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Abstract: 

his Environmental Impact Statement EIS documents the 
T r e s u ~ t s  of an analvsis of four alternatives which were develo~ed 
for possible management of portions of the Merced and ~ d u t h  
Fork Merced Wild and Scenic Rivers. The alternatives are: Alt. 
A (Present Use) This alternative would continue the existing mix 
of uses and continues present management. Mt.B (Limited Use) 
This alternative would maximize primitive and semi-primitive 
and recreational use and provide limited recreation facilities. Alt. 
C (Moderate Use) This alternative would vary management em- 
phasis of primitive, semi-primitive, semi-primitive motorized and 
recreational by zone and provide minimum to moderate recrea- 
tion facilities. Alt D (Maximum Use) This alternative would 
emphasize increased recreation opportunities within all zones. 

he preferred alternative is Alternative C. The rational for 
Trecommending the preferred alternative described above is 
explained in the body of the Environmental Impact Statement 
and the Record of Decision. 
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1.0 PURPOSE AND NEED FOR ACTION 

1.1 BACKGROUND 

In November 1987, President Reagan signed Public Law 100- 
149 amending Section 3(a) of the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act (16 
U.S.C.l274(a) giving Wild and Scenic River status to a total of 
114 miles of the Merced River System. This includes 71 miles of 
the Merced River and 43 miles of the South Fork Merced River. 
A total of 33 miles of this Act's designated Wild and Scenic Rivers 
are within publiclands administered by the United States Depart- 
ment of Agriculture (USDA) Forest Service (29 miles) and the 
United States Department of Interior (USDI) Bureau of Land 
Management (4 miles). The Forest Service and National Park 
Service jointly manage 3 miles and the remaining 78 miles are 
within lands administered by the USDI National Park Service. 

The Act requires that after consultation with State and local 
governments and the interested Public and within three years 
after the enactment, the Secretary of Agriculture (USDA Forest 
Service) and the Secretary of the Interior (USDI Bureau of Land 
Management) shall complete a comprehensive management plan 
(Implementation Plan) for their designated river portions. This 
Final Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS) fulfills this re- 
quirement and is a companion document to the Implementation 
Plan (Plan) and the already completed Boundary and Classifica- 
tion Environmental Assessment (EA). 

This FEIS contains the analysis required under the National 
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA). The preferred alternative is 



determined from this analysis. The Plan is based on the preferred 
alternative and provides the management guidelines for the 
rivers' use, protection, development levels and operation and 
monitoring criteria. The already completed EA records where 
the boundaries and classifications are established for the36 miles 
of W&SR corridor within portions of the Merced and South Fork 
Merced river that are administered by the Forest Service and 
BLM. 

Accompanying this FEIS is the Plan. Alternative C is the 
preferred alternative and is the basis for the Implementation 
Plan. 

1.1.1 Classification of Segments 

The Wild and Scenic River classification decisions for the eight 
segments within the 36-mile jurisdiction of the Secretary of 
Agriculture and the Secretary of the Interior have been pre- 
viously documented in an Environmental Assessment that was 
published in April 1989. The EA established and documents the 
final Wild and Scenic River's boundary and classifications. 

South Fork Merced River 

The 21-mile portion of South Fork is within the Sierra National 
Forest and includes Segments 6, 7, 8, and 8 k  These segments 
extend from the Sierra National Forest and Yosemite National 
Park boundaly to the confluence of Merced River. Segment 6 was 
(highest) eligible for "wild" and is classified as "wild." Segment 7 
was (highest) eligible for "scenic" and is classified "scenic." The 
3-mile (Segment 2) portion, which is jointly managed by the 
National Park Service and the Forest Service, was (highest) 
eligible for "wild" and is a 'Wd" classification. 

Because of public recommendations through the Environmen- 
tal Assessment planning process, the lower 3.5-mile portion of 
Segment 7, which was eligible for a 'kild" classification, is clas- 
sified "wild." This portion became a new Segment 8 in the En- 
vironmental Assessment urocess and is documented as such. The 
remaining 0.5-mile poriion of Segment 7 was eligible for a 
"recreational" classification only and shown as Segment 8 A  The 



remaining Zmile portion of Segment 7 remains "scenic" which is 
it's highest eligible classification. 

Merced River 

The 15 mile portion of the Merced River is within lands ad- 
ministered by the Sierra and Stanislaus National Forests and 
Bureau of Land Management (Segments 7,8, & 9).The segments 
extend from the El Portal Administrative Site (administered by 
Yosemite National Park) and Sierra National Forest boundary to 
a point 300 feet upstream of the confluence with Bear Creek on 
lands administred by the BLM. The only classification applicable 
to these segments is "recreational." 

1.2 OBJECTIVES 

The objective of this Environmental Impact Statement is to 
complete the environmental analysis, determine the preferred 
alternative and establish a Management (Implementation) Plan 
for the Merced and South Fork Merced Rivers as required by 
Public Law 100-149. The Plan's goal is to have a document that 
will guide the management of the river area in accordance with 
the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act. 

1.3 ISSUES 

Request for comments regarding the two agency (BLM and 
Forest Service) recommendations for the Wild and Scenic River 
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) and Plan were solicited 
through public scoping meetings. Environmental organizations, 
California State Department of Fish and Game, political repre- 
sentatives, the media and the public were included through a 
series of public scoping meetings. 

The process for identifying public issues included the consolida- 
tion of issues generated by the publicat external scopingmeetings 
and concerns added by the agency officials and specialist at 



internal scoping meetings.The results of the internal and external 
scoping meetings are included in this document's appendix. From 
these internal agency scoping meetings and from previous exter- 
nal public scoping meetings, the agencies have determined the 
issues as follows: 

ISSUES CONSIDERED: 

CULTURAL AND HISTORICAL RESOURCES: What ac- 
tions will be necessary, if portions of the plan are implemented, 
to meet the criteria of the cultural resources following Section 
106 of the National Historic Preservation Act and the American 
Indian Religious Freedom Act? 

FIRE: What measures are needed to keep fire potential at 
acceptable levels in the river canyon? Do the two National 
Forests and the BLM have a coordinated fire plan or policy within 
the WSR corridor? 

FISHERIES AND WILDLIFE: What will the affects be on 
wildlife from recreation activities, motorized uses, mining, and 
fuels management? What types of fisheries management policies 
will be included in this implementation plan? 

GEOLOGY AND SOILS: Will implementing any recreation 
development or activity have any effect on erosion or the geologic 
integrity of the area? 

GRAZING: How should livestock grazing be managed within 
the designated river comdor? 

RECREATION: What types and amounts of recreation use are 
appropriate within the designated corridor, or on specific seg- 
ments? How can recreation use best be monitored and control- 
led, and regulations enforced? Should bridges or fords be 
constructed across rivers for recreation access reasons? 

LAND OWNERSHIP AND USE: How will any recreation 
improvements planned by the agencies affect the private land 
owners within the corridor? How will scenic easements effect the 
private land owners? Will the concern of motorized or non- 



motorized use on specific trailslroads be resolved through this 
plan? 

MINERALS: Where and what kinds of mining activities are 
appropriate within the river corridor. Where should this type of 
activity be excluded, outside "wild" segments, through mineral 
withdrawals? Should there be seasons for recreational mining? 
SOCIO-ECONOMICS: What effect will the limits of acceptable 

change implementation process (LAC) have on the existing com- 
mercial permittee who operate rafting or stock packing opera- 
tions for the public on federal lands? What commercial resort 
activities should occur on Federal lands? 

THREATENED AND ENDANGERED SPECIES: How are 
the sensitive plants found within the WSR corridor going to be 
protected from the public? What effect will the construction and 
maintenance of roads, trails and rights of ways have on the T & E 
species? 

VEGETATION: Are vegetation management plans necessary 
within the WSR corridors? 

VISUAL RESOURCES: How can the naturally appearing 
landscape viewed from within the river corridor be maintained or 
improved? Will all the planned activities and improvements meet 
the criteria of visually not evident or visually subordinate when 
implemented? 

WATER RESOURCES: How will the water quality of the 
South Fork Merced and the Merced River and its watershed be 
maintained? 

1.4 DESCRIPTION OF THE AREA 

SOUTH FORK MERCED RNER 

From its source near 'Riple Divide Peak, at an elevation of 
10,500 feet through a glacial gorge, the South Fork Merced River 



extends down to the Merced River. The length is 43 miles, but 
only 18 miles (Segments 6,7,8,8A) are totally within the Sierra 
National Forest and are considered in this Environmental 
Analysis. There are three miles (Segment 2) shared with the 
Yosemite National Park. The river is the boundary between 
Yosemite National Park and Sierra National Forest; each agency 
is therefore responsible for their side of the 3.0 total miles. The 
remaining 22 miles (Segments 1,3,4,5) of the South Fork of the 
Merced River are contained in Yosemite National Park. 

Below the Yosemite National Park boundary on the Sierra 
National Forest, the river flows through a deep 3,500 foot alluvial 
valley. The lowest point of the river segment is about 1,400 foot 
elevation. The river is one of the last major free-flowing rivers 
remaining in California. There are no intrusions along the South 
Fork of the Merced River within the National Forest boundaries 
accept some development in the Wawona area inside the National 
Park. It is within physiographic section Wd (Cascade-Sierra 
Nevada) and in Congressional Districts 15 and 18. 



TABLE 1 IDENTIFICATION AND DESCRIPTION OF 
SOUTH FORK MERCED RNER SEGMENTS 

Segment # 2 (Classification "wild") description is as follows: 
Extends from Johnson Creek to approximately the Madera, 
Mariposa County line. The length is 3.0 miles with the northern 
side of the river managed by USDI National Park Service 
(Yosemite National Park) and the southern side of the river 
managed by USDA Forest Service (Sierra National Forest). The 
Forest Service acreage within the river corridor is approximately 
480 acres along the 3.0 mile segment. 

Segment # 6 (Classification "wild) description is as follows: 
Boundary of Yosemite National Park and the Sierra National 
Forest to about 1.5 miles east of Hite Cove. The length is ap- 
proximately 12.5 miles and is managed as a Wild and ScenicRiver 
by the Sierra National Forest. There are two small private parcels 
within the river corridor. The river is free-flowing, unpolluted 
with a primitive shoreline. Access is by trail only. 

Segment #7 (Classification "scenic") description is as follows: 
About 1.5 miles upstream east of Hite Cove around the Marble 
Mountain to about 0.5 mile down stream west of Hite Cove. The 
length is approximately 2.0 miles and is managed the same as 
Segment #6. There are two small private parcels within the 
corridor. The river is free-flowing. Access is provided by a foot- 
trail and two, four-wheel vehicle routes. The shoreline has some 
existing old mining buildings. 

Segment #8 (Classification "wild) description is as follows: 
Approximately 0.5 mile down stream west of Hite Cove to ap- 
proximately 0.5 mile up stream from the confluence of the 
Merced River. The length is approximately 3.0 miles and is 
managed the same as Segment #6. There is one private land 
parcel within the river corridor. The river is free-flowing, unpol- 
luted water and the shoreline is primitive. Access is provided by 
a foot-trail. 

Segment #8A (Classification "recreational") description is as 
follows: From the confluence of the Merced River up stream in 



the South Fork Merced River to approximately 0.5 miles. The 
length is approximately 0.5 miles and is managed as a Wild and 
Scenic River. There are two private land parcels within the river 
corridor. The river is free-flowing, unpolluted water and the 
shoreline has some private development. Access is provided by a 
foot-trail. 

Most of Segments #1, 4 and 5 are administered by Yosemite 
National Park and include approximately 160 acres of lands 
within the Sierra National Forest. These National Forest-ad- 
ministered lands will be considered during the revision to the 
Park's General Management Plan 

The total length for Segments 2,6,7,8, and 8Ais 21.0 miles with ~9 

the Sierra National Forest administering 17.0 miles and sharing 
administration of 3.0 miles with the National Park Service. The 
private land parcels total approximately one mile. 

MERCED RIVER 

From its source at the south side of Mt. Lyell at 13,114 feet 
through a glacially carved canyon within Yosemite National Park, 
the river extends down to Lake McClure Reservoir. The total 
length is 79 miles but the Wild and Scenic River designation 
includes only 71 miles and this Environmental Assessment only 
considers 15 miles (Segments 7, 8, 9) of designated Wild and 
Scenic River portion from the boundary of the Sierra National 
Forest and El Portal Administrative Site (Yosemite National 
Park) to a point 300 feet upstream of the confluence with Bear 
Creek on lands administered by theBLM.The remaining56 miles 
(Segments 1,2,3,4,5,6) of the Merced River are administered 
by Yosemite National Park. The river forms the boundary be- 
tween the Stanislaus and Sierra National Forests. The river flows 
through rugged mountains and foothill country in a series of 
rapids to Lake McClure at approximately 900 feet elevation. 
Historical artifacts create an area of historic and cultural sig- 
nificance along the river.There is a major highway along the south 
side of the river. The physiographic section% 23d (cascade-~ier- 
ra Nevada) and in Congressional Districts 15 and 18. 



TABLE 1 IDENTIFICATION AND DESCRIPTION OF 
MERCED RIVER SEGMENTS 

Segment #7 (Classification "recreational") description is as fol- 
lows: Extends from the boundary of the Sierra and Stanislaus 
National Forests and El Portal Administrative Site (Yosemite 
National Park) boundary to the confluence of the South Fork 
Merced River. The length is approximately 5.5 miles and is 
administered by the Sierra National Forest. The river forms the 
boundary of the Sierra and Stanislaus National Forests.There are 
approximately 15 private property, leasehold and limited com- 
mercial uses included along this segment. The slopes along the 
river are sparsely vegetated making the river highly visible to the 
traveling public. White water boating, fishing and picnicking are 
popular along this segment. Access is provided by a major State 
highway parallel to the river. 

Segment #8 (Classification "recreational") description is as fol- 
lows: Extends from the confluence of the South Fork Merced to 
the north west boundary of the Sierra and the south east boundary 
of the Stanislaus National Forests. The length is approximately 
5.5 miles and is administered by the Sierra National Forest. The 
river forms the boundary of the Sierra and Stanislaus National 
Forests. Approximately four private parcels are within the Wild 
and Scenic River corridor. The valley cuts through significant 
metasedimentary rocks. There are occasional summer home 
developments along this segment. The river is free-flowing. The 
main highway into Yosemite National Park is adjacent and visible. 

Segment #9 (Classification "recreational") description is as fol- 
lows: Starts at the Bureau of Land Management and National 
Forest boundary and extends to a point 300 feet up stream of the 
confluence with Bear Creek near Briceburg. The length is ap- 
proximately 4.0 miles and is managed by the BLM. There are 
three private and State land parcels within the river corridor. The 
river is free-flowing. State highway # 140 runs parallel to the river 
to Briceburg and is visible. 

Segment #6, (Classification recommended by Park Service is 
"recreational") description is as follows: Is within the El Portal 
Administrative Site and administered by Yosemite National Park. 
It includes two noncontiguous parcels of land totaling ap- 



proximately 345 acres or one mile within National Forest boun- 
daries. These National Forest river portions will be considered 
during the revision to the Park's General Management Plan. 

The total length for Segments 7,8, and 9 is 15.0 miles with the 
Sierra National Forest administering approximately 11 miles and 
the BLM administering approximately 4 miles. 



2.0 FINDINGS OF ELIGIBIUTY AND 

CLASSIFICATION 

The agencies already established through the Environmental 
Assessment planning process "wild," "scenic" and "recreational" 
classifications based on these criteria: 

I. "Wild river area---those rivers or sectiom of rivers that are free 
of impoundments and generally inaccessible except by trail with 
watersheds orshorelines essentiallyprimitive and waters unpolluted 
These represent vestiges ofprimitive America." 

2. "Scenic river areas---those rivers orsections o f  rivers that are free 
of impoundments withshorelines or watersheds~til~largely~rim~tive 
and shorelines largely undeveloped, but accessible in places by 
roads." 

3. "Recreational river areas---those rivers or sections of rivers that 
are readily accessible by road or railroad, that may have some 
development along their shorelines and that may have undergone 
some impoundment or diversion in the past." (I6 US.C Sec. I273 
(b). 

This is a summary of river classifications as documented in the 
final Boundary and Classification Environmental Assessment 
completed in April 1989. The following classifications for the 
South Fork Merced and the Merced Rivers are established: 



SOUTH FORK MERCED RIVER 
Classification ................... Final EA 

Seg 2 ..... Wild ........................ Wild 
Seg 6 .....Wild ........................ Wild 
Seg 7 ..... Scenic ...................... Scenic 
Seg 8 ....Wild ........................ WiM 
Seg 8A ..Recreational ............ Recreational 

MERCED Rn/ER 
Classification ................... Final EA 

Seg 7 ..... Recreational ........... Recreahahonal 
Seg 8. .... Recreational ........... Recreational 
Seg 9 ..... Recreational. .......... Recreational 

The agency determined the outstandingly remarkable values for 
each river and. documented these in the Forest 1986 DEIS docu- 
ments and the final 1989 Boundary and Classification Environ- 
mental Assessment for the South Fork Merced and Merced 
Rivers. The summaries are as follows: 

SOUTH FORK MERCED RNER 
All segments of the river had geology, wildlife, fihery and recrea- 

tion as common outstandingly remarkable values that made the 
river eligible for"wi1fl and "scenic" river classij?cations. Forgeology, 
the oldest gold-bearing rocks were determined to be outstandingly 
remarkable. There are suitable habitat areas for the threatened 
limestone salamande,: The river habitat iY important to the native 
fuh. The high level of use and accessibility of the river for O m  
fishing and nature study provided the outstandingly remarkable 
value for recreation. In addition there are rare and endrmgeredplant 
species within Segment 6 whichgave thk vegetationlbotaniczone an 
outstanding value. 

MERCED RIVER 
All segments of the river had geology, vegetation, wildlife, recrea- 

tion and cultural/h~torical benefits as common outstandingly 
remarkable values that made the river eligible for a "wilfl or "scenic" 
river class@cation. Forgeology, the contact between metasedimen- 



f a y  andgranitic rock was a'etermined to be outstandingly remark- 
able. There are 4state-lkted rare and endangered plants within the 
vegetationlbotanic zone. A threatened lim~stone~salamander in- 
habits the riparian, wildlife zone. Outstanding white water rafting, 
camping and hiking account for the outstandingly remarkable value 
for recreation. The old Yosemite railroad and old mining sites 
contribute to the outstandingly remarkable value for the cul- 
turallhirtorical resources. 

The following table shows a summary of activities allowed by 
classification. They are guidelines only and should be confirmed 
with the specific Acts. 

2.1 Summary of activities under each classification 

ACTMTY ................................... WILD ....... SCE ............ REC 

........... ............... Timber cutting.; ........................... NO Yes Yes 

Water supply dams ..................... NO ........... NO .............. NO 

Hydroelectric .............................. NO ........... NO .............. NO 

Flood control 
new ........................................... NO ........... NO .............. NO . . 
existing ..................................... NO ........... NO ............. YES 

Mining claimsfleases 
new ........................................... NO ........... YES ........... YES . . 
exlsung .................................... YES .......... YES ........... YES 

Road construction ...................... NO ........... YES ........... YES 

Agriculture grazing .................... YES ......... YES ........... YES 

Recreation development ........... YES ......... YES .......... YES 
Hiking trails .................................. X ............... X ............... X 
Campgrounds .............................. NO ........... YES ......... YES 
Interpretive centers .................... NO ........... YES .......... YES 
Administration headquarter ..... NO ............ NO ........... YES 
Fireplaces .................................... YES .......... YES .......... YES 



Shelters ........................................... YES .......... YES .......... YES 

Structures 
new .............................................. NO ........... YES .......... YES . . 
exlstmg ........................................ YES .......... YES .......... YES 

. . 
Utiht~es ........................................... YES .......... YES .......... YES 

Motorized travel 
new .................................................. NO ............ YFS .......... YES 
existing ............................................ YES .......... YES .......... YES 

Hunting and fishing * .................... X ................ X .............. X U 
X = Not addressed in the Act, Regulations or Standards and n 

Guidelines. Any conflicts between Acts or Regulations regulate 
in favor of the more restrictive provision. All the "yes" guidelines 
in "wild" or "scenic" classifications have conditions. 

* = Subject to California State Department of Fish and Game 
regulations. 

1 



3.0 A'TERNATIVES INCLUDING THE 

PROPOSED ACI'ION 

3.1 Management Direction common to all 
Alternatives 

Some management direction is common to all alternatives. This 
direction is required by the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act, other 
Federal laws and regulations, Forest Service policy, existing land 
management plans or existing first phase Wild and Scenic River 
Boundary and Classification Environment Assessment. Addi- 
tional management direction will be contained in the forests 
Sierra and Stanislaus Forest Land Management and Resource 
Plan when they become available. 

1. Comply with the implementing regulations of Section 106 of 
the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966, as amended, and 
Executive Order 11593. 

2. Identify and propose treatment of all cultural properties 
eligible to the National Register Historic Places prior to im- 
plementing any portion of the plan that may effect them. 

3. Allow prescribed burning for wildlife enhancement and fuel 
reduction in all segments. Prescribed burns shall meet the visual 
quality objective (VQO) retention within five years after bum- 
ing. 



4. Manage "wild" segments for semi-primitive non-motorized 
(SPNM) recreation opportunities. Manage "recreational" seg- 
ments for roaded natural (RN) opportunities. Manage "scenic" 
segments for semi-primitive nonrnotorized (SPNM), or serni- 
primitive motorized (SPM)opportunities, depending on the 
selected alternative. 

5. "Wild" segments are withdrawn from mineral entry. Require 
operating plans for mining inother segments to be consistent with 
the intent of the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act. 

6. Make section 7(a) Wild and Scenic Rivers Act and section 4 
(e) Federal Power Act determinations for all proposed power 
projects that may affect the designated river. 

7. Construct and maintain trails in the most suitable locations 
based on topography, obstructions, soils, slopes and other en- 
vironmental concerns 

3.2 Formulation of Alternatives 

Alternatives were developed to protect the Wild and Scenic 
River values. The alternatives response to identified issues and 
concerns and are shown in this Envimomental Impact Statement 
(EIS). The following analysis discusses four alternatives. The 
draft alternatives were presented at public scoping meetings and 
have been amended depending on public issues and concerns. A 
Draft EIS and Implementation Plan was sent to the public and a 
preferred Alternative C was recommended. The draft Implemen- 
tation Plan was completed based on the preferred alternative. 
This final EIS and Implementation Plan represents the composite 
thinking of both public and agency desires. A revised Alternative 
C is the preferred alternative recommended in this Final 
EISPlan. 



3.3 Alternatives Considered but Eliminated from 
Detailed Study 

Several alternatives or portions of alternatives were considered 
in the preliminary public analysis period. Because of initial 
public, agency, or internal staff concerns, a few preliminary ideas 
or alternatives were eliminated from detailed study and not con- 
sidered further. 

3.4 Description of Alternatives and management 
direction 

Four alternatives including a "no action" existing alternative 
were analyzed. All alternatives were developed while considering 
the following objectives: 

1. Protect the free flowing condition of the river, preserve and 
enhance the values for which it was designated. 
2. Provide recreation opportunities within the capability of the 

resource. 

A description of each alternative and its management require- 
ments follows, accompanied by a conceptual map showing exist- 
ing boundary locations and classifications and proposed general 
locations of use. Levels of use and access increase by each alter- 
native from a continuation of present management and existing 
use to a maximum use alternative. A section showing how the 
alternatives compare, follow these descriptions. 



Alternative A, (Present Use or No Action) 

This alternative continues "present management." Only im- 
provements and policies covered by approved plans, site specific 
Environmental Assessments, and the current management direc- 
tion documents will be implemented. River segment classifica- 
tions are the same as indicated in the WSR Merced and South 
Fork Merced 1989 final Environmental Assessment (EA). Cur- 
rent emphasis is to provide limited recreation facilities and op- 
portunities for dispersed recreation. Maintained to minimum 
levels are the Hite Cove road on the South Fork Merced and the 
Incline Road on the Merced. The North side Hite cove road is 
gated because of private ownership and closed to the public. This 
North side is presently zoned Semi-primitive motorized (SPM) 
in the current Forest management guidelines. Developed sites in 
the recreational Forest Service and BLM segments are not 
rehabilitated. Sites outside the corridor boundary may be im- 
proved to serve existing use. On site visitor information service 
(VIS) is provided in developed sites. Minimal interpretation 
services (IS) at the Hite Cove area are provided. Maintained are 
existing system trails. The existingprehistorical cultural resources 
at Hite Cove are maintained to minimal archaeological standards 
but existing improvements are not rehabilitated. Current 
whitewater commercial rafting is maintained and allowed to 
continue under the Forest and BLM's Memorandum of Under- 
standing (MOU). 

Segment classifications, boundary locations and uses are shown 
in the enclosed alternative A map. Recreation opportunity 
spectrum (ROS) and use scale summaries by alternatives are 
shown in 3.5.1 the end of this chapter. 

Management requirements for Alternative A are: 

1. Allow for existing historical structures to remain but no 
rehabilitation of these improvements at the Hite Cove site will 
occur. 
2. Retain the SPM zone around the Hite Cove area as recom- 

mended in the current forest management directions. Designate 
no public motorized access routes on the North side of the Hite 
Cove area. Allow the existing motorized access on the South side 
to continue. 



3. Complete existing site rehabilitation as necessary for safety 
and public need requirements. 
4. Complete a VIS plan for the Merced and South Fork Merced 

Wild and Scenic River. 
5. Prepare a withdrawal from mineral entry-proposal for al l  

"recreational" and "scenic" classification areas within the desig- 
nated corridor. 
6. Obtain easements for public access across private lands where 

needed. 
7. Acquire scenic easements or purchase private lands within the 

designated corridor. 
8. Complete a £ire management plan for the designated corridor. 
9. Prepare avisual resource monitoring plan and establish photo 

~ - 

points. 
10. Identify and establish priorities for rehabilitating areas 

within the designated corridor that do not meet retention or 
partial retention, as viewed from the river. 

11Study pest management options on a case by' case basis, 
considering impacts, of the pest and proposed treatments, on 
Wild and Scenic River values and recreation imurovements. 

12.Complete a water monitoring and protection plan. 
13.Do not side cast materials excavated during road or recrea- 

tional rehabilitation projects. Re-vegetate soil during construc- 
tion except for bare rock or cuts steeper that 1 1/4:1. 

14.Prohibit motorized access in or across all "wild segments, 
except where it can be shown that private landowners within the 
corridor have legal rights of way for motorized access across 
Federal lands. 

15. Establish Limits of Acceptable Change (LAC). Monitor and 
adjust capacities, permits or allocations as necessary to protect 
the river resources. 



0 camping (vehicle) a bicycle trail 0 viewing area lodging - road (paved) 

picnicking a hiking trail @ interpretation area telephone mL-mI. road (unpaved) 

rn rafting a horse trail 6, rec vehicle trail restrooms - railroad grade (unused) 

camping (walk-in) a fishing information 0 gas station , s s s ~ s ~ ~ s a s s ' m l ' m l l m m ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~  trail (maintained) 

swimming @ parking (trail head) Q Q handicapped access 



Alternative B, (Limited Use) 

Emphasis is placed on providing limited recreation facilities 
while maximizing the primitive (P) and semi-primitive non- 
motorized (SPNM) experience within the "wild" classified areas, 
the semi-primitive non-motorized (SPNM) within the "scenic" 
classified areas and the Rural (R) experience levels within the 
"recreational" classifications. River use enhances the existing to 
limited type experience. Dispersed recreation is emphasized. 
Public motorized access will not continue on the existing single 
lane unpaved Hite Cove south side route. The North site route to 
Hite Cove will continue to be maintained as a single lane un- 
paved administrative access route only. The incline road remains 
in the existing paved and un-paved levels and public motorized 
access is allowed to continue. Developed sites on the Forest 
Service and BLM administered lands are not rehabilitated. Min- 
imal new camp; picnic or put-in raft area improvements may be 
added if required for safety and health reasons. on-site Visitor 
Information Services (VIS) is limited and remains only at existing 
locations. Minimal Interpretive Services (IS) are provided at the 
Hite Cove Area. The existing prehistorical cultural resources are 
maintained to minimal archaeological standards and the existing 
historic structures rehabilitated. Existing trails are maintained to 
current operational use standards. Commercial rafting use 
remains at the same levels and allowed to continue in the future 
under the Forest and BLM's Memorandum of Understanding 
(MOU). 

Segment classifications, boundary locations and uses are shown 
in the enclosed alternative B map. Recreation opportunity 
spectrum (ROS), use scale summary alternatives are displayed at 
the end of this chapter. 

Management requirements for Alternative B are: 
3-15 Same as Alternative A, plus the following 16-25 numbers. 

16. Designate the Hite Cove Area as a Historical/Cultural area, 
provide minimal interpretation and rehabilitate the existing his- 
toricaVstructural improvements within the area in accordance 
with archaeological guidelines. 

17. Retain the SPM zone around the Hite Cove area in accord- 
ance with the forest existing management directions. Designate 



no existing roads to public motorized use on the north or 
south side. 

18. Construct a minimal amount of new recreation facilities in 
the existing development areas to meet existing safety and health 
needs. 

19. Maintain the number of whitewater allocations to enhance 
the Wild and Scenic river values on the Merced River. Allow 
separate zoning of commercial and private launch sites. Allow no 
new commercial whitewater  enn nits on the South Fork Merced 
River. 
20. Allow the potential multi-agency "Merced River" trail on the 

old incline railroad grade to be implemented on FS and BLM 
administered lands. Manage for foot, horse and mountain bicycle 
use. Develop trailheads and parking at designated road access 
points. 
21. Reconstruct the Incline road with minimal turnouts and 

shouldering where Wild and Scenic values can be protected. 
Reconstruct the road and trail to the proposed new interagency 
"Merced River" trail criteria standards. 
22. Develop primitive walk-in camping sites at designated sites 

alone the river corridor. Install sanitation facilities along the river " u 

where road service access is possible. 
23. Identify and interpret significant cultural resources that are 

not subject to damage from increased visitor use. 
24. Prohibit motoried water craft use on the surface of the water 

within all river classifications. 
25. Allow no bridges to accomodate foot, horse, or mountain 

bicycles at the Hite Cove and Devils Gulch river trail crossing 
areas. 



a camping (vehicie) b b i ~ ~ c i e  trail viewing area @ lodging 

picnicking Q hiking trail interpretation area a telephone 
- road (paved) 

mm----. road (unpaved) 

I rafting a horse trail r e  vehicle t i  @ restrooms - railroad grade (unused) 

I 
- a camping (walk-in) 0 fishing information gas station , n s n ~ ~ * * * n * ' ' m " ~ m ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~  trail (maintained) 

swimming B parking (trail head) grocery store @ handicapped access 



Anernathe C, (Moderate Use) 

Emphasis is placed on providing moderate recreation improve- 
ments within the river corridor while protecting the existing 
qualities of each river segment. The segments classified as 
"recreational" on the Merced WSR will maintain the existing 
roaded natural (RN) and rural (R) experiences within the river 
corridor. The south Fork ~ e r c e d  ~iv&will  emphasize the semi- 
~rimitive non-motorized (SPNM) within the "wild" seements and 
Hemi-primitive motorized (SPM~ within the "sceni; segment. 
This alternative includes primitive walk-in campsite develop- 
ments along the Merced river comdor. All developed recreation- 
al sites along the Merced are rehabilitated and expanded to meet 
existing use and include the whitewater put in trail heads. Two 
wheel mountain bikes will be allowed on designated trails within 
the Merced river " recreational" classifications. Non-commercial 
whitewater allocations are unlimited and permits are not re- 
quired. Commercial whitewater allocations are based on the 
existing carrying capacity of the river recreation resource and will 
be allowed to continue in the future under the Forest and BLM's 
Memorandum of Understanding (MOU). Minimal improve- 
ments required for public safety on the existing designated 
motorized OHV south side Hite Cove route and the motorized 
Incline roads will be allowed. Public OHV use will continue on 
the single lane unpaved Hite Cove South side road. The un-paved 
North side Hite Cove roadwill remain maintained for adrninistra- 
tive use only. On site visitor information services (VIS) will occur 
on all "recreational" classification segments on the Merced River. 
On site intrepretive services (IS) will occur on the "scenic" clas- 
sification segment on the South Fork Merced River. The existing 
prehistorical cultural resources around the Hite Cove area are 
maintained to moderate archaeological standards. Minimum his- 
toric structures will be allowed to be rehabilitated or moved to 
the site under archaeological standards. Existing system trails are 
maintained. A complete foot-trail system from the Merced River 
confluence of the South Fork Merced to the Yosemite park 
entrance will be established and maintained. 

Segment classifications, boundary locations and uses are shown 
in the enclosed alternative C map. Recreation opportunity 
spectrum (ROS) and use scale summary of alternatives are dis- 
played at the end of this chapter. 



Management requirements for Alternative C are: 
3-15 Same as Alternative A, plus the following numbers 16-25 

16. Designate the Hite Cove Area as a HistoricaVCultural area 
and provide moderate interpretation and minimal historical 
structural renovations within the area in accordance with ar- 
chaeological guidelines. 

17. Retain the SPM zone within the Hite Cove Area Allow 
existing motorized access on the South side to continue within 
this SPM zone. Retain the North side road to Hite Cove for 
administrative purposes only. 
18. Construct new recreation facilities in the existing develop- 

ment areas to meet existing needs. 
19. Establish whitewater allocations based on the existing cany- 

ing capacity of the river recreation resource. Do not require 
permits for non-commercial river use. 
20. Allow the potential mult-agency "Merced ~ i v e r "  trail on the 

old incline railroad grade to be implemented on FS and BLM 
administered lands. Manage for foot, horse and mountain bicycle 
use. Develop trailhead and parking at designated road access 
points. 
21. Reconstruct the Incline road with turnouts and shouldering 

where Wild and Scenicvalues can be protected and or reconstruct 
the road to the proposed new interagency trail criteria standards. 
22. Develop primitive walk-in and developed camping sites at 
designated river sites along the comdor. 
23. Identifv and i n t e ~ ~ r e t  sienificant cultural resources that are 

not subject ;o damage&om &eased visitor use. 
24. Prohibit motorized water craft use on the surface of the water 

within all river classifications. 
25. Allow a pedestrian bridge to be installed at Hite Cove. Allow 

a pedestriadequestrian bridge to be installed at Devils Gulch 
along the South Fork Merced River trail river crossings. 



a camping (vehicle) bicycle trail a viewing area @ lodging - road (paved) 

picnicking Q hiklng trail @ interpretatlon area telephone road (unpaved) 

B raftlng 0 horse trail rec vehlcle trail @ restrooms - railroad grade (unused) 

camping (walk-in) a fishing information Q gas statlon ,88888888""'m'am8'"mmm~m trail (maintained) 

swlmming €3 parking (trail head) a grOcwY 
Q handicapped access 



Alternative D (Maximum Use) 

Emphasis is placed on providing a developed recreation ex- 
perience and allowing for motorized use and access within the 
river conidor's "recreational and scenic" classifications.The areas 
classified as "recreational" on the Merced maintain the Rural (R) 
experience levels. Motorized use on the water and on designated 
trails is allowed. Surfacing improvements to road access and 
parking on the Incline and Hite Cove roads is allowed.Two wheel 
trail bikes are allowed on designated trails within the "recreation- 
al" and "scenic" segments. Additional facilities are developed, 
increasing the carrying capacity of the river recreation resource 
to meet expanding use. The number of commercial whitewater - 

outfitters will be increased and will be managed under a revised 
Forest and BLM Memorandum of Understanding (MOU). The 
Incline Road remains double lane paved and the dispersed sites 
along this road become developed sites and increase in capacity 
levels. The Merced River Trail and the Historic Triin proposals 
could be developed along the old railroad grade. VIS and IS are 
~rominent at all develo~ed and dis~ersed sites within the river 
Lorridors. All trails areLrehabilitatid. Cultural resources inter- 
pretation is standard. Existing prehistorical cultural resources at 
the Hite Cove area are maintained to maximum archaeological 
standards and moderate historical structures are allowed to be 
moved to the site under archaeological and recreational 
guidelines. Public motorized access on the north Hite Cove road 
would be allowed if proper easements and public transportation 
systems could be established. The north and south Hite Cove 
roads would be designated OHV routes when confirmed with the 
1991 forest OHV plan. Sanitation facilities are installed along the 
river where senice access is possible. 

Segment classifications, boundary locations and uses are shown 
in the enclosed Alternative D map. Recreation opportunity 
spectrum (ROS) and use scale summary alternatives are dis- 
played at the end of this chapter. 

3-15 Same as Alternative A, numbers 3-15, plus 
the following numbers 16-25. 
16. Designate the Hite Cove Area as a Historical/Cultural area 

and provide maximum interpretation and moderate historical 



structural renovations within the area in accordance with ar- 
chaeological and recreational guidelines. 

17. Plan for public motorized access both on north and south 
sides of Hite Cove within the WSR corridor with a bridgelford 
crossing relating to season of use at the South ForkMerced river 
crossing. 

18. Expand developed recreation sites in the "recreational and 
scenic" classifications areas. 

19. Increase the number of outfitter launches. 
20. Manage the north and south Hite Cove roads to meet both 

equestrian and four wheel drive motorized use. 
21. Improve Incline road to double lane paved standards and 

include surfacing improvements for the interagency trail which 
relates to other agency surfacing guidelines. 
22. Install sanitation facilities along the river where road service 

access is possible. 
23. Allow motorized use on the water within the recreational 

classifications and only on designated trails. 
24. Consider motorized water craft use on the surface of the 

water within the recreational classification. 
25. Allow a bridgelford to be constructed to accommodate 

motorized vehicles crossings at the Hite Cove area. Allow a 
pedestriadequistrian bridge to be installed at the Devils Gulch 
river crossing. 



camping (vehicle) @ bicycle trail viewing area 0 lodging - road (paved) 
picnicking hiking trail interpretation area telephone mm---m road (unpaved) 

rafting a horse trail rec vehicle trail restrooms - railroad grade (unused) 

0 camping (walk-in) @ fishing information Q gas atation , , , , . ~ ~ ~ ~ l m " m m ' m m m m ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~  trail (maintained) 

swimming la parking (trail head) Q QI handbapped access 



3.5 Comparison of Alternatives 

This section compares the four alternatives as they relate to the 
issues, objectives and consequences. This section is a summary of 
the alternative's consequences. A detailed analysis of the issues 
and concerns identified in the scoping process is found in Section 
4.0 ENVIRONMENTAL CONSEQUENCES. Each alternative 
is described in terms of affects and levels of use. A brief narrative 
tells how each of the issues and concerns were addressed by the 
alternatives. 

ALTERNATNE A (Existing use): A continuation of current 
management direction, uses the boundaries and classifications 
allocated in the completed WSR EA of 1989. This alternative will 
have a low to moderate impact to the river resources. It has a 
moderate amount of trails and a low level of recreation site 
development. The proposed interagency trail on the old railroad 
grade will stay in its original state with no rehabilitation of the 
trail on BLM or FS administered lands. The Hite Cove area will 
be designated a historical-cultural area but no interpretation or 
rehabilitation to existing improvements within the area will be 
provided and no improvements to the access systems will occur. 
Whitewater use would remain at current levels with no refurbish- 
ment to the land put-in sites planned. All river segments would 
be withdrawn from new mineral entries but recreational mining 
could continue under permit. 

ALTERNATIVE B (Limited use): This alternative will use the 
same boundaries and classification allocations documented in the 
completed WSR EA of 1989. This alternative offers the greatest 
protection of Wild and Scenic river values in the "Scenic" clas- 
sification areas along the South Fork Merced River because it 
allows no motorized vehicles. It has a moderate amount of trails 
and a low level of recreation site improvements. The proposed 
interagency Merced River trail on the old railroad grade will be 
developed with minimal site improvements along the trail on 
BLM and FS administered lands. The Hite Cove historical area 
will be designated a historical cultural area and provide minimal 
interpretation. Existing historical improvements will be allowed 
to be rehabilitated following archaeological guidelines. Public 
motorized access to Hite Cove would not be allowed via the 
existing south side route. Public hiking access would be allowed 



via the existing hiking trail from the Merced River confluence. 
No improvements to the North or South Hite Cove road system 
will occur. Whitewater use would remain at current levels with 
minimal refurbishment to the land put-in sites for safety and 
health reasons. The classified "wild" segments would not be avail- 
able for any expansion of commercial activities. Mineral entry 
would be withdrawn on the "recreational" and "scenic" river seg- 
ments but recreational mining permits would be allowed. 

ALTERNATIVE C (Moderate Use): This alternative will use 
the same boundaries and classifications allocations documented 
in the completed WSR EA of 1989. This alternative offers the 
greatest protection of Wild and Scenic River values within the 
"Recreational" classifications because it proposes to convert the 
dispersed to developed camping along the Incline Road. The 
"scenic" and "recreational" segments will have moderate levels of 
recreation use compared to alternative B. Trail development 
would be moderate compared to alternatives A and B. The 
proposed interagency trail on the old railroad grade will be 
developed with other trail-side walk-in camping site develop- 
ment. The Hite Cove historical area will be designated a histori- 
caVcultura1 area and will provide moderate interpretation and 
renovations to a minimal of imported turn of the century period 
items following archaeological guidelines. Public access to Hite 
Cove would be allowed via the existing south side motorized 
OHV route and the existing hiking trail from the Merced River 
confluence. There would be no potential for equestrian access on 
the Hite Cove north side route. Access wouldinclude apedestrian 
only bridge built across the South Fork at the Hite Cove river 
crossing and a pedestriadequestrian bridge build at Devils 
Gulch. Improvements to the existing south side entrance OHV 
route to Hite Cove will be minimal. The North Side road to Hite 
Cove would remain closed to public access. Alternative C has the 
most miles of trails open only to non-motorized uses. Whitewater 
use would approximate current levels. The classified "scenic" and 
"wild segments on the South Fork Merced River would be avail- 
able for minimal commercial permit activities like photography 
or cross country packing. Mineral entry would be withdrawn but 
recreation permits for mining would be allowed on the "recrea- 
tional" and "scenic" segments. 



ALTERNATIVE D (Maximum Use): This alternative will use 
the same boundaries and classifications allocations documented 
in the completed WSR EA of 1989. The classifications would be 
designed to the highest recreation use densities allowed with the 
respective "recreational," " scenic," or 'Xvild" classifications. The 
greatest probability of adverse affects to the rivers will occur with 
this alternative unless a managed monitoring program is estab- 
lished by the agencies. This alternative would have the highest 
level of recreation use including trails allowing motorized 
vehicles and surfacing of roads with cost share funding. The 
proposed interagency Merced River Trail will be developed with 
drive-in high density recreation facilities developments where 
possible. A train would be allowed to run between Briceberg to 
El Portal on the old incline road alignment. The Hite Cove area 
will be designated a historical cultural area and will provide 
moderate historical turn of the century period renovations fol- 
lowing standard recreation development guidelines. Public ac- 
cess would be allowed to the Hite Cove area via the existing 
motorized routes from the north and south sides. Avehicle bridge 
or seasonal ford would be constructed crossing the South Fork 
Merced river. The levels of mineral, transportation and 
whitewater rafting increases would be the maximum allowed with 
each classification. 



ALT A .... ALT B ......... ALT C ........ ALT D 
ROS 
MERCED ............ RN .......... RN ................ RN ................ R 
S.F.MERCED ..... SPM ........ SPM/SPNM.SPM/SPM.SPM 

DEVELOPMENT 
SCALE 
MERCED ............. 4 .............. 3 .................. 4 ................... 5 
S.F.MERCED ...... 2 ............... 2 ................... 2 ................... 3 

CLASSIFICATION 
MERCED ............ R ............... R ................ R .................. R 
S.F.MERCED ...... WIS .......... W/S ........... WIS ............... WIS 

RECREATION SITES 
MERCEDISF MERCED 
SITE REHAB ...... NO .......... MINOR ..... MOD ........... MAJ 
NEWSlTES .......... NO ........... DISPER .... DEVEL ....... DEVEL 

WHITEWATER 
RAFTING ............. CUR ...... CUR ......... CUR .............. INCREA 

MOTORIZED 
ACCESS 
MERCED ............. YES ........ YES .......... YES .............. YES 
S.EMERCED ....... NO /%'..... NO IN'....... NO/W ........... NO/%' 

.......... ..... ........ YESIS NOIS YESIS YESIS 

TRAILS 
.......... ........ MAINTENANCE..NO YES YES/ 

NEW ......................... NO .......... NO ........... NO .............. YES 

HITE COVE ROUTE 
SOUTH SIDE 
PUBLIC ACCESS..YES ........ NO ......... YES ............. YES 
MAINTENANCE..YES ......... S/L UP. .... S/L UP. ...... 2/L UP 
MOTOR VEH ........ YES ......... NO ......... YES ............ YES 



HITE COVE ROAD 
N O m  SIDE 

..... .......... ........... .............. PUBLIC ACCESS NO NO NO YES 
........ ....... ....... MAINTENANCE ..... YES S/L UP S/L UP S/L EAS 
,...... ............ .............. MOTOR VEHICLE.NO. NO NO YES 

H r n  COVE S r n  
STRUOTJRES ........ EX1 ST... EXIST ..-... MIN ............ MOD 
VIS/IS ........................... MIN., ..... MIN ......... MOD ........... MAX 
REHABILITATE ...... NO ......... YES ....... C ST ........ REC ST 

INCLINE ROAD 
MAINTENANCE ..... YES ........ S/L l? .....-... S/L TO ...... 2 L  P 
PROPOSED TR ........ NO ......... YES ............ YES ........... YES. 

INFORMATION 
TRAIL HEADS ......... 0 ............. 3 ........... 7 UTS .......... 7 UTS 
RESTROOMS ........... 0 .............. 0 ................ 1 UTS ......... 2 UTS 

HIKING/HORSE 
TRAIL ACCESS 
MERCED .................... 0 ............. 10 MI .......... 10 MI. ....... I0 MI 
S.EMERCED ............. 15 M ....... 17ML ......... 15 MI. ....... 15 MI 

CAMPGROUND 
DEVELOPED ............ 30 UTS... 30 UTS ..... 85 UTS ...... 100 UTS 
RESTROOMS .............. 2 UTS .... 2 UTS ...... 3 UTS ......... 3 UTS 

CAMPGROUND 
DISPERSED ................ 0 UTS ... 20 UTS ...... 5 UTS ....... 10 UTS 
RESTROOMS ............. 0 UTS .... 1 UTS ........ 1 UTS ......... 3 UTS 

PICNICGROUND 
DEVELOPED ............ 10 UTS .... 10 UTS .... 20 UTS ..... 30 UTS 
RESTROOMS .............. 1 UTS ....... 1 UTS ...... I UTS ........ 1 UTS 

BOAT PUT-IN .............. 3 UTS .... 3 UTS ....... 5 UTS ......... 5 UTS 
RESTROOMS .............. 3 UTS .... 3 UTS ....... 3UTS ......... 3 UTS 



TOTAL COST 
PROJECT.. ........... $75. 000 .... $200. 000 ...... $500.000 ..$1.000. 000 

..... ...... . TOTAL O/M/yr .... $50. 000 $60. 000 $80. 000 $100. 000 







4.0 AEEECI'ED ENVIRONMENT AND 

ENVIRONMENTAL CONSEQUENCES 

This section discloses the current environmental conditions 
(Affected Environment) and potential consequences (Environ- 
mental Consequences) or impacts of each of the alternatives 
described in Section 3.0. This provides the analytical basis for the 
comparison of alternatives. 

During the interdisciplinary analysis, environmental impacts 
were identified, which, while not necessarily significant, could be 
modified to lessen undesirable consequences. Where possible 
actions were developed to incorporate these modifications. 
Mitigating measures are listed where needed for the alternatives 
considered. Actions necessary to implement the next phase of this 
project are listed in Appendix D, Management Actions. 

4.1 CULTURAL AND HISTORICAL RESOURCES 
(ARCHAEOLOGY) 

4.1.1 South Fork Merced River 

Native American sites are located along the South Fork of the 
Merced. Hite Cove, a historic mining district reported to have 



one of the richest hardrock gold mines in the State in its time, is 
located along the South Fork. The entire lower canyon holds 
special cultural significance for the descendants of the Yosemite 
Indians. The river canyon was also a migration route for the 
Yosemite Indians. Early stage routes and Indian trails cross the 
river in several places. 

The river figures prominently in early efforts to acquire addi- 
tional water for mining and agriculture in Mariposa County 
(1850-1867). Several historic mines and mill sites were located 
along the river, many structure foundations exist today. In 1870 
John Hite had the Chinese laborers build a road to his mine from 
Jerseydale. This historic trail probably followed earlier Indian 
migration routes. The south side Hite Cove Road is the only 
existing, four wheel drive route to the river. Research has indi- 
cated that the road from the north side was financed by Shirley 
Temple's step father and constructed in the early 50's. It was used 
for mining exploration work and because it was dangerous, not 
open to the public. Since the early years the road has been gated 
and has been used solely as an administrative road. It presently 
crosses several private properties. 

The entire South Fork was within the Yosemite National Park 
and under the administration of the U.S. Cavalry (1890-1906), 
and the Iron, Savage-Lundy and Skelton Creek trails were built 
by the Cavalry in 1903-1904 in order to deal with increasing 
encroachments (grazing, logging) on the public domain. The 
complete history of the area is the subject of the book Treasures 
af_he S- (1983) that briefly outlines numerous special 
qualities of the river, particularly its Indian and white history. 

4.12 Merced River 

Several historic sites are located along the Merced. The old 
Yosemite railroad grade and several trestles are visible along the 
river. The incline at Trumbull was built by the Yosemite Lumber 
Co. during the winter of 1923-24. It was used until 1927, then 
reconditioned in 1935 by the Yosemite Sugar Pine Co. The last 
trainload of logs went to Merced Falls Mill in late 1942. 



Savage's Trading Post, claimed to be the site of a trading post 
established by Col. James Savage of Mariposa Battalion fame, is 
located at the confluence of the Merced and South Fork Merced. 
The trading post is a California Historical Landmark. 

Some major turn-of-the-century mining sites and the trails built 
to access them are present near the river. The remains of features 
such as stamp mills and powerhouses are still visible at some of 
these sites. Several old 'mine and mill sites, circa 1890, are still 
present. The town of El Portal is an old mining town. Mining has 
been in progress in the Merced River canyon from 1857 to the 
present time. At least 25 mines below El Portal were opened in 
the 1870's. These activities declined to almost nothing in the 
middle years of this century, but have experienced a recent resur- 
gence. Unpatented mining claims around the BLM lands have 
increased 128% in the years between 1975 and 1980. 

Ethnographic sources ascribe aboriginal habitation of this por- 
tion of the 'Merced drainage to the Southern Sierra Miwok. 
Indian sites are expected along the river that was a travel route 
for the Miwok. Many of these sites have been damaged by mining 
and other activities. Placer mining, evident in many places in the 
canyon, was particularly deleterious to archaeological sites. The 
railroad has had a major impact on ethnographic Indian villages 
and archaeological sites. Several such sites were destroyed or 
damaged during railway construction, including the Soo'-wut-00- 
lah'site at El Portal. Many of the sites near the river are inundated 
and scoured by high-water runoff in the spring. 

Surveys have been conducted along several segments of the 
river. There were 43 sites recorded in the eastern upstream 
section of the river and 21 sites around El Portal. The BLM has 
recorded 43 cultural properties with 33 occurring immediately 
adjacent to the Merced River. Both prehistoric and historic sites 
are represented. The historic sites are generally associated with 
mineral exploitation. 



4.1.3 Effects of implementing alternatives on the Cultural 
Resources 

The FEIS and Plan will require that archaeological reconnais- 
sance and Native American consultation take place prior to any 
project activity. No adverse effects will occur under any alterna- 
tive. However, the level of mitigation versus protection will 
change with each alternative. Those aspects of cultural resource 
management that vary by alternative are: 

Alternative A (Present Use) There will continue to be use- 
caused wear and surface deflation of identified archaeological 
sites known to exist within the areas of potential environmental 
impact (APEI). Known sites will be protected. Archaeological 
surveys will be limited to areas where management projects are 
planned. No comprehensive inventory will be available to assist 
in planning except as already completed for selected sites. This 
alternative has the most potential for adversely affecting uniden- 
tified cultural resources. Illegal artifact collecting and vandalism 
within the W&SR corridor are problems that will be mitigated. 
Many existing areas within the river corridor are on lands of high 
archaeological sensitivity for both prehistoric as well as historic 
sites. Available mitigation include recommending the Hite Cove 
Site as a National Register Cultural site, avoidance, more data 
recovery, and more archaeological research. 

Alternative B (Limited Use) The use-caused wear and surface 
deflation of identified archaeological sites known to exist within 
the areas of potential environmental impact may be eliminated. 
Systematic surveys will occur in places where use-cause damage 
is occurring and where cultural sensitivity is indicated. Sites 
where damage is occurring will be closed to vehicle entry and 
monitored on a regular basis. If damage continues, sites will be 
stabilized or closed to all public entry. There will be an initial cost 
for research and recording followed by a continuing cost for 
monitoring and protection. No development will occur on iden- 
tified cultural properties. This will limit management options. 
There may continue to be effects to the cultural resources with 
illegal artifact collecting and vandalism around the Hite Cove 
areas. Available mitigation includes recommending Hite Cove as 
a National Register Cultural site, on site education to the public 



at the South Fork and Merced river areas, more data recovery and 
uniformed site monitoring. 

Alternative C (Moderate Use) The use-caused wear and surface 
deflation of identified archaeological sites known to exist within 
the areas of potential environmental impact may be eliminated. 
Oral history and surveys will be the same as alternative B. Infor- 
mation from that research and evaluation will be utilized in 
determining appropriate site improvements along the Merced 
river (hiking, mountain bike trail and developed camping sites) 
and along the South Fork river (Hite Cove pedestrian 
bridgelsanitation structure and interpretive signs). Sensitive sites 
will be included in undeveloped, natural areas within the W&SR 
corridor. Motorized and non-motorized access will be restricted 
except on designated routes or trails. There may continue to be 
effects to the cultural resources with illegal artifact collecting and 

. vandalism around the Hite Cove area. The potential effects on 
the old railroad trestles will not be known until they can be 
evaluated before the planned Merced River trail system is 
developed. Available mitigation includes recommending Hite 
Cove as a National Register Cultural site, on site education 
historic stations at selected South Fork and Merced river areas, 
more archaeological research and uniformed law enforcement 
site monitoring. Interpretation at selected areas will address the 
history and prehistory of the area. On-site interpretation may 
occur at the Hite Cove area if the site or sites can be protected 
from vandalism. 

Alternative D (Maximum Use) The use-caused wear and sur- 
face deflation of identified archaeological sites known to exist 
within the areas of potential environmental impact may be 
eliminated. Oral history and surveys will be similar to alternative 
B and C. Information from that research and evaluation will be 
utilized in determining the planned site improvements along the 
Merced river (hikinglmountain bike trail and or historic train 
system and developed camping) and along the South Fork river 
(the Hite Cove OHV south/north river crossing and access sys- 
tem, sanitation structure and interpretive structures). Identified 
sites in high-use zones along the Merced and the Hite Cove area 
along the South Fork will be tested for significance. Those deter- 
mined to be significant will be protected or mitigated. Where no 
other suitable site could be found for a planned project, develop- 



ment on sites will be allowed following state and federally ap- 
proved data recovery or stabilization. Mitigation will result in 
some loss of future potential. There will continue to be effects to 
the cultural resources with illegal artifact collecting and van- 
dalism. The potential effects on the old railroad trestles may be 
significant if a planned railroad system is implemented on the 
existing railroad grade. Available mitigation measures are similar 
to alternative C. 

4.2 FIRE 

49.1 & 4.2.2 Merced and South Fork Merced River 

Sierra and Stanislaus National Forest policy for the suppression 
of wildfire in general forested areas is to complete one of the 
three pre-determined suppression strategies: Confine, Contain 
and Control. The suppression strategy in the Merced River 
canyon would be control with an acreage objective of 10 acres. 
Because of the steep terrain, the use of heavy equipment is 
limited in the canyon bottom as well on the walls of the canyon. 
Control is defined as to complete a control line around the fire, 
any spot fires from any interior stands to be saved; burn out any 
unburned areas adjacent to the fire side of the control line; and 
cool down all hot spots that are immediate threats to the control 
line until the line can reasonably be expected to hold under 
foreseeable conditions. Aviation and Fire Management will be 
conducted by the Sierra in accordance with a Local Operating 
Plan agreed to by the Sierra and Stanislaus. 

The Bureau of Land Management fire policy is to suppress 
wildfire. Because of the steep terrain, the use of heavy equipment 
is limited. Non-mechanical means of control could be used. 
Within the river corridor the policy would be the same. The BLM 
has a Bum Plan for 30,000 acres which includes lands located 
along the BLM's 4 mile portion of the Merced Wild and Scenic 
River. The Plan will include a prescribed burning policy. The 
objectives are watershed enhancement, hazard and fuel reduc- 
tion, improved livestock forage condition and improved wildlife 
habitat. 



The fire management policies within Merced Canyon's W&SR 
corridor on lands administered by the Yosemite National Parkare 
outside the terms of reference of this FEIS. 

4.2.1 Effect of implementing alternatives on Fire 

Alternative A (Existing Use) Sierra and the Stanislaus National 
Forests and BLM fire policies are compatible with all proposed 
alternatives. Fire management and suppression activities will be 
carried out according to the agency Fire Management Plan to 
protect the Wild and Scenicvalues. Fire potential in much of the 
canyons will remain high, primarily due to natural factors. The 
potential for accidental, person-caused fires is high with this 
alternative because of existing dispersed camping use along the 
Incline Road. Mitigation measures include a prescribed bum 
policy within the Merced andsouth Fork Merced canyons, and a 
Memorandum of Understanding fire management operating 
plan between the Stanislaus and Sierra National Forest. 

The effects of wildfire on BLM and National Forests lands in 
1987 have significantly reduced the available deer winter habitat. 
The BLM will delay further implementation of the prescribed 
burns within the river corridor until these areas have 
rehabilitated. Future prescribed burning projects will be coor- 
dinated with the California Department of Fish and Game and 
with the livestock operations in the bum project areas. 

Alternative B (Limited Use) Same as Alternative A except the 
potential for accidental, person-caused fires will be present along 
the Merced's Incline Road where dispersed, unregulated camp- 
ing will be allowed. 

Alternative C (Moderate Use) Same as A except the potential 
for accidental, person-caused fires will decrease along the Incline 
Road within the Merced W&SR corridor because of regulated 
and developed camping use. 

Alternative D (Maximum Use) The potential for fire is highest 
because of the potential of more visitor use. There will be a high 
potential for fire if the railroad plan is implemented on the 



Merced River Canyon. Mitigation measures include a prescribed 
bum policy within the canyon to reduce fuel loading. 

4.3 FISHERIES 

4.3.1 South Fork Merced River 

One of the few remaining pristine Sierra fisheries, the South 
Fork Merced River is inhabited by self-sustaining populations of 
rainbow trout, brook trout and brown trout. Downstream, located 
2 miles above Peachtree Bar, hardhead, squawfish and 
smallmouth bass arepresent. Fishing is for the most part very high 
in quality. The section in the Sierra National Forest is one of 21 
California State designated Wild Trout Streams. 

The river, within the Forest boundaries, supports a diverse 
fishery of both native and introduced species including rainbow 
trout, Sacramento squawfish, Sacramento sucker, hardhead, and 
brown trout, respectively. This river is acclaimed as a trophy 
fishery for rainbow and brown trout. Due to difficulty of access 
and terrain, the river receives relatively little angling use. 

4.3.2 Merced River 

Below El Portal, within the Sierra National Forest, the following 
fish are present in order of relative abundance: sculpin (species 
unknown), Sacramento sucker, rainbow trout, Sacramento 
squawfish, brown trout, California roach and smallmouth bass. 
Occasionally, coho salmon are known to migrate from McClure 
Reservoir into the Merced River into BLM and Forest Service 
boundaries. The coho salmon excepted, the other fish are self- 
sustaining. The Merced River is also stocked regularly during the 
summer months with legal-size trout. The stocking is limited to 
areas near campgrounds. 



4.3.3 Effect of implementing alternatives on Fisheries 

Alternative A (Existing Use) The existing fishery may be main- 
tained at its current level. There is the potential that fishing 
benefits may decrease due to limited public controls. No addi- 
tional impacts from recreational suction dredging and other 
forms of recreational mining will occur in any of the Alternatives 
because these activitieswill only be permitted in accordance with 
existing mining permits and plans. Fishinguse could increase due 
to W&SR designation and subsequent increase in recreation use. 

Alternative B (Limited Use) The fishery will be maintained at 
its current level. Fishing benefits will be maintained due to ade- 
quate public management controls. Fishing use will increase as 
the result of the new W&SR river designation No additional 
impacts from road building will occur in Alternatives B and C 
because there will be no additional road construction. It is an- 
ticipated that the existence of self sustaining trout population 
capable of providing an attractive fishery along the South Fork 
Merced will continue. 

Alternative C (Moderate Use) The existing fishery may be 
maintained at its current level. Fishing benefits may be main- 
tained due to adequate public management controls. Fishinguse 
will increase as the result of the new W&SR designated rivers 
becoming better known to the public. All W&SR Merced and 
South Fork river segments will receive an increase in angling 
pressure. Mitigation measures could reduce impacts to accept- 
able levels. Management activities such as limiting the flow of 
people to specific seasons, could be implemented. A self sustain- 
ing trout population will continue with use controls. 

Alternative D (Maximum Use) The existing fishery would have 
to be supplemented to be maintained at its current level. Fishing 
benefits will be maintained due to aggressive public management 
controls. Fishineuse will increase as the result of the new W&SR 
designated rivers becoming better known. All river segments will 
receive an increase in angling pressure with a potential effect of 
moderately decreasing the fishing quality. The impacts on the 
South Fork Merced will cause a decline in fishing quality as a 
result of increased angling pressure expected when pedestrian 
and motorized river crossing and access are allowed on both sides 



of the Hite Cove Area. Mitigationmeasures could reduce impacts 
to acceptable levels. Management activities such as limiting the 
flow of people to specific seasons could be implemented. 

4.4 GEOLOGY AND SOIL 

4.4.1 South Fork Merced River 

Geology: The portion that is within the Sierra National Forest 
flows through a V-shaped gorge carved into metasedimentary 
rock. This striking metamorphic-granitic contact zone is near Zip 
Creek. This contact zone along with the one above Wawona have 
created narrow, steep-walled gorges. 

Soils: Starting from the Forest boundary in Section 20,T.4 S., 
R.21 E. close to Highway 41 and ending at the confluence of the 
Main Fork Merced, the river runs generally through soil with a 
high erosion hazard potential. The exception is the first 2.5 miles 
where the river runs through highly productive soils. These soils 
have a high to very high erosion hazard potential whenvegetation 
is removed. The river then flows through low-producing soils all 
the way to the confluence of the Merced River. These soils are 
shallow to moderately deep and have a very high erosion hazard 
potential. 

4.4.2 Merced River 

Geology: Below El Portal to Briceburg, the river valley cuts 
through metasedimentary rocks that are geologically significant. 
The slopes along the river are sparsely vegetated. This reveals a 
variety of rock types along the river including limestone blocks 
forming prominent escarpments. 

Soils: The river runs through low-producing soils throughout the 
stretch from the El Portal area in Section 19,T3 S., R.20E. to the 
edge of the Sierra National Forest. The soils are shallow to 



moderately deep and have a very high erosion hazard potential 
throughout this area. 

A variety of soil series are found in the BLM's chaparral type 
river zone. Two major soil associations found in this chaparral 
type are the Maymen-Mariposa association and the Auburn-Dal- 
ton association. These types of soils are well drained, 8 to 20 
inches in depth, moderate to strongly acidic and have 
metasedimentary bedrock. 

4.4.3 Effect of implementing alternatives on Geology and 
Soils 

Alternative A (Existing Use) Change to the existing geology and 
soils will be minimal. There will be potential for geologic hazards, 
loss of productivity and erosion around the existing foot trails and 
OHV routes if no mitigating measures are planned. 

Alternative B (Minimal Use) Change to the existinggeology and 
soils will be minimal. Activities allowed under this Alternative 
which could affect the soils resource include prescribed burning, 
pedestrian, and equestrianuse. Monitoring of trail and route use 
will determine when impacts reach levels where controls are 
necessary. 

Alternative C (Moderate Use) Change to the existing geology 
and soils will be moderate. Activities allowed under this Alterna- 
tive which could affect the soils resource include those listed in 
Alternative B with the addition of OHV use (South side of Hite 
Cove area). Mitigating measureswill be established to control the 
adverse impacts to soils along the access systems. 

Alternative D (Maximum Use) Change to the existing geology 
and soils will be moderate to heaw. Activities allowed under this 
Alternative will include those listid for Alternative B and C plus 
motorized OHV route access (North and South side of Hite 
Cove) and a train access system along the Incline Road within the 
Merced River corridor. Substantial mitigating measures will have 
to be established to control the adverse impact to soils along the 
access systems. 



4.5 GRAZING 

4.5.2 Merced River 

BLM leases approximately 22,880 acres of public land bounded 
to the south and east by the Merced Wild and Scenic River. The 
area provides forage for livestock under a single authorized graz- 
ing lease. The Bureau leases 2057 AUMs of use to a Mariposa 
County cattle rancher. The rancher has a cow/calf operation 
which utilizes both Bureau and Forest Senice land. The grazing 
season of use authorized on BLM lands extends from March 15 
to September 15. The highest percentage of livestockuse onBLM 
and Forest lands occurs from March to June. In accordance with 
a memorandum of understanding between the Sierra and the 
Stanislaus National Forests signed on December 8 1989, all range 
and fuels management responsibilities that are on the north or 
Stanislaus side of the river corridor will be retained by the Stanis- 
laus. 

4.5.3 Effect of implementing alternatives on grazing 

Alternative A (Existing Use) The resource emphasis will not 
change. Grazing will continue at the current level. Potential 
conflicts between rafters on the Merced River and cattle during 
the early part of the rafting season will continue to be a problem. 
Opportunities to improve grazing will be implemented on a 
case-by case basis. AUMs will remain the same depending on the 
allotment plans. The BLM Merced River 1970 Allotment 
Management Plan (AMP) includes portions of the 1987 desig- 
nated W&SR Canyon area. Historically cattle have made use of 
this Merced River corridor. There will be effects to the existing 
allotment plan if it has to be updated. There will be effects to 
grazing with the Bureau's bum plan to reduce brush densities in 
the AMP areas. This bum policy places emphasis on natural 
vegetation succession following burning. There will be effects to 
the bureau's policy of de-emphasized type conversion from brush 
to perennial grass within the corridor area. 



Alternative B (Limited Use) The resource emphasis will be to 
more bioloeical diversitv. Grazine will continue at current levels. - u 

Opportunities to improve grazing and vegetation conditions will 
be implemented where compatible with seasons and other 
resource uses. AUM's will remain the same. If over-utilization of 
riparian flats occur and ample forage is available at higher eleva- 
tions, redistribution opportunities will be established. The effects 
to grazing with the Bureau's bum plan will be same as shown in 
Alternative k Available mitigation for potential project effects 
include public education that grazing is historically acceptable. 
Site specific revised grazing allotment plans that follow the NEPA 
process will be completed as necessary. The goal will be to protect 
the river corridors, sensitive riparian areas and cultural resources 
sites. Grazing will be managed to protectwater quality of the river 
and the riparian ecosystem. Best Management Practices (BMP's) 
8-2, Controlling Livestock Number and Season of Use will be 
considered in the allotment plans. Fencing the rafting lunch 
stopping areas that are traditional grazing watering areas will be 
considered in the allotments plans. 

Alternative C (Moderate Use) The resource emvhasis will varv 
by zone. Aslight increase ingrazingpotentialmay be emphasized 
in the Recreational (Merced River) zone. AUM's will remain the 
same. The goal of protecting river corridors will be met with 
redistribution. Opportunities to improve grazing and vegetative 
conditions on the upper slopes of the canyon will be considered. 
All other effects and mitigation measures are the same as Alter- 
native B. 

Alternative D (Maximum Use) The resource emphasis will be 
on development. Grazing will be eliminated on the Merced river 
flats during the high-use recreation season when the train and or 
hikinglmountain bikehorse trail is being used. Opportunities to 
improve grazing and vegetative conditions on the upper slopes of 
the canyon will be considered. AUM will decrease slightly as a 
result of moving the off-date to insure cattle are out of the area 
prior to heavy recreational use. All other effects will be similar 
to Alternative A. Mitigation measures are the same as Alterna- 
tive B. 



4.6 LAND OWNERSHIP AND USE 

4.6.1 South Fork Merced River 

Land ownership: National Forest (Sierra National Forest) 40% 
or approximately 17.0 miles, Private 2% or approximately 1.0 
mile, National Forest and National Park (Sierra National Forest 
and Yosemite National Park) 7% or approximately 3.0 shared 
miles. The remaining 22.0 miles (51%) are administered by the 
National Park and not addressed in this FEIS. 

Land use: There are 6 patented mining claims along the Sierra 
National Forest section of the river. Some of these 114 sections 
have 1 to 20unpatented claims. However, there is limited activity 
going on at the present because dredging permits for mining are 
not being issued by the California State Department of Fish and 
Game. Recreational gold panning may be done on the river if it 
is not under claim. There are a few private land parcels that are 
patented mining claims. There is a utility company easement 
dating from 1920. 

Approximately 40 acres of a commercial logging zone will be 
able to be viewed from the river corridor. A Research Natural 
Area (RNA) has been recommended by the Sierra National 
Forest near the Bishop Creek, Devil Peak, Devil Gulch area. 

There are two existing crossings of the South Fork Merced 
River, the Wawona road and Highway 140 at the confluence with 
the Merced River. Access is available at three additional points 
by trail and at two points by vehicle. The river is paralleled by a 
foot trail for 80% of its length. However, due to terrain, the trail 
is frequently onequarter to one-half mile slope distance from the 
stream and hiking access is difficult. In the lower reaches there 
are two, four-wheel drive roadsltrails that go to Hite Cove. The 
Hite Cove south OHV route parallels the South Fork River 
approximately one mile within the W&SR corridor and is 
presently open to the public. The Hite Cove north route is 
presently open to administrative use only. 



4.6.2 Merced River 

Land ownership: National Forest (Sierra-Stanislaus National 
Forests) 13% or a~oroximatelv 9 miles. Public Domain ( Bureau 
of Land ~ a n a ~ e m e n t - ~ o l s o k  ~istric;) 6% or approxiAately 4 
miles, Private 3% or approximately 2 miles. The remaining 56 
miles (78%) are administered by the National Park and not 
addressed in this EA. 

Land use: Below El Portal, and within the Sierra National 
Forest, land use presently includes a few small scale mining 
activities. These mining activities on the river are primarily part- 
time or recreational in nature. Suction dredging for placer gold 
is a popular pastime on many streams and rivers throughout the 
Mother Lode area of California. The California State Depart- 
ment of Fish and Game regulates and permits suction dredging 
throughout the year. Within the Sierra National Forest there are 
numerous mining claims along the river. Each 114 section along 
the river has at least one claim with most having three or four. 
There are private land parcels that are patented mining claims. 
The BLM reports that the number of unpatented mining claims 
increased 128% in the years between 1975 and 1980, with a 58% 
increase from 1979 to 1980 alone. 

There are seven utility company power line easements within 
the Forest Senice's section dating from 1930 that include from 1 
to 90 acres. There are also Federal Power Act Withdrawals 
(FERC) extending for most of the Sierra National Forest and 
BLM river corridor lands which are from previous hydroelectric 
power proposals. These withdrawals are now being reviewed to 
see if they are still necessary. BLM has the responsibility by 1991 
to recommend to Congress if these withdrawals should be 
removed. 

There are approximately 28 private land owners within the 
boundaries of the Sierra and Stanislaus National Forests. There 
are also private land owners along the BLM'S portion of the river 
corridor sections of the Merced River. 

Mariposa County is interested in protecting its rights to 
withdraw water from a portion of the Merced River. The County 
has no water rights at this time. However, an application for rrcltcr 



rights through the California State Water Resources Control 
Board will probably be completed by 1992. 

The river below El Portal, on Sierra National Forest and BLM- 
administered lands, is paralleled by the all-year State Highway 
#140. There are two bridge river crossings but none on Forest 
Service-administered lands. There are approximately 11 miles of 
vehicle access within National Forest public lands. The remaining 
4 miles of vehicle access to Briceburg are on BLM-administered 
lands. The river forms the boundary between the Sierra and 
Stanislaus National Forests. However in accordance with a 
memorandum of understanding (MOU) signed December 8, 
1989, the wild and scenic river corridor will be administered by 
the Sierra National Forest. This will provide the public with a 
single administrative unit responsible for all National Forest 
System lands adjacent to the Merced River. The Management or 
Implementation Plan which will be mutually agreed upon by both 
the Sierra and the Stanislaus, will set the resource management 
direction within the river corridor. 

4.6.3 Effect of implementing alternatives on Land 
Ownership and Use 

The effects of implementing the management plan on Federally 
administered lands is the subject of this entire document. The 
discussion in this section will focus only on issues not addressed 
in other parts of this analysis. There will be effects on the private 
land ownership within the South Fork Merced and Merced river 
corridors if both agencies attempt to purchase the land from 
willing seller-willing buyer agreements that include fee title pur- 
chase, exchange or donation or acquire scenic easements. 
Management direction for property acquisition is the same for 
each alternative. As parcels become available for acquisition or 
exchange. offers from landowners will be tendered bv the Forest 
service-o; BLM or a third party that is working with the agencies 
to exchange lands. No management direction will be established 
for the activities that may occur on the non-federal lands while 
under private ownership. Plans for private land use development 
will be monitored through the county planning department 
processes. Proposals which are determined to be inconsistent 
with the purposes of the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act wil! be 



considered for condemnation action. The goal is to reach a 
mutual agreement with the landowner. Condemnation would 
only be used as a last resort to prevent existing or potential land 
use or developments from degrading the outstanding values of 
the wild and scenic river corridor. 

Alternative A (Existing Use) Existing impacts to private lands 
will continue unchanged. Effects include fire hazards, noise, 
trespass, litter, vandalism to private improvements, sanitation 
problems, liability problems, hunting restrictions, motorized ac- 
cess problems, wildlife regulations and damage to privateproper- 
ty caused by recreationists using private lands along the Merced 
and South Fork Merced Rivers. Public motorized use within the 
"scenic" classification of the South Fork Merced will continue and 
be subject to impacts associated with motorized access. Public 
hiking and equestrian use will continue along the South Fork 
Merced and be subject to existing impacts like vandalism to the 
historic artifacts, litter pollution, shooting and fire hazards. Avail- 
able mitigation for potential project effects include communicat- 
ing to the public by signing, media, and publications that private 
land exists along the wild and scenic river corridor. Mitigation 
also includes enforcing county guidelines and regulations which 
relate to the W&SR river values. 

Alternative B (Limited Use) Existing impacts to private lands 
may continue unchanged. The effects are the similar to Alterna- 
tive A with three exceptions. 1. Public motorized use within the 
"scenic" classification of the South Fork Merced will be discon- 
tinued. Therefore public access impactswill not affect the private 
lands outside the W&SR corridor on the south side access to Hike 
Cove. 2. Public hiking, mountain biking and equestrian use 
proposed on the old railroad grade along the Merced River will 
impact private lands if this trail is implemented. Mitigation 
measures are the same listed in Alternative k 3. The existing 
dispersed type of public recreationuse on the Incline Road within 
the Merced River corridor will continue to be a potential fire, 
sanitation and vandalism problem for those private land owners 
living along the river corridor. Equal enforcement regulations 
between the BLM, Forest Service, County and State agencies will 
be established. Partnership agreements between the private land 
owners and government agencies for financing necessary im- 
provements like fences, installing planting or natural visual buf- 



fers, guide and information signs, relocation or improvements to 
trails will have to be negotiated. 

Alternative C (Moderate Use) Existing impacts to private lands 
will change. The effects are similar to Alternative A with two 
exceptions. 1. Public hiking, mountain biking and equestrian use 
on the old railroad grade along the Merced River will impact 
private lands if this is trail is implemented. 2. The planned 
developed camping use along the Incline Road within the Merced 
River corridor will help to mitigate potential fire, sanitation and 
vandalism problems for private owners. Mitigation measures are 
the same listed in Alternative A and B including formal partner- 
ship agreements between the federal agencies and Cal Trans 
concerning the Merced Highway, right of way responsibilities, 
signing and maintenance agreements. 

Alternative D (Maximum Use) Existing impacts to private lands 
will change. The effects are similar to Alternative A and C with 
two exceptions. 1. Public hiking, mountain biking and equestrian 
use and or the proposed train system on the old existing railroad 
grade will impact private lands if these hiking or train systems are 
implemented. 2. Retaining the south and opening up the north 
side routes to public OHVuse within the W&SR at theHite Cove 
area will impact private lands outside the W&SR corridor. Ease- 
ments or purchase agreements outside the W&SR corridor will 
have to be negotiated for the north route. Mitigation measures 
are the same listed in Alternative A, B and C. Formal partnership 
agreements between the federal agencies, the state and county 
agencies and the private land owners concerning the operation 
and maintenance of a hiking and or train access system on the old 
railroad grade will have to be completed. 

4.7 MINERALS 

4.7.1 Merced River and South Fork Merced River 

Environmental consequences to mineral resources on the 
Merced and South Fork Merced Rivers will be similar in all 
alternatives. The river's classifications have already been deter- 
mined as either "wild," "scenic," or "recreational," within the lands 



administered by the BLM and Forest Service. Under the "recrea- 
tional" and "scenic" classifications, which includes the river seg- 
mentswithin the Merced River and one segment within the South 
Fork Merced River, existing valid mining operations or new 
mining claims will be allowed to continue. All claims, in any 
segment open to location, will be examined for validity prior to 
approval of operating plans. Operating plans on claims of proven 
validity will be subject to environmental conditions prescribed, 
by the Forest Service or Bureau of Land Management, to protect 
the values for which the river was designated. Mining activities 
within this classification are subject to regulations (36 CER 228). 
In these portions the Secretaries of Agriculture and Interior may 
prescribe to protect the values of the wild and scenic rivers. 
Mineral activities will be conducted in a manner that minimizes 
surface disturbance, sedimentation, pollution and visual impair- 
ment. Under the "wild" classification, which includes all but two 
small segments on the South Fork Merced River, new mining 
claims will not be allowedl Existing valid mining operations will 
+e allowed subject to the conditions outlined above. The Califor- 
nia State Department of Fish and Game has closed the South 
Fork of the Merced to river dredging. However, valid claims 
would be able to be worked by methods other than dredging and 
therefore could become active. 

Portions of the Merced River lying onBLM administered lands 
are presently encompassed by placer mining claims. Areas under 
claim include BLM administered campgrounds, whitewater boat- 
ing access points, day-use areas, and other public use areas. Most 
claims are supporting small-scale operations producing only 
small quantities of gold. A few of the minors do not have approved 
plans of operations. Interlocutory decisions to void these plans of 
operations were issued in January 1991. The claimants did not 
live in state approved structures. The structures failed county 
health and building code inspections on three separate occasions. 
The claimants have been cited for violations of federal regula- 
tions regarding these structures and are currently scheduled for 
trial in federal court. The public at large has access along the 
Merced River from Briceburg to Bagby (outside the terms of 
reference of this EIS). The public used Merced River Trail runs 
this entire distance. There is road andvehicular access to the river 
from Briceburg to Railroad Flat. The mining structures are sub- 
ject to the same aesthetic guidelines given other BLM and Forest 



Service lands. Their existing mining activities are commercial in 
nature. However, the miners in the past have allowed the public 
to recreation Dan and use small dredges on their claims. The - 
agencies are considering installing a permit system to manage this 
secondary use. The goal will be to make sure this use protects the 
values fo; which thd river was designated. This dredging or pan- 
ning recreational type use will have to meet these criteria: mini- 
mize surface disturbance, sedimentation, pollution and visual 
impairment in order to be acceptable. The responsible agency 
will made this decision. At present, placer mining on the Merced 
consists primarily of suction dredging withvacuum nozzles having 
intake diameters of up to 8 inches and sluices on small flotation 
platforms. Most placer mining claimants do not suction dredge 
on their claims more than a few weeks out of the year. Given that 
most of the Merced River is under claim for placer gold, the 
public at large has been excluded from the recreational mining 
activities currently enjoyed by'mining claimants. A few placer 
claims have been purchased by recreational mining clubs for the 
exclusive use of their members. Such purchases are increasing in 
upstream areas of the Merced River administered by the Forest 
Service and can be expected to increase in downstream BLM 
areas. Under current mining laws this situation is not expected to 
change. 

4.7.3 Effect of implementing alternatives on mining 

Alternative A (Existing Use) All existing valid mining opera- 
tions may continue with effects as described in 4.7.1. Available 
mitigation for potential and existing project effects include 
monitoring each claim to see if they are a valid mining operation 
and if they meet the guidelines as established by the wild and 
scenic rivers Act to minimize surface disturbance, sedimentation, 
pollution and visual impairment. Both agencies are also prescrib- 
ing a withdrawal from mineral entry for all "recreational" and 
"scenic" classification areas within the desienated comdor. The 
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effects will permit public recreational mining permits to become 
available as existing: claims lause or are declared invalid. Such a - 
permit system will allow recreational suction dredging and other 
forms of recreational mining to continue on the Merced River. 
This will ensure the preservation of the wild and scenic character 



of theriv~r. No new mining claims and no disposal of public lands 
under the land laws within the withdrawn area will be permitted. 
The withdrawal will not affect the patenting of lands under exist- 
ing valid claims. 

Alternative B (Limited Use) All existing valid mining opera- 
tions may continue with effects as described 4.7.1. 

Alternative C (Moderate Use) AU existing valid mining opera- 
tions may continue with effects as described 4.7.1. 

Alternative D (Maximum Use) All existing valid mining opera- 
tions may continue with effects as described 4.7.1. 

4.8 RECREATION 

4.8.1 South Fork Merced River 

Swimming and fishing opportunities exist in the numerous pools 
along the South Fork Merced River. Canoeing, rafting and kayak- 
ing are possible on the Sierra National Forest starting about 2 
miles above Hite Cove to Savage's Trading Post. Whitewater 
rafting presents an extreme challenge within the narrow canyon. 
Floating the rest of the river is often dangerous due 'to cascades, 
steep waterfalls and access problems. 

There is a network of trails into the South Fork canyon that 
access the river corridor. These include the Hite Cove, Iron 
Creek, Bishop Creek, Savage-Lundy and the Skelton Creek 
Trails. On the south side of the Hite Cove area is a four-wheel 
drive route that provides existing OHV recreation use and south 
to north access to the river. On the north side of the Hite Cove 
area is a four-wheel drive route that provides existing administra- 
tive use and north to south access to the river. This north side 
route crosses private property parcels, is gated and has no existing 
public use. Another Hite Cove hiking trail runs east to west from 
Wawona to Savage's Trading Post via Bishop Creek and Iron 
Creek with two ford crossings. These trails provide ample oppor- 



tunities to access plant-wildflower study, fishing, swimming, hunt- 
ing, hiking and viewing scenery. Recreational use is moderate 
during the spring and fall. During the summer months, heat, 
poison oak, rattlesnakes and dense brush discourage visitors. 

4.8.2 Merced River 

Below El Portal and within the Sierra and Stanislaus National 
Forests the river is used by rafters and kayakers in the late spring 
and early summer. This segment has a difficulty class of IIVIV as 
listed by the Eyed ' I .  which is a guide prepared 
by the Interagency White Water Committee composed of the 
National Park Service, Bureau of Land Management and the 
Forest Service. It has been reported that there is a zone near El 
Portal that, because of the significant challenge, should be rated 
class V +, the most difficult. i t  present this section fromEl Portal 
to Redbud Launch Site is seldom used bv rafters: however. use is , 
likely to increase in the future, especially by skilled rafters. 
Whitewater boating is outstanding from the Redbud Launch Site 
to Bagby as b e  wading and water play. Many rafters put in on 
National Park land at Redbud in the vicinity of El Portal or at 
Cranberry Flat on National Forest land and then float down to 
Bagby at the top of McClure Reservoir, which is within the 
Bureau of Land Management lands. This river trip is about 28 
miles. 

Camping and picnicking opportunities within the Sierra and 
Stanislaus National Forests and the Bureau of Land Management 
lands are limited and restricted by high summer tempe;atures. 
However, camping exceeds capacity in the Forest Service 
campgrounds throughout late spring, summer and early autumn. 
The BLM manages three semi-improved campgrounds along its 
river section and reports popular use with local residents during 
the weekends. An increasing number of in-state, local campers 
have the Merced Canyon from McClure Reservoir to El Portal as 
their destination rather than Yosemite. Activities below El Portal 
include fishing, swimming, off-road vehicle use close to the river, 
camping, nature study, viewing scenery and kayaking. In 1983, 
commercial rafting companies carried 6,326 passengers; private 
individuals accounted for about 1,500 additional rafters. 



4.8.3 Effect of implementing alernatwes on Recreation 

The environmental consequences to the recreation resource of 
the Merced and South Fork Merced River will vary depending on 
the recreation opportunities provided in each alternative. There 
will be effects on the recreation opportunities, the levels of 
development, recreation use, sanitation, pollution and controls. 
Recreation use may increase over time up to the capacity of each 
alternative. Use will be monitored according the Limits of Ac- 
ceptable Change (LAC) guidelines outlined in the river's Im- 
plementation Plan and within each management river zone. 
Future changes may occur based on the finding of this monitoring 
system. 

Alternative A (Existing Use) Recreation capacity remains at 
current levels. The Merced River segments classified "Recrea- 
tional" will be managed for Rural (R) and Roaded Natural (RN) 
recreation opportunities. The one segment classified "scenic" on 
the. South Fork Merced will be managed for Semi-primitive 
Motorized (SPM). The remaining two segments classified "wild" 
on the South Fork Merced will be managed for Semi-primitive 
Non-Motorized (SPNM) in accordance with the forest's existing 
management direction. This alternative includes existing trail- 
heads, public information and interpretation areas, recreational 
facilities and dispersed and developed recreation areas. Un- 
planned parking areas will develop on the Incline and Hite Cove 
south entrance roads. Dispersed camping will remain unregu- 
lated on the north side of the Incline road (old railroad grade). 
Lack of adequate parking will continue to force day users and 
rafters to seek dispersed campsites along the Merced River. 
Potential fire problems will continue to exist because of this 
dispersed use. The existing allocation system will remain intact 
until Limits of Acceptable Change is implemented and use 
monitored to determine if changes are needed. Public motorized 
OHV access will continue on the south side route to Hite Cove. 
Public and commercial rafting will continue unchanged on the 
Merced River. The river banks will continue to see the effects of 
sanitation problems at the heavily used dispersed areas. No 
mitigation to the effects will be planned. 

Alternative B (Limited Use) Recreation capacity may remain at 
current levels of use within the wild zones. Recreation use will 



increase if the planned foot, horse, mountain bike trail is con- 
stmcted on the old railroad grade along the Merced River. 
Recreation use along the "scenic" South Fork areas will decrease. 
The Merced River segments remain the same "recreational" clas- 
sification and will be managed with the same ROS values as 
Alternative A The segment classified "scenic" on the South Fork 
Merced will be managed as a Semi-primitive Non-Motorized 
(SPNM) within the W&SR corridor. No public motorized 
(OHV) access will be allowed on the south or north side to Hite 
Cove within the W&SR comdor. Limiting the Hite Cove area to 
hiking access only will reduce the potential resource damage 
effects from public use. There will be an increased need for 
regulatory and enforcement personal as a result of closing the 
south side to OHV existing use. After over 20 years of public 
OHV use, this closure will have to be enforced. Limiting com- 
mercial ventures in the WSR corridor will maintain the current 
character of the area.The remaining"wi1d segments on the South 
Fork Merced River will be managed as Primitive (P) and Semi- 
Primitive Non-Motorized (SPNM) areas. A managed use system 
will enhance the recreation experience for the users within the 
river segments. This system will monitor the effects of the recrea- 
tional use within all zones and recommend changes if necessary. 
Public and commercial raftingwill continue on the Merced River 
with no change in effects to the resources. The weekend use will 
continue to be congested with visitors trying to camp along the 
Merced's dispersed areas. This will cause negative effects to the 
resources because of lack of developed parking, sanitation and 
access points to the recreation site put-in and take out areas on 
BLM and Forest Senrice administered lands. 

Alternative C (Moderate Use) Recreation capacitywill increase 
from the current levels of use along the Merced River's recrea- 
tional zone if the planned foot, horse, mountain bike trail is 
constructed. Recreationuse and management of segments within 
the scenic and wild zones will remain the same as listed in 
Alternative A. The ROS will remain the same as the current 
management direction for the south side of the river at Hite Cove, 
which is Semi-primitive Motorized (SPM). Retaining the existing 
OHV and hiking access to Hite Cove will have the same effects 
as Alternative A. However with this alternative a planned 
monitoring approach, public use controls and sanitation facilities 
will be implemented to mitigate potential negative effects. The 



north side of Hite Cove will be managed as a Semi-primitive 
Non-Motorized area within the WSR corridor. Only administra- 
tive use will be allowed on the north side. There will be no 
sanitation, litter or access effects to the existing north road be- 
cause no public use will be allowed. There will be potential 
negative visual or archaeological effects to allowing minor im- 
ported recreational interpretive signs or sanitation structures to 
be added to the Hite Cove area. Mitigation guidelines include 
following the forest visual quality guidelines and forest and state 
archaeological standards. Camping will be regulated on the north 
side of the Incline road.The effects to the to existingandpotential 
fire, sanitation, and litter problems will be positive. However, a 
developed campground at this north side location may attract 
campers with more equipment and facilities needs thandispersed 
type campers. Public and commercial rafting will continue at 
present levels. There will be a positive sanitation and access effect 
as a result of rehabilitated parking and use areas at the rafting 
put-in and put-out areas. 

Alternative D (Maximum Use) Recreation capacity will sig- 
nificantly increase from the current levels of use. This alternative 
includes the addition of a train system along Merced River route 
and a southtnorth OHV system on the South Fork Merced River 
at the Hite Cove area. These new uses will contribute to the 
increases in public use. The recreation opportunity spectrum 
(ROS) standards will remain the same as indicated in Alternative 
A. public mot0rize.d OHV access will be allowed both on the 
existing north and south side routes within the Hite Cove SPM 
areas. The recreation effects to the OHV users will be positive 
because the route would be a through route from the Jerserdale 
south side to the highway 140 north side. The negative effects 
within the WSR to the fisheries, archaeological, riparian and 
aesthetic resources may be significant and will have to be 
analyzed and mitigated before the route could be open to OHV 
traffic. Apublic train system may be operated and maintained on 
the Merced Canyon's Incline road. The positive effects for his- 
toric recreation experiences is subjective. The interpretive effects 
may be positive. The access effects may be positive. The negative 
effects of to private owners, fire, noise, archeological and to 
Yosemite National Park will have to be analyzed, monitored and 
mitigated as necessary. The potential negative effects to the 
planned Merced Trail where mountain bike, hiking and horse- 



back riding will take place, will have to be mitigated if the same 
route is chosen for both recreation systems. 

4.9 SOCIO-ECONOMICS 

4.9.1 South Fork Merced River 

Economics: Presently no major diversion or storage facilities 
exist along the river. A hydroelectric power development 
proposal within the Forest was withdrawn in 1985. 

There are over 100 mining claims along the western portions of 
the river comdor on the Sierra National Forest. Some of these 
claims may be commercially feasible. Historically the area was 
known for mining activity especially around the Hite Cove mine. 
No commercial mining is currently being done on the South Fork 
Merced because it is not economically feasible and the California 
State Department of Fish and Game is not issuing dredging 
permits along this river. 

Local merchants commercially benefit from commercial river 
recreational users. However, floating the upper portions of the 
South Fork Merced river are dangerous, except around the 
Wawona area due to steev waterfalls. rocks and verv limited 
access. ~ l t h o ~ ~ ~ h  the oppbrtunity is 'present, it m& not be 
developed because of the danger and classification of "wild." 

Socio: At present most of the users for the western portion of 
the river are local and in-state recreationists. There is evidence 
the South Fork has received more than 7.000 ~eov le  annually 
betweenFebruary and June. b an^ people hike in'to t ie  Hite ~ o v k  
area. Many are hikers looking at the flowers and taking pictures. 
Many like-to fish and appreciate the Wild Trout ~treamdesi~na- 
tion. There are some daylnight swimming and camping activities 
enjoyed by all. 



4.9.2 Merced River 

There is a diversity of mining claims along the river on the Sierra 
and Stanislaus National Forests and the Bureau of Land Manaee- u 

ment-administered lands. Although some are active, they are 
primarily part-time or recreational in nature. 

There are presently nine commercial outfitters providing one-or 
two-day whitewater boating, trips down various segments of the - - - 
~ e r c e d  River according to the River guide 
prepared by the Interagency Whitewater Committee composed 
of the National Park Service, Bureau of Land Management and 
the Forest Service. Even if the season only extends to spring with 
levels of IIVIV difficulty, this recreation activity seems to be a 
trend of the future for this river. Some of these commercial 
outfitters are reporting the Merced offers one of the finest 
stretches of whitewater in California. In a 1984 Planning and 
Conservation League analysis of California whitewater rafting, it 
was reported that an estimated 14,386 visitor days of rafting on 
the Merced in 1982 generated an estimated $5,294,000 in the 
State's economy and 90 jobs. Rafting has increased since then. 
The local and State economies are benefiting by money spent by 
rafters. 

A major portion of Mariposa County's income is derived from 
people travelling, resting, sleeping, shopping and recreating 
along Highway 140. The Merced river section from Briceburg to 
El Portal is accessible after a five hours drive from both Los 
Angeles and San Francisco with a population of over twenty 
million people. Many of these visitors are heading to Yosemite 
National Park. 

Socio: Everyone who drives to Yosemite via Highway 140 gets a 
chance as they drive through BLM and Stanislaus and Sierra 
National Forest administered lands to stop, see, hear and under- 
stand the values of the Merced River. 

There are people living along this river at Briceburg, El Portal 
and Yosemite Valley who focus on the river for recreation. The 
General Management Plan for Yosemite proposes large in- 
creases in population of the El Portal area. These folks are very 
conscious of the river environment. Some will be concerned with 



the river's environment, some with the environment plus the 
economical benefits related to the river. 

4.9.3 Effect of implementing alernatiwes on 
Socio-economics 

Alternative A (Existing Use) There will be no change from the 
positive economic effects to the local communities if this Alter- 
native is implemented. The existing commercial rafting, fishing, 
OHV use, recreational mining, recreational camping and hiking 
activitieswithin W&SR corridorswill continue to providevisitors 
in need of services and supplies to the local economy. On a social 
level, many people will be secure knowing that the existing num- 
bers of people around themwill not significantly change, that only 
the existing few information and services will be provided and 
that understanding their activities will require only moderate 
skill. 

Alternative B (Limited Use) The effects in this alternative will 
be the same as in Alternative A. There may be a minimal increase 
in economical benefits if the Merced River Trail on Incline road 
gets built and used by the public. Low density areas with limited 
improvements, information, security, access systems and person 
made opportunities will dominate this alternative. 

Alternative C (Moderate Use) The effects in this alternative will 
be increased as compared to Alternative A and B. There will be 
more visitors coming to the area because of planned facility 
improvements and opportunities. This will encourage more 
visitors to come and spend more money within the local com- 
munities. Moderate density areas with moderate improvements, 
more types of information, more security, improved access sys- 
tems and more person made opportunities will champion this 
alternative. 

Alternative D (Maximum Use) The effects in this alternative 
will be increased in ~ r o ~ o r t i o n  to Alternative A. B and C. More 
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visitors, higher densities, more improvements, more money to the 
local communities, more improved access systems more access 
opportunities similar to the irain improvem~nts planned on In- 
cline road and opening the north south OHV route to cross 
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country use will equal more visitors and more spending of money 
at the local communities. 

4.10 THREATENED AND ENDANGERED SPECIES 

See 4.11 Vegetation and 4.14 Wildlife to review what the effects 
of implementing alternatives will be. 

4.1 1 VEGETATION 

4.11.1 South Fork Merced River 

Downstream, to about 5,000 feet in elevation, the vegetation 
consists largely of lodgepole pine, ponderosa pine and red fir. 
Below the middle reaches and the lower reaches, the river is 
bordered by white fir, incense-cedar, manzanita, ceanothus and 
mountain mahogany, along with digger pine. 

Reference to lists of rare, threatened, and endangered plants 
maintained by the State of California, California Native Plant 
Society, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Senice, and Yosemite National 
Park reveals 18 species of such plants in the canyon. Among these 
are  the BUium uosemitense, congdomi. and 
Lmisia mn&n& which are concentrated in the Devil's Gulch 
area. u, the rarest plant known in the Sierra 
National Forest, also grows along the South Fork. 

Spectacular wildflower displays also occur for about 7 miles 
between Bishop Creek and Devil's Gulch. This rich botanical 
diversity and abundance of wildflowers in the South Fork canyon 
has been confirmed in a book, Wildflowers of the tJlte s Cove . ,  
DiLQWi). These botanical values are being heavily utilized for 
education purposes. 

Riparian vegetation is generally non-existent or limited to nar- 
row, sparse strips. This is backed by foothill chaparral and annual 



grasses on about 75% of the corridor distance. Ponderosa pine 
and mixed conifer stands can be found within 25% of the 
proposed corridor boundary. 

4.1 1.2 Merced River 

The Merced River Canyon exhibits a wide variety of flora and 
fauna. Below El Portal, on Sierra National Forest administered 
lands, the vegetation is mostly live oak-digger pine woodland. 
There is a very narrow strip of riparian vegetation with a back- 
ground of chaparral and annual grasses. The wild canyon below 
Briceburg adjacent to the BLM lands contains chaparral and 
riparian habitat. The riparian community includes alder and wil- 
low (Salix a). Along the edges of the river, within the Lower 
Sonoran Life Zone, the vegetation is dominated by digger pine 
(Einus -1, interior live oak (as), califor- 
nia buckeye (Aesculus californica), redbud (W occiaentalls 
and poison oak (Bhus diverslloba 
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Between El Portal and Briceburg there are five Region 5 sensi- 
tive plants growing adjacent to the river. These are Bllium . .. vosemitense East., C a r e x t o m ~ k l n s l l  J.T. &well. Ch&b, l,i& 
guhta Lewis and Lewis., E- congdonil Bdg. and 
Lw& conPdonii (Rydb.) J.T. Howell. Under current regional 
direction, plants listed as "sensitive" are managed to avoid future 
listing as threatened and endangered. 

No SierraNational Forest sensitive plants are currently federally 
listed as Threatened or Endangered, through Clarkia l i m  is 
listed by the State of California as Endangered, and the other four 
species listed above are State listed as Rare. Except for C. biloba 
australis, l i m  is a Category 1 candidate for federal 
listing as threatened or endangered, which means there is enough 
information on file with the US Fish & Wildlife Service to warrant 
federal listing. It is by far the rarest plant on the Sierra National 
Forest, occurring at only two sites. 

A total of 347 plant species have been recorded for the river 
corridor. Of these, 209 species are located in digger pine-oak 
communities and 138 species located in chaparral communities. 



Among the chaparral types the predominant species include 
buckbrush (- m), chamise (m & 
-1, coffee berry (Rhamnus californicus), deer brush 
(Ceanothus), manzanita 
and mountain mahogany (- betuloides). 

4.1 1.3 Effects of implementing alternatives on Vegetation 

Alternative A (Existing Use) There may be adverse effects to 
the existing vegetation because of a lack of public use controls. - - 
These negative effects will be adjacent to the-existing road, route 
and trail systems. Prescribed burning forwildlife habitat will alter 
selected areas of chaparral. This effect will be to mainly change 
the age class and structure of chaparral which will provide for 
greater species diversity. Impacts to riparian vegetation will be 
localized around the more popular use areas of the'Merced and 
South Fork Merced rivers. The effects will be negligible in terms 
of the total riparian environment. 

Alternative B (Limited Use) There will be no adverse effects to 
the vegetation resources. Adequate public use controls within 
this alternative will mitigate any potential minimal adverse ef- 
fects. The other effects are similar to Alternative A 

Alternative C (Moderate Use) There may be minimal or no 
adverse effects to the vegetation resources. There will be ade- 
quate management public use controls within this alternative. 
The other effects will be similar to alternative k 

Alternative D (Maximum Use) There will be an adverse effects 
to the vegetation resources. Prescribed burning for wildlife ., - 
habitat improvements or potential fire danger for the proposed 
train system will alter selected areas of chaparral. This effect will 
be to change the age class and structure of chaparral. The effects 
may be moderate in terms of the total W&SR riparian environ- 
ment. 



4.12 VISUAL RESOURCES 

4.12.1 South Fork Merced River 

The lower canyon consists of a 2,000 to 3,000 foot deep, highly 
primitive, "V shaped gorge with numerous pools. Within the 
Sierra National Forest the river passes through the Sierra Nevada 
Landscape Character type with a landscape character rated as 
"Common" as compared to the rest of the California landscapes. 
This criterion was based on three variables: landform, vegetation 
and water forms. However, the river corridor in this section is 
considered to be distinctive by some because of highly varied and 
defined patterns along the canyons. There is little evidence of 
anyone's activities existing in the canyon, asviewed from the river. 
There are, however, historic mining remnants visible especially 
around Hite Cove, Sims Cove, Peachtree Bar and Bishop Creek. 
In fact, the trail network itself is a visual and historic resource 
because of these remnants. There are also outstanding seasonal 
wildflower displays in this lower 7 miles of the river. Selected 
portions of the river canyon are visible from the upper portions 
of the Wawona Road. 

4.12.2 Merced River 

Below El Portal and within the Sierra National Forest the river 
flows through the Sierra Foothill and Great Valley Landscape 
Character types which have some very rugged mountain and 
foothill country next to the corridor. There are many rapids along 
this section. The river runs adjacent to lands within the Sierra and 
Stanislaus National Forests. This area is rated as having a variety 
class B which is based on landform, vegetation and water forms. 
This means that the canyon's landscape is common as compared 
to many other California landscapes. 

The BLM has also inventoried and given visual quality manage- 
ment classes to their sections of the river. The Merced Canyon 
has been given a VRM (Visual Resource Management) Class 11. 
These areas are generally viewed as foreground or middleground 
from highways and access roads. 



The river in both the Forest Service and BLM lands is bordered 
by a main highway on one side and an abandoned railroad grade 
on the north side. This highway is directly adjacent to the 
whitewater river for about 28 miles all the way to Briceburg and 
is considered to be a nice view to many people. The highway 
provides excellent vantage points to view rafters. This is one of 
the few places in California where spectators have easy and 
accessible view points to watch river recreation activities. 

There are many utility lines, resorts, campgrounds, dwellings, 
mines, mill sites, concrete embankments, private homes and 
bridges visually evident in varying densities along this river seg- 
ment. To some people these items may somewhat detract from 
scenic values. However, many of the homes and bridges are quite 
old and may contribute to the historic scenic values of the area. 

4.12.3 Effect of implementing alternatives on the visual, 
scenic resources 

Environmental consequences to the visual scenic resource of the 
Merced and South Fork Merced river canyons vary by alternative 
in levels of change from the existing baseline to the maximum use 
in Alternative D. Alternative A and B will have minimal effects 
to the scenic resources because there are few developments 
planned and there will be the least amount of visitors. 

Alternative A (Existing Use) Visual quality may be maintained 
at its current level. There will limited rehabilitation of developed 
recreation sites therefore limited opportunities to upgrade exist- 
ing recreation sites or structures. The effects are that aportion of 
the existing improvements will not meet the visual quality objec- 
tives of the forest. There will be  res scribed burnine. proiects that 

- a  . 
will cause short term changes &I the characteristic landscape. 
Mitigation measures, like painting structures to the current motif 
color standards, to meet the visual quality objectives may be 
completed at a project level. 

Alternative B (Limited Use) Visual quality will be maintained 
at its current or higher level. There will be minimal rehabilitation 
of developed recreation sites and facilities and therefore an 



opportunity to upgrade the facilities to within acceptable scenic 
resources levels. The effects are that the existing and potential 
planned improvements will meet the visual quality objectives 
(VQO) of the forest. This may lead to an overall improvement in 
the visual quality within the Wild and Scenic River corridor. 
Mitigation and monitoring measures to protect and enhance the 
existing scenic resources will be incorporated within all manage- 
ment activities. 

Alternative C (Moderate Use) Effects of this alternative are 
similar to Alternative B. In addition, primitive campingimprove- 
ments along the Merced canyon's Incline Road and a higher level 
of trail maintenance may alleviate existing litter and debris 
problems within the river corridors. All new and rehabilitated 
facilities would be upgraded to meet retention or partial reten- 
tion visual quality objectives. Management activities would be 
designed to be visually not evident, or subordinate, to the char- 
acteristic landscape. The scenic characteristics of the Hite Cove 
area would similar to the existing landscape. There will be a few 
imported structures (e.g. signs, trails, toilet structures, informa- 
tion kiosks, at the Hite Cove area that would have to meet the 
VQO objectives. 

Alternative D (Maximum Use) This alternative will have the 
greatest impact on the visual resource due to the amount of 
visitors and improvement proposed. The effects will be a com- 
bination of those from Alternatives B and C. This alternative 
would alter the existing landscape to what it looked like in 1930 
if the train proposal on the Incline road is implemented. The 
scenic effects of the Hite Cove area valley will change because 
there will be cross countly OHVuse on the north and south access 
route and imported structures similar to what it was like in 1900 
at the Hite Cove site. 

4.13 WATER QUALITY AND WATER RESOURCES 

4.13.1 South Fork Merced River 

Flow Data: South Fork Merced River near the river mouth at 
Savage's Trading Post (USGS Gauge # 11-26-so from 1934-1959) 
Average Annual Flow: 356 d s  (25 year period). 



Maximum recorded flow: 46,500 cfs (1U23155). 
Minimum recorded flow: 2.2 cfs (8126-27161). 
Drainage area: 241 square miles. 

Seasonal Range: 
Average Mean Flow (cfs) 
Oct. 17, Nov. 57, Dec. 230, Jan. 476, Feb. 326, Mar. 385, Apr. 

788, May 1274, Jun. 922, Jul. 213, Aug. 38, Sep. 19 

The information indicates that flow is most influenced by heavy, 
late spring, early summer snow melt, typical of unregulated Sierra 
streams. 

Flow Data: South Fork Merced River at Wawona ( located 
about 0.5 mile downstream from Big Creek) 
Average annual flow: 319 cfs (10 years between 1911-1921). 
Maximum recorded flow: 3770 cfs, Jan. 26, Feb. 19,20,1914. 
Minimum recorded flow: 4.2 cfs. Aug. 16,1921. 
Drainage area: 131 sq. miles. 

Flow Data: South Fork Merced River at Wawona ( 11-26-73 
located about 0.24 mile upstream from Big Creek) 
Average annual flow: 174 cfs (10 years, 1958-1968). 
Maximum recorded flow: estimated 15,000 cfs, Dec. 23,1955. 
Minimum recorded flow: 0.6 cfs, Sept 5, 1960. 
Drainage area: 100 sq. miles. 

Water quality of the South Fork Merced is good. The water is 
well-oxygenated, cold, clear and low in nutrients, phosphorus, 
turbidity and other pollutants. It is suitable for full body contact 
such as swimming. At medium and low water flows the Merced is 
crystal clear and dark green in the deepest pools. 

4.132 Merced River 

There are two sets of flow information for the Merced River. 
The valley flow data does not give a good indication of the river's 
flow downstream between El Portal and Lake McClure. Due to 
a lack of gauges, downstream flow information is limited to only 
one water year (1969) which was slightly wetter than normal. 
Flow below Yosemite Valley is much higher than the valley flow 



throughout the year. Peak flows in both cases are during the 
late-spring, early summer snow melt. However, the downstream 
gauge shows a minor peak in January from rainfall. The 
downstream gauge was located on the left bank 150 feet upstream 
from Feliciana Creek and 2.8 miles northeast of Briceburg. 

Flow Data: Merced River at Bagby 11-2685, located 800 ft. 
upstream from highway bridge at Bagby. 
Average annual flow: 1158 cfs (44 years). 
Maximum recorded flow: 92,500 cfs (12123155). 
Minimum recorded flow: 13 cfs (10/05/1925). 
Drainage area: 911 sq. miles. 

Flow Data: Merced River Near Briceburg (Gauge # 11-268200) 
Average Annual Flow: 1,222 cfs (9 years, Sept 65-Sept 74). 
Maximum recorded flow: 21,500 cfs ((1216166). 
Minimum recorded flow: 27 cfs (9-30-68) 
Drainage area: 691 square miles 

Seasonal Range: 
Average Mean Flow (cfs) 
Oct. 48, Nov. 386, Dec. 395, Jan. 2833, Feb. 1699, Mar. 1683, 

Apr. 3587, May 8860, Jun. 6571, Jul. 2289, Aug. 416, Sep. 139 

Water quality is suitable for full body contact such as swimming 
and rafting except at very low water levels. Below the sewage 
treatment plant (administered by Yosemite National Park) at El 
Portal, there is the chance of an accidental discharge of sewage 
or un-chlorinated treated effluent. Any effect would last only for 
a few miles downstream. 

4.13.3 Effect of implementing alternatives on Water 
Quality and Water Resources 

Environmental consequences to the water quality of the Merced 
and the South Fork Merced Rivers will not vary significantly by 
alternative. Mitigation measures to protect the water quality will 
be implemented if necessary. None of the alternatives being 
considered are expected to reduce water quality levels below 
state standards. In order to minimize the extent of potential 
impacts to within acceptable limits, appropriate Best Manage- 



ment Practices (BMP's) will be implemented within the river 
corridors. The specific BMP's are identified in the Implementa- 
tion Plan. All necessary facilities and services will be located 
outside the riparian zone. Motorized vehicles within river cor- 
ridor, except at designated put-in and take-outs sites for water 
craft will be prohibited. The BMP guidelines that were developed 
with the Forest Service and the California State Water Quality 
Control Board will be acknowledged. Documented non-point 
pollution control measures applicable to National Forest Systems 
Lands wiU be also be acknowledged. These BMP measures were 
certified by the State and approved by EPA as the most effective 
means the Forest Senrice could implement to control non-point 
source pollution. These "Best Management Practices" are 
designed to accommodate site specific conditions. Implementa- 
tion of BMP's will be monitored and controlled by Forest Service 
inspectors and project leaders and the effectiveness of their 
implementation will be monitored by post reviews as indicated in 
this project's Implementation Plan. 

Alternative A (Existing Use) Water quality will be maintained 
at its current level. The potential rehabilitation of whitewater 
put-in and put-out areas may slightly improve water quality 
through long term stabilization of these developed areas. 
Monitoring of use levels will determine the need for changes in 
the present sanitation management along the river corridor for 
whitewater and other recreation users. Scheduled prescribed 
burning projects will reduce the chance of water quality degrada- 
tion from wildfire. Effects of mining will be mitigated by review 
of operating plans and taking action where necessary to meet the 
water quality standards. Any tributary developments will be as- 
sessed for effects on the water quality of the Wild and Scenic 
River. 

Alternative B (Limited Use) Effects are similar to Alternative 
A Water quality is not expected to decline from levels in Alter- 
native A and may improve due to limits on river use and a large 
percentage of "wild" classifications on the South Fork Merced 
River. The planned Incline Road Merced River Trail, if imple- 
mented, may cause short term site disturbances but will improve 
long term stabilization of this existing trail and road system next 
to the Merced River. 



Alternative C (Moderate Use) Effects are similar to Alternative 
A and B. Development will increase use but facilities will be 
designed to mitigate impacts to the water quality. The potential 
historic mining activity planned at the South Fork Merced River 
Hite Cove area will be mitigated if implemented to acceptable 
water quality standards. 

Alternative D (Maximum Use) This alternative will have the 
greatest impact on the water quality due to the amount of 
development proposed. The effects will be a combination of 
Alternatives A, B, and C. Additional mitigation measures will be 
required to prevent impacts from increased access and use. The 
proposed train on the Incline Road could have an effect on the 
water quality. 

4.14 WILDLIFE 

4.14.1 South Fork Merced River 

The stream corridor is a highly significant wildlife area. Mule 
deer are numerous along the entire river. The area from Wawona 
to Devil Gulch is the primary wintering range for the Yosemite 
Deer Herd and supports one of the densest populations of moun- 
tain lions in the Yosemite area. Mountain lions (cougars), which 
prey on mule deer, are frequently found along the stream. The 
black bear is common along the South Fork Merced. 

The river canyon in the Sierra National Forests is considered to 
be a potential prime habitat for the limestone salamander, listed 
as threatened by the State of California. Red-tailed hawk and the 
Golden Eagle have also been seen in this section of the river. 
Many dippers have permanent nests on the river's edge.The area 
offers potential nesting for the endangered peregrine falcon. 

4.14.2 Merced River 



Below El Portal within the Sierra National Forest riparian-de- 
pendent wildlife includes the limestone salamander, which is a 
State listed "threatened" species. Other important wildlife in- 
clude mule deer, valley quail, bobcat, mountain lion, coyote, 
cottontail, brush rabbit, jack rabbit, band-tail pigeon, beaver and 
muskrat. 

Mountain lions are found both in the National Park and National 
Forest lands in the river'canyon California mule deer, black bear 
and coyote are also found in this area Bald Eagles have been 
reported to winter above Lake McClure on BLM-administered 
lands. The Bald Eagle is listed on both the Federal and State 
endangered species lists. There is one historic nesting record for 
Bald Eagles on the Merced from 1925. It is possible that nesting 
Bald Eagles could re-occupy the Merced because of recovery 
efforts presently underway in California for this species. The 
Great Gray and Spotted Owls are probable species that occur 
during the winter season along the lower Merced areas. The 
Great Gray Owl is a State-listed endangered species. There are 
also many birds like the dipper and heron which depend on this 
stream for their home. 

There is suitable habitat for approximately 177 species 
(riparian) along the lower elevations below the South Fork con- 
fluence. These riparian values are important to preserve because 
the State Department of Fish and Game reports that close to 90% 
of the Central Valley's historic low elevation riparian habitat has 
been lost to various human-type activities. These existing habitat 
values along the lower portions of the Merced can therefore be 
rated quite high because of their rarity. 

4.14.3 Effect of implementing alternatives on Wildlife 

The environmental consequences to the Merced and the South 
Fork Merced River resources include effects on Endangered and 
Threatened species and riparian habitat. 

Alternative A (Existing Use) The existing Endangered and 
Threatened species habitat and deer winter habitat within the 
designated comdor are in good condition. The Wildlife resource 



will remain at current levels. Riparian habitat will remain in good 
condition. Impacts to riparian vegetation will continue to occur 
at whitewater put-in and take-out sites on the Merced River. 
Person harassment type impacts to wintering deer and riparian 
related wildlife will occur around theHite Cove area on the South 
Fork Merced River and along the Merced River corridor. No 
emphasis on wildlife management will occur. 

Alternative B (Limited Use) This alternative will provide the 
highest level of protection' to Endangered and Threatened 
species habitat and to the deer winter habitat. Riparian impacts 
will be minimized by recreation use controls. Existing land dis- 
turbing impacts will be mitigated. Mitigation will be designed to 
protect wildlife, fisheries, and cultural resources. Protection of 
the riparian areas may limit activities in the recreational and 
scenic zones. Closing the south side road to Hite Cove within the 
W&SR corridor will help result in limiting public harassment to 
wintering deer. 

Alternative C (Moderate Use) This alternative will provide a 
high level of protection to Endangered and Threatened species 
habitat and to the deer winter habitat. Riparian impacts will be 
minimized and existing land disturbing impacts will be mitigated 
similar to Alternative B. All use zones will remain largely un- 
modified. The wild and scenic zones will remain essentially pris- 
tine on the South Fork Merced Conidor. Most activity will occur 
along the Recreational Merced River zone. Wildlife processes 
will be effected by human interaction. Retaining the public OHV 
access on the South Fork Merced south side access to the Hite 
Cove Area may increase impacts on wintering deer. 

Alternative D (Maximum Use) This alternative will have the 
greatest impacts on wildlife habitat. Increased train or 
hikinglmountain bikelequestrian use along the Merced River 
corridor and a both north and south access to the Hite Cove area 
on the South Fork Merced Riverwill increase people and vehicle 
numbers on the routes. The potential for wildlife harassment and 
use-caused reduction in habitat quality is greatest under this 
alternative. The potential train operation on the Incline road that 
follows the Merced River and the potential for higher rafting use 
will cause more disturbance of riparian wildlife than any Alter- 
native.t will pose a higher potential hazard to foraging or nesting 



of the red-tailed hawk, the Golden Eagle and the limestone 
salamander than any of the other alternatives. 

4.1 5 Disclosure of Environmental Impacts 

The National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 mandated that 
every EIS fully disclose the key impacts or consequences of 
proposed major Federal actions. In this case, the proposed - - 
Federal action involves the decision concerningthe management 
of two Congressionally designated Wild and Scenic rivers. 

4.15.1 Probable adverse environmental effects that cannot 
be avoided 

Unavoidable adverse physical effects of WSR management will 
be limited to trail erosion and im~acts to the visual aualitv from 
trails. This erosion can be expected to be most s&eredunder 
Alternative A (No actionlexisting use) where new trails will be 
user-created and not engineered to prevent erosion and visual 
im~acts. It will be least severe under Alternative B and C which 
proposes minimal trail constmction or reconstruction with 
monitoring controls. Unavoidable trail erosion and visual impacts 
will be severe under D because of the higher levels of usd and 
proposed development along the trails. 

4.15.2 Irreversible or irretrievable commitment of 
resources 

Irreversible commitment of resources refers to non-renewable 
resources, such as mineral or cultural resources, or to those 
factors which are renewable only over long time spans, such as 
soil productivity. This concept also includes the loss of future 
options. Irretrievable commitment applies to loss of use of renew- 
able natural resources. 

Alternative A, and B would not cause any irreversible or ir- 
retrievable commitments of resources aside from the existing 
commitments to mining or potential fire dangers along the 
Merced River. 



Alternatives C may cause irreversible commitments of 1 acre 
size areas in the course of construction of two pedestrian bridges 
across the South Fork of the Merced River. Both sites are char- 
acterized by rock outcrops and steep canyon walls. The exact 
amount of irreversible commitment cannot be determined until 
a site design and construction in the affected locations is com- 
pleted. 

Alternative D would cause a possible irreversible commitment 
of the cultural and geologic resource in the course of construction 
of the proposed train along the Merced Canyon unless the exist- 
ing old railroad grade could be used. Irreversible cultural and 
water resources would be committed, if a ford or equal river 
crossing for the south to north OHV route along the South Fork 
River had to be made. 

4.15.3 Relationship between short-term uses and 
long-term productivity 

The National Environment Policy Act of 1969 (NEPA) requires 
consideration of short-term uses and long-term productivity in 
environmental analysis, but it does not define the terms. The 
Relationship between the two is complex. Forest management of 
public lands is a long-term venture, but one that must serve the 
year-to-year needs ,of society. Hence short-term uses might be 
considered as annual activities. While short-term uses can adver- 
sely affect long-term productivity (e.g. if soil productivity and 
hydrologic characteristics are permanently impaired by short- 
term uses), they can also enhance long-term productivity as in the 
case of restoration of an impacted ecosystem. 

As specifically applied to the WSR, long term productivity 
would relate to the self-sustaining capacity of the ecosystem and 
that ecosystem's ability to provide a quality setting (natural, 
beautiful, and healthy) for visitors' recreation activities year and 
after year generation after generation. Short-term uses would be 
the specific activities engaged in by visitors on an annual basis. 
Within this framework, each of the four alternatives would 
generate a different relationship between the short and long term 
uses. Alternative A (existing uselno action) would sacrifice long- 



term considerations for the immediate benefit of a low level of 
recreation management activities. Alternative B (minimal use) 
would present the opposite extreme, sacrificing recreation use 
(both amount and type of use) for the sake of maintaining the 
physical resource in perpetuity. Alternative D (maximum use) 
would sacrifice long-term consideration for the immediate in- 
crease in recreation activities and their related impacts. Alterna- 
tive C (moderate use) would present both a moderation of two 
extremes and attempt to manage the ecosystem pretty much as it 
existed at the time the Merced and South Fork WSR Act was 
signed. 

4.15.4 Cumulative effects 

Impacts to the physical resources within the WSR primarily 
result from recreational use of the area, and to a more minor 
extent to grazing, fuels management, and mining activities. 
Without these interventions, the ecosystem would maintain a 
natural equilibrium. Several facets of the physical environment- 
soils, water quality, vegetation, wildlife and cultural resources-- 
are currently showing the effect of recreational intervention with 
natural forces or threaten to do so in the immediate future. 
Prevention of further deterioration and or restoration of a more 
pristine quality will require changes in recreation practices. 
Changes in recreation practices will impact the freedom and 
spontaneity of the forest visitor, with possible undesirable 
economic consequences to certain business sectors of the neigh- 
boring communities. 

Recreation management requires a delicate balance between 
protecting and restoring the physical resource and maintaining 
recreation opportunities for the visitor. There is more than one 
way to accomplish this. The morevisitors that are allowed to use 
the WSR either more restrictions must be placed on their ac- 
tivities or greater management intervention (e.g. closures, ranger 
patrols) must occur to mitigate the impacts. When fewer visitor 
are allowed in the area, fewer restrictionsand or less management 
intervention are required to achieve the same level of resource 
protection however, the greater the restrictions and or manage- 
ment intervention, the more the ecosystem will not be just 
protected but actively enhanced. 



Each of the action alternatives vresents a different mix of the 
three factors affecting physical resource quality. The three factors 
are use level, activity restriction, and management intervention. 
In each case, these three factors are cumulative; change any one 
component of any of these factors and the resultant level of 
resource protection will change. 

Cumulative effects of the limitations, restrictions, and manage- 
ment intervention under each of the action alternatives will be to 
protect the physical environment. Under the Alternative A (ex- 
isting uselno action), the cumulative effect of no use regulation, 
no activity restriction, and minimal management interventionwill 
be continued deterioration of the physical resource. Under Al- 
ternative B (minimal use), the physical resource will receive the 
greatest level of protection; this will be achieved with severe 
limitations in use, considerable restriction of activities, and min- 
imal management intervention. Under Alternative D (maximum 
use), the physical resource will receive aminimumlevel of protec- 
tion, achieved by some restriction of use levels, moderate restric- 
tion of activities, and a great deal of management intervention. 
Under Alternative C (moderate use), the physical resource will 
receive a moderate level of protectiodenhancement, achievable 
through varied use levels within each river zone, considerable 
restriction of activities, and a moderate level of management 
intervention. 

Cumulative effects of the action alternatives on the physical 
environment will be acceptable to the environment. Cumulative 
effects on the WSR visitor will be perceived differently by dif- 
ferent users. Many will appreciate the enhanced physical quality 
and solitude especially within the scenic and wild zones and will 
be willing to make the sacrifices necessary to maintain these 
qualities however many will not. 

4.15.5 Specifically required disclosures 

1. Effects of alternatives on Threatened and Endangered 
Species 
None of the alternatives will have adverse effects on any 

Federally or State listed threatened or endangered species within 



the Wild and ScenicRivers. Should the impactto any such species 
at any time be verified, appropriate measures will be taken to 
protect populations and habitat. 

2. Effects of Alternatives on Cultural Resources 
None of the alternatives will adversely affect cultural resources. 

Management actions as described in the WSR Implementation 
Plan will protect all known historic and Native American sacred 
sites. However, Alternative D will require more detailed analysis 
of specific sites if the train on the Merced River recreation zone 
and soutNnorth OHV access route within the South Fork Merced 
River scenic zone is implemented. 

3. Energy Requirements of Alternatives 
There are minor direct and indirect effects upon the energy 

requirements necessary to carry out the proposed alternatives. 
There are no unusual energy requirements for any of the alterna- 
tives; 

4. Effectsof Alternatives on Minority Groups, Women, and Civil 
Rights 
There are no differences among alternatives in effects on 

women, minority groups, or the civil rights of any United States 
citizen. 

5. Effects of Alternatives on Prime Farm Land, Range Land, and 
Forest Land 
All alternatives are in keeping with the intent of Secretary of 

Agriculture Memorandum 1827 for prime land. The WSR area 
does not contain any prime farmland orrange. "Prime" forest land 
does not apply to lands within the National Forest System. 

6. Effects of alternatives on Wedtlands and Floodplain 
No significant adverse effects within areas of wetlands and 

floodplain are anticipated. This is largely due to the small size of 
upslope wetlands, i.e. tiny bogs, small ponds, etc. and limited 
floodplain along the streams and rivers. 



5.0 DISTRIBUTION OF THE REPORT 

Copies of this Environmental Impact Statement, and Im- 
plementation Plan are available at the following addresses: 

Mariposa Ranger District 
41969 Hwy 41 

4 Oakhurst, CA 93644 
(209) 683-4665 

Mariposa Station 
5158 Highway 140 
Mariposa, CA 95338 
(209) 966-3638 

Groveland Ranger District 
Star Route Box 75G 
Groveland, CA 95321 
(209) 962-7825 

Pacific Southwest Region 
630 Sansome Street 
San Francisco, CA 94111 

Sierra National Forest (EIS/F'lan coordination) 
1600 Tollhouse Road 
Clovis, CA 93612 
(209) 487-5155 



Stanislaus National Forest 
19777 Greenley Road 
Sonora, CA 95370 
(209) 532-3671 

Bureau of Land Management 
Folsom Resource Area 
63 Natoma Street 
Folsom, Ca 95630 
(916) 985-4474 



6.0 CONSULTATION WITH OTHERS 

This section describes the individuals and agencies who par- 
ticipated in the analysis or were consulted for comments and 
concerns. Comments were accepted and recorded from inter- 
agency meetings, staff review comments, public meetings, and 
public letters . 

6.1 INTERDISCIPLINARY TEAM 

The following USDA Forest Service and USDI Bureau of Land 
Management staff have been involved with the coordination, 
research, writing, editing, graphics and the publication of this 
Environmental Impact Statement and Implementation Plan. 

Wallace McCray, Forest Landscape Architect, SNF 
Nick Nixon, Lands Officer, MRD, SNF 
Brian Curtis, Resource Officer, MRD, SNF 
Jeff Horn, Outdoor Recreation Planner, Folsom Area, BLM 
John Maschi, Forest Landscape Architect, STNF 

6.2 REVIEW TEAM 

The following USDA Forest Service, USDI Bureau of Land 
Management and USDI National Park staff have been involved 
with &viewing, editing and providing suggestive comments for 
this Environmental Impact Statement and Implementation Plan: 



Jim Shira, Recreation Management, Forester, RO 
Paula McMasters, Special Areas, Forester, RO 
Janice Gauthier, Special Areas, Forester, RO 
Jim Shevock, Planning Biologist, RO 
Gary Brogan, Regional Landscape Architect, RO 
Bob Lehman, Wildlife Biologist, BLM 
Tim Carrol, Geologist, BLM 
Scott Murrellwright, Geologist, BLM 
Jim Eicher, Outdoor Recreation Planner, BLM 
Teny Elliott, Environmental Coordinator, SNF 
Donna Heagy, Fisheries Biologist, SNF 
John Lorenzana, Wildlife BiologistEange, SNF 
Joanna Clines, Botanist, SNF 
Marc Anderson, Assistant Forest Engineer, SNF 
Gary Thompson, District Timber Management Officer, SNF 
Fred Robberson, District Transportation Planner 
Tom Lowe, Transportation Planner, SNF 
Maria Nelson, District Administrative Officer, SNF 
Mary Keith, District Archeologist, SNF 
Ken Sonksen, Landscape Architect, SNF 
Gary Schmitt, Zone Soil Scientist, SNF 
Gordon Yamanaka, Wildlife Biologist, SNF 
Sarah Johnston, Forest Archeologist, SNF 
Jerry Degraff, Forest Geologist, SNF 
Susan Jordan, Land Surveyor, SNF 
Bob Bernal, Landscape Architect Aid, SNF 
David Harris, Assistant Area Manager, Folsom BLM, 
John Schmechel, Environmental Coordinator, STNF 
Tom Atkin, Law Enforcement, STNF 
Bob Hull, Forest Lands Officer, SNF 
Lyle Wilkinson, Lands Assistant, SNF 
Dave Kohut, Forest Fire Management Officer, SNF 
Louise Larson, Fire Management Specialist, SNF 
Steve Underwood, Management Assistant, Yosemite N.P. 
Jan van Wagtendonk, Research Scientist, Yosemite N.P. 
Harriet Adwood, Editor, SNF 
Saul Urbina, Volunteer Editor, SNF 



The followine Forest Service and BLM staff have been involved 
with providingthe recommended approval decisions relating to 
this Environment Impact Statement and Implementation Plan: 

Tommy Baxter, Forest Recreation Officer, SNF 
Art Smith, Forest Recreation Officer, STNF 
Thomas C. Efird, District Ranger, MRD, SNF 
Christopher Perlee, District Ranger, GRD, STNF 
Deane K Swickard, Area Manager, Folsom Res. Area, BLM 
Janet L. Wold, Forest Supervisor, STNF 
James L. Boynton, Forest Supervisor, SNF 

6.4 THE PUBLIC 
The public involvement plan for this EIS and Plan included the 

following events. The people and organizations who were in- 
volved in this project's planning process through public meetings 
or written comments are also listed. 

1. March 1, 1988; a Public Information and involvement plan 
was completed. 

2. September 5, 1989; a Press Release announcing a pubic 
meeting was sent to all local papers. 
3. September 5, 1989; flyers announcing a pubic meeting were 

sent to 1,450 people and agencies. This list came from the most 
updated mailing list of the Stanislaus N.F., the Sierra N.F. and the 
BLM. 
4. September 19, 1989; public meeting held in Mariposa, 

California with 75 people attending. Concept Alternatives were 
presented. No preferred alternative was recommended. Public 
comments were recorded. 
5. November 10, 1989; flyers sent to approximately 350 people 

who expressed a desire to participate in the planning process. 
6. December 10, 1989; flyers sent to another 200 people who 

expressed a desire to participate in the planning process. 
7. Jan-Sept 1989 information meetings held as requested with 

individuals, Miner groups, Sierra Club groups, Mariposa Board 
representatives, and owners of property within the WSR. 



8. July 31, 1990; Federal Register published announcement of 
draft EISPlan. This is a national announcement seen by all 
groups throughout the United States. 
9. August 01,1990; flyers sent to approximately 750 people, who 

by returned mailings or attendance at the public meeting indi- 
cated they wished to be involved in the planning process. 

10. August 28,1990; letter with copies of the draft EISPlan sent 
to all people who requested a copy. A preferred alternative was 
recommended. Approximately 400 public comments that were 
previously recorded from meetings and letters were published 
along with agency answers in the draft EIS. 
11. September 21, 1990; Federal Register published a due date 

of November 5,1990. The due date was amended in a September 
28 Federal Register announcement and amended to November 
30,1990 whenall publiccomments concerning the Draft EISPlan 
must be received. 

12. October 16,1990; flyer #5 sent to approximately 750 people 
on current mailing list announcing that the next public meeting 
will be held November 5 1990 at the VFW Mariposa Hall. 

13. October 24, 1990; A Press release announcement was sent 
to the Fresno Bee and other local Mariposa papers indicating an 
information meeting will be held November 5 1990. 

14. February 1991; Flyer #6 sent to 1,017 people who made 
comments to the draft EIS/Plan. The flyer indicated that the final 
EISPlan is scheduled to be published by April 1991 and to expect 
a Record of Decision (ROD) document. 

Approximately 400public concerns were recorded as a result of 
the first 1989 public meetings and letters. The Forest Service and 
BLM answer resolutions were also recorded. These concerns and 
agency resolutions were published in the draft EISPlan. These 
concerns are documented in Appendix B this document and 
labeled "PUBLIC COMMENTS TO CONCEFT ALTERNA- 
TIVES." 

Approximately 180 public concerns with 1,017 letters were 
recorded as a result of the Draft EISRlan being published and 
mailed to all requesting copies. The recorded public concerns to 
the draft EISPlan with agency resolutions answers are docu- 
mented in Appendix G and labeled "DRAFT EISPLAN WRIT- 
TEN COMMENTS." 
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Appendix A 

EFFECTS OF IMPLEMENTING THE MANAGEMENT 
PLAN BY ALTERNATIVES, SUMMARY 

TABLE 2 compares the alternatives in their ability to meet 
project objectives and resolve key issues. A more detailed 
analysis, including concerns identified in the scoping process, is 
found in Section 4.0 ENVIRONMENTAL CONSEQUENCES. 

RESOURCE .............. ALT A .... ALT B ....... ALT C ...... ALT D 

Cultural Resources MOD MIN MOD MAX 

Fire 

Fisheries 

Geology 

Grazing 

Land Ownership 

Minerals 

Recreation 

Socio-economics 

MIN 

MOD 

MIN 

MOD 

MIN 

MOD 

MOD 

MIN 

MIN 

MIN 

MIN 

MIN 

MIN 

MIN 

MIN 

MIN 

MIN MIN 

MOD MAX 

MIN MAX 

MIN MOD 

MIN MAX 

MOD MOD 

MOD MAX 

MIN MOD 



T & E species MIN MIN MOD MOD 

Vegetation MIN MIN MIN MOD 

Visual Resources MIN MIN MIN MOD 

Water Resources MIN MIN MIN MOD 

Wildlife MOD MIN MOD MAX 



APPENDIX B 

PUBLIC COMMENTS TO CONCEPT 
ALTERNATIVES 





EXTERNAL PUBLIC COMMENTS TO CONCEPT 
ALTERNATIVES 

A public meeting was held on September 21,1989 at the 
Mariposa High School Auditorium, Mariposa, California. 
The Forest Service and BLM goal was to present alternative 
ideas. The public issues were recorded about the designated 
portions of the Merced and South Fork Wild and Scenic 
Rivers. Approximately 75 people were present. The agencies 
have also received approximately 600 letters concerning the 
Wild and Scenic River idea alternatives and the Hite Cove 
historic proposals. 

Approximately 203 comments have been recorded from 
these public meetings and letters. The statements are shown 
by numbers which correspond to letters that are kept on fde. 
The comments or issues were considered when writing the 
draft environmental consequences section. Included in this 
environmental analysis document are the agency answers. 

The BLM also presented their recreation plan recom- .-, 
mendations for ihc'non-dcsignatcd portions oithe Merced 

, . Rivcr from Briccburg to Lake McClure at the September 21, 
1989 oublic meetine. The ouestions and BLM acencv draft 
replids are availablgfrom t6e BLM Folsom officLfor ieview. 
This environmental document deals only with the Merced 

a River from El Portal to Briceburg. 

? A second phase of public letters (1,017 letters and 174 
comments or issues) have been received as a result of the 
published September 1990 draft EIS/Plan. These public is- 
sues have also been recorded, answered and are located in 
appendix G of these environmental documents. 

The first phase public letters (approximately 600 letters 
and with 200 statements) are shown in the followine concern ., 
and reply statements. ~h publicissues andagency replies are 
subdivided intoissue questions. Samples ofthe issue subiects 
are: recreation use, cultural and hktorical resources,trail 
use and wildlife resources. 

ISSUE: WHAT TYPE OF  FORMAT ARE THE ' AGENCIES USING TO EXCEPT PUBLIC COM- 
MENTS? 

131.1,426 (pm) 
PUBLIC CONCERN: The format of the public meeting 

does not answerquestions.1 especially objected to theForest 
Senice's format of noting comments and concerns but refus- 
ing to respond to them. That is not a useful approach for 
running a public meeting. There should be designated hitter, 
aperson that is capable of answering questions and respond- 
ing to concerns. Perhaps comments could be recorded and 
transcribed later back at the office. 

REPLY: The goal of public meetines at this earlvsco~ine 
stage is to presegt prel&inary ideas for a project.and ihei 
find out what the publicissues and concerns are. At this stage 
we do not know all the answers. The meetings help us record 
the public ideas, concerns and issues. Many people also send 
letters with their thoughts. After reviewing and analyzing all 
the comments, we have a better idea what the issues are and 

what the public needs. We then try to incorporate these 
public ideas into draft, planning alternatives and environ- 
mental analysisdocuments. Thegeneral goal is to publish the 
draft EIS with most of the public's concerns being addressed 
in the planning process. 

ISSUE: LAND OWNERSHIP AND USE: WILL THE 
CONCERN OF MOTORlZED OR NON-MOTORIZED 
USE ON SPECIFIC TRAILS AND ROADS BE 
RESOLVED THROUGH THIS PLAN: IF SO WHAT 

VEHICLE USE M TERMS OF AMOUNT, SEASONS 
AND LOCATION AROUNDTHE HITECOVE SOUTH 
FORK MERCED RIVER CORRIDOR AREA? 

101 
PUBLIC CONCERN: I recommend an unimproved, not 

paved road on the North Side of the Hite Cove that connects 
with the South end of Hite Cove road. This road would 
coincide with the statewide motorized trail system and 
benefit the equestrian and OHV users. Construction and 
operation monies could come from the State OHV Grant- 
Funds. The trail could be under adopt a trail program. 

REPLY: There is an existing unimproved road on the 
North side of Hite Cove. This road is being considered for 
possible OHV use as shown in Alternative D. There are 
approximately f o ~  possible North South State OHV routes 
in this area that are now being considered. This Hite Cove 
route is one of them. Concerns about the effects on existing 
fishing, archaeology, historical mining, wildflowers, resour- 
ces and orivate ownershio an OHV trail would have around 
the ~i te 'cove area river crossing would have to be analyzed. 
The effect of what happens to the OHV users at the end of 
this north road to Briceburg must be coordinated with the 
BLM, Stanislaus NF and Cal-Tran. We will address these 
potential OHV effects in this environmental document as 
they relate to the Hite Cove Area. The other possible route 
locationswillbe consideredwithinthe Forest OHV plan that 
is scheduled to be completed in June of 1992. 

102 
PUBLIC CONCERN: The Modesto 4-Wheeler Club is 

opposed to all closures that have been previously open to 
OHV use. We are aware that the major use in this area at 
this time is predominately OHV. We recommend both the 
North and South access routes to Hite Cove Area be desig- 
nated as a 4WD route. This positive action will preserve the 
connection Link for the North-South OHV tract through the 
Sierra National Forest. 

REPLY: The South Hite Cove route from Jerseydale is 
presently open to 0HVuse.There is limited OHVuse in this 
Hite Cove area because the North side route has gates with 
private ownership. Both the North and South access routes 
have been recommended in Alternative D. The South side 
has been recommended in Alternative C. Please refer to 101. 

103 
PUBLIC CONCERN: The Merced Rivcr L: 5 ,en long 

used by 4WD and motorcycle enthusiasts. The California 
Association of 4WD Clubs Inc. believe that the OHV users 



are major recreation users in this designated Scenic River 
Area. It is important that continued OHV access is per- 
mitted. The right of way problem on the North 4WD road to 
Hite Cove could be resolved with the purchase of a right of 
way using state OHV Grant Funds. We recommend both the 
North and South access routes to Hite Cove t4  designated 
as 4WD routes. Such actionwould help link theNorth South 
OHV trail through Sierra National Forest under the 
Statewide motorized system. 

REPLY. The Forest Service rewgnizes that OHV users 
arc major recrcarional users throughout the National 
Forests. The "scenic" classification within the Hire Cove area 
allows for Semi-Primitive Motorized (SPM) use within a 
Wild and Scenic River corridor. This area is now a SPM 
within thesierra Draft LMP. Your suggestion to purchase a 
right of way to improve the North route using State OHV 
grant Funds are feasible. The Sierra National Forest will 
provide an access route to link the North South OHV trail 
under the statewide motorized system. Still, the Hite Cove 
area is just one of three presently beiig considered. Please 
refer to 101, which suggests the decision document that will 
decide the f i a l  OHV statewide location through the Sierra 
National Forest will be completed in 1991. 

108 
PUBLIC CONCERN: Please wnsider Alternative B. 

limitcd development.ThisAlternative eliminates the 4 wheel 
drive threat from the South and North side by downgrading 
the access to Hite Cove. 

REPLY: The Forest Service will wnsider Alternative B 
as it relates to the Hite Cove motorized issue. The environ- 
mental consequences and the affected environment sections 
will be analyzed and written up in this Environmental 
Analysis document. This document will help us make the 
decision concerning whether the Hite Cove area will have 
motorized OHV use on both the North and South sides. 

112 
PUBLIC CONCERN: We favor Alternative B. This al: 

ternative eliminates the 4 wheel drive access and represents 
a significant improvement over the current level ofmanage- 
ment. We thank you for making this limited alternative 
available. 

REPLY: Thank you for your comments. Please see repl) 
108 and 101. 

116 
PUBLIC CONCERN: I believe Hite Cove is a natural 

wonder with great value. The greatest value of the Hite Cove 
area is to walk up the trail from highway 140 and enjoy the 
wildflowers, without noise and the eyesore of motorized 
vehicles and pavement. I urge endowments of Alternative B, 
I recommend the existing trail be limited to foot travel onlv 
Plcase prcscrve this area-close toits naturalstate as possibie 

REPLY: There is limited existing motorized vehicle use 
on the south side road leadine to the Hite Cove area. There 
are no existing paved parkinbeas along this road or at the 
Hite Cove area. Yes, hikers use the existing trail coming up 
from highway 140 to enjoy the wildflowers around Hite Cove 
This will continue to serve as a foot trail as shown on eact 
alternative. Please also see reply 108 and 101. 

110 
PUBLIC CONCERN: The South Fork Merced is a good 

trout stream. Making Hite Cove accessible to vehiclc;will 
brine too manv fishermen and deolere the fishem. Financial 
res&rces of ;he Forest ~ervice~would be better used to 
improve the main Merced River facilities. I support limited 
use of the South Fork Merced. 

REPLY: The South Fork Merced is one of only 21 
California State designated Wid Trout Streams. Hite Cove 
is already accessible to vehicles coming from the South side. 
Any decision as shown in alternative D (to have OHV users 
on both the south and north sides) will be analyzed as they 
relate to other resources and users before a fmal decision is 
made. Please also see number 101 and 108. 

117.3 
PUBLIC CONCERN: I am opposed to allowing 

motorized access on the south side to continue. 
REPLY. Motorized use on the south is existing. Many 

folks want access on both sides. We have to study all options 
to find a solution that al l  user groups can live with. See 
numbers 101,108. 

1173.1 
PUBLIC CONCERN: I agree (Plan for no public 

motorizedaccess on the north side or South side of the Hite 
Cove area.) 

REPLY: There are two primary use groups who want 
different solutions. One wants no motorized access and 
another wants motorized access. As partners we can work 
out a solution. Please refer to numbers 101,108 and 117.3. 

119 
PUBLIC CONCERN: In 1970, 5 men and I met in 

Merced and started the Midvalley Four wheelers. In June of 
1970 ow goal was to clear the Hite Cove 4x4 road. It took us 
two weekends to do the job. This was done with the help of 
Chuck at Jerseydale Ranger Station. At this time we tried to 
get the northend of the trail open. I still want tosee the north 
end of the trail open to Highway 140.1 hope the Hite Cove 
4x4 trail will be put on a State long trail. We don't need more 
wilderness or Wid and Scenic Rivers. 

REPLY Please refer to 101,102 and 103. The South Fork 
of the Merced River has already been designated as a Wild 
and Scenic River by a Congressional Act. The Hite Cove 
area is within a semi-primitive motorized (SPM) area as 
specified in the draft Land and Resource Management Plan 
for the forest. The Hite Cove area has already been classified 
as "scenicn shown in the approved Classification and Bound- 
ary Environmental Assessment (EA). A decision whether 
this Hite Cove area should remain a motorized area will be 
made with this document. A decision about where the North 
South State OHV route will be located will be made with 
another document scheduled to be completed in 1992. 

im,m,iza,m 
PUBLICCONCERN: Weurge theForest to adopt alter- 

native B for the South Fork Merced. We feel that access to 
the South Fork and Hite Cove should be limited to hikers 
and horse riders.The coveshould not be turned into a tourist 
attraction. We think this beautiful area would be damaged 
by access roads for automobiies. 



REPLY: None of the alternatives is considering two 
wheel automobile access to Hite Cove. Alternative D is 
considering OHV vehicle use, hikers and horse riders. 
Please also refer to 101, 110.1 and many other trail issue 
answers. 

121 
PUBLIC CONCERN: I urge that these rivers be 

managed to assure that they remain essentially primitive in 
character with limited use. 

REPLY: The rivers are already proteded under the Wid 
and Scenic Rivers Act. This Management Plan will provide 
guidelines on how to manage it under already established 
river classification. 

122.1 
PUBLIC CONCERN: I urge you to keep the South Fork 

of the Merced River the magdicent, remote place that it is 
by allowing access only by trail. Prohibit all motorized 
vehicles and mountain biies. Do not permit any kind of 
tourist development at Hite Cove and do not construct 
bridges upstream of Hite Cove and keep the trails narrow 
and inconspicuous a foot or two in width. 

REPLY: We are considering these recommendations in 
!-? alternative B. Please refer to the rest of the trail questions 

and answers. 

126.1 
PUBLIC CONCERN: I recornmend Alternative B. I sup- ! port the proposal to close the two r a  t h e  Hite Cove. I 

support the closing of areas with "wild" designation (clas- 
sification) to motorized traffc. As one who has hiked many 
times along the South Fork and the lower Merced River, I 
wish to express my appreciation to the USFS and BLM for 
this opportunity to comment on their management proposals 
and for having an Alternative B that I can enthusiastically 
endorse. 

REPLY: Thank you for your comments. None of the 
alternatives are recommending motorized traffic in the 
"wild" classification river areas along the South Fork 

[ j Merced. Alternative D is recommending motorized traffic 
in the "scenic" classification river area. All alternatives are 
showing motorized traffic in the "recreational" classification 

I I river areas on the Merced River. Please refer to many other 
questions and answers concerning the Hite Cove area. 

127 
PUBLIC CONCERN: I fmd Alternatives C and D for the 

South Fork Merced unrealistic and undesirable. My per- 
sonal preference is Alternative B. I believe this alternative 
would make theHite Cove area more attractive to hikers and 
backpackers. 

REPLY: Many folks agree with you. Please refer to many 
of the other questions and answers concerning this Hite 
Cove issue. 

129 
PUBLIC CONCERN: I can live with Alternative B. I 

don't want off road biies in the plan or bridge crossihgs over 
the river. Keep the wild and scenic concept. Also, to take 
care of problem in the future, have the owner of the mining 
equipment remove it. If he won't, the Forest Service should 
do it. There is a saying,"If it works don't fur it." The Hite Cove 

and the South Fork of the Merced river don't need to be 
fured. 

REPLY: We are considering alternative B. The mining 
equipment has been removed &necessary. Maybe we don'? 
need to fur it, but the area should bc monitored and managed 
when any type of public use is concerned. 

--- 
PUBLIC CONCERN: 
The Hite Cove 4x4road is within the corridor of the South 

Fork of the Merced River. OHV grant monies have been 
used torepair road damagein the past and wuldbe available 
in the future to take care of any impacts caused by the use of 
this road. This road bas been used for more than twenty- 
years. This route will provide access into the wild and scenic 
corridor for those people who are physically unable to hike 
into the area. One of the main purposes for keeping this road 
open, is it would provide access for elderly people, wheel- 
chair bound people and small children who would l i e  to see 
the Merced River along the scenic corridor but who are 
unable to hike into this area due to their age ar physical 
abiity. To restrict vehicle access on the Hite Cove Road 
would indeed deny these persons any opportunity to enjoy 
the beauty of this area. I urge you to keep this route open to 
four wheel drive use. We believe in protecting the environ- 
ment for everyone to use and enjoy and not just for a few 
people who want to hike and keep everyone else out. We 
have adopted this as one of the areas we clean up. We could 
use the road without interfering with nature or hikers. 

REPLY: The south side Hite Cove Road is presently 
being used by four-wheel drive enthusists. We are wnsider- 
ing keeping this open in Alternative C and D. Please refer to 
the questions and answers found in 101, 102, 103, l36 and 
119. 

132 
PUBLIC CONCERN: 
It has been brought to my attention that the Hite Cove 

Road is under consideration for closure. I am opposed to 
any such action. This road offers access to the river at this 
point for people who would not otherwise be able t o  travel 
this extremely rugged terrain. As a physically handicapped 
user of the National Forest system of four-wheel drive trails, 
I am increasingly disturbed by the movement of a group of 
fanatical extremist elitists to close more and more of the 
lands that we all own, to a l l  but the young and wealthy. Leave 
Hite Cove trail open to four-wheel drive vehicles, there are 
plenty of other areas the hikers can use. 

REPLY: Thank you for reminding us that access to 
Federallands by people with disabilities must be considered. 
Because of an Act both facilities and programs must be 
available to people with diiabiities within Federal agencies. 
We will analyze types and levels of access for people with 
disabilities in each alternative. Four-wheel drive access 
around the Hite Cove area will be considered in Alternative 
C and D. Please refer to 101,102,103,119,136 and l31. 

136 
PUBLIC CONCERN: 
It has been brought to the Modesto 4 Wheelers Club's 

attention that the Hite Cove 4x4 road is possibly being 



included in the proposal to designate this area into the 
Merced Wid and Scenic River. Our club would like to 
register our complaint against this part of the designation. 
We also understand that OHV Green Sticker Funds have 
been used for road repair and maintenance. As such we feel 
this is contrary to the future use of said road. 

REPLY: The river designation and classifications have 
already been established by a Wid and Scenic River Act and 
a Classification and Boundary Environmental Assessments. 
These approved documents are not subject to discussions 
with this phase of planning. This phase of planning does deal 
with what types of use will be permittedwithin the Hite Cove 
river area. All uses must be consistent with these existing 
WSR Act and EA documents. Alternative C shows 4 wheel 
drive use on the south side Hite Cove road from Jerseydale 
would be acceptable. Alternative D shows both the south 
side and north side from Hite Cove to Indian Flat would be 
acceptable. Alternative B shows no 4 wheel drive use on 
either the south or north side would be acceptable. Green 
Sticker grants have been authorized for the South side Hite 
Cove Road in 1983 and 1987. The north road to Hite Cove 
from Indian Flat is a special use and administrative use road 
that is closed to public motorized use. We are presently 
analyzing the consequences of all resource rewmmenda- 
tions including 4 wheel drive access to the Hite Cove area 
within each alternative. The draft EIS will show our 
preferred alternative and use for this area. You will have a 
another chance to review this draft planning document. 

137 
PUBLIC CONCERN. The Hite Cove road passes 

through a scenic portion of the Merced River area that is 
now designated wild and scenic by an act of Congress. 
Vehicle travel in such areas is allowable through the Wid 
and Scenic Laws. State OHV monies have also been used to 
repair and maintain this road in the past years. We all have 
to collectively learn how to work together to provide a 
balanced plan to provide for all users of our forests. 

REPLY: The Hite Cove road passes through a portion of 
the South Fork Merced River that has been designated as a 
Wid and ScenicRiver. The Hite Cove area is within "scenic" 
classification. Please refer to the questions and answers 
found in 101,102,103, I33 and 136 etc. 

138 
PUBLIC CONCERN: I believe a possible north/south 

ORV route as proposed in alternative D around Hite Cove 
area will cause a number of major problems. You would have 
to bridee or ford the river at Hite Cove.Thiswilldramaticallv 
increaFe use of both access roads and present a threat t6 
archaeologicalsites and historic remainsonboth sides of the 
river. ORV folks have a hard time staying on roads and 
archaeological sites should not be marked or flagged. A road 
would have to be built down to the river on the north side to 
the crossing point. The river is primarily a wild river in this 
zone and should remain as such. Any new crossing or bridge 
would diminish that precious wildness by bringingmotorized 
vehicles closer to the wild areas. Widness is going to be 
worth even more in ten years. What kind of statement would 
this make for the Forest Service to allow a bridge or ford 
cross this river within a Wid and Scenic River area? I doubt 
that the public relations aspect of this decision would be 

positive in the balance. The increasing use of the north side 
by foot traffic would probably quickly produce conflicts with 
ORV people. I am concerned about the revision of alterna- 
tive B in the revised WSR plan. Having received much public 
comment against the history center and against ORVs, you 
have just rewritten Alternative B to include ORV. I think 
that this negates your scoping process. I actively campaigned 
for Alternative B as a way to say no to ORV and the history 
center. I do not plan to simply accept a rewriting of the 
alternative B after the fact. The Hite's Cove Road needs to 
be closed to ORV trafiic. 

REPLY: Thank you for your comments concerning pos- 
sible effects of OHV use within the Hite Cove area. We will 
use your wmments in writing the environmental cnnseqnen- 
ces section of the draft environmental analysis. Each 
alternative's consequence will be analyzed in relation to the 
previously presented alternatives. The alternatives which 
relate to the motorized issue are: A (existing), Alternative B 
(no motorized use), Alternative C (motorized use on south 
side from Jersevdalc to thc Hite Cove area) and Alternative 
D (motorized &e on both the south and'north side from 
Jerseydale to Hite Cove to Indian Flat). These alternatives 
have not changed in principle from the public meetings. 
However, as a result of scoping, we have edited the wording 
from the original drafts. You will also have another chance 
to review the draft environmental analysis documents before 
the final decision documents are published. 

139 
PUBLIC CONCERN: The Mariposa County Board of 

Supervisors is opposed to a North-South ORV route 
through Mariposa County which crosses the South Fork of 
the Merced River. 

REPLY: Thank you for taking a stand on this issue. 
However this Wild and Scenic River implementation plan 
will only analyze whether this Hite Cove area should be 
within a motorized or non-motorized area. A North-South 
ORV route determination will be made through another 
plan to be completed at a later date. Please refer to many 
other questions and answers concerning this subject. 

140,141 
PUBLIC CONCERN: The Fresno Mountain Toppers 

would like you to keep the Hite Cove road open. There are 
few alternate routes in this area. We enjoy the 4x4 route. 

REPLY: Keeping the south side Hite Cove road open 
within the 114 mile Wild and Scenic River corridor is being 
considered. 

142 
PUBLIC CONCERN: CORVA (California off road 

vehicle Association inc.) is concerned that you are consider- 
ing closing a long established OHV route, due to Wild and 
Scenic River status of the Merced River. It is our under- 
standing that this road is within a segment that has been 
designated "scenic" by your planning process. As you might 
know a "scenic" designation allows for OHV routes, since 
these routes do not impair the rivers's Outstanding Remark- 
able Values. If however, this route is having an unacceptable 
impact on the river's fisheries, it is our desire t h !  :Jm7r Forest 
consider an alternative of applying for State OHV grants to 
correct any unacceptable impact this road is causing. 



REPLY: We are considering a range of alternatives for 
this area, from motorized to non-motorized. This road is 
within a South Fork Merced river segment that this agency 
has "classificd" as "scenic." Coneress has 'desienated" the ~ ~ - ~~ ~- ~~~ 

Wild and Scenic River. The environmental consequences 
section of this EIS will determine what impact a motorized 
access would have to the f~heries and other natural and 
cultural resources. Please refer to other questions and 
answers concerning this issue found in this section. 

146,150 
PUBLIC CONCERN: I am a member of United Four 

Wheel Drive Association. In the January 1989 issue of Back- 
packers magazine an article appeared that states the number 
of back country users has been declining. Is the closure 
around Hite Cove planned to benefit a smaller and smaller 
number of people? What about the elderly, the people that 
are not able physically to h i e  or walk into the wilderness 
areas? I hope you will reconsider and keep this road open if 
not return the funds taken from the California OHV fund so 
the off highway vehicleuserswill not lose funds that they have 
paid for. I have seen many people in the prime of their life 
effected by major disabilities. They still want to visit areas 
such as the National Forest, yet they are not able physically 
to walk and bike for prolonged times or distances. Instead 
of providing more public land for the exclusive use of a 
smaller and smaller number of people, please rewnsider the 
Hite Cove area for four-wheel drive access. 

REPLY: The Hite Cove area is presently reached by day 
use trail users that take approximately anhour to wdk 
from the Merced River Canyon areas. This type oftrail use 
has been increasing each year. A range of alternatives are 
being considered which range &om no motorized (Alterna- 
tive B), motorized from Jerseydale to Hite Cove (Alternative 
C), and motorized from Jerseydale to the Merced River 
Canyon. Please refer to #I36 regarding the OHV funds. 
Regarding people with disabilities, refer to #132. 

154,155,156,158-163,166-507,509-602 
PUBLIC CONCERN: The possibility of closing the Hite 

Cove road must be avoided as the road serves a valuable 
access route across the South Fork of the Merced for dis- 
abled and elderly citizens that rely on off highway vehicles 
for their mobility. It has been in public use for over m years 
andis a viable option for the off highway vehicle north-south 
route. Please keep this excellent multiple use area open for 
me and my family. Please lend your support to this respon- 
sible multiple use project. Wilderness hiking areas are con- 
stantly being added while the number of backpackers 
decreased. Please support and properly manage the OHV 
use in recreation areas for all Americans to enjoy. California 
off highway vehicle green sticker funds have been used to 
repair and maintain the Hite Cove Road in the past. Further 
Green sticker grants of Off Highway Vehicle funds can be 
used to mitigate any impacts caused through the use of off 
highway vehicles on this route. Give serious thought to the 
concerns on the off highway vehicles access in this area. 
Merced River has an important off h i w a y  vehicle route 
that goes from Snyder Place through Hite Cove to Highway 
140. The Hite Cove road canvery well serve as an off highway 
vehicle north-south route and the scenic rivers designation 
provides for such use. The Hite Cove road is a most logical 

route for the statewide off highway vehicle motorized trail 
system. This route is the only available quality off highway 
route through this section of the Sierra Nevada Range. 

REPLY. The existing south side access route to Hite 
Cove does provide motorized access for those people with 
disabilities. This south side access route has been used for 
over 20 years and has been supported with green sticker 
funds in the past. There areexistingimpacts caused through 
the use of OHV. These impacts could be mitigated with 
OHV funds. There is presently no public use across the 
South Fork Merced river through Hite Cove area to the 
North side to highway 140. There is no existing motorized 
ford or bridge crossing at the Hite Cove South Fork River 
area. This north route was built in the ffiies for mining 
purposes; a gate was installed early; the route has not been 
used by the public in the past; presently is partly within 
private lands and presently is used for administrative pur- 
poses only. Please review 101, 102, 103, 136, 119, 139 and 
other answers in this section. 

508 
PUBLIC CONCERN: I am writing on behalf of the 

Merced Canyon Committee requesting that you adopt Al- 
ternative B. This alternative appears to best protect the 
values for which the rivers were designated. In particular, I 
urge you to reject any alternatives which would permit 
motorized access to the Hite Cove area.The reasons for this 
are as follows: The use of motor vehicles on the access roads 
is incompatible with other uses such as hiking and horseback 
riding.The dust and risks to hikers are unacceptable and the 
close proximity of vehicles would frighten horses. It is es- 
timated that a motorcycle traveling one and one half miles 
displaces one ton of soil. In contrast, a horse displaces only 
20 pounds. One need only observe the TV commercials for 
Off-Road Vehicles to understand the motivations of their 
users. The name "ORV" implies that they are intended for 
use on the roadless landscape. The damage that can result 
to flora and fauna is well understood and has let to restric- 
tions on the areas where such vehicles can be used. My son 
has camped in the Hite Cove area and reports having ob- 
served 4WD campers shooting with handguns at bottles. 
This practice is not only dangerous, but also produces titter. 
There is not enough manpower available to effectively police 
such activities. It is often said that it is unfair to judge the 
behavior of a large group by the irresponsible behavior of a 
few individuals. I would contend that it is the responsibility 
of the majority to police the behavior of their members to 
avoid being tarred with the same brush. There is also the 
question of responsibility for injuries to the users of ORVs. 
In the May issue, of the publication "Newsbeat," the BLM 
reports three serious accidents to ORV users, which re- 
quired assistance, on the Saint Patrick's Day weekend alone. 
The Forest Service would need additional manpower to 
handle such contingencies. For all the above reasons, I urge 
that you prohibit motorized access to the SouthFork Merced 
Wid and Scenic corridor. 

REPLY: The use of motor vehicles on the access roads 
could be incompatible with uses such as hiking and horse- 
back. Presently most of thehikers coming into the HiteCove 
area use the existing designated hiking trails. A few 
equestrian riders do use the existing Hite Cove south side 
route. The present OHVusers do use the existingsouth side 



OHV designated route. Because of the topography, we do 
not have significant impact problems with users going off 
trails or routes. Shooting at bottles has been a problem in the 
past with all user groups because the litter is not removed. 
There is not enough manpower available to effectively police 
such activities. Still, shooting is an acceptable use on most 
National Forest Service lands. Our goal will be to educate 
the public concerning these issues. We would l i e  the public 
to understand that this is their forest and they are responsible 
to help the agencies with the maintenance and litter clean- 
up. We will do this through pack-it-in-pack-it-out and tread 
lightly programs. Through education, we hope to have more 
public groups use portable wmmunications systems to 
transfer safety messages to their groups and to agencies. We 
are considering all alternatives. 

200 
PUBLIC CONCERN: We strongly support Alternative 

B for the South Fork. Tourism would ruin this pristine area 
and we do not need to encourage 4-wheel drive vehicles into 
this region. Let's keep Hite Cove pretty much as it has been 
and keep the motivated tourists out. 

REPLY: Thank you for your comments. Please refer to 
101,108 and others concerning this issue. 

205,503 
PUBLIC CONCERN: I endorse Alternative B (limited 

use) for the South Fork. This plan eliminates the four-wheel 
drive threat by downgrading Jerseydale access road to Hite 
Cove to a trail. Plan B further limits motorized access on the 
North side of the river. 

REPLY: Please refer to 101, and 110 and others concern- 
ing this issue. 

211 
PUBLIC CONCERN: I generally support your alterna- 

tive B. The closure of roads to the Hite Cove area is sorely 
needed. Within the Sierra National Forest there are 
hundreds of miles of dirt roads for Cwheel drive recreation 
users, but very few trails that follow a river through miles of 
undeveloped river canyon. Motorized traffic conflicts with 
trail use and should be eliminated to Hite Cove, unless 
needed by your agency. 

REPLY: Please refer to 101 and others in this document. 

418 (PM) 
PUBLIC CONCERN: the last 5 miles of the South Fork 

Merced Trail is non-existent now from Devil's Gulch. What 
are your plans? 

REPLY: AU alternatives show this trail access system 
within this area. This year we have had a trail crew open a 
few miles of the trail. 

419 (PM) 
PUBLIC CONCERN: We favor a parking area and foot 

trail from Jerseydale area. 
REPLY: Alternative B favors a trail from the south side 

to Hite Cove. Alternative C and D favors the existing 
motorized use. We will consider all options. 

420 (PM) 

PUBLIC CONCERN: How far does the Incline road 
extend? Does it cross private property? 

REPLY. Yes, the Incline road extends across private 
property. Scenic easements would have to be obtained to 
protect private land if a trail is accepted by all the agencies. 

421 (PM) 
PUBLIC CONCERN: Development of trails exposes 

private land owners to vandalism and liability. 
REPLY: If the Incline trail is developed, mitigation 

easements, fences, gates, visual and 
have to be considered and aereed 

bpbn by the private owners before trail access is obtai&d. If 
scenic easements are obtained, the wst and liability could 
be the responsibility of the Government. 

422 (PM), 423 (PM), 434 (PM) 
PUBLIC CONCERN: We are in favor of a bike, horse 

and foot trail on the north side of the Merced River on the 
old railroad grade. We support rough trails, and no off road 
vehicles along the river, What context would ORV be 
prohibited? 

REPLY: There are currently proposals for mountain 

n 
,. 

Vie, racing bikes, horse, foot and a train on the old railroad 
trail. Rough trails would be compatible with mountain bikes, 
horse and foot. No one has recommended ORV use to date, 
we understand that the highway would be used for this type 
of use if there was access on both the north and south Hite 
Cove road. Maybe the two wheel vehicles, off highway 
vehicle, racing bikes, andmotor bikes etc. should stay on the 
main road and be prohibited on theNorth Incline Road. We 
also have to analyze the train proposal. 

435 (PM) 
PUBLIC CONCERN: We support the Iron Creek Trail 

for non-motorized use. Does this conflict with the Forest's 
Draft LMP? 

REPLY: The Forest Draft and Land and Resource 
Management Plan shows this area as semi-primitive 
motorized (SPM). However, the approved Wild and Scenic 
Boundary and Classification Environmental Assessment has 

t l  
designated this a "wild" classification river segment. All al- 
ternatives will therefore show that this area will be semi- 
primitive non-motorized (SPNM) and that the Iron Creek 
trail within the river wmdor will be for non-motorized use. 

n 
This is consistent with the "wild classification. 

436 (PM) 
PUBLIC CONCERN: Under alternatives A, B and C 

would there be no new trails? Is alternative D the only one 
with new trails? 

REPLY: This was our intention. No new trails except in 
alternative D, the maximum use alternative. We do show trail 
access on the existing SouthFork Merced trail in alternative 
B and C. Right now the trail needs heay maintenance 
because of lack of use. 

511.1 
PUBLIC CONCERN: I agree in some areas with alter- 

native A but want to add my own ideas. Have no public 
motorized access on north side of Hite Cove. Have no 4wd 



access into Hite Cove. Develop a trail in place of the existing 
A d  rnarf . . . - . - - - . 

REPLY: These suggestions are similar to the ones shown 
in alternative B. Please refer to the other trail questions and 
answers. 

804.2 
PUBLIC CONCERN: The National Park Service 

(Yosemite) is concerned with the accessibility to the Hite 
Cove Area. Safety improvements to the existing trail may be 
necessary, but the steepness of the canyon and fragile wild 
flower environment would place limitations on substantial 
renovation or disabled access. The large privately owned 
parcel of land at the trail head may also preclude improve- 
ments to the trail. Increased visitation would also pose a 
higher fue danger in the hot summer months when current 
use of the area is minimal. 

REPLY: Limited safety improvements may have to be 
made if alternative D and OHV motor vehicle access is 
allowed on the north side of Hite Cove. Two wheel drive 
access is not being considered in any of the alternatives. 1 Providing four wheel access for people with disabilities to 
the Hite Cove area might provide these user groups with 

I"! opportunities to see this area which they couldnot have with 
only foot trails. The fire resource issue will be studied for 
each alternative. Please refer to a few of the other questions 
and answers concerning the Hite Cove access issue. 

ISSUE: CULTURAL AND HISTORICAL RESOUR- 
CES: WHAT ACTIONS WILL BE NECESSARY TO 
MEET THE CRITERIA O F  T H E  CULTURAL 
RESOURCES ACCORDING TO SECTION 106 OF THE 
NATIONAL HISTORIC PRESERVATION ACT AND 
THE AMERICAN INDIAN RELIGIOUS FREEDOM 
ACT? WHAT KIND OF INTERPRETATION AND 
WHAT KIND OF HISTORICAL STRIJCTIJRES WILL ~ - - ~  ~- .-------- ~ - - ~  ~ - - - - -  --- 

BE ALLOWED WITHIN THE HITE COVE AREA 
THAT WILL MEET THIS CRITERIA? 

P - ~ L I C  CONCERN: Because. the Hite Cove proposed 
mine development would involve a great deal of money, I 1 $ would hesitate to commit to this project. 

REPLY. Alternative A and B are recommending no mine 
development but suggesting that rehabilitation to existing 
improvements be maintained. Alternative C and D are 
recommending minimal amounts of mining equipment be 
placed on existing old mining foundations, not developing a 
mine. The issue of money was not discussed but should have 
been and will be addressed in the this Environmental 
Analysis. 

108.1 
PUBLIC CONCERN: Please consider Alternative B. It 

represents a signilicant improvement over the current level 
of management found in alternative A. It limits tourism at 
Hites Cove and the proposed mining historical center. 

REPLY. The Forest Service is considering alternative B. 
This alternative would designate the Hite Cove area as a 
HistoricaVCultural area and provide minimal interpretation 

and rehabilitation of the existing historical mining resources 
of the area. 

110.1 
PUBLIC CONCERN: We are sorely dismayed over the 

efforts to develop Hite Cove as a tourist attraction. Hite 
Cove should be left alone as it is and improvements should 
be limited to minor trail work. There is no need to build 
roads, bridges, displays, and information centers. Mountain 
bikes should be excluded. 

REPLY:TheForest Service has no intent to develop Hite 
Cove area as a tourist attraction. In each alternative the 
intent is to presexve, operate and maintain the historical/cul- 
turd resources of the area. Leaving the Hite Cove alone has 
already resulted in problems. 1nitial.analysis shows that the 
existing historicaVcultural resources are Wing molested by 
visitors. More education and interpretation of the area is 
necessary for better public understanding. Alternatives A 
and B are recommending minimal interpretation and 
rehabilitation while alternatives C and D are recommending 
moderate to maximum interpretation and rehabilitation. 
This is all according to the State's archaeological guidelines. 

117.2 
PUBLIC CONCERN: Existing structures should be 

managed using benign neglect guidelines. 
REPLY: The Plan will orovide midelines for the oDera- 

tion and maintenance of t6e histor~/cultural structure;. 

117.2.1 
PUBLIC CONCERN: What does this mean? (Complete 

existing site rehabilitation as necessary for safety and public 
need reauirements?). Which existing sites? What public - 
need? 

REPLY: The existing campgrounds, picnicking sites, 
boat put-in and take out sites and parking areas along the 
wild and scenic comdor should be rehabilitated if sanitation 
facilities, and parking are not acceptable with 1990 safety, 
public health and use requirements. The public should be 
protected from the existing mine structures and old mining 
caves and holes 

117.2.2 
PUBLIC CONCERN: Where would the Visitor Informa- 

tion Services occur? 
REPLY: On site visitor information would be provided 

at the developed sites located within the river corridors. 
Visitor information also could be provided at local res- 
taurants and with other partners interested in sharing the 
WSR information with the public. 

117.2.3 
PUBLIC CONCERN: I prefer item 1 in alternative A. 

(allow for existing historical structures to remain but no 
rehabilitation of these improvements at the Hite Cove site 
will occur). 

REPLY: Our initial historicaVcultwal research has indi- 
cated that this area is rich in cultural resources. Specific 
items should be protected and rehabilitated accordingto the 
State archaeological guidelines and laws. 



117.2.4 
PUBLIC CONCERN: Does this (Alternative C, provide 

minimal historical structural renovations within the area 
according to archaeological guidelines) mean importing 
structures to the site? If so, register my adamant opposition. 

REPLY: Yes, our intent with alternative C wording was 
that the Forest Service could import minimal historical 
structures and place these elements at the site if all condi- 
tions of the archaeological State laws and guidelines were 
met. For example. anv imvorted buildinas with historical 
significance wo;ldha/e to 6e  placed on e&ting foundations 
that were constructed during the early 1900.Thic is the time 
whcn possibly 800 folks lived and worked the early the Hite 
Cove mines. 

128 
PUBLIC CONCERN: I feel that Hites Cove should be 

left alone. This area is ideal for wild flowe.rs,possibly the best 
left in central California. Also a bridge will bring motorized 
vehicles and more trash. This area can allow nature studies 
and teach about the environment simultaneously. 

REPLY: We will consider these suggestions. Please refer 
to other questions and answers shown in this document 
concerning this issue. 

m.1 
PUBLIC CONCERN: The Merced Canyon Committee 

endorses alternative B. The Committee worked for passage 
of national legislation to protect this river from maior 
development. It came as a sliock that the Forest Service was 
consideringdeveloping~iteCove asa tourist attraction.The 
valuc of alternative B is that it remedies current abuses and 
prevents such an unfavorable development. The current 
abuses it remedies stem from the private vehicles on both a 
access roads. It is to be hoped that some signs and markers 
will be placed at the site to help preserve public awareness 
of the historic significance of the area. These should be of 
wood to discourage vandalism. Congress has given the 
Forest Service a mandate to protect a very special area. I 
commend you for your preparation of alternatives and par- 
ticularly for presenting us Option B. 

REPLY: You have reached your goal. The South Fork 
Merced river is' protected from major development with the 
Act. Concerning Hite Cove, the intent in each alternative 
was to rehabilitate the area as a historicaVcultural area. The 
goal is to preserve, operate and maintain the area for the 
public. The three alternatives shows different levels of 
potential use and management. Please refer to 110.1. We are 
considering the alternative which will meet these resource 
goals of preservation. Yow excellent suggestions for sign 
location will be considered in the Plan. 

l31.1 
PUBLIC CONCERN: As a land owner on the Merced, I 

fully support the Wid and Scenic River designation. I co- 
chaired the Merced Canyon Committee. I support however, 
a management approach which assimilates current use: no 
visitor center, no bathroom facilities, no put-in areas, no 
designated trails at least for now. Twenty years from now 
there may be a need for all the these. Putting them in now 
however, creates greatervisitor use and assures their use and 
needs. It is a cycle. If your primary objective is to protect the 

river ecosystem, the best thing that youcan do is to not attract 
more people to it. 

- 

REPLY: Thank you for supporting the Forest's recorn- 
mendations for the Wid and Scenic river desienations. Be- 
cause the Merced and South Fork ~ e r g d  are now 
desianated, they may attract more wople to this meat . . 
~ e r & d  river s$tem.-others will now market the rivers as 
Wild and Scenic." The goal is let people use and preserve a 
free flowinn river that has existine outstandie recreational 
geologic, Gtoric and other outs~anding values. Each alter: 
native has this goal. None of the alternatives is suggesting a 
visitor center. There are existing bathrooms facilities, put-in 
areas and designated trails within the river corridors. Alter- 
native A and B are recommending no or Limited additions. 
Alternatives C and D are recommending moderate and 
maximum additions. 

208 
PUBLIC CONCERN: This is to express ow support for 

alternative B for the South Fork. As for the Hite Cove area, 
this nation's goal for such historical attractions should be to 
facilitate the natural reclamation process that is slowly oc- 
curring. For those who visit Hite Cove, as well as those who 
could learn of it through written material, slides and f h e d  
orvideo produced descriptionscould be made available, say, 
by the Forest Service. The message would then be wmmer- 
cia1 and industrial destruction, once started, does not have 
to continue eternally. Restoration and reclamation, by 
human effort in concert with natural forces, can be ac- 
complished. The f i a l  phase should be to leave the area 
largely alone. 

REPLY: Thank you for these positive ideas. W e  will 
consider them in the Plan. 

211.3 
PUBLIC CONCERN: I have not seen any mention in 

your planning about the desires of the Mariposa Indian 
Council to have a primitive camp, for the teaching of Indian 
values and old ways at Hite Cove. It is a plan that has been 
discussed for years and is a valid one, since the local Indian 
people had their land taken away without any treaty and Hite 
Cove has special religious significance. I would like to see 
this ~ l a n  addressed bv the Forest Service. 

REPLY: The ~ a h p o s a  Indian Council has not made a 
formal request to date. Yet, the Forest Service has indicated 
a w i l l i e s s  to discuss and implement such a plan. W e  have 
just completed a comprehensive hitoricaVcultwal inven- 
toryof the Hite Cove area. The area will be managed accord- 
ing to the State's archaeological standards a n d  the 
alternative selected. 

300 
PUBLIC CONCERN: Alternative C would ruin Hite 

Cove and vicinity. It and surrounding area would become 
crowded. Hite Cove had a wild feeling before the recent 
accumulation of junk. Haul out modern junk and it would 
return to the wild. 

REPLY: Much of the modem "junk" that has accumu- 
lated in recent years has been removed. Care will b e  taken 
to ensure that historic and prehistoric artifact: acd values 
are not disturbed in the process. Hite Cove and the immedi- 
ate area has a "scenic" classification while the remaining 



segments of the South Fork of the Merced have a "wild" 
classification. Increased crowding of the area may or may not 
occur under all alternatives. 

303 
PUBLIC CONCERN: Alternatives C and D are not af- 

fordable. Even donated equipment must be protected and 
maintained. 

REPLY: No equipment under any alternative will be 
imported without an assurance of having funds available 
from appropriate organizations, monies, grants or partner- 
ships. 

501 
PUBLIC CONCERN: I want to urge you to endorse 

Alternative B for the South Fork of the Merced River, I do 
not want a mining history center at Hite Cove. I do not want 
the development of tourism at Hite Cove. Let Hite Cove 
remain as it is, one of the few spots in California not yet 
destroyed by overdevelopment. 

REPLY. Please refer to 108.1 AND 110.1 

505 
PUBLIC CONCERN: We prefer alternative B. We wish 

to express our opposition to the proposal to develop the Hite 
Cove site with the installation of additional mining equip- 
ment and buildings. This project will create almost irresis- 
tible pressure to provide vehicle access. The project will 
require a full time caretaker. You cannot depend on volun- 
teer help. A host at the site will require water and waste 
disposal facilities which must meet County Building Code. 
This conflicts with the criterion that watershed and shoreline 
must be ~rimitive. The Dresent trail traverses ~rivate Drooer- . s 

ty. ~ccek may be revoked by property owne;. The proposal 
to have the mill actually operate would require a source of 
power. A stationary internal combustion engine would vio- 
late the wild and scenic criteria that watershed shoreline be 
largely primitive and largely undeveloped. Proposed use of 
a Pelton wheel as a power source would require diversion of 
water from the river at some upstream point. This is 
prohibited by the wild and scenic River Act. Any diversion 
would require permits from SWRCB and if power is 
generated from the FERC. This would lead to interventions 
by the environmental community like the Sierra Club, 
American Rivers, FOR andMCC.The idea that water could 
activate a hydraulic ram, then be returned to the river at the 
point of removal, violates the first law of thermodynamics. 

REPLY: When we write the environmental consequen- 
ces for alternative C and D, we will be able to use your good 
thoughts concerning this issue. None of the alternative had 
any recommendations that wouldviolate the wild and scenic 
criteria for this river's two mile "scenic" classification. A 
minor diversion within a "scenic" classification could be 
acceptable with conditions. Comments from the environ- 
mental groups are welcome. Direct communications be- 
tween us and all interest groups have been going on 
concerning this project for the past 5 years. 

511.2 - 
PUBLIC CONCERN: Allow existing historical struc- 

tures to remain. No development or rehab at Hite Cove. 

REPLY: Your recommendations are found in alternative 
B. 

--- 
PUBLICCONCERN: Wewant topreserve what remains 

at Hite Cove. Some modest interpretation is acceptable, but 
we want no additional structures added that would require 
added interpretive programs and invite more people. Keep 
the area a natural museum. There are other appropriate 
locations for mining displays 

REPLY: We have considered preserving what remains 
in alternative A and B. Reviewing other possible locations 
for interpretation of mining activities is outside the terms of 
reference of this project. 

6@2,622,631,632,635,656,659,660,661,662,665,666, 
668,669,676,677,683,684,685,689,690,691,692,697,699, 
706,708,709,710,712,713,715,716,717,718,719,720,721, 
722,723,724,726,729,730,734,738,758,766,767,791,792, 
793,800,803,810 

PUBLIC CONCERN: The Mariposa County Chamber 
of Commerce, the Mariposa Resource Conservation district 
and other private citizens support minimum interpretive 
historical displays at Hite Cove with a condition that it be 
environmentally acceptable. Hite Cove offers a unique o p  
portunity to preserve the historical and cultural and ar- 
cheological values of the site. Visitors would have an 
ovvortunihr to visit a unique site. It would be good for the - 
economy df the area. 

REPLY: The Forest Service is considering alternative C. 
This alternative would desienate the Hite Cove area as a 
HistoricaVCultural area andY provide moderate interpreta- 
tion and rehabilitation to the existing mining structures and 
a minimal of added structures according to the State ar- 
chaeological guidelies and laws. 

601,604 
PUBLIC CONCERN: We own property on Hite Mine 

Road. We do not want people to reach the Hite Cove area 
through our property &ca& of potential dust, trash, van- 
dalism, trespass, insurance rates increases and potential fue 
hazard problems. 

REPLY: Only alternative D is suggesting motor vehicle 
(OHV) public access on the north side of Hite Cove. If this 
is the preferred alternative, acceptable easement rights and 
mitigation measures to protect your private property would 
have to be completed on your behalf and according to exist- 
ing federal and county guidelines. Please see 410,411,416. 

6l3,621,623,624,658,664,678,679 
PUBLIC CONCERN: Lets go ahead and put a historical 

miniig area back where one has been for almost a century. 
No vehicle access should be allowed. This idea would pro- 
vide superior educational potential in Mariposa County. 

REPLY: We are considering this in Alternative C and D. 
Any proposals would have to meet the state archaeological 
guidelines and laws. 



PUB~IC'CONCERN: WE are concerned about anv 
proposed additions to the Hite Cove Area.Thc area's charm 
and meaning is related to its difficult accessibility. Keep it as 
it is. 

REPLY: We are considering none to limited additions in 
alternative A and B. The preferred alternative will be 
selected that considers all the environmental concerns for 
each resource and proposed management activity. 

605 
PUBLIC CONCERN: As a professional oceanographer, 

I recognize the South Fork Merced has characteristics in 
common with some national marine sanctuaries areas. The 
area has high diversity over only a small spacial area, the 
whole being extremely sensitive to human impacts. Don't put 
public exhibits in the middle of a sensitive ecological area. 

REPLY: Thank you for this specific concern. This will 
help us write the environmental consequences section of the 
analysis. We will consider the level of public exhibit within 
each classification of river. This wild and scenic river has 
been classified "scenic." Tbe level of experience for the 
public and the type of exhibit will be consistent with these 
values. 

620 
PUBLIC CONCERN: At a Department of Interior hear- 

ing the Mariposa Indian Council has asked for the right to 
have a camp to educate children about traditional Indians 
ways and beliefs at Hite Cove. I agreed to a scenicclassifica- 
tion for Hite Cove to make it possible for the Indian 
Council's camp. The Forest Service should preserve this 
historical and cultural resource not fabricate with mining 
Structures. 

REPLY: The Forest Service under the Department of 
Agriculture has not been approached by the Council with 
this suggestion for the Hite Cove Area. Yet, the Forest 
Service has studied this area for the existing cultural and 
historical values. Any proposal for this area will meet the 
criteria according to Section 106 of the National Historic 
Preservation Act and the American Indian religious 
freedom Act. 

757 
PUBLIC CONCERN: We attended the 1110189 public 

meeting concerning Hite Cove and have a few concerns. We 
have a residence on the Hite Cove road. Should not a 
potential history area at Hite Cove be deferred until the 
whole WSR plan is wmpleted? What significance does the 
offered mining equipment have to the actual history of the 
Hite mine? What is the history of the Garogian equipment 
itself? Is the presence of a potential history interpretive area 
at Hite Cove a growth inducement for increased develop- 
ment later? What will the source of drinking water, display 

water, and structure fue fighting water be under each alter- 
native? How will the sewage treatment and disposal be 
handled from increasing use. How will effluent disposal 
impact the area and river? What is the Board of Supervisors 
>pinion of the proposed alternatives? What is the impact on 
zurrent native California Indian cultural and religious uses 
3f the area? What is the impact of increased human presence 
>f each alternative on the habitat and range of animals such 
as the mountain lion and bear? 

REPLY: Yes, the Hite Cove interpretive analysis will be 
wmpleted within this WSR EIS and Implementation Plan. 
l%e offered mining equipment is dated around the 1900, the 
m e  time that the Hite Cove mining activities were operat- 
ing. Alternative C and D would induce more visitors than 
alternatives A and B. Drinking, demonstration, and fire 
water would be managed according to the preferred alter- 
native and Implementation Plan. Sanitation would be 
managed to normal Forest Service and County standards. 
The Board of Supervisors have expressed their opinion. We 
have completed archaeological and cultural studies. The 
preferred alternative and Plan would be wmpleted accord- 
ing to the State archaeological Act for Native Indian Cul- 
tural. The effects of human and wildlife impacts with all 
proposed management activities will be addressed in the 
environmental consequences section of this Environmental 
Impact Statement. 

798 
PUBLIC CONCERN: The American Indian Council of 

Mariposa County, Inc requests that no excavating be done 
at Hite Cove, so as not to disturb the f d  resting place of 
our revered Headman and Spiritual leader, Chief Teneya. 
Chief Teneya, was Chief of our Miwok people who lived in 
the Yosemite-Mariposa area. Most of the Indian Com- 
munity, here, in Mariposa County, today can show direct ties 
to him. 

REPLY: We will respect Section 106 and that wncerns 
the criteria for the American Indian religious freedom Act. 

629 
PUBLIC CONCERN: We are concerned with the exist- 

ing treatment of Hite Cove artifacts and features by the 
unconcerned public. If allowed to continue all historic and 
archaeological sites will be vandalized to the point of 
destroying their integrity. An interpretive exhibit with mini- 
mal impact on the existing state of the canyon would be 
appropriate to manage and control this problem. 

REPLY: We agree, the existing cultural and historical 
resources of the area should be protected. Educating the 
public to the values of these resources is an excellent tool to 
help with the preservation. Under each alternative this 
strategy of educating the public will be considered. The 
levels of experience and interpretation and education 
methods will change with the alternatives. 

643 
PUBLIC CONCERN: Asa professional biologist, I think 

the major attraction of this area is the outstanding richness 
and diversity of flora, especially wild flowers which are 
outstanding in the central Sierra Nevada. "No point source' 



attractions should be developed. Public access would impact 
this unique natural resource. 

REPLY: Thank you for your specific comments. Alterna- 
tive B should meet your goals. 

649,670 
PUBLIC CONCERN: The South Fork Merced is a high 

fire zone. Increased visitation, especially vehicle access, 
should not be encouraged without an EIS. The appreciation 
of wild flowers and solitude should be preserved. 

REPLY: We will com~lete this environmental analysis 
document according to the National Environmental pdicy 
Act (NEPA) and will consider a range of opportunities that 
encourage all level of use. The fire resources within this area 
will be Galyzed along with the other resources. 

804.1 
PUBLIC CONCERN: The potential donation of the his- 

toric mining equipment and artifacts offers several exciting 
interpretive possibilities. However the National Park Service 
(Ymmite)rouldurgeyou to not losesight of thesignificant 
natural resource features of the South Fork of the Merced 
River. The Hite Cove develooment olans will need to be 

r l  consistent with your management strategies for the area, as 
required in Section 10 (a) of the Wild and Scenic River Act. 

REPLY: Each alternative's cultural historical and inter- 
pretive recommendation for the Hite Cove area will be 1 consistent with the Wid and Scenic River Act, the "scenic" 
classification as approved in the 1989 Environmental Assess- 
ment and Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation 
Act and the American Indian religious Freedom Act. 

814 
PUBLIC CONCERN: The Merced Canyon Committee 

has a few questions concerning the Hite Cove proposed 
Interpretive historic area. Will the U S E  acquire the Hite 
Mine? Can the equipment given to California Mineral Ex- 
hibit? Who will pay for patrolling training supervising and 

i i monitoringof a persodpatrolman. How will interpreters get 
to the mine site? Will a bridge be built? How will the site 
impact the wilderness of the region? Is it contradictory to 
place $1.5 million worth of machinery for public education 
and enjoyment in such an out of the way area? 

REPLY: The Forest Service's goal is to acquire the 
private land from a willing seller. The donor does not want 
to give the equipment to the California Mineral Exhibit. 
Congress allocates monies for the Forest Senice to manage 
their administered lands. It would be a goal to get on the 
ground work done through volunteers and partnership 
groups. All personswillget tothesite through existingaccess 
systems, none will be built. A bridge is being considered in 
Alternative C and D. The area is "scenic" as established by 
the wild and scenic river classification system. It is not wn- 
sidered awilderness area. In fact it is within a semi-primitive 
motorized area according to the existing Forest Land and 
Resource Management Plan. 

ISSUE: LANDOWNERSHIP AND USE: IS THE EX- 
ISTING TRANSPORTATION SYSTEMS (TRAILS) 
WITHIN THE CORRIDOR ADEQUATE? WHAT IS 

THE PLAN FOR ALL THE EXISTING TRAILS 
WITHIN THE WILD AND SCENIC CORRIDORS? 

100 
PUBLIC CONCERN: I have strong concerns about 

bridges, motor bikes, and the maximum width of the trails. 
REPLY: AU your concerns will be addressed. You will 

have another chance to check whether your values havebeen 
met when the Draft is published. 

105 
PUBLIC CONCERN: I've been hiking the South Fork 

Trail for 36 years. Please leave this south fork hikiig trail as 
it is. Have folks pick up the trash and haul it out would be 
the only improvement suggestion. Please consider alterna- 
tive B. 

REPLY: We will consider alternative B. In each alterna- 
tive. the intent is to leave the South Fork Trail as it is. We 
will be rewmmending an operation and maintenance 
schedule in the Wild and Scenic River Plan that should help 
to eliminate the trash problem. 

106 
PUBLIC CONCERN: By all means improve the South 

Fork Merced trail and cut back the poison oak, pack out old 
miners trash, leave the rivers crossing as they arc and please 
no bridzes. A better trail from Hite Cwe to Alder Creek will 
let mo; people enjoy it. 

REPLY: When one person says to leave the trail as it is 
and then another person shows support to improve the trail 
system, often both these goals can be accomplished through 
a proper maintenance system. This is our intent along these 
trails, to operate and maintain them to the "wild" or "scenic" 
level of experience indicated by their river classifications. 

107 
PUBLIC CONCERN: Please leave the area as primitive 

as possible. Yosemite Trails Pack Station Inc. endorses foot 
and horse trails but would like to keep out motor vehicles 
traffic, logging and mining. Limiting development on the 
South Fork Merced river would be a good opportunity to 
curb the development trend on Forest lands. This limited 
development would help curb costs to the Forest and tax- 
payer. We think the bridges can be left out. 

REPLY: The trail along the South Fork Merced River 
will be operated according to the "w i ldkd  '"scenic" clas- 
sifications. Naturally, the "wild" sections along the South 
Fork will be "primitive." No logging is permitted along "wild" 
classifications. Mining will be permitted according to exist- 
ingwild and scenic river laws and regulationswithin the  river 
corridor. No new mining claims will be considered within the 
"wild" areas. Please review reply 101 for the motor vehicle 
issue. Alternative B is rewmmending limited development. 

111 
PUBLIC CONCERN: I endorse alternative B. Please 

leave it in its natural state. 
REPLY: The South Fork wild and scenic corridor would 

be left as it is now with alternative A. Alternative B s u m s t  
limited management to the existing resources. ~ e a l t h ~ d  
safety improvements may be made depending on the  a p  
proved alternative chose. 



1l3 
PUBLIC CONCERN: I think alternative B should be 

used for the South Fork Merced. 
REPLY: We will consider alternative B for the preferred 

alternative. 

114 
PUBLIC CONCERN: I am in favor of river trails for 

bicyclist, boaters, hikers, horseback riders. Gold miniing 
should be discouraged. The river can serve as a recreational 
jewel in a State that has few good rafting rivers. The antique 
train idea of canying tourist is outdated. A high speed 
connecting rail system to Amtrak carrying large numbers in 
an unpolluted train vehicle should be studied. 

REPLY: The Forest Senice and BLM favors all types of 
trails. The goal is to have trail users share access systems that 
are located on federal lands. The type of train system is 
outside the terms of reference for this project. Still, we will 
a n a l p  the proposed antique train system that is planned 
along the Merced River wrridor that is within the Forest 
Senice and BLM administered lands. We need to figure out 
the environmental effects this management activity would 
have on all other planned resource users Like hiking and 
bicycling. 

115 
PUBLIC CONCERN: I hope that the South Fork 

Merced River can remain Wid and Scenic. The animals at 
Hite Cove should be removed. Their activity is damaging the 
flora. Otherwise leave the area as it is. You can hardly 
improve it by management, unless management means 
protection from road builders, miners and developers. 

REPLY: The South Fork Merced River will remain Wild 
and Scenic by Congressional Act and by an approved En- 
vironmental Assessment concerning the boundary and clas- 
sifications. The domestic animals at Hite Cove have been 
removed. If Alternative A is accepted the area would lose 
out from uncontrolled use. The environment is ever chang- 
ing and it is our intent to manage by education and inter- 
pretation. We want to share with the public a partnership of 
preservation and use. Please see reply 110. 

117.6 
PUBLIC CONCERN: Be specific (obtain easements for 

public non-motorized access across private lands) Where 
wiU you need these easements? 

REPLY: There are approximately three landowners 
within the South Fork Merced wrridor wherea purchase or 
scenic easement could be completed. Scenic easements are 
where the landowner retains full title to the land, with the 
rights to sell, rent, leave to heirs. The private land around 
Savage Trading Post and a small parcel around Hite Cove 
are specific locations where trail easements could be com- 
pleted within the river wrridor. There are also approdmate- 
ly six landowners within the Merced corridor located close 
to the Incline road which may be subject to easement re- 
quests. This depends on the type of trail proposed. 

117.6.1 
PUBLIC CONCERN: The Act specifies that condemna- 

tion can't occur if over M percent of the land is in federal 

ownership, as is the case with the Merced. Are you talking 
about a willing buyer-willing seller policy? Where will you 
need scenic easements? 

REPLY: Yes a willing buyer-willing seller policy for the 
BLM and Forest Senice.The Forest Service will try to get 
scenic easements at the locations shown in the above reply 
and as documented in the fust phase Environmental Assess- 
ment (5.7.3). 

117.6.2 
PUBLIC CONCERN: This is my preferred alternative 

(B). Although the introduction states that existing trails will 
be maintained, I feel that the trail system should be expanded 
to include a link with the trails in Yosemite National Park 
and u>nnecting Hite Cove with Pcachtree Bar. 

REPLY: Alternative B is minimum dcveloomcnt. Slill.wc 
will consider these proposals in the preferred'alternative A d  
Plan. 

117.6.3 
PUBLIC CONCERN: I agree with this (allow the poten- 

tial multi-agency Incline Roadltrail development on the old 
incline railroad grade to be implemented on FS and BLM 
lands) although my wife disagrees. 'I 

REPLY: Shows why there are times when the Forest 
Service and BLM managers have trouble knowing what the 
public wants.Since we have beenchargedwith administering 
the land. a decision will be made concernine this and all the I - 
other issues. We will base the decisions on the environmen- V 
tal consequences analysis and show them in the draft en- 
vironmental analysis documents and plan. 

118.2 
PUBLIC CONCERN: Existing and proposed trails 

should be constructed and maintained at a standard that 
provides for minimum maintenance needs, maximum lon- 
gevity, and minimum adverse sediment and erosion impacts, 
while having absolute minimum intrusion on the wild and 
scenic nature of the river corridors. Existing trail main- 
tenance guidelines should be acknowledged and followed. %j 
Many existing guidelines may be acknowledged but, they are 
being increasingly ignored through use of non-skilled trail 
crews, lack of funding, or visitor over-use. Trail restoration 
and mitigation must be a detailed and clear part of the 
Management Plan. 

REPLY: The disposition or management of trails will be 
described within the Implementation Plan. The kinds and 
amounts of use these trails can sustainwithout unacceptable 
effects to the values for which they were designated will be 
carried out through the Limits of acceptable change (LAC) 
process. 

126.3 
PUBLIC CONCERN: I am in favor of the proposal to 

develop and maintain a trail following the old incline rail- 
road grade. This trail should be suitable for hikers, horse 
riders, and perhaps bicyclists but not for ORV's. I am not in 
favor of utilizing this section for any new train access to 
Yosemite National Park. It seems to me that theinitiative for 
sucha train access should originate with the ?rPS in conjunc- 
tion with their Master Plan. No such proposal is currently 
being considered by the NPS. Instead the idea for such a 



train seems to have risen in the brains of those who would 
Like to vromote a new tourist attraction for Mariwsa Coun- 
ty. ~ h & e  is no demonstrated need for such a t r a k  

REPLY: Each alternative shows that a trail on the old 
railroadgrade on Incline road would be acceptable with the 
BLM and Forest Service. Different levels of improvements 
along the trail will be considered for each alternative. Since 
there are private lands holding along the proposed trail 
corridor, certain scenic/trail easements would have to be 
obtained that would meet the owners conditions for safety, 
protection of their lands, and control of public use. We have 
to consider a range of proposals within the NEPA process. 
Under the Recreational classification for Wild and Scenic 
rivers a train would be an acceptable alternative. We will 
consider the train proposal consequences under the alterna- 
tive D. 

130.2 
PUBLIC CONCERN: I urge you to discourage use of 

mountain biies on the South Fork trail system. These do not 
appear to be compatible withestablished uses such as hikers 
and equestrians. I am strongly opposed toany bridges on the 
SouthFork between Wawona and the river confiuence.Con- 
struction of a bridge on the South Fork would have far 
ranging consequences for the entire river. 

REPLY: Thank you for your specific suggestions. We will 
consider them when writing the consequences of each alter- 
native. 

157 
PUBLIC CONCERN: Through negotiations we have at- 

tained the original name of Yosemite Valley Railroad Co. I 
am writing in regard to our proposed rail-line on the Merced 
River. We have most of the fmancing in place and strongly 
plead to your Agency to recommend the Train concept as 
the most viable of all alternatives in your Master Plan for the 
future. We further request your guidance with the N.P.S. 
procedure to formulate a contract, whereas, the Yosemite 
Valley Railroad Co. would have a fust option to construct 
the rail service, if this alternative is approved. In light of our 
efforts, money spent and to be spent, hopefully such a w n -  
tract is a appropriate request. We are prepared to construct 
and start operations from Briceburg to El Portal when al l  
permits are approved. We will work from Bagby to 
Briceburgon Phase 2. and of course, the real environmental 
benefits will be realized when the line is completed to 
Merced, which could include a light-rail in the Park itselt I 
look forward to the day when a person can leave his car at 
any Train Station in these United States and ride a train to 
Yosemite Park 

REPLY: As indicated in #500, this area's river classifica- 
tion is "recreational" and a rail-train would be an acceptable 
use. Our preferred alternative recommendation will be 
made through this document. However, we believe you will 
need contract, permits with all government affected agen- 
cies..the BLM, the Forest Service, the Parks Service and the 
Countyof Mariposabefore youcan get started. Rights ofway 
from private individuals who own land along way will have 
to be determined. A raiVtrain use on this alignment would 
have to be coordinated with the other already planned horse 
riding, mountain biking and hiking uses on this same align- 
ment. 

308 
PUBLIC CONCERN: I'm happy with the trails as they 

are but I like some features of Alternative B. No public 
motorized accw  to Hite Cove. Maintained trails. ~ i n i m a l  
information services in Hite Cove with historic pictures and 
siens and archaeoloeical information. I would Like rest rooms 
in"~ite Cove and &wove rest rooms at the Savage's trail- - 
head. 

REPLY: Thank you for yourreply. Allofyour suggestions 
were included in one of the alternatives, and may be included 
in the fmal Management Plan. 

401 (PM) 
PUBLIC CONCERN. What will the use and main- 

tenance of the trails be concerning horse vs. biies? 
REPLY: Bike and horse use is compatible. The main- 

tenance of these trails will be shorn in the Implementation 
Plan. 

402 (PM) 
PUBLIC CONCERN: Where does money come from for 

the construction or operation of proposed new trail on In- 
cline Road within the WSR corridor? 

REPLY: The money for this trail could come from State 
bonds, prop.70 and other partnerships. 

403 (PM) 
PUBLIC CONCERN: How is the river designated Wid 

and Scenicwith aRailroad on one side and road on the other 
side? 

REPLY: The Merced river has beendesignated as a Wild 
and Scenic River by a Congressional Act. The river segments 
from El Portal to Briceburg have been given a classification 
of "recreational" by both federal agencies responsible for this 
portion. This decision has been recorded in a Boundary and 
Classification Environmental Assessment. Roads and old 
railroad trails are allowed within recreational wild and 
scenic river corridors. 

404 (PM) 
PUBLIC CONCERN: Will railroad tresses be left alone. 
REPLY: There is a proposal for a bike, foot and horse 

trail and also a proposal for a train to be placed on the old 
railroad alignment path. If either of these recommendations 
are implemented, there would have to be some rehabilitation 
measures taken concerning these tresses under the State's 
archaeological guidelines. 

201 
PUBLIC CONCERN: I want to endorse alternative B for 

the South Fork. We appreciate your making this acceptable 
choice available. 

REPLY: Thank you for your comment. Please refer to 
111. 

203 
PUBLIC CONCERN: I urge the adoption of plan B. We 

need to keep the cultural andnatural resourcesat HiteCove. 
REPLY: Thank you for your comment. Plr?s? refer to 

115. 



-- 
PUBLIC CONCERN: Access to the far side of the river, 

especially by foot or mountain bike would improve not only 
accessibility but also use of the river. I woubi recommend 
that a couple of walking bridges be allowed over the river to 
create better access. I would further recommend that 
vehicles be prohibited except Forest Senrice vehicles. These 
comments concern the Main Merced River. 

REPLY: Thank you for your comments. Access is being 
studied for the Merced. 

210 
PUBLIC CONCERN: Due to the increasing number of 

automobiles traveling to Yosemite each year, air pollution is 
a serious environmental cancer. We feel that a rail system 
from Merced to El Portal could offer a positive solution in 
reducing the number of cars, truck and busses going into the 
Park. - -- ~~. 

REPLY: Thank you for your comment. This analysis only 
deals with the federal administrative lands from Briceburg 
to El Portal within the WSR corridor. The effects of a train 
system outside this area will not be considered within this 
document. Please also see 114. 

211.1 
PUBLIC CONCERN: Everything must be done to main- 

tain the wild nature of the South Fork Canyon. It is one of 
the last wild canyons left in California. The primitive trail 
conditions should be maintained. Except for brush clearing 
and stabilization and prevention of erosion, no additional 
trail development should be completed. I strongly oppose 
the building of bridges and anv uoeradine of the trail for - . .- 
horse traffic. 

REPLY: Please refer to 100,105, and 106. 

211.4 
PUBLIC CONCERN: What is desperately needed 

whether the north side Merced Canyon trail is built or not is 
management of camping on the north side of the river. The 
fue and sanitation hazard is a maior one Cissue). Onlvclosure 
to camping or development of awmp&ound will solve thii 
problem. Either way, more Forest Service and BLM patroll- 
ing of the area is necessary. 

REPLY: Please refer to 117.7. Additional facilities are 
needed and, depending on the alternative selected, will be 
planned. 

211.3 
PUBLIC CONCERN: I am intrigued by the idea of the 

trail on the railroadgrade. I have concern about theliabiity, 
vandalism, littering, illegal camping and continued funding 
for future maintenance and patrols. I would not like to see a 
trail developed and then not managed. 

REPLY: The Forest Service has plans in place to patrol 
andmaintain the trails in both the Merced River Canyon and 
the South Fork. Agreements are in place or planned with 
several outside groups to accomplish these goals. Of course 
all the planning is subject to available funding. If therailroad 
trail is implemented each agency would be responsible for 
the maintenance of their sections. Maintenance funds could 
coordinated through agencies. 

500 
PUBLIC CONCERN: We (Mariposa-Yosemite Rail- 

road Co) request that your agencies implement the plan that 
includes the train concept as the most viable. Composite 
parts of alternative C and D is recommended by our group 
with provisions for the train as the only motorized form of 
transportation. We are in f d  negotiations with a company 
to merge as a stronger company in our pursuit of rebuilding 
the track into El Portal. I urge your agencies support in this 
worthy and viable train concept as an alterative in your 
implementation plans. We request that this letter be on 
record as the date our company applied for a permit to 
operate a passenger train on the old Yosemite Valley Rail- 
road bed right-of-way through Forest Senice land. This 
could include leased land to facilitate any related activities 
to operate the trail line and could include a short h e  into 
Hite Cove. Considering the States current activities related 
to rail lines, assemblyman Jim Costa's Bill #973 and 
coauthor to Senate Bill #I565 how can we not consider this 
project as a alternative. 

REPLY: The agencies will consider your request to build 
and operate a train on the old Inclinehlerced River rail site. 
We will only consider the 14 miles from Briceburg to El 
Portal within the designated river corridor. Your proposal 
is within a "recreational" classification and is considered as 
anacceptable use within a d d  and scenic river corridorwith 
this classification. We will uot consider vow reoucst for a 
short line into the Hite Cove area alodg the Sbuth Fork 
Merced River. The rail line would have to go through a "wild" 
classification and a train service would be unacceptable 
within this classification. We will complete the written el- 
fects of thii proposed project within the environmental con- 
sequences section of this environnlental analysis document 
as they relate to alternative D. No use permit will be  con- 
sidered until after the implementation plan is completed 
after November 1990. A draft showing the Forest Services 
and BLM preferred alternative will be available in May 1990. 

503.1 
PUBLIC CONCERN: I wge the Forest Senrice to limit 

access to the South Fork and Hite Cove to hiking and 
horsebacking. 

REPLY: Please refer to 108,116. 

<" . 
PUBLICCONCERN: I recommend and urge support of 

Alternative B for the South Fork. Also I am oowsed to the . . 
trail im~rovement uo river from Hite Cove to the Park 
bound&. 

REPLY: Please refer to 117.6,106 and 105. The levels of 
maintenance. for the trail will be considered in t h e  Im- ~ ~ ~~~~ -~ ~- - ~~ ~~ 

plementation Plan. this level will sugest the "improvement" 
levels. 

506 
PUBLIC CONCERN: I would l i e  to see the Merced 

River maintained in as wild a state as possible. Please em- 
phasize use by non-motorized vehicles, bicycles, rafting, 
kayaking and by hikers, and not use by motorized vehicles. 



REPLY: Please refer to 107, 111, 114, 115,211.1. The assuming the 4WD vehicles will be using the Merced road 
rivers will be maintained and managed awmrding to the and not the old Incline road. 
river's amroved classifications. The Merced river's clas- 
sification is 'recreational." This means it will i)e managed to 
keep the existing motorized vehicles, roads trails and wm- ISSUE: MINERALS: WHERE AND WHAT KINDS 
mercial develonment. Still. the South Fork is classified "wild OF MINING ACTIVITIES ARE APPROPRIATE 
and "scenic" add will be managed according to these more I WITHIN THE RIVER CORRIDOR. SHOULD THERE 
naturalvalucs. We also have t~followguid~ines under our BE SEASONS FOR RECREATIONAL MINING? 
Forest Resource and Land Management Plan. For example WHAT KINDS OF REHABILITATION TO EXISTING 
the ~ l a n  indicates that the 2 mile Hite Covc "scenic" section MINES IS APPROPRIATE FOR PUBLIC SAFETY? 
is aiso withiin a SPM (semi-primitive motorized) area. This 
means that existing motorized vehicles are presently al- 
lowed. 

507 
PUBLIC CONCERN: I have been a resident of the El 

Portal area for 15 years and have worked as a naturalist in 
Yosemite for most of those years. 1 remember when only 
locals hiked the lower section of the trail to Hite Cove and 
when the Alder Creek trail was nearly impassable. The lower 
South Fork Canyon is one of the most unique wild areas in 

i. '1 California. Even though it is adjacent to a heavily visited 
National Park, it isseldomvisited. Over time that willchange 

'-3 and it is important that we. keep the distant future in mind 
Since there are fewlow elevationwildernessareas inCalior- 
nia, places such as the lower canyon of the South Fork could 
be damaged by overuse during the spring and fall when the 
high country is less accessible. Each time I stay at Bishop 1 Creek camp I see new piles of non-backpacker type garbage 
left by what I assume, are stock users that come down the 
Iron Creek Trail in autumn on hunting or fishing excursions. 
Each year I clean up as much as I can, but the following year 
there are new bottles, beer cans, pots and gun shells. If 
bridges are built across the South Fork at Devils Gulch and 
Hite Cove, I fear that this would make the trail more acces- 
sible to stock use and damage will increase. This year the 
back country staff in Yosemite was cut. Will the Forest 
Service have the staff to patrol the South Fork especially 
during the hunting season? Will you have the personnel to 

L. 

maintain the trail in the future from the damage incurred by I ' stock? Will, you be able to haul out the trash, regulate the 
numbers of visitor and protect the water supply? 

REPLY: One of the good things about the Wild and 
Scenic Rivers Act is that it gives direction to the agencies to 
complete a management plan for the areas within the desig- 
nated river corridor. With comments l i e  yours, we can 
determine the issues and problems. We can then complete 
these environmental analysis documents using this input. We 
can then select a preferred alternative and complete an 
Implementation Plan that includes these kinds of concerns. 
The Implementation Plan will give direction as to the staff 
or partners needed to operate and maintain the South Fork 
Trail. Please review these documents when they come out 
and let us know if the draft solutions answer your questions. 

511.8 
PUBLIC CONCERN: If the other side (Merced, old 

Incline road) is developed as a trail, gates or posts will be 
needed occasionally to discourage 4wd vehicles. 

REPLY: Types of traffic control devices used will be 
based on the the alternative selected. This is a good idea 

109 
PUBLIC CONCERN: AU residents of this community 

should be given a written notice of intent and deadlines of 
appeal. The LOR-E-6 mining and supply commends the 
Forest Service for their September 21 1989 presentation. We 
should remember the role mining had in the development of 
Cal'iornia. the individual miner originally found, explored 
and developed the Merced River Canyon. Do not condemn 
their way of lie. We support Alternative D, excluding #17, 
18,19,u) and 21 but including #17 and 18 of Alternative C. 

REPLY: Thank you for your specificsuggestions. We will 
consider them in the preferred alternative. You will be kept 
informed of the planning and appeal process. 

1175.1 
PUBLIC CONCERN: This is a great idea to prepare a 

withdrawal from mineral entry proposal. 
REPLY: The purpose would be to allow recreation type 

mining activities under short term special use permits in 
areas that do not already have valid mining claims. 

117.5.2 
PUBLIC CONCERN: This (materials excavated during 

road construction or recreational rehabilitation) must apply 
to Caltrans as well since they routinely dump materials into 
the river. 

REPLY: Agree, the guideli~ie is diected to all agencies 
concerned with this issue that may have projects within the 
wild and scenic comdor. We will coordinate your concern 
with Caltrans and try to resolve this issue by suggesting 
specific guidelines in this Environmental Analysis docu- 
ment. 

406 (PM) 
PUBLIC CONCERN: We have a concern over the oc- 

cupancy in relation to mining claims. 
REPLY: Occupancy of mining claims will be handled on 

a case by case basis. If necessary an operating plan will be 
completed which suggests the occupancy rate. 

407 (PM) 
PUBLIC CONCERN: Do wild and scenic river rules 

superceded current federal (1872) regulations? 
REPLY: New mining claims and mineral leases are 

prohibited within the "wild" South Fork Merced River seg- 
ments. This is according to the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act. 
Existing valid claims would not be abrogated with these 
"wild" segments. M i n g  activities within the "scenic" and 
"recreational" classified are subject to regulations (36 CER 
228). In these portions the Secretaries of Apiculture and 



Interior may prescribe to protect the values of rivers. 
Mineral activities must be conducted in a manner that min- 
imizes surface disturbance, sedimentation, pollution and 
visual impairment. 

408 (PM) 
PUBLIC CONCERN: Would like to see mining litter 

picked up. 
REPLY: It is the responsibility of the owners to remove 

"litter." Owners could be cited if the guidelies for removal 
are not followed. Some of the "litter" &ay have historicvalue. 
Removing historic mining litter around the Hite Cove area 
will be done after the Forest Service determines the cultural 
value of the mining elements. 

2115 
PUBLIC CONCERN. I am also concerned about the 

waste generated by the long term camps of dredgers. Do you 
check them to see if they are using proper methods of 
containing and disposing of their sewage? We need a river 
that is sanitary, as well as scenic. 

REPLY: Monitoring and enforcement is certainly neces- 
sary. The Implementation Plan will address these issues. 

511.3 
PUBLIC CONCERN: I think you should not allow 

dredgers, but panning is ok. 
REPLY: Please refer to 407 (PM) and 117.5.1 

ISSUE: FIRE: WHAT MEASURES ARE NEEDED 
TO KEEP FIRE POTENTIAL AT ACCEPTABLE 
LEVELS IN THE RIVER CANYON? DO THE TWO 
NATIONAL FORESTS AND THE BLM HAVE A 
COORDINATED FIRE PLAN OR POLICY WITHIN 
THE WSR CORRIDOR?: WHAT WILL THE FIRE 
MANAGEMENT STRATEGY BE WITHIN THE WSR 
CORRIDOR AND HOW WILL THIS COMPLEMENT 
OTHER MANAGEMENT ACTIVITIES? 

117.7.1 
PUBLIC CONCERN: I am in agreement with all of the 

items (m 3.1 management direction common to all alterna- 
tives) except for the requirement that prescribed burns meet 
the VQO (Visual Quality Objectives) within two years. I 
happen to believe that prescribed burns are not ugly even 
days after they burn. 

REPLY: This is a subjective value. Research has indi- 
cated that some folks think fue is ugly to the landscape and 
others feel like you that the effects of fue is not ugly. We will 
reconsider the wording of this objective. 

117.7.2 
PUBLIC CONCERN: I support this item. (Complete a 

fue management plan for the designated corridor). 
REPLY: Yes a joint fire plan between agencies isneeded. 

117.73 
" 

PUBLIC CONCERN: The dispersed camping along the 
Incline Road is creating fue problems. Keeping campers 
between the river and the road does not keep iires from 
escaping across the road and up the hill. I have personally 

stopped two fires from crossing the road. As further 
evidence of the fue danger, one needs only to look at what 
happened to the Clearing House Fire in 1988. Since the 
values for which this segment of the Merced River are being 
degraded, dispersed camping along incline road must be 
eliminated regardless of which alternative is chose. 

REPLY: Alternative C and D recommends to construct 
"developed" sites at selected existing (dispersed) use areas. 
For fire protection, safety, sanitation reasons and for the 
protection of the resources, Alternative B will also recom- 
mend low density "developed" sites. 

409 (PM) 
PUBLIC CONCERN: Would fue management needs be 

addressed on the north side (the main Merced) of the river? 
REPLY: Yes, on the north side with approximately 4 

miles of lands administered by the BLM, fue management 
will be controued by the California Division of Forestry. 
There are also approximately 10 miles of lands administered 
by the National Forests which will be managed through 
agreements with the Sierra and Stanislaus National Forest 
Fire Control Crews. 

211.6 
PUBLIC CONCERN: A fue management plan for the 

comdor should be developed based on ecosystem manage- 
ment, not lire suppression. As you probably know the main 
canyon was. burned annually by a railroad company as long 
as the railroad ran. Much of the canyon has not had a fuefor 
years and needs it. I support plans to carry on extensive 
prescribed burns in both river canyons. This should 
eliminate future problems. with root rot and bark beetles. 

REPLY: Thank you for these good ideas. We will try to 
use these ideas in the fue management plan for the area. 
Please refer to 117.1, and others. 

ISSUE: LAND OWNERSHIP AND USE: HOW WILL 
SCENIC EASEMENTS EFFECTTHE PRIVATE LAND 
OWNERS? ARE THE FEDERALOR COUNTY AGEN- 
CIES GOING TO DEVELOP GUIDELINES FOR 
PRIVATE LAND OWNERS SO THAT THEY CAN 
MEET THE WSR ACT INTENT? HOW WILL THE 
PRIVATE LAND OWNERS INTERESTS B E  AD- 
DRESSED? 

117.0 
PUBLIC CONCERN: I would like to comment on the 

Draft Alternatives for the management of the Merced River 
as a component of the Wild and Scenic River system. I am a 
landowner in the river corridor on Incline Road and own a 
commercial quality whitewater raft. My comments reflect 
this ownership as weU as a deep concern for the protection 
of the river. 

REPLY: Your comments were excellent. Thank you for 
taking the time to review the draft alternatives in a detailed 
manner. Please refer to your 117 numbers found in this 
document to review your comments with ow answers. 

118.4 
PUBLIC CONCERN: After "woodlands" along the 

Merced and SouthFork Merced Rivers have been identified 



- - . . - .- 
PUBLIC CONCERN: What do "retention"and "partial 

retention" mean? 
REPLY: These scenic or visual resource terms are stand- 

ardsused throughout the Forest Service and BLM withinthe 
United States. They refer to the visual quality objectives 
(VQO) that each acre of forest or BLM land has been 
assigned. Both agencies document these objectives in their 
Land and Resource Management Plans. Partial Retention 
(PR) means that any management activity (facility 
develooments\ should be visuallv subordinate (after it has 
been cbmpletdd) to the charactekstic landscapd. 

ISSUE: RECREATION: WHAT TYPES AND 
AMOUNTS O F  RECREATION USE ARE AP- 
PROPRIATE WITHIN THE DESIGNATED COR- 
RIDOR OR ON SPECIFIC SEGMENTS? WHAT 
STRATEGY O F  RECREATION OPPORTUNITY 
UTILIZATION WILL BE EMPHASIZED AND 
WHERE WILLTHEY BE LOCATED? 

117.10 
PUBLIC CONCERN: I support this (Establish limits of 

acceptable change-LAC) and look forward to participating 
in the process. 

REPLY: You are already by sharing your values at this 
early stage before a draft is written. The LAC system gets 
the public involved at an early EIS or EA stage and then sets 
indicators for field managers within the Plan stage. The LAC 
system is a guideline system not policy like NEPA. The 
agencies are using NEPA and this LAC system together. The 
LAC indicators are recorded within the Plan after a 
preferred alternative is selected and this package is 
presented in the draft EIS. 

117.10.1 
PUBLIC CONCERN: No mention was made in this al- 

ternative (A, existing) of the present policy of allowing dis: 
persed camping use to occur along Incline Road. I am 
adamantly opposed to this policy for the following reasons: 
traffic congestion. At times it is dif!icult to drive down the 
road because of the cars that are parked on both sides and 
in the middle. Sanitation. Although a few chemical toilets 
have been placed along the river, most people do not use 
them as evidence by the deposits behind nearly every rock 
and tree. Fie. Keeping campers between the river and the 
road does not keep fues from escaping across the road and 
up the hill. 

REPLY: We will address this issue in the h a l  Environ- 
mental Analysis documents. In alternative C and D we 
recommendeh these areas bccomc "developed" so that the 
traffic, fire and sanitation issues could be mitigated. We will 
also consider this in Alternative B. 

i i 7 1 n 7  - - . . - -. - 
PUBLIC CONCERN: I am not opposed to the addition 

(alternative B suggested no new recreation facilities will be 
added todeveloocdsiteswithin the desienatcd river corridor 
boundaries) of a developed campgrouid on the south side 
of the river, say at the PG&E substation. 

REPLY: Yes, this is possible for a small campground. It 
has been planned in the past. Under alternative B, it would 
not be planned. However, a LAC "indicator" could change 
:his position in the future. 

117.10.3 
PUBLIC CONCERN: Does this (alternative B, maintain 

the number of whitewater allocations) mean lower quotas 
lor commercial and private rafts? How does alternative C 
Wfer from alternative B? I agree with not requiring permits 
For private boats especially locals. 

REPLY: No, means to maintain the same amount to the 
Merced River and add no new commercial whitewater per- 
mits to theSouth Fork Merced for alternative B. Alternative 
C is suggesting to establish whitewater allocations based on 
the existing carrying capacity of the river. This means that 
commercial permits could be increased based on indicators 
and carrying capacities. Alternative B, does not offer this 
opportunity. In no alternative are we suggesting to limit 
private rafters. 

117.10.4 
PUBLICCONCERN: You don't showparking at the end 

of Incline Road. (Develop trailhead and parking at the road 
access points as necessary). This will be necessary if the 
~lanned trail becomes a reality. Just pave it. (Reconstruct 
Incline road with turnouts andihou~dkrin~). 

REPLY: Agree, we should alsoshow in the mapsaod this 
will be done in the nea draft. The eoalwill be to imorove the 
road to the minimum safety sta2ards. ~ e ~ e n d . 4 ~  on the 
alternative selected, this could mean paving, with turnouts 
and shouldering as indicated in Alternative C. 

117.105 
PUBLIC CONCERN: Ok, but not below Dry Gulch, as 

indicated on the map. (Develop primitive walk-in camping 
sites where necessary along the river corridor). 

REPLY: Ok, we will reconsider where these walk-in 
camping sites should be located. These locations on the 
maps are concepts location at this level of planning. 

1183 
PUBLIC CONCERN: Non-motorized river running 

should continue on the Merced River. Put-in and take-out 
spots should be "hardened" to minimize adverse impacts to 
soils, vegetation, and water quality. Commercial river run- 
ners should not adversely impact private parties. 

REPLY: Non-motorized river running will continue on 
the Merced.The put-in and take-out spots will be reanalyzed 
for location, traffic circulation sanitation facilities and public 
access. Commercial river runners will continue. The Im- 
plementation Plan will use indicators under the LAC system 
to help both agencies monitor the commercial and private 
use of the waters. 

303 
PUBLICCONCERN: In thedescription of alternativeB, 

it states "that commercial rafting use remains at the same 
levels." But, in section 3.5 it says" whitewater use would 
decrease from current levels." Which is it? 



following current USDI-Fish and Wildlife Service and 
USDD-Army Corps of Engineers criteria, any private in- 
holding should be identified for easement or acquisition 
under Land and Water Conservation Fund Act monies. A 
"land Acquisition" plan should be an integral part of the 
Management Plan. 

REPLY: No "woodlands" have been identified within the 
Merced Wild and Scenic River systems that are ad- 
ministered by the USDA Forest Service or the USDI BLM. 
All private inholding within the river corridors have been 
identified. The Forest Service's goal is to aauire scenic 
easem~ntswith~rivatelandholdin~or~urchas~theselands 
from willing-sellers. (see 117.6). The BLM will ask for land 
acquisitions from willing sellers. 

154 
PUBLIC CONCERN: As private land owners within the 

Merced River Corridor, we have the following concerns 
regarding the potential Incline Road trail proposal. We want 
to keep people off the walking bridge and keep people on 
the trail. We want no overnight camping on our land. The 
bridge needs to be accessible to emergency personnel. We 
need to have a telephone in case of emergencies. Would 

r J signing up as volunteers release us from liability. We do not 
want to be liable if people are allowed to walk on our land 
and then hurt themselves. We want to protect the potential 
hikers from our guard dogs and old private mine shafts 
withinthe area. We desire through trailaccess only. We want 
central signing,gates to protect our lands and improvements. 
We want the rafting lunch stops to be on government lands 
not our private lands. We want vehicle access to private 
property, fue access in case of emergencies. Need informa- 
tion stations which indicate that folks should not drink the 
water, show them the history of the area, indicate to them 
the parking restrictions, the hunting restrictions on private 
lands, the wildlife regulations, no fuearms regulations that 
must be accordance with county and state regulations. We 
want to retain our junk piles without negative comments 
from the public. We want our lands posted so folks know it 

[ j  is private lands within a wild and scenic river corridor. We 
want no vandalism to our improvements, posted litter con- 
trols, and trash removals. Consider closing trail during high n fire danger times. Who enforces the laws of the county? We 
want no motorized bikes along the proposed trail. Bike lane 
on Highway 140 is ok. A railroad would eliminate horses and 
be a major impact on our private access. We want no per- 
manent toiletson private lads,  but would like them left year 
around and be keot on north side of the road. We want the 
visitors to stay on {he trail until they get to BLM or FS lands. 
We want informal trail agreements not formal scenic ease- 
ments. Need official trail signs, bulletin boards at beginning 
of trail, removal of the old existing signs. 

REPLY: We hear you and will make every effort to 
accommodate your private land desires within the laws of the 
Wild and Scenic rivers Act. 

410 (PM) 
PUBLIC CONCERN: Why is the Forest Service acquir- 

ing easements, and the BLM acquiring properw 
REPLY: The BLM is considering purchase of private 

lands through a willing seller-willing buyer agreement and 
possibly by fee title purchase, exchange or donation. The 

Forest Service is considering scenic easements which also 
can be purchased, whereby the landowner maintains owner- 
ship, but agrees to Limit the type of use or development that 
can occur on his or her land. The Forest Service is also 
considering acquiring property from willing sellers. The 
BLM feels acquiring property is more economical than ac- 
quiring scenic easements. 

411 (PM) 
PUBLIC CONCERN: Concern over liabiity issues on 

the trail passing through private property. 
REPLY: If an easement is in place through private 

property the government is responsible for any liabiity. The 
private property owners are  also protected by California 
statute. 

416 (PM) 
PUBLIC CONCERN: How do agendes acquire private 

land. How is it paid for? D o  counties care that it is removed 
from tax roles? 

REPLY: Private land is acquired through exchanges, 
purchasing, donations and as a l&t resort condemnation. It 
is oaid for in numerouswavs like bonds. trades and Coneres- 
si6nally appropriated mokes. Lands removed from thi tax 
base are usually nonrevenue producing lands, and the coun- 
ties can be reimbursed for lands removed. 

417 (PM) 
PUBLIC CONCERN: Under what circumstances would 

condemnation be used? 
REPLY: Federal agencies only use condemnation as a 

last resort. The reasons to use would be to prevent existing 
or potential land use or developments from degrading the 
outstanding values of the wild and scenic river corridor. 

ISSUE: VISUAL RESOURCES: HOW CAN THE 
NATURALLY APPEARING LANDSCAPE VIEWED 
FROM WITHIN THE RIVER CORRIDOR BE MAIN- 
TAINED OR IMPROVED? WILL ALL THE PLANNED 
ACTIVITIES AND IMPROVEMENTS MEET THE 
CRITERIA O F  VISUALLY NOT EVIDENT OR 
VISUALLY SUBORDINATE WHEN Implemented? 
HOW WILL THE SCENIC OR VISUAL QUALITY OF 
THE WSR AREA B E  MAINTAINED? 

117.1 
PUBLIC CONCERN: What action will triggered by a 

degradation of quality and what standards will be used? 
(Prepare a visual resource monitoring plan and establish - - 
phoio points). 

REPLY: The Forest Service and BLM will follow the 
LAC ( L i i t s  of acceptable change) system to monitor ac- 
tions. This svstem d be used for the oreferred alternative 
and put in t6e Implementation Plan. ~ndicators like "occur- 
rence oflitter" will beidentified with a standard like "nomore 
than an average of 4 occurrences of litter visible from 
watercraft or trails." W e  will then assign an inventory 
method, in this case i t  would be a "visual count" by a river 
manager on patrol trips. Helshe would do this a "minimum 
of 4 times per year." 



REPLY: Thank you for bringing this conflict to our atten- 
tion. White water uses include commercial ralting, noncom- 
mercial ratiig and kyakiing. White water uses, including 
commercial rafting, would not decrease under Alternative 
B. 

304 
PUBLIC CONCERN: The Mariposa County Board of 

Supervisors request that current policy of restricting 
motorized public access on Indian Flat road (North Side 
Hite Cove) remain. 

REPLY: This policy is retained in all alternatives except 
alternative D. 

305 
PUBLIC CONCERN: Mariposa County Board of Super- 

visors does not feel dispersed camping along the Merced 
River is appropriate, but a staffed campground might be. 

REPLY: Alternative D emphasizes and converts dis- 
persed camping along the Merced to developed sites. Per- 
haps the "dispersed" camp sites suggested in alternative B or "I C should become controlled by zoning with appropriate 
facilities for safetv and health reasons. With "develooed" 

r, sites, campgroundhosts could he used for staffing. staking 
requirements will he addressed in the draft Implementation 
Plan. 

412 (PM) 
PUBLIC CONCERN: Concerned that r a H i  put-in - .  

areas be placed in the best areas for water. 
REPLY:Yes put-in areas will be placed to maximize easy 

cntrv into water. The location of ~ark ine  sanitation. traffic 
circi~ation, safety and existing rdsour&i will also I& con- 
sidered. 

413 (PM) 
PUBLIC CONCERN: Above Briceburg increased use is 

not beiig managed. 
REPLY: Increased use is being managed, and will con- 

i ,! tinue to be managed both on the lands administered by the 
Forest Service and the BLM through the wild and scenic 

n river Implementation Plan. 

.. 1 414 (PM) 
PUBLIC CONCERN: Commercial ra f t i i  should he 

controlled so that private access is not impacted. 
REPLY: Commercial rafting is controlled and limited. 

BLM has plans to address private vis. commercial effects. 
Both the Forest Service and BLM will also address this issue 
thorough the wild and scenic river Environmental Analysis 
and Implementation Plan. Private lands withi the corridor 
may be the issue. Commercial raftiig "lunch" stops will be 
controlled through the Implementation Plan. 

415 (PM) 
PUBLIC CONCERN: Is the proposed railroad private 

or public. W i  it be addressed in the EA. 
REPLY: The railroad proposal is private. It will be ad- 

dressed in this environmental analysis only for the proposed 
14 miles from Briceburg to El Portal. 

PUBLIC CONCERN: Concerning the Main Fork 
Merced. I find that there is an excessive amount of litter and 
garbage along the banks and in the shallow portions of the 
river. Trash cans in heavily used areas are strongly recom- 
mended. 

REPLY: Please see 105. Trash in this country is a big 
issue. Trash along the Merced is an issue also. Who is 
responsible. The user or the public agency who does not 
always get funding to operate and maintain these problems. 
The Implementation Plan will provide the criteria for opera- 
tion and maintenance of this area through the LAC system. 
We will consider the types of trash management. The Pack- 
it-in-out policy seems to be working in many of o w  areas. 
Education might be the key. 

206 
PUBLIC CONCERN: I recommend that you adopt alter- 

native B. This alternative appears to be more consistent with 
the Wid and Scenic designation. 

REPLY: We will consider this alternative. Please refer to 
111 and 118.1. 

2m 
PUBLIC CONCERN: I urge you to adopt alternative B. 

We need to learn from our past practices that everyone's 
desires can't be met at the expense of the environment. 
Desires are fleeting thing, the environment must sustain not 
only us, but our future generations. Thank you for providing 
alternative B. It is nice to see alternatives that provide a 
broad range of options. 

REPLY: Thank you for your positive comments. Please 
refer to 1l3 and 117.6.3. 

211.8 
PUBLIC CONCERN: More management of rafter, both 

conimercialand private, isvital to the protectionof the river. 
Whitewater recreation users need more designated pull outs 
and maps of where private property boundaries exist. Com- 
mercial boats should be checked to make sure they are 
carryingporta potties. Several pullouts used by commercial 
rafters smell like an outhouse after a full season of use. 

REPLY: The joint Implementation Plan between the 
BLM and the Forest Service will provideus with the manage- 
ment guidelines to mitigate any rafting problems. At present 
the BLM manages the commercial rafters both on their 4 
miles and the Forest Service's 10 miles of administered lands. 
Both agencies have "Memorandum of Understanding." Each 
agency-is responsible for the private rafters within tKe agen- 
cies administered land boundaries. These policies may con- 
tinue. Still. the oolicics will he monitored to see if changes . . 
will be necessarv. Both ~ut-in and ~ull-out locations wilibe 
upgraded with proper sanitation add parking improvements 
as necessary. Making more maps available is a good idea and 
will be considered. 

508 
PUBLIC CONCERN: Many Mariposans worked long 

and hard to preserve the South Fork of the Merced River. I 
choose alternative B. This will be the better management 
plan for keeping this natural area for all to appreciate and 
enjoy. Would a rest room facility be possible withi this are? 



REPLY: We will consider alternative B and the location 
and installations of rest rooms at selected locations. 

509,510,502,521,513 
PUBLIC CONCERN: I favor alternative B. Thank you 

for all your hard work. I would support management such as 
this for the South Fork. Thanks for offering a choice such as 
alternative B. The Northside Senior Citizens of Maripma 
County prefer alternative B. The Heritage Trails Fund 
 refers alternative B. Plan B is the most realistic To mini- 
mizc impact, trails need tobe maintained and improvements 
such as rest rooms at Hite Cove would benefit the environ- 
ment. 

REPLY: Thank you for your comments concerning alter- 
native B. 

511.4 
PUBLIC CONCERN: Rafting on Merced River, charge 

for permits to pay for policing, limit number of commercial 
rafters allowed per day and number of boats commercially, 
but allow for private boats, kayaks, don't fill quota with 
commercial. In general keep lower numbers than current 
number, they distract from scenic beauty. Decrease current 
usage.No new permitson South Fork Need more trash cans 
and porta-chem toilets at Red Bud put-in, seed with native 
grasses, clovers for erosion control. 

REPLY: The BLM has a MOU (Memorandum of Un- 
derstanding) with the Forest Service that showsthat charges 
for permits already exist. The agencies already limit the 
number of commercial rafters allowed per day. We already 
allow for unlimited number of private boats. The Merced 
river is classified as "recreational." Existing amounts of use 
should not distract from the scenic beauty. None of the 
alternativesshow commercial use on the South Fork. Wewill 
provide more sanitation and facilities at the boating put-ins. 

511.5 
PUBLIC CONCERN: No parking at suspension bridge, 

other than residents. No trail down to river. No porta pottie 
at Ned's Gulch, put downstream to encourage railers tostop 
away from residential area at Neds or parking upstream. 
Police road on other side of river from highway (you refer to 
as Incline Road) for garbage. Place porta potties for swim- 
mers, picnickers, rafters. Be careful, put them in area where 
they are not visible from the river and highway, but where 
any using a particular beach will see them. 

REPLY: Thank you for these site location suggestions. 
The Implementation Plan will indicaie approximate loca- 
tions for toilets and other improvements. Recommendations 
for the operation and maintenance of river corridor will also 
be included in the Plan. Actual site locations of improve- 
ments and maintenance will be completed by both agencies 
using this Plan as a guide. 

511.6 
PUBLIC CONCERN: How about use of solar compost- 

ing toilets like USPS is using in Yosemite? No motorized 
craft on river except for search and rescue. 

REPLY: Yes, this type of toilet works well in specific 
locations. Believe the USPS got the toilet design from the 

USFS. The Forest Service uses these toilets at selected 
locations. Alternative B and C indicate no motorized craft. 

511.9 
PUBLIC CONCERN: Do a rehabilitation survey for 

peregrine falcon habitats and protect them. Do not make 
Incline road larger, repair the grade south of Briceburg as 
needed, no new construction of roads. 

REPLY: None of the alternatives are suggestingto make 
the Incline road larger. ALI alternatives are recommending 
minimal to maximum maintenance levels on existing roads. 
We are proposing no new roads in any alternative. We will 
protect the falcons. 

ISSUE; LANDOWNERSHIP AND USE, ARE THE 
THREE FEDERAL AGENCIES GOING TO HAVE 
COORDINATED REGULATIONS FOR CAMPING, 
RAFTING AND LAW ENFORCEMENT ALONG THE 
CORRIDOR? WHAT LEVEL OF STAFFING. SKILL 
AND PLANNING WILL BE NEEDED TO AD: 
MINISTER THE RIVER AREA? 

118.1 
PUBLIC CONCERN: The proposed Management Plan 

for the Merced River and South Fork Merced River should 
adhere to the intent and spirit of the.Wild and ScenicRmers 
Act (Public Law 90-542). The management Plan should 
serve as a clarifying amendment to the Forest Resource and 
Land Management Plan. The goal of the legislation is to 
provide an &ohg mechanismto perpetua& the Mcrced 
River and South Fork Merced River in a near natural con- 
dition. 

REPLY: This Environmental Impact Statement and Im- 
plementation Plan for both of the Merced Riverswill adhere 
to the Wid and ScenicRivers Acts (P.L. 90-542, P.L. 99-590, 
P.L. 100-149 and P.L. 100-534). The Implementation Plan 
will be a companion document to the fust phase Boundary 
and Classification 1989 Environmental Assessment and the 
draft 1986 Forest Resource and Land Management Plan. 

118.1.1 
PUBLIC CONCERN: As defmed in the Wild and Scenic 

Rivers Act, the Merced and South Fork Merced Rivers are 
to be maintained in a free-flowing condition. To the greatest 
extent wssible. undevelo~ed oortions for the rivers should 
be de&nated"wild." ~dhici lar  access and development 
should be kept to an absolute minimum. 

REPLY: The portions of the Merced and South Fork 
Merced Rivers that were designated by a Congressional Act 
(P.L. 100-149) will be maintained in a free-flowingcondition. 
Portions of the South Fork Merced have been classified as 
"wild" and have been documented in an Environmental As- 
sessment (federal Register Vol 54, No. 152 of August 9, 
1989). Vehicular access and development will be consistent 
with Department standards for the rivers Classifications of 
"recreational" "scenic: and "wild." 

118.1.2 
PUBLIC CONCERN: Law enforcement and resource 

management responsibility should be clearly identified. The 
USDI-National Park Service, USDI-Bureau of Land 



Management, California Department of Forestry, and 
Mariposa County Sheriff should be included as cooperating - 
agencies. 

REPLY: Resource management responsibilities will be 
documented in the Plan. This Environmentalhalvsis docu- 
ment is already jointly being done by the BLM ahd Forest 
Service. The Plan will address guidelines for the administra- 
tion of law enforcement within the USDI-Bureau of Land 
Management and the USDA-Forest Service administered 
lands. The other agencies responsibilities will be in accord- 
ance with the existing agreements between the agencies and 
the Forest Service or BLM. 

118.1.3 
PUBLIC CONCERN: To the extent possible, GIS 

programs such as Map Grafur or A R U W  should be used 
to identify and quantify river resources. Unless current GIS 
methods are used as an integral part of the Management 
Plan the Sierra and Stanislaus National Forest may overlook 
critical resources, be subject to public criticism and possibly 
adversely impact the river corridors. 

REPLY: The forest may have a GIS (geographic infor- 
mation system) on line by 1992 The existing geographic 
information concerning the wild and scenic river resources 
values are presently stored on standard overlay maps. AU 
existing known resource data has been documented in the 
Boundary and Classification EnLironmental Assessment. 
This existing information data will be used to complete this 
phase of planning by the November 1990 deadline in accord- 
ance with 100-149 Act. 

202 
PUBLIC CONCERN: Save what is leh of our rivers by 

including them in the Wild and Scenic River system. 
REPLY: The Merced and South Fork Merced will be 

saved and are already included in the wild and scenic river 
system. This Environmental Analysis document will provide 
guidelines on how they will be. used and managed. Please 
refer to 118.1 and 118.1.1. 

300 
PUBLIC CONCERN: Alternative D would negate Wid 

and Scenic status and may invite lawsuits. 
REPLY: Alternative D does not negate Wild and Scenic 

river status. Congress designates the wild and scenic rivers. 
By law each alternative must meet the criteria that relates to 
the WSR laws and agency classification criteria. Under al- 
ternative D, the use and development allowed within each 
river segment approaches, but does not exceed the upper 
limit of the criteria for each river classification. Under 
NEPA, we must examine a full range of alternatives. Alter- 
native D gives us this opportunity to a n a l p  a maximum 
development range alternative. 

306 
PUBLIC CONCERN: The Mariposa County Board of 

supervisors thanks the BLM and FS for providinglaw enfor- 
cement coverage in the Merced River Canyon. Please con- 
tinue. 

REPLY: Thank you for your comment. Although not 
addressed in the alternatives, law enforcement will continue 
at a level that is consistent with need and funding. We will 

address the skills, personnel and partnership requirements 
in the Implementation Plan. 

307 
PUBLIC CONCERN: The Mariposa County Board of 

Supervisors requests that USFS have an increased aware- 
ness of emergency medical services. 

REPLY: The level of emergency medical services 
provided by USFS is not addressed in the alternatives but is 
assumed to remain constant. If current or future services are 
not adequate, USFS is willing to work with other agencies 
and individuals to improve those services. We willbe indicat- 
ing the stafflmg and skill needs for administration of the river 
areas within the Implementation Plan after a preferred al- 
ternative is selected. 

511.7 
PUBLIC CONCERN: Involve the USPS now in plan and 

opinions submitted. How will sewage, development of El 
Portal, by Park Service affect the river. Population will in- 
crease i d  so park service should be invoGed now as they 
own most of the land in El Portal area. The BLM and Forest 
Service are not seekine comments on this issue. How will 
their new apartmenti, proposed in view of the river, 
warehouses etc. be affected by and affect thcwild and scenic 
river status. 

REPLY: The Park Service has been involved with BLM 
and the Forest Service in the planning of the Merffid and 
South Fork Merced River for the past five years. When 
Congress designated both these rivers the Act specified a 
speciIic date (Nov 1990) that the BLM and Forest Service 
should have their implementation plan completed for their 
administered portions of the river. The Park Service has 
deferred their implementation planning for their portions of 
the wild and scenic river to relate to their Master Park 
Planning. 

ISSUE, FISHERIES AND WILDLIFE; WHAT WILL 
THE IMPACTS BE ON WILDLIFE FROM RECREA- 
TION ACTIVITIES, MOTORIZED USES, MINING, 
AND FUELS MANAGEMENT? WHAT KINDS AND 
AMOUNTS OF WILDLIFE HABITAT WILL BE 
PROVIDED AND WHAT ARE THE EFFECTS OF 
MANAGEMENT ON HABITATS? 

118.5 
PUBLIC CONCERNS: Mitigation and mitigation 

monitoring must be an intepal part of the Management 
Plan. Craig Johnson, of the Environmental Field Service 
Program, Department of Landscape Architecture and En- 
vironmental Planing, Utah State University, Logan, Utah, 
has prepared a detailed manual for mitigatingdevelopment- 
wildlie conflicts. 

REPLY: Thank you for this information. To date there 
have been six ~rofessional biologists involved from two 
Federal agencies in the monitoringof this phase of planning. 
We will rely on theirjudgement to determine ifother systems 
can be helpful. 

209 



PUBLIC CONCERN: It is imperative that these wild and 
scenic river segments be fully protected, to maintain their 
natural integrity and support diverse and abundant in- 
digenous wildlife populations. The management plan for 
these river segments should reflect these positions and 
should give the benefit of any doubt to resource preserva- 
tion. No logging mining, livestock grazing, off-road vehicle 
recreation, or other potentially disruptive human activities 
should be allowed. We rewmmend that the Forest Service 
work to avoid habitat fragmentation and to implement 
landscape linkages to help mitigate for already fragmented 
habitats. 

REPLY: AU wild and scenic river segments will be 
protected to maintain existing resource, wildlife and public 
use activities. This wiU be according to the wild and scenic 
laws and regulations that relate to the approved river clas- 
sifications of "wild," "scenic," and "recreational." A Im- 
plementation Plan will reflect these positions. A wide range 
of silvicultural practices wuld be allowed, mining could 
continue, livestock grazing could continue and off-road 
vehicle recreation w d d  continue depending on the desig- 
nated classifications. These classifications have been estab- 
lished for the Merced and South Fork Merced Rivers with 
an approved classfication and boundary EA completed in 
1989. The wildlife managcment within the river wrridor will I 
be wordmated with other res~onsible aeencies as shown in I - 
the Plan. Please refer to 118.i.l 



APPENDIX C, 

INTERNAL SCOPING MEETINGS 

RESULTS OF WSR INTERNAL SCOPING MEETING HELD 
06/01/89, MARIPOSA RANGER DISTRICT, OAKHURST, 
CALIFORNIA 

PRESENT 
Tom Efird, District Ranger, MRD 
Brian Curtis, Resource Officer, MRD 
Nick Nixon, Special Uses Officer, MRD 
Fred Robberson, Transportation Engineer, MRD 
Gary Thompson, District Timber Officer, MRD 
Maria Nelson, Administrating Officer,MRS 
Mary Keith, District Archeologist, MRD 
Wallace McCray, ID Team Leader, SO 
Nancy Fleenor, Recorder, MRD 
Bonnie Musick, Facilitator, MRD 

MEETING OBJECTIVE 
Scope the possible issues, concerns, and opportunities for this 

project, identify the possible key issues and concerns, select 
potential LD. team and formulate public involvement plan. 

Cluestions ....( I) = Issue, (c) = Concern, (0) = Opportunity 

(C) Will activities effect SOHA? (seg 2,6 SFM) 
(0 )  There are Recreation opportunities in River Canyon. (all) 
(C) Will Visual Quality Objectives affect management activities 

outside the river boundaries? (all) 
(I/C) Will additional transportation access be required? (all) 
(C) Will there be new mix of traffic using existing systems? (all) 
(C) Will all trails and trailheads have increased use? (all) 
(I/C/O) What kind of trails, foot, horse, motor vehiclelnon- 

motorized will be allowed? (all) 



(VC) Will activity use have direct or indirect impact on cultural 
resources? (all) 
(C) Are all political entities involved? (all) 
(VC) Will this affect private landownership adjacent and within 

WSR corridors? (all) 
(C) Will other management activities require access? (all) 
(VC) What effect will WSR have on Hite's Cove OHV route? 

(seg 7 SFM) 
(C) Will there be a consistency of management plans across 

agency boundaries? (all) 
(C) What effect will WSR have on wildlife project in Merced 

River drainage areas? (seg 6,7,8,8A) 
(C) What effect will there be on fisheries? (all) 
(I/C) What effect will there be on permitted commercial 

use?(all) 
(C) What effect will there be on TE resource protection? (all 

(VC) Are there identified ~rnerican Indian religious sites, cur- 
rent gathering use areas? (all) 
(VC) What will be the impact of mining activities within per- 

mitted areas including access? (all) 
(VC) What opportunities will there be for interpretation of 

cultural resources and protective signing? (all) 
(VC) What limitations on camping, overnight use will there be? 

(all) 
(0) There is an opportunity to incorporate the existing public 

input already gathered. (seg 7 SFM) 
(C) What impact on threatened and endangered and sensitive 

plants will there be? (all) 
(C) What impact will there be on Stanislaus grazing permits? 

(seg 7,8,9 Merced) 
(IIC) What impact will there be on timber sale quantities and 

effect on county funds (seg 6) 
(I) Are Friends of Merced River Canyon involved? (all) 
( 0 )  What happens with Yosemite R.R. bed? (seg 7,8,9 Merced) 
(VC) What will be the impact on rafting? (seg 7,8,9 Merced) 
(C) What are the fire management impacts? (all) 
(VC) What will be the right of way access through to private 

lands problems? (all) 
(C) Are there adequate sanitation facilities? (all) 
(C) What is the recreation carrying capacity? (all) 
(VC) Will there be coordination with Cal Trns, Mariposa Co. 

traffic, safety and facilities? (seg 7,8,9 Merced) 



(C) What will be the impact on the district staffing for regulating 
and administrating the river? (all 
(I) Will this impact domestic water supplies or irrigation? (all) 
(C) What will be the point and non-point pollution problems? 

(all) 
(C/O) Will there be a need for emergency access, medical aid, 

heliport? (all) 
(C) What will the effect of commercial activities on the WSR 

(all) 
(I) Will permits for photography be allowed? (all) 
(0) Are there any opportunities for long term recreation facility 

developments like new trails etc? (all) 
(C) Are new bridges permissible? (all) 
(C) Who will do the appropriate signing? (all) 
(C) What structures for administration facility will be allowed? 

(all) 
(UC) There is a need to remove personal property for safety and 

health reasons at the Hite Cove area. (seg 7 SFM) 
(C) Will there be a system to monitor the publicuse and impact 

of resources? (all) 
(C) There is a concern for public safety regarding use of stock. 

(all) 
(I) Will any community be affected? (seg 7,8,9 Merced) 
(C) What effect on Wildlife will there be on the Yosernite deer 

herd migration corridor? (all) 
(C) Will there be an affect on fuels management activity? (all) 
(C) What is the impact of proposed Saxon Creek Project on the 

WSR? (all) 
(I) What is the effect on existing permitted uses? (all) 
(I) What additional OHV use will be requested? (all) 
(I) What impact on bear hunter access will there be? (all) 
(I) What effects of designation on motorized use on or adjacent 

will be allowed? (all) 
(C) What impact will there be on Ponderosa Pine Research 

Area? (seg 6 SFM) 
(C) Have all impacted persons been notified? (all) 
(I) Will permits be required for access or use to the area? (all) 
(I) What effectswill there be on SF Merced activities on Savages 

Trading Post? (seg 8A SFM) 
(0 )  What opportunities will there be for Natural Resource 

Interpretation? (all) 



(C) Hovrwill we manage existing facility along 114 mile corridor? 
(all) 
(C) How will the funds to support needed management activity 

be allocated? (all) 
(I) What will be the effects regarding other agency Law Enfor- 

cement policies? (seg 7,8,9 Merced) 
(C) What effect will the administration of the WSR have on 

other District activities? (all) 

MAJOR ISSUES AND CONCERNS 
To be completed at later date 

SUGGESTIVE I.D. TEAM MEMBERS 
Nick Nixon (proposed) 
Wally McCray (already appointed by FS) 
Brian Curtis (proposed) 
Dave Harris (already appointed by Area Manager BLM) 

POSSIBLE I.D. MEMBERS 
Sarah Johnston (arch) 
Mary Keith (arch) 
Tom Lowe (transportation) 
Ed James (transportation) 

PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT PLAN 
To be completed by 1 Sept 1989 
Expect to have 2 or 3 public meetings 
Acquire existing FS lists from Stanislaus and Sierra 
Acquire existing Hite Cove list 
Acquire Indian Groups lists 
Acquire Political Groups lists 
Put public meeting announcements in local newspapers like the 

Sierra Star, Mariposa Gazette, Merced Sun Star, and Madera 
Tribune and Fresno Bee 

RESULTS OF INTERNAL SCOPING MEETING HELD 
07/07/89FOREST SUPERVISORS OFFICE, FRESNO 
CALIFORNIA 

PRESENT 
Brian Curtis, Resource Officer, MRD 



Joanna (Clines, Botanist, SO 
John Lorenzona, Range and Wildlife, SO 
Donna Heagy, Fisheries Biologist, SO 
Gary Schmitt, Soil Scientist, SO 
Tom Baxter, Recreation Officer, SO 
Marc Anderson, Assistant Forest Engineer, SO 
Sarah Johnston, Forest Archeologist, SO 
Wallace McCray, Forest Landscape Architect, SO 

MEETING OBJECTIVE, 
Scope the possible issues, concerns and opportunities and iden- 

tify the top three issues, concerns and opportunities from this list. 

Question .........( I) = Issue, (C) = Concern, (0) = Opportunity 

(I) What will be done with Hite Cove Interpretive Site? (seg 7 
SFM) 
(0)  Are we going to develop private lands regulations? (all) 
(I) What effects will the forest OHV Plan have on Hite Cove 

Area? (seg 7 SFM) 
(C) What types and levels of use traffic will be allowed? (all) 
(C) How will WSR affect general forest management areas 

outside the corridor? (all) 
(0)  We can inventory the existing transportation system and 

mitigate as necessary. (all) 
( 0 )  What type of road surfacing is appropriate for all road access 

systems? (all) 
( 0 )  What will the opportunities for handicap access to recrea- 

tion activities be? (all) 
(C) Will WSR designation impact Bishop Creek RNA? (seg 6 

SFM) 
(0 )  What opportunities for interpretation will there be? (all) 
( 0 )  What opportunities for signing of the fisheries will there be 

along the SFM? (seg 6,7,8 SFM) 
(0)  Identification of transportation system expansions and im- 

provements including rafting. (all) 
(C) What is the sanitary plan for rafting? (7,8,9 Merced) 
(C) What are the air quality controls on the WSR? (all) 
(C) How much will WSR designation increase use? (all) 
(C) How will bus stops be mitigated? (7,8,9 Merced) 



(0 )  A transportation plan should be implemented with the 
management plan. (all) 
(C) What impacts will new and existing mining activity have on 

all resources? (all) 
(C) Who controls the law enforcement along the corridors? (all) 
(C) What level of monitoring will there be on mining activities 

and will it increase? (all) 
(C) Who enforces monitoring of mining activities? (all) 
(C) What level of rehabilitation will be com~leted on all 

riso'urce activities? (all) 
(C) Are there sensitive plants in the WSR corridors and if so 

what effect will side casting spraying have on these species? (all) 
(OIC) Are you going to coordinate information gathering meet- 

ingswith Cal trans, PG # E, County and BLM? (seg7,8,9 Merced) 

(C) What effectwill the proposed rails to trails have on the arch? 
( 7,8,9 Merced) 
(OIC) Have we identified species to be used to rehabilitate? (all) 
(VC) What is future of " Yosemite Playland" sign? (seg 7,8 

Merced) 
(I) Will the Hite Cove Cultural Resources Plan be imple- 

mented? (seg 7 SFM) 
(C) What impact will the Hite Cove plan have on the S.E trail 

bridges? (seg 6,SFM) 
(0 )  There is an opportunity to include the historical RR system 

in the existing trail. (seg 7,8,9 Merced) 
(C) What will be the impact on rehabilitating, constructing trails 

on all resources like fisheries, cultural? (all) 
(C) How will bussing to Yosemite National Park affect the WSR 

(seg 7,8,9 Merced) 
(C) Are the sanitary facilities far enough back from the river to 

prevent water pollution? (all) 
( 0 )  We can protect the water quality from sanitation problems 

with proper placement of facilities. (all) 
(C) Are quotas appropriate for camping, rafting etc? (all) 
(C) Are we going to determine the appropriate ethnography 

level? (all) 
(I) What controls on private expansion and development will 

there be and how and who will do the monitoring? (seg 7,8,9 
Merced) 
(I) What commercial resort activities should occur on federal 

lands? (seg 7,8,9 Merced and 7 SFM) 



(C) Is expansion of semi-primitive opportunities permissible? 
(all) 
'(c) What are the levels of acceptable change along the river 
corridor? (all) 
(C) Will future deer herd management projects impact the 

WSR? (seg 6,7 SFM) 
(C) What are the acceptable levels of domestic pack and stock 

livestock grazing within the WSR corridor? (seg 7,8,9 Merced) 

MAJOR ISSUES AND CONCERNS 
1. Transportation, access points, trail heads 
2. Lands allocation and minerals use along the corridor 
3. Arch. and mitigated 

SUGGESTIVE LD. TEAM MEMBERS 
Tom Lowe, Transportation, SO 
Marcus Anderson, Transportation, SO 
Fred Robberson, Transportation, MRD 
Sarah Johnston, Forest Archaeologist, SO 
John Maschi, landscape architect, Stanislaus, SO 
Brian Curtis, Recreation, MRD 
Nick Nixon, Lands and Recreation, MRD 
Dave Harris, BLM 

RESULTS OF WSR INTERNAL SCOPING MEETING HELD 
07/11/89MEETlNG HELD AT THE STANISLAUS NF, 
GROVELAND RD, GROVELAND, CALIFORNIA 

PRESENT 
Kit Perlee, District Ranger, GRD, STNF 
John Maschi, Landscape Architect, SO, STNF 
Nick Nixon, Special Use Officer, MRD, SNF 
Brian Curtis, Resource Officer, MRD, SNF 
Dave Harris, Assistant Area Manager, BLM 
Wallace McCray, Landscape Architect, SO SNF 

Question .........( I) = Issue, (C) = Concern, (0) =Opportunity 



(C) What will the skills and staffing needs be to manage the river 
corridor? (all) 
(C/O) What will the fire protection be for wildlife and 

prescribed burns? (all) 
(C) What effect will the current grazing allotment and as- 

sociated facilities have on the WSR? (all) 
(C) Will the whitewater rafting permits continue to be coor- 

dinated by the BLM on behalf of the FS and Parks Service? (seg 
7,8,9 Merced) 
(C) Who will be taking care of the monitoring of the special use 

and mineral management along the river corridor? (all) 
( 0 )  Monitoring with the LAC system (levels of acceptable 

change) is a good system to get things done through the manage- 
ment plan.(all) 
(0 )  The LAC system allows the management plan to be a living 

document which gives managers a chance to try it and fix it if its 
wrong without a management plan change. (all) 

(C) What is the administration agreement between the Stanis- 
laus and the Sierra with grazing within the corridor? (seg 7,8 
Merced) 
(IIC) What will the old railroad trail become between the BLM 

and FS administered lands? (seg 7,8,9 Merced) 
(VC) How will the private land within the BLM and FS be jointly 

addressed in the management plan? (all) 
(VC) What easements will be necessary in the management 

plan? (all) 
(VC) What recreation opportunities will there be within the 

recreational classifications? (seg 7,8,9 Merced) 
( 0 )  Are there opportunities to create new campgrounds 

through partnerships? (all) 
(UO) What cultural, interpretive opportunities will there be. 

(all) 
(c)  Should water rights issues be addressed in this plan? (all) 
(C) Will the T and E concerns be addressed? (all) 
( ~ j  What will the dredging and mining policies be  within the 

WSR corridors? (all) 
(C/O) How will the plan protect the outstanding remarkable 

values of the river corridor? (all) 
(110) Will there be an alternative that shows the mines 

withdrawn for new mines within the "wild" classifications? (all) 
(I) How are off highway vehicles going to be handled? (all) 



(I) How are weekend suction dredging activities going to be 
handled? (seg 7,8,9 Merced, seg 7 SFM) 

(I) There will be no recreation dredging? (seg 7,8,9 Merced,seg 
7 SFM) 
(I) Is there going to be motorized use or internal combustion 

engines allowed on the water? (seg 7,8,9 Merced) 
(C) No helicopters allowed within the corridor? (all) 
(I) How will the mule or stock overnight use be handled on the 

river comdor? (all) 
(0) There will opportunities for rescue, life, limb and property 

within the river comdor. (all) 
(I) Will para sailing be allowed on the river? (all) 
(0) There will be opportunities to improve the existing facilities 

and rest stops along the water edge. (all) 
(VC) Is sanitation and water quality going to be monitored? (all) 
(I) How are we going to regulate the traffic on Incline road? (seg 

7,8,9 Merced) 
(C) Does the county maintain the Incline road without an ease- 

ment? (seg 7,8,9 Merced) 
(C) Are we going to allow dispersed camping at different levels 

on the BLM and the FS administered lands? Can these be coor- 
dinated to the same standards for the public's benefit? (seg 7,8,9 
Merced) 
(C) Is the vehicle parking standards going to be different or the 

same with the BLM and the FS administered lands? Can these be 
coordinated? (seg 7,8,9 Merced) 
(C) Is the camping-restrictions going to be the same on the BLM 

and FS administered lands? Can the length of stay etc be coor- 
dinated? (seg 7,8,9 Merced) 
(C) Is air quality standards going to effect the WSR corridor? 

(all) 

MAJOR ISSUES AND CONCERNS 
Key Issues: 
Motorized or non-motorized on trails 
Mining and minerals permits 
ROS values on resources 

Key Concerns: 
Skills and Staffing 
Coordination and agreements between agencies 
Cultural and interpretation goals 



Fire management between two forests, two agencies 

SUGGESTIVE ID TEAM MEMBERS 
Have three or four core ID team members with a 2nd phase 

specialist team who are responsible for reviews. 

RESULTS OF WSR INTERNAL SCOPING MEETING HELD 
07/14/89AT THE BLM FOLSOM OFFICE, FOLSOM, 
CAUFORNIA 

PRESENT 
Tim Carroll, Geologist, BLM 
Bob Lehman, Wildlife Biologist, BLM 
Scott Murrellwright, Geologist, BLM 
David Harris, Assistant Area Manager, BLM 
Jim Eicher, Recreation Planner, BLM 
Deanne Swickard, Area Manager, BLM 
Wallace McCray, Forest Landscape Architect, SNF, FS 

Meeting Obiective: 
Scope the possible issues, concern, and opportunities and iden- 

tify the top three issues, concern and opportunities from this list. 

Question .......( I) = Issue, (C) =Concerns, (0) Opporhlnities 

(VC) Can we designate a no camping at rafting put in site season 
like from April to July? (seg 7,8,9 Merced) 
(VC) Can we designate auniform dredging season between both 

agencies like from July 15 to Nov l? (seg 7,8,9 Merced) 
(VC) Can we issue uniform dredging guidelines between all 

agencies and the two forests? (seg 7,8,9 Merced) 
(VC) 
(C)  This implementation plan should be consistent with the 

BLM study recreation plan. (seg 7,8,9 Merced) 
(C) Fire restrictions should be consistent with both BLM and 

Forest Service and Yosemite 5 year bum plans.(seg 7,8,9 Merced) 
(VC) There should be no residential living on the river. (all) 
(0) There should be complete salamander studies both on the 

FS and BLM administered lands within the river corridor. (seg 
7,8,9 Merced) 



(0 )  The spotted owed, eagle, grey owl and potential for all T and 
E concerns should be studied prior to major developments. (all) 
( 0 )  There should be mutual regulations of law enforcement 

within the BLM and FS administered lands. (seg 7,8,9 Merced) 
(C) The number of rafting days allowed should be consistent 

with both agency publications manuals. (seg 7,8,9 Merced) 
(C) The number of recreation camping days should be the same 

for both agencies. (seg 7,8,9 Merced) 
(0) Fish stocking should be consistent with both agencies.(seg 

7,8,9 Merced) 
(0 )  There are good opportunities for interpretive facilities of 

the rare and endangered plants etc. Locations should be at 
Briceburg, Yosemite, FS and joint interpretive locations along the 
river comdor. (seg 7,8,9 Merced) 
(VC) There should be consistent rules and regulations for the 

hikehikelnon-motorized planned joint agency trail. (seg 7,8,9 
Merced) 
(I) OHV use is prohibited in canyon corridor by BLM and FS. 

(seg 7,8,9 Merced) 
(C/O) What are the occupancy trespass rules, do the State and 

County laws apply for both the FS and BLM administered lands? 
(all) 
(OD) Land acquisition of private property should be consistent 

between both agencies. (seg 7,8,9 Merced) 
(C) Both agency LAC indicators should be the same. (seg 7,8,9 

Merced) 
(C) Both agencies should be consistent on issuing commercial 

permits within the WSR comdor. (set 7,8,9 Merced) 
(C) Will there be motorized use allowed on the river? (all) 
(C) BLM is allowing recreation dredging activity on the river. Is 

this consistent with the Forest Service Policy? (seg 7,8,9 Merced) 
(C) BLM is allowing dispersed camping any where along the 

river. Is this consistent with the Forest Service Policy? (seg 7,8,9 
Merced) 
(C) There should be no overnight camping at the commercial 

launch sites. Is this consistent with both agencies? (seg 7,8,9 
Merced) 
(0 )  There should be an increase of launch sites along the river 

with the necessary parking provided by both agencies.(seg 7,8,9 
Merced) 
(0) There should be joint funds for operation and maintenance 

and cost for improvements of launch sites. (seg 7,8,9 Merced) 



(C) What are the camp fire permits policies for both agencies? 
(seg 7,8,9 Merced) 
(C) The grazing permits should be consistent between both 

agencies and both forests. (seg 7,8,9 Merced) 

MAJOR ISSUES AND CONCERNS 
Key issues: 
Consistent management of dredging between agencies 
Withdrawal of stream side mining claims 
Off road vehicles and motorized equipment 
Residential occupancy 

Key concerns: 
Consistent management direction between three federal agen- 

cies 
Recreation management between agencies 

Key opportunities: 
Rehabilitated or new recreation and interpretive facilities 
Management Agreements between agencies, state and counties 
Mutual regulations between agencies, state and counties 

SUGGESTION 1.D.TEAM MEMBERS 
Dave Harris will represent BLM values 
Wallace McCray is acceptable to BLM as team leader for this 

2nd phase of planning 



MANAGEMENT ACTIONS 

The items listed below are management actions that should be 
carried out within the first year after the EIS and Implementation 
Plans are completed. They will all be coordinated by the Project 
River Manager and completed by the responsible specialist or 
manager responsible for the resource. Other Management Ac- 
tions as listed in the Implementation Plan for each river zone and 
common to all management zones are to be scheduled by the 
designated Wild and Scenic River Project Manager or assigned 
responsible officer. There are no required actions to mitigate 
potential significant environmental effects (mitigating 
measures). 

COMMON TO ALL RIVER ZONES (RECREATION, 
SCENIC, WILD I & WILD 11) 
ADMINISTRATION: 
'Approve annual budgeting and work planning processes 

through the District Ranger for the Forest Service and Area 
Manager for the Bureau of Land Management. 
*Acquire appropriate funding through the agency budget 

process for the planning, design and construction of recreation 
development within the river corridor. 
'Appoint a designated Wild and Scenic project manager or 

designated officer from each agency to implement W&SR plan- 
ning. 
AIR AND WATER QUALITY: 
*Respond to local planning authorities when development out- 

side forest jurisdiction may impact forest resources. 

CULTURAL RESOURCES: 
*Complete a cultural resource inventory around the Hite Cove 

area before any permitted action, activity, or program is imple- 
mented. 

*Identify all potentially eligible cultural properties that may be 
effected around the potential developed camping or hiking trail 
planned along the Merced Canyon. 



*Consult with Native Americans as interested parties on 
proposedundertakings. 

'Provide sanitation facilities in the areas of or during periods of 
concentrated use, where either increased management presence 
is necessary and or potential development exists for-which a 
specific site plan is prepared. 

FISHERIES: 
*Design management activities compatible with the State of 

California guidelines for this resource. 

FIRE MANAGEMENT: 
'Use prescribed fire to enhance wild-values in all wild and 

scenic locations and under conditions described in the current 
forest management plans. 

GEOLOGY: 
*Avoid activities on selected geologic sensitive areas. 

LAND OWNERSHIP AND USE. 
*Pursue the acquisition of private lands or acquire scenic ease- 

ments on private lands as necessary for project implementation. 

MINERALS: 
*Manage commercial minerals according to current direction, 

and any new provisions that may be established in the pending 
Merced River Act that is presently under consideration by Con- 
gress. 

NOISE: 
'Enforce state laws for noise control, including designating no 

shooting areas within the Recreation and Scenic Zones. 

PLANNING DIRECTION: 
*Implement management directions as described in the Sierra 

and the Stanislaus National Forest Land and Resource Manage- 
ment Plans and the BLM Merced River Management Plan when 
these plans become approved. 



*Develop individual project plans and appropriate NEPA 
analysis documents for site specific management actions that may 
be necessary or as identified in this planning documents. 

*Contact neighbor public land agencies to coordinate planned 
management activities within the W&SR corridors. 

PUBLIC INFORMATION AND INTERPRETATION: 
*Provide Visitor Information Services materials at all desig- 

nated developed recreation sites, and all trail heads. 
*Provide Identification, regulatory, warning, guide and informa- 

tion signs within the WSR corridors as appropriate. 
*Maintain present facilities and programs at a high level em- 

phasizing self-service. 

RECREATION: 
*Use the most recent accessible facility and program laws and 

guidelines when designing, rehabilitating, constructing or 
reconstructing facilities for people with disabilities. Determine 
the ROS classification then design the facility or program for all 
user groups including people with hearing, sight, or physical 
disabilities to meet these levels. 

SOCIAL: 
*Fit the needs and expectations of the user groups where con- 

sistent with the emphasis values. Impose additional regulations 
to the extent necessary to manage the emphasis values. 

SOILS: 
*Protect water quality and soil productivity through the im- 

plementation of Best Management Practices (BMPs). Make sure 
these BMP are in accordance with the most current version of 
"Water Quality Management for National Forest System Lands 
in California." 

THREATENED AND ENDANGERED SPECIES: 
'Identify the species, location and habitat requirements of T&E 

species within the W&SR corridors. 

VEGETATION: 
*Identify riparian zones and evaluate for compliance with 

Riparian Standards and Guidelines as indicated in current forest 
management practice documents. 



'Design management actions to maintain maximum biological 
diversity within the W&SR. 

VISUAL RESOURCES: 
'Make sure that all constructed or rehabilitated facilities within 

the area will be visually not evident or visually subordinate to the 
existing characteristic landscape when completed. 
'Consider visual concerns of individual landowners and county 

and other agencieswith and adjacent to National Forest and BLM 
system lands when planning management activities. 

WATER QUALITY: 
'Implement Best Management Practices (BMPs) to protect 

water quality and maintain soil stability. 
*Restrict vehicle access in stream-side management and 

riparian zones, except at designated put-ins and take-outs for 
water craft. (BMP 7-5, Control of Activities Under Special Use 
Permits.) 

'Locate new facilities and services, such as toilets and signs, 
outside the riparianzones. Relocate existing facilities as practical. 
(BMP 4-5: Control of Sanitation Facilities; BMP 4-6: Control of 
Refuse Disposal). 

WILDLIFE: 
*Maintain habitat to insure all native fish, wildlife, and plant 

species will have adequate populations level's and distributibn to 
provide for their continued existence throughout their current 
range. 



APPENDIX E 

REFERENCE MATERIAL AND SUPPORTING 
DOCUMENTS 

The following documents were used in the preparation of this 
Environmental Impact Statement: 

1. PUBLIC LAW, Wild and Scenic River Act (RL 90-542) Oct 
1968 

2. PUBLIC LAW, Wild and Scenic River Act (amended by EL. 
99-590), Oct 1986 

3. PUBLIC LAW, Wild and Scenic River Act (amended by RL. 
100-149), Nov 1987 

4. PUBLIC LAW, Wild and Scenic River Act (amended by EL. 
100-534), Oct 1988 

5. DEPARTMENT STANDARD, Wild and Scenic River 
Federal Register Vol47,173, Sept 1982 

6. AGENCY STANDARD, Forest Service Handbook (FSH 
1909.12 Chapter 8), Jul1987 

7. AGENCY STANDARD, Forest Service Manual (FSM 
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APPENDIX F 

BOUNDARY AND CLASSIFICATION DESCRIPTIONS 

The 33 miles of designated Wild and Scenic Rivers administered 
by the Secretary of Agriculture (USDA Forest Service with 29 
miles) and the Secretary of the Interior ( USDI Bureau of Land 
Management with 4 miles) boundary location is shown on the 
enclosed maps and boundary description documents. An addi- 
tional 3 miles jointly administered by the Forest Service and 
National Park Service is also shown on the enclosed maps and 
boundary description documents. There are approximately 9,943 
acres within the 33 miles. This averages 301.3 acres per mile and 
meets the intent of Public Law 100-534, which indicates that the 
boundaries of designated rivers shall include an average of not 
more than 320 acres per mile. There are approximately 452 acres 
administered by the Forest Service within the 3 mile river cor- 
ridor shared with the National Park Service (Yosemite). Ap- 
proximately 8,738 (29 miles) acres are administered by the Sierra 
National Forest and approximately 1,205 (4 miles) acres are 
administered by the BLM. The 8,738 and 452 acres equals ap- 
proximately 9,190 total Wild and Scenic River acres administered 
by the Forest Service within the Merced and South Fork Merced 
River corridors. 









APPENDIX G, 

DRAFT DEISIPLAN WRllTEN COMMENTS AND 
AGENCY ANSWERS 





DRAFI EISPLAN WRITEN COMMENTS 

THESE ARE "GENERAL" PUBLIC COMMENTS. 
THE AGENCY ANSWERS FOLLOW THE COM- 
MENTS. THE COMMENTS WERE RECEIVED AS A 

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT AND 
PLAN. EACH COMMENT NUMBER REFERS TO A 
PUBLIC LElTER WHICH IS ON FILE. 

1.1,2.1, 11.1,15.1,16.1 
COMMENT I was appalled to learn that the Forest 

Servicc Management ~ e &  had changed the preferred al- 
ternative for the Merced and South Fork Merced WSR from 
B to C. Most of us who had worked tirelessly to obtain Wid 
and Scenic designation for the Rivers had indicated our 
preference lor ~iternative B. As the DElS points out, "This 
alternative offers the geatest protection of Wild and Scenic 
River values of anv alternative."The most immediate chanec 
occurs in the ~ i t d  Cove Scenic segment. Alternative C p&- 
mits many activities which have the potential to degrade the 
values for which the river was designated. 1 hope this 
decision will be reconsidered. The DEIS also shows the cost 
of Alternative C to be 2.5 times the cost for B. In these days 
of impending budget cuts for domestic programs, it is dif- 
ficult to comprehend the reasoning that would lead to the 
choice of the more expensive alternative. 

ANSWER The first time the Forest Service rewm- 
mended AlternativeC as the preferred alternative was in the 
Draft EIS. Prior to this time potential alternatives were 
presented with no recommended alternative. All who 
worked tirelesslvdidan excellent iob and obtained Wildand 
Scenic ~esignaiion for 114 miles.-YOU are concerned with a 
2 mile portion of the South Fork Merced River (ap- 
proximately 1.7% of the 114 miles of designated WSR) 
where the Forest Senice is recommending the retention of 
the existing OHV access system from Jerseydale on the 
South Side of Hite Cove. This recommendation in Alterna- 
tive C is no change from the existingalternative A. Wecould 
find no existing degrading of existing values from over 20 
years of this type of access use in our analysis. We therefore 
chose not to close the four wheel motorized road as 
proposed in alternative B. Alternative C permits noactivities 
which have the potential to degrade the river's WSR values. 

4.1 
COMMENT I am writing to express my approval of 

alternative D for the draft plan for the Merced and South 
Fork Merced River. I think this is the best plan for the 
recreation my friends and I enjoy in the Sierra National 
Forest. 

ANSWER Thank you for your comments. Alternative C 
is the preferred alternative. It seems to best reflect the 
issues. 

9.1 
COMMENT Encourage you to support Alternative B. 1. 

Cost to taxpayers in Cis 250% of the cost to B. 2. Significant 
greater potential for fire with C. 3. B offers the greatest 
protection of wild and scenic river values. 4. Please support 
what you had originally chosen. 

ANSWER 1. Cost to implement Alternative C is $ 
500,000, Alternative B is $200,000. The $3W,000 additional 
cost of C is the developed sites on the Incline Road and the 
pedestrian bridges on the South Fork. 2. There will remain 
an equal chance for potential fire problems within the 2 mile 
Hite Cove segment on the South Fork because Alternative 
C retains the existing OHV and hiking use. There will be a 
decrease in potential for fue along the 10 mile Merced 
segment because of developedltype camping requirements 
from existingdispersed use. 3. Alternative B around the Hite 
Cove area offers the greatest protection for this segment. 
Alternative C around the Merced area offers the greatest 
protection for this segment. 4. The Forest Service recom- 
mended Alternative C in the Draft EISPlan. Prior to this 
published document, only a range of alternatives were 
presented with no official positions. 

10.1 
COMMENT I am writing in support of Alternative B. 

The Jerseydale road should be closed to enhance the wild 
and scenic aspects of the Merced. I oppose alternative C. 
Please implement alternative B. 

ANSWER The Jerseydale road to the South Fork of the 
Merced River has been open for the last 20 years. There has 
been no major damage from motorized vehicles using this 
road in the past. It is difficult for two wheel drive vehicles 
and not recommended for their use. The route is subject to 
closures to all motorized vehicles during high fue and wet 
weather seasons. 

12.1 
COMMENT I agree with alternative. B. As far as existing 

facilities are concerned I'm convinced that adding extra 
campsites, trash receptacles, or parking spaces is counter 
oroductive. The USFS could arovide those items. however 
ihere would never be enough'~he demand always exceeds 
the facility. Samevisitorswill simply have to stay away, avery 
undemocratic notion. 

ANSWER There are no plans to add extra campsites in 
alternative B or C. In Alternative C, the preferred alterna- 
tive, the plans are to provide designated camping zones to 
the existingdispersed camping zones on the north side of the 
Merced to help regulate the potential fue dangers. Yes, 
demand exceeds the available spaces on high use weekends 
for Yosemite Valley and the Merced Valley. S i  to 
motels, when there is no more room, people will have to find 
another place to camp. 

123 
COMMENT After years of telling the public "only you 

can prevent forest fues, pack it in, pack it out," the messages 
have worked. The new message needs to be "lakes and rivers 
arenot toilets."The same people who wonder what the world 
has come to when thev are forced to buv bottled drinking 
water use riverbanks akd rivers for toilets; never making thc 
connection. When only the MiWok used the river it had a 
chance of healing itxlf. Three million people a year overtax 
it. It is crisis time for water quality. 

ANSWER Better communicating these values to the 
public will be attempted through public information guides. 
Using your or similar wording is an excellent approach. We 



competition. Note how Alternative A and C are now similar will do this in partnership with other State and Federal I , , . 
wthin the Hlte Cove area. The existinnOHV motorized trail agencies who have the similar resource problems. 

12.6 
COMMENT The BLM project at Briceburg is to be 

commended as the most improved site in several adjoining 
counties. The Briceburg approaches are in more need of 
speed controls than the area at the Hite Cove Trailhead. 
Downhill speed, reduced visibility and narrow approaches 
are deadly. This is one thing that needs to be fixed before it 
breaks. 

ANSWER BLM will work with CalTrans and try to 
improve the warning signing in this area. 

12.7 
COMMENT I wish to thank theForest Service for beimg 

the best of neighbors, its staff good friends. The fire fighters, 
archaeologists, botanists, oftice staff, a l l  have done great 
jobs. Every year the trend to improved positive public rela- 
tions is excellent. I don't believe any tourist to our area will 
ever realize the amount of dedication that facilitates their 
visits here. 

ANSWER Thank you for these words. Our staff enjoy 
their work. Partners like you private owners along the 
Merced canyon, help make the resource management job 
worthwhile. 

U.1 
COMMENT I would like to propose Alternative D for 

the Merced river plan. Hite Cove is used by 4 wheelers most 
of the year. It is one of four 4x4 trails in the area. It is also 
maintained by4 wheelers. This trail should be kept open. 

ANSWER Alternative C, the preferred alternative, is 
recommending to keep the south side trail open to 
motorized OHV use. The route isnot rewmmended for two 
wheel drive vehicles because of existing safety and main- 
tenance standards. The trail is subject to be closed to all 
motorizedvehicles during high fire and wet weather seasons. 
Currently partners are maintaining the 4x4 route. 

18.1 
COMMENT I want to thank you and your colleagues for 

speaking to the Sugar P i e  Sierra Club Group. Those of us 
who were members of the Merced Canyon Committee spent 
much time and money in order to make the Merced River 
Wild and Scenic. The fact that we care deeply about the river 
should be considered when weighing opinions and making 
decisions re~arding its future. I value the quiet natural walk 
along the river canyon especially the trail to Hite Cove. It is 
a place to get away from all the noise and materialism of life 
elsewhere. I esoeciallveniov the wildflowers each vear. Since 
it is one of the best ;rildfl&er areas in the staie it is also 
valuable as a tourist attraction. For these reasons I would 
like the South Fork of the Merced River and Hite Cove left 
as it is. Alternatives A or B are my preferences. 

ANSWER It was a oleasure soeakineat vour Sierraclub - .  
meeting. Your ~ e r c e d ~ a n ~ o n  committee reached it'sgoal. 
All or 43 miles of the South Fork has been desipated a Wid 
and Scenic River. Of the total miles, 41 miles or ap- 
proximately 95% have been classaed as "Wild." The foot 
trail to Hite Cove is within a "Wild" segment which means 
wildflowers will always be available with no development 

~ ~~ ~ I in Alternative A is retained withim tg=2 mile 'scenic" see- 
ment in Alternative C. Only 5% of the total South FoFk 
Merced WSR area will continue to have motorized OHV 
access. Alternative C is proposing no commercial facilities. 
Both groups can use this area as partners and share in the 
environmental wonders of the river canyon. 

18.4 
COMMENT In these days of fmancial stress due to the 

high national deficit, the savings and loan debt, and the 
Middle East crisis1 do not understand aplan tospend money 
For unnecessary development. Building a bridge is costly in 
itself but it could invite overnighters with alcohol, cigarettes, 
and guns to the cove, creating a potential forest fue. Fires 
are not onlv costlv. but could destrov the forest and all we 
value on thk trail.. 

ANSWER An equestrian and foot-bridge is permitted 
under Alternative C to soan the South Fork. This will ~ermi t  
hikers to travel the encue SF trail system from ~dsemite  
National Park to Savages Trading Post without dangerous 
high water fording. Equestrian use of the 3 mile Hites Cove 
trail section is dangerous and therefore not rewmmended 
or permitted. 

m.1 
COMMENT I urge you to change the Forest service 

choices for development of the South Fork Merced River 
andHites Cove to PlanB rather than Plan C. You have heard 
the arguments why plan C is potentially too destructive to 
the environment. which is too orecious to be oillaeed bv . - 
"development. "lease rewnsidkr. 

ANSWER Alternative C is now similar to the existing 
Alternative A in regards to the Hite Cove area. No "develop- 
ment" is planned. Things will stay about the same. Only a 
toilet, a pedestrian bridge and interpretive facilities are 
planned. These facilities can only be implemented after 
detailed analysis of the pre-historic and historical ar- 
cheological resources are completed. 

212 
COMMENT If money is burning a hole in your pocket, 

perhaps you should develop a bike trail along the main 
Merced-Briceburg to El Portal or some other useful project 
that most people want. 

ANSWER A mountain bike, horse, walking trail along 
Merced's canyon old train bedis beimg recommended under 
Alternative C. 

22.1 
COMMENT The management plan for the Merced 

Canyon is a tribute to the mountain of bureaucracy that the 
FS creates. It is impossible to understand what is really being 
rewmmended. I will state my position and you can try to 
figure out how my comments relate to your proposals. The 
Merced Canyon is spectacular because its character is 
WILD. It is attractive to visitors because of the absence of 
development; the absence of services. Yod a n  pull out on 
any wide section of road and scramble do% I z  !he river and 
sit on a rock and contemplate an environment which is 
seemingly untouched by man. The FS has a Congressional 



mandate to put in bathrooms. You do not have a-Congres- 
sional mandate to put in raft launching areas. You do not 
have a Congressional mandate to develop a trail. So please, 
why don't you simply do what is right; Leave the canyon 
alone. It has been fine for several million years without the 
Forest Service or BLM. It will survive without you. 

ANSWER The EISPlan's recommendation along the 
Merced Canyon is to create developed campsites. These will 
replace the existing dispersed campsites along the north, 
Incline road side of the Merced Canyon. This proposal is 
endorsed by representatives of the Mariposa Board of Su- 
pervisors and private owners along the canyon. One of the 
goals is to regulate the wild fue potential. The preferred 
alternative and plan shows no further recommendations. 
This Merced WSR 14 mile section has been classified 
"recreational" because of an already developed major State 
Highway which include a few existing motel and store 
facilities alI leading to Yosemite National Park. The Forest 
Service, BLM and Park Service will continue to be partners 
and administrators of these public lands along this Merced 
Canyon. We will wntinue to make operation and main- 
tenance decisions within our areas of responsibilities. 

23.2 
COMMENT As I understand the situation Alternative 

C increases Forest Service administrative wsts over Alter- 
native B and it creates a maior staffmereouirement to wlice - .  
use of the 4 WD access rdad and riverbank activities: I am 
ready to sacrifice the 4 wd access in tradeoff for proper 
protection of this area to a standard compatible with a 
wilderness area. I urge your support of Alternative B. 

ANSWER Alternative C may be aooroximatelv 33% 
more expensive to administer thanalternahve B. ~ h e i e  is no 
staffingproblem identified in Alternative C. The OHV wm- 
munitvis alreadv swnsorine and maintainine this Hite Cove - 
route.'~he tradkff is that G u  now have access to 95% or 41 
miles of the river which is Classified "Wild" within the South 
Fork Merced WSR system. While the OHV community has 
access to 5% or 2 miles of the river which is Classified 
"ScenicMwithin this same WSR system. Both user groups can 
share in the use of the area. 

24.1 
COMMENT After talking to you on the telephone 

yesterday, and inquiring about your intentions to publicize 
in local newspapers the November 5 public meeting con- 
cerning the Hite Cove EIS, I found myself more and more 
curious about the USFS policy if there is one having to do 
with the announcement of publicmeetings. Perhaps you can 
enlighten me about this, is it not standard procedure to 
announce public meetings in the local press? Or is this done 
at the whim of the person in change? If not standard proce- 
dure, why not? As a Federal agency working for the people, 
are you not required to conduct public Forest Service meet- 
ings, those that call for public input with themost widespread 
publicity possible? This seems logical to me. Am I being too 
logical? 

ANSWER The Forest Service and BLM has a public 
information policy. This is how we have carried out the 
Merced WSR information and input operation. 1. March 
1,1988 Public information plan completed. 2. Sept 5, 1989 

Press Release announcing public meeting was sent to all 
local papers. 3. Sept 5,1989 flyers announcing public meet- 
ing were sent to 1,450 people and agencies. This list came 
from the most updated mailing list of the Stanislaus N.F., the 
SierraN.Fand the BLM. 4. Sept 18,1989 publicmeeting held 
in Mariposa, California. Preliminary Alternatives were 
presented. 75 people were in attendance. 5. Nov 10, 1989 
flyers sent to approximately 350 people who expressed a 
desire to participate in the planning process. 6. Dec 10,1989 
Flyers sent to approximately another uX) people who ex- 
pressed a desire to participate in the process. 7. Jan-Sept 
1989 meetings held as requested with individuals, miners, 
Sierra Club groups, Mariposa Board representatives, 
owners of property within the WSR. 8. July 31,1990 Federal 
Register published announcement of draft EISIPlan. This ia 
a national announcement seen by all groups throughout the 
United States. 9. Aug 01,1990 flyers sent to approximately 
750 people, who by returned mailings or attendance at the 
public meeting indicated they wished to be involved in the 
planning process. 10. Aug 28,1990 Letter with copies of the 
draft EISElan sent to all people who requested a copy. A 
preferred alternative was recommended. Approximately 
400 public wmmentswith agencyanswers were published in 
the draft EIS. 11. Sept 21,1990 Federal Register published 
due date of Nov 5 for public comments draft EIS. The due 
date was amended in a Sept 28 announcement and amended 
to Nov 30, 1990. 12. Oct 16, 1990, flyer #5 sent to ap- 
proximately 750 people on current mailing List announcing 
the next public meeting will be held Nov5.1990 at the VFW 
Mariposa Hall. 13. Oct N, 1990 Pressrelease announcement 
sent to the Fresno Bee and other local Mariposa papers 
indicating an information meetingwill be held Nov 4, 1990. 
14. Feb 1991, flyer #6 sent to 1,017 people who made com- 
ments to thedraft EISPlan.The flyer indicated that the final 
is scheduled to be published by April 1991 and to expect a 
Record of Decision (ROD) document. 

34.2 
COMMENT The BLM reports frequent accidents in- 

volving OHV which require assistance for the vehicle and 
often emergency treatment to the persons involved. Is there 
funding available for the Forest Service to provide this assis- 
tance and are there personnel available who have the neces- 
sary training? If not, who becomes responsible? Review of 
the DEIS shows that approximately 7M) letters of comment 
were received. Perusal of these letters indicates that about 
195 were from individuals familiar with the Hite Cove area 
and expressed a preference for Alternative B, or closure of 
the OHV access road. Approximately 450 letters originated 
from OHV users expressing a desire to see the ~e r s e~da l e  
road remain open to OHVs. Aboul UK) of these were from 
letters which were simply signed and sent in. These are no1 
indicativeofseriousef(orts toreviewthe Plan andDEIS.The 
decision to close the Jerseydale road or allow it to be acces- 
sible for OHV use should be based on a qualitative evalua- 
tion of the comments, not on a one-letter-one-vote 
evaluation. In general, except for the Hite Cove Scenic Seg- 
ment proposals, Alternative C appears to be a satisfactory 
Management Plan. The proposed improrcmcnl t o  the 
Recreational zone are good and should providc sxceUent 
opportunities for the people who use the facilities. 



to Hite Cove by recreation users, medical personnel will 
respond, as they do within all Forest Servict: administered 
lands. The Forest Service pays for law enfor~ment under a 
coop agreement. Any medical response is paid by individual 
receiving aid. It is desirable to help visitors feel that they are 
responsible for their own actions. Your right, 28% of the 
letters were personally hand written or typed and preferred 
alternative B. 43% were form letters signed by different 
people indicating the same issue comments. We analyze the 
letters based on specific issue statements or comments. For 
example, after publishing the Draft EIS/Plan, 1017 letters 
were received. From this number, we have found ap- 
proximately 180comments which are specific issues and that 
we are addressing in this commenUanswer format. Letters 
from organized groups, or other government agencies l i e  
the EPA, may or may not, dependimgon the issue, carry more 
weight in the analysis process. 

35.1 
COMMENT As a fanner in the Merced County area, and 

a recent joining member of the Sierra Club, Tehipite Chap- 
ter, I urge you to please return to Alternative B which, 
according to the DEIS, hasthe greatest potential for protect- 
ing the values for which Merced River was designed. Hite 
Cove needs to be preserved as it now is. Thank you for your 
courtesy. 

ANSWER Alternative C is still the preferred alternative. 
However note that Alternative Cis now similar to alternative 
A in this fmal EISPlan. 

44.1 
COMMENT The Department of the Interior (DOI) ap- 

preciates the opportunity to review the Merced and South 
Fork Wid and Scenic river EISPlan. The EIS lacks an 
identified proposed action for the public and other review- 
ing agency's to evaluate and analyze. Such an omission 
hinders informed public participation regarding the draft 
document (DES). In addition, without a properly defmed 
proposal presented for agency review in the DES, effective 
aniwm6ete evaluation ;f poiential impacts t o~e~a r tmen t  
of the Interior (DOI) lands and authorities cannot occur. No 
emlanation is arovided of issues and alternatives identified 
in'scoping, b i t  not considered significant enough for 
analysis. NO analysis is provided for adverse environmental 
effects which cannot be avoided, the relationship between 
short term uses of man's environment and the maintenance 
and enhancement of long term productivity, and any irre- 
versible or irretrievable commitmcnts of resources.1t is es- 
sential that there be a Wild and Scenic Values topic for 
analysis in the environmental consequences chapter. 
Without such a topic, as the document now exist, neither the 
public nor the decision maker can succinctly understand 
potential impacts to wild and scenic river values. 

ANSWER Thank vou for reviewine this Draft EISPlan. 
The DEIS identified aproposed actioG~he preferredalter- 
native C wasidentified ina cover letter and flyer to the public 
and other agencies. Alternative C and the related defmed 
actions were also shown in the Plan for the preferred alter- 
native. However, the final EISPlan will imorove the 
proposal wording.withm the document. The expianation of 
alternatives identified in scopins is included in the final. The 

analysis for adverse environmental effects which cannot be 
avoided is included in the fial .  The Wid and Scenic rivers 
have already been desipated and classified with boun- 
daries. There is no need for a Wild and Scenic Values topic 
at this phase of planning. 

44.2 
COMMENT Management actions for each alternative 

arc unclear, particularly in regard to public lands ad- 
ministered by the Bureau of Land Management. Such 
planned or potential actions as mineral activity and/or 
development, timber harvesting, road building, prescribed 
burning, etc., should be clearly described. There is no 
analysis of identified threatened or endangered species of 
plants and/or animals. The impact analysis discussion would 
be greatly improved if the relative magnitude of impacts was 
projectcd and analysis was provided to support the con- 
clusions made. For example, user estimates, present and 
projected, would facilitate determining the potential mag- 
nitude of visitor impacts. "Available mitigation" measures 
are mentioned but a thorough discussion explaining their 
effectiveness is not provided. 

ANSWER Management actions identified in FEIS 3.1 
are clear. Specific management actions identified in the Plan 
6.4,7.4,8.43nd9.4 are dear. Management actions in regard 
toaublic lands administeredbvthe BureauofLand Manare- 
mint (4miles along the ~ e r & d  River) are now impr6ve$m 
the FEIS and Plan9.4. The analysis for identified threatened 
or endangered species of plants andlor animals were com- 
pleted in the DEIS 4.11 and 4.14 and are included in the 
FEIS. The impact analysis discussions are improved in the 
FEIS. 

46.1 
COMMENT I am extremely upset at the recent decision 

of the Forest Service management team regarding the 
Merced and South Fork Merced Rivers. Why and based on 
whose authority andlor opinion, was the preferred alterna- 
tive for the WSR changed from B to C? Members of the 
MercedCanyon Committee worked tirelessly and long toget 
Wild and Scenic designation for the riven and have stated 
preference for Alternative B. The above steps were taken on 
the basis of a great deal of study personal experience and 
love for the rivers. Thc Forest Service did not receive 400 or 
soxeroxed copies of lettersfrom us as youdid from the OHV 
groups. 1 would wager that most of those signatures did not 
brother to read those supplied pre-written statements. 
Duplicated messages certainly should not be given the same 
consideration than separate personally stated opinions from 
the general public. In regard to the team decision, I would 
be most gratified to receive copies of the input on which said 
decision was based and a tally of how each member of the 
interdisciplinary team management team voted and why. 

ANSWER The Forest Service and BLM recommended 
a preferred alternative C when the DEIS was published. 
There was no commitment to any alternative before this 
publication date. The quantity of letters is given less impor- 
tance than specific issues raised. Specific issue comments 
are important. We analyze each different comment, not how 
many timesit is statcdin the 1etters.For examplewe received 
1017 letters after the draft but found approximately 180 
different comments which were analyzed. A recommenda- 



tion for a preferred alternative was made at the DEIS stage. 
However, this FEIS includes a Record of Decision (ROD). 
The Regional Forester for the Forest Service's administered 
segments will make the decision and will state why the 
decision was made in this ROD document. The BLM will 
also make their decision on their administt:red segment 
through their responsible officer. 

49.5 
COMMENT I would like to make some comments about 

the process followed by the USFS in drawing up the DEIS 
document. How does it happen that 300 form letters mailed 
into the USFS as a consequence of a Dirt Alert publication 
to OHV enthusiasts outweighs the 400 plus individually 
worded letters sent in by actual users of the Hite Cove trail? 
Can the U S E  reallv believe that thev have tomakc apolitical 
gesture to the ~ ~ v i n d u s t r ~ ?  Is ~ ~ & S F S  that desperate for 
Green Sticker Money? Those of us who intimately know the 
area and who have devoted years of effort to gainiig some 
kind of protection for the Merced River Canyons cannot 
help but feel somewhat betrayed by this casual caving in by 
the USFS to OHV pressure. The recommendations by the 
USFS seem especially timid in this respect when contrasted 
with recommendations proposed by the BLM for managing 
their segments of the river canyons. I urge you to return to 
the management principles outlined in your Alternative B 
proposal. 

ANSWER A quantity of letters from one group does not 
outweigh a quantity of letters from another group. Specific 
issueslcomments within these letters are extracted and 
analyzed. This question and answer format shows an ex- 
ample of where approximately 180 separate comments were 
found in 1017 letters. Your conservation groups have done 
agoodjob helpingtoget theMerced andSouthForkMerced 
protected within the WSR Act. The Act protects the river. 
However, the Act does not specify to eliminate all existing 
uses. This EISPlan is recommending Alternative C. Since 
OHV people have been using the south Hite Cove for over 
20 years this use should continue within 5 %of this "Scenic" 
South Fork Merced segment. The remaining 95% of the 
South Fork wiU remain within the "wild" segments. 

50.1 
COMMENT We have attended four meetings at which 

your staff received citizen input and made an effort to explain 
the steps leadig up to completion of your Draft Environ- 
mental Impact Study and Management Plan for the Merced 
and South Fork Wild and Scenic Rivers. To date we have 
found no reason to change our selection of Alternative B. 
Nor have we found any reason to seriously consider your 
selectionof ~lternativec. asa better decision. hou r  re&ew 
of vour Draft EIR and Manaeemcnt Plan. we could not find 
adrief, clear summary of yo&reasons for;electing~lterna- 
tive C. On page 44 of one of your management Plan editions 
you make reference to the variety of reasons for your choice 
of Alternative C., but do not explain them, which you could 
have done in a few sentences. Why Not? Through an inten- 
sive, lengthy review of the Draft EIR and Plan, we might have 
been able to infer your reasons for choosing Alternative C. 
On the presumption, however, that it is your responsibility 
to make your reasoning and process relatively easy to under- 

stand in your documentation, we were not inched to take 
on that task. 

ANSWER This final document includes three docu- 
ments. The Record of Decision (ROD), the Final EIS and 
the Plan. The ROD gives an outline why various decisions 
were made. 

51.1 
COMMENT I was disappointed to learn that Alternate 

C was chosen for the Merced South Fork-Hite Cove area. 
Whereas Alternative B offered the greatest protection for 
the wild and scenic designation by limiting use, Alternate C 
instead provides for increased use, development and detri- 
ment of the area. This increase in use by those hiking or 
riding mountain bikes, horses or especially off road vehides 
cannot help but adversely affect what makes this area spe- 
cial, the wildflowers, wildlife, pure water and relative isola- 
tion. Why risk increased erosion and fire dangerjust to make 
Hite Cove another playground. 

ANSWER Alternative C around the Hite Cove area 
provides for the same existing use as noted in Alternative A. 
There is minimal increase in development recommended for 
this area. Increases in facility signing and interpretation to 
educate users about the valuable resources within the area, 
a non-water type vault toilet and a pedestrian bridge is all 
that is planned. 

52.1 
COMMENT You may wonder why a response came 

from a Florida address. I have hiked the South Fork (some- 
thing that I would guess over 90% of the OHV responses to 
your previous draft can not say) and consider it one of the 
most beautiful canyons in the country. This river richly deser- 
ves the designation of wild and scenic over it's full length up 
to the spot you classify as recreational. Actually I recom- 
mended to you in part to delete the Scenic classification in 
it entirely and classify the South Fork as Wild because that 
is just what it is and just what it must always remain. I am 
aware that you recommended alternative C in your Draft 
Management Plan. I as a representative for my children, 
grandchildren, great grandchildren strongly recommend 
that the South Fork be governed by Alternative B. This river 
with its profusion of wild flowers in the spring, protected 
habitat for scores of hundred of species of buds and wild 
animals and the wild water running over random and ever 
changing patterns of rocks must never be subjected to the 
obscenity of thrill-seeking motor vehicle riders disturbing 
the stillness, the clean fresh smelling air and the wildness of 
nature. I ask that you expand, improve and add much more 
detail to your DEIS and to change your implementation 
rccommehdations to Alternative  from ~l teka t ive  C. 

ANSWER The comolete 43 milcs of the South Fork is a 
designated and prote&ed Wild and Scenic River. Ap- 
proximately 41 miles or 95% of the South Fork was eligible 
and is classified as "Wid." The remaining 2 mile Hite Cove 
segment was eligible and is classified "Scenic." Alternative 
Cis an acceptable solution for the Hite Cove area. It allows 
the same uses including OHV access from the south side to 
take place now that have taken place over the last 20 years. 
If during your hiking adventures the area looked wild even 
with this existing OHV use, then under this alternative it 
should remain the same way. 



54.1 
COMMENT Thank you for the opportunity to review the 

Merced Wild and Scenic River Management Plan. Our 
Board (Mariposa County Board of Supervisors) agrees with 
the basic preferred alternative C with a few exceptions and 
additions as noted below. (Note see Land Use Section 54.2 
where countystates "webelieve it is in the County's andHites 
Cove's best interest to close the Hite Cove Road at the gate 
at Jerseydale"). Wally, Tom, Brian and Nick have done a 
good job dealing with tough issues and diverse interest 
groups. 

ANSWER Thank you for taking the time to review the 
plan and visit us in the field to review this issue. The Forest 
service and County agree on all aspects of the EIS proposals 
cxceot the Hite Cove access issue. The FElS is indicatinn 
that Le keep the road open to four wheel drive OHV use 
only within the Wid and Scenic Boundary. This is consistent 
with oureldstingmanagement direction for thisareaoutside 
the Wild and Scenic river boundam. There will he conditions 
with high fire or wet weather seasdm when use will be closed 
to motorized vehicles. 

55.1 
COMMENT We the Fresno Fly Fishers for Consema- 

tion support Alternative B of the management policy of the 
recently designated Wild and Scenic River System and 
strongly oppose "Off Road Vehicles" in the South ForkfHite 
Cove Area of the Merced River. 

ANSWER Thanks you for sharing with us your position. 
Alternative C is the preferred alternative. Please review the 
Record of Decision (ROD) to find out why the Forest 
Service is recommending Alternative C. In short we are 
recommending what is existing now at the Hite Cove area. 

58.1 
COMMENT As one who has been interested and active 

in seekine Drotected status for the River and its South Fork 
I wouldlilkd to offer the following comments and suggestions. 
The intent of those who worked for protected status and I 
assume of those who passed the bi in Congress was to 
protect the rivers for their natural values rather than their 
historical or recreational values. I would hope that even 
through the agencies who will administer these areas give 
consideration to agricultural, miningand recreational inter- 
ests, that the natural elements be given priority in this in- 
stance in keeping with the original intent of the action. I am 
speaking particularly of the South Fork and Hite Cove area. 
There is no doubt there is a great need for some areas to 
simply be left alone for their own sake rather than to be used 
by us for some purpose of our own. Hite Cove, though of 
some historical interest, has done a remarkable job of re- 
naturalking after its worst recent assault by men who would 
use the land for profit and then go away leaving a mess 
behind. One can still occasionally find a mercury bottle in 
the South Fork. 

ANSWER Alternative C is recommending leaving the 2 
mile segment Hite Cove area in its existing state. This in- 
cludes retaining the public walking trail and the OHV route 
to the area. This also includes retaining and interpreting the 
existinghistorical and pre-historical archeological resources 
of the area. 

COMMENT I believe any development of the South 
Fork of the Merced River is a contradiction of the Wild and 
Scenic status. Therefore, I must favor alternative A, which 
maintains present use status. I am opposed to Alternative C 
and D whichallowmotorizeduse and the buildingofbridges. 
These options would have a signif~cant impact on the area, 
greatly disrupting and possibly destroying the flora and 
fauna. The South Fork is presently accessible to any persons 
wishing to visit it. Therefore, no further development is 
necessary. 

ANSWER Alternative C is similar to Alternative A for 
the Hite Cove area. It maintains the existing usw within the 
area. The foot bridges are permitted under this Alternative 
C to span the South Fork permitting hikers to travel the 
entire SF trail system from Yosemite National Park to 
Savages Trading Post without dangerous high water fording. 

61.1 
COMMENT Thank vou for the ~ ~ w r t u n i t ~  to submit D 

I the foUowiw comments &d concerns &wdingihe Merced 

I River EIS. 6 general, it appears a moderate approach has 8.1 

been made to the subiect of the lone ranee olannine for this 
wild and scenic area: I hope you &ep k h n d  a &nning 
horizon of 100 years, or more, during which continuing 
population growth will place huge demands on the few truly 
wild areas of Caliiornia. I know it is a difficult thing to try to # 
balance competing goals and keep the long term in mind at 
the same time. Remember, once its built up, it's impossible 
to make it wild again. Basically, 1 prefer Alternative B with 
the exception of leaving the Hite Cove Road open during 
summer months as it is now. 

ANSWER Congress planned for the long-term ap- 
proach when Public Law 100-149 was signed in 1987 desig- 
nating 114 miles of the Merced and South Fork system as a 
Wid and Scenic River. The Forest Service and BLM agen- 
cies considered the long-term approach when we classified 
33 miles of our administered river portions in 1989 accord- 
ance with this Act. The long-term approach will be wn- 1.i 
sidcred by implementing the Plan's monitoring every year. 
Alternative C meets your goal at the Hite Cove Area. It 
leaves the edsting use, including leaving the south side Hite 
Cove Road open for four wheel drive OHV use. 

n 
613 
COMMENT Indicate on the maps where Hite Cove, 

Devil's Gulch and the Incline Road are located. The narra- 
tive refers to these features frequently but they are not 
identified on the maps. 

ANSWER These areas are indicated on the maps. The 
maps were done at a small scale so the areas are hard to fmd. 

615 
COMMENT 1 strongly oppose Alternative D. This alter- 

native would adversely impact the Wild and Scenic nature of 
the two river branches. It would foster a resort atmosphere, 
and violate the intention of the Wid and Scenic Rivers Act. 
The assessment of Alternative D does not adequately assess 
the impact on wildlife numbers, water quality, aesthetic 
values, mining and logging activities, etc. 



ANSWER Alternative D is not a preferred alternative. 
An assessment was completed in this document for wildlife, 
water, aesthetics and mining. There are no Logging activities 
within the WSR corridors. 

61.10 
COMMENT At the 1110189 information meeting, Tom 

Efird, District Ranger, said that a public hearing would be 
held. Another public information meeting was held in 
November this year. When is the formal public hearing? 

ANSWER No formal public hearings are planned. 
Please refer toanswer 24.1 toreviewthe publicinput process 
for this project. 

62.1 
COMMENT I am sorry that I didn't have a chance to say 

good-bye and thank you at the end of my 3 hour visit on 
November second. I very much appreciated our conversa- 
tion and the time togo through the lettersregarding theHite 
Cove Scenic area of the South Fork of the Merced River. I rl feel it is very important for each official who is involved in 

i. J the decision making process to take some time alone to go 
through the letters concerning Hite Cove before any 
decision can be formulated for the final EIS. I understand '' that there are over 700 letters concerning Hite Cove, 300 of 
which are from OHV persons. The overwhelming majority 
of these OHV letters were from letters which must have been 
sent by an OHVrepresentativeof each town in northern and I central California for their signature. Very little thought or 
caring about the specific plans of Hite Cove were expressed. 
I remember only 2such notes, One person had enjoyed a trip 
to Hite Cove with his son. The other had used the south road 
for many years and felt it should remain open to OHV users. 
By contrast the other 400 plus letters were written mainly by 
local residents who know the value the natural experiences 
they have had in the Merced River Canyons in general and 
in the Hite Cove area in particular. These letters expressed 
personal caring and made specific suggestions. Most local 
residents prefer alternative A or B or little changes. Our 
concerns are fue, vandalism, shooting, motor and radio 
noise, and the disturbance of wildlife. 

ANSWER We thank you for taking the time to comevisit 

n our office and review the letters concerning this issue. As 
indicated in a couple of our other answers, we are more 
interested in issue concerns than in the quantity of letters. 
Eachdecisionofficial will have the opportunity to read these 
comments and answers. A decision will be made after this 
process is completed. Look for the Record of Decision 
(ROD) along with the fmal EISPlan. This ROD will explain 
decision making prows. Please note that we have recom- 
mended Alternative C, and that it is similar to Alternative A. 
It is possible to mitigate your concerns with fue, vandalism, 
shooting, motor and radio noise and disturbance of wildlife 
and still allow four wheel drive OHV use. 

62.4 
COMMENT I applaud the time and effort made by the 

officials of the Sierra National Forest and the BLM in 
developing alternative plans for the Merced River and in 
soliciting public comment. Mariposa County depends on 
tourism for its fiscal weU being; therefore, the river is impor- 
tant as a tourist attraction as weU as for the enjoyment of 
local residents. In conclusion I urge each official involved to 

go through the letters personally before any decisions are 
made concerning the Hite Cove area and the South Fork. 

ANSWER Thank you for these words. Each decision 
offrcial will have the opportunity to review these comments. 

65.1 
COMMENT Please aUowme to express my concern over 

the draft EISPlan for the South Fork of the Merced River. 
I am very much opposed to Alternative C. There is no need 
to develop this area. It should be allowed to remain wild and 
scenic. AU those who wish to visit this unique and special 
place, can do so now. There is no need to build bridges, 
improve roads, build campsites, and entice the multitudes. 
There presently are many accessible areas on the Merced 
River for them, if they desire easy access. Alternative A 
would protect the river area the flora and fauna would 
remain relatively undisturbed and intact not only for our 
generation but for those yet to be born. I urge you to rewn- 
sider your position and to choose alternative Aor at the very 
least B, but certainly not Alternative C. 

ANSWER Alternative C is our recommendation. Please 
note it is now similar to A for the Hite Cove Area. Things 
will remain about the same in this area under Alternative C. 
A pedestrian only bridge will be added at Hite Cove and a 
pedestrianlequestrian bridge will also be added at Devils 
Gulch so people can h i e  the entire SF trail system. We wiU 
install interpretive facilities and a low-maintenance vault 
type toilet. There will still be a public hiking trail and access 
from Savages Trading Post to Hite Cove. There will still be 
a public four wheel drive OHV route within the WSR wr-  
ridor at Hite Cove. 

68.1 
COMMENT Responding to the DEIS for the Merced 

River and the South Fork, I wish to offer the following 
comments. 1. Public Law90-542, Section 61c) the standards 
specified in such guidelines shall have the objective of A. 
prohibiting new commercial or industries other than com- 
mercial or industrial users which are consistent with the 
purpose of the Act and B. protection of land by means of 
acreage, frontage and set back requirement or development. 
In Hite Cove the stipulation has not been mentioned in the 
EIS and I fear will be ignored if Plan C is adopted. Mr. 
Starchmanpurchasedlandwithintheprotectedarea, and his 
interest is known to be commercial in all his business man- 
ners. I haveno reason to believe it is to be different, therefore 
I request Plan B. 

ANSWER The county has jurisdiction over monitoring 
and issuing wmmercial permits concerning private land 
within the Wild and Scenic River corridor. Private lands 
within the Wid and Scenic Corridor are subject to the Act's 
criteria. The selection of either Alternative A, B, C, will have 
no affect on what happens on the private land. The Act and 
the county requirements will affect what happens on private 
lands. 

69.1 
COMMENT The Environmental Protection Agency 

(EPA) has reviewed the Draft Implementation Plan (Plan) 
for the South Fork and Merced Wild and Scx i c  River. We 
have reviewed this document pursuant to the National En- 
vironmental Policy Act (NEPA) and Section 309 of the 



action are enclosed. Under Public Law 100-149, signed in 
November 1987, Wid and Scenic River (W&SR) status was 
given to 114 miles of the Merced River system, including 71 
miles of the Merced River and 43 miles of the South Fork 
Merced River. The proposed action provides management 
guidelines to be followed by the Forest Service (FS) and the 
Bureau of Land Management (BLM) for 36 miles of W&SR 
corridors are managed by the National Park Service (NPS) 
and are not part of the proposed action described in this 
DEIS and Plan. The South Fork and Merced W&SR DEIS 
and Plan identify and analyze four management alternatives. 
The fmal Implementation Plan will be tired to the Land and 
Resource Management Plans for the Sierra and Stanislaus 
National Forests, and BLM's Merced River Management 
Plan. These alternatives are; Alternative 4 which continues 
present recreational use; Alternative B, which emphasizes 
limited and dispersed recreational facilities; Alternative C, 
which emphasizes moderate recreational improvements; 
and Alternative D, which emphasizes maximum recreational 
use. Alternative C is the FS' and BLM's preferred alternative 
and the basis for the Plan. The DEIS acknowledges that 
selectionof AlternativeB would result inthegreatest protec- 
tion of W&SR values of any alternative. The document also 
identities that implementation of Alternative B could result 
in improvement of water qualitr, would provide the highest 
level of protection to bio-diversity; and would prohibit con- 
struction of bridges across the Merced River. Therefore, we 
recommend selection of Alternative B as the environmental- 
ly preferred alternative. We have classified this DEIS as 
follows: Alternative A and B as "LO-1," Lack of Objections, 
Adequate Information; and Alternative C (proposed action 
and D as "EC-2." Environmental Concerns-Insufficient In- 
formation. We support the features of the DEIS and Plan 
which (1) prohibit timber harvesting within all W&SR cor- 
ridors; and (2) encourage acquisition of private parcels 
within these comdors as they become available. 

ANSWER Thank you for providing our agencies with 
your analysis. The final EISPlan is showing Alternative C ac 
the preferred alternative. This fmal EIS shows that the 
preferred alternative will result in the greatest protection of 
W&SR values along the Merced River Corridor with the 
addition of developed campsites in lieu of dispersed sites. 
This action will mitigate the potential environmental fire 
problems. The fmal EIS also shows that the preferred Alter- 
native will result in the greatest protection of W&SR values 
along 95% of the "Wild" South Fork River segments and an 
acceptable protection level of W&SR values along 5% of the 
"Scenic" South Fork river segments. The final EIS indicates 
that Alternative C provides a high level of protection to the 
bio-diversity. It recommends two bridges (one foot only and 
one footlequestrian) be permitted so that hikers can travel 
the entire South Fork trail system from Yosemite National 
Park to Savages Trading Post without dangerous high water 
fording. At the next design phase, another team of agenc) 
personnel, including professional civil engineers with ex. 
perience in bridge design and the 404 permitting process will 
coordinate with other agencies, prepare necessary environ- 
mental documents, analyze the site effects, design and con. 
struct the bridges. The footlequestrian typebridgeswill meel 
all established Federal and state regulations, including Sec. 

ministered lands and rivers. 

69.2 
COMMENT We (EPA) suggest that the DEIS discuss 

how management of the 36 miles of W&SR under FS and 
BLM jurisdiction will be coordinated with management 
plans by the NPS for the remaining 78 miles within the 
Merced W&SR corridors. The pages of the DEIS and Plan 
were not numbered. We recommend that the pages of the 
FEIS and final Implementation Plan be numbered to allow 
ready reference to specific sections of the documents. 

ANSWER The FEIS mentions howthe Act specifies the 
Forest Service and BLM are required to complete their 36 
mile W&SR planning process within three years and that the 
National Park Service is required to complete their 78 mile 
W&SR river planning process during their Master Planning 
process with no time period set in the Act. The FEISPlan 
pages are numbered by sections. 

70.1 
COMMENT Friends of the River believes that the 

Forest's draft Merced River Management Plan preferred 
alternative is generally consistent with the intent of Congress 
in designating the Merced River. We believe it provides a 
workable management and facility plan for the river. 

ANSWER Thank you for being a good partner. We thank 
your group for providing our staff much needed help and 
advise during these past three years of river planning. 

70.5 
COMMENT Friends of the River does not favor the 

plans and facility developments anticipated in Alternative D. 
in our view, motorized access beyond the levels specified in 
the  referred alternative is inconsistent with Coneressional 
int&t at the time of designation and the need ro protect 
cultural, scenic and biological resources of the South Fork 
canyon. 

ANSWER Thank you for your opinion. The FEISPlan 
is showing Alternative C as the preferred alternative. 

13.1 

COMMENT Enclosed are marked up copies of the 
Implementation Plan and the Draft Environmental Impact 
Statement. I don't know if I have caught all the grammatical 
and typographical errors, but I would guess about 90%. 1 
don't understand the proposal to "vacate all hydroelectric 
withdrawals" in the IP section 5.4 under Land Ownership 
and Use. Since these applications have been withdrawn: is 
this not similar to a withdrawal from new mineral entry? I 
hope this will be helpful. My spec& comments on the IP 
and DEIS will follow shortly. 

ANSWER Thank you for being a partner in editing. The 
final EISPlan includes all of your corrections. The final Plan 
shows the corrected wording concerning withdrawals. 
Thank you for finding this error in the DrafUPlan. 

75.1 
COMMENT I, like many others, wished to see the 

Merced River saved for its wild and scenicvalues. I, however, 
did not simply see protecting the river and its resources as a 
simple case of removing the proposed development by Keat- 



ing and Associates. There are others who also cannot leave 
weU enough alone. It apparently is impossible for the USFS 
and the BLM to associate themselves in land stewardship 
without viewing it as an opportunity for creating a greater 
bureaucratic and administrative role. It seams that any 
management plan developed by your agencies will inevitably 
involve some development, more administrative and agency 
involvement, bigger budgets, and more staff. Do agencies 
such as your ever decide to leave a resource as it is? The 
Congressional mandate tocreate a management plan for the 
Merced River Wild and Scenic area does not mandate the 
USFS or the BLM to develop the area; it does not mandate 
your agencies to put in bathrooms raft launch areas, trails, 
and whatever else. The Merced river comdor is spectacular 
and it is limited It is spectacular because of its wild and 
scenic nature: because in important areas it is absent of 
services and development. But it is a narrow wmdor and 
one which is already impacted by a major h i w a y  and other 
establishments. The aspect of the river w%ich gives it its wild 
scenic qualities must therefore be carefully guarded. Any 
proposal for development must be viewed in light of what it 
will take away, rather than in what it will add. Although many 
of your proposals seem like small changes, they will make a 
si@~cant difference. And, worse, in time they speU more 
impact, more use, and therefore, more changes and develop- 
ment to mitigate the impact on the resource. Very seldom 
does an agency see the wisdom of doing less; rarely do they 
go back and return something to its former state. We only 
have to look to your neighboring agency to the east to see 
how long of a process this can be and how expensive correct- 
ingsome of theseso called improvements can be.This is what 
I would like to see done or not done with the river; Minimized 
any improvements which will create more use of and there- 
fore impact, on the river. The river was designated as wild 
and scenic, manage it that way. 

ANSWER The f d  EISIplan is indicating minimal im- 
provements. These improvements are planned: 1. The 
footmorsefiie trail along the old railroad grade (sponsored 
by others, and all involved agencies have endorsed) 2. In- 
provements to BLM's Briceburg interpretive center (recom- 
mended by agency) 3. Improvements to Forest Service's 
dispersed camping sites on north side of river (recom- 
mended by private land owners and endorsed by Mariposa 
County for fire reasons). For the Forest Service ad- 
ministered lands along the South Fork Merced these im- 
provements are planned: 1. One foot bridge at Hite Cove and 
one FooVequestrian bridge at Devils Gulch (recommended 
by public and agency). M i o r  parking trail head, guidelin- 
terpretive signs, and sanitation improvements will be con- 
sidered and installed by the agencies at a site by site basis in 
accordance with their land administration responsibilities. 
In summary, there may be an increase in public use simply 
because of the W&SR designation. A minimal increase in 
facilities is recommended in the preferred Alternative. Both 
agencies are recommending that things stay about the same 
for these 36 miles or 11,500 acres of public lands within the 
designated wild and scenic corridor. 

THESE ARE "LAND USE/OWNERSHIP" PUBLIC 
COMMENTS. THE AGENCY ANSWERS FOLLOW 
T H E  COMMENTS. T H E  COMMENTS WERE 

RECEIVED AS A RESULT OF PUBLISHING THE 
PROJECT DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT 
STATEMENT AND PLAN. EACH COMMENT NUM- 
BER REFERS TO A PUBLIC LETTER WHICH IS ON 
FILE. 

1.2,2.2,11.2, 15.2,16.2 
COMMENT To oreserve the values of the Hite Cove 

area, the Jerseydale rLad should be closed to OHV access. 
OHV enthusiasts have the ability to transport materials into 
the area that are not practical for hikers and backpackers. 
These materials include alcoholic beverages, weapons, am- 
munition and boom boxes. These give rise to activities which 
will disturb the peace and tranquility of the area and canalso 
create litter and hazards for other users. At a meeting, held 
by the BLM on planning for the lower river, several of the 
miners complained about day visitors discharging automatic 
weawns (Uds or AK-47s). This reckless sort of activity is 
totaily inabpropriate for thk Hite Cove area. ~hootin~shduld 
be prohibited in the Scenic segment; both for safety reasons 
and to reduce litter. If closine the Jersevdale road is not an 
acceotable ootion. the roaYd should 60t be maintained 
bey4d the & o u t  hecessary for administrative purposes. It 
should definitely be closed during the rainy season and there 
should be frequent inspections to assure that it is being used 
in a manner that does not negatively impact the Wid  and 
Scenic corridor. There should be no developed parking 
areas within the segment; nor should there be any developed 
campsites. There should also be a resident, uniformed 
Forest Service Officer, at all times during the use season, to 
assure that regulations are obeyed. 

ANSWER Alternative C indicates that the existing four 
wheel drive route located within the Wid and Scenic cor- 
ridor is to stay open for four wheel drive OHV use. The route 
will be not be recommended for two wheel drive vehicles. 
The use conditions may be the same or similar to your 
positive suggestions. OHV organized groups are planning to 
continue to sponsor the trail. They will operate and maintain 
the route. They will practice their TREAD lightly criteria 
when using the trail. Both the hikers and OHV users under- 
stand that there may be fue and weather reasons that the 
OHV route or that the hiking trail could be closed within 
season. The Forest Service is recommending no developed 
parking or campsites at the Hite Cove area. Sanitation 
facilities are being considered both for the hikers and OHV 
users. Guide, warning and interpretation signing at the Hite 
Cove area are to be installed. Hunting is allowed in all 
National Forest areas in accordance with California State 
Department of Fish and Game regulations for species types 
and seasons. We are considering using a uniformed volun- 
teer person at the Hite Cove area. 

3.1 
COMMENT The preferred alternative, if we are honest 

and realistic, for the Forest Service management of Merced 
River and South Fork Merced is AlternativeB. Thisincludes 
Hite Cove and the Jerseydale Road. This area should be 
orotected from off hiehwav vehicles. which would cause 
kcreased noise, fire dakger;trashig, polluting, erosion and 
other unsuitable results. A scenic and wild area should be 
free of these unsuitable and inappropriate results. Please 
immediately reconsider the Forest Service management 



scenic"' area! OH$ are unsuitable! Too noisy! 
ANSWER Alternative Cis recommending that the four 

wheel drive OHV use be retained. This use has created no 
significant environmental problems to date. Trashing, noise, 
shooting, erosion problems created by all user groups can be 
mitigated by education and a partnership of user sponsors. 
The hiker and OHV user groups will share in the use of the 
2 mile long "Scenic" South Fork W&SR system. The hiker or 
equestrian user groups will be able to use the other 41 miles 
"Wild" South Fork W&SR system without having to share. 

53 
COMMENT Vehicles of any kind are inappropriate for 

the Hite Cove trail. For the users of this trail most often the 
trail itself is the purpose of their journey not simply a means 
toreach their real goal. They are there to see thewildflowers, 
to appreciate the unique environment of the trail twists and 
tks, to listen to the birds and the sound of the river below. 
Obviously these people would be disturbed by the sound of 
approaching motors. While they pause to enjoy the aspect 
about them, they stop, sit or lay on the trail, they put down 
their packs, their babies packs, spread out their tripod. They 
are difficult enough to pass on foot, a walkers pace onafaster 
moving and wheeled vehicle it is at least unpleasant for 
everyone. The hikers using this trail are not just the young 
ones, it is used by seniors and by farnilieswith youngchildren. 
Their safety and enjoyment should not be compromised by 
people who feel the need for speed thrills. The Hite Cove 
trail is a pristine and peaceful place. Some can only manage 
a short distance, some easily can hike its full length but all 
deserve the experience undisturbed by noise, nuisance and 
hazard. It is a walking trail and should remain so. We have 
discussed the trail and its uses, needs and limitations over 
the years at length with numerous Forest Service repre- 
sentatives, especially Nick Nion. The trail is an integral part 
of our lives and we take its stewardship seriously. If you have 
any questions please feel free to call. 

ANSWER Let us defme the Hite Cove trail and route. 
The 3 mile North side "Hite Cove TrailVrom Savages Trad- 
ing Post and following the South Fork Merced River to Hite 
Cove is to remain a walkmg/hikiog traiL It is within a "Wid" 
classified section of the W&SR. No other user groups, in- 
cluding equestrian will be using this trail. This is the only use 
for this trail as noted in the preferred Alternative C. The 
South side "Hite Cove Route" from Jerseydale to the South 
Fork River is to remain a four wheel drive OHV route within 
the W&SR corridor. It is within a "Scenic" classified section 
of the W&SR. Both equestrian and OHV user groups can 
use this route. This is noted in the preferred Alternative C. 

6.1 
COMMENT I have gone to Hite Cove for several years 

in the spring and summer. The wildflowers in the spring are 
unique in their variety and colors. Please leave this area 
alone! Any mechanized vehicles will distort this area. 

ANSWER The area is to be left alone. There is no change 
recommended in the preferred alternative C to the walking 
Hite Cove trail from Salvages Trading Post or to the OHV 

Hite Cove route from Jerseydale. Continue to enjoy your 
wildflowers. 

Also refer to number 53 answer. 

team's recommendation for the Jerseydale Road, so that 
"wild" doesn't mean "trashed and noisy and eroded" Alter- 
native B is one onlv reasonable alternative for this "'wild and 

7.1 
COMMENT Please note to keep the Merced and South 

Fork Merced WSR a B. You see I hike the Hite Cove trail 
and the canyons and this is a very beautiful area. You should 
see it in April when the wildflowers are in bloom. I know the 
people who havejeeps want todrive trails in Hite Cove areas. 
Jeeps and the littering and guns that they bring adds nothing 
to the area. They will destroy this beautiful area over time. 
If you know of any area where jeeps have access to the back 
country and have caused no damage like beer cans, guns, 
litter, please mite me so I can change my mind 
ANSWER You can continue to use the North Side Hite 

Cove trail and only see other hikers. OHV user groups can 
not use this hiking trail. OHV use is not recommended on 
this trail in the preferred Alternative C. This trail is within a 
"wild" W&SR classification segment. OHV (a jeep is con- 
sidered an off highway vehicle) are however, allowed on the 
existing south side OHV designated Hite Cove route as 
recommended in Alternative C. This South route will be 
operated and maintained by an OHV sponsor similar to the 
"Ducy trail" also located on this forest. This Ducy trail is 
between two designated wilderness areas and is one of the 
best litter free, beer can free routes.in California 

- . .  - . --- 

8.1 
COMMENT Due to my job, I will not be able to attend 

the hearing in Mariposa. I am a past resident of the Merced 
Canyon and a property owner there. My preference in the 
Alternative remains forB.My main objection to Cis allowing 
vehicle access to Hite Cove. In the Past, I have been 
frightened away from Hite Cove by the discharge of fueanns 
(I & not againit target practice in the proper place) and the 
drunken vells of ~eon le  who have driven there. This is &is- 
turbing & a site &ich is popular to walk to. 

ANSWER Shooting seems to be a problem with most 
usergroups. One way tgmitigate this problem wouldbe have 
areas within the Hite Cove area where shooting wuld be 
d i l o w e d  for public safety reasons. These marked areas 
could be contimed to the hiking and OHV route use areas 
close to the River and within the W&SR boundaries. This 
decision however, would have to be what is referred to an 
forest order. We will consider this problem at the next field 
implementation level of planning. 

14.1 
COMMENT Regarding future plans for Hite Cove, may 

I suggest a small sign at the end designating the place and 
it's signif~cance. We hiked there last Spring, had a picnic at 
the end, I thinkand returned. It'sa beautiful area. Regarding 
bathrooms at the end, please "no." Also, the word 'wmmer- 
cial" in your draft needs to be redefined and tightened or it 
will lead to all sorts of interpretation. I am not a member of 
the Sierra Club, but you must give them credit for their 
vigilance of our wilderness area. I applaud their energy! It 
may be because of them that our great-grandchildren will 
experience undeveloped wilderness areas that you and I 
have come to enjoy today. 



ANSWER Guide, regulatory, and interpretive signs are 
going to be installed at thk Hite cove  area.^ type ofianita- 
tion system (solar/vaulUnon watcr) is plamed for the Hite 
Cove area because of wishes from most user groups. The 
word commercial is reworded in the Final documents. Many 
conservation groups, including the Sicrra Club. are given 
credit for recommending this area for W&SR status. 

142 
COMMENT My bubble burst when someone told me 

you can get to it from Jerseydale by 4-wheel drive. It's like 
climbing toHalfDome then finding out later you could have 
driven there. It loses it's a ~ o e a l  as a s~ecial hikinn destina- 
tion if you know you can drive in. I'm iure the lobky for the 
4-wheel drive club is as powerful as the NRA and there's no 
hope to have that road closed. Probably the least that can be 
expected is that you not bridge the campground to the hiking 
path. 

ANSWER This South side route from Jerseydale to the 
Hite Cove area has been available to the 4-wheel drive 
groups for many years. Hikers have also enjoyed the north 
side trail from Savages Trading Post to Hite Cove during 

I;' 
these same years. There has been no major public use or 
environmental problems resulting from these uses. Alterna- 
tive C will retain these patterns so that both user groups can 
continue to enjoy the area. 

- 
COMMENT I don't think adding buildings in Hite Cove 

is either practical or appropriate. The original buildings 
were utilitarian and in no way unusual. There are many 
preservedor restored historical mining buildings in the West 
already. Even if you could find the money to build them you 
couldn't afford the maintenance. Being fairly isolated, fues 
and vandalism would be a problem. Without regular main- 
tenance they would weather rapidly.They would add nothing 
to the scenery and would detract from the overall ex- 
perience. There isapleasant contrast uponwalkingintoHite 

, , Cove. The river widens and the wooded ridges expand out 
(.J to the sky adding different pleasant feelings to those ex- 

perienced in the narrower more intimate canyons up and 
down stream. The dabbler/hobbyist miners living there for 
several years with their junk collecting blunted the ex- 
perience. Buildings, however authentic, would also detract. 

ANSWER Alternative C is recommending no additional 
buildings. The original utilitarian buildings may seem un- 
usual if compared to todays architecture. Limited interpre- 
tive facilities are planned to be included at this Hite Cove 
area after through archeological and cultural studies are 
wmpleted The goal is to protect, preserve and educate the 
public concerning the important pre-historic and historical 
archeological resources of the area. 

17.2 
COMMENT A bridge across the river at Hite Cove 

would have similar negative impacts on the experience. If 
many people use it, the cove would be just another place you 
drive, spend a few minutes jostling the crowd, and then roar 
off to another meaningless place. If few people use it, there 
is no need for it. Because of its length and flood-stage river 
flows, it would have to be steel and expensive. Furthermore 

if it were wide enough for horses, motor bikers would use it 
and there goes vegetation and the quiet atmosphere. 

ANSWER A foot-bridge is permitted at the Hite Cove 
area under the preferred Alternative C. The non motorized 
Foot-bridgewill span the SouthFork River permitting hikers 
to travel the entire SF trail system from Yosemite National 
Park to Savages Trading Post without dangerous high water 
fording. 

11.3 

COMMENT There is no compelling need for the south 
road from Jersydale. Hundreds of thousands of dirt roads 
exist for four-wheeling. I have driven jeep roads and I have 
walked them. I find the walking more enjoyable. Driving a 
jeep road requires care an concentration to avoid getting 
stuck or damaging the vehicle. Most of the interesting fea- 
tures along a route are missed. Therefore less interesting 
routes than Hite Cove are more suitable for four wheeline 1 
am pulrled by the work done on the Jerseydale jeep roxd. 
Maintenance on a jeep road seems like a contradiction in 
terms. 

ANSWER The need for the north side hiking trail from 
Savages Trading Post to the Hite Cove area and the need for 
the south side &wheel drive route from Jersydale to the Hite 
Cove area is the same. In both cases it is to provide aocess to 
the Hite Cove area for recreational purposes. The hikers 
already have access to 100% of South Fork River area 
classified as "wild" and "scenic." The OHV groups already 
have access to only 5% or 2 miles of the South Fork River 
area classified as "scenic." Maintenance of the south route is 
subject to OHV use criteria and environmental conditions. 
Maintenance of the north side trail is subject to hiker use 
criteria and environmental conditions. 

18.2 
COMMENT I understand that Wild status means 

"...watershed and shorelines essentially primitive and waters 
unpolluted ... one quarter of a mile on either side of the high 
water lines." By this d e f ~ t i o n  buildings should not be res- 
tored in the corridor. Durable signs with diagrams and pic- 
tures of the historic features would be educational and add 
to the experience. However, ifthis type of development leads 
to a requirement for a bridge and handicap access, such a 
development may not be worth the cost and the loss of quiet 
naturai location.. 

ANSWER "Wid" classified areas are "watersheds or 
shorelines essentially primitive and waters unpol- 
luted..generally inaccessible except by trail.approximately 
one quarter of a mile on either side of the high water lines." 
However the Hite Cove area is within a classified "Scenic" 
area which means "watersheds still largely primitive and 
shorelines largely undeveloped, but accessible in places by 
roa &...one quarter of a mile on either side of the high water 
lines." The restoration of historic or pre-historic elements 
can be considered within this 2 mile scenic corridor. How- 
ever archeological studies must be completed before any- 
thing is planned Under the preferred Alternative C there 
are no plans to move major buildings within the W&SR 
corridor. 



COMMENT I'm one of those Sierra Clubbers who's are 
opposed to any development at the Hite Cove. The whole 
purpose of slogging in those 4-5 miles is to not see tons of 
folks, development, trash, the whole bit. I've always looked 
forward to the Cove, specially in the Spring, to the water, 
flowers, rocks, solitude Period. Nothing more. 

ANSWER The word development means different 
things to different people. The only additions planned at 
Hite Cove area as indicated in the preferred alternative C. 
is: Sanitation facilities (vaulUno-waterisolar-use type toilet), 
Interpretive facilities (guide, regulatory, interpretive signs), 
Access facilities (pedestrian bridge). 

23.1 
COMMENT I am not happy with the recent Forest 

Service decision to approve Alternative. C as the preferred 
management plan.The continued use ofthe Jerseydale 4WD 
access road to Hite Cove is not compatible with Wilderness 
area designation. While I have used this road many times, I 
am also aware that as a backpacker into the Hite Cove area, 
the motor vehicle accw and types of activities associated 
with bringing "carloads" of things are very disturbii within 
the small area of the canyon 

ANSWER The continued use of the Jerseydale 4WD 
access road within the W&SR corridor ofthe Hite Cove area 
iscompatible with the "Scenic"classilication for thissegment 
of the South Fork W&SR. The tread lightly theme that the 
OHV eroum are now ~radicine should mitieate vour wn- 
cerns. 6nlJ 5% of the South ~o;k River area-will k shared 
by many different users like hiking, OHV and equestrian. 
The remaining 95% of the South Fork Area will be used by 
only hikers and equestrian groups. 

25.1 
COMMENT Overall1 find the document to be excellent. 

My only concern is the choice of Alternative C over Alter- 
native B. There should be no motorized access to the South 
Fork except for emergency agency use and then only on 
existing primitive roads. All OHV traffic should bc 
eliminated. 

ANSWER AU OHV traffic is eliminated on 95% of the 
South Fork. Alternative C indicates that 4 wheel drive OHV 
use will be acceptable within the W&SR wrridor to Hite 
Cove route. There are potential closure periods for this 
Jerseydale route within the W&SR wmdor because of fire 
or rainy seasons. Please refer to some of the other replies 
found in this document for further clarif~cation. 

26.1 
COMMENT I was dismayed to learn the management 

alternative for the South fork of the Merced has been 
changed from B To C. OHV access can only degrade the 
beautiful physical aspeds of the area and increase manage. 
ment problems in other areas such as litter, fire control, 
noise, and firearms. These must be other areas where OHV 
activities can take place, if necessary and management can 
be more direct and expedient. Please return to alternative B 
so that the unique qualities of this area can be maintained. 

ANSWER The draft EIS was the first time the Forest 
Service took the recommended Alternative C position. The 
existing conditions around the OHV access have not been 
degraded over the last two decades of use. Please refer tc 

other similar questions and answers found in this section for 
further clarification. 

27.1 
COMMENT Does the proposed South Fork Merced 

River Plan close the North Side OHV route to the State 
OHV Motorized Trail System? Recommendation: I have 
reviewed the draft plan for the Merced and South Merced 
Wid and Scenic River area. The Central District Members 
of the California Association of 4 Wheel Drive Clubs.  refer 
Alternative C if the Forest Service will amend the pf& with 
the following statement. "The North Route to Hite Cove 
shallremain open for futureusein the StateOHVMotorized 
Trail System, to be determined at a later date in the Forest 
OHVPlan." By taking this position on the NorthRoute Trail 
the Forest Service will be able to decide on this issue in the 
forthcoming Sierra National Forest OHV Travel Plan. 
There are many different recreational opportunities avail- 
able in this area and I feel this agreement appears to be the 
best solution due to the difficulties encountered in managing 
the North Route, because this area is located outside of the 
wild and scenic river management plan. Thank you for your 
help in this manner. 

ANSWER The preferred alternative is recommending 
that the south OHV route that is located approximately l/4 
mile from the high water line ofthe SouthForkMercedRiver 
remain open within the W&SR wrridor to motorized 4- 
wheel drive vehicles. The existing OHV route from Jer- 
seydale to this wmdor boundary line is not within the terms 
of reference of this plan. s ow ever present management 
direction within the Forest Service indicates that this south 
route is open within season to OHV use. The preferred 
alternative is recommending that the north administrative 
route that is located approximately 114 mile from the high 
water line of the South Fork Merced River remain closed 
within the W&SR wrridor to public motorized use. The 
existing administrative route from the Merced Canyon State 
Highway to this wrridor boundary line is not within the 
terms of reference of this plan. Present management direc- 
tion within the Forest Service indicates that this route is 
within a Forest Service area called semi-primitive motorized 
(SPM). However, the north route has been closed to public 
access since it was built in the 50s. 

28.1 
COMMENT The subject plan has been thoroughly 

reviewed and discussed with your staff. We fmd that we can 
accept Alternative C as our preferred choice provided that 
alternative be m&ed to include the following: T h e  north 
side OHV route to Hite Cove shall remain open to future 
use for the State Motorized Trail System, to be determined 
in the Forest OHV Plan." We recognize that the time to make 
a decision on the North Route may not be appropriate and 
is actually not entirely within the scope of this management 
plan. However, we need your assurance that provisions to 
connect all potential north to south routes must be included 
in the subject plan. Your utmost cooperation in this respect 
is requested. Our members show tremendous interest in the 
management of the Merced River system, largely because 
the Hite Cove is in a semi-primitive location accessible only 
by 4WD. The area contains numerous recreational, oppor- 
tunities for our members in hiking, swimming, sight seeing, 



fishing, and hunting. The area is rich in cultural, historical, 
wild life, botanical and geologicalvalues. The 4WD makes it 
possible for the young, aged and handicapped to visit this 
area and enjoy the unique setting.TheSouth Hite CoveTrail 
is currently maintained under an Adopt A Trail agreement 
with the Mid Valley 4-Wheelers. Four wheelers both respect 
and enjoy the qualities found in theMerced River system just 
as much as any of the other users concerned with this area. 
You may consider this response to be representative of our 
statewide association of 16,000 members. 

ANSWER Please refer to answer 27.1. The Forest is not 
making the decision concerning the State Motorized Trail 
System through this W&SR plan. This route selected will be 
made through the Forest OHV Plan after considering all the 
proposed OHV route alternatives. Further analysis on OHV 
use is currently b e i i  conducted by the Forest. A Forest- 
wide EIS is being developed which analyzes alternatives for 
OHV use and access. A DEIS is projected to be available in 
1992,with a FEIS anticipated in early 1993. The analysis area 
includes the W&SR corridors of the Merced and the South 
Fork Merced Rivers, and may or may not result in a revised 
management strategy for these areas. This existing W&SR 
plan did not therefore a n a l p  which potential OHV routes 

- 1  shall remain open to future because they were outside this 
project's 114 mile project boundary. However this W&SR 
EIS does rewmmended, in the preferred Alternative C, that 
no motorized use be permitted within the 114 mile W&SR 

1( corridor on the north side of Hite Cove area. A decision on 
this 114 section will be made through the Recordof Decision 
document following this EIS and Plan. 

29.1 
COMMENT The South Fork Merced River canyon 

needs wilderness recommendations and designation. Close 
the southern jeep road into Hite Cove, and for God's sake, 
don't make a tourist attraction out of this quiet place. Leave 
it be!. 

ANSWER The South Fork Merced River has already 

1.1 been designated by Congress as a Wild and Scenic River. 
The agencies have classified themajority ofthe river as "wild" 
and 5% as "Scenic" around the Hite Cove area. Alternative 

process. Please refer to numbers 27.1 and 28.1 found in this 
section for further details concerning this issue. 

31.1 
COMMENT Outrageous! The Forest Service Flip flop 

on the Merced River and South Fork oreferred Alternative 
plans i simply outrageous. Those of & who worked so hard 
with the Merced Canyon Committee togain Wild and Scenic 
desienation for the river feel horriblv let down bv the Forest 
~ e g c e .  Hite Cove does not need thk kind of improvements 
such as roads and bridges and parking areas for motorcycles, 
four-wheel jeeps, etc., that are now beiig proposed. Is the -~ ~ 

motivation forihis change simply to make use of the money 
that is available from "erecn tickets"- fees  aid bv the motor- 
cycle crowd? There a& desert areas in southern California 
that are being put off Limits after they have been ruined by 
off road vehicles. Does the South Fork have to suffer the 
same fatebefore the Forest Service sees the light? I implore 
you to return to scheme B and do right by the Hite Cove area 

ANSWER The Forest Service's position was first 
recorded when the draft EIS/Plan was published. Your con- 
cern is with the Hite Cove river segment which represents2 
miles of the 114 miles of designated W&SR. A foot-bridge, 
guidelinterpretive signs, and a vaulUsolar type toilet are the 
only improvements proposed in the preferred alternative C. 
Both the existing north side K i n g  trail and the south side 
OHV route within the W&SR wrridor are to be retained. 
There has been no sifl~cant environmental problemsfrom 
these uses during the past two decades. 

32.1 
COMMENT I represent the Lake Tahoe Hi-Lo's 4WD 

Club as the conservation chairperson. Our 72 member club 
enjoys visiting areas different from Lake Tahoe. The Hite 
Cove area provides four-wheelers a chance to see old mining 
sites, offers fshiig and interesting hiking. We particularly 
enjoy the varied wildlife and vegetation native to the area. 
Please provide for OHV access from both the north and 
south routes. With the Adopt-A-Trail program so widely 
acceoted I am sure a resoonsible OHV club or clubs would 

Cis recommending that the south side OHV existing route, hapiily k i s t  in the maiitenanee of both the northern and 
r/ which is within the W&SR boundary, be retained. The Hite I southern stretches of trail. Thank you for your consideration 
C 1 Cove area is already a tourist attraition as it exists because 

of the Wild and Scenic river status. The beautiful 
wildflowers, free flowing waters and excellent fshing will 
continue toattract people.The area isgoing to remain about 
the same under the preferred alternative. 

30.1 
COMMENT On behalf of themembership of the Caliior- 

nia Association of Four Wheel Drive Clubs, our preferred 
choice of the alternatives offered is Alternative C. We are 
recommending the decision on usage of the north side of the 
river route to HiteCove bedecided inthe forthcoming OHV 
Plan. Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this 
issue. 

ANSWER A south to north OHV route location for this 
forest will be made through the Forest OHV plan after 
considering many proposed route alternatives. This decision 
is outside the terms of reference of this W&SR planning 

of this request. 
ANSWER Alternative C is recommending that tb , --. th 

side OHV existing route that is within the W&SR boundary 
be retained. Please refer to 27.1, 28.1 and 30.1 for more 
details concerning this issue. 

33.1 
COMMENT The following represents public input on 

the South Fork and Merced Wid and Scenic River EIS and 
Implementation Plan presented by the California Enduro 
Riders Association. We are a non-profit California corpora- 
tion dedicated to environmentally responsible off-highway 
vehicle recreation. We volunteer hundreds of hours per year 
performing OHV trail maintenance and building services to 
the US Forest Senice at both the Eldorado and Tahoe 
National Forests. We have a hard legal contract to maintain 
2 resource trail sections in the Foresthill Ranger District, 
and annually maintain over 75 miles of trail in the Geor- 
getown Ranger District. Our members often ride the US 



Forest Service trails throughout the Sierra Nevada, especial- 
ly the Hite Cove Trail. Our public input concerns the future 
of the Hite Cove Trail. We recommend that the Forest 
Service keep the portion of the Hite Cove Trail south of the 
river open, but prevent OHV access to that small portion of 
the trail which is actually within the boundary of the scenic 
river. We also recommend that decisions concerning the 
north side of the Hite Cove Trail be deferred until the 
planned scientific studies for the statewide trail system are 
completed. Future decisions should be based upon the 
results of the scientific analysis, as well as public input by all 
interested parties. Ourbasis for the above recommendations 
are presented below: 1) The recognition that 99.99% of the 
Hite Cove Trail is outside the boundary of this EIS. Alter- 
natives concerning wholesale closure of the entire trail are 
simply not acceptable because the EIS does not present 
scientifc information nor public input about areas outside 
the boundary of the river system. 2) Use of the Hite Cove 
Trail by off highway vehicles does not present any significant 
natural resource issues. In fact, the public comments docu- 
mented in the EIS by people who desire to close the trail are 
all based upon aesthetic concerns rather than environmental 
concerns. Whiie we certainly agree that aesthetic issues 
should be considered in public land policy affecting the 
national forest, they should not dominate policy. We believe 
that Alternative C represents the most even-handed ap- 
proach, and environmentally responsible approach, to the 
competing demands for limited resources and we support 
Alternative C. 

ANSWER The f d  EISPlan is recommending that the 
south side OHV access within the W&SR scenic corridor 
around Hite Cove remain open. This recommendation only 
includes a approximately a one mile portion of the trail that 
extends within the river corridor. You are right, this EIS 
document does not deal with the south side Hite Cove Trail 
that extends approximately five miles to Jerseydale outside 
this W&SR boundary. However current forest management 
direction indicates that this area is within a semi-primitive 
motorized area and is currently open. The final EISPlan is 
recommending that the north side administrative access 
within the W&SR scenic corridor around Hite Cove remain 
closed to the public. The analysis indicates there may be 
significant cultural and archeological concerns within the 
river corridor which require further studies. This EIS docu- 
ment is not dealing with the north side outside the 114 mile 
W&SR boundary. The south to north O W  issue will be 
considered within a forest OHV plan after completing the 
environmental analysis for many potential routes. Please 
refer also to 27.1,28.1,30.1 concerning this issue. Thank you 
for being a good partner to the Forest Service family. 

34.1 
COMMENT The following are my comments on the 

WSR Implementation Plan and the Draft Environmental 
Impact Statement: Hite Cove-OHV road.Section 4.3 in the 
IP states that the scenic segment "is accessed by ... an existing 
OHV route from Jerseydale on the south side." Section 8.1, 
paragraph 6 states "Off road vehicle use will continue on the 
designated route. Adverse effects will be mitigated." Section 
8.4, paragraph 8 states "Vehicle travel will be limited to the 
designated routes..Any user caused damage will be 
mitigated." Section 8.4, paragraph 14 states "Provide infor- 

mation and input to California Department of Transporta- 
tion (on) activities involving highway 140, Seek to improve 
or maintain the current highway conditions." There is no 
explanation of a method whereby adverse effects will be 
mitigated. Nor is there any explanation of techniques which 
will restrict vehicle travel to the designated routes. Nor how 
any user caused damage will be mitigated. Under Section 
5.4, Public Information and Interpretation, paragraph 3 
states "Uniformed Forest Service and Bureau of Land 
Management employees will be available during specified 
use periods if appropriate funding becomes available." If the 
funding, for this purpose, is not presently available; what is 
the present source of funding to restrict the vehicle travel to 
the designated routes? What is the present source of funding 
to mitigate any user caused damage? Does the use of the 
plural" designated routes" and the reference to highway 140 
in paragraph 14 of Section 8.4 reveal a hidden agenda to 
open the north access road? I have ridden with a friend, who 
is an off-highway enthusiast and I found the cross country 
travel to be an exhilarating experience. Nevertheless, this 
activity is not appropriate for the Wid and Scenic corridor 
or the Hite Cove Segment. Persons who break down gates, 
to gain access to a road, are not likely to restrict their 
activities to those prescribed by regulations. In the absence 
of funding to provide uniformed enforcement of the regula- 
tion, the road should be kept closed. There are other routes 
in the National Forest that OHV drivers can use. 

ANSWER The final EISPlan now explains methods 
where adverse effects can be mitigated. A menu of techni- 
ques which show how to restrict vehicle travel to the desig- 
nated routes are shown in the fmal Plan documents. These 
techniques include but are not limited to the following: 
regulatiodwarning signs, physical design of OHV access 
routes, OHV sponsor or partners responsible for the opera- 
tion and maintenance of the designated trail, a tread lightly 
theme sponsored by the OHV organizations and imple- 
mented by all their user individuals, uniformed agency per- 
sonnel and flyers handouts accessible at trail heads and 
information points. The Forest S e ~ c e  understands the con- 
servation and OHV concerns. Uniformed agency or volun- 
teer persons to monitor these hiking and OHV trails is a 
priority. The present source of funding wmes from Con- 
gress to the Forest Service to protect the resources. It is 
encouraging to fmd that many volunteers, partners, and 
s~onsors are now monitoring their own organizations and 
& patterns and helping to o-peratc and mGntenance many 
specific Forest Service trails.The south side OHV Hite Cove 
t~ail is presently one of these sponsored trails. 

36.1 
COMMENT I am opposed to closure of the north and 

south trail access to Hite Cove. Because it is still one of the 
best 4 wheel drivevehicle trails in the Sierra National Forest. 
My Sandy enjoys four wheeligwhere the trees all grow and 
the great out of doors are still the same as they were years 
ago. Thank you very much for letting me tell you how I feel 
as a 4 wheel person. 
ANSWER Alternative C retains the existing south OHV 

trail to Hite Cove. Please refer to numbers 27.1.28.1, 30.1 
and 33.1 concerning the south to north OHV issue. 



COMMENT After review of the Draft Plan I believe the 
preferred alternative is C, provided the forest senice modify 
alternative C with the statement "The north route to Hite 
cove shall remain open for future use in the State (OHV) 
motorized trail system. I believe this option offers recrea- 
tional opportunities that everyone can enjoy. Why limit 
public access to a chosen group of hikers when the existing 
Hite Cove Road is now open and usable by 4 WD vehicles. 
This last year I toured this historical area, I didn't see any 
misuse or reasons this road should be closed. If the Hite 
Road is closed access will be surely limited. 

ANSWER The Alternative C shows the existing south 
OHV trail to Hite Cove as open. Decisions concerning the 
south to north routes will be made in the Forest OHV Plan 
scheduled to be completed next year. Please also refer to 
numbers 27.1,28.1,30.1 and 33.1 regarding this issue. 

38.1 
COMMENT I've lived in California from 1956. I've en- 

joyed outdoors through Boy Scouts and jeeping. I belong to 
the Sacramento Jeepers Inc. and want to do all I can to help 
the forestry keep the lands up. Alternative C is preferred 
provided motorized vehicle access to the Hite Cove ares is 
included. The roads to Hite Cove were not declared un- 
suitable when theMerced River was put in a Wild and Scenic 
river system, so I don't think it should be closed on this basis. 
Fishing and hiking are part of the OHV experience. Weneed 
OHV access to Hite Cove to enjoy these opportunities. I 
object toclosing the road toHiteCove. Thank you for letting 
me state my opinion. 

ANSWER Alternative C recommends the existing south 
motorized OHV route remain open within the W&SR cor- 
ridor. Please also refer to numbers 27.1,28.1,30.1 and 33.1 
regarding this issue. 

39.1 
COMMENT I am writing concerning the Merced and 

South Fork Merced Wild and Scenic River Draft Plan. I, as 
a member of 2 four wheel drive clubs, have been informed 
on this subject. However, I need tobe assured that provisions 
to connect all potential north to south routes must be in- 
cluded in the subject plan. I am interested in the Merced 
River systems mainly because theHite Cove is oneof our few 
semi-primitive locations available to the 4 WD. The area 
contains lots of outdoor activity such as hiking, swimming, 
fishing and hunting. The south Hite Cove Trail is currently 
being maintained by Mid-Valley 4 Wheelers in Merced 
California. Four Wheelers enjoy and respect this area just as 
much as anyone else concerned with this area. 

ANSWER This W&SR plan only deals with the river 
issues within 114 mile on each side of the river. The final 
EISmlan is recommending keeping the existing south side 
one mile OHVportion of the Hite Cove trail open within the 
W&SR corridor. Provisions to connect potential north to 
south OHV route alternatives are outside the terms of ref- 
erence of this plan. However these provisions will be studied 
through the forest OHV plan. Please refer to numbers 27.1, 
28.1,30.1 and 33.1 for more details concerning this issue. 

40.1 
COMMENT I am writing to ask you to please consider 

the supporting of alternative C of the Merced and South 

Merced Draft management Plan. Members of our associa- 
tion have invested a lot of time and energy to build and 
maintain this (Hite Cove) area for the use of all, not just a 
select few. We who spend most of the time outdoors respect 
andwant to protect what we have. We also would like to see 
a trail from one end of this State to the other. My son and 
daughter love the mountains and I am glad we can camp and 
see them up close and not in a book or on TV. 

ANSWER Alternative C is the preferred alternative. 

41.1,42.1 
COMMENT I favor having both north and south routes 

to Hite Cove to remain open to 4WD use. The south is 
presently open and the north route wuld be opened by 
,modifying alternative C, which is the Alternative I favor. We 
as a family, appreciate the opportunity to use this land as a 
family recreation area. I hope that in your wisdom you will 
give the OHV people who enjoy the outdoors equal con- 
sideration in this question. 

ANSWER Please refer to answers 27.k 28.1,39.1,30.& 
and 33.1 which indicate that this north to south OHV issue 
will be considered through another planning process. 

43.1 
COMMENT I prefer Plan B. I feel that development for 

Plan C is too costly for it's benefit in proportion to the people 
who want io use it. Such development also would have 
everlasting effects on all the environment for a radius of 20 
miles that would be destructive. 

ANSWER If you are referring to the Hite Cove area, 
Alternative C is now similar to the existing Alternative A. 
Emphasis is placed on providing limited recreation facilities 
at this area. Please also refer to numbers 1.1,9.1 and 12.1. 

46.2 
COMMENT The South Fork of the Merced River is 

general and Hite Cove in particular should really be left 
essentially as they are. Alternative A is my own preference. 
Alternative B should be the absolute limit of what is done 
there. The Jerseydale road should be closed to all vehicles 
except what is absolutely needed for administrative pur- 
poses. The north side road should be maintained on same 
basis, ie. minimum level necessary for administration. The 
only housing should be for a resident member of the Forest 
Senice at Hite Cove to insure that degradation of area is 
kept at aminimum and that restrictionsare okayed. Bicycles, 
Dirt bikes and horses should not be allowed along the river 
or in the Cove. They and hikers would certainly be hazards 
to each other. Rest room facilities should be provided in 
order to minimize that impact on the river and surrounding 
areas. OLd fashioned pit toilets are the most practical and 
least expensive, Next choice wuld be a Clivus Moltrum or 
comparable system. Lastly, flush toilets. However, these 
would certainly be an impact from the necessary pumping 
systems, pipes, sewage, disposal etc., and the cost would 
exceed either of the other two. 

ANSWER The Alternative Cis now similar to Alterna- 
tive A. Alternative is recommending that the Hite Cove area 
is to be left essentially as it is. The south side motorized 
public OHV access route within the wild and scenic corridor 
is to be retained. The north side motorized access route 
within the wild and scenic corridor is to be retained for 



non-public administrative reasons. The north side non- 
motorized hiking access trail is to be retained. A vaultflow 
volume/Clivus Moltrum or similar type toilet Facility is to be 
provided at the Hite Cove area. 

46.4 
COMMENT Buildings in the corridor should not be 

restored. Informational signs (vandal-pro00 could be in- 
stalled to add to hiker enjoyment of the history, past and 
present use. The restoration would be in direct opposition 
to the wild and scenic designation. 

ANSWER Alternative C rewmmends no restoration of 
buildings within the wild and scenic corridor at Hite Cove. 
Information interpretive sipslfacilities are recommended in 
Alternative C. They are to be designed and planned at Hite 
Cove in accordance with the State's archaeological 
guidelines. 

465 
COMMENT What does expansion of commercial ac- 

tivities mean? What activities? Introduction of same should 
not even be considered. The fast such small enterprize be it 
a refreshments or souvenir stand would lead to all manner 
of encroachment on the Cove. A road would be necessary 
for supplies, a bridge, housing for employees road access 
would increase the ever present fue danger manyfold as well 
as noise, litter, fuearms and general miss use. Firearms 
should be totally banned. 

ANSWER Alternative C rewmmends no expansion of 
commercial activities. There will be marked areas within the 
Hite Cove area where shooting will be disallowed for public 
safety reasons. Please refer to answer 8.1 for further details 
concerning this issue. 

46.6 
COMMENT The many values of the river must be con- 

sidered and protected. Why not do your utmost to keep it 
the gem that it is? The geology, wildlife and flowers are in 
many cases unique to this area It is a place to escape from 
auto exhausts, boom boxes, the roar of motorcycles and 
fueams. Lets take care of it. We are all stewards of this land. 
One can't really see, much less appreciate, delicate lupines 
and stream side moss from a mechanical monster. And who 
can appreciate a soaring eagle or hawk through a 
windshield? And remember that no one can compete with a 
blasting radio. Leave it like it is, was a most appropriate 
statement made years ago regarding the Grand Canyon and 
can well be applied to this bit of wilderness now. 

ANSWER The values of the river have been considered. 
Everyone has their own values as to how this river should be 
protected and used. This plan is attemptingto bring all these 
person and resource values together. Assuming your wn- 
cerned about the Hite Cove Area, values have been con- 
sidered according to the "Scenic" classifications previously 
allocated to this 2 mile segment. It is understood that 95% 
of the SF Merced has also been classified "Wild" with cor- 
responding values. 

47.1 
COMMENT I have several areas of concern reearding 

the proposed management policies. First of all, tee$ng th; 
Jerseydale four wheel drive road open to OHV uce is bound 

to create problems for the Hite Cove Area. There is bound 
to be extra litter and trash brought into the area. Conflicts 
between shooters and those wishing to experience a quiet 
day in the Canyon contemplating nature will occur. These 
will be increased likelihood of fues. The immediate environ- 
ment will suffer from increased degradation occasioned by 
vehicles operating from the roadandventuringontoroadless 
and trailess areas. Parking of vehicles within sight of the 
Cove will contribute visual blight. All of these disadvantages 
couldbe worded around or mitigated if the USFS hada large 
enough budget to justify keepinga caretaker in the area .~he 
monevfor such a ~osition does not seem likelvin the foresec- 
able future. There is a possibility of a volunteer caretaker 
being given responsibility for keeping an eye on the area but 
that would seem to be a more dubious way of dealing with 
violators of USFS restrictions on use of the area. In my 
opinion, the initially proposed Alternative B management 
plan for the area was much sounder that the Alternative C 
proposed found in the DEIS document. 

ANSWER The existing OHV route that is open within 
the W&SR corridor at the Hite Cove area has created no 
s i d ~ c a t e  problems over the last two decades. OHV route 
sponsors &e now self policing this route.The litter and trash 
found on the north hiking trail and south OHV routes will -1 

he the res~onsibilitv of the users. A oack-it-in-out and tread 
lightly poiicy is to be practiced. ~ o h c t s  between shooters 
and others are to be mitigated through designated non- 
shooting area posting policies. Alternative C is recommend- 
ing existing use patterns indicating that fue issues are to 
rcmain the same within this area. Uniformed volunteers or 
USFS employees are being considered for the Hite Cove's 
operation and maintenance programs. 

48.1 
COMMENT Having hiked the Hite Cove Trail several 

times from Savages on the Merced River, I can see no need 
for commercial develooment at the mine site. Nor do  I feel 
a OHV road from ~drse~dale  to the South Fork of the 
Merced At Hite Cove is desirable. Moving structures to the 
area of Hite Cove. is questionable From a f i e  protection kj  
safety standpoint. I would prefer alternative B but find 
management requirements 18,19,22,23,24 from alternative 
acceptable. In the future, management can change from 
Alternate B to C but would find it nearly impossible to go to 

n 
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Alternative B if you start with Alternative C and C proves 
undesirable. 

ANSWER Alternative C is recommending the following: 
no commercial development at the Hite Cove mine site; the 
OHV route within the south side of the South Fork Merced 
W&SR corridor be retained; and no major strudures be 
moved within the W&SR corridor. Management require- 
ments 18,19,22,23,24 are also being recommended in the 
final EISRlan and Alternative C. If things become un- 
desirable, the plan's monitoring plan is designed to help 
correct them before they become problems. 

5ll2 
COMMENT Thcre seems no good reason to us, includ- 

ineOHVintaresls.for HiteCove t o k  rnadcmoreaccessible 
thin under the prkvisions of Alternative B., federal public 
land development policies notwithstanding. Maybe you can 



better explain your position in your final statement to your 
superiors, as required in step 8 of your evaluation process. 

ANSWER The ID team makes recommendations. The 
recommendation is alternative C. The decision maker 
decides through a Record of Decision (ROD) which alter- 
native is chosen. A decision maker could choose any alter- 
native A-D or any variation thereof, even thought the 
recommended alternative is Alternative C. The ROD docu- 
ment will give the reasons for any alternative recomrnenda- 
tions. In summary, the EIS is the analysis. The Plan is a 
written document based on the preferred alternative's plan. 
The ROD is the decision document. 

52.3 
COMMENT Please refer to USGS map El Portel, 

California N3730 W11945/15 dated 1947 for use with follow- 
ing comments. I propose establishing a trail head and park- 
ing area with pit toilets at a intersection shown in square 15 
(37 degrees 35 feet N lat. 119 degree 51 feet W long). North 
of trail head would be a hiking-only trail. I further propose 
that OHV traiVroad be considered and constructed if 0 feasible starting at Jerseydale north then square Q 15 then 
takimg left at fork on square 9 then south to square 16 over 

'-1 route 17 south to 20 past Sweetwater mine then across to 
road north of 416 in square, then returning to the Jerserdale 
areaand thenup to square 15.Thisit seems tome wouldgive 
the OHVenthusiast abeautifuls~ectacular add ex is tine loo^ 
which should satisfy their longing for thrillswithout deGend- 4 ingawild river. When active roadways arc involved, an OHV 
trail way would be constructed adjacent to the road using 
green tag moneys. I request that the EIS be amended to 
include this suggestion. The DEIS did not, nor did the DMP 
address the problem of cleaning up the volumes of litter 
traditionally descendedby OHV persons. At the Nov 5,1990 
public hearing, one of the panelists suggested that the OHV 
groups had clean-up crews following OHV use of an area. I 
request that the DEIS and the DIP be amended detailing 
what groups are assigned to the cleanup responsibilities, 
which officers, have final accountability and what the Forest 

I \ Service and BLM plans to do in the event the cleanup is not 
accomplished. In other roads what police action will 
FSBLM take to enforce the cleanup. 

ANSWER Your positive suggestion will be considered n in the Forest OHV management plan. This W&SR plan only 
deals with the activities within the river corridor, therefore 
your suggestion is outside the scope of the W&SR EIS. This 
OHV route within the comdor is currentlybeing maintained 
by Mid-Valley 4 Wheelers from Merced California. The 
oficers names are on file. The titter issue has been re-ad- 
dressed and improved in the final plan. 

52.4 
COMMENT Alternative C permits OHV to come to 

Hite Cove from the south ie from Jerseydale. The DEIS does 
not adequately consider the impact of OHV on the environ- 
ment, and by this I mean all aspects of the environment. I 
would like to have all aspects considered, such as but not 
limited to vehicle noise, vehicle exhaust, protrudingvehicles 
from trails, the availability to Hite Cove by large numbers of 
people, etc. On animals plants, insects, archeology, geology, 
etc. I would further ask you to access the fragility of this river 
and its total ecology system and determine how many people 

it wuld and can handle in a year recognizing that fewer 
people can be safety handled in dry months, periods of 
drought and in winter months, I would also ask you to 
consider the removal of artifacts by people who would fmd 
the Hite Cove area easily accessible by a ride on a motor 
vehicle. 

ANSWER The potential impacts to the environment by 
people using a motorized vehicle might be noise, emission 
pollution, fue potential, erosion potential, moderate access 
(parking) problems, safety problems and easier access 
therefore more people within an area. These users may want 
to fish, hike, shoot, explore cultural sites, picnic, examine 
wildlife, photograph flowers. They will want and need diuec- 
tions and sanitation facilities The potential impacts to the 
environment by non-motorized vehicles (mountain 
bicycles/horses) or hikers might be noise, erosion potential, 
minimal access problems, and safety. These users also may 
want to fish, hike, shoot, explore culture sites, picnic, ex- 
aminewildlife, photograph flowers. They will also want and 
need directions and sanitation facilities. The FEIS analyred 
the impacts to the Hitc Cove area and found no signi&nt 
impacts from the hikers or from the OHV users that can not 
be mitigated. 

542 
COMMENT By unanimousvote of the Mariposa County 

Board of Supervisors, the attached resolution was passed 
which states that after much discussion we believe it to be in 
the County's andHites Cove's best interest to close the Hites 
Cove Road at the gate at Jerseydale. Whereas, the segment 
of the South Fork Merced Wild and Scenic River which 
includes the Hite Cove area has been classified by the Sierra 
National Forest Service as "scenic"; and Whereas, the Draft 
implementation Plan for this segment permits continued 
access by Off Highway Vehicles (OHV); and Whereas, the 
DEIS concedes that the preferred Alternative will result in 
increased instances of illegal activities such as vandalism, 
graffiti and artifact collecting: and Whereas, the Implemen- 
tation Plan does not include any provisions for preventing 
these illegal activities; and Whereas, the BLM has reported 
many instances of accidents and injuries involving OHV 
users which required emergency assistance; and Whereas, 
the Implementation Plan does not include any proposals for 
proriding such emergency services; and Whereas, Mariposa 
County is not prepared to provide such emergency assis- 
tance. Now, therefore, be it resolved by the Mariposa County 
Board of Supervisors, a political subdivision of the State of 
California, that they petitionthe Sierra National Forest Land 
Management Team to alter their proposedplan and prohibit 
OHV access to the "Scenic" segment of the South Fork 
Merced. Passed and Adopted by the Mariposa County 
Board of Supervisors this 13th dayofNovember, 1990, by the 
following vote: Ayes: Baggett, Punte, Erickson, Radanovich, 
and Taber. 

ANSWER Access within the W&SR comdor by  OHV 
vehicles on the one mile existing south side portion of the 
Hite Cove route is retained in the preferred Alternative C. 
There may be closures within season for wildlife, fue safety, 
or environmental reasons. There are no existing significant 
environmental resource issues as a result of this existing 
OHV use. Most public comments are based upon aesthetic 
concerns (safety, vandalism, graffiti, noise) rather than en- 



vironmental issues. Aesthetic and environmental issues can 
be mitigated if OHV use is retained on the south side. The 
final Plan addresses emergencyse~ces, illegal activities and 
artifact collecting. 

413 
COMMENT The Mariposa County Board of Super- 

visors feel that any bridges built along the South Fork should 
be designed for equestrian and foot travel with measures to 
prevent access by motorized bikes. 

ANSWER The proposed Hite Cove bridge will be 
designed for pedestrian use only. The Devils Gulch bridge 
will be designed for pedestrian and equestrianuse only. Both 
will be designed for no motorized bike use. 

54.4 
COMMENT The Mariposa County Board of Super- 

visors agree, the designated camping areas along Incline 
Road are sorely needed. In developing the detailed plans, 
we ask that you consider the need for water for fue protec- 
tion, fire safe clearances, additional rest rooms, and protec- 
tion of the riparian habitat. If we can be of assistance in 
implementing this plan please contact me. Thanks for the 
opportunity to comment. 

ANSWER Your ideaswill be considered within the next 
site development plans phase. 

56.1 
COMMENT In order to maintain the natural value of 

South fork, we urge you to vote for Alternative B. We do not 
want to encourage U.S.Forestry to upset any area for brief 
roads and bridges. Any extended use of Hites Cove would 
be a crime. It should be kept to those who appreciate the 
natural gift that wmes from our creator. To be assured of 
this concept, Alternative B would be adaptable to this. 

ANSWER Alternative C retains the natural values along 
the South Fork. 95% of the River's 43 miles is a "wild" 
classification with foothorse access only. 5% or 2 miles of 
the river's 43 miles is a "scenic" classification around Hite 
Cove with a foot trail on the north side and a OHV route on 
the south side. No new roads or vehicle bridges are suggested 
in any alternative along the entire South Fork. 

58.3 
COMMENT I am aware that OHV enthusiasts have 

mounted a letter writing campaign advocating motorized 
access to Hites Cove and that part of their plea was that it 
would give the handicapped access to a wild area, which 
would bewme leu wild as a result of vehicular presence. 
Hite Cove is not a one of kind area such as Yosemite Valley, 
Devils Postpile or other totally unique place. There are other 
relatively wild areas accessible by OHV. I am somewhat 
circumspect of the OHV enthusiast's appeal. I suspect that 
more people become handicapped as a result of OHV use 
than handicapped people use of OHV to gain access to 
remote areas. I would like to suggest a compromise in this 
area. Leave the Jerseydale Road open to within a short 
distance of the South Fork allowing people to motor within 
a reasonable distance. The Park Service in Yosemite has a 
system which could perhaps be borrowed. Those persons 
who are certifiably handicapped are given permission to 
drive toareas which are otherwise closed tovehicular traffic. 

This would allow access to those who truly need it while 
doing the most to preserve the naturalness and wildness of 
the area. Dirt bikes and ATV buzzing around the area is 
certainly inconsistent with the concept of wild andnatural or 
sacred ground. Given the recent information that a good 
percent& ofthevegetation in Yosemite is beingthreatcned 
by air pollution it is hardly in keepingwith efforts to preserve 
the natural beauty of an area to encourage the burning of 
fossil fuels and their resultant exhaust emissions. 

ANSWER Thank you for your positive recommenda- 
tions. Your ideas are a good &ample of how people with 
disabilitiescan have o~wrtunities tovisit hard to eet tosites. 

r r c, 

The preferred Alternative C recommendation to allow the 
continued use of OHV access within the one mile W&SR 
corridor was based on existing and future environmental 
issues not handicapped issues. Please review a few of the 
other answers for more details. 

COMMENT Our association represents over 10,000 off- 
H i w a v  motorcvclists in northern California who recreate 
on-~af;onal ~ o i e s t  lands, including the Sierra National 
Forest. As such, we have a sigdicant interest in the Merced 
and south Fork Merced Wild and Scenic Rivers Draft En- 
vironmental Impact Statement and Management Plan. Our 
concern is that a north-south OHV route remain available 
through the Merced River corridor; Wild and Scenic desig- 
nations of Sierra Nevada Streams have the potential to cre- 
ate a series of Great Wall of China roadblocks to long 
distance OHV route opportunities. You are probably aware 
the California Off Highwavmotor vehicle recreation division 
ofparksand recreation h& identified astatewide Motorixcd 
Trail as a priority in California. OHV recreationists arc 
looking for possible long distance routes for motorized 
recreation similar to the Pacific Crest Trail. The route 
through Hite Cove is the best prospect for this route on the 
Sierra National Forest, and as such should remain open for 
OHV use. The route out of Hite Cove to the north should 
not be ruled out until it can be studied. The route to Hite 
Cove from the south should remain open to OHV as it has 
been for many decades. Accordingly, we support Alternative 
C, with the added provision that an OHV route to the north 
out of Hite Cove not be precluded by the EIS so that it may 
be evaluated for OHV use in the future. OHV recreation is 
enjoyed by many people from all walks of life. Almost all 
visitors to National Forest lands use vehicles as part of their 
visit. Only a small percentage of visitors come tohike or raft 
exclusivelv. For examole. Wilderness visitors make uo less c 7 

than 5% of National Forest recreation visitors. Please do not 
exclude the majority of visitors to benefit a small group of 
vocal opponents tomotorized recreation. The Sierra Nation- 
al Forest already has more than ample opportunities for 
those who seek anon-motorizedrecreationexperience in the 
John Muir, Kaiser, Ansel Adams, Dinkey lakes and 
Monarch Wilderness areas. On the other hand, there are 
very few quality motorcycle trails or jeep trails, such as the 
Dusey Trail, on the Forest. We urge you to develop more 
motorized OHV routes, not further reduce already scarce 
oo~ortunities. Thank vou for the oooortunitv to comment on . . 
tl;i; issue. 

ANSWER Your interest with the WRrSR EIS/Plan is 
with a 2 mile segment on the South Fork Merced River. The 



preferred Alternative C recommends that the existing OHV 
route remain ooen within the 114 mile W&SR corridor on 
the south side df the South Fork Merced River. Alternative 
C recommends that the existing administrative use route on 
the north side of the Hite Cove area remain closed to public 
use within the 114 mile W&SR corridor. The north-south 
OHV route location is not within the terms of reference of 
this W&SR EISPlan. There are no environmental studies 
which indicate that the Hite Cove route or any other route 
within the Forest isthe best prospect fora n o r t h - s o u t h 0 ~ ~  
route. This issue will be considered within the Forest OHV . 
plan scheduled to be completed within the next two years. 
Please refer to 27.1,28.1 and 33.1 for further details concern- 
ing this issue. 

62.2 
COMMENT Perhaps OHVenthusiasts are just as caring 

about natural areas as the hikers are. Both groups have their 
bad apples. In my experience hikers carry as little aspossible. 
When they arrive at Hite Cove they enjoy the quiet scenery 
during lunch then soon after are anxious to do the hot trip 
out. As a camper I know overnightersusudy have ex&ra time 
as well as extra carrying capaSty in their vehicles for guns, 
alcohoL and radios. there is an increased tem~tation to eet 
into trduble. If attention is called to area k i a c t s  from 
pre-historic and historic times, who can prevent vandalism? 

ANSWER Hikers may have a lighter impact on the site 
than the OHV users because of what they don't bring and 
the little time they stay. OHV users may have a heavier 
impact on the site than hikers because of what they bring, 
takeout and timc they stay. However, the best way toprcveit 
vandalism is bv self oolicine self education. and uniformed 
personal who'can kelp thy public underitand that these 
historic treasures must be retained for future generations. 

63.1 
COMMENT I have been very involved over the last ten 

years in trying to protect the Merced River fromchanges that 
would threaten it's wild and scenic values. As a past vice 
president of the Merced Canyon Committee, I worked hard 
to persuade our federal legislators to pass the wild and scenic 
river bill. I am now verv concerned about the wssibiitv of ~ ~~~~~~ ~ r ~ - - -  ~ , -  
development at Hite cove. Hite Cove is a very sacred place 
to the Indians who have inhabited this place for millennia. 
The South Fork canyon is still one of the wildest foothi 
canyons left in California and home to one of the largest deer 
herds in the Yosemite region. Increase access to this area 
will threaten archaeological resources, wildlife and the 
wilderness qualities. This is not an appropriate place for off 
highway vehicles. I strongly oppose development of OHV 
roads in the Merced Canyon and support alternative B 
mentioned in your DEIS. Let's keep the South Fork Canyon 
wild, I say no to bridges, roads and any other new develop 
ments. 

ANSWER The South Fork of the Merced River is 
protected. Alternative C is recommending that the Hite 
Cove area remain essentially the same as it is today. Please 
refer to answer 54.2. 

64.1 
COMMENT Every spring for the past 15 years I have 

hiked up theHites CoveTrail to enjoy the wildflowers, birds 

and the wild river. I thought the river was saved. Now I have 
heard that vou wouldlike to ooenHites Cove to 4wheel drive 
vehicles. I *&I opposed to roads in the Hites cove area. The 
existing dirt roads should be kept as fire roads and closed to 
all veh~cles except in times of emergency. I favor alternative 
B in vour wild and scenic olan for the Merced River. Please 
keedthe river wild for michildren and their children. 

ANSWER The river is saved. The north side Hite Cove 
hiking trail is remaining open within the Wdd" segment as 
its been for many years. The south side Hite Cove OHV 
route is remaining open, within the "Scenic" segment, as it 
has been for many years. The north side Hite Cove ad- 
ministrative route within the W&SR corridor is remaining 
closed, as it has been ever since it was been built. The Hite 
Cove area is to remain almost unchanged under the 
preferred alternative C. 

62.1 
COMMENT This is written in regard to recreational 

facilities at Hite Cove, on the S.F. of the Merced river. Fust 
off, my family is opposed to any recreational development at 
Hite Cove. We thought when it was declaredwild and scenic, 
that the government meant just that. Evidently not. Our 
home is on Hite Cove Road. We settled down there because 
of the quiet and peacefulness of this mountain setting. Al- 
though there is an occasional RV vehicle that passes by on 
week-ends, it is quite tolerable. But groups of RV's, many 
with no mufflers, exceeding our 25 mph speed limit, will 
destroy our peacefulness. I hope the National Forest will 
prevail in keeping Hite Cove and Hites Cove Road in its 
present state df development. 

ANSWER Alternative C is reconmendine that the Hite 
Cove area remain about the same as it is todai. The FEIS is 
rmmmending the continued use of OHV use within the U4 
mile wide river corridor. This EIS does not deal with the 
south side Hite Cove Road to Jerseydalebecause it is outside 
the W&SR boundary. 



68.1 
COMMENT Because the scenic and historic values of 

theHite Cove are so special, I feel strongly that no commer- 
cial development be allowed. No statistics were offered in 
the EIS to specify the repeated walks yearly k to  the canyon 
by individuals. This canyon is appreciated by thousands of 
people, enjoying the change from the daily work. The walk- 
ing experience and the beauty restore the person, and the 
need for this experience should be repeated several times a 
season. Personally I have lived in Mariposa County 17 years. 
I have led walks, bud studies, with many friends every year 
and encouraged other to enjoy. This precious gift to the 
county should remain undeveloped for all time. The OHV 
people represent only their own group. They care little or 
nothing for the environmental or the ecology so delicate in 
the sceniccategory of the South Fork. Considerable personal 
and supervision will be required to keep the area as natural 
as possible. AU life will suffer. I strongly oppose the south 
road from Jerseydale, any bridges across the river, and 01 
course, no development of the north road out of the Cove to 
Hwy 140. It seems only fair for the Forest Service to consider 
the aesthetics needs of the many in comparison with the self 
centered and money input of a minority, a group who will 
wreak havoc to a very special natural creation which could 
be exploited for years to come and people would have no 
need to seek any longer. I implore your agency to consider 
Plan B. 

ANSWER No commercial development is recom- 
mended in Alternative C within the Hite Cove area. Your 
walking experiences along the north Hite Cove trail within 
the "wild" segment will be the same as they are now with the 
preferred Alternative C. The OHVexperiencewithin the 114 
W&SR corridor "scenic' segment on the side of the river wiU 
be the same as it is now. Many OHV groups also care about 
the environment as noted in 33.1. 

71.2 
COMMENT The forest's planning efforts on the South 

Fork of the Merced have raised more public controversy. 
Certainly, your planning effort appears to have sparked the 
expression of a diversity of views about the future of the Hite 
Cove area-although I am f d y  convinced that the great 
majorityof the public share my preference that Hites Cove 
remain pretty muchthe sameas it is today. As youmay recall 
from the long history of conversations with you and other 
Forest staffers, I would much prefer that the HitesCove Jeep 
road be closed to public motorized access. Given its lack ol 
linkage to a larger road net, its use is not high, but its 
presence offers the temptation to cross the river at lowwater 
and disturb the peace of the non-motorized hiking trails on 
the north side of the canyon. I therefore regret both yo111 
classification decision and your decision not toclose the jeep 
road in the management plan. However, assuming thal 
motorized travelers to this very special place do not abuse 
the privilege of using the existing Hite Cove Road, the 
present level of use of the Hites Cove road will not create 
insurmountable problems. The same cannot be said if the 
Indian Flat route is opened up to public motorized vehicle 
access. The construction of a vehicle ford or bridge acrosr 
the South Fork linking the two routes would compound the 
problems with permitting public use of the Indian Flat use 
Such actions would result in the conversion of a little usec 

off-road-vehicle spur trail to a frequently used off-road- 
vehicle thoroughfare in the heart of the wild lands of the 
South Fork-dramatically altering the character of these 
much beloved lands. You should expect a loud public outcry 
and response if this alternative D feature is ever selected. 
Going hand in hand with alternative D's increased road 
access to Hite Cove, is alternatives D's conceptual approval 
of permanent facilities at Hites Cove. Without year round 
road access, a pack station at Hite Cove is impractical. So it 
should be. This pristine, beautiful, and remote area should 
be a place of quiet. 

ANSWER The preferred alternative Cis recommending 
Hite Cove remain about the same as it is today with the 
addition of a foot bridge, a vault type toilet structure and 
minor interpretive and regulatory signs. No significant en- 
vironmental problems were identified that suggests closing 
the existing south side OHV route within the W&SR cor- 
ridor is necessary. Opening the north route within the 
W&SR was not preferred because a cross country OHV 
route may alter the character of this scenic river segment. 
There a12 also potential sigdcant environmental (histori- 
cal and ore-historical cultural) issues which mav be d i c u l t  
to mitigate within the W&SR corridor. No'commercial 
facilities at the Hite Cove area are recommended in Alter- 
native C. This beautihrl and remote area is toremain a place 
of quiet. 

74.2 
COMMENT My second major request is that motor 

vehicle access to the canyon be reduced and eventually 
eliminated. The promotion of the Iron mountain trail as an 
ORV route is a very destructive idea. Really, folks, let the 
ORV trash somewhere that already ruined not a pristine 
area like the South Fork Merced. 

ANSWER Motorized access to the Iron mountain trail 
within the W&SR "wild" segment corridor is not recom- 
mended in any of the alternatives. Existing OHV motorized 
access to the south side Hite Cove route within the W&SR 
"Scenic" segment corridor is recommended for retention in 
the preferred Alternative C. 

.- 
COMMENT I support the Forest Service's Alternative 

C in the Merccd and South Fork Merced Wid and Scenic 
River Draft Plan provided the North Side Off Highway 
Vehicle route to Hite Cove shall remain open to future use 
and consideration for thestate Motorized Trail System. It is 
not appropriate to make a decision on the NorthHite Cove 
OHV route at this time. The north Hite Cove OHV route is 
not entirely within the scope of this management plan and 
should not be prematurely ruled out of the Statewide Off 
Highway Vehicle Plan. The North and South Hite Cove 
Trails are in a semi-primitive location that is accessible only 
bv Off Highway Vehicles. The area contains numerous op- 
pbrtunitiei for diversified public recreation.The trail system 
will make it possible for young families, thc elderly and thc 
handicapped to visit and enjoy a diverse recreation and 
scenic area. I request that you support the Hite Cove 
Southern OHV trail as planned in alternate C and include 
provisions for future planning for the Hite Cove Northern 
trailin your decision. Please send me a copy of your decision 
on this matter. 



~ & ~ < c o m i d o r  remains open in Alternative C. The existing 
north administrative route within the l/4 mile wide W&SR 
corridor remains closed to public use in alternative C. This 
Final Wid and Scenic river EIS does not address issues 
outside this l/4 mile wide W&SR corridor boundary. The 
north-south OHV alternatives within the Sierra National 
Forest are to be considered within the Forest OHV manage- 
ment plan. Please review 27.1, 28.1, and 33.1 and other 
answers found in this Land Use section for related agency 
answers. 

THESE ARE "RECREATI0N"PUBLIC COM- 
MENTS. THE AGENCY ANSWERS FOLLOW THE 
COMMENTS. THE COMMENTS WERE RECEIVED 
AS A RESULT OF PUBLISHING THE PROJECT 
DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT - 

AND PLAN. EACH COMMENT NUMBER REFERS 
TO A PUBLIC LETTER WHICH IS ON FILE. 

13,23,153 
COMMENT In several places, the DUS and the Im- 

olementation P h  mention that. T h e  clessified Scenic' and 
'wild' segments would he availiblble for minimal 'expansion' 
of commercial activities like packing." There are not, at this 
time, any wmmercial activitids at ~ s e  Cove.Therefore such 
activities would have to be "introduced" not "emanded." 
Introduction of commercial activities, of any kin'd, is not 
appropriate for the Hite Cove area. Such activities would 
require supplies to be transported into the area and this 
would produce intolerable pressures to open the North 
access route. The ROS map in the DEIS shows the east side 
of the Hite Cove area as Semi-Primitive Motorized. This 
classfication will also produce pressures to open the North 
road. The North road should nevcr be opened for other than 
administrative access. 

ANSWER There are no commercial activities planned in 
Alternative C for the Hite Cove area. Existing commercial 
packing activities are allowed on the South Fork Merced 
upstream of the Hite Cove area These commercial packing 
activities are continuing in the preferred alternative. The 
ROS Semi-primitive motorized classifition as shown on 
the map is the current Forest management direction for this 
area. Forest ROS classifications are outside the terms of 
reference of this W&SR EISPlan. 

5.4 
COMMENT It has been suggested that the old Rail 

Road bed that follows highway 140 be converted for use as 
a mountain hiiehikehorse trail. If you are 100% for an 
area to develop for such use this makes definitely more since 
to us. It is wide and flat for safety and ease of maintenance 
and it follows the river through a variety of alignments of 
beauty. Of course there are problems to solve, but it seems 
the end result usedwill result in a safe and happy journey for 
all. 
ANSWER The preferred alternative C endorses this 

proposed trail. The Forest Service and BLM are planning to 
implement the portions of the trail that is on their ad. 
ministered lands if this proposal is endorsed. 

COMMENT You do not have a Congressional mandate 
to develop a trail. So please, why don't you simply do what 
is right: leave the canyon alone. It has been fine for several 
million years without the Forest Service or BLM. It will 
survive without you. Now the FS/BLM want to change that. 
l%e presence of white water raft put-ins, restrooms and trails 
changes all that. In a small, but very significant way, you will 
be transforming the very character of the canyon. If I had 
known that the FS was going to get in and screw around with 
the canyon that I so love, I would never have fought to save 
it. Maybe we should have handed it over to Keating and the 
development boys saying, Take it boys, if you don't get it the 
FS will." I know that there is a lot of talk about, "New 
Perspectives" in the FS, but as much as you talk about public 
input, you still do whatever the "Expletive deleted" you want 
to do. Regardless of whether you receive 100 or 1,000 letters 
like mine, you still move ahead with your own plan. 

ANSWER The preferred alternative C is recommending 
that things stay approximately the same as they are in 1991 
for the Merced canyon. The present character of the canyon 
along this 14 mile W&SR Recreational Segment from 
Briceburg to El Portel includes existing commercial private 
motels. commercial orivate restaurants. commercial white 

ANSWER AltemativeC is the preferred alternative.The 
existine south OHVHite Cove route within the Y4 mile wide 

water use, fishing use, camping use, picnicking, restrooms, 
parking areas, a State paved highway to Yosemite National 
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Park on one side of the river, acounty paved and dirt road 
on the other side of the river, photography use, private 
homes, historic mines buildings, old railroad bridges, an old 
abandoned railroad grade, three major vehicle bridges, 
trails, automobiies/mobil home use, hydro utility lines, 
guide/warning signs, interpretive markers, and an interpre- 
tive building. During the last century the BLM and Forest 
Service have developed two picnic areas and one 
campground area alongthe canyon area. Everything else was 
done privately. No letters were received suggesting to 
remove anything alone this portion of the canyon. A few 
letters have been received indicating that because of the fue 
problem to private land owners that we should control the 
existing dispersed camping on Incline road by making the 
camping sites developed. We are showing this change in the 
preferred Alternative C. 

25.2 
COMMENT I would like to see the trail from Wawona 

maintained and, in one deviation from Alternative B, hiking 
bridges be constructed across the river at Devils Gulch and 
Hite Cove to facilitate year-round hiking through the 
canyon. A self-directing interpretative brochure could be 
developed to instruct visitors in the history, geology, biology, 
and ecology of this unique transition area of the Sierra 
Nevada mountains. This would reduce the need for signs. 
The South Fork should be designated "wild" from its con- 
fluencewith the Merced River to the park boundary.Thanks 
for listening to my perspective! 

ANSWER The preferred Alternative is recommending 
biking bridges be constructed across the river at Devils 
Gulch and Hite Cove. A self-directing interpretative 
brochure is being planned for this area. Brochureswill surely 
help people understand what and how to protect these 
resources. The South Fork Merced is already designated by 
Congress as a W&SR. Approximately95% of the South Fork 



is already classified "Wid" by the Forest Service. The 
remainder two mile Hite Cove segment is already classified 
Scenic." 

343 
COMMENT Under "Noise" in section 5.4, the IF' (Im- 

plementation Plan) states "Designate no shooting areas 
within the Recreation and Scenic Zones in accordance with 
Fish and Game regulations." The BLM has designated the 
lower River (below Briceburg) as a "no shooting" zone. 
However, the miners report that shooting does occur fre- 
quently. This emphasizes the need for continuous patrolling 
by uniformed personnel in the Scenic and Recreational 
zones. 

ANSWER Visible agency presence, selective informa- 
tion signs, well placed brochures are all ways to help the 
agencies inform the public of this policy. Public education 
concerning this issue is essential. Partners like the NRA will 
be asked to help us spread and enforce the word. We do not 
have the stafiiig to monitor this program alone. 

34.4 
COMMENT Hite Cove Bridges, Under 6.4 paragraph 5, 

the IP states "..two foot and horse bridgeswill be constructed 
to take advantage of natural breaks in the terrain from the 
HiteCove area to the Yosemite ParkBoundary."Thereisno 
mention of a bridge at Hite Cove under Management Ac- 
tions, Seetion 8.4. However, under Alternative C in the DEIS 
there is the statement "Access would include a foothorse 
bridge across the South fork at the Hite Cove river crossing." 
The intent to install a bridge at this location has been dis- 
cussed at several public meetings. Before moneys are allo- 
cated for construction of these proposed bridges, the 
recommended additions and improvements to the 
campground and put-in take-out sites, in the recreational 
Zone, should be completed. The contemplated bridge at 
Hite Cove should be constructed to accommodate only foot 
and bicycle traflic. There should be a maze at each end to 
preclude access to motorLedbiies. This would not preclude 
access to disabled persons: as a companion could carry the 
disabledperson through the maze while a thud party lifts the 
wheelchair over the maze.. 

ANSWER The preferred alternative C is recommending 
a foot only bridge at Hite Cove and a fooUhouse bridge 
Devils Gulch area. The bridges will be designed at the 
detailed facility design phase to accommodate only foot or 
foot and horse traftic. Your maze idea will be considered at 
this detailed design phase. 

45.1 
COMMENT There is no reason to open the door to 

commercial use in the Hite Cove area. This sort of entree 
leads to trouble later on in the form of pressure for develop- 
ment and counter-pressures from environmentalists. A pack 
station at Hite Cove would just create pressure for bridges 
at the cove and higher up the river. As you know, I advocate 
preserving the wild characteristics of the entire river; 1 am 
especially concerned about the region about Hite Cove. 
What you do at Hite Cove may not only disturb the cove, it 
may also open up the upper river miles to heavy use and 
possible misuse. I am afraid I no longer have much con- 
fideuce that the USFS wishes to preserve the unique 

qualities for which this river was designated wild and scenic. 
It was the Forest Service that decided to call the Hite Cove 
segment Scenic rather that Wid: it was the Forest Service 
that wanted a mining museumlpark attraction at Hite Cove 
and now it is the Forest Service that wants some commercial 
pack station at Hite Cove. Along the way the Forest Service 
has consistently used Green Sticker funds to maintain the 
Hite Cove Road despite opposition from County officials. 
This is a sure way to preserve OHV use of Hite Cove and 
their pressure to expand their access routes in the area For 
all I h o w  the USFS still wants a history center at the Cove 
under option C. Please note that when WSR legislation 
passed three years ago I was a great fan of yours. This letter 
registers disappointment with your management of the WSR 
process since that time. My recommendations are: 1. 
eliminate your gratuitous invitation to commercial use of 
Hite Cove. 2. Have the guts to stop using Green Sticker 
funds. 3. Downgrade the Hite Cove road to trail status. 

ANSWER The Forest Service did classify the Hite Cove 
Area "scenic." This was the highest level this 2 mile segment 
was eligible for because of the existing south and north 
access roads. The Forest Service did present alternatives for 
possible active mining interpretive opportunities at the Hite 
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Cove area at past publicmeetings. The preferred Alternative 
is not recommending active mining interpretive oppor- 
tunitiesuse within the W&SR corridor in this final EIS. The 
Forest Service has not rewmmended nor is the preferred 
Alternative C recommending commercial opportunities at 
the Hite Cove area. Green Sticker funds have been and 

S 
Alternative C recommends the continued use of Green 
Sticker funds on the south side Hite Cove OHV access route 
as they have been in the past. The Forest Service listens and 
analyzes to all public, agency and county opinions as noted 
in this EIS's public involvement summary. However there 
are differences in public opinion and decisions have to be 
made. The Forest Service will continue making land use 
decisions effecting USDA administered lands as authorized 
by the Secretary of Agriculture. 

47.2 s.t 
COMMENT A second difficulty arises from the 

proposal to build a bridge (footbridge?) across the South 
Fork of the Merced River at Hite Cove. The bridge would 
certainly be useful to hikers making their way from Savage's 
Trading Post to Wawona, or vice versa, but unfortunately it 

n 
will also be used by ORVers. It would seem to me to be 
impossible to construct a bridge that they could not use, 
especially if it was also designed to accommodate pack 
animals. Certainly any two wheeled ORV could use any 
bridge designed for use by pack animals. These vehicles 
could then tear up both sides of the river and even proceed 
up the North access road for a trough trip. Once again 
without a caretaker on duty, the potential for abuse would 
be enormous. 

ANSWER The bridge rewmmended in Alternative C is 
to be designed for foot traffic only for the Hite Cove area 
and foot and horse traftic only for the Devils Gulch bridge. 
Efforts will be made at the next design phase to regulate the 
OHV bridge use problem. Please review 34.4 for a recom- 
mended solution to this problem. ORVers are not allowed 
within the "wild" South Fork Merced River segments and will 
not be allowed on the foot-horse bridge at Devils Gulch. 



47.3 
COMMENT A third difficulty I encountered was the 

proposal for commercial development at Hite Cove. I t h i  
that any such development needs to be spelled out in some 
detail so that we know precisely what is contemplated by the 
USFS. Are we talking about Hot Dog Stands? A pack Sta- 
tion? A museum? An operating mine? Amotel type facility? 
Or are we talking about something less controversial such as 
information boards that tell the visitor about some of the 
history of the area? The way the proposal is casually 
presented in the DEIS lends itself to all sorts of sinister 
interpretations. Help us all out by b e i i  more specific 
please. 

ANSWER Alternative C is recommending no commer- 
cial facilities at the Hite Cove area. Infonuation boards are 
not considered commercial developments. Commercial 
packers are to be allowed on the South Fork Merced trail 
down Wawona to Hite Cove on the south side then out on 
the south Hite Cove route. 

C O M M E N T T ~ ~  fowth and fmal difficulty concerns the 
use of oack stock on the Hite Cove trails. The trail across 
privatcland in the vicinity of Savage's Trading Post is too 
dangerous for pack animals. I presume they would be used 
on the Jerseydale four wheel drive road to Hite Cove and on 
the trail from Hite Cove to Wawona. Bridges at Hite Cove 
and at Peach Tree Bar would be required. These bridges 
would also open up the trails to two wheel motorcycle use 
even if it were declared illegal resulting in all k i d s  of extra 
hazards. Motorcycle hiker confrontations on steep sections 
of the trail would be dangerous. Even more dangerouswould 
be Motorcycle-pack stock encounters. Even pack stock- 
hiker encounters would be dangerous on some stretches of 
the trail. In my opinion pack animals use of the trail should 
not be encouraged especially commercially orientated use 
by the USE.  There should be no Pack Station at Hite Cove 
and any bridges across the South Fork should be designed 
so as to accommodate foot traffic only and not pack animals 
certainly not ORVs. Such foot bridges would be much 
cheaper to construct and maintain than would be the case 
with the studier bridges needed for horses and mules and 
motorcycles. 

ANSWER No commercial pack stations at Hite Cove are 
recommended in Alternative C. No horses are allowed from 
Savage's Trading Post to Hite Cove. Horses will go out on 
the Jerseydale four wheel drive route. There is a foot only 
bridge recommended in the preferred Alternative C at Hite 
Cove and one foot-horse bridge rewmmended at Devils 
Gulch. Motorcycles are not rewmmended on the Wawona 
to Hite Cove trail, which is within a "wild" river segment. 
Controls will be enforced through the bridge designs, field 
warning and regulatory signs. 

52.2 
COMMENT I would be willing to accept a compromise 

to alternative B to allow the erection of 2 simple non-rigid 
suspension bridges. The suspension bridge is certainly in 
character with many of the spaces across the Merced River. 
On a recent hike to Hite Cove I saw a scruffy young man 
canying something enclosed in large canvas bags across the 

river and then put them on the back of his motorcycle and 
head back out the south road toward Jerseydale. He knew 
that I was watching him and this seemed to make him ap- 
prehensive, but he knew that I a u l d  do nothing to stop him 
so he drove off. Think of how much could be carried off by 
hundreds of OHV users. This definitely needs to be ad- 
dressed in your DEIS. 

ANSWER The proposed bridges recommended in Al- 
ternative Cwillbe designed to be in character with the spaces 
along the South Fork River. Suspension and other types of 
bridges will be considered during the next design phase. The 
operation and maintenance and how to preserve existing 
resources around the Hite Cove area is a concern to all user 
groups. Public education and visible presence of Forest 
Service or BLM officials are ways to help control this prob- 
lem. These and other solutions are identified in the Plan's 
monitoring plan. 

512 
COMMENT What bothers me about Alternate C is its 

inclusion of imported structures at Hite Cove. I hope that 
this would mean nothing more than perhaps a restroom and 
information board. I am also concerned that by providing a 
footbridge for hikers and horses, the temptation would exist 
for off-road vehicles to use the bridge also. 

ANSWER Alternative C is recommending an imported 
toilet building (non-water/vault or equal), a foot bridge, and 
afew imported informationlmterpretive boarWsigns. There 
is to be no off-road vehicles use on the foot-bridge or trail. 
This issue is addressed in the final EISiPlan. 

61.4 
COMMENT In Alternative C and D, restrooms are 

shown at Hite Cove and at the bottom of Devil's Gulch. How 
are water supply and sewage disposal to be provided for 
these remote restrooms? What impact will water demand 
and sewage disposal have on the river's flow and quality? If 
these restrooms are chemical latrines, how will they be ser- 
viced? In Alternative C, the two roads to Hites Cove would 
have to be rebuilt to accommodate the wide turning radius 
required by the chemical treatment trucks. Would wide 
paved roads and daily truck trafficbe consistent with the wild 
and scenic category guidelines? 

ANSWER The recommended toilets in these remote 
areas will be chemical/vaulUnon-water/comporting type 
units. There will be no water demand on the river's flow and 
quality. The toilet units will be self-serviced by a comporting 
or equal type breakdown of waste materials. Access for 
disposal may be necessary annually via horseback at Devil's 
Gulch or OHV at Hite Cove. No roads will have tobe rebuilt 
to accommodate any service vehicle. 

k&iMENT The EIS does not evaluate the impact that 
increased accessibility from bridges at Hite Coveand Devil's 
Gulchwill have on the area.The SouthFork's wildnessis due 
to its limited accessibiity. Makiig it easier to get there 
insures that more traffic will get there, destroying its wild 
solitude. Part of the wilderness experience is successfully 
traveling difficult distances to reach pristine solitude. 

ANSWER The Fmal EISPlan evaluates the impact that 
occurs from increased accessibility from bridges at Hite 



Cove and devil's Gulch area. Your analysis is correct. 
Makina it easier to aet there creates ovwrtunities for wten- 
tial hi&er impacts-from users. Thii potential impact &in be 
mitigated.Through public education and pack-it-in, park-it- 
out programs, it is anticipated that this easier access and use 
problem can be controlled. The Plan's monitc~ring program 
gives the prescription for corrective actions concerning this 
issue. 

62.3 
COMMENT A bridge, interpretive area, and south 

OHV road will make a residenVcaretaker necessary. I un- 
derstand a bridge is desired by backpackers to the Wawona 
area. In that case I suggest a waking bridge only, witha maze 
at each cnrl see foot bridee section near the Mt. Kine Mine. 
I prefer an; develop me^ be limited to restrooms &d his- 
torical plaques if interest warrants. The North Road should 
be kept as a service road only. OHV use of the South road 
should be weighted carefully. 

ANSWER A seasonal caretaker is W i  considered at 
the Hitc Cove area. A bridge is desired by Lackpackers to 
aid in their access to the Wawona area. A foot bridgewill be 
designed in the next phase. A maze as a possible motorcycle 
control tool will be considered at this bridge design phase. 
Developments within the Hite Cove area are limited to a 
toilet siructure, a bridge and a few interpretive plaques and 
sign.s.The North Road isa service road only.The south route 
is for OHV use only. 

66.2 
COMMENT Do not proceed with issue #16 under 

recreation the development of historical cultural aspects. Do 
not improve camping at Hite Cove recreation #22. No addi- 
tional bridges of any kind on the South Fork of the Merced 
River - . . . - . . 

ANSWER Alternative C is recommending that the Hite 
Cove Area be orotected bvdesimatinn it as a historical/cul- 
turd area and ha t  the area pro$de int&pretation within the 
State's archaeological guidelines. There are no developed 
sites at the Hite Cove area and Alternative C makes no 
reference to any camping improvements. A foot bridge is 
recommended in Alternative C at the Hite Cove area. 

665 
COMMENT Trails in the wild zones should not be main- 

tsinerl~ 
ANSWER Alternative Cis recommending that the trail 

from Tradip  Post at Merced State HiPhwav to Wawona 
along the ~ o i t h  Fork Merced River w i t h  thk "Wild" area 
be maintained. 

69.2 
COMMENT The proposed Alternative C (moderate 

recreational use) and Alternative D (maximum recreational 
use) are rated "ECYEPA) because we have concerns about 
potential adverse impacts to wetlands and other waters of 
the United States resulting from the proposed construction 
of bridges across the South Fork of the Merced River at the 
Hite Cove and Devil's Gulch river crossings. We are also 
concerned that implementation of Alternative C and D 
would have greater potential to reduce natural resource 
values, includingwater quality, riparian habitat, fisheries and 

biodiversity. Our finding of insufficient information ("2" 
rating) for Alternative C and D as described in the DEIS is 
based on lack of information whether the proposed bridges 
across the River wouldbe subject to regulaioGreview un&r 
Section404of the Clean WaterAct.Also. the DEIS and Plan 
contain no specific mitigation measures for impacts as- 
sociated with the proposed river crossing. 

ANSWER The FEISPlan shows preliminary trail and 
bridge locations across the South Fork Merced River at the 
Hite Cove and the Devil's Gulch locations. The objective of 
these bridges will be to provide access for pedestrians and 
horses. At the next design phase, another team of agency 
personnel, including professional civil engineers with ex- 
perience in bridge design and the 404 permitting process, 
will coordinate with other agencies, prepare necessary site 
detail environmental documents, analyze, design and if 
funded construct the bridges. The bridges will meet all es- 
tablished federal and state regulations, including Section 
404, that pertain to facilities on Forest Service administered 
lands and rivers. The Forest Service is familiar with Section 
404 which regulates the discharge of dredged or fill material 
into waters of the United States, including wetlands, riparian 
areas, and other special aquatic sites. The Forest SCMCC has 
in the vast workedcloselvwith the COE toensurc that bridee 
wnsthction activities 'are consistent with Section 402s 
statutory and regulatory requirements. 

69.6 
COMMENT The Plan (under Section 5.4, Management 

Actions) indicates that huntitlg will be allowed withiin the 
W&SR corridors, but not around developed recreational 
sites. We suggest that the FEIS identify what general types 
of hunting use occurs in the area and whether hunting will 
be disallowed in any of the W&SR areas. 

ANSWER The FEISRlan is suggesting to designate no 
shooting areas within the W&SR Recreation (mcludes all of 
the Merced river corridor) and Scenic (includes the Hite 
Cove area) Zones. Hunting is to be allowed in all W&SR 
zones within National Forest administered lands in accord- 
ance with California State Department Fish and Game 
regulations for species types and seasons. In summary, hunt- 
ing (without shooting) is allowed in the W&SR Recreation 
and Scenic zones where hunting (with shooting) is allowed 
only in the W&SR Wild zones. 

70.2 
COMMENT We feel (the Friends of the River) the 

plan's commitment to convert the current dispersed camp- 
ing along Incline Road to more formal camping area is likely 
to result in less resource damage to the river shoreline, fewer 
problems for residents of the area, and solve some of the 
current human waste problems with the lack of restroom 
facilities at these intensively used dispersed sites. 

ANSWER Yes, this idea was suggested at the ~ubfic 
meetings and in writing by a few privGc land owners- ore 
formal camping areas will also help solve the potential fire 
and visitor parking along the road problems. Alternative C 
is suggesting developed sites be constructed in this area with 
non-water, solar type or similar type toilet structures. 

70.3 



COMMENT The Plan is also consistent with the BLM's 
draft wild and scenic river plan for Merced River recreation 
management and facilities. In our comment letter to the 
BLM this spring, the Friends of the River w a  supportive of . - . . 
the BLM's plans. 

ANSWER Yes, these plans should be consistent because 
re~resentatives from both the Forest Service and the BLM 
h&e been involved with this EISPlan's ID team. 

70.4 
COMMENT We (Friends of the River) believe that the 

LMP recreational opportunity spectrum maps should be 
revised to more accurately refleci areas opcnio motorized 
vehicles and those where vehicular use is unlikely and cur- 
rently road-less. 

ANSWER The existing Forest LMP ROS spectrum al- 
locations that are outside ihe designated corridor boundary 
can not be revised through this W&SR Plan. However, the 
ROS sDectrum within the W&SR comdor between Salvapes 
~ r a d & ~  Post to Hite Cove has been changed from s e h -  
Primitive Motorized (SPM) to Semi-primitive non 
motorized (SPNM) as a result of the 3.0 mile M C  clas- 
sification for this river's segment #8. The two mile "scenic" 

rl classification segment #7 is to remain as a SPM ROS 
spectrum because of the existing OHV and administrative 
routes that require motorized access. The remaining 125 
mile "wild" classification for the river"s segment #6 is to a remain as a SPNM ROS spectrum. 

71.1 
COMMENT The preferred alternative looks pretty 

good. I want to thank you for all the hard work that you and 
the Sierra National Forest put into the effort. I believe that 
the modest facility improvements on the main Merced con- 
templated in both the Forest's and the BLM's draft W&S 
river plans are a good idea. The recognition that the very 
frequent use of the same dispersed camping sites along the 
Merced is a problem is long overdue. Accommodating that 
use with facilities that will reduce fire danger and provide 

[ 1 restrooms is a fair way to handle the problem in this very 
popular area. The other recreational access and 
campground improvements on the Merced (largely on the 

1 Merced) seem to be well thought out, and will (mainly 
increase the opportunities for a positive experience for 
visitors to the Merced. 

ANSWER Thank you for your support on this issue. 
Alternative C is recommending these camping facility im- 
provements along the main Merced. 

71.4 
COMMENT I do support keeping the option open to 

construct foot and equestrian bridges across the South Fork 
to facilitate hiking access to the full reach of the South Fork 
within the National Forest. High water crossings are 
dangerous and correspond to the most inviting time of the 
year for canyon visitors. The ability to traverse the South 
Fork canyon from Bishop Creek to the confluence during 
the spring and winter will, bring a very special new oppor- 
tunity to a public anxious to see the wild-lands of the South 
Fork and to treat the country with care and respect. 

ANSWER Thank you for your support on this issue. 
Alternative C is recommending a foot bridgebe considered 

at Hite Cove and a foothorse bridge be considered at Devils 
Gulch areas. Your comments about public seasonal spring 
and winter use are good reasons why this kind of an access 
option should be considered. 

715 
COMMENT I stronelv suumrt the continuation of the -. .. 

semiprimitive non-motorized recreational opportunity 
spectrum (ROS) classifications of thc Forest Service lands 
adiacent to Yosemite National Park. These areas are within 
thi Park's natural viewshed, and need to be managed with 
special sensitivity by the Forest S e ~ c e .  As we discussed at 
the Mariposa public meeting, it is also time for the Forest to 
reexamine the LMP's South Fork canyon semi-primitive 
motorized areas. They appear to cover many thousands of 
acres of roadless areas that are unlikely to ever to be roaded. 
Changing the ROS classification of many of these ares is 
needed to more clearly reflect the actual management of 
these areas and to more accurately characterize future 
management options. 

ANSWER The ROS values outside the W&SR corridor 
arenot within the terms of reference of this project EISPlan. 
These exterior ROS rating have not been reexamined at this 
time.TheROS ratingswithi the W&SR corridor have been 
reexamined. Revised interior ratings have been assigned to 
the river segments in accordance with the river's approved 
classifications. Please review answer 70.4 for more details 
concerning this issue. 

74.1 
COMMENT I love the South Fork of the Merced River 

very deeply. I've h ied  the whole canyon, from Alder Creek 
to Hite Cove three times, and make several shorter trips at 
each end. The fust time I went, actually the fust two times, 
were before the trail crew came through and did such great 
work. We had to cross vast thickets of noison oak. and the 
trip is much nicer with those gone! ond thing which makes 
hiking the South Fork of the Merced Canyon really special 
for me are the river crossings. What I's l i e  to ask is please 
do not bridge any bridges across the river. This is for three 
reasons fust is, the river crossings are fun exiting challenge. 
Bridges would make the trip duller and less exiting. Second 
is the river crossing are an objective hazard which keep too 
many people from using the canyon. The South Fork of the 
Merced, with its easy access, low elevation, and great swim- 
ming is at tremendous risk of overuse. Please keep the river 
truly wild and free ask the river how it feels. I have and it 
wants to remain challenging and bridge-less. 

ANSWER Alternative C is recommending one foot 
bridge be considered at Hite Cove and a foot/equestrian 
bridge be considered Devil's Gulch. These bridgevalues are 
based on what most of the people have asked for and the 
experience they wish to achieve. Your three reasons are 
excellent for persons l i e  you that want to achieve y o u  most 
wild level of fun, challenge and experience. Of course you 
can still cross the river wherever you like, but most hikers 
will probably take the easy safe bridge route. 

753 
COMMENT Eliminate or greatly reduce the amount of 

uncontrolled camping that takes place along the river in the 
name of working mining claims. 



ANSWER The amount of uncontrolled camping that 
takes place between Briceburg and El Portal by all persons 
will be reduced with the additions of controlled camping 
sites along the Incline Road. Existing mining activities that 
takes place within this area must have approved mining 
permits, mining plans of operation. they are acceptable uses 
within the W&SR wnidors withi the Recreational and 
Scenic classified in accordance with the W&SR Act. 

75.4 
COMMENT Do not develop the north side to the river. 

This meaas no campsite improvements, no bathrooms, no 
trails, no rafting put ins, The river canyon is narrow. All you 
have to do is to get out of your car and walk along one bank 
to realize how close the other side is. The spectacular quality 
of the resource is enchanted by the fact that there is no 
development and people staring back at you from the other 
side. We don't need another public aquarium where one's 
experience is diminished by the fact that while looking into 
the resource you r e d i  that someone else is on the other 
side looking back. 

ANSWER Alternative C is recommending minimal 
campsite improvements, bathrooms,trails and raftigput ins 
at the existing Merced Canyon river wrridor locations. 
There will be no authorized dispersed use. The tire and 
sanitation problems will be reduced. All improvements are 
to be on or adjacent to the existing Incline Road on public 
lands close to where there are existing privately owned 
homes. 

THESE ARE "TRAILSITRANSPORTATION" 
PUBLIC COMMENTS. THE AGENCY ANSWERS 
FOLLOW THE COMMENTS. THE COMMENTS 
WERE RECEIVED AS A RESULT OF PUBLISHING 
THE PROJECT D R A n  ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT 
STATEMENT AND PLAN. EACH COMMENT NUM- - -  - -  - ~ --. 

BER REFERS TO A PUBGC LE'ITER WHICH IS ON 
FILE. 

5.1 
COMMENT We are w-owners of the trailhead We 

walk the trail daily and are intimately familiar with its wndi- 
tion and the effect of native and non-native forces upon it. 
We must emphatically state that the Hite Cove Trail from 
Highway 140 should he. open to biers only. It is a narrow 
and fragile trail. Regarding pack animals: We have seen the 
damage caused by the passage of hoofed animals. They 
invariably break in theedges of the trail creating unexpected 
dip and narrower spots. They break through gopher tunnels 
making the trail more difficult, more hazardous, and opening 
avenues for erosion. When allowed off the trail their grazing, 
rolling and walking on soft ground disturbs the surrounding 
areas. The manure they leave behind, while good for the 
flowers is obnoxious to hikers or a 1 foot wide trail and 2 
years ago created a nuisance with flies. The popular lizards 
and snakes in any wmbiiation with a startled horse, inex- 
perienced rider, SOH trail edge, far bank drop or exited dog 
could have possible deciders results. 

ANSWER Alternative C is not recommending 
equestrian use on the North side foot trail from Hiiway 140 
to Hite Cove that is 85% located on public lands. Equestrian 

and OHV use is allowed on the south side route within the 
river corridor at Hite Cove. Equestrian use is acceptable on 
the maintained trail north bound to Wawona along the South 
Fork of the Merced. 

12.2 
COMMENT If I had known previously to moving here, 

nearly twenty years ago, what dealing with the Hite Cove 
Trail enwmpassed, I might have lived on the Trinity River 
instead. Of all the alternatives for usage of the South Fork 
Merced and the Hite Cove Trail, the only usage will be foot 
traffic. The trail is not conducive to any type. of bicycle, 
vehicle or to horses. Wi l e  wildflowers enthusiast crawl 
about on hands and knees. m a m h m  

. . 
elasses in hand eun 

packing nuts shoot at cans'and'botile~~e'veve had too 
close calls for the two types to share the same space. It's bad 
enough to have a year around supply of bear poachers who 
have no regard for any rules. They are a menace to the trail 
and the people who use it, and to the bear population. Under 
the "volunteer" agreements, we would not be amenable to any 
other rype of traffic other than on foot. 

ANSWER Alternative C is recommending pedestrian 
use but no vehicle. bicvcle or eauestrian use be ~ermitted on . . 
the north side foot trail from tiighway 140 to kite Cove on 1 

theSouth Forkofthe Merced Riv:r.Alternative C isrewm- 
mendieno shootine zones he msted within the Recreation 
(withhihe W&SR-wnidor bn the Merced River) and 
Scenic (within the W&SR corridor at the 2 mile long Hite 
Cove site) 2ones.A no shootingpolicywill also be considered 
within this 3 mile long wild zone where the north side Hite 

I 
Cove trail islocated. Hunting and shootingoutside the river 
W&SR wrridor is allowed through out National Forest 
administered lands in accordance with the California State 
Department of Fish and Game regulations for species types 
and seasons. 

18.3 
COMMENT I would prefer that the South Fork trail not 

be improved to accommodate horses. It is not the dropping 
as much as it is the churning of the surface of the trail 
resulting in powdery dust. Another major objection is that 
hikers must get off the trail to allow horses to pass causing 
trampling of the flowers. Such a maneuver wuld be very 
dangerous to both horsemen and hikers in the steep areas of 
the trail. A restroom is a necessity for every hiker who visits 

n 
the cove. I cannot understand the explanation that this small 
effort to e l i a t e  the pollution of the ground and sub- 
sequently the river would require a bridge and access for the 
disabled, especially if there were a restroom on the south 
side of the river as well. 

ANSWER Alternative C is not recommending to im- 
prove the 3 mile trail from highway 140 to Hite Cove for 
equestrian access. Alternative C recommends a non-water, 
vault, solar type type toilet be located at the Hite Cove area. 
A toilet stmciure~does not require a bridge for maintenance 
access. However. alternative C recommends a footbridee be 
located at the   he Cove area to permit hikers to travg the 
entire SF trail system from Yasemite to Savages Trading 
Post without dangerous high water fording. 



COMMENT Regarding the Merced WSR, I support 
Alternative B with the following addition or deletion. Access 
to Hite Cove through SavagesTrailhead shouldbe open year 
around. Presently this access has been closed during high fire 
periods of summer and early fall. Other forest trails are 
rarely closed during these same periods. 

ANSWER Alternative Cis  recommending to continue 
this closure access policy for this South ~orknorth  side to 
Hite Cove trail. This oolicv is imolemented throuehout manv - ~~~ ~~ 

forest roads and tra'ils & a diect result of potential fire, 
safety and health reason. We are fortunate at the Savage 
Trailhead to have private land partners (the trailhead is not 
owned by any federal agency) who can help the Forest 
Service regulate this program along the 85% of the trail to 
Hite Cove which is administered by the Government. 

74.3 
COMMENT Please ask the trail crew not to use cement 

on the trail. The cement from savages to Hite Cove is ugly 
and not necessary. Also, pleaseminimize the useof trailsigns 
and other improvements. I feel this is very important, please 
practice strict minimum impact h i g  and camping proce- 
dures by all users. I was dismayed to see the new fire ring 
made by the trail crew. They need to be educated about how 
not to build new fue ring, pack out trash, not defecate or 
wash dishes near water sources, etc. I love the South Fork of 
the Merced River dearly. It is sacred ground and sacred 
water. Please, please make your decision with the long term 
future of humanlearth relations in mind. 

ANSWER Thank you, this advice will be passed on to the 
trail crew leader. The trails are rehabilitate in accordance 
with Forest Service trail manual guidelines. 

75.5 
COMMENT Do not develop a trail on the north side of 

the river. Leave one side of the river wild and naturally 
scenic. Development of a trail will only increase the need for 
campsites, restrooms, accessroutes, and patrols. In addition, 
what would be the quality of the experience of hiking or 
biking along only to realize there are others only a few yards 
across the river, who have arrived there by car, etc. and are 
yelling, shoutink swimming and throwing rocks your direc- 
tion? To develop the trail would be to mix your recreation 
values. You are suppose to have studied enlightened recrea- 
tional planning and to present the public with a plan which 
reflects this training. Wedon't need another experience of a 
city park with a river running through it. What you are 
proposing to add will subtract from the wild and scenic 
qualities of this river system. I feel that you know this to be 
true but it is hard for a bureaucracy not towant toplaybigger 
role and therefore tojustify it by proposinggreater develop 
ment. The Merced River, in the limited and narrow coarse 
from El Portal to Briceburg, can not be all things to all 
people. The river's best value is wild and scenic: do the right 
thing and let it be! 

ANSWER The Forest Service and BLM are endorsing 
the north side trail proposal (on the existing railroad grade 
on the Incline Road) completed by the National Parks Rails 
and Trails organization for the Merced River. Alternative C 
is recommending that the hiking biking and horse trail be 
implemented if endorsed by all agencies. The implementa- 
tion of this project will not subtract from the river's "Recrea- 

tional" classification. The public experience level for this 
existing river corridor is already within the most developed 
recreation oriented class. The river already has a high variety 
of river based (rafting, mining, fishing) and land based 
(motels, restaurants, major highways, campgrounds) oppor- 
tunitieswithin a moderately natural environment. The more 
natural wild and scenic experiences are found on the South 
Fork of the Merced. The South Fork is classified "Wild" and 
"Scenic" and zoned to these more natural public experience 
levels. 

THESE ARE "CULTURAWHISTORICAL" PUBLIC 
COMMENTS. THE AGENCY ANSWERS FOLLOW 
THE COMMENTS. T H E  COMMENTS WERE 
RECEIVED AS A RESULT OF PUBLISHING THE 
PROJECT DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT 
STATEMENT AND PLAN, EACH COMMENT NUM- 
BER REFERS TO A PUBLIC LE7TER WHICH IS ON 
FILE. 

12.4 
COMMENT Speaking of the Miwok, one of the most 

important efforts in the South Fork Merced River corridor 
is to set aside a tract of land for Miwok use and management. 
The USFS needs to take the initiative. F i  years from now 
the people involved with this plan will be gone. The plan's 
concepts operating is a matter of fact. But this part of our 
world will be a better place and the plan remembered if only 
that the Miwok can see a small portion of good will and 
justice. The present stewards of the forest can return a 
portion of it back to the original stewards. This needs to be 
addressed now. 

ANSWER Decisions concerning this Miwok issue are 
outside the terms of reference of this W&SR EISE'lan. 
Giving public lands now owned by all the people of the 
United States back to specific Native Americans tribes to 
manage is a forest-wide policy issue and effects Forest Ser- 
vice and other agency administered lands throughout 
California and the Nation. This issue should either be ad- 
dressed at the Forest, Regional, National or Congressional 
Planning levels. See also answer 52.6,58.2. 

34.6 
COMMENT Under Alternative C, Section 3.5 in the 

DEIS there is the statement "...and renovations to a minimal 
of imoorted turn of the ceuturv mriod items in accordance 
with &cheological guidelinesf~i has been stated that these 
building would be placed on existing foundations. However, 
the existing foundations are also turn of the century and 
~robablv not acce~table under buildie code reauirements. 
+here i; nothing tb prevent these buil%ng frombeing used 
as shelters; therefore they will become de facto "habitable 
structures." Sealing the entrances and boarding up the win- 
dows would not be effective for preventing entry. Persons 
who are willing to break down a locked gate to gain access 
to a road would not hesitate to breach any seals on such 
building. 

ANSWER For a few years the Hite Cove area will not be 
touched. More historic studies have to be made before any 
new toilet building or renovations or removal decisions can 
be made to the existing mining structures. More prehistoric 



studies have to be completed concerning the Native 
American cultures before the site can be touched. A site plan 
showing exactly what is planned and when: it should be 
placed will have to made before anything gets moved, 
removed, or retained. The site plan will recommend what 
existing mining structures will stay, what wiU be interpreted, 
where the new toilet buildmg will be placed, where the new 
foot-bridge will be placed, where the trails will be located 
and what existing Native American or archeological 
treasures should be retained or removed. There will be no 
habitable structures. However. existing structures may be 
used to facilitate operation and maintenance of the area 
resources. 

44.3 
COMMENT Department of the Interior P O I )  Cultural 

Resources- Mitigation measures, management user controls 
and planning controls are all cited as effecting potential 
impacts to cultural resources. Analysis should b;: brovided 
reeardine the effectiveness ofthese measures oneach of the 
p~ent ia~mpac ts  mentioned. It would also be useful to know 
how each of these categories differ. 

ANSWER These mitigation measures are generic to 
specific areas within the Wid and Scenic River comdor. A 
management user control around the 2 mile long Hite Cove 
area will be to keep the public out of designated archeologi- 
cal sites by not identifying the resource. The effectiveness of 
this procedure is known and therefore requires no funher 
analysis. A planning control like not allowing the public to 
use the north side route to Hite Cove is effective because the 
archeological sites will not be effected and therefore re- 
quires no further analysis. These mitigation measures were 
identified in the Final EISPlan. 

52.6 
COMMENT Some local people think that local Indian 

Native Americans should be deeded and given title to some 
lands along the South Fork. A Native Leader is reported to 
be buried in a secrct location somewhere in the south Fork 
watershed Youaddressed thisissue at the Nov5.1990oublic r 

hearing saving that the Indian communitv did not resoond to 
your reiudst For input to the plan. Can't you understid that 
the American Indian all over the U.S. totally mistrust those 
representing the U.S. Government. You need to go to ex- 
tremes with tons of patience to reach them. Did you try to 
reach them through others whom they can trust? This it 
seems to me is a critical arca not considered in your DEIS. 
You must correct this omission! 

ANSWER No specific facts or recommendations were 
presented by any Native American individual or group con- 
cerning this issue during this planning process. The final 
EISlPlan did not deal with this issue of giving public lands 
back to Native Americans within an existing Congressionally 
designated Wild and Scenic River corridor. The issue is 
outside the mandate of this EIS/Plan and decision making 
process. The issue should be raised at the National Congres- 
sional level. Please revicw answer 12.4, 58.2 for further 
details. 

56.2 
COMMENT Any construction of commercial facilities 

on public lands would not be. permitted because of the 

prehistoric and historical archeological resources of the 
area. Construction of vulnerable uses in a fire-prone remote 
area of South Fork is perhaps inviting more opportunities 
and invitations to illegal artifact collecting. For the above 
reasons we encourage you to vote for Alternative #B. 

ANSWER No construction of commercial facilities were 
recommended in the DEIS within the Hite Cove area nor are 
there any commercial facilities recommenced in the Final 
EIS's preferred Alternative C. 

582 
COMMENT I would like tu suggcst that aparccl cncom- 

oassine the Place where Chief Tenava's ashes are buried be 
&en io the Miwok Tribe if they Lould have it and that 
activities in the area be limited to those sensitive to the 
existence of sacred ground. 

ANSWER Please review answers 12.4,526. This plan is 
not a decision making process for this issue. We are how- 
ever, going to conduct a more historic and prehistoric ar- 
cheological analysis of this Hite Cove area's past before we 
make any more site decisions. 

61.2 
COMMENT In Alternative C, the EIS mentions the 

relocation of "minimum historic structures" to Hite Cove. 
What structures do you have in mind? How will they be 
transported? Are they structures originally associated with 
Hite Cove or just brought in for visual attractiveness? Are 
they the mining equipment offered by Garoogian? In alter- 
native C, the EIS has not made any projections of the in- 
creased traffic counts (pedestrian and motorized) that 
enhancement of Hite Cove historical values will generate. 
Provide a traffic study. 

ANSWER Thc pielerred Alternative C is recommend- 
ing that the relocation of historic structures within the Hitc 
Cove arca mavbc necessarv. This includes the existing struc- 
tures (buildin& and minin;! infrastructure). If these ;xisting 
building had to be torn down, the possible importation of 
one or two of Garoogian's small buildings will be considered 
and then transported as necessary to the site via the north 
route. These buildings are to have a motif in character with 
the 1900s. They will be the same scale as the existing struc- 
tures. They might store mining elements that can be inter- 
preted. The interpretation will be static, no moving mining 
parts. One building might store the toilet building that wifl 
also be. imported to the site. Any removed or imported 
structure will be approved by existing archeological Statc 
guidelines. A site plan is to be completed before any existing 
site element is removed, imported or reconstructed within 
this area. In summarythe area will retain the same character 
and looks that exists in 1991 and not the looks of the 1890s 
when approximately MO people may have lived within the 
area. 

61.6 
COMMENT The EIS does not adequately describe the 

current status and potential impact on archaeological and 
ethnohistorical sites on the South Fork of the Merced River. 
A survey is mentioned in the public scoping comments, but 
not described. The middle Fork relies on previous surveys. 
Acomprehensive survey and detailed mitigation plan should 
be required before any alternative is implemented. 



ANSWER A surface historical and prehistorical survey COMMENT NUMBER REFERS TO A PUBLIC LET- 
has been partly completed for the Hite Cove area. AU sur- TER WHICH IS ON FILE. 
face elements that exist havebeen recorded. This suwevwill 
be completed when further subsurface archeeologicai and 
ethnohistorical sites are identified. Before Alternative C is 
implemented, a comprehensive archaeological survey and a 
site concept location and mitigation plan will be completed 
for the HiteCove area within the W&SR river corridor. This 
action will be done before the foot-bridge and toilet building 
is site located, before any rehabilitation or removal of any 
existing mining building is completed and before any zones 
are allocated, retained or interpreted for Native American 
cultural reasons. 

61.7 
COMMENT The EIS fails to take into account current 

native american uses of the two river basins for traditional 
religious and subsistence activities. These activities are 
protected under the Native American Heritage Act. The 
area is currently so used. Provision must be made under any 
alternative to protect religiously signXcant locations, to ac- 
commodate collection of plant materials required for 
religious activities, and to protect traditional plant collection 

r l  areas from further damage and depletion. 
ANSWER The Ftnal EISmlan takes into account all 

necessary existing past and current Native American infor- 
mation required to make a decision on the preferred Alter- 
native C. Any new or existing activity within the wild and fl scenic river plan's 33 miles corridor is subject to State's 
Archeological and standards and will be monitored by staff 
agency archaeologists. Before any management activities 
(rehabilitate the camping areas alone the Incline Road or 
construct a foot-bridge at the Hite Cove area) is completed, 
a cultural resource inventory of the specific sites will be 
completed with necessary mitigation measures taken. 

71.3 
COMMENT While I have no objection to the 

reconstruction of historic mining building at or near Hite 
k.i Cove, without year roundvehicle access I wouldquestion the 

practicality of that decision. The traffic usually necessary to 
justify such operations would not be there; and whether 

I I these buildings are likely to long survive the inevitable fues 
that will sweeD the canyon (and long a m  burned down the 
historic struc&es at ~ i t e  dove) is or eiual concern. 

ANSWER Alternative C is recommending retaining the 
existine two old minine buildines at the Hite Cove area. The - - 
new solar, no-water t k e  toilet could be located in one of 
them. Importing one or two buildings of equal scale and 
motif could be completed if the existing ones have to be 
removed for safety reasons. The idea is to keep the area 
looking pretty much like it is today. Inside one of the build- 
ings could be a static interpretive display. Necessary fire 
pretention measures will be established and implemented 
for all structures. 

THESE ARE "FIRE" PUBLIC COMMENTS. THE 
AGENCY ANSWERS FOLLOW THE COMMENTS. 
THE COMMEWS WERE RECEIVED AS A RESULT 
OF PUBLISHING THE PROJECT DRAFT ENVIRON- 

1.4,2.4 15.4, 16.4, 
COMMENT The DEIS points out that Alternative D 

wiU produce the highest potential for fue. I would submit 
that Alternative C has asienificantlvereater ootential for fire 
than Alternative B, th&use of a'&vities iuch as alcohol 
consumption and shooting. 

ANSWER Alternatives A and B have a higher potential 
for fue than Alternative C along the Merced River because 
more controlled instead of dispersed campsites are rewm- 
mended along the river canyon. Alternatives B and C have 
an equal potential for fire along the South Fork "Wild" river 
segrnentdbecause their is no difference in their development 
scale. Alternative A and C have a ereater wtential for fue 
along the South Fork "Scenic" river iegrneniat the Hite Cove 
area than Alternative B because the motorized Four Wheel 
Drive Access is to be retained. 

113 
COMMENT Alternative C and D will be the high poten- 

tial for fire. Alternative C for sure has a significant potential 
for fire than Alternative B because of alcohol consumption 
and smoking and the shooting off of weapons. These two 
alternatives C and D iust don't harmonize with the environ- 
ment in the Hite COG area. 

ANSWER Please see answers 1.4,2.4,15.4,16.4. There 
is a strone wtential for fue with all user e rou~s  at the Hite 
Cove area: Through education this fuevrdblem can be 
mitigated. The ~ i t 6  Cove area is to be a no shooting 
area. There will be no camoine and therefore no fires al- r - 
lowed at the Hite Cove area. People will have to be respon- 
sible for their own alcohol and smoking habits withiin all 
forested areas. 

155 
COMMENT I would like all employees in this district to 

be made aware that the Hite Cove Trail closes, with no 
exception, on the day that a State I1 fue alert is declared by 
the USFS, staying closed until the fust substantial rains. My 
job would be a lot easier if that were common knowledge. 

ANSWER Your referring to the privately owned north 
side Hite Cove Trail head along Highway 140 and the one 
mile privately owned entrance at Salvages Trading Post. It is 
desirable to coordinate the fue closing dates for public 
safety. However, the remaining3 miles to Hite Cove and then 
the northern 18 miles following the South Fork Merced river 
to Wawona that are administered by the USFS may be at 
times subject to different fire control conditions and closing 
criteria. 

44.4 
COMMENT The Department of the Interior (DOI) 

Fire, Analysis for each of the alternatives should be 
provided. A conclusion is simply made that fue policies for 
the FS and BLM are compatible with all proposed alterna- 
tives. Planned and potential fire management actions should 
be described and their effects on wild and scenic river values 
for each alternative should be analyzed. 



ANSWER The final EIS shows an analysis for each of 
the Alternatives. F i e  policies for the FS and BLM are 
compatible with all Alternatives. 

69.5 
COMMENT The EPA comments, Air Quality, The 

DEIS under Section 3.3 Management Direction Common to 
all Alternative states that prescribed burns will be used for 
wildlife enhancement and fuel reduction. The Plan (under 
Section 5.4, Management Actions) states that all planned 
fuel management burns will comply with current air quality 
regulations. We recommend that the FEIS identify the 
California and Federal Clean Air Act requirements for 
meeting air quality standards for public health, and local 
plans for maintenance of air quality standards. We also 
recommend that you coordinate with the Madera and 
Mariposa Air Pollution Control Districts for compliance 
with Federal and State air quality standards and to adopt 
measures to minimize adverseimpacts to air quality, if neces- 
sary. The FEIS should demonstrate that sufficient mitigation 
measures will be implemented to assure attainment and 
maintenance of air quality standards. We also recommend 
that the FEIS include the following additional information: 
1 where the prescribed burns would be located, including 
elevation and proximity to sensitive areas such as roads and 
recreational areas 2. how many acres would be burned at a 
time; 3 what active measures, if any, wouldbe taken toreduce 
emissions from prescribed burning (e.g., backing fires, 
evaluation of mokture contcnr, and mop-up proce&res to 
rninimixsmoldering);4 the time(s) of year whcn prescribed 
burning is anticipated (we recommend that any burning of 
forest products occur only under favorable meteorological 
conditions required for smoke dispersion and attainment of 
air quality standards); and 5 permit conditions likely to be 
required by the Madera or Mariposa Air Pollution Control 
Districts for prescribed burning. 

ANSWER The principle factors affecting air quality are 
photochemical smog from the San Joaquin Valley air basin, 
airborne dust from roads, and soot and ash from prescribed 
burning or naturally occurring fires. Federal land managers 
have diuect responsibility for protecting air quality. Sources 
directly under FS control include dust from non-surfaced 
roads, and discharge of smoke and soot through prescribed 
burning. The final EIS identifies the California and Federal 
Clean Air Act requirements for meeting air quality stand- 
ards. At past prescribed fire planningprojects, the agencies 
have coordinated with necessary counties pollution control 
districts for compliance with Federal and State air quality 
standards. The FEIS will only indicate that sufficient mitiga- 
tion measweswill be implemented for these prescribed fires. 
The project level will indicate the specific mitigation 
measures, location, acres,andwhat the fue prescriptions will 
be.(See 113 Plan BMP) 

THESE ARE "GEOLOGY AND SOIL" PUBLIC 
COMMENTS. THE AGENCY ANSWERS FOLLOW 
T H E  COMMENTS. T H E  COMMENTS WERE 
RECEIVED AS A RESULT OF PUBLISHING THE 
PROJECT DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT 
STATEMENT AND PLAN. EACH COMMENT NUM- 
BER REFERS TO A PUBLIC LETTER WHICH IS ON 
FILE. 

44.6 
COMMENT Department of the Interior (DOI) Geology 

andsoil- Potential impacts from such activities as prescribed 
burning, road building, timber harvesting and the sub- 
sequent increased erosion should be analpd.  

ANSWER The potential impacts from prescribed burn- 
i ng~  within the Wild and Scenic river corridor will be 
analyzed for each project as indicated in answer 695. There 
is no road building or timber harvestingrecommended in any 
of the Wid and Scenic River EISPlan Alternatives. These 
activities are therefore not analyzed at this phase of planning. 

57.1 
COMMENT In considering the wisdom of opening the 

Hite Cove area to ORV activity observe that: Soil destruc- 
tion is directly proportionate (all other parameters constant) 
to the enera, aoolied to the surface of the soil causine failure -, . . 
of the soil in hand. This simply says that if you e;hploy a 
person to dig a ditch, two like persons with like tools (other 
variables constant) will dig twice as much ditch, three, three 
times, etc. On an average a human cannot deliver more that 
.2 horsepower in one hour while hiking a trail. Now suppose 
you designate a given area for hiking that has been deter- 
mined to be able to absorb 1OOO man hours of hiking recrea- 
tion per year without irreversible damage. You can also, if 
you wish, apply power recreation to this designated area. 
Sincewithincreased rate ofpowerto the designated area the 
land will reach the point of irreversible damage sooner. If 
the power recreation is applied at the value of 10 horse 
power then the recreation hours available from the desig- 
nated land is reduced. Thus you may give the land to a 
pedestrian for 1OOO hours, give him an ORV bike (5 to 20 
brake horsepower) and the ;sage will be reduced to40 or 10 
recreation hours. Give himanORV FWD heaw dutvand he , , 
will get less than two hours, For every 1 horsepower for 
power recreation applied to the forest you automatically 
disfranchise four other non-power users. There are in 
California in excess of 1 million ORV vehicles. Supposing 
only 1% visited Hite Cove area yearly. What would happen 
if10,OOO ORV visited Hite Cove area yearly? Your trees are 
stressed now from smog constituents. How would additional 
smog concentrated ina confined area affect Hite Cove trees? 
Future demand for FWD activities will be greater. Are you 
prepared to cope with an industry that gets its funds for 
growth from public funds through office DMV as green 
sticker funds? 

ANSWER Alternative C keeps the same access systems 
open to Hite Cove that presently exist. This includes the 
north side hiking trail toHite Cove, and the south side OHV 
route to Hite Cove. No further access systems are being 
recommended in the preferred alternative. There has been 
no significant soil damage within the W&SR corridor and 
along the north side hiking trail or along the south side OHV 
route during the past 20 years of public use. 

THESE ARE "MINERALS" PUBLIC COMMENTS. 
THE AGENCY ANSWERS FOLLOW T H E  COM- 
MENTS. THE COMMENTS WERE RECEIVED AS A 
RESULT OF PUBLISHING THE PROjECT DRAFT 



ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT AND 
PLAN, EACH COMMENT NUMBER REFERS TO A 
PUBLIC LETTER WHICH IS ON FILE. 

the second paragraph contains faLse information. Thcre arc tives.?hisanalysisshodd reflect the different levelsofvisitor 
only six miners living on mining claims along the I3 miles of use, road building, wild fire potential, ORV use and erosion. 
the Merced River. managed bv the Bureau of LandManaee- Potential imoacts to threatened And endangered nlant 

DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT 
AND PLAN, EACH COMMENT NUMBER REFERS 
TO A PUBLIC LETI'ER WHICH IS ON FILE. 

19.1 
COMMENT I wish this letter to be part of the Congres- 

sional record concerning the Environmental Impact State- 
ment, Merced River Draft 8-1-90. In Section 4.7 Minerals. 

44.7 
COMMENT Department of the Interior (DOI) Vegeta- 

tion- Analysis should be provided for the different impacts 
to vegetation from implementation of each of the alterna- 

ment (BLM). All six &ers hsve approved Plans of opera- 
tion concerning their occupancy of their claims. AU live in 
State approved structures. The mining activity on the 
Merced River is commercial, but the claimants do let the 
public pan and use small dredges on their claims. The BLM 
is attempting to install a permit system concerning dredging 
on the river, which would reduce the number of dredges on 
the river and would exclude the public at large. Also, the 
public at large is deprived access of about 3,000 feet of Public 
Domain road way along the Merced River I miles west of 
Briceburg California. The BLM has allowed a private party 

F1 to place a locked gate access the roadway which is Public 
Domain land and is in conflict with the Wid and Scenic Act, 
concerning public access. The Environmental Impact State- 
ment Draft does not address this issue. 

ANSWER The final FEIS deletes the sentences that 
began m the DEIS with " A few claimants are living on their 1 . .. 
clams m substandard structures. The legitimacy of these 
claims is in question. A few claimants appear to be in 
trespass of public lands." The FEIS has been edited and now 
indicates these facts. A few of the minors do not have ap- 
proved plans of operations. Interlocutory decisions to void 
these plans of operations were issued in January 1991. The 
claimants did not live in state approved structures. The 
structuresfailedcountyhealthandbuildingcodeinspections 
on three separate occasions. The claimants have been cited 
for violations of federal regulations regarding these struc- 

1 J 
tures and are currently scheduled for trial in federal court. 
The public at large has access along the Merced River from 
Briceburg to Bagby (outside the terms of reference of this 

I I EISPlan). The public used Merced River Trail runs this 
entire distance. There is road and vehicular access to the 
river from Briceburg to Railroad Flat." The mining struc- 
tures are subject to the same aestheticguidelinesgiven other 
structures on BLM and Forest Service lands. Most mining 
activities are commercial in nature. The miners in the past 
have allowed the public to recreation pan and use small 
dredges on their claims. The agencies are considering in- 
stalling a permit system to manage this secondary use. The 
goal will be to make sure this use protects the values for 
which the river was designated. This dredging or panning 
recreational type use will have to meet these criteria; mini- 
mize surface disturbance, sedimentation, pollution and 
visual impairment inorder to be acceptable. The responsible 
agency will make this decision. 

THESE ARE "VEGETATION" PUBLIC COM- 
MENTS. THE AGENCY ANSWERS FOLLOW THE 
COMMENTS. THE COMMENTS WERE RECEIVED 
AS A RESULT OF PUBLISHING THE PROJECT 

,, 
species shoulb also be provided. 

ANSWER An analysis and potential impacts to vegeta- 
tion and threatened and endangered species are shown in 
the FEIS. 

THESE ARE WATER" PUBLIC COMMENTS. THE 
AGENCY ANSWERS FOLLOW THE COMMENTS. 
THE COMMENTS WERE RECEIVED AS A RESULT 
OF PUBLISHING THE PROJECT DRAFT ENVIRON- 
MENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT AND PLAN, EACH 
COMMENT NUMBER REFERS TO A PUBLIC LET- 
TER WHICH IS ON FILE. 

693 
COMMENT EPA, Wid and Scenic Rivers, The Clean 

Water Act (CWA) is designed to restore and maintain the 
chemical, physical and biological integrity of the Nation's 
waters (Section 101 (a). In California, programs to imple- 
ment the CWA have been delegated to the State Water 
Resources Control Board (SWRCB) and the nine Regional 
Water Quality Control Boards (RWQCB) under Section 
208, Water Quality Management Plannin& and Section 319 
Non-point Source Management Program. Furthermore, 
pursuant to Section 1283 (c) of the Wid and Scenic Rivers 
Act, the FS and BLM are required to mperate  with EPA 
and the appropriate State water pollution control agencies 
for the purpose of eliminating or diminishing the pollution 
of waters in these rivers. The FEIS should discuss: (1) how 
CWA program implementation will be coordinated with 
EPA, SWRCB, and FWQCB; and (2) the proposed W&SR 
designations's effect on compliance with state water quality 
management plans and the Central Valley Basin Plan, in- 
cluding EPA approved water quality standards and desig- 
nated beneficial uses. 

ANSWER (1) The FEIS discusses how the CWA pro- 
gram implementation is to be coordinated with EPA, 
SWRCB and FWQCB. The BLM and FS are cooperating 
with the EPA. (2) The Merced and South Fork W&SR is 
already designated down to Briceburg, California. To our 
knowledge it already complies with state water quality 
management plans. 

69.5 
COMMENT EPA, Riparian Habitat, We suggest that 

the DEIS and Plan include more specific information 
regarding how riparian habitat along the W&SR corridors 
will be managed to protect it from grazing and recreational 
(eg., rafting access) activities. Riparian habitat is critical to 
the maintenance of water quality and beneficial uses, and 
this type ofwetland habitat has been significantly reduced in 
California. The plan includes protective measures such as 



providing water developments for cattle outside riparian 
zones to facilitate their dispersion, and completing or updat- 
ing grazing allotment plans following NEPA directions 
"when necessary." The FEIS should explain how grazing use 
would be managed (e.g., animal utilization levels and 
rioarian zone protection strateeies) to assure that rioarian 
habitatsare mha ined  or imprked. The FElS shodd also 
indicate how the FS and BLM will re-issue range allotments 
within the W&SR corridors. The Aoril 17. 1990 mcmoran- 
dum from the Chief of the FS regardi;lggra&g and livestock 
use permits with the Forest Plan states that all FS range 
allotments must comply with NEPA. Further, we suggest, 
that the FEIS reference where the Riparian Standards and 
Guidelines can be found in their entirety. We also recom- 
mend that the Plan include management actions for routine, 
on-going monitoring of grazing and recreational activities 
within theriparianzones todetennine if damage is occuning 
and what corrective measures should be instituted. The 
monitoring plan for riparian quality (under Section 10 of the 
Plan) indicates a monitoring frequency of "once before and 
after any project completion." We request that the FEIS 
include an explanation of what is meant by this frequency 
statement. We also supgest that it be modified to include -- 
routine, on-going monitoring. 

ANSWER The BLM and Forest Service understand that 
riparian habitat is critical to the maintenance of water 
quality. The riparian vegetation within the river corridors 
will be managed.(See 11.3 Plan BMP, 1-8 to 1-19 and 8-2 to 
8-4). More specific information like AUM allocations within 
the W&SR corridors will be delineated in the specific range 
allotment plans. These specific range allotment plans will 
include lands both within and outside the W&SR corridors 
because the existing permits boundary lines already exists 
both inside and outside the W&SR corridors. These allot- 
ment implementation plans will follow the NEPA process. 
This EISPlan is not thevehicle to specify the detailed AUM 
allocations or other detailed recommendations. Forest 
riparian guidelines have been developed and will be avail- 
able in both Forest Land Resource Management Plms 
which are scheduled to be published soon. This Final Plan 
has been revised to include more on-going monitoring of 
gra7ing and recreational activities with the-riparian zoies. 
Monitoring is critical to implementation of this Plan. 

69.2 
COMMENT EPA, Water Quality, Section 404 of Clean 

Water Act (CWA), The DEIS states that under Alternative 
C and D, bridges would be constructed across the South 
Fork of the Merced River at the Hite Cove and Devil's Gulch 
river crossings. If the selected alternative includes these 
features, the FEIS should discuss whether these activities 
would require a CWA Section 404 permit from the U.S. 
Army Corps of Engineers (COE). Section 404 regulates the 
discharge of dredged or f a  material into waters of the 
United States, including wetlands, riparian areas, and other 
special aquatic sites. If these features were selected, we 
request that the FS and BLM work closely with the COE to 
ensure that bridge construction activities are consistent with 
Section 404's statutory and regulatory requirements. The 
Section404 regulatory authority is shared between the COE 
and EPA. EPA reviews proposed activities for compliance 
with Federal Guidelines for Specilication of Disposal Sites 

for Dredged or Fill Materials (40 CFR 230), promulgated 
pursuant to Section 404 (b) (1) of the CWA. Therefore, if 
bridges are proposed under the selected alternative, we 
recommend ihai thc FElS include detailed information on 
the following: (1) the type of activities (c.g., fill of wetlands 
and other special aquaticsites as a result of stream crossings) 
which would be subject to Section 404 permit review; (2) 
alternatives to these proposed activities; (3) the estimated 
number of acres subject to Section 404 jurisdiction that 
would be fdled; (4) the types and quantities of fill material 
that would be discharged into waters of the United States, 
including wetlands, riparian areas, and other special aquatic 
sites; and (5) appropriate and practicable measures to com- 
pensate for the unavoidable loss of wetlands and other 
waters of the United States. To comply with the 404 (b) (1) 
Guidelines, the proposed activity which is subject to a CWA 
Section 404 permit must meet the following criteria: 1. The 
proposed discharge must be the practicable alternative 
which would have the least adverse impact on the aquatic 
ecosystem (40 CRF WO.lO(a)). All practicable alternatives 
to the proposed discharge which do not involve a discharge 
into wetlands and other special aquatic sites are presumed 
to have less adverse impact on the aquatic ecosystem unless 
clearly demonstrated other wise by the applicant (40 CFR 
230.10 (a) (3)). 2. The proposed activity does not violate 
State adopted, EPA approved water quality standards or 
jeopardize the continued existence of any species listed as 
threatened or endangered under the Federal Endangered 
Species Act (40 CFR 230.10(b)). 3. The proposed activity 
must not cause or contribute to the significant degradation 
of waters of the United States, including wetlands and other 
special aquatic sites (40 CFR 2%. 10 (c)). Significant 
degradation includes the lossof fish and wildlife habitat and 
the loss of other wetland habitat values and functions. Sig- 
niiicant degradation also includes cumulative impacts. 4. All 
appro~riate and practicable steps have been taken to mini- .. . 
mix advcrse impactson the aquatic ecosystem (i.e., mitiga- 
tion) (40CFR 230.10(d)). It  iscssential that the B a n d  BLM 
undertake every practicable effort to first avoid and then 
reduce the amount of f d  placed intg waters of the United 
States. The alternatives analysis in the FEIS should fully 
document the avoidance and minimize adverse impacts on 
aquatic ecosystems and should demonstrate that the 
proposed alignment at specific stream crossings is the least- 
damaging practicable alternative. 

ANSWER The preferred alternative C indicates that 
bridges across the South Fork Merced River are recom- 
mended somewhere at theHite Cove andDevils Gulch area. 
The bridges will be designed to accommodate pedestrians 
and horses only. At the next design phase, another team of 
agency personnel will dctermineihe~cxact bridge sitc loca- 
tions that are the least-damaeine to the sites. (See 113 Plan 
BMP 2-17). This professi&ardesign team will include 
professional civil engineers with experience in foot-bridge 
design and the 404 permitting process. The team will coor- 
dinate with other agencies, prepare the necessary environ- 
mental documents, analyze the site impacts, design the 
bridge facility and monitor the bridge construction. The 
bridges will meet all established federal and state regula- 
tions, including Section 404, that pertains to facilities on 
Forest Service administered lands and rivers. The BLM will 



not be involved in this case since the bridges win be on FS 
administered lands only. 

THESE ARE "FISHERIES AND WILDLIFE" I 
PUBLIC COMMENTS. THE AGENCY ANSWERS I 
FOLLOW THE COMMENTS. THE COMMENTS 
WERE RECEIVED AS A RESULT OF PUBLISHING I . -- --- ~ - - ~  --  - -------- ~ - 
THE PROJECT DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT I 
STATEMENT AND PLAN, EACH COMMENT NUM- 
BER REFERS TO A PUBLIC LETTER WHICH IS ON 
FILE. 

44.5 
COMMENT Department of the Interior (DOI), 

Fiiheries, the conclusions for Alternative C are confusii. It 
is stated both that the existingfishery maybe maintained and 
also that there will be a decrease in fishine aualitv. Fihew 
maintenance is not the same as decreased-qhlity: Analysis / should be provided and the situation ciar5ed. For Alterna- 
tive D. a mitieation measure has "the California Denartment 
of ~ i s h  and &me Limiting the flow of people." ~ o & a l l ~  this 
is a management action only within the authority of the land 
managemint agency. potential impacts to thc fishery from 
increased sedimentation, prescribed burning, road building, 
recreational suction dredging, and other forms of recrea- 
tional mining should he analyzed. 

ANSWER Thank you for finding this error concerning 
the increase and decrease statements in the DEIS. It is 
corrected in the FEIS. The Alternative D mitigation 
measure has been edited. Anticipated impacts from project 
level prescribed burning will be analyred at the project 
prescription level. There will be no new road building or 
recreational mining but these issues are mentioned in the 
EIS. 

61.8 
COMMENT The wildlife section does not discuss the. 

!. f status of peregrine falcons in the area. However, Alternative 
D requires a swvey for falcon habitat before implementa- 

,. tion. This survey should be conducted regardless of the 
alternative selected. What is the current status of the area as ! I peregrine falcon habitat? 

ANSWER The DEIS and FEIS indicates that The  area 
offers potential nestingfor the endangered peregrine falcon" 
along the South Fork Merced River. However, there have 
been no recorded peregrine falcon sighting,. Alternative D 
indicates a survey because more anticipated facilities would 
be planned along the potential falcon habitat zones. Alter- 
native C recommends no facilities along the potential falcon 
habitat zones and therefore no surveys are required prior to 
implementation of this alternative. 

69.4 
COMMENT EPA, Antidegration Policy, The DEIS 

should discuss whether water quality in the management 
area exceeds levels necessary to support fish, wildlife and 
recreation. Pursuant to the Federal Antidegradation Policy 
(40 CFR 131.12), existing in-stream water uses and water 
quality necessary to protect the existing uses shall be main- 
tained and protected. Furthermore, where quality of waters 

exceed levels necessary to support propagation of fish, 
sheWish, and wildlife and recreation in and on the water, that 
quality shall be maintained and protected. We believe that 
the W&SR designation for the South Fork and Merced 
River has the potential to complement Antidegradation 
goals. This should be viewed as a potential benefit in terms 
of protection of existing water quality and maintenance of 
beneficial uses. We suggest that the FEIS identify (1) the 
beneficial uses for all waters in the W&SR comdors (e.g., 
native trout) and (2) any waters within these areas classified 
as "high quality." We also suggest that the FEIS describe how 
Standards and Guidelioes, Best Management Practices and 
other measures, designed to minimize water quality impacts 
from activities such as grazing and mining will ensure con- 
sistency with the Antidegradation Policy. Further, we 
recommend that the FS and BLM coordinate with the 
Central Valley Regional Water Quality Control Board on 
water quality issues. 

ANSWER (1) The Forest Land Management Plan will 
identify the beneficial uses for all waters within the forests 
administrative land boundaries. (2) The waters classified as 
high quality will be identified within these forest land use 
documents.ThisFE1S has referred to the Best Management 
Practices (See 11.3 Plan) and other measures designed to 
minimize water quality impacts from activities such as graz- 
ing and mining. 

69.7 
COMMENT The Plan also includes the management 

action to implement Spotted Owl Habitat Area (SOHA) 
management plans as developed by the Forests. We under- 
stand that the FS is considering implementing the Habitat 
Conservation Area (HCA) system, as recommended by the 
May 1990 report prepared by Jack Ward Thomas, et al., 
entitled "A conservation Strategy for the Northern Spotted 
Owl."The FEIS should explain whether the HCA system for 
the SOHA system is most appropriate for managing spotted 
owls within the W&SR comdors. 

ANSWER Northern Spotted owls do not inhabit the 
Sierra or Stanislaus Forests and are not found in the W&SR 
corridor.The owl strategy for the forestswillbe shown in the 
completed Land Management Planscheduled to be publish- 
ed this October 1991. 
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In Reply Refer To: 
ER 90/820 

Mr. James L. Boynton 
Forest Supervisor 
Sierra National Forest 
1600 Tollhouse Road 
Clovis, California 93612 

Dear Mr. Boynton: 

Thank you for the opportunity to review the Merced and South Fork 
Merced Wild and Scenic River environmental impact statement (EIS) 
and implementation plan. Our comments follow. 

fl 
R) 

Procedural Comments 

The EIS lacks an identified proposed action for the public and 
other reviewing agency's to evaluate and analyze. Such an 
omission hinders informed public participation regarding the 
draft document (DES). In addition, without a properly defined 
proposal presented for agency review in the DES, effective and 
complete evaluation of potential impacts to Department of the 
Interior ( M I )  lands and authorities cannot occur. 

No explanation is provided of issues and alternatives identified 
in scoping, but not considered significant enough for analysis. 

No analysis is provided for adverse environmental effects which 
cannot be avoided, the relationship between short-term uses of 
man's environment and the maintenance and enhancement of long- 
term productivity, and any irreversible or irretivevable 
commitments of resources. 

It is essential that there be a ''Wild and Scenic Valuesn topic 
for analysis in the environmental consequence chapter. Without 
such a topic, as the document now exists, nei !h er the public nor 
the decisionmaker can succinctly understand potential impacts to 
wild and scenic river values. 

Qualitative Comments 

Management actions for each alternative are unclear, particularly 
in regard to public lands administered by the Bureau of Land 
Management. Such planned or potential actions as mineral 
activity and/or development, timber harvesting, road building, 
prescribed burning, etc., should be clearly described. 
There is no analysis of identified threatened or endangered 
species of plants and/or animals. 



The impact analysis discussion would be greatly improved if the 
relative magnitude of impacts was projected and analysis was 
provided to support the conclusions made. For example, user 
estimates, present and projected, would facilitate determining 
the potential magnitude of visitor impacts. 

"Available mitigation1* measures are mentioned but a thorough 
discussion explaining their effectiveness is not provided. 

Technical Comments 

Cultural Resources - Mitigation measures, management user 
controls and planning controls are all cited as effecting 
potential impacts to cultural resources. Analysis should be 
provided regarding the effectiveness of these measures on each of 
the potential impacts nenticnod. It would also be useful to know 
how each of these categories differ. 

Fire - Analysis for each of the alternatives should be provided. 
A conclusion is simply made that fire policies for the FS and BLM 
are compatible with all proposed alternatives. Planned and 
potential fire management actions should be described and their 
effects on wild and scenic river values for each alternative 
should be analyzed. 

Fisheries - The conclusions for Alternative C are confusing. It 
is stated both that the existing fishery may be maintained and 
also that there will be a decrease in fishing quality. Fishery 
maintenance is not the same as decreased quality. Analysis 
should be provided and the situation clarified. For Alternative 
D, a mitigation measure has "the California Department of Fish 
and Game limiting the flow of peoplen. Normally this is 
management action only within the authority of the land 
management agency. 

Potential impacts to the fishery from increased sedimentation 
from prescribed burning, road building, recreational suction 
dredging, and other forms of recreational mining should be 
analyzed. 

Geolwv and Soil - Potential impacts from s u e  activities as 
prescribed burning, road building, timber harvesting and the 
subsequent increased erosion should analyzed. 

Veaetation - Analysis should be provided for the different 
impacts to vesetation from im~lementation of each of the 
alternatives.- This analysis should reflect the different levels 
of visitor use, road building, wild fire potential, ORV use and 
erosion. Potential impacts to threatened and endangered plant 
species should also be provided. 



Wildlife - Potential inpacts to threatened and endangered animal 
species should be analyzed for each alternative. 

Again, thank you for the opportunity to comment. 

Sincerely, 

//onathan P. Deason 
irector 

of Environmental Affairs 



Mariposa County 
Board of Supervisors 

DISTRICT I . . . . . . . .  ARTHUR G.  BAGGETT.IR. 
DISTRICT 2.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  SALLY 5. PUNTE 
~ I S T R I C T  1 ................ ERIC I .  ERICKSON 
DlSTRlCT 4 ...... GEORGE P. R A D A N O V I C H  
DISlllCTS.. ........... GERTRUDE R. TABER 

6ts * 
IOHN W. McCAMMAN -. 
Adminiarativr Olliccr 

Ice 3 
MARGIE WILLIAMS 
Clrrh 01 Ik Board 

P.O. lot 7M 
MARIPOSA.CALIFORNIA 95338 

(209)966-3222 

Mr. Jim Boynton 
U.S. Forest Supervisor 
Sierra National Forest 
Fed. Bldg. Room 3211 
1130 "On Street 
Fresno, CA 93721 

Dear Jim, 

Thank you for the opportunity to review the Merced Wild and 
Scenic diver Management Plan. Our Board agrees with the 
basic preferred alternative C with a few exceptions and 
additions as noted below. Wally, Tom, Bryan, and Nick have 
done a good job dealing with tough issues and diverse 
interest groups. 

1. By unanimous vote of the Board of Supervisors, the 
attached resolution was passed which states that after much 
discussion we believe it to be in the County's and Hites 
Cove's best interest to close the Hites Cove Road at the gate 
at Jerseydale. 

2. Any bridges built along the South Fork should be designed 
for equestrian and foot travel with measures to prevent 
access by motorized bikes. 

3. We agree, the designated camping areas along Incline Road 
are sorely needed. In developing the detailed plans, we ask 
that you consider the need for water for fir6 protection, 
fire safe clearances, additional rest rooms, and protection 
of the riparian habitat. If we can be of assistance in 
implementing this plan please contact me. 

Thanks again for the opportunity to comment. 

Stncerely, 

-. 
Chairman 



ATTEST : 

APPROVED AS TO FORM AND LEGAL SUFFICIENCY: 



MARIPOSA COUNTY RESOLUTION NO. 90-568 

A RESOLUTION TO PROHIBIT OHV ACCESS TO THE 
"SCENIC" SEGMENT OF THE SOUTH FORK MERCED 

WHEREAS, the segment of the South Fork Merced Wild and 
Scenic River vhich includes the Hite Cove area has been 
classified by the Sierra National Forest Service as "Scenic"; and 

WHEREAS, the Draft Implementation Plan for this segment 
permits continued access by Off-Highway Vehicles (OHVs); and 

WHEREAS, the DEIS concedes that the preferred Alternative 
will result in increased instances of illegal activities such as 
vandalism, grafitti and artifact collecting; and 

f'? WHEREAS, the Implementation Plan does not include any 
provisions for preventing these illegal activities; and 

WHEREAS, the BLM has reported many instances of accidents 
and injuries involving OHV users vhich required emergency 
assistance; and 

WHEREAS, the Implementation Plan does not include any 
proposals for providing such emergency services; and 

WHEREAS, Hariposa County is not prepared to provide such 
emergency assistance. 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Mariposa County Board 

tl of Supervisors, a political subdivision of the State of 
California, that they petition the Sierra National Forest Land 
Hanaqement Team to alter their proposed plan and prohibit OHV 
access to the "Scenicn segment of the South Fork Merced. 

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Mariposa County Board of 
Supervisors this 13th day of November, 1990, by the folloving 
vote : 

AYES : BAGGETT, PLTNTE, ERICKSON, RADANOVICH, TABER 
NOES : NONE 
ABSENT: NONE 
ABSTAINED: NONE 



UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
REGION IX 

75 Hawthorne Street 
San Francisco, Ca. 94105 

5 DEC 1990 

Mr. James L. Boynton 
Forest Supervisor 
Sierra National Forest 
1600 Tollhouse Road 
Clovis, California 93612 

Dear Mr. Boynton: 

The Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) has reviewed the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) and Draft Implementation 
Plan (Plan) for the South Fork and Merced Wild and Scenic River. 
We have reviewed this document pursuant to the National Environ- 
mental Policy Act (NEPA) and Section 309 of the Clean Air Act. 
Our detailed comments on this proposed action are enclosed. 

Under Public Law 100-149, signed in November 1987, Wild and 
Scenic River (W&SR) status was given to 114 miles of the Merced 
River system, including 71 miles of the Merced River and 43 miles 
of the South Fork Merced River. The proposed action provides 
management guidelines to be followed by the Forest Service (FS) 
and the Bureau of Land Management (BLM) for 36 miles of W&SR cor- 
ridors along the Merced and South Fork Merced Rivers on lands ad- 
ministered by these agencies. The remaining miles of W&SR COP 
ridors,are managed by the National Park Service (NPS) and are not 
part qY the proposed action described in this DEIS and Plan. 

tl 
e South Fork and Merced W&SR DEIS and Plan identify and analyze 

rONsi four management alternatives. The final Implementation Plan will 
be tiered to the Land and Resource Management Plans for the 

'J-('-'' Sierra and Stanislaus National Forests, and BLM's Merced River 
rsupv _Kihllagement Plan. These alternatives are: Alternative A, which 
M --continues present recreational use; Alternative B, which em- 
-- phsizes limited and dispersed recreational facilities; Alterna- 
Ric - -t*e C, which emphasizes moderate recreational improvements; and 
Plt: . -. 'XTfernotive -. - - D, which emphasizes maximum recreational use. Alter- 
WICF ..native C is the FS1s and BLM's preferred alternative and the 
--. - --basis for the Plan. 
TH - .-- - - --. .. 
FM . ' I T S  - DEIS acknowledges that selection of Alternative B would 
--. .result in the greatest protection of W&SR values of any alterna- 
WV: .t.iw. The document also identifies that implementation of Alter- - -. - -. . 
UMCS native B could result in improvement of water quality; would 

-JjZTvide the highest level of protection to biodiversity: and -.-.-- - 
LMP ..---- 
MScjl!Wk:: ..-- 
cn -- 
DISIRiC!S A Prinrcd on Recyrl~d Pqwr 
(1mrrJ 4 



would prohibit construction of bridges across the Merced River. 
Therefore, we recommend selection of Alternative B as the en- 
vironmentally preferred alternative. 

We have classified this DEIS as follows: Alternatives A and B as 
llLO-l,vl Lack of Objections, Adequate Information; and Alterna- 
tives C (proposed action) and D as "EC-2,*1 Environmental Concerns - Insufficient Information. 
The proposed Alternative C (moderate recreational use) and Alter- 
native D (maximum recreational use) are rated "EC" because we 
have concerns about potential adverse impacts to wetlands and 
other waters of the United States resulting from the proposed 
construction of bridges across the South Fork of the Merced River 
at the Hite Cove and Devil's Gulch river crossings. We are also 
concerned that implementation of Alternatives C and D would have 
greater potential to reduce natural resource values, including 
water quality, riparian habitat, fisheries and biodiversity. 

Our finding of insufficient information ("2" rating) for Alterna- 
tives C and D as described in the DEIS is based on lack of infor- 
.mation whether the proposed bridges across the River would be 
subject to regulatory review under Section 404 of the Clean Water 
Act. Also, the DEIS and Plan contain no specific mitigation 
measures for impacts associated with the proposed river cross- 
ings. 

We appreciate the opportunity to rev.iew this DEIS. Please send 
three copies of the Final Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS) 
to this office at the same time it is officially filed with our 
Washington, D.C. office. If you have any questions, please con- 
tact me at (415) 744-1567, or have your staff contact Ruth Pratt 
at (415) 744-1570. n 

Off ice of External Affairs 

Enclosure 

cc: Central Valley RWQCB, Fresno, CA 
Madera Co. APCD, Madera, CA 
Mariposa Co. APCD, Mariposa, CA 
CDFG, Div. of Env. Serv., Sacramento, CA 
Field Sup., FWS, Sacramento, CA 
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General Comments 

We support the features of the DEIS and Plan which (1) prohibit 
timber harvesting within all W&SR corridors; and (2) encourage 
acquisition of private parcels within these corridors as they be- 
come available. 

Water Ouality 

Section 404 of Clean Water Act (CWAL 

The DEIS states that under Alternatives C and D, bridges would be 
constructed across the South Fork of the Merced River at the Hite 
Cove and Devil's Gulch river crossings. If the selected alterna- 
tive includes these features, the FEIS should discuss whether 
these activities would require a CWA Section 404 permit from the n- l  

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (COE). Section 404 regulates the 
discharge of dredged or fill material into waters of the Untied 
States, including wetlands, riparian areas, and other special 
aquatic sites. If these features were selected, we request that 
the FS and BLM work closely with the COE to ensure that bridge 
construction activities are consistent with Section 404's 
statutory and regulatory requirements. 

The Section 404 regulatory authority is shared between the COE 
and EPA. EPA reviews proposed activities for compliance with 
Federal Guidelines for S~ecification of Dis~osal Sites for 
Dredaed or Fill Materials (40 CFR 230), promulgated pursuant to 
Section 404(b)(l) of the CWA. Therefore, if bridges are proposed 
under the selected alternative, we recommend that the FEIS in- 
clude detailed information on the following: kl 
(1) the type of activities (e.g., fill of wetlands and 

other special aquatic sites as a result of stream 
crossings) which would be subject to Section 404 
permit review; 

(2) alternatives to these proposed activities; 

(3) the estimated number of acres subject to Section 404 juris- 
diction that would be filled; 

(4) the types and quantities of fill material that would be dis- 
charged into waters of the United States, including wet- 
lands, riparian areas, and other special aquatic sites: and 

(5) appropriate and practicable measures to compensate for the 
unavoidable loss of wetlands and other waters of the United 
States. 
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To comply with the 404(b)(l) Guidelines, the proposed activity 
which is subject to a CWA Section 404 permit must meet the fol- 
lowing criteria: 

1. The proposed discharge must be the practicable alternative 
which would have the least adverse impact on the aquatic ecosys- 
tem (40 CFR 230.10(a)). All practicable alternatives to the 
proposed discharge which do not involve a discharge into wetlands 
and other special aquatic sites are presumed to have less adverse 
impact on the aquatic ecosystem unless clearly demonstrated 
otherwise by the applicant (40 CFR 230.10(a) (3) ) . 
2. The proposed activity does not violate State-adopted, EPA- 
approved water quality standards or jeopardize the continued ex- 

f I 
istence of any species listed as threatened or endangered under 
the Federal Endangered Species Act (40 CFR 230.10(b)). 

3 .  The proposed activity must not cause or contribute to sig- 
nificant degradation of waters of the United States, including 
wetlands and other special aquatic sites (40 CFR 230.10(c)). 
Significant degradation includes the loss of fish and wildlife 
habitat and the loss of other wetland habitat values and func- 
tions. Significant degradation also includes cumulative impacts. 

4. All appropriate and practicable steps have been taken to min- 
imize adverse impacts on the aquatic ecosystem (i.e., mitigation) 
(40 CFR 230.10(d)). It is essential that the FS and BLM under- 
take every practicable effort to first avoid and then reduce the 
amount of fill placed into waters of the United States. The al- 

11 ternatives analysis in the FEIS should fully document the 
avoidance and minimization of adverse impacts on aquatic ecosys- 

n tems and should demonstrate that the proposed alignment at 
specific stream crossings is the least-damaging practicable al- 
ternative. 

Wild and Scenic Rivers 

The CWA is designed to restore and maintain the chemical, physi- 
cal and biological integrity of the Nation's waters (Section 
101(a)). In California, programs to implement the CWA have been 
delegated to the State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB) and 
the nine Regional Water Quality Control Boards (RWQCB) under Sec- 
tion 208, Water Quality Management Planning, and Section 319 Non- 
point Source Management Program. Furthermore, pursuant to Sec- 
tion 1283(c) of the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act, the FS and BLM 
are required to cooperate with EPA and theappropriate State 
water pollution control agencies for the purpose of eliminating 
or diminishing the pollution of waters in these rivers. The FETS 
should discuss: (1) how CWA program implementation will be coor- 
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dinated with EPA, SWRCB, and RWQCB; and (2) the proposed W&SR 
designation's effect on compliance with state water quality 
management plans and the Central Valley Basin Plan, including 
EPA-approved water quality standards and designated beneficial 
uses. 

Antidearation Policy 

The DEIS should discuss whether water quality in the management 
area exceeds levels necessary to support fish, wildlife and 
recreation. Pursuant to the Federal Antidegradation Policy (40 
CFR 131.12), existing instream water uses and water quality 
necessary to protect the existing uses shall be maintained and 
protected. Furthermore, where quality of waters exceed levels 
necessary to support propagation of fish, shellfish, and wildlife 
and recreation in and on the water, that quality shall be main- 
tained and protected. We believe that the W&SR designation for f f  

the South Fork and Merced River has the potential to complement 
Antidegradation goals. This should be viewed as a potential 
benefit in terms of protection of existing water quality and 
maintenance of beneficial uses. We suggest that the FEIS iden- 
tify (1) the beneficial uses for all waters in the W&SR corridors 

I 
(e.g., native trout) and (2) any waters within these areas clas- 
sified as "high quality." We also suggest that the FEIS describe 
how Standards and Guidelines, Best Management Practices and other 
measures, designed to minimize water quality impacts from ac- 
tivities such as grazing and mining will ensure consistency with 
the Antidegradation Policy. Further, we recommend that the FS 
and BLM coordinate with the Central Valley Regional Water Quality 
Control Board on water quality issues. 

r i 
Riparian Habitat 1.3 

We suggest that the DEIS and Plan include more specific informa- 
tion regarding how riparian habitat along the W&SR corridors will 
be managed to protect it from grazing and recreational (e.g., 
rafting access) activities, Riparian habitat is critical to the 
maintenance of water quality and beneficial uses, and this type 
of wetland habitat has been significantly reduced in California. 
The Plan includes protective measures such as providing water 
developments for cattle outside riparian zones to facilitate 
their dispersion, and completing or updating grazing allotment 
plans following NEPA directions "when necessary.8' The FEIS 
should explain how grazing use would be managed (e.g., animal 
utilization levels and riparian zone protection strategies) to 
assure that riparian habitats are maintained or improved. The 
FEIS should also indicate how the FS and BLM will re-issue range 
allotments within the W&SR corridors. The April 17, 1990 
memorandum from the Chief of the FS regarding conformance of 
grazing and livestock use permits with the Forest Plan states 
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that all FS range allotments must comply with NEPA. Further, we 
suggest that the FEIS reference where the Riparian Standards and 
Guidelines can be found in their entirety. 

We also recommend that the Plan include management actions for 
routine, on-going monitoring of grazing and recreational ac- 
tivities within the riparian zones to determine if damage is oc- 
curring and what corrective measures should be instituted. The 
monitoring plan for riparian quality (under Section 10 of the 
Plan) indicates a monitoring frequency of "once before and after 
any project completion." We request that the FEIS include an ex- 
planation of what is meant by this frequency statement. We also 
suggest that it be modified to include routine, on-going monitor- 
ing . 
Air Oualitv 

The DEIS (under Section 3.1, Management Direction Common to All 
Alternatives) states that prescribed burns will be used for 
wildlife enhancement and fuel reduction. The Plan (under Section 
5.4, Management Actions) states that all planned fuel management 
burns will comply with current air quality regulations. 

We recommend that the FEIS identify the California and Federal 
Clean Air Act requirements for meeting air quality standards for 
public health, and local plans for maintenance of air quality 
standards. We also recommend that you coordinate with the Madera 
and Mariposa Air Pollution Control Districts for compliance with 
Federal and State air quality standards and to adopt measures to 
minimize adverse impacts to air quality, if necessary. The FEIS 

It should demonstrate that sufficient mitigation measures will be 
implemented to assure attainment and maintenance of air quality 
standards. We also recommend that the FEIS include the following 

f ]  additional information: 
i I 

(1) where the prescribed burns would be located, including 
elevation and proximity to sensitive areas such as roads 
and recreational areas: 

(2) how many acres would be burned at a time; 

(3) what active measures, if any, would be taken to reduce 
emissions from prescribed burning (e.g., backing fires, 
evaluation of moisture content, and mop-up procedures 
to minimize smoldering); 

(4) the time(s) of year when prescribed burning is anticipated 
(we recommend that any burning of forest products occur 
only under favorable meteorological conditions required for 
smoke dispersion and attainment of air quality standards); 
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and 

(5) permit conditions likely to be required by the Madera or 
Mariposa Air Pollution Control Districts for prescribed 
burning. 

Biodiversity 

The Plan (under Section 5.4, Management Actions) indicates that 
hunting will be allowed within the WbSR corridors, but not around 
developed recreational sites. We suggest that the FEIS identify 
what general types of hunting use occurs in the area and whether 
hunting will be disallowed in any of the W&SR areas. 

m. 

The Plan also includes the management action to implement Spotted 
Owl Habitat Area (SOHA) management plans as developed by the 
Forests. We understand that the FS is considering implementing '7 
the Habitat Conservation Area (HCA) system, as recommended by the 
May 1990 report prepared by Jack Ward Thomas, et al., entitled "A 
Conservation Strategy for the Northern Spotted Owl." The FEIS 
should explain whether the HCA system or the SOHA system is most 
appropriate for managing spotted owls within the W&SR corridors. 

Miscellaneous Comments 

We suggest that the DEIS discuss how management of the 36 miles 
of W&SR under FS and BLM jurisdiction will be coordinated with 
management plans by the NPS for the remaining 78 miles within the 
Merced W&SR corridors. 

The pages of the DEIS and Plan were not numbered. We recommend 
that the pages of the FEIS and final Implementation Plan be num- 
bered to allow ready reference to specific sections of the docu- 
ments. 



LO-Lack of ob jec t ions  
n>e EPA review has not i d e n t i f i e d  any p ~ c n t i a l  envirorarrnt:al i n p a c t s  r equ i r ing  
s i b s t a n t  ive chanqes to the p r m a  1. 7l)e review rmy have d i s c l o s e d  q ~ p r t u n i  t i e s  tor . . 
a p p l i c a t i o n  of m i  t i g a t i o n  w a s u r e s  t h a t  could. bc ac&qlishcd wi th  no more than minor 
changes t o  t he  propssal .  

EC-Environmental Concerns 
The EPA review has i d e n t i f i e d  envi ronrcn ta l  i n p a c t s  t h a t  should be avoided i n  order to 
f u l l y  p ro t ec t  the e n v i r o m n t .  m r r e c t i v e  n r a s u r e s  m y  r e q u i r e  changes to the p r e f e r r e d  
a l t e r n a t i v e  or app l i ca t i on  of mi t iga t ion  m a s u r e s  t h a t  can  reduce the e n v i r m n t a l  wact. 
EPA w u l d  l i k e  t o  w r k  w i t h  the lead agency to reduce  these impacts. 

~ E n v i r o r m e n t a l  Object ions 
The  EPA review has i d e n t i f i e d  s i g n i f i c a n t  e n v i r o r m n t a l  impacts that mst be avoided  i n  
o r d e r  to provide adequate p ro t ec t i on  for the e n v i r o m n t .  m r r e c t i v e  m a s u r e s  may require 
s u b s t a n t i a l  changes to t h e  p re fe r r ed  a l t e r n a t i v e  or c o n s i d e r a t i o n  of saw other p r o j e c t  
a l t e r n a t i v e  (inclurling t h e  no a c t i o n  a l t e r n a t i v e  or a new a l t e r n a t i v e ) .  EPA i n t e n d s  to 
work w i t h  the lead  agency to reduce these  inpacts .  

EU-Enviromntal ly  Unsa t i s fac tory  
The EPA review has  i d e n t i f i e d  adverse e n v i r o m n t a l  inpacts t h a t  are o f  s u f f i c i e n t  m g n i -  
t u 3 e  t h a t  they  are unsa t i s f ac to ry  from t h e  s t a n d p o i n t  o f  e n v i r o m n t a l  q u a l i t y ,  p u b l i c  
h e a l t h  or welfare .  EPA in t ends  to work with the lead agency to reduce these inpacts. I f  
t h e  p t e n t i a l  unsa t i s f ac to ry  inpacts are no t  corrected a t  the f i n a l  EIS s t a g e ,  t h i s  
proposal  w i l l  be recamended f o r  r e f e r r a l  to t h e  Counci l  on Environmental Q u a l i t y  (CEQ). 

Adequacy of the Impact Statement  

Category 1-Adequate 
EPA be l i eves  t h e  d r a f t  EIS adequately sets f o r t h  the e n v i r o m n t a l  h a c t ( s )  o f  t h e  
p re fe r r ed  a l t e r n a t i v e  a n d , f h r n e  of  the a l t e r n a t i v e s  reasonably a v a i l a b l e  to the p r o j e c t  or 
a c t i o n .  Ns f u r t h e r  a n a l y s i s  or d a t a  c o l l e c t i o n  is necessary,  b u t  t h e  r e v i e e r  m y  sugges t  
t h e  add i t i on  of c l a r i f y i n g  language or i n f o m t i o n .  

Category 2-Insuff ic ient  Information 

The  d r a f t  EIS does  not con ta in  s u f f i c i e n t  information f o r  EPA to f u l l y  assess envir-ntal  
inpacts t h a t  should be avoided i n  order  to f u l l y  p r o t e c t  the e n v i r o m n t ,  or the EPA 
r e v i w r  has  i d e n t i f i e d  new reasonably a v a i l a b l e  a l t e r n a t i v e s  t h a t  are wi th in  the s p e c t m  
of a l t e r n a t i v e s  analyzed i n  the d r a f t  EIS, which could  reduce  the e n v i r o m n t a l  inpacts o f  
t h e  act ion.  The i d e n t i f i e d  add i t i ona l  information,  d a t a ,  a n a l y s e s ,  or d i s c u s s i o n  should  be 
included i n  t h e  f i n a l  EIS. 

Category 3--1nadeguate 
EPA does  not be l ieve  t h a t  the d r a f t  EIS adequate lv  assesses w t e n t i a l l v  s i a n i f i c a n t  - - 
e n v i r o m n t a l  iqxicts of t he  a c t i o n ,  or the EPA r e v i w r  h a s  i d e n t i f i e d  new, r ea sonab ly  
a v a i l a b l e  a l t e r n a t i v e s  t h a t  are o u t s i d e  of  t h e  spcc t run  of a l t e r n a t i v e s  analyzed i n  t h e  
d r a f t  EIS, which should be analyzcd in .or&r  to reduce the p t e n t i a l l y  s i g n i f i c a n t  envi ron-  
rrtcntal irrpacts. EPA b e l i e v e s  t h a t  the i d e n t i f i e d  a d d i t i o n a l  i n f o ~ m a t i o n ,  d a t a ,  a n a l y s e s ,  or 
d i s o ~ s s i o n s  are of such a q n i t u j e  that they  shou ld  have f u l l  p u b l i c  review a t  a d r a f t  
Stqe.  EPA docs not  t x l i e v c  (Illat t h e  d r a f t  EIS is adequate  for- thc purposes  o f  the N W A  
and/or  Sec t ion  309 review, and thus  should be f o m l l y  r e v i s e d  and mde a v a i l a b l e  f o r  public 
-nt i n  a s u p p l m c n t a l  or reviscd d r a f t  EIS. (3h t h e  b a s i s  of  t h e  p t e n t i a ?  s i g n i f i c a n t  
irnpacts involved, t h i s  proposal  could be a c a n d i d a t e  f o r  r e f e r r a l  to t h e  Cm. 

*From: EPA Wnual 1640, " N l i c y  and Procedures f o r  Lhe &view of m d e r a l  &tioris n q m c t i n g  
t h e  Environment." 
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December 5,  1990 

Mr. Jim Boyton 
Supervisor 1- \ 
Sierra National Forest 6 l o l r  
1600 Tollhouse Road 

f l Clovis, CA 93612 . 
U Dear Mr. Boyton: 

!7 I am writing to express my support for Alternative "C" when the 
Forest Service considers the Merced and South Fork Merced Wild and 
Scenic River Draft EIS and Management Plan. I am concerned about 

1 possible closure of the Hite Cove Trail. 

7 It is my understanding that, of the four alternatives, "C" would 
provide for OHV access on the South Trail only to Hite Cove. This 
"moderate" plan is the most equitable to all concerned and is in 
keeping with the multiple-use concept. 

The California Off-Highway Motor Vehicle Recreation Division of Parks 
and Recreation has identified establishment of a Statewide Motorized 
Trail as a priority. The route through Hite Cove presents the best 
prospect for this route. As you know, Wild and Scenic designations 

t i  can exist as barriers and insurmountable detours to potential long 
distance OHV trails. 

It is also not appropriate to make a final determination on the North [I Bite Cove OHV Route at this time. This route is not entirely within 
the scope of the management plan. Excluding the North Hite Cove OEN 
Route out of the Statewide Off Highway Vehicle Plan would be 
premature without more detailed study. 

As you know, only a small percentage of the visitors to the lands in 
question do not use vehicles within the forest. The Sierra National 
Forest already offers ample opportunities for non-motorized 
recreation. Therefore, I urge you to consider the rights of the 
thousands of-road enthusiasts before further reducing the already 
limited number of trials available to two and four-wheel vehicles. 
Thank you for your consideration in this matter. I look forward to 
your timely response. 

Sincerely, 
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January 10, 1991 

Jim Boynton 
Forest Supervisor 
Sierra National Forest 
1600 Tollhouse Road 
Clovis, California 93612 

co*wmrls 

BANKING. FINANCE 
AND URBAN AFFAIRS 

GOVERNMENT OPERATIONS 

Dear Mr. Boynton: 

I am writing in reference to the Merced and South Fork Merced 
Wild and Scenic Rivers Draft Plan. 

Residents of the district which I represent in Congress have 
expressed support for the Forest Service's Alternative "C." I 
have enclosed copy of their letters for your review. 

Thank you for your consideration. 

Sincerely, -- 
/.'.. / 

YLJ-,,. Y j u r  
NANCY PELOSI 
Member of Congress 
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January 10, 1991 

[I Mr. James L. ~oyneon 
L Forest Supervisor 

0 > 
Sierra National Forest 
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PATRICIA MILLER 
. D * * I I R A V I V I  ASSSIN0 

Dear Mr. Boynton: 

I am writing to share with you the views of two of my 
constituents, Mr. Jerry Valdez and Ms. Arlene Valdez, regarding 
trail plans and off-highway vehicle use. Enclosed please find 
copies of their letters. I would appreciate your keeping their 
views in mind throughout the Sierra National Forest trail 
planning process. 

Thank you for your consideration on this matter. 

I4 

Mdber of Congress 

JCD: et 
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(318) 673-1911 
December 14, 1990 

Mr. Jim Boynton 
Forest Supervisor 
Sierra National Forest 
1600 Tollhouse Road 
Clovis, California 93612 

COMMITTEE O N  AGRICULTURE 

COMMITTEE O N  

MERCHANT MARINE AND 
FISHERIES 

SELECT COMMITTEE 
ON NARCOTICS 

ABUSE AND CONTROL 

SELECT COMMITTEE 
O N  H U N G E R .  

Dear Mr. Boynton: 

I have received the enclosed correspondence from constituents 
in my congressional district, and would like to pass their views 
along for your careful consideration. 

Thank you for your consideration of this request. 
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Mr. Jim Boynton 
supervisor 
Sierra National Forest 
1600 Tollhouse  dad 
clovis, California 93612 

Dear Mr. Boynton: 

A constituent of mine, Mr. Dick Pruett, asked that I 
convey to you the concerns he expressed in his enclosed letter 
regarding the Merced and South Fork Merced Wild and Scenic 
Rivers Draft Plan. 

Thank you for your consideration of Mr. Pruett's views. 

JON KYL 
Member of Congress 

JK: tg 
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Appendix H 

GLOSSARY OF TERMS USED IN ElSPLAN 

ADMINISTRATIVE 
Management functions belonging to Forest Service or 

BLM personnel. 

ALLOTMENT 
A land area where one or more operators graze their 

livestock. It generally consists of public land but may include 
parcels of private and state-owned lands. The number of live 
stock and season of use are stipulated for each allotment. 
All allotment may consist of one or several pastures. 

ALLOTMENT MANAGEMENT PLAN (AMP) 
A livestock grazing management plan for a specific allot- 

ment. based on multiole use resource management obiec- 
tives.' The AMP considers livestock grazing-in relation to 
other uses of the range and in relation to renewable--water- 
shed, vegetation, and wildlife. An AMP establishes the 
seasons of use, the number of livestock to be permitted on 
the range and the rangeland developments needed. 

BLM 
Abbreviation: Bureau of Land Management 

BMPs 
See Best Management Practice 

BEST MANAGEMENT PRACTIVE 
Management actions that are designed to maintain water 

quality by preventive rather than corrective means. 

CDFG 
California Department Of Fish and Game. 

CFR 
Code of Federal Regulations 

CONCERN 
An apprehension or point of dispute involving a resource 

management activity or land use where the relationships 
between the activity or use and undesirable results is not weU 
defmed. 

CONFINEMENT 
To restrict the fue within determined boundaries estab- 

lished either prior to the fue, or in an escaped fue situation 
analysis. The normal tactic is surveillance only. 

CONSTRAINT 
Limitation:Action which cannot be taken or which mosl 

be Taken. 

CONTAINMENT 
To surround a fire, and any spot fves therefrom, with 

control line, as needed, which can reasonably be expected tc 
check the fire's spread under prevailing and predicted con. 
ditions. The normal tactic is indirect attack and bum tc 
human-make or natural barrier with little or no mop-up. 

CONTROL 
To complete the control line around a fue, and spot fires 

therefrom, and any interior islands to be saved, burn any 
unburned area adjacent to the fue side of the control line, 
and cool down all hot spots that are immediate threats to the 
control line, until the l i e  can reasonably be expected to hold 
under foreseeable conditions The normal tactic is direct 
attack on the fue, if possible, and mop-up. 

CORRIDOR 
A linear strip of land in which existing or planned 

transportation, utility facilities are or will be located. A strip 
of land like a wild and scenic river area that is or will be 
administered as a linear zone. 

CULTURAL RESOURCES 
Cultural resource are the tmgible and intangible aspects 

orculturalsystemg living anddead, that are valuedby agiven 
culture or contain information about the culture. Cultural 
resources include but are not limited to sites, structures, 
buildings, districts, and objects associated with or repre- 
sentative of people, cultures, and human activities and 
events. Cultural resources are commonly discussed as 
prehistoricand historicvalues, but each period represents a 
part of the full continuum of culture values from the earliest 
to the most recent. 

CUMULATIVE IMPACTS 
Impacts occurring as a result of a succession of activities 

over a period of time. 

DElS 
Draft Environmental Impact Statement (see Environ- 

mental Impact Statement). 

DEVELOPED RECREA'KTON SITE 
A defied or small area of public lands where facilities 

are provided for concentrated publ ic  use 
(e.g.,campgrounds, picnic areas, etc.). 

?EVELOPED RECREATION 
Outdoor recreation which occurs within the area where 

constructed and maintained facilities are provided. 

DISPERSED RECREATION 
Outdoor recreation which occurs outside of constructed 

and maintained recreation facilities, e.g. scenic driving, 
hunting, hiking, nordic skiing, etc. Visitors engaging in a 
various activities of enjoyment or refreshment stand spread 
widely over large areas of public lands: activities are less 
structured and settings are less developed. 

DISTRICT RANGER 
The official responsible for administering the National 

Forest System Lands on a ranger district. 

DIVERSITY 
The distribution and abundance of different plant and 

animal communities and species within an 



EA 
See Environmental Assessment. 

EIS 
See Environmental Impact Statement. 

ENDANGERED ANIMAL SPECIES 
Any species in danger of extinction throughout all or a 

significant portion of its range. This definition excludes 
species of insects that the secretary of the Interior deter- 
mines to be pests and whose protection under the En- 
dangered Species Act of 1973 would present an 
overwhelming and overriding risk to humans. 

ENDANGERED PLANT SPECIE3 
Species of plants in danger of extinction throughout all or 

a signifhut portion of their ranges. Existence may be en- 
dangered because of the destruction, drastic change or 
severe curtailment of habitat or because of over - exploita- 
tion, disease, predation or even unknown reasons. Plant 
species from very limited areas e.g., the type localities only, 
or from restricted fragile habitats, usually are considered 
endangered See also Threatened Plant Species. 

ENDANGERED SPECIES 
Plant or animal species identified by the secretary of the 

interior and listed in the federal register as in danger of 
extinction throughout all or asignificant portion of its range. 

ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSIS 
An analysis of alternative actions and their predictable 

short - and long - term environmental consequences. 

ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT 
A public document required by the regulations im- 

plementingthe NationalEnvironmentalPolicy A d  (NEPA). 
The document provides sufficient evidence and analysis for 
determining whether or not to prepare an environmental 
impact statement or a finding of no signiticant impact. 

ENVIRONMENTAL CONSEQUENCE 
(Effects or Impacts) 
The physical, biological, social, and economic results of 

implementing a given alternative. 

ENVlRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT 
A public documcnt reauired by the regulations im- 

plementingthe NationalEnvironmental PolicyAct (NEPA). 
The document is a statement of the environmental effects 
which would be expected to result from proposed alternative 
management actions. 

EPHEMERAL STREAM 
A stream that flows only briefly aHer a storm or during 

snow melt. See Perenoial Stream. 

EROSION 
The detachment and movement of soil from the land 

surface by wind, water, or gravity. 

N C  
See Existing Viual Condition 

EXISTING VISUAL CONDITION 
Refers to the degree to which the natural appearance of 

a landscape has been altered. 

FElS 
Final Environmental Impact Statement (See Environ- 

mental Impact Statement). 

FSH 
Forest S e k  Handbook. 

FY 
F d  Year - October 1 though September 30. 

FIRE PRESCRlPllON 
Advance, written direction which dehes  the environ- 

mental parameters within which fires will be managed and 
the methods which will be used. 

FORAGE 
All browse and non - woody plants that are available to 

feed livestock a game animal.. 

FOREGROUND, MIDDLEGROUND, BACKGROUND 
Foreground - the portions of a viewbetween the 0bSe~er  

and up to 1\4 mile or 1\2 mile distance. 
Middleground - the space between the foreground and 

the background: the area located from 1\4 - 1\2 to 3-5 miles 
from the viewer. 

Background - the view beginning 5 5  miles from the ob- 
m e r  and extending as far into the distance as the eye can 
detect the presence of objects. 

FOREST L4ND and RESOURCE MANAGEMENT 
PLAN SIERRA (STANISLAUS) 

The planning document wdich provides management 
direction for the National Forest. 

FOREST PLAN 
See Forest Land and Resource Management Sierra(or 

Stanislaus). 

FOREST SUPERVlSOR 
The official responsible for administering the National 

Forest System lands in a forest service administrative unit 
(one or more National Forests). 

FOUR WHEEL DRIVE 
A vehicle equipped with drive wheels on both the front 

and rearwheels. Suchvehicles are equippedfor useoff-high- 
ways, on non-maintained roads, and in some cases, cross 
oountry. 

FUELS 
Any material capable of sustaining or carrying a forest 

fue, usually material both dead and live. 

FUELWOOD 
Wood cut into short lengths for burning. 



A concise statement that describes conditions to be 
achieved sometime in the future. It isgenerally expressed in 
broad, general terms and usually does not have a specific 
date for completion. 

GRAZING 
Consumption of forage by animals: typically used to 

describe domestic livestock us (under permit) of National 
Forest System Land. 

GRAZING ALLQTMENT 
See Range Allotment. 

GRAZING PERMITEE 
See Range Permittee. 

HABITAT 
The sum of environmental wnditions of a specific that is 

occupied by an organism, a population, or a community. A 
specific set of physical conditions that surround the single 
species, a group of species of a large community. In wildlife 
management, the major wmponents of habitat are wn- 
sidered to be food, water, cover and living space. 

HACKING 
A method of gradually releasing bids of prey into the 

wild. 

HUMAN CAUSED IGNITION 
Fire ignited by agency personnel to accomplish desired 

ohjedives for vegetative communities. 

ID TEAM 
See Interdisciplinary Team. 

IGNrnON (NATURAL AND OTHERWISE) 
The action of setting aflame combustible material: either 

by natural cause (lighting or human cause). 

INTERDISCIPLINARY TEAM (ID TEAM) 
A group of individuals with different training who solve a 

problem or perform a task through frequent interaction sc 
disciplines can combine to provide new solutions. 

INTERMUTENT STREAMS 
Streams that do not contain water year-round. 

INTERPRETIVE SERVICES 
Activities and displays that interpret the natural and so. 

cial history of the National Forest environment for the visit. 
ing public and informs them about National Forest goals 
programs, and services. 

INTERPRETATION 
The act of interpreting the natural and social history anc 

informing the visiting public. 

INDICATORS 
Specificvariables that, singly or in combination, are taker 

as indicative of the conditions of the over all opportuni? 
class. These variables allow the manager to unambiguousl! 

management practices. 

ISSUE 
A subject or question of widespread interest identified 

through public participation and which relates to the 
management of National Forest System lands. A matter of 
controversy or dispute over resource management activities 
or land use that is well defmed and 1 or topically discrete. 
Usually the causal relationship between the activity or use 
and undesirable results are will defmed or documentable. 
Statements of the planning issues orients the management 
planning process. 

LIMITS OF ACCEPTABLE CHANGE (LAC) 
The amount of human-caused change to biophysical or 

social wmponents which is tolerable, without the loss of 
desired environmental conditions. 

MANAGEMENT DlRECnON 
A statement of multi~leuse and other goals and obiec- - 

tives, the management prescriptions, associated standards 
and guidelines, and action plans for attaining them. 

MANAGEMENT ZONE 
A segment of the Wild and Scenic rivers corresponding 

to natural features that is managed as asingleunit. The WSR 
was divided into several management zones. 

MECHANIZED EQUIPMENT 
"Mechanized equipment" means any machine activated 

by a non-living power source, except small battery-powered, 
hand carried devices such as flashlights, shavers, geiger 
counters and cameras. 

MINING CLAIM 
That portion of the publicestate held for miningpurposes 

in which the right of exclusive possession of mineral 
deposited is vested in the locator of the deposit. 

MITIGATE 
Actions to avoid, minimize, reduce, eliminate, or rectify 

the adverse impacts of a management practice. 

MODIFICATION 
See visual quality objective. 

MONITORING AND EVALUATION 
The periodic evaluation on asample basis of management 

practices prescribed by the implementation management 
plan. Monitoring determines how weU objectives have been 
met, how closely management standards have been applied, 
and wether actual environmental consequences are similar 
to those predicted. 

MOTOR VEHICLES 
"Motor vehicle" means any vehicle which is self-propelled 

or any vehicle which is propelled by electric power obtained 
from batteries. For wilderness purposes "mountain bikes" 
are included in this definition. 



MULTIPLE USE 
"...the management of the public lands and their various 

resource values so that thev are utilized in the combination 
that will best meet the piesent and future needs of the 
American people: making the most judicious use of the land 
for some or all of theses resources or related services over 
areas large enough to provide sufficient latitude for periodic 
adjustments in use to conform to changingneeds and condi- 
tions: the use of some land for less than alI of the resources: 
a combination of balanced and diverse resource uses that 
takes into account the long-term needs of future generations 
for renewable and nonrenewable resources, including, but 
not limited to, recreation, range, timber, minerals, water- 
shed, wildlife and fish, and natural scenic, scientific and 
historical values, and harmonious and coordinated manage- 
ment of the various resources without permanent impair- 
ment of the resources andnot necessarily to the combiiation 
of uses that will give the greatest economic return or the 
greatest unit output." (From Section 103, FLPMA). 

NEPA 
See National Emrironmental Poticy Ad. 

NFS 
See National Forest System Land 

NP 
Abbreviation: National Park. 

NATIONAL ENVIRONMENTAL POLICY ACT 
(NEPA) 

The 1969 Act of Congress that represents a basicnational 
charter for protection of the environment. 

NATIONAL FOREST SYSTEM LANDS (WS) 
Lands administered by the U.S.Department of Agricul- 

ture, Forest Service. 

NATIONAL REGISTER OF HISTORICAL PLACES . 
A listing maintained by the U.S. Department of interior, 

National Park Service of areas that have been designated as 
historically significant. The National Register includes 
places of l d  and state significant, as well as those of value 
to the nation. 

NATURAL FIRES 
Fues ignited by lightning and which burn under condi- 

tions that are or have not been intlueuced by man. 

ORV 
See Off-road vehicle. 

OBJECTIVE 
A time-specific statement of measurable results that 

respond to preestablished goals. 

OFF-HIGHWAY (OHV) 
Vehicles that are constructed to operate off of highways. 

Example include 4wheel drives, dune buggies, and some 
motorcycles. 

OFF ROAD VEHICLE (ORV) 

Any motorized vehicle designed for or capable of cross- 
country travel on or immediately over land, water, sand, 
snow, ice, marsh, swampland or other natural terrain, ex- 
cluding (a) any registered motorboat, (b) any fue, military, 
emergency, or law enforcement vehicle when used for emer- 
gencies and any combat or combat support vehicle when 
used for national defense, and (c) any vehicle whose use is 
expressly authorized by the respective agency head under a 
permit, lease, license, or contract. 

OPPORTUNITY CLASS 
A hypothetical but qualitative description of the range of 

social and resource conditions desired for management of 
an area. The opportunity class definition provides a ration- 
ale against which the appropriateness of indicators, stand- 
ards and management actions can be tested: it also 
establishes management objectives for the area. 

PAOT 
See Persons-at-one-time. 

PSW 
Pacitic Southwest (Region 5 of the Forest Senice). 

PERENNIAL STREAM 
A stream that flow throughout the year and from source 

to mouth. 

PERMllTEE 
An individual, organization, or agency that conduds ac- 

tivities on National Forest Systemlandunder the stipulations 
of a Forest Service permit. Examples of permitted activities 
are grazing, research, water lines, and utility systems. 

PERSONS-AT-ONE-TIME (PAOT) 
Theunit of measure for recreation capacity defmed as the 

number of people that can use a facility or area at one time. 

PRESCRIBED FIRE 
Intentional use of fue under predetermined weather and 

fuel conditions to achieve specific objectives: e.g. to 
rejuvenate or type-concert vegetation. A fue that burns 
within the parameters established by a fue. 

PRESCRIPTION (RX) 
The set of management practices applied to a specifc 

area to attain specific objectives. 

PRESERVATION (VQO) 
See Visual Quality Objectives. 

PUBLIC LAND 
Formal name for lands administered by the U.S. Forest 

Service or the Bureau of Land Management. 

RD 
Abbreviation: Ranger District. 

ROS (ROS CLASS) 
See Recreation Opportunity Spectrum. 



RVD 
See Recreation Visitor Day. 

RANGE 
Area grazed by domestic livestock. 

RANGE ALLOTMENTS 
An area designated for grazing prescribed number and 

kind of livestock. 

RANGE IMPROVEMENT 
A structure, development or treatment used in concert 

with management torehabiitate, protect and improve public 
land and it's resources to arrest rangelands deterioration: 
and to improve forage conditions, fsh and wildlife habitat, 
watershed protection and livestock protection, all consistent 
with land use plans. 

RANGE PERMWI'EE 
An individual or associationwho has been granted written 

permission (a grazing permit) to gaze livestock for a specific 
period on a range allotment. 

RANGER DISTRICT 
An administrative unit of a National Forest supervised by 

a District Ranger who reports to the Forest Supervisor. 
Portions of the Merced Wild and Scenic River are ad- 
ministered by the Mariposa and Groveland Ranger Districts 
which are on the Sierra and Stanislaus National Forests. 
Portions of the South Fork of the Merced River is ad- 
ministered by the Mariposa Ranger District. The remaining 
portions of the designated wild and scenic river are ad- 
ministered by the BLM and National Parks 

RAPTORS 
Buds of prey. 

RARE SPECIES 
One that, although not presently threatened with extinc- 

tion, is in such small numbers throughout its range that it may 
be endangered if its environment worsens: the "rare" 
category is a state category, not a federal category. 

RECREATION INFORMATION MANAGEMENT 
(RIM) 

The Forest Senice System for recording recreation 
facility condition and use. 

RECREATION OPPORTUNITY SPECTRUM (ROS) 
A means of classifying and managing recreation oppor- 

tunities based on physical setting, social setting, and 
managerial setting. The characteristics of each setting will 
influence the type and diversity of recreation opportunities 
that can be provided within a given ROC class. Several 
dimensions, including development levels, remoteness, user 
density, degree of managerial control, ease of access, and 
type of service offered are a result of the ROS class. Al- 
though several of these dimensions are related, each is dis- 
tinct and can independently affect recreation choice and 
management actions. 

Five ROS classifications are described here: 

Primitive (P) primitive settings are characterized by es- 
sentially unmodified natural environments. Their size and 
configuration assure remoteness from the sights and sounds 
of human activity. The use of motorized vehicles and equip- 
ment is discouraged except in extreme emergencies, or 
protecting the resource when no other practical method is 
available. The user will probably experience a high degree 
of isolation, closeness to nature, tranquility, and self- 
reliance. 

Semi-primitive motorized (SPM) and semi-primitive 
nnnmotnrized (SPNM). Both the semi-primitive motorized 
and nonmotorized classes a re  characterized by 
predominantly natural or natural-appearing landscape. The 
size of these areas gives a strong feeling of remoteness from 
the more heavily used and developed areas. Within these 
setting, there are ample-opportunities to practice wildland 
skills and to achieve feelings of self-reliance. 

The most signXcant difference between the semi-primi- 
tive motorized and nonmotorized setting is the presence or 0 absence of motorized vehicle. In the nonmotorized setting, 
roads are permitted provided they are closed to public use 
but are used infrequently for resource protection and ff 
management. In the semi-primitive motorized ROS clasg 
roads are present but access is generally by Cwheel drive 
vehicles. Users within the SPM with the addition of motor 
vehicles. 

Roaded Natural (RN) -The roaded natural class is char- 
acterized by predominantly natural appearing setting, with 
moderate sights and sounds of human activities and struc- 
tures. The over all perception is one of naturalness. 
Evidence of human activity varies from area to area and 
includes improved roads, generally suitable for 2-wheel 
drive access, developed campgrounds, and range or  water- 
shed management activities. Roads and motorized equip- 
ment and vehicles are common. Density of use is moderate 
except at speciftc developed sites, and regulation on user 
behaviors are generally less evident than in the roaded 
modified class Users would experience isolation and inter- 
action with other parties in roughly equal proportions. R 

RECREATION VISITOR DAY (RVD) i i 
Twelve hours of recreation use in any combination of 

persons and hours: e.g. one person for 12 hours or 3 persons 
for 4 hours. 

REGION 5 
The Pacific Southwest Region of the Forest Service: in- 

cludes primarily the National Forest in California, with small 
additional acreage in Oregon and Nevada. 

REGIONAL FORESTER 
The oftidal responsible for administeringa single Region 

of the Forest Service. 

RETENTION (VQO) 
See Visual Quality Objectives. 



RIGHT-OF-WAY 
An accurately located land area within which a user may 

conduct operations approved or granted by the land owner. 
May also refer to a permit, easement, lease, license, or 
memorandum of understanding (MOU) used to authorize 
such use. 

RIPARIAN 
Situated on or pertaining to the bank of a river, stream or 

other body of water. Riparian area and associatedvegetation 
are often found along intermittent streams inhigh desert and 
plateau regions. Normally used to refer to the plants of all 
types that grow along streams or around springs. 

RIPARIAN AREA 
Land situated along the bank of a stream or other body 

of water and directly influenced by the presence of water. 
Ri~arian areas are ~enerallv detined as: a) areas that are a 
1L% foot horizontal &stance &om the edge of standingbodies 
of water: b) areas that are a horizontal distance of 100 feet 
on each side of perennial or intermittent stream channels: 
and c) all wetlands, including ephemeral or intermittent 
streams which support riparian vegetation, wet meadows, 
springs, seeps, and bogs. 

ROADLESS 
The absence of road that have been improved and main- 

tained by mechanical means to insure relatively regular and 
continuous use. A way maintained solely by the passage of 
vehicles does not constitute a road. 

-- 
Abbreviation used lo save space. In this document refers 

to the South Fork of the Merced River. 

SENSITIVE SPECIES 
Species that have appeared in the Federal Register as 

proposed additions to the endangeredor threatened species 
list, and those that are on an official state list are recognized 
by the Regional Forester as needing special management in 
order to prevent them from becoming endangered or 
threatened. 

SNAG 
A standing dead tree from which the leaves and most of 

the branches have fallen 

SOLITUDE 
The state of being along or remote from habitations in a 

lonely, unfrequented, or secluded place. 

SPECWUSE PERMIT 
A permit authorizing the occupancy and use of National 

Forest land in the manner specified. 

SPECIES 
A fundamental category of plant or animalsclassiication. 

SUCCESSION 
The gradual changing of a biological community over 

time (including the replacement of one community by 

another) until that change comes to a halt and the climax 
community is reached. 

SUPPRESSION 
Actions taken to extinguish or confine a fue. 

STANDARD 
Measurable aspects of indicators which provide a base 

against which a particular condition canbejudged as accept- 
able or not. 

T&E 
Threatened and endangered species (See Threatened 

species, Endangered species). 

THREATENED SPECIES 
Any species which is likely to become an endangered 

species within the foreseeable future and which has been 
designated in the Federal Register as a threatened species. 

THREATENED ANIMAL SPECIES 
Any animal species likely to become endangered within 

the foreseeable future throughout all or a sigdicant part of 
its range. See Endangered Animal Species. 

THREATENED PLANT SPECIES 
Species of plants that are likely to become endangered 

within the foreseeable future throughout all or a significant 
portion of there ranges, including species categorized as 
rare, very rare or depleted. 

TIERING 
Refers to the practice of anal* general alternatives 

and environmental consequences in broader environmental 
impact statements and more detailed alternatives and wn- 
sequences in site-specific environmental documents. The 
more specific environmental document is then tiered to the 
analysis found in the more general one. 

TRAILHEAD 
Adesignated parking or stoppingarea at the end of aroad 

or trail where directions and information are available. 

UNDERSTORY 
Low-growing vegetation (e.g. grasses, shrubs, o r  small 

trees) growing under a stand of trees. Also, that portion of 
trees in a forest stand below the overstory. 

UNDISPERSED RECREATION 
Viitors collectively engaging in various advities for en- 

ioyment or refreshment-activities are structured in - .  
developed setting. 

UNNECESSARY OR UNDUE DEGRADATION 
Surface disturbance grater than what would normally 

result when an activity is beiig accomplished by a prudent 
operator in usual, customary, and proficient operations of 
similar character and taking into consideration the effects of 
operations on other resources and land uses, inciuding those 
resources and uses outside the area of operations. Failure to 
initiate and complete reasonable mitigation measures, in- 
cluding reclamation of disturbed areas, or creation of a 



nuisance may wnstihlte unnecessary or undue degradation. 
Failure to comply with applicable environmental protection 
statutes and regulations thereunder will wrstitute undue 
degradation. 

VQO 
See Visual Quality Objectives 

VALID C W M  
A claim on which the discovery of a valuable mineral 

deposit has been made. In this usage, valuable is used in a 
economic sense, meaning that the deposit could be worked 
as a profitable mining operation. 

VARIETY CLASS 
A classification system with three visual landscape 

categories: 

Distinctive (Variety Class A) - Unusual and/o~ outstand- 
ing landscape variety that stands out from the common 
features in the landscape. 

Common (Variety Class B) - Prevalent, usual, or 
widespread landscape variety also refers to ordinary or 
undistinguished visual variety. 

Minimal (Variety Class C) - Little or no visual variety in 
the landscape: monotonous or below average compared ta 
the common features in the landscape. 

VISUAL CONDlTlON 
The state of visual alteration measured in degrees ol 

deviation from the natural appearing landscape. 

VISUAL QUALITY OBJECTIYES (VQO) 
A set of measurable maximum levels of future alteration 

of a characteristic landscape. These levels are: 

Preservation - Ecological changes only. 

Retention - Human activities are not evident to the casual 
visiter. 

Partial Retention - Human adivity may be evident bul 
must remain subordinate to the characteristic landscape. 

Modifcation - Human activity may dominate the charac. 
teristic landscape but most, at the same time, follow naturall) 
established form. line. wlor. and texture. It should aoaea . . 
as a natural occurrence whdn viewed in the forego& 01 

middleground. 

VISUAL RESOURCE 
The composite of basic terrain, geolgic features, watel 

features, vegetative patterns, and land use effects that typif! 
a land unit and influence the visual appeal the unit may havf 
for visitors. 

WATERSHED 
The entire area that contributes water to a drainagf 

system or stream. 

WILD TROUT STREAM 
A stream designated by the State of California to be 

managed exclusively for the propagation of wild trout (those 
hatched in the wild) : such streams are not stocked with 
hatchery-stocked trout. 

WITHDRAWAL 
Withholdine an area of Federal land from settlement. 

D 

sale, location, or entry allowed under the general land law to 
reserve the area for a particular purpose or program. 

ZONE 

See Management Zone 



USDA policy prohibits discrimination because of race, color, 
national origin, sex, age, religion, or handicapping conditions. 
Any person who believes he or she has beendiscriminated - gainst 
in any USDA-related activity should immediately contact the 
Secretary of Agriculture, Washington, DC 20250. 
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