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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 advaritages 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 concept for alternative 1 (page 16 of this workbook). What do you like or dislike most about this concept?
T most dislike jrem @-remou? g )3 lwp but also s/'ronsd[cb‘saq«r&a with

| e (@* removal of cfore ,emllérnouufqm shop « If '+‘€W\® is done ythen
greater parking will be Needed adgucent to Potivle Deumme,

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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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.

Comment 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 mlght Tuolumne Nleadows look 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!

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_élqnning@nps.gow 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 ost about this concept?
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Site plan concept for alternative 2 (page 20 of this workbook). What do you lik@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?

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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N 165  8isfes
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. '
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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 (preferab,
by answering the questions on this comment form) and sending them to yose_planning@nps.gov, or you can fax your comm
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:
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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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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 managenient 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 te see the preferred alternative zoning map and summaries of what that zoning would mean for managementand 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)?

o Q
_ Create your own site plan concept for the preferred zoning alternative N
© Before we propose a site plan concept for the preferred alternative, workbook), please describe what you believe are the most important. . Q
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The most important things to accomphsh 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!
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the preferred altcrnative. A map and space for that exercise are inside this folded sheet.
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1, What are your suggestions or concerns about the preliminary alternative site plan concepts for Taolumne 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 yon like or dislike most about this concept?
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3. Please don’t overlook the opportunity to develop your own site plan concept for the p 2 ing
alternative inside this folded sheet.
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10 pages 30 and 31 of the workbook to see the live zoning map and ies 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!
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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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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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Slte plan concept for alternative 2 (page 20 of this workbook). What do you like or dislike most about this concept?
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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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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.

Comment 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.
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/\ The most important things to accomphsh 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!

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 (¢hank 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 of dislikg most about this concept?

T 00 RESTRLCTIVE

Site pfan concept for alternative 2 (page 20 of this workbook). What do yo@r dislike most about this concept?
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Site plan concept for alternative 3 (page 24 of this workbook). What do youlike o most about this concept?
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Site plan concept for aiternative 4 (page 28 of this workbook). What do yo@r 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.




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

Create your own site plan concept for the preferred zoning alternative

Befare we propose a site plan cencept 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 wiv... | "
map (please be sure to number your comments so they match the site numbers shown on the map below): o

JAMITING RCCESS 70 THE ToolvMmus MEADCwS
ARER BY ,C"/m/?Ly RETCRNAE TIFE FALTIRE TLEBGAR

ReA P CW)LLfy TP LEE Vinme To /TS ORGrene 1940's

CovoiTions — NARRow, DIRT/ CRAVEL | TV $TY , Al
DANMCERBe S ("fﬂ Sore) wovib RKEEPL puT ﬂ[L‘dF
THISE ciTY DLresS WHe HFAVE Ao REAL RESPECT
OF Jivelemar'S BEALTY , LET 7HESE DUOES
MNAVE JHE VRILEY & LEAVE THE Tieolewit HAREA

TO THASE FEW (Nog ELTNEIr. BRACK PACER. THERE

OR st e 7o DRIvE e "o’ TiooHA

Roaes Y

(Optional) Please provide your name and 01ty of residence/zip code T oLl S 5:44&/ 2227
s 7¢ 949!

(13 15

g‘,';{:;"e“ sume

|

=5
| ©
Q.
Q
=
[V B
S
O
B
,_
e
f O
PR s
-G
()
S
(O




NW L& qz;g sfos,
" 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 llk&x@nost aboutthisconcept?
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Site plan concept for alternative 2 (page 20 of this workbook). What doyou hke or dislike most about thls concept?

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>

Ve @REHIo (o0 AVLAY) Qs o - Cppoes wmpcal 4 Tugumna

Vesdowo W&\W umﬁw/mﬂ&uhd)ﬁ Onan 0 Fpdge v9 cuimt
<0 Rowe QIS T RbF A -

2. Do you have any additional comments or questions about the mankagement 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 pr ferred man
alternative inside this folded sheet.

Comment Form

Important reminder: The site plan for the preferred alternative must be consistent with the management zoning included in that alternatxve, 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 prellmmary 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 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 plén concept for alternative 1 (page 16 of this workbook). What do you like_:t about this concept?

Site plan concept for alternative 2 (page 20 of this workbook). What do you like @abom this concept?

Shrves Yol e 5Mu | L Mue/%o
Site plan concept for alternatlve 4 (page 28 o o you like or dislike mostﬂgut this concgpt?
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2. Do you have any additional commeffs 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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Your Comments Are Important!

ThlS workbook contains descriptions of four prellmmary 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 cq fcgif(; alternative 1 (page f is workbook) What do you like or dislike most about this concept? ‘
Site pla:'\‘tm}t for alternative 2 ( ag 20 of this workbook). What do you like or dislike most about this concept?

40f mlsv%rkbook) ‘What do you like ;r dislike most about thl?‘l

/
Site pldn dencept for altegnatiye prjtz% of this workbook). What do you like or dislike most about this conce;
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2.Doyou have any additional commentsldf question(s abo th e.marfagement zoning alternatives, including the preferred
alternative? .

v

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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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
t0 209/379-1294. To be considered in the alternatives development process, comments should be received no later than
Séptember 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?

angl b@/; e on ff Tr0= 6/161,(,&(_,34, /Ocu/<ﬂ«5,
>}< 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?

3. Please don’t overlook the opportunity to develop your own site plan concept for the pfeferred 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.

‘.

The most important‘thi‘ngs 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!

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 staf, 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?‘}«_ﬂw

Site plan concept for alternatlve 2 (page 20 of this workbook). What do you llke or dlshke most about this concept&J_M
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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?

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

alternative? . o 4 e ; ,é) /%) /ZM“W

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

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 fage 16 of this workbook). What do you like or dislike most abeut 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 mlght Tuolumne Meadows !ook Ilke under alternatlve ) (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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(Optional) Please provide your name and city of residence/zip code:

Create Your Own Sité 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 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?

Z&‘\

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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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'pdstagé (thank j}ou!) 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 inost about this concept?
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- 2. Do you have any additibnal comments or questions about the management zoning alternatives, 1nc1udmg the preferred
alternative? 2
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§P case don't ovetlobk hd &pﬁ‘ftgﬁ‘ity Fto develop your own site plan concept for the preferred management zoning .
alternative inside this folded sheet.

. Comment Form

Important reminder: The site plan for the preferred alternative must be consistent with the management zoning included in that alternative. Please refer
topages 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. ‘



pu—

What mlght Tuolumne Meadows Iook I|ke 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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| 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 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? Wq
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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.

£
o
Ll
=
@
£
&
o
o

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 aiternative, 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!

This workbook contams 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 yoursuggestions or concerns about the preliminary alternative site plan concepts for Tnolumne 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? f e
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Site plan concept for alternative 3 (page 24 of this workbook). What do you like or dislike most about this cbncept?

Site plan concept for alternative 4 (page 28 of this workbook). What do you like or dislike most about thisconcept?
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2.Do you have any ;iﬁ\t/u()’l}gI/comments or questlons about the manag;g nt zomng 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 zonlng map and summaries of what that zoning would mean for management and use
at Tuolumne Meadows. Ideas about site design that would not be con<, %‘/%Mth 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 (pageA 16 of this workbook). What do you like or dislike most about this concept?

Site plan concept for alternative 2 (page 2o 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 concepf?

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

alternative? J 7@(/@(\ TﬁQ_‘ %/%&/ﬂ//)({ﬁ% 5
Honore the Traditions

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

gternatives, above. e~ o
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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, workbock), 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 speof c 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!

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 abdut 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?

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

alternative?
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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
topages 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 accompllsh in the preferred alternative site plan for Tnolumne Meadowsare:
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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 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.

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? Q,—K L
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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?

LKE: AN, FOTPRUST;, A8 eopmion UE T poadno Rim Qs
/Qmwx(\\lw OB 3 Qa\m\lm‘ LEOMOEET AN, MR

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 look hke under alternative 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!

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 yourmcems 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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sf e plan concept for alternative 2 (page 20 of this workbook). What db Y e or dislike most about this concept>
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2.Do you have any additional comments or questions about the management zoning alternatives, 1nclud1ng the preferred
alternative?

WO

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 I|ke under alternatlve 5 (preferred)?
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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 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 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 thé 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 con5|stent 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 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 concepf?
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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
alternatwes 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!

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 ha%ve 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
10 209/379-1294. To be considerpd in the alternatives development process, comments should be received no later than

September 15. o QnC/QSQd 5@0115 o@\/ ArSwors do #/ ¢ 2

1. What are your suggestiorfs br concétns about tne 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 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 thase conditions (see pages 30-31 of the tions.
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The most important things to accomghsh in the preferred alternative site plan for Tuolumne Meadows arej
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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 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?
% LQ/O/(/W; Ma)ﬁw MQW
dislahhe po WDVL,Z Wrﬂ/ﬂﬂ ﬁQe Ozg,g

Site lan concept for alternative 2 (page 20 of this workbook). What do you like or dlshke most about this concept? ~
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: Y ﬂ
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ite 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 alternatlve 4 (page 28 of this wy rkboWat do you liks P 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.




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 accompl. ish 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
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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
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 alternatlve 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 quesﬁohs 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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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 formy where indicated,
tape shut the top and sides, add postage (tharnk 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 o 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 altirnatives, 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 Ilke under alternatlve 5 (preferred)?
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_ To YOSE Planning@NPS

09/19/2008 02:34 PM cc

bce

Subject Fw: Toulumne plan

~

09/18/2008 06:54 PM cc

Subject Fw: Toulumne plan

This makes for interesting reading. | had quite a discussion with-my brother, over the Toulumne
River Plan at the campground in July.

Jim

Sent: Thursday, September 18, 2008 5:32 PM
Subject: Toulumne plan

Attached is some ideas | have.

Was there all last week.

Burlingame Ca. 94010




TO: Yosemite Planning

National Park Service

wou: [

This note is o express my concerns with regard to the Tuolumne River and Tuolumne
Meadows planning efforts and the current “alternatives” that are discussed in The
“Tuolumne Planning Workbook”.

| first camped at Tuolumne Meadows in 1959 and have been there every year since
except one. This makes almost 50 years. Certainly | am not only concerned about what
will happen in the proposed plans but | also have long term observations about how
the river and meadows have changed over time.

Current Status:

The river is clear and clean. It teems with life of all kinds and the quality of the water,
the river's banks and adjacent areas are in excellent condition. Tuolumne Meadows is
also in excellent condition. In the spring it is carpeted with wild flowers and wildlife is
abundant in all seasons. | thank the Park Service for their efforts all these years to
preserve and protect the river and meadows. The Park Service has been successful. The
river, from ifs sources to the Hetch Hetchy is, in a state of preservation just as it was in
1959 when | first arrived. The meadows are also in the same state of preservation. |
applaud the efforts of the Park Service people and staff who have accomplished their
mission of preservation and protection while also providing access to us the public.

Changes:

The meadow is shrinking. There is loss of meadow over the past 50 years and this is due
to forest expansion. In some areas, the frees have colonized the meadow and grown
up. This natural process is the only loss of meadow that can be seen or evidenced.
There is erosion in the meadows but this is also due to natural causes as the dynamics of
the river meander process continually takes place. There is no evidence for destruction
of river banks or loss of meadows due to human factors. There is no evidence for loss of
wildlife or loss of habitat due to human factors. There is a coyote-pack in the meadow
now that didn't exist there before. It seems that wildlife is expanding. However, there
appears to be alarge and noficeable loss of ground squirrel population as a result of
resident coyotes. | wonder if a reduction of squirrel boroughs has any effect on the
meadows.

Clearly, the changes in the river and meadows are from the natural processes of life
and geology. The meadows and river are preserved.



Concerns:

My primary concerns are that the Alternative Plans contain very large assumptions with
absolutely zero basis in fact. And these faulty assumptions are attached to actions. | am
very worried that in our zeal fo do something, we will overact. Let’s discuss some of the
“assumptions”.

Social Trails:

It is assumed that social trails are bad, and because they are there, they must be
removed and the only way to do this is to “"remove all Tioga Road shoulder parking” to
prevent access by human beings. | would like to know exactly how the social trails are
bad. The meadow is flat so there is no erosion caused by the trails. As | noted above,
the cause of erosion in the meadow is due to natural dynamics of meanders. The
meadows are full of wild flowers. Not a single flower or animal is endangered nor even
inconvenienced by social frails. The social trails have NO effect on the habitat or
environment. In fact, the social trails fend to keep people on the trail and not stepping
all over the meadow.

Disturbed Ecological Integrity and riparian areas: (alternative 4)

There is no definition for just exactly what in the environment or the ecology or the river
(riparian) of the area has lost its “integrity”. The river runs clear and clean as well as the
wildlife of all phyla which are UNDISTURBED. The “web" of life and the dynamic
“balance” of the environment are operating quite well and are UNDISTRUBED. When

. looking at the large picture of northern Yosemite, the human impact and frace are
minimal.

Enhance habitat connectivity; manage visitor use to protect sensitive meadow and
riparian resources: (alternative 4)

The sensitive meadow and riparian resources are already preserved and protected. The
human impact is minimal. People are not destroying the river banks. People are not

destroying the meadows. Please provide exact evidence (not philosophies and vapor)
of just which part of the biota is suffering from a loss of “habitat connectivity”.

As one looks at and studies the plans and details of action, it is difficult to attach some
of them to any evidence or facts. Many of them “assume” that the river and meadows
are in a state of degeneration and that is simply not the case. No evidence of any kind
is presented that shows human damage which degrades the environment. We can see
human USE, but there is no damage.

However, this does not mean that there can’t be some improvements. For sure there
can be. My concems and suggestions follow.



. The big elephants in the living room are staring us in the eyes. Along the river are
obviously, Glen Aulin and Tuolumne Lodge. These go hand in hand with the
stables. Remove these two “hotels on the river” and there will also be no need
for the stables and the herd of horses whose hooves by many magnitudes, are
far far harder on the land and meadows than any human foot could ever be. -
Remove the bridge at Soda Springs. The current structure was made for horses.
Those same horses that destroyed the original bridge. Removing the bridge will
accomplish several benefits:

a. Because people will not be able to cross the meadow from the store/grill
to Soda Springs, there will be greatly reduced pressure on the social trails
at the store and grill.

b. The worst ruts in the meadows (horse trail) will go away and the meadows
will restore itself. '

Remove the stables. Move the store and grill to a place near the existing stables.
Establish a picnic ground and parking lot at that location. Create both improved
picnic tables and primitive sites. Find some site with a view.

a. Pressure will be reduced on the social trails.

b. Human activity will move to the new store and grill location thereby
reducing human use effects on the meadow

c. Adjust the bus stops accordingly

Do not completely remove the store and grill. Move them as above. If they are
completely removed it will encourage self contained RV usage.
Do not move the store and grill to section D of the campground.

a. This will maintain pressure to cross the meadows from that location. The
social trail will simply re-locate.

If a “Tioga Wagon Trail” preservation effort needs to be made, use the section
between Soda Springs and Lambert Dome.

a. The same location as the new store and grill.

Remove Volglesang HS Camp. ‘

a. This will stop the supply horse trains that have damaged the trail between
Tuolumne Meadows and Volgelsang. We all know this.

Do not remove the gas station but do remove the climbing school.

a. The climbing school belongs in Yosemite Valley. Removing the Tuolumne

~ climbing school will reduce the pressure on the meadows.

b. Keep the gas station otherwise increased traffic on Tioga Road for “gas
runs” between Crane Flat and Le Vining will ensue. There is no station at
Tioga Pass Resort as in the past. Removing the gas station will only
increase congestion on the road, use gas and increase pollution.

Do not reduce the number of campsites in Tuolumne Camp Ground. There is no
need to do this.



10.

11.

12.

13.
14.
15.

Do not over-improve the Tuolumne campsites. Leave most of them primitive. This
is not Saddlebag lake. '
Move some of the campsites in A Loop away from the river. This may require to
build some additional primitive campsites in the back to make up for the
removed A Loop sites.
Move employee residences to LeVining Canyon outside the park and provide a
shuttle for them. _
Enhance the ranger station facilities.
Make a large parking lot and picnic area at the Cathedral Lakes Trail Head.
Make a picnic area at the old store/grill location.

a. Alternate is to restore the area and make some additional camp sites for

the campground.

. Restore the areas:

a. Glen Aulin
i. Complete restoration
b. Tuolumne Lodge
i. Keep the parking lot for the trail head
i. Make a picnic area.
ii. Restore the rest of the area
c. Volgelsang
i. Complete restoration
d. Old store and grill location
e. The horse trail in the meadows
i. The meadow will heal itself _
f. Remove the bridge foundations at Soda Springs
i. Complete restoration
g. Move the waste freatment object at Elisabeth Creek to an.un-seeable
location
h. If the settling ponds are not causing pollution, leave them alone
i. Restore the Old Tioga Road between Soda Springs and Lambert Dome
j.  Restore the river side by A Loop
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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 thisconcept? ____

MMWMQ%MZZ&—‘W
Site plan concept for alternatlve 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 work?ook) What do you like or d1s11ke most about this concept>
" WM&M/? / /UM
Site plan concept for alternatlve 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 |

alte atlve°
3/Please don’t overlook thé opportumty to dgvelop your own 51te plan concept for the preferred anagement zoning ﬁﬁ

alternative inside this folded sheet. L(LL

Important reminder: The site plan for the preferred alternative must be consistent with the management zoning included inthat 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 hke under alf’ernatlve 5 (preferred)?
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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
t0 209/379-1294. To be considered in the alternatives development process, comments should be recelved 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 dlshke 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?

60me Si+c a/esclf)lﬂf'm’% can ana/ 5/40(//% (’mSé
/
Mﬂna7€Men+Zones

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. ldeas about site design that would not be consistent with that overall guidance would best be captured by commenting on the other
alternatives, above.




What m:ght Tuolumne IVIeadows look I|ke under alternatlve 5 (preferred)"
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The most important things to accomplish in the preferred alternative site plan for Tuolumne Meadows are: lo
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Character of 77/0 Jurine Meadows.
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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 Importan{!

This workbook contains descriptions of four preliminary site plah 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 (pagé 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 ézjﬁ k \%/\ ;D/%’ﬁ Sﬁw s

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.

Comment Form
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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? m
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Site plan concept for alternative 4 (page 28 of this workbook). What do you like or dlshke most about this concept>
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H\p’m %ease on’t over ook e ppc‘;rl?f\dhlty to d%veiog;our ownh sit€ plan concept for the preferred management zoning
alternative inside this folded sheet.

Comment 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.
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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 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 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.




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!

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 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 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 thisconcept? __
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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 t0 see the preferred alternative zoning map and summaries of what that zoning would mean for management and use
at Tuolumne Meadows. Ideas about site deS|gn 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 (preferréd)?

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 impartant
we want to hear your views. Using the guidance pravided 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 lmportant things to accompllsh in the preferred alternative site plan for Tuolumne Meadows are:. e E fg '
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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 residencé/zip code:

Create Your Own Site Plan
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To yose_planning@nps.gov
cc

09/15/2008 04:25 PM
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Subject Comments on Yosemite's 2008 Tuolumne Planning
Workbook

September 15, 2008

Superintendent, Yosemite National Park
Attn: Tuolumne Planning Workbook

P.0O. 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:

I 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
commercial 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-

Marina del Rey, CA 90292
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Subject Tuolumne River Plan comments

Planning Team,

Sorry my comments are a couple days late, but it's been busy at work
lately and I haven't had time to think about it all summer up until
now. Hope I'm not too late for them to still be considered.

Alternative #1

Likes:

#2 Remove shoulder parking from Tioga Rd. The pullouts are unsightly
and create a . traffic hazard for pedestrians and drivers who are too
busy looking at the scenery. People speed through this area no matter
what the speed limit is, and these pullouts are unsafe. Plus they
encourage people to drive on vegetation when parking is full on
holiday weekends, and there've been many times I seen SUV driving out
into the meadow.

#10 Remove store, grill, fuel station, mountaineering shop. It would
be a good change for visitors to come prepared for a trip, and if
these amenities were removed, visitors would change their habits. As
an employee who lives in here, I'm torn about whether or not to remove
the store. But 1f it were not here we would be self-reliant and I
believe that it would be a better change for the wilderness experience
of all visitors and employees i1f these facilities were not here, and
they are not necessary. Also, the landscape in the meadows would be
improved without these facilities. Right now, the store area dominates
landscape when driving through the meadows and attraction unwanted
attention. This area could at least use some remodeling to have it
blend in with the landscape better if it does remain.

#14 Remove A loop campsites and restore. This one of the best
suggestions made to protect the water quality and the scenic values of
the Tuolumne River, and it is also one of the most realistic to
implement. The Tuolumne campground is already enormous and it would be
fine to cut back on capacity or to relocate these sites away from the
river. Many of the campsites are too close to the water following the
Leave No Trace standards that we teach to overnight wilderness users.
Why should a campground provided by the Park Service be cutting the
rules so close when we should be protecting the resource instead? We
tell hikers to be a minimum of 100 feet from water before camping,
defecating, or washing. Absolutely no closer than 100 feet but further
away 1s fine. So why is it legitimate to have a loop of the campground
in such close proximity to the Tuolumne River? Especially when we know
that people don't always go to the restroom facilities to go to the
bathroom, they sometimes walk just outside their campsite, and if
they're in the A loop they might be walking towards the river. They
might also be washing too close to water or washing straight in the
water sources when given the opportunity to camp so close to the
river.



I don't believe that education is going to help solve this problem
because it's hard enough to get the overnight wilderness users (who
tend to want to protect the quality of the wilderness because of their
strong connection to it) to abide by these rules, and the people who
use the campground come from another user group, which is even further
separated from wilderness because they are not connected to it as
deeply as overnight users are. The single most important change that
could come from this plan would be to remove or relocate the A loop of
the campsite,. restore the area, and create trails for visitors to go
and enjoy the area. This would help to protect the water quality, and
provide a wilderness experience for the users who want to enjoy this
section of the river without seeing RVs in the background.

#18 Remove Tuolumne Lodge. Providing a campground is sufficient
lodging for the Tuolumne Meadows area. Removing the Lodge would
encourage users to connect more to the environment. Especially because
many of these users are going on through the High Sierra Camp loop,
they should spend some time in the front country camping first before
going out into the wilderness (even though tent cabins are still
provided out there.) Car camping may be the closest thing many people
get to a wilderness experience. The Lodge is excessive and deters from
the wilderness experience in TM. If people truly need beds and
electricity then they can get a hotel in Lee Vining and drive up to
enjoy the meadows.

Dislikes: v

#5 Relocating the Visitor Center and #15 Add VC to Wilderness Center.
This seems. to be the only area with enough parking and building space
that would be able to accommodate the Visitor Center and its traffic
flow. As an employee at the Wilderness Center, I know that there is
not enough space in this area to expand the building or the parking
lot to provide for the Visitor Center's needs. The current building
works great for issuing wilderness permits and storing and cleaning
bear canisters plus all of our hiking gear. There is no room for
interpretative displays as it is and barely enough room to sell our
minimal merchandise of maps, trowels, and a few books. I have no idea
how this building could be expanded to include the visitor center
displays, merchandise, and all the parking and traffic flow that come
along with it. Our parking lot is packed full all summer long with
backpackers going out on overnight trips, sometimes extended parking
(up to one month for JMT hikers.) It might be a good idea to provide
satellite parking for extended backpacking trip at Gaylor Pit and
improve the shuttle service. Furthermore, this parking lot would not
be able to accommodate buses or RVs that pass through because there is
no room for them to turn around. Lastly, having worked in the Valley
Wilderness Center for 3 years prior to coming to Tuolumne, I know that
visitors tend to get very confused when the VC and WC are located too
close to each other. In the Valley we were always directing visitors
to the other place because the WC didn't know about campground
availability and the VC didn't know specific questions about trails.
It's been a pleasure working in Tuolumne WC where the VC is so far
removed that there is rarely any confusion. We still answer general
questions when people wander in and the TMVC still directs hikers to
our station occasionally, but nowhere near as frequently as in the
Valley where the two stations are a minute walk apart from each other.

Alternative #2

Likes: Extending shuttle bus service to Gaylor Pit for a satellite
parking for visitors, creating a bike/hike trail from GP to meadows.
This would eliminate all of the meadows parking problems and would
almost mandate shuttle bus use. With this option, it would be easy to



remove and restore other trailhead parking areas and visitors would be
less confused about getting around the meadows like they currently
are. The shuttle bus service could be expanded and it would force
visitors to do more walking and connect with the place while they are
here, rather than just pulling over to take a photo here and there.
One concern is that with a lot of activity at Gaylor Pit it might not
still be able to function as a helibase. My other concern is that any
bike trail that would run from Gaylor Pit to the meadows would have to
be paved and both ends of it should be clearly marked that bikes can
only go on paved pathways. Otherwise, visitors will get confused and
there will be an increase in the amount of visitors trying to bike
unpaved trails in the wilderness.

-Upgrade substandard housing. The employees don't need much, but it's
a shame that we have to deal with some of the problems that we do up
here. If all of the cabins had stoves that functioned properly and had
annual maintenance done, that would be a huge improvement. As it is
right now, it's hit and miss to see who gets the ones that work well
and will heat up to 300 degrees. Everybody else gets to be cold. Also,
even if you do get lucky and get a good stove, the heat goes straight
up and out the plastic tarp that is the roof. It doesn't really do
much for those cold nights unless you're sitting right next to it. I
know it's not very practical to build hard walled cabins with real
roofs for everyone, but for the employees who are here earliest and
latest, there could be a couple more structures. My only other
complaints are the mice and their diseases and not having hot water
flowing in the cabins. But I really love living up here even as it is,
even though the housing is clearly substandard.

#5 Provide Cathedral Lakes parking in the visitor center area, perhaps
even expanding the lot to include enough space for visitor center
traffic and overnight trailhead parking.

#14 Relocate A loop campsites

#17 Retain Dog Lake parking

Dislikes: Allowing kayaking along a portion of the river. There are
already plenty of locations nearby (Mono Lake, Lower Merced, Lower
Tuolumne) that are great for rafting and kayaking and there is already
enough commercial development in Tuolumne. Allowing kayaking only
along a certain portion of the river would be very hard to enforce,
and visitors would abuse this privilege.

-Moving NPS and concessioner housing to Gaylor Pit. This is a terrible
idea because it removes the employees from the resource. Most people
who work here aren't necessarily around for their job, running a cash
register at the store or answering the same mundane questions all day
long; they're here because they're passionate about the place.
Removing the employees from the meadows and creating-a commute to work
would discourage employees emotionally. It's a bad idea to remove
housing from the meadows if you want us to keep up our morale all
through August and Sept, answering the same questions all day long...

#16 Consolidate RS and WC at former stable site. I don't care if the
NPS stables is relocated, or if it is combined with the concessionaire
stables, but combining the RS and WC and relocating them both seems
absurd. These two offices have very different functions and are best
kept in separate buildings. The RS is generally locked and if a
visitor knocks to ask a question, sometimes an administrative person



is there to help out, but generally they do not deal with visitor
contacts except for on the trails or on the road patrols. The office
is for completing paperwork. The WC deals almost exclusively with
visitor contacts and it does not make sense to combine these two
operations unless they had a large building with a big dividing wall
that kept the two separate. Also, the amount of money and energy that
would go into tearing down the two existing structures and relocating
and restoring the areas that have been paved makes this an illogical
option. These two places will continue to exist in the meadows, and
they are each already well equipped to deal with their operations, so
to me it makes sense to let them stay as they are.

Alternative #3

Likes:

#2 Eliminate all shoulder parking from Tioga Road, restore area.

#3 Remove all informal parking, restore areas.

#5 Retain visitor center, add picnic area, retain housing, provide
Cathedral Lakes parking!

#10 Retain store, grill, fuel station, mountaineering school. If
Alternative #1 does not go through and these facilities are not
removed, I think the next best option is to leave everything as it 1is,
improve the parking situation and traffic flow, and remodel the
buildings so that they blend in with the environment better.

#15 Retain Ranger station and Wilderness Center as is. I'm not sure
why the exterior of the WC needs to be remodeled, but I suppose it
could use some work.

#17 RETAIN HOUSING! Retain and possibly expand the Dog Lake. parking area.
#18 Remove some housing away from the river. If Alternative #1 does
not go through and the Lodge is not removed entirely, moving housing
away from the river would be the next best option. Just like the A
loop is too close to the water in the campground, some of the housing
and lodging at the Lodge is inappropriately close to the watershed
that we are trying so hard to protect.

#19 Provide satellite parking and toilet at Gaylor Pit, extend shuttle
service. If it is possible to do this and retain its function as an
emergency helipad, that would be a great solution to a lot of the
meadow's problems.

Dislikes: ‘ _
#9 Retain all campground loops. Loop A should be removed or relocated
and restored.

#10 Remove housing, employees need to feel an emotional connection to
this place into order to continue feeling passionate and convey that

feeling to visitors they interact with.

Alternative #4

Likes:

#1 Remove informal parking

#2 Remove all Tioga shoulder parking, restore and provide scenic pullouts
#11 Consolidate NPS and concessionaire stables. Having the NPS stables
right next to the employee housing-area is a nuisance. It creates a
lot of dust, noise and traffic through the area that does not need to
be there right next to where people live. The packers and NPS get
along well enough and I don't foresee any problems with combining the
two operations.

#12 Remove parking area if the satellite parking at Gaylor Pit and the
expanded shuttle bus service is provided.

#13 Provide hike/bike trail along road, as long as it is paved and
visitors understand that bikes can only go on pavement.

#16 Relocate NPS stables

#18 Retain Tuolumne Lodge is Alternative #1 is not adopted, and move



dinning hall and housing away from the river.

‘Dislikes:

#3 Provide formal parking at Cathedral Lakes trailhead. The pullouts
along the side of the road are inadequate and unsafe as they are, plus
they encourage people to drive/park on vegetation on busy weekends
when parking areas are full, but creating a large formal parking lot
in this area is not the solution! A satellite lot at Gaylor Pit or an
expanded lot at the VC is a much better option than a new parking lot
in the middle of the meadows.

#5 Relocate VC. Where would it go? I can't think of a better place for
it to be than where it already is, and it should not be combined with
any other functions for one big "stop and shop" mall-like option.

#5 & #17 Expanding housing at the visitor center and removing Bug Camp
housing are not a great options. I guess this area could accommodate
more employees, but employees should be able to live in close
proximity to where they work to encourage walking and biking and
discourage driving. If the shuttle bus service were more frequent this
could change.

#10 Consolidate RS, WC and Mountaineering School. Although this sounds
like a good idea in theory, all of these places have very distinct
functions. Each location is already well equipped for its own
functioning and it would be a massive rebuilding, rearranging -and
restoration project to achieve this goal. It seems silly to try to
take it on.

#12 Remove picnic area. People love this area and so many of the
alternatives suggest adding new picnic areas, it just doesn't make
sense to me to get rid of a good one that already exists.

#15 Relocate RS and WC.

My preferred alternative would include:

#1 Remove all roadside pullouts and parking areas.

#2 Provide alternative parking areas for Cathedral Lakes trailhead and
any other trailhead parking areas that could be removed as long as
satellite parking and an extended shuttle service is provided to and
from Gaylor Pit.

#3 Leave most structures as they are or remove the non-essential ones
entirely (store, gas station, mountaineering shop, and lodge) to
minimize massive relocation, rebuilding and restoration projects. Also
this will eliminate one big hub of activity that would draw attention
away from the rest of the meadows and would be an eyesore when looking
down on the meadows from above.

#4 Maintain or rearrange all employee housing to keep them passionate
about the area they are trying to protect visitors from loving to
death. Provide some upgrade for substandard employee housing.

#5 Remove or relocate facilities that are inappropriately close to the
Tuolumne River like the A loop of the campground and housing and
dining at the Lodge.

#6 Do not provide any new options for recreation such as kayaking and
remove commercial stock rides due to conflicts between hikers and
stock users. )

#7 If most facilities stay intact like the Lodge and the Store,
showers should be provided at some location in the meadows. I know
this is contrary to many of my opinions about eliminating development
in the meadows, but because showers have been provided at the Lodge in
previous years and people have come to expect it, I think it is the
best thing we can do to protect the watershed is to provide showers.
This is the first year that showers have not been provided at the
Lodge due to outdated plumbing and perhaps a lack of water late in the
season. In my opinion hikers who come out from a backpacking trip and
visitors staying in the campground are not going to drive to the next



closest showers in Lee Vining (30 minutes away) to clean up, they are

going to Jjump in the river with their soap. This is not responsible of
the Park Service to remove that service knowing that people are going

to bath straight in the river and pollute the water quality.
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Your Comments Are Important!

This workbook contains descriptions of four pre]iminary 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?

3. Please don’t overlook the opportunity to develop your own site plan concept for the preferred managemént 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. ldeas 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 Tuqumne Meadows look like under alternatwe 5 (preferred)"

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

This warkbook containg descriptions of four preliminary site plan conaepts for Tuolumne Meadows: one for cach of the four
original manuagemenl zoniuy alternatives, The range of the sice plan conceprs reflects the range of interests and concerns ¢x-
pressed by park managers and staff, associaled Tndian tribes, und the public during several years of internal and external scaping
and review. Your feedback now on what you sce as the advantages and disadvanrtages of cach concept will be helpful in pulling
together a stte plan for (he prefereed slicrnative, We also encourage you to provide your own ideas about a site plan concept for
the preferred alteruative, A map and comment space for that exercise are inside (his folded sheel.

QOnee vou have shared your comments, you ¢an mail rhis form ro the planning team: Carclully fofd tie forin whiere indjeated,
Lape shut the top and sides, add postage (thank you!) and place it in the mail. You can also submir camments, by email (prefersbly
by answering the questions on (his cormment (orm) and sending Lthem Lo yose_planning@nps.goy, or you can fax your comments

to 209/379 12941, To be considered in the alternatives development process, comments should be received no later than
September 15,

1. What are your suggeslions or concerng aboul the preliminary slternative site plan conceprts for Tuolumne Meadows:

Site plan concept for alternative 1 (page 16 of this workbook), What do you like or dislike most about this concepl? ( do hi\-

l;&%pm?M,QIMB aadion of udi likes e Parsea. . ld.mjlg_{&pmm
p——

elimindTion of APS housing Lrowmits cayvend locatign. | do like e concepl
o€ combining the vayion 7\?95 Lacilities (Vis. Comben,Wilderness Cewliaa ranqs.v
n

4

tto 39 plrovs b

Site plan cancepr for dlternative 2 (page 20 of this workbook). What do you like oc dislike most about this cancept ? %
Tdo iNe. the concepte o€ mouW@M:;ik@@&CMﬂ[ en WP dncikites)
and usinay Hheparkine 6 Sor Cthedral Lakes and gonoval doy ust-[pienicavea

Site plan enncepr for alrernative 3 (page 24 of this workbook). Whal. do you like or dislike tost ubout this coneept?.___ . .

Site plan concept for alternative 4 (page 28 of this workbaook). Whar do you like or dislike most ghoul this concepl? L_do_!_dg.t_
———

He propgsa) 40 removrtreatmed povds % consaidade fascilitres , [do like tha geoposal
$p consalidee stables (whvave two sepavake Fables Mgg’)

2. Do you have uny additiona] comunents or gucstions about the management zoning alternatives, including the preferred
allernative?

(n qemeral, T helieve cansolidotioa of sexvices awdAacilifes o be a-gfdm\ ‘daa.,
.—m\%\'{"daﬂ_‘. NP *‘ Cﬂhﬁwmwclhb(d-‘)/ m\:&olim M\Ww“a&l_‘ﬂ‘ﬂ- ‘withh
~eowsohidode ) howsing (read cammp, Drogcams, NO?)'M“W

3. Please don’t overlaok the opportimity to develop yvour own gite plan coneept for the preflerred munugemcent zoning
alternative inside this folded sheet.

p i oM

Comment Form

»
$
v
-
Important reminder: The sz plan tor the peeteerd alternarive miiat ke consistent with the managemenl samng ncluded i thal dlleralive, PMease 1efer
Lo pages 30 and J1 of thy warkbook ro see the preferred alternative zoning map and sumrmaries of what that zoning wanld mean tor management and se

Al Tuolumne Meadown. leas abuul sle desgn thal would not be consislent willn that wverall guicance wioubid beer be captureed by commenning on the ather
alternalivas, 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

fintnre we proposg a site plan ¢oncapt tor the prefermd alternative, wotkbuak), please describe whal you beliove are the most importaut
we WAt 1o hear your views, Using the quidance providud by the things 10 accomplish in the site plan for Tuolurnie Meadows, and
desired conditions tor the preferted afternative, and the managbment . what that would mean in terms of spacific Tacilities ol specific Ioca-
aclions needed To achieve those conditione (see pages 30-31 of the Lions.

'L'he most important things to accowplish in the preferred aliernative site plan for Tuolumne Meadows are:

) Consoldute. Doth concessionen oand nww,&‘k Sadilidic s -
;}_‘lmm‘o\r—t M__ﬂp%\cmmd\ feww bQ‘H\‘W‘ Mm‘“md sikes ‘\miz_vo\rﬁ }h{hmm

3) Expared & wpvort Tt - -

Pothole
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© % parsong Lodge» b . . .
McCauley Cabina VA e - e TR
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Roundsry
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This could best be wecomplishied by the following chunges at the locations specitied on the Tuolumne Meadows site plan
map (plense be sure to aumber your comments so they match the site numbers shown on the map helow):

- @ Athorough verdasign of the commpground is despadal., needad.
| wevked M 30 years a9o awd have camnped He dorems of Hivnes
<Twed Tt was amess then OW\O\ Mﬂf\i\u} V.S C}/ww{)e(j Fewenr Sr}es,
pekter vile \amouf € vouds ave needed | Bathrooms are tereible., _
— @ Ratnin vomnge [ :m(mi_dma_\ﬂ—mhml iddfz, the three vaain
NP5 fzlihies erther «ﬂ'(’@ ovr (_0/ 90 'ﬂ\% ave within wallkine g‘{\s‘hkm_,"c'
veduce. cavivatlic
— Q@43 romaevt parkivg amd TVails . Allew fov tram convedion
From(®) -
— Ure.lcc-aﬁ\-c \Lﬁﬁﬁx@\&d_'zd_(lm with Wi devnness (.em*@r 4 RO as
mﬁdﬂﬂmg_\é%p_@ar\mﬂ fov Cathedval Lakos and dam uie .
(%) relocakz ponds .
~() vedocat, Nt S shables hare . Concessiomer siubles uﬁeﬁ% +o mswlqsl’f‘;;(p

(Oprional) Please provide your name and city of residence/zip code: Newl?(ﬁd. Bw

Alternative 5 Management Prescriptions ;
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- e ‘High-Cauntry AN RN
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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 tap and sides, add pastage (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 commernts
to 209/379-1294. To be considered in the alterpatives development process, camments should be received no later than
September 15,

1, What are your suggestions or concerns about the prelisninary alternative site plan concepts for Tuolumne Meadows:
Site plan concept for alternative 1 (page 16 of this workbook). What do yo@' disliké most about this concept?
Bepevs __CAMpéraunD A Losp Rosp % CAMIEIES

EumMiNaTE. TioGA Rp. OLhILDER- PARRING

Site plan concept for alternative z (page 20 of this workbook). What do you like ofdislikg/most about this concept?

EAYanG ON _ANY  Zpeilon oF THe [

Site plan concept for alternative 3 (page 24 of this workbook). What do yo@r dislike most about this concept?
LiE [ Presspds  Siegs , CRILL ﬁ Fuel. STATIon) - MaINTAN HEmele,
GppheTar- . Moving NN - Higppic  BLpss.,

Site plan concept for alternative 4 (page 28 of this workbook). What do yo@r dislike most about this concept?
DISCONTINE _COMBERGUAL. _ TRALL. BipES FROTECT HABYAL BY Puiine
FAGLITIES AWAY Fropy 2lvier-(Go Lopas 5 AMpgeainis A

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

e EUMINATE  INFORIAL. FAREING i BESTI NG NATYRPAL  CONDITIONS
T CoNgorivirE B Spes el el BT NoT (N GMAgeois .
s

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

Impartant reminder: Tre site plan “or the preferred alternative must be consistent with the management zoning included ir. that a'ternative. Please refer
10 pages 30 and 31 of the workbook to see the preferred aiternative zaning map and summaries of what that zening would mean for mznagement and use
2T mlum:l\_: l\/.[:];\dn'.m. Idezs about site design that would not be consistent with that overall guidance wou'd best be captured by commerting on the other

- LOCATTON: RX TIME  09/15 *08 22:34
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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 pfan concept for the preferred alternative, workbook), please cescribe what you believe are the most important
we want to hear your views. Using the guidance provided by the things <o 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 laca-
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:
MEINTEIN _Puglle FUEL STATION STdPE SRl 4 CoNSoLiztre
ELIMINATE ot FARING P RESTZE. NATURAL _CoND; TIONSS
ELMiATE  CArPEroND ‘4]

IMpaps CAtPGRoND T iTE DeliNTIN 4 CiEpcuATIon
Pcoepee  Hisnric  STRUCVEES
CON i i PhAe= PR ING

sothole
Dome

| LocaT oK S R TIME 09/15 *08 20135 :




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: !___

SEATTE, WA, DBii2.

' (’_, ’ ' Alternatibe,ﬁll-\nbanagement Prescriptions
; ! .

. . "High-Country igh-
Wilderndss | | Rigarian dnd | Nettagns L] pg-country
! S~ Meadow 1

253 Heritage

[ Miles Noriﬁ

Wilderriess .
Center Stable

"LOCATION:
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To yose_planning@nps.gov
cc

09/15/2008 11:06 PM

bce

Subject Tuolumne River Plan Comments

Unfortunately, this deadline snuck up on me and I have not had too much time to think about my
comments. These are the most important things that have come to my mind in regards to the
Tuolumne River Plan.....

It seems to me that moving too much out of Tuolumne Meadows would not necessarily be a good
thing. Moving the staff housing and visitor parking outside of the Meadows would cause more
people to have to commute into the Meadows which would generate more driving and an
unpleasant visitor experience. Parking should be moved off of the roadside into camouflaged
small lots near trailheads. Spread out rather than one large centralized parking area, and rather
than long lines of cars parked along the roadside. People should be able to easily access
trailheads. The store eliminates many people from driving their cars to Lee Vining for small
necessities and, therefore, seems worthwhile. The Gas station could potentially be eliminated
without too much impact on visitors and staff, I believe.

A bike path to access amenities in Tuolumne Meadows paralleling the road would be a good
idea. It would greatly enhance the visitor experience and decrease the traffic in the area as people
would not have to drive once they set up camp in the campground.

Eliminating the trail rides that are currently available in Tuolumne Meadows would be a good
idea. The impact of the rides is very large and the actual experience is not really that great. It
would also cut down on the staff that would need to be housed in the meadows in addition to the
impact of the mules on the trails and the river corridor. This would be a very worthwhile change,
I believe. Even though this is a traditional activity, I do not think it is necessary and believe that
eliminating it would go a long way towards preserving the wild and scenic character of the area.

Although some necessary improvements may need to be made to the staff housing, it should
remain as simple and rustic as possible and fit into the landscape as well as it does currently .

Kayaking should definitely NOT be added to the list of recreational activities allowed in the river
corridor. This would have a huge impact and is completely unnecessary. The area may be

enjoyed in much simpler and better ways.

Thank you for considering my opinion and for all of your efforts,

Sincereli,
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To <Yose_Planning@nps.gov>

cC

09/15/2008 08:49 PM

bce

Subject Tuolumne Planning Workbook comments

We have been hiking in the Sierra since moving to California in 1963, and have been dismayed by the
terrible damage done by pack stock in the last fortyfive years. In the 60's we could drink water from the
streams without treatment or filtration. The trails were not torn up by pack stock and contaminated with
manure as they are in many places now. We therefore strongly object to your Alternative 5, which would
continue pack-train pollution. Alternative 4 is also objectionable because it continues the pack trains to
the High Sierra Camps and horse rides.

Your duty should be to protect t ark for future generations rather than to accommodate commercial
interests. - 2025 Avila Court, La Jolla, CA 92037
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09/15/2008 07:54 PM
bece

Subject Comments on Tuolumne River Plan Alternatives

Dear Tuolumne Planners,

Attached are my comments on the Tuolumne River Plan Thanks you for the opportunity to give input on
this important process.

Sincerely,

Lee Vinini, CA 93541
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Comments on a preferred site plan for Tuolumne Meadows

I have read through the alternative site plans for Tuolumne Meadows and none of them
correspond to my vision. First of all, Tuolumne Meadows is such a special place to so
many people (including myself). It is a place that many people have been coming to all
of their lives. In our fast moving world, where change is constant and sometimes
overwhelming, both the natural features and the infrastructure of TM offers the visitor a
reassurance that some things will stay mostly the same. Ilove when my husband tells me
stories of when his family used to get ice cream sandwiches at the Tuolumne store after a
long hike when he was he was little and how they would look forward to their camping
site “on the sandy hill” in the campground. We can still get ice cream sandwiches at the
store and camp on the sandy hill nearly 40 years later. Not much has been that stable in
our lives. If our family has these very special memories, I can only imagine how many
other families find visiting and re-visiting TM a reassuring, secure touchstone in their
lives. This is all to say, let’s change as little as necessary to keep the essence of the
Tuolumne experience that visitors have revered for the last 100 years.

That said, here are some ideas and comments on improvements for TM:

1. Better toilets at the Lembert Dome parking lot. The preferred plan says “comfort
stations.” Not sure what that entails but “sweet-smelling toilets” would be a start. It
would be great to try to have as little impact as possible on the site and to have the toilets
be as green as possible.

2. Try a middle ground for parking. Eliminate dangerous, narrow pullouts on Hwy 120
but keep the ones that really have enough room for cars to pull over where other drivers
can see them. Put more parking on the west end for Cathedral Lakes parking but, again,
try for the least visual and environmental impact. Keep the rest of the parking the same.
Having only a certain amount of parking puts a reasonable limit on the number of visitors
and the impact on day use areas. It keeps the TM experience one that gives even the
drive-through visitor a sense that they are “away from the maddening crowds.” Idon’t
know of anyone who wants the TM’s experience to even remotely resemble a Yosemite
Valley visit.

Also, creating more parking in Lee Vining at the Mono Basin Visitor Center and having
Y ARTS take visitors to TM would be a possible solution especially if it was inexpensive
and convenient for visitors. Offering some sort of incentive like a $5.00 day pass, or
$10.00 daily family pass might help if $5.00/gal gas doesn’t do it.

3. Keep the most of the present facilities and buildings where they are for historical and
environmental reasons. It takes a long time for areas to recover when buildings are
removed. Keep electricity for Parson’s Lodge. The Parson’s Summer Series participants
often need it. And, keep vehicle access for the Summer Series (to bring equipment for
musical acts, etc) and so disabled people can attend. Employee housing could maybe be
extended to the Lee Vining Ranger station. Could an agreement be negotiated with the
Forest Service so that more housing could be built at the L'V Ranger Station since some



NPS employees already work at the Visitor Center in LV, as well as in TM? Maybe even
where the BLM fire station is in Lundy Canyon. There is room there.

4. FEliminate the commercial stable operation except to support the High Sierra Camps.
Move the stables to the ranger site and use the stable site for more parking or other uses
like a picnic area. Limit the number of horses in the backcountry. Their impact is great
and people can ride horses in a number of places outside the park but fairly close by like
June Lake, Virginia Lakes, etc.

5. Soundscape. We are seeking a tranquil, quiet experience in TM as, I think, most
others are. In the last 5 or 6 years, this is more often marred by the sound of loud
motorcycles riding through the park which we can hear on Lembert Dome_ and in some of
the backcountry. While I have nothing against motorcycles, especially since they use less
gas, I do object to the noise certain models make. Ibelieve that the noise levels are above
the legal decibel limit but this issue is rarel y addressed either inside or outside the park.

I think it would really improve the visitor experience in TM if noise level limitations
were posted and enforced. Maybe do a year of education and warnings so that
motorcyclists can become informed and then enforce the law after that.

Thank you for this opportunity to offer input on the future of Tuolumne Meadows

Sincerely,

- Lee Vining, CA 93541
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To yose_planning@nps.gov
cc

09/15/2008 05:33 PM bec
Subject Tuolumne Planning Workbook comments

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

Alternative 1:

Too restrictive. As a backpacker, I fully support increasing the amount of land designated as
wilderness, but Tuolumne Meadows is not a good candidate . Removing amenities such as the
grill and the store would make camping much harder for families with children. Removing Glen
Aulin would limit the opportunities for less fit or older people to experience the backcountry.
While preserving the meadows and the river are very important, maintaining accessibility is also
important.

Alternative 2:
FEliminating Tioga Road shoulder parking is attractive as is concentrating parking in areas out of
sight. Removing A loop sites seems like a good idea.

Alternative 3:
Too little to preserve meadow or river.

Alternative 4:
Tuolumne Lodge changes seem sensible. Not keen on moving consolidated facilties away from

road into campground.
2) Additional comments.
I looked at the waste treatment ponds in the meadow. That seems like a disaster waiting to

happen. The ponds are high above the meadow, and if their soft earthen walls should ever be
ruptured (earthquakes anyone?) both the meadow and the river would be flooded.
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09/15/2008 05:16 PM bce
Subject Tuoloumne Planning Workbook - Comments _

Dear Superintendent,

Thank you for giving us the opportunity to comment on the Workbook | and my family are huge fans of
the Tuoloumne part of Yosemite. When we visit Yosemite, which is 4-6 times per year, 90% of our visits
are to that beautiful high area of the park We are anxious that that precious area be protected from
becoming another Yosemite Valley, overcrowded with tour buses, trucks, cars, and way too many
commercial enterprises. In fact, we believe that, if anything, you need to scale back some of the worst
features of how the Tuoloumne area is presently being (over-) used. These involve horses and the high
sierra camps.

Given our above concerns, we were surprised to see that the WorkbooKs “preferred alternative”
(Alternative 5) seems to envision not only doing nothing of substance to scale back the problems related
to the two commercial operations mentioned above, but to enshrine those operations as apparently
unchangeable “traditions” there. In our view, “traditions” are fine to honor, but when they begin to be
counter to the values they seek to preserve, they have outlived their natural life, and must give way tanew
“traditions” that serve those values. Here, those values include honoring and, as much as possible,
preserving, the pristine, wilderness character of the park

Your Alternative 1 would go a long way toward doing that by tearing down the store, gas station, and grill,
but it apparently has received little serious consideration for the“Preferred” choice. Your Alternative 4
implies that it would focus on restoring overused or otherwise distressed meadows and streams Again, a
laudable objective of any planning for Tuoloumne, but also, unfortunately, one that has not been given
“preference” so far. And even that Alternative says nothing about reducing the serious blights and
pollution caused by the eyesores High Sierra Camps at Vogelsang and Glen Aulin— both of which have
long outlived their origins — maybe somewhere around the time where some “enterprising” park
superintendent ok'd tours to watch the bears in the garbage dumps in the Valley, and shoving burning logs
over the valley rim for the “firefalls”.

At a minimum, if horse rides are going to continue, lower the number of stock and riders as the first step in
a gradual phase-out. In the meantime, require the wranglers/guides to pick up after their stock or to use
those bags under the horses that you see in some other national parks Also provide a phase-out period
for the high sierra camps, say two or three years In the interim, lower the limits on the number of people
per night and also on the number of the traikchewing, water-polluting stock that supply those camps.

Tuoloumne and its great river are in our opinion the crown jewels of the Park Please be preservationist
first in your priorities. Future generations will bless you for putting the future over the dollar, in your
position as trustee of these treasured jewels for those coming generations Thank you.

Lafayette, CA 94549

PS Please put me on your mailing list for updates on the Workbook project and other planning projects
that relate to the Tuoloumne area.
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To yose_planning@nps.gov

cC

09/15/2008 05:02 PM

bce

Subject Comments on site planning for Tuolumne Meadows 2008

September 15, 2008
This is for consideration in the the alternatives development process.

I read through the 2008 Workbook for the Tuolumne River Meadows and looked at the pages for
the different alternatives and what their site plans for each alternative may look like.

I think that Alternative 4 is the best of the ones listed. We need enforceable "user capacity"
limits to protect the fragile ecological values. This ecosystem needs protection - not to be
trampled - a high level of visitor use is not a realistic or logical goal. After all, we want this to be
here for a while. High visitor use including paving over areas and heavy motorized and foot
‘traffic will have undesirable impacts.

Personally, I perfer a more primitive and pristine experience in such a place. Maybe a primitive
camping experience - or overnight lodging outside the area and day use. A limit of the number
of people and vehicles is what is needed.

The mission of the Dept. of Interior is Ecological Integrity - and that is what we must put as the
most important goal - and limit visitor use accordingly. Current science evaluation of the
ecology and what visitor use it can handle - and what protection and even restoration is needed to
maintain the pristine condition of this area. Future visitors will appreciate this. In addition, this .
is part of a National Park that is part of an ecosystem, the Sierra Nevada, that is considered a
Biodiversity Hotspot by International Conservation Scientists (Conservation International) and
this is a very important issue to consider in planning for this area. Ecologically, this area is
globally significant and protecting the land and the wildlife here is therefore of highest
importance - for all of us - for a heathy environment.

Sincerely,

Pearblossom, CA 93553
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Page 1 of 1
rom:
Date: Monday, September 01, 2008 1:31 PM
To: <yose-planning@nps.gov>
Subject:  Tuolomne Planning comments
lam nd live in Santa Monica, CA 90405. We visit Tuolomne annually

and spend about 1 week camping at the campground there. | have read the Tuolumne Planning
Workbook and had a friend attend the planning meeting at Parsons Lodge a few weeks ago. |
would like to support Alternative 5 and add the foliowing comments;

1. Include changes to sewage treatment that is flexible to meet varying needs for treatment AND
which both protects San Francisco's drinking water as well as the environmental and aesthetic
integrity of Tuolumne.

2. Preserve without substantially increasing horse access.

3. Continue to allow roadside parking

4. Formalize the social trail that euts through the meadow by Pothole dome.

Thank you.

| | - 9/14/2008
Locer 1on | N RY TIME 0915 08 11:00
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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 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 :copmg
and review. Your fecdback now on what you se¢ as the advantagcs and d13advam:ages of each conceptwill bie helpful: inrpullisigts
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 comument space for that exercise are inside this folded shect.

FAX NO.

FROM :

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 fux 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 fodalternative 1 (page 16 of this workbook). What do you like or dislike most about this concept? ___ '
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P -'E? 12. g f\hﬁ‘ el (e G

e As S Cer e,
_—-l:_ld“ (=2, _Lq_*}( oS _,24::2', o TRis 1. vicker

T / /‘C/ l%.&t/ flﬁ/‘&— Fees Vi, fovE __Mﬂu aﬁparﬁv’w».b
fb ytvmie C T2 Al S, = (=t e %,, Sorme Srtey
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Site plan concept fo ternative 4 ¢page 28 of this workbook), What do you like or dBl ¢ most about this concepr? ok
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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. Pleasc don’t overlook tife 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 managerment zoning included.in that alternative, Please refer
to pages 30 and 31 of the warkbook 1o see the proferrsed alrarnative 2oning map and summartes of what thatzonrng WDU/O' mean fo{' m&ﬂ&géméhf anc( 113e
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LOCATION:

CommentForm . ...
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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 sre 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

e desxred conditjons for the preferred alternative, and the management what that would mean in terms of specific facilities at specific loca-
actions needed 16 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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— FAX NO. :

; | Sep. 1S 2098 12:2gPM P2

| 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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09/15/2008 12:32 PM

bce

Subject Tuolumne Meadows plan comments

Greetings,
I wanted to submit the following comments regarding the proposed
Tuolumne Meadow River Plan. I attended the workshop held on 9 August.

First, I would like to suggest that in the future, the planners take
advantage of the "teachable moment” to include in the planning
workbooks provided to the public a summary of the constraints
analysis, copy of the constraints maps (without the archeological/
cultural resources specified) and some rationale for the proposed
variations on the plan. It would also have helped to provide an
image showing each alternative on one page, so that the proposed
differences in zoning (wilderness, high country, etc.) was more
easilly digested. We ended up pulling a book apart to see that! The
summary site plan concepts table handed out at the planning meeting
would have been a great addition to the workbook itself!

For instance, many of the alternatives recommend closing road
shoulder parking. It would really help to understand why that is
important. If it is due to safety, erosion control, protecting
viewsheds, etc., it would help to share that background information
so that public is making a more informed response to your inquiries.
As the material was presented, it was difficult for anyone who did
not have the time or inclination to get on the computer (which is not
available in the area) and look at the 2007 information to see how
these alternatives evolved. It would have really helped to set the
stage with a bit more of that information. The summary and overview
provided in the workbook did not address the facts, but was more
focused on the process.

Another key concern was visitor capacity, and the details that would
help make an informed decision about that were missing. For instance,
it was hard to determine if the reasons for capping the campground
numbers was due to the limitations of the existing sewage treatment
system; or for other reasons.

By attending the meeting and asking questions, I was able to see the
tremendous effort that has gone into developing a comprehensive
picture of the issues facing management of the Tuolumne resources.
Unfortunately, those details were not included as part of the slide
presentation, but rather as a bit of an afterthought to a small group
who expressed specific concerns. This was a bit disturbing, because
it means that the majority of the responses the planners are
receiving about the alternatives proposed are really based only on
limited information and mostly on emotional ties to the place.

While these emotional ties are really important, they can skew the
planning process significantly. The folks who attended the meeting
on 9 Aug were all long time regular visitors who have strong
emotional bonds to the meadows. It felt like a real opportunity lost
to not inform them of why particular planning and management actions
were proposed. It also felt like a very superficial way to seek
meaningful input.



After thinking about the proposed alternatives and reviewing the
information on line, I would like to offer the following thoughts:

1. Given that the majority of visitors to the meadows are driving
through in about an hour, having the opportunity to randomly stop for
views along the road shoulder seems like a pretty important amenity.
Perhaps thought could be given to directing that in a more
coordinated way, leaving some pullouts and closing others.

2. The sewer system needs to be coordinated with the proposed
visitor capacity and use existing technology to improve the system
without piping it under the meadow to the holding ponds.

3. Some of the social trails are not causing significant damage, and
others are. More extensive signage directing people to the less
damaging alternative would be helpful.

4. Consolidating the parking for the visitor center and Cathedral
Lakes hiking/climbing trails will only work if there is enough space,
but seems like a good idea.

5. Providing formal parking for Pothole Dome and focusing traffic on
the trail around the Dome rather than the one that cuts across the
meadow seems like a great idea.

6. The store/grill provide a valuable service to the visitors who
are traveling through the park, as well as to those staying in the
campground. Ditto the gas station! If these are an environmental
problem, then consolidating them in another less sensitive area would
make sense.

7. The current "rustic, funky" condition of the campground is a
significant part of its appeal. While it makes sense to remove the
sites located adjacent to the river in A section, leaving the road
unpaved and the bathrooms as is works. Paving the road would have a
huge impact on the tree roots, cause significant and unnecessary
impervious surface run-off that would carry pollutants into the
meadow. Because of its more rustic nature, the campground attracts
more self reliant campers. The Valley provides more upscale
accommodations for those who seek them. No need to mimic that in the
meadows .

In conclusion, our group of hikers, climbers, fisherman and tent
campers really have no complaint about the current conditions in the
meadow. In fact, we love being there so much that each year we return
for between 7-14 days. We really appreciate the efforts of the
Ranger and Maintenance staff to keep the campground safe and clean.
It is really a special place and we treasure the opportunity to spend
time there each year. Higher use would only cause the love-it-to-
death problems, and the more restricted back-country, no services
provided alternative would keep away so many families that can't
manage bringing enough water and ice on top of their other camping
equipment! The present conditions serve a wide range of visitors
without seeming to cause too many significant impacts.

Each of the alternatives proposed has elements that combined should
help you develop your preferred alternative for the plan. I hope that
the above comments help in that process.

Thank you for the opportunity to provide some input into the planning



process. I look forward to seeing how the alternatives evolve.
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To yose_planning@nps.gov
cc

09/15/2008 12:57 PM bcc
Subject Tuolumne Plan comments

Thanks for the opportunity to comment on the Tuolumne Planning Workbook.

I am most in favor of Plan Alternative 5.
The other plans all seem too drastic, with much unnecessary
relocating, removing, and consolidating of facilities.

I prefer the park "preserve the traditional Tuolumne experience."”
Don't add showers or other visitor "luxuries."

There are several issues that currently detract from my

experience of the unigque natural wonder of Tuolumne, and

a few things that could be improved. I am listing proposed actions
in priority order. (The numbers in parentheses are the site numbers
from the site plan map).

A. Require motorcycles to be in compliance with California

motor vehicle code noise ordinances. The racket from out of compliance
motorcycles is the single biggest interference with my enjoyment

of Tuolumne.

B. Fix the Cathedral Lakes trailhead parking problem - (3).

The large numbers of vehicles parked on the shoulder and
pedestrians stepping out from between parked cars is a huge
safety hazard as well as a visual blight on the meadows landscape.

I have two suggestions: either create a formal parking area at the trailhead,
or even better, provide parking near the visitor center (5). 1In the latter
option, provide a small 20 minute loading/unloading zone off the highway

at the trailhead so backpackers can unload their gear from their wvehicles.
Then one person drives the vehicle to long-term parking at the visitor center,
and walks back (or takes the shuttle bus). This strategy works very well at
other trailheads such as Big Pine Creek on the east side.

C. More water faucets. Water is an essential need ‘and currently the only
water faucet easily accesible by day visitors and suitable for filling water

jugs

is at the campground entrance where parking is extremely limited. The
drinking :

fountain next to the grill is not plumbed in a manner to allow filling water
jugs,

and is frequently broken. Two candidates for additional faucets would be at
the RV dump station and at the visitor center.

D. Improve picnic opportunities.

Lembert Dome picnic area (12) is awesome. Where else in the world can

one have lunch at the base of a granite dome? Unfortunately the toilets here
are very unpleasant. They should be replaced with modern toilets like at
Tenaya Lake (east end).

Additional picnic areas at Pothole Dome (1) and Meadows Overlook (11)

would be great, where visitors can take time to appreciate views of the
meadows.



E. Eliminate commercial trail rides.
F Eliminate Glen Aulin HSC.

G. Fix Campground problems

I have visited Tuolumne almost annually for over 20 years, and I almost
never stay in the meadows campground because it is noisy, crowded,
unnavigable,

smoky, and unsanitary.

I have several suggestions:

Create separate tent and RV camping areas.

Increase the number of walk-in campsites.

Reroute the roads to reduce bottlenecks and keep RV's away from

tent camping areas.

Enforce restroom etiquette - no dish washing, etc.

Prohibit campfires. Smoke from campfires is a big concern for people with
respiratory problems who often seek out the high country to find clean air.

Sincerely,

San Luis Obispo, CA 93406
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To yose_planning@nps.gov

cc

09/15/2008 01:37 PM

bce

Subject Tuolumne Meadows Comments

Hello Yosemite Planning;

I just discovered this planning proccess when we were up at the Meadows last week; where have
I been?

Please find attached a scan of the first page of the comment form. I did not design my own plan
due to the short time period left, but the prefered alternative is very close to what I'd suggest (but
see attached comments).

Many thanks!

A

Hayward, CA 94542 Tuolumne Meadows Comments. pdf



Your Comments Are Important

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

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

September 15.
1. What are your suggestions or concerns about the preliminary alternative site plan concepts for Tuolumne Me:

ut this concepr? __!

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

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

- ¢ § 4 5
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3. Please don’t overlook the opportunity to develop your own site plan concept for the preferred management zc
alternative inside this folded sheet. ’

{

Important reminder: The site plan for the preferred alternative must be consistent with the management zoning nciuded in that altermative. F

to pages 30 and 31 of the workbook to see the preferred alternative zoning map and summarnes of what that zoning would mean for manageme
at Tuolumne Meadows. ideas about site design that would not be consistent with that overail guidance would best be captured by commen

alternatives, above
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09/15/2008 12:56 AM bce
Subject Tuolumne Meadows Planning

To whom 1t may concern,

[ am an interested citizen writing to express my opinions on the planning of future of the
Tuolumne Meadows area. [ have only visited the area once, when I stayed at the Tuolumne
Meadows Lodge for two nights, spent the days in day hikes, and was impressed by its
beauty. [ am a resident of the San Francisco Bay area, a field biologist by profession, and
a recent transplant to California from Oregon and Texas.

Of the proposed management alternatives, [ prefer option four. I feel that it provides
significant measures to reduce ecological impacts on the area, but preserves opportunities
for recreation and appreciation of the area. There is a part of me that is in philosophical
accordance with the first option, however, I oppose it for reasons that visitation to areas
like Yosemite are vital to the building of public will to conservation goals and that this
option would make this area exclusive to young, fit, able-bodied people with significant
amounts of leisure time. While, apart from having fairly limited vacation time, I am one of
these people and typically visit wilderness areas by hiking in several miles and setting up
camp, | do not feel thal access to the spiritual and emotional benefits of wilderness areas
should exlclude too many people.  Option Two is the only one of these options that [ have
a feeling of strong opposition to. It would increase the environmental impacts of
recreation in an area where they are already rather apparent. [ do not personally feel a
connection to cultural traditions of the area; it is perhaps for this reason that [ feel
rather indifferent to option three. Other suggestions would include further improvements
in the public transit structure. Yosemite is quite good with this in comparison to most
other wilderness areas, but improvements in public transit would both increase _
accessibility and reduce environmental impacts. [ would also suggest structuring some of
the lodges and camps In such a manner as to demonstrate to visitors low environmental
impact building methods and lifestyles. I am also a fan of interpretive signs and would be
happy to see more information displayed at trailheads.

Thank you for reading these comments,





