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J.3  The Environmentally Preferred Alternative - Examples 

Example 1: Walnut Canyon NM 
The No-Action Alternative represents the current management direction for Walnut Canyon National Monument. The 
existing use and development of the park is based on planning initiated and implemented during the Mission 66 program. 
Personal services interpretation and resource protection patrols are sporadic at the two archeological interpretive areas 
(Island and Rim trails and at ranger cabin). Resource protection patrols are even less frequent on the south side of the 
canyon. The majority of visitors to the park see the two archeological areas on their own with no on-site NPS presence. 
The ranger cabin area is by guided tour only. For resource protection purposes, areas of the park other than the 
developed sites and administrative areas are closed to unguided entry. Since the No-Action Alternative maintains the 
Mission 66 visitor experience, diversity of educational opportunities is limited. Protection of cultural and natural resources 
would be less enhanced than under Alternative 2. Visitor opportunities would not be as diverse as under Alternative 1. 
The No-Action Alternative does not fully realize provisions 3, 4, 5 and 6 of the goals. 

Alternative 1 provides more diverse visitor experience and access to more of the park to decrease congestion at the visitor 
center and on the Island Trail meeting goals 3 and 5 of the National Environmental Policy Act. A variety of motorized and 
non-motorized activities would be spread across the area north of the canyon rim. Parking would be redesigned and 
relocated away from the canyon rim, and visitors would walk a short trail to the canyon edge. The park would remain 
day-use only, with the road gated at night at the intersection of the entrance road and FR303. Gating the road may 
disrupt recreational use of the road (such as biking and jogging) and may affect access to grazing allotments, not fully 
realizing goal 4. The existing visitor center would be remodeled to accommodate more visitor use by removing 
administrative offices, and a new scenic drive would be developed along the north rim to disperse use to a new area and 
provide different views of the canyon. Construction of a scenic drive in the east end of the park would fragment wildlife 
habitat, not meeting goal 6 of the National Environmental Policy Act. Areas of the park not zoned for administrative or 
visitor use would remain closed to protect resources, partially realizing goal 6. As compared to the No-Action Alternative 
and Alternative 2, Alternative 1 meets goals 3 and 5 by providing more diverse visitor experiences, and partially realizes 
goals 4 and 6. Protection of natural and cultural resources would not be as enhanced as under Alternative 2. 

Alternative 2 would preserve untrailed expanses, unfragmented natural systems, and relatively pristine resource conditions 
throughout much of the park. Walnut Canyon would be protected as a critical wildlife corridor meeting goal 6 of the 
National Environmental Policy Act. Visitation to the park would be managed with the goal of providing quality learning 
opportunities in an intimate atmosphere while maintaining the health of the canyon ecosystem. Preservation and 
protection of threatened and endangered species, preservation of riparian habitat, and maintenance of the long-term 
integrity of systems and natural processes would be emphasized. Efforts would be made to provide a broader range of 
educational programs (ranger guided hikes in the east end of the park and a self-guided trail to ranger cabin), partially 
realizing goals 3 and 5 of the National Environmental Policy Act. The park entrance road would be gated at night, while 
allowing 24-hour use of FR303. Gating the road may disrupt recreational use of the road (such as biking and jogging) and 
may affect access to grazing allotments, not fully realizing goal 4. Compared to the No-Action Alternative and Alternative 
1, Alternative 2 provides the greatest protection to the cultural and natural resources of the park. 

After careful review of potential resource and visitor impacts, and developing proposed mitigation for impacts to natural 
and cultural resources, the environmentally preferred alternative is Alternative 2. Alternative 2 surpasses the other 
alternatives in best realizing the full range of national environmental policy goals as stated in § 101 of the National 
Environmental Policy Act. Although other alternatives may achieve greater levels of individual protection for cultural 
resources or natural resources, or better enhance visitor experience, Alternative 4 overall does (1) provides a high level of 
protection of natural and cultural resources while concurrently attaining the widest range of neutral and beneficial uses of 
the environment without degradation; (2) maintains an environment that supports diversity and variety of individual 
choice; and, (3) integrates resource protection with an appropriate range of visitor uses. 


