RESPONSES
Advisory Council for Historic Preservation—2707
1.

1

Before the structures are removed the park will comply with section 106 of
the National Historic Preservation Act.

COMMENTS AND RESPONSES

2

COMMENTS

COMMENTS

RESPONSES
Conrad Burns, U.S. Senator—0436
1.

In the Department of Transportation Appropriation Act for fiscal year 1999,
the National Park Service was directed to conduct additional economic and
engineering studies on reconstruction of the Going-to-the-Sun Road. A total
of $1 million was earmarked from existing funds for these studies. See changes
to the preferred alternative for Preservation of the Going-to-the-Sun Road. All
comments and ideas on how to reconstruct the Going-to-the-Sun Road would
be provided to the contractor for consideration.

Federal Agencies and Commissions

3

RESPONSES
EPA, Region 8—1134
1.

1

Additional information has been added to the “Affected Environment” and
“Environmental Consequences” chapters of the document. However, no baseline has been established yet because the period of collection has been too
short.

COMMENTS AND RESPONSES

4

COMMENTS

COMMENTS

RESPONSES
2.

The average daily traffic and projected increase for alternatives A and B have
been added to the document under “Impacts on Air Quality,” in the section
“Impacts of all No-Action Alternatives.” There are no monitors along the road
to measure vehicle idling; the only monitor is in West Glacier. Furthermore, to
our knowledge the amount of vehicle idling that occurs along the Going-tothe-Sun Road is not substantial. Visitors drive the road slowly, in a leisurely
manner. Patrol rangers have observed that some visitors turn off their vehicles
when they pull off, but others leave their vehicles running when they get out of
their cars. However, no monitoring has been done along the road at pullouts
to find out if the air quality is being degraded, and how much. Therefore, an
assessment of vehicle idling cannot be included in this document. As requested, this information was provided to the Environmental Protection Agency for
early review.

3.

The National Park Service uses best management practices during construction
to mitigate impacts on water resources. Best management practices, which are
too detailed to be presented in a general management plan, will be identified
during the design phase of a project.

4.

Snow management is too detailed for a general management plan to address.
This is addressed in NPS operational plans for Glacier.

5.

Thank you for pointing out our error. The text has been changed as you suggested.

6.

The text for “Preservation of the Going-to-the-Sun Road” under “Impacts of
All Other Alternatives” has been changed to reflect the need for a Corps of
Engineers 404 permit. However, please note that this is not the National Park
Service’s preferred alternative.
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Federal Agencies and Commissions
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RESPONSES
COMMENTS

RESPONSES
COMMENTS

Federal Agencies and Commissions

Federal Agencies and Commissions
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RESPONSES
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service—1118
1.

1

The United States Fish and Wildlife Service agreed to consider the Draft
Environmental Impact Statement as the biological assessment. The U.S. Fish
and Wildlife Service is still reviewing the biological assessment and our determination as described in volume 1 of this document. No opinion has been
issued yet. The record of decision for this plan will not be signed until “section 7” consultation is concluded.
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COMMENTS

RESPONSES
COMMENTS

Federal Agencies and Commissions
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RESPONSES
COMMENTS

COMMENTS

RESPONSES
Governor of Montana—1139
1.

The National Park Service will be happy to consult with the state of Montana
as we proceed with the engineering and economic study of reconstruction
alternatives for the Going-to-the-Sun Road and with plans for implementing
the General Management Plan.

1

State Offices
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2

3

RESPONSES
2.

Please see the section “Cultural Resources: Park Use and Development” and
the section “Socioeconomic Environment: Regional Use and Economy.”

3.

Although communities around parks provide visitor services, the agency contracts with concessioners to provide various necessary or appropriate visitor
services inside the park as needed to meet the agency’s mission. The National
Park Service took into account at every level the impacts of the alternatives on
local communities around Glacier. The park has a direct role in coordinating
and communicating with tourism agencies and local communities and participates at every level, including day-to-day park operations. Various park staff,
including the superintendent, hold ex officio or board seats on tourism and
other community organizations. The superintendent is an active member of
Governor Racicot’s Montana Tourism and Recreation Initiative. We respectfully disagree with the assertion that the park or the Park Service has a mission
requirement related to the “recreation industry” around Glacier that is missing in this plan.

COMMENTS AND RESPONSES
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COMMENTS

COMMENTS
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4
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4.

Current and expected future trends are addressed under “Why a General
Management Plan Must Be Prepared” in the “Introduction.”

5.

We concur with your suggestions regarding road reconstruction. In our standard operating procedures, safety and design life are considered in all highway
design construction activities.

6.

We concur. Please see the changes we have made in “Impacts on the
Socioeconomic Environment” under the preferred alternative. The other concerns you mentioned will be addressed in the forthcoming engineering and
economic studies of road reconstruction.

7.

The concerns you mentioned will be addressed in the forthcoming engineering
and economic study of road reconstruction. It is incorrect to assume that safety is not a goal; in fact, safety is paramount to everything we do. Also please
see response 5, above.

5

6

7

State Offices
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RESPONSES
8.

7

8

The issues you mentioned regarding reconstruction of the Going-to-the-Sun
road will be analyzed and reevaluated in the pending engineering and economic study of road reconstruction.
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COMMENTS

COMMENTS

RESPONSES
9.

Your concerns regarding retaining walls, times of closure, plant mix locations,
and funding have been considered in the development to date and will continue to be addressed in the forthcoming engineering and economic study of
road reconstruction.

9

State Offices
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RESPONSES
10.

Mitigative measures are identified for the level of detail addressed in the plan.
Additional, more specific mitigative measures will be identified in the pending engineering and economic study of road reconstruction.

11.

A plan addressing marketing, public education, visitor opportunities, and
similar concerns will be completed either with the engineering analysis or
soon thereafter.

12.

The socioeconomic concerns you mentioned will be addressed in the forthcoming engineering and economic study of road reconstruction. In preparing
the Draft General Management Plan and Environmental Impact Statement, the park
used the best information available at the time, including economic analyses
prepared for the park by John Duffield of Bioeconomics and by Norma
Nickerson of the Montana Institute for Recreation and Tourism Research.

COMMENTS AND RESPONSES
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COMMENTS

COMMENTS
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RESPONSES
13.

Please see the changes in the figures we have made under “Background” in
the “Preservation of the Going-to-the-Sun Road” section in volume 1 of this
document. Also please see the new appendix C, “Money Generation Model”.

14.

Economic impacts were discussed in the “Environmental Consequences” section of the draft document. Further analysis will be done in the forthcoming
road reconstruction study.

15.

We concur that the discussion of the preferred alternative for this issue was
confusing. We believe we have cleared up these inconsistencies in this final
document.

16.

Language has been added to clarify the ownership of the historic facilities.
Please see the discussions of the various lodges and hotels in the
“Preservation of Historic Hotels and Visitor Service” chapter.

15

16

State Offices
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RESPONSES
17.

16

We disagree. We believe that we have developed a full range of viable alternatives. In the chapter “Alternatives, Ideas, and Strategies Considered but
Rejected,” under “Funding Strategies for Rehabilitating Historic Hotels and
Visitor Services,” the option of concessioner funding of rehabilitation is
addressed. In appendix D, private investment funding is mentioned as an
acceptable alternative if these impacts or costs could be mitigated.

17

The chapter on “Compliance with Federal and State Laws” has been modified to include a discussion of the National Park Service Concessions
Management Improvement Act of 1998. The implications of this recent law
on a private funding alternative are also discussed on in the document.
18.

Please see response 17, above. In addition, considerable public input and
comment have been received since 1995 for our use in developing the General
Management Plan. Comments from the public on the winter use issue in the
draft document supported the no-action alternative. Opening facilities in the
winter was an alternative considered, but it is not the preferred alternative.

19.

These hotels have been evaluated by many professionals, and on the basis of
their evaluations, we believe that if we continue the current course of action,
we eventually will lose these structures. Until that time, the National Park
Service would meet its mandates through the discretion provided in the
National Park Service Concessions Management Improvement Act of 1998,
and other appropriate mandates.

20.

Please see the revised “Environmental Consequences” chapter in volume 1 of
this final document.

18
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21.

Implementing the preferred alternative for scenic air tours would not apply
to airspace outside the park, nor would it preclude administrative use of aircraft for such needs as fire management.

22.

Under the National Park Service’s preferred alternative, providing for winter
use would be limited to additional snowplowing (including parking areas) and
the installation of restrooms at selected trailhead locations Additional signs
would be provided where appropriate. The preferred alternative was developed with the general public and the tourism community to develop a comprehensive winter-use role for Glacier National Park that would focus on
nonmotorized and more self-reliant visitor activities that complement, not
compete with, established winter recreational activities. Groomed ski trails
were considered during the planning process; however, they were considered
inappropriate because of the desire to emphasize nonmotorized winter recreation, and based on public input to regulate visitor activities so as to preserve
a state of nature, as provided in Glacier’s enabling legislation.

23.

A similar center is already at the east entrance to the park at St. Mary and its
themes, services, and exhibits would be taken into account during the implementation of this plan.

24.

Adherence to best management practices is a requirement of all construction
projects in the park, as is mentioned in the section on compliance with laws.
The park will consult with Montana state agencies regarding compliance with
air and water quality requirements.
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State Offices
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25

26

27

28

RESPONSES
25.

Discussion of Flathead County air quality has been added to the affected
environment for “Air Quality” section. The term biodiversity has been added
to the index.

26.

The cooperative efforts you suggested have begun. The park will continue to
work with state officials on the issue of alternative fuels and other methods of
reducing pollution.

27.

We agree. Wilderness management is common to all alternatives.

28.

Thank you for your comments on the draft document. The National Park
Service will continue to ensure that the state of Montana receives park NEPA
documents via the State Clearinghouse. We also look forward to working
with state officials on the pending engineering and economic study of the
Going-to-the-Sun Road.
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COMMENTS
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RESPONSES
Montana Department of Transportation—0407
Thank you for your comments.

State Offices
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RESPONSES
Montana State Historic Preservation Office—2708
Thank you for your comments.

State Offices

23

RESPONSES
Mayor of Columbia Falls—1133

1

2

1.

Please see the responses to the letter from Senator Burns, as well as the new
preferred alternative for “Preservation of the Going-to-the-Sun Road.”

2.

We will continue to grade the road and maintain it to its current standard.
Improving roads outside the park is outside the scope of this plan and beyond
the jurisdiction of the National Park Service unless specific memorandums of
agreement are in place.
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COMMENTS

2

Local Governments

25

RESPONSES
Town of Cardston—0694
1.

1

Please see the responses to the letter from Senator Conrad Burns, as well as
the new preferred alternative for “Preservation of the Going-to-the-Sun
Road.”

COMMENTS AND RESPONSES
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COMMENTS

COMMENTS

RESPONSES
Action Travel—0036
1.

The method you mentioned, which can be referred to as a resort tax, was considered but rejected during the creation of the draft document, as described
under “Funding Strategies for Rehabilitating Historic Hotels and Services” in
the chapter on alternatives, ideas, and strategies considered but rejected.

1

Organizations and Businesses

27

RESPONSES
2.

Divide Creek flooded in 1987, 1991, 1995, and 1997. Damages included primarily the costs of severing and then repairing the Going-to-the-Sun Road to
prevent floodwaters from destroying the bridge over Divide Creek. Other costs
included those for maintaining the existing dikes, repainting flooded buildings,
and staff overtime costs during flood emergencies. The park has not calculated
the costs associated with these emergencies. When life and the environment
are at stake and hazardous materials may be present, waiting until the facilities
become obsolete is not an acceptable alternative.

3.

Partnering can be an effective way to stretch limited dollars. Multiagency visitor centers in other areas of the West have successfully provided “one-stop
shopping” for regional information. Before the process began for this plan, the
park worked with the U.S. Forest Service and various other agencies to develop a multiagency visitor center, but no consensus was reached. During this
planning effort, the U.S. Forest Service indicated that it was not interested in
such a cooperative visitor center, and neither has a private organization suggested a combined facility. Glacier National Park staffs the Alberta Visitor
Center about five hours a day during the summer and makes an average 5,000
visitor contacts annually, far less than the 190,000 contacts with people who
visit Apgar Visitor Center.

2
3
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COMMENTS

COMMENTS

RESPONSES
Adventure Cycling—1144
1.

The National Environmental Policy Act requires that the park consider the
economic impacts of alternatives. We do not manage the park for “economic
convenience” Also please see the responses to the comments of the Bicycle
Federation of America.

2.

Bicycle use was considered in the draft document under “Visitor Use on the
Going-to-the-Sun Road” (pp. 43–45 in the draft). The Going-to-the-Sun
Road is a national historic landmark and must be managed to preserve that
significance. The park restricts bicycle use on the road only between 11 a.m.
and 4 p.m. from June 15 through Labor Day. Furthermore, restrictions apply
only to the west side of the road. In the spring, the park takes a number of
specific management actions to accommodate cyclists. These include allowing
bicycle use on the Camas Road, the inside North Fork Road, and the upper
sections of the Going-to-the-Sun road before the roads are opened to vehicles.

1
2

Organizations and Businesses

29

RESPONSES
3.

2
3

We believe that the draft document meets both the spirit and the intent of the
National Environmental Policy Act and that all the alternatives discussed in the
document are valid.
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COMMENTS

COMMENTS

RESPONSES
American Lands Alliance—0464
1.

Please see response 2 to the letter from the Friends of the West. [0370]

2.

Please see the general response regarding wilderness. Also please see the
responses to the comments of the Montana Wilderness Association and The
Wilderness Society.

1

2
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RESPONSES
COMMENTS

COMMENTS

RESPONSES
American Resource Management, Inc.—0127
1.

The plan addresses all of your concerns except replacing outdoor lighting.
Preserving the night sky is addressed in the park’s Resource Management Plan
(NPS 1993b).

1

Organizations and Businesses
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RESPONSES
COMMENTS

COMMENTS

RESPONSES
American Whitewater

1

1.

The Code of Federal Regulations has decibel limits on all motors in all national
parks.

2.

Public transportation was not dismissed; it is addressed under the preferred
alternative for “Visitor Use on the Going-to-the-Sun Road.” Also please see
the responses to the letter from the governor of Montana.

2
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35

RESPONSES
American Wildlands—0995

1

2

3

1.

Please see the responses to the comments of the Friends of the West. Also
please see the description of what a general management plan is and is not in a
white box under “Why a General Management Plan Must Be Prepared” and
the section describing future plans and studies that has been added to the final
document.

2.

Please see the responses to the letters from the Montana Wilderness
Association and The Wilderness Society. Also please see the summary of public
comments and responses on wilderness.

3.

By definition, unpaved roads in the rustic zone would not be paved in the
future. The appropriate types of development are adequately described in the
chapter, “General Philosophy for Managing Glacier.”
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COMMENTS

COMMENTS
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RESPONSES
4.

Please see the responses to the letters from the Montana Wilderness
Association, the Friends of the West, and The Wilderness Society. Also please
see the summary of public comments and responses on wilderness.

5.

Please see the responses to the comments of Friends of the West.

6.

We agree with your comment, and the black box you referred to has been
changed to indicate that wildlife populations could be affected by aircraft activity. Thank you for the references you cited, which have been provided to the
park’s wildlife biologist for his use. Also please see response 10 to the comments of the U.S. Air Tour Association.

7.

The administrative use of helicopters in the park is discussed under “Scenic
Air Tours: General Aviation; Military and Other Aviation Activities”.
Administrative use of helicopters is subject to approval by the superintendent.
Also please see the responses to the comments of the U.S. Air Tour
Association and the summary of substantive comments on the draft plan in
this volume, with our responses. The National Park Service does not expect to
use helicopters to implement any of the eight preferred alternatives identified
in volume 1 of this document. However, the details of how to implement all
these preferred alternatives have not been determined yet. The use of helicopters would be evaluated at a later date. The park estimates that it averages
less than 20 helicopter flight-hours per year for administrative use, excluding
the years in which there are big fires and years in which there are intensive
backcountry construction projects. Effects on wildlife from NPS helicopter use
would be similar, but of considerably less duration, than those caused by scenic
air tours. Also please see the chapter on environmental consequences.
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7

8

9

10

11

12

RESPONSES
8.

Snowmobiles were permanently banned in Glacier National Park in 1975 and
continue to be banned.

9.

The National Park Service agrees with your comment about winterization of
concession hotels, and this is not the preferred alternative identified in the
document. Please see the changes that have been made in the “Winter Use”
chapter. Also please see response 10 to the comments of the Montana
Wilderness Association.

10. Our concerns are similar to those you expressed; however, for the National
Park Service to continue to have residences, work areas, and other facilities in
flood-prone areas would be inappropriate and a violation of federal directives.
Please see the summary of public comments and responses later in this volume
and read the responses on Divide Creek.
11. Please see the description of what a general management plan is and is not in a
white box in the “Introduction.” Also please see the section describing future
plans and studies. In these studies, impacts on park resources such as wildlife
and water quality will continue to be analyzed. National historic sites and the
properties of the National Register of Historic Places will be retained in some
form, as will visitor service properties.
12. We know of no problems with trout at this time. Should such problems occur,
they would be dealt with according to current law, policy, and the management
authority of the superintendent.
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COMMENTS
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RESPONSES
13. A shuttle system is available in summer, and the preferred alternative for visitor
use on the Going-to-the-Sun Road calls for assessing an expanded public
transportation system for the park. Please see the description of what a general
management plan is and is not, as mentioned in 1 and 11, above. Also please
see the section describing implementation plans, as well as “Alternatives, Ideas,
and Strategies Considered but Rejected.”
14. The removal of the Camas Road was an alternative that was considered but
rejected for the reasons discussed under “Alternatives, Ideas, and Strategies
Considered But Rejected.”
15. Please see responses 1 and 10, above.
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RESPONSES
COMMENTS

COMMENTS

RESPONSES
Backcountry Horsemen of the Flathead (Greg Schatz)—0515
1.

Mitigating measures will be addressed in further studies regarding the reconstruction of the Going-to-the-Sun Road.

2.

Grazing is not allowed in the park because of the need to prevent off-trail
damage and minimize competition for forage between horses and wildlife.

1

2
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RESPONSES
3.

2

3

The improvement of individual parking areas for stock users is too detailed a
topic for discussion in this document; however, it will be addressed in subsequent planning efforts.

COMMENTS AND RESPONSES
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COMMENTS

COMMENTS

RESPONSES
Beartooth Backcountry Horsemen # 938

1

1.

We did not believe it was necessary to repeat every type of recreational opportunity in every management area and zone. Horseback riding is mentioned as
an appropriate activity in the “Introduction,” as well as elsewhere in the document. Also please see the responses to the public hearing testimony of the
Backcountry Horsemen of the Flathead.

2.

The park identified “conflicts between hikers and horse users” as an important
issue that needed to be acknowledged in the document. Specific solutions
should be identified in the park’s revised backcountry management plan. Also
please see the responses to the public hearing testimony of the Backcountry
Horsemen of the Flathead.

2

Organizations and Businesses
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RESPONSES
Bicycle Federation of America—0925
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COMMENTS

COMMENTS

1

RESPONSES
1.

We disagree with your statement.

2.

The idea of limiting access to a transit system was seriously considered, as was
explained in Newsletter 3 for consideration by the public. The concept also was
explained under “Alternatives, Ideas, and Strategies Considered but Rejected.”
From the responses that were received to that newsletter, there appears to be
little public support for the concept of limiting access along the Going-to-theSun Road to a transit system only.

3.

The Going-to-the-Sun Road was completed in 1932 and has subsequently
been designated as both a national historic civil engineering landmark and a
national historic landmark, as was mentioned on page 43 of the draft document. As built, the road is far too narrow to add a “cyclists only” lane, and
adding such a lane by widening the road would destroy its historic character.
Bicycle use on the road is restricted only between 11 a.m. and 4 p.m. from
June 15 through Labor Day. The restrictions apply only to the western side of
Logan Pass. In spring the park takes a number of specific management actions
to accommodate cyclists, including opening the Camas Road, the inside North
Fork Road, and the upper sections of the Going-to-the-Sun road to cyclists
and hikers only before they are opened to vehicles.

4.

We believe that the Environmental Impact Statement meets the spirit and intent of
NEPA, was not biased, and evaluates a reasonable range of alternatives.
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RESPONSES
Big Wild Advocates—0893
Thank you for your comments.
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RESPONSES
Canyon RV and Campground—0586
1.

We are targeting specific high priority areas for repair in fiscal years 1999 and
2000.

2.

Night closures undoubtedly will be considered in the pending engineering and
economic study of the Going-to-the-Sun Road. Also please see the new preferred alternative (A1) in the section “Preservation of the Going-to-the-Sun
Road.”

1
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RESPONSES
Center for Wildlife Information—0263
Thank you for your comments.
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COMMENTS

RESPONSES
Coalition for Canyon Preservation (hearing, Willows)—0536

Organizations and Businesses
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1

2

RESPONSES
1.

Please see the responses to the letters from the Montana Wilderness
Association and the Wilderness Society, as well as the general response regarding wilderness.

2.

Please see the responses to the comments of the Friends of the West. We also
would like to point out that Director’s Order No. 2, issued in May 1998,
eliminated the requirement for statements for management and revised the
process by which parks are zoned. The zoning system described in the
“Statement For Management” is no longer in accordance with policy.
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3.

Please see the responses to the comments in the letter of the Coalition for
Canyon Preservation, below.

4.

Please see the letter from the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation, (first
letter in the “federal agencies” group, above), and the responses thereto. Also
please see the letter from the Montana State Historic Preservation Office (in
the “State Offices” category, above) and the responses thereto.

5.

Please see the responses to your organization’s letter, just below.
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RESPONSES
6.

The park takes tremendous care not to damage the road during spring opening, and we do not believe that road damage occurs from blasting. Volume 1 of
this document contains a discussion of the potential for water quality degradation to occur from blasting if appropriate mitigating measures are not taken.
The potential effects of blasting will be considered in subsequent NEPA analyses regarding road reconstruction.

7.

Please see the responses to your organization’s letter, just below.

7
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RESPONSES
Coalition for Canyon Preservation (11/30/98)—1160
1.

We have updated information in volume 1 of this final document to address
the points and concerns you mentioned.

2.

The preferred alternative for “Preservation of the Going-to-the-Sun Road” has
been changed in this final document.

3.

The list in the “Compliance” section was not intended to be exhaustive. The
opening paragraph on page 259 of the draft document indicated that the
National Park Service would “comply with all applicable laws and executive
orders, including” the ones listed. This section has been expanded in the final
document.
The information you refer to about asphalt dumpsites, RV sewage dumping,
and seeps is incorrect, and this is beyond the scope of this General Management
Plan.

1
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4.

Please see the changes to impacts under “Impacts of All Other Alternatives”
for “Preservation of the Going-to-the-Sun Road.” Avalanche will be addressed
further in additional studies on the reconstruction of the Going-to-the-Sun
Road.

5.

The zoning system described in the Master Plan is no longer in accordance with
NPS policy. Furthermore, the Master Plan and the Statement for Management are
public documents. This plan does not identify “new” developement zones.
There was extensive public involvement throughout this planning process. The
draft version of this document was sent to approximately 1,000 individuals,
agencies, and organizations, and the Draft Overview was sent to more than 7,000
individuals and organizations. Throughout the planning process we also heard
from more than 4,000 members of the public. Also please see the responses to
the comments of the Montana Wilderness Association, Friends of the West,
and the Wilderness Society.

5
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6.

Please see response 5, above. As was previously stated, this plan was not done
in secret, nor do we, as park managers, engage in any calculated deceptions.
Glacier’s proposed wilderness was discussed on pages 13, 108, and 109 of the
draft document. Proposed wilderness was an assumption from the beginning
of development of this plan. The zoning system does not change proposed
wilderness in Glacier.

7.

Like the proposed wilderness designation, historic districts were an assumption. The zoning system does not change these designations or the types of
actions that can or cannot be undertaken on historic properties and districts.
The discussion on page 20 of the draft document addresses this. The cultural
resources, including the national historic landmarks and historic districts, are
described on pages 136–145 of the draft document.

8.

Newsletter 1 documented the issues raised by the public during scoping.
Newsletter 2 disclosed to the public which issues would be addressed in the
General Management Plan and Environmental Impact Statement and which ones
would not, thus identifying the significant issues. An analysis of the issues gathered from scoping was done; this is contained in the park files, which your
organization has already requested and reviewed. It was this information that
you used to do your own significant issue analysis, which was attached to your
letter as exhibit 1. However, please note that the “Critical Issues and
Alternatives” section has been changed in this final document to address your
concern. Also please see the “Public Involvement” chapter.

7

8

We would like to correct an error in the exhibits that were attached to your
letter. You have assumed incorrectly that scoping ended July 28, 1995. To the
contrary, scoping did not end at that time, nor did the National Park Service
ever send out anything that said scoping had ended. Because the scoping
process is used both to initiate public input into an EIS process and to identify
issues to be addressed, and since issues can be brought up at any point in the
process for the agency to consider, scoping never really ended on this project
until the release of the draft document.

9

9.

Thank you for sending us another copy of the Coalition for Canyon
Preservation’s “significant issue analysis”. The fact that the National Park
Service does not analyze issues in the same way that your organization does is
not an indication that we did not do an analysis. All the comments received
during the development of the draft and final General Management Plan and
Environmental Impact Statement are on file at Glacier National Park.
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10. The planning process for the 1990 Transportation Plan began in 1988. Public
involvement did occur. All comments were considered to complete this plan.
11. Your assertions regarding Superintendent Mihalic are misleading, distorted,
and false. This type of developmental detail is common throughout the government. Superintendent Mihalic’s detail was approved by the assistant secretary
for policy and budget, U.S. Department of the Interior.

10

11

12. No significant issues or federal legal constraints have been dropped or dismissed in this document. The list in the “Compliance” section (page 259 in
the draft) clearly states that it is not meant to be an exhaustive list (see
response 2, above). The “Summary of Alternatives” and “Summary of
Impacts” tables can be found just before the divider for the “Affected
Environment” part of the document. A number of references are cited
throughout the “Environmental Consequences” section and listed in the bibliography. In addition, appendix H (new to the final document) lists a number
of sources that were consulted regarding road reconstruction. The document
was edited according to NPS Editing Guidelines. The methodologies used are
appropriately referenced throughout the document.

12
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13. We believe the “Summary of Impacts” table accurately reflect the impacts that
are discussed in the “Environmental Consequences” section.
14. We do not agree with your comment. All work done on the Going-to-the-Sun
Road will continue to be done in such a way that its significance as a national
historic landmark and the contributing elements to that designation will be
preserved.
15. The “Cultural Resources Plan for the Going-to-the-Sun Road” is listed in the
bibliography. The Glacier National Park Transportation Plan (NPS 1990d) is
cited in the draft document on pages 46 and 292.

13

14

15
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16. The intent of the document is to protect the integrity of the Going-to-the-Sun
Road as a national historic landmark. Please see the discussion in the black box
on page 50 of the draft document and the revised text in the corresponding
black box in the final document.

16

17

17. We have not erred. Please see the responses above, particularly response 5.
18. Regarding your point (1), the draft document did not err; the cultural and historic designations of properties and places in the park still remain. The new
zoning system does not change those designations. As for point (2), no new
areas in the park have been identified for development; therefore, no new
development zones have been created. Existing developed areas have been
rezoned as visitor service zones. Please note that (3) the Lake McDonald area
was identified as a historic district on page 138 of the draft document. Also
please see response 5, above.

18
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19. The road will be closed to vehicles in the winter at Lake McDonald Lodge.
20. An additional passage regarding vandalism has been added under “Impacts of
all the Preferred Alternatives.”
21. Please see response 20, above.

19
20

21
22

23

24
25

22. There are wildlife wintering areas all over the park. The discussion on page 68
of the draft document and the reference to St. Mary was only an example; it
was not meant to be exhaustive. The park contains no critical wildlife wintering areas officially designated by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service.
23. Please see the revised preferred alternative for “Winter Use.”
24. The provision you objected to has been removed from the alternative.
25. Trampling was addressed on page 199 of the draft document.

COMMENTS AND RESPONSES

60

COMMENTS

COMMENTS

RESPONSES
26. The Lake McDonald Lodge Historic District was discussed on page 142 of the
draft document.

26

27. The ethnology study is cited in the bibliography of the draft document. It has
been in final editing and is now available upon request.

27
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28. We realize that the term “crown of the continent” has been used in different
ways throughout history. The statement on page 285 of the draft document
correctly reflects a commonly accepted use of the term; no change has been
made.
29. The Northern Continental Divide Grizzly Bear Ecosystem is mentioned on
page 112 of the draft document.

28

30. We do not agree. Significant issues were identified in Newsletter 2 and then
again in Newsletter 4 as the issues this plan would address. The petition received
on “No Fast Food at Lake McDonald” was considered but was determined to
be too detailed for this document to address. The document merely indicates
that a restaurant is appropriate at Lake McDonald. How fast or slowly the food
is delivered is too detailed for a general management plan.
31. Please see response 29, above.

29

30
31
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32. This volume, volume 2 of the General Management Plan and Environmental Impact
Statement, contains agency responses to substantive comments on the draft document.

31

33. Please see pages 126, 177, 178, 199, 235, 236, and 237 in the Draft General
Management Plan and Environmental Impact Statement.
34. We appreciate your support of the 1990 Transportation Plan. It will remain in
effect until completion of the additional studies on the Going-to-the-Sun
Road.

32

33

34
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35. All general management plans have the option to revisit current plans.

34

35

36

37

36. The projections on page 280 of the draft document are not out of line because
they take into account national and local economic downturns and upturns
over the past 20 years. Although actual visitation has fluctuated, the trend
shows an overall increase. The works you have cited do not change the analysis.
Based on the best available information, the economic impacts were adequately
addressed.
37. The National Park Service is conducting further study on reconstructing the
Going-to-the-Sun Road. The alternatives in this plan have been rewritten. The
issue of the Going-to-the-Sun Road reconstruction arose during development
of the General Management Plan and the National Park Service made extensive
efforts to talk with the public about this issue. It is not required that all issues
be aired at the beginning of the planning effort, although we agree that it is
preferable. New issues can be raised at any point in the process, and the
agency must decide whether or not to address them [see guidance on scoping
by the Council on Environmental Quality, 40 CFR 1501.7 (7)(c)]. To meet the
spirit and intent of NEPA, the National Park Service chose to involve the public early in the process of developing the plan. The notice of intent informed
the public that all aspects of managing Glacier National Park were being considered as part of the GMP process. At the time the notice was issued, no
alternatives for park management had been developed. Through this process, it
was determined that managing visitors on the Going-to-the-Sun Road and
rehabilitating the road were connected actions that needed to be included in
the plan (40 CFR 1508.25). Senator Burns and the National Park Service had
a public hearing on the Going-to-the-Sun Road rehabilitation three months
before the draft document was released, at which time alternatives were discussed. Before the draft plan was released, the public hearing was followed by
presentations to chambers of commerce, an additional economic study by the
University of Montana, and a congressional field hearing conducted by congressman Rick Hill.
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RESPONSES
Cold Mountain, Cold Rivers—0638
Thank you for your comments.
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Columbia Falls Area Chamber of Commerce, (11/24/98)—0982
1.

Please see the responses to letter from the mayor of Columbia Falls.

2.

The management of the North Fork road outside the park is an important
issue, but it is beyond the scope of this plan.

1

2
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3.

3

The inside North Fork Road is zoned rustic. Rustic roads are intended to provide a slow-paced, quiet, uncrowded experience similar to that experienced by
early park visitors who came by automobile. The park’s gravel roads to both
Bowman and Kintla are periodically resurfaced and graded.
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Columbia Falls Area Chamber of Commerce (11/27/1998)—1132
1.

The reconstruction of the Going-to-the-Sun road is a long-term issue as well
as a short-term issue. There was no “initial plan issued in 1997 for public
review.” Newsletter 3 contained ideas expressed at the 12 open houses that were
conducted to gather information with which to begin developing the General
Management Plan.

2.

The preferred alternative for “Preservation of the Going-to-the-Sun Road” has
been rewritten as alternative A1 in volume 1 of this final document.

3.

The preferred alternative for visitor use on the Going-to-the-Sun Road calls
for assessing an expanded public transportation system for the park.

4.

The North Fork Road is outside the park boundary and outside the scope of
this plan.

1
2
3
4
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5.

5

After the additional studies on how to reconstruct the Going-to-the-Sun Road
are completed, we will continue to use the Internet to provide information to
the public.
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Community Development Services of Montana—0885
1.

All the park’s historic structures, including national historic landmarks, national register properties, and properties eligible for listing on the National
Register of Historic Places will be preserved in accordance with the 1916
Organic Act and sections 106 and 110 of the National Historic Preservation
Act. Many of these structures are adaptively used, which helps to preserve
them. Your idea of installing exhibits in these buildings will be considered in
the future.

2.

Please see the revised text of the preferred alternative for “Preservation of
Historic Hotels and Visitor Services.”

1

2

Organizations and Businesses

71

RESPONSES
3.

3

Thank you for your good ideas and suggestions. They will be considered as we
do further study on reconstructing the Going-to-the-Sun Road.
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Concerned Pikuni Committee—1137 [moved from tribes; was no. 5]
1.

The question of water rights is beyond the scope of this document and is the
subject of current negotiations between the Department of the Interior and
the Blackfeet Tribe.

1
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2.

The list of legislation was not meant to be exhaustive; however, we have added
the laws you have suggested to the “Compliance with Federal and State Laws”
section in the final version of this document.

3.

The phrase “more recently” has been removed from the “American Indian
Relations” section of the final document. The subject of Blackfeet rights is
under negotiation. These negotiations have not been addressed in this document.

4.

The draft ethnology report was submitted to the Tribal Business Council in
1995 and again in 1996. To date, the park has received no comments from the
Blackfeet Tribe. The National Park Service has a government-to-government
relationship with the tribe. It is up to the Blackfeet Tribal Business Council to
determine which tribal members should review this document.
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5.

The activities mentioned are against the law according to the Code of Federal
Regulations.

6.

Please see the responses to the letter from the Coalition for Canyon
Preservation.

7.

The development mentioned is beyond the scope of this plan and is governed
by other laws and contracts.

8.

This subject is beyond the scope of this plan and is governed by other laws and
contracts.

9.

The matter you discussed is beyond the scope of this plan and is the subject of
current negotiations between the Department of the Interior and the Blackfeet
Tribe.

10. The availability of the Draft General Management Plan and Environmental Impact
Statement was advertised in Alberta, and there were several public meetings in
Alberta. No comments were received from the Canadian Bloods.
7

8

9
10
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RESPONSES
11. In accordance with our government-to-government relationship with the
Blackfeet Nation, the Draft General Management Plan and Environmental
Impact Statement was sent to the Blackfeet Tribal Business Council for distribution to tribal members. Tribal members on the GMP mailing list also received
copies of the plan.
12. The boundary was established in accordance with the agreement of 1895. We
understand that some disagree with the ways in which this agreement is interpreted. It is not within the National Park Service’s authority to modify these
boundaries.

11

12
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RESPONSES
13. Please see response 4, above. The report is being finalized. The rights of the
Blackfeet within Glacier National Park are discussed under “Guiding Principles
for Glacier National Park” in volume 1 of this document

13
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Continental Divide Trail Society—0102
1.

We acknowledge that the Continental Divide National Scenic Trail is an important aspect of Glacier National Park. Please note that it is now mentioned in
volume 1 under “National Trails System Act” in the section on compliance
with federal and state laws.

1
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RESPONSES
East Glacier Chamber of Commerce—0882
Thank you for your comments. We look forward to your participation in this study.
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RESPONSES
The Ecology Center—1146
Thank you for your comments.
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The Equinox—0029
1.

Please see the “West Side Discovery Center and Museum” issue and preferred
alternative.

1
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2.

2

The actual acreage involved in the construction of additional parking areas and
pullouts along the Going-to-the-Sun Road would be small and would depend
on the final design agreed to as the result of the new comprehensive use plan
for the Going-to-the-Sun Road. Also please see the new preferred alternative
(A1) for the preservation of the Going-to-the-Sun Road.
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Flathead Audubon—0774
Thank you for your comments.
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RESPONSES
Flathead Resource Organization—0749
1.

1

Please see the responses to the comments of Friends of the West, the Montana
Wilderness Association, and the Wilderness Society. The assessment of an
expanded transportation system is a part of the preferred alternative for visitor
use on the Going-to-the-Sun Road. Ultimately only Congress can change fees;
however, this alternative calls for the development of a comprehensive use plan
for the Going-to-the-Sun Road. This planning process would assess a variety of
methods to maintain the quality of the visitor experience for visitors who use
the road.
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RESPONSES
Flathead Wildlife, Inc.—0798

1

2

1.

Descriptions of such site-specific management issues are too detailed for
inclusion in this plan. Managing predator and prey populations in the North
Fork Plan is covered in the park’s Resource Management Plan and other such
park plans.

2.

Glacier strives to let natural ecosystem processes prevail in the park, including
the rise and fall of predator and prey species. Glacier National Park will continue to be a “safe haven” for all animals and will remain a reservoir for breeding populations. The park works closely with both the Montana Department of
Fish, Wildlife and Parks and the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service on issues of
mutual concern.

COMMENTS AND RESPONSES

88

COMMENTS

COMMENTS

RESPONSES
Friends of the Bitterroot (11/29/98)—1159
1.

Please see the section, “Alternatives, Ideas, and Strategies Considered But
Rejected.”

1
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RESPONSES
2.

2

Road tolls and user fees could be considered in a comprehensive use plan for
the Going-to-the-Sun-Road. The evaluation of an expanded public transportation system is also discussed as a part of the preferred alternative for visitor
use on the Going-to-the-Sun Road.
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Friends of the Earth—1153
1.

Please see the responses to the comments of the Montana Wilderness
Association, the Friends of the West, and the Wilderness Society. Also please
see the summary of public comments and the NPS responses on winter use.

2.

Please see the responses to the comments of the Coalition for Canyon
Preservation.

3.

Please see the responses to the comments of Cold Mountain, Cold Rivers.

1
2

3
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RESPONSES
Friends of the West—0370

1
2

1.

Please see the general responses about wilderness and the responses to the
comments of the Montana Wilderness Association and the Wilderness Society.

2.

The zoning system used in the 1977 Master Plan was derived from the 1962
Outdoor Recreation Resources Review Commission, prescribed for application
by the Bureau of Outdoor Recreation, and further explained in the 1970
Administrative Policies for the National Parks and National Monuments of
Scientific Significance. This early zoning system was superseded in the National
Park Service by the 1982 Management Directive 2, “Park Planning”. As the general management planning process was beginning, that management directive
was being replaced by Director’s Order 2, “Park Planning,” which was formally
adopted on May 27, 1998. The director’s order says, on page 21, “To allow
for a meaningful level of specificity, management prescriptions are applied
either by geographic area in the park [management zoning] or by specific
resource type parkwide [such as prescriptions related to air quality, regardless
where it occurs in the park].”
On page 24 of the director’s order, the direction for management zoning or
management areas is described: “The particular management zones identified
for a park will generally fall into four broad categories identifying the overall
management emphasis: natural resource preservation [our backcountry and
day use zones], cultural resource preservation [included in our rustic and visitor services zones], development [included in our visitor services zone], or
special use [none in the General Management Plan for Glacier]. However the
management prescriptions and the zone names describing those prescriptions
do not have to be standardized and can reflect the particular circumstances of
each park.”
The specific zones used in the 1977 Master Plan were absorbed into the new
zones of the new Draft General Management Plan, and boundaries were modified
to reflect the current management direction. The class II area (general outdoor recreation), which should include, according to page 32 of the
Administrative Policies, “administrative facilities, formal campgrounds, twoway roads, [emphasis added] etc. of varying intensities” is absorbed into the
visitor use and rustic zones. The reason that the Master Plan did not place the
eastern part of the Going-to-the Sun Road corridor in class II, the correct
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zone at that time, is not known. That plan does not describe what is there or
what is desired. Because of the scale of the map in the Draft General Management
Plan, the visitor services zone often appears larger than it would actually be. In
much of the road corridor, the backcountry zone boundary, which often coincides with the wilderness proposal boundary, would be only 500 feet from the
centerline of the road.
The old natural zone (class III) in the Master Plan, which contained lands that
“are important to the proper preservation, interpretation and management” of
class IV (outstanding natural area) and class V (primitive or wilderness), was
seen as a “transition, setting or buffer between intensely developed areas of the
park (classes I and II) and (a) the primitive or wilderness (class IV) or (b) the
unique natural features” Class V was essentially absorbed into the backcountry
or day use zones, mostly in the proposed wilderness. The Going-to-the-Sun
Road did not belong in this zone.
The class IV (unique natural features or outstanding natural area zone), as it
was renamed in the Master Plan, would be totally included in the proposed
wilderness, which would be a subzone within this plan’s backcountry zone.
The entire class V wilderness or primitive zone is within the proposed wilderness. Additional subzoning to make more specific prescriptions in the new
zones would be forthcoming soon after the General Management Plan is
approved.
Subzoning might further divide the visitor use zone into historic districts.
Some of these are also in the rustic zone (for example, Cut Bank Ranger
Station) and the backcountry zone (for example, Belly River Ranger Station).
Subzoning would also separate road corridors and establish the limits of permitted facility development. Much of the natural character would still be
retained in the subzones, and resource standards would be established. It was
never intended that development be permitted equally throughout the visitor
services zone.

93

Organizations and Businesses

The proposed wilderness, which was placed in the class IV (outstanding natural area) and class V (primitive area) zones by the Master Plan, would be in the
backcountry and day use zones under this plan.

RESPONSES
Friends of the Wild Swan (hearing, Whitefish, Montgomery)—0516
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1.

Please see the responses to the letters from the Montana Wilderness
Association and the Wilderness Society, as well as the general response about
wilderness.

2.

Please see responses to the comments from Friends of the West and the
Coalition for Canyon Preservation.

1

2
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3.

Glacier National Park will continue to manage the proposed wilderness
(approximately 95% of the park) as wilderness as if it had been formally designated wilderness at least until Congress acts on the wilderness proposal. None
of the eight critical issues evaluated in this document is entitled “wilderness
management,” but most of these issues involve the preservation of wilderness
values to a greater or lesser degree (for example, scenic air tours, personal
watercraft, west side discovery center). The fact that wilderness management
was not included among the eight critical issues in no way signals any lessening
of the importance of wilderness to either park management or the public.

4.

The resource concerns you mentioned were all considered during the preparation of this plan. Please see especially the “Guiding Principles” near the front
of the document and the “Environmental Consequences” chapter.

3

4
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RESPONSES
Friends of the Wild Swan (hearing, Bozeman, Kelly)—0658
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1.

Please see the revised description of backcountry near the front of the document under “General Philosophy: Backcountry Zone.” Also please see the
responses to the comments of the Montana Wilderness Association and the
Wilderness Society.

1
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Glacier Action and Involvement Now, Inc.—1149
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1

2

RESPONSES
1.

Please see the responses to the letter from the governor of Montana.

2.

Please see the responses to the comments of the Glacier Country Regional
Tourism Commission.
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Glacier Country Regional Tourism Commission—0973

1

2

3

1.

A comprehensive use plan for the Going-to-the-Sun Road (now the new preferred alternative) will address the issue of adding more turnouts.

2.

Please see the rewritten preferred alternative under “Preservation of the
Going- to-the-Sun Road.”

3.

Please see response 2, above.
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4.

Current federal law limits contract terms to 10 years, with a 20-year limit for
contracts having special capital investment requirements.

5.

Please see the rationale for the selection of the preferred alternative under
“Winter Use” in volume 1 of this document.

4

We will continue to accommodate visitor use during the spring and autumn.
6.

There is no form of flood control that does not conflict with NPS policy.

5
6
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RESPONSES
Glacier Park Boat Company—1135
Thank you for your comments.
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Glacier Park Foundation (Gilbertson)—0574
1.

We currently do not have the authority to do as you suggested, and this is why
it was considered but rejected. However, the Department of the Interior is
exploring additional authorities to enter into entrepreneurial partnerships.

2.

After the general management planning process has been completed, a commercial services plan will be prepared in which economic feasibility will be
considered. Opening Lake McDonald Lodge and the Village Inn year round is
not our preferred alternative.

1

2
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Glacier Park Foundation (hearing, Cornish)—0604
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1.

1

Please see the revised section on “Preservation of Historic Hotels and Visitor
Services: Issue” in volume 1 of this final document.
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2.

Encouraging visitors to go to other parts of the park and vicinity is an idea that
will be considered during further planning for the reconstruction of the
Going-to-the-Sun Road.

2
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Glacier Park Foundation (11/23/98)—1156
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1.

The preferred method of funding would be to seek federal appropriations to
buy the concessioner’s possessory interest in the structures and complete the
rehabilitation. It is also recognized that federal appropriations may not be
forthcoming for some or all of the work necessary. Therefore, alternative A
includes an action to be taken to explore other funding methods. It may be
that a mix of funding methods would have to be used to fund the work on one
or all of the properties. Appendix D outlines some of these funding methods,
including issuing a bond. Other methods are addressed in the section on
“Alternatives, Ideas, and Strategies Considered but Rejected.” Appendix D
(formerly appendix C) has been modified to correct contradictions about the
selection of a funding method alternative.
We understand that the Glacier Park Foundation does not plan to undertake a
feasibility study. The feasibility of funding alternatives will be analyzed as part
of the implementation planning effort outlined in “Actions to be Taken” under
alternative A.

1

2.

Alternative A has been modified to included developing a plan to prioritize and
phase the rehabilitation work.

2
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3.

We appreciate the concerns some people have raised about the quality of the
information received from the questionnaire distributed by Glacier Park, Inc.
Each response will be entered into the public comment record. We recognize
that responses might (or might not) have been different if the questionnaire
had been crafted differently or contained more background information. Any
person may comment on a draft general management plan regardless of their
understanding of all aspects of the issue. Many people contacted by Glacier
Park, Inc., requested copies of the Draft General Management Plan or the Overview
so that they could understand the issues better before commenting. The comments we heard from the public (including the postcards) is summarized
under “Why Do We Need A Plan?: Public Involvement on the Draft General
Management Plan and Environmental Impact Statement” in volume 1 of this
final document.

4.

The idea of expanding shuttle service will be considered as additional studies
are prepared for reconstruction of the Going-to-the-Sun Road.

5.

Please see the responses to the comments of your organization’s Janet Cornish,
above.
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6.

After the General Management Plan is completed, a comprehensive use plan for
the Going-to-the-Sun Road will be prepared. That plan will address interpretive opportunities throughout the corridor.

6
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RESPONSES
Glacier Park, Inc.—0269.
1.

1

Please see the responses to the comments of the Glacier Park Foundation. The
current law applicable to concession operations in national parks limits contract terms to 20 years. It also provides a leasehold surrender value to compensate concessioners for their rights of ownership in structures. This value is
based on the cost of original construction, increased with the Consumer Price
Index and less depreciation.
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RESPONSES
Glacier-Two Medicine Alliance—0828
Thank you for your comments.
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Glacier-Waterton Visitors Association (Brook)—0518
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1.

1

Please see the responses to the letter from Senator Burns.
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2.

The preferred alternative under “Preservation of Historic Hotels and Visitor
Services” has been revised. The cost of acquiring the concessioner’s possessory
interest is not known at this time. The process of determining such a value
would involve appraisals and ultimately negotiations between the National Park
Service and the concessioner.

3.

Most of the comments on preserving historic hotels and visitor services supported the preferred alternative. Please see the revised alternative A mentioned
in response 1, above, regarding other funding sources.

3
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Great Falls Chamber of Commerce (Labriola)—0491
1.

1

Please see the responses to the letter from Senator Burns.
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Great Northern Railway Historical Society—1167
1.

Your statement is incorrect. Please see the responses to the comments of
Friends of the West.

1
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Hugh Black St. Mary Enterprises, Inc.—0892
1.

The preferred alternative for preservation of the Going- to-the- Sun Road has
been revised; please see alternative A1.

1
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John L. Clarke Western Art Gallery and Memorial Museum—1112
1. Please see the responses to the letter from Senator Burns.

1
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Last Chance Backcountry Horsemen—0971

1
2
3

1.

Park use and development are described under “Affected Environment:
Cultural Resources,” and background information about historic hotels and
visitor services is given in the section on “Preservation of Historic Hotels and
Visitor Services.”

2.

We agree with your thoughts about trailheads and backcountry camp areas.
These issues are a part of the park’s “Backcountry Management Plan.” The
results of monitoring are delineated each year in the annual “State of the
Backcountry” report.

3.

Please see the responses to the comments from the Montana Wilderness
Association and the Wilderness Society. Also please see the general response
regarding wilderness.
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The Lodge at Waterton Lakes—0162
1.

Please see the responses to the letter from Senator Burns.

2.

Your statement is incorrect. The preferred alternative for “Preservation of
Historic Hotels and Visitor Services” allows for upgrading and modernizing
the facilities in the park if it can be done without affecting the integrity of the
hotels and other buildings as national historic landmarks and national register
properties.

1
2
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Mission Valley Backcountry Horsemen—1148

1

2
3

1.

The improvement of individual parking areas has not been dealt with in this
plan, but it will be addressed in subsequent planning efforts. There are many
areas where public parking for livestock use is available and has even been
recently improved. In other areas, parking is limited by topography and use
conflicts; and in still others there is potential for improvement.

2.

Grazing is too specific for this plan. Grazing is not permitted in Glacier
National Park because of competition with wildlife and damage from trampling.

3.

We would be happy to continue to meet with the Mission Balley Backcountry
Horsemen to discuss the ideas you presented at any time. It would be beneficial to have this discussion as we begin revising the “Backcountry Management
Plan.”
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Montana Aviation Trades Association—1441
1.

Please see the responses to the comments of the United States Air Tour
Association.

2.

Please see the responses to the comments of the United States Air Tour
Association.

1
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Montana Computer Wholesalers—0368
1.

Please see the responses to the comments from The Equinox.

2.

For most visitors, driving the Going-to-the-Sun Road is the premier highlight
of visiting Glacier National Park. It is also a significant factor in the economic
health of northwestern Montana. Clearly, there would be little support for a
decision to not repair the road. The park already limits vehicular traffic on the
road to vehicles less than 21 feet long and 8 feet wide. Buses are not allowed
beyond Sun Point on the east side of the park and Avalanche on west. The
park is very interested in relieving congestion on the Going-to-the-Sun Road.
As part of the preferred alternative, an efficient and convenient public transportation system would be provided. A federal subsidy might be necessary to
accomplish this. An expanded transportation system for this road will be considered as part of a comprehensive use plan for the road.
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Montana Innkeepers Association (hearing, Doggett)—0602
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1.

Please see the responses to the comments of the Coalition for Canyon
Preservation.

2.

Please see the responses to the letter from Senator Burns.
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Montana Innkeepers Association (11/30/98)—1117

1

2

1.

A mitigation strategy and marketing plan would be part of the additional engineering and economic analysis that would be conducted under the preferred
alternative for preservation of the Going-to-the Sun Road. Regarding ongoing
construction efforts, we would be happy to explore with your organization
other ways to communicate with the public about the road reconstruction.

2.

Please see the responses to the letter from Senator Burns.

COMMENTS AND RESPONSES

146

COMMENTS

RESPONSES
COMMENTS

Organizations and Businesses

147

RESPONSES
Montana Nature Conservancy (Grey)—0490
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1.

Please see the statement regarding the park’s significance in a box under
“Guiding Principles” in the front of the document. Also please see “Managing
in an Ecosystem Environment” under “Guiding Principles” and the chapter
on “Regional Cooperation.” Glacier’s Resource Management Plan also addresses
these issues.

1
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Montana Pilots’ Association—0462

1

2
3

1.

The National Park Service has not conducted a formal study to determine if
air tour operations detract from visitor appreciation of Glacier National Park’s
values; however, the park has received numerous complaints that indicate that
this is the case. The public response to the preferred alternative for scenic air
tours has been overwhelmingly supportive.

2.

We do not propose to prohibit all aviation activities over the park, only commercial air tours. The park receives few complaints that general aviation (private, noncommercial flights) detracts from visitors’ recreational experience.
We concur that overflights do not leave litter or clog the roots and that they
provide access for some people who are physically unable to explore the park
on foot. However, much of the park’s spectacular beauty can be enjoyed from
roads (see map on page 58 of the draft document).

3.

Air pollution from emissions from aircraft flying over the park is insignificant
compared to the pollution caused by automobiles driving on park roads; however, it remains a true statement that implementing the preferred alternative
(prohibiting scenic air tours) would have a positive effect on the park’s air
quality.
The noise associated with increased automobile use in the park is of a different
quality and far more localized than that caused by helicopters flying over the
park, which is perceived as being louder. In addition, because helicopters fly
above ridgelines, the noise they emit is heard over much more of the park than
automobile noise.

COMMENTS AND RESPONSES

150

COMMENTS

COMMENTS

RESPONSES
4.

Please see the responses to the comments of the United States Air Tour
Association.

3
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Montana River Action Network—0285
Thank you for your comments.
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Montana Wilderness Association (11/30/98, Heim, Kalispell)—0019
1.

This General Management Plan and Environmental Impact Statement divides the
park’s proposed wilderness into two management zones, day use and backcountry. The day use zone also includes areas outside of the proposed wilderness. Only activities consistent with The Wilderness Act of 1964 would be
allowed in zones (backcountry, day use, etc.) that are within the proposed
wilderness. More detailed direction for the management of Glacier’s proposed
wilderness is included in the park’s “Backcountry Management Plan.”
None of the areas designated as either rustic zone or visitor use zone are
intended to be within the boundaries of the park’s proposed wilderness. The
Going-to-the-Sun Road corridor map in the document has been revised to
indicate that the southern shore of St. Mary Lake is in the backcountry zone.
This map has also been revised to clarify that the visitor service zone does not
include the northwestern shore of Lake McDonald between the ends of the
existing paved area at the Fish Creek Campground and Kelly Camp.

1

In the future, it is likely that the park’s proposed wilderness will be subdivided
into additional zones (also called opportunity class or desired condition areas).
Wilderness management agencies like the National Park Service frequently
establish different wilderness management zones. This provides a spectrum of
settings ranging from very little human evidence to more human evidence
(within the bounds of the Wilderness Act).
Most of the Going to the Sun Corridor geographic area is included in the
backcountry zone, and nearly all of this zone is in the proposed wilderness.

Organizations and Businesses

153

2

3

RESPONSES
2.

The visitor use projections in the diagram at the end of appendix B are reasonable because they take into account local and national economic downturns
and upturns over the past 20 years. Although actual visitation numbers for
Glacier National Park have fluctuated , the trend has shown an overall increase.

3.

The maps printed in the draft document are conceptual. The exact boundaries
for management zones and for the park’s wilderness proposal will be determined and drawn in the revised “Backcountry Management Plan,” the comprehensive use plan for the Going-to-the-Sun Road, and the Commercial
Services Plan. All planning maps will be on the park’s geographic information
system. Thank you for the maps you sent us. We will consider this information
when we further delineate zones in these subsequent planning efforts. If the
proposed wilderness is formally designated wilderness, precise maps will be
prepared at that time.
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4.

The maps printed in the draft document are intended to be conceptual maps.
Also please see response 3, above.

5.

Please see response 1, above

3

4
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6.

6

Please see the revised “Scenic Air Tour” issue and the preferred alternative for
that issue, in which we have addressed your concerns. Also please see our
responses to the comments of the U.S. Air Tour Association.
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7.

Please see the revised description of alternative A in the “Winter Use” section,
volume 1. It is important to understand that this plan lists actions that might
be taken over the next two decades to respond to increasing numbers of winter visitors. Providing plowed parking areas and restroom facilities would be in
keeping with our goal of not changing the existing patterns of winter use. We
do not believe that the availability of such facilities invites more winter use.
Winter recreation opportunities in Glacier are becoming more popular as a
result of increased population in Northwestern Montana. Winter use of the
park would be monitored, and actions would be taken to mitigate or eliminate
unacceptable impacts.
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8.

8

The Alberta Visitor Center in West Glacier is functioning well for the Alberta
Tourism Partnership. It has the second highest visitation of the partnership’s
eight facilities. It is not anticipated that the building will be surplus in the
future. No “door” or “window of opportunity” exists to acquire or lease the
building.
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9.

The percentage of cars that could not find parking does not include visitors
who had to wait or circle the lot before they finally located parking.
Eliminating book sales from the Logan Pass Visitor Center will be considered
during the pending comprehensive use study for the Going-to-the-Sun Road
and if funding is acquired to design and construct a west side discovery center
and museum.

9
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Montana Wilderness Association (hearing, Decker)—0600
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1.

Please see the section on “Winter Use” and the paragraph headed
“Snowmobile Use in the Park” (page 92 in the draft document; unchanged in
the final plan).

1
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2.

2

Please see “Guiding Principles for Glacier National Park” and the chapter
headed “General Philosophy for Managing Glacier.” Also please see the
responses to the letter from Bob Heim of the Montana Wilderness Association
and the responses to comments from The Wilderness Society. In addition,
please see the general response regarding wilderness.
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Montana Wilderness Association (11/30/98, Gatchell, Helena)—1143
1.

1

These letters have been entered into the public record as required. Thank you
for your comments.
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Montana Wilderness Association (hearing, Tighe)—0481
Thank you for your comments.
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National Parks and Conservation Association—1138
1.

Please see the description of what a general management plan is and is not in a
box in the “Introduction” of volume 1. Also please see “Implementation Plan”
near the end of the “Alternatives” chapter.

1
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2.

Detailed descriptions of the park’s partnering efforts would be too lengthy for
inclusion in this document. Some examples of partnering efforts with
Waterton Lakes National Park are sharing interpretive staff, joint training exercises, cooperative efforts in monitoring such transborder species as grizzly
bears and bull trout, and cooperative research efforts. In addition, the section
“Regional Cooperation” in the alternatives chapter highlights some of the
cooperators with Glacier National Park.

3.

The information you requested is beyond the scope of this plan; providing
such information is not the purpose of this type of plan.

4.

The importance of the park’s designations as a world heritage site and a biosphere reserve are briefly described in the “Guiding Principles” section (page
13 of the draft document). The importance of solitude and tranquility is discussed in the “Guiding Principles” section of this document. It is also discussed in the “Environmental Consequences” chapter in relation to the damage that scenic air tours do to this important park value. These values are also
inherent in the management responsibilities of the National Park Service for
its proposed wilderness, as (pages 13, 14 and 62 of the draft document). Also
please see the responses to the comments of the Montana Wilderness
Association and the Wilderness Society, as well as the summary of public comments on wilderness, and our responses. The biosphere reserve concept has
been implemented at Glacier as follows:
encouraging use of the park for research, including genetic preservation,
detection of ecosystem change, and applications for areas surrounding the
park

5

preserving the protected area’s integrity through proactive park management, cooperative monitoring efforts, partnering with park neighbors to
resolve mutual issues, and sharing data and research results with others,
especially other biosphere reserve managers
fostering education through interpretive programs; providing assistance to
environmental education institutions; and assisting students from the
United States and other countries.
The implementation of the biosphere reserve concept is further enhanced by
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the park’s many cooperative efforts with two other nearby biosphere reserves;
the Coram Experimental Forest in Montana and Waterton Lakes National Park
in Alberta, Canada.
5.

The importance of science to resource management and decision making is
briefly discussed in the “Guiding Principles” section and the “Critical Issues”
section. In drafting the General Management Plan, we decided that discussion of
the importance of science at Glacier more appropriately belonged under the
listing of guiding principles than as one of the critical issues. The use of good
science is inherent in virtually all resource-related decisions made by the park’s
management. Glacier National Park has a rich history of scientific studies. The
first scientific endeavors began in the 1920s, and research covering a wide
range of social, biological, and physical sciences has continued into the present. More than 70 graduate theses have been written on research studies in
the park. Glacier has had a resident science staff since 1967; first as part of the
National Park Service and more recently as a part of the Biological Resources
Division of the U.S. Geological Survey. A sampling of recent research conducted in the park includes the ecology of large mammalian predators and their
prey, fire ecology, global climate change, and the ecology of whitebark pine.

6.

We concur with the emphasis you placed on the importance of education to
the management of a park such as Glacier. However, we decided that discussion of this issue more appropriately belonged under the listing of guiding
principles rather than being listed as one of the critical issues. Educational
endeavors are discussed in “Guiding Principles” and under “West Side
Discovery Center and Museum.” Also please note that under the preferred
alternative for preserving historic hotels and visitor services, the Village Inn
would be removed and replaced by a new lodging facility away from the
lakeshore. The new facility could serve the residential needs of the Glacier
Institute near the proposed discovery center and museum.

7.

Please see the responses to comments from the Montana Wilderness
Association, the Wilderness Society, and the Friends of the West.
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8.

The new preferred alternative for “Preservation of the Going-to-the-Sun
Road” (A1) in volume 1 of this final document includes the preparation of a
comprehensive use plan for the Going-to-the-Sun Road.

9.

All the ideas you presented will be considered in a comprehensive use plan for
the Going-to-the-Sun Road. Please see the alternative A1 for Visitor Use on
the Going-to-the-Sun Road in volume 1 of this final document.

10. The “Preserving Historic Hotels and Services” section has been revised for this
final document. Under alternative A, one method of funding the rehabilitation
would be to seek federal appropriations. This alternative also includes a plan to
explore alternative funding sources should appropriations not be available.
Under “Actions to Be Taken,” alternative A has been modified to include the
development of a plan to prioritize and phase the rehabilitation work on the
historic structures.

COMMENTS AND RESPONSES

170

COMMENTS

COMMENTS

RESPONSES
11. NPS employee housing is discussed in the section “Alternatives, Ideas, and
Strategies Considered but Rejected” in volume 1 of this document. Concession
housing would be addressed in site-specific plans for each area.

11

12

12. Please see the responses to comments of the Montana Wilderness Association
and the Wilderness Society. Also please see the summary of public comments
on winter use, and our responses. The costs of additional snowplowing called
for in alternative A would be minimal, as it would involve minor extensions of
the areas that are already being plowed. This would become a part of the normal winter plowing schedule that the park maintains, and additional costs
would not be significant. Other park programs would not be diminished as a
result of the need to provide additional winter plowing. In the “considered but
rejected” section under “Snowmobile Use in the Park,” see the park’s reaffirmation of its ban on snowmobiles.
13. In the past the U.S. Forest Service had been interested in developing a common visitor facility outside the park. Within the past decade, few such facilities
have been successfully funded by any land managing agency. At present Glacier
National Park helps to staff the Alberta Visitor Center about five hours a day
during the summer and makes an average of 5,000 visitor contacts annually. A
cooperative visitor center outside the park is not a high priority for other agencies. Also please see the additional discussion of this issue under “West Side
Discovery Center and Museum” in volume 1 of this final document.
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14. The NPS recommendation to place the west side discovery center and museum in the park is based on the premise that if the center is going to successfully “connect visitors to park” and prepare them for an appropriate experience,
it would best be done within the boundaries of the park. The National Park
Service has a dual mission: protect park resources and provide for visitor
enjoyment. A well-designed educational facility strategically located at the Tintersection near Apgar could most effectively convey park messages (orientation, safety, resource protection, and interpretation) while being cost-effective
and environmentally sound for the reasons detailed in volume 1 under alternative A under “West Side Discovery Center and Museum.”
15. Several of the issues you mentioned are addressed in depth in the park’s
Resource Management Plan and in related plans such as that for integrated pest
management. The National Park Service probably would deny a request for
radio towers in the park’s backcountry zone because that entire zone is in the
proposed wilderness.

15
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North Fork Preservation Association (11/11/98)—0771
Thank you for your comments.
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North Fork Preservation Association (hearing, Whitefish, Frederick)—
0538
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1.

1

Please see the section on “Implementation Plans.”

COMMENTS AND RESPONSES

176

COMMENTS

COMMENTS

RESPONSES
Northern Rockies Natural History—0849
1.

The preferred alternative for visitor use on the Going-to-the-Sun Road would
include providing an “efficient and convenient” public transportation system.
It is acknowledged in the alternative that a federal subsidy might be necessary
to accomplish this. The assessment of an expanded transportation system for
the Going-to-the-Sun Road would be considered as a part of a comprehensive
use plan for the road.
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People For Elk—0642

1

2

1.

This is one of the stated interpretive themes for Glacier National Park.

2.

Please see the responses to comments from Friends of the West, the Montana
Wilderness Association, and the Wilderness Society.
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3.

Additional restroom facilities are being developed along the road as a part of
the park’s fee demonstration program. This issue also will be addressed in the
comprehensive use plan for the Going-to-the-Sun Road. See the new preferred alternative for “Visitor Use on the Going-to-the-Sun Road.”
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Purdy Ranches—00966
Thank you for your comments.
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Restaura—0072
Thank you for your comments.
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Rotary International—0881
These are important concepts for Waterton-Glacier International Peace Park, and
they will be included in all present and future visitor centers. Both Waterton Lakes
and Glacier National Parks very much appreciate the recognition that Rotary
International, and specifically the two Rotary Districts, have brought to the two
national parks through the years. The Rotary Waterton–Glacier Peace Park
Association has been a driving force behind the international peace park since its
inception.

1
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St. Mary Lodge and Resort—0665
1.

Please see the new preferred alternative (A1) for visitor use on the Going-tothe-Sun Road. The preferred alternative now calls for preparation of a comprehensive use plan for the Going-to-the-Sun Road.

2.

The General Management Plan is intended to provide general guidance for park
management and direction on specific issues currently facing the park. It is
against NPS policy to continue to manipulate Divide Creek. The manipulation
becomes more costly each year and would not be a permanent solution.
The Going-to-the-Sun Road is exempt from compliance with the executive
order on floodplains. Its closure due to flooding would not be likely to place
lives at risk. The St. Mary visitor center is outside the 100-year floodplain; it is
on higher ground than the road surrounding it. We believe that this document
adequately addresses the issue and provides clear guidance on the future direction for the Park Service in this area. The issues you raise would be considered
in a more site-specific plan for relocation of these facilities.

1
3.

2

3

A new preferred alternative has been included in volume 1 of this final document.
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4.

3

The proposed wilderness in Glacier must be managed as if it is wilderness
until Congress makes a final decision on its status. Please see the discussion on
proposed wilderness in the “Affected Environment” section.
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RESPONSES
Sierra Club, Bitterroot-Mission Group (hearing, Broberg)—0552
1.

1

Please see the responses to the comments of the Montana Wilderness
Association and the Wilderness Society, as well as the general response about
wilderness.
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2.

Please see the new preferred alternative for “Visitor Use on the Going-to-theSun Road.”
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Sierra Club, Bitterroot-Mission Group(11/26/98)—1152
1.

Please see the responses to the comments of the Montana Wilderness
Association, the Wilderness Society, and Friends of the West.

2.

The National Park Service must comply with NEPA on all projects.

1
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Silver Wolf Log Chalet Resort—0060
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1.

1

Building another road in the park was considered but rejected. The National
Park Service does not have the funds to maintain the current roads, and it is
unlikely that funds would be available to build a new road and maintain it.
Furthermore, with a few exceptions, the National Park Service is not building
new roads in parks, particularly in parks such as Glacier, where the resource
impacts would be far too great.
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Federal Agencies and Commissions

195

RESPONSES

Thank you for your comments.

CONSULTATION AND COORDINATION

Swan View Coalition (hearing, Hammer)—0512
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U.S. Air Tour Association—0831
1.

Air tours do not impact the park in the same way as visitors using automobiles.
All means of visiting parks, including air tours, have impacts on park resources
and park visitors. It is almost never possible to meet all the desires of all types
of visitors; that is why we prepare general management plans and manage the
park for an appropriate range of visitor experiences while providing resource
protection. It is the task of a general management plan to enable managers,
with the public, to carefully weigh the benefits compared to the impacts of all
the various forms of visitation that might occur in a park and determine the
mix of activities and restrictions that would best meet the park’s purpose, significance, and legislative mandates. The public overwhelmingly supported the
preferred alternative regarding air tours. The rationale for the park’s preferred
alternative regarding air tours is found in the following sections of this document:
statements about the park’s significance
description of the scenic air tours issue and alternatives
description of the impacts of all no-action alternatives.

1

Organizations and Businesses

201

COMMENTS AND RESPONSES

202

1

RESPONSES
COMMENTS

COMMENTS

RESPONSES
2.

Glacier National Park pays for the helicopter services it receives for emergencies. If emergency flights result in an operator flying only for the park, it is by
the operator’s choice. In a prolonged emergency, the government believes it is
more cost-effective and efficient to deal with an operator who will fly only for
the government during the emergency.

3.

Although there have been discussions, there is no “negotiated” flight route plan
for commercial air tours over the park.

4.

The purpose of the meeting was to elicit ideas, not to negotiate or approve
routes. The National Park Service does not have the authority to approve or
deny these flight routes.

2

3
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5.

A preferred alternative for scenic air tours was identified because Department
of the Interior guidelines regarding air tours require that government agencies
identify a preferred alternative at the draft stage of an environmental impact
statement.

6.

This plan acknowledges that national rules and legislation regarding air tours
over national parks are under development. The statements made in the draft
document about these national efforts are still valid. In particular, the plan
says, “These changes would allow the National Park Service to work with the
Federal Aviation Administration to develop a scenic air tour management plan
for each park.”
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7.

The public raised this issue from the beginning of the planning process, and an
overwhelming majority of commenters urged the park to address the issue in
the General Management Plan. The preferred alternative for scenic air tours
identified in the draft document was approved by both the regional and
national offices of the National Park Service in discussions with Glacier
National Park management.

8.

Glacier National Park’s preferred alternative is based on park purpose and significance. The public response to the preferred alternative for scenic air tours
has been overwhelmingly supportive.

9.

As is stated in volume 1 of this document, scientific observations, including
observations made within Glacier National Park, have demonstrated that airplanes and helicopters flown near the ground can disturb wildlife. While
impacts on wildlife have been documented in other areas, no research at
Glacier National Park has been conducted to specifically determine how its
wildlife populations are affected by low flying aircraft. However, in preparing
the document, the park staff reviewed studies of the effects of low-flying aircraft that had been conducted elsewhere (see the “Environmental
Consequences” section).

10. The environmental impact statement that was prepared by the Alaskan Region
of the U.S. Forest Service was reviewed by park biologists. Wildlife “habituation” is inconsistent with the requirement that the National Park Service “preserve the park in a state of nature”.
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11. This document does not say that the sound levels from aircraft overflights pose
a threat to hearing safety for either park visitors or park wildlife. However, it
does point out that for many visitors, scenic air tours diminish their park experience and their appreciation of such park values as peace and tranquility.

11

12. Helicopter air tours do not fall into the category of traditional use. We consider traditional uses to include such activities as automobile sightseeing, horseback riding, hiking, and tour boats, which date from or predate the earliest
days of the park. As the discussion of personal watercraft says, “as new types of
recreational activity are proposed, the National Park Service must evaluate each
activity individually to ensure that it is consistent with approved management
direction.” These reviews have been conducted in recent years with regard to
snowmobiles, personal watercraft, and BASE jumping, to but name a few.
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Wascana Centre Authority—0085
1.

Park visitors are informed about Highway 2 around the southern edge of the
park as an alternative to driving the Going-to-the-Sun Road. We know from
exit surveys that a high percentage of park visitors would use this route if they
could access Logan Pass from one side or the other, but not both. Your suggestions about ways to spread traffic out probably will be considered as part of
the new engineering and economic studies for the reconstruction of the
Going-to-the-Sun Road.

2.

Please see the section on “West Side Discovery Center and Museum” and the
preferred alternative under that issue.

3.

One-way traffic flow, looping, and dispersing traffic to other parts of the park
are all ideas that would be considered in the new engineering and economic
analysis of road reconstruction. Also please note that volume 1 of this final
document contains a new preferred alternative for the preservation of the
Going-to-the-Sun Road.

1
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RESPONSES
West Glacier Village (11/27/98)—1142
1.

1

Please see the responses to the letter from Senator Burns.
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West Glacier Village (11/30/98)—1145
1.

1

Please see the responses to the letter from Senator Burns.
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Wild Wilderness—1154
1.

Please see the responses to the comments of the Montana Wilderness
Association and the Wilderness Society.

1
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2.

The elimination of facilities is addressed under “Alternatives, Ideas, and
Strategies Considered But Rejected.”

3.

We will continue to ensure that interpretive displays are not intrusive on the
setting in which they are placed.
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The Wilderness Society (11/30/98}—1136
1.

Cumulative impacts are defined as impacts that result from the incremental
impact of the action when added to other past, present, and reasonably foreseeable future actions (Council on Environmental Quality regulations, section
1508.7). Cumulative impacts in the draft document are described in the chapter that evaluates environmental consequences of the plan in each of three sections: “Impacts for All the No-Action Alternatives,” “Impacts for All the
Preferred Alternatives,” and “Impacts of all Other Alternatives.” We believe
that the level of evaluation of cumulative impacts in the draft document is adequate.

1
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2.

Please see response 3 to the comments of the Montana Wilderness
Association.

3.

Please see response 1 to the comments of the Montana Wilderness
Association.

4.

Please see the responses to the comments of the Montana Wilderness
Association. Major changes such as changing a zone from rustic to visitor service would require an amendment to this plan, along with public involvement.
The superintendent has the authority to permanently or temporarily close any
area of the park to protect resources and/or visitors, regardless of the zone.

5.

The maps and map overlays that you describe and dozens of others were not
included in the draft document because of the need to try to limit the overall
size of this document and because some of the information is protected.
However, a number of different resource maps and information sources were
consulted in delineating the zones. Some of the information we considered is
shown on the Wildlife Considerations maps in the document. Also please see
the responses to the comments of the Montana Wilderness Association.

2
3

4

5

The developed areas in the proposed visitor service zones are considered “situation three” grizzly bear habitat in the Grizzly Bear Recovery Plan. None of the
actions that might occur in road corridors and in the visitor service zones
would compromise their “situation three” designation. In addition, a variety of
information was considered in developing the geographic areas and zones.
Please see the responses to the comments of the Montana Wilderness
Association.
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6.

Please see the responses to the comments of the Montana Wilderness
Association.

7.

Please see the responses to the comments of the Montana Wilderness
Association and the Friends of the West.

8.

We believe the discussion in the General Management Plan is adequate.
Subsequent planning efforts will define indicators, standards, and a monitoring
program in more detail. Also please see “Implementation Plans.”

7
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9.

Grizzly bear impacts were analyzed in the draft document; furthermore, the
zones have not changed current use and developed areas in the park. We continue to monitor grizzly bear activities in these areas.

10.

Please see the responses to the comments of the National Parks and
Conservation Association. Also please see the “Implementation Plans” section
in volume 1 of this document.
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11. The timeframe for evaluating and developing an expanded pubic transportation
system would depend on funding, but it is a high priority, given the future
reconstruction of the Going-to-the-Sun Road. The idea of removing the bookstore at Logan Pass is too detailed for a general management plan; it will be
considered in a comprehensive use plan for the Going-to-the-Sun Road if
funding becomes available to construct a west side discovery center and museum.
12. Further site-specific studies and analysis would be conducted.
13. Please see the section on “Implementation Plans” in volume 1 of this document.

12
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14. Please see the responses to the comments of the Montana Wilderness
Association. This plan will provide year-round guidance for the management of
the park. Subsequent implementation plans such as the Resource Management
Plan, and the “Backcountry Management Plan” deal with specific issues such
as ways to protect wildlife and with the development of standards, indicators,
and a monitoring program.

14

15

15. The removal of the Divide Creek facilities would be preceded by a comprehensive site study and NEPA analysis, which would include sites both in and outside of the park.
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16. Please see the responses to the comments of the Montana Wilderness
Association.
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Wilderness Society (hearing, Bozeman, Ekey)—0655
Thank you for your comments.
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RESPONSES
Wildlands Center for Preventing Roads—1158

1

2

1.

Please see the responses to the National Parks and Conservation Association,
the Montana Wilderness Association, the Coalition for Canyon Preservation,
the Wilderness Society, and Friends of the West.

2.

Please see the changed text in the “Environmental Consequences” section.
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3.

Please see the responses to the comments of the Friends of the West.

4.

Placing wildlife overpasses or underpasses along the Going-to-the-Sun Road
would be inconsistent with maintaining the road as a national historic landmark. Other forms of wildlife mitigation are discussed in the document and
would be further evaluated in the new engineering and economic study on
road reconstruction.
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5.

4

5

The ideas you presented will be considered in a comprehensive use plan for
the Going-to-the-Sun Road.

COMMENTS AND RESPONSES

230

COMMENTS

RESPONSES
COMMENTS

Organizations and Businesses

231

RESPONSES
Yeager Enterprises Motel—0266
1.

1

A rail system was discussed and rejected because the Going-to-the-Sun Road
was designed for automotive use and is a historic landmark protected under
the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 (section 106). However, the
preferred alternative includes the provision of an efficient transportation system.
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Z Air Inc.— 0996
1.

Please see the responses to the comments of the United States Air Tour
Association and the Montana Pilots’ Association.

1
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