the site plan for Tualumne Meadows, and
desired conditions for the preferred alternative, and the management what that would mean in terms of specific fac:lmes at specific foca-
actions needed to achieve those conditions (sae pages 30-31 of the mons

The most important things to accomplish in the preferred alternative site plan for Tuolumne Meadowsare:
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This could best be accomplished by the following changes at the locations specified on the Tuolumne Meadows site plan
-map (please be sure to number your comments so they match the site numbers shown on the map below):
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(Optional) Please provide your name and city of residence/zip code: _____
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Your Comments Are Important!"

This workbook centains descriptions of four preliminary sire plan concepts for Tuolumne Meadows: one for each of the four
ariginal management zoning alternatives. The range of the site plan concepts reflects the range of interests and concerns ex-
pregsed by park managers and staff, associated Indian tribes, and the public during several years of internal and external scoping
and review. Your [ccdback now nn what you see as the advantages and disadvantages of each concept will be helpful in pulling
togetirer a site plan for the preferred alternative, We also encourage you to provide your awn ideas about a site plan concept for
the preferred alternative. A map and comment space for that exercise are inside this folded sheet.

Once you have shared your comments, you can mail this form to the planning team: Carefully fold the form where indicated,

tape shut the top and sides, add postage (thank you!) and place it in the mail. You can alse submit comments by email (preferaisly
byauswering the questions on this comment form) and sending them to yosc_planning@nps.gov, or you can fax your comments
10209/379-1294, To be considered in the alternatives development process, comments should be received no later than

Septemnber 15,

1, What are your suggestions ox concerns about the preliminary alternative site plan concepts for Tuolumne Meadows:

Site plan concept for alternative 1 (page 1.6 of this workbook). What do you like or dislike most about this concept? ______
54‘ 51 fk(’- ~ fewmou, g /'\ ! Qo 1p LIC € rewmouve, waﬁe‘ \.\OOV\C\ ¢

Jisi‘ife remoumc; services f\ke— rewve «S'«ow cley \Oaf[</
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Site plan conu,phé for alrc?mg\tlev:c!z Jpage 20 of thie\ workbook). \th@’ do you like or dlsleke maost aboutﬁns cgnc(e:pci __Er ia Kiﬁ ’

[ike -conso xéa’h‘n? services + vister CQ”"LCV“ . relaia campy 4@2@&_@@&“4},
A H\i ke - re*a_;‘m weag dewﬁ‘{w po,,nc(ﬂ ~ V\Q.ﬁ.:.i

Site plan concept for alternative 3 (page 24 of this workbook). What do you ltke or dislike most ahout this concept?

chs ke - remoring oo‘?"q LP Jome '\Vm\ Pwmle no LU hike “‘H\Qme amg wesy |

woulc‘ ou rather have ed tral or B Lnmana 4l
Site plan s:om.y tfor altcrnatwe 4 (page 28 uf this work%ock) What do you like or dislike most sbo ?&xs <:cmcep’c> S
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2. Do you have any additional commenis or questions about the management zoning alternatives, including the preferred
alternativer

W"\y &oeSfrﬁ aHe‘rmq‘(ive S have 4 ddﬂf[@i S‘H‘Q p[an’), TL\Q+
+L\e Jp U‘e@evwerl one. ‘ —

3. Please don’t overlook the opportunity to develop your own site plan concept for the preferred management zoning
alternative inside this folded sheet.

important reminder: The site plan for the preferred alternative must be consistent with the management zoaing inciuced i ihat alternative, Please rafer
to pages 30 and 31 of the workbook 1o see the preferred alternative zoring map and summaries of what that zoning wauld mear for managemant and use
at Tuolumna Meadows, ldeas about site design that would not be consistant with that overall guidance would best be captuted by commenting on the ather
alternatives, above,
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What might Tuolumne Meadows look like under alternative 5 (preferred)?

ng.alteinative :

oK)y please-describe what you bEl;
o ctomplish in the site plan fo
l1t would mean in tarms of spe

The most important things 1o accomplish in the preferred alternative site plan for Tuolumne Meadowsarer_________
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This could best be accomplished by the following changes at the locations specified on the Tuolumne Meadows site plsn
map (pleasa be sure to number your comments so they match the site numbers shown on the map below):
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Your Comments Are Important’

This workbook contains descriptions of four preliminary site plan concepts for Tuolumne Meadows: one for cach of the four
original management zoning alternatives. The range of the site plan concepts reflects the range of interests and concerns ex-
pressed by park managers and staff, associated Indian tribes, and the public during several years of internal and external scoping
and review. Your feedback now on what you see as the advantages and disadvantages of each concept will be helpful in pulling
together a site plan for the preferred alternative. We also encourage you to provide your own ideas about a site plan concept for
the preferred alternative, A map and comment space for that exercise are inside this folded sheet.

Once you have shared your comments, you can mail this form to the planning team: Carefully fold the form where indicated,
tape shut the top and sides, add postage (thank you!) and place it int the mail, You can also submit comments by email (prefersbly
by answering the questions on this comment form) and sending them. to yose_planning@nps.gov; or you can fax your comments
10 209/379-1294. To be considered in the alternatives devclopment process, comments should be received no later than
September 13.

1. What are your suggestions or concerns about the preliminary alternative site plan concepts for Tuolumne Meadows:

Site plan concept for alternative 1 (page 16 of this workbool). What do you like ar dislike mast about this concept? c:l SRR I‘: ‘*\Q_

“ ool of B loop * 10 Removalof Safe. arll Min shep
%jﬂtﬂm@m_%jualumgﬁ.m%m

Quc plan concept for alternative z (page 20 of this workbook). What do you like or dislike rost about this concept? QL_lﬁ.]_\ }Cq

M Relocation o A-lo 0op Gampsites = grunde. histodcal dliets

e D lowe cnousess idea Bl thle danls toehoeen eepydh

Site plan concept for alternative 3 (page 24 of this workboolk). What do you lile or dislike most about this concept?, 1A _‘_L_DJ{
A4 Wapp A-loop on Lyle Foflc, Keop o\d h\sﬁftﬂ..%m'\_jﬁ_

bﬁilm_&s.:&u h_i’m aile lceo.0 M*'Y\q{_')l({.t InOLSIA
> Cicse o Hrelr i ke, 9

Site plan concept for alternative 4 (page 28 of this workbook). What do you like or dislike most about this concept? .

Like Iceeping A -look. onha Lyle Foek .~ Keap Wistoric
qmnd&__bcﬂfamm__%w_sbx%_ I AdQ shouseaS.

2. Do you have any additional comrents or questions about the management zoning alternatives, including the preferred
alternarive?

Bilke- b e wvmils Srom Toolomnae L o Bthale dome.
Vio_tampgmond, anll M0 gos stve. Keop A-Loop.

3. Please don't overlook the opportunity to develop your own sire plan concept for the preferred management zoning
alternative inside this folded sheet.

Important reminder: The site pian far the preferred alternative must be consstent with the managsment zoning incluged v that alternative. Please rafer
ta pages 30 and 31 of the workbeok to see the preferred alternative zoning maw ard sumrnaries of what that zoning wauld meon for management and use
st Tuolumna Meadows. Ideas about site design that would not be consistent with that overall guidance would best be captusad by commenting on the other
alternatives, above.
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This could best be accorplished by the following changes at the locations specified on the Tuolumne Meadows site plan
map (please be sure 1o number your comments so they match the site numbers shown on the map below): '
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Your Comments Are Important!@, 0

This workbook contains descriptions of four preliminary site plan concepts for Tuolumne Meadows: one for each of the four
original management zohing alternatives. The range of the site plan concepts reflects the range of interests and concerns ex-
pressed by park managers and staff, associated Indian tribes, and the public during several years of internal and external scoping
and review. Your feedback now on what you see as the advantages and disadvantages of each concept will be helpful in pulling
together a site plan for the preferred alternative. We also encourage you to provide your own ideas about a site plan concept for
the preferred alternative. A map and comment space for that exercise are inside this folded sheet.

Once you have shared your comments, you can mail this form to the planning team: Carefully fold the form where indicated,
tape shut the top and sides, add postage (thank you!) and place it in the mail. You can also submit comments by email (preferably
by answering the questions on this comment form) and sending them to yose_planning@nps.gov, or you can fax your comments
t0 209/379-1294. To be considered in the alternatlves development process, comments should be received no later than
September 15.

1. What are your suggestions or concerns about the preliminary alternative site plan concepts for Tuolumne Meadows:

Site plan concept for alternative 1 (page 16 of this workbook). What do you like oost about this concept?
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Site plan concept for alternative 2 (page 20 of this workbook). What do you like or @ most about this concept?
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Site plan concept for alternative 4 (page 28 of this workbook). What do you like or dislike most about this concept?
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ave any additional comments or questions about the management zoning alternatives, including the preferred
alternative?
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3. Please don’t overlook the opportunity to develop your own site plan concept for the preferred management zoning
alternative inside this folded sheet. i

Cqmment Form

Important reminder: The site plan for the preferred alternative must be consistent with the management zoning included in that alternative. Please refer
to pages 30 and 31 of the workbook to see the preferred alternative zoning map and summaries of what that zoning would mean for management and use
at Tuolumne Meadows. Ideas about site design that would not be consistent with that overall guidance would best be captured by commenting on the other
alternatives, above.



What might Tuolumne Meadows look like under alternative 5 (preferred)?

Create your own site plan concept for the preferred zoning alternative

Before we propose a site plan concept for the preferred alternative, workbook), please describe what you believe are the most important
we want to hear your views. Using the guidance provided by the things to accomplish in the site plan for Tuolumne Meadows, and
desired conditions for the preferred alternative, and the management what that would mean in terms of specific facilities at specific loca-
actions needed to achieve those conditions (see pages 30-31 of the tions.

The most important things to accomplish iﬁ the preferred alternative site plan for Tuolumne Meadows are:
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This could best be accomplished by the following changes at the locatioﬁs specified on the Tuolumne Meadows site plan
map (please be sure to number your comments so they match the site numbers shown on the map below):
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Your Comments Are Important!?>3%

This workbook contains descriptions of four preliminary site plan concepts for Tuolumne Meadows: one for each of the four
original management zoning alternatives. The range of the site plan concepts reflects the range of interests and concerns ex-
pressed by park managers and staff, associated Indian tribes, and the public during several years of internal and external scoping
and review. Your feedback now on what you see as the advantages and disadvantages of each concept will be helpful in pulling
together a site plan for the preferred alternative. We also encourage you to provide your own ideas about a site plan concept for
the preferred alternative. A map and comment space for that exercise are inside this folded sheet.

Once you have shared your comments, you can mail this form to the planning team: Carefully fold the form where indicated,
tape shut the top and sides, add postage (thank you!) and place it in the mail. You can also submit comments by email (preferably
by answering the questions on this comment form) and sending them to yose_planning@nps.gov, or you can fax your comments
t0 209/379-1294. To be considered in the alternatives development process, comments should be received no later than
September 15. ’

1, What are your suggestions or concerns about the preliminary alternative site plan concepts for Tuolumne Meadows:

Site plan concept for alternative 1 (page 16 of this workbook). What do you like or dislike most about this concept?

Site plan concept for alternative 2 (page 20 of this workbook). What do you like or dislike most about this concept?

Site plan concept for alternative 3 (page 24 of this workbook). What do you like or dislike most about this concept?

I

Site plan concept for alternative 4 (page 28 of this workbook). What do you like or dislike most about this concept?

2. Do you have any additional comments or questions about the management zoning alternatives, including the preferred

alternative? | ,
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3. Please don’t overlook the opportunity to develop your own site plan concept for the preferred management zoning
alternative inside this folded sheet.
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Important reminder: The site plan for the preferred alternative must be consistent with the management zoning included in that alternative. Please refer
to pages 30 and 31 of the workbook to see the preferred alternative zoning map and summaries of what that zoning would mean for management and use
at Tuolumne Meadows. Ideas about site design that would not be consistent with that overall guidance would best be captured by commenting on the other
alternatives, above,
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This workbook contains descriptions of four preliminary site plan concepts for Tuolumne Meadows: one for each of the four
original management zoning alternatives. The range of the site plan concepts reflects the range of interests and concerns ex-
pressed by park managers and staff, associated Indian tribes, and the public during several years of internal and external scoping
and review. Your feedback now on what you see as the advantages and disadvantages of each concept will be helpful in pulling
together a site plan for the preferred alternative. We also encourage you to provide your own ideas about a site plan concept for
the preferred alternative. A map and comment space for that exercise are inside this folded sheet.

Once you have shared your comments, you can mail this form to the planning team: Carefully fold the form where indicated,
tape shut the top and sides, add postage (thank you!) and place it in the mail. You can also submit comments by email (preferably
by answering the questions on this comment form) and sending them to yose_planning@nps.gov, or you can fax your comments
t0209/379-1294. To be considered in the alternatives development process, comments should be received no later than
September 15. a

1. What are your suggestions or concerns about the preliminary alternative site plan concepts for Tuolumne Meadows:

Site plan concept f@l (page 16 of this workbook). What do y"u llke) r dislike most about this concept? w ;jt:
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Site plan concept for alternatlve 4 (page 28 of this workbook). What do you like OI‘(EflSIlke > most about thls concept>
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2. Do you have any additional comments or questions about the management zoning alternatives, including the preferred
alternative?
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3. Please don’t overlook the opportunity to develop your own site plan concept for the preferred man:
alternative inside this folded sheet. Vigi
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Important reminder: The site plan for the preferred alternative must be consistent with the management zoning included in that alternative. Please refer
to pages 30 and 31 of the workbook to see the preferred alternative zoning map and summaries of what that zoning would mean for management and use

- at Tuolumne Meadows. Ideas about site design that would not be consistent with that overall guidance would best be captured by commenting-on the other
alternatives, above.
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This workbook contair_ls descriptions of four preliminary site plan concepts for Tuolumne Meadows: one for each of the four
original management zoning alternatives. The range of the site plan concepts reflects the range of interests and concerns ex-
pressed by park managers and staff, associated Indian tribes, and the public during several years of internal and external scoping
and review. Your feedback now on what you see as the advantages and disadvantages of each concept will be helpful in pulling
together a site plan for the preferred alternative. We also encourage you to provide your own ideas about a site plan concept for
the preferred alternative. A map and comment space for that exercise are inside this folded sheet.

Once you have shared your comments, you can mail this form to the planning team: Carefully fold the form where indicated,
tape shut the top and sides, add postage (thank you!) and place it in the mail. You can also submit comments by email (preferably
by answering the questions on this comment form) and sending them to yose_planning@nps.gov, or you can fax your comments
t0 209/379-1294. To be considered in the alternatives development process, comments should be received no later than
September 15.

1. What are your suggestions or concerns about the preliminary alternative site plan concepts for Tuolumne Meadows:

Site plan concept for alternative 1 (page 16 of this workbook) What do you like or dislike most about this concept? __
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Site plan concept for alternative 2 (page 20 of this workbook). What do you like or dislike most about this concept?
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Site plan concept for alternative 4 (page 28 of this workbook). What do you like or dislike most about this concept?

2. Do you have any additional comments or questions about the management zoning alternatives, including the preferred -
alternative?

3. Please don’t overlook the opportunity to develop your own site plan concept for the preferred management zoning
alternative inside this folded sheet.
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Important reminder: The site plan for the preferred alternative must be consistent with the management zoning included in that alternative. Please refer
to pages 30 and 31 of the workbook to see the preferred alternative zoning map and summaries of what that zoning would mean for management and use
at Tuolumne Meadows. Ideas about site design that would not be consistent with that overall guidance would best be captured by commenting on the other
alternatives, above.



What might Tuolumne Meadows look like under alternative 5 (preferred)?

Create your own site plan concept for the preferred zoning alternative

Before we propose a site plan concept for the preferred alternative, workbook), please describe what you believe are the most important
we want to hear your views. Using the guidance provided by the things to accomplish in the site plan for Tuolumne Meadows, and
desired conditions for the preferred alternative, and the management what that would mean in terms of specific facilities at specific loca-
actions needed to achieve those conditions (see pages 30-31 of the tions.
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This could best be accomplished by the following changes at the locations specified on the Tuolumne Meadows site plan
map (please be sure to number your comments so they match the site numbers shown on the map below):
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Your Comments Are Important!

This workbook contains descriptions of four preliminary site plan concepts for Tuolumne Meadows: one for each of the four
original management zohing alternatives. The range of the site plan concepts reflects the range of interests and concerns ex-
pressed by park managers and staff, associated Indian tribes, and the public during several years of internal and external scoping
and review. Your feedback now on what you see as the advantages and disadvantages of each concept will be helpful in pulling
together a site plan for the preferred alternative. We also encourage you to provide your own ideas about a site plan concept for
the preferred alternative. A map and comment space for that exercise are inside this folded sheet.
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Once you have shared your comments, you can mail this form to the planning team: Carefully fold the form where indicated,
tape shut the top and sides, add postage (thank you!) and place it in the mail. You can also submit comments by email (preferably
by answering the questions on this comment form) and sending them to yose_planning@nps.gov, or you can fax your comments
t0 209/379-1294. To be considered in the alternatives development process, comments should be received no later than
September 15.

1. What are your suggestions or concerns about the preliminary alternative site plan concepts for Tuolumne Meadows:

Site plan concept for alternative 1 (page 16 of this workbook). What do you like or dislike most about this concept?
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Site plan concept for alternative 2 (page 20 of this workbook). What do you like or dislike most about this concept?
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Site plan concept for alternatlve 3 (page 24 of this workbook). What do you like or dislike most about this concept?_______
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Site plan concept for alternative 4 (page 28 of this workbook). Wha do you like or dislike most about this concept?
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2. Do you have any addltiorH::o ments or questions aboutthe management zoning alternatlves, including the preferred
alternative?
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3. Please don’t overlook the opportunity to develop your own site plan concept for the preferred management zoning
alternative inside this folded sheet.
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Important reminder: The site plan for the preferred alternative must be consistent with the management zoning included in that alternative. Please refer
to pages 30 and 31 of the workbook to see the preferred alternative zoning map and summaries of what that zoning would mean for management and use
at Tuolumne Meadows. Ideas about site design that would not be consistent with that overall guidance would best be captured by commenting on the other
alternatives, above.




What might Tuolumne Meadows look like under alternative 5 (preferred)?

Create your own site plan concept for the preferred zoning alternative

Before we propose a site'plan concept for the preferred alternative, workbook), please describe what you believe are the most important
we want to hear your views. Using the guidance provided by the things to accomplish in the site plan for Tuolumne Meadows, and
desired conditions for the preferred alternative, and the management what that would mean in terms of specific facilities at specific loca-
actions needed to achieve those conditions (see pages 30-31 of the tions.
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This could best be accomplished by the following changes at the locations specified on the Tuolumne Meadows site plan
map (please be sure to numlf)er your comments so they match the site numbers shown on the map below):
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September 8, 2008

Superintendent, Yosemite National Park
Attn: Tuolumne Planning Workbook
P.O. Box 577

Yosemite, CA 95389

Dear Superintendent,

| have visited Yosemite National Park countless times over my lifetime and
consider it a precious national treasure. Therefore, | am writing in order

to comment on Yosemite's 2008 Tuolumne Planning Workbook. I'm very
concerned about the destructive impacts of commercial activities coming from
Tuolumne Meadows and elsewhere near the Tuolumne River corridor.

Let me make it very clear that | object to (and am offended by) Alternative 5,
which you call the "Preferred Alternative." You call it "Honor the traditions of the
Tuolumne while looking to the future." HA! What this really means is you want to
continue business as usual by condoning the commercialism and polluting
activities of the past, while ignoring your duty to protect.

This alternative would continue the polluting and environmentally destructive
horse rides, High Sierra Camps, and other harmful activities, and justify them
simply by stating they are part of our "heritage." That is a flimsy argument. Our
National Parks must do better to protect the beauty-and ecosystems of Tuolumne
Meadows and River.

The Workbook does not present a range of reasonable alternatives as required
by the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA). Clearly, the ramshackle and
polluting "High Sierra Camps" (HSCs) at Glen Aulin, Tuolumne Meadows, and
Vogelsang should be closed, and the sites restored. But removal of the

HSCs (and the commercial horse rides) is only considered undera

single alternative that includes the removal of nearly all of the facilities at
Tuolumne Meadows, like gas stations and food service. That is ridiculous and
radical.

It is plainly obvious that Alternative 1 will not be seriously considered by the NPS.
Lumping the fate of the HSCs and commercial horse rides with such a radical
alternative is just a thinly veiled attempt to make it look as if the NPS has done
their job and “considered” their removal. Their removal should be included in
Alternative 4, which purportedly aims to "Recover Healthy Ecological Conditions
in Disturbed Meadow and Riparian Areas." This is not acceptable. The HSCs
ouaht to he remaoved. and their removal must he included in more than one sinale



radical alternative that will not be seriously considered.

Because domestic livestock (i.e., horses, mules, etc.) are known to pollute water,
spread weeds, and pulverize trails, your plan for Tuolumne Meadows/River
should end, once and for all, the commercial horse rides, unless:

1. ...all stock animals are strictly required to wear diapers to prevent pollution
from animal manure and urine. Such diapers are now widely accepted and
available. See, for example: http.//www.equisan.com.au/ Further, the operators
of the commercial horse stables must be required to properly dispose of the
stock manure and urine from the diapers to prevent pollution of water, trails, and
camping areas. Such measures are necessary because stock animals have been
shown to contaminate water in the Sierra Nevada, including the Tuolumne River.
| strongly object to the continued pollution of the Tuolumne River by stock
manure and urine. The NPS must take action to stop it.

2. ...all stock animals are sufficiently quarantined before entering the park to
prevent the spread of weeds, and the commercial operators are required to use
only weed-free feed. See, for

example: http://www.extendinc.com/weedfreefeed/ Because livestock are
known to spread invasive weeds by importing weed seeds on their coats and in
their manure, all stock animals should be strictly required to be properly washed
and quarantined before they are allowed to enter Yosemite's high country, and
only weed-free feed should be allowed.

Please craft a range of reasonable alternatives that will truly protect Tuolumne
Meadows and the Tuolumne River. Thank you for this opportunity to provide
comments.

South Lake Tahoe, CA 96158



9-7-2008

Superintendent, Yosemite National Park
Attn: Tuolumne Planning Workbook
P.O. Box 577

Yosemite, CA 95389

Dear Superintendent,

I am writing to provide comments on Yosemite's 2008 Tuolumne Planning Workbook. I am
very concerned about the harmful impacts of commercial activities originating at Tuolumne
Meadows and elsewhere in and near the Tuolumne River corridor. My specific comments are as
follows:

1 object to and am offended by Alternative 5, the so-called "Preferred Alternative,” which is titled
"Honor the traditions of the Tuolumne while looking to the future.” What this really seems to mean

is continuing and condoning the commercialism and polluting activities of the past, while looking
the other way. This alternative inappropriately would continue the polluting commercial horse
rides, High Sierra Camps, and other harmful activities by labeling them as part of our "heritage.”
The NPS can and must do better to protect the magnificent Tuolumne Meadows and River.

The Workbook does not present a range of reasonable alternatives as required by the National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA). Clearly, the ugly and polluting "High Sierra Camps" (HSCs) at

Glen Aulin, Tuolumne Meadows, and Vogelsang should be closed, and the sites restored. But
removal of the HSCs (and the commercial horse rides) is only considered under a single alternative
that is accompanied by the removal of nearly all of the facilities at Tuolumne Meadows. It is

plainly obvious that Alternative 1 (which includes removal of the store, grill, fuel station and
mountaineering school) will not be seriously considered by the NPS. Lumping the fate of the

HSCs and commerecial horse rides with such a radical "fringe" alternative is nothing more than a
thinly veiled attempt to make it appear as if the NPS has considered their removal. This is illustrated
by the fact that removal of the polluting HSCs and damaging horse rides is not even included in
Alternative 4, which purportedly aims to "Recover Healthy Ecological Conditions in Disturbed
Meadow and Riparian Areas." This is unacceptable. The HSCs, which are outdated and polluting
commercial eyesores, should be removed, and their removal must be included in more than a single
radical alternative that will not be seriously considered.

Because domestic livestock (i.e., horses, mules, etc.) are known to pollute water, spread weeds, and

pulverize trails, your plan for Tuolumne Meadows/River should end, once and for all, the

commercial horse rides, unless:




1. ...all stock animals are strictly required to wear diapers to prevent pollution from animal manure
and urine. Such diapers are now widely accepted and available. See, for example:
http://www.equisan.com.au/ Further, the operators of the commercial horse stables must be
required to properly dispose of the stock manure and urine from the diapers to prevent pollution of
water, trails, and camping areas. Such measures are necessary because stock animals have been
shown to contaminate water in the Sierra Nevada, including the Tuolumne River. I strongly object
to the continued pollution of the Tuolumne River by stock manure and urine. The NPS must take
action to stop it.

2. ...all stock animals are sufficiently quarantined before entering the park to prevent the spread of
weeds, and the commercial operators are required to use only weed-free feed. See, for

example: http://www.extendinc.com/weedfreefeed/ Because livestock are known to

spread invasive weeds by importing weed seeds on their coats and in their manure, all stock
animals should be strictly required to be properly washed and quarantined before they are allowed
to enter Yosemite's high country, and only weed-free feed should be allowed.

Please craft a range of reasonable alternatives that will truly protect Tuolumne Meadows and the
Tuolumne River. Thank you for this opportunity to provide comments.

Lake Arrowhead, CA 92352
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Comments on the Management Plan for Tuolumne Meadows

Comments relevant to alternative 1.

This alternative is far too restrictive. It will exclude a large number of very dedicated
people from participating in the high country experience. Perhaps for the young and
active this would serve as a short term base camp. However with up to 90 % of the
park in true wilderness it would be short sighted to set more areas into wilderness. Glen
Aulin should never be closed. If there are specific problems with waste disposal or
water withdrawal then these problems should be remedied on site. If all support
services store, gas station, sport shop were to be removed, then it would require many
people to continually drive outside to obtain supplies, putting increased traffic on the
road. This would be particularly foolish at this time. A resounding NO! to alternative
1..

Comments relevant to alternative 2.

Although there are a few good ideas here this is certainly not a viable alternative. First,
we need to establish a rule that

No floating devices be allowed on the river!! _

Some increase in interpretive signing needs to be installed to explain better about the
fragile meadow habitat. This alternative lacks the meadow restoration features. This is
an unacceptable alternative. |

Comments relevant to alternative 3.
This lacks the meadow restoration features, and seems to be the status quo. I think
some things need to be changed so this is an unacceptable alternative.

Comments relevant to alternative 4.
This is a great alternative but many of these features are included in the preferred
alternative so my preference is alternative five (Preferred)

Comments relevant to Preferred alternative 5.

I think the blend of management prescriptions outlined in this alternative best
represents a meaningful and improved management plan that will provide for
restoration opportunities as well as preserving appropriate use opportunities for the
public. [ like the restoration and scientific goals of Alternative 4 and presume these are
incorporated in the preferred alternative. Specific comments regarding facilities:
Don't’ fix it if it isn't broken! I noticed in alternative 4 there was a lot of repositioning
of facilities. Unless the situation at present is causing some environmental degradation,
most repositioning should probably not take place. The following comments pertain to

Page 1



several of the suggested reconfigurations.

a) McCaully cabin and Parsons lodge- By all means leave these intact just as they are
today.

b) Moving the settling ponds adjacent to the treatment plant - This may be desirable in
the future to avoid piping primary treated water across the meadow to the ponds.
However, until much improved treatment technology exists this is probably not
advisable at present. Because we are not water treatment engineers, this question is best
left to professionals. Current technology may make a very unsightly installation at the
treatment plant, very little space is available there as it lies in a creek drainage.

c¢) Consolidating the NPS and concessionaire stables - yes it seems like a reasonable
thing to do - go for it!.

d) Consolidating the visitors center, wilderness center and ranger station- doesn’t seem
to be a high priority but may make more concentrated information source for visitors.
Having worked as volunteer at the visitors center, I don’t perceive a great problem
with the current location of these facilities. Those wanting to obtain permits from the
wilderness center seem to find the place easily enough. More parking needs to be
provided at the wilderness center.

e) Moving the store, grill, and sport shop. Probably not unless there is a problem with
environmental damage at the present location. Some more parking at the store is
needed. Loop D in the campground is adjacent to Elizabeth creek and installation of
the store here would impact the creek, this is not a good location for the store.

f) Eliminating the gas station - unless there are specific environmental problems with
the current public station it should be retained. If only NPS gas supply is available
there would be a lot more traffic on Tioga road by employees and visitors to obtain gas
at either Leevining or Crane flat. This seems to be counterproductive to reducing
traffic, and waste scarce petroleum. If NPS gas needs to be brought into TM then why
not also transport public gas?

g) Employee housing - again if there are no problems with the current housing
facilities don’t fix something that isn’t broken. Moving the employee housing at the
TM Lodge is desirable to take them out of the riparian wetland area. If there are
environmental problems with the current location of the TM Lodge dining room, it
should be moved away from the river. However, if there are no known environmental
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problems it should be left at it’s current site. If it is desirable to consolidate housing do
so at the current ranger housing area, not at the gravel pit.

The following suggestions are my list of definitely needed improvements and should be
pursued before any others.

h) Campgrounds - retain the current number of spaces, reconfigure or relocate some of
the sites in A- loop to remove them from the riparian area of the river. Leave the
roads primitive. The first task should be to upgrade the restrooms in the campground to
provide best technology toilets. The old toilets often require at least 2 and sometime 4
flushes to clear the bowl. This is a tremendous waste of scarce water and puts burden
on the water treatment facilities.

i) Cathedral lakes trailhead- Provide appropriate parking area off roadway, a visitor
contact station, and small picnic area. Parking lot should not be bulldozed off by
removing trees etc. Put parking dispersed among the natural features and use permeable
pavers.

}) Remove informal parking along Tioga road and restore natural conditions.

k) Expand parking in the Pothole dome area and remove informal parking there.
Restore meadow by eliminating cross meadow paths. Steer hikers to approved trail that
goes around base of road and dome. Provide better interpretation to assure folks do not
cross meadow.

I} Provide parking near the trail across meadow from visitor center to Parsons lodge
(the old Tioga Roadbed). Parking could be placed on the south side of the road to
avoid intruding into the meadow. Many short term visitors use this trail as their one
Tuolumne Meadows experience. If an ADA access is required (I’m neutral on the need
for one), use permeable pavers on this cross meadow trail (old tioga roadbed) out to
the bridge below Parsons lodge.

m) Improve parking and picnic area at Lembert Dome. Parking here seems to be full
all the time, and many drive through visitors are looking for a picnic area other than
the store parking lot. Expand parking at Dog Lake Parking lot.
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Your Comments Are Important! 4%

This workbook contains descriptions of four preliminary site plan concepts for Tuolumne Meadows: one for each of the four
original management zoning alternatives. The range of the site plan concepts reflects the range of interests and concerns ex-
pressed by park managers and staff, associated Indian tribes, and the public during several years of internal and external scoping
-and review. Your feedback now on what you see as the advantages and disadvantages of each concept will be helpful in pulling
together a site plan for the preferred alternative. We also encourage you to provide your own ideas about a site plan concept for
the preferred alternative. A map and comment space for that exercise are inside this folded sheet.

Once you have shared your comments, you can mail this form to the planning team: Carefully fold the form where indicated,
tape shut the top and sides, add postage (thank you!) and place it in the mail. You can also submit comments by email (preferably
by answering the questions on this comment form) and sending them to yose_planning@nps.gov, or you can fax your comments
t0 209/379-1294. To be considered in the alternatives development process, comments should be received no later than
September 15.

1. What are your suggestions or concerns about the preliminary alternative site plan concepts for Tuolumne Meadows:
Site plan concept for alternative 1 (page 16 of this workbook). What do you like or dislike most about this concept? Least
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Site plan concept for alternative 2 (page 20 of this workbook). What do you like or dislike most about this concept? | ds net
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Site plan concept for alternative 3 (page 24 of this workbook). What do you like or dislike most about this concept?_Favordte -
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2. Do you have any additional comments or questions about the management zonmg alternatives, including the preferred
alternat1ve>
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3. Please don’t overlook the opportunity to develop your own site plan concept for the preferred management zoning
alternative inside this folded sheet.

Important reminder: The site plan for the preferred alternative must be consistent with the management zoning included in that alternative. Please refer
to pages 30 and 31 of the workbook to see the preferred alternative zoning map and summaries of what that zoning would mean for management and use
at Tuolumne Meadows. Ideas about site design that would not be consistent with that overall guidance would best be captured by commenting on the other
alternatives, above. :
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What might Tuolumne Meadows look like under alternative 5 (preferred)?

Create your own site plan concept for the preferred zoning alternative

Before we propose a site plan concept for the preferred alternative, workbook), please describe what you believe are the most important
we want to hear your views, Using the guidance provided by the things to accomplish in the site plan for Tuolumne Meadows, and
desired conditions for the preferred alternative, and the management what that would mean in terms of specific facilities at specific loca-

actions needed to achieve those conditions (see pages 30-31 of the tions.

The most important things to accomplish in the preferred alternative site plan for Tuolumne Meadows are: A
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This workbook contains descriptions of four preliminary site plan concepts for Tuolumne Meadows: one for each of the four
original management zoning alternatives. The range of the site plan concepts reflects the range of interests and concerns ex-
pressed by park managers and staff, associated Indian tribes, and the public during several years of internal and external scoping
and review. Your feedback now on what you see as the advantages and disadvantages of each concept will be helpful in pulling
together a site plan for the preferred alternative. We also encourage you to provide your own ideas about a site plan concept for
the preferred alternative. A map and comment space for that exercise are inside this folded sheet.

Once you have shared your comments, you can mail this form to the planning team: Carefully fold the form where indicated,
tape shut the top and sides, add postage (thank you!) and place it in the mail. You can also submit comments by email (preferably
by answering the questions on this comment form) and sending them to yose_planning@nps.gov, or you can fax your comments
to 209/379-1294. To be considered in the alternatives development process, comments should be received no later than
September 15.

1. What are your suggestions or concerns about the preliminary alternative site plan concepts for Tuolumne Meadows:

Site plan concept for alternative 1 (page 16 of this workbook). What do you like or dislike most about this concept?

Site plan concept for alternative 2 (page 20 of this workbook). What do you like or dislike most about this concept?

Site plan concept for alternative 3 (page 24 of this workbook). What do you like or dislike most about this concept?

Site plan concept for alternative 4 (page 28 of this workbook). What do you like or dislike most about this concept?

2. Do youhave any additional comments or questions about the management zoning alternatives, including the preferred
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3. Please don’t overlook the opportunify to develop your own site plan concept for the preferred management zoning
alternative inside this folded sheet.
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Important reminder: The site plan for the preferred alternative must be consistent with the management zoning included in that alternative. Please refer
to pages 30 and 31 of the workbook to see the preferred alternative zoning map and summaries of what that zoning would mean for management and use
at Tuolumne Meadows. Ideas about site design that would not be consistent with that overall guidance would best be captured by commenting on the other
alternatives, above. ) ’
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Your Comments Are Important!

This workbook contains descriptions of four preliminary site plan concepts for Tuolumne Meadows: one for each of the four
original management zoning alternatives. The range of the site plan concepts reflects the range of interests and concerns ex-
pressed by park managers and staff, associated Indian tribes, and the public during several years of internal and external scoping
and review. Your feedback now on what you see as the advantages and disadvantages of each concept will be helpful in pulling
together a site plan for the preferred alternative. We also encourage you to provide your own ideas about a site plan concept for
the preferred alternative. A map and comment space for that exercise are inside this folded sheet.

Once you have shared your comments, you can mail this form to the planning team: Carefully fold the form where indicated,
tape shut the top and sides, add postage (thank you!) and place it in the mail. You can also submit comments by email (preferably
by answering the questions on this comment form) and sending them to yose_planning@nps.gov, or you can fax your comments
to 209/379-1294. To be considered in the alternatives development process, comments should be received no later than
September 15.

1. What are your suggestions or concerns about the preliminary alternative site plan concepts for Tuolumne Meadows:

Site plan concept for alternative 1 (page 16 of this workbook). What do you like or dislike most about this concept?
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Site plan concept for alternative 2 (page 20 of this workbook). What do you like or dislike most about this concept?
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Site plan concept for alternative 3 (page 24 of this workbook). What do you like or dislike most about this concept?
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Site plan concept for alternative 4 (page 28 of this workbook). What do you like or dislike most about this concept?
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2. Do you have any additional comments or questions about the management zoning alternatives, including the preferred
alternative?
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3. Please don’t overlook the opportunity to develop your own site plan concept for the preferred management zoning
alternative inside this folded sheet.

Important reminder: The site plan for the preferred afternative must be consistent with the management zoning included in that alternative. Please refer
to pages 30 and 31 of the workbook to see the preferred alternative zoning map and summaries of what that zoning would mean for management and use
at Tuolumne Meadows. Ideas about site design that would not be consistent with that overall guidance would best be captured by commenting on the other
alternatives, above.




What might Tuolumne Meadows look like under alternative 5 (preferred)?

Create your own site plan concept for the preferred zoning alternative
workbook), please describe what you believe are the most important

Before we propose a site plan concept for the preferred alternative,
we want to hear your views. Using the guidance provided by the things to accomplish in the site plan for Tuolumne Meadows, and

3 }desired conditions for the preferred alternative, and the management what that would mean in terms of specific facilities at specific loca-
actions needed to achieve those conditions (see pages 30-31 of the tions.

The most important things to accomplish in the preferred alternative site plan for Tuolumne Meadows are:
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This could best be accomplished by the following changes at the locations specified on the Tuolumne Meadows site plan
map (please be sure to number your comments so they match the site numbers shown on the map below):
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Your Comments Are Importantl

This workbook contains descriptions of four preliminary site plan concepts for Tuolumne Meadows: one for each of the four
original management zoning alternatives, The range of the site plan concepts reflects the range of interests and concerns ex-
pressed by park managers and staff, associated Indian tribes, and the public during several years of internal and external scoping
and review. Your feedback now on what you see as the advantages and disadvantages of each concept will be helpful in pulling
together a site plan for the preferred alternative. We also encourage you to provide your own ideas about a site plan concept for
the preferred alternative. A map and comment space for that exercise are inside this folded sheet.

Once you have shared your comments, you can mail this form to the planning team: Carefully fold the form where indicated,
tape shut the top and sides, add postage (thank you!) and place it in the mail. You can also submit comments by email (preferably
by answering the questions on this comment form) and sending them to yose_planning@nps.gov, or you can fax your comments
t0 209/379-1294. To be considered in the alternatives development process, comments should be received no later than
September 15.

1. What are your suggestions or concerns about the preliminary alternative site plan concepts for Tuolumne Meadows:

Site plan concept for alternative 1 (page 16 of this workbook). What do you like or dislike most about this concept?

Site plan concept for alternative 2 (page 20 of this workbook). What do you like or dislike most about this concept?

Site plan concept for alternative 3 (page 24 of this workbook). What do you like or dislike most about this concept?

Site plan concept for alternative 4 (page 28 of this workbook). What do you like or dislike most about this concept?

2. Do you have any additional comments or questions about the management zoning alternatives, including the preferred
alternative?

3. Please don’t overlook the opportunity to develop your own site plan concept for the preferred management zoning
alternative inside this folded sheet.
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Important reminder: The site plan for the preferred alternative must be consistent with the management zoning included in that alternative. Please refer
to pages 30 and 31 of the workbook to see the preferred alternative zoning map and summaries of what that zoning would mean for management and use
at Tuolumne Meadows. Ideas about site design that would not be consistent with that overall guidance would best be captured by commenting on the other
alternatives, above. '



What mlght Tuolumne Meadows Iook like under alternatlve 5 (preferred)"

The most important things to accomplish in the preferred alternative site plan for Tuolumne Meadows are:
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This could best be accomplished by the following changes at the locations specified on the Tuolumne Meadows site plan
map (please be sure to number your comments so they match the site numbers shown on the map below):
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Your Comments Are Important! Ral

This workbook contains descriptions of four preliminary site plan concepts for Tuolumne Meadows: one for each of the four
original management zoning alternatives. The range of the site plan concepts reflects the range of interests and concerns ex-
pressed by park managers and staff, associated Indian tribes, and the public during several years of internal and external scoping
and review. Your feedback now on what you see as the advantages and disadvantages of each concept will be helpful in pulling
together a site plan for the preferred alternative. We also encourage you to provide your own ideas about a site plan concept for
the preferred alternative. A map and comment space for that exercise are inside this folded sheet.

Once you have shared your comments, you can mail this form to the planning team: Carefully fold the form where indicated,
tape shut the top and sides, add postage (thank you!) and place it in the mail. You can also submit comments by email (preferably
by answering the questions on this comment form) and sending them to yose_planning@nps.gov, or you can fax your comments
t0 209/379-1294. To be considered in the alternatives development process, comments should be received no later than
September 15.

1. What are your suggestions or concerns about the preliminary alternative site plan concepts for Tuolumne Meadows:
Site plan concept for alternative 1 (page 16 of this workbook). What do you like or dislike most about this concept? i !ﬂ e
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Site plan concept for alternative 2 (page 20 of this workbook). What do you like or dislike most about this concept?
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Site plan concept for alternative 4 (page 28 of thlS workbook). What do you like or dislike most about this concept?
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2. Do you have any additional comments or questions about the management zoning alternatives, including the preferred -

alternative?

3. Please don’t overlook the opportunity to develop your own site plan concept for the preferred management zoning
alternative inside this folded sheet.

Important reminder: The site plan for the preferred alternative must be consistent with the management zoning included in that alternative. Please refer
to pages 30 and 31 of the workbook to see the preferred alternative zoning map and summaries of what that zoning would mean for management and use
at Tuolumne Meadows. Ideas about site design that would not be consistent with that overall guidance would best be captured by commenting on the other
alternatives, above.
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What mlght Tuolumne Meadows Iook Ilke under alternatlve 5 (preferred)?
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Create Your Own Site Plan
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What might Tuolumne Meadows look like under alternative 5 (preferred)? Q/QL(/OE

Create your own site plan concept for the preferred zoning alternative

Before we propose a site plan concept for the preferred alternative,
we want to hear your views. Using the guidance provided by the
desired conditions for the preferred alternative, and the management

workbook), please describe what you believe are the most important
things to accomplish in the site plan for Tuolumne Meadows, and
what that would mean in terms of specific facilities at specific loca-

actions needed to achieve those conditions (see pages 30-31 of the tions.

The most important things to accomplish in the preferred alternative site plan for Tuolumne Meadows are:
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Your Comments Are Important! ¢4

This workbook con ams descriptions of four preliminary site plan concepts for Tuolumne Meadows: one for each of the four
original managem er{t zoning altcrnatives. The range of the site plan concepts reflects the range of interests and concerns ex-
pressed by park maﬂagers and staff, associated Indian tribes, and the public during several years of internal and external scoping
and review. Your fec ‘Hback now on what you sec as the advantages and disadvantages of each concept will be helpful in pulling
rogether a site plan for the preferred alternative. We also encourage you to provide your own ideas about a site plén concept for
the preferred alterndtive. A map and comment space for that exercise ave insice this folded sheet. ‘

Once you have shardd your comments, you can mail this form to the planning team: Carefully fold the form where indicated,
tape shut the top and sides, add postage (2hank you!) and place it in the mail. You can also submit comments by email (preferably
by answering the questions on this comment form) and sending them 1o yosc_planning@nps.gov, or you can fax your“commcnts

_10209/579-1294 To lbe considered in the alternatjves development process, comments should be received no later than
September 15,

1. What are your suizgestions or concerns about the preliminary alternative site plan concepts for Tuolumne Meadows:

Site plan concept for' alternative 1 (page 16 of this workbook). What do you Jike or dislile most about this concept? ..
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Site plan conCeit for; altcrmtwc 2 (page 20 of this workbool), What do you like or dislike most about this concept? ___,
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Site plan conccpt for rthema‘ave 4 (page 28 of this workbook) What do éou like or dislike most about this concept?
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2.Do you have any du\dmonal comments or questions about the management zoning alternatives, including the preferred
_.alternative? R
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Important reminder: T g site plan for the preferred alternative must be consistent with the management zoning Included It that alternative, Please refer
1o pages 30 and 31 of the'Workbook to see the preferred alternative zening map and summaries of what that zoning weuld mean for management and use
at Tuolumne Maadows, Idehs about site design that would not be consistent with that overall guidance would best be captured by cormmenting on the other
alternatives, above,
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Page 2

The most important things to accomplish are: To protect and restore the wild and
scenic nature of the river and meadows while keeping in mind that they are
being preserved for the enjoyment of visitors to the area. -

Several types of changes will allow this to happen:
1-- Improve frails and trailhead parking.

2-- Cluster facilities and parking in an out-of-the-way “village” near the existing
Wilderness Center. '

3-- Expand shuttle service, both frequency and hours of operation, in order to
get cars off the road and help employees easily travel from relocated housing.

Page 3

While | found changes | liked in the various alternative plans and indicated them
on Page 1, here are some modifications which | would make, along with my
reasons:

a. Make the Parson’s Lodge trail (#8) a boardwalk similar to that through
Stoneman Meadow in the Valley. People are better at staying on boardwalks
than on paths.

b. Eliminate the grill and gas station (#10)--1 love the hamburgers, but they are
hard to justify under “wild and scenic’!

But keep the store and mountain shop, relocating them to the Wildnerness
Center mainly to serve backpackers and climbers.

Provide showers at the west end of the campground (near the wagtewater
treatment plant!) and make them available to campers and hikers but charge $$$
to cover wastewater treatment.

c. A hike/bike trail along Tioga Road is needed (#13), but the GSWR trail
through the meadow should be hike only--no bikes. Parts of this trail which are
non-equestrian could be boardwalk as in (a) above.

Escondido, CA 92025

('ve been coming to Yosemite since | was 2 years old. Il be 71 in November,
you do the ma’th%

B - sooccue
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‘ Subject comments on Tuolumne Planning Workbook

September 15, 2009

Michael Tollefson
Superintendent
Yosemite National Park

Dear Mr. Tollefson and Tuolumne planners,

I am writing this letter in lieu of sending the comment form to offer a few general observations
about alternatives being developed for the Tuolumne River Plan.

I’ve recently completed my third trip to the park, but my first to some of the high camps, and I
read, with great interest, the planning workbook. I cannot comment in detail about each
alternative, as I am not familiar with many of the locations and activities discussed.

But I am glad to see that most of the alternatives, including the preferred alternative, would
preserve the Tuolumne and Glen Aulin camps, while making modifications and improvements to
protect the river. I feel that eliminating these camps would make access to and connections '
between the camps more difficult, and Tuolumne also provides an opportunity for flatlanders to
acclimate to higher elevations.

Were I a younger, stronger backpacker, I might be more inclined to advocate the alternative
number one wilderness approach. But my group of four ranged in age from 55 to 67, and I’'m not
sure we could have hiked from Tuolumne to Yosemite Valley without the benefit of having food,
shelter and bedding provided for us at each high camp we visited along the way, rather than
carrying our own provisions for a week. We also spent our first two nights at White Wolf and
Tuolumne camps respectively, so that we could do some shorter day hikes while getting used to
the higher altitude. We then made our way up to Sunrise, over to Merced Lake, and finally to the
valley below.

We are planning to enter the lottery in hopes of hiking next year from Tuolumne to May Lake to
Glen Aulin and back. So I weigh in on the side of maintaining easier access on foot to the
glories of the high Sierra wilderness. But I would not object to some further restrictions.

Mule packs to service the camps are essential, but discontinuing commercial trail rides would
certainly lessen the impact on the river area and improve the hiking experience. I have mixed



feelings about the introduction of kayaking. While it would be a special way to experience the
river, as a hiker, I place a higher value on maintaining the solace and serenity of the river.

In alternative two I like the idea of adding a meadow walk interpretive trail, the proposal to
consolidate visitor services to improve efficiency and the plan to eliminate shoulder parking.

I love the shuttle busses (and their knowledgeable drivers), making it possible (and preferable) to
leave one’s car parked for a week (or a day) and still be able to get to visitor centers, trailheads,

lodges and the like.

I feel extremely privileged to have been able to explore Yosemite’s high Sierra wilderness and [
am grateful that the Park Service is working so diligently to develop a new Tuolumne River plan.
I appreciate that the team is taking into consideration environmental principals, Native American
tradition, park history, and a variety of public users in determining the best management plan for
this precious resource.

Thanks for listening, and good luck completing your difficult task.

Sincerely,

Riverwoods, I1 60015
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Subject Tuolumne planning comments

Yosemite Planning ‘ 9/15/08
National Park Service

PO Box 577

Yosemite, Ca 95989

Dear Planners,

I have just returned home from a visit to Tuolumne Meadows where I obtained a copy of the Planning
Workbook. '

During my stay in the Tuolumne area I was greatly dismayed by the Theme Park atmosphere created by
the hoards of people, traffic and masses of cars parked along the roads. The frenzy of activity around the
store and other facilities severely detracts from the extraordinary beauty of Tuolumne.

Unfortunately, your alternative 5 (preferred) will perpetuate this unacceptable condition by continuing
most if not all commercial operations including Glen Aulin High Sierra Camp.

Alternative 1 is closest to my vision for Tuolumne, however certain aspects seem rather impractical and
unlikely to be implemented. Therefore I suggest a rethinking of the proposed alternatives to accomplish
the following:

Scale back all commercial operations and facilities. Where ever possible relocate operations outside the
area or out of the park entirely.

Discontinue High Sierra Camps. The camps are environmentally unacceptable and are unsustainable given
the massive support operations necessary to supply and operate them for the convenience of a very few.

Remove pack stock facilities. I suspect large amounts of sediments and pollutants are generated by these
_operations. The operation of commercial stock activities have intolerable negative effects on the fragile
alpine environment and impose high costs in the form of severe trail erosion and pollution as well as
aesthetic detriments including dust generation, flies, waste and trampled landscape.

I strongly urge those responsible for this planning effort to place the highest value on restoring and
preserving the unique and precious wilderness values of the Tuolumne River and Meadows.

Sincerely,

See how Windows connects the people, information, and fun that are part of your life. See Now
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Subject Tuolumne Planning

Dear Yosemite Planning Group,

Please find my comments in regard to the alternative and preferred plans for Tuolumne
Meadows. [ was able this summer to camp, backpack, and hike parts of the park including
Tuolumne Meadows.

What I like about all the plans is the objective: “Preserve and sustain wilderness character,
including ecosystem function and opportunities for primitive, unconfined recreation, ...... ”?

I further prefer the Alternative 1 second objective: “Extend wilderness-like management beyond
designated....” In this day of increasing population pressures and resource consumption it
behooves us to protect such a precious watershed. To that end the second objective in
Alternative 4: “Synthesizer science-based information and American Indian knowledge of the
ecosystem to....Ecological recovery of river-related habitats...” is also critical. With continuing
Climate Change having intact, functioning, contiguous ecosystems are vital. Yosemite has a
significant role to play in this regard. As snows lesson and rain events are more intense in the
Sierra, meadows will be essential for our groundwater, lessening of flood impacts and so many
other functions.

While Alternative 5 covers two of the three choices I prefer, it should address the concessions
and some of the amenities that can, and do, harm ecosystem requirements. I do agree that
visitors discovering and connecting with the Tuolumne River is a great goal, however, this is
such a vital watershed that the Park Service must do all in its power to ensure its health and
sustainability over any other needs. To this end removing A Loop in the Tuolumne Meadow
campground is a wise choice.

Restaurants and fuel stations (I do know there is only one of each) are not necessary for this
portion of Yosemite. Any way we can lesson our footprint on this fragile and wonderful piece of
the Sierra and Yosemite National Park, the better. I believe we are planning for these very real
issues of the 21" Century and cannot continue in a mode that fits how we did business 30, 40, 50
years ago. | remember submitting comments in the 1970°s about the valley and there was even a
potential to ban all autos at that time. Wow, we had the opportunity. Just think, what might have
been.....

I am appreciative of the opportunity to comment.




(rass Valleil CA 95945
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Subject comments on Tuolumne River Plan, Due Sept. 15

To Whom it May Concern:

I am a 43 year old day hiker and backpacker. I am strongly against the use
of horses on Yosemite trails to provide supplies for the back country cabins
due to the deplorable trail conditions that are a result of hooves pulling
up large rocks, causing erratic and unsafe trail conditions in addition the
nearly sewer-like conditions from horse manure and urine. I have personally
severely twisted an ankle on such a trail.

It seems discriminatory that some people can afford to go these high country
camps, have their food horse backed in, while others slog through the dust
and debris, feeling at times intimidated by the large animals that must be
yielded to.

Please take my comments into consideration with the Tuolumne River plan.

Thank you,

Truckee, CA 96161





