Mapping wilderness character for US National Park wildernesses
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« 3.1 million acres, designated in 1994 « 876, 447 acres, designated in 1988 * 768,112 acres, designated in 1984 e 2.1 million acres, designated in 1980
* Unique issues: existing road network, mining disturbance, outside  Unique issues: Elwha dam removal, two very different units (coastal and * Unique issues: second oldest park (long history of visitor use), tradition of * Unique issues: subsistence use, major seasonal differences, impact of park
pressures (night sky, air pollution) interior) stock use, proximity to large urban centre's road
« Correlation between roads, water, exotic species and visitor pressures * Sol Duc area and coastal unit see most of the backcountry use * Two major through trails: John Muir Trail and Pacific Crest Trail  Backcountry zoned permit system in the wilderness
* Northern half of park has the most intact wilderness character e Majority of park is in excellent condition * Three large pockets of intact wilderness * Southwest of park stands out as having most intact wilderness character
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* Allow park staff to evaluate existing park spatialidatarandiconsiderwhether new or betterdatawould e'maps may also facilitate inappropriate comparisons of wilderness character among different [ricker, J., Landres, P, Dingman, S:, Callagan, C., Stark, J., Bonstead, L., FEuhrman, K., Carver, S., 2012.

be needed for future planning and analyses of effects"on*wilderness character. wildernesses. Each wilderness will have different data and weighting regimes in response to the Miapping Wilderness Character in Death Valley National Park. Natural Resource Report NPS/DEVA/NRR=
particular characteristics and qualities of these areas. 2012/505:. Natienal Park:Service, Fort Collins, Colorado, p. 82.

National Parks Group Applauds Death Valley National Park for Setting New Standards with Wilderness * The map is only intended as an estimate of selected aspects of wilderness character and their relative

contravening congressional and agency mandates to preserve wilderness characteracrossianientire across the NatienalWilderness Preservation System. USDAEerest Service, Rocky Viountain Researcn

and Backcountry Stewardship Plan Statement by David Lamfrom, California Desert Senior Program spatial pattern and variability. The map products do not portray the symbolic, intangible, spiritual, or Death Valley NP*=Sandee Dingman, Charlie Callagan, JohniStark
Manager, National Parks Conservation Association experiential values of wilderness character. Olympic NP - Jenn Chehoweth; RogerHotiman; RULAISCott

“The plan is unique in that the park has implemented a process for assessing, monitoring, and seeking to Denali NP- Rob Burrows, DanfABBe Jon Paynter

protect or improve wilderness character. Death Valley National Park involved desert communities and key Sequoia Kings Canyon NP - Gregg Fauth, PaultHardwick, AlextEddy
stakeholders to find an innovative way to better understand and protect the vast wilderness resources in

the park. This is the first plan | have seen that actively measures wilderness character and seeks to

improve it — the results were well worth the wait.”



