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The Inyo National Forest has 623,818 acres in 18 separate areas that have 
been evaluated during the Forest planning precess for possible wildemess 
designation. The planning process has developd alternative wildemess and 
nonwilderness scenarias for each further p l w  area. A final 
recormendation for future manag-t of each area has been made in the 
propsed Forest plan. 

The following narratives describe individual Inyo National Forest further 
plaming areas, analyze their wilderpess values, address current and 
potential rnmwildemess uses, and exmine the wnsqences of managing each 
area under altemative management prescriptions. 

Each narrakve contains five major subheadings: description, capability, 
availability, need, and enviranmental cansequences. The following annotated 
outline describes the kind of material included in each section and defines 
the terms and abbreviations used. 

OVIZINE FOR FVRTHER PLANNING ARFA m T J Y F S  

Nam/ncrmber Acres*: National Forest (other ownershl 'PI 

A. DESCRIFTION 

This section describes the area in terms of its geographic location, 
pranimnt physical and biological characteristics, attractions, and current 
use. Location is described in terms of County, ranger district, and access 
by road and trail to and into the area. The boundary is defined by namirg 
surmunding roads, wildemesses, and/or "-Forest lands. 

Mountain range, watershed, range of elevation, and g-tric shape constitute 
the area's geography. Tmgcgraphy is described in terms of slope, geology, 
miles of perennial stream, and number of lakes. 

Vegetation types in the area are described using a oondensed version of the 
wildlife habitat types according to the R-5 Wildlife Habitat Relationship 
(WHR) System. (For correlations between the condensed and the canplete set 
of WHR types, see the planning records.) Unusual species or associations of 
plants are also noted. 

Scenic values are described in terms of variety class, and scenic l m k s  
within the area are listed. 

*The acreages in these narratives are derived f m  the Forest planning data 
base: they differ fm acreages found in the FARE I1 literature. In 
a&kon, certain areas for which included private land was indicated in FARE 
I1 do not indicate private land here. In sane cases, the land has been 
acquired; m other cases, the land is on the area's periphery and was 
inappropriately included by RARE I1 within the area boundary. 
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"other attractions" include primarily mteworthy wildlife species or 
associations of species. (Threatened, endangered, or sensitive species are 
discussed below under the capabililty section.) 

The current uses of the area are "narized here; greater detail is found in 
the availability section of the narrative. 

B. CAPABILITY 

This section describes the area in t- of wilderness attributes, boundary 
manageability, and special features that -enhance the area's wildemess 
values. 

The wildemess attributes discussed are those identified m the Wilderness 
Act of 1964: 

Natural integrity - the degree to which natural ecological processes in 
the area are free f m  the influence of human activities. 

Natural appearance - the degree to which the area appears to the observer 
to be free f m  the influence of human activities. (This can &ffer fm 
natural integrity. For example, a mad that has veq little influence on 
natural processes may be quite evident to the observer: or, conversely, 
grazing may have caused major vegetation charges whch are not evident to 
the observer. ) 

Opportunitv for solitude - the opportunity to be separated frcin other 
p p l e  and f m  evidence of human activity. This attribute is a function 
of the area's size and shape, topzgraphic and vegetative screening, and 
the visibility of human activities outside the area. 

opportutllty for primitive recreation - the oppxturuty to recreate 
without the aid of mtor vehicles or developed facilities. Primitive 
recreation, lLke solitude, is related to size and screerung. It also 
includes the elements of diversity (water sources, campsites, destlnation 
points, and kinds of recreatmnal activity available); challenge 
(possibility of getting lost or mjuring oneself in pursuit of 
recreational activities); and absence of developd facilities. 

"Special features" include habitat for sensitive, threatened, or endangered 
species: and scientific research opportunities m the area. 

This section of the narrative includes a discussion of boundary 
manageability. A wildemess boundary is considered manageable if conflicting 
uses can reasonably be excluded and if areas high m wilderness value can be 
separated frcin areas of lower value. In many cases, the further plaruung 
area boundary originally defined would not be manageable if the area were 
designated wildemess. However, in mst cases, a manageable boundary for the 
area could be described without SigTLificant loss of acreage. This &scussion 
addresses the manageability of the existing boundary and the feasiblity of 
altemate boundaries. 
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Sane Inyo Nakonal Forest further planning areas adjoin roadless lands 
afhunistered by the Bureau of Land Management (BLM). Specified BLM 
wilderness study areas adjoin two Inyo National Forest further planning 
areas: Area 5056 (Benton Range) and Area 5064 (Paiute). The amount of 
adjoining roadless E334 land, its status, and the Forest's role in  evaluating 
that land is dxm.~~sed i n  the capability section of the narratives for the 
affected areas. 

The availability section of each narrative addresses the subject of 
trade-offs between wilderness values and other resources and uses for a given 
area. The section discusses current and projected uses and/or developents 
by resource or activity. The following paragraph define the tm and units 
of measurement used to describe each resource and highlights ways in w h i c h  
Wilderness designation could involve a trade-off w i t h  other activities. 

Recreation use is expressed in  recreation visitor days (RVDs) . Recreation is 
described in t e r m s  of the following categories: developed (involving 
facil i t ies);  dispersed noMlotorized (hiking, camping, nordic skiing); 
dispersed motorized (vehicle-based); and wildlife-related (hunting, fishing 
and wildlife observation). Motorized recreation, w h i c h  includes much of the 
=sting hunting and fishing, would be excluded f m  an area if it were 
designated wilderness. 

W i l d l i f e  management opportunities are expressed in  terms of acres suitable 
for habitat manipulation; fish habitat management is discussed in  terms of 
propsed improvement projects such as construction of instream structures. 
Habitat manipulation and use of motorized construction equpnent or vehicles 
would be prohibited or restricted i n  wilderness. 

Water resources are described i n  terms of the downstream uses of water fmn 
the area and small hydroelectric proposals. If water is destined for 
dcanestic use, an undisturbed and undeveloped watershed (such as  one would 
expect in Wilderness) would have positive value. Small hydroelectric 
developent represents a potential trade-off, as it would be precluded by 
wildemess designation. 

Watershed condition is described in  t- of watershed restoration projects 
pmpsed for the area. Such projects might be more costly without the option 
of using motorized -pent normally prohbited in wilderness. 

Current and potential grazing levels are expressed in  m a l  un i t  months 
(ALII%). The hstmction 
between actual and potential use reveals a possible wildemess/nonwilderness 
trade-off. Grazing m wilderness has typically been allowed to  continue a t  
or below those levels that were grazed before wilderness designation. 
Whereas grazing need not be reduced in wilderness, the potential t o  increase 
use may be foregone. The value of range mprovments is an inhrect  
indicator of the mprtance of the area to the range permittee and of the 
amount of vehicular access currently required to maintain hpmements. 

The value of -sting range impr"ents is noted. 
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Ecological resources include existing or proposed research natural areas and 
spcial interest areas set aside to preserve or interpret noteworthy natural 
features. Wilderness management could conflict with the managment 
objectives of such areas. 

Timber  in the area is described in terms of acres suitable for timber 
management and the commercial tree species present. Timber harvest would not 
be pernutted in wilderness. 

Acres by mineral potential ratmg and the number of active claims within the 
area are displayed. The results of recent mineral surveys are smarized. 
Areas which lie within a known geothermal resource area (KGRA), areas whch 
have been withdrawn from mineral entry, and outstanding meral rights are 
also noted. Muung claims can not be located m designated wildemess; valid 
exrstng rights as of December 31, 1983 will be r e w z e d .  Mineral 
development under existing c l m ,  while not automatically excluded from 
wilderness, is mre restricted there than on nonwildexness lands. Lands 
which have been withdrawn are not avalable for mineral entry, regardless of 
the wildemess/nonwildemess decision. 

Cultural and hstorical resource values are described within the limits of 
our knowledge abut the area (mst Forest lands have not yet been inventoried 
for cultural features). Whereas wilderness designation could add a layer of 
protection to archaezLogica1 sites, it could also conflict with culbxal 
resource management, if excavation or the retention of an historical 
structure not consistent with Wilderness values were desired. 

Finally, existing uses under special-use permit and included non-National 
Forest land are described. Special uses are identified by type of activity. 
Non-Forest land is identified by ownership [i-e., private, City of Los 
Angeles (DWP), Inyo or Mono Counties, or Southern California Ehson (SCE)] 
and present or proposed use, if k”. In the case of either special uses or 
inholdings, conflicts could arise from the desire for vehlcle access across 
wilderness land and/or the type of use in relation to wildemess values. 

D. NEED 

The need for mre wilderness acreage is examined in terms of several 
factors: current use of and geqraphical relationship with neighkormg 
wildernesses and further planning areas; distance from population centers: 
interest by wilderness proponents; the results of public mvolvement for €?ARE 
11; the results of other public involvement activities related to the area; 
and the desire for representation of a full range of emsystms in the 
wildemess preservation system. 

Individual further planning area narratives address only those need variables 
specific to a giva area. A discussion of variables that affect all Inyu 
National Forest further planning areas, or groups of similar areas, is 
contained below under the heading: “The Need for More Wildemess on the Inyu 
National Forest. ‘I 
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E. 

This section displays the range of management prescriptians that were 
considered for the further pl- area in question and the consequences of 
applying those prescripticms. It is iqxrbnt to note that the choice is not 
simply between wildemess and nonwildemess management, but also “g 
different rxmwildemess managanent options. 

Factors that were examined include effects on present use, developnent 
opprturdties foregane, and wilderness values foregone. Effects are 
quantified wherever possible and include relevant econaRic factors. A table 
of management prescription allocations #by alternative and a table of key 
resowce outputs from the area under each alternative are included in t h i s  
section. 

For purposes of this analysis, an alternative that was eliminated from 
detailed study is displayed in the discussion of envirommtal consequences. 
The reason for doing so is that some of the further plannirg areas analyzed 
were not “ended for wildemess in any of the alternatives studied in 
detail. Amenity C (AMC), an alternativs eliminated from detailed study, &d 
reccmunend all further planning areas for wilderness. 

’ 

THE NEED FOR MORE WILDERiESS ON THE I” NATIONAL FOREST 

CwTent U s e  of Neighboring Wildernesses 

The Inyo National Forest presently includes five wildernesses: the Hoover, 
the Ansel Adam (formerly Minarets), the John Mir ,  the Golden hout, and the 
South Sierra. A l l  of these areas but the South Sierra are heavily used; 
daily use quotas have been placed on trailheads for the Ansel Adam and John 
Muir in order to manage those areas within their capacities. There are mxe 
requests for wilderness permits on quota trailheads than there are permits 
issued. It would therefore appear that the public would make use of 
considerably more wilderness acreage on the Inyo National Forest if it were 
available. 

The amount of use that can be projected for new wilderness is, hmever, 
influenced by factors other than the number of people who currently seek 
wildemess recreation in neighbring wildernesses. Current levels of use m 
existing wilderness are linked to the kind of terrain and the kind of 
recreational experiences available there. Water is almst an absolute 
requirement for most wildemess users--not only as a life-support factor, but 
also as a major ccmtpnent of wilderness aesthetics. Scenic variety and 
well-defined recreational destination points are also imprtant to many 
people. Finally, people seem to seek those areas with the least evidence of 
human activity. Those wilderness attributes that foster heavy wilderness use 
are limited (or lacking) in many of the further planning areas on the Forest. 

i%st Inyo National Forest further planning areas lack reliable sowces of 
water, recognizable destination points, and/or scenic variety. Many are 
visibly influenced by human activity and/or are visually intruded by 
activities outside the boundary. 
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In assessing need, it is important to note not only the current use levels in 
geographically neighkcring areas, but the type of current use in physically 
and biologically similar areas. All of the Forest‘s existing, heavily-used 
wilderness is in the Sierra Nevada physiographic prwinCe. It is therefore 
difficult to directly assess the need for wilderness recreation opprtuuties 
m the Basin and Range pmince. Indirect measures of need are: 1) the 
types of recreation presently found in those areas, and 2) the attitude of 
wilderness propnents toward  those areas during public involvement for the 
RARE I1 study. 

There appears to be a low level of wilderness-type recreation use on lands in 
the B a s i n  and Range. Due primarily to the lack of dri.n!ung water and the 
bfficulty of carrying water over long distances, most recreation in arid 
countq is vehicle-based. On the other hand, wilderness propnents in State 
and national organizations have targeted parts of the White and Inyo 
Mountains for wildemess designation. Local environmental pups were 
divided on this subject and responded mre specifically to individual areas. 

Distance fmm Population Centers 

Appromately 60 percent of sunnner wilderness users on the Inyo National 
Forest m e  from Southern California; most of the remaining 40 percent cane 
from the San Francisco Bay area. Further plaming areas on the Forest are a 
four-to 

Interest by Wilderness Pxpments 

Wildemess advocacy organizations singled out only a few futher planrung 
areas on the Inyo for wilderness recamendation. The Boundary Peak subpart 
of the White i%untains area has received the greatest amount of attention. 
The part of the Inyo bbuntains around Seephole and Side H i l l  Springs is seen 
as desirable wilderness by some local environmental advocates. 

RARE I1 Wlic m v o l ~ t  Results 

Written responses to the RARE I1 Draft EIS were weighted heavily in favor of 
wilderness designation for each area. On a Forest-wide basis, by signature, 
70 to 80 percent of written responses favored wildemess. Most of these were 
personal letters, and approximately 85 percent came fm within California. 
M y  20 to 30 percent of the total responses favored nonwilderness, of whch 
most used response forms and abut 70 percent came fm within California. 
Very few respondents in either group addressed specific areas; most parties 
made broad statements whch applied mdiscrimmately to all roadless areas on 
the Forest. 

The majority of local opmon strongly opposed any additional wilderness 
acreage on the Inyc National Forest. Although only in a few cases was a 
measureable effect on local rxmnunities anticipated, overriding sentiment 
resisted additional restriction of public lands. The feeling is strong that 
big government is already too powerful (a sentiment that reflects the fact 
that only three percent of Inyo and Mono Counties are privately owned.) 
There is a perceived lack of local control over land-use decisions. 
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In addition, the majority of local people do not themselves seek wildmess 
recreation. The typical area resident hunts, fishes, gathers fuelwood, and/or 
camps frcin a pickup txuck or 4-wheel drive vehicle. Many of the Forest's 
further planning areas represent the local "back-yard'' for such people, and a 
sense of proprietary ownership is strong. Such people do not w a n t  to see the 
exclusion of vehicles frcln traditional recreation sites. 

Various Forest user groups have expressed interest in  the influence 
wilderness management would have on their activities. These groups are 
concerned w i t h  the situation that affects them, w h e r e v e r  it arises, rather 
than being especially interested in any particular area. 

The mineral industry favors nonwildemess management of any lands w i t h  
mineral potential. Geothermal  interests favor nonwildemess for lands w i t h  
geothermal potential. Small hydroelectric proponents favor nonwildemess 
where there is developent potential. 

Hunters and fishermen typically favor nonwildemess management so that they 
can reach their recreation s i tes  by vehicle. 

Range permittees favor nonwildemess where they access the range by vehicle, 
and/or where there is the potential to increase grazing. Special-use 
permittees and inholders generally favor rmnwildemess in order to avoid 
further restrictions on access and/or activities. 

Specific e " i c  interests include t i"  management, mining, grazing, and 
recreation. 

Need for Ecosysten Representaticm 

The Inyo National Forest has further planning areas w i t h  ecosystems belongins 
to two physiographic pminces. The southern Sierra Nevada physicgraphic 
pmince  is already w e l l  represented in wilderness on the Inyo, on other 
National Forests i n  the Pacific Southwest Region, and in the National Park 
Service backcountry. 

On the other hand, ecosystems typical of the southem B a s i n  and Range 
province are not represented in existing wilderness on the Forest or in the 
Region. If it is, indeed, desirable to designate wildemesses that represent 
major ecosystems, the Inyo National Forest could be i n  a gwd position to 
contribute t o  that end. 

Results of Other Public Involvement 

The Inyo N a t i o n a l  Forest has conducted public involvement activities for 
several reasons since the RARE I1 study. These efforts have included public 
involvement for the Forest p1atmh-g prccess, for Mannmth Mountain Ski Area 
developent, for geothennal leasing, for management of the Golden R-out 
W i l d e r n e s s ,  and for the 1983-84 reevaluation of madless areas. In addition, 
public hearings have been held by other gwerrnnent parties to review 
proposals for the Mom B a s i n  National Forest Scenic Area and an alternate 
access road to the cannunity of Mamnth Lakes. 
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These effor ts  have revealed l i t t l e  change i n  local public opinion during the 
years between RARE I1 public lnvolvement and the present. There is stdl 
vocal resistance to any kind of additional res t r ic t ion on public land. 
Econcmic g-mwth is still seen as dependent on developent, primarily i n  the 
recreation industry. Developents such as geo thmal  and small hydroelectric 
projects, which could potentially reduce the recreational attraction of the 
area, are viewed w i t h  more caution. There is considerable support for 
maintaming exlsting min ing  and commercial tunber operations. Support for 
additional wildemess is represented by a small but m a l  group of local 
citizens, as w e l l  as State and national wildemess advocacy orgmzat ions.  
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CoyOTE SE (#5033) Acres: 56,148 (410) 

A. DESCRIPI'ION 

The coyote SE area is located in Inyo Clnmty, on the white Mountain R a n g e  
District. The coyote jeep mad leads six miles fran Bishop to the area 
boundary, parallels the boundary for 15 miles, and forks to form a corridor 
that penetrates the area. Trails lead into the area fran Big Pine Creek, 
Bishop Creek, the jeep road, and the foothills northwest of Big Pine. 

The b u n d a ~ ~  is defined by the Glacier Loage Road and the John P4vi.r 
Wilderness on the south, the Bishop Cree$ Road on the west, Coyote jeep road 
on the northwest, and BLM and City of Los Argeles land on the east and 
northeast. 

The area lies on the east side of the Sierra Nevada in the (x.lens River, 
Bishop Creek, and Big Pine Creek watersheds. It is mghly triangular, 
measures 13 miles long by 12 miles wide, and is nearly bisected by a road 
corridor. Elevatiom range frun 4,800 feet on the east to 12,226 feet at The 
Hunchback. 

Terrain forms an &ensive, steep-sided, high-elevation plateau. The 
plateau is geologically significant for tzm reasons: 1) the rolling 
topgrapfy is the remnant of an ancient erosion surface that has been 
uplifted by earth "nents, and 2) it is the only place in the eastern 
Sierra where the bedrock has bent (downwarped) rather than broken along fault 
lines as the rountains have risen relative to the valley. Twenty-six miles 
of perennial stream, of w h i c h  11 miles contain trout, cross the area; there 
are five lakes. 

Primary vegetation types are big sagebrush, bitterbrush, and pine-juniper 
woodland. 

Scenic variety in the area falls into class A, 35 percent; class B, 65 
percent. The entire eastern side of the Sierra Nevada is a major landmark 
fran Highway 395, which is State-designated as a scenic highway in the Cwens 
Valley. Sugarloaf, Piper Peak, and Round Mmntain are identifiable features. 

The m u n d i r t g  area is also scenic, includiq the dramatic glaciated canyons 
of Big Pine Creek and Bishop Creek, the rugged high peaks of the Sierra 
crest, and the Cwens Valley. 

Another attraction is Grouse Spring, which supports five species of one genus 
of chim. 

Current uses include recreation and cattle grazing. 

B. WABILITY 

The natural ecological int-ity of the area has been influenced to a low 
degree, and natural appearance to a very low degree. A range improvement 
project replaced sagebrush with grasses 20 years ago, and grazing is 
scattered across the area. There are m y  fences and trails and m e  
unimproved roads. 
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Opportunities for solitude are mxlerate. The intruding road corridor l i m i t s  
the benefits of the area‘s large size. The area is topgraphically isolated 
from the John Muir Wilderness and adjacent backcountry. Veyetative and 
topographic screening is moderate. Aircraft using the neighbring Coyote 
airstrip are seen and heard w i t h i n  the area. 

Opportunities for prirmtive recreation, including diversity and challenge, 
are also moderate. 

A sensitive plant species, Lupinus dedeckeras, grows i n  the area between High 
Meadaws and Logging Flat. A population has also been found near the area 
boundary west of Ford Flat. 

The original inventory boundary would be unmanageable as wilderness. V e h i c l e  
access (4-wheel drive) t o  much of the area is easy, and evldence of hman 
influence on the area could not be easily separated. A major boundary 
adjusbent could allow for the western one-third of the area (that is lowest 
i n  conflicts and impacts) to be added to the John Muir Wildemess. 

Slx parcels of roadless BLM land, encarrpassing 2,231 acres, adjoin the area. 

There are no developed facilities. 

C. AVAILABILITY 

There are several potential trade-offs between wilderness designation and 
other resources and activities. Wildemess management would close the area 
(except on identified road corridors) to vehicles, l i m i t  the potential to 
increase grazing or impme wildlife habitat, p m b i t  or severely a f y  
potential small hydroelectric developent on Baker Creek, and restrict  o r  
prohibit mineral exploration and developent. 

Dispersed nomtorized recreation, includmg camping, sightseeing, 
backpacking, and nordic mountaineering, account for 1,000 RVDs a year; 
motarized recreation arnxlnts to 5M) RVDs. Other recreational activities 
include big game hunting (700 WFVDs) and fishing (700 WFUDs). Most 
recreationists are local area residents. 

Approximately 4,230 acres are suitable for wildlife habitat manipulation. 
Green Lake and R o c k y  Bottan Lake are CDFGdesignated for special management 
of Kamlmps rainbw trout .  Both lakes are also bemg considered for 
designation as w i l d  trout fisheries. 

Water from the area flm into the Owens mver. Wst of the water is 
exprted for dmestic use; the remainder is used for local irrigation and 
dcsnestic needs. A small hydroelectric project has been proposed for B a k e r  
Creek. 

Watershed restoration projects have been proposed for several meadows in the 
area. Vehicle access would be h p r t a n t  for project s i tes  in the Rawson 
Creek drainage. 

Cattle grazing represents 1,050 AUMs of use; maximum potential is estimated 
a t  2,140 ALP@. Existing unprovements are valued a t  $14,000. 
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The area is incapable of producins cmmercial timber. 

Of the lands i n  this area, 9 percent are rated high in  mineral potential; 0 
percent are medium, and 91 percent are low. There are four active mining 
claims in or innnediately outside the area, of which none are currently 
proaucing. mere are mall, su- ‘c tungsten resources, but the geology 
is not favorable for large deposits. 

Cultural resource values include evidence of prehistoric human activity, 
historic mining and cattle ranching, and the Baker creek Ranger Station site. 

Special uses include a cabin and two fences. The bunday includes 410 acres 
of undevelopd private and DWP land. 

D. NEED 

The area belongs to the southern Sierra Nevada physicgraphic prwince; 
current use of wildemesses in that province is exh-emely heavy. The area is 
typical of the province. This area adjoins the existing John Mum W i l d e r n e s s  
and is near the Table Mountain further planning area. 

public involv-t for RARE I1 indicated s.trong local support for retaining 
this area as nonwildemess. The Cnyote plateau symbolizes unrestricted 
recreation for local residents, who do not think of it as a madless area. 
Many retired people dependent on vehicle access use the area. Local Paiute 
Indians use the area for teaching their children to live off the land. 

E. ENvIIMNMENTALcONsEWJiXJS 

- 

Table C-1 indxates w h i c h  management prescriptions w e r e  applied to (a l l  or 
part) of the madless area under each alt-tive. The narratives following 
the table discuss the effects of each prescription on the area in terms of 
present uses, wilderness attributes, and nonwilderness developnent 
opprhmities. Resource and activity outputs for the area under each 
alternative are displayed in Table 0 2 .  

Table 0 1  
Managanent Prescription Allocations 

by Alternative (M Aaes and Percent of Area)  
Coyote southeast (5033) 

Alternatives 
Managenen t Prescxiption p R F ( x I R R P A C E E A M N A M B A M c  
2. proposed Wilderness 55.6 55.6 11.8 55.6 

100% 100% 21% 100% 
11. Range 13.6 13.6 

24% 24% 
17. Senu-Fz5.mitive R e c  55.6 42.0 43.8 

100% 76% 79% 
18. Multiple Resource k e a  42.0 

76% 
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Designation: Wilderness 
Prescription: # 2 
Altemative(s): CEE, AMN, AMC 
Effects on the Area: Wilderness designation would maintain the natural 
mtegrity and appearance characteristic of the area. Opprtunities for 
findmg solitude would -ease, as mads penetrating the area would be 
closed to velncle use. Management of the area as wilderness would be 
bfficult and costly. The terrain does not prwide a natural barrier for 
preventmg illegal vehlcle access, and the evidence of human mfluence would 
not be easily mitigated. 

A loss of motorized recreation would result: a consequence that would be of 
local concem, as the activity 1s deeply rooted in the area. Prixutive 
recreation would dramatically increase. The quality of the wilderness 
experience offered would be high, but lower than eqxxiences available in the 
adjacent John Muir Wilderness. 

Gpprtumties to manipulate vegetation to enhance livestock grazing would be 
foregone, though current grazlng would be maintained. 

Watershed restoration projects could not use motorized eqUipent. The 
proposed mall hydroelectric project would not be allowed to develop. 

The area would be withdrawn f m  mineral entry upon designation as 
wilderness, resulting in a loss of rmneral opportunity. No new mining claims 
could be located, and activities on mirung clams with existlng valid clams 
could be restricted. 

Access to and developnent of private lnholdmgs would degrade wilderness 
values. A pernut authorizing a cabm occupancy would be terminated. 

Econcsnic consequences would mclude those associated with motorized 
recreation (including some hunting and fishing), grazing, hydroelectric 
development, and mining. Eight miles of trail and two trailheads would 
represent the imtial costs of wilderness management. Annual a&ninistrative 
costs would increase considerably. 

Confinement or containment would be the appropriate fire suppression 
strategies applied under most corxLtions. 

No other foreseeable environmental changes or major resource trade-offs 
requiring mtigation would result. 

Designation: Wildemess (revised boundary)/nonwildemess 
Prescription #: 2 
Alternative( s )  : AMB 
Effects on the Area: The intent of remending thls combination of 
prescriptions with the revised wildemess boundary would be to lmprwe 
wildemess manageability and to recamnerd only those lands with the highest 
level of wilderness values, especially primitive recreation opportunities, 
for wildemess designation. 

The revised bun- would reduce potential conflicts, as most other uses and 
resource opportunities are located on the nonwildemess part of the area. 
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The exception to this rule, hawever is " r a l  potential. Lands recarmended 
for wildenless under this canbination have higher Ermportianal 
potential ratings (21 percent high; 79 percent law) than the entire area (9 
percent high; 91 percent law). The wilderness part of the area muld be 
withdrawn f r a n  mineral entry upcol designation as wilderness, resulting in a 
loss of mineral opprbni ty .  No new mining claims could be located, and 
activities on mining claims w i t h  existing valid claims could be restricted. 
For this reason, the increased likelihood of Congress designating wilderness 
w i t h  this revised boundary muld be ccmpranised by the potential for wnflict 
w i t h  mineral activity would oanpnmise that overall benefit. 

Wilderness designation would maintain the natural integrity and appearance on 
lands managed under prescription 2. Opprhmities for solitude and primitive 
recreation would be also be maintained. Manag-t of the area as wilderness 
wald be fairly easy; terrain would discourage vehicle entry; there is l i t t l e  
sign of human disturbance, and existing and roost likely potential use 
pattems are cmpatible with wilderness. Wimitive recreation on those lands 
would be expected to increase sawhat  with the attraction of wilderness 
designation. The quality of the wildemess experience muld be similar to 
that found in  the adjacent John Muir Wilderness. 

The wilderness characteristics of the mwildemess lands would remain a t  a 
level similar to the current situation. V e h i c l e  use would be restricted to 
existing mutes, and any new mining mads would be closed to public use. 

Opportunities to directly enhance livestock grazing and wildlife habitat 
would be maintained on nonwilderness lands. Current grazing and hunt* 
would continue, and the opportunity to mrease  outputs maintained. 
Manag-t of w i l d l i f e  and grazing could make use of vehicles, n e w  structural 
irrrprwements, and vegetation manipulation. 

Watershed restoration pmjects could be cunpleted by conventional methods 
using motorized equipent. The proposed mall hydroelectric project would be 
allmed to develop. 

There muld be ~3 public roads constructed for discretionary purposes. 
ndsting vehicle mutes would be maintained and new mining roads, though 
closed to the public, could be constructed. 

Access to and developent of private inholdings would not represent a 
conflict, as those properties lie in the mnwilderness part of the area. 

Eccolanic consequences would include the maintenance of those benefits 
associated w i t h  motorized recreation (including most hunting and fishing), 
grazing, and hydroelectric developat, w i t h  the additional benefits 
associated w i t h  wilderness recreation. Sane mineral opportunities muld be 
lost. S i x  miles of trail and one trailhead would represent the in i t ia l  costs 
of wilderness management. Annual ackinistrative costs would increase 
considerably. 

Confinement or containment would be the appropriate f i r e  suppression 
strategies applied under most conditions. 



No other foreseeable d r o m t a l  changes or major resou~ce trade-offs 
requiring mitigation would result. 

Designation: Nonwilderness 
Prescription #: 17 
mtmtive( s> PRF 
Effects on the Area: Wilderness attributes would be essentially maintained, 
as the area would be managed to limit vehicle access and public road 
construction. The present motorized and nomtorized recreation would 
continue to steadily increase. Vehicles would be limited to existing roads 
and trails; primitive and semiprimitive recreation would be enrphasized. 

Natural appearance would be maintained, except for localized impacts 
occurring from "g, motorized vehlcle use, special use facilities and 
wildlife or grazing vegetation treatment. The overall impact would not be 
significant, however, primarily because vehicle use would be limited. 

Cattle grazing AUMs would be allawed to increase; vehicle access for range 
management would be allowed. 

Options to wnsider hydroelectric projects would be maintamed. Watershed 
restoration proje~ts wuld be accomplished with motorized equipnent. 

The area would remain available for nuneral exploration and developent. 
Activities on valid mining claims would be affected only by applicable mining 
restricbons. 

Conflicts between private land uses and managemat under t h s  prescription 
would not be significant in caparison with managwent under a wildexness 
prescription. Vehlcle access to private land would not present a serious 
wncem. Special-use activities would not be affected, and the option would 
exist to allow other special uses. 

Econanic consequences would include benefits asscciated with recreation 
(motorized and non-motorized), fish and wildlife, grazing, hydroelectric 
developent, and "g. A social consequence would be the loss of the area 
as potential wilderness. 

confinement or containment would be the appmpriate fire suppression 
strategies applied under m t  wnditions. 

No other foreseeable environmental changes or major resource trade-offs 
requiring mitigation would result. 

Designation: Nonwildemess 
Prescription #: 11, 17 
Alternative ( s ) :  CUR 
Effects on the Area: The effects of these two prescriptions on wilderness 
values would be somewhat greater than those described a b e  for Prescription 
# 17 alone. Lands managed under Prescription #11 are available for road 
construction, and any mining roads wnstructed on lands undex that 
prescription wuld be left open for public access. 

New " n g  roads would be closed to public entry. 
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In amtion, #11 indicates a greater likelihood of vegetation izeatrnent and 
structural improvement for range management purposes than # 17. 

If the number of fences and other structural impmements increased, some of 
the existing dispersed recreation in  the area could be displaced. 

All wildfires would be oontrolled under the (XIR alternatxve. 

The primary opportunrtY gained and e c o m c  benefit derived f m  this 
canbumtion of prescriptions is the option of impmed access for livestock 
management and associated benefits for range permittees. In addition, mining 
opportunities would be enhanced as access throughout the area would be 
increased. 

Designation: Nonwildemess 
Prescription #: 11, 18 
Alternative ( s ) :  RFA 
Effects on the Area: The effeds of these two prescriptions on wilderness 
values would even ureater than those described above for Prescriptions 11 and '- 

17. Lands managed-under both of these prescriptions are available for mad 
construction or open ORV designation, and any mining mads constructed on 
lands under these prescriptions could be lef t  open for public access. 

Motorized recreation would be expected to increase: access for range 
managanent purposes would be virtually unrestricted, and mining opportunities 
would be enhanced as access throughaut the area would be increased. 

Confinement or containment would be the appropriate f i r e  suppression 
stxategies applied under most conditions. 

The primazy opprtunities gained and e w m c  benefits derived from this 
canbination of prescriptions is the option of increased opporturuties for 
wtorized (including ORV) recreation. In addition, mining opprtunities 
would be enhanced as access throughout the area would be increased. 
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Table C-2 
Averag-e Annual. Outputs for Decades 1 and 5 

Coyote Soul5east (5033) 

Resource or Alternatives 
Activity Decade PRF alR RPA CEE AMN AMB AMC 
Recamended Wilderness -- 0 0 0 55.6 55.6 11.8 55.6 
(M acres) 

Nonwildemess __ 55.6 55.6 55.6 0 0 43.8 0 

Total Developed 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Recreation (M RVDs) 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Dispersed Recreation 1 1500 1500 1500 0 0 1185 0 
(RVDs) 5 2250 2250 2250 0 0 1178 0 

( M  acres) 

Wilderness Recreation 1 
( RVDs ) 5 

0 0 0 0 9300 1950 9300 
0 0 0 0 11400 2925 11400 

Total Wildlife and 
Fish U s e r  Days 1 1400 1400 1400 1000 1000 1320 1000 
( W S )  5 2100 2100 2100 1350 1350 1980 1350 

Grazing ( A W )  1 1268 1268 1268 1050 1050 1268 1050 
5 2140 2140 2140 1050 1050 2140 1050 

Suitable Timber Land 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
( acres ) 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

(") 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Timber Volume 

1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Gross Benefits(@) 1 66 66 66 178 178 153 178 
5 86 86 86 220 220 189 220 

Costs (M$) 1 18 18 18 336 336 291 336 
5 21 21 21 140 140 122 140 

Net Benefits (M$) 1 48 48 48 -158 -158 -138 -158 
5 65 65 65 80 80 67 80 
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Anes: 4.138 

A. DESCRIFl’ION 

The Table Mountain area lies i n  Inyo County on the White lulountain Ranger 
D i s t r i c t .  The Tyee L a k e s  t r a i l  leads across an arm of the area f m  the 
south Lake Road into the wildemess. The center of the area is m x t  
accessible on foot, c ~ 0 s s - c ” ~  north f m  the trail. 

The boundary i s  defined by the South Lake and Lake Sabrina Roads on the 
northeast and northwest, and by the John Muir Wilderness on the south. 

The area lies on the east side of the Sierra Nevada, i n  the Bishop Creek 
watershed. It is roughly triangular, appraximately six miles long and two 
miles wide. 

Te r ra in  forms a steep-sided plateau. The plateau represents an ancient 
erosion surface that has been raised by mnmtain-building and separated f m  
similar lands on the Coyote plateau by stream erosion. There is one mle of 
prerudal stream, w i t h  trout found throughout, and no lakes. 

primary vegetation types i n  the area are eastside pine, big sagebrush, and 
subalpine fir forest. 

The en- area fa l l s  into variety class A. The surroundjng countzy is also 
scenic. The deep, glaciated canyons of Bishop creek’s middle and south 
forks, the rugged peaks of l“pscn Ridge and the Sierra Crest, and two 
large, scenic resermirs are visible a t  close range. T h e  Owens Valley, the 
White Mountains, and the volcanic highlands north of Bishop can be seen i n  
the distance. 

The only current use is recreation. 

Elevations range frcm 8.200 to 11,936 feet. 

B. CAeABILITY 

The natural ecological integrity and natural appearance of the area are 
essentially unmodified. The wee Lakes trail is the only sign of human 
influen(%. 

Opprtunities for solitude are high. The area is large in “bmation w i t h  
adjo- w i l d e r n e s s  and National Park backcxnmtzy. Topographic scxe-g is 
high: vegetative screening is moderate. The visual intrusion of the two 
adjacent roads is moderated by the steep slopes of the area and vertical 
distance f m  the traffic. 

Opportunities for primitive recreation are low. Although the area ( i n  
“bination w i t h  neighboring areas) is large and there are no facilities, 
diversity is limited by the steep topography and lack of water. There are 
few challenges. 

The inventory boundary would be manageable as wilderness, w i t h  only minor 
adjushents a t  most; steep slopes form a natural barrier to vehicles. 
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C. AVAILABILITY 

There are no trade-offs between wilderness designation and other resouTces 
and activities. 

Hiking and caniping account for 500 RVDs of use each year: big game hunting 
amounts to 80 WFUDS. 

Water f m  the area flows into Bishop (seek, where it is used to generate 
hydzuelectic power. Sane is then used for local h s t i c  needs; the rest 
flows into the Owens River €ran which it is exported for domestic use. 

The area is not capable of m e n i a l  timber production. 

Of the lands in this area, 7 percent are rated high in  mineral potential; 51 
percent are medium, and 42 percent are low. There is one active mining claim 
in the area, which has a subecoranic tungsten deposit. 

D. NEED 

The area belongs to  the southern Sierra Nevada physiographic pmmce;  
current use of wildernesses in  that pmince is extremely heavy. The area is 
typical of the province. !I'his area adjoins the existing John Muir Wildemess 
and is near the Coyote Southeast and B u t t e m l k  further planning areas. 

Public involvment for the RARE I1 study indicated that mst local residents 
already see this area as wilderness; there appear to  be no conflicts. 

E. E N V I " b D 3 T C F i L C O N S ~ C E S  

Table C-3 rndicates which management prescriptions were applied to ( a l l  or 
part) of the roadless area undw each altemative. The narratives following 
the table discuss the effects of each prescription on the area i n  texms of 
present uses, wilderness attributes, and nonwilderness development 
opporturuties. Resowce and activity outputs for the area under each 
altemative are displayed in Table C-4. 

Table C-3 
Managansnt prescxiption Allocations 

by Alternative (M Acres and Percent of Area) 
Table Mountain (5035) 

Alternatives 
Managmen t Prescription P R F O V R R P A C E E A M N A M B A M C  
2. Proposed Wildemess 4.1 4.1 4.1 

100% 100% 100% 
17. Semi-Primitive Rec 4.1 4.1 

100% 100% 
18. Multiple Resource Area 4.1 4.1 

100% 100% 
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Designation: Wildmess 
Prescription #: 2 
Altmative(s):  PRF, AMN, Ai% 
E f f e c t s  on the Area: Wilderness designation would preserve the wilderness 
attributes of the area. The quality of the experience and quantity of use 
received would be lower than that found in  the contiguous John Muir 
Wilderness area. The inventory boundary would be manageable as wilderness; 
it would not be difficult  or mstly to administer. 

Current uses would not change: recreation use would continue to be 
" ro tor ized  (primarily hiking, camping and big game hunting). Because of 
the lack of water and f e w  challenges, the use level would remain low. 

The area would be withdrawn fmn mineral entry upon designation as 
wilderness, resulting in  a loss of mineral opportunity. No new mining claims 
could be located, and activities on mining claims w i t h  existing valid claims 
could be restricted. 

There a m  110 lamwn social or ecoMmic depenaenCies related to  the area. 
social benefit would be fonnal w i l d e r n e s s  designation. 

Cbnfhement or contaiment m l d  be the appropriate fire suppression 
strategies applied under mst conditions. 

No other foreseeable environmental changes or rewurce trade-offs requiring 
mitigation would result. 

Designation: "wilderness 
Prescription #: 17 
Altemative(s): CUR, AMB 
E f f e c t s  on the Area: Wilderness attributes would not be affected. The area 
is steep and difficult  to access, hence it muld be feasible to continue 
limiting vehicle acess to the area. There m l d  be no effect on the present 
low level of nonmotorized recreation. 

The area would remain available for mineral entry and leasing: only 
applicable nuning restrictions muld affect activities. New roads 
constructed for m h i q  access would be closed to the public. 

E " i c  and swAal benefits would not significantly change. 
would be the loss of a potential wilderness designation. 

confinement or containment m l d  be the appropriate f i re  suppression 
strategies applied under mst conditions. (All wildfires would be oontrolled 
under the OUR altemalxve. ) 

No other foreseeable envhnmental changes or resource trade-offs requiring 
mitigatiun would result. 

A 

A social cost 
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Designation: Nonwildemess 
Prescription #: 18 
Altemative(s): RFA, CEE 
Effects on the Area: The effects of Prescription # 18 would differ very 
l i t t l e  frcm those of # 17 in this area. Although road construction would be 
allowed, the terrain would tend to  prevent such construction on a l l  but the 
outside edges of the area. If  a nuning mad w e r e  constxucted, it could be 
le f t  open for public access and increased motorized recreation 
opportunities. 

Confinanent or containment would be the appropriate f i r e  suppression 
strategies applied under most conditions. 
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Table C-4 
Average Annual Outputs for Decades 1 and 5 

Table bbuntain (5035) 

ResxJurceor Alternatives 
Activity Decade P R F O U R R P A  C E E A M N A M B A M C  
Reccmnended Wildemess -- 4.1 0 0 0 4.1 0 4.1 
(M acres) 

N o n w i l d e r n e s s  -- 0 4.1 4.1 4.1 0 4.1 0 
(M acres) 

T o t a l  Developea 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
R e c r e a t i m  (M RVDs) 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

D i s p e r s e d  R e c r e a t i o n  1 0 500 500 500 0 500 0 
(RVDS) 5 0 750 750 750 0 750 0 

W i l d e r n e s s  R e c r e a t i o n  1 700 0 0 0 700 0 700 
(RVDs) 5 1090 0 0 0 1090 0 1090 

Total Wildlife and 
Fish User D a y s  1 80 80 80 80 80 80 80 
( - S )  5 120 120 120 120 120 120 120 

Grazing ( A m )  1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Suitable Timber Land 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
(acres) 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

(-1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Timber Volume 

1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Gross Benefits (Ms) 1 12 8 a 8 12 8 12 
5 18 12 12 12 18 12 18 

Costs (Ms) 1 20 4 4 4 20 4 20 

N e t  Benefits (I@) 1 -8 4 4 4 -8 4 -8 
5 5 8 8 8 5 8 5 

5 13 4 4 4 13 4 13 
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(#5038) Aces: 854 (300) 

A. DESCFSFTION 

The Buttermilk area is located in Inyo County, on the White Mountain R a n g e r  
D i s t r i c t .  The Buttermilk jeep road leads four miles fm the Bisbp Creek 
Road to the area boundary. The area is accessible on foot cross-countxy fm 
that road. 

The kxnmdaq is defined by the John Muir Wildemess on the west, the 
Buttermilk jeep road on the east, the McGee-Creek road on the south, and the 
Horton Creek mining road on the north. 

The area l ies  on the eastern escaxpnent of the Sierra Nevada, in  the Owens 
River and Horton Creek watersheds. It is rectangular, and measures 1 mile 
wide by 2.25 miles long. Elevations range f m  7,660 feet on the east to 
8,4W feet on the west. 

Terrain is moderately steep, consisting mainly of alluvial material. 'Ityo 
miles of peremial stream, of w h i c h  one mile contams trout ,  cross the area; 
there are no lakes. 

The predaNnant vegetation tvpe is bitterbrush; snall amounts of eastside 
pine are present a t  hlgher elevations. 

Scenic variety ~II the area fa l l s  into class A, 50 percent; class B, 50 
percent. The surruundiq area is also scenic. U p h i l l  and to the west, 
terrain rises steeply to the rugged peaks of the Sierra Crest. A cluster of 
jumbled, m t h l y  eroded granite h e s  l ies  east of the area. The White 
Iv13untams, Owens Valley, and Casa Diablo area are visible m the &stance. 

Current uses include recreation and cattle grazing. 

B. CAPABILITY 

The natural ecological integrity and natural appearance of the area have been 
influenced to a low degree. Grazing has changed the vegetation on mre than 
50 percent of the area, and a fence bisects the area. 

Opportunities for solitude are low. Although the area is large when combined 
w i t h  the adjoimng wildemess and National Park backcounky, there is l i t t l e  
vegetative or topgraphic screening. Recreation use is concentrated m the 
aspen groves along the streams. Many d i r t  roads are easily seen, even f m  
the center of the area. Opportunities for prxnitive recreation are also 
low. 

The original mventory boundary would not be manageable as  wildemess; 
although conflicting uses could be excluded w i t h  an adjustment, the evidence 
of human mfluence is scattered throughout the area and could not be 
separated. 

There 1s l i t t l e  &versity, and no challenge within the area. 

617 



C. AVAILABILITY 

There are f e w  potential trade-offs between wilderness designation and other 
resources and activities. 

Dispersed m t o r i z e d  recreation represents 200 FWDs and big game hunting 
200 WUDs a year. 

Approximately 20 acres are suitable for wildlife habitat manipulation. There 
is scme deer winter range in the area. 

Water f m  the area is used locally for irrigation and domestic needs; most 
then flows into the Owens River, frcm w h i c h  it is exported for danestic use. 

Cattle grazing represents 100 A W  of use; "I potential is estimated a t  
152 AUMs. 

The area is incapable of pnducing CQrmerCial timber. 

Of  the lands i n  this area, a l l  are rated low in mineral potential. 
no active mining claims in  the area. 

The boundary includes 300 acres of private and DWP land; the only developnent 
is a water transmission line. 

D. NEED 

The area belcolgs to the southern Sierra Nevada physicgraphic pmince; 
current use of wildernesses in that provjnce is extremely heavy. The area is 
not typical of the province, as it is low in elevation and lacking in 
recreational attraction. This area adjoins the existing John Muir wilderness 
and is near the Table Moutltain further planning area. 

Neither wilderness prupments nor opponents, locals nor "-locals have 
expressed much interest i n  the area. 

E. -CXXiS- 

Table C-5 indicates w h i c h  management prescriptions were applied to (a l l  or 
part) of the area under each alternative. The narratives following the table 
discuss the effects of each prescription on the area in  terms of present 
uses, wilderness attributes, and rmnwildemess developent opportunities. 
R e s o u r c e  and activity Outputs for the area under each alternative are 
displayed i n  Table C-6. 

Existkg range improvements are valued a t  $2,000. 

There are 
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Table  C-5 
Management Prescription Allocaticms 

by Alternative (M Acres and Percent Of Area) 
Buttermilk (5038) 

Alternatives 
MaI3apneI-I t Prescription PFU? a l R  RPA (3EE AMN AMB AMC 
2. hroposed Wilderness 0.9 0.9 

11. Mule Deer Habitat 0.9 0.9 
100% 100% 

17. Range  0.9 0.9 0.9 
100% 100% 100% 

100% 100% 

Designation: Wilderness 
Prescription #: 2 
Altexnative(s): AMN, AMC 
Effects on the Area: Wilderness designation would maintain the wildemess 
attributes of the area. However, as the evidence of human influence and 
encroachment is distributed hughout the area, those attributes are not 
especially high. Developnents or activities on private inholdings could 
further w a d e  the area‘s wilderness values. 

Recreation use, primarily nomtorized hiking, fishing, and big-game hunting, 
muld remain low. The conditions necessary for attracting intensive 
wilderness recreation would not exist. 

The options of constructing improvements or using prescribed fire for 
wildlife habitat improvement would be foregone. 

Existing grazing use would wntinue under mre stringent regulations. 
However, opportunities to improve range conditions and increase use would be 
foregone. The area would be withdrawn fran mineral entry upon designation as 
wilderness, resulting in a loss of mineral opprtuni~. No new mining claims 
could be located, and activities on mining claims with -sting valid claims 
could be restricted. 

There are no kn” social or economic dependencies on the area except for 
grazing. Income generated in th is  area by increased recreation use would be 
insignificant. Formal wilderness designation would represent a social 
benefit. 

confinement or containment would be the appropriate fire suppression 
strategies applied under most conditions. 

No other foreseeable environmental changes or major resource affects 
requiring mitigation would result. 
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Eesignation: "wilderness 
" r i p t i o n # :  4 
Altemative(s): PRF, AMB 
E f f e c t s  on the Area: The natural appearance and i .n tq i -  of the area would 
be temporarily reduced where wildlife habitat w a s  i.qroved by vegetation 
treatment. 

Optiors to manipulate w i l d l i f e  habitat would remain available. However,  only 
"r benefits would be received as the acreage suitable for treatment is 
limited. Cattle grazing muld be held to current levels, as any increase in 
forage would be allocated to deer. 

The area would re" ' available for n e w  mineral claims. 

private inholdings would not present a conflict w i t h  managmt of the area. 

A slight ecolMnic benefit wmld occur f r a n  increased big-game hunting 
o p r b n i t i e s  on or near the area. These benefits muld sonewhat offset by 
the social loss of a potential w i l d e r n e s s  designation. 

confinement; or  containment would be the appropriate f i re  suppression 
strategies applied under most conditions. 

No other foreseeable environmental changes or major resource trade-offs 
requiring mitigation would result. 

Designation: Nanwilderness 
Prescription #: 11 
Altemative (s): aJR, CEE, RPA 
E f f e c t s  on the Area: The effects of this prescription on the area would be 
similar to that of Prescription 4, describd above, except that new public 
roads for range management would be allowed, and any m i x k g  mads that 
develop3 would be open to public use. The major difference would be an 
increase of up to 50% in catt le grazing, as any increase in forage would be 
allocated to livestock. 

confinement or  'containment &d be the appmpriats fire suppression 
strategies applied under most conditions. ( A l l  wildfires would be contmlled 
under the CUR alternative. ) 
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Table C-6 
Average Annual Outputs for Decades 1 and 5 

B u t t e r m i l k  (5038) 

Resource or Alternatives 
Activity Decade P R F a I R R P A C E E  A M N A M B A M C  
Recarmended Wilderness -- 0 0 0 0 0.9 0 0.9 
(M acres) 

Nonwildemess -_ 0.9 0.9- 0.9 0.9 0.9 0.9 
(M acres) 

Total Developea 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Recreation (M RVDs) 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Dispersed Recreation 1 200 200 200 200 0 200 0 
( RvDs ) 5 300 300 300 300 0 300 0 

Wilderness Recreation 1 0 0 0 0 250 0 250 
( RVDs ) 5 0 0 0 0 310 0 310 

Tota l  W i l d l i f e  and 

(WFUDS) 5 300 300 300 300 300 300 300 
Fish U s e r  D a y s  1 200 200 200 200 200 200 200 

Grazirg (AUiXs) 1 100 112 112 112 100 100 100 
5 100 152 152 152 100 100 100 

Suitable Timber Land 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
( acres ) 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

(W) 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Timber Volume 

1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

~ r o s s  Benefits(*) 1 9 9 9 9 9 9 9 
5 9 9 9 9 10 9 10 

costs (Ms) 1 2 2 2 2 6 2 6 
5 2 2 2 2 3 2 3 

N e t  Benefits (a) 1 
5 

7 7 7 7 3 7 3 
7 7 7 7 7 7 7 
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WHEELER RmGE (#5040) Acres: 16,229 

A. DESXIPTIW 

The Wheeler Ridge area l ies  i n  Inyo (29 percent) and Mono (71 percent) 
&unties, on the. White Mountain Ranger D i s t r i c t .  The area is accessible to 
4-wheel drive vehicles by urulmpmved road, or on foot crass-country f m  the 
Kenneth and Dorothy L a k e s  areas i n  the John Muir wildmess.  

The bnmdary is defined by the Pine creek Road and the Pine Creek mining road 
on the southeast and southwest, the Forest boundary on the east, and the Sand 
Canyon mjnir ig road on the mrth and west. The area curves around a 
protrusion of the John Muir Wilderness. 

The area lies on the east side of the Sierra Nevada, in  the Rcck Creek 
watershed. The area is long (11 M L l e s )  and narrow (3.75 miles wide), and 
curves around the lower slopes and north end of a projecting ridge. 

Terrain includes the dissected, precipitous slopes on both sides of a riclge 
between deep canyons, and part  of the rolling ridgetop area. Geology 
cansists primarily of exposed mtamrphic rock which has been upthrust 
several thousand vertical feet, then eroded by water and glacial action. 
There are four miles of perennial stream, but m fisheries, and one mall 
lake. 

Primary vegetation types are lcdgeple pine forest, big sagebrush, and 
mxlntah mahogany, w i t h  smaller amunts of eastside pine and subalpine f i r  
forest. 

Scen ic  variety i n  the area falls into class A, 93 percent; class B, 5 
percent; class C, 2 percent. Wheeler Ridge and Pine &eek canyon are major 
la"&s fran Bishop and Highway 395. The .%mounding area is also scenic, 
and views fnrn the roadless area spectacular. The hens Valley, M t .  Tan, the 
rugged high peaks of the Sierra Crest, the deep canyons of Big Pine and Rock 
Cheks, the White Mountains, and the volcanic highlands of the Casa Diablo 
Peak area are a l l  visible fran the center of the area. 

Current uses include recreation and wildlife management. 

B. CAPABILITY 

The natural ecological intq-rie of the area is essentially unmodified; 
influences on its natural appearance are moderate. The top of Wheeler Ridge 
shows localized evidence of mining, including tailings and vegetation damage: 
cut-and-fill roads to Morgan Pass,  and onto Wheeler Ridge are highly visible; 
air pollution f m  the Pine creek tungsten mill  affects the extreme southem 
end of the area. 

Gpprtunities for solitude are high. The area is large, especially in 
canbination w i t h  the adjoining wilderness and National Park backcountry. 
Screening is d e r a t e ,  and visual intrusions separated by steep slopes. only 
the Pine Creek mine and m i l l  are visible a t  close range, and those only fran 
a mall part of the area. 
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Opportunities for primitive recreation are low, pas there are few challenges, 
and little diversity. 

Special features include a herd of California bighom sheep transplanted to 
the area in 1978. 

Although the original inventory boundary would not be manageable as 
wilderness, major boundary adjuSi”tS could be made to  exclude human impacts 
and conflicting activities. 

Tim parcels of roadless BLM land, encanpassing 3,197 acres, adjoin the area. 

C. AVAILABILITY 

The Wheeler Ridge area represents two notable trade-offs between wilderness 
designation and other activities. Wilderness management would close the area 
to vehicular recreation, and would l inut  the feasibility of wildlife habitat 
mampulation. 

Four-wheel drive recreation amounts t o  100 RVDs, dispersed nomtorized 
recreation 100 RVDs, and small game hunting 100 WFUDs a year. A State-funded 
green sticker project has been approved for the Wheeler Crest mine road area. 

California bighom sheep were reintrcduced into the area in  1978. 
Approximately 40 acres are suitable for w i l d l i f e  habitat manipulation. 

Water from the area 1s used locally for irrigation and domestic needs, then 
flows into the Owens River and is exported for domestic use. 

The area is incapable of ccmmercial timber production. 

Of the lands in  this area, 15 percent are rated high in “era1  potential; 85 
percent are rated low. There are no active mining claims i n  the area. The 
Pine Creek Mine and other mmes along the southem boundary of the roadless 
area have produced a large part  of the world supply of tungsten. 

D. NEED 

The area belongs to the southem Sierra Nevada physiographic provmce; 
current use of wildernesses in that province is extremely heavy. The area is 
typical of the province, except for its lack of water. This area adjoins the 
=sting John MLUr Wilderness; no other further planrung areas are nearby. 

Neither proponents nor opponents of wildemess have expressed interest in 
this particular area. 

E. E N V I F t O ~ A L c O N S l Q J E ”  

Table C-7 indicates which management prescriptions were applied to (a l l  or 
par t )  of the roadless area under each altemative. The narratives following 
the table discuss the effects of each prescription on the area m terms of 
present uses, wilderness attributes, and nonwildemess development 
opportunities. Resource and activity outputs for the area under each 
altemative are displayed in  Table C-8. 
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Table 0 7  
M a n a m t  Prescriptim Allocations 

by Alternative (M Acres and Percent of Area) 
Wler Czest (5040) 

Alternatives 
MaMgenren t Presniptim FRF CUR RPA CEJZ AMN AMB AMC 
2. Propxed Wildemess 16.2 16.2 

100% 1Kl% 
3. Wnmtain Sheep Habitat 7.7 7.7 7.7 

48% 48% 48% 
17. Semi-primitive R e c  8.5 8.5 8.5 

52% 52% 52% 
18. Multiple Resource Area 16.2 16.2 

100% 100% 

Designation: Wildemess 
prescription#: 2 
Altemative(s): AMN, AMC 
Effects on the Area: W i l d e m e s s  designation would m a i n t a i n  the attributes of 
solitude and n a k a l  intearitv that a re  characteristic of the area. Bicrhom 

I 

sheep managemnt "s -wouid  be an essential consideration in  determining 
wilderness recreation capacity. The many conflicting activities and human 
influences i n  the area would m a k e  wildemess administration diff icul t .  

Motorized recreation muld be eliminated fran the area. While limited by the 
lack of w a t e r ,  the amunt of primitive recreation would grow, particularly in  
the absence of vehicles. The experience offered would be of lower quality 
than that found in the adjacent John Muir Wilderness. 

Options to improve wildlife habitat m l d  be forqone. Bighorn sheep habitat 
would receive adequate protection. The scenic quality of the area as seen 
fran Highway 395 would receive m a x i "  protection. 

The area muld be withdrawn fran mineral entry upon designation as 
wilderness, resulting in  a loss of mineral opportunity. No  new mining claims 
could be located, and activities on mining claims w i t h  existing valid claims 
could be restricted. 

The Wells Meadow admnistrative s i te  (of historical significance) would be 
hpacted, as the facility is currently used to  for gwemment livestock 
grazing: that use could not continue in wilderness. 

There are m direct ecoIlcmic dependencies on th is  area. Social benefits 
would result f m  increasing the munt of wildemess on the Forest and 
protecting an important viewshed. Econcmic costs muld be incurred fran the 
adminis.tration of wildemess regulations and construction of a trailhead. 
confinement or containment would be the appropriate f i re  suppression 
strategies applied undex mst conditions. 

No other foreseeable environmental changes or resource trade-offs repir ing 
mitigation muld result. 
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Designation: hbnwildemess 
FTescription #: 3, 17 
Alternative(s): PRF, CUR, AMB 
Effects on the Area: Wildemess attributes would be essentially maintained 
for the eastem portion of the area, w h i c h  would be managed w i t h  a bighom 
sheep emphasis. Roads, trails, and recreation use would be prohibited or  
modified. 

Wildemess attributes on the western portion of the area would be slightly 
mre affected than those on the east. Four-wheel drive recreation on 
existing mutes would be allowed to continue-and to increase. The potential 
for visual degradation would not be severe, however, as vehicles are mainly 
seen only f m  w i t h i n  the area. 

Wildlife habitat manipulation options would be maintained. Managiment of 
bighorn sheep habitat would take priority over other management 
considerations on the eastem portion. 

Mimi-g opportunities would be retained: any n e w  mining roads would be closed 
to the public. 

Use of Wells Meadow area for administrative livestock would remain unchanged. 

Eoonamic and social benefits would be few. The most significant cost wauld 
be the loss of potential wildemess designation. The option of s e w  State 
funding to develop a green sticker project for off-road vehicle use would be 
maintained. 

Confinement or c o n t m e n t  would be the appropriate fire suppression 
strategies applied under most conditions. ( A l l  wildfires would be controlled 
under the CUR alternative.) 

No other foreseeable envnn”ta1  changes or resource trade-offs would 
result. 

Visual quality would be maintained. 

Designation: Nonwildemess 
Prescription #: 18 
Alternative(s): FPA, CEE 
Effects on the Area: Wildexness attributes would deteriorate over time under 
this mesmiptions. As vehicle access i “ v e d ,  ORV use would increase w i t h  
corresponding effects of natural appearan-ce and opportunities for solitude. 
As motorized use mcreased, opporturuties for primitive recreation would 
decrease. 

Four-wheel drive recreation would be allowed to  contmue and to  mcrease. 
Visual quality would deteriorate scmewhat, especially I f  new “ i n g  roads 
were constructed or ORV tracks proliferated. 
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Options to imp- w i l d l i f e  habitat wauld be maintained. Bighom sheep 
habitat would be managed for population viability, but would mt be 
emphasized. 

Mining opprhmities would be enhanced as access .throughout the area 
increased: any new mining roads could be l e f t  open for public access. 

Use  of Wells Meadow area for achinistrative livestock would remain unchanged. 

Eamnic and social benefits would include improved opportunities for 
mtirized recreation and m i n i n g .  The most significant wst would be the loss 
of potential wilderness designation. The option of seeking State fun- to 
develop a green sticker project for off-road vehicle use would be maintained. 

Confinement or containment would be the appropriate fire suppression 
strategies applied under mst conditions. 

No other foreseeable envi?x”tal changes or resource trade-offs would 
result. 
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Table C-8 
Average Annual Outputs for Decades 1 and 5 

Wheeler Ridge (5040) 

Res- or Alternatives 
Activity Decade P R F C X J R R F ' A ~  A M N A M B A M C  
Reccmnnended Wildmess -- 0 0 0 16.2 0 16.2 
(M acres) 

Nonwildemess _ _  
(M acres) 

16.2 16.2 16.2 16.2 0 16.2 0 

Total Developed 1 
Recreation (M RVDs) 5 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Dispersed Recreation 1 200 200 200 200 0 200 0 
(RVDs) 5 300 300 300 300 0 300 0 

Wildmess Recreation 1 0 0 0 0 352 0 352 
0 546 0 546 ( RvDs ) 5 0 0 0 

Fish User Days 1 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 

Grazing (AUMs) 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Suitable Timber Land 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
(acres) 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Total Wildlife and 

(WFUDS) 5 150 150 150 150 150 150 150 

1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Gmss Benfits(M$) 1 3 3 3 3 5 3 5 
5 4 4 4 4 8 4 a 

costs (MS) 1 2 2 2 2 22 2 22 
5 2 2 2 2 6 2 6 

N e t  Benefits (M$) 1 1 1 1 1 -17 1 -17 
5 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 
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LAUREL-M: GEE (#5045) Acres: 9,090 (80)  

A. D-PTIW 

The Laurel-McGee area lies in Mono County on the I ” t h  Ranger D i s t r i c t .  
The Md;ee Creek, Conv ic t  Lake, Laurel Canyon and Sherwin Creek Roads lead to 
and/or parallel the boundary. Several jeep roads and four conshcted trails 
lead into or across the area. 

The boundary is defined by the McGee Creek Road on the south, the Sherwin 
(seek Road on the north, the Sherwin Lakes trail on the northwest, the John 
K u i r  Wilderness on the south and west, and the Forest Boundary on the east. 
The adjoining land is administered by the BLM, w i t h  some parcels in private 
ownership. The Laurel Canyon jeep road intzudes the area. 

The area lies on the eastem escarpnent of the Sierra Nevada, in the Lake 
(=mwley and H o t  Creek watersheds. It is long and convoluted, and wraps 
around the lawer slopes of McGee, Laurel, and Bloody Pbuntains. Total lex-@& 
is 9 miles; width varies frcm 0.75 to 3 miles. Elevatims range from 7,160 
to 11,067 feet. 

T e r r a i n  ranges from steep to gradually slopirg, rolling to f la t .  The -sed 
rock of the upper slopes is metamorphic; the lower slopes consist mostly of 
glacial till. The oldest fossils yet found in  the Sierra Nevada are  i n  this 
area. The lateral mraines of Convict, Laurel, and Md;ee canyons and the 
terminal moraine of Sherwin (seek are classic examples of those features. 
Six miles of perennial stream, w i t h  fisheries throughcut, cross the area; 
there are four lakes. 

The pr ‘ t vegetation type is bitterbrush. 

Scenic variety in the area fal ls  into class A, 65 percent; class B, 28 
percent; class C, 7 percent. McGee Mountain, the unnamed peak j u s t  east of 
M t .  Momism, and the lateral moraines listed above, are scenic landmarks 
from Highway 395; mst of the area serves as a scenic backdrop for the 
Mananoth Lakes Ccmrmnity. The sunmunding countryside is also scenic. M t .  
Morrison, Laurel and Blmdy  I%mtainS rise steeply to the w e s t .  Lake 
Crowley, the Glass Mmntains, Marrproth Knolls, “ m t h  mmtain, and the 
Sierra crest are visible fm w i t h i n  the area. 

Current uses include recreakon, cattle grazing, and wildlife management. 

B. cApABU;ITY 

The natural ecological integrity of the area has been influenced to a low 
degree, and its natural appearance to a very low degree. I%st impacts are 
localized and/or very near the area houndq. Signs of human influence 
include several dirt roads, trails, an irrigation ditch, a powerline, a 
waterline, trailhead facil i t ies,  an organization camp, a catt le water tank, 
range fences, an effluent storage pcold, spoil piles a t  the Tiptop and Laurel 
mines, grazing, vegetation type ccolversion areas, and several cabins. 

-*ties for solitude are high. The area is large, especially in 
ccpnbination w i t h  adjoining wilderness. Tcpqraphic screening is high, but 
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vegetative screening is low. 
but high on the periphery. 
heard frcm the westem end of the area. 

Opportunities for prinutive recreation are also high. Large size is a 
factor, a1or.g with limited developnent and very diverse opportunities. Ski 
muntaineering offers significant challenge. 

The original inventory boundary would not be manageable as wilderness without 
adjustments. Terrain does not serve as an effective barrier against vehicle 
access. b b s t  of the impacts, conflicting uses, and terrain accessible by 
vehicle are near the periphery and could be excluded by a boundary revision. 
One parcel of roadless BLM land, encanpassing 100 acres, adjoins the area. 

C. AVWABILITY 

There would be several potential conflicts between wilderness designation and 
other resources and activities. Wilderness management would close the area 
to vehicles; i f  mads w e r e  not excluded by boundaq adjustment, m e  
motorized recreation muld be lost; management of the grazing area would be 
mre difficult; use of the organization camp would be restricted. The 
effluent storage pond would represent a conflict unless the area boundary 
w e r e  revised to exclude the pond. The western half of the area would be 
affected by the sights and sounds of ski area use i f  the Sherwin Bowl 
potential ski area w e r e  developed. 

Developed recreation accounts for 4,500 R W s  a year; hiking, stock travel, 
and camping, 5,000 RVDs; 4-wheel drive recreation, 6,400 RWs; and 
cross-countzy skiing, 200 RVDs. Big game hunting amounts to 6,000 WFUDs, 
anall game hunting, 2,600 WEWs, and fishing 11,000 WFUDs. There is sane 
helicopter skiing on McGee Pbmtain, and snowmobiling on the lower slopes. 

The Sherwin mule deer herd migrates through the area. 
are suitable for habitat manipulation. 

Water fm the area is used for local irrigation. It then flows into Lake 
Crowley, is used to generate hydroelectric p e r ,  and is .then exported for 
dcsnestic use. An effluent storage s i te  is located near the boundary a t  
Laurel Pond. 

Grazing represents 1,890 AUMs; m a x i ”  potential is estimated a t  2,265 AUMs. 
Existing qmements are valued a t  $9,000. 

The area contams 880 acres of tentakvely suitable timber land. Collnnercial 
species include Jeffrey pine and red f i r .  The remainder of the area is 
unsllltable for timber management. 

Of the lands i n  this area, 16 percent are rated h g h  in mineral potential; 84 
percent are rated low. There are mre than 100 active mining claims in, or 
imnediately adjacent t o  the area, of which “e is currently prcducing. Some 
tungsten has been produced fm mines and prospects in, o r  adjacent to, the 
area. Subeconorm ‘c deposits of zinc, c o p ,  silver, and lead have been found 
a t  Lucky Strike b e ;  the potential for mre, similar deposits is high. 

Intrusions are low a t  the higher elevations, 
Noise fm the Sherwin mto-cmss track can be 

Approximately 30 acres 
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cultural resource values include an exceptionally large Indian encampnent 
site near Laurel Springs; there are also historic mining and range management 
sites. 

Potentially conflicting special uses include the Laurel Pond effluent 
facility and the Tobacco Flat Road. There are 80 acres of undevelopd 
private land. 

D. NEED 

The area belo~lgs to the southem Sierra Nevada physiosraphic province: 
current use of wildernesses in that province is extremely heavy. Most  of the 
area is typical of the province. This area adjoins the existing John Muir 
wilderness; there are m neighkorhg further pl-g areas. 

Public inmlvment for the RARE I1 S t u d y  indicates little interest in the 
outcame of this area. 

E. 

Table 0 9  indicates w h i c h  mgement prescriptions were applied to (all or 
part) of the area under each alternative. The narratives following the table 
discuss the effects of each prescripticm on the area in terms of present 
uses, wilderness attributes, and ranwilderness developtmt opportunities. 
Resource and activity outputs for the area under each alternative are 
displayed in Table 010. 

Table C-9 
Managansat Prescription Allocations 

by Alternative (M Acres and Percent of Area) 

Alternatives 

L a d  McGee (5045) 

Managenen t Prescriptinn P R F C l J R R P A C E E A M N A M B A M c  
2. Proposed Wilderness 9.1 9.1 9.1 9.1 

1 m  100% 1 m  1m 
4. Mule Deer Habitat 0.8 

9% 
10. High Level Timber 1.1 

12% 
11. Range 0.5 1.3 7.0 

5% 14% 77% 
17. Semi-primitive Rec 7.8 7.8 1.0 

86% 86% 11% 
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Designation: Wilderness 
prescription #: 2 
Alternative(s): CEE, AMN, AMB, AMC 
Effects on the Area: Wilderness characteristics would be maintained, as new 
activities capable of affecting those characteristics would not be allowed. 
Opportunities for solitude would be enhanced, since numerous four-wheel drive 
roads would be closed to vehicle use. Management of the area as wilderness 
would be costly and difficult near the periphery; the many conflicting uses 
and potential for illegal vehicle encroachment would pose problems unless the 
boundary were adjusted. 

The primary recreation opportunities foregone would be motorized and wheeled 
vehicle use (including vehicle-based hunting, flshmg, camping, snowmobilmg, 
and all-terrain bicycle riding) and developed sites (such as the existing 
organization camp). Opportunities for primitive recreation, on the other 
hand, would be enhanced. 

The critical visual quality of the area would receive protection, 
preventing further degradation of this resource (except for impacts caused by 
the developent of existing nuning claims). 

An important deer migration route would be protected. Hunting and fishing 
would decline SCBnewhat, as much of the existing use is vehicle based. 

Although grazing would not be eliminated, opportunities to increase grazing 
outputs would be foregone. Use of the range allotment would be mre 
restrictive. 

Suitable timber occupying 880 acres would not be available for harvest. 

The area would be withdram from mineral entry upn designation as 
wilderness, resulting in a loss of mineral opportunitY. No new m i n i n g  claims 
could be located, and activities on mining claims with existing valid claims 
could be restricted. Since profitable m i n i n g  operations exist, and since 
there is evidence of additional mineral resources, there would be a predxted 
adverse effect on mineral opprhuuties. 

Social and e"ic dependencies mclude sheep and cattle grazing, mining, 
recreation, and special-use activities. Wilderness designation would not 
eliminate grazing or mining, but these activities would be considerably mre 
restricted. Costs associated with these operations would be greater than at 
present, with little or no opprtunity to increase outputs. 

Other adverse socioeconanic impacts would be associated with a sewage 
effluent storage pond, an organization camp, recreation residences, and 
helicopter skiing. 

Social benefits would be gained with mre Wilderness and lost with the loss 
of a popular four-wheel drive area. "derness management, including the 
enforcement of regulations (particula m g  the north and east boundaries) 
would be costly. hail and tralhea. wts would also be associated with 
implementing th is  prescription. 
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or 0 C o l t a i " t  would be the a w i a t e  f i r e  SUpFnession 
strategies applied under mst cnnditims. 

Designation: NcOlwilderneSS I 

Altemative(s): PRF I 
Prescription #: 4, 11, 17 

E f f e c t s  on the Area: For the mast part, wilderness characteristics would be 
maintainea in the area. as the activities most cauable of affectins tbosd 
characteristics (such E& new road cM1st;NcticB1 or Eimber harvest) w&d 
restricted or prohibited. Gnly mineral activity and vegetation treatment foq 
wildlife could affect natural intfqrity and natural appearance.8 
wrturdties for solitude and primitive recreation would remain. essentiallx 
the same as a t  present. 

~ 

I 
primary recreation opportunities would still include motorized and wheeled 
vehicle use (including vehicle-based hunthg, fishing, camping, Smwmobiling,~ 
and all-terrajn bicycle ridkg) as well as hiking and equestrian use. 
exi- organization camp oould continue i n  m a t i o n .  The cri t ical  visum 
quality of the area would receive a high level of protection. 

An important deer migratiun mute would be protected, and vegetation could be, 
"ipulated to benefit wildlife. 

Although grazing would not be eliminated, oppx-hmities to increase grazirg 
outputs would be foregone as w i l d l i f e  would have priority for any increases 
i n  forage. 

Suitable timber cccupying 880 acres would not be available for harvest, as 
those acres would be managed w i t h  an enphasis on primitive recreation. 

New mining claims could be filed, and mining activities would be subject only 
to applicable m h h g  laws and coordination w i t h  other resources; any new 
mining roads would be closed to public use. 

The need for access to private inholdings would not conflict w i t h  the 
management of adjoining lands. 

Social and ewncnnic dependencies such as grazing, mining, motorized 
recreation, and special-use activities would benefit fmn the range of1 
management options available (in contrast w i t h  Wilderness). other 
sociceconanic benefits would be associated w i t h  maintenance of a sewage 
effluent storage pond, the organization camp, recreaticm residences, 
four-wheel drive recreation, and helicopter skiing. There would be a social 
chst i n  the lack of wilderness designatiun for an area w i t h  wilderness values 
slmilar to those in  the adjoining John Muir Wilmss. 

Confinement or containment would be the appropriate f i re  suppression 
strategies applied under most conditions. 

No other foreseeable environmental changes or major resource tcadwffs 
requiring mitigation would result. 

I 
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Designation: Ncolwilderness 
Prescription #: 11, 17 
Alternative(s): (3uR 
Effects on the Area: Wildemess attributes of solitude, natural integriw 
and appearance would be little affected for most of the area. Near the 
periphery, however, those attributes would be degraded by activities such as 
recreation, grazing, wildlife, timber, and special uses. 

Motorized recreation would continue to increase; the increase would be 
greater under Prescription 11 as new public-roads would not be constructed 
under Prescription 17. "otorized recreation, especially in wmter, would 
allso maintain a steady gmwth rate. 

There would be many potential jnipacts on visual resources; although overall 
visual mtegrity would be maintained, isolated impacts would occur throughout 
the area. 

Vegetation could be manipulated to impme grazing with temporanl effects on 
natural appearance. Other range improvements could be develaped; duck 
nesting habitat would probably be constructed at Laurel Pond and water 
sources and fencing added to the range alloiments. Range outputs would 
increase. 

Timber harvesting would be prohibited, as it would adversely affect 
emphasized recreation and wildlife values. 

The area would remain open to new mining claims. Mining activities muld be 
affected only by applicable regulations. New road construction or uwading 
of existing roads would be likely to result. New "ng mads would be 
closed to public use unless they fell within lands administered under 
Prescription 11. 

Existirg ~rovements m l d  not be affected. 
special uses would exist. 

Eooncsluc benefits would occur fm increasing grazing, motorized recreation 
(including hunting and fisking), and mining opprtumties. Social costs 
would include a loss of potential wilderness designation for an area with 
wilderness qualities canparable to the existing John MLllr Wildemess. 

All wildfires would be controlled under the CUR alternative. 

No other foreseeable environmental changes or major resoucce tradeaffs 
w r i n g  mitigation would result. 

'The option to permit additional 

Designation: Nonwildemess 
prescription #: 10, 11, 17 
Alternative(s): RPA 
Effects on the Area: The effects of this mbmation of prescriptions would 
be similar to the effects of 11 and 17 discussed above. The only difference 
would be mercial timber harvest affecting 880 acres of .trees over a 
1,100-acre area. Additional roads would be built, mpming access to the 
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area. The appearance of vegetation would shif t  from nahral  t o  managed. 
Existing recreational use of those lands would drop. Mining opportunities 
would be enhanced as access throughout the area would be increased. A l l  
w i l d f i r e s  would be controlled on lands under Prescription 10. 

The e c " i c  h e f i t  m u l d  munt to 134,OM) bard feet of timber in the 
f i r s t  decade, dropping to 78,000 board feet by the f i f th  decade. 
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Table C-10 
Average Annual Outputs for Decades 1 and 5 

Laurel-MCGee (5045) 

Resource or Alternatives 
Activity Decade PFU? (XTR RPA C E E A M N A M B A M C  

Rem&& Wildexness -- 0 0 0 9.1 9.1 9.1 9.1 
(M acres) 

Nonwildexness -- 9.1 9.1 9.1 0 0 0 0 
(M acres) 

Total Developed 1 4500 4500 4500 0 0 0 0 
Recreation ( RVDs) 5 4500 4500 4500 0 0 0 0 

Dispersed Recreation 1 11600 11600 11600 0 0 0 0 
( RVDs 1 5 17400 17400 17400 0 0 0 0 

Wildexness Recreation 1 0 0 0 18000 18000 18000 18000 
( Rms ) 5 0 0 0 19500 19500 19500 19500 

Total Wildlife and 
Fish User Days 1 19600 19600 19600 15000 15000 15000 15000 
(WFUDS) 5 29400 29400 29400 22500 22500 22500 22500 

Grazing (AUMs) 1 1890 1965 1965 1890 1890 1890 1890 
5 1890 2265 2265 1890 1890 1890 1890 

Suitable Timber Land 1 0 0 882 0 0 0 0 
( acres ) 5 0 0 882 0 0 0 0 

(-) 1 0 0 .021 0 0 0 0 
5 0 0 -012 0 0 0 0 

Timber Volume 

1 0 0 .134 0 0 0 0 
5 0 0 -078 0 0 0 0 

Gross Benefits (PI$) 1 597 612 616 572 572 572 572 
5 791 799 801 848 848 848 048 

costs (PI$) 1 465 475 479 46 46 46 46 
5 123 131 132 64 64 64 64 

Net Benefits (I@) 1 132 137 137 526 526 526 526 
1 668 558 669 784 784 784 784 
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HORSE MEADohl (#5049) Aces: 5,580 

A. DE€RIPJ!ICBI 

The Horse Meadow area lies in MOM3 Caunty on the Pknm Lake R a n g e r  D i s t r i c t .  
Several dirt roads lead fran Highway 395 or the Tioga Pass Road to the area 
boundary. 

The boundary is defined by the Parker Lake road on the south, the Big Bend 
mqxpmmd road on the mdh, the Minarets W i l d e r n e s s  on the west, and 
several d i r t  roads on the east. 

The area l ies  on the east side of the Sierra Nevada i n  the "I Lake 
watershed. It is irregular i n  shape, consisting of three arms projecting 
fmm a center. Each a r m  is 2-3 miles long and 0.25 to 0.5 mile wide. 
Elevations range fran 6,880 to 8,841 feet. 

The terrain ranges fmm rolling to steep. The lower slopes l i e  on glacial 
mraines; the upper elevations on precipitous c l i f f s  of exposed metamrphic 
rock. The lateral moraines below Bloody Canyon are geologically significant 
because they provided the evidence that led to Russell's hypothesis that 
there had been mre than one glacial episcde in  the Sierra Nevada. There 
are four miles of perennial stream, of w h i c h  two miles contain trout, but m 
lakes. 

Primary vegetation t y p s  are eastside pine, bitterbrush, big sagebrush, and 
pine-juniper woodland. There are several large, scenic meadows. 

Scenic variety in the area f a l l s  into class A, 67 percent: class B, 33 
percent. The footkills of the Sierra Crest, W i l l i a m s  Butte, the lower 
slopes of Lee V i n i n g  Canyon are scenic landmarks f m  Highways 395 and 120. 
There are several large, scenic meadows and aspen stands w i t h i n  the area: 
f a l l  colors are outstanding. The surrounding area is also scenic. I@m 
Lake and the MOM3 Craters are seen to the east: Bloody Canyon and the 
dramatic peaks of the Sierra Crest rise steeply to the west. 

Current uses include recreation and sheep grazing. 

Three trails cross the area. 

B. CAPABILITY 

The natural ecological integriw and natural appearance of the area have 
been influenced to a d e r a t e  degree. Impacts include a buried penstock 
associated w i t h  hydroelectric generation on Lee Vining Creek, a mall  water 
transportation ditch, sheep grazing scattered through the area, and a few 
unimproved roads. 

Opportunities for solitude are moderate to low. The area is fairly large, 
and screening is d e r a t e  to  high. There are, h e v e r ,  intrusions frcm 
surrounding highways and scattered developnents: one protruding finger of 
the area l ies  w i t h i n  a mile of Highway 395. 

--ties for primitive recreation are low. There is l i t t l e  challenge 
or diversity. 
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The area would not be manageable as wildemess. Al.ulough m e  impacts could 
be excluded by major boundary adjustments, the natural intwity and 
appearance of the remaining area would not be significantly improved. The 
ease of access f m  roads near and parallel to the boundary would make 
w i l d e r n e s s  permit administfation quite difficult. 

C. AVAILABILITY 

The Horse Meadow area represents several trade-offs between wilderness 
designation and other resources or uses. In particular, wilderness 
management would eliminate the dispersed "corized recreation that now 
occurs in the area, and would "p l ica te  interaction between National Forest 
management and the owners of adjoimhg private lands. 

Dispersed "otor ized recreation amounts to 400 RVDs; motorized recreation, 

200 RVDs; big game hunting, 200 WRTDs, and fishing 100 WFUDs. 

App"ate1y 540 acres are suitable for wildlife habitat manipulation. 

The majority of water from the area is channeled under Deahan S " c  into 
the Owens River, used to  generate hydroelectric power, and exp3rted for 
a s t i c  use. The remainder is used locally for h e s t i c  and livestock 
needs, or flows into Mono Lake for wildlife needs. 

Grazing accounts for 2,000 AUMS of use per year; maximum potential is 
estimated a t  2,150 A M .  

The area contains no land suitable for ccmnnercial timber management. 

Of the lands in t h i s  area, 29 percent are rated med"  in  mineral potential; 

71 percent are rated low. There are no active mining claims. 

Special uses include water gauging devices and an associated access road. 

Range improvements are valued a t  $6,000. 

D. NEED 

The area belongs t o  the muthem Sierra Nevada physicgraphlc province; 
current use of wildmesses in  that provmce is extremely heavy. The area 
is mewhat typical of the province, but is lower in  elevation and more arid 
than the most popular wildmesses. This area adjoins the existing Ansel 
Adams wildemess and is near the Tioga Lake  and Log Cabin-Saddlebag further 
planrung areas. 

public involvement for the RARE 11 study indicated local interest in 
maintaining this area as nonwildemess. The area receives heavy recreation 
use, much of w h i c h  is vehicle-based. The e"ny of the June Lake Loop 
depends on revenue related to that recreation. Due to the amount of 
adjoining private land and the nuinber of unimproved roads, local peaple do 
not see wilderness values in the area. Local Indians use the area for pine 
nut gathering. 
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E. ~ C D N S E X W E X E S  

Table C-11 indicates which management prescriptions were applied to (all or 
part) of the area under each alternative. The narratives following the 
table discuss the effects of each prescription on the area in terms of 
present uses, wildmess attributes, and mwilderness developnent 
opprtunities. Resource and activity outputs for the area undw each 
alternative are displayed in Table C-12. 

Table C-11 
Managanent Prescriptirm Allocations 

by Alternative (M Acxes and Percent of Area) 
Horse Meadow (5049) 

Alternatives ~~~ -~ 
Managanen t Prescription P R F C U R R P A C E E A M N A M B A M C  
2. Fropsed Wilderness 5.6 5.6 - 

100% 100% 
11. Range 5.6 5.6 

100% 100% 
17. Semi-&unitive Rec 5.6 5.6 5.6 

100% 100% 100% 

Designatiun: Wildemess 
Prescription #: 2 
Altemative(s): AMN, AMC 
Effects on the Area: Where they exist, the wilderness attributes of natural 
appearance and integriw muld be maintained. Opprhmities for finding 
solitude would increase upon eliminating vehicle use. However, it would be 
difficult to avoid the evidence of human influence in much of the area. It 
would be difficult and costly to manage the area as wilderness, since the 
terrain does m t  readily restrict vehicle access at many locations. 

&sting motorized recreation use would be lost. The primitive recreation 
that would displace the motorized recreation would OC(SUT at a relatively low 
intensity canpared with that found in the adjacent Ansel Adams wildemess. 

The valuable visual quality of this area as viewed fran local scenic highways 
and the Mom B a s i n  National Forest Scenic Area would receive 
protection. 

Options to manipulate vegetation for wildlife habitat improvement would be 
foregone. 

Grazing would be maintained. However, activities associated with the grazing 
of the area would be considerably more restricted, and ultimately, rmre 
costly. 

The area would be withdrawn fran mineral entry upon designation as 
wilderness, resulting in a loss of minexal opportunity. No new mining claims 
could be located, and activities on min ing  claims with existing valid claims 
could be restricted. 
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Conflicts would be likely between management of this area and that of 
adjoining private lands would be evident. 

Grazing is the only econanic depadency on the area. Recreation use 
generates the greatest revenue associated with the area. While the type of 
use would change, the munt of use would remain fairly constant. Therefore, 
m d c  changes would be minor. Costs for developins trails and a trailhead 
would result. The greatest social benefit would be a formal wilderness 
designation. 

Confinement or containment would be the appropriate fire suppression 
strategies applied under mst conditions. 

No other foreseeable envirunmental changes or major resource trade-offs would 
result. 

Designation: Nonwildemess 
Rescription #: 17 
Altemative(s): PRF, AMB, CEE 
Effects on the Area: Wilderness attributes would be little affected by 
auulication of this urescriution. as vehicle access would be limited to 
existing routes. 

Visual resources would be protected to a high degree by application of visual 
quality objectives and limitations on the proliferation of roads. Wildlife 
would also benefit from limitations on increased access. 

Options to manipulate vegetation for wildlife habitat or livestock would 
re" available; under this prescription, "eased forage would probably go 
to wildlife. 

The area would remain open to new mining claims; any new mining roads would 
be closed to public use. 

Activities Occurring on adjacent private lands, and under special use permit 
on National Forest Lands, would generally not be in conflict with the overall 
management objectives of the area. 

Social and e c o d c  consequences would be few. The greatest social cost 
would be a loss of potential wilderness designation. Grazing and recreation 
activities would continue with opportunities for some further developent. 

Confinement or containment would be the appropriate fire suppression 
strategies applied under mst conditions. 

No other known environmental changes or resource trade-offs requiring 
mitigation muld result. 

Designation: Nonwildemess 
Prescription #: 11 
Altemative(s): RPA, CUR 
Effects on the Area: The effects of this prescription would be similar to 
those of Prescription 17 discussed abare. The primary difference would be a 
subtle change of emphasis f m  dispersed recreation and wildlife to domestic 

The present- recreation use would be maintained. 
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livestock grazing. Any vegetation -treatment would probably be undertaken to 
benefit livestock rather than deer. Although road construction would be 
allowed, it is unlikely that any new roads would be developd for w s e s  of 
grazing administration. If any roads were constructed, they could be open 
for public use. 

confinement or containment would be the appropriate fire suppression 
strategies applied under most wnditim. ( A l l  w i l d f i r e s  would be controlled 
under the (XIR alternative. ) 

640 



Table C-12 
Average Annual Cutputs for Decades 1 and 5 

Horse Meadow (5049) 

~esource or Alternatives 
Activity Decade P R F C X R R P A  C E E A M N A M B A M C  

0 5.6 Remended Wildemess -- 0 0 0 0 5.6 
(M acres) 

Nonwilderness _ _  5.6 5.6 5.6 5.6 0 5.6 0 
(M acres) 

Total Developd 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Recreation (M RVDs) 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Dispersed Recreation 1 600 600 600 600 0 600 0 
( R m s  ) 5 900 900 900 900 0 900 0 

0 0 0 700 0 700 Wildemess Recreation 1 0 
(RVDS) 5 0 0 0 0 800 0 800 

Total Wildlife and 
Fish User Days 1 300 300 300 300 300 300 300 
( W S )  5 450 450 450 450 450 450 450 

Grazing (AUMS) 1 2030 2030 2030 2030 2000 2030 2000 
5 2150 2150 2150 2150 2000 2150 2000 

Suitable Timber Land 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
(acres ) 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

(") 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Timber Volume 

1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

42 39 42 39 
56 47 56 47 

Gross Benefits(%) 1 42 42 42 
5 56 56 56 

Costs ( P S I  1 
5 

20 20 20 20 27 20 27 
28 28 28 28 23 28 23 

Net Benefits (M$) 1 22 22 22 22 12 22 12 
5 28 28 20 28 24 28 24 
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TICGA LAKE (#5050) Acres: 920 

A. DESCRIPTION 

Tl-e Ticga Lake area lies in I%no county on the Mono Lake Ranger District. 
The Tioga Pass Road leads to w i t h i n  0.1 mile of the boundary. An unimproved 
trail leads across the area into the wilderness. 

The boundary is defined by the Tioga Pass Road on the north and west, the 
Minarets Wilderness on the east, and the Forest boundary on the south. 
Adjoinirg lands are administered by the National Park Service. 

The area lies on the east side of the Sierra Nevada in the MOM, Lake 
watershed. It is mughly rectangular, 2 miles long by 1 mile wide. 
Elevations range f m  9,500 to 11,360 feet. 

Most of the terrain is very steep, as the area lies on the upper wall of Lee 
vining Canyon. There are a few small benches, and gentle meadmy slopes. The 
exposed rock is metavolcanic and metasedimentary. The canyon has been 
glacially scoured, and the area lies a t  the muth  of a hanging valley cut off 
by a glacier. Flowirg across the area are 1.5 miles of stream, but ra 
fisheries; there are a f e w  mall  tans in the southwest corner. 

The primary vegetation type is lodgepole pine forest. 
alpine shrub, and barren areas are also present. 

The entire area fa l l s  into variety class A. The canyon wall and hanging 
valley are scenic l d a r k s  from the Ticga Pass Road. The surrounding area 
is extremely scenic, w i t h  Mt. Dana and the Dana Plateau above, Lee Vining 
Canyon below, and "o Lake in the distance. 

The only current use is recreation. 

B. CAPABILITY 

The natural ecological integrity of the area is essentiall.7 unmodified; its 
natural appearance has been al tered to a very low degree. A p e r l i n e  that 
crosses the area is buried, but the scar of vegetation remmal remains; an 
maintained trail is the only other sign of human disturbance. 

Opprtunities for solitude are d e r a t e .  The area is larye in canbination 
w i t h  adjoining wilderness and National Park backcountry, and there is g d  
vegetative screening. Topographic screening, however, is p r  and there are 
many visual intrusions from developnents and activities along the Tioga Pass 
Road. 

opportunities for primitive recreation are high. Size and the absence of 
faci l i t ies  enhance these opportunities and there are some challenges. 

The existing boundary would be manageable as wilderness; the only impact is a 
pipeline which would not be easy to separate by a boundary adjustment. 

Subalpine f i r  forest, 
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C. AVAILABILITY 

The Tiqa Lake area represents no major trade-offs between wildemess 
designation and other resources and uses. 

Recreation includes dispersed nomotorized recreation (200 RVDs) and big game 
hunting (200 WFUDs) . 
Water from the area flows into Lee Vining Creek, where it is used for power 
generation. Pbst of this water is then channeled into the Owens mver and 
exported for damestic use; the remainder is used locally for irrigation, 
mining, or livestock watering or released into Mono Lake for wildlife. 

The area is incapable of cannercia1 t imber  pduct ion.  

Of the lands in  this area, a l l  are rated low in mineral potential. There are 
two active mining claims for mlyWenm and tungsten in  the area, of which 
neither is prcducmg. Samples show low value for those m e r a l s  and a low 
level of potential for other valuable minerals. A mineral entry withdrawal 
covers 100 acres. 

D. NEED 

The area belongs to the southem Sierra Nevada physiographic province; 
current use of wildemesses i n  that province is extremely heavy. The area is 
typical of the province. This area adjoins the existing Ansel Adams 
wildemess and is near the Hall and Lcg Cabm-Saddlebag further p l m g  
areas. 

public involvement for the RARE I1 study indicated little lnterest i n  the 
outccsne of this area. Wildemess proponents did not identify it as a target 
area. Local residents see it as wildemess already. 

E. I P W I F X 3 ~ A L c o N s ~ C E S  

Table C-13 mdcates which management prescriptions were applied to ( a l l  o r  
part) of the area under each altemative. The narratives following the table 
discuss the effects of each prescription on the area i n  terms of present 
uses, wilderness attributes, and mnwildemess developent opportunities. 
Resource and activity outputs for the area under each alternative are 
displayed in  Table C-14. 
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Table C-13 
MaMgenent prescription Allocations 

by Alternative (M Acses and Percent of Area) 
Tioga Lake (5050) 

Alternatives 
Manag” t Presmipticn P R F C U R R P A C E E A M N A M B A M :  
2. Proposed Wilderness 0.9 0.9 0.9 0.9 0.9 

100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 
17. Semi-primitive Rec 0.9 0.9 

Designation: Wilderness 
prescription #: 2 
Alternative(s): PRF, CEE, AMN, AMB, AMC 
Effects on the Area: Wilderness designation m l d  maintain the wilderness 
attributes of the area. The type of use received would be similar to the 
contiguous Ansel Adams Wildemess and Yosemite National Park backcowtry; the 
amount of use m l d  be expected to increase under wilderness designation. 
The inventory b0wCh-y would not be difficult or costly to administer as 
wilderness. 

Designation as wilderness would provide the highest degree of visual 
protection for this area as it would be viewed fram the Ticga Pass Road (a 
scenic highway). 

The area muld be withdrawn from mineral entry upon designation as 
wilderness, resulting in a loss of mineral opprtunity. No new mining claims 
could be located, and activities on mining claims with existing valid claims 
could be restricted. 

There are m k” direct social or BcoM3mic dependencies on the area. A 
slight ecoraanic benefit would result €ran increased wilderness recreation. 
Social benefits muld m e  f m  formal wilderness designation. Wilderness 
management of t h i s  area would ccmplement that of the surrounding wilderness. 

Confinement or containment would be the appropriate fire suppression 
strategies applied under mst oonditions. 

No other foreseeable environmental changes or resource trade-offs w r i n g  
mitigation muld result. 

Designation: Nonwilderness 
hrescription #: 17 
Alternative(s): CUR, RPA 
Effects on the Area: Wilderness values would be little affected as vehicle 
access would be limited, both by the management prescription and by the steep 
terrain. The only other potential impact on wilderness quality would be road 
access for mining purposes. 

Dispersed recreation activities (hunting, hiking, ice-climbing and camping) 
would increase only slightly. Visual quality would remain high, to meet the 
retention VQO. 
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The area would remain open to new rmning claims; only applicable m i n i n g  
restrictions would affect activities. New roads constructed for mining 
access m l d  be closed to the public. 

Eccolanic and social benefits would m t  change. 
of potential wilderness designation. 

confinement or containment would be the appropriate fire suppression 
strategies applied under mst conditions. (All wildfires would be controlled 
under the CUR alternative.) 

No other foreseeable envimmmtal changes or resource trade-offs requiring 
mitigation would result. 

A social cost would be a loss 
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Table 014 
Average Annual Outputs for Decades 1 and 5 

Tioga Lake (5050) 

Resource or Altematives 
Activity Decade F ' R F ( I 1 R R E ' A  C E X A M N A M B A M C  
Remended Wildemess -- 0.9 0 0 0.9 0.9 0.9 0.9 
(M acres) 

Nonwildemess -- 0 0.9 0.9 0 0 0 0 
( M  acres) 

Total Develop3 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Recreation ( M  RVDs) 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Dispersed Recreation 1 0 200 200 0 0 0 0 
( RVDs ) 5 0 300 300 0 0 0 0 

Wildemess Recreation 1 620 0 0 620 620 620 620 
( RmS ) 5 750 0 0 750 750 750 750 

Total Wildlife and 

( W S )  5 300 300 300 300 300 300 300 
Fish User Days 1 200 200 200 200 200 200 200 

Grazing (AUMs) 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Suitable Tim& Land 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
( acres ) 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

(") 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Timber Volume 

1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

11 11 11 11 
16 16 16 16 

mss Benefits(%) 1 11 6 6 
5 16 9 9 

Costs (MS) 1 7 3 3 7 7 7 7 
5 1 4 4 1 1 1 1 

N e t  Benefits ( W )  1 4 3 3 4 4 4 4 
5 15 5 5 15 15 15 15 
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Hw NATURAL- AREA (#5051) Acres: 5,029 

A. DESCRIFL'ION 

The Hall Natural acea l ies  in Mono County on the Mono Lake Ranger District. 
The Tioga Pass and Saddlebag Lake Roads lead to and parallel the boundary. 
An improved road leads into the area to  rustic faci l i t ies  a t  the q r m e n t  
station. There are no unproved .trails, but cross-wuntry foot travel is 
easy. 

The boundary is defined by the Tioga Pass Road on the south, the H w v e r  
Wildemess on the north, the Saddlebag Lake Road on the east, and the Forest 
boundary on the west. Adjoining lands are achinistered by the National Park 
Service. 

The area l ies  on the east side of the Sierra Nevada in  the Mcolo Lake 
watershed. It is rectmgular, 6 miles long by 2 miles w i d e .  Elevations 
range fm 9,600 feet to 12,590 feet a t  Mt. Conness. 

T e r r a i n  is extremely rugged: slope varies fm moderate to steep. There are 
many points of geologic interest. The eastern fourth of the area is 
metasedimentary: the westem three-fourths, gramtic. Cirques, U-shaped 
valleys, polish, and till are signs of recent glaciation. There are also 
several currently active glaciers in  the area. There are 12 miles of 
perennial stream, of which 5 miles wntam trout. 

Primary vegetation types are lodgepole pme forest and alpme shrub, i n  
roughly equal proprtions. There are mre than 500 species of flowering 
plants, and a grove of outstanding muntain hemlock specmens. 

The entire area fal ls  into variety class A. The surrounding area is also 
extremely scenic. The rugged granite peaks of the Yosmite National Park 
backwuntry can be seen west fm the ridge: Saddlebag Lake and the Twenty 
Lakes Basin are visible to the north, and M t .  W a r r e n  and Lee V W g  Peak to 
the east. 

The area is currently used prmarily for scientific research, and sewndarily 
for daytme recreation. 

B. CAPABILITY 

The natural ecological integrity of the area has been influenced to a very 
low degree: its natural appearance to  a low degree. There is a cut-and-fill 
road and rustic facil i t ies associated w i t h  an experiment station belonging to 
the Carnegie Insitution. 

W r t u n i t i e s  for solitude are high. The area is large, especially 111 
ccpnbination with adjoining wilderness and National Park backwmtry. 
Topographic screening is excellent, though there is l i t t le vegetative 
screening: there are ~3 visual intrusions. 

Opprtunities for primitive recreation are high. Challenge and &versity are 
limited only by existing managment of the area, which precludes overnight 
use. 
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S p c i a l  features include the essentially undisturbed alpine plant " u n i t y ,  
and a rare insect ( B e h r ' s  sulfur butterfly).  The Hall area has been heavily 
used for  botanical research since the late 1920's. Dr. John C. Merr i am wrote 
i n  1932, "this natural area may be one of the most significant opportunities 
for  certain aspects of scientific research i n  this wuntcy." R.V. Stuart, 
Chief of the Forest Smite, proposed the area for  management w i t h  a research 
emphasis in the same year w i t h  the following words: "There was ccmplete 
agreement that  the future value of the area for  such [scientific] pu1p3ses 
undoubtedly transcended any other values or uses to w h i c h  it might be 
dedicated. " 

The original inventory boundary would not be manageable as wilderness. 
Although adjustments w u l d  separate a l l  impacts, even the revised boundary 
would not be definable on the ground. 

C. AVWABILITY 

The Hall Natwal area represents one potential trade-off between wilderness 
designation and other management opportunities. The majority of the roadless 
area is designated as a research natural area (RNA). The uses and managemnt 
direction appropriate to an RNA may Mt  always be ccanpatible w i t h  those 
appropriate to wilderness. 

Dispersed m t o r i z e d  recreation munts to 5,000 RVDs; fishing munts to 
1,100 WFUDs. There is a short interpretive trail to the Bennetville hlstoric 
site. 

Water from the area flows in to  L e e  Vining Creek, where it is used to generate 
hydroelectric p e r .  Much of the water is then exported for  dcsnestic use, 
w h i l e  the remainder is used locally for  dmestic and livestock needs, or 
released into Mono L&e for w i l d l i f e .  

Appmxhately 260 acres are suitable for w i l d l i f e  habitat manipulation. 

The Hall Research Natural Area includes 3,883 of the area's  5,209 acres. 

The area is incapable of ccmnercial timber prOauction. 

Of the lands in  this area, 61 percent are rated medim in  mineral potential; 
30 percent are low. There are 10 active mining cl- i n  the area, of which 
norm are currently producing. Geologic features indicate subeconomic levels 
of gold and s i lver  near the Great Sierra Mine. There is l o w  to moderate 
potential for mlybaenum and tungsten in the eastem part  of the area. 
Outstan- reserved mineral rights m e r  100 acres: 4,000 acres have been 
withdrawn from mineral entry. 

Cultural resource values lnclude signs of prehistoric occupancy and historic 
mining. 

Research station f a c i l i t i e s  and access road are maintained under a 
cooperative agreement with t he  Camegie Institution. 

648 



D. NEED 

The area belongs to the southern Sierra Nevada physiographic province; 
current use of wildernesses in that pmince is extremely heavy. The area is 
typical of the province. This area adjoins the -sting H-r wilderness 
and Yosemite National Park backcountry; it is near the Ticga Lake and J L g  
Cabin-Saddlebag further planning areas. 

Public involvement for the RARE I1 study indicated no strong mterest in the 
outme for t h i s  area. However, Forest correspondence files indicate that in 
1971 the Sierra Club raised the question of designating the area as 
wilderness. The Camegie Institution has not expressed itself on the 
subject. 

E. E"MENTALC0Ns" 

Table C-15 rndicates which managment prescriptions were applied to (all or 
part) of the area under each alternative. The narratives following the table 
discuss the effects of each prescription on the area in terms of present 
uses, wilderness attributes, and nonwildemess developent opportunities. 
Resource and activity outputs for the area under each alternative are 
displayed in Table C-16. 

Local people see th is  area as wilderness already. 

Table C-15 
Managmk=nt Prescription Allocations 

by Alternative (M Acxes and Percent of Area) 
H a l l  Natural (5051) 

Alternatives 
Managemsl t Prescription P R F ~ R P A C E E A M N A M B A M C  
2. Promsed Wildemess 5.2 5.2 5.2 - 

100% 100% 100% 
5. Research Natural Area 3.9 3.9 3.9 3.9 

75% 75% 75% 75% 
17. Semi-Primitive Rec 1.3 1.3 1.3 1.3 

25% 25% 25% 25% 

Designation: Wilderness 
Prescription #: 2 
Altemative(s): CEE, AMN, AMC 
Effects on the Area: Wilderness designation would maintain the wildemess 
attributes of the area, a character similar to the contiquous wilderness area - 
and Yosemite National. Park. As the majoriw of the area would also be 
designated as a research natural area (RNA), management conflicts could 
easily develop. The purposes and uses of Wilderness and RNAs are not 
entirely ccsnpatible. Gvemight recreation use would continue to be 
prohibited, but day use would ncrease to approximately the same levels as 
neighbring wildernesses. Research activities would be mre costly and 
restricted. The inventory boundary would be d_lfficult and costly to 
abnster as wilderness. 

Use of the area would not change, except that recreation use of the 1,300 
acres outside the RNA would increase to levels similar to those ~II  adjacent 
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wildernesses. Many of the potential wilderness recreation opportunities 
within the RNA could not be fully realized. 

Under wilderness designation, the Bennetville interpretive site would be 
eliminated, representing a lost opporhmi~ to interpret cultural values. 

The amount of fishing would not change markedly. 

Most of the area is presently withdrawn f m  mineral en*. vp>n 
designation, the n”C3 ’ er of the area would be withdrawn. No new m i n i n g  
claims could be located, and activities on minhg claims with existing valid 
claims could be restricted. 

Existing research facilities (a road and buildings) under a cooperative 
apeemant with the Carnqie Institution would present a nonconformixg use 
within wilderness. Unless specifically exempt by a cangressional act, these 
facilities would be rermved. 

Only mimr econcmic benefits would occur, as mst of the potential to 
increase wilderness recreation would be lost due to the restriction on 
overnight camping within the RNA. The social benefit of wilderness 
designation would be gained. There would be mcreased costs associated with 
wilderness admimstration. .I 

Confinement or containment would be the appropriate fire suppression 
strategies applied under most conditions. 

No other foreseeable environmental changes or resource tradeoffs requiring 
mitigation would result. 

Designation: Nonwilderness 
prescription #: 5 and 17 
Altemative(s): PRF, WR, FPA, AM3 
Effects on the Area: Wilderness values would be little affected, as the area 
would either remain within the RNA or be manaued under limited vehicle 
access. The only activity that would be likely affect this area would be 
mini3-g. 

Research activities would not be subject to conflicting management 
direction. Nomtorized daytime recreation would not change frcm the current 
situation. The historical interpretation would continue, and options to 
actively manage cultural properties would remain available. While the visual 

‘ resource would receive considerable protection, the potential for activities, 
such as mining, that could affect it would remain on the 1,300 acres outside 
the RNA. 

m e  area outside the RNA would remain open to new mining claims; only 
applicable mining restrictions would affect activities. New mining roads 
would be closed to the public. 

Eooncsnic and social benefits would not change. A social cost would be a loss 
of potential wildemess designation. A benefit would be the continued 
scientific emphasis within the Hall RNA. 
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Confinement o r  containment would be the appropriate fire suppression 
strategies applied under most conditions. (All wildfires would be controlled 
under the CUR alternative.) 

No 0th- foreseeable environmental changes or resource trade-offs requirmg 
mitigation would result. 
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Table C-16 
Average  Annual Outputs for IRcades 1 and 5 

Hall Natural (5051) 

Rescqnw= or Allmmatives 
Activity Decade P R F W F U ’ A  C E E A M N A M B A M C  
Recarmended Wilderness -- 0 0 0 5.2 5.2 0 5.2 
( M  acres) 

Nanwilderness 
(M acres) 

Total Developd 
Recreation (M RVDs) 

D i s p e r s e d  Recreation 
( RVDs ) 

Wilderness Recreation 
( RVDs ) 

Total Wildlife and 
Fish U s e r  Days 
( W S )  

Grazing (AUMS) 

Suitable Timber Land 
(acres) 

Timber Volume 
(W) 

Gross Benefits(%) 

Costs (%) 

Net Benefits (%) 

-- 

1 
5 

1 
5 

1 
5 

1 
5 

1 
5 

1 
5 

1 
5 

1 
5 

1 
5 

1 
5 

1 
5 

5.2 

0 
0 

5000 
7500 

0 
0 

1100 
1650 

0 
0 

0 
0 

0 
0 

0 
0 

112 
169 

25 
37 

87 
132 

5.2 

0 
0 

5000 
7500 

0 
0 

1100 
1650 

0 
0 

0 
0 

0 
0 

0 
0 

112 
169 

25 
37 

87 
132 

5.2 

0 
0 

5000 
7500 

0 
0 

1100 
1650 

0 
0 

0 
0 

0 
0 

0 
0 

112 
169 

25 
37 

87 
132 

0 0 5.2 0 

0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 

0 0 5000 0 
0 0 7500 0 

7500 7500 0 7500 
10000 loo00 0 loo00 

1100 1100 1100 1100 
1650 1650 1650 1650 

0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 

0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 

0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 

0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 

119 119 112 119 
173 173 169 173 

26 26 25 26 
11 11 37 11 

93 93 a7 93 
162 162 132 162 
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LOG CABIN-SADDLEBAG (#5052) Acres: 17,093 

A. DESCIUETION 

The Log Cabin-Saddlebag area l ies  in Mom County on the Mono Lake  R a n g e r  
D i s t r i c t .  Highway 395 and the Ticga Pass, Saddlebag Lake, and Lundy L a k e  
Roads lead to and parallel the boundary. Two constructed trails and a few 
user trails lead into the area; a m i n i r g  mad lntrudes to the center of the 
area. 

The boundary is defined by the Tiqa Pass Road on the south, the H m e r  
Wilderness on the w e s t ,  the Lundy Lake Road on the ~ r t h ,  and Highway 395 on 
the east. 

The area lies on the east side of the Sierra Nevada, i n  the Mom Lake 
watershed. It is irregular in shape, appraximately 7 miles long and ranging 
from 0.25 t o  4 miles w i d e .  Elevations range f m  6,640 feet to 12,327 feet 
a t  M t .  W a r r e n .  

Terrain € o m  a steep-sided plateau consisting of glacially-scoured 
metasedimentary rock. There are nine miles of perennial stream, of which two 
nules contain t rout ,  and one lake. 

primary vegetation types are lodgepole pine forest, subalpme fir forest, 
mountam mahogany ,  low sagebrush, and barren areas. 

Scenic variety in the area fal ls  into class A, 93 percent; class B, 7 
percent. Mono m e ,  Lee Vining Peak, M t .  Warren, and Ticga Peak are a l l  
scenic lanfhnarks fm Highway 395 and the Ticga Road. The surrounding area 
is also extremely scenic. Lee Vining Canyon and the peaks of the Sierra 
crest can be seen to the east and south; L w  Canyon, Lundy Lake, and the 
Mono-Walker divide to the north; Mono Lake and the WXIO Craters t o  the east; 
and the White and Sweetwater Mountains on the eastem horizon. 

Current uses include recreation and grazmg. 

B. WABILITY 

The natural ecolcgical integrity of the area has been influenced to a low 
w e e ;  its natural appear- to a moderate degree. Impacts include an 
underground water tank, a 6-inch pipeline, an abandoned telegraph line, 
inactive " n g  sites including tailmgs and diggings, sheep grazmg on 
meadows in the center of the area, and many unimpruved roads near the eastern 
boundary. 

Opportunities for solitude are high. The area is large, especially in 
ccmbination w i t h  adjoining wildemess and National Park backcomky. 
Screening and visual intrusions are moderate. 

Opprtunities for primitive recreation are moderate. The axea is large, 
especially in  mbmation w i t h  adjoining wildemess. There is a moderate 
amount of &versity and challenge. 
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The original inventory boundary would be manageable as wilderness only w i t h  
major adJuStmentS. Adjustments could exclude impacts along the eastern and 
western edges. Approximately 3,000 acres would be lost, and mst unmpmved 
mads would be eliminated. Only mining impacts, grazing, and a waterline 
would remain. 

C. AVAILABILITY 

The Log Cabin-Saddlebag area represents a few trade-offs between wilderness 
designation and other resources and activities. If the boundary w e r e  not 
adjusted, the potential for few-wheel drive recreation on the area's 
unimprwed mads muld be foregone. Some aspects of Scenic Area management 
could conflict w i t h  wilderness management, but the details of the la t ter  have 
yet to be developed. 

Dispersed nomtorized recreation presently accounts for 400 RVDs: fishing, 
200 m s .  

The eastern-most 4,806 acres of the area l i e  within the Mono Basin National 
Forest Scenic Area, designated by Congress in  1984. The Scenic Area w a s  
designated w i t h  the intention of emphasizing public enjoyment and 
interpretation of the outstanding scenic and scientific values of the Mono 
BaSin. 

Peregrine falcons have been inbmduced, and California bighorn sheep have 
been proposed for intmduction into Lee Vining Canyon: both species are 
likely to range into the area. Approximately 50 acres are suitable for 
wildlife habitat manipulation. 

Wst of the water fm the area is used locally for mining, irrigation, 
livestock, or danestic needs, then flaws into Mono Lake. Sane is diverted 
into the Owens River and exported for hydroelectric power generation and 
danestic use. 

Grazing represents 800 AUMS of use per year: "m potential is estimated 
a t  985 A W .  

The area contains no land suitable for m e r c i a l  timber managaent. 

Of the lands i n  this area not already withdrawn 3 percent are rated high in  
mineral potential; 31 percent are m e d i m ,  and 56 percent are low. mre than 
100 claims w e r e  recorded for the entire area between 1895 and 1915; of these, 
7 claims are now active, but none are prcducing. Moderate levels of gold and 
silver are lrnown i n  the area of the Klondike, North Log Cabin, and Centipede 
Prospects and the Log Cabin and Lakeview Mines on the east side of the area 
and the Saddlebag Lake Prospect and Australian claim on the west. There is 
high potential for additional reserves near known deposits. There are also 
mimr a"ts of tungsten, copper, lead, and zinc. A mineral entry 
withdrawal covers 4,900 acres. 

(xlltural resource values include signs of prehistoric occupancy and historic 
mining. 

654 



D. NEEO 

The area belongs to the southem Sierra Nevada physicgraghx prwmce; 
current use of wildernesses in that prwince is extremely heavy. The area is 
typical of the province. This area adjoins the exlstirg H m e r  wildemess 
and is near the Hall Natural and Tioga Lake further planning areas. 

public involvement for the RARE I1 study indicated some local mncem that 
the madless area boundary came too close to the town of Lee Vining. There 
was also local cnncem that wildemess designation might restrict the 
potential for m i n i n g  developwnt in the area. 

E. -C3XiS- 

Table C-17 indicates which mg-t prescriptions were applied to (all or 
part) of the area under each alternative. The narratives following the table 
discuss the effects of each prescription on the area in t e m  of present 
uses, wildemess attributes, and mwildemess developnent opprtumties. 
Resowce and activity outputs for the area under each alternative are 
displayed in Table C-18. 

Table  C-17 
MaMganent prescription Allocations 

by Alternative (M Acxes and Percent of Area) 
% Cabin-Saddlebag (5052) 

Alternatives 
Manaq6En t prescriptian P R F C f J R R P A C E E A M N A M B F W C  
2. Prow& Wildemess 17.1 17.1 17.1 17.1 - 

100% 100% 100% 100% 
3. mnmtain Sheep Habitat 3.0 

18% 
6. MnnBasinNFScenic 4.8 4.8 4.8 (4.8) (4.8) (4.8) (4.8) 

Area* 28% 28% 28% 
11. Range 4.3 4.3 

25% 25% 
17. Semi-h-imitive Rec 9.3 8.0 8.0 

54% 47% 47% 

* Acres in parentheses indicate dual designation: Wild-ss MBNFSA. 

Designation: Wilderness 
Prescription #: 2 
Alternative(s): CEE, AMN, AMB, AMC 
Effects on the Area: Wildemess designation muld enhance the wildemess 
attributes of the area. The natural integrity, appearance and opprhnuties 
for finding solitude would be unproved with the exclusion of vehicles, roads, 
and various mimr inprw-ts. The type of use received would be similar to 
that in the contiguous Hoover Wildemess. The inventory boundary would be 
difficult and costly to administer as wildemess along the eastem edge, 
where there are many roads and influences of the town of Lee Vining. 
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ivbtorized recreation would be eliminated. The m u n t  of recreation use would 
increase d e r a t e l y  under w i l d e r n e s s  designation. The wilderness experience 
would be scmewhat cmpranised by unnatural visual detractions associated w i t h  
grazing, mining, old mads and off-site developnents. 

The level of grazjng would remain mnStant. 
vegetation o r  mtruct  i m p m m t s  would be foregone. 
could not be used to facilitate use of the allotment. 

The area would be withdrawn frun mineral en* u p  designation as 
wilderness, resulting in a loss of mineral opprtunity. No new mining claims 
could be located, and act ivi t ies  on minirZg claims w i t h  existing valid claims 
could be restricted. 

Eoomnic depmdencies on the area include grazing, mining, and recreation 
(primarily vehicle-based). These act ivi t ies  would be adversely impacted by 
wilderness designation. The ecoMmic benefits asscciated w i t h  mre primitive 
recreation would not outweigh the losses of existing ecoMmic benefits. The 
greatest social benefit would be formal w i l d e r n e s s  designation. 
Attrninistrative costs of managing the area would increase. There would also 
be costs associated w i t h  developing needed trails and a trailhead. 

Confinement or containment would be the appropriate fire suppression 
strategies applied under mst conditions except w i t h i n  Prescription 6. 

No other foreseeable environmental changes o r  resource trade-offs requiring 
mitigation would result. 

Designation: Nonwildemess 
Prescription #: 3, 6, 17 
Altemative(s): PRF 
Effects on the Area: Wilderness attributes muld be essentially maintained 
for  mst of the area. Approximately 18 percent of the area, primarily the 
slopes w i t h i n  Lee V i n i n g  Canyon, would he managed to p m i d e  high quality 
bighom sheep habitat. h t h e r  54 percent of the area would be managed under 
limited vehicle access. ?fYenty-eight percent would be managed for  scenic and 
interpretive values as part of the Scenic Area. 

This cnnbination of managanent prescriptions would provide considerable 
protection for  the natural integri ty  and appearance of the area. Recreation 
use would be little affected: however, mre strmgent vehicle access 
restrictions would be imposed to protect the scenic resource and bighom 
sheep habitat. I%torized recreation opportunities would be limited to 
existing routes. Opportunities for “ m t o r i z e d  recreation would remain 
high. 

Bigham sheep habitat would receive maximum protection. 

Danestic livestock grazing w u l d  probably be reduced in  response to bighorn 
sheep habitat needs. 

The area would remain open to new m i n i n g  claims, except for the 4,900 acres 
no.? under mineral withdrawal. New roads constructed for  mining access would 
be closed to the public. 

Gpprhmities to manipulate the 
mtorized esUipnent 
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Direct ecornnic dependencies would be little affected. Opportunities to 
realize econcmic grauth, however, would be limited for certain activities. A 
social implication would be the loss of potential wildemess designation. 

Cbnfinenent or co"ent would be the appropriate fire suppression 
strategies applied under mst wnditions except within prescription 6. 

No other foreseeable environmntal changes or resource txade-offs requiring 
mitigation Would result. 

Designation: Nonwildemess 
Prescription #: 6, 11, 17 
Altemative(s): RPA, CUR 
Effects on the Area: The effects would be similar to those for the 
canbination of Rescriptiom 3, 6, and 17 discussed abave. The primary 
difference would be the lack of emphasis on bigbm sheep habitat; under this 
ccmbination, bighorn sheep would probably not be reintrduced intn L e e  V i n i n g  
Canyon; dmsstic livestock grazing would increase. The 25% of the area 
managed under Prescription 17 would be available for new public roads 
CoIlStructed for mining or range management purposes. 

Confinwent or containment would be the appropriate fire suppression 
strategies applied under mst conditions except withn Prescription 6. (All 
wildfires would be wntmlled under the OUR alternative. ) 
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Table C-18 
A m a g e  AMual Outputs for Decades 1 and 5 

Log Cabin-Saddlebag (5052) 

Resource or Alternatives 
Activity Decade P R F C U R R P A  C E E A M N F W B A M C  
Recarmended Wilderness -- 0 0 0 17.1 17.1 17.1 17.1 
(I4 acres) 

hbnwildemess -- 17.1 17.1 17.1 0 0 0 0 
(M acres) 

Total Developed 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Recreation (M RVDs) 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Dispersed Recreation 1 400 400 400 0 0 0 0 
(RVDs) 5 600 600 600 0 0 0 0 

( Rws ) 5 0 0 0 1200 1200 1200 1200 

Fish User Days 1 200 200 200 200 200 200 200 

Wilderness R e c r e a t i o n  1 0 0 0 800 800 800 800 

Total W i l d l i f e  and 

( m s )  5 300 300 300 300 300 300 300 

Grazing (AUMS) 1 800 840 840 800 800 800 800 
5 600 985 985 800 800 800 800 

Suitable Timber Land 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
(acres) 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Timber Volume 
(-) 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Gross Benefits(N$) 1 
5 

20 21 21 25 25 25 25 
20 23 23 32 32 32 32 

costs (Ms) 1 9 9 9 23 23 23 23 
5 9 9 10 18 18 18 18 

Net Benefits (M$) 1 11 12 12 2 2 2 2 
5 11 14 14 14 14 14 14 

658 



BENTON RANGE (#5056) Aaes: 10,451 (+4,052 BLM) 

A. DESCRIPTION 

The Benton Range roadless area l ies  in  Mono County on the bhm Lake and the 
White Wuntain Ranger D i s t r i c t s .  It.n adjoining parcels camprise BLM 
wilderness study area (WSA) No. CA-010-077. The Inyo National Forest has the 
lead role in joint study of the National Forest and BLM roadless lands m 
this area. Maintamed roads lead to and parallel the boundaries of the lands 
being studied. 

The further plannmg area boundary is defmed on the west by the road between 
Chidago Flat and Watterson Meadow, on the south by the Red Rock Canyon Road, 
and on the north and east by the Forest boundary. The adjoining BLM WSA 
parcels are adjaCent to the northern and eastem edges of the further 
planrung area. 

The entire area l ies  in  the Benton Range, in  the North Owens River and H d l  
Valley watersheds. It is roughly rectangular, measuring 9.5 miles long by an 
average of 4.5 miles wide. Elevations range from 5,800 to 8,252 feet. 

i%st of the terrain is steep and rugged, w i t h  some gentler slopes and f la t s  
on the northem end. Rock is volcanic and granitic, w i t h  a ridge of eroded 
granitic dcsnes along the northeastern boundary. There are no perennial 
streams or lakes. 

The pre-t vegetation type is pine-juniper wwdland. 

Scenic variety in the area fa l l s  into class A, 4 percent; class B, 94 
percent: class C, 2 percent. The mediate  surroundings, including the BLM 
land, are similar in appearance to the area i tself .  The White and Glass 
i%untam.s are visible f m  high points in the area. 

Current uses include mzdcutting, recreakon, prospecting, and grazing. 

B. CXPAEIILITY 

The natural ecological intqrity and natural appearance of the area have been 
influenced to a low degree. There are small and scattered mineral 
developents, scattered grazing, and a short, narrow mining road. 

Gpporhmities for solitude are moderate to  low. Although there is the m e  
toposraphic and vegetative screening, the area is small, even m canbination 
w i t h  the BLM land. Buildings and roads in the Hamil Valley, though distant, 
are visible. 

Opportunities for primitive recreation are low. There 1s very l i t t l e  
challenge or diversity; there is no reliable surface water. 

The inventory boundary would be manageable as wilderness only with major 
boundary adjustments to exclude a mining road and the lcwer elevations of the 
BLM land. A revised boundary could be manageable, as toposraphy would 
prevent vehicle access. 
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C. AVWABILITY 

The Bentcol Range area and the adjoining BEY WSA represent scrne trade-offs 
between wilderness designakon and other activities. The s n a l l  munt of 
vehicle-based recreation and public wood cuttirig would be excluded by 
wilderness managmmt, mineral exploration and developrent would be 
restricted, and the option of increasing grazing would be precluded. 

Dispersed mrumtorized recreation on National Forest land accounts for 100 
IIvDs: motorized recreation, 200 RVDs and big game huntiq, 300 WFUDS; use on 
BIN land is estimated at 30 RVDs and 30 W6UD.s. 

Cattle grazing on NF land accounts for 1,130 A W  per year; "I potential 
is estimated at 1,300 AUMs; the BLM parcels support 118 AUMS, with no 
potential for increase. 

The area is incapable of producing COrmerCial timber. 

Of the National Forest and BIN lands ma?&-g up this area, 65 percent are 
rated high in mjnera l  potential; 7 percent are medim, and 28 percent are 
low. Since 1865, at least 685 unpatented claims have been filed on lands 
within this area; of these, 28 were current in 1980. Subeoonanic levels of 
gold and silver have been identified. There is potential for tungsten 
outside, and perhaps extending into the area. None of the mines are 
currently in production. 

Cultural resource values include scme prehistoric features. 

D. NEED 

There appears to be little wilderness-type recreation use in the Basin and 
Range physiographic province. The Benton Range area is typical of the 
province. 

Public involvement for the RARE I1 study indicated little interest in the 
area by wilderness proponents. The residents of the Benton un"i ty  
StXorgly oppose wilderness designation for any neighboring National Forest 
laIUlS. 

E. E"MENTALc0NSEWENCJB 

Table C-19 indicates which management prescriptions were applied to (ail or 
part) of the area under each alternative. The narratives follaving the table 
discuss the effects of each prescription on the area in terms of present 
uses, wilderness attributes, and mwildemess developrent opportunities. 
Resource and activity outputs for the area under each alternative are 
displayed in Table C-20. 

There are no neighboring wildernesses or further planning areas. 
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Table C-19 
Mana-t Prescription Allocations 

by Alternative (M Acres and Percent of A r e a )  
Benton Ffange (5056) 

Alternatives 
Managenen t Prescripticm PRF (XIR FPA CEE AMN AM8 AMC 
2. prop3sed Wildemess 10.5 

"(4.1) 

4. Mule Deer Habitat 9.0 9.0 9.0 9.0 
86% 86% 86% 86% 

11. Range 1.5 10.5 10.5 1.5 1.5 1.5 
14% 1 W  100% 14% 14% 14% 

%LM acres are in parentheses; percentage figure applies to total 
acres--National Forest and BLM taken together. 

Designation: Wilderness 
Prescription #: 2 
Altemative(s): AMC 
Effects on the Area: Wildemess attributes would be retained or even 
imoroved. as anv activities affect- those attributes would be orohibited. 
Th; area' represents an ecological &e not yet represented in wiidemess on 
the Forest. ?4&ninistration of the area as wildemess would be difficult 
without a major boundary adjustment, as the terrain does not present a 
natural barrier to vehicles at many locations. 

The character of recreation use would change dramakcally. Traditional 
motorized fecreation would be prohibited, and various 4-wheel drive velncle 
routes would be closed. Big-game hunting would be restricted to foot 
travel. Recreation use would decrease, as few people would find the area 
attractive for a wildemess experience. The mall size of the area, the lack 
of water, and the lack of challenge would maintain use at a low level. 

Since considerable impacts on cultural resoucces have already resulted frcm 
artifact-hunters accessing the area with 4-wheel drive vehicles, closing the 
area to all motorized use would add protection for those values. 

SQne mule deer winter range would be affected, as the option of manipulating 
wildlife habitat would be foregone. 

Cattle grazmg would remain unchanged, though any opportunities to manipulate 
the range for mreased forage prcduction would be foregone. 
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Fuelwood gathering would be prohibited. 

The area would be withdrawn fran mineral en* u m  designation as 
wilderness, resulting in a loss of mineral opportuni+q. No new mining claims 
could be located, and activities on mining claims with existing valid claims 
could be restricted. 

There would be an overall loss of potential revenue fran the area, as cattle 
grazing, motorized vehicle use, and new mining clams would be eliminated. A 
benefit would be a fonnal Wilderness designation, adding small acreage in an 
underrepresented ecological 

confinement or mntainment would be the appropriate fire suppression 
strategies applied under m t  ccolditions. 

No other foreseeable environmental changes cr resource trade-offs requiring 
mitigation would result. 

to the wildmess preservation system. 

Designation: Nonwildemess 
Prescription #: 4, 11 
Alternative(s): PFF, AMN, AMB, CEE 
Effects on the Area: Under the canbination, wilderness values in the area 
would erode over time. Four-wheel drive and ORV recreation, range and 
wildlife habitat manipulation, and "g activities would incrementally 
degrade the area of its natural values. The acres under prescription 11 (14 
percent) would be the mst affected. 

Historical recreation uses (big-game hunting, four-wheel drive recreation, 
wood and pine-nut collectirg) would be unchanged. On 86 percent of the area, 
new public roads muld not be allowed and mining roads would be closed to 

14 percent would not be subject to that public use; the re"rg 
restriction. 

cultwal resources would be exposed to continuing vandalism and theft. 

On 86 percent of the area, cattle grazing would be held at current levels: 
any increase in forage would go to mule deer. Prescribed fire would be used 
to rejwenate vegetation for deer. Big game hunt- would be expected to 

14 increase with an increase in the mule deer population. On the re"mg 
percent of the area, cattle grazing would continue at current levels or 
increase; any vegetation treabnent would. 

The area would remain open to new mining claims; only applicable mining 
restrictions would affect activities. 

Fuelwood gather- would continue where canpatible with other resources. 

Social and ecor"ic impacts would be represented by the lost opportunity to 
increase grazing on 80 percent of the area; increased hunting and associated 
benefits would offset that loss. Local residents favoring easy access and a 
nonwildemess designation would henefit. There would be a social cost of a 
loss of potential wilderness designation for an ecological type not yet 
represented on the Inyo National Forest. 

. .  

. .  
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confinement or  containment would be the appropriate f i r e  suppression 
strategies applied under most wnditions. 

No other foreseeable envirumental changes or resource trade-offs requirmg 
mitigation would result. 

Designation: Nonwilderness 
Prescription #: 11 
Altemative(s): CUR, RPA 
Effects on the Area: The effects of this prescription would be shlar t o  
the effects of Prescription 4 w i t h  a few key exceptions. A primary range 
emphasis on the entire area would entail vegetation treatment to benefit 
livestock and an increase in animal numbers. 

New road construction for range management would be allowed, and new mining 
mads could be open for public use. Improved access would result in overall 
increases in habitat disturbance for deer. 

If access were improved, the use of the area for fuelwood gathering would 
increase, until and unless pinyon pine stands had been replaced by shrub and 
grass types. 

confinement or containment would be the appropriate f i r e  suppression 
strategies applied under most conditions. (All wildfires would be controlled 
under the CUR altemative.) 

Mining opprhmities would be enhanced as access throughout the area would be 
increased. Any mining roads wnstmcted in the area could rmam open for 
public use. 
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Table C-20 
Average  Annual C u t p u t s  for Decades 1 and 5 

Bentan Range (5056) 

(M acres) 

Ncolwilderness 
(M acres) 

Total Developed 
Recreation (M RVDs) 

D i s p e r s e d  Recreation 
( RvDs ) 

Wilderness Recreation 
( RVDs 1 

Total Wildlife and 
Fish U s e r  Days 
( m s )  

Grazing ( A m )  

Suitable Timber Land 
(acres) 

Timber Volume 
(-1 

costs (Ms) 

-- 

-- 

1 
5 

1 
5 

1 
5 

1 
5 

1 
5 

1 
5 

1 
5 

1 
5 

1 
5 

1 
5 

1 
5 

Rescxncear AlternativeS 
Activity Decade P R F ( I 1 R R P A  C E E A M N A M B A M :  
Rem"&& Wilderness 0 0 0 0 0 0 10.5 

10.5 10.5 10.5 

0 0 0 
0 

30(3 
450 

0 
0 

500 
750 

1165 
1300 

0 
0 

0 
0 

0 
0 

39 
48 

20 
22 

19 
26 

- 
0 0 

300 300 
450 450 

0 0 
0 0 

300 300 
450 450 

1165 1165 
1300 1300 

0 
0 

0 
0 

0 
0 

38 
40 

20 
18 

18 
22 

0 
0 

0 
0 

0 
0 

38 
40 

20 
18 

18 
22 

10.5 

0 
0 

300 
450 

0 
0 

500 
750 

1165 
1300 

0 
0 

0 
0 

0 
0 

39 
48 

20 
22 

19 
26 

10.5 10.5 0 

0 0 0 
0 0 0 

300 300 0 
450 450 0 

0 0 150 
0 0 300 

500 500 100 
750 750 150 

1130 1130 1130 
1130 1130 1130 

0 0 0 
0 0 0 

0 0 0 
0 0 0 

0 0 0 
0 0 0 

39 39 6 
48 48 9 

20 20 6 
22 22 4 

19 19 0 
26 26 5 
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WIlX M0u"Ws (#5058 A&B) Acxes: 251,868 

A. DESCRIPTION 

The White Mnmtains area lies in California's Inyo and Mono Counties, and 
Nevada's Mineral and Esneralda Counties. This area has such a ocmplex and 
potentially anfusing histoxy of names and nmkers that it might be useful to 
Sumnarize that history here. 

The RARE I1 study identified subparts A and B, naming "A" White Mountains and 
"B" Pellesier-Bristlecone. Pellesier-Bristlecone represented the higher 
elevations of the area, constituting an island within the larger White 
Mnmtains area. Both subparts were placed in further planning by the RARE I1 
Final EIS in January 1979. 

The Resident, in hls April 1979 wildemess recamendations to Congress, 
reoormended most of 5058B and scsne of 5058A for wilderness. Since the 
boundary of the recarmended wildemess differetl from the RARE I1 boundaries, 
the subparts were now given different names and nmkers: the recamended 
wildemess subpart was named Boundary Peak (5058W); the remainder was kept in 
further planning under the name White Mountains (5058F). Wildemess bills 
fran 1980 to 1983 included 5058W as wilderness. 

In March 1983 the Forest Service was directed to reevaluate all roadless 
areas as part of the Forest p l w  process, regardless of RARE I1 
"endations. The entire 5058 area was, therefore, included in the 
reevaluation. The interior boundaries between subparts were dissolved for 
analysis purposes. 

The California Wilderness Act of 1984 listed White Pbuntains A and B 
(California only) for further planning; the Nevada portion of the area is 
still subject to the reevaluation process, as m wildemess legislation for 
Nevada has yet been passed. The f o l l m i q  discussion deals with the entire 
White Mountains area; where one subpart is recamended for wildemess and 
another for mnwildemess, the boundary was drawn with concern for 
manageability and elimination of conflicts and does not coincide with any 
earlier subpart boundaries. 

The White Mountains area is on the White Mountam Ranger District. The lower 
reaches of mst of its many canyons are accessible by m g  roads. Sane 
jeep tracks lead further toward the interior. The southem half of the area 
is bisected by the White Mountain Road, which follows the crest of the range 
fran Westgard Pass to White Mountain Peak. ~ s s - c o u n t r y  access on foot from 
the White Mountain road is fairly easy. A c c e s s  to the mrthem half of the 
area (mrth of White Mountain Peak) is qute drfficult. 

The boundary is defined on the north by the Forest boundary and the Queen 
Canyon-Trail Canyon road; on the south by the Silver Canyon and Crooked Creek 
roads; and on the east and west by the Forest boundary, except where mining 
road corridors intrude the area. Most of the adjoining land is administered 
by the BLM; m e  parcels are in private ownershp. 
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The area lies in  the White Mmntains and i n  the watersheds of the Southeast 
and Northeast White Mmntains: the Owens Ever; and the Chalfant, H d l ,  
Benton, Queen, Fish Creek, and Deep Springs Valleys. 
The area is elongated, irregular in shape, and mtmded by min i rg  road 
corridors. The 
w i d e r  southern half is bisected by the White Mountain Road corridor. 
Elevations range from 4,560 feet to 14,242 feet a t  White Mountain Peak. 

T e r r a i n  wnsists mainly of extremely steep slops dissected by steep, narrow 
canyons, leading to a narrow sunnnit rimeline. There is some rolling plateau 
on the crest, and a few small benches i n  the canyons. There are 128 miles of 
p?"ial  stream, of which 38 miles contain t rout ,  and many intermittent 
streams and springs, but m lakes. The rock is mtasedimentary, much of it 
dolanite, w i t h  large granitic intmsions. Geologic points of interest 
include evidence of glaciatim unusual for desert rmuntains, and the highest 
waterfalls in the desert ranges. 

primary vegetation types are 'pine-juniper woodland, alpine shrub, and big 
sagebrush. 

Scenic variety in the area fa l l s  into class A, 62 percent: class B, 38 
percent. The entire White Mountain range, most of which is i n  the roadless 
area, is a scenic lamhark from Bishop, mghway 6, and Fish Lake Valley. 
White Wmntain, Mcoltganery, and Boundary Peaks are identifiable features. 
The imediately . area is scmewhat less varied, ccmposed primarily 
of arid desert valleys with little topograpkic relief. However ,  the middle 
and far  distances provide spectacular views of the Glass Mountains, Benton 
Range, and Sierra Nevada on the wes t ,  and the desert ranges of Nevada on the 
east. 

Other attractions include ancient bristlemne pines; Boundary Peak, which is 
the highest point in Nevada; wild horses, desert bighom sheep, and beavers: 
and P e l l i s i e r  Flat, which contains classic examples of active, polar-type 
frost features including large solifluction terraces. 

Current uses include recreation, grazing, scientific research, and mineral 
exploration. 

It is 39 miles long and ranges in  width from 7 to 18 miles. 

The natural ecological integrity of the area is essentially unmodified; its 
natural appearance has been influenced to a low degree. Impacts include 
scattered fences, trails, and mining sites (including structures, diggings, 
and machinery): widely scattered grazing; and unimproved roads. Impacts are 
localized, and the area is so large that most are easily absorbed. 

Opportunities for solitude are high. The large size of the area offsets its 
low to  moderate amount of screening and the visual intzusions of neighboring 
mines, roads, and the Barcroft Labrato-. 

Oppxhmities for primitive recreation are msderate. Size, challenge, and 
diversity are the main contributors to th is  rating; there is, however, l i t t l e  
water. 
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Special features include two species of sensitive plants (Arabis pinzlae and 
Hackelia brevicula), the threatened Paiute cutthroat t rou t ,  and extensive 
ecological and archaeological research. 

The inventory boundary would be very difficult t o  manage a s  wilderness, due 
to the many intxuding road corridors and vehxle routes. A manageable 
boundary could, however, be developed by managing only the steeper upper 
elevations as wildmess. This boundary is applied where part of the area is 
recamended for wildemess in  the alternatives discussed below. 

Eleven parcels of roadless BLM land, enccmpassing 5,419 acres, adjoin the 
area. 

C. AVWABILITY 

The area represents some trade-offs between wildemess designation and other 
resources and activities. Wildemess management would restrict  mineral 
exploration and developnent, mal l  hydro develoment, vegetation manipulation 
to benefit range or wildlife, and (possibly) some kinds of scientific 
research that would conflict w i t h  wildemess values. 

Dispersed m t o r i z e d  recreation, accounts for 7,000 RVDs; big game hunting 
for 2,000 WRIDs. 

Approximately 500 acres are suitable for wildlife habitat manipulation. The 
Cottonwood Creek basin is propsed for fish habitat enhancement (including 
spawning bed treaiment and instream flow control structures) and expansion of 
the range for threatened Paiute cutthroat t rout .  

Water from the area is used for irrigation, dmestic, and livestock needs in 
Hamnil, Chalfant, O a s i s ,  and Fish Lake Valleys. A mal l  amount flows into 
the Owens River and is exported. Small hydroelectric proJects have been 
proposed for Cottonwood, Lone Tree, Coldwater, Upper  Piute,  Pellisier and 
Rock Creeks along the area’s westem edge. There are presently two one-acre 
impounchents in the area. 

Watershed restoration projects have been propsed for meadows on Chiatovich 
Flat and the drainage of Cotton& Creek. Cost-effectiveness would reqLure 
helicopter use and v d c l e  access over existing roads. 

Cattle gmzing represents 680 AUMS; m a x v ”  potential is estimated a t  900 
AUMs. 

Existing and propsed special areas withn the roadless area boundary 
reccgmze points of ecological significance. The Ancient Bristlecone Pine 
Forest is a botanical special interest area which highlights the world’s 
oldest living trees. The White Mountain Research Natural area (RNA) affords 
additional protection to a unique stand of bristlecone pines. The &%%fee 
Meadow recollPnended RNA would represent the Great Basin alpine fellf ield plant 
CxY”iw. The entire White Mountain range has been nominated by the 
Department of Interior for listing as a national natural lanbark  (“L). 

The area is incapable of prducing canercia1 tmber. 

Existing impmements are valued a t  $23,000. 
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Of the lands in this area, 8 percent are rated high i n  mineral potential: 27 
percent are medium, and 65 percent are low. There are 133 active mining 
claim i n  the area, of which mne are currently pnxlucing. Withdrawal fmn 

entry af feds  8,400 acres; cuts- reserved minera l  rights, 400 
acres. 
There is a large number of prehistoric and historic cultural resource sites. 
R e c e n t  research into prehistoric high-elevatim encanpwnts has unwvered 
sites above 12,000 feet in the white Mountains, and pranpted plans for 
additional research in the area. Historic sites include sheep and cattle 
camps, mines, a ranger statim site, a powerline shack, and a toll road. 

A pawer line in the area is operated under special-use permit; a helicopter 
test site is operated under a me" of understanding. T" mining access 
mads have been permitted, but mt yet corstmcted. There is one included 
patented m i n i n g  claim which is not currently active but has many signs of 
past disturbance. 

D. NEED 

"here appears to be l i t t le wildemess-type recreation use i n  the B a s i n  and 
Range physiographic province. The white Mountains area differs fmn many 
areas in that province by having outstanding scenic attractions and 
recreational challerges. However, lack of water and difficulty of access 
would probably limit the munt of use in this particular area. Neighboring 
further planning areas include Sugarloaf, B l a n c o  Mmntain, and Black 
r4nmtxin. 

Public involvement for the RARE I1 study indicated strong advocacy of 
wilderness i n  the white Mountains by State and national environmental groups 
"hey value the white and Inyo Mountains for unique plants, animals, and 
ecosystems and for the solitude they offer. 

Local residents, i n  contrast, see the Whites as an escape area, and value 
their remteness and lack of restrictions. 

E. ~ C O h E 9 1 1 1 E N c E s  

Table C-21 indicates which management prescriptions w e r e  applied to (a l l  or 
part) of the area under each alternative. The narratives following the table 
discuss the effects of each prescription on the area in tenw of present 
uses, wilderness attributes, and mnwildemess developent opportunities. 
Resource and activity outputs for the area under each alternative are 
displayed in Table C-22. 
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Table C-21 
Management Prescription Allocations 

by Alternative (M Acres and Percent of Area) 
White Mountains (5058 Am) 

~ ~ ~ 

Alternatives 
Management Prescription PRF CUR RPA CEE AMN AMB AMC 
2. Proposed Wilderness 120.0 53.2 251.9 251.9 53.2 251.9 

47% 21% 21% 100% 21% 100% 
3. Mountain Sheep Habitat 19.4 19.4 19.4 

5. Research Natural Area* 4.6 4.6 4.6 (4.6) (4.6) 4.6 (4.6) 
8% 8% 8% 

2% 2% 2% 2% 
7. Ancient Bristlecone 6.0 6.0 6.0 (6.0) (6.0) 6.0 (6.0) 

17. Semi-primitive R e c  101.9 90.5 53.2 168.9 

18. Multiple Resource Area 78.2 188.0 

3% 3% 3% 3% 

40% 36% 21% 66% 

30% 74% 

'Acres with dual designation (proposed wilderness RNA, Scenic Area, e t c . )  
a r e  displayed i n  the acreage t o t a l  for  Prescription 2 and indicated i n  
parentheses under the other applicable prescription. 

Designation: Wilderness 
Prescription#: 2 
Alternat ive(s) :  CEE, AMN, AMC 
Effects on the Area: Wilderness designation would maintain the  exceptionally 
high qual i ty  wilderness a t t r i bu te s  of the area. Within subparts of the area 
containing vehicle use and other signs of human influence, t h i s  prescr ipt ion 
would actual ly  enhance wilderness a t t r ibu tes ,  as vehicles and various 
confl ic t ing uses would be prohibited. Management of the area as wilderness 
would be d i f f i c u l t  i n  cer ta in  area subparts, as  vehicle in t rus ion  and various 
nonconforming uses would be d i f f i c u l t  t o  eliminate. Certain ex is t ing  and 
potent ia l  research a c t i v i t i e s  could conf l ic t  with wilderness management. 
That par t  of the Ancient Bristlecone Pine Forest within the area would 
receive maximum protection, but v i s i t o r s  t o  tha t  area would be subject  t o  
additional regulation associated with wilderness. 

Vehicle-based recreation would be prohibited. Nonmotorized recreat ion would 
increase considerably wilderness designation. Opportunities f o r  a high 
qual i ty  wilderness experience would be exceptional. One of the highest  
valued scenic mountain ranges i n  California would receive maximum visua l  
protection. 

Cultural resources i n  the area,  known t o  be regionally s ign i f i can t ,  would 
receive maximum protection. Archaeological research would become s l i g h t l y  
more cost ly ,  and perhaps limited. 

Options t o  manipulate wildl i fe  or  f i s h  habi ta t  would be foregone. Bighorn 
sheep habi ta t  would receive adequate protection, as  wilderness management 
would acknowledge bighorn habi ta t  needs. Proposed projects  involving the 
expansion of Paiute cut throat  t rou t  (a threatened species) range would 



probably not be implemented. The presence and use of the area by wild horses 
would pose a conflict for wilderness managemment, as these animals are not 
native to the area. 

The current light grazing would continue. However, use and management of the 
range resource would be mre difficult and limted. Opprhuties to 
increase outputs would be foregone. 

Watershed restoration projects, if unplemented, could not make use of 
motorized &pent. Small hydroelectric development opprtunities would be 
foregone. 

The area would be withdrawn fran mineral entry upon designation as 
wilderness, resulting in a loss of mineral opportunity. No new mining claims 
could be located, and activities on mining claims with existing valid claims 
could be restricted. 

Unique geological features would be protected from damage or destruction. 
mnconfomLng uses (power line, helicopter test site, mining access 

roads and sites, and a patented m i n i r g  claim) would be &fficult to manage 
and m l d  detract f m  wildemess values if retained. 

Wilderness designation m l d  protect sensitive plant, wildlife, and fish 
species. 

Mining, wildlife and fish, grazing, research, and water extracted fran the 
area constitute the direct econanic dependencies associated with the area. 
There would be increased costs associated with these activities and, in scme 
cases, a reduction in development opprtunities. This would be particularly 
true for mineral exploration and anall hydroelectric developrent. 
Significant long-term econcmic benefits related to wilderness recreation 
would result. The greatest social implication would be the preservation of a 
unique and significant wildemess resource of national stature. Sane adverse 
research consequences would be a social concem. 

Necessary costs of implementation would be construction of approxirately 40 
miles of trails and 5 to 7 trailheads. Adlministrative costs muld increase 
dramatically. 

confinement or mtainment would be the appropriate fire suppression 
strategies applied under most conditions. 

No other foreseeable environmental changes or resource trade-offs requirirq 
mitigation would result. 
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Designation: Wilderness (revised boundary)/nonwilderness 
Prescription #: 2, 3, 5, 7, 17 
Alternative(s): PRF, AMB 
Effects on the Area: This combination of prescriptions includes both 
wilderness designation for the higher elevations (47 percent in the PRF and 
21 percent in the Am) of the area and an emphasis on amenity values on the 
remamder of the area. Wilderness attributes in the wilderness part of the 
area would receive maximum protection and enhancement, as described for the 
entire area under Prescription 2, above. The wilderness recommendation would 
encompass approximately 120,000 acres under the PRF Alternative and 53,200 
acres under the AMJ3. 

The wilderness boundary proposed under this combination would greatly improve 
the chances of eventual wilderness designation. The boundary would be 
manageable, as topography would reinforce statutory closures to prevent 
vehicle entry. The wilderness characteristics of the area proposed for 
wilderness are much higher, and primitive recreation opportunities greater in 
the area recommended for wilderness under this combination than in the 
remainder of the White Mountains area. 

The revised area clearly separates the recommended wilderness from the 
majority of existing conflicting uses and potential development 
opportunities. The lands outside the recommended wilderness are rated higher 
in mineral potential than those inside. The two RNAs and the botanical area 
would lie outside the recommended wilderness, thus avoiding potential 
conflicts in management. The majority of watershed improvement needs and 
fish habitat expansion potential lie outside recommended wilderness. And, 
finally, all identified potential hydroelectric projects lie outside 
recommended wilderness. 

Nonwilderness amenity values, such as scenic quality, fish and wildlife 
habitat management, scientific research, and dispersed recreation would be 
maintained at high levels on all nonwilderness lands: the wilderness 
attributes on those lands would also be expected to remain at high levels. 

Watershed improvement projects could be accomplished using vehicle access and 
motorized equipment. Cultural resources would be protected to a moderate 
degree while opportunites for research and interpretation were retained. 

Commodity production and off-road vehicle travel would be restricted under 
these prescriptions. There would be no open ORV areas: all vehicle travel 
would be restricted to existing routes. Mining roads in nonwilderness areas 
would be closed to public use. Grazing would continue at current low levels 
of intensity: although vehicles could be used for range management, the 
amount of vegetation treatment and structural improvement would be small. 

Confinement o r  containment would be the appropriate fire suppression 
strategies applied under most conditions. 

Wild horses would not represent a conflict. 



Designation: Wilderness (revised bmdary) /mi ldemess  
Prescription #: 2, 3, 5, 7, 17, 18 
Alternative(s): OUR 
E f f e c t s  on the Area: This canbinaticol of prescrip'kions would have virtually 
the same effects as those of the wi1dernesdmwild.s ccmbination - - _- - _ ~ ~ _  
discussed above. The difference is that the 30 @rcent of the area managed 
under Prescriptions 18 would be available for m i n i r i g  roads open to public use 
and for open ORV areas. On those lands, natural appearance and natural 
integrity m l d  be expected to decline as access and vehicle use increased. 
Mining opportunities would be enhanced as access thmugkut the area 
inpruved. 

Designation: N0nWildemes.s 
Prescription #: 5, 7, 17, 18 
Alternative(s): RPA 
Effects on the Area: "wilderness management could have negative lag-term 
effects on the w i l d e r n e s s  attributes of the area. Those effects would be 
greatest in the parts of the area w i t h  the lawest level of wildemess 
quality, i.e., lands belaw 9,ooO to 10,ooO feet elevation. On tbose laver 
slopes, vehicle use and other signs of human influence would continue and, 
probably, increase. Mineral exploration and developrent could have major 
impacts i f  the ecOnanic situation made currently unewncmic deposits valuable 
emugh for extraction. The higher elevations muld be subject to f e w e r  
impacts, primarily because vehicle access would be difficult-to-inpssible 
and because of the lower level of estimated mineral potential associated w i t h  
the geolqy of tbose areas. 

Existing and potential research activities could take place w i t h  " a 1  
restriction, but the natural features subject to scientific study could be 
damaged by increased impacts. That part of the Ancient Bristlecone Pine 
Forest w i t h i n  the area would receive the level of protection and type of use 
it currently receives. 

Vehicle-based reqreation would be confined to existing roads and trails, and 
m new public roads could be constructed under Prescriptions 5, 7, or 17. 
Open ORV areas could, however, be established, new roads could be 
constmcted, and m i n i n g  roads could be le f t  open for public use on lands 
managed under Prescription 18. h-imitive recreation would be wnfined to the 
higher elevations inaccessible by vehicle. 

The scenic values of the rmuntain range would be mst subject to impacts 
where Prescription 18 w a s  applied; the major potential for visual impacts 
would be associated with mining. 

Cultural resources i n  the area, Iw>wn to be regionally significant, would 
receive M e r a t e  protection. Archaeological research would be less costly 
and limited than under wildemess designation. 

Options to manipulate wildlife or fish habitat would be retained. Bighorn 
sheep habitat would be managed for population viability, but would mt be 
miphized. Proposed projects involvhg the expansion of Paiute cutthroat 
trout (a  threatened species) range could be implemented. The presence and 
use of the area by wild horses would not represent a conflict. 

(All w i l d f i r e s  would be Controlled under the OUR alternative.) 
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Livestcck grazing would increase where there w a s  an opportunitY to do so. 
Vegetation trea-t and structural improvements would increase. Management 
of the range resource would be acccmplished using traditional means, 
including unrestricted vehicle access. 

Watershed restoratiun projects could be implemented with fu l l  use of 
motorized equipwnt and vehicle access. Small hydroelectric developent 
opp>rtunities would be retained. 

Wt of the area would remain open to new mining claims, subject only to 
applicable mining laws and regulatims. The existing minexal withdrawal 
would mt inue  to apply, and the "m&d RNAs would be withdrawn frcm 
mineral entry: those withdrawals would, kwever, affect only five percent of 
the area. Mining opportunities would be enhance3 on lands managed under 
Prescription 18, as access throughout the area would be increased. Wer the 
other prescriptims, only mining mads would be constructed, and they would 
be closed to public use. While the extent of the mineral reserve is 
undetermined , the opportunities for m i n i r g  could be significant in sene parts 
of the area. 

The numerous special uses ( p e r  line, helicopter tes t  site, mining access 
roads and sites, and a patented mining claim) could continue. 

Sensitive plants, wildlife, fish, and mque geologic features would have 
moderate to high levels of protection based on the Forest-wide standards and 
guidelines and the direction contained in prescriptions 5, 7, and 17. 

Mirhg, wildlife and fish, grazing, research, and mtorized recreation 
constitute the direct e " i c  dependencies associated w i t h  the area. Those 
activities and associated developnent opportunities would be retained. 
Long-term ecoM3rm 'c benefits related to wildemess recreation and the social 
benefits of wildemess designation would be foregone. 

Cnnfinement or " n t  would be the appropriate f i r e  suppression 
strategies applied under most conditions. 

No other foreseeable environmental changes or resource trade-offs requiring 
mitigation would result. 
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Table C-22 
Average A n n d  Outputs for Decades 1 and 5 

White Fknmtains (5058 A&B) 

ResolD2x?or 

Recarmended Wildemess -- 
(M acres) 

Mnwilderness -- 
(M acres) 

Activity Decade 

Total Develop3 1 
Recreation (M RVDs) 5 

Dispersed Recreation 1 
( RVDs ) 5 

Wildemess Recreation 1 
( m s )  5 

Total Wildlife and 
1 
5 

Grazing (AUMS) 1 
5 

Suitable Timber Land 1 
(acres ) 5 

Timber Volume 
(W) 1 

5 

1 
5 

~ r o s s  Benefits(@) 1 

costs (a) 1 

Net Benefits (a) 1 

5 

5 

5 

Alternatives 
P R J ? a l R F P A C E E  A M N A M B A M C  

120.6 53.2 0 251.9 251.9 53.2 251.9 

131.3 198.7 251.9 0 0 198.7 0 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

1000 1000 7000 0 0 1000 0 
1500 1500 10500 0 0 1500 0 

8200 8200 0 16000 16000 8200 16000 
12710 12710 0 24800 24800 12710 24800 

2000 2000 2000 2000 2000 2000 2000 
3000 3000 3000 3000 3000 3000 3000 

725 725 725 680 680 725 680 
900 900 900 680 680 900 680 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

233 233 302 279 279 233 279 
334 334 402 427 427 334 427 

462 462 257 572 572 462 572 
174 174 142 294 294 174 294 

-229 -229 45 293 293 -229 -293 
160 160 260 133 133 160 133 
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BLANC0 MOUNTAIN (#5059) Acres: 16,348 (100) 

A. DESCFUPTION 

The Blanc0 Pkuntain area lies i n  Mono and Inyo Counties, on the White 
I%untain R a n g e r  District. Constructed d i r t  roads lead to and parallel the 
boundary; jeep trails and foot trails pnetrate the area. 

The boundary is defined by the Craoked Creek road on the north, the Wyman 
Canyon road on the south, the Dead Horse Meadow road on the east, and the 
Sage Hen Flat road on the west. 

The area lies in the White Mountains, m the Deep Springs Valley and 
Northeast and Southeast white " n t a i n s  watersheds. It is rectangular, 7 
miles lang by 4 miles wide. Elevations range from 8,200 feet to 11,278 feet 
a t  B l m  Mount-. 

Terrain is mst ly  rugged, w i t h  m e  gently sloping plateau. canycols are 
deeply incised. There are 5 miles of perennial stream, of which 2 miles 
contain t rout ,  and many intermittent streams, but no lakes. Wst of the rock 
is metasedimentary, w i t h  some granite outcrops. 

Primary vegetation types are big sagebrush and pine-juniper woodland. 
Smaller munts of mountain mahogany and subalpine fir forest are also 
present. Other botanical attractions include the ancient bristlecone pine 
bees.  

Scenic variety in  the area fa l l s  into class A, 56 percent; class B, 44 
percent. The surroundings are similar in  appearance to the area itself; 
views fmm high points include the Sierra Nevada in  the distance t o  the west, 
and rows of desert mountains to  the east. 

Current uses include grazing and recreation. 

B. CAPABILITY 

The natural ecological integrity of the area has been influenced to a very 
low degree; its natural appearance to a moderate degree. Impacts include a 
telephone line w i t h  associated service roads, a few fences, scattered 
grazing, vegetation mampulation, and unimproved roads. 

Gpporhmities for solitude are moderate. The area is small, and screening is 
low to  moderate. S u r r o u n d i n g  roads, Camp Bristlecone, and powerlines are 
somewhat intrusive. 

Gpprtunities for primitive recreation are low. 
rare opprhmities for challenge. 

There is some diversity, but  

Special features include a sensitive plant species, Trifolium dedeckerae. 

The original inventory boundary would not be manageable as wilderness. None 
of the lmpacts listed above would be separable by boundary adjustments, as 
they are scattered and penetrate to the interior of the area. 
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C. AVAILABILITY 

The B l a n w  lulountain area represents some trade-offs between wildemess 
designation and other resources and activities. W i l d e r n e s s  manag-t would 
exclude vehicle-based big game hunting, wildlife habitat or range 
inpmvmmts involving vegetation manipulation, and watershed restoration 
us- earth-mirg equipnent. 

The major recreational use of the area is big game huntixq, which represents 
600 WFUDs; other dispersed motorized recreation mounts to 400 RVDs. 

Appmximtely 930 acres are suitable forwildlife habitat manipulation. 

Water f m  the area is used lccally for dawsb 'c needs, livestock, and 
agriculture in  Deep Springs V a l l e y .  

Major watershed restoration projects  have teen proposed for meadows on the 
cave 
Fork and South Fork of croaked Creek. Propose3 methods, including the use of 
bulldozers, would not be ccmpatible w i t h  wilderness managmt. 

Cattle grazing armmts to 135 AUMS a year; maximum potential is estimated a t  
150 A W .  

The Ancient B r i s t l e c o n e  Pine Forest, a botanical special interest area, 
encanpasses about one-third of the roadless area. 

The area is incapable of prcducing " e r c i a l  timber. 

Of the lands in this area, 9 percent are rated high i n  mineral potential; 67 
percent are medium, and 24 percent are low. There are 49 active mcning 
claims i n  the area, of which m e  is currently producing. Lead, silver, and 
gold depsi ts  are sparse and scattered. A mineral en- withdrawal affects 
4,900 acres. 

The included private land (100 acres) is undevelopea. 

Existing improvemnts are valued a t  $23,ooO. 

D. NEED 

There appears to be l i t t le wilderness-type recreation use i n  the Basin and 
Range physiographic province. "he B l a n c o  i%untain area is typical of the 
P- . This area is near the Birch creek and White Mxntains further 
plannirg areas. 

Public involvement for the RARE I1 study indicates strong support for 
wildemess in  the White and Inyo kbuntains on the part of national, state, 
and local environmental organizations. This area w a s  mt singled out for 
specific treatment. 

E. -CDNS- 

Table C-23 indicates which management prescriptions were applied to (a l l  or 
part) of the area under each alternative. The narratives f o l l m i q  the table 
discuss the effects of each prescription on the area in  terms of present 
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uses, wilderness attributes, and “wilderness developnent opp0rt;Unities. 
~esource and activity outputs for the area under each alternative are 
displayed i n  Table C-24. 

Table C-23 
Manawt  Prescriptim Allocaticms 

by Alte?mative (M Acres and Percent of Area) 

Alternatives 

Blanc0 Mmmtain (5059) 

MaMgemen t Prescxiptim PRF ( X I R R P A C E E A M N A M B A M :  
2. Pro- Wildmess 16.3 

100%. 
7. Ancient Bristlecane 7.3 7.3 7.3 7.3 7.3 7.3 (7.3) 

45% 45% 45% 45% 45% 45% 
17. Semi-PrimitiVe R E  9.0 9.0 9.0 

55% 55% 55% 
18. Multiple Resource Area 9.0 9.0 9.0 

55% 55% 55% 

*Acres  w i t h  dual designation (proposed wilderness and RNA, Scauc Area, etc. ) 
are displayed in the acreage total for prescription 2 and indicated in  
parentheses under the other applicable prescription. 

Designation: Wilderness 
Prescription #: 2 
Alternative( s) : AMC 
Effects on the Area: Wilderness designation m l d  maintain, or even enhance, 
the present wilderness attributes of the area, as motorized m c l e  use and 
various hpuvemmts would be eliminated. As the qualiw of the wildemess 
experience offered m l d  be relatively low, recreation use  would also remain 
low. Management of the area as w i l d e r n e s s  would be difficult, considering 
the existing non-wnfomrhg uses and opportunity for illegal ORV use. The 
Ancient Bristlecane Pine Forest would receive “rm protection under 
wilderness designation, but public use of the area would be more restricted 
than at  p-t. On-site inteqxetation of the area would not be 
appropriate. 

The na’aral appearance of the area would improve, as 4-wheel drive trails and 
other visual impacts warld be eliminated to restore to a natural condition. 

Gppxhmities to manipulate wildlife habitat would be foregone. 

Cattle grazing would continue essentiallyrun&anged, except that motorized 
vehicles could not be used to monitor cattle, mr muld structural 
inprov-ts be allmed. Maintenance of existug range mpmments would be 
mre difficult and costly. Opportunities to increase grazirg outputs would 
be foregone. 

Watershed restoration projects propsed for the area would be more costly 
witbout the option of using motorized equipnent. 
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The part of the area not yet withdrawn fran mineral entry would be withdrawn 
u p  designation as wilderness, resulting in a loss of mineral oppcrhmity. 
No new mining claims could be located, and activities on existing valid 
claims could be restricted. 

T h m  would be a negligible econanic effect. Mining and grazing activities 
would continue, but under more costly restrictions. The change in recreation 
use fran mtorized to nomtorized would not contribute a noticeable econaRic 
change. However, a sccial cost would be the loss of more motorized 
recreation in the future. A social benefit of a formal wildemess 
designation would result. There would be no costs associated with 
constructing trails or trailheads, as there are not opportunities for those 
facilities. Administrative costs would be high due to the difficulty of 
managing the boundary. 

Confinement or containment would be the appropriate fire suppression 
strategies applied under mst conditions. 

No other foreseeable envi-tal charges or resoucce trade-offs requiring 
mitigation would result. 

Designation: Nonwildemess 
Prescription #: 7, 17 
Alternative(s): PRF, AMN, AMB 
Effects on the Area: Wilderness attributes of the area would be essentially 
maintained. The Ancient Bristlecone Pine Forest would be manaaed in 
near-mama1 condition, while management of the remainder of the area m l d  
limit vehicle access and public road cons.truction. Four-wheel drive 
recreation would be wnfined to existing roads and trails. 

Recreation use would not be affected; the lcw level of historical use would 
continue. btorized vehicle access would be similar to the existing access 
situation. 

opportunities would exist to implement wildlife habitat imprwement 
projects. Csazing use and managenent would not change as opportunities to 
increase Outputs are limited. Watershed improvement projects could be 
acccmplished efficiently with motorized equipllent. 

The area outside the existing mineral withdrawal would remain open for new 
mineral claims. Mjning claims would be affected only by applicable m i n i n g  
restrictims. New mining roads would be closed to public use. 

The present socioeconanic situation would be maintained. The few grazing, 
wildlife, recreation, and mining benefits would be maintained with 
opportunities for some further developnent. A social cost would be the loss 
of potential wilderness designation. 

Confinement or containment would be the appropriate fire suppression 
strategies applied under m t  conditions. 

No other foreseeable environmental charges or resource trade-offs w i n g  
mitigation would result. 
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Designation: "dlderness 
prescription #: 7 and 18 
Alternative(s): CUR, RPA, GEE 
Effects on the Area: For the Ancient Bristlecone Pine Forest, the 
consequences of applying this prescription would be the same as the previous 
I-rmwildemess occnbination, as the special management direction for that area 
would prevail. However, the remainder of the area would be managed to allow 
motor vehicles to travel anywhere, pr0vidi.q opportunities for challenge and 
freedm of nwvement. The wilderness attributes of natural appearance, 
integrity, and solitude could be significantly lost through the enhancement 
of ORV, grazing, wildlife, and mining opportunities. 

Pbtorized recreation use would increase as the area became more accessible. 
V i s u a l  impads would result f m  resource management activi-hes, O W  use, and 

Vegetation treatments for wildlife habitat and livestock grazing would 
probably ocur. 

Watershed restoration projects could be accanplished efficiently using 
motorized equiptwit. 

-OE, ' 
increased. 

F " i c  benefits would OCCUT fran increased motorized recreation, hunting, 
grazing, and min ing  opr tuni t ies .  FCOXXN 'c costs would be those necessary 
to hplement resource and use opportunities. A social consequence would be 
the loss of potential wilderness designation. 

confinement or containment wxld be the appropriate fire suppression 
strategies applied under mt conditions. ( A l l  wildfires would be controlled 
under the OUR alternative. ) 

No ather foreseeable environmental changes or resource trade-offs requiring 
mitigation would result. 

mining. 

' t ies would be enhanced as access throughout the area would be 
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Table C-24 
Av~=~age Annual Outplts fca: Decades 1 and 5 

Blanc0 Ehmtain (5059) 

Resmlrceac Alternatives 
Activity Decade P R F ( x I R R P A C E E  A M N A M B A M :  
Reccmnended Wildemess -- 0 0 0 16.3 
(M acres) 

Ncolwildemess -- 16.3 16.3 16.3 16.3 16.3 16.3 0 
(M acres) 

Total Darelapea 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Recreatian (M PJJDs) 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Dispefied Recreatim 1 200 300 300 300 200 200 0 
(RVDS) 5 300 450 450 450 300 300 0 

Wilderness Recreation 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 150 
( RVDs ) 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 233 

Total Wildlife and 

(WFUDS) 5 450 600 600 600 450 450 150 
Fish User Days 1 300 400 400 400 300 300 100 

( A m )  1 140 140 140 140 140 140 135 
5 150 150 150 150 150 150 135 

Suitable Timber Land 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
(acres) 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

(-1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

T i n k e  Volume 

1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Gross Benefits(M$) 1 19 25 25 25 19 19 9 
5 29 38 38 38 29 29 io 

1 9 11 11 11 9 9 5 
5 16 19 19 19 16 16 4 

Net Benefits (M$) 1 10 14 14 14 10 10 4 
5 13 19 19 19 13 13 6 



BDKX CReX (#5060) Acres: 32,705 (600) 

A. DESCF3ITJ.m 

The B i r c h  (seek area l i es  in Inyo county on the White Mountain Ranger 
D i s t r i c t .  Cmstzucted d i r t  roads lead to and parallel the boundary; 

mads penetrate the area. 

The bmdary is defined by the &man Canyon mad on the north, the Forest 
bollndary on the south and east, and the White "ntain Road and same i f  its 
side roads on the west. 

The area lies in the White Mounta ins  in  the Deep Springs Valley, North Owens: 
River, and Southeast White Mountains watersheds. It is roughly triangular, 
9 miles long by 2 to 9 miles wide;  two road mmidors deeply intzude the 
area. 

T e r r a i n  is rugged and slopes steep, w i t h  same rolling, high plateau. The 
steep canyons channel intennittent streams; there are 2 miles of perennial 
stream, but m fisheries, and no lakes. Rock IS mst ly  metasedimentary, 
w i t h  granite outcrops. 

The primary vegetation type is pine-juniper woodland, w i t h  smaller amounts of 
big sagebrush, sa l tbush-grease ,  muntain makgany, and subalpine fir 
forest. Another botanical attraction is the Mathuseleh Wee, a bristlecone 
pine that is the world's oldest k" living thq. 

Scenic variety in the area fa l l s  into class A, 23 percent; class B, 77 
percent. The s u c m ~ s  are similar m appearance to the area i tself .  
V i e w s  fran high points include the desert ranges to the east and the Sierra 
Nevada far  to the west. 

Current uses include cattle grazing and recreation. 

B. CAPABILITY 

The natural ecological integrity and natural appearance of the area have been 
influenced to a very low degree. There are many small mining prospects w i t h  
localized -acts, scattered grazing, a trail, and a few Unimpraved roads. 

Opportunities for solitude are moclerate. Size and screening are moderate, 
and there are no vlsual intrusions. 

Opportunities for primitive recreation are low, as there is little diversity 
or challenge. 

Special features include the research m dendrochronology and species ecology 
asscciated w i t h  the Schulman Grove of bristlecone pmes. 

The original inventoq boundary muld not be manageable as wildemess; the 
impacts are widely scattered and could not be separated by b o u i i q  
adjustments. 

One parcel of roadless BIN land, encanpassing 851 acres, adjoins the area. 

Adjoining lands are administered by the BIN. 
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C. AVZCCIJBILITY 

The B i r c h  creelc area represents f e w  trade-offs between w i l d e m e s s  designation 
and other ~ e s ( ~ c e s  and activities. Wilderness management wwld exclude 
vehicle access for big game hunters and prospectors, preclude vegetation 
manipulation to benefit wildlife or range, and restrict mineral exploration 
and developnent. 

Big game hunt iq  amounts to 200 WFUDs of recreation use a year; dispersed 
motorized recreation, 100 RVDs. 

Appraximately 70 acres are suitable for wildlife habitat manipulation. 

Water in the area is used locally for livestock. 

Cattle grazing represents 115 A W ;  "I potential is estimated a t  160 
A W .  

The Ancient Bristlecane Pine Forest, a botanical Special interest area, 
includes about one-fifth of the area. 

The area is incapable of prcducing carmercial timber. 

O f  the lands in this area, 44 percent are rated high i n  m i n e r a l  potential: 39 
percent are msdium, and 17 percent are low. There are 245 active "J 
claims: i n  the area, of w h i c h  none is currently prcducing. SubeconcMLc 
d e p i t s  of silver, lead, zinc, and gold are inferred to contain 31,000 
tcols. There is moderate to high potential that more w i l l  be found. 
Withdrawal f m  mineral entry affects 5,900 acres. 

(Xlltural reSOurce values include signs of prehistoric occupancy and historic 
mining. 

The 600 acres of included private and county land is undeveloped. 

D. NEED 

There appears to be l i t t l e  wilderness-type recreation use i n  the B a s i n  and 
Range physiwaphic prwince. The B i r c h  Creek area is typical of the 
provine. This area is near the B l a n c o  Wnmtain and Black Canyon further 

n C i s t i n g i " e n  ts are valued a t  $3,000. 

Planlling areas. 

Public involvement for the RARE I1 stuciy indicate that wildemess proponents 
s k o q l y  favor wildemess designation for a l l  of the White and Irryo 
Mountains. The Birch Creek area has not been singled out for special 
treatment. 

Local people in general prefer mnwildemess managemat for "ining 
roadless areas. 

E. -CONS- 

Table 0 2 5  indicates which management prescriptions were applied to (a l l  or 
part) of the area under each alternative. The narratives following the table 

Local Paiute Indians collect pine nuts i n  the area. 
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discuss the effects of each prescription on the area in t e m  of present 
uses, wild-ss attributes, and mildemess developnent opprtuxuties. 
~esource and activity outputs for the area under each alternative are 
display& in Table C-26. 

Table C-25 
Managanent Prescxiption Allocations 

by Alternative (M Acxes and Percent of Area) 
Birch Creek (5060) 

Alternatives 
MaIlagmsn t presnipticm PRF O U R R P A C E E A M N A M B A M C  
2. proposed Wilderness 32.7 

100% 
7. Ancient Bristlecone 9.1 9.1 9.1 9.1 9.1 9.1 (9.1) 

Pine Forest* 28% 28% 28% 28% 28% 28% 
17. Semi-Primitive Rec 23.6 23.6 23.6 

72% 72% 72% 
18. Multiple Resource Area 23.6 23.6 23.6 

72% 72% 72% 

*Acres with dual designation (proposed wilderness ana RNA, Scenic Area, etc.) 
are displayed in the acreage total for Prescription 2 and indicated in 
parentheses under the other applicable prescription. 

Designation: Wilderness 
Prescription #: 2 
Alternative(s): AMC 
Effects on the Area: Wilderness designation would maintain or enhance the 
wilderness attributes of the area, as mtorized vehicle use would be 
pruhibited. As the quality of the wilderness experience offered would be low 
use would also be low. Managanent of the area as wildemess would be 
difficult due to the various mn-wnfonnbg uses. The Ancient Bristlecone 
Pine Forest would receive "rm protection under wildemess designation, 
but public use of the area would be more restricted than at present. On-site 
interpretation of the area would not be appropriate. 

The natmal appearance of the area would iniprove as 4-wheel drive trails and 
many other visual impacts would be eliminated or restored to a natural 
condition. 

Wildlife habitat would not be manipulated: however, little opportunity for 
this activity is found in the area. 

Grazing would not be affected, except that moni tor ing of livestock and 
stzuctmal or vegetative hprovemnts would be mre restricted. 
Opprhmities to increase grazing outputs would be foregone. 

The area not already withdrawn frcm mineral entry would be withdrawn upon 
designation as wilderness, resulting in a loss of mineral opportunity. No 
new mining claims could be located, and activities on m i n i c g  claims with 
existirig valid claims could be restricted. 
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Socioeccarmic effects would be few. M i n i q  and grazirg activities would 
ccsltinue, but under m x e  m t l y  restrictions. Recreation use, changirg fran 
mtorized to rraynotorized &d not prcduce a noticeable ecorrmic effect. 
trrxtJever, a social cost would be the loss of rrrrrtOrized recreation 
cpprturdties. A 
trailhead and approximately eight miles of new trail m l d  be a cost of 
3nplemntatim. 

confinement or contaiment would be the appropriate f i re  suppression 
stcategies applied under mt conditions. 

No other foreseeable envirorrmental changes or resource trade-offs requiring 
mitigation would result. 

A social benefit would be a formal wildt??mess designation. 

Designation: Rmwilderness 
Prescsiption #: 7 and 17 
Alternative(s): PRF, AMN, AMB 
E f f e c t s  on the Area: The 
Ancient B r i s t l e c o n e  Pine Forest would he " a g e d  i n  its near-natural 
condition w i t h  adequate protection. The re"d ' er of the area would be 
inanaged to l i m i t  vehicle access and public road construction. Recreation use 
would continue a t  the present low level. Motorized recreation would be 
reskicted to existing roads and trails. Natural appearance would be 
expected to change little from the present. 

Wilderness values would be essentially maintained. 

The options of making w i l d l i f e  or r q e  habitat improvements m l d  be 
maintained: however the opprtunities are limited. only marginal outputs 
m l d  be received f r u n  these investnmts. Grazing and hunting would increase 
slightly. 

The entire area outside the existing mineral withdrawal would remain 
available for new mineral claims. Mining activities would be affected only 
by applicable mining restrictions. New mining roads would be closed to 
public use. 

The current ecoMmic situation would be maintained. A scc-1 cost would be 
the loss of potential wildexness designation. 

confinement or containment would be the appropriate f i re  suppression 
strategies applied under most conditions. 

No other foreseeable environmental changes or resource trade-off rqyiJ3.q 
mitigation m l d  result. 

Designation: Nonwildemess 
PrescriDtion #: 7 and 18 - 
Alternative(s): CUR, CEE, RPA 
Effec t s  on the Area: For the Ancient Bristlecone Pine Forest, the 
C C a s ~ ~ ~ s  of applying this prescription muld be the same as for the 
nonwilderness canbination described above, as the established special 
management direction for that area would prevail. The repnainder of the 
roadless area would be managed to a l l o w  mtor vehicle use w i t h  " a 1  
restrictions, providing opportunities for challenge and freedan of "ent.  
The wilderness attributes of natural appearance, integrity, and solitude 
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would be lost for mch of the area if O W  use and mining activities increased 
in response to this lack of restriction. bbtorized recreaticm use would 
increase if the area became mre accessible. 

Sane wildlife and grazirg enhancement -&.mities a d  exist, but only 
mjrnr benefits could be realized. 

Ecananic benefits would occur fran mtorized recreation, hunting, grazing, 
and “J. Econanic costs would be associated with inpltmmting resource 
inprwtmmts. The loss of potential wilderness designation would be a social 
cost. 

ccolfinement or containment wuld be the appropriate fire suppression 
strategies applied under mst conditions. (All wildfires would be controlled 
under the UJR alternative.) 

No other foreseeable -tal changes or remwxe trade-offs rquiring 
mitigation muld result. 
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Table C-26 
Average A"al Outputs for Decades 1 and 5 

Birch Creek (5060) 

Resaurcear Alt€ZEktiVeS 
Activity Decade P R F a J R R P A c E E  A M N A M B A M C  
Recamwaded Wilderness -- 0 0 0 0 0 0 32.7 
(M acres) 

NQI-lWilderneSS -- 32.7 32.7 32.7 32.7 32.7 32.7 0 
(M acres) 

Total Develop4 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Recreation (M RVDS) 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Dispersed Recreation 1 600 600 600 600 400 400 0 
( RVDS ) 5 900 900 900 900 600 600 0 

(RVDs) 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 200 

Total Wildlife and 
Fish User Days 1 800 800 800 800 600 600 150 
( m s )  5 1200 1200 1200 1250 900 900 200 

(-1 1 120 120 120 120 120 120 115 
5 145 145 145 145 145 145 115 

Suitable Timber Land 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
( acres ) 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

(-) 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Wilderness Recreation 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 150 

Timber Volume 

1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Gross Benefits(Ms) 1 50 50 50 50 38 3% 13 
5 76 76 76 76 58 58 19 

1 22 22 22 22 18 18 26 
5 38 38 3% 38 32 32 9 

Net Benefits (I$) 1 
5 

28 28 28 28 20 20 -13 
36 36 36 36 26 26 10 
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BLA(x ell" (#5061) Acres: 34,804 

A. DESCIUPI'ION 

Tl-e Black Canyon area l ies  in Inyo County on the Wte  Mountain Ranger 
D i s t r i c t .  State Route 168 (Westgard Pass),  the Bristlecone Road, and Several 
d i r t  roads lead to and parallel the boundary; m e  unimproved roads penetrate 
the area. 

The boundary is defined by the Forest boundary on the west, the White 
Mountain Road and associated side roads on the east, Highway 168 on the 
south, and Silver Canyon Road on the north. Most of the adjoining land is 
acaninistered by the BIN; m e  parcels are privately owned. 

The area lies on w e s t  slope of the White Pbuntains i n  the North Owens River 
and Southeast White Mountains watersheds. It f o m  a rectangle w i t h  
inlzuding mad corridors, measuring 11.5 miles long by 6 miles wide .  
Elevations range fm 4,200 to 10,454 feet. 

T e r r a i n  is mst ly  steep, w i t h  m e  rolling high plateau. There are springs 
and internuttent streams; 2 miles of p e r d a l  stream, but no fisheries; and 
no lakes. Rock is metasedimentary w i t h  granite outcrops. 

primary vegetation types are pine-juniper woodland and big sagebrush. 
Saltbush-greasewood and shadscale scrub are also present i n  smaller amounts. 

Scenic variety m the area falls  into class A, 34 percent; class B, 66 
percent. Tl-e west face of the White Mountains is a scenic landmark f m  
Bishop, Big Pine, and Highway 395. The m u n d i n g s  are also scenic; the 
open plateau couniry of the Wte Mountain crest lies to  the east; the 
dramatic Owens Valley w i t h  its Sierra Nevada backdrop are seen to the west. 

Current uses include recreation and d c u t t i n g .  

B. CAeABILITY 

The natural ecological integrity and natural appearance of the area have been 
influenced to a very low degree. The unimproved road w h i c h  leads up Black 
Canyon to Schulman Grove is the only impact. 

Gpprkn i t ies  for solitude are d e r a t e .  The area is fair ly  large, and 
affords a d e r a t e  amount of screening. Visual intrusions frau the Owens 
Valley and noise fran ORV use in Poleta Canyon are only s i w f i c a n t  a t  lower 
elevations. 

opportunities for primitive recreation are low, as there is l i t t le diversity 
or challenge. 

A sensitive plant species, Dedeckera eurekensis, gnxys on the area's westem 
boundary. 

The original inventory boundary would only be manageable as wildemess i f  the 
Black Canyon Road could be closed. That road bisects the area, and is 
therefore not separable by a boundary adjustment. 
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'phree parcels of roadless BLN land, encanpassirag 6,518 acres, adjoin the 
area. 

C. A-TY 

The Black CanyOXl area IT3melltS tW0 llBjOr tradeQffS be- d1-S 
designation and other activities. If the Black Canyon road were closed, the 
associated 4-Wfieel drive recreation would be last, and under wilderness 
designation the area would be withdram fran mjneral en-. 

Big gam htiq accounts for 600 WFtps of use a year: other motorized 
recreation anmmts to 400 m. 
lmq gliders traveling to their take-off point. 

The lower elevatims fall into Tule elk range. 

Appmxhately 60 acres are suitable for wildlife habitat manipulation. 

The area is incapable of prcduciq wmnercial timber, but there is some 
public w c o d  gathering at the higher elevations. 

Of the lands i n  this area, 20 percent are rated high in mineral potential: 68 
percent are medium, and 12 percent are low. There are 15 active "J 
claims in the area, of which mne are currently prcduciq. Mineral resources 
include gold, silver, lead, zinc, and tuqsten. Eight mines have produced 
ore. lbm other praperties have 40,000 tons of identified subeconaru 'c gold 
and silver deposits. Five additional Properties have gold, silver, and lead 

The canyml has been used in reoent years by 

potential. 

mining and vicdcutting. 
cul tural  resource values include prehistoric features and signs of historic 

D. NEED 

There appears to be little wilderness-type recreation use i n  the Basin and 
Range physiographic prwince. The Black Canyon area is typical of the 
prwince. This area is near the White Mountains, Blanco Mountain, and ~irch 

Public involvement for the RARE I1 study indicated strong supprt on the part 
of wilderness prupments for wilderness i n  the White and Inyo Mountains; that 
interest w a s  not focused on this area in particular. 

Local people favor nonwildemess. 
nut gathering. 

E. ~ O I i S E Q W N C J S  

Table C-27 indicates w h i c h  managenat prescriptions were applied to (a l l  or 
part) of the area under each alternative. The narratives following the table 
discuss the effects of each prescription on the area in terms of present 
uses, wildemess attributes, and nonwildemess developnent opp3rtunities. 

creek further Planrling areas. 

Local Paiute Indians use the area for pine 
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R e s o u r c e  and activity outputs for the area under each alternative are 
displayed in Table C-28. 

Table C-27 
M a n a w t  Prexxipticn Allocaticms 

by Alternative (M Acres a d  Percent of Area) 
Black Canycn (5061) 

Alternatives 
M a l M w  t Prescription PFlF ( I I R R P A C E X A M N A M B A M C  
2. l?coposed Wildemess 34.8 

100% 
17. Semi-F'rimitive Rec 34.8 34.8 34.8 

100% 100% 100% 
18. Wtiple R e s o u r c e  Area 34.8 34.8 34.8 

100% 100% 100% 

Designation: Wilderness 
Prescription #: 2 
Altemative(s): AMC 
Effects on the area: Wildmess desiqnation vnxlld sliqhtly enhance 
wilderness attributes of the area, as v&cle access over th;? B l a c k  Canyon 
Road would be e1i"ted. The type of recreation m l d  change f m  mtorized 
to "mtorized, with an overall decline in the intensity of use. other 
mechanized activities, such as hang glidirg and all-terrain bicycl-, muld 
also be pmhibited. 

Fuel& gathering would be eliminated. Pme-nut gather- would pose a 
source of potential conflict with wilderness a&mistration. 

The area would be withdrawn f m  mineral entry upon designation as 
wilderness, resulting in a loss of mineral oppzhmity. No new mining claims 
could be located, and activities on mining claims with existing valid claims 
could be restricted. 

The only existing or potential ecoMmic depndencies on the area are 
motorized recreation and mining, which would be lost or restricted under 
wildmess. The greatest social benefit would be a formal wilderness 
designation. Administrative costs would increase slightly. There would be a 
cost associated with constructing trailheads to facilitate use of the area. 

confinemen t or containment would be the appropriate fire suppression 
strategies applied under most conditions. 

No other foreseeable enviromtal changes or resource trade-offs requiring 
mitigation would result. 
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Designation: "ilderness 
Prescription #: 17 
Alternative(s): PRF, AMN, AMB 
E f f e c t s  on the Area: The 
area would be managed to l i m i t  vehicle access and public road o " c t i o n .  
The present motorized recreation would continue a t  a l o w  level. V e h i c l e s  
would be limited to existing mads and trails. 

Natural appearance would be maintained, w i t h  the exception of a f e w  isolated 
road, ORV, and mining impacts; the visual quality of the area as seen fran 
U.S. Highway 395 ( a  State designated s d c  highway) would be maintained a t  a 
mderately high level. 

The option to al low fuelwood and pine-nut gathering would not change. 

The area would remain available for new mineral claims. Mining activities 
would be affected only by applicable mining restricticns. New m i n i n g  mads 
would be closed to the public. 

There would be no direct econaRic effect. 
would wntinue without change. 
potential w i l d e n x s s  designation and the loss of an open ORV area. 

Confinement or containment would be the appropriate fire suppression 
strategies applied under mst conditions. 

No other foreseeable environmental changes or major resource trade-offs 
W h g  mitigation m l d  result. 

Wildezness values would be essentially maintained. 

The limited recreation and minirg 
Mal losses m l d  result fm the loss of 

Designation: "wilderness 
Prescription#: 18 
Alternative(s): CUR, RPA, CEE 
E f f e c t s  on the Area: Wilderness values would decline, and eventually be lost 
as the area would be "sed to al low mtor vehicle use to travel essentiallv .. 
unacoltrolled, providing &rhmities for challenge and f m  of "ent. 
PZbrized recreation use would increase as the area became roaded and more 
accessible. Natural appear- would be affected by increased, unccoltrolled 
mtorized recreation. 

The option to a l low fuelwood and pine-nut gathering would not change. 

"he area would remain available for new mineral claims. Mining opp3rtunities 
would be enhanced as access throughout. the area inproved. 

Eccaa3mic consequences would be few. Increased minirig and recreation 
-ties would create minor benefits. The greatest social cost would be 
the losses of potential wildemess designation and a natural envimment. 

confinement or containment muld be the appropriate f i re  suppression 
strategies applied under most wnditions. ( A l l  wildfires would be m t m l l e d  
under the ClJFi altmtive. ) 

No other foreseeable environmental changes or major trade-offs requiring 
mitigation would result. 
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Table C-28 
Average Arm& Outputs for Decades 1 and 5 

Black Canyon (5061) 

Resource or Alternatives 
Activity Decade P R F a u R R p A C X E  A M N A M B A M C  
Recarmended Wildemess -- 0 0 0 34.8 
(M acres) 

Nonwildemess -- 34.8 34.8 34.8 34.8 34.8 34.8 0 
(M acres) 

Total Developxi 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Recreation (M RVDs) 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

D i s p e r s e d  Recreation 1 400 600 600 600 400 400 0 
( RvDs 1 5 600 900 900 900 600 600 0 

Wildemess Recreation 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 150 
(RVDS) 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 200 

Total Wildlife and 
Fish User Days 1 600 800 800 800 600 600 150 

5 900 1200 1200 1200 900 900 200 

Grazing (AUMs) 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Suitable Timber Land 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
( acres 1 i" 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Timber Volume 

1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Gross Benefits(Ms) 1 38 50 50 50 38 38 9 
5 58 76 76 76 58 58 14 

(Ms) 1 18 22 22 22 18 18 15 
5 32 38 38 38 32 32 5 

Net Benefits (I$) 1 20 28 28 28 20 20 -6 
5 26 36 36 36 26 26 9 
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A"s hs" (#5063) Acres: 13.619 

A. D-CN 

The Andr0ws mxntain area lies in Inyo oounty 081 the Mt. whitney Ranger 
D i s t r i c t .  A "nber of roads and vehicle tracks penetrate the 
area. 

The bundaq  is defined by a loop jeep road that leads from the Wauwb rcad 
to Papaxe Flat and Squaw Flat and returns. 

dianmd-shaped, 8 miles lcolg by 4 miles wide. 
The area lies in the Inyo muntahs in* the Owens River watershed. It is 

E1evaticx-1~ range f m  7,000 to 
9,460 feat. 

intmnittent streams pruvide the only water. Rock is metasedunen . tarywith 
granite outcsops. 

The prm vegetatiun type in the area is pine-juniper woodland. 

Scenic variety in the area falls  into class B, 97 percent; class C, 3 
percent. The su"&q ' s are similar in appearance to the area i tself .  The 
Sierra Nevada on the west and desert ranges to the east can be seen in the 
far distanc0 from the highest points. scenery is Similar to 
s m  within the area. 

Terrain is mostly rolling, With Sane f la ts  and Steep Slopes. A feW 

The 

Current uses include -ation, wood gathering, and pmsp&hg. 

B. C2PABILITY 

The natural ecological integrity of the area has been Mluenced to a low 
degree; its natural appearance to a very low degree. There are several 
cat-canstruded mining roads, which though limited in  area are visible for 2 
to 3 miles. Minirig claims and diggings are also visible, W g h  they are 
scattered and their *act localized. Many scattered u n i n i p d  roads: are 
also apparent. 

-ties for solitude are low. 
to moderate; however there are ro intrusions. 

Gpporhmities for prhit ive recreation are also low. 
or challeqe. 

The original inventory boundary muld not be manageable as w i l d e r n e s s .  Minor 
adjushwnts could exclude the constructed roads mtioned above; the 
r e m a h h g  impacts are scattered thmugbut the area. 

The area is snall, and screening is low 

There is no d i m i t y  

C. AVAILABILITY 

The Andrews Mountain area represents trade-offs between wilderness 
designation and vehicle-based recreation, wood gathering, and mining. 
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Existing recreation use includes dispersed mtorized recreation (100 RVDs), 
rram>torized recreatim (100 WFUDs), and big game hunting (100 RVDs). 

The area is incapable of prw3~1cj.g armwcial timber. The public gathers 
pirqm-jmipr fuelwood in the area. 

Of the lands in M s  area, 69 percent are rated high h minera l  potential: 31 
percent are rated low. There are 3 active m i n i n g  claims in  the area, of 
which IlDne are currently p m c i n g .  

Cu l tu ra l  resowxe values include prehisbrie features and historic mFning 
sites. 

D. NEED 

There is apparently little wildeznffis-type recreation use in the Basin and 
Range physiographic pravince. The AndraJs Mountain area is typical of the 
provine. 

Public irnrOlvement for the RARE I1 study indicates that State and National 
e”menta l  organizations favored the designation of wildemess in the 
White and Inyo P4x”a.i.m. The Andrew Mountain area w a s  not sirgled out for 
special treatmnt. 

Lccal people favor mwildemess options. 

E. -mBXJEXlB 

Table C-29 indicates which management prescriptions w e r e  applied to ( a l l  or 
part) of the area under each alternative. The narratives follwirg the table 
discuss the effects of each prescription on the area in tenns of present 
uses, w i l d e r n e s s  attributes, and ncolwildemess developcent opprhmities. 
R e s o u r c e  and activity Outputs for the area under each alternative are 
displayed in Table C-30. 

This area is near the Paiute further planning area. 

Table C-29 
MaMgement prescription Allocations 

by At-tive (M Anes and Percent of Area) 
Andrews Mnmtain (5063) 

Alternatives 
Managenen t Prescription P R F C U l i F P A C E E A M N A M B A W  
2. F“sed Wildemess 13.6 13.6 - 

100% 100% 
17. Semi-primitive Rec 13.6 

100% 
18. M u l t i D l e  Resource Area 13.6 13.6 13.6 13.6 - 

100% 100% 100% 100% 
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- 
wi1deme.k experience offerred would 6e low, use would al& remain low. 
Management of the area as wilderness muld be difficult, as the terrain does 
not provide a natural barrier to vehicle entry. The natural appearance of 
the area would gradually improve, as 4-wheel drive trails would be allowed to 
restore, and prospcting for new mineral claims would be prohibited. 

Fuelwood gathering would be prohibited. 

The area would be withfirawn fran mineral entry u p n  designation as 
wilderness, resulting in a loss of mineral opportunity. No new mining claims 
could be located, and activities on mining claims with existing valid claims 
could be restricted. 

There are only minor potential econanic depndencies on the area: they are 
associated w i t h  motorized recreation and mining. A social benefit would be a 
formal wilderness designation of an ecological type underrepresented in 
wilderness on the Forest. AdhnMstrative costs would increase. 
Appmximtely six miles of trial would be coI1stLucted. 

Confhawnt or containment would be the appropriate fire suppression 
strategies applied under mst conditions. 

No other foreseeable enviromental changes or resource trade-offs requiring 
mitigation would result. 

Designation: Nanwildemess 
prescription( s )  : 17 
Alternative(s): AMB 
Effects on the Area: Wildemess attributes would be maintained, as motorized 
use would be confined to existing mutes and would not be expected to 
increase. Gnly a major mining operation could noticeably affect natural 
appearance and integri* and opp0r;Unities for solitude and primitive 
recreation. 

Fuelwood gathering would continue to be allowed. 

The area would be open to new mining claims: activities would be 
subject only to applicable mining laws. Any new mhi rg  roads would be closed 
to public use. 

There are only minor potential econanic depndencies associated with 
.motorized recreation and mining in the area; they would be retained at 
b t  or increased levels. A social cost would be the lack of formal 
wilderness designation. 

Confinement or containment would be the appropriate fire suppression 
strategies applied under most conditions. 
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No other foreseeable envi romta l  changes or resource trade-offs requiring 
mitigation would result. 

Wignation: Nonwildemess 
prescription #: 18 
Alt-tive(s): PRF, a, RPA, (3EE 
Effects on the Area: Wilderness values would be lost  over time as the area 
would be managed to allow mtor vehicle use to travel essentially 
unccoltrol~ed, p;oViding opportunities for challange and freedan of "ent.  
bbtorized recreation use would increase as the area became roaded and mre 
easily accessible. 

Natural appearance would be affected by increased motorized recreation 
travelling uncontrolled. 

The option to allow fuel- and pine-nut gathering would not change. 

The area would remain open to new m i n i r g  claims. 
be enhanced as access throughout the area increased. 

EcoM3Ric consquences would be few. Increased mining and recreation 
opportunities and activites would contribute minor benefits. The greatest 
smial  cost would be the loss of potential wilderness designation in an 
underrepresented ecolccial type. 

Confinement or containment would be the appropriate f i r e  suppression 
strategies applied under most conditions. ( A l l  w i l d f i r e s  would be controlled 
under the alternative. ) 

No other foreseeable environmental changes or resource trade-offs requiring 
mitigation would result. 

Mining opportunities would 
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Table C-30 
Average Annual Outputs for Decades 1 and 5 

Andrews kxIrltain (5063) 

ResanXstn? AlternativeS 
A c t i v i t y  Decade P R F C U R R E ' A  C E E A U N A M B A M C  
Recamnended Wilderness -- 0 0 0 0 13.6 0 13.6 

Suitable Timber Land 
(acres) 

Timber Volume 
(-) 

Net Benefits (a) 

-- 13.6 

1 0 
5 0 

1 200 
5 300 

1 0 
5 0 

1 150 
5 225 

1 0 
5 0 

1 0 
5 0 

1 0 
5 0 

1 0 
5 0 

1 12 
5 19 

1 6 
5 10 

1 6 
5 9 

13.6 

0 
0 

200 
300 

0 
0 

150 
225 

0 
0 

0 
0 

0 
0 

0 
0 

12 
19 

6 
10 

6 
9 

13.6 

0 
0 

200 
300 

0 
0 

150 
225 

0 
0 

0 
0 

0 
0 

0 
0 

12 
19 

6 
10 

6 
9 

13.6 

0 
0 

200 
300 

0 
0 

150 
225 

0 
0 

0 
0 

0 
0 

0 
0 

12 
19 

6 
10 

6 
9 

0 13.6 0 

0 0 0 
0 0 0 

0 100 0 
0 150 0 

100 0 100 
150 0 150 

150 100 100 
225 150 150 

0 0 0 
0 0 0 

0 0 0 
0 0 0 

0 0 0 
0 0 0 

0 0 0 
0 0 0 

12 10 7 
19 15 11 

6 5 22 
10 a 6 

6 5 -15 
9 7 5 
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P A "  (#5064 A W )  Acres: 130,563 

A. DESCRIFTICN 

The Paiute area lies in Inyo County on the Mt. Whitney R a n g e r  D i s t r i c t .  It 
is accessible fran the Waucoba and Saline Valley mads, which parallel the 
bundary; and frun the Papxse-Scpaw Flat, H a r k l e s s  Flat, and Mazourka canycol 
jeep ma& which intrude the area. Many additional unimproved mads and 
trails penetrate the interior. 

Subparts A and B were assigned by the RARE 11-study; the boundary between the 
two w a s  a mrth-south line that roughly bisected the area. The subparts have 
been reaggregated for purposes of this analysis; where only part of the area 
is recormended for wilderness, the revised kxnmdaq w a s  drawn to improve 
manageability and reduce wnflicts and does not coincide w i t h  the internal 
subpart boundary fran RARE 11. 

The boundary of the entire are is defined by the Wauwba and Saline Valley 
roads an the north, and the Forest lmmckuy on the east, w e s t ,  and south. 
The road corridxs mentioned above intrude the area. ACj0inir-g lands are 
administered by the B W  or the C i t y  of Los Angeles. 

The area encanpasses a large part of the Inyo Mountaim, in the North and 
South c" River, Southeast white Mountains, and Saline Valley watersheds. 
Its irregular shape is due primarily to the abundance of road corridor 
intrusions. The perimeter is mughly rectangular, 11 m i l e s  w i d e  and 24 miles 
long. 

T e r r a i n  oarrprises a steep-sided ridge w i t h  high, rolling sunnit  plateaus and 
f l a t  benches. Intermittent streams follow steep, narrow canyons down both 
sides of the crest; there are 3 miles of perennial stream, but m fisheries. 
S w a l  major springs murish pockets of riparian vegetaticm. 

The geology of the area is mtemrthy. Mazaurka Canyon i tself  represents a 
deeply-eroded layer of shale between two masses of granite, resulting in  the 
deepest canyon in the range. Several impressive, -thly-ercded granite 
monoliths stand out on the ridgetop. The exposed rock on the east slope of 
Waucoba and Squaw Mountains includes a distinctive marble outcrop and rock 
representing a variety of metasedhentary formations and geologic perirxls. 

Primary vegetation types are pine-juniper wmdland, big sagebrush, and 
shadscale scrub. Seep Hole and Side Hill Springs support mque plant 
associations. Spring desert wildflower displays in Mazourka and Rose canyons 
are especially attractive. 

Scenic variety in the area fal ls  into class A, 32 percent; class B, 64 
percent; class C, 4 percent. The west slop of the Inyo Wuntains is banded 
w i t h  colorful rock layers. This slope is a s m c  landnark from Highway 395, 
State-designated a scenic highway i n  the C" Valley. The surrounding area 
is also quite scenic. There are excellent views of the Owens Valley and 
Sierra crest to the west, and of Saline Valley to the east. 

Elevations range frun 3,800 feet to 11,123 feet a t  Waucoba Ivlountain. 
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Other atbactians include Nelsan bighorn sheep and wild horses and burms. 

Chrnmt uses include recreation, grazing, woodcutting and mining. 

B. Cl4PAEIILJ.W 

The natural emlcgical integrity of the area has been influenced to a high 
degree: its natural appearance to a very high degree. The major impacts, 
Wch affect 50 to 75 percent of the area, are numerous mining sites 
involving considerable disturbance and many miles of road and 
vehicle tracks. Additional signs of disturbance are scattered cabins, signs 
of wwdcutting, tm me-acre reservoirs, fences, foot trails, grazing, water 
pollution and tranpling a t  springs used by cattle and wild horses and burros, 
and wildlife guzzlers. There are also two unauthorized mining occupancies in  
the area. 

Opprhmi t ies  for solitude are high. The area is quite large, and adjoins 
additional roadless land administered by the BIN. Scxeenmg ’ is poor, and 
there are s ~ n e  intzusions fran t raff ic  on intruding roads. 

Opprbmties for primitive recreation are low, in spite of the size of the 
area. Access is difficult---= are few trails, and terrain is steep. 
There is little diversity, and only a l i t t l e  challenge. 

Special features include research being wnducted on the Inyo herd of Nelson 
bighom sheep, and three sensitive plant species (Scleraactus plyancistrus, 
Cryptantha rcosiorum, and Caulostramina jaegeri). The latter two species 
grow a t  Sidehill and Seepble Springs. 

The area wwld not be manageable as wilderness witbut major b o w  
adjusbents. Due to the number of minpruved roads, vehicle access would be 
very difficult to wntrol. If the area were reduced in size to a p p ” t e l y  
55,000 acres in the southeast m e r ,  the boundary would be manageable, the 
key wildemess values would be retained, trade-offs with other resources and 
uses would be minimized, and major mining sites and roads would be excluded. 
The revised area would rate very high in  natural integrity and natural 
appearance. 

Five parcels o€ roadless BLM land, emupassing 34,427 acres, adjoin the 
area. Of these, tm are wilderness study areas currently favored by the BLN 
for wilderness, which adjoin the National Forest lands on the southeast. 

C. AVAILMjILITY 

The Paiute area represents trade-offs between wilderness designation and 
vehicular recreation, wccdcutting, and vegetation manipulation to benefit 
wildlife. 

Chrrent recreation use includes dispersed “mtorized recreation (600 RVDs), 
dispersed motorized recreatim (500 RVDs), big game hunting (500 WFUDs), 
anall game hunting (200 WFUDs), and wildlife obsemation (200 WFUDs). 

r4?proximately 4,460 acres are suitable for wildlife habitat manipulation. 

Mining developnent could also conflict w i t h  wilderness values. 
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Water fran the area is used kcally for mining, irrigation, livestock, 
wildlife, and donestic needs. 

The proposed whippoorwill Flat research natural area on the east side of 
Squaw and Wauooba Mountains would preserve undisturbed stands of pinyon pine 
and limber pine. 

Grazing a"ts to 120 AUMs with no potential for increased outputs: 
inqrovemnts are valued at $8,000. 

The area is incapable of mercial timber proaUction. Some public 
woodcutting takes place in pinyon pine areas. 

Of the lands in this area, 34 percent are rated high in mineral potential: 15 
percent are medium, and 51 percent are low. There are 39 active mining 
claims in the area, of which none are currently prOaUcirg. Eleven mines have 
prcduced ore. Metals known or suspected to cccur in the area are gold, 
silver, tungsten, and scheelite. Ncovnetal minerals of possible value are 
marble, graphite, and talc. 

(xlltural resource values include prehistoric features and many historic 
mining sites. The Paiute Mxummt (also called Winnedumah) is a granite 
monolith on the divide. Variom Paiute legends have developd around this 
feature. 

D. NEED 

There is little apparent wilderness-type recreation use in the Basin and 
Range physicgraphic province. The Paiute area is typical of the province, 
except for a few destination points at perennial springs, and scenic views in 
every direction. This area is near the Andrews Mountain further p1armi.q 
area. 

Public involvement for the RARE I1 study indicated strong National and State 
interest in wilderness designation for the majority of the white and Inyo 
Mountains. 

There is, nevertheless, interest in sone form of protection and/or 
reoognition for unique features within the area. Local Paiute Indians value 
the winnedumah "ent. Geologists value the close association of varied 
rock strata. The local chapter of the California Native Plant Society would 
like to see the proposed research natural area established, and sane form of 
protection given to vegetation at Side Hill and Seep Hole Springs. Wildlife 
enthusiasts favor protection of the Nelson bigl" sheep. 

E. ~ C o N s I Q U E N C S  

Local people favored nonwilderness options. 

Table C-31 indicates which managanent prescriptions were applied to (all or 
part) of the area under each alternative. The narratives following the table 
discuss the effects of each prescription on the area in terms of present 
uses, wildemess attributes, and mnwildemess developent opportunities. 
R e s o u r c e  and activity outputs for the area undex each alternative are 
displayed in Table C-32. 
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Table C-31 
Management Prescription Allocations 

by Alternative (M Acres and Percent of Area) 
Paiute (5064 Am) 

Alternatives 
Management Prescription PRF CUR RPA CEE A!4N AMI3 AMC 
2. Proposed Wilderness 47.5 54.4 130.6 130.6 130.6 

37% 41% 100% 100% 100% 
5. Research Natural Area 3.3 3.3 3.3 3.3 (3.3) (3.3) (3.3) 

3% 3% 3% 3% 

60% 56% 97% 97% 
18. Multiple Resource Area 79.8 73.3 127.2 127.2 

Designation: Wilderness 
Prescription #: 2 
Alternative(s): AMN, AM6 and AMC 
Effects on the Area: Wilderness designation would maintain wilderness 
attributes within areas of existing high levels of natural ecological - 
integrity and appearance. In areas containing low natural integrity and 
appearance, wilderness attributes would be somewhat enhanced, as motorized 
vehicle use would be eliminated. For much of the area, opportunities for 
finding solitude would be high. However, the overall quality of the 
primitive experience would remain low, due to the degree of past human 
influence and perceived desirability of the wilderness environment. 
Primitive recreation use in the area would, nevertheless, increase somewhat 
upon wilderness designation. Established motorized recreation would be 
eliminated. 

Management of the area as wilderness would be difficult and costly, as the 
terrain does not restrict vehicle access at many locations. Since the area 
is quite isolated and difficult to manage, monitoring of use would be a 
problem. Mining under existing valid claims would also significantly 
complicate management. 

Options to directly enhance wildlife habitat would be foregone: however, 
bighorn sheep habitat would receive considerable protection. Management of 
wild horses and burros would be more complicated and costly. Since these 
animals are nonnative species, they would constitute a wilderness management 
conflict. 

The area would be withdrawn from mineral entry upon designation as 
wilderness, resulting in a loss of mineral opportunity. No new mining claims 
could be located, and activities on mining claims with existing valid claims 
could be restricted. 

Unique geological features and sensitive vegetation would receive maximum 
protection from human influences. Wilderness designation would provide full 
protection for the proposed research natural area (RNA);  however, the 
purposes and uses of wilderness and the RNA would not be completely 
compatible. Management conflicts could develop. 
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Socioeconomic consequences include lost opportunities for motorized 
recreation, hunting, woodcutting, and mining. The greatest social benefit 
would be a formal wilderness designation in an ecological type not yet 
represented in wilderness on the Forest. Costs of implementation would 
include construction of approximately 21 miles of trail and 5 trailheads. 
Administrative costs would increase dramatically. 

Confinement o r  containment would be the appropriate fire suppression 
strategies applied under most conditions. 

No other foreseeable environmental changes -or resource tradeoffs requiring 
mitigation would result. 

Designation: Wilderness(revised boundary)/nonwilderness 
Prescription #: 2, 5, 18 
Alternative(s): PRF, CUR 
Effects on the Area: The area recommended for wilderness under this 
combination of prescriptions would rate much higher in wilderness values, be 
more manageable as wilderness, and would conflict less with other existing 
and potential uses than would be the case if the entire area were managed as 
wilderness. For these reasons, a wilderness recommendation with the revised 
boundary proposed here would be more likely to be designated by Congress than 
the entire areas would be. The fact that the size of the revised area is 
considerably smaller than the entire area is offset by the fact that the 
revised area adjoins two large BLM wilderness study area currently favored by 
the BLM for wilderness. 

Under this combination, wilderness designation and RNA management would 
maintain wilderness attributes within areas with existing high levels of 
natural ecological integrity and appearance. Areas containing low natural 
integrity and appearance would be open for vehicle access, and the existing 
low quality of wilderness attributes would continue to deteriorate over time. 

For much of the area, both inside and outside of wilderness, opportunities 
for solitude would be high. The overall quality of the primitive experience 
would be low, even in wilderness, due primarily to lack of water. Primitive 
recreation use in the wilderness part would nevertheless increase upon 
wilderness designation. There is no existing motorized recreation in that 
area. 

Management of the wilderness part would not be difficult o r  costly, as the 
terrain presents natural barriers to vehicle access along most parts of the 
boundary. Since the area is quite isolated, monitoring of use would be a 
problem. 

The recommended wilderness and RNA areas would be withdrawn from mineral 
entry upon designation, resulting in a loss of mineral opportunity. No new 
mining claims could be located, and activities on mining claims with existing 
valid claims could be restricted. This effect would be moderated by the fact 
that the wilderness part of the area rates lower in mineral potential (5% 
high, 39% medium, and 56% low) than the entire area (34% high, 15% medium. 
and 51% low). 



The effects of wilderness designation, i n  combination with RNA management, on 
other resources and a c t i v i t i e s  would be similar for  the wilderness and RNA 
par ts  of the area t o  those discussed above for  the e n t i r e  area under 
Prescription 2. The following discussion w i l l  address only the e f fec ts  of 
Prescription 18 on the remaining area. 

Par ts  of the area seen from Highway 395 would be nonwilderness, allowing for  
greater po ten t ia l  v i s u a l  impacts as  seen from a major scenic highway. 
Assigned VQOs fo r  t h a t  area would, however, represent a f a i r l y  high leve l  of 
protection. 

Options t o  enhance w i l d l i f e  habi ta t  would be maintained. Bighorn sheep 
habi ta t  would receive l i t t l e  protection. Wild horses and burros would 
represent no conf l i c t s  wi th  management objectives. 

Unique geological and ecological  features are concentrated i n  the wilderness 
par t  of the area, and would, therefore, be protected from human influences. 

Most facil i t ies would be retained, as they are concentrated i n  the 
nonwilderness p a r t  of t h e  area. 

Exercise of lawful r i g h t s  for road access t o  private land would const i tute  no 
confl ic t ,  as the  p r iva t e  land is i n  the nonwilderness par t .  

A s  the proposed research natural  area would l i e  outside of wilderness, there 
would be no poten t ia l  c o n f l i c t s  between the management of wilderness and the 
RNA. 

Socioeconomic benef i t s  include opportunities for  continued and increased 
motorized recreat ion,  grazing, hunting, woodcutting, and mining. The 
greatest  soc i a l  l o s s  would be a loss of potential  wilderness designation for  
considerable acreage i n  an ecological type not yet represented i n  wilderness 
on the Forest. 

Confinement o r  containment would be t h e  appropriate fire suppression 
strategies applied under most conditions. ( A l l  wildfires would be controlled 
under the CUR a l t e rna t ive . )  

No other foreseeable environmental changes or resource tradeoffs requiring 
mitigation would resu l t .  

Designation: Nonwilderness 
Prescription #: 5, 18 
Alternat ives(s) :  WA. CEE 
Effects on the Area: The e f fec t s  of t h i s  combination of prescriptions would 
be similar t o  those described above under the combination of Prescriptions 2, 
5, and 18 except t h a t  wilderness a t t r ibu tes  would be expected t o  deter iorate  
over t he  e n t i r e  area (outs ide  3,300 acres i n  the RNA) i n  t h i s  scenario. 

Bighorn sheep would be managed for population v iab i l i ty ,  but would receive no 
overall  protection. Outstanding ecological and geological features would be 
increasingly vulnerable to  damage or destruction as vehicle use increased i n  
the area. 
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Mining opportunities would be enhanced as access throughout the area would be 
increased. 

Vehicle-based recreation opportunities and m i n i n g  with minimal restrictions 
would be social benefits under t h i s  “bination. 

mnfineinmt or containment muld be the appmpriate fire suppression 
strategies applied under most  conditions. 
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Table C-32 
Average Anmadl Outplts for Decades 1 and 5 

Paiute (5064 Am) 

Rescwxear Alternatives 
Activity Decacae PRF (XIR RPA CEE AMN AMB AM: 
Recarmended  Wilderness -- 54.4 54.4 0 0 130.6 130.6 130.6 
(M acres) 

~ l d e r n e s s  -- 76.2 76.2 130.6 130.6 0 0 0 
(M acres) 

mtal Developea 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
R e C r e a t i a n  (M RVDS) 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

D i s p e r s e d  R e c r e a t i o n  1 1000 loo0 1300 1300 0 0 0 
(RVDs) 5 1500 1500 1950 1950 0 0 0 

W i l d e r n e s s  Recreation 1 600 600 0 0 1800 1800 1800 
( RmS ) 5 900 900 0 0 2000 2000 2000 

Total W i l d l i f e  and 
Fish User Days 1 500 500 1000 1000 400 400 400 
(WFUDS) 5 750 750 1500 1500 600 600 600 

Grazing ( A W )  1 120 120 120 120 120 120 120 
5 120 120 120 120 120 120 120 

Suitable Timber Land 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
(acres) 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

(-) 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Timber Volume 

1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Gross Benefits(Ms) 1 78 78 80 80 50 50 50 
5 117 117 120 120 65 65 65 

Costs (Ms) 1 
5 

520 520 183 183 638 638 638 
70 70 47 47 47 42 42 

Net Benefits (6) 1 -442 -442 -103 -103 -588 -588 -588 
5 47 47 73 73 23 23 23 
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SUGARLaAF (#52%) Acres: 10,720 (120) 

A. DISCRIPTION 

The Sugar Loaf area lies in Mineral and Esneralda Counties, Nevada; on the 
Wate mtain R a n g e r  District. “kq roads lead f m  Highway 6, 2-3 miles 
to the area boundary. Many Uninpmed roads and some stock driveways lead 
into the area. 

The boundary is defined by the Forest boundary and m i n i n g  roads on the north, 
the meen Caqm-Trail  C a n p  jeep road and the B & B Mine-hail Canyon road 
on the south, and the Forest boundary on the east and w e s t .  M x t  adjoinjng 
lands are a&ninistered by the BIN; the remainder are privately awned. 

The area lies a t  the north end of the White Mountains in the North Owens 
River and Northeast White E.lountains watersheds. It is roughly rectangular, 5 
m i l e s  long by 4.5 miles wide. Elevations range fran 6,480 feet to 10,248 
feet a t  Ho~-~eshoe Rock. 

Terrain  is a steep and dissected escarpnent w i t h  gentler plateau on top. 
There are many i n t d t t e n t  streams: one mile of premia1  stream, but no 
fisheries; and no lakes. Rock is primarily mtasedimentary, w i t h  granitic 
intrusions. 

The primary vegetation type is pine-junipr -and. Bitterbrush and 
mxlntain mahagany are also present in -ate a”ts. 

Scenic variety in the area fal ls  into class A, 21 percent; class B, 79 
percent. The surrounding area is also fairly scenic. Views  include the 
desert valleys and muntains to the west, north, and east, and the high 
riageS and peaks of the White Mountains a t  short range to the south. 

The current uses are grazing and 

B. WABILITY 

The natural ecological integrity of the area has been influenced to a 
d e r a t e  degree, its natural appearance to a high degree. A p e r l i n e  passes 
through the area, there are scattered mineral impacts, and many unimproved 
roads crisscross the area. 

Opprhmities for solitude are d e r a t e .  The area is snall, and there are 
some intrusions, but screening is d e r a t e .  

Opportunities for primitive recreation are low. There is little &versity 
and challenges are rare. 

The original inventory boundary muld  be unmanageable as wildemess. 
are not separable, and vehicle access on unimpmed roads is fairly easy. 

C. AVAILABILITY 

The Sugar Loaf area represents a few trade-offs between wilderness 
designation and other uses. Wildemess managanent would preclude increaslng 

exploration. 

Impacts 
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grazing ox inpmviq wildlife habitat by vegetation manipulation, and would 
restrict minera l  exploration and developnent. 

bbtorized recreation amounts to 200 RVDs per year: big game hunting anrxuntS 
to 200 m s .  

Water in the area is used locally for irrigation, mining, livestmk, and 
danestic needs. 

Cattle grazing munts to 50 A W ;  maximum potential is estimated a t  60 A W .  

The area is incapable of proaUcing COmnercial timber. 

Of the lands in this area, 2 percent are rated high in mineral potential; 20 
percent are medium, and 78 percent are low. I%re than 600 claims have been 
filed for the area since 1862; 255 of these were fi led between 1980-1982: 
there are 110 prcducjng mines. There is one mine on a patented claim and one 

The principal metallic minerals i n  the area are silver, 
gold, and mercury. There are snaller amxlllts of lead, zinc, and copper. 
A l u r i t e ,  a possible source of aluminun, is widespread in the southeast part 
of the area. Geologic formations indicate the likelihood of additicml 
resources. 

Cultural resource values include prehistoric features and ramants of gold 
and silver mining in the 1870‘s. 

The included private land (120 acres) is undevelaped. 

D. NEED 

There appears to be l i t t l e  wilderness-type recreation use in the B a s i n  and 
R a n g e  physiographic pmince. The Sugar Loaf area is typical of the 
province. 

Public involvement for the RARE I1 s k d y  indicated support fran national and 
state environmental organizations for wilderness in the White and Inyo 
Mountains. 

Local residents and p-brs strcxgly favor mwildemess in order that 
mining and other existing uses can continue w i t h  “m restrictions. 

E. -CXSEUJENCB 

Table C-33 indicates which management prescriptions were applied to ( a l l  or 
par t )  of the area under each alternative. The narratives following the table 
discuss the effects of each prescription on the area in t- of present 
uses, wilderness attributes, and mnwildemess dwelopnent opporhmities. 
Resource and activity outputs for the area under each altemative are 
displayed i n  Table C-34. 

permit. 

This area is near the White Mmntains further plannirg area. 
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Table C-33 
M a n a m t  Prescription Allocatians 

by Alternative (M Acres and Percent of Area) 
Sugar Loaf (5296) 

Alternatives 
MallagmEIl t Prescription P R F ( X I R R P A ( 3 E E A M " A t C  
2. F'romsed Wildemess 10.7 - 

100% 
17. Semi-primitive Rec 10.7 10.7 

100% 100% 
18. Multiple Resource Area 10.7 10.7 10.7 10.7 

100% 100%. 100% 100% 

Designation: Wildemess 
Prescription #: 2 
Alternative( s )  : AMC 
Effects on the Area: Wildemess values would be maintained, or possibly 
imroved. Activities capable of affect- wilderness values (exceut valid 
&sting "J claims) Auld be prohibited. 
inventoried, would be difficult and Costly. 

The anaxlnt of wildemess recreation would be low due to the mall size of the 
area, the lack of water or challenges and active mining mfluences. The area 
would be used primarily to access the north end of wildemess in the White 
Mountains area. Natural appearance would be improved with the exclusion of 
rmtor vehicles and elimination of 4-wheel drive trails. 

Cattle grazing would continue essentially unchanged, except that motorized 
vehicles could not be used to "itor cattle, nor would stzuctural 
improvenents or vegetation manipulation be allowed. 

The area would be withdrawn fm mineral entry upon designation as 
wildemess, resulting in a loss of mineral opportunity. No new rrrrmng claims 
could be lmated, and activities on mining claims with existing valid claims 
could be restricted. 

There would be a negative ec"i.c effect on the area. m n h g  and grazing 
activities would continue, but under costly restrictions. Wtorized 
recreation would be eliminated. Benefits of increase wildemess recreation 
would be minor. Hcwever, there would be a social benefit of a formal 
wildemess designation of an ecological type underrepresented in wildemess 
on the Forest. 

confinement or containment would be the appropriate fire suppression 
strategies applied under most conditions. 

No other foreseeable environmental changes or resoruce trade-offs rquirirg 
mitigation would result. 

Achrustraticm of the -area, as 
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Designation: "wilderness 
prescription #: 17 
Alternative(s): AMN, AMB 
Ef fec t s  on the Area: Wilderness attributes muld likely be reduced fran the 
existing situation due to the potential for further mineral exploration and 
dwelopnent. ouler activities capable of eroding wilderness values would be 
4-wheel drive vehicle access and range ~ ~ t s .  

mtor vehicle use muld be limited to existing mads and trails; use would 
resemble the &sting situation but not be allowed to increase uncontrolled. 
Illegal vehicle use would, however, be difficult to control. H m t i n g  and 
4-wheel driving would not be affected. Natural appearance would be expected 
to gradually degrade over parts of the area w i t h  the continuation of min ing  
and vehicle access. 

The option of increasing livestock grazing would be retained. 

Mir!ing i n  the area would not be affected, mr would oppcrtunities for future 
exploratim and developrent change. Only applicable mining restrictions 
would affect mineral activites. 

The present socio-ecancmic situation would be maintained. Grazing and mining 
activites would continue w i t h  oppcrhmities for scme futher developnent. 

Confinanent or containment would be the appropriate fire suppression 
strategies applied under rmst conditions. 

No 0th- foreseeable environmental changes or resource trade-offs requiring 
mitigation would result. 

Designation: Nonwilderness 
Prescription #: 18 
Altemative(s): PRF, WR, RPA, G 3  
Effects on the Area: The effects of Prescription 18 on th is  area wauld not 
be verv different fm the effects of 17. discussed atnve. The maior - 
differences would be that new vehicle mutes would be allowed to develGp, 
open O W  areas could be established, and m i n i n g  mads could be l e f t  open to 
public use. The increased vehicle use that would result from this lower 
level of restriction would ease access and inprove opportunities for 
nonwilderness recreation and resource management activities, but would have a 
corresponding negative effect on wilderness attributes. 

Confinement or containment would be the appropriate fire suppression 
strategies applied under most conditions. ( A l l  wildfires would be controlled 
under the OUR alternative.) 

Mining opportunities muld be enhanced as access throughout the area would be 
increased. 
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Table C-34 
Average Annual Outputs for Deczdes 1 atad 5 

S q a r  Loaf (52%) 

Resourcear Alternatives 
Activity Decads P R F C U R R P A  C E E A M N A M B A M C  
Recarmended Wilderness -- 0 0 0 0 0 0 10.7 
(M acres) 

~ l d e I n e s S  -- 10.7 10.7- 10.7 10.7 10.7 10.7 0 

Total Developd 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Recreatim (M RVDs) 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

D i s p e r s e d  Recreation 1 250 250 250 250 200 200 0 
( RVDs ) 5 425 425 425 425 300 300 0 

(M acres) 

Wilderness Recreation 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 150 
(RVDs) 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 225 

Total Wildlife and 
Fish User Days 1 250 250 250 250 200 200 100 
( m s )  5 425 425 425 425 300 300 150 

Grazirg (AUT&) 1 
5 

51 51 51 51 51 51 50 
57 57 57 57 57 57 50 

Suitable Timber Land 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
(acres) 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Timber VOlUme 
(-) 

1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Gross Benefits(@) 1 
5 

9 9 9 9 8 8 6 
13 13 13 13 12 12 9 

costs (M5) 1 8 8 8 8 8 8 7 
5 8 8 8 8 8 8 5 

0 -1 Net Benefits (@) 1 1 1 1 1 0 
5 5 5 5 5 4 4 4 
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MCELSIOR (#5989-Nevada part d Y )  Acres: 8,039 (35) 

A. DESCRIPTION 

The Excelsior area lies i n  Minwal C h m t y ,  Nevada. It is adhninistered by the 
b b m  Lake Ranger D i s t r i c t .  Many mhproved roads lead into the area f m  +3e 
direction of U.S. Highway 6. 

T h e  boundary is defined on the north and east by the Forest boundary, and on 
the southeast by the Nevada state line. Adjoining lands are administered by 
the BIH or by the Toiyabe National Forest. 

The area lies on the south end of the Excelsior Hmntains, in  the Hun- (3reek 
watershed. The area forms an irregular triangle, mughly five miles on each 
side. 

T e a i n  is d e r a t e l y  rugged. There are sone seeps and springs, but ~3 
fisheries and no lakes. 

Vegetation types are pine-juniper woodtand and big sagebrush. 

Scenic variety i n  the area fal ls  into class B, 36 percent: and class C, 64 
percent. The imnediate surroundings are similar in appearance to the area 
itself. The Excelsior and White Mountains can be seen to the northeast and 
south f m  high points w i t h i n  the area. 

Amther attraction is the Pizona herd of wild horses, which ranges over the 
area. Current uses include recreation and grazirg. 

B. CAPABILITY 

The natural ecological integrity and natural appearance of the area have been 
influenced to a law deyree. Unimproved roads in  the area receive continuing 
use and would be very difficult  to close. Other signs of hman activity 
include fences, other range i m p m v e m n t s ,  and grazing animals. 

Opportunities for solitude are high. The area is @te large when considered 
i n  canbination w i t h  adjoining roadless lands on the Toiyabe National Forest. 
S c r e e n k g  and visual intrusions are moderate. 

opportunities for primitive recreation are law, due primarily to the size of 
the area i n  canbination w i t h  Toiyabe National Forest lands. Diversity and 
challenge are low, and there is no available water. 

Special features include abundant cultural resource sites. 

The area boundary would be difficult to manage as wildemess due to the ease 
and history of vehicle access and the distance €ran Forest Service 
ackinistxative centers. 

C. AvAaABILITY 

The Excelsior area represents s a w  trade-offs between wilderness designation 
and other resources and activities. Wilderness management mu ld  exclude 
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vehicle-based recreation, which is currently the primary use of the area. It 
would also preclude the increase of grazing or improvement of wildlife habitat 
by vegetation manipulation. Althaugh wilderness designation would protect 
cultural resoucces from vehicle-based artifact hunters, it muld also restrict 
access €or legitimate research. 

Dispersed motorized recreation accounts for approximately 200 R W s  of use 1 ~ 1  
the area; big game hunting a"ts to 200 WFUDs. The majority of visitors to 
the area cam fm the local Benton ccmmurdty. 

Approximately 3,800 acres w1thu-1 the area are suitable for wildlife habitat 
manipulation: Truman Mea&& is key mule deer winter range. 

Watershed i n i p ~ t  projects have been proposed for Truman Meadows and 
McBride Springs. Vehicle access m l d  be needed for the projects to be cost 
effective. 

There is currently no cattle grazing in the area, as wild horses have priori3 
for forage. The area is, however, suitable for grazing and could be managed 
with that emphasis if priorities charged. The Pizona herd of wild horses 
ranges through the area. 

The area is incapable of prcducing camercial quality timber. 

There are many prehistoric cultural sites, includirg Indian pine-nut gathering 
and wintering areas. 

Of the lands in this area, all are rated low in mineral potential. There are 
no active m i n i r g  claims in the  area. 

There is one parcel of undeveloped private land (35 acres). 

D. NEED 

There appears to be little wilderness-type recreation use in the Basin and 
Range physiographic province. The Excelsior area is typical of, though perhaps 
more scenic than average for the province. This area adjoins the Excelsior 
madless area on the Toiyabe National Forest. 

The area is an 8 - m  drive frcm Los Angeles, and 8.5 hours from Sar i  Francisco. 

The area described here (in canbination with 45,938 additional acres 1 ~ 1  
California) was recarmended for wilderness by the RARE I1 Final EIS and by all 
California wilderness legislation drafted between 1979 and 1983. In 1983, thls 
area (along with most madless lands nationwide) was identified for 
reevalution. The adjoining California lands were subsequently released for 
mwilderness uses by the California Wilderness Act of 1984, while the Nevada 
lands 3?anau& ' under reevaluation. wilderness legislation for Nevada currently 
be- considered in congressional cormittees does not propose this area or the 
adjoining Toiyabe National Forest lands for wilderness designation. The 
proposed Toiyabe National Forest plan (now in public review) allocates the 
Toiyabe Excelsior area to nonwilderness uses. 
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Public involvwent for the RARE I1 study indicated g e w a l  support f r a n  State 
and ~ t i -  -tal organizations for wilderness designation: &ever, 
this area was rot targeted for special attention. 

Them was, i n  cmnbxst, midarab le  opposition to wilderness management of 
t h i s  area (and adjoining California lands). Local residents, especially senior 
citizens, resist exclusion of vehicles fmn the area: they do not see the area 
as roadless. 

E . ~ C E N S E Q M N X S  

Table C-35 indicates which management p@Scriptiom were applied to (all m 
part) of the area under each alternative. The narratives followjng the table 
discuss the ef feds  of each prescription on the area in  terms of present uses, 
wilderness attributes, and Manvildemess developnent opprhmities. Resource 
and activity Outputs for the area under each alternative are displayed i n  Table 
C-36. 

Table C-35 
~~t Prescripticn Allocatims 

by Alternative (M Acres and Percent of Area) 
Mcelsior - Nevada part (5989) 

M3nagalmI t hescription P R F C U R R P A C E E H A M B A M :  
2. mpxed W i l d e r n e s s  8.0 - 

100% 
4. Mule D e e r  Habitat 3.1 3.1 3.11 

39% 39% 39% 
17. Semi-Primitive R E  4.9 4.9 4.9 

61% 61% 61% 
18. Multiple R e s o u r c e  Area 8.0 8.0 8.0 

100% 100% 100% 

Designation: Wilderness 
Prescription #: 2 
Alternative(s): AMC 
E f f e c t s  on the Area: Wilderness values vlould be maintained, or possibly 
impnxrea under this prescription. Activities capable of a f f e t i r g  wilderness 
values would be prohibited. Acbinistration of the area as wilderness would, 
however, be difficult and costly. The isolation of the area and ease of 
access would make i l legal vehicle entry very likely. 

The a"t of wilderness recreation would be low, based on the area's lack of 
water, diversity, and challenge. opportunities for solitude would be high. 
Existing llatural appearance would be maintained, or possibly impmed w i t h  
the exclusion of vehicles and restoration of 4-wheel drive trails. 

Options to manipulate vegetation and construct impruvements for wildlife or 
livestock benefits would be foregone. As wild horses are a nonnative 
species, their presence i n  wilderness wu ld  represent a conflict. 
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utural resources would receive "rm protection fmn damage or 
dest~~ctim, but wilaernesS designaticm would restrict ease of access for 

The area would be withifram fmn mineral entry u p  designation as 
wilderness, resultiq i n  a lass of mineral opportunity. No new mFning claims 
could be lozated, and activities cm m i n i t y  claims w i t h  existjng valid claims 
could be restricted. 

Cmfinemnt or amtainmnt would be the appropriate f i r e  suppression 
strategies applied umler most d t i o n s .  

There are rn major ecananic depenaencies i n  the area. As big game huntkg 
and other vehicle-based based recreation are locally based, they do not 
aff& the local ec"y. W i l d e r n e s s  designation could bring mre ncollmal 
people into the area, with benefits for the local ec"y. The potential to 

opportcolity is already, hclwwer, foregone with the mghasis on wild horses). 
There would be a negative sccial inpact on the area, as historical recreation 
pattems muld be disrupted. On the other hand, a social benefit would be 
derived fran wilderness designation in an ecalcgical type rnt yet represented 
in wilderness on the Forest. 

legitimate research. 

graze livestock in the area r e m t s  an ecaxnLic Oppr-hmi ty  foregcole (this 

Designaticm: ~ l d e r n e s s  

Alt-tiWL?(s): PRF, AMN, AMB 
€?rescription #: 4, 17 

Effects on the Area: W i l d e r n e s s  values would generally be maintained under 
this oambination of D m s c r i D t i o n s .  Nsst activities capable of affectiw 
wiidemess values (a& as I-& public road wnst~ct lon & open ORV aceass 
would be restricted or prohibited. The ammnt of recreation use would remain 
low. Gpticms to manipulate vegetation and construct inpsrovements for 
wildlife would be n=tahd. Wild horses would not represent a conflict with 
wilderness, but might ccme into c a p t i t i o n  w i t h  deer. 

Cultural resources would receive d e r a t e  protection from damage or 
destructian, as no new vehicle routes would be allwed. Research parties 
would have the option of vehicle access to research sites. 

The area would be open for new dniq claims; only applicable mining laws 
would apply. 

oonfinement or ccmtaunnent would be the appropriate f i re  suppression 
strategies applied under most wnditions. 

"here are m major eccomnic dependencies i n  the area. Existing big game 
hunting and other vehicle-based based recreation would cnntinue unchanged, 
representing a social benefit. On the other hand, a social loss would be 
derived fran lack of wilderness designation for the area. 

Designation: Nonwildemess 
Prescripticol#: 18 
Alternative(s): CUR, RPA, CEE 
Effects on the Area: Wilderness attributes in the area would be expected to 
decline under this prescription, as vehicle access (including open ORV areas) 

Arry new minjng roads would be closed to vehicle access. 
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could hcrease, and new mutes proliferate. Under wnditions of inproved 
access, natural integrity and appearance would decline. Use would increase 
scmewhat, altbugh the distance of the area from ppulation centers would 
prevent major increases. O p p r t u r x i t i e s  for solitude would probably remain 
high, and oppr-hmities for primitive recreation m l d  continue to be limited 
by lack of water. Mining opprhnu 'ties m l d  be enhanced as access 
throughout the area inc?2=ased. 

Ccolfinement or con-t would be the appropriate f i r e  suppressian 
strategies applied under mt conditions. ( A l l  wildfires m l d  be controlled 
under the am alternative. ) 

The maintenance of traditional recreation opp3rtunities would be a social 
benefit: the lack of formal wilderness designation would be a social cost. 
There would be m major ecomnic effects. 
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Table C-36 
Average Annual O u t p u t s  for Decades 1 and 5 

Excelsior - Nevada part (5989) 

Resoulrceor Alternatives 
Activity Decacae P R F C U R F P A  C E E A M N A M B A M C  
Recxmwnded Wildemess -- 0 0 0 0 0 0 8.0 
(M acres) 

Nmwildemess -- 8.0 8.0 8.0 8.0 8.0 8.0 0 
(M acres) 

Total Developed 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Recreation (M RVDs) 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Dispersed Recreation 1 200 200 200 200 200 200 0 
(RVDS) 5 300 300 300 300 300 300 0 

Wilderness Recreation 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 150 
(RVDs) 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 200 

Total Wildlife and 
1 
5 

200 200 200 200 200 200 100 
300 300 300 300 300 300 150 

Grazing (AUMs) 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Suitable Timber Land 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
(acres ) 5 0 a 0 0 0 0 0 

(-) 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Timber Volume 

1 0 a 0 0 0 0 0 
5 0 a 0 0 0 0 0 

Gross Benefits(W) 1 8 8 8 8 8 8 6 
5 12 12 12 12 12 12 9 

1 8 8 8 8 8 8 7 
5 8 8 8 8 8 8 5 

Net Benefits (M$) 1 
5 

1 -1 1 1 1 1 1 
5 5 5 5 5 5 4 
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