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Of the eleven alternatives originally developed, six were cbsen for mre 
detailed study. The -ice was made by evaluating each altemativa in  terms 
of three prinaq factors for each resource: outputs, key effects, and 
reqxmse to issues and a"s. The eleven original alternatives represent 
a raqe of outputs for each rescutce: the six chosen for detailed study were 
selected on the basis of their response to major issues am3 a"s, and 
their abili ty to meet a t  least Mini" Management R e q u i r e m e n t s ,  Minimum 
Implementation R E @ X E "  ts, Timber policy R q u i r e n a b  and Forest-wide 
Standards and Guidelines described in the next section of this chapter. The 
outputs, treatment of issues and "s, and en- tal consequences 
represented by the alternatives studied in &tail are displayed later in this 
chapter under the heading of Clmparism of Alternatives. 

Each of the alternatives eliminated fmn detailed study was analyzed to the 
point of describing a theme, goals, objectives, outputs, and key effects. 
The alternatives eliminated fran detailed study and the primary reasms for 
their eliminatim are discussed briefly below. The outputs for eliminated 
alternatives are displayed i n  Table 3. The alternatives studied in  detail 
are described later i n  this chapter. 

INDIVIMIXt ALTERNATIVE DISCUSSICST 

"e: mE0 

'Ihane: The primary purpose of this altemative is to determine the 
ability of the Forest to meet the timber targets frun the Region's 
high-prductivity alternative as assigned to the Inyo National Forest. 

Reasons for Eliminatim: The analysis of this a l t m t i v e  indicated that 
the timber target could only be met by dropping the m-decliniq yield 
requirement. W i t h D u t  that requirement, timber harvest would drop to less 
than one-third of the base year level after the f i f th  decade for three 
decades. The t i m b e r  harvest plp3ram itself would not meet 
&-efficiency criteria, as b e s t  costs muld be greater than the 
value of the timber harvested. The pm&ction of range outputs would 
require - 'c livestock to increase on key deer w i n t e r  r q e ,  
displacing deer. W i l d e r n e s s  reocmnendatians would be lmest of all but 
the MKT alternative: only the Tioga Lake, Hall Natural, and Laurel-McGee 
areas (less than three percent of further planning acreage on the Forest) 
would be reonmended for wildemess. 

1- - 

2. "e: LWI 

'Ihane: This alternative w a s  analyzed to estimate the expected outputs 
and services that could be provided in the future i f  the 1982 budget were 
reduced by 25 percent. 
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RBasons for Elimination: Forest outputs would change noticeably if the 
budget were reduced and continued at reduced levels over an extended 
perid of time. All recreation facilities would be maintained at 
low-standard levels, and bspersed recreation and wildlife-related 
outputs would fall below current levels of use. The result would be an 
unacceptable respsnse to the prmary public issue on the Inyo National 
Forest which is the quantity and quality of recreational opp3ltunrties. 
Grazing would d m p  significantly to less than a third of base year output 
levels, affecting the viability of many ranching operations depmdent on 
the Forest for sumner range. The PNV for this alternative would be the 
lowest of any alternative analyzed. The overall lack of respnsiveness 
to major public issues disqualified a s  alternative fran detailed study. 

3. Name: WLI 

~ Theme: R r x a " d  a substantial amount of quality acreage for wilderness 
while maintaining or increasing w t y  outputs through intensified 
manag-t of lands outside wilderness. 

Reasons for Eliminatim: As was shown in the benchmark analysis, further 

prcduction. The opportunity msts of increasing wilderness are 
noticeable only when "izing individual resources. 

As the Inyo does not have noticeable trade-offs between wilderness and 
ccmnxlity outputs, the need to offset such trade-offs by intensifying 
COmOOdity managqwnt 1s adequately acomplished in the CEE altemative, 
which was studied m detail. CEE would realize 76 percent of the 
Wilderness potential on the Forest in the m t  cost-effective 
canbination, given the m-wilderness reso- opportunities in further 
p l w  areas. (23 would also select the highest quality wilderness 
acreage in t- of wildemess recreation opportunities. W L I  represents 
less livestock grazing and higher timber msts than CEE. This 
alternative would also reduce the land base available for mtensive 
wildlife habitat management. 

WLI,  while following the guideline that mst Further Plarmh-g acres on 
the Forest be rxa"M for wilderness, does not meet the criterion 
that those -tiom represent quality wilderness. Many of the 
acres reccmnended would be low-quality wilderness, in t- of both 
wilderness recreation and other wilderness values. In addition, WLI 
would recQrmend many acres for wilderness that represent high oosts for 
trail and trailhead constz-uction and for managemnt of wilderness use. 

AMN addresses the issue of ' mst Further Plarmh-g acres on 
the Forest for wilderness. This issue is studied in detail AMN 
m i z e s  large wilderness acreage as part of a broader amenity 
eqbsis. The desire for overall amenity-oriented managemnt is mre of 
a public issue on the Inyo than the separate issue of extensive 
wilderness acreage. 

plannirg areas on the Forest have little potential for conmodl 'ty 
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4. "3: MKT 

Ihenre: This alternative eqhasizes high level Outputs of market 

"-market "es are proauOea at  eccamnically efficient levels. The 
alternative includes a timber target of 25 MWF average annual harvest 
and a grazing target of 55,700 AUMS by the f i f th  decade. 

Reasans for Eliminatim: This alternative, like PRO, could meet the 
timber target only by dropping the ran-declining yield requirement. The 
25 MWF timber target cculd be met only i f  the timber volume were allowed 
to drop w e l l  below base year for three decades afw the f i f th  decade. 
In order to meet the range target, deer would be displaced by dawst~ 'C 
livestock g ~ a z i n g  on key win- range. The wildemess recorrmendation 
would also be minimal  , with cmly the Laurel McGee, Tioga Lake, and H a l l  
N a w a l  areas recammended for wilderness. 

resourceS (timber, range, developed recreation, and mineral s). 

wilderness by * all Rrrther PlaMirg Areas 'Ihane: Maxuruze . .  
for wildaness designation. Maintain cuzrent levels of market outputs 
while producing cost-effecti-a levels of m-market outputs. 

Reascms for elimination: This alternative would not respond to the 
management ccr" that al l  recomnended wildemess meet basic criteria 
for suitability and manageability under wilderness designation. The cost 
of trails, supervision, and n!anag-t would be higher than the pvblic 
benefits pruvidd. 

In addition, management opportunities would be severely restricted, and 
valuable vehicle-based recreation and mineral opportunitieS would be 
foregone under wilderness designation. If  all Rrrther P lann jq  Areas 
were recannended for designation, 62 percent of a l l  Inyo Forest lands 
would be wilderness. As an additicnal5 percent of Forest lands already 
have other restrictive special desiptions (e.g., mrn B a s i n  National 
Forest Scenic Area, Ancient Bristlecone Pine Forest, Research Natural 
Areas), m l y  33 percent of the Forest would be inrailable for the full 
range of managemnt opticms. While current outputs could be maintained 
over the f i r s t  five decades under this scenario, there muld be very 
little opporhrnity for future management to change i n  regslse to 
changing public needs or envb" talconditions. For these reasans ,  
AMC w a s  not omsidered a "&le alternative to study in detail. 
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Table 3 
Average Amual outplts by Decade for 

Alternatives Eliminated fran Detailed study 

Alternatives 
Activity/Rescmrce PRO LBU WLI Miam 
l=w (W) 3431 2383 3480 3464 3475 

"3Eu (-1 
Base Year* 
Decade 1** 
Decade 2 
Decade 3 
Decade 4 
Decade 5 

~ ! m R M ~ y I E L D  
(-) 
(-) - ( M A W  
Base  Year 
Decade 1 
Decade 2 
Decade 3 
Decade 4 
Decade 5 

WATER YIELD (M --feet) 
Base Y e a r  
Decade 1 
Decade 2 
Decade 3 
Decade 4 
Decade 5 

10.5 
20.0 
25.0 
30.0 
30.0 
30.0 

4.7 
30.8 

41.4 
46.4 
55.9 
59.7 
58.3 
55.7 

1093 
1106 
1093 
1097 
1094 
1093 

10.5 
11.5 
13.0 
13.0 
13.0 
13.0 

3.3 
21.4 

41.4 
18.9 
16.4 
11.8 
11.5 
11.1 

1093 
1101 
1093 
1094 
1097 
1095 

10.5 
11.5 
13.0 
13.0 
13.0 
13.0 

4.0 
26.1 

41.4 
46.0 
47.5 
50.4 
50.7 
43.5 

1093 
1101 
1093 
1093 
1093 
1093 

10.5 10.5 
20.0 11.5 ..- ~ ..- 

21.3 13.0 
22.7 13.0 
23.7 13.0 
25.0 13.0 

4.5 4.1 
29.4 26.5 

41.4 41.4 
50.9 38.1 
57.6 41.3 
61.8 41.7 
60.3 41.9 
55.7 40.0 

1093 1093 
1101 1101 
1093 1093 
1097 1093 
1093 1093 
1093 1093 

Wl3WROAT TROVT (Threatend) (acres of stream habitat) 
Base  Year 1 1 1 1 1 
Decade 1 3 3 3 3 3 
Decade 2 5 5 5 5 5 
Decade 3 5 5 5 5 5 
Decade 4 5 5 5 5 5 
Decade 5 5 5 5 5 5 

PAIlJl'E UJITWWIT !K€IW (Threatened) (acres of stream habitat) 
Base Y e a r  3 3 3 3 3 
Decade 1 13 13 13 13 13 
Decade 2 18 18 18 18 18 
Decade 3 18 18 18 18 18 
Decade 4 18 18 18 18 18 
Decade 5 18 18 18 18 18 

*Base year is 1982 
**Decade 1 is the p e r i d  1988-1997 
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Table 3 (ccmtinwd) 
Average outplts by Decade for 

Altenlatives Eliminated fixln Detailed stll@y 

Alt€xnatives 
A c t i v i ~ / R e ~  pw) LWI WLI M K I A M :  
P E F "  FALCQN (-) (* of pairs) 

Base Year 0 0 0 0 0 
Decade 1 2 2 2 2 2 
Decade 2 2 2 2 2 2 
Decade3 2 2 2 2 2 
Decade 4 2 2 2 2 2 
Decade5 2 2 2 2 2 

BAGD EXxE (-) ( w i n t e r  roosting -) 
Base Year  1 1 1 1 1 
Decade 1 1 1 1 1 1 
Decade2 1 1 1 1 1 
Decade 3 1 1 1 1 1 
Decade 4 1 1 1 1 1 
DBcade 5 1 1 1 1 1 

W DEE?! (M animals) 
Base Year 
Decade1 
Decade 2 
Decade 3 
Decade4 
Decade 5 

12.0 12.0 12.0 12.0 12.0 
11.2 11.8 11.9 11.2 11.9 
9.9 11.6 11.6 9.9 11.6 
8.7 11.4 11.1 8.7 11.1 
7.4 11.2 10.7 7.4 10.7 
5.9 11.0 10.3 5.9 10.3 

SIERRA NEVADA Mm" SIEEP ("lber of animals) 
Base  Year 300 300 300 300 300 
Decade 1 350 350 350 330 350 
Decade 2 400 400 400 360 400 
Decade 3 450 450 450 390 450 
Decade 4 500 500 500 420 500 
Decade 5 550 550 550 450 550 

"r"miNSHEEP(-ofanimals) 
B a s e  Y e a r  130 130 130 130 130 
Decade 1 140 130 140 130 140 

130 154 Decade 2 154 130 154 
130 154 Decade 3 154 130 154 
130 154 Decade 4 154 130 154 
130 154 Decade 5 154 130 154 

RFSIDENP FISH (M pounds) 
B a s e  Year  1632 1632 1632 1632 1632 
Decade 1 1640 1632 1640 1640 1640 
Decade 2 1649 1632 1649 1649 1649 
Decade 3 1658 1632 1658 1658 1658 
Decade 4 1667 1632 1667 1667 1667 
Decade 5 1674 1632 1674 1674 1674 
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Table 3 (amtintEd) 
Average Annual Outputs by Decade for 

Alternatives Eliminated f m  Detailed Study 

Alternatives 
Activity/Resource m LBU W L I  M K I A M C  
GOSHAWKS (Pairs  i n  suitable timber) 

B a s e  Y e a r  
Decade 1 
Decade 2 
Decade3 
Decade 4 
Decade 5 

15 
14 
13 
12 
11 
9 

15 15 15 15 
14 14 14 14 
13 13 13 13 
12 12 12 12 
11 11 11 11 

9 9 9 9 

TWTAL WILDLIFE AND FISH USER DAYS (M wI;uDs) 

MULE DEER 
Base  Y e a r  
Decade 1 
Decade 2 
Decade 3 
Decade 4 
Decade 5 

RESIDENT FISH--OTHER THAN T&E 
B a s e  Y e a r  
Decade 1 
Decade 2 
Decade3 
Decade4 
Decade 5 

CmES 
B a s e  Y e a r  
Decade 1 
Decade 2 
Decade 3 
Decade 4 
Decade5 

DGVEU)PEDR.ECREATION ( M I N D S )  
Base  Y e a r  
Decade 1 
Decade 2 
Decade 3 
Decade 4 
Decade 5 

25.2 
23.5 
20.8 
18.3 
15.5 
12.4 

340.0 
342.4 
344.8 
347.2 
349.6 
352.0 

25.8 
26.9 
32.0 
37.2 
41.9 
49.6 

2836 
3686 
4673 
5383 
5933 
6030 

25.2 25.2 25.2 25.2 
24.8 25.0 23.5 25.0 
24.4 24.4 20.8 24.4 
23.9 23.3 18.3 23.3 
23.5 22.5 15.5 22.5 
23.1 21.6 12.4 21.6 

340.0 340.0 340.0 340.0 
342.4 342.4 342.4 342.4 
344.8 344.8 344.8 344.8 
347.2 347.2 347.2 347.2 
349.6 349.6 349.6 349.6 
352.0 352.0 352.0 352.0 

25.8 25.8 25.8 25.8 
26.9 26.9 19.7 26.9 
31.2 32.0 20.5 32.0 
22.2 34.2 21.7 34.2 
17.9 38.3 22.6 38.3 
23.0 43.7 24.0 43.7 

2836 2836 2836 2836 
3049 3686 3686 3686 
3579 4673 4673 4673 
3846 5383 5383 5383 
3889 6143 6143 6143 
3988 6272 6272 6272 
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Table 3 (ccmtinued) 
Outplts by Decade fCa 

Alternatives Eliminated f r a n  Detailed study 

Base Year 
Decade 1 
Decade 2 
Decade3 
Decade 4 
Decade5 

!lxYmL cnsr (W) 
Base Year 
Decade 1 
Decade 2 
Decade 3 
Decade4 
Decade5 

Alternatives 
m LWIm M K I A M :  

565.1 565.1 565.1 565.1 565.1 
580.4 672.5 1029.9 580.4 1188.9 
580.4 672.5 1029.9 580.4 1188.9 
580.4 672.5 1029.9 580.4 1188.9 
580.4 672.5 1029.9 580.4 1188.9 
580.4 672.5 1029.9 580.4 1188.9 

10.3 10.3 10.3 10.3 10.3 
15.3 8.9 13.0 14.7 13.2 
17.8 8.9 15.1 17.8 15.0 
22.1 8.9 15.7 18.7 15.6 
22.3 8.8 16.3 19.3 16.3 
27.2 8.9 21.7 24.7 22.5 

IN" 

The six alternatives selected for detailed study w e r e  developd m x e  
thoroughly in order to address specific issues. ccmcerns. omrhmities. and 
regulations. The theme and resource prcgram direction for each alternative, 
by highlighting the main issues and cc"s to be addressed, guided the 
developnent of assmptions and &ling guidelines to be used in the FORPLAN 
analysis for that alternative. 

Average annual resource and activiw Outputs for each alternative were 
projected by decade through the f i f th  decade. A schedule of outputs over a 
16O-year: perid w a s  also developed for each alternative studied i n  detail. 
Those long-range schedules are kept in  the planning records. The 160-year 

pericd would meet the long-term legal requirement of m-decliniq yield of 
analysis W ~ S  nece~sa~~ to that timber harvest the 50-year 

VKmd paroaucts. 

The fo1lcwk-g alternatives differ frcm me arnther jn terms of issues and 
conwxns addressed, resources and activities emphasized, total acres assigned 
to each manag-t prescriptton, cutputs prduced, and envirormental -. Canparative displays and discussions for the six alternatives 
studied in detail are found later in this chapter, urder the heading 
canparim of Alternatives. 
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DIFECI'ICN aT" TO ALL ALTERNATIVES 

Planning alternatives are intended to explore a wide and varied r a q e  of 
options for m g i q  a given National Forest. Hawever, the range of 
alternatives is intended to be a " a b l e  one. 
requirements are applied to all Forest plannitq alternatives for N a t i o n a l  
Forests jn the Pacific southwest Region. These requirements f a l l  into me of 

M" Managme& R e q u i r e m e n t s ,  Timber Policy three categories: 
Requirements, orMinir" Imp1mentaticx-1 R e q u i ~ m n t s .  Forest servlce Manual 
direction is also assun& to apply, but is not repeated here unless 
repti t ion is needed for emphasis. 

A set of management 

. .  

F&@remnts i n  this category represent the mandates of the Natimal Forest 
Management Act and its impl"J regulaticms (36 CFR 219.27). The 
follawirg is a sumnary of MWe: 

1. Detwmlna ' ti- of suitability for Timber Managansnt 

~ands  w i l l  be armsidered suitable for timber m a n a g a t  if: 

- the land is forested and is currently prcducirg or is capable of 
m c i r g  crops of - ial wwd; 

the Secretary of Agriculture, or the Chief of the Forest Senrice; 
- the land has mt been withdrawn fran timber proauCtion by Congress, 

- techmlogy and knavleage e x i s t  and are available to ensure timber 
prcduction withut irreversible damage to soil proauctivity or 
watershed conditions: 

- existing ~echrx~logy and lawprleage provide reasonable assurance that 
adequate reskdurg ' c a n b e a t t a i n e d  w i t h i n  five years of final 
harvest; and 

adequate information is available to project respmes of the land to 
timber management activities. 

- 

2. Threatened and hdangered (T h E) Species 

Habitat that is critical for the recwery of threatened and endangered 
species w i l l  be determined and measures w i l l  be prescribed to prevent 
the destLuction or adver& modification of such habitat. Critical 
habitat includes a l l  currently occupied habitat and that potential 
habitat necessary to meet recovery. 

The Inyo w i l l  provide nest- habitat for a t  least two pairs of 
endaqered peregrine falcons; a t  least one w i n t e r  nnsting area for 
endangered bald eagles; and a t  least five miles of stream habitat for 
threatened L-tan cutthroat trout. The Inyo may eventually provide 
habitat for 0m-s tui chub, a species listed in 1985 as endangered. A 
manag-t plan for the threatened Paiute cutthroat trout is currently 
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being a3val@ and wil l  provide diJ” far management of this 
species. 

3. Viability of W i l d l i f e  Popllations 

The maintenance of populatim viability for all  native vertebrate species 
081 the ForeSt is handled h Forest plallnin3 thtwgh the following 
c(HIcepts: 

- Managment Iildicatar species (MIS) are med to represent the 
vegetaticm types, seral stages, am3 special habitat elements necessary 
to provide far all fish and wildlife species on the Forest, 
mphasiziq those habitats & likely to be affected by managenient 
activities. 

- The Wildlife and Msh Habitat Relationships (WFHR) h-ogram, 
particularly the habitat capability models and special habitat 
miteria developed by each p1anni.q zone, is used to measufs charges 
in wildlife poLxilatims. 

4. Gosha&s 

W i t h i n  goshawk habitat r-0, manag0 gcehawk tmxitoriffi to maintain a 
density of a t  least m e  territory per eighteen square miles, mnmting to 
nine in the 'tentatively suitable t.imber base. D i s t a n c e s  between 
territnries or c l q  of territories w i l l  not normally exceed twelve 
miles. 

Each territory w i l l  contain a minimum of 50 acres of habitat that 
provides suitable d t i c m s  for the nest stand and an alternate nest 
stand. Timber activities w i t h i n  occupied nest stands w i l l  be excluded 
during the n e s t i q  perid. Timber activities durjng other time periods 
will  meet the miteria for suitable habitat identified in the Forest 
habitat capability rrodel for gashawks. 

5. SMg-dependentspeCies 

To the extent possible, w i t h i n  each timber mnparbnent provide, maintain, 
and manage for an average of 1.5 snags per acre: 1.2 per acre between 
15-24 inches diameter a t  breast height (dhh) and mre than 20 feet high: 
0.3 per acre greater than 20 inches dbh and n o r e  than 20 feet high. This 
requirement re-ts a p p r ” a  * tely 40 percent of ~ t ~ a l  potential 
snag-depenaent wildlife density. 

6. Dead, &xm logs 

Leave in place an average of ane lcg per acre in the Jeffrey pine forest. 
In other coniferous forest types. leave in place an average of at least 
me log per acre that is a t  least 20 inches in diameter a t  the large end 
and 20 feet l c n q .  G i v e  preference to sound logs. 



7. D i v e r s i t y  

Maintain a t  least 5 percent of each timber type and 10 percent of each 
shrub type in each of the named seral stages. I f  any given seral 
stage-vegetation type ccmbination currently represents less than the 
“I required level, manage to achieve the required level as som as 
possible w i t h i n  the next 50 years. 

The following timber types, shrub types, and seral stages w i l l  be used to 
determine the lvMR level of diversity. Diversity a t  the M level is 
measured Forest-wide.  

Timber type s: Jeffrey pine (eastside); red fir 

Seral stages ( f i r s t  two decades): 

1) 

2) 

3) pole/medium tree (20-50 ft. high, 0-39 percent canopy cover, 

grass/forb ( w i t h  or without scatterd shrubs and seedlbgs) 

shrub/dirg/sapling (trees up to 20 feet high) 

suktantial shrub layer); 

shrub layer 
3B&C) same as 3A except 40 percent or mre campy cover, variable 

4A) large tree, m a k e  to ovennature (mst trees over 50 feet 
high, 0-39 percent canopy cover, substantial shrub layer) 

4B&C) same as 4A except 40 percent or mre canopy cover, variable 
shrub layer 

that ccmpclnent of 4B&C w i t h  70 percent or m campy cover 
and, possibly, evidence of decadence. Sera l  stages (after two 
decades): 

4C) 

same as above except for the absence of 3A and 4A. 

Shrub types : Big sagebrush, bitter-, nmuntain WWt‘ 

Seral stages: early stage, middle stage, and la te  stage. 

8. RiparianAreaS 

Apply 110 n e w  managemnt activities to riparian areas associated with 
lakes or perennial streams that would cause unacceptable long-term 
changes in water quality, aquatic flora and fauna, and/or hydroplytic 
vegetation w i t h i n  those areas. This requirement is describe2 in mre 
detai l  below in the F o r e s t - w i d e  Standards and Guidelines for fish, 
watershed, and riparian areas. 

Soil and Water - ’vi- 

Limit disturbance cm tbose Forest lands characterized by slopes that 
exceed the natural angle of reps? or have a very high erasion potential, 
or high levels of instability, to 110 mre than 5 percent per decade. 

9. 

89 



Timber Policy ts (TPRS) 

1. Tinker Ifarvest at CMKt. 

--aged timber stands will be scheduled for harvest at or near 
(xrlminaton of Mean Annual Increment (W) of grcwth. (Iupu: is the 
turning pint in the life of a trea aftex w h i c h  its rate of growth begins 
to decline. Harvest at or near W is intended to optimize wood 
prductien in a stand of timber. 

In addition to harvest at CMAI, a range of rotation ages or timing 

st&. This variety is a means of progressing toward the of 
manag- comnercial timber for optimum proauctian while providing the 
variety of tree sizes needed for other values, such as scenic variety and 
wildlife habitat diversity. 

Opticms will be analyzed far the management of present and future timber 

2. --term Sustained Yield  

3. 

4. 

The timber harvest at the end of the planning horizon will meet the 
requirement of long-term SJStained yield of wood p~-~&~cts. This 
requirement assues that timber will be harvested at mghly the same 
rate as the Forest is growing new trees. 

Harvest Flow 

If the policy of m-declining even flow is not applied, substitute the 
fran ale 

decade to the next, to pix& the stability of t x ” i t i e s  dependent on 
requirement that the amxlllt of timber harvest be stab18 enough, 

thetimberindustry. 

Dispersim 

The di-qersion plicy requFres that openings slnuld not adjoin @ne 
another if their mnbined acreage would exceed Plan or Regional standards 
for “rm size of opnings, and the timber between openiugs of similar 
age represent logical units for later harvest. 

-1-tatim ts (MIRs) 

R a p i r m e n t s  in this category, although not legally mandated, are considered 
necessary to ensure a ”I level of public acceptance. 

1. Manage sensitive plants to ensure that species do not becane threatened 
or endangered because of Forest Service actims. 

2. blain- the foregrounds and middlegrounds of scenic COrridDIs of 
officially designated state and CQUnty scenic highways and California 
State Scenic Highway System routes identified in the September 1970 
Master Plan to meet  or exceed the Visual Quality Objective of Partial 
Retentim. 

- u.s 395 - California Highway 120 (west of U.S. 395) 

ThDse routes on the Inyo National Forest are: 
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- State Him 158 ( J W  Lake Lwp) - state Highway 203 (to "t Sumnit) - State Highway 168 (west of Bi-) 
- State Highway 168 (east of W e s t g a r d  Pass). 

Forests may impose a technical or operational cxmstraint on the maximum 
total acres of clearcut on the Forest in any one time period. The Inyu 
has not cinsen to inrpose such a ccolshaint. 

3. 

The Pacific southwest R e g i o n  of the Forest Service is currently preparing an 
E " n t a l  Inpact Statement (EIS) analyzing Vegetation Management for 
Reforestation on National Forests in the Region. T h a t  EIS includes a 
detailed analysis of alternative approaches to the treatment of undesirable 
vegetation in carrpetitlan w i t h  young trees. 

The preferred Alternative will be to m t i n u e  w i t h  the current plicy of 
cwnsidering the N I  range of vegetation management options, making specific 
decisions an a case-by-case basis. Herbicides have not been used on the 
Forest for eight years. Herbicides are Mt currently considered necessary to 
meet planned t i n b r  targets in the Jeffrey and lcdgepole pine types east of 
U.S. 395, I~OT m l d  their use  increase gravth rates. C"J vegetation on 
the Forest is typically l o w - g ~ ~ i r i g  relatively sparse grasses and brush that 
has been effectively and eccarmically dealt w i t h  through a canbination of 
mulches and hand releases. 

Herbicides are not planned for use in the vegetative management of 
plantations c iur ing this plaming period. changes in  th is  psi t ion would be 
made only after wnpletion of the R e g i o n  5 Vegetation Manag-t EIS, and 
ccmapletion of appropriate site-specific envircoMlental analysis. 

Forest ts Cc"n to All Alternatives 

This category includes any management requiremen ts ixoqorated in the 
"LAN -1 by the Forest for the analysis of all Forest alternatives. 
Forest ts are intended to ensure -1-tability of alternatives 
a t  the =l. As such, they are based on local (rather than Regional) 
conditions. The Inyo did mt develop any such requirements. R e q u b x m m t s  
specific to individual alternatives are discussed in  Appendix B. 

F o r e s t - w i d e  Standat& and Guidelines Cc"n to All Alternatives 

The follaiing is a surrmary of the F-t-wide Standards and Guidelines that 
would apply under any alternative (except, i n  scme cases, the Current 
"No-Action" Alternative). Detailed treatmnt of these Standards and 
Guidelines (with the addition of those unique to the preferred Alternative) 
is found in Chapter IV of the Plan. The follmjng sumnary eqhasizes those 
points that respond to public issues and manag-t concerns. 

A i r  Quality 

Meet or exceed all applicable state and federal regulations. 
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c h l h a a l -  

aoplsult w i t h  locat Amarican Indian group¶ when l x x x l u m  enviramental 
analyses for project wark. 

Identify the types of data and research efforts needed to develop "8 
efficient inventory. evaluation, protection, and cmpliance processirg. 
EWourage and s u p p r t  i n - S e c a  and private sector efforts to adiress 
these needs. Develop and inp1-t appropriate management plans and 
ea-ies. 

Maiutain the amfidentiality of cultural resource site locatims. 

Avo id  cultural resource damage f i r e  s u m i r m  activities, and 
pr0Ki.de pmt€?=tim for lucwn cultural 7xsounx values. 

Develop, implenent, and mglitar protection plans for Class I properties 
(UlDSe eligible for the N a t i o n a l  Register) and vandalized Properties. 

-=gY (for g-l, - s )  

Ehcourage energy deve1q"t carmensurate with other N a t i d  Forest  
goals, objectives, and management direction for the affected lands. 

Assure that energy c x " a t i c m  practices are applied to Natirmal Forest  
managenent Forograms. 

Fac i l i t i e s  

F'r#i.de additims to the transporation system for resource developnent 
and prwide public access to public land and developd recreation sites 
in  a manner cnnsistent w i t h  the overall management objectives for the 
land served. 

R e c x " c t  or close road segments or regulate traffic as needed for 
public safety and resource protection. 

Maintain faci l i t ies  to assigned standards, make them energy efficient, 
and/or replace them i f  necessary. 

Schedule faci l i t ies  maintenance and replacement a m r d i q  the to 
fo1lcwb-g priorities: (1) mrrect health and safety items, ( 2 )  perform 
recurrent annual maintenance, (3) eliminate maintenance backlogs, (4 )  
replace, rehabilitate, or refurbish &d facilities, (5) provide new 
facil i t ies where needed. 

Ccazsider mass txansit options when vehicle use exceeds the capacity of 
existing roads or threatens to damage resource values. 

Develop a materials developnent and management plan for rcck and earth 
C O l l S t n E b  'on materials. 

Provide trails for hikers, skiers, equestrians, bicyclists, s"biletS, 
the handicapped, and off-road vehicle users where "gatible w i t h  user 
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needs, werall developtent levels, and management objectives for the area 
S W .  

Maintain trails to assigma3 maintenance levels. 

Separate m t i b l e  trail uses where feasible. 

Fish  

Maintain and rehabilitate essential habitat for threatened Lahontan 
cutthroat trout according to the species recovery plan and "Vim of 
U n d e r s m  with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife S e r v i c e .  

Provide high-quality habitat for threatened trout, and medium- to high- 
quality habitat for other resident fish, emphasizing the ocoltrol of 
s&i"tation and maintenance or enhancement of riparian vegetation. 

prohibit strem-mdifyitq constxuction activities during the spawning 
seasons for resident fish in the aff&& stream. 

Design road and trail stream crossings on streams w i t h  active or 
potential fisheries to acccrrmodate fish passage. 

Maintain i n s h a m  flows needed to suppz~rt resident fisheries, and lake 
and reservDir levels needed to support existing fisheries. 

Locate and design facilities to avoid or withstand seismic, landslide, 
and volcanic pncesses affecting life or Foroperty, or ensure that the 
risks fran such processes have been considered. 

Lands 

Apply the follming priorities when acquiring non-federal land: (1) lards 
with water frontage, key wildlife or sensitive plant habitat, autdmr 
recreation or aesthetic values, access value, unique historical or 
CUlbJral resources, or lands within wilderness; (2) lands needed to 
protect resource values by eliminating or reducing fire risk, soil 
erosion, or illegal occupancy; or lands needed to 1- administrative 
costs by eliminating title claims; (3) lands needed to block in or 
consolidate existing National Forest lands. 

Apply the following priorities when disp3si.q of federal land: (1) tracts 
inside of or adjacent to cxnnnmities when such tracts would be used for 
public purpcses, such as affordable housing: (2) SMll federal parcels 
that are intermingled w i t h  mnfederal lands; (3) lands under special-use 
pennit and occupied by substantial struc-al imprwements. 

Ccasolidate public utility rights-of-way to reduce impacts m other 
resources. 

Bury new or remnstructed power distribution lines (33KV or less) and 
telephone lines, unless burying would cause unacceptable eminmental 
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damage or unless overfiead lines muld be desirable to mitigate seisnic 
hazards. 

Omsider future needs for additicmal uti l i ty lines parallel to the 
ncath-south interstate Pacific DC Intertie transru 'ssion line when settjng 
management directx 'an for affected lands. 

Issue special-use permits only i f  private land suitable for the use is 
mt reasanably available and i f  the use is curpatible w i t h  established 
management objectives for affected National Forest lands. 

Apply the follcwing priorities when evaluating special-use permit 
applications: (1) public uses, (2) smi-public uses, (3) individual 
(exclusive) uses. 

Remrmend the reMcatian Of &Sting power, mineral, water, and Other 
withdrawals where the needed restrictions can be accaplished 
acmninistratively or where the need for the withdrawal rn laqer exists. 
Initiate new withdrawals only when other use and "y controls 
carrot adequately pirotect surface resources. 

Mmerals 

" r a g e  the leasing of Naticmal Forest lands for exploration and 
developnent of oil,  gas, and g m  resources as 1- as those 
activities are cunpatible w i t h  the National Forest goals, objectives, and 

Consider a l l  Naticmal Forest lands not specifically withdrawn fran 
*al entry available for mineral exploration, location, extxaction, or 
leasing under applicable laws and regulaticns. 

Manage mineral activities to " i z e  adverse impads on surface 
resources. 

Pmvide for the arspoSal of com~n variety minerals where such a&im 
(including access) w i l l  not cause unacceptable damage to surface 

management - 'an for the affected lands. 

resources. 

pest MaMganent 

Apply an Integrated Pest Managesent (IPM) approach during the plaming 
and inplementatian of all appropriate activities, particularly those that 
influence vegetatim. Under the IPM approach, a f u l l  range of pest 
management alternatives will be oonsidered and analyzed on a 
site-specific basis. 

protection 

use the apFnopriate wildfire suppression strategy bassd on management 

Use prescrikd fire as a management tool. 

prescxiption and management area diredi on. 
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Manage livestock g~azicg to avoid unacceptable damage to soil, water 
quality, and fish and wildlife habitat. Address riparian area objectives 
in allohent managemnt plans. AaDpt manag-t practices that "ize 
adverse inpacts on these areas. 

Recreation Residences 

Cnntinue all mzeation residence special use permits unless a 
future use determination identifies a higher public need. 

Schedule future use determinations for recreation residences in 
a&- of the ternuna ' ticm dates of p r m i t s  in order to allow 
sufficient time for public input. 

Develapea Recreaticol 

Ccastruct and maintain facilities and sites to Regional standards. 

D i m  ed Recreatirm 

Ccc~rdinate with other agencies for the developnent and maintenance 
needed to pruvide parking for ow (Off-highway Vehicle) 9y3w play 
and "c ski*. 

Interpretive S e l x i c e s  

Develop ~aograms, displays, and publicaticm to interpret Forest 
resoucce managemnt and the natural ernrircarment. Maxlrm. ' 'ze the use 
of self-semice infonnation facilities. 

Off-highway Vehicles 

Design O W  trails and open areas to m i n i n u  'ze wnflicts with existing 
or potential developd recreation sites, private property, special 
uses, adjacent wilderness, administrative areas, cultural resources, 
and riparian areas. 

Cc"te Forest off-highway vehicle p1anmi-g and funding with 
federal, state, and local agencies, private landowners and the 
public. 

ResearchNatu33lAreas 

Inventory geologic RWL (Research Natural Area) candidates as a oarrp=olent 
of the Regicolal RNA program. 

Ccmiplete the establishment process for recarmended botanical RNAs. 
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Riparian Areas 

Prpted streams, sbxdmks ,  shorelines, lakes, wetlands, and the Plants 
and animals depncknt cn these features. prevent unacceptable, l c s q - t ~ ~ ~ ~ ~  
charges in water temperature, chemistry, sedimentation, and channel 
blockages assocl 'at& w i t h  riparian areas. 

Rehabilitate or fence riparian - that consistently show ?xsmrca 
damage or abuse i f  amfl ic ts  canru3t be resolved otherwise. 

Maintain instream flows needed to support the existing riparian 
ecosysten. 

Fmhibit the lccatim of new mads, campsites, and similar disturbances 
inside the borders of riparian areas unless absolutely necessary and 
inpacts can be mitigated. R e l o c a t e  exisking mads and campsites outside 
riparian areas where necessary and feasible. 

Lirmlt wildfire ccmtrol and rehabilitation methods and activities that 
would adversely impact riparian areas. 

specral Interest Areas 

Evaluate and recarmend candidate Special Interest Areas for designaticm, 
and evaluate and naninate candidates for Naticmal Natural L a x h a r k s  (NNL) 
listing. 

Manage the existing Ancient Bristlecane Pine Forest Botanical A r e a  under 
the approved management plan. 

T* 

Allow openings created by regemration harvest to border natural openings 
if other resource values are protected. Locate and design opnkgs w i t h  
amsideration for the swmmdmg . landscape. 

Schedule art if icial  regeneration w i t h i n  three years of clearcutting. 

m i z e  maxi" road spaciq when plaming timber sales. 

aolduct logsing and mtruct ion so that debris does not enter stream 
channels or cause watershed damage. 

L i m i t  the size of tree oprurig ' s created by even-aged silviculture to 40 
acres or less. 

Apply the guideline that a harvested area w i l l  113 longer be considered an 

stocking density is met w i t h  tress 4.5 feet tall.  
OFening for timber management pm-pses when the prescribed forest tree 
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V i s u a l  Reswrces 

Obtain Forest Supervisor's approval through the NEPA (National 
" m e n t a l  policy A c t )  process for any deviation fran assigned VQOS 
(Visual Quality Objectives). 

Rehabilitate and/or enhance the visual resource, wfiere appropriate, when 
implementing projects. 

watershed 

Soils 

U s e  e a r t h - r e m  structures or other special methods as needed in 
areas with high potential for landslides. 

Make a slope suitability examination before conshcting permanent 
developnents in unstable areas. 

Conserve the surface mineral and/or surface organic layer of the soil to 
maintain long-term productivity. 

Water 

Maintain or impme water quality to meet federal and s ta te  standards. 

Implement Best Manag-t Practices (BMps) to met water quality 
objectives and maintain and improve the quality of surface water on the 
Forest. Methods and techniques for applying the BMP w i l l  be identified 
during project level enviro"tal assessnents and incoIparated into the 
associated project plan and implementatian documents. 

Preclude channelization of natural shreams. 

Maintain i n s t r e a m  flows needed to maintain stream chanrlel Cmpetenc0. 

Conduct const~~ct ion activities to m i d  sedimentation in the aquatic 
zone. 

Manage all stream reaches to maintain or  improve streambank stability, 
emphasizing streams in municipal watershe&. 

Locate roads and trails on ~ t u r a l  benches or  riageS w e l l  away fran 
stream courses and other water bodies where possible. Avoid "stzuctm 
roads or trails that parallel or QIOSS tributaries of a main stream. 

Protect the streambed both upstream and downstream f r a n  each road, M l ,  
and livestock crossjng that has neither a b r i a e  1y3-r a culvert. 

Revegetate roads and trails when use  is terminated. 
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Wild and Scenic Rivers 

Undertake m management activities that would preclude designation of the 
Middle Fork of the San Joaquin River as a Wild and Scenic River. 

Wildermess 

Inwrprate existing wilderness manag-t plans (a"luq as necessary 
to accxmnodate 1984 wilderness additions) for the John M&r, Ansel Adams 
( f-lY Minarets), Hewer, and Golden Trout Wildernesses. 

Develop new wil- management plans far the south Sierra W i l d e r n e s s  
and any other new wildemeses designated by Gmp-ess during the planning 
pericd. 

Wildlife 

--, hdang ered, and Sensitive Plant and Animal Species 

Evaluate mgemsnt actims in threatened and endanger4 (T & E)  species 
habitat. Suhnit  propsals for any activities that might affect the 
viability of these species to the U.S. Fish and Wildlife S e r v i c e  for 
farmal cansultatim. 

Cooperate with the Fish and W i l d l i f e  Service and the California 
Department of Fish and Game i n  the management of T ti E Species and the 
restma+d.on of habitat. 

Develop and implement a ccmsistent, systematic, biologically sound 
strategy to manage sensitive species and their habitats so that federal 
listing is not eventually required. 

Develop and inplement a Forest sensitive plant prqram plan. 

P d t  scientific studies on sensitive species only i f  the studies would 
benefit the species. 

Managmt Indicator Species 

Mule deer (harvest): Chsider key Winter range, fawning areas, migration 
routes, and holding areas when managing mule deer habitat on ths Forest. 

Bald eagle ( w e n d ) :  Manage bald eagle habitat for recwery of the 
species. Maintain. the integrity of the identified winter area 
on the Forest. Do rrft establish new w i n t e r  uses or recreaticBl 
developnents w i t h i n  0.25 mile of that area. 

Golden eagle and prairie falcon (special interest): 
the integrity of nesting habitat for these species. 

Maintain and enhance 

Peregr ine falcon (enaangerea): Implement the peregrine falam recovery 
plan, providing for at least two nesting pairs of reintxdu& birds. 
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Goshawk (sensitive): pssible, locate territories in unsuitable 
timber as long as high quality habitat can be found there. Develop a 
goshawk habitat management plan. 

Blue g-rwse (harvest): Maintain viability by im~lement i rg  lyMRs for 
diversity and riparian areas. 

Sage g-rwse (harvest) : Maintain the integrity of sage grouse habitat. 

Sierra Nevada mnmtain sheep (sensitive) and Nelson mxlntain sheep 
(special interest): Maintain the in-ity of existing habitat: do mt 
increase livestock or intrcciuce pa&& trails into such habitat. 
Consider reintnxiuction of sheep into suitable UMcCupied habitat on a 
case-by-case basis. 

Great gray owl (sensitive): Inventmy potential habitat between February 
1 and Augus t  31 to determine the suitability of Inyo National Forest 
habitats for this species. 

Spotted owl (sensitive): Inventmy potential habitat between March 1 and 
July 30 to detennjne the suitability of habitats on the Forest for this 
species. If nesting spotted owls are found, manage their habitat as 
needed to I l B b ' C Z i h  their MtUral dish-ibution the FOr€&. 

mTRo"N 

A Managenat h-escription sets forth the management direction by element or 
activity that applies to specific types of land w i t h i n  the Forest. Eighteen 
Manag-t Prescriptions have been developea for the Inyo National Forest. 
Each Manag-t Prescription identifies me or mre ?x"es for primary 
emphasis, describis the management of the aphasized resource(s), and 
establishes guidance for all other resources and activities so that they are 
oorrpatible with the pr- -is. Since they apply to types of land, and 
since similar .types of land cccur on different parts of the Forest, a given 
Manag-t Prescription typically applies to a nmber of separate land units. 

For mapping and display puqmses, the Forest has been divided into twenty 
geographically identifiable areas called Management Areas. Each Managanmt 
Area may include lands managed under two or mre Management Prescriptions. 
For a description and map of Management Areas see the acccmipanying Plan. 

Manag-t Area boundaries are the same for all alternatives. Manag-t 
Rcescriptions, on the other hand, may be applied to different lands under 
different alt-tives, depenling on the goals and objectives of the 
alternative. 

Forest resource outputs for each alternative are derived, for the mt part, 
f m  the FORPLAN caputerized linear program. The FORPLAN program schedules 
resource managanent activities on specific types of land and projects 
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resauce atputs wer a 50-year t”. Ths managemnt activities that 
provide input to FDReLAN are called FDwm presmiptim. 

FORPLAN prescriptions and Management htescriptions are related to 0 ~ 3  ather, 
but * are not identical. Each Management prescription addresses the 
entire range of resources, whemss each FORPLAN prescriptim addresses anly 
the single resou~~c~ for w h i c h  activities are presscrib4 and outputs are 
generated. Management FT€?scxipticms are allocated to large, land 
types; FORPLAN prescriptions are applied to mxe distinct, “ally-defined 
land and vegetatim types. T h e  follcdng is a s\armary of Inyo National 
Forest Management F”I ‘pticus. For a m x e  detailed descriptim of 
Managenent Prescriptions, sea chapter IV of the Plan; for a discussim of 
“LAN prescriptim, see IQXnduK ‘ B of this ibcument. 

S U + Q % R Y O F M R N R G E M E N P ~ C N S  

1. Designated Wilderness 

Descriptim: Bnphasizes the protecticm of wild lands and wilderness 
values. Applies to wilderness lands that have been designated by 

D i n z c t i r n :  Manage a l l  resources so that they are hanmnio~~.~ with the 
wilderness values of natural ecolqical integrity, nalxral appearance, 
solitude, and p r i m i t i v e  recreation. Regulate the anrnmt and type of 
recreatiool use; limit the kind and amxult of S k u C t L u a l  -t; 
limit dis~~.@Aons of natural ecological processes, allow for 
m-wilderness a d i v i t i e s  such as mining, grazing, and access to private 
land to the extent provided for by legislation and f&al laws. Apply 
the FTeservation V i s u a l  Quality Objective (VQO). Maintain the Primitive 
and Semi-Primitive Non-Fbtorized R e c r e a t i o n  -rhmi* S- (Ros) 
classes. Apply the cnnfinmat or ccmtaimmt wildfire suppression 
strategies to natural fires unless human life, property, or valuable 
resources are endangered. 

-- 
2. Proposes Wilderness 

Descripticm: Ehphasizes the protectron of wildemess values while 
providing for traditicmal uses of the affected area un t i l  Ccmgmss 
designates the area wilderness or it is released through furbher 
a M s t r a t i v e  review or by Gzmgress. Apply Management Prescription #1 
imnediately u p  designation. Applies to all Further Planning Areas 
reMrmended for wildemess under a given alternative. 

Direction: Allow 110 construction of new facilities or authorization of 
new uses; allow for exis- facilities and uses to the extent “pat ible  
with the protwtion of w i l d e r n e s s  values. Apply the preservation VQ3. 
Maintain Primitive or Semi-primitive ROS Classes. Apply the amfin-t 
or ccolcainment w i l d f i r e  suppression strategies to natural fires unless 
human life, praperty, or valuable resources are endangered. 



3. MmnltainS3lep Habitat 

Descxipticm: J3qhasizes high qyality habitat for Sierra Nevada and 
Nelscol “ntain sheep to maintain or increase ppulation levels. Applies 
to the suitable mountain sheep habitat that is managed in a given 
alternative. 

Direction: Prohibit or rrodify activities that would conflict w~th 
rountain sheep habitat objectives. Such activities include road and 
trail constmction, danestic livesta% grazing, and recreation use. 
Apply the Retention VQO. Maintain F’rimitive or Semi-primitive IEOS 
C l a s s e s .  Apply the ccolfinement or containment wildfire suppression 
strategies to natural fires unless human life, property, or valuable 

are endangered. 

4. MuleDeerHabitat 

Description: Pmserve or enhance key mule deer habitat to maintain or 
increase papulation levels. Applies to suitable w h t w  range, sumner 
range, fawning areas, and/or hol- areas manage3 with a mule deer 
manag-t eruphasis under an alternative. 

Direction: Prohibit or modify activities that muld cvnflict with mule 
deer habitat objectives. Such activities include domestic livestock 
grazing and vehicle access. Enhance mule deer habitat by such activities 
as b-e release, hpmvement of m-+forage ratios, and inprovexnent 
of aver in fawqiq areas. Allow those 
activities acceptable under the primitive, Semi-Primikve Non-Motorized, 
Semi-Primitive Pbtorized and Roaded Natural ROS classes. Apply the 
Ccolfinement or containment wildfire suppression strategies to natural 
fires unless human life, property, or valuable resnu~ces are endangered. 

Apply the Partial Retention VQO. 

5. Resear&NaturalArea 

Descripticm: Maintain the ecologicaI integrity of target vegetation 
types with an -is on research, study, and observation. Applies to 
the five established and two recarmended Research Natural Areas on the 
Forest. 

Directian: Provide for m-manipulative and m-destzuctive acadaric and 
scientific uses. Prohibit or limit activities or uses that would affect 
natural ecological processes. Such activities include facility 
(includirg road and trail) construction, recreation, livestock grazing, 
vehicle access, fish stmkhg, and fuel& gathering. Apply the 
F”ation VQO and maintain the primitive ROS C l a s s .  con.brol any 
wildfires originating outside the Roaded Natural Areas that pose a threat 
to the area. Apply the confinement or ccoltainment suppression strategies 
to natural fires originatbq within the Roaded Natural Areas unless 
persca~s, propxty, or the unique values of the Roaded Natural Areas are 
threatened. 
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6. Mono Basin Naticmal Forest Scenic Area 

Descripticn: Provide for rezmaticmal enjoyment, i nmta t ion ,  and 

applies to the Wmo Basin Naticmal Farest Scenic Area established by 
p ? X l M a  Of the MtU?Zal &C fea- Of the k%XKI Bash. This 

c3qress in 1984. 

D i r e c t i o n :  -lop a management plan for the P" Basin Scenic Area as 
directed by the California Wilderness Act of 1984. until canpleticn of 
the management Plan, follow tbe direct2 'on in the 1985 In-im Managemnt 
Plan. 

7. Ancient B r i s t l m  Pine Forest 

Desccipticn: provide for public enjoyment, scientific study, and 
protection of mient bristlecone pines in a m-~wal setting. 
Applies to the Ancient Bristlecane Pine  Forest established 
aaniniStatively in 1958. 

D i r e C t i a n :  Allm recreaticmal day-use and interpretive facil i t ies and 
uses and academic and scientific activities that cause M noticeable 
degradation. prahibit or modify any activities that could conflict w i t h  
the ptect im arid -tim of bristlecme pine tm=es and v o x l  
ramants. Such activit ies include overnight canping, OHV use, energy or 
nlimxal activities, mad or trail om&x&hn , private land uses, 
wildfire suppressim, and fuelwood gathering. Apply the R e t e n t i o n  VQO 
except where a lower  VeO is needed to provide public use facilities. 
Allm those activities included in the Primitive, Semi-Primitive 
~--Motoized ,  Semi-F'ridtive Pk3xrized, and Roaded N a t u r a l  Ros classes. 
Apply the omfjnanen t or c%zEl- t wildfire suplnession strategies to 
natural f ires unless human life, pqaty ,  or valuable lesources are 
endangsred. 

8. W i l d  and scaric Rivers 

Descripticn: Maintain tlae Middle Fork of the San Joquin River in a 
free-flowing d t i o n  and euphasize scenic, recreational, geologic, 
fish, wildlife, vegetation, and cultural values for public enjoymat. 
Appl ies  to a s t r ip  of land ex ted iq  an average of 0.25 mile fran each 
bank (unless and until it is released for other uses). 

Dicect iOn:  Prohibit or modify any activities that would adversely affect 
the values protected by the recomnended designation. Such activities 
include hydroelectric develqniznt, canping, vehicle access, facility 
(hcluding road) o="ctition, mineral activities, and timber harvest. 
Apply the P a r t i a l  F&zentia W. Allow thDse activities included in the 
M t i v e ,  SeML-Frimitive Nzm-Mzkorized, and RoaM Natural Ros classes. 
( m y  Primitive and %ani-Primitive Mm-totorized for "wild" segments.) 
&a~trol a l l  wi ldf i res  in scenic and recreaticpl segmnts. Cn "wild" 
segments, apply the amfinement or cwntainnent wildfire suplnession 
strategies to ~ t ~ r a l  f i r e s  unless lnnnan life, property, or valuable 
resources--. 
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Descriptian: nl@lasize the m a l  of sawlcgs and other wood p?L-cducts 
09. suitable timber lands, using metbods that maintain other resource 
optlop?s for the future. Applies to lands an w h i c h  timber management is 
eqhsized, but on which other resource values are such that modificatim 
of high level timber managemnt strategies is warranted. 

D i r e c t i O n :  Apply timber management E b X t & f f i  that do Iy3t pceClUde 
future managgnent cptim for resources other than timber. The fOllC%&Y3 
criteria apply: 

- a t  least three age class i n  the starid; 
- each age class canprises a t  least 10 percent of the basal area of the 

- a t  least twenty years between age classes; 
- cme class in the upper third a t  the end of the mtatim period; 
- openings up to two acres in size--- to five acres where terxain, 

stand: 

stand characteristics, op=rational factors, or m-t.Lmber resoufce 
objectives make this necessary, 
prcduct objective is large-diameter (-24" sa-). 

Favor site preparation methods that are luost canpatible w i t h  other 
resources. the P a r t i a l  Retention VQ3. Provide for recreation 
activities in the Semi-primitive btorized and Roaded N a t u r a l  IEOS 
C l a s s e s .  "1 a l l  wildfires. 

10. High Level Tjmber MaMgemen t 

Descriptian: m i z e  the "I proaudicsl of sawlogs and other wwd 
p?L-cducts, asmnl iq  that timber managemnt will be the primary 10rg- tam 
management enphasis for the lands involved. Appl ies  to a l l  suitable 
t i n k e r  lands managed with a long-term timber managemat enp-dzasis under an 
alternative. Arry included w e t s  of unsuitable timber or unf-ted 
land would be managed for uses cmptible  with timber management on the 

Directi m: W l y  tbDse timber manag-t strategies that " i z e  
10rg-term timber pnduction. Manage a l l  other resources a t  levels 
canpatible w i t h  timber management objectives. Examples of rsomces for 
which management would be mDdified are dawst~ 'c livestock grz- and 
developed recreation. Apply VQOS as jnventoried. Provide for remeation 
activities in  the Semi-Primitive b to r i zed  and Roaded Natural ROS 
C l a s s e s .  mntcol a l l  wildfires. 

-ing suitable timber lards. 

Descriptim: Manage range forage to provide for lq-tenn sustained 
yield of danestic grazing outputs, irmeased forage p?L-cductlcm, and 
uniform livestock distribution. Applies to all suitable rangelands 
managed with a primary range emphasis under an alternative. 

Dirwzticm: Rejuvenate and/or type-convert suitable vegetatim types as 
needed to improve range condition or to maintain or increase forage 
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producticn. O ” c t ,  maintain, and replace &ru&uml h p ” t s  as 
m&ed to distribute livestoclr. Wdi€y other management activities as 
nseded to accQRpodate grazing. Apply the P a r t i a l  R e t e n t i o n  VQ3. Allm 
for activities i n  the Semi-Fdmitive Nm-PBtorized, Semi-Primitive 
Wstmized, and Fbaded Natural ROS classes. Apply the &inen??nt or 
c n l ~  t w i l d f i r e  suppression strategies to natural fires unless hun!an 
life, property, or valuable are endangered. 

12. cmc€n*ted Recxeatim Area 

Description: W z e  the maintenance and enhancement of major 
recxeatim values and opprhnu ‘ties. Applies to areas with high levels 
of existirg or potential recreatim use that are m g e d  w i t h  a 
recreatim emphasis under an alternative. 

D M m :  Pzuvide a broad range of recreational facilities and 
oppxtunities to accamodate large I.llrmbers of people safely, 
COaxrenientlY, and with minimal resxrce damage. Wdify other manageanent 
activities to ‘ze conflicts with recxeation values. Thess include 
vegetatim management (including timber harvest), energy developnent, 
lives- grazing, and any activity that wDuld reduce scenic quality. 
Apply the R e t e n t i o n  VQO to all n!anag-t activities and new 
-recreation facilities, and Partial R e t e n t i c n  to a l l  other 
facilities. Maintain the Roaded Natural, Roaded W f i e d ,  and Rural Ros 
C l a s s e s .  czlnhl all wildfires. 

13. Alphe S k i  Area, Misting and ch.der Study 

&scriptian: Manage ski  areas for public enjoyment. Applies  to a l l  
lands managed under permit for alpine skiing. 

D k e c t i c n :  Develop the facilities (including runs, lifts, base lcdges, 
etc.) necessary to prwide for skiex enjoyment. Locate and design 
faci l i t ies  to ensure public safety and to blend in with the natural 
emimrmnt. Exclude or mfy other T~SOUTCB objectives and activities 
where necessary to provide for alp- skiing. Such objectives and 
activities include timber harvest, develop3 recreation, public vehicle 
access, mineral activities, and inventoried V i s u a l  Quality Objectives. 
Apply the Partial R e t e n t i o n  VQO to nms, lifts, and base areas as seen i n  
the middleground fran Sensitivity Level 1 mutes and m p a m y  sites. 
Allow activities appropriate in the Rural ROS class. Conizml all  
wildfires. 

14. Potential Alpine Ski Arsa 

Descriptim: Maintain the potential for ski area devel-t. Applies 
to those areas of the Forest that represent downhill skiing opprtunities 
of the highest quality and are identified under an alternative as 
potential ski areas. when an alpine ski area is develaped, it w i l l  be 
managed under the prescription for Alpine Ski Area, Existirig and under 
study. 

D i r e c t i o n :  Maintain the intqrity of potential chinhill ski mns and 
base station locations. Manage other resources to the degree 

104 



camamrate w i t h  maintaining alpine ski developnent potential. T h e  
other resources and activities most likely to be affect& are timber 
managenent, road consbction, f l ~ ~ ~ n e r  recreation developnent, land uses 
m c b r  special use permit, and mineral activities. Timber management w i l l  
follow the same dirw2tl ‘081 that f d  in the Uneven-aged Timber 
Managenent Prescription. Meet inventoried W%. Allow the activities 
appropriate in Semi-F’rhitive Non-Motorized, Semi-Primitive Motorized, 
and Roaded Natural ROS classes. Cci-~tz-Ol all wildfires. 

15. Developed Recreation Site 

Description: Manage developed “ a t i o n a l  faci l i t ies  to pmvide 
neessary user services and to protect forest resource values. Appl ies  
to publicly and privately operated developed sumner recreation sites. 

Direction: Develop recreation sites to the extent consistent w~th the 
type and Ermollllt of ?x%xeation occurring on ’ lands. Encourage 
the year-round use of facilities where winter use is not limited by the 
need to shut dclwn w a t e r  or sanitation facilities; regulate vehicle use to 
protect resaurces; locate and design developnents to minimize impacts on 
soil, water, vegetation, and scenic quality. prohibit or mdify 
management activities to minimize C C a r E l i c t s  w i t h  recreaticmal values. 
Such activities iraclude energy developents, mineral activities, 
livestock grazing, and timber harvest. Apply the R e t e n t i o n  V@l to 
foreground zones and Partial Retention to facilities seen as middlegrcnmd 
€ran Sensitivity Level 1 mtes and “y sites. Mazrrtain the 
Semi-primitive Mdorizfxi, Roaded Natural, Roaded Wfied and Rural ROS 
C l a s s e s .  amtz-Ol all wildfires. 

16. Dispersed rkcxeation 

Descripticm: provide q g ” i t i f f i  for a w i d e  range of dispersed 
recreation activities for bath win- and simmer use. 

D i r e c t i o n :  Manage the area for the public enjoyment of both sum~er and 
w i n t e r  dispersed recreaticBl activities. m i z e  ncm-mtorized w i n t e r  
use such as rnrdic skiing and snowplay. Provide for centralized parking 

w i n t e r  mths for nordic skiiers. 
and trailheads. provide for protection of the visual resouroe arirg 

Reroute nordic trails i f  necessary. 

17. Semi-Primitive Recreatian 

Description: prated and maintain remeation and wildlife values by 
limiting vehicle access and road cOPlStructiOn . A p p l i e s  to those 
relatively unroaded lands on the Forest managed w i t h  an emphasis CBI 
dispersed nxrea t i cm,  wildlife, and/or other amenity values. 

Direction: Allow rn crnstzuction of new public bm-wheel drive roads or 

activities. C l o s e  new mining roads to plblic access and obliterate when  
use ends. Allow other resource management activities to the extent 
ccnpatible with the amenity emphasis. Modify timber management; allow 
range and wildlife habitat maniplaticm; allow fax-wheel drive and OHV 
remeation on established routes where ccnpatible w i t h  resource 

Llpqraaing of exist ing fOJr-wkel drive roads except for m i n e r a l  
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protection. Apply the Part ia l  Retention W. Maintain Primitive, 
Semi-Primitive Nan-bBtnrized, and Semi-primitive IWarized ROS classes. 
Apply the ccmfincxnent or " n t  wildfire suppression strategies to 
natural f i res  unless human life, pruperty, or valuable resours  are "- 

18. Multiple Rescurce Area 

Descxipticm: Allow for ease of access for  resource manag-t, minera l  
activity, and/or vehicle-based recreation use. Applies to lands "aged 
for multiple use and ease of access. 

D i r e c t i a n :  Allow for the cmstzuction of n e w  public tm-wheel drive 
mads or upgrading of four-wheel drive roads. Meet VQOS as inventoried 
on lands in  the Fbaded Natural Ros class. Apply Partial R e t e n t i o n  to 
lands in the Semi-primitive Ncol-Motorized and Semi-Prhitive mtorized 
Ros classes. Maintain the Semi-Primitive W r i z e d  and Fkaded Natural 
Ros Classes. Apply the ca- l fmt or 0xl-t wildfire suppression 
strategies to  ~ * a l  f i res  unless Inman life, prcrperty or valuable 
resourcesaraendarlgd. 

-1- m T  ARE AREZ-SPECIFIC IN ALL A E X E R " I V E S  

Five of these Management Prescriptions are applied to the same land area in 
each a l tmt ive .  They are Designated Wilderness (#l), Research Natural 
Area (#5), Basin N a t i o n a l  Forest Scenic Area (#6), Ancient Br is t leccole  
Pine Forest (#7), and Wild and Scenic River ( # 8 ) .  

This pre-allocation of Management Prescriptions is based on decisions that 
have been made outside of this planniq pnxss. Fxistirg w i l d e r n e s s  cm the 
Forest and the Scenic Frea have been designated by CorYJress in one of three 
separate acts: the W i l d e r n e s s  Act of 1964, the w e r e d  American 
W i l d e r n e s s  Act of 1978, or the California Wilderness A c t  of 1984. 

The Ancient Bristlecane Pine Forest and the five established Research Natural 
Areas (RNAs) were administratively established between 1932 and 1983. The 
twD recormended RMIS (Whippxwill Flat and W e e  Meadow) have been studied 
a n d w e r e d e t f " d  ' to be acceptable by both the Forest and the Region 5 RNA 
Cnnnittea many years ago. As the reccmnended RNAs do not contain lands w i t h  
other resource management opportunities, the Forest has chosen to apply the 
Roaded N a t u r a l  Area presu5ptim to RNAs in all  altenatives. 

Since publication of the Draft Plan, Congnxs has designated both the North 
Fork and south Fork of the K e m  River as Wild and Scenic Ri-. 
for the study of the Middle Fork of the San Joacph River for wild and scenic 
status is the resgzmsibility of the Sierra National Forest. The Inyo 
National Forest pmvided data for the analysis and shares respmsibility wia 
the Sierra for the reMrmendaticBl to cclngress. 

Leadershl 'P 

Geothermal energy exploration and developat are governed by site-specific 
analyses cmd~~cted outside this planniq pxess. Those geothermal decisicms 
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that have already been made are cx" to all alternatives. Leases have been 
offered and will cmtinue to be offered in Lease Blocks I and I1 of the 
P k a m - I c q  V a l l e y  KGRA. There will, however, be m geubamal leasing in the 
Wmache Meadows area of the Kem Plateau. 

l?"mTm 
The following are narrative descriptia of the six alternatives studid in 
detail. These alte?matives are presented in the following s€quence. 

m: PreferredAlternative 
am: 
RPA: 1980 RPA proSram 

CEE: Maximize Cost-efficiency 

AMN: MaximizeAllAmenities 

AMB: hp3hasize Wildlife and Recreation 

current (1982) Frc€Jram - No Action 

Each alternative description includes a narrative and a set of figures. Each 
narrative has three &ions: "e (goals, objectives, issues and ccolcems 
addressed); Resource -am D i r a k i o n  (key activities, standards and 
guidelines); and - t to Be Created in 2030 (a broad view of the 
Forest as it would appear to the visitor If the alternative were 
inplerented). The resource prqram direztion in the alternative narrative 
does not, in most cases, repeat the d k 3 Z t . l  'on cc"n to all alternatives 
described above. For those few cases in which such direction is repeated, 
the reptition is included with the intention of emphasis. 

The alternatives on the follmirg pages include resowce program direction 
that is projected over the fifty year analytical horizon of the Forest 
plannirg p-. Hc;wever, any of the alternatives, if selected, m u l d  
represent a set of managanent decisions affect- only the first ten to 
fifteen years of that horizon. The plan perioa is defined by the NFMA 
regulaticms as one decade [36 Crm 219.3 (1982)1, while the law penrcits a 
fifteen-- "I [16 USC 1604(f)(5)]. Within ten to fifteen years, 
canditicms on the Forest w i l l  be reanalyzed, and a revised plan developed [36 
CFR 219.10(g)(1982) and 16 ISC 1604(f)(5)1. 

Management actions, outputs, and envinnmmtal and socioeconanic effects are 
projected for several decades beycola the plan perid. The purpose of these 
discussions is .twofold. They present a long-term analysis for decision 
makers and for t h  public to use in evaluating alternatives. These 
projections indicate the managerent actions that m l d  be needed to achieve 
and maintain, in perpetmty, the resource outputs called for under an 
alternative witbut -t of the pxductivity of the land (16 USC 531). 
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These discussicns also *de i n f o "  far the naticmal RPA Program, the 

(16 USC 1602). So that the analysis of alternatives for the RPA prosram 
links w i t h  actual amdi t iaw and local issues a t  the Forest level, a cunplete 
estimate of cutguts, Costs, and effects far the RPA Program brim is 
needed. 

The proj- of alternative attribates beyona the plan period, although 
required by law, does not legally bind the Forest to action beyond the plan 

w i t h i n  fifteen years of its init ial  developnent. !This revision may w e l l  
establish different long-tesm goals and different future projections than 
those established in the present plan. 

See PppencUx B for details regarding the m d e l i r g  of each alternative in the 
FuRpLAN p r q r a m  and the generation of outputs by that program. The methods 
andassmpkl 'ems used to generate certain outputs outside the FORPLAN prcg~am 
are documented in tbe Pl?.nning records. 

dr3velopnent of w h i c h  requires Mormatlopl four decades tqmd the Plan perioa 

periOa shce, as mt& at", the Forest is required to revise the Plan 

PRF: -ALTERNATIVE 

lhane 

This alternative is the final €?referred Alternative revised as the result of 
public amnent an the Draft Plan and B"rm ta l  Impact Statement. It is 
designed to provide a mix of management activities that is sensitive both to 
historic uses and public preferences. A mixture of COllMdl 'ty and 
&ty res~ce autputs is mphasized. There is m buaget limitation in the 
F" m3del. 

The issues and cx"s addressed by this alternative are: (1) balancing 
" O d i t y d -  'ty benefits to optimize net public benefit; (2) reqondiq 
to the neds of each affected social group; (3) providing a variety of 
high-quality recmation opportunities and a prap3rtional distribution of use 

enhance the recreaticeml a m  of the Eastern Sierra: (5) maintainkg and 
enhancing habitat for harvest species of fish and wildlife; ( 6 )  restoring and 
enhancing riparian areas; (7) making wildemess recamnendatiDIls in response 
to key oppxhmities; ( 8 )  providing opprtunities for mineral and energy 
developnent in  CoordiMtiCn w i t h  other resources; and (9)  maintaining the 
r q e  resource. 

Developed sumner recreation w i l l  be managed w i t h  the objective of increasing 
o p p r t s m i t i e s  in m e  to demand. Alpine skiing w i l l  increase a t  a rate 
that ITSpnds to demand within errvironmen tal, infras~cture and social 

so that ski  area capacity and the canrnmity's ability to provide support 
services are developed together. The management of disprsed sumner and 
winter recreatim will pruvide for an increase in use mghly  proportional to 
the use of developed sites. 

between sanmier and winter; (4) maintaining and iq"J amenity values to 

constraints. Developnent w i l l  be closely coordinated w i t h  cc" 'ty Planning. 
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Timber will be managed t0 plX%i.de a c3JIlti.nUOUS Supply Of wood p-CtS for 
1cxa.l markets to the fkq-ee CansiStent w i t h  Cast efficiency and other 
resource objectives. 

Dcmestic livestock grazing w i l l  be managed to be anpatible with other 
resource objectives. 

The wilderness land base will be increased by the addition of Further 
P1annix-g Areas w i t h  high wilderness values, i n  canbination w i t h  a low level 
of cnnflict w i t h  other reswfxs or lcgical additions to existirg wildemess, 
in canbination with a low level of conflict w i t h  other resources. 

Wildlife habitat w i l l  be managed w i t h  the objectives of protecting deer 
habitat, achieving re~very for threatened and w e r e d  species, 
maintaining or enhancing habitat for sensitive and special int-t species 
and mainiAnirg ppulation viability for all other native vertekate 
species. Fish habitat w i l l  be "aged with the objectives of responding to 
projected increases in  dispersed recreation and achieving recovery for 
threatened trout. 

C u l t u r a l  Resources: ccoldud Forest-wide cultural resource inventory and 
project-related and non-project-related surveys. m i z e  type-of-site 
investigation r a m  than the less efficient site-by-site approach to the 
extent that is feasible. Fniphasize a broad and varied cultural resource 
" a g m t  -am that includes inventmy, evaluation (including National 
R e g i s t e r  rnninati- and/or National R e g i s t e r  eligibility determinations), 
p+zection, enhancement, and inlxxpretation of cultural values. 

Faci l i t ies :  Cnnstruct a p p " a t e l y  87 miles of recreation access mads as 
needed and a p p " t e l y  535 miles of trails for hikers, equestrians, nordic 
skiers, and OHV users over the p1anni.q pericd. Reconsizuct the mad and 
t r a i l  system on a programned basis and maintain to assigned mbtenance 
levels. C n n s M  an administrative site for the new Mmo B a s i n  National 
Forest Scenic Area. 

Fish: Improve Stream habitat in concentrated recreation areas and in native 
golden b t  Mitat. Negotiate with FERC and the affected u t i l i ty  ccmpanies 
to rewater streams for the re-establishment of resident t rout  fisheries. 
ccadud program& watershed inp"mt work to benefit fish habitat. 
Develop a managaent plan for the Paiute cutbmat trout. 

m: Acquixe lands, i f  they became available, i n  L e e  V i n i r g  Canyon, Lundy 
Carryca, and the upper (xyens River for sumner recreation developnent. 
coordinate 1- 'p adjustments with camnnnity p l w  and Forest 
managenst objectives to provide for the " i t y  growth associated with 

Minerals: Fxm.rage the developnent of geothermal resources according to 
current agmements in Lease Blocks I and 11. Consider additional geothemml 
exploration and developmsnt i n  reqcmse to lease applications on any 
acWtimal Farest lands outside of designated or recannended wildemess. 

alpine ski area capacity. 
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Pest x” t: Respcpla to the high overall need and opportunity for pest 
management based an the high levels of develw recreation use and new site 
cmskuction and the moderate opprbxu ‘ty to manage vegetation associatad 
with timber Outputs. 

PImteCticn: Use a l l  appropriate wildlife suppression strategies 
(ccolfinement, a3ntai.r” t and ccoltrol) on the Forest as identified in  the 
Farest f i r e  management adion plan that is birg developed. 

-: Intensify range management with a vegetative treaiment program. 
Acccmplish f i f t y  acres a year using presaited burning. Allm for a 
rcdxtion in g-razing due to vegetation changes resulting fran timber 
m g - t  081 lands suitable for both timber and range managemat. Do not 
increase livestock gaz ing  081 deer w h t e r  range. Give priority to mule deer 

plans. Apply the guideline of 50 percent ut i l izat im of forage by livestock. 

Receeaticn: Develop the potential c“& and day-use sites needed to 
support the objective of increas iq use. Develop those sites with the 
greatest lpojected use first .  Water-orientd sites in cnncentrated 
recreation areas have the greatest pjectea use; sites away fram water and 
ooncentrated use areas have the lmest projected use. Lkvelop inteqretive 
sitesasthecpporhm ’ty arises. operate facilities and a-ster permits 
a t  standard levels of service. Develop new concentrated recreation areas in 
the W a l k -  Lake-Sam11 Carryon and Dea&nan expansion areas. Develop an 
additicmal concentrated recreation acea in the upper Owens River area if  
private land alcmg the river beccmes available. 

ccslduct a d a t i v e  effects study for the Manmwth/June ?+rea for any 
potential ski area deve1-t ather than that specified i n  the approved 
developnent plans for Mannwth Pkwntain and June Mnmtdn. Proposed ski  area 
developm=nt in the Sherwin Bcnvl Area is currently being studied i n  an 
e ” m n ’ c a l  analysis Outside the Forest p1ami.q process. Limi t ing  factors 
for aclditicnal develcpmt include infrastruchne needs such as adquate 
water, sewar, 9y3w renuval, and transportatian facilities; land availability; 
the regicslal skier market; and errviroaMlen tal impacts. For plannirq pupses, 
the developnent level projected i n  the 1985 Town of Mamnoth Lakes General 

Manage for the haeasing sumner and w i n t e r  dispersed use that w i l l  result 
fran hxeasea developnent. hrwide a full canplement of trails, res-, 
parking areas, and interpretive signs to enhance year-round recreational 
-ties and protect -. Manage disprsed recreation a t  standard 
levels of sel.vl. ’Ce. 

Designate OHV and OSV routes, corridors and open areas in the upaate of the 
e x i s t i q  1977 Interagency Motor Vehicle Use Plan. 

Reseamh Natural Areas: Qnplete the establishment process for the 
Mhippxmvill Flat and McAfee Meaday RNRS. 

Riparian m: prohibit new activities in riparian areas that will have 
unacceptable lcq-term effects on water quality, fish or other aquatic fauna, 

in key fawning areas, developing specific directt ’on in all0trnent management 

Plan represents ski area aevelopnent under this alternative. 
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or water-dependent plant life. Fish habitat and watershed imprc"en t tmrk  
w i l l  also benefit riparian areas. 

Special Interest Areas: 
and establish those selected. 

Evaluate identified candidate Special Interest Areas 

T-: Use management techniques for timber harvested east Of 
u.S. 395 and uneven-aged managanent west of the highway. Manage timber for 
high level prduction v&em cost-effective on a l l  suitable lands, w i t h  these 
exceflons: 

1. wes t  of U.S. 395 in the Ms">th/June area, 
2. existing or potential " n i r a t e d  recreation areas, 
3. the bmache area, and 
4. the foregnxrnd zciles Of sensitivity Level 1 *avel routes to meet the 

R e t e n t i o n  V i s u a l  Wity Objective. 

provide fuel& in x5-3 to demand. If the supply of logging residue 
fal ls  below the deMnd for fuel-, cansider supplyins sane fuelmcd out of 
theForogri"edharvest. 

V i s u a l  Resources: Assign pmscxibed V i s u a l  eUal i ty  Objectives (VQOS) with 
the following exception: timber management must  meet or exceed the VQO of 
R e t e n t i o n  in potential cci-centratfxl recreation areas. Timber harvest units 
should be limited to .twenty acres or less inmost cases. 

W a t e r s h e d :  
average rate of 350 acres per year. 

Wild and Scenic Rivers: The Wild and Scenic River r e a " 3 a t i c m  for the 
Middle Fork of the San Joaquin River w i l l  be suhnitted to Congress by the 
Sierra Naticmal Farest. 

W i l d e r n e s s :  Recarmend the f o l l m i q  F k t h r  P l a r d q  Areas for wilderness 
designation: Table bbmtain, Tiqa  Lake, the upper elevations of the White 
i"tains, and the southeast quarter of the Paiute area in  the Imp 
Ybuntains. Ccntaiment w i l l  be the primary wildf i re  suppression strategy for 

Inplement the Forest Watershed Impnnrement Needs ( W I N )  plan a t  an 

M b &  f m  in the wildf3ITless. 

Wildlife: Enhance mule deer habitat by vegetative treatmnt at an average 
rate of 180 acres per year, emphasizing key winter range. Do not increase 
cattle grazing on key deer winter range. m i z e  the protection of key 
fawnirg habitat, developiq specific direction in  allotment manag-t 
plans. F'rohibit or m=dify ski area develop.nent, geothermal developnent, and 
timber manag-t to " i z e  impacts on deer migration mutes. 

Maintain the in tqr i ty  of the existing bald eagle w i n t e r  rO0sti.q area. 
provide for a t  least two nesting pairs of reintroduced peregrine falcons. 
Maintain a l l  existing goshawk nesting territories in  suitable timber, 
allocating one hundred acres to each nesting pair. 

F'rovide for a t  least one additional herd of rein+zcduced Sierra N e v a d a  
mmtain sheep. m i d e r  the reintzcduction of additional herds on a 
case-by-case basis. provide for a t  least one reintrcductim of Nelson 
mmtab sheep to uroccupied range. 
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Maintain a t  least 10 percent of forested lands including hth suitable and 
unsuitable timber i n  older seral stages. Ehsure that old growth acreage is 
w a t e l y  dislxibutd thmughout the carmercial timber types. 

Maintdn create slags inmanaged timber stands to meet at least 40 percent 
of the natural potential densi* of slag-depndent wildlife: allow for highix 
densities outside of managed timber. 

Ehvimrment to be created in the Year 2030 

S m n m  visitors to the Forest in the year 2030 w i l l  find noticeably m 
recreaticPlist.5, as use w i l l  have increased nearly 60 percent since 1982. 
There w i l l  be many mra c a q q m m k ,  day use sites, and trails of a l l  lcinds. 
Facilities w i l l  be better n!aintaind and Services w i l l  have i"&. 

Anglers w i l l  find moderately haeased fishing 0-ties due to moderate 
fish habitat and water&& hp"nt  work. Hunters w i l l  expsxienca 
declincng deer populaticns where geothermal developnent and cxm"ity gmwth 
has disturbed deer habitat. 

The type of use in #e Wnacb area w i l l  mt have changed, as the area w i l l  
still be accessible only by four-wheel drive vehicles. V i s i t o r s  to the White 
and I q o  Wnmtains w i l l  encounter - hikes and stock parties using the new 
wilderness. 

Vegetatim w i l l  differ l i t t l e  i n  appearance as seen frun major mads. 
will be less timber harvested. 

There 
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Table 4 
~creage Allocaticms by kbmgmsnt Prescripticm 

Altemative PRF 

MaMgement Prescriptim M Acres Percent Of 

1. Designated Wilderness 565.1 29.3 

2. proFosea Wilderness 172.6 9.0 

3. "tcdnSheep 

4. Mule- 

5. ResearchNaturalArea* 

35.0 

118.8 

14.9 
(0.7) 

1.8 

6.2 

0.8 

6. Mnm Basin NF Scenic Area* 45.8 2.4 

7. Ancient B n i s t l e "  Pine Forest* 28.9 1.5 

8. Wild and Scenic River* 2.6 
(15.8) 

9. Uneven-aged Timber Management 10.5 

74.5 

11. Range 138.5 

12. canoentrated Recreaticn Area 52.5 

13. Alpine Ski Area, Existing &Under Study 9.6 

14. Potential Alpme Ski Area 14.2 

10. High Level Timber Management 

15. Develop4 R e c r e a t i o n  S i t e  2.2 

16. Dispersed Remeation 8.6 

17. Semi-primitiVe R e c r e a t i O n  437.8 

18. Multiple Resource Area 199.1 

0.1 

0.5 

3.9 

7.2 

2.7 

0.5 

0.7 

0.1 

0.5 

22.6 

10.3 

* Acres w i t h  dual designaticm (existing or propxed wilderness and RNA, 
Scenic Area, etc.) are displayed in the acxeage total for Prescriptions 1 or 
2 are indicated in parentheses undtx the other applicable prescription. 
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Table 5 
A-ge ArrmJal Outputs by Decade 

Alternative PRF 

Base 1980 Decades 
Y e  RPA Goals (Decade 1: 1986-1995) 

Resaurce Ezeoents 
1982 1990 2030 1 2 3 4 5 - 

&ininistrative Sites 
- F d  Service  - (no.) 6 
-leased (no.) 1 

DamsandReservoirs 
-ForeSt S e e  (no.) 3 
-State/local (no. ) 4 
-private (m.) 11 

Roads (miles) 

cixstructim (tot. ) 0 
-timber 0 
-recreation 0 

R- 'm (tot.) 20 
-timber 15 
-recreatim 5 

Maintenance (tot.) 974 

Trails (miles) 

cc€lstNctim (tot.) 0 
-existingWilderness 0 
-- 
Wilderness - 

-caxentrated 
rec. areas 0 

-0penw 0 
-0HV 0 
-"C 0 

RecmSbumm (tot.) 10.8 

Wilderness 9.0 
-- 
Wilderness - 
--traw 
3x32. areas 1.8 

-0penw 0 
-ow 0 
-&C 0 

-existing 

8 
1 

3 
4 
11 

2.5 
0 

2.5 
15 
5 
10 

977 

24.3 
0.7 

1.8 

9.0 
1.0 
1.8 
10.0 

39.7 

12.6 

1.3 

4.2 
2.2 
16.2 
3.2 

8 
1 

3 
4 
11 

2.3 
0 

2.3 
15 
5 
10 

1002 

24.2 
0.6 

1.8 

9.0 
1.0 
1.8 
10.0 

39.7 

12.6 

1.3 

4.2 
2.2 
16.2 
3.2 

8 
1 

3 
4 
11 

2.6 
0 

2.6 
15 
5 
10 

1024 

0 
0 

0 

0 
0 
0 

10.0 

60.7 

22.7 

1.0 

7.3 
2.5 
17.0 
10.2 

8 
1 

3 
4 
11 

1.3 
0 

1.3 
15 
5 
10 

1040 

5.0 
0 

0 

0 
0 
0 

5.0 

60.1 

25.0 

3.1 

11.3 
2.9 
17.6 
10.2 

8 
1 

3 
4 
11 

0 
0 
0 
15 
5 
10 

1049 

0 
0 

0 

0 
0 
0 
0 

70.1 

25.0 

3.1 

11.3 
2.9 
17.6 
10.2 
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Base 1980 Decades 
Year RPA Goals (Decade 1: 1986-1995) 

ResuDxe El-is 
1982 1990 2030 1 2 3 4 5 

Trails (mt 'd)  

Maintenance (tot.) 1236 - - 1489 1731 1731 1731 1731 

LANDSANDMINEWW 

L d a c q U i r e d ( - = )  60 0 0 54 270 270 150 70 

Leasable mjnerals 
(total F== Plants) 0 - - 1 3 5 6 6 

Locatable mjnerals 
( V t i n g  Plans) 67 320 408 50 52 56 57 57 

FxQTEmIoN 

Fuel Treabwnt (acres) 
-total 18 500 400 1761 689 767 967 1247 
-fire related 0 - - 0 0 0 0 0 
-timber related 18 - - 93 45 73 88 111 
- r q e  related 0 - - 50 50 50 50 100 
-wildlife related 0 - - 100 178 228 413 280 

ncpected Wildfire (acres) 
-total 747 - - 918 981 1062 1134 1224 
-intensity level 1 13 - - 9 10 11 11 12 
-intensity level 2 34 - - 55 59 64 68 73 
-intensity level 3 53 - - 64 69 74 79 86 
- in t€msi ty  level 4 647 - - 239 255 276 295 318 
-intensity level 5 0 - - 551 589 637 680 734 

= ( M A W S )  41.4 42.2 44.5 41.4 41.4 41.4 41.4 41.4 

RECREllTIoN USE (M PSm) 

Llevelapea private 1635 1914 2421 2832 2832 2832 

Developd public 1201 3510 5100 1578 1866 2057 2249 2249 

Dispersed 1004 2490 3120 1191 1766 2023 2229 2437 

Wilderness 540 644 680 718 755 790 

V i s u a l  Quality Index 142.07 - - 142.15 142.22 142.28 142.33 142.38 
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Table 5 ( a m t h u d )  

AltenLatim PRl? 
Aveage - outplts by - 
Base 1980 Decades 
Year RPA Goals (Decade 1: 1986-1995) 

1982 1990 2030 1 2 3 4 5 
Resource E3mEntS 

100 

1047 

0 

20.2 
12.0 

16.8 

- 

- 

614 

900 

180 

476 

- 

19.8 

- 

- 

718 

918 

200 

481 

- 

+20 percent 

B a l d  Eagle** ( w i n t e r  mxtirg areas) 

Peregrine Falcen** 

Gashawks (pairs in suitable timber) 

Nelson -bin Sheep 

- - 1 

- - (m. of pairs) 0 

- - 15 

(m. of animals) 130 - - 

(no. of anhals) 300 - - 
Sierra Nevada k4xmtai.n Sheep 

7.1 7.1 7.1 7.1 

10.6 11.0 8.7 5.7 

14.5 14.5 14.5 14.5 

200 200 200 200 

374 374 170 0 

350 350 350 350 

1050 1058 1065 1072 

7.0 0.2 0 0 

20.2 20.1 20.0 19.9 
12.0 11.9 11.9 11.8 

1 1 1 1 

2 2 2 2 

15 15 15 15 

140 154 154 154 

350 400 450 500 

7.1 

4.2 

14.5 

200 

0 

350 

1079 

0 

19.9 
11.8 

1 

2 

15 

154 

550 
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Table 5 (-timed) 
Average  AIXWXL outputs by Decade 

Base  1980 Decades 
Year RPA Goals (Decade 1: 1986-1995) 

Resource Elenents 
1982 1990 2030 1 2 3 4 5 

WILDLIFE AND FISH (cont'd) 

Lahcoltan cr m t *  
-3 .5 .5 .5 .5 - - (acres of habitat) 1 

(acres of habitat) 3 - - 1.3 1.8 1.8 1.8 1.8 
Paiute cr m t *  

Resident Trout 
(M m) 1632 +20 percent 1640 1649 1658 1667 1674 

Wildlife/Fish User Days (M WFUDs) 
391.0 - - 393.8 400.5 408.8 417.9 427.6 

- mule deer 25.2 - - 25.2 25.0 25.0 24.8 24.8 
- resident trout 340.4 - - 341.7 343.5 345.3 347.1 348.7 
-other 25.8 - - 26.9 32.0 38.5 46.0 54.1 

Derived fran direct habitat hpomment 
-muledeer 0.1 - - 0.2 0.4 0.4 1.0 0.1 
- resident trout 0 - - 1.1 1.1 1.1 1.1 1.0 

0.4 0 <0.1 0 0 - other 0 - - 

Derived fran induced habitat inpwement 
0 0 0 0 0 - W e  deer 0 

- resident trout 0.1 - - 0.6 0.7 0.7 0.7 0.6 
0.3 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 - other 0.1 - - 

- - 

Units of direct habitat improvement 
0.2 0.4 0.4 0.9 0.6 

-resident trout (ac.) 0 - - 0.4 0.4 0.4 0.4 0.4 
-mule deer (M ac.) 0.5 - - 
-other (M acres) 0 - 0.3 <0.1 0.3 0 0 - 

HLlMRN- 

programs(enralle€!s) 39 14 14 39 39 39 39 39 

9.9 11.1 12.2 12.1 12.4 14.9 15.0 16.2 " - 10.3 - - 13.5 13.4 15.9 16.0 17.2 
lr" - (W) 
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This alternative displays the current pcgm of manag-t activities on the 
Inyo N a t i m a l  Forest and projects it over the 50-year p l a r d q  horizon. The 
1982 Farest budget is a limiting fa-. The buaget r" essentially 

over the planning horizon and ccmtinues to be distributed amxq the 
rexunxs in rougNy the same pxporticns as in 1982. 

The issues and cc"s addnxsd by this alternative are: (1) seeking to 
balance annwdl 'ties and amenities to optimize net public benefit; (2) 
respcslding to the needs of affected social groups; (3) providing a r q e  of 
rea-eaticmal opporturu 'ties with an jx"q * emphasis cm private developnent 
and winter sports; (4) managing fish and wildlife habitat for public 
enjoymnt, primarily fishing and hunting; (5) making moderate wilderness 
-tias, " i z i n g  ccslflicts with other resources; (6) making land 
available for energy and mineral aeVelopnent while p"g . otherresource 
values 

EevelOpea su"r recreation w i l l  be managed w i t h  the objective of maintaining 
use at current levels throqh the f i f th  decade. Alpine skiing w i l l  increase 
a t  a rate that respan% to demand. The adual anknmt of mlopnen t  w i l l  be 
c1aSely "I * ted with c " F t y  planning so that ski area capacity and the 
ability of the c a " i t y  to provide support seraices developed in tandem. The 
management of dispersed a d  winter recreaticsl will a l low for an 
increase in  use, but w i l l  a l low for the quality of the experience to 
d e w o r a t e .  

Timber w i l l  be managed with the objective of maintainjq currently project& 
outpvts over the Plarlnirg brim. 

The graz jq  program w i l l  be " g e d  w i t h  the objective of maintaining the 
current level of management intmsity though the fifth decade. 

The wilderness land base will be increassd by the addition of Further 
Planning Areas with ecolcgical systenrs r Y 3 t  yet rep333sented in wilderness on 
the Inyo. 

W i l d l i f e  habitat w i l l  be managed with the objectives of: (1) minimizing 
Forest-wide r d u c t i c m  of deer habitat Capacity; (2) achieving recovery for 
threatened and endangered species; (3) main- or enhancing habitat for 
sensitive and special interest species; and (4) maintaining ppulation 
viability for a l l  other native vertetnate species. Fish habitat w i l l  be 
managed with the objectives of ' to projected hmeases in 

Cultural Reswmes: Inventory cultural " r c ~  Fnoperties (primarily in 
preparaticm for timber sales and other activities that could affect cultural 
values) a t  a rate of a P p " a t e 1 y  12,000 acres per year, covering 33 percent 
of the Fcorest by the end of the fifth decade. Meet mandatory historic 
preservatian r?2qulXI ts  for p?mjeCt hlpl€mentaticm primarily thrrxgh 
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