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Shoshone National Forest 

Introduction 
This document lists the corrections (known as errata) to the 2014 Shoshone Land Management Plan 
revision Final Environmental Impact Statement. Errata are entered chronologically by page number from 
the final EIS.  

Corrections or Additions to the Final EIS 

Various Errata by Page Number  
FEIS, page xvi, second paragraph under “Oil and Gas” 
Replace the paragraph that appears on the page: 

The analysis also considers the potential loss of the opportunity to discover and develop oil and gas 
resources when National Forest System lands are withdrawn from development or plan direction states 
that surface occupancy for oil and gas development is not suitable. The percentage of land with a high 
potential for oil and gas occurrence (255,000 acres) that is generally available for oil and gas 
development1 with surface development  ranges from 91 percent in alternative A to 32 percent in 
alternative C (see table 3).  
1Lands where surface occupancy is allowed or that are within 1 mile of lands where surface occupancy is allowed. 

With the following (note: the footnote is deleted; it was referring to a methodology used in the DEIS that 
was not used in the FEIS): 

The analysis also considers the potential loss of the opportunity to discover and develop oil and gas 
resources when plan direction states that oil and gas surface development is not suitable. The 
percentage of land with a high potential for oil and gas occurrence (255,000 acres) that is generally 
suitable for oil and gas surface development ranges from 91 percent in alternative A to 32 percent in 
alternative C (see table 3).
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FEIS, page xxiv, table 3, two rows under “Oil and Gas Development” 
Replace rows that appear on the page: 

Effect on suitability 
for oil and gas 
surface 
development 

Covered by 
existing leasing 
decision. 
Development not 
tied to 
management area 
direction. Most of 
forest suitable for 
development. 

Reduced 
availability. Non-
motorized 
management 
areas are not 
suitable for 
development. 

Much reduced 
availability. Non-
motorized 
management 
areas are not 
suitable for 
development. 
Recommended 
wilderness 
unavailable. 

Much reduced 
availability. Non-
motorized 
management 
areas are not 
suitable for 
development. 
Recommended 
wilderness 
unavailable. 

Reduced 
availability. Non-
motorized 
management 
areas are not 
suitable for 
development. 

Slightly reduced 
availability. Small 
number of non-
motorized 
management 
areas is not 
suitable for 
development. 

Much reduced 
availability. Focus 
on portion of forest 
with high potential 
for oil and gas 
occurrence, 
maintaining 
consistency with 
direction on 
adjacent BLM 
ownership, and not 
allowing 
development on 
key crucial winter 
range areas. 

Percentage of 
acres with high 
potential for oil and 
gas occurrence 
(255,000 acres) 
generally available 
with surface 
development 

91% 71% 32% 47% 74% 87% 38% 
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With the following rows: 

Effect on suitability 
for oil and gas 
surface 
development 

Covered by 
existing leasing 
decision. 
Development not 
tied to 
management area 
direction. Most of 
Forest suitable for 
development. 

Less area suitable 
for surface 
development. Non-
motorized 
management 
areas are not 
suitable for surface 
development. 

Much less area 
suitable for surface 
development. Non-
motorized 
management 
areas are not 
suitable for surface 
development. 
Recommended 
wilderness 
unavailable. 

Much less area 
suitable for surface 
development. Non-
motorized 
management 
areas are not 
suitable for surface 
development. 
Recommended 
wilderness 
unavailable. 

Less area suitable 
for surface 
development. Non-
motorized 
management 
areas are not 
suitable for surface 
development. 

Slightly less area 
suitable for surface 
development. 
Small number of 
non-motorized 
management 
areas is not 
suitable for surface 
development. 

Much less area 
suitable for surface 
development. 
Focus on portion 
of Forest with high 
potential for oil and 
gas occurrence, 
maintaining 
consistency with 
direction on 
adjacent BLM 
ownership, and not 
allowing surface 
development on 
key crucial winter 
range areas. 

Percentage of 
acres with high 
potential for oil and 
gas occurrence 
(255,000 acres) 
generally suitable 
for surface 
development 

91% 71% 32% 47% 74% 87% 38% 
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Errata for the Final Environmental Impact Statement 

FEIS, page xxiv, table 3, two rows under “Oil and Gas Development” 
Replace rows that appear on the page: 

Effect on suitability 
for oil and gas 
surface 
development 

Covered by 
existing leasing 
decision. 
Development not 
tied to 
management area 
direction. Most of 
forest suitable for 
development. 

Reduced 
availability. Non-
motorized 
management 
areas are not 
suitable for 
development. 

Much reduced 
availability. Non-
motorized 
management 
areas are not 
suitable for 
development. 
Recommended 
wilderness 
unavailable. 

Much reduced 
availability. Non-
motorized 
management 
areas are not 
suitable for 
development. 
Recommended 
wilderness 
unavailable. 

Reduced 
availability. Non-
motorized 
management 
areas are not 
suitable for 
development. 

Slightly reduced 
availability. Small 
number of non-
motorized 
management 
areas is not 
suitable for 
development. 

Much reduced 
availability. Focus 
on portion of forest 
with high potential 
for oil and gas 
occurrence, 
maintaining 
consistency with 
direction on 
adjacent BLM 
ownership, and not 
allowing 
development on 
key crucial winter 
range areas. 

Percentage of 
acres with high 
potential for oil and 
gas occurrence 
(255,000 acres) 
generally available 
with surface 
development 

91% 71% 32% 47% 74% 87% 38% 
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With the following rows: 

Effect on suitability 
for oil and gas 
surface 
development 

Covered by 
existing leasing 
decision. 
Development not 
tied to 
management area 
direction. Most of 
Forest suitable for 
development. 

Less area suitable 
for surface 
development. Non-
motorized 
management 
areas are not 
suitable for surface 
development. 

Much less area 
suitable for surface 
development. Non-
motorized 
management 
areas are not 
suitable for surface 
development. 
Recommended 
wilderness 
unavailable. 

Much less area 
suitable for surface 
development. Non-
motorized 
management 
areas are not 
suitable for surface 
development. 
Recommended 
wilderness 
unavailable. 

Less area suitable 
for surface 
development. Non-
motorized 
management 
areas are not 
suitable for surface 
development. 

Slightly less area 
suitable for surface 
development. 
Small number of 
non-motorized 
management 
areas is not 
suitable for surface 
development. 

Much less area 
suitable for surface 
development. 
Focus on portion 
of Forest with high 
potential for oil and 
gas occurrence, 
maintaining 
consistency with 
direction on 
adjacent BLM 
ownership, and not 
allowing surface 
development on 
key crucial winter 
range areas. 

Percentage of 
acres with high 
potential for oil and 
gas occurrence 
(255,000 acres) 
generally suitable 
for surface 
development 

91% 71% 32% 47% 74% 87% 38% 
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Errata for the Final Environmental Impact Statement 

FEIS, page xxxi, replace “Table of Contents” entries 
Replace:  

Table 120. Oil and gas surface occupancy suitability by alternative (page 462) 

Table 121. Acres open to oil and gas surface occupancy where suitability is restricted by steep slopes 
and riparian areas by alternative (page 463) 

With the following: 

Table 120. Suitability for oil and gas surface development by alternative (page 462) 

Table 121. Acres open to oil and gas surface development where suitability is restricted by steep slopes 
and riparian areas by alternative (page 463) 

FEIS, page 19, third paragraph, last three lines 
Replace lines: 

(Suitability is the determination of where oil and gas development is compatible with the management 
areas and desired future conditions on the forest. This includes the identification of where oil and gas 
development could occur with or without surface occupancy.)  

With the following: 

(Suitability is the determination of where oil and gas development is compatible with the management 
areas and desired future conditions on the Forest. This includes the identification of where oil and gas 
surface development could occur.)  

FEIS, page 20, last paragraph before “Commercial livestock grazing” 
Replace paragraph: 

The revised Forest Plan will identify what areas of the Shoshone are suitable for surface occupancy for 
the purpose of oil and gas development. 

With the following: 

The revised Forest Plan will identify what areas of the Shoshone are suitable for oil and gas surface 
development. 

FEIS, page 30, second paragraph under “Description of Alternatives Considered in Detail” 
Replace paragraph: 

Alternatives differ from each other in the way they respond to revision topics. They address changes to 
each component of the 1986 Forest Plan as amended: standards and guidelines, management area 
allocations, monitoring and evaluation, allowable sale quantity, surface occupancy for oil and gas 
leasing, wilderness recommendations, special interest areas, and potential research natural areas. 

With the following: 

Alternatives differ from each other in the way they respond to revision topics. They address changes to 
each component of the 1986 Forest Plan as amended: standards and guidelines, management area 
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Shoshone National Forest 

allocations, monitoring and evaluation, allowable sale quantity, suitability for oil and gas surface 
development, wilderness recommendations, special interest areas, and potential research natural areas. 

FEIS, page 45, paragraph under “Oil and gas development” 
Replace paragraph: 

Acres available for leasing are the same as alternative A. This alternative has 708,000 acres suitable for 
surface occupancy for oil and gas development. This alternative has a large number of inventoried 
roadless acres that are suitable for surface development. Eighty-seven percent of the acres with high 
potential for oil and gas occurrence are suitable for surface development.  

With the following: 

Acres available for leasing are the same as alternative A. This alternative has 708,000 acres suitable for 
oil and gas surface development. This alternative has a large number of inventoried roadless acres that 
are suitable for surface development. Eighty-seven percent of the acres with high potential for oil and 
gas occurrence are suitable for surface development.  

FEIS, page 51, heading “No Oil and Gas Surface Occupancy Forest-wide” along with next 
paragraph 
Replace section: 

No Oil and Gas Surface Occupancy Forest-wide 

At least one commenter suggested the Shoshone consider no surface occupancy Forest-wide. This 
would be similar to identifying all areas to be withdrawn from mineral and oil and gas entry, which is 
not consistent with existing law and policy, such as the General Mining Law of 1872, which allows 
exploration, development, and production of minerals from mining claims on public lands. Therefore, 
the alternative was considered but not analyzed in detail.  

With the following:  

No Oil and Gas Surface Development Forest-wide 

At least one commenter suggested the Shoshone consider no surface development Forest-wide. This 
would be similar to identifying all areas to be withdrawn from mineral and oil and gas entry, which is 
not consistent with existing law and policy, such as the General Mining Law of 1872, which allows 
exploration, development, and production of minerals from mining claims on public lands. Therefore, 
the alternative was considered but not analyzed in detail. 

FEIS, page 51, paragraph under “Recommend All eligible Rivers for Designation” 
Replace the paragraph that appears on the page: 

A suggestion was submitted to recommend all eligible rivers for designation as wild and scenic rivers. 
The interdisciplinary team made the eligibility determinations, which are included in the Plan as per 
Forest Service Handbook 1909.12,82.1. Forest Service Handbook 1909.12,8 allows the Forest Service 
to make wild and scenic river suitability determinations, and if suitable, a recommendation after plan 
revision when there is an identified need, which is what we have elected to do. Therefore, although an 
alternative to recommend eligible rivers for designation was considered, it was eliminated from 
detailed analysis because the Forest Service has elected to make to make wild and scenic river 
suitability determinations, and if suitable, a recommendation after plan revision. 
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With the following: 

A suggestion was submitted to recommend all eligible rivers for designation as wild and scenic rivers. 
The interdisciplinary team made the eligibility determinations, which are included in the Plan as per 
Forest Service Handbook 1909.12,82.1. Forest Service Handbook 1909.12.83.1 allows the Forest 
Service to delay the suitability determination for eligible rivers. Therefore, although an alternative to 
recommend eligible rivers for designation was considered, it was eliminated from detailed analysis 
because the Forest Service has elected to delay wild and scenic river suitability determinations. 
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Shoshone National Forest 

FEIS, page 62, table 19, two rows under “Oil and Gas Development” 
Replace rows that appear on the page: 

Effect on suitability 
for oil and gas 
surface 
development 

Covered by 
existing leasing 
decision. 
Development not 
tied to 
management area 
direction. Most of 
forest suitable for 
development. 

Reduced 
availability. Non-
motorized 
management 
areas are not 
suitable for 
development. 

Much reduced 
availability. Non-
motorized 
management 
areas are not 
suitable for 
development. 
Recommended 
wilderness 
unavailable. 

Much reduced 
availability. Non-
motorized 
management 
areas are not 
suitable for 
development. 
Recommended 
wilderness 
unavailable. 

Reduced 
availability. Non-
motorized 
management 
areas are not 
suitable for 
development. 

Slightly reduced 
availability. Small 
number of non-
motorized 
management 
areas is not 
suitable for 
development. 

Much reduced 
availability. Focus 
on portion of forest 
with high potential 
for oil and gas 
occurrence, 
maintaining 
consistency with 
direction on 
adjacent BLM 
ownership, and not 
allowing 
development on 
key crucial winter 
range areas. 

Percentage of 
acres with high 
potential for oil and 
gas occurrence 
(255,000 acres) 
generally available 
with surface 
development 

91% 71% 32% 47% 74% 87% 38% 
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With the following rows: 

Effect on suitability 
for oil and gas 
surface 
development 

Covered by 
existing leasing 
decision. 
Development not 
tied to 
management area 
direction. Most of 
Forest suitable for 
development. 

Less area suitable 
for surface 
development. Non-
motorized 
management 
areas are not 
suitable for surface 
development. 

Much less area 
suitable for surface 
development. Non-
motorized 
management 
areas are not 
suitable for surface 
development. 
Recommended 
wilderness 
unavailable. 

Much less area 
suitable for surface 
development. Non-
motorized 
management 
areas are not 
suitable for surface 
development. 
Recommended 
wilderness 
unavailable. 

Less area suitable 
for surface 
development. Non-
motorized 
management 
areas are not 
suitable for surface 
development. 

Slightly less area 
suitable for surface 
development. 
Small number of 
non-motorized 
management 
areas is not 
suitable for surface 
development. 

Much less area 
suitable for surface 
development. 
Focus on portion 
of Forest with high 
potential for oil and 
gas occurrence, 
maintaining 
consistency with 
direction on 
adjacent BLM 
ownership, and not 
allowing surface 
development on 
key crucial winter 
range areas. 

Percentage of 
acres with high 
potential for oil and 
gas occurrence 
(255,000 acres) 
generally suitable 
for surface 
development 

91% 71% 32% 47% 74% 87% 38% 
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FEIS, page 112, first full paragraph on page 
Replace paragraph: 

The greatest area available for surface development associated with oil and gas extraction occurs under 
alternative A, followed by alternatives F, E, B, D, C and G in descending order. Oil and gas 
development potential is expected to be low to very low under all alternatives. 

With the following: 

The greatest area suitable for surface development associated with oil and gas extraction occurs under 
alternative A, followed by alternatives F, E, B, D, C, and G in descending order. Oil and gas 
development potential is expected to be low to very low under all alternatives. 

FEIS, page 186, second conservation measure listed on top of page 
Replace the second conservation measure: 

If important denning habitat is identified outside of wilderness (i.e., Beartooth Plateau) snowmobiling 
in these areas may need to be restricted. 

With the following: 

Site-specific analysis will consider the impact of all winter recreation activities within suitable denning 
habitat for wolverines outside of wilderness boundaries (i.e., Beartooth Plateau). 

FEIS, page 303, first full paragraph under heading “Effects from Oil and Gas/Mineral and Energy 
Development” (section on Species of Local Concern, Rocky Mountain Elk, Affected Environment) 
Replace the paragraph that appears on the page:  

The projected development potential for mineral and oil and gas development on the Forest is low to 
very low under all alternatives. Because of this low potential, none of the alternatives are expected to 
have an adverse effect on wildlife. 

With the following: 

During alternative development, some areas in crucial winter range were identified as suitable for oil 
and gas surface development based on the following considerations: where there was a high potential 
for oil and gas occurrence, in the vicinity of existing off- Forest oil and gas development, or in areas 
with existing oil and gas leases. In these areas the impacts to crucial winter range from development 
would be addressed at the site-specific, project-analysis stage through design criteria that limit timing 
and location of surface use.  

Also, during the development of alternatives the following areas were identified as unsuitable for oil 
and gas surface development: the primary conservation area for grizzly bear, “vital” big game crucial 
winter range areas identified by Wyoming Game and Fish Department as directed by the Wyoming 
Game and Fish Commission’s Mitigation Policy (2012), and areas where there was less likelihood of 
oil and gas occurrence. 

The effects to big game winter range from oil and gas activities are the same in all alternatives, except 
alternatives C and G. Oil and gas activities have less of an impact in these two alternatives because 
they identify fewer acres as suitable for surface development.  
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In alternative C, oil and gas surface development is not allowed within any crucial winter range. This 
resulted in 58,000 fewer acres categorized as suitable for oil and gas surface development in alternative 
C, in addition to what was already excluded from inventoried roadless areas, recommended wilderness, 
MA 5.4 (managed big game winter range), and the grizzly bear primary conservation area.  

Alternative G is a modified version of alternative B and was developed in response to comments on the 
DEIS. In alternative G, a different approach was taken to identify lands suitable for oil and gas surface 
development (see FEIS, Leasable Minerals, page 469). The result was that 60,000 acres of crucial 
winter range was determined not suitable for oil and gas surface development. This includes acres of 
both MA 5.4 and big game crucial winter range not designated MA 5.4. In addition, in this alternative 
all big game crucial winter range, whether it is suitable for oil and gas development or not, includes 
timing restrictions to reduce disturbance effects to wintering animals. 

The projected development potential for oil and gas on the Forest is low to very low under all 
alternatives. This projection applies even in those acres (255,000) that have high potential for oil and 
gas resources to occur. Given the low potential for development, there is little difference among 
alternatives. Because of this low potential and limited amount of acres suitable for surface development 
in key wildlife habitats, none of the alternatives are expected to have an adverse effect on wildlife, 
including big game crucial winter range.  

FEIS, page 332, first paragraph on page 
Replace paragraph: 

Oil and Gas Development: The possibility of oil and gas development in the planning period is 
predicted to be low or very low under all alternatives. Potential adverse effects would be from 
improper roading, land disturbance, effects to ground water, and potential for spills. For oil and gas 
potential surface occupancy with stipulations, alternative A has the most acreage. Alternatives F, B, and 
E have less acreage in decreasing order. Alternatives C and D have less land available, and alternative 
G has the least acreage. If oil and gas development were to occur, Forest standards, guidelines, and 
project design features with proper implementation, administration, and compliance would minimize 
the effects to aquatic resources from oil and gas development. 

With the following:  

Oil and Gas Development: The possibility of oil and gas development in the planning period is 
predicted to be low or very low under all alternatives. Potential adverse effects would be from 
improper roading, land disturbance, effects to ground water and potential for spills. For acres suitable 
for oil and gas surface development, alternative A has the most acreage. Alternatives F, B, and E have 
less acreage in decreasing order. Alternatives C and D have less suitable land, and alternative G has the 
least acreage. If oil and gas development were to occur, Forest standards, guidelines, and project design 
features with proper implementation, administration, and compliance would minimize the effects to 
aquatic resources from oil and gas surface development. 

FEIS, page 406, next to last paragraph on the page 
Replace paragraph: 

Effects from Oil and Gas/Mineral and Energy Development: The potential for mineral and oil and 
gas development is low to very low under any alternative. Surface occupancy with stipulations is 
lowest for alternatives G, C, D, B, E, and A in ascending order. Alternative A is about six times greater 
than alternative G. Effects from minerals-related activities are anticipated to have little to no impact on 
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spread or introduction of aquatic invasive species under all alternatives due to the current low 
probability of development. 

With the following: 

Effects from Oil and Gas/Mineral and Energy Development: The potential for mineral and oil and 
gas development is low to very low under any alternative. The area suitable for oil and gas surface 
development is lowest for alternatives G, C, D, B, E, and A in ascending order. Alternative A is about 
six times greater than alternative G. Effects from minerals-related activities are anticipated to have little 
to no impact on spread or introduction of aquatic invasive species under all alternatives due to the 
current low probability of development. 

FEIS, page 417−418 
The paragraph at the bottom of page 417 and the one on the top of page 418: 

The rangeland capability analysis identified 378,529 acres capable of supporting commercial livestock 
grazing on the Forest. This represents about 16 percent of the Shoshone. 

Acres of capable rangeland by allotment are displayed in table 98. All acres were generated by GIS and 
may not exactly match actual allotment acres. Even though some allotments contain small amounts of 
capable acres, grazing may still be occurring based on site-specific conditions not covered in this 
strategic analysis. Therefore, changes to rangeland capability and suitability may occur at the project 
scale, using site-specific data. 

Replace with the following: 

The rangeland suitability/capability analysis identified 378,529 acres of suitable land for livestock 
grazing on the Forest. This represents about 16 percent of the Shoshone. 

Acres of suitable rangeland by allotment are displayed in table 98. All acres were generated by GIS and 
may not exactly match actual allotment acres. Even though some allotments contain small amounts of 
suitable acres, grazing may still be occurring based on site-specific conditions not covered in this 
strategic analysis.  

FEIS, page 460, fourth paragraph on the page 
Replace paragraph: 

The possibility of oil and gas development in the planning period is low or very low under all 
alternatives. The amount of development is likely similar among the alternatives, though some 
alternatives such A, F, E, and B allow oil and gas development with surface occupancy on more acres 
than alternatives C, D, and G. Given the low likelihood of development, there are no effects predicted 
on livestock grazing.   

With the following: 

The possibility of oil and gas development in the planning period is low or very low under all 
alternatives. The amount of development is likely similar among the alternatives, though some 
alternatives such A, F, E, and B have more suitable acres for oil and gas surface development than 
alternatives C, D, and G. Given the low likelihood of development, there are no effects predicted on 
livestock grazing.   
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FEIS, page 468−473, starting from “Leasable minerals” on page 468 and ending on the top of the 
page before “Cumulative Effects” on page 473 
Replace the whole section with the following: 

Leasable minerals 

The acres available for oil and gas leasing on the Shoshone are set by the Oil and Gas Leasing Record 
of Decision (USDA Forest Service 1995). The alternatives do not make changes to the acres available 
for leasing. The alternatives do identify areas where oil and gas surface development is not compatible 
with management area desired conditions. 

Table 120 identifies acres that are suitable for oil and gas development based upon allocation. Lands 
where allocations are suitable for oil and gas surface development are displayed on maps 35−40 and 
75.  

Alternative A represents the direction in the current leasing decision. Alternatives B through F assigned 
acres of surface development suitability based upon the compatibility between oil and gas development 
and management area desired conditions. Generally, management areas that were outside of special 
areas and travel corridors that allow summer motorized recreation were considered compatible with oil 
and gas development. An additional criterion was included in alternatives B, D, and E to address 
grizzly bear. In those alternatives, any land within the primary conservation area for the grizzly bear 
was identified as not suitable for surface development. This criterion was designed to maintain the 
acres of secure habitat within the primary conservation area. This criterion was not used in alternative 
C, because all primary conservation area acres were assigned to management areas that we designated 
as not suitable for surface development. 

In an effort to respond to public comment, a different tact was taken in alternative G for identifying 
lands suitable for oil and gas surface development. Three criteria were used to screen for areas that are 
not suitable for oil and gas surface development. The first was to remove the primary conservation area 
for the grizzly bear. The second was to remove the most critical crucial big game winter range as 
identified by Wyoming Game and Fish Department. And the third was to look at allocations made on 
adjoining BLM lands. In looking at what areas to focus on that are suitable for surface development in 
alternative G, we used three interrelated criteria to identify areas. The three criteria are (1) areas with a 
high potential for occurrence of oil and gas resources; (2) areas with some potential for development of 
those resources; and (3) areas with existing oil and gas leases. We combined these two sets of criteria to 
develop a final allocation showing what areas are suitable for oil and gas surface development in 
alternative G. 

In addition to the allocation criteria considered in the alternatives, acres may not be suitable for oil and 
gas surface development because they are too steep or are riparian acres. The acres of steep slopes and 
riparian do not change by alternative. These acres are displayed in table 120. Steep slopes and riparian 
acres do not generally result in oil and gas resources being unavailable for development, because they 
are generally not contiguous and there will be nearby areas that are suitable for surface development 
that can be used to access oil and gas resources. The following discussion does not consider acres that 
are steep or within riparian areas.  
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Table 120. Acres suitable for oil and gas surface development by alternative 
 Alt. A Alt. B Alt. C Alt. D Alt. E Alt. F Alt. G 

Legally withdrawn 1,416,000 1,416,00 1,416,000 1,416,000 1,416,000 1,416,000 1,416,000 
Administratively withdrawn 52,600       
Allocation is not suitable for 
surface development 

171,100 619,000 858,250 796,400 544,400 313,800 892,800 

Allocation is suitable for surface 
development 

798,100 402,800 163,600 225,400 477,500 708,000 129,100 

Table 121. Acres where allocations are suitable for oil and gas surface development and suitability is 
restricted by steep slopes and riparian areas by alternative 

 Alt. A Alt. B Alt. C Alt. D Alt. E Alt. F Alt. G 
Allocation is suitable for surface 
development (see table 120) 

798,100 402,800 163,600 225,400 477,500 708,000 129,100 

Steep slopes and riparian are 
not suitable for surface 
development 

270,800 89,200 23,700 35,100 115,100 199,000 32,900 

Acres suitable for surface 
development once steep slopes 
and riparian are removed 

527,300 313,500 139,900 190,400 362,400 509,000 96,200 

The extent of impact alternative allocations will have on oil and gas development is based upon the 
allocation and how it is associated with potential occurrence of oil and gas resources and the likelihood 
for future development. In response to public comment and the issues, we conducted additional 
analysis focusing on those lands with a high potential for oil and gas occurrence. Outside of the area 
legally withdrawn from mineral development there are 255,000 acres with a high potential for oil and 
gas occurrence. Table 122 displays by alternative the percentage of the 255,000 acres that are suitable 
for oil and gas surface development. 

Table 122. Percentage of acres with high potential for oil and gas occurrence that is suitable for oil and gas 
surface development by alternative 

 Alt. A Alt. B Alt. C Alt. D Alt. E Alt. F Alt. G 
Percentage of high potential lands with 
an allocation that is suitable for surface 
development 

91 71 32 47 74 87 38 

On the lands with high potential for oil and gas occurrence, alternatives A and F provide the greatest 
percentage of acres that are suitable for oil and gas surface development. Alternative C provides the 
lowest percentage, alternative G provides the next lowest amount, and alternative E, B, and D provide 
similar amounts. 

Any direct impact on oil and gas development would be dependent upon the actual discovery and 
development of an oil and gas field. The reasonably foreseeable development projections for the 
255,000 acres with high potential for oil and gas occurrence identify 17,400 acres with a low potential 
for development and 190,200 with a very low potential for development. Table 123 displays by 
alternative the percentage of the acres that have some potential for development that are suitable for oil 
and gas surface development.   
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Table 123. Percentage of acres with high potential for oil and gas occurrence and some potential for 
development that is suitable for oil and gas surface development by alternative 

 Alt. A Alt. B Alt. C Alt. D Alt. E Alt. F Alt. G 
Percentage of high potential lands with 
some potential for development where 
allocation is suitable for surface 
development 

89 67 31 45 69 86 46 

Similar to the comparisons above, alternatives A and F provide the greatest percentage of acres suitable 
for oil and gas surface development where there is some potential for surface development and high 
potential of occurrence. Unlike the previous comparisons, alternative G provides more lands than 
alternatives C and D. This is reflective of the design emphasis used in creating alternative G that tried 
to feature lands with high occurrence potential, some potential for development, and current lease 
activity while still excluding big game crucial winter range. The remaining alternatives of B and E rank 
similar to the previous comparisons. 

The overall estimates for low development on the Shoshone are similar to those made 25 years ago 
(USDA Forest Service 1992). Given these projections and the lack of activity in the last 25 years, the 
potential for any oil and gas development in the planning period is very low and the same for all 
alternatives. Despite the difference in the acres suitable for surface development, it is unlikely that any 
of the alternatives will impact oil and gas development. 

Effects from Riparian and Wetland Management: Surface development associated with leasable 
minerals and mineral materials would not be suitable in riparian or wetland areas and would be 
restricted for locatable mineral activity. Unless there is no other option for location, activity would not 
be affected by this direction. This limitation on surface development for leasable and mineral material 
activity does not vary among alternatives since riparian and wetland areas do not vary among 
alternatives. Because of the low development potential, there is likely to be little to no effect to leasable 
minerals. Because of the likely ability in most cases to access mineral resources from outside the 
riparian and wetland areas, there would be little effect to mineral materials or locatable mineral 
activities. 

Effects from Scenic Resource Management: Surface development associated with minerals activity 
would be restricted in visually sensitive areas. Unless there is no other option for location or mitigation, 
mineral activity would not be affected by this direction. Restrictions are tied to sensitive visual areas 
which vary little among alternatives. There is likely to be little to no effect on mineral activity during 
the planning period. 

Effects from Wildlife Habitat Management: Habitat security requirements for grizzly bear can be 
expected to affect locatable mineral exploration and development. Where roads, and the access they 
provide, are necessary, limitations on road construction and operating seasons can be expected to have 
the effect of prolonging exploration or development work.  

Habitat security requirements for grizzly bear can be expected to affect mineral material development. 
Where roads, and the access they provide, are necessary, limitations on road construction and operating 
seasons can be expected to have the effect of impacting development work. 

Habitat security requirements for grizzly bear can be expected to affect leasable mineral exploration 
and development. Where roads, and the access they provide, are necessary, limitations on road 
construction and operating seasons can be expected to have the effect of prolonging exploration or 
development work. In alternatives B, C, D, E, and G, lands are not suitable for oil and gas surface 
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development within the grizzly bear primary conservation area. This has no effect on oil and gas in 
alternative C, because the not suitable acres are already designated as not suitable based upon 
management area suitability. For alternatives B, D, E, and G, the additional acres designated as not 
suitable for surface development are 41,700, 24,700, 57,700, and 32,100, respectively. In alternatives A 
and F, surface development is suitable within the primary conservation area, but the direction on 
surface development within the primary conservation area still needs to be met. In those alternatives, 
oil and gas would be limited by access and operating season restrictions. The acres affected are 
135,100 in alternative A and 153,900 in alternative F. 

Despite the limitations in these alternatives, grizzly bear primary conservation area restrictions are 
likely to have little effect on oil and gas development, because of the low likelihood of oil and gas 
development and the fact that very little of the lands with a high potential for oil and gas occurrence 
fall within the primary conservation area. 

Mineral and energy exploration and development is likely to be affected in lynx analysis units in 
occupied habitat. Guidelines give direction that winter access should be limited to designated routes or 
designated over-the-snow routes. The direction will create some timing and location restrictions on 
development. The effect would be the same in all alternatives. 

Crucial winter range places timing restrictions on mineral activity. This is likely to increase oil and gas 
development time and costs to apply the restrictions. The effect is the same in all alternatives, except 
alternatives C and G. In alternative C, lands are not suitable for oil and gas surface development within 
crucial winter range. This resulted in an additional 58,000 acres that are unsuitable for surface 
development in alternative C, beyond what was excluded as the result of management area allocations. 
In alternative G, some of the crucial winter range is not suitable for oil and gas surface development, 
resulting in an additional 60,000 acres that are unsuitable for surface development. 

Effects from Soil and Watershed Management: Surface development associated with leasable 
minerals is not suitable on steep slopes, restricting locatable mineral and mineral materials activity. 
Unless there is no other option for location, activity would not be affected by this direction. This 
limitation on surface development for leasable activity does not vary among alternatives since steep 
slopes do not vary among alternatives. Because of the low development potential, there is likely to be 
little to no effect to leasable minerals. Because of the likely ability in most cases to access mineral 
resources from outside the steep areas, there would be little effect to mineral material or locatable 
mineral activities. 

Effects from Heritage Management: Surface development associated with minerals activity would be 
restricted in areas with heritage resources. Unless there is no other option for location or mitigation, 
mineral activity would not be affected by this direction. This restriction on mineral activity does not 
vary among alternatives since heritage resources do not vary among alternatives. There is likely to be 
little to no effect on mineral activity during the planning period. 

Summary of Effects to Resource  

All alternatives would have areas suitable for mineral activity in some areas with constraints to protect 
other resources. These constraints would include limiting or prohibiting access and development or 
controlling the timing or nature of development. All alternatives also have some areas where mineral 
activity would be unsuitable. For mineral materials and locatable minerals, alternatives ordered such 
that the ones providing the most suitable area and the least restrictions in suitable areas to those with 
the least suitable area and most restriction in suitable areas are: F, A, E, B, G, D, and C. This basically 
illustrates how the alternatives impact the opportunity for mineral materials and locatable mineral 
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development. For oil and gas surface development, alternative G is different. From an overall acres 
available standpoint, alternative G has the fewest acres suitable for oil and gas surface development of 
all the alternatives. If the focus is on the acres with the highest potential of oil and gas occurrence, 
alternative G ranks between alternatives B and D. 

The actual effects on mineral development are tied to the demand associated with leases, claims, and 
materials, and are based on whether that activity is impacted by plan direction. Based on the last 20 
years of activity, the demand for minerals, oil, and gas on the Shoshone is low. That could change in 
the future as demand and technology change, but for the near term, there is no evidence of a change in 
demand for mineral resources on the Shoshone. Based on the prospect of low demand, the impact on 
mineral development during the planning period is low and is similar for all alternatives. 

FEIS, page 484, next to last paragraph on the page 
Replace paragraph: 

The potential for oil and gas development in the planning period is low or very low under all 
alternatives. The amount of development would likely be similar among the alternatives. It is 
anticipated that any new roads needed for development would be minimal in number and mileage. 
Location of any new road would adhere to surface-occupancy and other restrictions in the affected 
management area. New roads needed for these activities would meet management area prescriptions 
and might restrict public use. Increases in traffic volume and weight might require additional 
improvements to the surface, drainage features, and structures of roads. Short-term heavy use is 
anticipated during exploration and well development. Long-term effects might include additional and 
more frequent road and structure maintenance. 

With the following: 

The potential for oil and gas development in the planning period is low or very low under all 
alternatives. The amount of development would likely be similar among the alternatives. It is 
anticipated that any new roads needed for development would be minimal in number and mileage. 
Location of any new road would adhere to surface development suitability and other restrictions in the 
affected management area. New roads needed for these activities would meet management area 
prescriptions and might restrict public use. Increases in traffic volume and weight might require 
additional improvements to the surface, drainage features, and structures of roads. Short-term heavy 
use is anticipated during exploration and well development. Long-term effects might include additional 
and more frequent road and structure maintenance. 

FEIS, page 492, fifth paragraph under “Methodology” 
Replace the paragraph that appears on the page: 

Unmapped management areas (MAs 3.2A and 3.2B) were created that are defined as 0.5 mile from the 
centerline of the Continental Divide National Scenic Trail and Nez Perce National Historic Trail. The 
direction for these management areas overrides other management area directions that overlap the 
corridors. 

With the following: 

Management areas (MAs 3.6A and 3.6B) were created that are defined as 0.5 mile from the centerline 
of the Continental Divide National Scenic Trail and Nez Perce National Historic Trail. The direction 
for these management areas overrides other management area direction that overlaps the corridors 
when the trail management area direction is more restrictive. 
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FEIS Page 494, last full paragraph on page 
Replace the paragraph that appears on the page: 

The Shoshone National Forest has approximately 31 miles of the CDNST located in the southwest 
section of the Forest (see map 41). On the Shoshone, the original and current route was established in a 
1998 Decision Notice and Finding of No Significant Impact. This decision recognized that the trail 
should be managed for pedestrian and horse traffic, but located some segments on existing roads to 
build as few new trails as possible and avoid sensitive wildlife habitat. Currently, the trail follows a 
mixture of non-motorized and motorized primitive roadways. Motorized use is allowed to the extent 
that occurred in 1998. As the trail location is refined, it is expected that the entire length of the trail will 
be located off roads. At the time of forest plan revision, there were two proposed re-routes that have 
had cultural resource and botanical surveys completed. Land and resource management plans provide 
for the development and management of the CDNST as an integrated part of the overall land and 
resource management direction for the land area through which the trail passes.  

With the following: 

The Shoshone National Forest has approximately 31 miles of the CDNST located in the southwest 
section of the Forest (see map 41). On the Shoshone, the original and current route was established in a 
1998 Decision Notice and Finding of No Significant Impact. This decision recognized that the trail 
should be managed for pedestrian and horse traffic, but located some segments on existing roads to 
build as few new trails as possible and avoid sensitive wildlife habitat. Currently, the trail follows a 
mixture of non-motorized and motorized primitive roadways. Motorized use is allowed to the extent 
that occurred in 1998. As the trail location is refined, it is expected that the entire length of the trail will 
be located off roads. At the time of Forest Plan revision, there were two potential re-routes that have 
had cultural resource and botanical surveys completed. As part of Forest Plan implementation, the trail 
may be located on one of the potential re-routes or some other location more consistent with 
management direction for the CDNST. Relocation of the trail is not being addressed in the plan 
revision.  Relocations will be addressed in project-specific environmental analysis that will occur after 
the revised plan is completed. Land and resource management plans provide for the development and 
management of the CDNST as an integrated part of the overall land and resource management 
direction for the land area through which the trail passes.  
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FEIS, page 530 
Table 153 

Table 153. Wilderness evaluation acres by management area and alternative 

MA  Description  Alt. A Alt. B Alt. C Alt. D Alt. E Alt. F Alt. G 

1.2 Recommended Wilderness   558,924 164,921    
1.2A Recommended High Lakes 

Wilderness 
  15,224     

1.2B Recommended Dunoir 
Wilderness 

  28,879 28,879    

1.3 Back Country Non-Motorized 426,701 353,341 86,595 367,950 324,317 202,266 261,859 
1.5A Clarks Fork Wild River        
1.6A High Lakes WSA 15,224 15,224  15,224 15,224 15,224 15,224 
1.6B Dunoir SMU 28,879 28,879   28,879 28,879 28,879 
2.2A Line Creek RNA 1,276 1,276 184 1,276 1,276 1,276 1,276 
2.3 Potential RNA 1,143 11,361 3,537 14,422   13,065 
3.1B Potential Little Popo Agie 

Moraine SIA 
 801 801 801   801 

3.1C Potential Sawtooth Peatbeds 
SIA 

 563  563   391 

3.3A Back Country Motorized 115,007 62,766 4,947 8,288 89,870 170,765 78,715 
3.3B Back Country Winter 

Motorized 
 86,372 3,157 71,555 43,430  185,175 

3.3C Back Country Summer 
Motorized 

 72,091 4,188 10,494 93,927 4,563 45,896 

3.5 Back Country Recreation & 
Restoration 

 41,458      

4.2 Travel Corridor 61,337 36,181 20,424 36,181 38,153 38,326 38,326 
4.3 Back Country Access 

Corridor 
 1,612 424 1,609 1,347 156 1,613 

4.5A Proposed Kirwin SIA 173 173 173 173 173  3,782 
5.1 Managed Forests & 

Rangelands 
59,578 18,583 7,665 14,142 78,789 283,385 18,583 

5.2 Public Water Supply  7,420 1,534 2,645 7,420  7,420 
5.4 Managed Big Game Crucial 

Winter Range 
36,321 6,739 8,184 5,717 22,036  6,712 

8.2 Ski-based Resort  798 798 798 798 798 798 
Grand 
Total  

  745,640 745,639 745,639 745,639 745,639 745,639 745,639 

Management Area 3.6A, Continental Divide National Scenic Trail is a linear feature that overlaps with the above management areas. 
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Replace with the following:  

Table 153. Wilderness evaluation acres by management area and alternative 

MA  Description  Alt. A Alt. B Alt. C Alt. D Alt. E Alt. F Alt. G 

1.2 Recommended Wilderness   558,924 164,921    
1.2A Recommended High Lakes 

Wilderness 
  15,224     

1.2B Recommended Dunoir 
Wilderness 

  28,879 28,879    

1.3 Back Country Non-Motorized 426,701 353,341 86,595 367,950 324,317 202,266 261,859 
1.5A Clarks Fork Wild River        
1.6A High Lakes WSA 15,224 15,224  15,224 15,224 15,224 15,224 
1.6B Dunoir SMU 28,879 28,879   28,879 28,879 28,879 
2.2A Line Creek RNA 1,276 1,276 184 1,276 1,276 1,276 1,276 
2.3 Potential RNA 1,143 11,361 3,537 14,422   13,065 
3.1B Potential Little Popo Agie 

Moraine SIA 
 801 801 801   801 

3.1C Potential Sawtooth Peatbeds 
SIA 

 563  563   391 

3.3A Back Country Motorized 115,007 62,766 4,947 8,288 89,870 170,765 78,715 
3.3B Back Country Winter 

Motorized 
 86,372 3,157 71,555 43,430  185,175 

3.3C Back Country Summer 
Motorized 

 72,091 4,188 10,494 93,927 4,563 45,896 

3.5 Back Country Recreation & 
Restoration 

 41,458      

3.5A Back Country Restoration–
Motorized 

      19,928 

3.5B Back Country Restoration–
Winter Motorized 

      1,941 

3.5C Back Country Restoration–
Summer Motorized 

      5,506 

3.5D Back Country Restoration–
Non-Motorized 

      12,812 

4.2 Travel Corridor 61,337 36,181 20,424 36,181 38,153 38,326 38,326 
4.3 Back Country Access 

Corridor 
 1,612 424 1,609 1,347 156 1,613 

4.5A Proposed Kirwin SIA 173 173 173 173 173  3,782 
5.1 Managed Forests & 

Rangelands 
59,578 18,583 7,665 14,142 78,789 283,385 18,583 

5.2 Public Water Supply  7,420 1,534 2,645 7,420  7,420 
5.4 Managed Big Game Crucial 

Winter Range 
36,321 6,739 8,184 5,717 22,036  6,712 

8.2 Ski-based Resort  798 798 798 798 798 798 
Grand 
Total  

  745,640 745,639 745,639 745,639 745,639 745,639 745,639 

Management Area 3.6A, Continental Divide National Scenic Trail is a linear feature that overlaps with the above management areas. 
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FEIS, page 531 
Table 154 

Table 154. Wilderness evaluation acres available for motorized use by alternative 
Motorized use 
acres (%) Alt. A Alt. B Alt. C Alt. D Alt. E Alt. F Alt. G 
Summer  272,416 

(37) 
249,186 

(33) 
43,781 

(6) 
59,745 

(8) 
332,513 

(45) 
498,488 

(67) 
222,459 

(30) 
Winter 607,454 

(81) 
234,700 

(31) 
20,582 

(3) 
132,419 

(18) 
265,071 

(36) 
503,052 

(67) 
344,470 

(46) 
Total Acres 746,134 746,134 746,134 746,134 746,134 746,134 746,134 

Replace with the following: 

Table 154. Wilderness evaluation acres available for motorized use by alternative 
Motorized use 
acres (% of total 
evaluation acres) Alt. A Alt. B Alt. C Alt. D Alt. E Alt. F Alt. G 
Wilderness 
Evaluation Acres 
Suitable for 
Summer Motorized 
Recreation 

272,416 
(37) 

249,186 
(33) 

43,781 
(6) 

59,745 
(8) 

332,513 
(45) 

498,488 
(67) 

222,459 
(30) 

Wilderness 
Evaluation Acres 
Suitable for Winter 
Motorized 
Recreation 

607,454 
(81) 

234,700 
(31) 

20,582 
(3) 

132,419 
(18) 

265,071 
(36) 

503,052 
(67) 

344,470 
(46) 

Wilderness 
Evaluation Acres 

746,134 746,134 746,134 746,134 746,134 746,134 746,134 

FEIS, page 557, first paragraph under “Effects from Oil and Gas and Mineral and Energy 
Development:” 
Replace paragraph: 

Effects from Oil and Gas and Mineral and Energy Development: Oil and gas leasing is allowed, 
however, no ground-disturbing activities are permitted within the boundaries of the RNA. Protecting 
recommended RNAs to maintain their consideration for designation would impact oil and gas 
exploration in proportion to the number of acres where surface occupancy is prohibited. There is 
expected to be no impact to oil and gas leasing from the designation of RNAs under any alternative.  

With the following: 

Effects from Oil and Gas and Mineral and Energy Development: Oil and gas leasing is allowed; 
however, no ground-disturbing activities are suitable within the boundaries of the RNA. Protecting 
recommended RNAs to maintain their consideration for designation would impact oil and gas 
exploration in proportion to the number of acres where surface development is unsuitable. There is 
expected to be no impact to oil and gas leasing from the designation of RNAs under any alternative.  

FEIS, page 617 
Second full paragraph (under “Economic Efficiency” heading): 

Table 179 shows estimated benefits, costs, and cumulative present net value by alternative. All 
monetary values are expressed in constant dollars with no allowance for inflation. A 4 percent discount 
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rate was used over a 50-year period (2012 to 2061). The reduction in present net value in any 
alternative as compared to the most economically efficient solution is the economic trade-off, or 
opportunity cost, of implementing that alternative. 

Replace with the following:  

Table 179 shows cumulative present net value by alternative. Values used to calculate present net value 
are in the FEIS, appendix B, page 1129.  All monetary values are expressed in constant dollars with no 
allowance for inflation. A 4 percent discount rate was used over a 50-year period (2012 to 2061). The 
reduction in present net value in any alternative as compared to the most economically efficient 
solution is the economic trade-off, or opportunity cost, of implementing that alternative. 

Table 179, Title  

Table 179. Economic efficiency by alternative (in millions of dollars) 

Replace with the following: 

Table 179. Estimated costs and benefits as a cumulative PNV by alternative (in millions of dollars) 

FEIS, page 621, second to last bulleted paragraph on the page 
Replace paragraph: 

• Policy within the Meeteetse Conservation District (MCD) Land Use Plan opposes the restriction of 
access (including access for mineral production) and any management that might “negatively 
impact the livelihoods” of their constituents. The MCD views the further restriction of surface 
occupancy for oil and gas leasing proposed in the preferred alternative of the Shoshone revised 
plan as being in conflict with their policy. In designating lands available for surface occupancy the 
forest focused on those lands with a high potential for oil and gas occurrence. No surface 
occupancy designations were drafted to be consistent with the direction for back country non-
motorized management areas, big game crucial winter range and the desire of the public (that 
commented on the DEIS) to limit oil and gas leasing on the Forest. Economic impacts to the 
communities within the MCD from restrictions on surface occupancy are not anticipated low 
potential for oil and gas development during the life of the Forest Plan (10 to 15 years). 

With the following: 

• Policy within the Meeteetse Conservation District (MCD) Land Use Plan opposes the restriction of 
access (including access for mineral production) and any management that might “negatively 
impact the livelihoods” of their constituents. The MCD views the further restriction of surface 
development for oil and gas leasing proposed in the preferred alternative of the Shoshone revised 
plan as being in conflict with their policy. In designating lands unsuitable for surface development 
the Forest focused on those lands with a high potential for oil and gas occurrence. Areas designated 
as unsuitable for surface development were assigned to be consistent with the direction for back 
country non-motorized management areas, big game crucial winter range, and the desire of the 
public (that commented on the DEIS) to limit oil and gas development on the Forest. Economic 
impacts to the communities within the MCD from less areas being suitable for surface 
development are not anticipated due to the low potential for oil and gas development during the life 
of the Forest Plan (10 to 15 years). 
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FEIS, page 621, fifth bulleted paragraph on the page 
The last sentence of that paragraph: 

Economic impacts to the communities within the MCD from restrictions on surface occupancy are not 
anticipated low potential for oil and gas development during the life of the Forest Plan (10 to 15 years). 

Replace with the following: 

Economic impacts to the communities within the MCD from restrictions on surface occupancy are not 
anticipated due to low potential for oil and gas development during the life of the Forest Plan (10 to 15 
years). 

FEIS, page 654, definition for “Wetland” 
Replace the definition that appears on the page: 

Seasonally flooded basins or flats; the period of inundation is such that the land can usually be used for 
agricultural purposes. Also, lands transitional between terrestrial and aquatic systems where the water 
table is usually at or near the surface or the land is covered by shallow water. 

With the following: 

Wetlands are defined as areas that are inundated by surface or ground water with a frequency sufficient 
to support and that, under normal circumstances, do or would support a prevalence of vegetation or 
aquatic life that requires saturated or seasonally saturated soil conditions for growth and reproduction. 
Wetlands generally include swamps, marshes, bogs, and similar areas such as sloughs, potholes, wet 
meadows, river overflows, mud flats, and natural ponds. 

FEIS, Glossary, page 635, definition for “Animal unit month” 
Replace definition: 

An animal unit month is the equivalent to the amount of dry forage consumed by a 1,000-pound non-
lactating cow in 1 month (approximately 780 pounds, or 26 pounds per day). 

With the following: 

The amount of oven-dry forage (forage demand) required by one animal unit for a standardized period 
of 30 animal-unit-days. Not synonymous with animal month. (Abbreviated AUM) The term AUM is 
commonly used in three ways: (a) stocking rate, as in "X acres per AUM"; (b) forage allocations, as in 
"X AUMs in Allotment A"; (c) utilization, as in "X AUMs taken from Unit B." Society for Range 
Management. 1998. Glossary of terms used in range management, fourth edition. Edited by the 
Glossary Update Task Group, Thomas E. Bedell, Chairman. Used with permission. 

FEIS, appendix B, page 1101, bullet 3 under “Process for Determination of Rangeland Capability” 
Replace the following paragraph: 

Slopes greater than 60 percent were subtracted. These areas are identified as not suitable for cattle and 
sheep grazing. In the DEIS analysis, the 40 to 60 percent slope range, which is generally suitable for 
sheep grazing was identified as not being capable. Most of the Shoshone is not available for sheep 
grazing and the interdisciplinary team felt the information on capability for sheep was not needed by 
the decision maker. Sheep are only grazed on two allotments on the south end of the Forest and the 
terrain is generally less than 40 percent slopes in those areas. Comments received on the DEIS objected 
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to this approach. They felt it did not follow standard protocols and provided in incorrect display of 
grazing capability. Based on the comments, we reconsidered our approach and adjusted it to include the 
40 to 60 percent slope range as capable acres. Now they are not removed until the suitability screen 
where suitability for cattle grazing is determined.   

With the following:  

Slopes greater than 60 percent were subtracted. These areas are identified as not capable for cattle and 
sheep grazing.  

In the DEIS analysis, the 40 to 60 percent slope range, which is generally capable for sheep grazing, 
was identified as not being capable. Most of the Shoshone is not available for sheep grazing and the 
interdisciplinary team felt the information on capability for sheep was not needed by the decision 
maker. Sheep are only grazed on two allotments on the south end of the Forest and the terrain is 
generally less than 40 percent slopes in those areas. Comments received on the DEIS objected to this 
approach. They felt it did not follow standard protocols and provided an incorrect display of grazing 
capability. Based on the comments, we reconsidered our approach and adjusted it to include the 40 to 
60 percent slope range as capable acres for sheep.  

We also had comments during the DEIS that stated we should show the 40 to 60 percent slope range as 
capable for cattle grazing. This was based upon maps submitted that show that cattle graze on those 
slopes in some areas. Our resource professionals verified that in some areas cattle do graze on slopes 
greater than 40 percent without damaging the resource. The R2 Desk Guide allows forests to modify 
the 40 percent figure to fit local situations, but we do not have the data needed to make a determination 
Forest-wide on how the slope break should be applied. For this analysis we stayed with the R2 protocol 
that shows slopes between 40 to 60 percent as not capable for cattle.  

FEIS, appendix B, page 1101, bullet 2 under “Process for Determination of Rangeland Suitability” 
Delete paragraph. This step occurs in bullet three under “Capability. 

Appendix C, page 1225 
Insert this page following page 1225:
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Table 7. Details of the need assessment for areas being evaluated for potential wilderness on the Shoshone National Forest 

Criteria 
Togwotee Pass 
02093 

Deep Lake 
02911 

North Boundary 
02913 

Reef 
02914 

High Lakes 
NF915 

High Lakes 
addition  
NF915 

1. Are Yellowstone cutthroat trout present? low low low low low low 
2. Are species of concern or species of interest 
present? 

high high low low high high 

3. Is the area adjacent to existing wilderness? high low high high high low 
4. Are ecoregion subsections represented in 
wilderness? 

low mod mod mod mod mod 

5. Does the grizzly bear primary conservation area 
or a lynx analysis unit occur in the area? 

high mod high high high high 

Need rating high moderate moderate moderate high moderate 
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FEIS Maps 35−40 and 75 
Replace titles of all maps: 

Lands where allocation allows surface occupancy for oil and gas development. 

With the following: 

Lands where allocation is suitable for oil and gas surface development. 

FEIS, maps 35−40 and 75 
Within the legend for each map replace these entries: 

No surface occupancy 

Available 

With the following: 

Not suitable for surface development 

Suitable for surface development 

FEIS Appendix E, page 1302 and 1303  
Replace titles for maps 35−40 and 75: 

35 Alternative A Lands Where Allocation Allows Surface Occupancy for Oil and Gas 
Development 

36 Alternative B Lands Where Allocation Allows Surface Occupancy for Oil and Gas 
Development 

37 Alternative C Lands Where Allocation Allows Surface Occupancy for Oil and Gas 
Development 

38 Alternative D Lands Where Allocation Allows Surface Occupancy for Oil and Gas 
Development 

39 Alternative E Lands Where Allocation Allows Surface Occupancy for Oil and Gas 
Development 

40 Alternative F Lands Where Allocation Allows Surface Occupancy for Oil and Gas 
Development 

75 Alternative G Lands Where Allocation Allows Occupancy For Oil and Gas Development 
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With the following:  

35 Alternative A Lands Where Allocation Is Suitable for Oil and Gas Surface Development 

36 Alternative B Lands Where Allocation Is Suitable for Oil and Gas Surface Development 

37 Alternative C Lands Where Allocation Is Suitable for Oil and Gas Surface Development 

38 Alternative D Lands Where Allocation Is Suitable for Oil and Gas Surface Development 

39 Alternative E Lands Where Allocation Is Suitable for Oil and Gas Surface Development 

40 Alternative F Lands Where Allocation  Is Suitable for Oil and Gas Surface Development 

75 Alternative G Lands Where Allocation Is Suitable for Oil and Gas Surface Development 

Addendum to Appendix C (Wilderness Evaluation Areas) 

Wilderness Evaluation Areas 

Introduction 
This section describes the wilderness evaluation areas analyzed for Forest Plan revision. The inventory 
includes 34 areas totaling 754,640 acres or 30 percent of the Shoshone National Forest.  The effects of 
alternatives on the wilderness evaluation areas are discussed. 

Legal and Administrative Framework 
The Forest Service is required to inventory, evaluate, and consider all wilderness evaluation areas for 
possible inclusion in the National Wilderness Preservation System. The Wilderness Act of 1964 (P.L. 88-
577) gives the statutory definition of wilderness: 

A wilderness, in contrast with those areas where man and his own works dominate the landscape, is hereby 
recognized as an area where the earth and its community of life are untrammeled by man, where man himself 
is a visitor who does not remain. An area of wilderness is further defined in this Act, as an area of 
undeveloped federal land retaining its primeval character and influence, without permanent improvements of 
human habitation, which is protected and managed so as to preserve its natural conditions and which: 

• Generally appears to have been affected primarily by the forces of nature, with the imprint of 
man’s work substantially unnoticeable. 

• Has outstanding opportunities for solitude or a primitive and unconfined type of recreation. 

• Has at least 5,000 acres of land or is of sufficient size as to make practicable its preservation 
and use in an unimpaired condition. 

• May also contain ecological, geological, or other features of scientific, educational, or 
historical value. 

Forest Service Manual (FSM) 1920 provides for an integrated land and resource management planning 
effort. FSM 1923.04c requires the Forest Supervisor to conduct necessary wilderness studies and prepare a 
study report/environmental impact statement, either as a part of the forest plan or as a separate study. 

Forest Service Handbook (FSH) 1909.12.70.1 describes the process for identifying and evaluating potential 
wilderness in the National Forest System (NFS).  This process is used by the Forest Service to determine 
whether areas are to be recommended for wilderness designation by Congress.   
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Methodology 
A description of the process used to identify and evaluate wilderness evaluation areas is documented in 
appendix C. 

Affected Environment 
On many national forests, including the Shoshone, wilderness evaluation areas have been a major concern 
for land management planning. Wilderness evaluation areas are valued for many resource benefits 
including their undeveloped fisheries and wildlife habitat, biological diversity, and recreation. The same 
areas are also valued for their development potential, particularly for wood products and motorized 
recreation.  

During Forest Plan revision, the Forest Service is required to inventory, evaluate, and consider wilderness 
evaluation areas for possible inclusion in the National Wilderness Preservation System. 

Areas included in the Forest Plan revision inventory of wilderness evaluation areas met the following 
criteria from the Wilderness Act and FSH 1909.12: 

• Areas contain 5,000 acres or more. 

• Areas contain less than 5,000 acres, but can meet one or more of the following criteria: 

 Areas can be preserved due to physical terrain and natural conditions. 

 Areas are self-contained ecosystems, such as an island, that can be effectively managed as 
a separate unit of the National Wilderness Preservation System.   

 Areas are contiguous to existing wilderness, primitive areas, administration-endorsed 
wilderness, or potential wilderness in other Federal ownership, regardless of their size. 

• Areas do not contain Forest roads (36 CFR 212.1) or other permanently authorized roads. 

Wilderness evaluation areas may contain improvements such as motorized trails, unauthorized and user-
created roads, fences, outfitter camps, cow camps, and evidence of historic logging activities. Recent 
timber harvest areas, utility corridors, ski areas, and large reservoirs were excluded from the inventory. 
Table 1 and map A show the 34 areas included in the revision inventory. The 745,640 acres represent 
approximately 30 percent of the total Shoshone National Forest. Descriptions of the specific areas are in 
appendix C of the FEIS. Maps of each individual area are also associated with appendix C of the FEIS.  
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Table 1. Wilderness evaluation areas 
Evaluation Area ID Evaluation Area Name Acres 
02039 Windy Mountain 35,789 
02040 Pat O'Hara 11,786 
02041 Sulphur Creek 27,730 
02042 Clarks Fork 36,451 
02043 Sunlight 15,791 
02044 Trout Creek 39,274 
02045 Wapiti Valley North 20,656 
02046 Rattlesnake 4,702 
02048 Wapiti Valley South 50,394 
02049 South Fork 66,909 
02050 Carter Mountain 9,930 
02051 Franc's Peak 67,968 
02052 Wood River 57,011 
02053 Castle Rock 8,206 
02054 Telephone Draw 22,147 
02055 Carson Lake 4,741 
02056 East Dunoir 6,034 
02057 South Dunoir 3,111 
02058 Dunoir 28,879 
02059 West Dunoir 7,115 
02060 Sheridan Pass 11,746 
02061 Benchmark 8,931 
02062 Salt Creek 7,166 
02064 Little Popo Agie 10,737 
02065 Canyon Creek 8,662 
02066 Pass Creek 4,208 
02901 Middle Fork 59,722 
02902 Warm Spring Creek 6,026 
02903 Togwotee Pass 6,888 
02911 Deep Lake 59,205 
02914 Reef 16,915 
NF915 High Lakes 15,406 
Nf915a High Lakes additional 5,402 

Each of the 34 wilderness evaluation areas was studied to determine its potential for wilderness 
designation. All evaluation areas were assessed for capability and availability. A need analysis was then 
completed. The steps are described below and are documented in appendix C. 

• Capability is defined as the degree to which the area contains the basic characteristics that make it 
suitable for wilderness designation without regard to its availability for or need as wilderness. 

• The availability determination is conditioned on the value of and need for the wilderness resource 
compared to the value of and need for the area for other resources.  

• Need is the determination that the area should be designated as wilderness through an analysis of 
the degree the area contributes to the local, regional, and national distribution of wilderness.   
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Table 2. Summary of capability, availability, and need assessment for wilderness evaluation areas 
Area Name Capability Availability Need 
Windy Mountain 02039 moderate high high 
Pat O’Hara 02040 moderate high moderate 
Sulphur Creek 02041 moderate high high 
Clarks Fork 02042 high high moderate 
Sunlight 02043 moderate high high 
Trout Creek 02044 high high high 
Wapiti Valley North 02045 high moderate high 
Rattlesnake 02046 low high moderate 
Wapiti Valley South 02048 high moderate high 
South Fork 02049 moderate low high 
Carter Mountain 02050 moderate moderate low 
Franc’s Peak 02051 high moderate high 
Wood River 02052 high moderate high 
Castle Rock 02053 moderate high moderate 
Telephone Draw 02054 moderate moderate high 
Carson Lake 02055 moderate high moderate 
East Dunoir 02056 moderate moderate moderate 
South Dunoir 02057 moderate high moderate 
Dunoir 02058 high high high 
West Dunoir 02059 moderate moderate moderate 
Sheridan Pass 02060 moderate moderate moderate 
Benchmark 02061 moderate moderate moderate 
Salt Creek 02062 moderate moderate moderate 
Little Popo Agie 02064 moderate high moderate 
Canyon Creek 02065 moderate moderate low 
Pass Creek 02066 moderate high moderate 
Middle Fork 02901 moderate moderate moderate 
Warm Spring Creek 02902 moderate high high 
Togwotee Pass 02903 high moderate high 
Deep Lake 02911 high high moderate 
North Boundary 02913 low high moderate 
Reef 02914 moderate high moderate 
High Lakes NF915 high high high 
High Lakes addition NF915a low high moderate 

The wilderness evaluation areas include significant overlap with the inventoried roadless acres on the 
Shoshone National Forest. The roadless inventory areas for the Shoshone have not been updated since 
1978. As a result, they contain areas that no longer meet roadless characteristics (43,000 acres). Inventoried 
roadless areas may contain improvements such as roads, evidence of historic logging activities, more recent 
timber harvest areas, utility corridors, and ski areas. Because of this, the inventoried roadless areas were 
not used to start the wilderness evaluation process. A new inventory was done to start that process (see 
table 3).   
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Table 3. Acres of inventoried roadless areas within wilderness evaluation areas 

 
Wilderness 
Evaluation Area Area Acres 

Inventoried 
Roadless Acres 

Percent 
Inventoried Roadless 

02039 Windy Mountain 35,789 31,161 87% 
02040 Pat O'hara 11,786 10,521 89% 
02041 Sulphur Creek 27,730 25,184 91% 

02042 Clarks Fork 36,451 32,964 90% 
02043 Sunlight 15,791 7,612 48% 
02044 Trout Creek 39,274 37,546 96% 
02045 Wapiti Valley North 20,656 18,589 90% 
02046 Rattlesnake 4,702 4,294 91% 
02048 Wapiti Valley South 50,394 48,042 95% 

02049 South Fork 66,909 58,847 88% 
02050 Carter Mountain 9,930 7,590 76% 
02051 Franc's Peak 67,968 62,592 92% 
02052 Wood River 57,011 51,820 91% 
02053 Castle Rock 8,206 4,529 55% 
02054 Telephone Draw 22,147 18,939 86% 

02055 Carson Lake 4,741 3,843 81% 
02056 East Dunoir 6,034 3,251 54% 
02057 South Dunoir 3,111 2,894 93% 
02058 Dunoir 28,879 28,879 100% 
02059 West Dunoir 7,115 2,443 34% 
02060 Sheridan Pass 11,746 7,986 68% 

02061 Benchmark 8,931 5,280 59% 
02062 Salt Creek 7,166   
02064 Little Popo Agie 10,737 8,060 75% 
02065 Canyon Creek 8,662 7,237 84% 
02066 Pass Creek 4,208 2,991 71% 
02901 Middle Fork 59,722 48,650 81% 

02902 Warm Spring Creek 6,026 5,545 92% 
02903 Togwotee Pass 6,888 6,802 99% 
02911 Deep Lake 59,205 56,547 96% 
02914 Reef 16,915 15,807 93% 
Nf915 High Lakes 15,406 15,406 100% 
Nf915a High Lakes additional 5,402   

Totals  745,640 641,840  

Table 4 displays the acres with a high potential for oil and gas occurrence that are within wilderness 
evaluation areas. Wilderness evaluation areas that are not shown do not have any acres with high potential. 
A high potential of occurrence does not equate to a high potential for development. See FEIS discussion on 
oil and gas for further information. A total of 118,061 acres within the wilderness evaluation areas have a 
high potential for oil and gas occurrence. 
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Table 4. Acres with high potential for oil and gas occurrence within wilderness evaluation areas 

 Wilderness Evaluation Area Area Acres 

Acres with  
High Potential of  

Oil and Gas Occurrence 
02039 Windy Mountain 35,789 1,441 
02040 Pat O’Hara 11,786 11,786 

02041 Sulphur Creek 27,730 7,768 
02042 Clarks Fork 36,451 5,302 
02044 Trout Creek 39,274 6,073 
02045 Wapiti Valley North 20,656 113 
02046 Rattlesnake 4,702 4,702 
02048 Wapiti Valley South 50,394 223 

02049 South Fork 66,909 12,923 
02050 Carter Mountain 9,930 3,647 
02051 Franc's Peak 67,968 21 
02052 Wood River 57,011 1,066 
02054 Telephone Draw 22,147 2,532 
02055 Carson Lake 4,741 1,318 

02056 East Dunoir 6,034 6,034 
02057 South Dunoir 3,111 3,111 
02058 Dunoir 28,879 10,679 
02059 West Dunoir 7,115 5,431 
02060 Sheridan Pass 11,746 2,066 
02061 Benchmark 8,931 2,199 

02062 Salt Creek 7,166 35 
02064 Little Popo Agie 10,737 10,705 
02065 Canyon Creek 8,662 721 
02066 Pass Creek 4,208 1,243 
02901 Middle Fork 59,722 9,545 
02903 Togwotee Pass 6,888 713 

02911 Deep Lake 59,205 6,666 
Total   118,061 

Table 5 displays the acres of potential timber production land within wilderness evaluation areas. Forest 
land not considered as suitable includes land unavailable through statute or administrative action and lands 
defined as physically unsuitable for timber production. In addition, all inventoried roadless acres are 
excluded because the 2001 Roadless Rule restrictions are incompatible with managing for timber 
production. A total of 39,735 acres within wilderness evaluation areas are potential timber production 
lands.  
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Table 5. Acres of potential timber production land within wilderness evaluation areas 

 Wilderness Evaluation Area Area Acres 
Acres of Potential 

Timber Production 
02039 Windy Mountain 35,789 958 
02040 Pat O'hara 11,786 379 
02041 Sulphur Creek 27,730 856 

02042 Clarks Fork 36,451 1,007 
02043 Sunlight 15,791 664 
02044 Trout Creek 39,274 257 
02045 Wapiti Valley North 20,656 183 
02046 Rattlesnake 4,702 59 
02048 Wapiti Valley South 50,394 447 

02049 South Fork 66,909 877 
02050 Carter Mountain 9,930 600 
02051 Franc's Peak 67,968 665 
02052 Wood River 57,011 1,319 
02053 Castle Rock 8,206 1,858 
02054 Telephone Draw 22,147 1,692 

02055 Carson Lake 4,741 677 
02056 East Dunoir 6,034 2,341 
02057 South Dunoir 3,111 208 
02059 West Dunoir 7,115 2,789 
02060 Sheridan Pass 11,746 1,850 
02061 Benchmark 8,931 3,095 

02062 Salt Creek 7,166 2,568 
02064 Little Popo Agie 10,737 1,426 
02065 Canyon Creek 8,662 1,153 
02066 Pass Creek 4,208 761 
02901 Middle Fork 59,722 8,191 
02902 Warm Spring Creek 6,026 290 

02903 Togwotee Pass 6,888 64 
02911 Deep Lake 59,205 372 
02914 Reef 16,915 351 
NF915a High Lakes additional 5,402 1,778 
Total   39,735 

Table 6 displays the acres of potential summer motorized recreation land within wilderness evaluation 
areas. Land not considered as suitable for summer motorized recreation includes land removed through 
statute or administrative action. In addition, physically unsuitable lands (slopes greater than 40 percent) are 
excluded. A total of 277,236 acres within wilderness evaluation areas are potentially suitable for summer 
motorized recreation.  
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Table 6. Acres of potential summer motorized land within wilderness evaluation areas 

 

Wilderness  
Evaluation  
Area Area Acres 

Acres of  
Potential Summer  

Motorized Recreation 
02040 Pat O'hara 11,786 5,408 
02041 Sulphur Creek 27,730 37 
02042 Clarks Fork 36,451 3,591 
02044 Trout Creek 39,274 15,771 
02045 Wapiti Valley North 20,656 3,765 
02046 Rattlesnake 4,702 2,868 
02048 Wapiti Valley South 50,394 10,681 
02049 South Fork 66,909 18,879 
02050 Carter Mountain 9,930 5,653 
02051 Franc's Peak 67,968 26,393 
02052 Wood River 57,011 18,708 
02053 Castle Rock 8,206 6,745 
02054 Telephone Draw 22,147 16,133 
02055 Carson Lake 4,741 3,482 
02056 East Dunoir 6,034 4,244 
02059 West Dunoir 7,115 1,584 
02060 Sheridan Pass 11,746 11,163 
02061 Benchmark 8,931 8,340 
02062 Salt Creek 7,166 6,903 
02064 Little Popo Agie 10,737 7,431 
02065 Canyon Creek 8,662 7,574 
02066 Pass Creek 4,208 3,757 
02901 Middle Fork 59,722 51,210 
02902 Warm Spring Creek 6,026 5,700 
02903 Togwotee Pass 6,888 62 
02911 Deep Lake 59,205 31,049 
NF915a High Lakes additional 5,402 105 
Total   277,236 

Table 7 displays the acres of potential winter motorized recreation land within wilderness evaluation areas. 
Land not considered as suitable for winter motorized recreation includes land removed through statute or 
administrative action. A total of 716,760 acres within wilderness evaluation areas is potentially suitable for 
summer motorized recreation. 

Table 7. Acres of potential winter motorized land within wilderness evaluation areas 

 Wilderness Evaluation Area Area Acres 
Acres of Potential Winter 

Motorized Recreation 
02039 Windy Mountain 35,789 35,789 
02040 Pat O'hara 11,786 11,786 
02041 Sulphur Creek 27,730 27,730 
02042 Clarks Fork 36,451 36,451 
02043 Sunlight 15,791 15,791 
02044 Trout Creek 39,274 39,274 
02045 Wapiti Valley North 20,656 20,656 
02046 Rattlesnake 4,702 4,702 
02048 Wapiti Valley South 50,394 50,394 
02049 South Fork 66,909 66,909 
02050 Carter Mountain 9,930 9,930 
02051 Franc's Peak 67,968 67,968 
02052 Wood River 57,011 57,011 
02053 Castle Rock 8,206 8,206 
02054 Telephone Draw 22,147 22,147 
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 Wilderness Evaluation Area Area Acres 
Acres of Potential Winter 

Motorized Recreation 
02055 Carson Lake 4,741 4,741 
02056 East Dunoir 6,034 6,034 
02057 South Dunoir 3,111 3,111 
02059 West Dunoir 7,115 7,115 
02060 Sheridan Pass 11,746 11,746 
02061 Benchmark 8,931 8,931 
02062 Salt Creek 7,166 7,166 
02064 Little Popo Agie 10,737 10,737 
02065 Canyon Creek 8,662 8,662 
02066 Pass Creek 4,208 4,208 
02901 Middle Fork 59,722 59,722 
02902 Warm Spring Creek 6,026 6,026 
02903 Togwotee Pass 6,888 6,888 
02911 Deep Lake 59,205 59,205 
02914 Reef 16,915 16,916 
NF915 High Lakes 15,406 15,406 
NF915a High Lakes additional 5,402 5,402 
Total   716,760 

Environmental Consequences 

Direct and Indirect Effects 
Alternatives C and D are the only two action alternatives that recommend wilderness evaluation areas for 
wilderness designation. Alternative C recommends 23 areas (628,800 acres) and alternative D recommends 
7 areas (194,500 acres). Table 8 displays the specific areas recommended in each alternative. 

Table 8. Wilderness evaluation areas included as recommended wilderness in alternatives C and D 

Area name 
Alt C 

Recommended Wilderness 
Alt D 

Recommended Wilderness 
Pat O’Hara 02040 Yes  
Sulphur Creek 02041 Yes  
Clarks Fork 02042 Yes  
Sunlight 02043 Yes  
Trout Creek 02044 Yes Yes 
Wapiti Valley North 02045 Yes  
Rattlesnake 02046 Yes  
Wapiti Valley South 02048 Yes  
South Fork 02049 Yes  
Carter Mountain 02050 Yes  
Franc’s Peak 02051 Yes Yes 
Wood River 02052 Yes Yes 
Castle Rock 02053 Yes  
Telephone Draw 02054 Yes  
East Dunoir 02056 Yes Yes 
South Dunoir 02057 Yes Yes 
Dunoir 02058 Yes Yes 
West Dunoir 02059 Yes Yes 
Middle Fork 02901 Yes  
Warm Spring Creek 02902 Yes  
Deep Lake 02911 Yes  
High Lakes NF915 Yes  
High Lakes addition NF915a Yes  
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The areas recommended for wilderness were selected based on a combination of their higher scores for 
capability and availability and indications of public support. The evaluation areas that were not 
recommended in any of the alternatives generally had lower scores for capability and availability and had 
little or no public support. The seven areas selected for alternative D had high scores for capability and 
availability and had the highest levels of public support. Alternatives A, B, E, F, and G do not contain any 
areas recommended for wilderness designation. 

Recommendation of lands for wilderness in alternatives C and D could result in a long-term loss of these 
lands from other uses if Congress ultimately designates them as wilderness.  Table 9 displays the acres that 
would no longer be available to supply oil and gas, timber, and winter and summer motorized recreation in 
the future. Table 4, table 5, table 6, and table 7 display acres by individual wilderness evaluation area. The 
numbers in table 9 represent the maximum losses. Actual losses would be dependent upon other 
administrative decisions associated with any potential alternative that may limit availability. 

Table 9. Acres of lost potential resource and recreation supply resulting from wilderness recommendations 
Resource opportunity Alt C Alt D 
Acres with high potential for oil and gas occurrence 97,622 32,415 
Acres with potential to supply timber production 26,832 7,579 
Acres with potential to supply summer motorized recreation 223,116 66,700 
Acres with potential to supply winter motorized recreation 600,976 180,513 

Table 10 displays the distribution of the 745,640 acres of wilderness evaluation areas across the range of 
management areas in each alternative. All of the acres shown are included in the wilderness evaluation 
inventory conducted for Forest Plan revision. Forest acres outside of the wilderness evaluation areas are not 
included in this table. Management area allocations for each individual wilderness evaluation area are 
displayed at the end of this document. 
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Table 10. Wilderness evaluation acres by management area and alternative 
MA  Description Alt. A Alt. B Alt. C Alt. D Alt. E Alt. F Alt. G 
1.2 Recommended Wilderness     558,924 164,921      
1.2A Recommended High Lakes Wilderness     15,224        
1.2B Recommended Dunoir Wilderness     28,879 28,879      
1.3 Back Country Non-Motorized 426,701 353,341 86,595 367,950 324,317 202,266 261,859 
1.5A Clarks Fork Wild River              
1.6A High Lakes WSA 15,224 15,224   15,224 15,224 15,224 15,224 
1.6B Dunoir SMU 28,879 28,879     28,879 28,879 28,879 
2.2A Line Creek RNA 1,276 1,276 184 1,276 1,276 1,276 1,276 
2.3 Potential RNA 1,143 11,361 3,537 14,422     13,065 
3.1B Potential Little Popo Agie Moraine SIA   801 801 801     801 
3.1C Potential Sawtooth Peatbeds SIA   563   563     391 
3.3A Back Country Motorized 115,007 62,766 4,947 8,288 89,870 170,765 78,715 
3.3B Back Country Winter Motorized   86,372 3,157 71,555 43,430   185,175 
3.3C Back Country Summer Motorized   72,091 4,188 10,494 93,927 4,563 45,896 
3.5 Back Country Recreation & Restoration   41,458          
3.5a Back Country Recreation & Restoration 

Motorized 
      19,928 

3.5B Back Country Recreation & Restoration 
Winter Motorized 

      1,941 

3.5C Back Country Recreation & Restoration 
Summer Motorized 

      5,506 

3.5D Back Country Recreation & Restoration 
Non-Motorized 

      12,812 

4.2 Travel Corridor 61,337 36,181 20,424 36,181 38,153 38,326 38,326 
4.3 Back Country Access Corridor   1,612 424 1,609 1,347 156 1,613 
4.5A Proposed Kirwin SIA  173 173 173 173 173   3,782 
5.1 Managed Forests & Rangelands 59,578 18,583 7,665 14,142 78,789 283,385 18,583 
5.2 Public Water Supply   7,420 1,534 2,645 7,420   7,420 
5.4 Managed Big Game Crucial Winter Range 36,321 6,739 8,184 5,717 22,036   6,712 
8.2 Ski-based Resort   798 798 798 798 798 798 
Grand Total    745,640 745,639 745,639 745,639 745,639 745,639 745,639 

Management Area 3.6A, Continental Divide National Scenic Trail is a linear feature that overlaps with the above management areas. Alternative A management areas assigned to the nearest 
equivalent revised plan management area. 
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Some management area allocations allow activities that are not in conformance with wilderness 
characteristics that could decrease the capability of lands to be recommended as wilderness in the future. 
Management areas are suitable or not suitable for a variety of management activities which can impact 
future wilderness capability. What activities are permitted is based upon the desired condition statements, 
standards and guidelines, and overall management emphasis for each management area allocation. 
Management area allocations will not directly affect the capability of wilderness evaluation areas until a 
planned management activity (e.g., road construction, vegetative treatment) is scheduled. The type and 
amount of management activities in the future is uncertain and the impact on capability would be limited to 
the portion of the wilderness evaluation area where the activity occurred.  

As mentioned earlier, much of the wilderness evaluation area acreage overlaps with inventoried roadless 
(table 3). Within inventoried roadless areas in alternatives A, B, C, D, and G, the direction from the 2001 
Roadless Rule is applicable. This rule prohibits road construction except under limited circumstances and it 
limits vegetation treatment to certain conditions. These limitations increase the likelihood that inventoried 
roadless acres within wilderness evaluation areas will maintain their wilderness capability attributes during 
plan implementation. 

A number of management areas are generally not suitable for vegetation treatment, road construction, and 
motorized recreation. For the purpose of this discussion this refers to management areas in category 1 and 
category 2. In alternative A, management area 1.3 is not included in the category 1 acres, because in the 
1986 Forest Plan that management area allows snowmobiles. That represents nearly 420,000 acres in 
alternative A. Wilderness evaluation area acres allocated to these management areas will have the highest 
likelihood of having their wilderness capability maintained during the planning period. Table 11 displays 
these acres for each wilderness evaluation area. As discussed previously, this does not mean that other acres 
will not maintain their wilderness capability, but rather the plan permits some activity that may or may not 
decrease their wilderness capability depending upon project-level implementation.
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Table 11. Wilderness evaluation area acres with highest likelihood of maintaining wilderness capability 

 Wilderness Evaluation Area Area Acres Alt A Alt B Alt C Alt D Alt E Alt F Alt G 

02039 Windy Mountain 35,789  27,889 31,252 29,509 27,344  26,011 
02040 Pat O'hara 11,786 19  10,882 10,655    
02041 Sulphur Creek 27,730  20,444 26,288 23,854 20,444 4,461 20,444 
02042 Clarks Fork 36,451 965 14,932 34,755 16,078 11,864 6,482 13,713 
02043 Sunlight 15,791  12,644 13,794 12,644 12,644 12,276 12,644 
02044 Trout Creek 39,274  37,869 38,837 38,837 37,869  37,869 
02045 Wapiti Valley North 20,656  16,394 19,507 16,394 15,250 14,051 16,394 
02046 Rattlesnake 4,702  3,353 4,640 4,332 3,353   
02048 Wapiti Valley South 50,394  44,821 48,554 44,821 44,431 44,310 44,821 
02049 South Fork 66,909  37,912 65,276 64,880 34,740 34,713 42,880 
02050 Carter Mountain 9,930  3,743 8,964 8,957   4 
02051 Franc's Peak 67,968  57,041 66,159 64,757 40,354 35,142 40,926 
02052 Wood River 57,011  44,165 55,546 53,850 40,611 38,113 5,716 
02053 Castle Rock 8,206   8,200 4,529    
02054 Telephone Draw 22,147   22,091 18,905    
02055 Carson Lake 4,741  4,466 4,600 4,466 4,036   
02056 East Dunoir 6,034  4,517 5,993 5,993 2,803   
02057 South Dunoir 3,111  3,109 3,109 3,109 3,109   
02058 Dunoir 28,879 28,879 28,879 28,879 28,879 28,879 28,879 28,879 
02059 West Dunoir 7,115 159  6,839 6,839    
02060 Sheridan Pass 11,746 8,466  7,986 7,986    
02061 Benchmark 8,931   5,609 5,468    
02062 Salt Creek 7,166        
02064 Little Popo Agie 10,737   8,060 7,927    
02065 Canyon Creek 8,662   5,880 5,851    
02066 Pass Creek 4,208   2,991 2,966    
02901 Middle Fork 59,722  10,947 55,167 49,853 9,377  9,413 
02902 Warm Spring Creek 6,026   6,009 5,562    
02903 Togwotee Pass 6,888  280 5,822 1,549    
02911 Deep Lake 59,205 1,092 4,938 57,349 11,380 4,938 3,175 4,938 
02914 Reef 16,915  15,477 15,584 15,584 12,060 10,453  
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 Wilderness Evaluation Area Area Acres Alt A Alt B Alt C Alt D Alt E Alt F Alt G 

Nf915 High Lakes 15,406 15,224 15,406 15,406 15,406 15,406 15,406 15,406 
Nf915a High Lakes additional 5,402 184 856 3,317 856 184 184 246 
Totals  745,640 54,988 410,081 693,344 592,673 369,697 247,646 320,304 

Alternative A management areas are assigned to the nearest equivalent revised plan management area. 
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Effects from Other Resource Areas 
Effects from Timber Management: Timber management and associated road development would have 
the most impact on wilderness capability.  Acres assigned to management areas 5.1, 5.2, and 5.4 contain the 
suitable timber base for the Shoshone National Forest and included goals for the production of commercial 
timber. These areas also allow for the construction of roads to facilitate timber management.  Table 12 
displays the acres of wilderness evaluation areas that are allocated to these management areas. While not 
all suited acres will be treated in the next planning period, the allocation represents the availability of these 
acres to be treated. In the next decade between 5,210 and 5,400 acres will be harvested from all suitable 
timber acres in alternatives A, B, C, D, and G. Under alternatives E and F, 7,560 and 11,000 acres, 
respectively, will be harvested from all suitable timber lands. If these harvested acres were distributed 
proportionally to the suitable acres that are allocated within wilderness evaluation areas, approximately 2 
percent of the wilderness evaluation area acres would be treated in the next decade.
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Table 12. Wilderness evaluation area acres allocated to management areas with suited timber lands contributing to scheduled harvest 

 Wilderness Evaluation Area Area Acres Alt A Alt B Alt C Alt D Alt E Alt F Alt G 

02039 Windy Mountain 35,789 11,130 3,076 2,133 3,050 4,913 7,714 3,076 
02040 Pat O'hara 11,786 107 899 899 899 1,440 1,440 899 
02041 Sulphur Creek 27,730 351 1,168 18 1,168 4,611 8,401 1,168 
02042 Clarks Fork 36,451 3,717 177 150 150 9,243 21,918 150 
02043 Sunlight 15,791      368  
02044 Trout Creek 39,274 1,060 1,405 437 437 1,405 1,405 1,405 
02045 Wapiti Valley North 20,656 2,869     921  
02046 Rattlesnake 4,702 62 62 62 62 63 63 62 
02048 Wapiti Valley South 50,394 10,060 89 5 89 89 510 89 
02049 South Fork 66,909 3,937 1,013 618 1,013 9,724 12,501 1,013 
02050 Carter Mountain 9,930 3,014 958 958 958 5,205 9,930 958 
02051 Franc's Peak 67,968 5,907 634 340 634 8,351 15,783 634 
02052 Wood River 57,011 9,452 1,478 435 563 10,248 14,614 1,478 
02053 Castle Rock 8,206 201 6 6 6 1,709 8,206 6 
02054 Telephone Draw 22,147 2,972 55 55 55 1,611 22,147 55 
02055 Carson Lake 4,741 1,376 275 141 275 705 4,741 275 
02056 East Dunoir 6,034 1,121 42 42 42 3,232 6,034 42 
02057 South Dunoir 3,111 1,561 2  2 2 3,111 2 
02058 Dunoir 28,879        
02059 West Dunoir 7,115 3,167 2,761   2,761 6,839 2,761 
02060 Sheridan Pass 11,746 938 603 603 603 3,380 6,236 603 
02061 Benchmark 8,931 2,795 2,114 2,114 2,114 8,153 8,931 2,114 
02062 Salt Creek 7,166 1,797 3,229 3,229 3,229 3,229 3,229 3,229 
02064 Little Popo Agie 10,737 1,860 2,015 1,298 1,298 2,642 10,737 2,015 
02065 Canyon Creek 8,662 4,287 1,829 652 652 2,228 7,384 1,829 
02066 Pass Creek 4,208 2,001     4,208  
02901 Middle Fork 59,722 12,950 7,127 1,513 3,481 18,158 57,000 7,127 
02902 Warm Spring Creek 6,026 0 68 17 68 68 6,026 68 
02903 Togwotee Pass 6,888 748 20 20 20 20 4,292 20 
02911 Deep Lake 59,205 6,156 758 758 758 759 19,687 758 
02914 Reef 16,915 303 862 862 862 4,279 5,993 862 
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 Wilderness Evaluation Area Area Acres Alt A Alt B Alt C Alt D Alt E Alt F Alt G 

Nf915 High Lakes 15,406        
Nf915a High Lakes additional 5,402  17 17 17 17 3,017 17 
Totals  745,640 95,899 32,742 17,381 22,504 108,244 283,384 32,715 

Alternative A management areas are assigned to the nearest equivalent revised plan management area. 
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Shoshone National Forest 

Effects from Oil, Gas and Minerals Management: Wilderness evaluation areas that are designated as 
suitable for surface occupancy for oil and gas could potentially have their capability reduced by 
infrastructure associated with oil and gas development. Based upon past history and current projections, it 
is unlikely that any oil and gas development will occur in the planning period. Table 13 displays the acres 
of wilderness evaluation areas by alternative that are suitable for surface occupancy for oil and gas 
development. 
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Table 13. Acres of wilderness evaluation areas suitable for surface occupancy for oil and gas development 

 Wilderness Evaluation Area Area Acres Alt A Alt B Alt C Alt D Alt E Alt F Alt G 

02039 Windy Mountain 35,789 17,112     32,559  
02040 Pat O'hara 11,786 11,786 11,777 899 1,122 11,777 11,777 7,452 
02041 Sulphur Creek 27,730 27,650 18  18 18 20,594 18 
02042 Clarks Fork 36,451 13,671 718  12 718 27,311  
02043 Sunlight 15,791 1,858     368  
02044 Trout Creek 39,274 11,803 1,405  437 1,405 39,274  
02045 Wapiti Valley North 20,656 10,752     1,201  
02046 Rattlesnake 4,702 4,702 1,346  367 1,348 4,700 682 
02048 Wapiti Valley South 50,394 40,943 84  84 84 510  
02049 South Fork 66,909 55,771 24,739  1,013 27,763 31,180 433 
02050 Carter Mountain 9,930 9,930 6,171 503 958 9,930 9,930 1,621 
02051 Franc's Peak 67,968 67,807 8,351 337 634 21,860 30,250 10,200 
02052 Wood River 57,011 56,975 10,248 435 563 13,802 16,300 10,248 
02053 Castle Rock 8,206 8,206 8,205 5 3,677 8,206 8,206  
02054 Telephone Draw 22,147 22,147 22,089 55 3,184 22,147 22,147  
02055 Carson Lake 4,741 4,741 275 139 275 705 4,741 1,318 
02056 East Dunoir 6,034 6,034 1,142 42 42 2,778 6,034 1,148 
02057 South Dunoir 3,111 3,111     3,111  
02058 Dunoir 28,879        
02059 West Dunoir 7,115 5,394 1,978   1,978 6,839 2,176 
02060 Sheridan Pass 11,746 11,746 603 603 603 3,380 11,746 2,066 
02061 Benchmark 8,931 8,411 8,779 2,602 3,311 8,821 8,931 1,026 
02062 Salt Creek 7,166 7,166 7,111 7,111 7,111 7,111 7,166 35 
02064 Little Popo Agie 10,737 10,737 10,591 1,888 2,664 10,646 10,737  
02065 Canyon Creek 8,662 8,662 6,819 691 969 7,315 7,384  
02066 Pass Creek 4,208 4,208 4,172 960 1,208 4,173 4,208  
02901 Middle Fork 59,722 59,382 45,501 2,681 6,598 47,138 57,000  
02902 Warm Spring Creek 6,026 6,026 5,998 17 437 5,990 6,026  
02903 Togwotee Pass 6,888 991     5,841  
02911 Deep Lake 59,205 28,678 5,368 519 522 42,283 53,631 3,005 
02914 Reef 16,915 2,159     5,993  

46 



Shoshone National Forest 

 Wilderness Evaluation Area Area Acres Alt A Alt B Alt C Alt D Alt E Alt F Alt G 

Nf915 High Lakes 15,406 182       
Nf915a High Lakes additional 5,402 2,427     3,017  
Totals  745,640 531,165 193,490 19,487 35,808 261,375 458,713 41,428 
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Effects from Recreation: Some management areas allow for motorized summer and winter recreation. 
Motorized recreation is not allowed in an area once Congress designates it wilderness. The current 
existence of summer or winter motorized recreation in a wilderness evaluation area does not necessarily 
reduce its capability for wilderness recommendation. However, well established winter or summer 
motorized recreation with a strong constituency can lead to formidable opposition to any future wilderness 
designation. There is generally little infrastructure associated with winter motorized recreation, so it is 
unlikely to reduce wilderness capability for any area. The trail infrastructure associated with summer 
motorized recreation does not preclude wilderness recommendation, but it could potentially reduce 
capability for an area. On the Shoshone all summer motorized recreation is restricted to designated routes, 
so areas in the alternatives that are newly available for summer use would not have any additional routes 
until project-specific analysis occurs to designate routes. Only a small percentage of lands without existing 
designated routes will have designated routes constructed in the next decade. It is projected that constructed 
miles will range from 0 in alternative C to 60 in alternative F. Table 14 and table 15 display the acres of 
wilderness evaluation areas that are suitable for summer and winter motorized recreation. 
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Shoshone National Forest 

Table 14. Acres of wilderness evaluation areas that are suitable for summer motorized recreation 

 Wilderness Evaluation Area Area Acres Alt A Alt B Alt C Alt D Alt E Alt F Alt G 

02039 Windy Mountain 35,789 16,555 7,900 3,283 4,213 8,444 35,789 6,306 
02040 Pat O'hara 11,786 1,323 11,786 901 1,127 11,786 11,786 11,786 
02041 Sulphur Creek 27,730 14,708 7,287 1,201 2,384 7,287 23,269 3,876 
02042 Clarks Fork 36,451 14,651 4,565 1,670 1,672 14,970 29,968 2,809 
02043 Sunlight 15,791 5,023 3,147 1,996 1,996 3,147 3,515 3,147 
02044 Trout Creek 39,274 1,339 1,405 437 437 1,405 39,274 1,405 
02045 Wapiti Valley North 20,656 8,053 4,262 1,119 1,120 5,405 6,605 4,262 
02046 Rattlesnake 4,702 1,334 1,350 62 370 1,350 4,702 4,702 
02048 Wapiti Valley South 50,394 17,722 5,573 1,046 1,430 5,964 6,085 5,573 
02049 South Fork 66,909 14,162 28,997 1,259 1,655 32,169 32,196 15,319 
02050 Carter Mountain 9,930 8,556 6,187 966 973 9,930 9,930 9,926 
02051 Franc's Peak 67,968 10,412 10,927 1,808 2,104 24,436 32,826 19,374 
02052 Wood River 57,011 16,474 12,846 1,465 1,593 16,399 18,898 12,846 
02053 Castle Rock 8,206 1,534 8,206 6 3,677 8,206 8,206 8,206 
02054 Telephone Draw 22,147 4,440 22,147 55 3,242 22,147 22,147 6,615 
02055 Carson Lake 4,741 4,741 275 141 275 705 4,741 275 
02056 East Dunoir 6,034 1,901 1,518 42 42 3,232 6,034 1,146 
02057 South Dunoir 3,111 1,561 2 2 2 2 3,111 2 
02058 Dunoir 28,879        
02059 West Dunoir 7,115 5,022 3,037 276 276 3,037 7,115 3,235 
02060 Sheridan Pass 11,746 3,280 603 603 603 3,380 11,746 603 
02061 Benchmark 8,931 8,176 8,931 3,322 3,463 8,931 8,931 8,931 
02062 Salt Creek 7,166 7,166 7,166 7,166 7,166 7,166 7,166 7,166 
02064 Little Popo Agie 10,737 6,437 10,737 2,677 2,810 10,737 10,737 3,119 
02065 Canyon Creek 8,662 8,662 8,662 1,390 1,419 8,662 8,662 8,662 
02066 Pass Creek 4,208 4,208 4,208 1,217 1,242 4,208 4,208 4,208 
02901 Middle Fork 59,722 50,833 48,775 4,555 8,883 50,346 59,722 50,309 
02902 Warm Spring Creek 6,026 2,957 6,026 17 464 6,026 6,026 6,026 
02903 Togwotee Pass 6,888 2,364 1,067 86 86 1,067 6,888 1,067 
02911 Deep Lake 59,205 21,064 8,179 1,856 1,862 45,005 56,030 8,008 
02914 Reef 16,915 2,523 1,331 1,071 1,071 4,747 6,462 1,331 
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 Wilderness Evaluation Area Area Acres Alt A Alt B Alt C Alt D Alt E Alt F Alt G 

Nf915 High Lakes 15,406 20       
Nf915a High Lakes additional 5,402 5,218 2,085 2,085 2,085 2,218 5,218 2,218 
Totals  745,640 272,416 249,186 43,781 59,745 332,513 498,488 222,459 

 

Table 15. Acres of wilderness evaluation areas that are suitable for winter motorized recreation 

 Wilderness Evaluation Area Area Acres Alt A Alt B Alt C Alt D Alt E Alt F Alt G 

02039 Windy Mountain 35,789 11,280 2,658  820 4,746 35,789 4,402 
02040 Pat O'hara 11,786 11,786 7,457  1,152 7,457 11,786 7,393 
02041 Sulphur Creek 27,730 27,379 3,456  306 6,120 23,269 245 
02042 Clarks Fork 36,451 34,925 20,044 628 20,887 20,766 29,968 21,969 
02043 Sunlight 15,791 15,791 240  2 240 3,097 3,515 
02044 Trout Creek 39,274 38,214     39,274  
02045 Wapiti Valley North 20,656 19,437 344  344 5,404 6,605  
02046 Rattlesnake 4,702 4,641 1  1 1 4,702  
02048 Wapiti Valley South 50,394 35,169 551  551 4,571 5,286  
02049 South Fork 66,909 342     27,633  
02050 Carter Mountain 9,930 9,929 3,042  505 3,040 9,930 3,041 
02051 Franc's Peak 67,968 66,463 8,582  1,545 13,350 32,826 23,095 
02052 Wood River 57,011 48,685 7,050  2,482 7,355 12,323 45,424 
02053 Castle Rock 8,206 8,206       
02054 Telephone Draw 22,147 14,577 62  1,547 7 22,147 15,595 
02055 Carson Lake 4,741 4,711 274  274 703 4,741 4,741 
02056 East Dunoir 6,034 5,658 1,518  42 3,148 6,034 6,034 
02057 South Dunoir 3,111 3,111 2  2 2 3,111 3,111 
02058 Dunoir 28,879 28,879       
02059 West Dunoir 7,115 7,115 7,115  231 7,115 7,115 7,115 
02060 Sheridan Pass 11,746 11,746 11,746 3,761 3,761 11,746 11,746 11,746 
02061 Benchmark 8,931 8,448 8,931 2,143 2,853 8,931 8,931 8,931 
02062 Salt Creek 7,166 7,166 7,166 7,166 7,166 7,166 7,166 7,166 
02064 Little Popo Agie 10,737 10,218 10,737 32 1,982 10,685 10,737 10,737 
02065 Canyon Creek 8,662 8,662 8,662 502 2,240 8,555 8,662 8,662 
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 Wilderness Evaluation Area Area Acres Alt A Alt B Alt C Alt D Alt E Alt F Alt G 

02066 Pass Creek 4,208 4,208 4,208 939 960 4,178 4,208 4,208 
02901 Middle Fork 59,722 59,722 35,886 2,092 9,285 38,744 59,722 50,301 
02902 Warm Spring Creek 6,026 6,026 6,026 17 464 6,026 6,026 6,026 
02903 Togwotee Pass 6,888 6,888 6,608  5,339 6,888 6,888 6,888 
02911 Deep Lake 59,205 58,339 51,605 455 47,482 51,352 57,122 51,605 
02914 Reef 16,915 16,635 1,437 758 860 4,625 6,462 16,915 
Nf915 High Lakes 15,406 15,406 13,979  13,908 13,979 15,224 13,979 
Nf915a High Lakes additional 5,402 5,402 5,313 2,087 5,191 5,313 5,402 5,340 
Totals  745,640 607,545 234,700 20,582 132,419 265,071 503,052 344,470 

Management Area Allocations for Wilderness Evaluation Areas 

02039 Windy Mountain 35,789 Acres 

Management Area Acres 
 Description Alt A Alt B Alt C Alt D Alt E Alt F Alt G 

1.2 Recommended Wilderness   30,952     
1.3 Back Country Non-Motorized 19,234 27,889 299 29,509 27,344  26,011 
3.3A Back Country Motorized 2,930     24,846  
3.3B Back Country Winter Motorized       2,141 
3.3C Back Country Summer Motorized     301   

3.5 Back Country Recreation & Restoration  1,594      
3.5B Back Country Restoration Winter Motorized       1,253 
3.5D Back Country Restoration Non-Motorized       77 
4.2 Travel Corridor 2,495 3,217 2,403 3,217 3,217 3,217 3,217 
4.3 Back Country Access Corridor  14 1 14 14 13 14 
5.1 Managed Forests & Rangelands 7,317 715  715 2,338 7,714 715 

5.4 Managed Big Game Crucial Winter Range 3,813 2,361 2,133 2,335 2,575  2,361 
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02040 Pat O'Hara 11,786 Acres 

Management Area Acres 
 Description Alt A Alt B Alt C Alt D Alt E Alt F Alt G 
1.3 Back Country Non-Motorized 10,445  10,153 9,926    
2.3 Proposed RNA 19  729 729    
3.3A Back Country Motorized 1,215 6,553   6,012 10,337 6,489 
3.3C Back Country Summer Motorized  4,325  223 4,325  4,389 

4.2 Travel Corridor  6 6 6 6 6 6 
4.3 Back Country Access Corridor  4  4 4 4 4 
5.1 Managed Forests & Rangelands 107 899  899 1,440 1,440 899 
5.4 Managed Big Game Crucial Winter Range   899     

02041 Sulphur Creek 27,730 Acres 

Management Area Acres 
 Description Alt A Alt B Alt C Alt D Alt E Alt F Alt G 
1.2 Recommended Wilderness   26,288     
1.3 Back Country Non-Motorized 13,022 20,444  23,854 20,444 4,461 20,444 

3.3A Back Country Motorized 13,486     12,193  
3.5 Back Country Recreation & Restoration  3,410      
3.5D Back Country Restoration Non-Motorized       3,410 
4.2 Travel Corridor 872 2,675 1,424 2,675 2,675 2,675 2,675 
4.3 Back Country Access Corridor  33  33   33 
5.1 Managed Forests & Rangelands  263  263 3,437 8,401 263 

5.4 Managed Big Game Crucial Winter Range 351 905 18 905 1,174  905 
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02042 Clarks Fork 36,451 Acres 

Management Area Acres 
 Description Alt A Alt B Alt C Alt D Alt E Alt F Alt G 
1.2 Recommended Wilderness   28,787     
1.3 Back Country Non-Motorized 20,834 14,932 3,654 13,764 11,864 6,482 11,399 
2.3 Proposed RNA 965  2,314 2,314   2,314 
3.1C Proposed Sawtooth Peatbeds SIA  391  391   391 

3.3A Back Country Motorized 5,910     5,393  
3.3B Back Country Winter Motorized  16,953  17,173 9,616  18,879 
3.3C Back Country Summer Motorized     3,068   
3.5 Back Country Recreation & Restoration  1,338      
3.5B Back Country Restoration Win Motorized       659 
4.2 Travel Corridor 5,024 2,657 1,546 2,657 2,657 2,657 2,657 

4.3 Back Country Access Corridor  2 0 2 2 0 2 
5.1 Managed Forests & Rangelands  135 135 135 8,516 21,918 135 
5.4 Managed Big Game Crucial Winter Range 3,717 42 14 14 728  14 

02043 Sunlight 15,791 Acres 

Management Area Acres 
 Description Alt A Alt B Alt C Alt D Alt E Alt F Alt G 
1.2 Recommended Wilderness   13,791     
1.3 Back Country Non-Motorized 10,769 12,644 3 12,644 12,644 12,276 12,644 
3.3A Back Country Motorized 4,974       

4.2 Travel Corridor 49 3,017 1,867 3,017 3,017 3,017 3,017 
4.3 Back Country Access Corridor  130 130 130 130 130 130 
5.1 Managed Forests & Rangelands      368  
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02044 Trout Creek 39,274 Acres 

Management Area Acres 
 Description Alt A Alt B Alt C Alt D Alt E Alt F Alt G 
1.2 Recommended Wilderness   38,515 38,515    
1.3 Back Country Non-Motorized 37,935 37,869 323 323 37,869  37,869 
3.3A Back Country Motorized 254     37,869  
4.2 Travel Corridor 25       

5.1 Managed Forests & Rangelands      1,405  
5.4 Managed Big Game Crucial Winter Range 1,060 1,405 437 437 1,405  1,405 

02045 Wapiti Valley North 20,656 Acres 

Management Area Acres 
 Description Alt A Alt B Alt C Alt D Alt E Alt F Alt G 
1.2 Recommended Wilderness   18,786     
1.3 Back Country Non-Motorized 12,603 12,825 379 12,825 15,250 14,051 12,825 
2.3 Proposed RNA  3,569 343 3,569   3,569 
3.3A Back Country Motorized 436     280  

4.2 Travel Corridor 4,747 4,261 1,149 4,261 5,404 5,404 4,261 
4.3 Back Country Access Corridor  2  2 2  2 
5.1 Managed Forests & Rangelands 1,650     921  
5.4 Managed Big Game Crucial Winter Range 1,219       
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02046 Rattlesnake 4,702 Acres 

Management Area Acres 
 Description Alt A Alt B Alt C Alt D Alt E Alt F Alt G 
1.3 Back Country Non-Motorized 3,369 3,353 4,622 4,314 3,353   
2.3 Proposed RNA   19 19    
3.3A Back Country Motorized 921     4,637  
3.3C Back Country Summer Motorized  1,284  305 1,284  4,637 

4.2 Travel Corridor 351       
4.3 Back Country Access Corridor  3  3 2 2 3 
5.1 Managed Forests & Rangelands     1 63  
5.4 Managed Big Game Crucial Winter Range 62 62 62 62 62  62 

02048 Wapiti Valley South 50,394 Acres 

Management Area Acres 
 Description Alt A Alt B Alt C Alt D Alt E Alt F Alt G 
1.2 Recommended Wilderness   48,253     
1.3 Back Country Non-Motorized 32,673 37,701 301 37,701 44,431 44,310 37,701 

2.3 Proposed RNA  7,120 0 7,120   7,120 
3.3A Back Country Motorized 350       
4.2 Travel Corridor 7,311 4,385 1,037 4,385 4,776 4,776 4,385 
4.3 Back Country Access Corridor  301  301 301 0 301 
5.1 Managed Forests & Rangelands 6,696     510  
5.4 Managed Big Game Crucial Winter Range 3,364 89 5 89 89  89 

8.2 Ski-based Resort  798 798 798 798 798 798 
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02049 South Fork 66,909 Acres 

Management Area Acres 
 Description Alt A Alt B Alt C Alt D Alt E Alt F Alt G 
1.2 Recommended Wilderness   65,276     
1.3 Back Country Non-Motorized 52,747 37,912  64,880 34,740 34,713 42,880 
3.3A Back Country Motorized 3,441     14,116  
3.3C Back Country Summer Motorized  18,257   21,430 4,563 13,289 

3.5 Back Country Recreation & Restoration  8,710      
3.5D Back Country Restoration Non-Motorized       8,710 
4.2 Travel Corridor 6,783 1,016 1,016 1,016 1,016 1,016 1,016 
4.3 Back Country Access Corridor  1  1   1 
5.1 Managed Forests & Rangelands 37     12,501  
5.4 Managed Big Game Crucial Winter Range 3,901 1,012 618 1,012 9,724  1,012 

02050 Carter Mountain 9,930 Acres 

Management Area Acres 
 Description Alt A Alt B Alt C Alt D Alt E Alt F Alt G 
1.3 Back Country Non-Motorized 1,374 3,743 8,964 8,957   4 
3.3A Back Country Motorized 4,208       
3.3C Back Country Summer Motorized  2,656   4,725  6,395 
3.5 Back Country Recreation & Restoration  2,557      
3.5A Back Country Restoration Motorized       2,537 
3.5C Back Country Restoration Sum Motorized       20 

4.2 Travel Corridor 1,334       
4.3 Back Country Access Corridor  15 7 15   15 
5.1 Managed Forests & Rangelands 2,011 503  503 3,041 9,930 503 
5.4 Managed Big Game Crucial Winter Range 1,003 455 958 455 2,164  455 
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02051 Franc's Peak 67,968 Acres 

Management Area Acres 
 Description Alt A Alt B Alt C Alt D Alt E Alt F Alt G 
1.2 Recommended Wilderness   64,815 60,563    
1.3 Back Country Non-Motorized 57,556 57,041 1,344 4,195 40,354 35,142 40,926 
3.3A Back Country Motorized      14,467 9,389 
3.3B Back Country Winter Motorized     3,178  5,917 

3.3C Back Country Summer Motorized     13,509   
3.5 Back Country Recreation & Restoration  7,717      
3.5A Back Country Restoration Motorized       6,402 
3.5C Back Country Restoration Summer Motorized       373 
3.5D Back Country Restoration Non-Motorized       614 
4.2 Travel Corridor 4,367 2,432 1,326 2,432 2,432 2,570 1,805 

4.3 Back Country Access Corridor  6 5 6 6 6 6 
4.5A Proposed Kirwin SIA 138 138 138 138 138  1,902 
5.1 Managed Forests & Rangelands  631  631 8,053 15,783 631 
5.4 Managed Big Game Crucial Winter Range 5,907 3 340 3 297  3 
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02052 Wood River 57,011 Acres 

Management Area Acres 
 Description Alt A Alt B Alt C Alt D Alt E Alt F Alt G 
1.2 Recommended Wilderness   55,546 50,026    
1.3 Back Country Non-Motorized 40,537 44,165  3,824 40,611 38,113 5,716 
3.3A Back Country Motorized      1,686  
3.3B Back Country Winter Motorized       37,028 

3.3C Back Country Summer Motorized     3,553   
3.5 Back Country Recreation & Restoration  8,770      
3.5A Back Country Restoration Motorized       3,837 
3.5C Back Country Restoration Summer Motorized       4,933 
4.2 Travel Corridor 6,987 2,562 994 2,562 2,562 2,598 2,138 
4.5A Proposed Kirwin SIA 36 36 36 36 36  1,880 

5.1 Managed Forests & Rangelands 8,597 1,388  473 9,270 14,614 1,388 
5.4 Managed Big Game Crucial Winter Range 855 89 435 89 979  89 

02053 Castle Rock 8,206 Acres 

Management Area Acres 
 Description Alt A Alt B Alt C Alt D Alt E Alt F Alt G 
1.2 Recommended Wilderness   8,200     
1.3 Back Country Non-Motorized 6,672   4,529    
3.3A Back Country Motorized 1,334       
3.3C Back Country Summer Motorized  8,199  3,670 6,497  8,199 

4.3 Back Country Access Corridor  0  0   0 
5.1 Managed Forests & Rangelands  5  5 1,708 8,206 5 
5.4 Managed Big Game Crucial Winter Range 201 1 6 1 1  1 
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02054 Telephone Draw 22,147 Acres 

Management Area Acres 
 Description Alt A Alt B Alt C Alt D Alt E Alt F Alt G 
1.2 Recommended Wilderness   22,091     
1.3 Back Country Non-Motorized 17,707  1 18,905    
3.3A Back Country Motorized 1,069       
3.3B Back Country Winter Motorized       15,503 

3.3C Back Country Summer Motorized  21,825  3,129 20,536  6,322 
3.5 Back Country Recreation & Restoration  209      
3.5B Back Country Restoration Winter Motorized       28 
3.5C Back Country Restoration Summer Motorized       180 
4.2 Travel Corridor 398       
4.3 Back Country Access Corridor  58  58   58 

5.1 Managed Forests & Rangelands 540 55  55 1,402 22,147 55 
5.4 Managed Big Game Crucial Winter Range 2,432 0 55 0 209  0 

02055 Carson Lake 4,741 Acres 

Management Area Acres 
 Description Alt A Alt B Alt C Alt D Alt E Alt F Alt G 
1.3 Back Country Non-Motorized  4,466 4,600 4,466 4,036   
3.3A Back Country Motorized 3,364       
3.3B Back Country Winter Motorized       4,466 
5.1 Managed Forests & Rangelands 1,346 274  274 703 4,741 274 

5.4 Managed Big Game Crucial Winter Range 30 1 141 1 1  1 
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02056 East Dunoir 6,034 Acres 

Management Area Acres 
 Description Alt A Alt B Alt C Alt D Alt E Alt F Alt G 
1.2 Recommended Wilderness   5,993 5,993    
1.3 Back Country Non-Motorized 4,134 4,517   2,803   
3.3A Back Country Motorized 780 1,476     1,105 
3.3B Back Country Winter Motorized       4,888 

5.1 Managed Forests & Rangelands 745 42  42 3,148 6,034 42 
5.4 Managed Big Game Crucial Winter Range 376  42  84   

02057 South Dunoir 3,111 Acres 

Management Area Acres 
 Description Alt A Alt B Alt C Alt D Alt E Alt F Alt G 
1.2 Recommended Wilderness   3,109 3,109    
1.3 Back Country Non-Motorized 1,550 3,109  0 3,109   
3.3B Back Country Winter Motorized       3,109 
5.1 Managed Forests & Rangelands 1,561 2  2 2 3,111 2 

5.4 Managed Big Game Crucial Winter Range   2     

02058 Dunoir 28,879 Acres 

Management Area Acres 
 Description Alt A Alt B Alt C Alt D Alt E Alt F Alt G 
1.2B Recommended Dunoir Wilderness   28,879 28,879    
1.6B Dunoir SMU 28,879 28,879   28,879 28,879 28,879 
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02059 West Dunoir 7,115 Acres 

Management Area Acres 
 Description Alt A Alt B Alt C Alt D Alt E Alt F Alt G 
1.2 Recommended Wilderness   6,838 6,716    
1.3 Back Country Non-Motorized 1,934  1 123    
2.3 Proposed RNA 159       
3.3A Back Country Motorized       198 

3.3B Back Country Winter Motorized  4,078   4,078  3,880 
4.2 Travel Corridor 1,855 276 276 276 276 276 276 
5.1 Managed Forests & Rangelands 2,243 2,761   2,761 6,839 2,761 
5.4 Managed Big Game Crucial Winter Range 924       

02060 Sheridan Pass 11,746 Acres 

Management Area Acres 
 Description Alt A Alt B Alt C Alt D Alt E Alt F Alt G 
1.3 Back Country Non-Motorized 8,466  7,986 7,986    
3.3A Back Country Motorized 2,342     5,510  

3.3B Back Country Winter Motorized  11,143 3,157 3,157 8,366  11,143 
5.1 Managed Forests & Rangelands 938 603 603 603 3,380 6,236 603 
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02061 Benchmark 8,931 Acres 

Management Area Acres 
 Description Alt A Alt B Alt C Alt D Alt E Alt F Alt G 
1.3 Back Country Non-Motorized 755  5,609 5,468    
3.3A Back Country Motorized 5,381 6,665  592 669  6,665 
3.3C Back Country Summer Motorized   1,056 605    
4.3 Back Country Access Corridor  152 152 152 110  152 

5.1 Managed Forests & Rangelands 2,312 2,114 2,114 2,114 6,215 8,931 2,114 
5.4 Managed Big Game Crucial Winter Range 483 0 0 0 1,937  0 

02062 Salt Creek 7,166 Acres 

Management Area Acres 
 Description Alt A Alt B Alt C Alt D Alt E Alt F Alt G 
3.3A Back Country Motorized 5,230 3,883 3,883 3,883 3,883 3,938 3,883 
4.2 Travel Corridor 139       
4.3 Back Country Access Corridor  55 55 55 55  55 
5.1 Managed Forests & Rangelands 1,797 3,229 3,229 3,229 3,229 3,229 3,229 
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02064 Little Popo Agie 10,737 Acres 

Management Area Acres 
 Description Alt A Alt B Alt C Alt D Alt E Alt F Alt G 
1.3 Back Country Non-Motorized 4,300  8,060 7,927    
3.3A Back Country Motorized 3,823 8,575 31 313 7,952  957 
3.3B Back Country Winter Motorized       7,618 
3.3C Back Country Summer Motorized   1,335 1,053 52   

4.2 Travel Corridor 754       
4.3 Back Country Access Corridor  146 13 146 91  146 
5.1 Managed Forests & Rangelands 1,341 428  428 1,055 10,737 428 
5.2 Public Water Supply  1,588 870 870 1,588  1,588 
5.4 Managed Big Game Crucial Winter Range 519 0 428 0 0  0 

02065 Canyon Creek 8,662 Acres 

Management Area Acres 
 Description Alt A Alt B Alt C Alt D Alt E Alt F Alt G 
1.3 Back Country Non-Motorized   5,880 5,851    

3.1B Proposed Little Popo Agie SIA  801 801 801   801 
3.3A Back Country Motorized 2,963 4,990 94 294 4,980  4,990 
3.3C Back Country Summer Motorized   244 23 107   
4.2 Travel Corridor 1,412 972 972 972 1,278 1,278 972 
4.3 Back Country Access Corridor  70 20 70 70  70 
5.1 Managed Forests & Rangelands 4,287    381 7,384  

5.2 Public Water Supply  1,829 652 652 1,829  1,829 
5.4 Managed Big Game Crucial Winter Range     17   
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02066 Pass Creek 4,208 Acres 

Management Area Acres 
 Description Alt A Alt B Alt C Alt D Alt E Alt F Alt G 
1.3 Back Country Non-Motorized   2,991 2,966    
3.3A Back Country Motorized 2,041 4,172 939 956 4,143  4,172 
3.3C Back Country Summer Motorized   271 251 30   
4.2 Travel Corridor 166       

4.3 Back Country Access Corridor  36 7 35 35  36 
5.1 Managed Forests & Rangelands 2,001     4,208  

02901 Middle Fork 59,722 Acres 

Management Area Acres 
 Description Alt A Alt B Alt C Alt D Alt E Alt F Alt G 
1.2 Recommended Wilderness   55,167     
1.3 Back Country Non-Motorized 8,889 10,947  49,853 9,377  9,413 
3.3A Back Country Motorized 31,963 18,334  1,881 17,378  32,749 
3.3C Back Country Summer Motorized  12,889 1,282 1,235 11,602  9 

3.5 Back Country Recreation & Restoration  7,151      
3.5A Back Country Restoration Motorized       7,151 
4.2 Travel Corridor 5,921 2,723 1,726 2,723 2,723 2,723 2,723 
4.3 Back Country Access Corridor  551 34 549 485  551 
5.1 Managed Forests & Rangelands 12,950 3,010 646 2,245 13,994 57,000 3,010 
5.2 Public Water Supply  4,003 13 1,123 4,003  4,003 

5.4 Managed Big Game Crucial Winter Range  114 854 114 162  114 
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02902 Warm Spring Creek 6,026 Acres 

Management Area Acres 
 Description Alt A Alt B Alt C Alt D Alt E Alt F Alt G 
1.2 Recommended Wilderness   5,987     
1.3 Back Country Non-Motorized 3,069  22 5,562    
3.3A Back Country Motorized 2,077 5,930  369 5,922  5,930 
4.2 Travel Corridor 881       

4.3 Back Country Access Corridor  28  28 36  28 
5.1 Managed Forests & Rangelands 0 68 17 68 68 6,026 68 

02903 Togwotee Pass 6,888 Acres 

Management Area Acres 
 Description Alt A Alt B Alt C Alt D Alt E Alt F Alt G 
1.3 Back Country Non-Motorized 4,525 280 5,822 1,549    
3.3A Back Country Motorized      1,549  
3.3B Back Country Winter Motorized  5,542  4,272 5,822  5,822 
4.2 Travel Corridor 1,616 1,047 1,047 1,047 1,047 1,047 1,047 

5.1 Managed Forests & Rangelands 514 20  20 20 4,292 20 
5.4 Managed Big Game Crucial Winter Range 234  20     
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02911 Deep Lake 59,205 Acres 

Management Area Acres 
 Description Alt A Alt B Alt C Alt D Alt E Alt F Alt G 
1.2 Recommended Wilderness   57,349     
1.3 Back Country Non-Motorized 37,050 3,846 0 10,288 3,846 2,083 3,846 
2.2A Line Creek RNA 1,092 1,092  1,092 1,092 1,092 1,092 
3.1C Proposed Sawtooth Peatbeds SIA  172  172    

3.3A Back Country Motorized 13,815 2,188   38,933 33,944 2,188 
3.3B Back Country Winter Motorized  46,088  44,491 9,262  46,259 
3.3C Back Country Summer Motorized  2,656   2,909  2,656 
3.5 Back Country Rec & Restoration  1      
3.5A Back Country Restoration Motorized       1 
4.2 Travel Corridor 1,092 2,398 1,098 2,398 2,398 2,398 2,398 

4.3 Back Country Access Corridor  6 0 6 6 1 6 
5.1 Managed Forests & Rangelands 564 754 236 754 756 19,687 754 
5.4 Managed Big Game Crucial Winter Range 5,592 3 522 3 4  3 

02914 Reef 16,915 Acres 

Management Area Acres 
 Description Alt A Alt B Alt C Alt D Alt E Alt F Alt G 
1.3 Back Country Non-Motorized 14,392 15,477 15,584 15,584 12,060 10,453  
3.3A Back Country Motorized 680       
3.3B Back Country Winter Motorized  107   107  15,584 

4.2 Travel Corridor 1,540 469 469 469 469 469 469 
5.1 Managed Forests & Rangelands 23 668 668 668 3,855 5,993 668 
5.4 Managed Big Game Crucial Winter Range 280 194 194 194 423  194 
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NF915 High Lakes 15,406 Acres 

Management Area Acres 
 Description Alt A Alt B Alt C Alt D Alt E Alt F Alt G 
1.2 Recommended Wilderness   182     
1.2A Recommended High Lakes Wilderness   15,224     
1.3 Back Country Non-Motorized 162 182 0 182 182 182 182 
1.6A High Lakes WSA 15,224 15,224  15,224 15,224 15,224 15,224 

3.3A Back Country Motorized 20       

Nf915a High Lakes additional 5,402 Acres 

Management Area Acres 
 Description Alt A Alt B Alt C Alt D Alt E Alt F Alt G 
1.2 Recommended Wilderness   3,000     
2.2A Line Creek RNA 184 184 184 184 184 184 184 
2.3 Proposed RNA  672 133 672   62 
3.3B Back Country Winter Motorized  2,461  2,461 3,000  2,938 
4.2 Travel Corridor 5,218 2,068 2,068 2,068 2,201 2,201 2,201 

5.1 Managed Forests & Rangelands  17 17 17 17 3,017 17 
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Map A. Wilderness evaluation areas 
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Shoshone National Forest 

Appendix D. Wild and Scenic River Eligibility Evaluation, 
Shoshone National Forest 
The September 2013 Wild and Scenic River Eligibility Evaluation appears as a stand-alone document as 
follows.  
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