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Appendix H 
 

 WORKSHEET 1 – Wilderness Attributes 
Evaluating the Effects of Project Activities on Wilderness Attributes 

and 
WORKSHEET 2 – Roadless Area Characteristics 

Evaluating the Effects of Project Activities on Roadless Area Characteristics 
for the  

Pole Creek Roadless Area 
________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
WORKSHEET 1 – Wilderness Attributes 
Evaluating the Effects of Project Activities on Wilderness Attributes 
  
Date:  20 January 2011 
Roadless Area:   Pole Creek 
 
Description of Project Activity or Impact to Roadless Area:   
(Note – describe the activity that is affecting the roadless area, i.e. miles of road construction, timber acres harvested, acres treated by fire, etc…) 
The project will revisit the existing Travel Plan direction for the Caribou Range Mountains Subsection in order to clarify ambiguity 
discovered during implementation of the existing travel management plan direction and annual monitoring efforts for the existing trail 
system.  Analysis of the road system is not part of this project.  The purpose is to develop a clearly defined plan for a mix of trails 
designed and managed specifically for all-terrain vehicles (ATVs), motorcycles, mountain bikes and non-motorized uses.  This project will 
also consider closing all or additional portions of the subsection to off-trail or cross-country travel by bicycles and other mechanized uses.  
Such cross-country summer travel or use by all motorized vehicles is already in effect (see current Revised Forest Plan).   
 
The need for this analysis was discovered during implementation of the 1999 Travel Plan for the following reasons:  

 The current travel plan allows ATV use on motorized single-track trails that are shown as “Open for motorized use less than 50 
inches wide but NOT RECOMMENDED FOR ATVs” (Targhee National Forest Travel Map - 2001).  This is causing a number of 
resource problems and user conflicts.   

 A considerable increase in ATV use has occurred during the last several years.  Such an increase of ATV use on single track 
motorized trails that were not designed for ATV use has and is continuing to pose safety risks for visitors as well as causing damage 
to vegetation, soils and in some cases, the trails capability to support other uses.   

 Continued use of some of these single track motorized trails by ATVs may result in significant environmental effects.  At the same 
time, some trails would be suitable for ATV use with minor modifications in trail design and reconstruction. 
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 During the same time period, there has been an increase in the recreation use levels of all types of trail use which has increased user 
conflicts.  The combination of increased recreation use, user conflicts and trail use beyond the capability of the intended trail design 
has led to some damage of the existing trail system and consequently caused a proliferation of new user-created trails.   

 Both user-created motorized and non-motorized (mountain bikes) trails have often been constructed in inappropriate locations such 
as on steep slopes and next to streams which are non-sustainable and difficult to maintain over the long term.   

 In addition, user-created motorized routes often exceed established density standards, fragment wildlife habitat, increase erosion, and 
cause other resource impacts.   

 
The actions proposed by the Forest Service to meet the purpose and need are:  

1. Develop a clearly defined plan for a mix of trails designed and managed specifically for all- terrain vehicles (ATVs), motorcycles, 
mountain bikes and non-motorized uses.  The goal is to create a balanced network of trails that are safe, environmentally sound, 
affordable to manage and maintain, and responsive to public needs. (See Appendix A - Comparison Summary of All Trails by 
Alternative – Caribou Range Mountains Subsection Summer Transportation Travel Plan). 

2. Eliminate the existing designation of “Open for motorized use less than 50 inches wide but NOT RECOMMENDED FOR ATVs” 
and allow ATVs only on trails designed and designated for ATV use. 

3. Close all or additional portions of the Big Hole Mountains Subsection to off-trail use (cross-country use) by bicycles and other 
mechanized uses. 

4. Analyze the effects of relocating sections of trails that may be necessary to accommodate the designated use in a safe and sustainable 
manner and be environmentally sound. 

5. Develop a process or protocol to use when analyzing the effects of relocating other sections of trails which may be identified in the 
future without doing another environmental analysis document such as this for every relocation or closure of ill-legal user-created 
trails.  For example, the “Adaptive Management Specialist Checklist” (see Appendix B) procedures would be utilized when potential 
trail segment relocations may be necessary to meet the intended use and or to protect natural resources.  This checklist could also be 
used when decommissioning or abandoning existing trail segments or for closing ill-legal user created trails.  This protocol would 
compare the environmental effects of relocating and or closing a trail segment or leaving it as it currently exists.  This would allow 
future and currently unknown reroutes to be constructed and or segments to be abandoned and decommissioned without doing an 
entire new analysis on each new action.  

6. Utilize adaptive management methods or “closure methods requiring surface disturbance” on a continuing basis without having to 
complete additional separate analysis on how to decommission and rehabilitate short re-routed segments and ill-legal user-created 
trails that are creating unacceptable environmental damage.   

  
The protocol established in the 1999 Open Road and Open Motorized Trail Analysis, “Road Decommissioning Process Guidelines”, 
Appendix B, will be followed during trail reclamation and decommissioning as direct by the Revised Forest Plan.  A description of the 
procedures to be followed is found in Appendix C of this document.  Documentation (Appendix B) at the time of reclamation and or 
decommissioning will occur to determine effectiveness of the closure type (such as scarification, berms, rocks and vegetation) and possible 
impacts to resources.  The United States Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) defines an effective closure as one where the trail no longer 
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functions as a summer motorized route (USFWS 1997).   
 
 
Effect to Wilderness Attributes 
Wilderness Attribute 
 
(Note: delete attribute descriptions after data is entered to save 
space if desired.) 

Is there 
an effect? 
Yes or No 

Which 
direction is 
the effect? 
Improving, 
Stable or 
Degrading? 

Describe the actual effect.   
Use descriptive terms that discuss the effect, not the activity.  May use GIS layers (ROS, SMS, 
Roads, etc…) to quantify effects. 

Natural Integrity 
A measure of whether the long-term ecological processes of the 
area are intact and operating.  It describes the extent to which 
human influences have altered natural processes away from what 
one would expect without those impacts.  Address this attribute 
by describing the impact your project activities may have on 
natural processes in the area and by describing any effects these 
changes may cause within the area.  Consider linking to PFC. 

Yes 

Improving 
in 

Alternatives  
B and C 

With any action alternative chosen, the appearance of the overall 
landscape will improve because there will be less pioneering of 
illegal and unwanted new routes from ATVs, motorcycles, and 
bicycles.  Likewise, overall double-track mileage will be reduced 
as ATVs will be restricted to routes designed and designated for 
their use – instead of being allowed on single-track routes.  

Apparent Naturalness 
A measure of past and proposed activities on the appearance of 
naturalness of the area to the casual observer.  This is a measure 
of the degree of environmental modification that will occur 
because of your project.  Address this attribute by describing the 
extent of modification that will occur in the Roadless area, (i.e. 
length of roads built, facilities constructed) and how apparent the 
impact will be to the visitors of the area in both the short-term 
and the long-term.  Effects should be judged from a layman’s 
point of view.  Consider existing scenic integrity and ROS layers. 

Yes 

Improving 
in 

Alternatives  
B and C 

Same as Integrity  

Remoteness 
A measure of distance from the sights and sounds of civilization.  
It tries to indicate whether the visitor will experience a setting 
that is removed from civilization.  Address this attribute by 
describing any sights or sounds of civilization that will occur 
during the projects duration or resulting after the project is 
finished.  Also address any change in how a visitor might access 
the area.  Consider using ROS maps layers. 

No Stable in all 
Alternatives 

No large or small population centers are close.  Access is very 
easy to trailheads but somewhat remote.  There will be little 
change as existing trails are still being utilized by motorized and 
non-motorized uses.  The only difference across the alternatives is 
which trails or routes will be motorized and which will not.  Very 
few new trails – either motorized or non-motorized are being 
proposed in the action alternatives.   

Solitude 
Described as opportunities to experience solitude, or the isolation 
from the sights, sounds, and presence of others and from the 
developments and evidence of man.  Solitude is measured by 
looking at the size of the area, the presence of screening, distance 
from impacts to the rest of the area, and degree of permanent 
intrusions.  Address solitude by discussing how the project 
activities affect the ability of a visitor to escape project impacts 

No  Stable in all 
Alternatives 

 Same as for Remoteness 
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on solitude within the area.  Consider linking to ROS mapping 
for size and remoteness criteria for Primitive and SPMN. 
 

Opportunities for Primitive Recreation 
A measure of the experiences available to be isolated from the 
evidence of man, to feel a part of nature, to have a vastness of 
scale, and a high degree of challenge and risk while using 
outdoor skills.  Address this attribute by describing how the 
project activities might affect the size of the area, the number and 
type of opportunities available, the challenge of the 
opportunities, and the addition or absence of facilities.   

No Stable in all 
Alternatives 

No change from the current situation and the direction in the 1997 
Revised Forest Plan.  Past and current planned use is Roaded 
Natural Appearing.  The distance across the area is very short – 
especially when using ATVs and motorcycles.  

Special Features (Ecological, Geologic, 
Scenic or Historical) 
An attribute that recognizes that wilderness may contain other 
values of ecological, geologic, scenic or historical or cultural 
significance.  Unique fish and wildlife species, unique plants or 
plant communities, potential or existing research natural areas, 
outstanding landscape features, and significant cultural resource 
sites should all be considered as types of values that might exist.  
Identify any of these values that exist within the project area.  
Address this attribute by describing the effect proposed activities 
would have on these values.  Consider Scenic Attractiveness link. 

No Stable in all 
Alternatives 

There is no change from the current situation and direction in the 
1997 Revised Forest Plan.  Specifically, there is no significant 
biodiversity features within this area that warrant special 
consideration.   

Manageability (as Wilderness) 
A measure of the ability to manage an area to meet the size 
criteria (5,000 + acres), the resulting configuration of the 
potential wilderness, and the interaction of the other elements 
above.  Changes in the shape of the Inventoried Roadless Area 
may have significant consequences to its wilderness potential.  
Consider also boundary management impacts such as changing 
wilderness boundaries to different terrain features or for how 
access would be provided if project activities cause adjustments 
in the Inventoried Roadless Area.  Address this attribute by 
discussing how the proposed activities may affect the boundary 
location, the size, the shape, and the access to the area.  Consider 
ROS mapping. 

No  Stable in all 
Alternatives 

There is no change from the current situation in size or 
management direction.  The decision in the 1997 Revised Forest 
Plan was not to recommend for wilderness considerations.  The 
area is very small and has some development type that would 
impact the natural integrity of the area for wilderness 
considerations – except motorized trails.  The area is a fairly small 
block of land with little to no opportunity for challenging terrain.    
The area is currently used for motorized and non-motorized travel 
and is considered somewhat important by all user groups for 
recreational access.  Opportunity for solitude is low even if 
motorized use is removed.  However, the RFP designated this area 
for motorized use on trails and to improve the trails in this area to 
provide a system of high quality that will meet public demand.   
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WORKSHEET 2 – Roadless Area Characteristics 
Evaluating the Effects of Project Activities on Roadless Area Characteristics 
 
Date:  20 January 2011 
Roadless Area:   Pole Creek 
 
Description of Project Activity or Impact to Roadless Area:   
(Note – describe the activity that is affecting the roadless area, i.e. miles of road construction, timber acres harvested, acres treated by fire, etc…)  
Same as WORKSHEET 1 
 

 
Effect to Roadless Characteristics 
Roadless Characteristics Is there 

an effect? 
Yes or No 

Which 
direction is 
the effect? 
Improving, 
Stable or 
Degrading? 

Describe the actual effect.   
Use descriptive terms that discuss the effect, not the activity. 

Soil, water and Air resources 
Identify any unique or critical watershed resources.  Describe 
how the project will affect these key resources areas and the 
habitats that depend on them. 
 

Yes 

Improving 
in 

Alternatives  
B and C 

No unique or critical resources identified, but the following 
applies to identified issue areas.  
 
Fisheries:  Each action alternative improves upon the existing 
condition because they specifically designate motorized trail 
lengths as designated for ATVs or motorcycles.   
Water Quality and Soil Erosion:  All alternatives would 
maintain existing soil and water conditions which are currently 
meeting the RFP standards and guidelines.  This project, 
implemented with the BMPs (see Appendix D), complies with the 
applicable hydrology-related standards and guidelines from the 
RFP as well as the pertinent other laws, regulations, and directives 
discussed above. 
Wildlife:  Each action alternative improves upon the existing 
condition because they specifically designate motorized trail 
lengths as designated for ATVs or motorcycles.   
Recreational Use:  Overall, natural resources would benefit from 
specifically designating ATV trails that would be designed and 
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constructed for ATV use and trail maintenance would decrease.   
Closing all or additional portions of the subsection to cross-
country travel by mountain bikes and other mechanized 
equipment would decrease unwanted or illegal trail development 
but would increase the need for enforcement efforts for the near 
future.   
Open Road Open Motorized Trail Route Density:  An overall 
positive change in all issue areas should be realized by eliminating 
the “Open for  Motorized Uses less the 50 inches wide but NOT 
RECOMMENDED FOR ATVs” designation in Alternatives B 
and C.      
 

Sources of public drinking water 
Identify any public drinking water systems or sources within the 
project area or that would be affected by the project.  Describe 
how the project would affect water quality and quantity of the 
public drinking water source. 
 

No Stable in all 
Alternatives 

No systems identified.  

Diversity of plant and animal 
communities 
Discuss the diversity of plant and animal communities.  Identify 
any unique plant and animal communities within the area.  
Describe effects to the diversity of communities and impacts to 
populations in the areas. 

Yes 

Stable to 
improving 

in 
Alternatives  

B and C  

See “Soil, water and air resources” in WORKSHEET 1 above. 

Habitat for TES and species dependent 
on large undisturbed areas of land 
Identify any TES or sensitive species within the Roadless area.  
Describe how the project would affect the habitats or populations 
and whether this effect is significant across the normal range and 
distribution of these habitats and populations. Yes 

Stable to 
improving 

in 
Alternatives  

B and C  

Wildlife indicator species include bald eagle, trumpeter swans, 
spotted frogs, common loons and harlequin ducks.  The subsection 
is shown to support all of these except trumpeter swan nesting 
habitat.  Other indicator species include elk, gray wolf, northern 
goshawk, Canada lynx, some avian species, and some furbearers.  
However, there would be very little affect to habitats or 
populations and therefore the effect is not significant across the 
normal range and distribution of these species.  

Primitive and semi-primitive classes of 
recreation 
Describe current recreation opportunities within the Roadless 
area.  Identify the effects of your project of the area and these 
activities.  Describe the effect in terms of availability for similar 
experiences in surrounding areas or within the region of use.  
Consider link to ROS mapping. 

Yes 

Stable to 
improving 

in 
Alternatives  

B and C  

The proposed activities would not change the designation of the 
current ROS classes.  RFP direction is to manage for Roaded 
Natural Appearing uses.  This area is designated for motorized 
uses.  There is no effect on availability for similar experiences in 
surrounding areas or region.  

Reference landscapes for research study Yes Stable to Overall, landscape features are average through the area.  There 
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or interpretation 
Describe the landscape that is present.  Describe any unique 
reference landscapes that exist within the Roadless area.  
Describe how the project activities might affect the reference 
landscape values of the Roadless area.  Consider how the 
landscapes within the Inventoried Roadless area fits within the 
broader landscape and if the project creates any overall change.  
Consider landscape character descriptions in SMS. 

improving 
in 

Alternatives  
B and C  

are some larger streams but nothing outstanding.  Vegetative 
variety does exist in some areas with a mix of deciduous and 
evergreen trees and shrubs.  Rock outcrops and canyons are 
typical throughout but not outstanding when compared to the 
adjacent Palisades Mountain Range. There are no acres where 
cross-country travel by any type of motorized, non-motorized or 
mechanized vehicle is prohibited in order to protect wildlife or 
wildlife habitat and other special management area resource 
values – such as Research Natural Areas.  There is no change to 
this existing direction in these areas.  

Landscape character and integrity 
Describe the current scenic quality and character of the area.  
Describe project effects to the scenic integrity of the area and 
changes to the character of the area.  Consider existing scenic 
integrity. 

Yes 

Stable to 
improving 

in 
Alternatives  

B and C  

Current scenic designations are Partial Retention (Medium).  
Scenic quality is average or typical in most areas – as described in 
the section above.  

Traditional cultural properties and 
sacred sites 
Identify generically any significant cultural resources within the 
Roadless area and describe the effect of the project on these 
resources.  Typically mitigation will be designed to prevent 
significant effects to these resources. 

Yes 

Stable to 
improving 

in 
Alternatives  

B and C  

None identified. 

Other locally unique characteristics 
Identify any locally unique characteristics and describe how the 
project would affect these values. 

No NA 
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Appendix I  
 

 WORKSHEET 1 – Wilderness Attributes 
Evaluating the Effects of Project Activities on Wilderness Attributes 

and 
WORKSHEET 2 – Roadless Area Characteristics 

Evaluating the Effects of Project Activities on Roadless Area Characteristics 
for the  

Bald Mountain Roadless Area 
________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
WORKSHEET 1 – Wilderness Attributes 
Evaluating the Effects of Project Activities on Wilderness Attributes 
  
Date:  20 January 2011 
Roadless Area:   Bald Mountain 
 
Description of Project Activity or Impact to Roadless Area:   
(Note – describe the activity that is affecting the roadless area, i.e. miles of road construction, timber acres harvested, acres treated by fire, etc…) 
The project will revisit the existing Travel Plan direction for the Caribou Range Mountains Subsection in order to clarify ambiguity 
discovered during implementation of the existing travel management plan direction and annual monitoring efforts for the existing trail 
system.  Analysis of the road system is not part of this project.  The purpose is to develop a clearly defined plan for a mix of trails 
designed and managed specifically for all-terrain vehicles (ATVs), motorcycles, mountain bikes and non-motorized uses.  This project will 
also consider closing all or additional portions of the subsection to off-trail or cross-country travel by bicycles and other mechanized uses.  
Such cross-country summer travel or use by all motorized vehicles is already in effect (see current Revised Forest Plan).   
 
The need for this analysis was discovered during implementation of the 1999 Travel Plan for the following reasons:  

• The current travel plan allows ATV use on motorized single-track trails that are shown as “Open for motorized use less than 50 
inches wide but NOT RECOMMENDED FOR ATVs” (Targhee National Forest Travel Map - 2001).  This is causing a number of 
resource problems and user conflicts.   

• A considerable increase in ATV use has occurred during the last several years.  Such an increase of ATV use on single track 
motorized trails that were not designed for ATV use has and is continuing to pose safety risks for visitors as well as causing damage 
to vegetation, soils and in some cases, the trails capability to support other uses.   

• Continued use of some of these single track motorized trails by ATVs may result in significant environmental effects.  At the same 
time, some trails would be suitable for ATV use with minor modifications in trail design and reconstruction. 
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• During the same time period, there has been an increase in the recreation use levels of all types of trail use which has increased user 
conflicts.  The combination of increased recreation use, user conflicts and trail use beyond the capability of the intended trail design 
has led to some damage of the existing trail system and consequently caused a proliferation of new user-created trails.   

• Both user-created motorized and non-motorized (mountain bikes) trails have often been constructed in inappropriate locations such 
as on steep slopes and next to streams which are non-sustainable and difficult to maintain over the long term.   

• In addition, user-created motorized routes often exceed established density standards, fragment wildlife habitat, increase erosion, and 
cause other resource impacts.   

 
The actions proposed by the Forest Service to meet the purpose and need are:  

1. Develop a clearly defined plan for a mix of trails designed and managed specifically for all- terrain vehicles (ATVs), motorcycles, 
mountain bikes and non-motorized uses.  The goal is to create a balanced network of trails that are safe, environmentally sound, 
affordable to manage and maintain, and responsive to public needs. (See Appendix A - Comparison Summary of All Trails by 
Alternative – Caribou Range Mountains Subsection Summer Transportation Travel Plan). 

2. Eliminate the existing designation of “Open for motorized use less than 50 inches wide but NOT RECOMMENDED FOR ATVs” 
and allow ATVs only on trails designed and designated for ATV use. 

3. Close all or additional portions of the Big Hole Mountains Subsection to off-trail use (cross-country use) by bicycles and other 
mechanized uses. 

4. Analyze the effects of relocating sections of trails that may be necessary to accommodate the designated use in a safe and sustainable 
manner and be environmentally sound. 

5. Develop a process or protocol to use when analyzing the effects of relocating other sections of trails which may be identified in the 
future without doing another environmental analysis document such as this for every relocation or closure of ill-legal user-created 
trails.  For example, the “Adaptive Management Specialist Checklist” (see Appendix B) procedures would be utilized when potential 
trail segment relocations may be necessary to meet the intended use and or to protect natural resources.  This checklist could also be 
used when decommissioning or abandoning existing trail segments or for closing ill-legal user created trails.  This protocol would 
compare the environmental effects of relocating and or closing a trail segment or leaving it as it currently exists.  This would allow 
future and currently unknown reroutes to be constructed and or segments to be abandoned and decommissioned without doing an 
entire new analysis on each new action.  

6. Utilize adaptive management methods or “closure methods requiring surface disturbance” on a continuing basis without having to 
complete additional separate analysis on how to decommission and rehabilitate short re-routed segments and ill-legal user-created 
trails that are creating unacceptable environmental damage.   

  
The protocol established in the 1999 Open Road and Open Motorized Trail Analysis, “Road Decommissioning Process Guidelines”, 
Appendix B, will be followed during trail reclamation and decommissioning as direct by the Revised Forest Plan.  A description of the 
procedures to be followed is found in Appendix C of this document.  Documentation (Appendix B) at the time of reclamation and or 
decommissioning will occur to determine effectiveness of the closure type (such as scarification, berms, rocks and vegetation) and possible 
impacts to resources.  The United States Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) defines an effective closure as one where the trail no longer 
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functions as a summer motorized route (USFWS 1997).   
 
 
Effect to Wilderness Attributes 
Wilderness Attribute 
 
(Note: delete attribute descriptions after data is entered to save 
space if desired.) 

Is there 
an effect? 
Yes or No 

Which 
direction is 
the effect? 
Improving, 
Stable or 
Degrading? 

Describe the actual effect.   
Use descriptive terms that discuss the effect, not the activity.  May use GIS layers (ROS, SMS, 
Roads, etc…) to quantify effects. 

Natural Integrity 
A measure of whether the long-term ecological processes of the 
area are intact and operating.  It describes the extent to which 
human influences have altered natural processes away from what 
one would expect without those impacts.  Address this attribute 
by describing the impact your project activities may have on 
natural processes in the area and by describing any effects these 
changes may cause within the area.  Consider linking to PFC. 

Yes 

Improving 
in 

Alternatives  
B and C 

With any action alternative chosen, the appearance of the overall 
landscape will improve because there will be less pioneering of 
illegal and unwanted new routes from ATVs, motorcycles, and 
bicycles.  Likewise, overall double-track mileage will be reduced 
as ATVs will be restricted to routes designed and designated for 
their use – instead of being allowed on single-track routes.  

Apparent Naturalness 
A measure of past and proposed activities on the appearance of 
naturalness of the area to the casual observer.  This is a measure 
of the degree of environmental modification that will occur 
because of your project.  Address this attribute by describing the 
extent of modification that will occur in the Roadless area, (i.e. 
length of roads built, facilities constructed) and how apparent the 
impact will be to the visitors of the area in both the short-term 
and the long-term.  Effects should be judged from a layman’s 
point of view.  Consider existing scenic integrity and ROS layers. 

Yes 

Improving 
in 

Alternatives  
B and C 

Same as Integrity  

Remoteness 
A measure of distance from the sights and sounds of civilization.  
It tries to indicate whether the visitor will experience a setting 
that is removed from civilization.  Address this attribute by 
describing any sights or sounds of civilization that will occur 
during the projects duration or resulting after the project is 
finished.  Also address any change in how a visitor might access 
the area.  Consider using ROS maps layers. 

No Stable in all 
Alternatives 

One large population center is somewhat close and a few smaller 
communities are somewhat close along a portion of the boundary.  
Access is somewhat easy along most of the boundary.  There will 
be little change as existing trails are still being utilized by 
motorized and non-motorized uses.  The only difference across 
the alternatives is which trails or routes will be motorized and 
which will not.  Very few new trails – either motorized or non-
motorized are being proposed in the action alternatives.   

Solitude 
Described as opportunities to experience solitude, or the isolation 
from the sights, sounds, and presence of others and from the 
developments and evidence of man.  Solitude is measured by 
looking at the size of the area, the presence of screening, distance 
from impacts to the rest of the area, and degree of permanent 
intrusions.  Address solitude by discussing how the project 

No  Stable in all 
Alternatives 

 Same as for Remoteness 
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activities affect the ability of a visitor to escape project impacts 
on solitude within the area.  Consider linking to ROS mapping 
for size and remoteness criteria for Primitive and SPMN. 
 

Opportunities for Primitive Recreation 
A measure of the experiences available to be isolated from the 
evidence of man, to feel a part of nature, to have a vastness of 
scale, and a high degree of challenge and risk while using 
outdoor skills.  Address this attribute by describing how the 
project activities might affect the size of the area, the number and 
type of opportunities available, the challenge of the 
opportunities, and the addition or absence of facilities.   

No Stable in all 
Alternatives 

No change from the current situation and the direction in the 1997 
Revised Forest Plan.  Past and current planned use is Semi-
primitive Motorized and Roaded Natural Appearing.  The distance 
across the area is not far – especially when using ATVs and 
motorcycles.  

Special Features (Ecological, Geologic, 
Scenic or Historical) 
An attribute that recognizes that wilderness may contain other 
values of ecological, geologic, scenic or historical or cultural 
significance.  Unique fish and wildlife species, unique plants or 
plant communities, potential or existing research natural areas, 
outstanding landscape features, and significant cultural resource 
sites should all be considered as types of values that might exist.  
Identify any of these values that exist within the project area.  
Address this attribute by describing the effect proposed activities 
would have on these values.  Consider Scenic Attractiveness link. 

No Stable in all 
Alternatives 

There is no change from the current situation and direction in the 
1997 Revised Forest Plan.  Specifically, there is no significant 
biodiversity features within this area that warrant special 
consideration.   

Manageability (as Wilderness) 
A measure of the ability to manage an area to meet the size 
criteria (5,000 + acres), the resulting configuration of the 
potential wilderness, and the interaction of the other elements 
above.  Changes in the shape of the Inventoried Roadless Area 
may have significant consequences to its wilderness potential.  
Consider also boundary management impacts such as changing 
wilderness boundaries to different terrain features or for how 
access would be provided if project activities cause adjustments 
in the Inventoried Roadless Area.  Address this attribute by 
discussing how the proposed activities may affect the boundary 
location, the size, the shape, and the access to the area.  Consider 
ROS mapping. 

No  Stable in all 
Alternatives 

There is no change from the current situation in size or 
management direction.  The decision in the 1997 Revised Forest 
Plan was not to recommend for wilderness considerations.  The 
area has little development of any type that would impact the 
natural integrity of the area for wilderness considerations – except 
motorized trails.  The area is a moderately sized block of land 
with little opportunity for challenge. Some steep terrain exists, but 
also has considerable amounts of much easier terrain.  The area is 
currently used for motorized and non-motorized travel and is 
considered important by all user groups for recreational access.  
Opportunity for solitude is not high even IF motorized use is 
removed.  However, the RFP designated this area for motorized 
use on trails, and to improve the trails in this area to provide a 
significant system of high quality that will meet public demand.   
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WORKSHEET 2 – Roadless Area Characteristics 
Evaluating the Effects of Project Activities on Roadless Area Characteristics 
 
Date:  20 January 2011 
Roadless Area:   Bald Mountain 
 
Description of Project Activity or Impact to Roadless Area:   
(Note – describe the activity that is affecting the roadless area, i.e. miles of road construction, timber acres harvested, acres treated by fire, etc…)   
Same as WORKSHEET 1 
 

 
Effect to Roadless Characteristics 
Roadless Characteristics Is there 

an effect? 
Yes or No 

Which 
direction is 
the effect? 
Improving, 
Stable or 
Degrading? 

Describe the actual effect.   
Use descriptive terms that discuss the effect, not the activity. 

Soil, water and Air resources 
Identify any unique or critical watershed resources.  Describe 
how the project will affect these key resources areas and the 
habitats that depend on them. 
 

Yes 

Improving 
in 

Alternatives  
B and C 

No unique or critical resources identified, but the following 
applies to identified issue areas.  
 
Fisheries:  Each action alternative improves upon the existing 
condition because they specifically designate motorized trail 
lengths as designated for ATVs or motorcycles.   
Water Quality and Soil Erosion:  All alternatives would 
maintain existing soil and water conditions which are currently 
meeting the RFP standards and guidelines.  This project, 
implemented with the BMPs (see Appendix D), complies with the 
applicable hydrology-related standards and guidelines from the 
RFP as well as the pertinent other laws, regulations, and directives 
discussed above. 
Wildlife:  Each action alternative improves upon the existing 
condition because they specifically designate motorized trail 
lengths as designated for ATVs or motorcycles.   
Recreational Use:  Overall, natural resources would benefit from 
specifically designating ATV trails that would be designed and 



Caribou Range Mountains Subsection Summer Travel Management Plan                                                                                                                                                                                                        April 2011 
 

 

 

Appendix I-6 

constructed for ATV use and trail maintenance would decrease.   
Closing all or additional portions of the subsection to cross-
country travel by mountain bikes and other mechanized 
equipment would decrease unwanted or illegal trail development 
but would increase the need for enforcement efforts for the near 
future.   
Open Road Open Motorized Trail Route Density:  An overall 
positive change in all issue areas should be realized by eliminating 
the “Open for  Motorized Uses less the 50 inches wide but NOT 
RECOMMENDED FOR ATVs” designation in Alternatives B 
and C.      
 

Sources of public drinking water 
Identify any public drinking water systems or sources within the 
project area or that would be affected by the project.  Describe 
how the project would affect water quality and quantity of the 
public drinking water source. 
 

No Stable in all 
Alternatives 

No systems identified.  

Diversity of plant and animal 
communities 
Discuss the diversity of plant and animal communities.  Identify 
any unique plant and animal communities within the area.  
Describe effects to the diversity of communities and impacts to 
populations in the areas. 

Yes 

Stable to 
improving 

in 
Alternatives  

B and C  

See “Soil, water and air resources” in WORKSHEET 1 above. 

Habitat for TES and species dependent 
on large undisturbed areas of land 
Identify any TES or sensitive species within the Roadless area.  
Describe how the project would affect the habitats or populations 
and whether this effect is significant across the normal range and 
distribution of these habitats and populations. Yes 

Stable to 
improving 

in 
Alternatives  

B and C  

Wildlife indicator species include bald eagle, trumpeter swans, 
spotted frogs, common loons and harlequin ducks.  The subsection 
is shown to support all of these except trumpeter swan nesting 
habitat.  Other indicator species include elk, gray wolf, northern 
goshawk, Canada lynx, some avian species, and some furbearers.  
However, there would be very little affect to habitats or 
populations and therefore the effect is not significant across the 
normal range and distribution of these species.  

Primitive and semi-primitive classes of 
recreation 
Describe current recreation opportunities within the Roadless 
area.  Identify the effects of your project of the area and these 
activities.  Describe the effect in terms of availability for similar 
experiences in surrounding areas or within the region of use.  
Consider link to ROS mapping. 

Yes 

Stable to 
improving 

in 
Alternatives  

B and C  

The proposed activities would not change the designation of the 
current ROS classes.  RFP direction is to manage for Semi-
primitive and Roaded Natural Appearing uses.  This area is 
designated for motorized uses.  There is no effect on availability 
for similar experiences in surrounding areas or region.  

Reference landscapes for research study Yes Stable to Overall, landscape features are average through the area.  There 
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or interpretation 
Describe the landscape that is present.  Describe any unique 
reference landscapes that exist within the Roadless area.  
Describe how the project activities might affect the reference 
landscape values of the Roadless area.  Consider how the 
landscapes within the Inventoried Roadless area fits within the 
broader landscape and if the project creates any overall change.  
Consider landscape character descriptions in SMS. 

improving 
in 

Alternatives  
B and C  

are no large streams and nothing outstanding.  Vegetative variety 
does exist in some areas with a mix of deciduous and evergreen 
trees and shrubs.  Rock outcrops and canyons are typical 
throughout but not outstanding when compared to the adjacent 
Palisades Mountain Range. There are areas greater than 1,000 
acres where cross-country travel by any type of motorized, non-
motorized or mechanized vehicle is prohibited in order to protect 
wildlife or wildlife habitat during the winter months.  There are no  
other special management area resource values – such as Research 
Natural Areas.  There is no change to this existing direction in 
these areas.  

Landscape character and integrity 
Describe the current scenic quality and character of the area.  
Describe project effects to the scenic integrity of the area and 
changes to the character of the area.  Consider existing scenic 
integrity. 

Yes 

Stable to 
improving 

in 
Alternatives  

B and C  

Current scenic designations are Partial Retention (Moderate) to 
Modification (Low).  Scenic quality is average or typical in most 
areas – as described in the section above.  

Traditional cultural properties and 
sacred sites 
Identify generically any significant cultural resources within the 
Roadless area and describe the effect of the project on these 
resources.  Typically mitigation will be designed to prevent 
significant effects to these resources. 

Yes 

Stable to 
improving 

in 
Alternatives  

B and C  

None identified. 

Other locally unique characteristics 
Identify any locally unique characteristics and describe how the 
project would affect these values. 

No NA 
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Appendix J  
 

Alternative Maps* 
 

Alternative A –No Action (Existing Situation) 
Alternative B – Trail Committees’ 
Alternative C – Proposed Action    
 
* Maps are too large to insert in this document.  Maps may be viewed at the Palisades Ranger 
District or on the Caribou-Targhee National Forest web site shown below. 
 

www.fs.fed.us/r4/cariboou-targhee/projects/caribou_mountains_subsection/index.shtml 
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Appendix-K 
Ecological Units Found in the Caribou Range Mountains Subsection Trails Analysis Area 

 
   Table A1. Ecological Unit Ratings and Interpretations (USFS, 1999) 

Soil Ratings 
and Interp.  

by Ecological 
Unit 

 
 

Erosion 
Hazard  

 
Foot and 

Saddlestock 
Trails 

 
 

Off-Road 
Vehicles 

 
 

Motorcycle 
Trails 

 
 
 

Mass Instability 

Soil Loss 
Tolerance 
(T Factor) 
Tons/Acre 

1106 Erodes Easily Severe-Slope Severe-
Erosion 

Severe-Erosion Stable 3 

1130 Erodes Easily Moderate-
Slope 

Severe-
Erosion 

Severe-Erosion Stable Alpine 5 

1170 Moderate Moderate-
Slope 

Severe-
Erosion 

Severe-Erosion Unstable 5 

1172 Moderate Severe-Slope Severe-
Erosion 

Severe-Erosion Stable 2-3 

1175 Erodes Easily Severe-Slope Severe-
Erosion 

Severe-Erosion Unstable 5 

1216 Erodes Easily Severe-Slope Severe-
Erosion 

Severe-Erosion Unstable 4-5 

1219 Erodes Easily Severe-
Slope/Rock 

Severe-
Erosion 

Severe-Erosion Unstable 5 

1294 Erodes Easily Moderate-
Slope 

Severe-
Erosion 

Severe-Erosion Stable 5 

1303 Moderate Moderate-
Slope 

Severe-
Erosion 

Severe-Erosion Unstable  5 

1315 Moderate Moderate-
Slope 

Severe-
Erosion 

Severe-Erosion Unstable 5-4 

1316 Erodes Easily Severe-Slope Severe-
Erosion 

Severe-Erosion Unstable 4 

1646 Moderate Moderate-
Slope 

Severe-
Erosion 

Severe-Erosion Unstable 5-4 

2609 Low Severe-
Wetness 

Severe-
Wetness 

Severe-Wetness Stable 3 

 
 

Ecological Unit Numbers and Names 
  1106 Abla/Phma5 Gany-Psme/Bere, Syor2 Fritz association, 40 to 70 percent slopes 
   1130 Alpine Graminoid Fritz, 4 to 30 percent slopes 
   1170   Abla/Tall Forb Yodal, 4 to 35 percent slopes 
   1172   Abla/Acgl Gany-Abla/Thoc Katpa-Psme/Bere, Syor2 Fritz complex, 40 to 70 percent 
slopes 
   1175   Abla/Tall Forb Yodal, 35 to 60 percent slopes     
   1216   Abla/Acgl Koffgo-Abla/Acgl Rhylow-Psme/Artrv Povey complex, 35 to 60 percent 
slopes 
   1219 Abla/Phma5 Lagall-Psme/Atrtv Povey-Psme/Bere, Syor2 Fritz  complex, 35 to 70 
percent slopes 
   1294 ArtrP4/Syor2/Feid Tetonia-Psme/Osch Rin Complex, 15 to 35 percent slopes 
   1303 Abla/Osch, Pamy Edgway-Abla/Thoc Jumpstart-Psme/Artrv Tophat complex, 15 to 50 
percent slopes 
   1315 Abla/Osch, Pamy Edgway-Abla/Vagl, Pamy Koffko-Psme/Artrv Povey association, 15 to 
50 % slope 
   1316 Abla/Vagl, Pamy Koffgo-Abla/Thoc Koffgo-Rock Outcrop complex, 40 to 70 percent 
slopes 
   1646 Abla/Vagl, Pamy Huckridge-Abla/Vagl, Pamy Koffgo-Abla/Osch, Pamy Edgway 
complex, 15 to 50 percent slopes 
   2609 Pein Cryaquolls, 2 to 8 percent slopes 
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Taxonomic Classification of Dominant Soils 
 *Edgway - Loamy-skeletal, mixed, superactive Vitrandic Cryoborolls 

*Fritz -  Loamy-skeletal, carbonatic Calcic Cryoborolls 
*Gany -  Loamy-skeletal, mixed, superactive Calcic Cryoborolls 
*Huckridge - Fine-silty, mixed, superactive Vitrandic Paleboralfs 
*Jumpstart - Fine, mixed, active Mollic Cryoboralfs 
*Kapta - Loamy-skeletal, carbonatic Calcic Pachic Cryoborolls 
*Koffgo - Loamy-skeletal, mixed, superactive Vitrandic Cryochrepts 
*Legall - Loamy-skeletal, mixed, superactive Vitrandic Cryoborolls 
*Povey - Loamy-skeletal, mixed, superactive Pachic Cryoborolls 
*Rhylow - Loamy-skeletal, mixed, superactive Vitrandic Cryumbrepts 
*Rin -  Coarse-loamy, mixed, superactive Pachic Cryoborolls 
*Tetonia - Coase-silty, mixed, superactive Calcic Pachic Cryoborolls 
*Tophat - Fine, mixed, superactive Argic Pachic Cryoborolls 
*Yodal - Fine-loamy, mixed, active, Abruptic Paleboralfs 
*Cryaquolls- Cryaquolls 
   

   
    Table A2.  Physiographic, Geologic and Climatic Features Associated With Each Ecological Unit. 

Soil Ratings 
and Interp.  

by Land 
Type 

 
 

Elevation 
(f eet) 

   
 

Rainfall 
(inches) 

 
 

Geology 

 
 

Physiography 

 
 

Drainage 
Class 

 
Depth to 
Bedrock 

(feet) 

 
Soil Loss 
Tolerance 
tons/ac/yr 

1106 5,200-8,00 22 Sedimentary Stable 
Mountains 

Well Drained Deep- 
VeryDeep 

 

3 

1130 8,400-11,00 35 Sedimentary Stable Alpine Well Drained Very Deep 5 
1170 7,600-9,800 45 Mixed Unstable 

Mountains,  
Summits, 

Basins 

Well   
Drained 

Very Deep 5 
 

1172 6,700-9,700 24 Sedimentary Mid-slope 
Mountains 

Well 
Drained 

Very Deep 2 
3 

1175 7,600-9,800 45 Mixed Unstable 
Mountains 

Well 
drained 

Very Deep 5 

1216 5,600-8,500 26 Mixed Unstable 
Mountains 

Well  
Drained  

Very Deep 4 
5 

1219 5,600-8,500 24 Mixed Unstable 
Foothills 

Well Drained Very Deep 5 

1294 5,300-6,500 18 Loess Dissected 
Tablelands 

Well Drained Very Deep 5 

1303 5,600-8,000 25 Mixed Unstable 
Foothills 

Moderately 
Well to Well 

Very Deep 5 

1315 6,000-7,800 26 Mixed Unstable 
Foothills, 

Mountains 

Well 
Drained 

Very Deep 5 
4 

1316 7,200-9,800 32 Mixed Unstable 
Mountains 

Well 
Drained 

Very Deep 4 
4 

1646 6,000-8,000 25 Mixed Unstable 
Foothills 

Well 
drianed 

Very Deep 5 
4 

2609 5,600-7,800 25 Allvium Floodplains Somewhat 
Poorly 

Drained 

Very Deep 3 
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