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I. INTRODUCTION 

The Nes Perce National Forest presently contains parts of three wildernesses 
and all of another one, as displayed In Table C-l. The Gospel-Hump Wilderness 
is completely within the Forest boundaries. Administration of the Selway- 
Bitterroot Wilderness is shared with three other Forests, and five other 
Forests contain parts of the Frank Church-River of No Return Wilderness. Those 
parts of the Hells Canyon Wilderness within Nez Perce Forest boundaries are 
adminIstered by the Wallowa-Whitman National Forest, as dlrected by the Chief 
of the Forest Servxe. 

Table C-l 
Classified Wilderness-Nez Perce National Forest (Acres) 

Wilderness Total Acreage Nez Perce NF Acreage 

Selway-Bitterroot 
Gospel-Hump 
Frank Church-River 

of No Return 
Hells Canyon 

Total 

1,340,681 560,088 
200,464 200,464 

2.3619767 105.736 
194,132 59,900 

4,097,044 926,188 

The larger cities within one day's drive of the Nez Perce National Forest are 
shown in Table C-2. 

Table C-2 
Regional Population Centers (Number of People) 

city 
1980 

Population City 
1980 

Population 

Spokane 17l.300 Moscow 16,513 
Lewiston 27,986 Pullman 23,579 
Missoula 33,388 Boise 102,451 

Of course, the Forest's wildernesses and four rovers classified under the 
National Wild and Scenic Rivers Act are of natxxxJ as well as regional 
sxgnlficance, and visitors come to these areas from all parts of the world. 

In addition to these classified areas, the Nez Perce National Forest contains 
503,162 acres of inventoried roadless areas, all of which are eligible for 
wilderness classification. These areas have all been considered by Congress in 
the past; some of them have been considered more than once. Under the 
provxions of 36 CFR 219.17, all roadless areas on the Forest are again being 
evaluated and reconsidered for wilderness classification In the current Forest 
planning process. 

Changes were made to the boundaries of two roadless areas between the Draft and 
Final EIS. The boundaries of the Gospel-Hump and Mallard roadless areas used 
in the Draft EIS excluded land that contained proposed timber sales and roads. 
These areas were never developed, so in response to publx comments, the 
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original RARE II boundarxes were used and the land analyzed for roadless and 
wlderness classification =n the Flnal EIS. 

Alternatives G and Gl were changed between the Draft and FInal EIS with respect 
to the Silver Creek-Pllot Knob and Rackllff-Gedney roadless areas. In these 
two alternatives, 13,300 acres of Sliver Creek-Pilot Knob will be managed 
wlthout roads for high quality fisheries, wIldlIfe, water quality, dispersed 
recreation, and protectIon of Native American rellgxous values. Approximately 
10,600 acres of Rackllff-Gedney (Nez Perce portlon) ~11 be managed for txaber 
production wxth an emphasis on enhancing wIldlIfe habltat. The remaining 
44,900 acres will remain undeveloped. 

This appendix contains supporting and site-specific Information on Individual 
Nez Perce NatIonal Forest roadless areas. It 1s intended to supplement the 
roadless area descrlptlons in Chapter III and the roadless area analysis in 
Chapters II and IV of the Environmental Impact Statement. Each roadless area 
1s discussed as follows: 

An overview of the physical characterlstxs is given; 

Capability for wilderness is described;; 

Resource potentials other than wilderness are lIsted; 

Need for the area in the National Wilderness System is discussed; and 

AlternatIves and environmental consequences are displayed. 

The first four discussions are straightforward and need lxttle explsnatlon. 
Some of the relationships between management decisions affecting the wilderness 
characterxtlcs of roadless areas and Forest management prescription 
assignments are summarxzed here. A detalled dxcussion of management 
prescriptzons can be found in Appendix B. 

In SectIon E of each lndzvidual roadless area analysis in this appendix, a 
management emphasis table displays acreages for five possible management 
emphases. These are summarzes of management prescrlptlons applied to roadless 
areas to meet various management objectives. 

The wilderness emphasis excludes any kind of roaded development, and allows 
ecosystems in the area to be affected by natural processes only. Timber 
management possibxlxtles are foregone, but wilderness values are enhanced. 

The roaded development emphasis is somewhat more complex. All timber 
prescriptions are Included, along with deer-elk wxnter range prescrlptions 
which allow txmber harvest and road construction. Since specific prescrrptions 
for vxual quality obJectIves of retention and partial retention are applied 
only to areas scheduled for timber harvest in the FORPLAN computer model, these 
prescrlptlons are Included, along with those for management of riparw.n areas 
and those for existing primary range. 

EnvIronmental effects of roaded development are shown xn the main body of this 
document. Forestwlde rnx~~urn management requxements for resource protectlon 
are met in each alternatlve, along with Forestwrde mltzgatlon standards. At 
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least 60 percent mltlgatlon of predicted sediment resulting from road 
constructlon ~11 be achieved, and roads ~111 be subject to closures to 
mltlgate effects on big-game habltat. 

The portlon of each roadless area assxgned to roaded development prescriptions 
under this management emphasis depends on the capabIlity of the lands withln 
the area and the obJectIves of each alternatxve. These obJectives make 
different lands available for roaded development In different alternatives; 
that 1s. lands where Umber harvest may be feasible are assigned to 
prescrlptlons that preclude timber harvest and road construction in some 
alternatives In order to accomplish other obJectIves, such as maintenance of 
high quality fish and wlldllfe habztat and establishment of wilderness. Thus, 
future wlderness posslbllltxes for each roadless area vary directly with the 
amount of roaded development In that area In each decade. The management 
emphasis table shows the extent, but not the locatlon, of the roaded 
development. 

In the unroaded management emphasis, exztlng roadless acreage is asslgned to 
continued roadless management. Fzsh, wlldlife, and dispersed recreation 
obJectIves are highllghted. No new roads are antxlpated, but reconstruction 
of exxtlng roads is permItted where these roads are necessary to meet overall 
multiple use objectives. 

Mlnlmum level management prescrlptzions are for the most part assIgned to lands 
unsuitable for timber productlon and/or lands that are not needed or are not 
cost-effxient In meeting the goals of a partxular alternative. These areas 
are small, usually not contiguous, and not mapped. Fish and wildllfe 
obJectives are not spetxflcally addressed. Timber harvest may occur to 
accomplzsh obJectIves other than timber productlon, such as publx safety, 
control of insect and dxease epidemxzs, and salvage of fire-killed trees. 

Road construction is permwslble for the above obJectives and in cases where 
roads are necessary to meet multiple use objectives on adJacent lands. Since 
roads may or may not be built, wilderness possibllitles may or may not change. 

Research Natural Area prescrlptlons exclude activxties whxh directly or 
indlrectly modify ecologIca processes. Logging 1s prohlbited, and fire 
suppressIon 1s accomplished by manual means. In effect, wilderness 
characteristics are retalned. 

All roadless lands, regardless of acreage, which adJoIn existing established 
wilderness are ellglble for wxlderness classlflcation. Roadless lands which do 
not adjoin exlstlng establlshed wilderness must total 5,000 contiguous acres to 
be consldered for wilderness. In the discussions that follow, any roadless 
area that has large acreages assigned to the roaded development management 
emphasis and less than 5,000 contiguous acres to unroaded management ~111 be 
considered fully roaded after 50 years: however, unroaded acreage m any amount 
that adJoIns an existing establxhed wilderness can be added to that wilderness 
at any time. 

II. ROADLESS AH?.& 

A detalled description and map of each Nez Perce National Forest roadless area 
follows. 
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ROADLESS AREA 1226 -- O'RARA-FALLS CRREK 

25,326 Acres 

A. DESCRIPTION 

This area contains all of the O'Hara Creek drainage and the southside breaks of 
the Selway River for about 10 miles upstream from the mouth of O'Hara Creek. 
The name of this area is somewhat misleading, since the major part of Falls 
Creek is no longer included in it. 

The area is almost completely surrounded by roads. Principal access is by Road 
651, Road 464, and Road 356. 

Topography is fairly typical of the lower Selway country -- steep slopes, but 
not highly dissected. Elevations range from about 1,600 feet on the Selway 
River to 6,056 feet at West Fork Point and 6,185 feet at Iron Mountain. 
Vegetation over most of the area is heavy, but the country opens up near the 
top of Iron Mountain. The west side of O'Hara Creek is heavily timbered with 
mixed specxes. Cedar is common in the Creek bottom and lodgepole pine prevails 
on the ridge tops. On the east side of the area, Saddle Ridge has dense 
brushfields which are the result of past fires. 

A walk up the trail along O'Hara Creek reveals a constantly changing water- 
course. Small clearings or meadows are found along the first few miles. 
Large, blackened cedar snags, the result of past fires, are also found in the 
area. From Saddle Creek on, the trail becomes difficult to find. The tread is 
almost gone and in some of the wet, shady draws, the ferns are often over the 
hiker's head. The middle section of the Creek cascades through a steep, rocky 
gorge, with waterfalls and pools. The canyon opens up in the upper section of 
the Creek where there are meadows and beaver ponds. If one attempts to walk up 
the West Fork from its confluence with the main Creek, It is necessary to climb 
over tall bluffs. 

Key attractions of this area include Iron Mountain, a water falls on Island 
Creek, the Selway Wild and Scenic River, the RNA, and two Threatened and 
Endangered wildlife species--the gray wolf and bald eagle. All of the 
7,000-acre O'Hara Research Natural Area, established in 1980, is contained 
within this Roadless Area. Three rare plant species and one threatened specie 
have been located in this RNA. 

Major current uses of this area include hiking, hunting, big-game winter range, 
and Outfitter and Guide businesses. 

B. CAPABILITY 

This section describes the basic characteristics which make the Area 
approprxate and valuable for wilderness regardless of the Area's availability 
or need. 
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1. Natural Integrity and Appearance 

Long-term ecological processes are operating with only low impacts from 
development activities on lands surrounding the area. The trails are generally 
so bad that in another 10 years without maintenance, natural processes will 
take over. A few nonindigenous plants will probably remain, however, as the 
result of heavy stock use on the trails in past years. 

In the creek bottom, Area 1226 appears almost completely natural, except for 
the trail and a few sections of old telephone wire that were never picked up. 
In the Iron Mountain vicinity, there are some old mining sink holes which are 
now almost completely grown over. Most people would not notice them. 

2. Opportunities for Solitude 

At 25,326 acres, Area 1226 offers a moderate potential for solitude. 
Topographic and vegetative screening range from moderate to high. The area 
includes almost all of the O'Hara Creek drainage, one of the largest on the 
lower Selway, and opportunities for solitude are highest in and near the stream 
bottoms. 

The Selway River Road is visible from about half of the Selway Face portion of 
the area, and the Hamby Road is visible from other parts. A telephone 
microwave relay and a Forest Service radio remote station atop Iron Mountain 
are visible from some parts of the area. 

3. Primitive Recreation Opportunities 

Potential for primitive recreation opportunity is limited. Although the area 
IS very diverse in plants, it is less so in fish, wildlife, and terrain. There 
are no lakes. 

Following the trails is often a challenge, as is wading O'Hara Creek in high 
water. There are few dominant visual features. 

4. Manageability and Boundaries 

About half of the boundary of Area 1226 follows roads, trails, and the Selway 
River. Some of the remainder, drawn around existing and past timber sale 
areas, would be difficult to establish on the ground. 

The portion of this area that is most unique is already being managed as a 
Research Natural Area and, as such, must be protected against activities which 
modify ecological processes. Logging is prohibited, and recreation 1s 
discouraged. Roads are not permitted unless they contribute to RNA obJectives. 
Unique scenic qualities of the Selway Face are protected under the Wild and 
Scenic Rivers Act. 

No adJustments in acreage or boundaries have been made since 1979. There are 
no existing uses that would conflict with wilderness designation. 
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C. AVAILABILITY 

1. Nonwilderness Resource Potentials 

Nonwilderness resource potentials for Area 1226 are shown in Table C-3. 
Current uses of the area are also discussed in this section. 

Table C-3 
Selected Resource Values-O'Hara-Falls Creek Roadless Area 1226 
(Specified Units) 

Category Unit Category Unit 

Gross Acres Acres 25326 
Net Acres Acres 25326 

Recreation 
Primitive 
Semiprim.Nonmotor 
Semiprim.Motor. 
Roaded Natural 

Acres 
Acres 
Acres 
Acres 

25i26 
0 
0 

Range 
Existing Obligated 

Suitable 
Allotments 
AUMs 

Existing Vacant 
Suitable 
Allotments 
AUMs 

Proposed 
Sultable 
AUMs 

Acres 
NO. 
AUMs 

Acres 
No. 
AUMs 

Acres 
AUMs 

Timber 
Tentative Suitable 
Standing Volume 

Acres 23778 
MMBF 309MM 

Corridors 
Exist.& Potential No. 0 

Wildlife - T&E 
Bald Eagle 

Habitat 
Gray Wolf 

Habitat 

Acres 3200 

Acres 25326 

Wildlife - Big Game 
Summer Habitat 
Winter Habitat 
Specific-Elk 

Summer Hab. 
Winter Hab. 

Specific-Deer 
Summer Hab. 
Winter Hab. 

Acres 
Acres 

13329 
11997 

Acres 
Acres 

Acres 
Acres 

13329 
11997 

13329 
11997 

Significant Fisheries 
Stream Miles Miles 31 

Stream Habitat Hab.ac 30 
Lakes NO. 0 
Lake Habitat Hab.ac 0 

Water Developments 
Existing No. 0 

Minerals 
Hardrock Potential 

Very High 
High 
Moderate 
LOW 

Mining Claims 
Oil & Gas Potential 

Very High 
High 
Moderate 
LOW 

Oil & Gas Leases 

Acres 
Acres 
Acres 
Acres 
NO. 

0 
0 

2532: 
12 

Acres 
Acres 
Acres 
Acres 

0 
0 

253206 

Leases NO. 0 
Leased Area Acres 0 
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a. Recreation 

The O'Hara Creek trailhead is located 4 miles up Road 651. This trail, once a 
mainline route, is now in very poor condition, but a few hunters and fishermen 
use it each year. The other trails in the area get even less use. 

A full-service, x&unit campground is located at O'Hara Bar, just outside of 
the roadless area, but visitors here seldom venture far inside the area. There 
are many fishermen and floaters on the Selway River in the summer, but these 
people also never get very far into the roadless area. 

b. Fish and Wildlife 

The usual big-game species -- deer, elk, bear, moose -- inhabit Area 1226. 
Hunting pressure is light because of difficult access over existing trails. 
The O'Hara Creek fishery is typical of Selway tributaries, with anadromous fish 
throughout and a few natives in the head of the creek. Like many other streams 
in the Selway country, O'Hara Creek contains eastern brook trout in the 
headwaters. These were planted long ago. 

The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service has identified the area as potential habitat 
for gray wolves and bald eagles. 

c. Livestock 

A grazing allotment in the Iron Mountain vicinity was discontinued in 1970 due 
to overuse, and natural processes are slowly being restored. 

d. Timber 

Estimated standing volume is 309 MMBF, but part of this is in the Research 
Natural Area, as are approximately 6,500 of the 23,778 tentatively suitable 
acres. 

e. Minerals 

Iron Mountain, the highest point in the area, is evidently composed of some 
kind of magnetic iron, because lightning strikes there often during 
thunderstorms. There has been some past mining activity in the Iron Mountain 
vicinity and there are currently 12 unpatented claims in the area. Current 
mineral potential is low. 

2. Other Management Considerations 

The O'Hara drainage is unique. This fact was recognized when the Chief of the 
Forest Service established a 7,000-acre Research Natural Area there in 1980, 
the first such area established on the Nez Perce National Forest. 

According to the RNA establishment report, "O'Hara Creek has been selected 
because it has the best known representation of several characteristics of the 
lower Lochsa-Selway area, is accessible, and presents minimal conflicts with 
other uses. The nearby Selway-Bitterroot Wilderness includes some of the 
individual values found in O'Hara Creek; however, a comparable area within the 
wilderness has not been found and access is very limited." 
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At the time the RNA was establxhed, three rare plant specxes and one 
threatened species had been located III O'Hara Creek, and it is very likely 
there are more. 

A protected 1/4-m&s corridor lmmedlately adjacent to the Selway River has been 
establlshed under the Natwnal Wild and Scenic Rivers Act, and everything that 
can be seen from the river IS managed to retain the present visual qualltles. 

D. NRED 

1. Proximity to Other Designated Wildernesses and Population Centers 

See the introduction to this Appendix. 

2. Contribution to National Wilderness Preservation System 

The area has unique ecological features that are not duplicated in existing 
nearby wilderness. However, these values have been protected for scientific 
purposes through adminwtratlve classification of a Research Natural Area. 

3. Public Interest, Concern. and Comment Summary 

No indlvlduals or groups have recommended wilderness. 

E. AJXERNATIVES AND ENVIRONMENTAL CONSEQUENCES 

1. Management Emphasis 

Management emphasis by alternatIve is shown in Table C-4, and the effects of 
each management emphasis on the wilderness characteristics of the area are 
described in this section. Background information 1s located in the 
introduction to this appendix. 

2. Impacts 

a. Designation: Wilderness 
Management Emphasis: Wilderness 

All of Area 1226 1s recommended for wilderness classifxation U-I Alternatives H 
and Hl. Thw recommendation would increase opportunities for primitive 
recreation on the Forest and allow ecosystems in the area to be affected by 
natural processes only. 

Timber management posslbilltles, Including harvest of approximately 250 MMBF of 
standlng volume now present II-I the area, would be foregone. Approximately 1 
percent of the tentatively suitable timberland on the Forest would not be 
available. 
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Table C-4 
Management Emphasis-O'Hara-Falls Creek Roadless Area 1226 - 25.326 Acres 
(Thousand Acres) 

Alt,ernatz.ves -(CD)-Current Dxectlon; (PA)-Preferred AlternatIve 
Management C D E F G(PA) H& 
Emphasis &Gl Hl 

I J K L 

Nonwilderness 

Roaded 18.1 17.2 17.2 17.2 
Development 

Unroaded 0 0 0 0 
Mgmt. 

MInimum 
Level 

.2 1.1 1.1 1.1 

Research 7.0 7.0 7.0 7.0 
Natural Area 

Wilderness 

Wilderness 0 0 0 0 

Summary of Management Emphasis 

Developed- 5.1 4.4 5.4 7.4 
Decade 1 

Developed- 18.3 18.3 18.3 18.3 
Decade 5 

Roadless- 20.2 20.9 19.9 17.9 
Decade 1 

Roadless- 7.0 7.0 7.0 7.0 
Decade 5 

Wilderness 0 0 0 0 

17.2 17.2 

0 0 

1.1 1.1 

7.0 7.0 

0 0 25.3 0 0 0 0 

5.0 4.3 

18.3 18.3 

20.3 21.0 

7.0 7.0 

0 0 

0 

0 

0 

7.0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

25.3 

17.2 17.2 17.2 17.2 

0 0 0 0 

1.1 1.1 1.1 1.1 

7.0 7.0 7.0 7.0 

6.2 5.8 5.3 5.3 

18.3 18.3 18.3 18.3 

19.1 19.5 20.0 20.0 

7.0 7.0 7.0 7.0 

0 0 0 0 

Some exxstlng uses, such as use of trail bakes and chainsaws, would have to be 
terminated, but grazing and mInera development on existing valid claims could 
be allowed. 

Bzg-game habitat improvement programs that involve prescribed burning on winter 
ranges would have to rely on unplanned qnitions unless currc ~11 regulations are 
changed. 
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In general, nonprlced resource values are enhanced by wilderness management. 
The maJor nonpriced outputs considered by the Nez Perce Forest (Chapter II, 
Section 18) are maintenance of tradltlonal lifestyles, community stability, 
threatened and endangered species (T&E) habitat, cultural resources, 
semiprlmltive recreation opportunities, big-game habitat. visual quality, 
anadromous fish habitat, old-growth-dependent species habitat and wilderness. 

Traditional lifestyles would be malntalned and community stability would be 
wlthin parameters for rapld change in all alternatlves; however. wilderness 
classifxation precludes timber harvest. and the wood products industry would 
not benefit under this emphasis. Industries relating to prlmitlve recreation 
would benefit. Individuals and groups advocating increased wilderness acreage 
would be supported; those advocating roaded development would not be supported. 

Effects of wlderness management on other nonprlced resource values: 

T&E Habltat--The posslbl1lt.y of human intrusion would be low. 
Management activities would by localized and limited. Gray wolf and 
bald eagle habltat wuld be maIntaIned. 

Cultural Resources--Cultural resource surveys in wildernesses are 
performed only in response to specific requests, unless special legal 
requirements exist to do otherwise. Dxturbsnce of sites would be 
minlmal. 

Semiprimitive Recreation Opportunltles--Recreation opportunities would 
change to semiprrmltive nonmotorized for that part of the area within 
three miles of motorized use and to primitive for the rest of the 
area. 

Big-Game HabItat--The need for coordination between habitat management 
and other management would be low. Animals would be more secwe than 
under any other management emphasis. Habitat improvement programs 
using prescribed fire would be limited to unplanned (lightning) 
ignltxns, and wildfire could play a more natural role. Elk summer 
habitat would be managed at nearly 100 percent of potential. 

Vxwal Quality--When an area becomes wilderness. the visual quality 
objective becomes preservation. Visual quality would be maintained. 

Anadromous Fish Habitat--Wilderness provides full habitat potential. 
High water quality would be malntained in all streams. 

Old-Growth HabItat--Percentages of old-growth habitat In wilderness 
would be the highest possible, since no timber harvest would occur. 
Present diversity would be maintained. 

Wzlderness--The wlderness resource on the Forest would be increased. 
Almost all of the O'Hara drainage would be maintalned in its natural 
condition. 
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b. Designation: Nonwilderness 
Management Emphasis: Roaded Development 

Between 68 and 71 percent of Roadless Area 1226 is assigned to this management 
emphasis in all alternatives except H and Hl, which recommend the entire area 
for wilderness. General environmental effects would be those described in 
Chapter IV. 

Approximately 250 MMBF of standing timber volume would be available for harvest 
over the full range of nonwilderness alternatives. Visual constraints would 
also be imposed on areas that can be seen from the Selway recreation river 
corridor. 

Between 4,300 and 7,400 acres would be opened to roaded development in the 
first decade. The higher acreages are contained in alternatives which maximize 
timber harvest Forestwide (D and E) and in those alternatives (I and J) with 
large acreages of proposed wilderness which maximize outputs outside of the 
wilderness. The lower acreages are contained in alternatives with high 
fish/water quality ObJeCtiveS (F, G, K, and L). 

Area 1226 would be entered in four places in the first decade. The amount of 
actual road constructed would depend on the timber obJectives of each 
alternative. In the overall road design, one spur would enter the area in 
Section 9, T31N. R8E, run down Saddle Ridge to within 1 mile of O'Hara Creek, 
go north across the heads of two small tributaries of the Creek, cross the 
heads of Stillman Creek and Daye Creek, and deadend under the north side of 
Stillman Point. Another spur in Section 1, T31N. R8E would be an extension of 
the road down the ridge to the northwest of SOB Creek, which would run westward 
across several tributaries of the Selway River and into the head of Wash 
Creek. A road would enter Area 1226 in Section 7, T31N. RgE and run down the 
ridge between SOB and Falls Creeks, and another road would open the area north 
of O'Hara Point in Saddle Creek. Timber harvest areas would be adJacent to 
these roads. 

Alternative G, the Preferred Alternative, would open approximately 4,300 acres 
to roaded development in the first decade. 

None of this activity would affect the most unique features of the area, which 
are the O'Hara Research Natural Area, the Selway Recreational River corridor, 
and the bottom of O'Hara Creek. 

The maJor nonpriced outputs considered by the Nez Perce Forest (Chapter II, 
Section 18) are maintenance of traditional lifestyles, community stability, 
threatened and endangered species (T&E) habitat, cultural resources, 
semiprimitive recreation opportunities, big-game habitat, visual quality, 
anadromous fish habitat, old-growth-dependent species habitat, end wilderness. 

Traditional lifestyles would be maintained and community stability would be 
within parameters for rapid change in all alternatives. Timber and mining 
industries would benefit from this management emphasis; industries relating to 
primitive recreation would not benefit. Individuals and grilll,. advocating 
roaded development would be supported: those advocating wilderness would not be 
supported. 
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Effects of the roaded management emphasis on nonpriced resource values: 

T&E Habitat--Potential for human intrusion would increase with roaded 
development, so project-level coordination among timber harvest, road 
construction, and habitat management would be required. Bald eagle 
habitat in the Selway River corridor would be unaffected. Area 1226 
is potential gray wolf habitat, which could be affected by management 
activities. Adequate security and an adequate prey base would be 
maintained. 

Cultural Resources--Roaded development would provide for a more 
thorough inventory, but increased disturbance of sites caused by 
easier access would be likely. 

Semiprimitive Recreation Opportunities--These would decrease as 
roadless areas are brought under roaded management. Roaded natural 
settings would increase. 

Big-Game Habitat--As roadless areas are brought under development, 
greater coordination would be needed between road construction and 
habitat management. Logging has the potential for altering the amount 
and distribution of cover and forage areas and changing elk movements, 
distribution, and habitat utllxzation. Effects of roaded development 
on elk summer habitat would be mitigated using the North Idaho Elk 
Coordinating Guidelines on a project-by-project basis. 

Winter ranges would be improved through timber harvest where site 
preparation is designed to emphasize browse production, and natural 
tree generation is utilized. Removing trees from a site would 
increase the production in forbs, grasses, and shrubs that provide 
forage for wintering big-game animals. Therefore, carrying capacity 
of big-game winter ranges would increase in proportion to the number 
of acres of winter range harvested each year. 

Visual Quality--This would change in response to specific visual 
quality objectives, from retention to partial retention on some lands 
to modification and maximum modifxatlon on others. Vxual quality 
would be lowered on all roadless lands opened to development. More 
roads and harvest activity would be visible from high points in the 
area, but stream bottoms would be largely unaffected. 

Anadromous Fish Habitat--Increased sedimentation and resultant adverse 
effects on fish habitat would be likely in streams adjacent to road 
construction: however, at least 60 percent of potential sediment from 
roads would be mitigated, and greater mitigations would be possible 
with application of best management practices on favorable landforms. 

Old-Growth Habitat--At least 5 percent of the O'Hara watershed would 
remain in old growth in all alternatives. This would be exceeded in 
Area 1226 because of the Research Natural Area. Vegetative diversity 
would tend toward seral successional stages in the timber harvest 
areas. 
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Wilderness--Wilderness possibilities in the roaded part of the area 
would be foregone; however, over 19,000 acres of Area 1226 would 
remain unroaded at the end of the first decade. 

C. Designation: Nonwilderness 
Management Emphasis: Unroaded Management 

None of Area 1226 would be assigned to these prescriptions in any alternative. 

d. Designation: Nonwilderness 
Management Emphasis: Minimum Level 

This prescription emphasizes a maintenance-only level of management. Less than 
1 percent of Area 1226 would be affected in any alternative. 

Effects on nonpriced resource values would depend on whether or not roads are 
built. If they are, effects would be similar to those of roaded development. 
If they are not, effects would resemble those of unroaded management: however, 
from the standpoint of potential wilderness possibilities, it should be assumed 
that areas with a minimum level management emphasis located within areas 
scheduled for roaded development would eventually be roaded. 

e. Designation: Nonwilderness 
Management Emphasis: Research Natural Area (RNA) 

This prescription is assigned to 7,000 acres of Area 1226 in all alternatives. 
Management of Research Natural Areas excludes activities which directly or 
indirectly modify ecological processes. Logging is prohibited, and no roads 
are planned. Fire suppression is accomplished by manual means. In effect, 
wilderness characteristics are retained. The Research Natural Area is the most 
unique part of the roadless area. 

Since this RNA is already established and is not being re-evaluated in the 
planning process, no further environmental consequences are listed. 
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ROADLESS ARRA 1227 -- L3LcK Pomr 

8,006 Acres 

A. DESCRIPTION 

This area contains Lick Creek and the head of American River. It is between 
5,000 and 6.000 feet in elevation, and is completely surrounded by roads. 

Meadows are found along the creek bottoms. The rest of the area is rolling and 
homogeneous. Over half of the area is covered with brushfields. The remaining 
portions are covered by either patches of old growth mixed with alder glades or 
stands comprised of various age classes. Lodgepole pine is the main species. 

Cattle, horses, elk, and deer use all of the area, especially the meadows. 
Grazing by these animals causes most of the impacts which are especially heavy 
near the salt lick at Lick Point and on the trails. About five acres at the 
lick have been fenced to reduce impacts. There are also semipermanent 
exclosures on this range, as well as a number of drift fences. Trails cover 
the area. Some are not on the Forest Service trail system, but have resulted 
from game and stock use over the years. 

The American River is an anadromous fishery and supports steelhead trout and 
chinook salmon. Rainbow, cutthroat, brook trout, and whitefish are also 
present. The area is excellent moose range, potential elk summer range, and 
potential wolf habitat. The meadows along Lick Creek and the American River 
are very heavily used for calving and calf rearing. 

Current major uses include hunting and grazing. 

One hundred forty-five acres of private land adjoin Area 1227 on the south. 

B. CAPABILITY 

This section describes the basic characteristics which make the Area 
appropriate and valuable for wilderness regardless of the area's availability 
or need. 

1. Natural Integrity 

Impacts on natural processes are'moderate. Trails and streambanks in the area 
are used by stock and game. Thistles and other nonindigenous plants are 
present. 

2. Natural Appearance 

Sights, sounds, and smells of grazing animals are present. Fences and 
exclosures are noticeable. Noise by vehicles on roads is apparent near the 
edges of the area. 
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3. Solitude 

This is the smallest roadless area on the Nez Perce National Forest. Although 
vegetation is sometimes dense, both on-site and off-site intrusions seriously 
restrict the isolation required for a feeling of solitude. 

4. Primitive Recreation Opportunity 

There is little diversity in the area, and few challenges are present. Even if 
one became lost because of the absence of prominent landmarks, roads are 
located within a few miles in any direction. 

5. Wilderness Manageability and Boundaries 

Roads form a natural boundary around this area. Administrative costs per acre 
would be high, however, due to the small size of the area and the fact that it 
does not share a boundary with any other wilderness or roadless area. Due to 
the relatively narrow shape, the majority of the area is influenced by the 
surrounding roads. No adjustments in acreage or boundaries have been made since 
1979. 

C. AVAILABILITY 

1. Nonwilderness Resource Potentials 

Nonwilderness resource potentials for Area lZ7 are shown in Table C-5. 
Current uses of the area are also discussed in this section. 

a. Recreation 

Area KG'7 is popular as a place to hunt big game. 

b. Fish and Wildlife 

Elk, deer, and moose are the principal big-game species. There is little big- 
game winter range mostly because of the elevations. Native and anadromous fish 
are found in American River and its tributaries. 

c. Livestock 

The meadows in this area have been grazed for many years. There are currently 
two allotments with a combined total of 753 AUMs. 

d. Timber 

The 105.3 MMBF In the area is predominantly lodgepole pine. 
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Table C-5 
Selected Resource Values - Lick Point Roadless Area 1227 
(Specified Units) 

Category Unit Category Unit 

Gross Acres Acres 8006 
Net Acres Acres 8006 

Recreation 
Primitive 
Semiprim.Nonmotor 
Semiprim.Motor. 
Roaded Natural 

Acres 
Acres 
Acres 
Acres 

787; 
0 
0 

Range 
Existing Obligated 

Suitable 
Allotments 
AUMS 

Exxting Vacant 
Suitable 
Allotments 
AUMs 

Proposed 
Suitable 
AUMs 

Acres 
No. 
AUMS 

Acres 
No. 
AUMs 

Acres 
AUMs 

4700 

75; 

0 
0 
0 

70 
50 

Timber 
Tentative Suitable Acres 6939 
Standing Volume MBF 105318 

Corridors 
Exist.& Potential No. 0 

Wildlife - T&E 
Bald Eagle 

Habitat Acres 0 
Gray Wolf 

Habitat Acres 8006 

Wildlife - Big Game 
Summer Habitat 
Winter Habitat 
Specific-Elk 

Summer Hab. 
Winter Hab. 

Specific-Deer 
Summer Hab. 
Winter Hab. 

Acres 
Acres 

Acres 
Acres 

Acres 
Acres 

79:; 

79;; 

79;; 

Significant Fisheries 
Stream Miles Miles 22 

Stream Habitat Hab.ac 21 
Lakes No. 0 
Lake Habitat Hab.ac 0 

Water Developments 
Existing No. 0 

Minerals 
Hardrock Potential 

Very High 
High 
Moderate 
Low 

Mining Claims 
Oil & Gas Potential 

Very High 
High 
Moderate 
Low 

Oil & Gas Leases 
Leases 
Leased Area 

Acres 
Acres 
Acres 
Acres 
No. 

0 
0 

787: 
0 

Acres 
Acres 
Acres 
Acres 

0 
0 

787; 

No. 0 
Acres 0 

D. NEED 

1. Proximity to Other Designated Wildernesses and Population Centers 

See the introduction to this appendix. 

2. Contribution to National Wilderness Preservation System 

The area is representative of ecosystems which are common in nearby existing 
wildernesses. It has a long history of grazing, which could continue under 
wilderness designation. 
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3. Public Interest, Concern. and Comment Summary 

Little interest has been shown toward maklng this area a wilderness or keeping 
it roadless. The U.S. Fish and WIldlIfe Service has ldentlfied It. as potential 
habltat for threatened and endangered species. Local public opinion does not 
support wilderness, nor does the wood products Industry. 

E. ALTERNATIVES AND ENVIRONNF,NTAL CONSEQUENCES 

1. Management Emphasis 

Management emphasis by alternatrve 1s shown ln Table c-6, and the effects of 
each management emphasis on the wilderness characteristics of the area are 
described m this sectlon. Background information is located III the 
lntroductlon to this appendix. 

2. Impacts 

a. Designation: Wilderness 
Management Emphasrs: Wilderness 

All of Area 1227 1s recommended for wilderness classificatnx in Alternatives H 
and Hl. This recommendation would increase opportunities for primitive 
recreation on the Forest. Wilderness characteristics would be enhanced. 

Timber management posslbilzties, including harvest of approximately 105.3 MMBF 
now present in the area, would be foregone. Less than 1 percent of the 
tentatively suitable txmberland on the Forest would not be available. 

Some existing uses, such as use of trail bikes and chainsaw. would have to be 
termmated, but grazing at existing levels could continue. 

In general, nonprxed resource values are enhanced by wilderness management. 
The maJor nonpriced outputs consrdered by the Nez Perce Forest (Chapter II, 
Section 18) are maintenance of traditional lifestyles, community stability, 
threatened and endangered species (T&E) habitat, cultural resources, 
semlprlmltxve recreation opportunities, big-game habitat, visual quality, 
anadromous fish habitat, old-growth-dependent species habItat, and wilderness. 

Traditional lifestyles would be maintained and community stability would be 
wlthln parameters for rapId change ln all alternatxves; however, wilderness 
classifxation precludes timber harvest, and the wood products industry would 
not benefit under this emphasis. Indlvlduals and groups advocating increased 
wilderness acreage would be supported; those advocating roaded development 
would not be supported. 

Effects of wlderness management on other nonpriced resource values: 

T&E Habitat--The posslbl1lt.y of human intrusion would be low inside 
the area, but not in the roaded areas surrounding it. Management 
actlvltles would by localized and llmited. Gray wolf potential 
habitat would be maintaIned. 
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Table c-6 
Management Emphasis-Lick Point Roadless Area lZ?j' - 8,006 Acres 
(Thousand Acres) 

Alternatives -(CD)-Current Dlrectlon; (PA)-Preferred Alternative 

Management C D E F G(PA) H& I J K L 
Emphasis &Gl Hl 

Nonwllderness 

Roaded 7.0 6.8 7.0 7.0 
Development 

Unroaded 0 0.2 0 0 
Mgmt. 

Mlnlmum 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 
Level 

Research 0 0 0 0 
Natural 
Area 

Wilderness 

Wilderness 0 0 0 0 

Summary of Management Emphasis 

Developed- 0 0 0 0 
Decade 1 

Developed- 8.0 8.0 8.0 8.0 
Decade 5 

Roadless- 8.0 8.0 8.0 8.0 
Decade 1 

Roadless- 0 0 0 0 
Decade 5 

Wilderness 0 0 0 0 
- 

6.8 6.8 0 7.0 7.0 6.8 6.8 

0.2 0.2 0 0 0 0.2 0.2 

1.0 1.0 0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

0 0 8.0 0 0 0 0 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

8.0 8.0 0 8.0 8.0 8.0 8.0 

8.0 8.0 0 8.0 8.0 8.0 8.0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

8.0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 
- 

Cultural Resources--Cultural resource surveys ln wldernesses are 
performed only in response to specific requests, unless special legal 
requirements exist to do otherwise. Disturbance of sites would be 
minimal. 

Semipnm~tlve Recreation Opportunities--RecreatLon opportunities would 
change to semlprimltlve nonmotorized for that part of the area withln 
three miles of motorxed use and to primitive for the rest of the 
area. 
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Big-Game Habitat--The need for coordination between habltat management 
and other management would be low. Animals would be more secure than 
under any other management emphasis. Habitat Improvement programs 
using prescribed fxe would be llmited to unplanned (lightning) 
Ignitions, and wildfire could play a more natural role. Elk summer 
habitat would be managed at nearly 100 percent of potential. Moose 
habitat would be maintaxned. 

Visual Quality--When an area becomes wilderness, the visual quality 
obJective becomes preservation. Visual quality would be maintained. 

Anadromous Fish Habitat--Wilderness would provide full habitat 
potential. High water quality would be maIntaIned in the headwaters 
of American River. 

Old-Growth Habitat--Percentages of old-growth habitat in wilderness 
would be the highest possible, since no timber harvest would occur. 
Present diversity would be maintained. 

Wilderness--The wilderness resource on the Forest would be increased. 

b. Designatxon: Nonwilderness 
Management Emphasis: Roaded Development 

Between 85 and 88 percent of Roadless Area 1227 1s assigned to this management 
emphasis in all alternatives except H and Hl, which recommend the entire area 
for wilderness. General envIronmenta effects would be those described in 
Chapter IV. 

Approximately 105.3 MMBF of standing timber volume would be available for 
harvest over the full range of nonwilderness alternatlves. Range developments 
could be constructed, and motorized equipment used. 

Roaded development would not be scheduled in the first decade in any 
alternative, but the area would be opened to timber management in the second 
decade. 

The maJor nonpriced outputs considered by the Nez Perce National Forest 
(Chapter II, SectIon 18) are maintenance of traditional lifestyles, community 
stability, threatened and endangered species (T&E) habitat, cultural resources, 
semlprimltive recreation opportunities, big-game habitat, visual quality, 
anadromous fish habitat, old-growth-dependent species habitat, and wilderness. 

TraditIonal llfestyles would be maintaIned and community stability would be 
within parameters for rapld change U-L all alternatlves. Timber, mining, and 
livestock Industries would benefit from this management emphasis. Individuals 
and groups advocating roaded development would be supported; those advocating 
wilderness would not be supported. 
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Effects of the roaded management emphasis on nonpriced resource values: 

T&E Habitat--Potential for human lntruslon would increase with roaded 
development, and proJect-level coordlnatlon among trmber harvest, road 
construction, and habltat management would be required. Area 1227 IS 
potential gray wolf habltat, which may be affected by management 
actlvlties. Adequate security and an adequate prey base would be 
maIntained. 

Cultural Resources--Roaded development would provide for a more 
thorough Inventory, but increased dlsturbance of sites caused by 
easier access would be likely. 

Semlprlmltlve Recreation Opportunltles--These would decrease as 
roadless areas are brought under roaded management. Roaded natural 
settings would Increase. 

Big-Game Habxtat--As roadless areas are brought under development, 
greater coordination would be needed between road construction and 
habitat management. Logging has the potential for altering the amount 
and distribution of cover and forage areas and changing elk movements, 
distrxbution, and habltat utilization. Effects of roaded development 
on elk summer habltat would be mitigated using the North Idaho Elk 
Coordlnatlng Guidelines on a proJect-by-proJect basis. 

Moose winter range would be mamtained. 

Visual Quality--This would change In response to specific visual 
quality obJect.lves, from retention to partial retention on some lands 
to modification and maximum modification on others. Visual quality 
would be lowered on all roadless lands opened to development. More 
roads and harvest activity would be visible from high points in the 
area, but stream bottoms would be largely unaffected. 

Anadromous Fxh Habitat--Increased sedlmentatlon and resultant adverse 
effects on fx.sh habitat would be likely in streams adjacent to road 
construction. However, at least 60 percent of potential sediment from 
roads would be mitigated, and greater mitigations would be possible 
with application of best management practices. 

Old-Growth Habitat--At least 5 percent of the Amerxan River watershed 
would remaxn In old growth in all alternatives. Vegetative dlversxty 
would tend toward seral successIona stages in the timber harvest 
areas. 

Wilderness--Wilderness possz.bzllties would remaln intact in the first 
decade. 
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c. Designation: Nonwilderness 
Management Emphasis: Unroaded Management 

This management emphasis IS assigned to 163 acres in Roadless Area 1227 under 
alternatives C. F, G, Gl, K, and L. These areas are mostly riparian areas. 
Continued roadless management of these small acreages would have effects 
similar to nearby roaded development. 

Economic and social effects of unroaded management in Area 1235 would be small 
and would vary little among alternatives. Generally speaking, timber and 
mining industries would not be supported under this emphasis, since no 
development IS planned. Wilderness advocates would not be supported because of 
the size and spatial dlstributlon of these areas. 

Effects of an unroaded management emphasis on other nonpriced resources: 

T&E Habitat--Potential for human intrusion would depend on the 
location of roaded development within the area. Habitat would be 
maintained. 

Cultural Resources--Possibilities for a rapid inventory would be 
reduced somewhat, and easy access would raise the possibility of site 
disturbance. 

Semiprimitive Recreation Opportunities--Existing opportunities would 
be retained. 

Big-Game Habitat--The need for coordination between habitat management 
and other management activities would depend on the location and 
extent of adJacent roaded development. Habitat improvement programs 
requlrlng planned fire ignitions could be accomplished. Elk summer 
habitat would be managed at nearly 100 percent of potential. 

Visual Qualrty--The area would retain present visual qualities. 

Anadromous Fish Habitat--Since roads would not be constructed, stream 
sedimentation above natural rates would not originate in these areas. 

Old-Growth Habitat--Roadless management would provide more than 
adequate habltat for old-growth-dependent species. Overall vegetative 
dlverslty would tend toward old growth. 

Wilderness--Wilderness qualities would remain intact in these small 
areas. 

d. Deslgnatlon: Nonwllderness 
Management Emphasis: Mlnimum Level 

Thx prescrlption emphasizes a maintenance-only level of management. About 
1,000 acres, or 12 percent. of Area 1227 is asslgned this management emphasis 
III all alternatives except H and Hl. These acres are not contiguous. 
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%.nce roads may or may not be constructed in these areas, wilderness 
posslbillties may or may not change: however, since Area 1227 is small and is 
completely surrounded by roads, extensive road construction 1s unlxkely. 

Effects on nonpriced resource values would depend on whether or not roads are 
constructed, but since this area 1s already near the exxstxng road system, 
effects would be similar to those of roaded development. 
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ROADLFSS ARE3 1235 -- DIXIE SUMMIT-NUT HILL 

11,943 Acres 

A. DESCRIPTION 

The name of this area is somewhat misleading as Dixie Summit and Nut Hill are 
no longer Included within Area boundaries. Moose Butte, at 7,100 feet, is the 
most prominent topographical feature. A ridge runs south from Moose Butte 
through the Area. The east side of this ridge drains Into Red River, a part of 
the Clearwater drainage and the west side runs Into Big Creek and then Crooked 
Creek, m the Salmon drainage. 

The Area can be reached by Road 311, which parallels the area on the west, and 
Roads 9535 and 9531, which approach from the east. 

The elevation ranges from 5,400 feet at West Fork to 7,100 feet at Moose 
Butte. Although some of the slopes are steep, much of the country is 
relatively gentle. Quite a lot of this area is a mountain meadow environment. 
Big Creek Meadows cover most of the western portion of the Area and extend up 
the tributaries. They are grazed by both cattle and wildlife. The rest of the 
Area ranges from pure lodgepole pine stands on southern slopes at moderate 
elevations to alpine fir and Engelmann spruce in draws and higher elevations. 
The predominant species is mature lodgepole pine. As in other lodgepole stands 
in this locality, mountain pine beetles are causing Increasing damage, 
threatening both the Research Natural Area and the adjoining timber resource. 

There IS a passable road from Badger Summit, in the extreme northwest corner of 
the Area, to an old cabin about a mile and a half wlthin the area. This cabin, 
about 10x15 feet wzth a metal roof, dates back to the 1940s. 

Trail 207 runs south from Moose Butte to Burpee. It is not heavily used. 
Other manmade features include drift fences near Vetter Creek and Eutopia 
Creek, and mining relics from the earliest days of mining in the area. 

Traditional recreation uses include fishing, hunting, campIng, horseback 
riding, and snowmobiling. Now that the Burpee road has been built through the 
middle of the Area, motorcycles and ATVs are becoming prevalent. One outfitter 
operates in this Area. 

A 1,015-acre Research Natural Area (RNA) m Moose Meadow Creek, a tributary of 
Big Creek, was approved by the Chief of the Forest Servxe in 1982. This RNA 
IS completely wlthin Area 1235. Although vegetation there has not been studled 
thoroughly, no known threatened or endangered plant species occur in the Area; 
however, it does contain a few species that are uncommon in Idaho. 

The features that led to the establishment of this Research Natural Area are 
the wet meadows along Moose Meadow Creek and its tributaries, the stream 
network itself, and the nearby forest of lodgepole pine. subalpIne fir, and 
Engelmann spruce. 

Thxs area does not adjoin any existing wilderness. 
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B. CAPABILITY 

This sectlon describes 
appropriate and valuabl 
or need. 

the basx characteristxs whxh make the Area 
.e for wilderness regardless of the area's avaIlabIlity 

1. Natural Integrity 

Natural processes have been little Impacted, except for a long history of 
grazing and some placer mlnlng which occurred years ago. Evidence of grazing 
IS most apparent In Big Creek Meadows. Current mlnlng is being carefully 
regulated. 

2. Natural Appearance 

It is possible to see cattle grazing in some parts of the area, and there 1s 
mlnlng activity along the western boundary. 

3. Solitude 

The small size of this area, together with nearby roads and logging activity, 
restricts rsolatlon. Off-site lntruslons are apparent in many places. Roads 
and cattle are found along the western edge. Clearcuts and ranches in Red 
River Valley are vxslble from the ridge top. 

4. Primitive Recreation Opportunities 

Prlmitlve recreation opportunltles are also llmited. The area is small, and 
evidence of man's actlvltles is not far away. The topography is not 
challenging, and there is little dlverslty. 

5. Wilderness Manageability 

This area is small, and the boundary 1s highly Irregular. No exlstlng 
wilderness adjoins this Area. Admlnlstrative costs per acre would be high. 
Constant monitoring would almost certainly be required, and a permit system for 
use would be likely. 

Since 1979, the boundary of this area has been adjusted to exclude timber sales 
and mwcellaneous mlnlng actlvlty. The acreage has been recalculated, reducing 
the acreage from 17,746 to the present 11,943. 

Exlstlng grazing and mining In the area could be permltted to continue under 
wrlderness desxgnatlon. 
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c. AVAILABILITY 

1. Nonwilderness Resource Potentials 

NonwIlderness resource potentials for Area 1235 are shown in Table C-7. 
Current uses of the area are also discussed in this section. 

a. Recreation 

Most users are hunters and fishermen. 

b. Fish and Wildlife 

Species include elk, moose, deer, bear, and cougar. The endangered Rocky 
Mountain Gray Wolf may inhabit the Area based on suitability of habitat and 
unconfirmed sightings. The fish in Big Creek and tributaries are not 
anadromous, but those in Red Rover are. 

C. Minerals 

There 1s currently some minzng activity along the western boundary of the area, 
in which exploratory holes are dug with a backhoe, then are refllled and 
seeded. This operation involves about 100 acres. Presently there are 52 other 
unpatented claims in the area. 

d. Grazing 

Thxs Area contains approximately 720 acres of of primary range In the Big Creek 
grazing allotment, and 500 acres of transitory rsnge in the Moose Butte 
allotment for a total of 160 AUMs. 

e. Cultural Resources 

There are no known cultural resource sites in the area. 

f. Non-Federal Lands 

The area IS completely within National Forest boundaries. 

2. Other Management Considerations 

The most unique features of the area are managed as a Research Natural Area. 

The West Fork portion of the Area has considerable lodgepole pine in high rusk 
class for Mountain Pine Beetle infestation. The Big Creek side of the Area has 
overmature lodgepole pine, Engelmann spruce, and alpine fir which are dying 
from old age. 
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Table C-7 
Selected Resource Values - Dixie Summit-Nut Kill Roadless Area 1235 
(Specified Units) 

Category Unit Category Unit 

Gross Acres Acres 
Net Acres Acres 

Recreation 
Prlmltive 
Semiprim.Nonmotor 
Semiprim.Motor. 
Roaded Natural 

Acres 
Acres 
Acres 
Acres 

Range 
Existing Obligated 

Suitable 
Allotments 
AUMs 

Existing Vacant 
Suitable 
Allotments 
AUMs 

Proposed 
SuItable 
AUMs 

Acres 
No. 
AUMs 

Acres 
No. 
AUMs 

Acres 
AUMs 

Timber 
Tentative Suitable 
Standing Volume 

Acres 
MBF 

Corridors 
Exist.& Potential No. 

Wildlife - T&E 
Bald Eagle 

Habltat 
Gray Wolf 

Habitat 

Acres 

Acres 

11943 Wildlife - Big Game 
11943 Summer Habitat 

Winter HabItat 
Specific-Elk 

1194; 
Summer Hab. 
Winter Hab. 

0 Specifx-Deer 
0 Summer Hab. 

Winter Hab. 

Signifxant Fisheries 
1220 Stream Miles 

2 
160 Stream Habitat 

Lakes 
0 Lake HabItat 
0 
0 Water Developments 

Existing 
500 

50 Minerals 
Hardrock Potential 

Very High 
10440 High 

103108 Moderate 
Low 

Mining Claims 
0 011 & Gas Potential 

Very High 
High 
Moderate 

0 Low 
011 & Gas Leases 

11943 Leases 
Leased Area 

Acres 
Acres 

Acres 
Acres 

Acres 
Acres 

11943 
0 

11943 
0 

11943 
0 

Miles 

Hab.ac 
NO. 
Hab.ac 

30 : 

29 
0 1 
0 

No. 0 

Acres 
Acres 
Acres 
Acres 
No. 

Acres 
Acres 
Acres 
Acres 

0 
2723 
9220 ( 

53 ; 

0 
0 

1194; 

No. 
Acres 

0 
0 

D. NEED 

1. Proximity to Other Designated Wildernesses and Population Centers 

See the introduction to this appendix. 
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2. Contribution to National Wilderness Preservation System 

The area has unique ecologxal features that are not duplicated in exsting 
nearby wilderness. However, these values have been protected for sclentlfxc 
purposes through adminlstratlve classlflcatlon of a Research Natural Area. 

3. Public Interest, Concern, and Comment Summary 

There 1s no publx desxe to make this area a wilderness. Interests center on 
grazing, mining, and semiprimltive recreation. 

E. ALTERNATIVES AND ENVIRONMENTAL CONSEQUENCES 

1. Management Emphasis 

Management emphasis by alternatIve 1s shown xn Table c-8, and the effects of 
each management emphasis on the wilderness characteristxs of the area are 
described in thus sectlon. Background information 1s located in the 
Introduction to this appendix. 

2. Impacts 

a. Deslgnatlon: Wilderness 
Management Emphasis: Wilderness 

All of Area 1235 is recommended for wilderness classification xn Alternatives H 
and Hl. Thus recommendation, If approved by Congress, would increase 
opportunities for prlmltlve recreation on the Forest. Wilderness 
characterxtxs would be enhanced. 

Timber management posslbilltles, lncludlng harvest of approximately 103.1 MMBF 
now present in the area, would be foregone. Less than 1 percent of the 
tentatively suitable tImberland on the Forest would not be wallable. Most of 
the timber is mature lodgepole px~e. 

Some exlstlng uses, such as use of trail bikes and chainsaws, would have to be 
terminated, but grazing at exlstxng levels and mlneral exploration of existing 
valid claims and leases could be allowed to continue, although access would be 
llmlted. 

In general, nonprxed resource values are enhanced by wilderness management. 
The maJor nonprlced outputs considered by the Nez Perce Forest (Chapter II, 
Sectz.on 18) are maintenance of tradltronal lifestyles, community stability, 
threatened and endangered specxes (T&E) habltat, cultural resources, 
semiprimitive recreation opportunltles, big-game habitat., visual quality, 
anadromous fxh habitat, old-growth-dependent species habitat, and wilderness. 

TradItIonal llfestyles would be maintained and community stability would be 
wlthin parameters for raprd change in all alternatives; however, wilderness 
classification precludes timber harvest, and the wood products industry would 
not benefit under this emphasis. Indlvlduals and groups advocating increased 
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wilderness acreage would be supported; those advocating roaded development 
would not be supported. 

Table c-8 
Management Emphasis-Dixie Summit/Nut Hill Roadless Area 1235 - 11.943 Acres 
(Thousand Acres) 

Alternatives -(CD)-Current Direction; (PA)-Preferred Alternative 
Management C D E F G(PA) H& I J 
Emphasis &Gl Hl 

K L 

Nonwilderness 

Roaded 
Development 

Unroaded 
Mgmt. 

Minimum 
Level 

Research 
Natural 
Area 

Wilderness 

Wilderness 

9.2 

0 

1.7 

1.0 

0 

8.4 9.2 

0.8 0 

1.7 1.7 

1.0 1.0 

0 0 

9.2 

0 

1.7 

1.0 

0 

Summary of Management Emphasis 

Developed- 2.6 2.1 2.7 3.8 
Decade 1 

Developed- 10.9 10.9 10.9 10.9 
Decade 5 

Roadless- 9.3 9.8 9.2 8.1 
Decade 1 

Roadless- 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 
Decade 5 

Wilderness 0 0 0 0 

8.4 

0.8 

1.7 

1.0 

0 

2.3 

10.9 

9.6 

1.0 

0 

8.4 o 

0.8 0 

1.7 0 

1.0 1.0 

0 11.9 

2.1 0 

LO.9 0 

9.8 0 

1.0 0 

0 11.9 

9.2 

0 

1.7 

1.0 

0 

3.3 

10.9 

8.6 

1.0 

0 

9.2 

0 

1.7 

1.0 

0 

3.0 

10.9 

8.9 

1.0 

0 

- 

8.4 a.4 

0.8 0.8 

1.7 1.7 

1.0 1.0 

0 0 

2.6 2.6 

10.9 

9.3 

1.0 

0 

10.9 

9.3 

1.0 

0 
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Effects of wilderness management on other nonprlced resouwe values: 

T&E Habitat--The posslblllty of human intrusion would be low although 
roaded areas are present on all sides. Management activities would by 
localized and llmlted. Gray wolf habitat would be maintaIned. 

Cultural Resources--Cultural resource surveys in wildernesses are 
performed only In response to specific requests, unless special legal 
requirements exxt to do otherwise. Dxsturbance of sites would be 
mlnimal. 

Semlprlmitive Recreatxon Opportunities--Recreation opportunities would 
change to semiprimitlve nonmotorlzed for that part of the area within 
three miles of motorized use and to primitive for the rest of the 
area. Hunting and fishing opportunities would remaln largely 
unchanged. 

Big-Game Habitat--The need for coordination between habitat management 
and other management would be low. Animals would be more secure than 
under any other management emphasis. Habltat improvement programs 
using prescribed fxe would be limited to unplanned (lightning) 
lgnitlons, and wildfire could play a more natural role. Elk summer 
habitat would be managed at nearly 100 percent of potential. 

Visual Quality--When an area becomes wilderness, the wsual quality 
obJective becomes preservation. Visual quality would be malntalned. 

Anadromous Fish Habitat--Wilderness would provide full habitat 
potential. High water qualxty would be maintained in all streams that 
support anadromous fish. 

Old-Growth Habitat--Percentages of old-growth habitat in wilderness 
would be the hrghest possible, since no timber harvest would OCCUI'. 
Present diversity would be maintained. 

Wilderness--The wilderness resource on the Forest would be Increased. 

b. Deslgnatlon: Nonwilderness 
Management Emphasis: Roaded Development 

Between 71 and 77 percent of Roadless Area 1235 1s asslgned to this management 
emphasis in all alternatives except H and Hl, which recommend the entlre area 
for wilderness. General envIronmenta effects would be those described xn 
Chapter IV. 

Approximately 103.1 MMBF of standing timber volume would be available for 
harvest over the full range of nonwllderness alternatlves. Range developments 
could be constructed, and motorized equipment used. 

Between 2,100 and 3,800 acres would be opened to roaded development in the 
first decade. The hxgher acreages are contained in alternatives which maximize 
timber harvest ForestwIde (D and E) and In those alternatives (I and J) with 
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large acreages of proposed wilderness which maximize outputs outside of the 
wilderness. The lower acreages are contained in alternatives with high 
fish/water quality obJectives (F, G, K, and L). 

Area 1235 would be entered in two places in the first decade. Actual road 
construction would depend on the timber objectives of each alternative. One 
road would enter the area in Section 24, T2j'N, R8E. This road would be on the 
ridge between the West Fork of Red River and Hays Creek and would cross that 
ridge into the West Fork. The other road would cross the area at its narrowest 
point, enter in Section 8, and leave in Section 6, T26N. R8E. Timber harvest 
areas would be adjacent to these roads. 

Alternative G, the Preferred AlternatIve, would open about 2,100 acres to 
roaded development in the first decade, and, with the exception of the Research 
Natural Area, this area would be fully roaded in 50 years. No action under any 
alternative would affect the most unique feature of the area, the Moose Meadow 
Research Natural Area. 

The major nonpriced outputs considered by the Nez Perce National Forest 
(Chapter II, Sectzon 18) are maintenance of traditional lifestyles, community 
stability, threatened and endangered species (T&E) habitat, cultural resources, 
semiprimitive recreation opportunities, big-game habitat, visual quality, 
anadromous fish habitat, old-growth-dependent species habitat, and wilderness. 

TraditIonal lifestyles would be malntained and community stability would be 
within parameters for rapid change in all alternatives. Timber, mining, and 
livestock industries would benefit from this management emphasis; industries 
relating to primitive recreation would not benefit. Hunters and flshermen 
would be afforded easier access. Individuals and groups advocating roaded 
development would be supported; those advocating wilderness would not be 
supported. 

Effects of the roaded management emphasis on nonpriced resource values: 

T&E Habitat--Potential for human Intrusion would increase with roaded 
development, and project-level coordination among timber harvest, road 
construction, and habitat management would be required. Area 1235 is 
potential gray wolf habitat, which may be affected by management 
actlvitles. Adequate security and an adequate prey base would be 
malntalned. 

Cultural Resources--Roaded development would provide for a more 
thorough inventory, but increased disturbance of sites caused by 
easier access would be likely. 

Semiprimitive Recreation Opportunities--These would decrease as 
roadless areas are brought under roaded management. Roaded natural 
settings would increase. 

Big-Game Habltat--As roadless areas are brought under development, 
greater coordination would be needed between road construction and 
habitat management. Logging has the potential for altering the amount 
and distrlbutlon of cover and forage areas and changing elk movements, 
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dlstrlbutlon, and habltat utllizatmn. Effects of roaded development 
on elk summer habltat would be mitigated using the North Idaho Elk 
Coordinating Guidelines on a proJect-by-proJect basis. 

Visual Quality--Thxz would change III response to specific vxual 
quality objectlves, from retention to partial retention on some lands 
to modlfxatlon and maximum modifxatlon on others. Visual quality 
would be lowered on all roadless lands opened to development. More 
roads and harvest actlvlty would be vxxble from high points in the 
area, but stream bottoms would be largely unaffected. 

Anadromous Fish Habztat--Increased sedlmentatlon and resultant adverse 
effects on fxh habitat would be likely =n the Red River draxnage; 
however, at least 60 percent of potential sediment from roads would be 
mitigated, and greater mitigations would be possible with application 
of best management practxes on favorable landforms. 

Old-Growth HabItat--MInxmum management requirements would be exceeded 
in all alternatives. Vegetative diversxty would tend toward sew.1 
successional stages zn the timber harvest areas. 

Wilderness--Wilderness possibilltles XI the roaded part of the area 
would be foregone, but over 8,100 acres 3f Area 1235 would remain 
unroaded at the end of the first decade. 

c. Designation: Nonwilderness 
Management Emphases: Unroaded Management 

AlternatIves C, F, G, Gl, K, and L assign 775 acres of Roadless Area 1235 to 
this management emphasis. These are mostly rlpanan areas. 

Continued roadless management of roadless areas or parts of roadless areas has 
effects on nonprxed resource values that are similar to those of wilderness 
management If the acreages are large and slmllar to effects of roaded 
development if they are small, as is the case in Area 1235. 

Economx and social effects of unroaded management in Area 1235 would be small 
and would vary little among alternatrves. Generally speaking, timber and 
m=nlng lndustrles would not be supported under this emphasis, since no 
development 1s planned. Wilderness advocates would not be supported because of 
the size and spatial distribution of these areas. 

Effects of an unroaded management emphasis on other nonprxed resources: 

T&E Habitat--Potential for human Intrusion would depend on the 
proxlmlty of nearby roaded development. Habltat would be maIntaIned. 

Cultural Resources--Posslbrlltles for a rapId xwentory would be 
reduced somewhat due to access, but nearby roaded development could 
cause sites to be dlsturbed. 

Semlprlmltive Recreation Opportunltles--Exlst.Ing opportunltles would 
be retalned. 
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Big-Game Habltat--The need for coordination between habitat management 
and other management activltles would depend on the location and 
extent of roaded development. Habitat improvement programs requiring 
planned fire ignitions could be accomplished. Elk summer habitat 
would be managed at nearly 100 percent of potential. 

Visual Quality--The unroaded acres would retain present visual 
qualities. 

Anadromous Fish Habitat--Since roads would not be constructed, stream 
sedlmentatlon originating on these lands would be minimal. 

Old-Growth Habitat--Roadless management would provide more than 
adequate habitat for old-growth-dependent species. Overall vegetative 
diversity would tend toward old growth. 

Wilderness--Wilderness qualxties would remain intact on these small 
areas. 

d. Designation: NonwIlderness 
Management Emphasis: MInImum Level 

This prescription emphasizes a maintenance-only level of management. About 7 
percent of Area 1235 is assigned to this management emphasis. Acreages are not 
contiguous. 

Since roads may or may not be built, wilderness possibilities may or may not 
change. Since most of Area 1235, except for the Research Natural Area, will be 
roaded. effects would resemble those of roaded development. 

Effects on nonpriced resource values would depend on whether or not roads are 
constructed. If they are, effects would be similar to those of roaded 
development. If they are not, effects would resemble those of unroaded 
management: however, from the standpoint of wilderness potential, it should be 
assumed that areas with a minimum level management emphasis would eventually be 
roaded. 

e. Designation: NonwIlderness 
Management Emphasis: Research Natural Area (RNA) 

This prescrlp,tlon is assigned to 1,015 acres of Area 1235 in all alternatives. 

Management of Research Natural Areas excludes activities which directly or 
indirectly modify ecological processes. Logging is prohibited. and no roads 
are planned. Fire suppressIon is accomplished by manual means. In effect, 
wilderness characteristics are retained. 

Since this RNA is already establlshed and is not being re-evaluated In the 
planning process, no further environmental consequences are listed. 
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ROADLESS AREA 1841 -- RACKLIFF-GEDNEY 

90.173 Acres 

Part of the Rackliff-Gedney roadless area IS on the Nez Perce National Forest 
(55,463 acres) and part IS on the Clearwater National Forest (34,710 acres). 
However, National Forest boundaries do not affect the wilderness capabilities 
of any roadless area, and the area is consldered as a whole. As stated in 
Chapter 1, the Nez Perce 1s the lead Forest in consideration of this roadless 
area for wilderness. The following discussion includes the entire area. 

A. DESCPJPTION 

Area 1841 is generally the lands between the Lochsa and Selway Rivers from 
their confluence eastward to the Selway-Bitterroot Wilderness boundary. The 
rldgetop that separates the drainages is also the boundary between the Nez 
Perce and Clearwater National Forests. 

The Area's northern boundary 1s the Lochsa River, and the southern boundary is 
located l/4 mile above the Selway River. This river corridor, established 
under the National Wild and Scenac Rivers Act, contains the Selway River road, 
several parcels of private property, Forest Service facilities, and numerous 
recreational developments. Although both the Lochsa and Selway are classified 
rivers, only the Lochsa corridor is Included m the roadless area because there 
is very little development there. 

Coolwater Road 317, an unsurfaced, primitive road built m the 193Os, traverses 
about two-thirds of the boundary between the Forests, and deadends at Roundtop 
Mountain -- 16 miles from the S&way River. This road furnishes access from 
the west. Fog Mountain Road 319 enters the area from the south and deadends at 
Big Fog Saddle, 13 miles from the Selway River. Both are routes to Selway- 
Bitterroot Wilderness trailheads. U.S. Highway 12 parallels the northern 
boundary of the area across the Lochsa River. A pack bridge at Split Creek 
furnishes access from the North. 

Slopes are steep throughout and the country is rugged. Such topographical 
features as Knife Edge Rxdge are appropriately named. The river canyons range 
from 1,500 to 1,900 feet in elevation, and the highest point in the area, 
Coolwater Lookout, is 6,926 feet. 

Vegetation on the area 1s largely a result of past wildfires. Although trees 
have reestablished themselves on some sites, much of the area consists of 
extensive brushfields with islands of unburned trees and snags. Mixed conifer 
species occupy the lower elevations, and brush and meadows the upper 
elevations. 

Uses of the Area include hunting, fxsh-Lng, hikxng, slghtseeing, horseback 
riding, berry picking, Outfitter and Guide services, and grazing. 

There are many other special features of the Area Including Native American 
religious sites and trails, a sheep drive trail, a grave site, the Boyd Glover 
Roundtop Nataonal Recreation Trail, high mountaan lakes, bald eagle and osprey 
in the River corridors, and brushfields from the 1934 Pete King fire with 
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excellent elk habitat (both elk summer and winter range) and an elk herd. 
Scenic landmarks include Coolwater Ridge and Big Fog Saddle. 

The parts of the Area near Andy's Lake, Coolwater Lake, and Fire Lake have been 
glaciated, and contain landforms and cirque basins commonly found in the 
adjoining wilderness. 

B. CAPABILITY 

This section describes the basic characteristics which make the Area 
appropriate and valuable for wilderness regardless of the area's availability 
or need. 

1. Natural Integrity 

Except for the roads and a few trails. man's activities have had small impact 
on natural processes in Area 1841. Most of the trails are little used and 
receive little maintenance. Some, however, are heavily used by stock during 
the hunting seasons and erosion is locally severe. 

Parts of the brushfields have been broadcast burned in order to improve big- 
game forage. Although these projects were begun in the 1960s. only the most 
recent burns would show effects apparent to untrained observers. 

Some physxcal evidence of placer mining around the turn of the century can be 
found at China Flat on the Lochsa River near the mouth of Kerr Creek. 

There is evidence of past logging activity in almost all major drainages on the 
Lochsa side of the area, and some on the Selway side. This logging was mostly 
for cedar products - poles, posts, and shakes. Remnants of old flumes still 
exist along the Lochsa. 

In the early 1960s. erosion became a major problem on the steep southern slopes 
just below Coolwater Lookout. All grazing allotments were closed, and a 
bulldozer was brought in to terrace the hillside. These trenches are now 
revegetated. 

Other impacts are located near the roads, and are not extensive. Overall, less 
than 15 percent of the area IS impacted. 

2. Apparent Naturalness 

Although the appearance of the area has been altered by 20th century wildfires, 
this is probably not an impact that is apparent to most visitors -- there is 
little recent evidence of fxe. Impacts on apparent naturalness are caused 
mainly by facilities and activities along the roads. 

A short spur road leads from Coolwater Road to Idaho Point. A snow-measuring 
installation owned by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers is located along this 
road. 

A television receivxng installation with antennas and a small block house IS 
located near the Idaho Point junction. 
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There 1s a short spur road at Remount that leads to an outfitter camp, which IS 
occupied during the summer and fall. 

Coolwater Lookout 1s located on the highest pinnacle in the area, and IS 
visible from most of the higher elevations. 

Trenches dug by bulldozers In the early 1960s to control erosIon below the 
lookout are still visible. 

3. Solitude 

Opportunities for solitude vary throughout the area. 

Traffic noise from U.S. Highway 12 1s apparent In many parts of the Lochsa 
face, and the hlghway 1s visible from much of It. 

The view from the Coolwater rldgetop gives one an impression of vastness, 
especially on a clear day or clear night, but there are also xnzrusions. 
Although the Coolwater Road receives light use much of the year, traffic is 
heavy during the hunting season. 

The mid-slope areas, especially those 1x1 the larger drainages, offer the 
highest opportunities for solitude. Topographx and vegetative screening are 
highest here, and few off-site intrusions are vxsible, especially in the stream 
bottoms, away from the rldgetop trails. 

4. Primitive Recreation Opportunities 

Overall, these are somewhat llmlted because of the roads entering the area, but 
they exist nonetheless. Topographx and vegetative cover are significant over 
much of the area, and trails tend to concentrate visitors on ridgetops. The 
area 1s not wlthout challenge and risk: there are cliffs and very steep 
slopes. Cross-country travel is often dlffxult; and It is sometimes a 
challenge to follow the trails. Hunters are xqured or die in this area and in 
the nearby wilderness nearly every year. 

The area is moderately diverse. Lakes are present as well as one of the larger 
tributaries of the Selway River. Vegetation is a diverse mix of trees, brush 
and grass. The weather 1s changeable; snow 1s possible any month of the year. 

Trails are about the only recreatIona facility present, and they are of low 
standard. 

Area 1841 adJorns the Selway-BItterroot Wilderness on the east, offering an 
addxtional nullion acres of solitude and prlmitlve recreation opportunity. 

5. Wilderness Manageability and Boundaries 

Boundaries of this area have not been adJusted since 1979, but an acreage 
recalculation has added 2,463 acres to the Nez Perce Forest portlon of the 
area. For the most part, the boundaries follow well-defined topographxal 
features. Some surveying and marking might be necessary to establxh a 
wilderness boundary along the private property on the west and south sides. 
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Boundaries would probably have to be adJusted near the roads In this area to 
allow for some activities using motorized equipment. The roads could be closed 
or converted to trails, but the costs in adverse public reactlon would be 
great. 

C. AVAILABILITY 

1. Nonwilderness Resource Potentials 

Nonwilderness resource potentials for Area 1841 are shown in Tables C-9 and 
c-10. Current uses of the area are also discussed in this section. 

a. Recreation 

Travelers driving U.S. HIghway 12 consider the part of the area vxlble from 
the highway as pleasant scenery. The hlghway 1s a mayor recreational route. 

Hunting, berry picking, and sightseeing are the principal uses of the area; 
hunting is the most important. Commercial outfitters have base camps and stock 
facilities in the area, and many hunters bring In their own pack and saddle 
stock during the hunting seasons. 

Access from U.S. Highway 12 is llmited to several foot and horse trails 
crossing the river.. There 1s a pack bridge at the Split Creek trallhead, but 
other river crossings are limited to low-water fords. 

A road also follows the southern boundary of the area. Although at one txme or 
another trawls were built up almost every southside ridge from the river to the 
ridgetop, only a few are now maintained, and use 1s light. A National 
Recreation Trail has been established on the south side, but it 1s steep and 
hard to find In places, and 1s thus sultable only for the most hardy. 

The maln access route is Coolwater Road 317, which enters the area from the 
West and bisects It for 16 miles. It is not surfaced and becomes difficult to 
traverse In years of heavy rain and snow during hunting seasons. It is usually 
impossible to drive to the end of this road before July 4 because of snow. 

b. Fish and WIldlife 

The brushflelds in the area supply browse for elk and other big-game species. 
Elk populations have declined from those once found; one reason 1s that much of 
the vegetation has grown too high to furnxh quality browse for the animals. 
In recent years, a modest program of prescribed burning has been conducted In 
an attempt to encourage new vegetation. 

Area 1841 provides habitat for elk, mule and whIteta deer, black bear, moose, 
mountain goat, and cougar. High-quality elk summer range 1s found at the mid 
and high elevations, and the lower elevations are important winter range. 

Glover Ridge, a flat, open ridge on the east side of the area, 1s a mayor 
elk-calving site. The only active grazing allotment In Rackliff-Gedney 1s also 
located on and around Glover Ridge. 
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Although bald eagle and osprey are found mainly in the River corridor, they are 
active in lower parts of the Area as well. The entire Area is potential wolf 
and grizzly bear habltat. 

The Area contains several streams on both the Lochsa and Selway sides of the 
divide that are potentlal spawning and rearing habltat for snadromous and 
native fxh. These streams contain populatxons of both. All of the smaller 
streams contan fish, but few are Important fisheries. 

Table C-9 
Selected Resource Values - Rackliff-Ciedney Roadless Area 1841 - Nez Perce 
Forest Portion 
(Specified Units) 

Category Unit Category Unit 

Gross Acres Acres 
Net Acres Acres 

Recreation 
Primitive 
Semiprim.Nonmotor 
Semiprim.Motor. 
Roaded Natural 

Range 
Existing Obligated 

Suitable 
Allotments 
AUMs 

Existing Vacant 
Suitable 
Allotments 
AUMS 

Proposed 
Suitable 
AUMs 

Timber 
Tentative Suitable 
Standing Volume 

Corridors 
Exist.& Potential 

Wildlife - T&E 
Bald Eagle 

Habitat 
Gray Wolf 

Habitat 
Grizzly Bear 

Habxtat 

Acres 
Acres 
Acres 
Acres 

Acres 
NO. 
AUMs 

Acres 
No. 
AUMs 

Acres 
AUMs 

Acres 
MBF 

No. 

Acres 

Acres 

Acres 

:;?#z; Wlldlife - Big Game 
Summer Habitat 
Winter HabItat 
Specific-Elk 

5546: Summer Hab. 
Winter Hab. 

0 Specific-Deer 
0 Summer Hab. 

Winter Hab. 

Significant Fisheries 
2362 Stream Miles 

1 
158 Stream Habitat 

Lakes 
0 Lake Habitat 
0 
0 Water Developments 

Existing 
2004 

158 Minerals 
Hardrock Potential 

Very High 
49160 High 

311508 Moderate 
Low 

Mining Claims 
0 011 & Gas Potential 

Very High 
High 
Moderate 

4160 Low 
011 & Gas Leases 

55463 Leases 
Leased Area 

55463 

Acres 
Acres 

Acres 
Acres 

Acres 
Acres 

27085 
28318 

27085 
28378 

27085 
28378 

Miles 

Hab.ac 
No. 
Hab.ac 

48 

46 
0 
0 

No. 0 

Acres 
Acres 
Acres 
Acres 
No. 

0 
0 

5546: 
0 

Acres 
Acres 
Acres 
Acres 

0 
0 

5546; 

No. 
Acres 

0 
0 
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Table C-10 
Selected Resource Values - Rackliff-Gedney Roadless Area 1841 - Clearwater 
Forest Portion 
(Specified Units) 

Category Unit Category Unit 

Gross Acres Acres 
Net Acres Acres 

Recreation 
Primitive 
Semiprim.Nonmotor 
Semiprim.Motor. 
Roaded Natural 

RVDs 
RVDs 
RVDs 
RVDs 

Range 
Exlstlng Obligated 

Suitable 
Allotments 
AUMs 

Existing Vacant 
SuItable 
Allotments 
AUMs 

Proposed 
Suitable 
AUMs 

Acres 
No. 
AUMs 

Acres 
NO. 
AUMs 

Acres 
AUMS 

Timber 
Tentative Suitable 
Standing Volume 

Acres 
MBF 

Corridors 
Exist.& Potential 

WIldlIfe - T&E 
Bald Eagle 

Habitat 
Gray Wolf 

Habitat 

Acres 

Acres 

$5:; WIldlIfe - Big Game 
Summer Habitat 
Winter Habitat 
Specific-Elk 

27 Summer Hab. 
2040 Winter Hab. 

0 Specific-Deer 
11419 Summer Hab. 

Winter Hab. 

Slgnifxant Fisheries 
0 Stream Miles 
0 
0 Stream Habltat 

Lakes 
2090 Lake Habztat 

1 
190 Water Developments 

Exlstlng 
0 
0 Minerals 

Hardrock Potential 
Very Hugh 

31112 High 
460000 Moderate 

Low 
Mining Claims 

0 011 & Gas Potential 
Very High 
High 
Moderate 

0 Low 
011 & Gas Leases 

0 Leases 
Leased Area 

Acres 
Acres 

Acres 
Acres 

Acres 
Acres 

Miles 

Hab.ac 
No. 
Hab.ac 

No. 

Acres 
Acres 
Acres 
Acres 
NO. 

Acres 
Acres 
Acres 
Acres 

NO. 
Acres 

19051 
13048 

19051 
13048 

19051 
19051 

149 

301 
0 
0 

0 

0 
0 

3471: 
1 

0 
0 

3471: 

0 
0 

C. Livestock 

There 1s one cattle grazing allotment in the area, on Glover Rxdge. In 
addltlon. some grazing 1s allowed to commercial outfitters. 
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d. Timber 

Tree species m the area Include western redcedar, larch, Douglas-fir, grand 
fir, ponderosa pine, and western white pine. At the higher elevations, 
lodgepole pane, subalplne fir, and Engelmann spruce are found. Scattered 
whitebark pine stands are located along the rIdgetop. 

e. Minerals 

There 1s one mrnlng claim III the area, on an alluvial terrace near the mouth of 
Kerr Creek. known as China Flat. Some minor handtool exploration has been 
undertaken there ln recent years. 

f. Cultural Resources 

Coolwater Ridge, Knife Edge Ridge, and Ridgetop Trail 3A into the wilderness 
were used by both prehxtorx peoples and by Native Amerxans during historic 
times. Artifacts have been found on the ridgetops, and historic records have 
established the Coolwater Ridge route as a major avenue into the high country 
to the east. 

There is at least one marked grave in the area. 

g. Non-Federal Lands 

There are no non-Federal lands 1x1 this roadless area. 

2. Other Management Considerations 

The Chance Creek draInage 1x1 the Clearwater National Forest portion of the Area 
contains a small part of the Lochsa Research Natural Area, established by the 
Chxef of the Forest Servxe in 1977. The RNA was established to protect and 
study the unque Paclfx Coast vegetation types (coastal disjunct species) that 
occur along the lower Lochsa and lower Selway. Flowering dogwood and 14 other 
plant species that are normally found west of the Cascade Range occur II-I the 
RNA and are not found further east in the continental U.S. 

Approximately 2.000 acres per year are planned for prescribed burning to 
improve wlldlife habitat. 

The Selway and Lochsa Rivers will be managed according to the Wild and Scenic 
Rivers Act and individual river management plans. 

D. NEED 

1. Proximity to Other Designated Wildernesses and Population Centers 

See Sectlon 1 of thx appendix. The Clearwater National Forest contains 
259,165 acres of the Selway-Bitterroot Wilderness. 
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2. Contribution to National Wilderness Preservation System 

This area is similar to the Selway-Bitterroot Wilderness In topography and 
vegetation. 

3. Public Interest, Concern. and Comment Summary 

Although there has been very little interest In maklng this area a wilderness, 
there has been conslderable interest in keeping part or all of It roadless. 
The Idaho Department of Fish and Game recommends continued roadless management 
as elk winter range, and the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service has identified Area 
1841 as one that has potential for promotAng gray wolf recovery. The Inland 
Forest Resource Council, a forest products Industry organization, acknowledges 
the importance of key elk winter range, but suggests that timber harvest may 
have an important role in lntenslve management of winter ranges. 

E. ALTEXNATIVES AND ENVIRONMENTAL CONSEQUENCES 

1. Management Emphasis 

Management emphasx by alternative is shown in Table C-11, and the effects of 
each management emphasis on the wilderness characteristics of the area are 
described In thus section. Background information is located in the 
Introduction to this appendix. 

For the purposes of this evaluation, the Clearwater Forest alternatives have 
been fitted to the Nez Perce Forest alternatives on the basis of goals and 
objectives common to both alternative sets. The relationship between the two 
Forests' alternatives is shown in Table C-12. 

Management emphasis by alternative for the Clearwater Forest is dxplayed in 
Table C-13. Roaded development prescriptions are elk wznter; timber/wlldllfe- 
watershed; timberjvlsual-nparian; and timber/special. The special emphases 
shown is for the Wild and Scenic River corridor and the Research Natural Area, 
which are unroaded. 

2. Impacts 

a. Desxgnation: Wilderness 
Management Emphasis: Wzlderness 

All of Area 1841 1s recommended for wilderness classificatzon in Alternatives H 
and Hl. Alternatives I and J recommend the Nez Perce portion only. This 
recommendation would increase opportunities for primitive recreation, and allow 
ecosystems in the area to be affected by natural processes only. 

Timber management possibilities, including harvest of approximately 771 MMBF 
(311 MMBF from Nez Perce portion) now present in the area, would be foregone. 

Some existing uses, such as use of motorized equipment, would have to be 
terminated, but grazing at existing levels and mInera development could be 
allowed to continue on valid existing claims. 
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Big-game habltat improvement programs that Involve prescribed burning on winter 
ranges would have to rely on unplanned ignitions unless current regulations are 
changed. 

In general, nonprxed resource values are enhanced by wilderness management. 
The maJor nonpriced outputs considered by the Nez Perce Forest (Chapter II, 
Section 18) are maintenance of tradItIona lifestyles, community stability, 
threatened and endangered species (T&E) habitat, cultural resourxes, semlprimi- 
tlve recreation opportunities, big-game habitat, visual quality, anadromous 
fish habltat, old-growth-dependent species habitat, and wilderness. The Clear- 
water Forest considers all of these, and, in addltlon, special areas (Wild and 
Scenic River Corridors and Research Natural Areas), and coldwater fish habitat. 

Table C-11 
Management Emphasis - Rackliff-Gedney Roadless Area 1841 - 90.173 Acres 
Nez Perce and Clearwater National Forests 
(Thousand Acres) 

Alternatives -(CD)-Current Direction; (PA)-Preferred Alternative 
Management C D E F G(PA) H& I J K L 
Emphasis &Gl Hl 

Nonwilderness 

Roaded 
Development: 

Net?. Perce 0 0 51.5 51.5 0 10.6 0 0 0 0 0 
Clearwater 25.6 25.2 24.0 25.1 25.2 25.2 0 28.1 25.5 25.2 25.2 

25.6 25.2 75.5 76.6 25.2 35.8 0 28.1 25.5 25.2 25.2 

Unroaded 
Management: 

Nez Perce 
Clearwater 

Minimum 
Level: 

55.5 44.9 0 0 0 0 55.5 
8.0 8.0 8.0 0 35 35 8.0 8.0 
8.0 63.5 52.9 0 3:5 3:5 8.0 63.5 

Nez Perce 0 ? 4.0 4.0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Clearwater 5.6 5 

5.6 1:5 
7 1 

11:1 
::: 1.5 1 5 

1:5 
0 3 3:: 

;7 

5:7 
15 
1:5 

15 
1.5 0 1:5 

Wilderness 

Wilderness: 

Nez Perce 0 0 0 0 0 0 55.5 55.5 55.5 0 
Clearwater 0 0 0 0 0 0 

545.5 
3 7 0 

0 0 0 0 0 0 90:2 
5g.5 5i.5 5F.5 

cl 
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Table C-11 (continued) 
Management Emphasis-Rackliff-Gedney Roadless Area 1841 - 90.173 Acres 
Nez Perce and Clearwater National Forests 
(Thousand Acres) 

Alternatives -(CD)-Current Direction; (PA)-Preferred Alternative 

k-0 
C D E F G(PA) H& I J K L 

&Gl Hl 

Summary of Management Emphasis 

Developed- 
Decade 1: 

Nez Perce 0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0.5 
Clearwater 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5 

0.5 0.5 1.5 1.5 0.5 1.0 

Developed- 
Decade 5: 

Nez Perce 3’$1.7 0 55.5 55.5 0 10.6 
Clearwater 30.2 34,7 30.2 30.2 30.2 

34.7 30.2 90.2 85.7 30.2 40.8 

Roadless- 
Decade 1: 

Nez Perce 55.5 55.5 54.5 54.5 55.5 55.0 
Clearwater 34.2 34,2 34.2 34.2 34.2 34.2 

89.7 89.7 88.7 88.7 89.7 89.2 

Roadless- 
Decade 5: 

- 

- 

0 0 
0 0.5 
0 0.5 

0 
0 & 
0 . 

0 0 

0 0 
0.5 

0.5 0.5 
d 

0.5 

0 
3i.7 3i.2 3 
34.7 30.2 3::: 

0 34.2 3t.2 3t.2 $:z 
0 34.2 34.2 34.2 89.7 

Nez Perce 

Wilderness: 

Nez Perce 0 0 0 0 0 0 ;;.; 55.5 55.5 55.5 0 
Clearwater 0 0 0 0 0 0 

90:2 
5g.5 5kz.5 5i.5 0 

0 
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Table C-12 
Alignment of Alternatives 
Nez Perce and Clearwater National Forests 

Alternatives -(CD)-Current Direction; (PA)-Preferred Alternative 

Nez Perce C D E F G(PA) H& I J K L 
&Gl Hl 

Clearwater A F B C D E I H G F J 

Table C-13 
Management Emphasis - Rackliff-Gedney Roadless Area 1841 
Clearwater National Forest 
(Thousand Acres) 

Alternative 
Management 
Emphasis A B C D E El F G H I J 

Wilderness 0 0 0 
Nonwilderness 
Unroaded 0 0 4.5 

Elk Winter 1.9 1.4 1.4 

TImberI 14.1 20.7 20.3 
Wldlf-Wtshd 

Timber/ 9.6 1.9 3.4 
Vwual-Rip 

Timber/Special 0 0 0 

Special 3.5 3.5 3.5 

Mln Level 5.6 7.1 1.5 

TOTAL 34.7 34.7 34.7 

Summary of Management Emphasis 

Wilderness 0 0 0 

Developed 
Decade 1 
Decade 5 3::; 3::; 3::; 

Roadless 
Decade 1 34.2 34.2 34.2 
Decade 5 0 0 4.5 

0 0 0 0 0 0 34.7 0 

4.5 4.5 4.5 4.5 0 0 0 4.5 

1.9 1.9 1.9 1.9 1.4 1.9 0 1.9 

19.9 19.9 19.9 19.9 22.2 7.3 0 19.9 

3.4 3.4 3.4 3.4 1.9 1.9 0 3.4 

0 0 0 0 0 17.0 0 0 

3.5 3.5 3.5 3.5 3.5 3.5 0 3.5 

1.5 1.5 1.5 1.5 5.6 3.1 o 1.5 

34.7 34.7 34.7 34.7 34.7 34.7 34.7 34.7 

0 0 0 0 0 0 34.7 0 

3::: 3::; 3::: 3::: 3::; 3::; 0 0 30.2 0.5 

3;.; . 3;.; . 34.2 4.5 3t.g . 34.2 0 34.; $.; 34.2 4.5 
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TradItional lIfestyles would be maIntaIned and community stability would be 
within parameters for rapld change in all alternatIves; however. wxlderness 
classlficatlon precludes timber harvest, and the wood products Industry would 
not benefit under this emphasx. Industries relating to prlmitlve recreation 
would benefit. Indlvlduals and groups advocating increased wilderness acreage 
would be supported; those advocating roaded development would not be supported. 

Effects of wilderness management on other nonpriced resource values: 

T&E HabItat--The posslbl1lt.y of human intrusion would be low. 
Management actlvltles would by localized and llmited. Possible gray 
wolf, grizzly bear, and bald eagle habitat would be enhanced. 

Cultural Resources--Cultural resource surveys in wildernesses are 
performed only in response to specifx requests, unless special legal 
requzrements exxst to do otherwise. Disturbance of sites would be 
minimal. 

Semlprlmltlve Recreation Opportunltles--Recreation opportunities would 
change to semlprlmltive nonmotorzzed for that part of the area withln 
three miles of motorized use and to primitive for the rest of the 
area. 

Big-Game HabItat--The need for coordination between habitat management 
and other management would be low, especially if restrxtions were put 
on Road 317. Animals would be more secure than under any other 
management emphasis. HabItat improvement programs using prescribed 
fire would be llmlted to unplanned (lzghtnlng) lgnltions, and wlldfire 
could play a more natural role. However, unplanned ignitions may not 
be sufficient to maintain or enhance winter range. Elk summer habztat 
would be managed at nearly 100 percent of potential. 

Visual Quality--When an area becomes wlderness, the visual quality 
objective becomes preservation. Vxual quality would be mamtained, 
especx~lly the vlewshed from U.S. HIghway 12. 

Anadromous Fish HabItat--Wilderness provides full habltat potential. 
High water quality would be maintained in all streams. 

Old-Growth HabItat--Percentages of old-growth habitat in wlderness 
would be the highest possible, since no timber harvest would occur. 
Present dlverszty would be maIntaIned. 

Wilderness--The wilderness resource z.n north-central Idaho would be 
Increased. 

Special Areas--Maxmum protection would be afforded these areas. 

Coldwater Fzsh Habltat--Present habltat would be maintained. 
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b. Deslgnatlon: Nonwllderness 
Management Emphasis: Roaded Development 

Between 25,200 acres (28 percent of the area) and 76,600 acres (85 percent of 
the area) are assigned to this management emphasis in all alternatives except H 
and Hl, which recommend the entire area for wilderness. General environmental 
effects would be those described In Chapter IV. 

Approximately 771 MMBF of standlng timber volume would be available for harvest 
over the full range of nonwilderness alternatives. Range developments could be 
constructed. and motorized equipment used. 

Between 500 and 1,500 acres, less than 2 percent of the area, would be opened 
to roaded development in the fxst decade. Entries would be made from Road 
317, which would require substantial reconstruction for use as a log haul 
road. The Clear-water Forest would enter Area 1841 U-I Section 4, T32N. R7E, 
opening the Lottie Creek dralnage. The Nez Perce Forest would depart from Road 
317 in Section 2, T32N, R7E, to open the head of Johnson Creek. 

Alternative G, the Preferred Alternative, would open approximately 1000 acres 
to roaded development during the first decade; 500 acres from the Nez Perce 
National Forest and 500 acres from the Clearwater Natlonal Forest. 

The maJor nonpriced outputs considered by the Nez Perce National Forest 
(Chapter II, Section 18) are maintenance of traditional lifestyles, community 
stability, threatened and endangered species (T&E) habitat, cultural resources, 
semiprimltxve recreation opportunities. big-game habitat, vxxual quality, 
anadromous fish habitat, old-growth-dependent species habitat, and wilderness. 
In addition, the Clearwater Forest lists outputs for special areas (Wild and 
Scenic River Corrxdors and Research Natural Areas), and coldwater fxh habitat. 

Traditional lifestyles would be maintained and communzty stability would be 
withln parameters for rapId change m all alternatives. Timber, mining, and 
livestock industries would benefit from thw, management emphasis; industries 
relating to primitive recreation would not benefit. Individuals and groups 
advocating roaded development would be supported; those advocating wilderness 
would not be supported. 

Effects of the roaded management emphasis on nonpriced resource values: 

T&E Habitat--Potential for human intrusion would increase with roaded 
development, and proJect-level coordination among timber harvest, road 
construction, and habitat management would be required. Bald eagle 
habitat in the Lochsa and Selway River corridors would be unaffected. 
Area 1841 is potential gray wolf and grizzly bear habltat, which may 
be affected by management activities. Adequate security and an 
adequate prey base would be maintained. 

Cultural Resources--Roaded development would provide for a more 
thorough inventory, but Increased dlsturbance of sites caused by 
easier access would be likely. 
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Semiprlmltlve Recreation Opportunities--These would decrease as 
roadless areas are brought under roaded management. Roaded natural 
settings would increase, and hunter access would also increase. 

Big-Game HabItat--As roadless areas are brought under development, 
greater coordlnatlon would be needed between road construction and 
habitat management. Logging has the potential for altering the amount 
and distribution of cover and forage areas and changing elk movements, 
distribution, and habltat utilization. Effects of roaded development 
on elk summer habltat would be mitigated using the North Idaho Elk 
Coordinating Guidelines on a proJect-by-proJect basis. 

Winter ranges would be improved through timber harvest where site 
preparation 1s designed to emphasize browse production and natural 
tree generatlon. 

Visual Quality--Thx would change in response to speclfx visual 
quality obJectlves, from retention to partial retention on some lands 
to modxflcatlon and maximum modiflcatlon on others. Vxual quality 
would be lowered on all roadless lands opened to development. More 
roads and harvest activity would be vlslble from high points in the 
area and possibly from U.S. Hlghway 12, but stream bottoms would be 
largely unaffected. 

Anadromous Fish Habitat--Increased sedimentation and resultant adverse 
effects on fish habitat would be likely in streams adJacent to road _ 
construction. However, at least 60 percent of potential sediment from 
roads would be mltlgated, and greater mitigations would be possible 
with application of best management practices on favorable landforms. 

Old-Growth HabItat--Old growth would be reduced, but not below mlnlmum 
management requirements. Vegetative dlverslty would tend toward seral 
successional stages In the trmber harvest areas. Snags along the 
ridgetop used by cavity-dependent species would be undisturbed. 

Wilderness--Wilderness posslbilitles in the roaded part of the area 
would be foregone; however, over 88,000 acres of Area 1841 would 
remaln unroaded at the end of the first decade. 

Special Areas--Wild and Scenx River Corridors and the Lochsa Research 
Natural Area would be unaffected. 

Coldwater Fish Habltat--Habitat would be lowered by sedlmentatzon 
resulting from road construction, but not below mlnlmum management 
requxements. 
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c. Designation: Nonwilderness 
Management Emphasis: Unroaded Management 

Between 4 and 70 percent of Roadless Area 1841 1s assigned to this management 
emphasis in all alternatives except H and Hl, whxzh recommend the entire area 
for wilderness. All of the Nez Perce portion of the area is assigned to 
continued roadless management ln Alternatives A, C, F, and L; and 44,900 acres 
in Alternative G and Gl. Since the Lochsa Wild and Scenic River Corridor is 
lnslde of the roadless area (the Selway corridor IS not), 3,500 acres will 
remain roadless in all alternatlves except H and Hl. In AlternatIves C, E, F, 
G, Gl, K, and L, 4,500 acres will remain roadless along the rxdgetop in the 
vicinity of Coolwater, Fire, and Andy's Lakes on the Clearwater Forest. 

Continued roadless management of large roadless acreage has effects on 
nonpriced resource values that are similar to those of wilderness management. 
The maJo?? nonprxed outputs considered by the Nez Perce National Forest 
(Chapter II, Section 18) are maintenance of tradItiona lifestyles, community 
stability, threatened and endangered species (T&E) habztat, cultural resources, 
semlprimitlve recreation opportunities, big-game habitat, vxsual quality, 
anadromous fish habltat, old-growth-dependent species habitat, and wilderness. 
In addition, the Clearwater Forest lrsts outputs for special areas (Wild and 
Scenx River corridors and Research Natural Areas), and coldwater fish habitat. 

Traditional lxfestyles would be mamtained,and community stability would be 
within parameters for rapid change In all alternatlves. Timber and mining 
Industries would not be supported under this management emphasis since no 
development is planned. Wilderness advocates also would not be supported, 
since no part of the area is recommended for classification. 

Effect of an unroaded management emphasis on other nonpriced resources: 

T&E Habitat--Potential for human lntruslon would remain at present 
levels. Habitat would be maIntained. 

Cultural Resources--Possibilities for a rapid inventory would be 
reduced because of difficult access. Disturbance of sites would be 
minimal. 

Semlprimitlve Recreation Opportunltles--Existing opportunzties would 
be retalned. 

Big-Game HabItat--The need for coordlnatlon between habitat management 
and other management actlvlties would be low. Animals would be 
secure. Habitat improvement programs requiring planned fire ignitxons 
could be accompllshed. Elk summer habitat would be managed at nearly 
100 percent of potential. 

Visual Quality--The area would retain present visual qualities. 

Anadromous Fish Habltat--Since roads would not be constructed, stream 
sedimentation could be held to natural rates. 
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Old-Growth Habitat--Roadless management would provide more than 
adequate habitat for old-growth-dependent species. Overall vegetative 
diversity would tend toward old growth. 

Wilderness--Wilderness qualltles would remain intact. 

Special Areas--The values of Wild and Scenx River corridors and the 
Lochsa Research Natural Area would be enhanced. 

Coldwater Fxh HabItat--Stream sedimentation would not exceed natural 
rates. 

d. Desrgnation: Nonwllderness 
Management Enphasx: Minimum Level 

This prescription emphasizes a maintenance-only level of management. The 
minimum level emphasis 1s asslgned from 1,500 to 11,100 noncontiguous acres in 
alternatives which contain roaded development prescriptlow. 

Since roads nay or nay not be built, opportunltles for wilderness assvgnment 
may or may not change; however, unique qualities of these areas should be 
retained or only moderately impacted. 

Effects on nonpriced resource values would depend on whether or not roads are 
built. If they are, effects would be sinzlar to those of roaded development. 
If they are not, effects would resemble those of unroaded management. From the 
standpoint of potential wilderness posslblllties, it should be assumed that 
areas with a minimum level management emphasis would eventually be roaded. 
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ROADLESS AREA 1842 -- MIDDLE FORK FACE 

10.170 Acres 

A. DESCRIPTION 

Generally speaking, this area 1s the southslde breaks of the Middle Fork of the 
Clearwater River from Lowell downstream to the Natlonal Forest boundary. 

Access from the north is by boat. Roads 286, 653, 470, and their spurs cone 
near the southern boundary. 

The elevation ranges from 1,400 feet at the Forest boundary to 4,670 feet at 
Lodge Pomt. This hrllside IS almost entirely a northern exposure. and 1s 
steep and brushy. Most of it burned in 1919 and 1934, and timber recovery has 
been spotty. Vegetation consists of mlxed conifers intermlngled with 
brushfields. 

Four trails cross the Area from north to south, but they have all been 
abandoned by the Forest Service and can be found only in places. 

All developments are contained in the l/k-mile Wild and Scenic River corridor 
on the northern boundary. Several parcels of private property, totaling 392 
acres, are located along the River, and they are covered under scenic 
easements. Bald eagles and osprey are found in the River corridor, and 
potential gray wolf habztat is found throughout the Area. Camps used by 
prehistoric peoples are also located within l/&mile of the River. 

Much of this area 1s visible from U.S. Highway 12, a major recreational route. 

Current uses of the Area Include hunting, agriculture, and scenic drive. 

B. CAPAE3ILITY 

This section describes the basic characteristxs which make the Area 
appropriate and valuable for wlderness regardless of the area's availabllity 
or need. 

1. Natural Integrity 

There was some logging in this Area many years ago, mainly for cedar whxh was 
dragged to the river and floated to Kooskia. Some old logging roads are 
visible from U.S. Highway 12. Otherwise, the Area has been little disturbed 
since the 1934 fires, except for the top (south) side, which offers a few 
opportunities for small timber sales. 

2. Natural Appearance 

There are several private landownerships along the River, but only three of 
these have bulldIngs on them. The largest also has a privately owned 
suspension bridge across the River which is not open to the public. There is a 
powerllne right-of-way across private property at the confluence of the Lochsa 
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and Selway Rivers, and an old cabin about a mile downstream on an abandoned 
mining claim. Except for these and a few segments of old logging roads, the 
area above the River corridor would appear natural to most people. 

3. Solitude 

U.S. Highway 12 1s visible from many parts of the Area, along with the Syringa 
commercial-residential district. Smoke can be seen from the Syrlnga sawmill. 
Truck traffic from the road is audible. These external developments are an 
integral part of the Area. 

4. Primitive Recreation Opportunities 

In addition to the lack of solitude, Area 1842 offers little diversity and few 
challenges. Although there are no recreation facilities, there is little other 
opportunity for primitive recreation. 

5. Manageability and Boundaries 

Acreage of this Area has been reduced by 1,030 since 1979 because of timber 
sale activity and acreage recalculations. The western boundary, which is also 
the Forest boundary, is fixed, as is the northern boundary, the Middle Fork of 
the Clearwater River. The southern and eastern boundaries are drawn to avoid 
the existing road system. 

Per-acre costs of administering this Area as a wilderness would be high because 
of its isolation and small size. 

c. AVAILABILITY 

1. Nonwilderness Resource Potentials 

NonwIlderness resource potentials for Area 1842 are shown in Table C-14. 
Current uses of the area are also discussed in this section. , 

a. Recreation 

Use 1s very light, almost non-existent. 

b. Fish and Wildlife 

The streams in the area are too small to add up to a significant fxshery. 
Lodge Creek nay furnxsh anadromous fish spawning habitat. 

This Area IS big-game winter range. Very little hunting takes place. There is 
also wolf and bald eagle habltat. 

c. Timber 

The timber in this area is for the most part small and non-uniform, the result 
of past wildfires. 
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Table C-14 
Selected Resource Values - Middle Fork Face Roadless Area 1842 
(Specified Units) 

Category IJnlt Category Unit 

Gross Acres Acres 
Net Acres Acres 

Recreatxon 
Primitzve 
Semzprim.Nonmotor 
Semiprzm.Motor. 
Roaded Natural 

Acres 
Acres 
Acres 
Acres 

Range 
Existing Obligated 

Suitable 
Allotments 
AUMs 

Existing Vacant 
Suitable 
Allotments 
AUMs 

Proposed 
Suitable 
AUMs 

Acres 
No. 
AUMs 

Acres 
No. 
AUMs 

Acres 
AUMs 

Timber 
Tentative Suitable 
Standing Volume 

Acres 
MBF 

Corridors 
Exist.& Potential No. 

Wildlife - T&E 
Bald Eagle 

Habitat 
Gray Wolf 

Habztat 

Acres 

Acres 

10562 WIldlife - Big Game 
10170 Summer Habitat 

Winter HabItat 
Specific-Elk 

0 Summer Hab. 
10170 Winter Hab. 

0 Specific-Deer 
0 Summer Hab. 

Winter Hab. 

Sxgnificant Fisheries 
0 Stream Miles 
0 Stream Habztat 
0 Lakes 

Lake Habitat 
0 
0 
0 Water Developments 

Existing 
0 
0 Minerals 

Hardrock Potential 
Very High 

10120 High 
128007 Moderate 

Low 
Mining Claims 

0 Oil & Gas Potential 
Very High 
High 
Moderate 

2720 Low 
Oil & Gas Leases 

0 Leases 
Leased Area 

Acres 
Acres 

Acres 
Acres 

Acres 
Acres 

Miles 
Hab. ac 
NO. 
Hab.ac 

No. 

Acres 
Acres 
Acres 
Acres 
No. 

Acres 
Acres 
Acres 

NO. 
Acres 

1427 
8743 

1427 
8743 

1427 
8743 

14 
13 

0 
0 

0 

0 
0 
0 

10170 
2 

0 
0 
0 

10170 

0 
0 

d. Cultural Resources 

There are no known cultural resource sites in this area outside the river 
corridor. 

e. Non-Federal Land 

The boundary of this area has been drawn to exclude most private property along 
the Middle Fork of the Clearwater Rrver; however, some private property still 
exists within the boundary (392 acres). 
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2. Other Management Considerations 

The Middle Fork of the Clearwater Rover ~111 be managed according to the Wild 
and Scenic Rivers Act and the River Management Plan. 

Prescribed burns ~111 take place to Improve wIldlIfe habltat. 

Several parcels of private property are covered under scenic easements. 

D. NEED 

1. Proximity to Other Designated Wildernesses and Population Centers 

See Section 1. of this appendix. 

2. Contribution to National Wilderness Preservation System 

Unxque features are already protected under the National Wild and Scenic Rivers 
Act. 

3. Public Interest, Concern. and Summary of Public Comment 

Little Interest has been shown by zndlvlduals or groups and orgarnzatxnx in 
makmg this area a wilderness. 

E. ALTERNATIVES AND ENVIRONMENTAL CONSEQUENCES 

1. Management Emphasis 

Management emphasis by alternatlve is shown in Table C-15, and the effects of 
each management emphasis on the wilderness characteristics of the area are 
described in this section. Background InformatIon IS located in the 
introduction to this appendx. 

2. Impacts 

a. Deslgnatlon: Wilderness 
Management Emphasis: Wilderness 

All of Area 1842 1s recommended for wilderness classification in Alternatives H 
and Hl. This recommendation would ncrease opportunzties for prlmltlve 
recreation on the Forest and allow ecosystems in the area to be affected by 
natural processes only. 

Timber management posslbilltles, including harvest of approximately 128 MMBF of 
standlng volume now present in the area, would be foregone. 

Big-game habltat Improvement programs that involve prescribed burning on winter 
ranges would have to rely on unplanned igrntions unless current regulations are 
changed. 
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Table C-15 
Management Emphasis-Middlefork Face Roadless Area 1842 - 10.170 Acres 
(Thousand Acres) 

Alternatives -(CD)-Current DirectIon; (PA)-Preferred AlternatIve 
Management C D E F G(PA) H& I J 
Emphasis &Gl Hl 

K L 

NonwIlderness 

Roaded 8.7 8.4 8.7 8.7 8.4 
Development 

Unroaded 0 0.4 0 0 0.4 
Mgmt. 

Mu&urn 1.5 1.4 1.5 1.5 1.4 
Level 

Research 0 0 0 0 0 
Natural 
Area 

Wilderness 

Wilderness 0 0 0 0 0 

Summary of Management Emphasis 

Developed- 2.5 2.1 2.8 3.8 2.4 
Decade 1 

Developed- 10.2 10.2 10.2 10.2 10.2 
Decade 5 

Roadless- 7.7 8.1 7.4 6.4 7.8 
Decade 1 

Roadless- 0 0 0 0 0 
Decade 5 

Wilderness 0 0 0 0 0 

a.4 0 

0.4 0 

1.4 0 

0 0 

0 10.2 

2.1 0 

10.2 0 

8.1 o 

0 0 

0 10.2 

8.7 8.7 8.4 8.4 

0 0 

1.5 1.5 

0.4 0.4 

1.4 1.4 

0 0 0 0 

0 0 0 0 

3.2 3.0 2.6 2.6 

10.2 10.2 

7.0‘ 7.2 

0 0 

0 0 

10.2 

7.6 

0 

0 

10.2 

7.6 

All unique qualxties of the area would be preserved, possx.billties for altering 
the vIewshed from U.S. Highway 12 would be mlnlmized, and Wild and Scenx River 
values would be enhanced. 

In general, nonprxed resource values are enhanced by wilderness management. 
The maJor nonprlced outputs consIdered by the Nez Perce Forest (Chapter II, 
Section 18) are maintenance of tradxtlonal llfestyles, community stability, 
threatened and endangered species (T&E) habltat, cultural resources, 
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semiprlmitlve recreation opportunities, big-game habltat, visual quality, 
anadromous fish habltat, old-growth-dependent species habltat, and wilderness. 

TradItional lifestyles would be malntalned and community stability would be 
within parameters for rapld change ln all alternatxves; however, wilderness 
classification precludes timber harvest, and the wood products industry would 
not benefit under this emphasx. Industries relating to primitive recreation 
would benefit. Individuals and groups advocating Increased wilderness acreage 
would be supported; those advocating roaded development would not be supported. 

Effects of wilderness management on other nonpriced resource values: 

T&E HabItat--The posslbllity of human intruszon would be low. 
Management actlvitles would by localized and limlted. Bald eagle 
habitat would be undisturbed. 

Cultural Resources--Cultural resource surveys in wildernesses are 
performed only in response to speclfx requests, unless special legal 
requirements exist to do otherwxse. Disturbance of sites would be 
mlnlmal. 

Semiprlmltlve Recreation Opportunities--Recreation opportunities would 
change to semlprlmltlve nonmotorlzed for that part of the area within 
three miles of motorized use and to prxnltive for the rest of the 
area. 

Big-Game Habitat--The need for coordination between habitat management 
and other management would be low. Animals would be more secure than 
under any other management emphasis. Habitat improvement programs 
using prescribed fze would be limIted to unplanned (lightnmg) 
lgnltlons, and wIldfIre could play a more natural role. 

Visual Quality--When an area becomes wilderness, the visual quality 
obJectlve becomes preservation. Visual quality would be maintained. 

Anadromous Fish Habitat--Wilderness would provide full habitat 
potential. High water quality would be maIntained in all streams 
draining Into the Middle Fork of the Clearwater River. 

Old-Growth Habitat--Percentages of old-growth habitat in wilderness 
would be the highest possible, since no timber harvest would occur. 
Present diversity would be maintained, although much of Area 1842 is 
brush and reproduction. 

Wilderness--The wilderness resource on the Forest would be increased. 

b. Deslgnatzon: NonwIlderness 
Management Emphasis: Roaded Development 

Between 82 and 85 percent of Roadless Area 1842 is asslgned to this management 
emphasis in all alternatIves except H and Hl, which recommend the entire area 
for wilderness. General envxonmental effects would be those described in 
Chapter IV. 
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Approximately 128 MMBF of standing timber volume would be available for harvest 
over the full range of nonwilderness alternatives. 

Between 2,100 and 3.800 acres would be opened to roaded development in the 
first decade. The highest acreages are contained in alternatives which 
maximize timber harvest Forestwide (D and E) and in those alternatives (I and 
J) with large acreages of proposed wilderness elsewhere on the Forest which 
maximize outputs outside of the wilderness. The lower acreages are contained 
in alternatives with high Forestwide fish/water quality objectives (F, G, K, 
and L). 

Area 1842 would be entered in Section 20, T32N, R6E, and Section 8, T32N, R7E 
in the first decade. Actual mileage would depend on timber harvest objectives 
of each alternative. Timber harvest areas would be adJacent to these roads. 
The planned roads would open the Number One and Decker Creek drainages. 

Alternative G. the Preferred Alternative, would open about 2,100 acres to 
roaded development zn the first decade. No action under any alternative would 
affect the Middle Fork recreation river corridor. 

The major nonpriced outputs considered by the Nez Perce National Forest 
(Chapter II, Section 18) are maintenance of traditional lifestyles, community 
stability, threatened and endangered species (T&E) habitat. cultural resources, 
semiprimitive recreation opportunities, big-game habitat, visual quality, 
anadromous fish habitat, old-growth-dependent species habitat, and wilderness. 

Traditional lifestyles would be maintained and community stability would be 
within parameters for rapid change in all alternatives. The timber industry 
would benefit from this management emphasis. Individuals and groups advocating 
roaded development would be supported; those advocating wilderness would not be 
supported. 

Effects of the roaded management emphasis on nonpriced resource values: 

T&E Habitat--Potential for human intrusion would increase with roaded 
development, and project-level coordination among timber harvest, road 
construction and habitat management would be required. Bald eagle 
habitat in and near the Middle Fork Clearwater River corridor would be 
unaffected. Area 1842 is potential gray wolf habitat, which may be 
affected by management activities. Adequate security and an adequate 
prey base would be maintained. 

Cultural Resources--Roaded development would provide for a more 
thorough inventory, but increased disturbance of sites caused by 
easier access would be likely. However, most known sites are in the 
River corridor and are not affected by this emphasis. 

Semiprimitive Recreation Opportunities--These would decrease as 
roadless areas are brought under roaded management. Roaded natural 
settings would increase. 
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Big-Game Habitat--As roadless areas are brought under development, 
greater coordination would be needed between road construction and 
habitat management. Logging has the potential for altering the amount 
and distribution of cover and forage areas and changing elk movements, 
distribution. and habitat utilization. Effects of roaded development 
on elk summer habitat would be mitigated using the North Idaho Elk 
Coordinating Guidelines on a project-by-project basis. 

Winter ranges would be improved through timber harvest where site 
preparation is designed to emphasize browse production and natural 
tree generation is utilized. Removing trees from a site increases the 
production in forbs, grasses, and shrubs that provide forage for 
wintering big-game animals. Therefore, carrying capacity of big-game 
winter ranges would increase in proportion to the number of acres of 
winter range that are harvested each year. 

Visual Quality--This would change in response to specific visual 
quality objectives, from retention to partial retention on some lands 
to modification and maximum modification on others. Visual quality 
would be lowered on all roadless lands opened to development. The 
area proposed for development would not be visible from U.S. Highway 
12. 

Anadromous Fish Habitat--Although the streams in Area 1842 are not in 
themselves important anadromous fish habitat, they drain into the 
Middle Fork of the Clearwater River, which is. Increased 
sedimentation would be likely in streams adjacent to road 
construction; however, at least 60 percent of potential sediment from 
roads would be mitigated, and greater mitigations would be possible 
with application of best management practices on favorable landforms. 

Old-Growth Habitat--Forest minimum management requirements for 
old-growth would be met. Vegetative diversity would tend toward seral 
successional stages in the timber harvest areas. 

Wilderness--Wilderness possibilities in the roaded part of the area 
would be foregone by the fifth decade: however, over 6,300 acres of 
Area 1842 would remain unroaded at the end of the first decade. 

c. Designation: Nonwilderness 
Management Emphasis: Unroaded Management 

Alternatives C, F, G, Gl, K, and L assign 400 acres of Area 1842 to this 
management emphasis. These acres are not contiguous, but are scattered 
throughout the area. Most are in riparian zones. 

Continued roadless management of roadless areas or parts of roadless areas has 
effects on nonpriced resource values that are similar to those of wilderness 
management if the acreage is large, and similar to roaded development if they 
are small. 
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The major nonpriced outputs considered by the Nez Perce National Forest 
(Chapter II, Section 18) are maintenance of traditional lifestyles, community 
stability, threatened and endangered species (T&E) habitat, cultural resources, 
semiprimitive recreation opportunities. big-game habitat, visual quality, 
anadromous fish habitat, old-growth-dependent species habitat and wilderness. 

Economic and social effects would be small and would vary little among 
alternatives. Generaily speaking, timber and mining industries would not be 
supported under this emphasis, since no development is planned. Wilderness 
advocates would not be supported because of the size and spatial distribution 
of these areas. 

Effect of an unroaded management emphasis on other nonpriced resources: 

T&E Habitat--Habitat would be maintained, but would be affected by 
nearby roaded development. 

Cultural Resources--Possibilities for a rapid inventory would be 
reduced somewhat because of access, and sites may be disturbed. 

Semiprimitive Recreation Opportunities--Existing opportunities would 
be retained. 

Big-Game Habitat--The need for coordination between habitat management 
and other management activities would depend on the location and 
extent of roaded development. Habitat improvement programs requiring 
planned fire ignitions could be accomplished. Elk summer habitat 
would be managed at nearly 100 percent of potential. 

Visual Quality--The unroaded area would retain present visual 
qualities, but would be affected by adjacent management activities. 

Anadromous Fish Habitat--Since roads would not be constructed, stream 
sedimentation above natural rate would not originate in these areas. 

Old-Growth Habitat--Roadless management would provide more than 
adequate habitat for old-growth-dependent species. Overall vegetative 
diversity would tend toward old growth, which would help balance out 
the overall vegetative mosaic in this area. 

Wilderness--Wilderness qualities such as naturalness would remain 
intact in these small areas. 

d. Designation: Nonwilderness 
Management Emphasis: Minimum Level 

This prescription emphasizes a maintenance-only level of management; 1,400 to 
1,500 acres of Area 1842 are assigned to it. These acres are not contiguous, 
but are scattered parcels along ridge tops and in areas of low timber values. 

Since roads may or may not be built, opportunities for wilderness may or may 
not change: however, unique qualities of these areas should be retained or only 
moderately Impacted. 
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ROADLESS AREA 1844 -- CLEAR CREEK 

11.876 Acres 

A. DFSCRIPTION 

This area is located in the head of Clear Creek along the western boundary of 
the Forest. Private property adjoins this Area on the northwestern boundary. 
The nearest roads are spurs of Road 1842 on the north, Road 650 on the west, 
and Road 286 on the east, but some of these roads are closed during the general 
hunting season as a means of mitigating impacts on big game. 

Elevation ranges from 2,000 feet on Clear Creek at the Forest boundary to 4,600 
feet at China Point Ridge and the headwaters of Solo and Kay Creeks. 
Topography 1s mountainous with steep slopes, commonly over 70 percent, 
paralleling the drainages. Ridgetops are relatively flat. 

The Clear Creek drainage has been a significant part of the Nes Perce Forest 
timber sale program since the late 1950s. Most of the acreage remaining in 
Area 1844 burned twice, once in 1870 and again in 1931, leaving about 7,000 
acres covered with brushfields in the South Fork and Middle Fork of Clear Creek 
drainages. Previous conifer forests have never reestablished themselves. 

Vegetation in this Area ranges from very moist, warm cedar habitat types, to 
drier, warm Douglas-fir habitat types. Shrub coverage in the brushfields IS 
primarily maple, willow, serviceberry, and various other shrubs. Bordering the 
brushfields are patches of young (approximately TO-year old) timber, a mix of 
grand fir, Douglas-fir, and western redcedar. Understories are sparse, but 
contain a variety of moist-site plants. There are also some natural meadows in 
upper Kay Creek in Section 28. 

The brushflelds have been important big-game (elk and moose) winter range, but 
the preferred browse species--redstem, willow, mountain maple, and serviceberry 
-- have in recent years grown out of reach of the animals. Some use of 
prescribed fire has been made in attempt to increase the value of the range. 

Current uses of the Area include livestock grazing, big-game winter and summer 
range, fishing, hunting, and mining. 

B. CAPABILITY 

This section describes the basic characteristics which make the Area 
appropriate and valuable for wilderness regardless of the area's availability 
or need. 

1. Natural Integrity 

Past wildfires in Clear Creek and the resulting vegetative succession are some 
of the natural processes that have occurred. These processes have been 
modified to some degree on about 200 acres which have been reburned in an 
attempt to improve wildlife browse. More such habitat improvement is planned. 
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2. Natural Appearance 

The brushfields are a natural and not uncommon result of past wildfires. 

3. Solitude 

This small area, with nearby logging activity, offers limited opportunity for 
solitude. Vegetative screening is high, however. 

4. Primitive Recreation opportunity 

The main opportunity here is bushwhacking and following game trails through 
dense brushfields. It is easy to get turned around in this country. 

5. Wilderness Manageability & Boundaries 

This area has been reduced by 14,824 acres since 1979, almost entirely because 
of timber sales. The area boundary is imprecise except where it coincides with 
the Forest boundary. It has been drawn to exclude existing roads from the 
remainder of the area. 

The small size of this Area and its nearness to adjacent roads will probably 
result in more than normal use by recreationists, especially once it has been 
publicly identified as a "roadless area" in the Plan. 

C. AVAILABILITY 

1. Nonwilderness Resource Potentials 

Nonwilderness resource potentials for Area 1844 are shown in Table c-16. 
Current uses of the area are also discussed in this section. 

a. Timber 

Timber in the Clear Creek country is predominantly old-growth grand fir. Cedar 
is also present. 

b. Recreation 

Recreation use is mostly big-game hunting. There are several low-standard 
trails m the area, which have not been maintained in recent years. 

c. Fish and Wildlife 

Elk, moose, deer, bear, and cougar are found in Area 1844. The brushfields are 
important winter range. 

Steelhead, rainbow trout, brook trout, and whitefish are found in Clear Creek. 
Although the drainage has been impacted by past timber sale activity and road 
building, the aquatic habitat remains in fair condition on National Forest 
land. Significant habitat degradation has occurred in that part of the creek 
between the Forest boundary and the mouth, since activities on private property 

c-65 



are not restricted. There is a chlnook salmon hatchery near the mouth of the 
creek, although returning spring fish are not allowed to go upstream. 

This area, taken together with Area 1849 to the south, IS potentzal yearlong 
gray wolf habxtat. 

Table c-16 
Selected Resource Values - Clear Creek Roadless Area 1844 
(Specified Units) 

Category Unit Category Unit 

Gross Acres Acres 
Net Acres Acres 

Recreation 
Primitive 
Semiprim.Nonmotor 
Semlprim.Motor. 
Roaded Natural 

Acres 
Acres 
Acres 
Acres 

Range 
Exxtlng Obligated 

SuItable 
Allotments 
RUMS 

Existing Vacant 
Suitable 
Allotments 
RUMS 

Proposed 
Suitable 
RUMS 

Acres 
NO. 
AUMs 

Acres 
No. 
AUMs 

Acres 
AUMs 

Timber 
Tentative SuItable 
Standing Volume 

Acres 
MBF 

Corridors 
Exlst.& Potential NO. 

Wildlife - T&E 
Bald Eagle 

HabItat 
Gray Wolf 

Habitat 

Acres 

ACIX?S 

11926 Wlldllfe - Big Game 
11876 Summer Habitat 

Winter Habitat 
Specific-Elk 

0 Sumner Hab. 
11876 Winter Hab. 

0 Specifx-Deer 
0 Summer Hab. 

Winter Hab. 

Szgnlfxant. Fisheries 
3150 Stream Miles 

3 
140 Stream Habitat 

Lakes 
0 Lake HabItat 
0 
0 Water Developments 

ExlstLng 
0 
0 Minerals 

Hardrock Potential 
Very High 

11865 High 
104860 Moderate 

Low 
Mznlng Claims 

0 011 & Gas Potential 
Very High 
High 
Moderate 

0 Low 
011 & Gas Leases 

0 Leases 
Leased Area 

Acres 
Acres 

Acres 
Acres 

Acres 
Acres 

Miles 

Hab.ac 
NO. 
Hab.ac 

No. 

Acres 
Acres 
Acres 
Acres 
No. 

Acres 
Acres 
Acres 
Acres 

No. 
Acres 

3884 
7992 

3884 
7992 

3884 
7992 

25 

28 
0 
0 

0 

11876 
1 

0 
0 
0 

11876 

0 
0 
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d. Grazing and Range 

Parts of three allotments are in this Area. The majority of the available 
forage is transitory, being generated from the large brushfields m the South 
Fork and Middle Fork dralnages. The remainder of the Area is covered with 
old-growth cedar/grand fir stands with little available forage underneath 
except In the natural meadows and stream bottoms. 

e. Cultural Resources 

There are no known cultural resource sites in the area. 

f. Non-Federal Lands 

There is private land in the northwest corner of the Area - SW1/4, section 3, 
T 31 N, R 5 E. 

2. Other Management Considerations 

The old-growth grand fir and western redcedar stands are decadent. Heartrot, 
caused by Indianpaint fungus, is prevalent in the grand fir. Butt rot 
extending into the upper bole of the tree is common ln the western redcedar. 
Other damaging agents are also present, but are minor problems. Fire frequency 
is very low in the Clear Creek drainage. 

D. NEED 

1. Proximity to Other Designated Wildernesses and Population Centers 

See the introduction to this appendix. 

2. Contribution to the National Wilderness Preservation System 

This area is representative of ecosystems common in nearby wilderness. 

3. Public Interest, Concern, and Comment Summary 

Public interest m the area has focused on timber management and big-game 
habitat management. 

E. ALTFBNATIVES AND ENVIRONMENTAL CONSEQUENCES 

1. Management Emphasis 

Management emphasis by alternative 1s shown in Table C-17, and the effects of 
each management emphasis on the wilderness characteristics of the area are 
described In this section. Background Information is located in the 
introduction to this appendix. 
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Table C-17 
Management Emphasis-Clear Creek Roadless Area 1844 - 11,876 Acres 
(Thousand Acres) 

Alternatives -(CD)-Current Direction; (PA)-Preferred AlternatIve 
Management C D E F G(PA) H& I .T K L 
Emphasis &Gl Hl 

- 

Nonwilderness 

Roaded 11.8 
Development 

Unroaded 0 
Mgmt. 

Minunum 
Level 

0.1 

Research 0 
Natural 
Area 

Wilderness 

Wilderness 0 

11.4 11.8 11.8 

0.4 0 

0.1 0.1 

0 0 

0 0 

0 

0.1 

0 

0 

Summary of Management Emphasis 

Developed- 3.4 2.9 3.8 5.1 
Decade 1 

Developed- 11.9 11.9 11.9 11.9 
Decade 5 

Roadless- 8.5 9.0 8.1 6.8 
Decade 1 

Roadless- 0 0 0 0 
Decade 5 

Wilderness 0 0 0 0 

11.4 

0.4 

0.1 

0 

0 

3.3 

11.9 

8.6 

0 

0 

11.4 0 

0.4 0 

0.1 0 

0 0 

0 11.9 

2.9 0 

11.9 0 

9.0 0 

0 0 

0 11.9 

11.8 11.8 11.4 11.4 

0 0 

0.1 

0 

0 

4.0 

11.9 

7.9 

0 

0 

0.4 0.4 

0.1 0.1 0.1 

0 0 0 

0 0 0 

4.3 

11.9: 

3.5 3.5 

11.9 11.9 

7.6 8.4 8.4 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 
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2. Impacts 

a. Designation: Wilderness 
Management Emphasis: Wilderness 

All of Area 1844 1s recommended for wilderness classification in Alternatives H 
and Hl. This recommendation would increase opportunities for primitive 
recreation on the Forest and allow ecosystems in the area to be affected by 
natural processes only. 

Timber management possibilities, including harvest of approximately 104.8 MMBF 
now present in the area, would be foregone. However, a large part of the area 
is in brushfields, and has little significant timber volume. 

Some existing uses, such as use of motorized equipment, would have to be 
terminated, but grazing at existing levels and mineral development on existing 
valid claims and leases could be allowed to continue. 

Big-game habitat improvement programs that involve prescribed burning on winter 
ranges would have to rely on unplanned ignitions unless current regulations are 
changed. Maintenance of winter range is important in this area. Reliance on 
unplanned ignitions may not be sufficient, since much of the brushfield should 
be reburned soon to maintain quality winter range. 

In general, nonpriced resource values are enhanced by wilderness management. 
The major nonpriced outputs considered by the Nez Perce Forest (Chapter II, 
Section 18) are maintenance of traditional lifestyles, community stability, 
threatened and endangered species (T&E) habitat, cultural resources, 
semiprimitive recreation opportunities, big-game habitat, visual quality, 
anadromous fish habitat, old-growth-dependent species habitat, and wilderness. 

Traditional lifestyles would be maIntained and community stability would be 
wlthin parameters for rapld change in all alternatives: however, wilderness 
classification precludes timber harvest, and the wood products industry would 
not benefit under this emphasis. Hunters would not benefit if the winter range 
IS allowed to deterxorate. Individuals and groups advocating increased 
wilderness acreage would be supported; those advocating roaded development 
would not be supported. 

Effects of wilderness management on other nonprxed resource values: 

T&E Habitat--The possxbility of human intrusion would be low. 
Management activltles would by localized and limited. Gray wolf 
habitat would be maintaIned if the prey base is maintained. 

Cultural Resources--Cultural resource surveys in wildernesses are 
performed only in response to specific requests, unless special legal 
requirements exist to do otherwlse. Dxturbance of sites would be 
minimal. 

Semiprimitive Recreation Opportunities--Recreation opportunities would 
change to semiprimitlve nonmotorized for that part of the area within 
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three miles of motorxed use and to primitive for the rest of the 
area. Hunter access would be limited under wilderness classification. 

Big-Game Habitat--The need for coordination between habitat management 
and other management would be low. Animals would be more secure than 
under any other management emphasis. Habrtat improvement programs 
using prescribed fire would be limited to unplanned (lightning) 
ignitions, and wildfIre could play a more natural role. Elk summer 
habitat would be managed at nearly 100 percent of potential. 

Visual Quality--When an area becomes wilderness, the visual quality 
ObJective becomes preservation. Visual qualxty would be maintained. 

Anadromous Fish Habitat--Wilderness would provide full habitat 
potential. High water quality would be maintained in those parts of 
Clear Creek within the wilderness. 

Old-Growth Habitat--Percentages of old-growth habitat in wilderness 
would be the highest possxble, since no timber harvest would occur. 
Present dzversity would be maintained. 

Wilderness--The wilderness resource on the Forest would be increased. 

b. Designation: Nonwilderness 
Management Emphasis: Roaded Development 

Between 96 and 100 percent of Roadless Area 1844 is assigned to this management 
emphasis in all alternatives except H and Hl, which recommend the entire area 
for wilderness. General environmental effects would be those described in 
Chapter IV. 

Between 2,900 acres (24 percent) and 5,100 acres (43 percent) would be opened 
to roaded development in the first decade. The highest acreages are contained 
in alternatives which maximize timber harvest Forestwide (D and E) and those 
alternatIves (I and J) with large acreages of proposed wilderness elsewhere on 
the Forest which maximize outputs outside the wilderness. The lower acreages 
are contained in alternatives with high Forestwide fish/water quality 
objectives (F, G, K, and L). 

Area 1844 would be entered in five places in the first decade. These roads 
would be located in SectIons 32, 28, 21, and 16, TjlN, R6E, and Section 15, 
T31N, R5E. Actual mileages would depend on timber harvest objectives of each 
alternative. These roads would all be located in the head of Clear Creek and 
its tributaries, and timber harvest would be adjacent to them. 

Alternative G, the Preferred Alternative, would open about 2,900 acres, or 24 
percent of the area, to roaded development in the first decade. 

The major nonpriced outputs considered by the Nez Perce NatIonal Forest 
(Chapter II, Sectlon 18) are malntensnce of traditional lifestyles, community 
stability, threatened and endangered species (T&E) habitat, cultural resources, 
semlprlmitive recreation opportunltxes, big-game habitat, visual quality, 
anadromous fish habitat, old-growth-dependent species habitat, and wilderness. 
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TraditIonal lifestyles would be maintaIned and community stability would be 
within parameters for raped change =n all alternatxves. Timber, mining, and 
livestock industries would benefit from this management emphasis; industries 
relating to primitive recreation would not benefit. Individuals and groups 
advocating roaded development would be supported; those advocating wilderness 
would not be supported. 

Effects of the roaded management emphasis on nonprrced resource values: 

T&E Habitat--Potential for human Intrusion would increase with roaded 
development, and project-level coordxnation among timber harvest, road 
construction, and habltat management would be required. Area 1844 is 
potential gray wolf habltat, which may be affected by management 
activities. Adequate security and an adequate prey base would be 
malntained. 

Cultural Resources--Roaded development provides for a more thorough 
inventory, but Increased disturbance of sites caused by easier access 
would be likely. 

Semiprimitive Recreation Opportunxties--These would decrease as 
roadless areas are brought under roaded management. Roaded natural 
settrngs would Increase. Hunter access would be Improved. 

Big-Game Habltat--As roadless areas are brought under development, 
greater coordznataon would be needed between road construction and 
habitat management. Logging has the potential for altering the amount 
and distrlbutlon of cover and forage areas and changing elk movements, 
distribution. and habitat utilization. Effects of roaded development 
on elk summer habltat would be mitigated using the North Idaho Elk 
Coordinating Guldellnes on a project-by-project basis. 

Winter ranges would be improved through Umber harvest where site 
preparation is designed to emphasize browse production and natural 
tree generation. 

Vxual Quality--This would change in response to specific visual 
quality objectives, from retention to partial retention on some lands 
to modlfxatlon and maximum modification on others. Visual quality 
would be lowered on all roadless lands opened to development. More 
roads and harvest activity would be visible from high points in the 
area, but stream bottoms would be largely unaffected. 

Anadromous Fssh Habitat--Increased sedzmentation and resultant adverse 
effects on fish habltat would be likely in streams adlacent to road 
construction; however, at least 60 percent of potential sediment from 
roads would be mitigated, and greater mltlgations would be possible 
with applxation of best management practices on favorable landforms. 

Old-Growth Habitat--At least 5 percent of the Clear Creek watershed 
would remain xn old growth in all alternatives. Vegetative diversity 
would tend toward seral successional stages in the timber harvest 
areas. 
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Wilderness--Wilderness possxbillties in the roaded part of the area 
would be foregone by the fifth decade; however, over 6,700 acres of 
Area 1844 would remaxn unroaded at the end of the first decade =n any 
alternatlve. 

c. Designation: Nonwxlderness 
Management Emphasx: Unroaded Management 

Alternatives C, F, G, Gl, K, and L assign 440 acres of Area 1844 to thxz 
management emphasis. On-the-ground assessments may result m larger 
assignments. Thus acreage 1s maznly ln rlparian areas. 

Continued roadless management of roadless areas has effects on nonpriced 
resource values that are similar to those of wilderness management. The 
rlparian areas are mazntalned zn their natural condition. 

The maJor nonpriced outputs consIdered by the Nez‘Perce NatIonal Forest 
(Chapter II, SectIon 18) are maintenance of tradItIona lIfestyles, community 
stablllty, threatened and endangered species (T&E) habitat, cultural resources, 
semlprimltive recreation opportunzties, big-game habitat, visual quality, 
anadromous fish habztat, old-growth-dependent species habitat, and wilderness. 

Economic and social effects of unroaded management in Area 1235 would be small 
and would vary little among alternatlves. Generally speaking, timber and 
mining zndustrles would not be supported under this emphasis, since no 
development is planned. Wilderness advocates would not be supported because of 
the size and spatxal distribution of these areas. 

Effect of an unroaded management emphasis on other nonpriced resources: 

T&E HabItat--Potential for human intrusion would Increase, since 440 
acres remain unroaded. Coordlnatlon with activities on nearby roaded 
lands would be necessary. 

Cultural Resources--Possxbllitles for a rapId inventory would be 
reduced somewhat because of difficult access. Potential for 
dxsturbsnce of sLtes would Increase due to nearby roads. 

Semlprlmitxve Recreation Opportunzties--ExxtIng opportunltxs would 
be retaIned. 

Big-Game HabItat--The need for coordlnatlon between habltat management 
and other management activities would resemble that of the adJacent 
roaded development area. 

Visual Quality--The area would retain present vxual qualities. 

Anadromous Fish Habitat--Since roads would not be constructed. these 
areas would not contribute to stream sedlmentatlon over natural rates. 

Old-Growth Habitat--Roadless management would provide more than 
adequate habitat for old-growth-dependent species. Overall vegetative 
diversity would tend toward old growth. 
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Wilderness--Wilderness qualities would remain intact in these small 
areas. 

d. Designation: Nonwilderness 
Management Emphasis: Ninimom Level 

This prescription emphasizes a maintenance-only level of management on an 
insignificant acreage. Only about 100 acres are assigned this management 
emphasis in any alternative. 

Since roads may or may not be built, opportunities for wilderness may or may 
not change. However, because of the adjacent roaded development, the indirect 
impacts would be similar to the roaded development emphasis. 

Effects on nonpriced resource values would depend on whether or not roads are 
built. If they are. effects would be similar to those of roaded development. 
If they are not. effects would resemble those of unroaded management. However, 
from the standpoint of potential wilderness, it should be assumed that areas 
with a minimum level management emphasis would eventually be roaded. 
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ROADLESS AREA 1845 - MEADOW CREEK 

201.715 Acres 

This 1s the largest roadless area on the Nez Perce National Forest, 
encompassing almost all of the Meadow Creek draznage. It joins the 
Selway-Bltterroot Wilderness on the north and east, and is separated from the 
Frank Church-River of No Return Wilderness by a road on the south. 

Area 1845 was evaluated in detail during prevzous wilderness studies as two 
subareas. 1845C and 1845D. That format is continued here. The wilderness 
recommendations for Area 1845 In the alternatlves are done by subareas, but in 
at least one alternative both subareas are assigned to wilderness, and in at 
least one other both are assigned to nonwilderness. Thus, the entire area is 
conszdered for wilderness classification. 

As a whole, this area contains nearly all features of the two adjacent 
wildernesses except low-elevation river break country. Meadow Creek is one of 
the largest streams in the Selway draInage, and It divides Area 1845 into two 
nearly equal parts. The Creek runs north and south for approximately 15 miles, 
then runs east and west for about 8 miles before turning north and south again 
to Its source. Thus, a full range of aspects, elevations, and vegetative 
types is represented; and opportunltles for solitude and primitive recreation 
are outstanding. 

ROADLESS AREA 1845~ -- Meadow Creek West 

107.512 Acres 

A. DFSCRIPTION 

Meadow Creek is a principal tributary of the Selway River which enters about a 
mile above Selway Falls. Area 1845C is essentially the west side of the Meadow 
Creek drainage, although a few small streams drain Into American River, a 
tributary of the South Fork of the Clearwater. 

This area jolns Roadless Area 1845D on the east and is separated by a road 
corridor from the Frank Church-River of No Return Wilderness on the south. The 
western boundary IS, for the most part, the divide that separates the Selway 
and South Fork of the Clearwater dralnages. Road access is by way of Road 443 
on the north and west sides, and Roads 468 and 285 on the south. 

The entire main stem of Meadow Creek above the junctxon with the East Fork is 
included in thx area. Elevations range from about 1,800 feet at the trailhead 
on the northern boundary to 7,232 feet at Granite Peak. Slopes are steep, 
mostly facing east and north. As is characterxtic of north and east 
exposures, vegetation In most parts of the area is dense, especially in the 
stream bottoms. Pacific yew 1s common, and thick. The head of Meadow Creek 1s 
open, however, with the meadows that gave the Creek its name. 
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Virtually all of the upper Meadow Creek dralnage burned in 1919, and much of it 
is now covered with thick reproduction. There are some stands of fir and 
spruce on lands that escaped thus and other fires. Lodgepole pine and 
subalpIne species are common at higher elevations. 

Scenic areas Include Anderson Butte and Meadow Creek. Sensitive wlldlife 
occurring in the Area include gray wolves, elk, bald eagle, steelhead trout, 
chznook salmon, and possibly grxzly bears. One of the key attractlons of this 
Area is the extremely high water quality of Meadow Creek. It 1s one of the 
very few streams left on the Forest with very excellent water quality and a 
productive anadromous fishery. Other special features are Green Mountain 
Lookout whxh IS one of the older lookout locations on the Forest, Horse Point 
Lookout Sate, Meadow Creek cabln, old sheep driveways, evidence of glaciation 
in the upper Meadow-Fourmlle area, Meadow Creek and Anderson Butte National 
Recreation Trails, and the Nez Perce Trawl. 

Current uses include grazing, hlklng, motorcycle riding, hunting, fishing, 
backpacking, campIng, horseback riding, snowmobillng, and sightseeing along the 
Montana Road. One outfItter operates in the Area. 

Under 36 CFR 219.17, roadless areas evaluated in previous unit plans, but not 
Included in the last nationwide roadless area review and evaluation, must be 
reconsidered for wilderness classifxatlon. Tdo such areas, 1228 and 1229, 
share common boundaries with Area 1845C. and have been included in It. 

B. CAPABILITY 

Thxz section describes the basic characteristics whxh make the Area 
appropriate and valuable for wzlderness regardless of the area's availability 
or need. 

1. Natural Integrity 

Long-term ecological processes have been only slightly Impacted III Area 1845C. 

The area has a hlstory of grazing. At one time, there were many sheep grazing 
allotments in Areas 1845~ and 1845D. Stock driveways are shown on Forest maps 
as early as 1911, and large sheep allotments first appeared on Forest maps in 
1920. Most likely, they were both established before these maps cams out. 

Although the effects of past sheep grazing have largely vanished, the effects 
of the stock drIveways have not. They can be identlfled in the Meadow Creek 
Area and in the adJoInIng Selway-BItterroot Wilderness because they go almost 
straight down one side of a hill and straight up the other side, and are 
cleared to a width of 50 feet. Erosion has left Its mark on these sites, 
despite reconstructlon of many of the drlveways Into graded trails. 

Grazing today 1s much less extensive, concentrated mostly along the western 
boundary and around the meadows XI the head of Meadow Creek. 
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2. Natural Appearance 

The area as a whole is not heavily impacted, although some sites obviously 
are. The most noticeable sites are described below. 

Anderson Butte and Green Mountain Lookouts are both noticeable from 
parts of the area. Several other lookouts were present, but they 
have been removed. 

There are a few drift fences in the upper end of Meadow Creek. 

Trails. especially the old stock driveways and an old jeep trail from 
Blackhawk Mountain to Anderson Butte, have caused impacts. A few of 
these trails are heavily used, especxJly during hunting season. 
Motorcycle use is also common on some of the better trails. 

Past mining activity on the ridge between Three Prong Creek and the 
East Fork of Meadow Creek has resulted in about 100 acres of roads and 
pits. There are currently no claims in this area, and no activity. 

Human-caused developments are very obvious in Section 4, T 29 N, 
R 10 E, in the form of a complete custodial-era Forest Service ranger 
StatIon. Thx building was constructed in 1923 and has recently been 
restored. In addition to the small main cabin, there are three other 
buildings and a corral. 

These are localized impacts. Overall, the area would appear natural to most 
visitors. 

3. Solitude 

This area, along with Roadless Area 1845D. the Selway-Bitterroot Wilderness on 
the east and north, and the Frank Church-River of No Return Wilderness on the 
south, offers excellent opportunity for solitude. Topographic and vegetative 
screening are also significant. 

4. Primitive Recreation Opportunity 

This area is not as diverse as Area 1845~ across the creek. For example, there 
are no lakes. Challenges, too, are probably fewer than those found on the east 
side of the creek, but land navigation would be more difficult in some parts of 
this Area due to heavy vegetation and lack of recognizable landmarks. A person 
who broke a leg or suffered a slmllar mishap in this area might not be rescued, 
especially since some of the draws are too damp to build much of a fire. 

The old Meadow Creek Ranger Station built in 1923 is accessrble only by trail 
or helicopter. To some visitors, these buildings may seem an intrusion, an 
x~vas~on of solitude; to others, they may seem to fit in perfectly with the 
surrounding area. 
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5. Wilderness Manageability and Boundaries 

Since 1979, tzmber sales, roads, and acreage recalculations have accounted for 
an 8,918-acre reduction in this area. However, 21,050 acres were added when 
two smaller roadless areas not Included m the last roadless area review and 
evaluation were combined with Area 1845C. Boundaries for the most part follow 
definite topographic features. The majority of the area is relatively unznflu- 
enced by roads and other factors that would decrease the wilderness attributes. 
Manageability as wilderness would depend in part on the classification of Area 
1845~ to the east; that is, whether this area would be managed as a part of the 
Selway-Bitterroot Wilderness, or as an isolated, independent wilderness. Costs 
per acre would, of course, be higher for a separate wilderness. 

C. AVAILABILITY 

1. Nonwilderness Resource Potentials 

Nonwilderness resource potentials for Area 1845C are shown in Table C-18. 
Current uses of the area are also discussed in this section. 

a. Timber 

Timber harvest in this area is for the most part confined to areas which 
escaped earlier wildfires. Thick reproduction is common. 

b. Recreatzon 

Trails 830 and 835 together make up the Anderson Butte National Recreation 
Trail, and furnish access from the west side of the area. Trail 809 from 
Anderson Butte to Meadow Creek is heavily used in hunting season. These trails 
recezve minimum maintenance. A 55-foot native timber bridge was built across 
Meadow Creek at the end of Trail 809 in 1975 and 1976, replacing an unsafe tram 
and a ford that was impossible in high water and dangerous all of the time. 
This is the only trail bridge across Meadow Creek. 

Other than hunting, recreation use is generally light. 

C. Fish and Wildlife 

Meadow Creek is a significant fishery. Both chznook salmon and steelhead trout 
inhabit Meadow Creek, while most of the tributaries to Meadow Creek support 
steelhead. Some of the szde drainages on the west side have obstacles that 
prevent passage of anadromous fzsh. Meadow Creek gets little fishing pressure, 
and the west side tributaries get even less. 

Mule and whitetail deer, elk, black bear. and moose Inhabit Area 1845C. 
Pacific yew thickets furnish winter browse for moose. Sensltlve wildlife 
occurrxng in the Area include gray wolves, elk, bald eagles, and grizzly 
bears. The potential for wolf recovery is excellent due to the roadless state, 
and high quality wolf habitat. The Area contains some very productive elk 
summer range. The elk winter rage is low in productivity and is In need of 
logging and/or prescribed burning to regenerate winter forage. Other 
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threatened and endangered plant and animal species may be found although a 
thorough search has not been made. 

Table c-18 
Selected Resource Values - West Meadow Creek Roadless Area 1845C 
(Specified Units) 

Category Unit Category Unit 

Gross Acres Acres 
Net Acres Acres 

Recreation 
Primitive 
Semlprim.Nonmotor 
Semiprim.Motor. 
Roaded Natural 

Acres 
Acres 
Acres 
Acres 

Range 
Existing Obligated 

Suitable 
Allotments 
AUMs 

Existing Vacant 
Suitable 
Allotments 
AUMs 

Proposed 
Suitable 
AUMS 

Acres 
No. 
AUMs 

Acres 
No. 
AUMs 

Acres 
AUMs 

Timber 
Tentative Suitable 
Standing Volume 

Acres 
MBF 

Corridors 
Exist.& Potential No. 

Wildlife - T&E 
Bald Eagle 

Habitat 
Gray Wolf 

Habitat 
Grizzly Bear 

Habitat 

Acres 

Acres 

Acres 

107512 Wildlife - Big Game 
107512 Summer Habitat 

Winter Habitat 
Specific-Elk 

0 Summer Hab. 
107512 Wxnter Hab. 

0 Specific-Deer 
0 Summer Hab. 

Winter Hab. 

Significant Fisheries 
3450 Stream Miles 

6 
292 Stream Habitat 

Lakes 
0 Lake Habitat 
0 
0 Water Developments 

Existing 
1000 

100 Minerals 
Hardrock Potential 

Very High 
90225 High 

1260000 Moderate 
Low 

Mining Claims 
0 Oil & Gas Potential 

Very High 
High 
Moderate 

0 Low 
011 & Gas Leases 

95068 Leases 
Leased Area 

95068 

Acres 

Acres 
Acres 

Acres 
Acres 

97490 
10022 

97490 
10022 

97490 
10022 

Miles 

Hab.ac 
No. 
Hab.ac 

116 

112 
0 
0 

No. 0 

Acres 
Acres 
Acres 
Acres 
No. 

23040 
84482 

0 

Acres 0 
Acres 0 
Acres 0 
Acres 107512 

No. 
Acres 

0 
0 

d. Range and Grazing 

There are parts of six grazing allotments in this Area with a mix of primary 
and transitory range consxting of 3,450 suitable acres and 292 AUMs. 
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e. Cultural Resources 

There are no known cultural resource sites in the area except Meadow Creek 
Ranger Station, although the existence of old cabins 1s suspected. 

f. Non-Federal Lands 

There are no non-Federal lands in the area. 

g. Facilities 

Meadow Creek Ranger Station IS located on the east sxde of Meadow Creek 
adjacent to Roadless Area 1845~. 

There are four buildxngs on the site: the statlon itself, a 22x28-foot log 
structure with a kitchen, two bedrooms and a small office; a 15x20-foot 
bunkhouse with a loft; a log tack room of about the same dimensions; and a 
small pole and shake woodshed. The station was built in 1923, the tack room in 
1925, and the bunkhouse in 1930. The main building was completely renovated in 
1983, and the other bulldings were repaxred in 1984. 

Facilities of the Horse Creek AdministratIve-Research project are present in 
the East Fork of Horse Creek. This project, begun In the late 196Os, ~111 
furnish better data on stream sedimentation caused by road construction. 
Although the major part of this activity is in the Main Fork and not In the 
roadless area, the East Fork is the control drainage for the research 
activities. Climatic, streamflow, and sediment-measunng instruments are 
installed in the East Fork near the confluence with the Main Fork. The control 
dralnage will not be disturbed until the completion of the research project. 

2. Other Management Considerations 

There is a large root rot complex in the upper Meadow-Fourmlle area. Large 
expanses of younger lodgepole pine are in need of thinning to maintain stand 
health. Otterson Creek area has jumbled topography which would make road 
building expensive and difficult. Brushfields in the Sable Hill area are 
starting to regenerate to tree cover. 

D. NEED 

1. Proximity to Other Designated Wildernesses and Population Centers 

See Introduction to this appendix. 

2. Contribution to National Wilderness Preservation System 

The ecosystems In this area are well represented in other wilderness on the Nez 
Perce National Forest. 
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3. Public Interest, Concern, and Comment Summary 

This area was split away from the East Meadow Creek Roadless Area (1845D) in 
1979, and recommended for nonwilderness. Some environmental groups who then 
advocated wilderness for East Meadow Creek now want to add all lands in 1845C 
east of the main fork of Meadow Creek to proposed wilderness, although this is 
not a formal recommendation. Others would like to see all of West Meadow Creek 
classified as wilderness. Proposals for activities scheduled in Area 1845C 
have been carefully studied by environmental groups, especially those 
activities in the head of Meadow Creek. 

The Idaho Wlldllfe Federation and the Idaho OutfItters and Guides Association 
recommend wilderness classification. The Idaho Department of Fish and Game 
recommends "semi-roadless" management. Local public opznlon remains heavily 
against any more wilderness on the Nez Perce. 

The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) has identified the area as potential 
gray wolf habitat. They want to manage this area wzth a threatened and 
endangered species emphasis. They want part of the area managed without 
additional roads for the first decade. Part of the area can be managed with 
roads, but the USFWS wants them permanently closed at completion of the 
proJect. 

E. ALTERNATIVES AND ENVIRONMENTAL CONSEQUENCES 

1. Management Emphasis 

Management emphasis by alternatlve is shown in Table C-19, and the effects of 
each management emphasis on the wilderness characteristics of the area are 
described in this section. Background information is located in the 
introduction to this appendix. 

2. Impacts 

a. Designation: Wilderness 
Management Emphasis: Wilderness 

Area 1845C is recommended for wilderness classlficatlon in Alternatives H, Hl 
and I. This recommendation would increase opportunities for primitive 
recreation on the Forest and allow ecosystems in the area to be affected by 
natural processes only. This large expanse of land wzth high opportunltles for 
solitude would be maintained In Its natural condltlon. 

Timber management possibilities on about 90,225 tentatively suitable acres, 
including harvest of approximately 1,260 MMBF now present in the area, would be 
foregone. 

Some existing uses, such as use of trail bikes and chainsaws, would have to be 
terminated, but grazing at existing levels and mlneral development on existing 
valid claims and leases could be allowed to continue. 
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Big-game habitat improvement programs that involve prescribed burning on winter 
ranges would have to rely on unplanned ignitions unless current regulations are 
changed. However, much of the winter habitat in Meadow Creek is on the east 
side of the creek and not in Area 1845C. 

Table C-19 
Management Emphasis-Meadow Creek West Roadless Area 1845C - 107.512 Acres 
(Thousand Acres) 

Alternatives -(CD)-Current Direction; (PA)-Preferred Alternative 
Management C D E F G(PA) H& I J K L 
Emphasis &Gl Hl 

Nonwilderness 

Roaded 101.7 0 101.7 101.7 98.2 98.2 0 0 101.7 98.2 98.2 
Development 

Unroaded 0 107.5 0 0 3.5 3.5 0 cl 
Mgmt. 

Minimum 5.8 0 5.8 5.8 5.8 5.8 0 o 
Level 

Research 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Natural 
Area 

Wilderness 

Wilderness 0 0 0 0 0 0 107.5 107.5 

Summary of Management Emphasis 

Developed- 29.2 0 32.8 44.3 28.8 0 0 0 
Decade 1 

0 3.5 3.5 

5.8 5.8 5.8 

0 0 0 

0 0 0 

34.6 30.5 30.5 

Developed- 107.5 0 107.5 107.5 107.5 107.5 0 0 107.5 107.5 107.5 
Decade 5 

Roadless- 78.3 107.5 74.7 63.2 78.7 107.5 0 0 72.9 77.0 77.0 
Decade 1 

Roadless- 0 107.5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Decade 5 

Wilderness 0 0 0 0 0 0 107.5 107.5 0 0 0 

In general, nonpriced resource values are enhanced by wilderness management. 
The malor nonpriced outputs considered by the Nez Perce Forest (Chapter II, 
Section 18) are maintenance of traditional lifestyles, community stability. 
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threatened and endangered species (T&E) habitat, cultural resources, 
semiprimitive recreation opportunities, big-game habitat, visual quality, 
anadromous fish habitat, old-growth-dependent species habitat, and wilderness. 

Traditional lifestyles would be maintained and community stability would be 
within parameters for rapid change in all alternatives: however, wilderness 
classification precludes timber harvest, and the wood products industry would 
not benefit under this emphasis. Industries relating to primitive recreation 
would benefit. Individuals and groups advocating increased wilderness acreage 
would be supported; those advocating roaded development would not be supported. 

Effects of wilderness management on other nonpriced resource values: 

T&E Habitat--The possibility of human intrusion would be low. 
Management activities would by localized and limited. Gray wolf and 
grizzly bear habitat would be maintained or enhanced. 

Cultural Resources--Cultural resource surveys in wildernesses are 
performed only in response to specific requests, unless special legal 
requirements exist to do otherwise. Disturbance of sites would be 
minimal. 

Semiprimitive Recreation Opportunities-- Recreation opportunities would 
change to semiprimitive nonmotorized for that part of the area within 
three miles of motorized use and to primitive for the rest of the 
area. Hunter access would be similar to that presently available. 

Big-Game Habitat--The need for coordination between habitat management 
and other management would be low. Animals would be more secure than 
under any other management emphasis. Habitat improvement programs 
using prescribed fire would be limited to unplanned (lightning) 
ignitions, and wildfire could play a more natural role. Elk summer 
habitat would be managed at nearly 100 percent of potential. 

Visual Quality--When an area becomes wilderness, the visual quality 
obJective becomes preservation. Visual quality would be maintained. 

Anadromous Fish Habitat--Wilderness would provide full habitat 
potential. High water quality would be maintained in all streams. 

Old-T;rowth Habitat--Percentages of old-growth habitat in wilderness 
would be the highest possible, since no timber harvest would occur. 
Present diversity would be maintained. 

Wilderness--The wilderness resource on the Forest would be increased. 

b. Designation: Nonwilderness 
Management Emphasis: Roaded Development 

Between 90 and 100 percent of Roadless Area 1845C is assigned to this 
management emphasis in all alternatives except H, Hl, I, and C. General 
environmental effects would be those described in Chapter IV. 

c-85 



Approximately 1,260 MMBF of standing timber volume would be available for 
harvest over the full range of nonwilderness alternatives, although the 
landforms in Area 1845~ are steep, and sufficient volume is not present in some 
places. Range developments could be constructed, and motorized equipment used. 

Between 28,800 acres and 44,300 acres would be opened to roaded development in 
the first decade except in Alternatives G and Gl. The highest acreages are 
contained in alternatives which maximize timber harvest Forestwide (D and E) 
and in that alternative (J) with a large acreage of proposed wilderness 
elsewhere on the Forest which maximizes outputs outside of the wilderness. The 
lower acreages are contained in alternatives with high Forestwide fish/water 
quality objectives (F, K, and L). 

Area 1845~ would be entered in six places in the first decade except in 
Alternatives G and Gl. Two of these entries would be on the north side of 
Horse Creek in Section 21, T31N, RqE. 

An extensive entry would be made in Section 18, T30N. RqE. This system would 
open up the Fivemile drainage, and would cross the head of the West Fork and 
end in Spring Creek. Another fork would cross Green Ridge and the head of 
Little Boulder Creek and end on Dent Ridge. 

Three entries would be made in T29N, RqE; these are in Sections 11, 14, and 
23. One fork would run into the head of Butte Creek and would extend out 
Simmons Ridge; the others would open up the head of Simmons Creek. 

Actual mileage would depend on timber harvest objectives of each alternative. 
Under Alternatives D and E, which maximize timber harvest Forestwide, 
additional entries would be necessary in Section 33, T28N. RlOE, which would 
run down the ridge between the Red River and Meadow Creek drainages. 

In Alternative G, the Preferred Alternative, roaded development would not be 
scheduled during the first decade, but the area would be opened to timber 
management in the second decade. 

The maJo= nonpriced outputs considered by the Nez Perce National Forest 
(Chapter II, Section 18) are maintenance of traditional lifestyles, community 
stability, threatened and endangered species (T&E) habitat, cultural resources, 
semiprimitive recreation opportunities, big-game habitat, visual quality, 
anadromous fish habitat, old-growth-dependent species habitat, and wilderness. 

Traditional lifestyles would be maintained and community stability would be 
within parameters for rapid change in all alternatives. Timber, mining, and 
livestock industries would benefit from this management emphasis; industries 
relating to primitive recreation would not benefit. Individuals and groups 
advocating roaded development would be supported; those advocating wilderness 
would not be supported. 

Effects of the roaded management emphasis on nonpriced resource values: 

T&E Habitat--Potential for human intrusion would increase with roaded 
development, and project-level coordination among timber harvest, road 
construction, and habitat management would be required. Area 1845~ is 
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potential gray wolf and grizzly bear habitat, which may be affected by 
management activities. Adequate security and an adequate prey base 
would be maintained. 

Cultural Resources--Roaded development would provide for a more 
thorough inventory, but increased disturbance of sites caused by 
easier access would be likely. 

Semiprimitive Recreation Opportunities--These would decrease as 
roadless areas are brought under roaded management. Roaded natural 
settings would increase. The Anderson Butte National Recreation Trail 
would not be affected. 

Big-Game Habitat--As roadless areas are brought under development, 
greater coordination would be needed between road construction and 
habitat management. Logging has the potential for altering the amount 
and distribution of cover and forage areas and changing elk movements, 
distribution, and habitat utilization. Effects of roaded development 
on elk summer habitat would be mitigated using the North Idaho Elk 
Coordinating Guidelines on a project-by-project basis. 

Winter ranges would be improved through timber harvest where site 
preparation is designed te emphasize browse production and natural 
tree generation is utilized. Removing trees from a site would 
increase the production of forbs, grasses, and shrubs that provide 
forage for wintering big-game animals. Therefore, carrying capacity 
of big-game winter ranges would increase in proportion to the number 
of acres of winter range that are harvested each year. 

Visual Quality--This would change in response to specific visual 
quality objectives, from retention to partial retention on some lands 
to modification and maximum modification on others. Visual quality 
would be lowered on all roadless lands opened to development. More 
roads and harvest activity would be visible from high points in the 
area, but stream bottoms would be largely unaffected. 

Anadromous Fish Habitat--Increased sedimentation and resultant adverse 
effects on fish habitat would be likely in streams adjacent to road 
construction and in Meadow Creek. However, at least 60 percent of 
potential sediment from roads would be mitigated, and greater 
mitigations would be possible with application of best management 
practices on favorable landforms. 

Old-Growth Habitat--Old growth would be reduced, but not below minimum 
management requirements. Vegetative diversity would tend toward seral 
successional stages in the timber harvest areas. 

Wilderness--Wilderness possibilities in the roaded part of the area 
would be foregone by the fifth decade: however, about 63,200 acres of 
Area 1845C would remain unroaded at the end of the first decade. 
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c. Designation: Nonwilderness 
Management Emphasis: Unroaded Management 

All of Roadless Area 1845C is assigned to this management emphasis in 
Alternative C; and 3,500 acres, 3 percent of the area, are assigned to it in 
Alternatives F, G, Gl, K, and L. This acreage is mostly in riparian areas. 

All present uses could continue. Big-game habitat improvement using planned 
ignitions of prescribed fire could be carried out. Mechanical equipment could 
be used. 

Continued roadless management of roadless areas or parts of roadless areas has 
effects on nonpriced resource values that are similar to those of wilderness 
management if the unroaded acreage is large, and similar to roaded development 
if the acreage is small and scattered. 

The major nonpriced outputs considered by the Nez Perce National Forest 
(Chapter II, Section 18) are maintenance of traditional lifestyles, community 
stability, threatened and endangered species (T&E) habitat, cultural resources, 
semiprimitive recreation opportunities, big-game habxtat, visual quality, 
anadromous fish habitat, old-growth-dependent species habitat, and wilderness. 

Traditional lifestyles would be maintained and community stability would be 
within parameters for rapid change in all alternatives. Timber and mining 
industries would not be supported under this management emphasis, since no 
development is planned. Wilderness advocates also would not be supported, 
since no part of the area is recommended for classification. However, the area 
would be maintained in natural condition under Alternative C. 

Effects of an unroaded management emphasis on other nonpriced resources: 

T&E Habitat--Potential for human intrusion would remain at present 
levels without coordination if the entire area remains roadless. 
Habitat would be maintained, but coordination would be necessary if 
roaded development areas are nearby. 

Cultural Resources--Possibilities for a rapid inventory would be 
reduced because of difficult access and disturbance of sites would be 
minimal if the entire area remains roadless. If it does not, the 
reverse would be true. 

Semiprimitive Recreation Opportunities--Existing opportunities would 
be retained on roadless acreage. 

Big-Game Habitat--The need for coordination between habitat management 
and other management activities would be low in a large unroaded 
area. Animals would be secure. Habitat improvement programs 
requiring planned fire ignitions could be accomplished. Elk summer 
habitat would be managed at nearly 100 percent of potential. 
Coordination would be required if the roadless acreages are located 
adjacent to roaded development. 

Visual Quality--The roadless area would retain present visual 
qualities. 
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Anadromous Fish Habitat--Since roads would not be constructed, stream 
sedimentation above natural rates could not occur. 

Old-Growth Habitat--Roadless management would provide more than 
adequate habitat for old-growth-dependent species. Overall vegetative 
diversity would tend toward old growth. 

Wilderness--Wilderness qualities would remain intact. Large rosdless 
acreages maintain wilderness qualities. 

d. Designation: Nonwilderness 
Management Emphasis: Minimum Level 

This prescription emphasizes a maintenance-only level of management: 5,800 
acres, 5 percent of the area, are assigned this management emphasis in all 
alternatives except C, H, Hl, and I. These areas are not contiguous. 

Since roads may or may not be built, opportunities for wilderness may or may 
not change. However, unique qualities of these areas should be retained or 
only moderately impacted. 

Effects on nonpriced resource values would depend on whether or not roads are 
built. If they are, effects would be similar to those of roaded development. 
If they are not, effects would resemble to those of unroaded management. 
However, from the standpoint of potential wilderness, it should be assumed that 
areas with a minimum level management emphasis would eventually be roaded. 

ROADLESS AREA 1845~ -- Meadow Creek East 

94,203 Acres 

A. DESCRIPTION 

This area joins the Selway-Bitterroot Wilderness on the east and is separated 
from the Frank Church-River of No Return Wilderness by a road corridor on the 
south. It is located on the east side of Meadow Creek, a principal tributary 
of the Selway River, and includes the headwaters of Running Creek, which flows 
into the Selway-BItterroot Wilderness, and Bargamin Creek, which flows into the 
Frank Church-River of No Return Wilderness. 

The area can be reached by Indian Hill Road 290, which ends at the northern 
boundary: Running Creek Road 257 and Elk Mountain Road 285, whxh enter the 
area from the west; and the "Montana" Road 468, which is the southern 
boundary. These roads are not surfaced, and can be hazardous when wet. The 
Elk Mountain road forks within the area. One fork runs 17 miles and deadends 
near Elk Mountain. The other deadends at Warm Springs Bar, 12 miles from the 
junction. Driving time from Grangevrlle to most trailheads is 3 to 4 hours. 

Elevation ranges from 2,420 feet on Meadow Creek to 8,200 feet at Burnt Knob. 
This area is similar in topography and vegetation to the adjacent wildernesses. 
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Slopes are characteristically steep throughout the area, especially toward the 
lower end of Meadow Creek, but there are exceptions. For example, the country 
opens up in the heads of some of the larger side drainages such as Schwar 
Creek; and Disgrace Rxdge, between Buck Lake Creek and Schwar Creek, IS almost 
flat for over 5 miles. 

This area contains lakes, talus slopes, avalanche chutes, hot springs, rocky 
peaks, open alpine meadows, varied stream bottoms, and other features commonly 
associated with wilderness. Vegetation runs from cedar and grand fir in the 
creek bottoms to ponderosa pine and Douglas-fir on mid-slopes to lodgepole pine 
and subalpine fir at higher elevations. Threatened and endangered plant 
species may exist: a thorough survey has not been made. 

Burnt Knob and 3 Prong Ridge are scenic features (alpine glaciation) visible 
from most points in the area. Other scenic or special features in this area 
include areas along meadow creek, alpine larch stands, and the Meadow Creek 
National Recreation Trail. Threatened and Endangered wildlife species include 
the gray wolf and grizzly bear. 

Current uses of the area include fxhing, motorcycle riding, horseback riding, 
hunting, backpacking, camping, hiking, snowmobiling, and sightseezng. Three 
outfitters operate m the area. 

B. CAPABILITY 

This section describes the basic characteristics which make the area 
appropriate and valuable for wilderness regardless of the area's availability 
or need. 

1. Natural Integrity 

Human impacts on this area have been very light. A few sections of trail are 
heavily eroded, but most are not. Overall, long-term ecological processes are 
intact and operating naturally. 

2. Natural Appearance 

Since there have been so few human impacts, the area appears natural by almost 
any criterion. A few trails are noticeable. Although many lookout towers were 
built in the area, they are all gone now. The only remains are a few burned 
nails and pieces of melted glass on some mountain tops. Spans of telephone 
wire that have never been rolled up and packed out can be found along some 
trails. Distant roads and clearcuts can be seen from the highest elevations in 
the area. 

3. Solitude 

Area 1845~ JoIns the Selway-Bitterroot and Frank Church-River of No Return 
Wildernesses and, together, offers an opportunity for solitude possibly 
unmatched in the lower 48 states. Although other people can be encountered on 
trails and at popular camping spots, there are many places where the 
probability of encountering others is almost zero. 
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4. Primitive Recreation Opportunities 

There are no comfort and convenience facilities in Area 1845D except a few 
undeveloped campsites and the already-mentioned substandard trails. This area 
and the neighboring wilderness make up an undeveloped roadless expanse of over 
three million acres. There is plenty of diversity of opportunity and challenge 
once the visitor leaves the established trails. Vegetation, terrain, lakes, 
streams, and climate vary markedly. Meadow Creek and some of the larger 
tributaries are difficult and hazardous to cross except when the water is very 
low. Throughout, the opportunity for risk-taking is significant. 

5. Wilderness Manageability and Boundaries 

Boundaries are well-defined, and follow major topographical features such as 
streams and ridges. With few exceptions, boundaries would be fairly easy to 
locate on the ground. Many are trails. 

C. AVAILABILITY 

1. Nonwilderness Resource Potentials 

Nonwilderness resource potentials for Area 1845D are shown in Table C-20. 
Current uses of the area are also discussed in this section. 

a. Timber 

The middle elevation zones contain stands of ponderosa pine on southern and 
western exposures. Cedar is present in the lower creek bottoms, and lodgepole 
and subalpine species prevail at the higher elevations. 

b. Recreation 

A trail network built in the 1920s and 1930s exists in the area. Some of these 
trails are reconstructed stock driveways dating back to 1900-1915. Fifteen 
miles of Trail 726. which follow Meadow Creek upstream from the mouth, have 
been designated a National Recreation Trail. It is an easy trail compared to 
those that climb out of the creek bottom, and receives somewhat more 
maintenance work than the other trails in the area. Several bridges have been 
built on this trail in recent years, but major reconstruction will be required 
to bring it to standard. It is popular with backpackers early in the season 
when high country trails are still blocked with snow. It is often used by 
fisherman and is sometimes used by motorcyclists in the summer, and is heavily 
used during the fall hunting season. A few cougar hunters use it in the 
winter. 
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Table C-20 
Selected Resource Values - East Meadow Creek Roadless Area 1845~ 
(Specified Units) 

Category Unit Category Unit 

Gross Acres Acres 
Net Acres Acres 

Recreation 
Primitive 
Semiprim.Nonmotor 
Semiprim.Motor. 
Roaded Natural 

Acres 
Acres 
Acres 
Acres 

Range 
Existing Obligated 

Suitable 
Allotments 
AUMs 

Existing Vacant 
Suitable 
Allotments 
AUMS 

Proposed 
Suitable 
AUMs 

Acres 
No. 
AUMs 

Acres 
No. 
AUMs 

Acres 
AUMs 

Timber 
Tentative Suitable 
Standing Volume 

Acres 
MBF 

Corridors 
Exist.& Potential No. 

Wildlife - T&E 
Bald Eagle 

Habitat 
Gray Wolf 

Habitat 
Grizzly Bear 

Habitat 

Acres 

Acres 

Acres 

94203 Wildlife - Big Game 
94203 Summer Habitat 

Winter Habitat 
Specific-Elk 

9420; 
Summer Hab. 
Winter Hab. 

0 Specific-Deer 
0 Summer Hab. 

Winter Hab. 

Significant Fisheries 
0 Stream Miles 
0 
0 Stream Habitat 

Lakes 
0 Lake Habitat 
0 
0 Water Developments 

Existing 
0 
0 Minerals 

Hardrock Potential 
Very High 

72033 High 
772048 Moderate 

Low 
Mining Claims 

0 Oil & Gas Potential 
Very High 
High 
Moderate 

0 Low 
Oil & Gas Leases 

94203 Leases 
Leased Area 

94203 

Acres 
Acres 

Acres 
Acres 

Acres 
Acres 

88039 
6164 

“% 
“2: 

Miles 

Hab.ac 
No. 
Hab.ac 

94 

91 
0 
0 

No. 0 

Acres 0 
Acres 0 
Acres 21510 
Acres 72693 
No. 0 

Acres 
Acres 
Acres 
Acres 

No. 
Acres 

0 
0 

9420: 

0 
0 

c. Fish and Wildlife 

Meadow Creek is bigger than some streams that are called rivers on the Nez 
Perce Forest. In fact, on some of the original maps of the Forest it is called 
the South Fork of the Selway. Meadow Creek has more miles of significant 
fishery than any other roadless area on the Forest. The potential spawning and 
rearing habitat available for anadromous species in the drainage has been 
estimated at over 41 acres. Healthy populations of rainbow trout, steelhead 
trout, cutthroat trout, and Dolly Varden exist throughout the area. The fish 
are small, but plentiful. Water quality is very high. 
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Mule and whitetail deer, elk, black bear, and moose inhabit Area 1845D. The 
west-facing slopes along lower Meadow Creek are important winter range. Elk 
populations are not as large as they were 20 years ago, but recent winter 
counts by the Idaho Department of Fish and Game indicate numbers are 
increasing. The area is also possible grizzly bear habitat. The endangered 
Rocky Mountain Gray Wolf may inhabit the area based on suitabillty of habitat 
and unconfirmed sightings. Numerous species of birds and nongame animals are 
also found in the area, including some not often seen, such as varied thrushes 
and wolverines. 

d. Minerals 

There are no mining claims in the area, and there is no patented ground. About 
160 acres in Section 23. T 29 N. R 11 E has been impacted by past mining 
activity. 

e. Cultural Resources 

There are no known cultural resource sites in the area. 

f. Non-Federal Lands 

All land is National Forest land. 

2. Other Management Considerations 

A Research Natural Area is proposed in Sections 11, 14, and 15, T29N, R12E. 
This l.QOO-acre area, in the vicinity of Warm Springs near Running Creek, will 
meet Regional targets for including a representative hot spring and associated 
vegetation in the RNA network. 

Wildlife habitat will be improved by prescribed burning. 

There is a lack of potential commercial timber production. 

D. NEED 

1. Proximity to Other Designated Wildernesses and Population Centers 

See the introduction to this appendix. 

2. Contribution to National Wilderness Preservation System 

Almost all features of this roadless area are represented in other wildernesses 
on the Nez Perce National Forest. The chief contribution of wilderness 
classification would be to increase the size of either the Selway-Bitterroot or 
the Frank Church-River of No Return Wildernesses. 
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3. Public Interest, Concern, and Comment Summary 

In the past, local, regional, and national groups have shown interest in this 
area. As a result of previous wilderness studies, Area 1845D was separated 
from lands on the west side of Meadow Creek and recommended for wilderness 
classification in 1979. The Administration proposed the area to Congress, but 
wilderness classificatxon was rqected at the time the Central Idaho Wilderness 
Act was passed. 

Area 1845D means different things to different people. To some individuals and 
members of wilderness groups, it means an addition to the S&way-Bitterroot 
Wilderness. To motorcyclists, it means a challenging, creek-bottom trail. To 
early season backpackers, it means a place to go when the high country is still 
snowed in. To commercial outfitters, it means a place that is pleaslng to 
their clients, yet is a place where they use chainsaw to cut wood and open 
trails. To industry groups, it means commercial forest land. In short, these 
users, and others, see the area as a place where their special interests can be 
served. 

Although wilderness deslgnatlon was denied by Congress m 1980. environmental 
groups still view 18450 as an area of high wilderness values, and remain 
interested in how it IS managed. They advocate at least continue roadless 
management. The Idaho Wildlife Federation and the Idaho OutfItters and Guides 
Association recommend this area for wilderness classification. 

The Idaho Department of Fxsh and Game recommends that Area 184513 remam 
roadless and fisheries be managed at 100 percent - the only such level 
recommended on the Forest. 

The U.S. Fxsh and Wildlife Service has identified Area 1845 as important T&E 
species habitat. 

Industry groups want all of Area 1845 included in the timber base. 

Local public opinion is heavily against any more wilderness on the Nez Perce 
National Forest. 

E. ALTEBNATIVES AND ENVIRONMENTAL CONSEQDENCES 

1. Management Emphasis 

Management emphasx by alternative is shown U-J Table C-21, and the effects of 
each management emphasis on the wilderness characterxtics of the area are 
descrxbed in this section. Background information is located in the 
introduction to this appendix. 

2. Impacts 

a. Designation: Wilderness 
Management Emphasis: Wilderness 

All of Area 1845~ is recommended for wilderness classification zn Alternatives 
H, Hl, I, J, K, and L. This recommendation would increase opportunities for 
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primitive recreation on the Forest and allow ecosystems in the area to be 
affected by natural processes only. The lakes, talus slopes, avalanche chutes, 
hot springs, rocky peaks, and other wilderness features would be preserved in 
the natural condition. 

Table C-21 
Management Emphasis-Meadow Creek East Roadless Area 1845D - 94.203 Acres 
(Thousand Acres) 

Alternatives -(CD)-Current Direction; (PA)-Preferred Alternative 
Management C D E F G(PA) H& I J K L 
Emphasis &Gl Hl 

Nonwilderness 

Roaded 71.3 0 71.3 71.3 
Development 

Unroaded 
Mgmt. 

Minimum 
Level 

Researclr 
Natural 
Area 

Wilderness 

Wilderness 

0 93.2 0 0 

21.9 0 21.9 21.9 

1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 

0 0 0 0 

Summary of Management Emphases 

Developed- 20.7 0 23.1 31.3 
Decade 1 

0 0 0 0 0 

Developed- 93.2 0 93.2 93.2 
Decade 5 

0 0 0 0 0 

Roadless- 73.5 94.2 71.1 62.9 
Decade 1 

94.2 94.2 0 0 0 

Roadless- 1.0 94.2 1.0 1.0 
Decade 5 

94.2 94.2 0 0 0 

Wrlderness 0 0 0 0 0 0 94.2 94.2 94.2 

0 0 0 0 0 

93.2 93.2 0 0 0 

0 0 0 0 0 

1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 

0 0 94.2 94.2 94.2 

0 0 

0 0 

0 0 

1.0 1.0 

94.2 94.2 

0 0 

0 0 

0 0 

0 0 

94.2 94.2 
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Timber management possibilities, including harvest of approximately 772 MMBF 
now present in the area, would be foregone. The ponderosa pine stands are of 
high value. 

Some existing uses, such as use of trail bikes and chainsaw, would have to be 
terminated, but mineral development could continue on existing valid claims and 
leases. 

Big-game habitat improvement programs that involve prescribed burning on winter 
ranges would have to rely on unplanned ignitions unless current regulations are 
changed. The east side of Meadow Creek is important winter range, and reliance 
on unplanned ignitions nay not be sufficient to maintain it. 

In general, nonpriced resource values are enhanced by wilderness management. 
The malor nonpriced outputs considered by the Nez Perce Forest (Chapter II, 
Section 18) are maintenance of traditional lifestyles, community stability, 
threatened and endangered species (T&E) habitat, cultural resources, 
semiprimitive recreation opportunities, big-game habitat, visual quality, 
anadromous fish habitat, old-growth-dependent species habitat, and wilderness. 

Traditional lifestyles would be maintained and community stability would be 
within parameters for rapid change in all alternatives. However, wilderness 
classification precludes timber harvest, and the wood products industry would 
not benefit under this emphasis. Industries relating to primitive recreation, 
mainly the outfitters who operate in the area, would benefit. Individuals and 
groups advocating increased wilderness acreage would be supported; those 
advocating roaded development would not be supported. 

Effects of wilderness management on other nonpriced resource values: 

T&J3 Habitat--The possibility of human intrusion would be low. 
Management activities would by localized and limited. Potential gray 
wolf and grizzly bear habitat would be maintained or enhanced. 

Cultural Resources--Cultural resource surveys in wildernesses are 
performed only in response to specific requests, unless special legal 
requirements exist to do otherwise. Disturbance of sites would be 
minimal. 

Semiprimitive Recreation Opportunities--Recreation opportunities would 
change to semiprznitive nonmotorized for that part of the area within 
three miles of motorized use and to primitive for the rest of the 
ares.. 

Big-Game Habitat--The need for coordination between habltat management 
and other management would be low. Animals would be more secure than 
under any other management emphasis. Habitat improvement programs 
using prescribed fire would be limited to unplanned (lightning) 
ignitions, and wildfire could play a more natural role. Elk summer 
habitat would be managed at nearly 100 percent of potential. 

Visual Quality--When an area becomes wilderness. the visual quality 
ObJeCtlve becomes preservation. Visual quality would be maintained. 
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Anadromous Fish Habitat--High water quality would be maintained in 
streams on the east side of Meadow Creek. 

Old-Growth Habltat--Percentages of old-growth habltat in wilderness 
would be the highest possible, since no timber harvest would occur. 
Present diversity would be maintained. 

Wilderness--The wilderness resource on the Forest would be increased. 

b. Designation: Nonwilderness 
Management Emphasis: Roaded Development 

Approximately 75 percent, 71,300 acres, of Roadless Area 1845D is assigned to 
this management emphasis in AlternatIves A, D, and E. General environmental 
effects would be those described in Chapter IV. 

Between 20,700 acres, 22 percent of the area, and 31.300 acres. 33 percent of 
the area, would be opened to roaded development in the first decade. 

Area 1.845~ would be entered from existing roads 468 and 285. One major harvest 
area would be in the head of Bargamin Creek off Road 468. New construction 
would depart from Road 285 in SectIon 1, T28N, RllE, and generally follow the 
dlvlde between Running Creek and Lynx Creek to a Junction with Road 257. Spurs 
would run from this arterial into the harvest areas. 

AlternatIve G, the Preferred Alternative, assIgns this area to be managed 
without additIona roads. 

The major nonpriced outputs consldered by the Nez Perce National Forest 
(Chapter II, SectIon 18) are maintenance of tradItiona lifestyles, community 
stability, threatened and endangered species (T&E) habitat, cultural resources. 
semiprlmitive recreation opportunities, big-game habltat, visual quality, 
anadromous fish habitat, old-growth-dependent species habitat, and wilderness. 

TraditIonal lifestyles would be maintained and community stability would be 
within parameters for rapId change in all alternatIves. Timber and mining 
industries would benefit from this management emphasis; industries relating to 
primitive recreation, mainly outfitters, would not benefit. Individuals and 
groups advocating roaded development would be supported; those advocating 
wilderness would not be supported. 

Effects of the roaded management emphasis on nonprIced resource values: 

T&E Habitat--Potential for human intrusion would increase with roaded 
development, and proJect-level coordination among timber harvest, road 
construction and habitat management would be required. Area 1845D is 
potential gray wolf and grizzly bear habitat, whzch may be affected by 
management actlvlties. Adequate security and an adequate prey base 
would be maintained. 

Cultural Resources--Roaded development would provide for a more 
thorough inventory, but increased disturbance of sites caused by 
easier access would be likely. 
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Semiprimltlve Recreation Opportunities--These would decrease as 
roadless areas are brought under roaded management. Roaded natural 
settings would increase; however, the Meadow Creek NatIonal Recreation 
Trail would not be affected. 

Big-Game HabItat--As roadless areas are brought under development, 
greater coordination would be needed between road constructlon and 
habitat management. Logging has the potential for altering the amount 
and dlstrlbutlon of cover and forage areas and changing elk movements, 
dlstrlbutlon. and habltat utilization. Effects of roaded development 
on elk summer habitat would be mltlgated using the North Idaho Elk 
Coordinating Guidelines on a proJeCt-by-prOJeCt basis. 

Winter ranges would be improved through timber harvest where site 
preparation is deslgned to emphasize browse production and natural 
tree generation. 

Visual Quality--This would change in response to specific vxual 
quality obJectlves, from retention to partial retention on some lands 
to modifxatlon and maxImum modifxatlon on others. Visual quality 
would be lowered on all roadless lands opened to development. More 
roads and harvest actlvlty would be visible from high points in the 
area, but stream bottoms would be largely unaffected. 

Anaclromous Fxh Habitat--Increased sedimentation and resultant adverse 
effects on fxsh habitat would be likely in streams adjacent to road 
construction; however, at least 60 percent of potential sediment from 
roads would be mitigated, and greater mitigations would be possible 
with application of best management practices on favorable landforms. 

Old-Growth HabItat--Adequate old-growth would remain in Area 1845D. 
Vegetative dzverslty would tend toward seral successxonal stages m 
the timber harvest areas. 

Wilderness--Wilderness possibilities in the roaded part of the area 
would be foregone by the fifth decade: however, nearly 63.000 acres of 
Area 1845~ would renaAn unroaded at the end of the first decade. 

C. Designation: Nonwilderness 
Management Emphasis: Unroaded Management 

All of Roadless Area 18450 is assigned to this management emphasis in 
AlternatIves C, F, G, and Gl. 

All present uses of the area could contxnue. Big-game habitat improvement 
projects using planned ignitions of prescribed fxe could be accomplished. 
Chalnsaws and trail bikes could be used. 

Continued roadless management of roadless areas has effects on nonpriced 
resource values that are similar to those of wilderness management if large 
acreages are Involved, as 1s the case wxth Area 1845~. 
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The major nonpriced outputs considered by the Nez Perce National Forest 
(Chapter II. Section 18) are maintenance of traditional lifestyles, community 
stability. threatened and endangered species (T&E) habitat, cultural resources, 
semlprlmltive recreation opportunities, big-game habitat, visual quality, 
anadromous fish habitat, old-growth-dependent specres habitat, and wilderness. 

Traditional lifestyles would be maintained and community stability would be 
within parameters for rapid change In all alternatives. Individuals and groups 
advocating either wilderness or roaded development would be supported to a 
llmlted extent. The area would not be classified, but essential wilderness 
characteristxs would be retalned. Timber harvest would not be precluded, but 
it would have to be accompllshed without roads. OutfItters would benefit. 

Effect of an unroaded management emphasx on other nonpriced resources: 

T&E Habitat--Potential for human lntruslon would remain at present 
levels. Habltat would be mamtained. 

Cultural Resources--Possiblllties for a rapid inventory would be 
reduced because of drfficult access. Disturbance of sites would be 
minimal. 

Semiprimitive Recreation Opportunities--Existing opportunities would 
be retained. 

Big-Game Habitat--The need for coordination between habltat management 
and other management activities would be low. Animals would be 
secure. HabItat improvement programs requiring planned fxe ignitions 
could be accomplished. Elk summer habitat would be managed at nearly 
100 percent of potential. 

Visual Quality--The area would retain present visual qualities. 

Anadromous Fish Habitat--Since roads would not be constructed, stream 
sedimentation could be held to present rates. 

Old-Growth Habltat--Roadless management would provide more than 
adequate habitat for old-growth-dependent species. Overall vegetative 
diversity would tend toward old growth. 

Wilderness--Wilderness qualzties would remain nearly intact. 

d. Deslgnatlon: Nonwilderness 
Management Emphasis: Minlmum Level 

This prescription calls for a maintenance-only level of management. 
Alternatives A, D. and E, the roaded development alternatives. assign 21,900 
acres, or about 23 percent of the area, to this management emphasis. Much of 
thx acreage is subalpIne land not sultable for timber production. 

Since roads may or may not be built, opportunities for wilderness may or may 
not change. However, It is unlikely that these acreages would be roaded. 
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Effects on nonpriced resource values would depend on whether or not roads are 
built. Since road construction is improbable, effects would remaln similar to 
those now present. 

e. Designation: Nonwilderness 
Management Emphasis: Research Natural Area 

This prescription is asslgned to 1,000 acres of Area 1845D in all alternatives. 
Management of Research Natural Areas excludes activities which directly or 
indlrectly modify ecologxal processes. Logging is prohiblted, and no new 
roads are planned. Fire suppression is accomplished by manual means. In 
effect, wilderness characteristics are retaxned. 
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ROADLESS AREA 1847 -- MALLARD 

23.232 Acres 

A. DESCRIPTION 

This area 1s immedlately above the Salmon River breaks, and includes most of 
Big Mallard Creek. The Frank Church-River of No Return Wilderness borders thxs 
area on the south and east, the Nez Perce trail is part of the north boundary, 
and roads form most of the boundary on the west and north. 

Access 1s via Roads 421, 468, and 9550. Road 468 follows the route of the Nez 
Perce Trail, which was used long before Lewis and Clark as a passage over the 
Bitterroot Range. 

Area 1847 consists of rolling hills, lzghtly to moderately dissected, with 
fairly low stream gradients until nearing the Salmon River breaks. Big Mallard 
Creek IS the principal drainage. Elevation ranges from 5,200 feet at the East 
Fork of Mallard Creek to 7,648 feet at Boston Mountain. There is evidence of 
glaciation in the northeast portion of the Area. 

The ecosystem type ranges from Engelmann spruce-alpine fir in the wet areas and 
draws in the upper Slide and Mallard Creek areas to ponderosa pine-Douglas-fir 
m the lower Mallard and Cup Creek areas. Lodgepole pine dominates dryer 
ridges and exposed aspects across the entire Area, and high mountain meadows 
occupy sites along Big Mallard Creek. 

This Area contains a lot of lodgepole pine over 80 years old and greater than 8 
Inches in diameter, growing at elevations under 6,200 feet, These trees are 
especially vulnerable to attacks by mountain pine beetles, a species that has 
already caused widespread damage to the timber resource in nearby drainages. 

Recreation uses xnclude fishing, hunting, camping, horseback riding, hiking, 
and snowmobiling. One outfItter operates in the Area. The Area is also used 
for grazing in the meadows. 

The Cook Ranch consisting of two adJoIning homesteads in Big Mallard Meadows 
patented In 1919 and 1924, 1s Located about a mile inside the area. There are 
four buildings on this 141-acre site. An airport was built in the nearby 
meadow some years ago. An old Jeep trail runs from Road 421 to the ranch, but 
no motorized traffic is allowed on It. 

B. CAPABILITY 

1. Natural Integrity 

Natural processes operate to a high degree in this area. Except for the Cook 
Ranch and several trails, there are few impacts. 
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2. Natural Appearance 

Here again, except for the buildings, fences, and airport at the Cook Ranch, 
the area would appear natural to most people. 

3. Solitude 

When this area 1s taken together with the adjacent Frank Church-River of No 
Return Wilderness, opportunities for solitude are outstanding, even though 
there are off-site intrusions near the boundary in the forms of roads, and 
on-site intrusions caused by airplanes and other activities at the Cook Ranch. 

4. Primitive Recreation Opportunity 

Diversity and challenge are outstanding when this area is taken together with 
the adjoinlng existing wilderness. Developed recreation facilities are limited 
to the Cook Ranch, a private facility. 

5. Wilderness Manageability and Boundaries 

The boundary of this area was adjusted in 1983 to account for a proposed timber 
sale: however, this area was never logged or roaded. Because of this. the 
boundary of Area 1847 was adjusted back to the original RARE II boundary. 

Area 1847 could be managed as a part of the Frank Church-River of No Return 
Wilderness at about the same cost per acre as that wilderness. 

The Cook Ranch would present a problem in wilderness admmzstration. If 
boundaries were adjusted to exclude it, the size of the area would be 
considerably reduced. 

C. AVAILABILITY 

1. Nonwilderness Resource Potentials 

Nonwilderness resource potentials for Area 1847 are shown in Table C-22. 
Current uses of the area are also discussed zn thxs section. 

a. Timber 

Timber in Area 1847 is predominantly lodgepole pine, except for areas adjacent 
to the wilderness boundary which contain ponderosa pine and Douglas-fir. 
Spruce is found in the Slide Creek area. 

b. Recreation 

Recreation activity in thxs area is associated mainly with big-game hunting, 
with some fishing in the summer. 
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Table C-22 
Selected Resource Values - Mallard Roadless Area 1847 
(Specified Units) 

category Unit Category Unit 

Gross Acres Acres 
Net Acres Acres 

Recreation 
Primitive 
Semiprlm.Nonmotor 
Semiprim.Motor. 
Roaded Natural 

Acres 
Acres 
Acres 

Range 
Existing Oblxgated 

Suitable 
Allotments 
AUKS 

Existing Vacant 
Sutable 
Allotments 
AUMS 

Proposed 
Sutable 
AUMs 

No. 
AUMs 

Acres 
No. 
ALJMs 

Acres 
HUMS 

Tzmber 
Tentatxve Suitable 
Standing Volume 

ACPt3 
MBF 

Corridor 
Exist.& Potential 

Wildlife - T&E 
Bald Eagle 

Habitat 
Gray Wolf 

Habitat 
Grizzly Bear 

Habitat 

Acres 

Acres 

Acres 

23373 Wildlife - Big Game 
23232 Summer Habltat 

Wznter Habltat 
Specific-Elk 

0 Summer Hab. 
23232 Winter Hab. 

0 Specific-Deer 
0 Summer Hab. 

Winter Hab. 

Significant Fisheries 
485 Stream Miles 

2 
175 Strean? Habxtat 

Lakes 
0 Lake Habitat 
0 
0 Water Developments 

Existing 
200 

20 Minerals 
Hardrock Potential 

Very High 
21036 High 

234900 Moderate 
Low 

Mining Claims 
0 011 & Gas Potential 

Very High 
High 
Moderate 

0 Low 
011 & Gas Leases 

23232 Leases 
Leased Area 

23232 

Acres 
Acres 

Acres 
Acres 

Acres 
Acres 

23189 
43 

23189 
43 

23189 
43 

Miles 

Hab.ac 
No. 
Hab.ac 

43 

42 
0 
0 

NO. 0 

Acres 0 
Acres 0 
Acres 0 
Acres 23232 
No. 0 

Acres 0 
Acres 0 
Acres 0 
Acres 23232 

No. 
Acres 

0 
0 

c. Frsh and Wlldlife 

Big Mallard Creek does not contan anadromous fxh: a waterfall in the lower 
part of the creek blocks fuh passage. The creek does contain a population of 
cutthroat, rainbow, and brook trout. The area 1s elk, deer, and moose summer 
mwe. and potential gray wolf habitat. Based on suitabillty of habltat and 
unconfirmed sightings, rt 1s felt that the endangered Rocky Mountain Gray Wolf 
and gruzly bear may Inhabit the Area. It also contains potential nesting 
habitat for peregrine falcons. 
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d. Grazmg 

Parts of two allotments 1~ within this Area. Cattle are grazed III this Area 
under term permit. 

a. Cultural Resources 

There are no known cultural resource sites in the area. 

f. Non-Federal Lands 

The Cook Ranch, a private tract, 1s dlscussed in Sections A and B. 

2. Other Management Considerations 

The Cook Ranch (HES 241 & 242) located in the west central part of the Area 
could present a problem In wilderness administration. 

Most of the Engelmann spruce-alpine fir component is mature to overmature, with 
increasing mortality rates. 

The 80-year-old lodgepole pine is vulnerable to attacks by the mountain pine 
beetle. Widespread damage has already occurred to the timber resource in 
nearby drainages. There is also some root rot activity m the southern part of 
the Area. 

D. NEED 

1. Proximity to Other Designated Wildernesses and Population Centers 

See the Introduction to thxa appendx. 

2. Contribution to National Wilderness Preservation System 

The main contributzon of this area would be to increase the size of the Frank 
Church-River of No Return Wilderness. 

3. Public Interest, Concern, and Comment Summary 

There has been Interest in making this area a wilderness, and It was a part of 
the wilderness study which eventually led to establishment of the Frank 
Church-River of No Return Wilderness. This area was considered for wilderness 
and excluded by Congress when that Wilderness was created. 

The Idaho Department of Fish and Game recommends roaded management with the 
northern parts managed at limited entry. 

The Inland Forest Resource Council recommends management for the timber 
resource. 

The Idaho Wildlife Federation and the Idaho Outfitters and Guides Association 
recommend wilderness classlflcatlon. 
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The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Servxce has identified the area as potential gray 
wolf and peregrine falcon habitat. They want to manage this area with a 
threatened and endangered species emphasis without additional roads for the 
first decade. 

There has been considerable public snterest in keeping this area roadless; 
however, local public opinion remains heavily against any more wilderness on 
the Forest. 

E. ALTEHNATIVES AND ENVIHONMENVL CONSEQUENCES 

1. Management Emphasis 

Management emphasis by alternative is shown in Table C-23, and the effects of 
each management emphasis on the wilderness characteristics of the area are 
described m this section. Background Information is located in the 
introduction to this appendix. 

2. Impacts 

a. Designation: Wilderness 
Management Emphasis: Wilderness 

All of Area 1847 is recommended for wilderness classification in Alternatives 
H, Hl, I, and J. This recommendation would increase opportunities for 
primitive recreation on the Forest and allow ecosystems m the area to be 
affected by natural processes only. 

Timber management possibilities, including harvest of approximately 234.9 MMBF 
now present in the area, would be foregone. Much of the tzmber is mature 
lodgepole pine. 

Some existing uses, such as use of trail bikes and chaInsaws, would have to be 
terminated, but grazing at existing levels and mlneral development on existing 
valid claims and leases could be allowed to continue. 

In general, nonpriced resource values are enhanced by wilderness management. 
The maJor nonpriced outputs considered by the Nez Perce Forest (Chapter II, 
Section 18) are maintenance of traditional lifestyles, community stability, 
threatened and endangered species (T&E) habitat, cultural resources, 
semiprrmitive recreation opportunities, big-game habitat, visual quality, 
anadromous fish habitat, old-growth-dependent species habitat, and wilderness. 

TradItional lifestyles would be maIntained and community stability would be 
within parameters for rapid change in all alternatives. However, wilderness 
classification precludes timber harvest, and the wood products industry would 
not benefit under this emphasis. Industries relating to primitive recreation, 
such as outfitting, would benefit. Individuals and groups advocating increased 
wilderness acreage would be supported; those advocating roaded development 
would not be supported. 
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Table c-23 
Management Emphasis-Mallard Roadless Area 1847 - 23.232 Acres 
(Thousand Acres) 

Alternatlves -(CD)-Current Direction; (PA)-Preferred Alternative 
Management C D E F G(PA) H& I J K L 
Emphasis &Gl Hl 

Nonwilderness 

Roaded 23.1 22.3 23.1 23.1 0 
Development 

Unroaded 0 0.8 0 0 23.2 
Mgmt. 

MinImum 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0 
Level 

Research 0 0 0 0 0 
Natural 
Area 

Wilderness 

Wilderness 0 0 0 0 0 

Summary of Management Emphasis 

Developed- 4.9 4.0 5.5 1.4 0 
Decade 1 

Developed- 23.2 23.2 23.2 23.2 0 
Decade 5 

22.3 

0.8 

0.1 

0 

0 

4.1 

23.2 

Roadless- 18.3 19.2 17.7 21.8 23.2 19.1 
Decade 1 

Roadless- 0 0 0 0 23.2 0 
Decade 5 

Wilderness 0 0 0 0 0 0 

0 6.0 6.0 22.3 22.3 

0 0 0 0.8 0.8 

0 0 0 0.1 0.1 

0 0 0 0 0 

23.2 17.2 17.2 0 0 

0 0 0 5.0 5.0 

0 6.0 6.0 23.2 23.2 

0 6.0 6.0 18.2 18.2 

0 0 0 0 0 

23.2 17.2 17.2 0 0 

Effects of wilderness management on other nonpriced resource values: 

T&E Habltat--The possibility of human intrusion would be low. 
Management activities would by localized and limited. Gray wolf, 
grizzly bear, and peregrine falcon habitat would be maintained. 
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Cultural Resources--Cultural resource surveys in wildernesses are 
performed only in response to speclfx requests, unless special legal 
requirements exxst to do otherwlse. Disturbance of sites would be 
mlnlmal. 

Semiprlmltlve Recreation Opportunltles--Recreation opportunltles would 
change to semlprimltive nonmotorlzed for that part of the area wthln 
three miles of motorxed use and to primxtlve for the rest of the 
area. 

Big-Game Habitat--The need for coordxnation between habltat management 
and other management would be low. Anxmals would be more secure than 
under any other management emphasis. Habxtat improvement programs 
uszng prescribed fire would be llmited to unplanned (lightning) 
lgnxtions, and wIldfIre could play a more natural role. Elk summer 
habitat would be managed at nearly 100 percent of potential. 

Visual Quality--When an area becomes wxlderness, the v~%al quality 
objectzve becomes preservation. Visual quality would be maintained. 

Anadromous Fish Habitat--The area is not an anadromous fishery; 
however, cutthroat, raInbow, and brook trout populations would be 
unimpacted. 

Old-Growth Habitat--Percentages of old-growth habitat in wilderness 
would be the highest possible, since no timber harvest would occur. 
Present dlverslty would be maintamed. 

Wilderness--The wilderness resource on the Forest would be increased. 

b. Designation: NonwIlderness 
Management Emphasis: Roaded Development 

Between 96 and 99 percent of Roadless Area 1847 IS assigned to this management 
emphasis in all alternatxves except F, H, Hl, I, and J. Approximately 26 
percent of Roadless Area 1847 1s asslgned to this management emphases in 
Alternatives I and J. General environmental effects would be those described 
in Chapter IV. 

Approximately 234.9 MMBF of standlng timber volume would be wallable for 
harvest in all alternatives except F, H, Hl. I, and J. Approximately 60.8 MMBF 
would be available for harvest in Alternatives I and J. Range developments 
could be constructed, and motorized equipment used. 

Between 1,400 and 5,500 acres, 6 to 24 percent of the area, would be opened to 
roaded development in the first decade. The highest acreages are contained in 
alternatives which maxlmxe timber harvest ForestwIde (D) and which continue 
current directIon (A). 

Area 1847 would be entered in two places in the first decade. One entry would 
be in the head of Slxde Creek in SectIon 8, T27N, RlOE. The other entry would 
be in SectIon 14, T26N. RqE, near t&e Frank Church-River of No Return 
Wilderness boundary. which would open Cup Creek and several trlbutarles of Big 
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Mallard Creek. Actual mileages would depend on the timber harvest objectives 
of each alternative. 

Alternative G, the Preferred Alternative, would open about 4,100 acres, 18 
percent of the area, to roaded development in the first decade. 

The major nonprrced outputs considered by the Nez Perce National Forest 
(Chapter II, Section 18) are maintenance of traditional lifestyles, community 
stability, threatened and endangered species (T&E) habitat, cultural resources, 
semiprimitive recreatzon opportunities, big-game habitat, visual quality, 
anadromous fish habitat, old-growth-dependent species habitat, and wilderness. 

Tradltlonal lifestyles would be maintained and community stability would be 
withln parameters for rapid change in all alternatives. Timber, mining, and 
livestock industries would benefit from this management emphasis; industries 
relating to primitive recreation would not benefit. Any nearby timber harvest 
could detract from the Cook Ranch's value as a recreation facility. 
Individuals and groups advocating roaded development would be supported: those 
advocating wilderness would not be supported. 

Effects of the roaded development management emphasis on nonpriced resource 
values: 

T&E Habxtat--Potential for human intrusion would Increase with roaded 
development, and project-level coordination among timber harvest, road 
construction and habitat management would be required. Area 1847 IS 
potential gray wolf and grizzly bear habitat, whxh may be affected by 
management actlvltles. Adequate security and an adequate prey base 
would be maintained. 

Cultural Resources--Roaded development would provide for a more 
thorough inventory, but Increased disturbance of sites caused by 
easier access would be likely. 

Semiprimitive Recreation Opportunities--These would decrease as 
roadless areas are brought under roaded management. Roaded natural 
settings would Increase. Hunting access would increase. 

Big-Game Habitat--As roadless areas are brought under development, 
greater coordination would be needed between road construction and 
habitat management. Logging has the potential for altering the amount 
and distribution of cover and forage areas and changing elk movements, 
distribution, and habitat utilization. Effects of roaded development 
on elk summer habitat would be mitigated using the North Idaho Elk 
Coordinating Guidelines on a project-by-project basis. 

Visual Quality--This would change in response to specific visual 
quality objectives. from retention to partial retention on some lands 
to modlfxation and maximum modification on others. Visual quality 
would be lowered on all roadless lands opened to development. More 
roads and harvest activity would be visible from high points in the 
area, but stream bottoms would be largely unaffected. 
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Anadromous Fish HabItat--Increased sedimentation and resultant adverse 
effects on fish habitat would be likely in streams adjacent to road 
construction; however, at least 60 percent of potential sediment from 
roads would be mitigated, and greater mitigations would be possible 
with application of best management practices on favorable landforms. 
Only about 3 miles of Big Mallard Creek is spawning and rearing 
habitat for anadromous fish. 

Old-Growth Habitat--Habitat would remain adequate for old-growth- 
dependent species. Vegetative diversity would tend toward seral 
successional stages in the timber harvest areas. 

Wilderness--Wilderness possibilities in the roaded part of the area 
would be foregone; however, over 17,000 acres of Area 1847 would 
remain unroaded at the end of the first decade. Some of this acreage 
would adjoin the Frank Church-River of No Return Wilderness and could 
be added to it. 

C. Designation: Nonwilderness 
Management Emphasis: Unroaded Management 

All of Roadless Area 1847 is assigned to this management emphases in 
Alternative F and 800 acres of it are so assigned In Alternatives C, G, Gl, K, 
and L. 

All present uses could continue. Timber harvest would be allowed, but without 
roads. The smaller acreages are generally located in riparian areas. 

Continued roadless management of roadless areas or parts of roadless areas has 
effects on nonpriced resource values that are similar to those of wilderness 
management if the acreages are large. If they are small, effects are similar 
to those of roaded development. 

The major nonpriced outputs considered by the Nez Perce National Forest 
(Chapter II, Section 18) are maintenance of traditional lifestyles, community 
stability, threatened and endangered species (T&E) habitat, cultural resources, 
semiprimitive recreation opportunities, big-game habitat, visual quality, 
anadromous fish habitat, old-growth-dependent species habitat. and wilderness. 

Traditional lifestyles would be maintained and community stability would be 
wthin parameters for rapid change in all alternatives. If management of the 
entire area is accomplished without roads, industries relating to prxmitive 
recreation would benefit, but timber and mining industries would not benefit. 

Economic and social effects of unroaded management of the lesser acreages would 
be small and would vary little among alternatives. Generally speaking, timber 
and mining Industries would not be supported under this emphasis, since no 
development 1s planned. Wilderness advocates would not be supported because of 
the size and spatial distribution of these areas. 
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Effect of an unroaded management emphasis on other nonprlced resources: 

T&E Habitat--Potential for human intrusion would remain at present 
levels and habitat would be maintained if the entire area remains 
roadless. 

Cultural Resources--Possibilities for a rapid inventory would be 
reduced because of difficult access, and disturbance of sites would be 
minimal if the entire area is unroaded. If it is not, the reverse 
would be true. 

Semiprimitive Recreation Opportunities--Existing opportunities would 
be retained. 

Big-Game Habitat--If the entire area 1s unroaded, the need for 
coordination between habitat management and other management 
actlvlties would be low. Habitat improvement programs requiring 
planned fire ignitions could be accomplished. Elk summer habitat 
would be managed at nearly 100 percent of potential. If the roadless 
acreages are small and dispersed, increased coordination would be 
necessary. 

Visual Quality--The unroaded area would retain present visual 
qualities. 

Anadromous Fish Habltat--Since roads would not be constructed, stream 
sedimentatzon above natural rates would not originate In unroaded 
areas. 

Old-Growth Habitat--Roadless management would provide more than 
adequate habitat for old-growth-dependent species. Overall vegetative 
diversity would tend toward old growth. 

Wilderness--Wilderness qualities would remain intact if the entire 
area is unroaded. Roadless acres adJolning the Wilderness could be 
added to it. 

d. Designation: Nonwilderness 
Management Emphasis: Minimum Level 

This prescription emphasizes a malntenence-only level of management on an 
insignificant acreage In all alternatives except F, H. Hl, I, and J. 

Since roads may or may not be constructed, opportunities for wilderness may or 
may not change; however, these acreages are so small few effects would result 
in any event. 
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ROADLESS ARPA 1849 -- SILVER CRBRK-PILOT KNOB 

21.034 Acres 

A. DESCRIPTION 

This area includes the upper two-thirds of Silver Creek and several small 
tributaries of Newsome Creek. Roads 1853, 244, 284, 1858, and 1834 border this 
Area on all of the north side and parts of the east and west sides. Road 466 
enters the area from the north and runs 4.5 miles to Pllot Knob Lookout. Two 
short spurs extend from this road, one to an old mine. 

The elevation ranges from approximately 4,000 feet at the lowest point in 
Newsome Creek to 7,000 feet at Pilot Rock. Topography is uniformly rolling 
wxth uniform forest cover. The Pilot Knob/Pilot Rock ridge is a highly visible 
landmark in the center of the Area with rock outcrops, meadows, and timber 
providzng a visually pleasing mosaic. Drainages form a dendritx pattern. 

Vegetation types are diverse. Old-growth grand fir stands are prevalent next 
to Newsome Creek. Subalpine fir habitat types, currently dominated by 
lodgepole pine, are found near Nellie Mountaln and Reed Mountain. Moist grand 
fir and subalpine fir types cover the majority of the Area. Small, wet 
openings dominated by Sitka spruce and alder are scattered throughout the 
Sliver Creek drainage. 

A key visual attraction in this Area is Pilot Rock, a massive, bare rock 
formation almost in the center of the Area. There is easy walking access from 
the lookout to the top of this formation. Pilot Rock 1s reported to be an 
ancxnt "vision quest" site for the Nez Perce Indian Tribe. Other attractions 
include several large, natural meadows below China Point and at Mountain House 
site. There are also a few remnants of early day mining along Newsome Creek, 
but nothlng that would require special considerations. 

The mining frontier arrived in this area In 1861, only a year after the first 
gold dzscoveries in Idaho. John Newsome's company started panning about the 
same time that gold fever hit Elk City. By August 1861, over 300 miners were 
staked out along Newsome Creek, but by fall 1864, only 21 people were left at 
Newsome townsite, which 1s adjacent to Area 1849. 

Mining here followed the same trend as other mining camps in Idaho County: a 
boom of initial placer dzscoveries in the 1860's, a decline followed by placer 
mlnlng by the Chinese, a quartz (hardrock) boom in the 1880's, decline, 
stream-dredging activities, then final collapse. 

Between 1870 and 1890. Chinese miners lived and mined in and near this roadless 
area. The Chinese arrived after the claims began to decline by white 
standards, and those miners were willing to sell out. 

When the properties became valuable again In the quartz boom of the 1880's. 
courts ruled that Chinese could not legally own mining property. There were 
few Chinese left in the area by 1900. A memento of their presence In Area 1849 
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is Sing Lee Creek, named after a miner who was especially friendly to white 
men, and who reputedly lived over 100 years. 

Current uses Include livestock grazing, mlnmg, big-game huntmg, sightseeing, 
special use electronics sites, and flshlng. 

B. CAPAEXLITY 

This sectIon describes the basic characteristxs which make the area 
appropriate and valuable for wlderness regardless of the area's availablllty 
OP need. 

1. Natural. Integrity 

Overall, natural processes are intact and operating. Although the area has 
been Impacted by fire, mining, and grazing, the sum of these Impacts 1s 
moderate. Most are sharply localized. 

2. Natural Appearance 

A road enters the area from the north, and climbs the ridge to Pilot Knob, 
where a lookout and electronic site are located. These are apparent to most 
observers. Elsewhere in the area, there are signs of grazing and past mlnlng 
activity. 

3. Solitude 

The sxe of this area does not offer an outstandxng opportunity for solztude. 
The road to PIlot Knob almost divides the Area in half. Topographic and 
vegetative screening are both moderate, and there are off-site intrusxons in 
the form of vxsible clearcuts, roads, and sounds from logging activity. 

4. Primitive Recreation Opportunity 

Opportunities for prxnxtive recreation 1s moderate. Challenges are llmited to 
the rocks and cliffs around Pilot Rock and Pilot Knob. Manmade facilltxes are 
present UI the center of the area (Pilot Knob Lookout) and on the edges (roads, 
timber sale areas). There 1s small opportunity for Isolation. 

5. Wilderness Manageability and Boundaries 

Since 1979, the size of thz area has been reduced by 14,695 acres to allow for 
exxtlng and proposed timber sales. 

Some parts of the boundary would be difficult to locate on the ground. Since 
the south side of the area shares a boundary with roaded development, trespass 
with motorized equipment would be likely. Admlnistratlve costs per acre would 
be high, due to the small size and xolatlon of thx area from other 
wildernesses. 
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C. AVAILABILITY 

1. Nonwilderness Resource Potentials 

Nonwllderness resource potentials for Area 1849 are shown In Table C-24. 
Current uses of the area are also discussed in this section. 

Table C-24 
Selected Resource Values - Silver Creek-Pilot Knob Roadless Area 1849 
(Specified Units) 

Category Unit Category Unit 

Gross Acres Acres 
Net Acres Acres 

Recreation 
Primltlve 
Semlprim.Nonmotor 
Semlprim.Motor. 
Roaded Natural 

Acres 
Acres 
Acres 
Acres 

Range 
Exlstxng Obligated 

Sultable 
Allotments 
AUMS 

Existing Vacant 
SuItable 
Allotments 
AUMs 

Proposed 
Suitable 
AUMs 

Acres 
No. 
AUMs 

Acres 
No. 
AUMs 

Acres 
AUMS 

Timber 
Tentative Suitable 
StandIng Volume 

Acres 
MBF 

Corridors 
Exlst.& Potential No. 

Wlldllfe - T&E 
Bald Eagle 

Habltat 
Gray Wolf 

Habitat 

Acres 

Acres 

21255 Wlldlxfe - Big Game 
21034 Summer HabItat 

Winter Habitat 
Specific-Elk 

2103: 
Summer Hab. 
Winter Hab. 

0 Specxfx-Deer 
0 Summer Hab. 

Winter Hab. 

Slgnlficant Fisheries 
4720 Stream Miles 

2 
412 Stream HabItat 

Lakes 
0 Lake Habitat 
0 
0 Water Developments 

Existing 
0 
0 Minerals 

Hardrock Potential 
Very High 

20091 High 
285367 Moderate 

Low 
Mining Claims 

0 011 & Gas Potential 
Very High 
High 
Moderate 

0 Low 
Oil & Gas Leases 

21255 Leases 
Leased Area 

Acres 
Acres 

Acres 
Acres 

Acres 
Acres 

20562 
472 

20562 
472 

20562 
4-P 

Miles 

Hab.ac 
No. 
Hab.ac 

34 

33 
0 
0 

No. 0 

Acres 
Acres 
Acres 
Acres 
No. 

0 

4481: 
16554 

12 

Acres 
Acres 
Acres 
Acres 

0 
0 

2103: 

No. 
Acres 

0 
0 
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The Pilot Rock/Pilot Knob ridge is not heavily forested. The rest of the area 
1s covered w1t.h mixed species. 

b. Recreatxon 

Recreation use 1s light except for fall hunting. A couple of trails cross the 
Area. but receive only very light use. 

c. Minerals 

Mining activity IS not wldespread, but m view of the area's mining hlstory, 
interest contmues. There are currently 12 unpatented mxnxng clammy. 

d. Fish and Wildllfe 

Anadromous fxh are not present in Sliver Creek, but the upper portIon contains 
a reproducing population of eastern brook trout. Newsome Creek and Its 
trrbutaries do contain anadromous fxsh as well as native species. The area 
also supports elk, deer, moose, and bear populations. Controlled hunts are 
made each year for a few moose. Area 1849 IS a maJor elk summer range and 
security area. In addrtlon, when taken together with Area 1844 to the north, 
It is a possible yearlong gray wolf habitat. 

e. Granng and Range 

This Area contains parts of two allotments. The maJorlty of the avaIlable 
forage is from low brush and forbs found under the overstory and along stream 
courses. There are a few small natural meadows along the streams and some 
small open grass areas along the ridges. 

f. Cultural Resources 

The area may contain undiscovered hlstorx and prehistorx cultural resources. 
In addition to past mmlng, the northeastern boundary of Area 1849 is the 
hxtoric Nez Perce Trail, which was used by Indians long before the time of 
mountain men and miners. This trail was the main access route to Idaho County 
mines of the 19th century, later became the Elk City Wagon Road, and still 
later was xnproved to accommodate motor vehicles. 

g. Non-Federal Land 

A 160-acre homestead patented in 1923 and an adjoinlng patented mining claim of 
31 acres are located at the mouth of Pilot Creek on the northeast edge of the 
area. This land has been partially subdIvIded and 1s the site of several 
summer homes. 

2. Other Management Considerations 

PIlot Rock 1s reported to be an ancrent "vlslon quest" site for the Nez Perce 
Indian Tribe. The Tribe 1s presently negotlatlng with the Forest Servxe to 
establxh an undisturbed area around Pilot Rock that encompasses nearly the 
fame acreage and boundarIes as the proposed roadless area. 
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Sliver Ridge, on the west edge of the Area, and the entire Silver Creek 
dralnage are hotspots for lightning strikes and resultant fires. 

Heartrot caused by Indianpaint fungus is predominant xn the old-growth grand 
f1r. Lodgepole pine stands are currently 70 to 75 years old. Stands which are 
80 years old are considered moderately susceptible to mountain pine beetle 
attack. Other factors, such as large sxze and low elevation can compound the 
susceptibility, creating high risk of a mountain pine beetle attack. 

D. NEED 

1. Proximity to Other Designated Wildernesses and Population Centers 

See the introductxon to this appendix. 

2. Contribution to National Wilderness Preservation System 

The most unique feature of the area is Pilot Rock-Pilot Knob ridge, although a 
road runs its full length. Other features are represented in other 
wildernesses on the Forest. 

3. Public Interest, Concern, and Comment Summary 

There is no record of any proposal that this area be given wilderness 
classification, but some would like to see it remain roadless for wildlife. 
The Nez Perce Indian tribe wants this area to remain roadless to protect the 
religious and hlstorlcal significance of the area. Other Interests center 
around timber management, roaded recreation, and big-game hunting. 

E. ALTERNATIVES AND ENVIRONMENTAL CONSEQUENCES 

1. Management Emphasis 

Management emphasis by alternative is shown in Table C-25, and the effects of 
each management emphasis on the wilderness characteristics of the area are 
described in this section. Background information is located in the 
introduction to this appendix. 

2. Impacts 

a. Designation: Wilderness 
Management Emphasis: Wilderness 

All of Area 1849 LS recommended for wilderness classification in AlternatIves H 
and Hl. This recommendation would Increase opportunities for prxmitive 
recreation on the Forest and allow ecosystems in the area to be affected by 
natural processes only. 

Timber management possibilltles, Including harvest of approximately 285.4 MMBF 
now present in the area, would be foregone. 
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Table c-25 
Management Emphasis-Silver Creek-Pilot Knob Roadless Area 1849 - 21.034 Acres 
(Thousand Acres) 

Alternatives -(CD)-Current Direction; (PA)-Preferred Alternative 
Management c 
Emphasx 

D E F G(PA) H& 
&Gl Hl 

I J K 

Nonrnlderness 

Roaded 20.6 0 
Development 

Unroaded 0 21.0 
Mgmt. 

MlIllmUlU 
Level 

0.4 0 

Research 0 0 
Natural Area 

Wilderness 

Wilderness 0 0 

- 

20.6 20.6 19.9 6.6 

0 0 

0.4 0.4 

0 0 

0 0 

0.7 14.0 

0.4 0.4 

0 0 

Summary of Management Emphasis 

Developed- 5.9 0 6.6 9.0 
Decade 1 

0 0 

5.8 0 

Developed- 21.0 0 21.0 21.0 
Decade 5 

21.0 7,7 

Roadless- 15.1 21.0 14.4 12.0 
Decade 1 

15.2 21.0 

Roadless- 0 21.0 0 0 
Decade 5 

Wilderness 0 0 0 0 

0 13.3 

0 0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

21.0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

21.0 

20.6 20.6 19.9 19.9 

0 0 

0.4 0.4 

0.7 0.7 

0.4 0.4 

0 0 0 0 

0 0 

7.6 7.0 

0 0 

6.2 6.2 

21.0 21.0 

13.4 14.0 

0 0 

0 0 

21.0 21.0 

14.8 14.8 

0 0 

0 0 @  

L 

Some exxsting uses, such as use of trail bikes and chalnsaws, would have to be 
terminated, but grazng at exlstng levels and runera exploratxn could be 
allowed to contnue. 
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In general, nonprxed resource values are enhanced by wilderness management. 
The mayor nonprlced outputs considered by the Nez Perce Forest (Chapter II, 
Sectlon 18) are maintenance of traditional lifestyles, community stability, 
threatened and endangered species (T&E) habitat. cultural resources, 
semiprimitive recreation opportunltles, big-game habltat, vxus.1 quality, 
anadromous fish habltat, old-growth-dependent species habltat. and wilderness. 

Traditional llfestyles would be malntalned and community stability would be 
wlthln parameters for rapld change ln all alternatives; however, wilderness 
classlfxatlon precludes timber harvest. and the wood products Industry would 
not benefit under this emphasis. Industries relating to primltlve recreation 
would benefit. Indlvlduals and groups advocating Increased wilderness acreage 
would be supported; those advocating roaded development would not be supported. 

Effects of wilderness management on other nonpriced resource values: 

T&E Habltat--The possiblllty of human lntruslon would be low. 
Management activltzes would be localized and limited. Gray wolf 
habitat would be maIntained. 

Cultural Resources--Cultural resouxe surveys xn wildernesses are 
performed only in response to speclfx requests, unless special legal 
requirements exxt to do otherwlse. Dxsturbance of sites would be 
mInImal. 

Semlprlmxtive Recreation Opportunitxs--Recreation opportunities would 
change to semiprimitive nonmotorlzed for that part of the area within 
3 miles of motorzed use and to primltlve for the rest of the area. 

Big-Game HabItat--The need for coordination between habltat management 
and other management would be low. Animals would be more secure than 
under any other management emphasis. 

Vxsual Quality--When an area becomes wilderness, the visual quality 
objective becomes preservation. Visual quality would be mamtained. 

Anadromous Fxh Habltat--Wilderness provides full habitat potentxal. 
High water quality would be maintained in Newsome Creek. 

Old-Growth Habltat--Percentages of old-growth habitat in wilderness 
would be the highest possible, since no timber harvest would occur. 
Present dlverslty would be maIntaIned. 

Wilderness--The wilderness resource on the Forest would be xxreased. 

b. Deslgnatlon: Nonwllderness 
Management Emphasis: Roaded Development 

Between 95 and 98 percent of Roadless Area 1849 is assigned to this management 
emphasis xn all alternatlves except C, G, Gl, H, and Hl. Approximately 35 
percent of Area 1849 1s assigned to this management emphasis in Alternatives G 
and Gl. General environmental effects would be those described in Chapter IV. 
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Approximately 285.4 MMBF of standing timber volume would be avaxlable for 
harvest zn all alternatives except C, G, Gl, H, and Hl. Approximately 99.2 
MMBF of timber would be avallable for harvest in Alternatives G and G1. Range 
developments could be constructed, and motorized equipment used. 

Roads would enter the Sliver Creek dralnage in the southwest part of the area 
in the first. decade except in Alternatives G and Gl. Timber harvest would be 
adjacent to these roads. Between 5,800 and 9,000 acres would be opened to 
roaded development, except in AlternatIves G and Gl, depending on the txmber 
objectives of a partxular alternatlve. 

The mayor nonpriced outputs consxdered by the Nez Perce NatIonal Forest 
(Chapter II, Section 18) are malntenauce of tradltlonal lifestyles, community 
stabilxty, threatened and endangered species (T&E) habltat. cultural resources, 
semlprlmltlve recreation opportunities, big-game habltat, visual quality, 
anadromous fzsh habitat, old-growth-dependent species habltat, and wilderness. 

TradItional lxfestyles would be maintalned and comrcunlty stabxllty would be 
wlthln parameters for rapId change xn all alternatives. Timber, mining, and 
livestock industries would benefit from this management emphasis; industries 
relating to prlmxtive recreation would not benefxt. Indlvlduals and groups 
advocating roaded development would be supported; those advocating wilderness 
would not be supported. 

Effects of the roaded management emphasis on nonpriced resource values: 

T&E HabItat--Potential for human intrusion would increase with roaded 
development, and proJect-level coordination among timber harvest, road 
construction, and habltat management would be required. Area 1849 is 
potential gray wolf habitat, which may be affected by management 
activitxz. Adequate security and an adequate prey base would be 
malntamed. 

Cultural Resources--Roaded devel.opment would provxde for a more 
thorough Inventory. but increased dxturbance of sites caused by 
easier access would be lxkely. Thxz, area holds potentxal for 
discovering new sites. 

Semxpr~mit~ve Recreation Opportunities--These would decrease as 
roadless areas are brought under roaded management. Roaded natural 
settings would xxrease, as would hunter access. 

Big-Game Habxtat--As roadless areas are brought under development, 
greater coordlnatlon would be needed between road constructz.on and 
habitat management. Logging has the potential for alterxng the amount 
and distribution of cover and forage areas and changing elk movements, 
dlstrlbution, and habltat utllxatlon. Effects of roaded development 
on elk summer habitat would be mltlgated using the North Idaho Elk 
Coordinating GuIdelInes on a proJect-by-proJect basis. 

Winter ranges would be Improved through timber harvest where site 
preparation 1s deslgned to emphasize browse productIon and natural 
tree generation 1s utllzed. Removing trees from a site would 
xxxease the productx?n of forbs, grasses, and shrubs that provxde 
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forage for wintering big-game animals. Therefore, carrying capacity 
of big-game winter ranges would increase in proportion to the number 
of acres of winter range harvested each year. 

Visual Quality--This would change in response to specific visual 
quality objectives, from retention to partial retention on some lands 
to modification and maximum modification on others. Visual quality 
would be lowered on all roadless lands opened to development. More 
roads and harvest activity would be visible from high points in the 
area, but stream bottoms would be largely unaffected. 

Anadromous Fish Habitat--Increased sedimentation and resultant adverse 
effects on fish habitat would be likely in streams adjacent to road 
construction; however, at least 60 percent of potential sediment from 
roads would be mitigated, and greater mitigations would be possible 
with application of best management practices on favorable landforms. 

Old-Growth Habitat--Old-growth habitat would remain adequate. 
Vegetative diversity would tend toward seral successional stages in 
the timber harvest areas. 

Wilderness--Wilderness possibilities in the roaded part of the area 
would be foregone by the fifth decade. Pilot Rock/Pilot Knob would be 
unaffected. 

C. Designation: Nonwilderness 
Management Emphasis: Unroaded Management 

All of Roadless Area 1849 IS assigned to this management emphasis in 
Alternative C, 13,300 acres of it in Alternatives G and Gl, and 700 acres of it 
in Alternatives F, K, and L. These smaller acreages are mostly in riparian 
areas. 

Continued roadless management of roadless areas or parts of roadless areas 
would have effects on nonpriced resource values that are similar to those of 
wilderness management if the acreages are large, and similar to roaded 
development if the areas are small. 

All present uses could continue on roadless acreages. Timber harvest would be 
allowed, but from existing roads. 

The major nonpriced outputs considered by the Nez Perce National Forest 
(Chapter II, Section 18) are maintenance of traditional lifestyles, community 
stability, threatened and endangered species (T&E) habitat, cultural resources, 
semiprimitive recreation opportunities, big-game habitat, visual quality, 
anadromous fish habitat, old-growth-dependent species habitat, and wilderness. 

Traditional lifestyles would be maintained and community stability would be 
within parameters for rapid change in all alternatives. Area 1849 would remain 
unroaded in one alternative, with effects that would resemble those of 
wilderness. In the other alternatives, economic and social effects would be 
small. Generally, timber and mining industries would not be supported, since 
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no development is planned. On the other hand, wilderness advocates would not 
be supported because of the small size and dispersion of these areas. 

Effects of an unroaded management emphasis on other nonpriced resources: 

T&E Habitat--PotentiaL for human Intrusion would remaln at present 
levels and habItat would be maintained If the entire area 1s 
unroaded. Coordination would be required In the case of small areas 
and nearby roaded development. 

Cultural Resources--Possibilities for a rapId inventory would be 
reduced because of dlfflcult access. Dxsturbance of sites would be 
minimal if the entire area is unroaded; however, site disturbance 
would be more likely on small areas near roaded development. 

Semiprlmitlve Recreation Opportunltles--ExxstIng opportunities would 
be retalned on the unroaded acreage. 

Big-Game Habatat--The need for coordinatxon between habltat management 
and other management activities would be low if the entire area IS 
unroaded. Coordsnation would be required If the roadless acreage is 
adjacent to roaded development areas. Habitat improvement programs 
requiring planned fxe lgnitrons could be accomplished. Elk summer 
habitat would be managed at near its highest potential. 

Vrsual Quality--The unroaded area would retain present vwur.1 
qualities. 

Anadromous Fxsh Habltat--Stream sedimentation above natural rates 
would not orIginate In unroaded lands. 

Old-Growth Habitat--Roadless management would provide more than 
adequate habztat for old-growth-dependent specxes. Overall vegetative 
dlverslty would tend toward old-growth. 

Wilderness--Wilderness qualxties would remain intact if the entire 
area 1s assigned to roadless management. 

d. Designatron: Nonwrlderness 
Management Emphasis: Mlnlmum Level 

This prescription assigns a max~tenance-only level of management to 400 acres 
of Area 1849 In all alternatives except C, H. and Hl. These acres are not 
contiguous. 

Since roads may or may not be built, opportunities for wlderness may or may 
not change: however, all alternatives except C, H, and Hl assign large acreages 
to roaded development, and effects ~111 be similar to those of roaded 
development. 
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ROADLESS AREA 1850 -- NORTH FORK SLATE CREXK 

12,783 ACES 

A. DESCRIPTION 

Slate Creek and Road 354 from the Forest boundary upstream to the North Fork of 
Slate Creek Campground make up the southern boundary of thw Area. The 
National Forest boundary 1s the Area's western boundary. Approximately 2/3 of 
the northern and eastern sides are bordered by Roads 463. 243, and 398. The 
remaxnxng boundary 1s drawn to elrmlnate exlstlng and proposed roads and timber 
harvest sites. Prznclpal streams are the head of McKenzie Creek which drains 
Into the Salmon River, and the North Fork of Slate Creek. Exposures are west, 
south, and southwest. Road access 1s principally by way of Roads 354 and 463. 

The elevation ranges from 2,100 at Slate Creek where rt meets the Forest 
boundary to 6,480 feet at Davy Mountain. The Area contains very steep side 
slopes and tributary draws with some flat benches m the northeastern portion. 
The western and southern portions are open grass slopes with sparse timber, the 
northern portlon below Daxy Mountain 1s typical rxmrock, and the remainder 1s 
tlmbered hIllsIdes. 

Grasslands, scattered timber, and rImrock covers the steep south and west 
slopes in the western half of this Area. The east half of the Area has more 
timber cover, wth scattered grassy openxngs. 

Area 1850 was important in early Idaho hlstory. In the fall of 1811, 11 
members of the Wilson Prxe Hunt expedition, led by Donald McKenzie, passed the 
mouth of what 1s now McKenzie Creek. The river route was also used by miners 
in the 1860s. 

The major current uses are grazing and mmlng. The area 1s generally too steep 
for hunting. This Area 1s also winter range for deer and elk. 

Private property of 110 acres is located in the southwest portion of the Area 
next to Hurley Creek. A road runs about 1 mile into the Area. 

B. cAPfmcLITY 

1. Natural Integrity 

Other than the private property, the road to the private property. and a logged 
area near it, the area has not been slgnlfxantly Impacted. 

2. Natural Appearance 

Except for the above impacts, the area would appear natural to most people. 
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3. Solitude 

Topographic and vegetative screening are moderate. There are few drainages and 
few miles of trail available for extensive travel. Management actlvitles are 
present on almost every szde. 

4. Primitive Recreation Opportunity 

Pnmitlve recreation opportunity is moderate. Although there is some diversity 
in the Slate Creek and Salmon River breaks and the ridge tops around the North 
Fork of Slate Creek, the area is too small for a significant range of 
opportunity. Cliffs and bluffs on the breaks would be challenges. 

5. Wilderness Manageability and Boundaries 

The boundary is well defined by roads on every side except the west, which 
borders private land. If this area is designated wilderness, then the small 
tract of private land would have to be purchased and the road closed. 

Since 1979, 1,717 acres have been removed from this area to account for timber 
sales. 

C. AVAILARILITY 

1. Nonwilderness Resource Potentials 

Nonwilderness resource potentials for Area 1850 are shown in Table C-26. 
Current uses are also discussed in this section. 

a. Timber 

Most of the timber in this area is in the North Fork of Slate Creek. 

b. Recreation 

The trail network in the area is little used except by hunters and grazing 
permittees. 

C. Fish and Wildlife 

Slate Creek is an anadromous stream. Some of the creeks contain steelhead and 
ralnbow trout. The usual big-game species, mcludmg moose, are present. This 
Area is both summer and winter range for deer and elk. Introduced bird species 
such as turkeys and chukars are also present. 

d. Grazing 

One grazing allotment exists. The impacts are light. 
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Table C-26 
Selected Resource Values - North Fork Slate Creek Roadless Area 1850 
(Specified Units) 

Category Unit Category Unit 

Gross Acres Acres 
Net Acres Acres 

Recreation 
Przmrtxve 
Semiprim.Nonmotor 
Semlprim.Motor. 
Roaded Natural 

Acres 
Acres 
Acres 
Acres 

Range 
Exxting Obligated 

Suitable 
Allotments 
AUMs 

Exlstlng Vacant 
Suitable 
Allotments 
AUMs 

Proposed 
Suitable 
AUMs 

Acres 
NO. 
AUMs 

Acres 
No. 
AUMs 

Acres 
AUMs 

Timber 
Tentative Suitable 
Standing Volume 

Acres 
MBF 

Corridors 
Exist.& Potential NO. 

Wildlife - T&E 
Bald Eagle 

Habltat 
Gray Wolf 

Habitat 

Acres 

Acres 

12893 Wildlife - Big Game 
12783 Summer Habitat 

Winter Habltat 
Specific-Elk 

0 Summer Hab. 
12783 Wxnter Hab. 

0 Specifx-Deer 
0 Summer Hab. 

Winter Hab. 

Significant Flsherles 
111yo Stream Miles 

1 
1239 Stream Habitat 

Lakes 
0 Lake HabItat 
0 
0 Water Developments 

Existing 
1200 

124 Minerals 
Hardrock Potentral 

Very High 
8681 Hqh 

99810 Moderate 
Low 

Mining Claims 
0 011 & Gas Potential 

Very High 
High 
Moderate 

0 Low 
011 & Gas Leases 

0 Leases 
Leased Area 

Acres 

Acres 
Acres 

Acres 
Acres 

9401 
3382 

9401 
3382 

9401 
3382 

Miles 

Hab.ac 
NO. 
Hab.ac 

3 

10 
0 
0 

No. 0 

Acres 
Acres 
Acres 
Acres 
No. 

0 
0 

1278; 
12 

Acres 
Acres 
Acres 
Acres 

0 
0 

1278; 

No. 
Acres 

0 
0 

e. Cultural Resources 

Signlflcant prehxtorx sates have been located xn the Patrol Point area, and 
more are undoubtedly present. These are upland Native American campsites, 
probably late summer to early fall occupations. Various chipped and ground 
stone artifacts have been found. 
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f. Non-Federal Land 

A private landholdIng of 110 acres patented an 1920 is located in Sections 26, 
27, 34, and 35, Townshlp 27 North. Range 2 East. About a mile of road leads 
Into the property, which 1s fenced. It was lightly logged years ago and was 
heavily logged In 1984. 

2. Other Management Considerations 

A problem currently exxts wth Douglas-fir Bark Beetles to the north of this 
Area. A problem could exist in the future from the Mountain Pine Beetle in the 
north and eastern portlons of this Area. There 1s also mistletoe In the 
Douglas-fir as well as small pockets of root rot. 

The private property on Hurley Creek could cause some management problems. The 
road would have to be closed. 

D. NEED 

1. Proximity to Other Designated Wildernesses and Population Centers 

See the lntroductlon to this appendix. 

2. Contribution to National Wilderness Preservation System 

Ecosystems In this area are found in establlshed wildernesses on the Forest. 

3. Public Interest. Concern, and Comment Summary 

There 1s little Interest in maklng this area a wxlderness. Interest centers 
around timber production, big-game hunting, and protection of cultural 
resources. 

E. ALTFBNATIVRS AND ENVIRONMEXTAL CONSEQUENCES 

1. Management Emphasis 

Management emphasis by alternatlve is shown in Table C-27, and the effects of 
each management emphasis on the wilderness characteristxs of the area are 
described in this sectxon. Background Information is located in the 
lntroductlon to this appendix. 

2. Impacts 

a. Deslgnatlon: Wilderness 
Management Emphasx: Wilderness 

All of Area 1850 is recommended for wilderness classlficatlon An AlternatIves H 
and Hl. This recommendatron would xxx-ease opportunxties for prunitlve 
recreation on the Forest and allow ecosystems in the area to be affected by 
natural processes. 
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Table c-27 
Management Emphasis-North Fork Slate Creek Roadless Area 1850 - 12.783 Acres 
(Thousand Acres) 

Alternatives -(CD)-Current DIrectIon; (PA)-Preferred Alternative 
Management C D E F G(PA) H& I J K L 
Emphasis &Cl n1 

Nonwllderness 

Roaded 10.7 10.3 
Development 

Unroaded 0 0.4 
Mgmt. 

10.7 10.7 

0 0 

Minxmum 2.1 2.1 2.1 2.1 
Level 

Research 0 0 0 0 
Natural Area 

Wilderness 

Wilderness 0 0 0 0 

Summary of Management Emphasis 

Developed- 3.1 2.6 3.4 4.7 
Decade 1 

Developed- 12.8 12.8 12.8 12.8 
Decade 5 

Roadless- 9.7 10.2 9.4 8.1 
Decade 1 

Roadless- 0 0 0 0 
Decade 5 

Wxlderness 0 0 0 0 

10.3 10.3 

0.4 0.4 

2.1 2.1 

0 0 

0 0 

2.9 2.7 

12.8 12.8 

9.9 10.1 

0 0 

0 0 

0 10.7 10.7 10.3 

0 0 0 0.4 

1 0.3 

0.4 

0 2.1 2.1 2.1 2.1 

0 0 0 0 0 

12.8 0 0 0 0 

0 3.9 3.6 3.2 3.0 

0 12.8 12.8 12.8 12.8 

0 8.9 9.2 9.6 9.8 

0 0 0 0 0 

12.8 0 0 0 0 

Timber management posslbilltves, lncludxxg harvest of approximately 99.8 MMBF 
now present in the area, would be foregone. 

Some existing uses, such as use of motorized equipment, would have to be 
terminated, but grazing at existing levels and mlneral development on exlstlng 
val1.d claims and leases could be allowed to continue. 
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Big-game habitat improvement programs that involve prescribed burning on winter 
ranges would have to rely on unplanned ignitions unless current regulations are 
changed. 

In general, nonpriced resource values are enhanced by wilderness management. 
The maJor nonpriced outputs considered by the Nez Perce Forest (Chapter II, 
Section 18) are maintenance of traditional lifestyles, community stability, 
threatened and endangered species (T&E) habitat, cultural resources, 
semiprimitive recreation opportunities, big-game habitat, visual quality, 
anadromous fish habitat, old-growth-dependent species habitat, and wilderness. 

Traditional lifestyles would be maintained and community stability would be 
within parameters for rapid change in all alternatives; however, wilderness 
classification precludes timber harvest, and the wood products Industry would 
not benefit under this emphasis. Industries relating to primitive recreation 
would benefit. Individuals and groups advocating increased wilderness acreage 
would be supported; those advocating roaded development would not be supported. 

Effects of wilderness management on other nonpriced resource values: 

T&E Habitat--The possibility of human intrusion would be low. 
Management activities would be localized and limited. 

Cultural Resources--Known cultural resource sites would be afforded 
maximum protection. Disturbance of sites would be minimal. 

Semiprimitive Recreation Opportunities--Recreation opportunities would 
not change from semiprimitive nonmotorized since no part of the area 
1s more than 3 miles from a road. 

Big-Game Habitat--The need for coordination between habitat management 
and other management would be low. Animals would be more secure than 
under any other management emphasis. Habitat improvement programs 
using prescribed fire would be limited to unplanned (lightning) 
lgnltions , and wildfire could play a more natural role. Elk summer 
habitat would be managed at a high percentage of potential. 

Visual Quality--Visual quality would be maintained in the area. 

Anadromous Fish Habitat--Wilderness would provide full habitat 
potential. High water quality would be maintained in all streams, but 
opportunities to correct fish migration problems would be limited. 

Old-Growth Habitat--Percentages of old-growth habitat in wilderness 
would be the highest possible, since no timber harvest would occur. 
Present diversity would be maintained. 

Wilderness--The wilderness resource on the Forest would be increased. 
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b. Designation: Nonwilderness 
Management Emphasis: Roaded Development 

Between 80 and 84 percent of Roadless Area 1850 IS assigned to this management 
emphasis m all alternatives except H and Hl. 

Approximately 99.8 MMBF of standing timber volume would be available for 
harvest over the full range of nonwilderness alternatives. Range developments 
could be constructed, and motorized equipment used. General environmental 
effects are shown in Chapter IV. 

Between 2,600 and 4,700 acres would be opened to roaded development in the 
first decade, from 20 to 37 percent of the area. The highest acreages are 
contained in the alternatives which maximize timber harvest Forestwide (D and 
E) and in those alternatives (I and J) with large acreages of wilderness 
elsewhere on the Forest which maximize outputs outside the wilderness. The 
lower acreages are contained in alternatives with high Forestwide fish/water 
quality objectives (F, G, K, and L). 

Roads would enter the area in Sections 2 and 27, T27N, R3E in the first 
decade. Actual mileage would depend on the timber harvest objectives of each 
alternative. Planned roads would parallel the North Fork of Slate Creek on 
both sides of the drainage as far southwest as Slide Creek. Timber harvest 
areas would be adJacent to these roads. 

Alternative G, the Preferred Alternative, would open about 2,700 acres to 
roaded development in the first decade. 

The major nonpriced outputs considered by the Nez Perce National Forest 
(Chapter II, Section 18) are maintenance of traditional lifestyles, community 
stability, threatened and endangered species (T&E) habitat, cultural resources, 
semiprimitive recreation opportunities, big-game habitat, visual quality, 
anadromous fish habitat, old-growth-dependent species habitat, and wilderness. 

Traditional lifestyles would be maintained and community stability would be 
within parameters for rapid change in all alternatives. Timber, mining, and 
lIvestock industries would benefit from this management emphasis; industries 
relating to primitive recreation would not benefit. Individuals and groups 
advocating roaded development would be supported; those advocating wilderness 
would not be supported. 

Effects of the roaded management emphasis on nonpriced resource values: 

T&E Habitat--Potential for human intrusion would increase with roaded 
development, and project-level coordination among timber harvest, road 
construction, and habitat management would be required. 

Cultural Resources--Roaded development would provide for a more 
thorough inventory, but increased disturbance of sites would be 
likely. The Forest Archaeologist will survey all proposed 
ground-disturbing activities prior to their initiation. 
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Semzprlmltrve Recreation Opportunltras--These would decrease as 
roadless areas are brought under roaded management. Roaded natural 
settings would xxxease, as would hunter access. 

Big-Game HabItat--As roadless areas are brought under development, 
greater coordlnatlon would be needed between road construction and 
habltat management. Logging has the potential for altering the amount 
and dxtrlbutxon of cover and forage areas and changing elk movements, 
dxtr~but~on, and habLtat utllxation. Effects of roaded development 
on elk summer habltat would be mitigated using the North Idaho Elk 
Coordinating Guldellnes on a proJect-by-proJect basis. 

Winter ranges would be Improved through timber harvest where sate 
preparation 1s deslgned to emphasize browse productlon and natural 
tree generatlon 1s utlllzed. 

Visual Quality--Thx would change zn response to specifx visual 
quality obJectives, from retentlon to partial retention on some lands 
to modlflcatlon and maximum modifxatron on others. Area 1850 1s 
almost entirely modlfxatzon and maxxm~m modification. More roads and 
harvest actlvlty would be vxxble from high points in the area and 
from Slate Point. but stream bottoms would be largely unaffected. 

Anadromous Frsh Habitat--Increased sedxnentation and resultant adverse 
effects on fish habltat would be likely xn streams adjacent to road 
construction; however, at least 60 percent of potential sediment. from 
roads would be mitigated, and greater mitigations would be possible 
with appllcatlon of best management practxes on favorable landforms. 

Old-Growth Habltat--Old-growth habitat would remain adequate. 
Vegetative diversity would tend toward sex-al successional stages in 
the timber harvest areas. 

Wilderness--Wilderness posslbllitles ln the roaded part of the area 
would be foregone; however, over 8,000 acres of Area 1850 would remain 
unroaded at the end of the first decade. 

c. Designation: NonwIlderness 
Management Emphasis: Unroaded Management 

About 400 acres of Roadless Area 1850 are assigned to this management emphasis 
=n AlternatIves C, F, G, Gl. K, and L. These acres are mostly In riparian 
areas. 

The major nonprxed outputs considered by the Nez Perce Natxonal Forest 
(Chapter II, Sectxon 18) are maintenance of traditional lifestyles. community 
stabrllty, threatened and endangered species (T&E) habitat, cultural resources, 
semlprimltlve recreation opportunities, big-game habitat, visual quality, 
anadromous fish habltat. old-growth-dependent species habltat, and wilderness. 
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Traditional lifestyles would be maintained and community stability would be 
within parameters for rapid change In all alter&atlves. Ek.onomlc and social 
effects of unroaded management in Area 1850 would be small and would vary 
little among alternatlves. Generally, Umber and mining industrxs would not 
be supported under this alternative, since no development 1s planned. 
Wilderness advocates would not be supported because of the small size and 
spatial dlstrlbution of these areas. 

Effects of an unroaded management emphasis on other nonpriced resources: 

T&E Habltat--Potential for human lntrusron would depend on proximity 
of roaded development. 

Cultural Resources--Posslbxllties for a rapid inventory would be 
reduced somewhat due to access, but nearby roaded development would 
make site dlsturbance more likely. 

Semiprxnltive Recreation Opportunities--ExlstIng opportunities would 
be retained. 

Big-Game Habitat--The need for coordinatron between habitat management 
and other management actlvltles would be related to nearby roaded 
development. Habitat improvement programs requiring planned fire 
ignitions could be accomplished. Elk summer habitat would be managed 
at a high percentage of potential. 

Visual Quality--The area would retain present visual qualltxs. 

Anadromous Fish Habltat--Sxnce roads would not be constructed, stream 
sedimentation above natural rates would not originate in unroaded 
lands. 

Old-Growth Habitat--Roadless management provides more than adequate 
habitat for old-growth-dependent species. Overall vegetative 
diversity would tend toward old growth. 

Wilderness--Wilderness qualities would remain intact in these small 
areas. 

d. Desrgnatlon: Nonwilderness 
Management Emphasis: Mlnlmum Level 

Thxz prescription assigns a mamtenance-only level of management for about 
2,100 noncontiguous awes, or 16 percent, of Area 1850. These lands consist 
for the most part of steep, rocky breaklands with few trees. 

Since roads may or may not be constructed. opportunities for wilderness may or 
may not change. Road construction is unlikely on these lands, but since the 
rest of the area would be roaded, effects would resemble those of roaded 
development. 
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ROADLESS AREA 1851 -- LITTLE SLATR CRJXK 

19,588 Acres 

A. DESCRIPTION 

This roadless area and Roadless Area 1852, whxh are separated by a road 
corridor, are both located on the divide between the Salmon River and Little 
Slate Creek. Przxlpal drainages are Van Buren Creek, Little Van Buren Creek, 
No Business Creek, Waterspout Creek, and Deadhorse Creek. All are part of the 
Slate Creek dralnage. Thus Area 1s bordered by Slate Creek and road 354 on the 
north, and road 441, which traverses the Slate Point-Nut Basin ridge, on the 
south and west. 

The elevation ranges from 2,100 feet where Slate Creek crosses the National 
Forest boundary to 7,370 feet Just below Nut Basin. This Area has very steep 
side slopes and tributary draws, with some flat benches along the mid- 
elevatxons. Deadhorse Creek is hldden in the middle of the Area and has 
solitude qualities. The Area contains many springs and intermittent streams. 

There 1s one small lake, Nut Basin, at the head of Van Buren Creek beneath Nut 
Basin. It 1s unique In-that one would hardly expect to fznd a lake there. It 
is about 2 awes, and deep enough to support a large population of eastern 
brook trout. Marsh vegetation is present on the shoreline, making the lake 
hard to fish. 

This Area is almost completely forested. It hes on north to east slopes, or 
high enough south slopes for the c1xw.x vegetation to be trees. The mason 
species 1s Douglas-fir. 

Trail 307, which crosses the area from west to east, is a part of the old 
mners ' route to Florence. Gold was dxscovered in Florence Basin in the summer 
of 1861, and by November there were 2,000 miners in the camp. The winter of 
1861-62 was one of the coldest in Idaho hxstory, and Van Buren Creek was named 
after a traveler who froze to death there. 

The major current uses are grazing and hunting. This 1s a quality hunting area 
for elk and deer. Thxs Area contains deer and elk summer and winter range. 

Scenic points include Slate Point, Dead Pomt, and Nut Point. There is also a 
proposed Research Natural Area. 

As required under 36 CFR 219.17, Area 1243, a roadless area previously 
dxcussed In a Unit Plan, has been added to this area. 

B. CAPABILITY 

1. Natural Integrity 

Other than trails and grazing, the area has been little impacted. 
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2. Natural Appearance 

The area itself appears natural. There are many off-sate intrusions, however. 

3. Solitude 

The area offers little opportunity for solitude. It 1s almost impossible not 
to notzce off-site lntruslons such as lookout towers, roads, old clearcuts, and 
present logging actlvlty from most parts of the area because these Impacts are 
an Integral part of It. 

4. Primitive Recreation Opportunity 

Although topographw and vegetative screening are moderate over most of the 
area, there 1s little dlverslty and challenge. One lake 1s present, but It 1s 
close to the road and can hardly be called isolated. There are few features 
that are commonly consIdered hazardous. 

5. Wilderness Manageability and Boundaries 

The northern boundary of this area is Slate Creek. The remaining boundary is 
Irregular, drawn mostly to exclude exlstlng roads and timber sale areas. Some 
parts of it would be hard to locate on the ground with any degree of accuracy. 
Costs per acre to admlnlster thx area as a wilderness would be high on account 
of Its small sze and xsolatlon from exxtlng wildernesses. 

In 1983. a lO,OOO-acre roadless area not included in the last nationwlde 
roadless area review and evaluation was combined with Area 1851. Other 
adJustments have added another 388 acres. 

C. AVAILABILITY 

1. Nonwilderness Resource Potentials 

Nonwilderness resource potentials for Area 1851 are shown In Table c-28. 
Current uses of the area are also discussed in thx sectlon. 

a. Timber 

Almost all parts of the area are tlmbered with m.xxed species on steep slopes. 

b. Range and Grazing 

This area 1s grazed by both cattle and big-game. Primary range 1s on south 
slopes below 4.500 feet and on north slopes below 3,000 feet. 
1s above 4,500 feet and on rIdgetops. 

TransitIon range 
There are two grazing allotments with a 

total of 729 AUMs. 

c. Recreation 

Use 1s light except for hunting. 
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Table C-28 
Selected Resource Values - Little Slate Creek Roadless Area 1851 
(Specified Units) 

Category Unit Category Unit 

Gross Acres Acres 
Net Acres Acres 

Recreation 
Prunitive 
Semlprim.Nonmotor 
Semlprim.Motor. 
Roaded Natural 

Acres 
Acres 
Acres 
Acres 

Range 
Existing Obligated 

Sultable 
Allotments 
AUMs 

Existing Vacant 
Suitable 
Allotments 
AUMs 

Proposed 
Sutable 
AUMs 

Acres 
NO. 
AUMs 

Acres 
NO. 
AUMs 

Acres 
AUMS 

Timber 
Tentatxve Suitable 
Standing Volume 

Acres 
MBF 

Corridors 
Exxt.& Potential NO. 

WIldlife - T&E 
Bald Eagle 

Habltat 
Gray Wolf 

Habitat 

Acres 

Acres 

19588 WildlIfe - Big Game 
19588 Summer Habitat 

Winter Habitat 
Specific-Elk 

195s: 
Summer Hab. 
Winter Hab. 

0 Speclfrc-Deer 
0 Summer Hab. 

Winter Hab. 

Signlflcant Fisherxs 
6579 Stream Miles 

2 
729 Stream Habitat 

Lakes 
0 Lake Habltat 
0 
0 Water Developments 

Existuux 
3390 

220 Minerals 
Hardrock Potential 

Very High 
18482 High 

226545 Moderate 
LOW 

Mining Claims 
0 011 & Gas Potentlal 

Very High 
High 
Moderate 

0 LOW 
011 & Gas Leases 

0 Leases 
Leased Area 

Acres 
Acres 

Acres 
Acres 

Acres 
Acres 

Mlli?S 

Hab.ac 
NO. 
Hab.ac 

NO. 

Acres 
Acres 
Acres 
Acres 
NO. 

Acres 
Acres 
Acres 
Acres 

NO. 
Acres 

17087 
2501 

17087 
2501 

17087 
2501 

22 

22 
1 
2 

0 

0 
0 

1958: 
1 

0 
0 

1958: 

0 
0 

d. Fxh and Wlldllfe 

Slate Creek IS used by chinook and steelhead for spawning and rearmg, but 
cataracts 2 miles up Little Slate Creek stop passage of these fish. Rainbow, 
cutthroat, and brook trout are also found in these creeks and their 
tnbutanes. Fishrng pressure IS light. 
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Parts of the area are summer habitat for big game, and other parts are winter 
range. Impacts are light, except along the roaded parts of Slate Creek and 
Little Slate Creek. 

e. Cultural Resources 

Two upland Native American campsites have been discovered in this area. These 
sites are high on the rldgetop and were probably late summer to early fall 
OCCupat1OnS. Various chipped and ground stone artifacts have been found at 
these sites. 

f. Non-Federal Land 

There are no non-Federal lands In this roadless area. 

2. Other Management Considerations 

A Research Natural Area is scheduled to be established in No Business Creek 
under all alternatives. Maidenhair fern grows in this drainage, which is near 
the southern extreme of this plant's range. 

There is a problem with Douglas-fir bark beetles, mistletoe, and small pockets 
of root rot in the Douglas-fir. 

D. NEED 

1. Proximity to Other Designated Wildernesses and Population Canters 

See the Introduction to this appendix. 

2. Contribution to National Wilderness Preservation System 

With the exception of the proposed Research Natural Area, ecosystems in this 
area are found in established wildernesses on the Forest. 

3. Public Interest, Concern, and Comment Summary 

No interest has been expressed in making this roadless area a wilderness. Most 
interests and concerns are with timber management, grazing, and big-game 
management. 

E. ALTERNATIVES AND ENVIRONMENTAL CONSEQUENCES 

1. Management Emphasis 

Management emphasis by alternative IS shown in Table C-29, and the effects of 
each management emphasis on the wilderness characteristics of the area are 
described in this section. Background information is located in the 
introduction to this appendix. 
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Table c-29 
Management Emphasis-Little Slate Roadless Area 1851 - 19,588 Acres 
(Thousand Acres) 

Alternatives -(CD)-Current DIrection; (PA)-Preferred Alternative 
Management C D E F G(PA) H& I J K L 
Emphasis &GI HI 

Nonwllderness 

Roaded 17.4 
Development 

Unroaded 0 
Mgmt. 

Muubrum .a 

1.4 

Level 

Research 
Natural Area 

Wilderness 

Wilderness 0 0 0 

Summary of ManaEement Emphasu 

Developed- 5.0 4.2 5.6 7.6 
Decade I 

Developed- 18.2 18.2 18.2 18.2 
Decade 5 

Roadless- 14.6 15.4 14.0 12.0 
Decade 1 

Roadless- 1.4 1.4 1.4 1.4 
Decade 5 

Wilderness 0 0 0 0 

6.7 

.7 

.a 

I.4 

17.4 

0 

.a 

1.4 

17.4 

0 

.8 

1.4 

0 

16.7 

.7 

.8 

l.4 

0 

4.9 

18.2 

14.7 

1.4 

0 

16.7 0 

.7 0 

.8 0 

I.4 1.4 

0 19.6 

4.3 0 

18.2 0 

15.3 0 

I.4 0 

0 lg.6 

17.4 

0 

.8 

1.4 

0 

6.4 

18.2 

13.2 

1.4 

0 

17.4 

0 

.a 

I.4 

0 

5.9 

18.2 

13.7 

I.4 

0 

16.7 16.7 

.7 .7 

.8 .a 

I.4 1.4 

0 0 

5.2 5.1 

la.2 

14.4 

1.4 

0 

18.2 

14.5 

1.4 

0 
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2. Impacts 

a. Deslgnatvx: Wilderness 
Management Emphasis: Wilderness 

All of Area 1851 1s recommended for wrlderness classification xn Alternatives H 
and Hl. This recommendation would allow ecosystems in the area to be affected 
by natural processes only, with the exception of grazing. 

Timber management posslbilltles, including harvest of approximately 227 MMBF 
now present in the area. would be foregone. 

Some existing uses, such as use of motorxed equipment, would have to be 
terminated, but grazing at exlstlng levels and mrneral development on existxng 
v&Id claims and leases could be allowed to continue. 

Big-game habltat improvement programs that involve prescribed burning on winter 
ranges would have to rely on unplanned ignitions unless current regulations are 
changed. 

In general, nonprxed resource values are enhanced by wilderness management. 
The major nonprlced outputs considered by the Nez Perce Forest (Chapter II, 
Section 18) are maintenance of tradltlonal lifestyles, community stability, 
threatened and endangered species (T&E) habltat, cultural resources, 
semiprimitive recreatxon opportunities, big-game habltat, visual quality, 
anadromous fxsh habItat, old-growth-dependent species habltat, and wilderness. 

Traditional lifestyles would be maIntained and community stability would be 
wlthln parameters for rapid change ln all alternatlves; however, wlderness 
classlfxatlon precludes timber harvest. and the wood products Industry would 
not benefit under this emphasis. Indzviduals and groups advocating increased 
wxlderness acreage would be supported; those advocating roaded development 
would not be supported. 

Effects of wzlderness management on other nonprxed resource values: 

T&E HabItat--The posslbillty of human lntruslon would be low. 
Management actlvltles would be localized and llmlted. 

Cultural Resources--The area has potential for prehistoric sites In 
addxtlon to those already dxxovered. Under a wilderness management 
emphasis, disturbance of sites would be mlnimal. 

Semlprimitlve Recreation Opportunities--Recreation opportunities would 
change to semiprlmltlve nonmotorxed sxnce no place in this area 1s 
more than 3 miles from a road. 

Big-Game Habltat--The need for coordlnatlon between habitat management 
and other management would be low. Anxmals would be more secure than 
under any other management emphasxs. Habitat Improvement programs 
using prescribed fire would be llmlted to unplanned (lightning) 
lgnltlons, and wlldflre could play a more natural role. Elk summer 
habltat would be managed at a high percentage of potentlal. 
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Visual Quality--When an area becomes wilderness, the visual quality 
objective becomes preservation. Visual quality would be maintained. 

Anadromous Fish Habitat--Wilderness would provide full habitat 
potential. High water quality would be maintained in all streams, but 
removal of fish migration barriers would become more difficult. 

Old-Growth Habitat--Percentages of old-growth habitat in wilderness 
would be the highest possible, since no timber harvest would occur. 
Present diversity would be maintained. 

Wilderness--The wilderness resource on the Forest would be increased. 

b. Designation: Nonwilderness 
Management Emphasis: Roaded Development 

Between 85 and 89 percent of Roadless Area 1851 is assigned to this management 
emphasis in all alternatives except H and Hl. General environmental effects 
would be those described in Chapter IV. 

Approximately 227 MMBF of standing timber volume would be available for harvest 
over the full range of nonwilderness alternatives. Range developments could be 
constructed, and motorized equipment used. 

Between 4,200 acres (21 percent of the area) and 7,600 acres, (39 percent of 
the area) would be opened to roaded development in the first decade. The 
highest acreages are contained in alternatives which maximize timber harvest 
Forestwide (D and E) and in those alternatives with large acreages proposed for 
wilderness elsewhere on the Forest which maximize outputs outside the 
wilderness (I and J). The lower acreages are contained in alternatives with 
high Forestwide fish/water quality objectives (F, G, K, L, C). 

Area 1851 would be entered in the first decade. Actual mileages would depend 
on timber harvest objectives of each alternative. Entries would be made into 
Little Van Buren Creek from the west, and other entries in Section 10, T26N, 
R2E would open up Waterspout Creek. The head of Van Buren Creek and Telephone 
Ridge would also be opened by roads. 

Alternative G, the Preferred Alternative, would open about 4,300 acres (22 
percent of the area), to roaded development in the first decade. No action 
under any alternative would affect the proposed No Business Research Natural 
Area, but the RNA, as proposed, does contain a road. 

The major nonpriced outputs considered by the Nes Perce National Forest 
(Chapter II, Section 18) are maintenance of traditional lifestyles, community 
stability, threatened and endangered species (T&E) habitat, cultural resources, 
semiprxmitive recreation opportunities, big-game habitat, visual quality, 
anadromous fish habitat, old-growth-dependent species habitat, and wilderness. 

Traditional lifestyles would be maintained and community stability would be 
within parameters for rapid change in all alternatives. Timber, mining, and 
livestock Industries would benefit from thx management emphasis; industries 
relating to primitive recreation would not benefit. Individuals and groups 
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advocating roaded development would be supported; those advocating wilderness 
would not be supported. 

Effects of the roaded management emphasis on nonpriced resource values: 

T&E Habitat--Potential for human intrusion would increase wxth roaded 
development, and project-level coordination among timber harvest, road 
construction, and habitat management would be required. 

Cultural Resources--Roaded development would provide for a more 
thorough Inventory, but increased disturbance of sites caused by 
easier access would be likely. The Forest Archaeologist will survey 
all proposed ground-dxeturbing actlvlties prior to their lnitlation. 

SemiprimItive Recreation Opportunities--These would decrease as 
roadless areas are brought under roaded management. Roaded natural 
settings would increase. 

Big-Game HabItat--As roadless areas are brought under development, 
greater coordination would be needed between road construction and 
habitat management. Logging has the potential for altering the amount 
and distribution of cover and forage areas and changmg elk movements, 
dzstribution, and habltat utillzatlon. Effects of roaded development 
on elk summer habitat would be mitigated using the North Idaho Elk 
Coordinating GuIdelines on a project-by-project basis. 

Winter ranges would be improved through timber harvest where site 
preparation IS deslgned to emphasize browse productlon and natural 
tree generatlon 1s utllxed. Removzng trees from a site would 
increase the production of forbs, grasses, and shrubs that provide 
forage for wintering big-game animals. Therefore, carrying capacity 
of big-game winter ranges would increase in proportion to the number 
of acres of winter range that are harvested each year. 

Visual Quality--This would change in response to specific vwual 
quality objectives, from retention to partial retention on some lands 
to modlfxation and maximum modlfxation on others. Objectives for 
Area 1851 are modifxatlon and maximum modification under this 
management emphasis. More roads and harvest activity would be visible 
from high points in the area, but stream bottoms would be largely 
unaffected. 

Anadromous Fish Habxtat--Increased sedimentation and resultant adverse 
effects on fish habitat would be likely in streams adjacent to road 
constructlon; however, at least 60 percent of potential sediment from 
roads would be mltlgated, and greater mitigations would be possible 
with application of best management practices on favorable landforms. 

Old-Growth HabItat--This would exceed minimum management requirements. 
Vegetative diversity would tend toward seral successional stages III 
the timber harvest areas. 
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Wilderness--Wilderness possibilities in the roaded part of the area 
would be foregone; however, almost 12,000 acres of Area 1851 would 
remain unroaded at the end of the first decade. 

C. Designation: Nonwilderness 
Management Emphasis: Unroaded Management 

Alternatives C, F, G, Gl, K, and L assign 700 acres of Area 1851 to this 
management emphasis. These acres are mostly in riparian areas and would remain 
roadless to protect these values. 

The maJor nonpriced outputs considered by the Nez Perce National Forest 
(Chapter II, Section 18) are maintenance of traditional lifestyles, community 
stability, threatened and endangered species (T&E) habitat, cultural resources, 
semiprimitive recreation opportunities, big-game habitat, visual quality, 
anadromous fish habitat, old-growth-dependent species habitat, and wilderness. 

Traditional lifestyles would be maintained and community stability would be 
within parameters for rapid change in all alternatives. Economic and social 
effects would be small and would vary little among alternatives. Generally, 
timber and mining industries would not be supported, since no development is 
planned. Wilderness advocates would not be supported because of the size and 
spatial distribution of these areas. 

Effects of an unroaded management emphasis on other nonpriced resources: 

T&E Habitat--Potential for human intrusion would depend on proximity 
to roaded development. Habitat would be maintained. 

Cultural Resources--Possibilities for a rapid inventory would be 
reduced somewhat because of difficult access, but since the area is 
small, dxzturbance of sites would be likely. 

Semiprimitive Recreation Opportunities--Existing opportunities would 
be retained on the unroaded acreage. 

Big-Game Habitat--The need for coordination between habitat management 
and other management activities would be in direct relation to the 
location of roaded development. Habitat improvement programs 
requiring planned fire ignitions could be accomplished. Elk summer 
habitat would be managed at a high percentage of potential. 

Visual Quality--The area would retain present visual qualities. 

Anadromous Fish Habitat--Since roads would not be constructed, stream 
sedimentation origlnatlng in the unroaded area would not exceed 
natural rates. 

Old-Growth Habitat--Roadless management would provide more than 
adequate habrtat for old-growth-dependent species. Overall vegetative 
diversity would tend toward old growth. 
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Wilderness--Wilderness qualltles would remain intact in these small 
areas. 

d. Deslgnatron: NonwIlderness 
Management Emphasis: MInImum Level 

This prescrIptIon assIgns a maintenance-only level of management to 800 acres 
in all alternatlves except H and Hl. These are mostly lands not suitable for 
txmber production. and are not contxguous. 

Since roads may or may not be built, opportunzties for wilderness may or may 
not change: however, much of the area would be roaded m these alternatlves, 
and effects would resemble those of roaded development. 

e. Designation: NonwIlderness 
Management Emphases: Research Natural Area (RNA) 

This prescrlption 1s asslgned to 1,400 acres of Area 1851 in all alternatives. 

Management of Research Natural Areas excludes activities which directly or 
IndIrectly modify ecologxal processes. Logging 1s prohlbited, and no roads 
are planned. Fire suppresszon is accomplxhed by manual means. In effect, 
wilderness characterzstxs are retained. The Research Natural Area 1s the most 
unique part of the roadless area. 
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ROADLESS ARES 1852 -- Jam DAY 

14.991 Acres 

A. DESCRIPTION 

This area IS located on a high ridge between the Salmon River and Little Slate 
Creek. The headwaters of Allison Creek and John Day Creek are located wlthln 
this Area. A road corridor on the top of the ridge separates this roadless 
area from Area 1851 to the north. Access is from the north, south, and west on 
Roads 441, 221, and 263. 

The elevation ranges from 3,800 feet at the Natlonal Forest boundary to 7,450 
feet at John Day Mountain and 7,814 feet at Southwest Butte. Slopes are very 
steep wxth hardly any flat benches. This area contains a north-south ridge 
with perpendxular ridges and draws. On the slopes facing the Salmon River 
canyon, vegetation runs from nonforested land to an alplne zone. The east side 
of the main ridge LS not as steep as the west, and vegetation is more unxform. 
South slopes contain mostly grasses with scattered trees at the higher 
elevations. The north slopes are txmbered. The major species are white bark 
pine, Douglas-fx, and a small amount of ponderosa pine. 

The prlnclpal topographic features are Southwest Butte and John Day Mountain. 
John Day, for whom the mountain and creek are named, operated a way station for 
miners near the mouth of the creek in 1862. 

The current maJor use of this Area is grazzng. The Area is also heavily 
hunted. AllIson Creek and John Day Creek support anadromous fish. 

There is a very scenx view from road 441 that runs next to the north boundary 
of this Area. 

As required under 36 CFR 219.17, Area 1244, a roadless area previously 
discussed In a unit plan, has been added to this area. 

B. CAPABILITY 

This sectlon describes the basx characteristxs which make the area 
appropriate and valuable for wilderness regardless of the Area's availability 
or need. 

1. Natural Integrity 

On the whole, natural processes are intact and operatmg, although there are 
heavy impacts on some sites. 

The thin ~011s around Southwest Butte and southwest of Nut Basin are locally 
damaged from off-road vehicle use. These areas still show sol1 and vegetative 
Impacts from past grazing, although they are not grazed at the present. 
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2. Natural Appearance 

Human activities are not far away from this area. The impacts noted above are 
noticeable, as are off-site Intrusions listed below. Roads or logging areas 
are vxible from nearly all high viewpoints within the area. 

3. Solitude 

Since the area 1s at or near the top of a ridge, one does not have the 
opportunity to experience the solitude of an enclosed drainage. 

4. Primitive Recreation Opportunity 

The main challenge is the steep slopes on the west side. Prominent landmarks 
are visxble from most parts of the area to ald In orientation. There 1s some 
diversity in that the area consxts of the east and west sides of a high ridge, 
but the area 1s too small for any slgnxficant diversity. 

5. Wilderness Manageability and Boundaries 

In 1983, a 4,900-acre roadless area not included in the last natIonwIde 
roadless area review and evaluatxon, was combined with Area 1852. Other 
adjustments have added 91 acres. 

Other than the portion of the western boundary that 1s also the Forest 
boundary, avoidance of exxting roads has been the guldlng factor m 
establishing the perimeter of the area. ManagIng this area as a wilderness 
would be diffxult due to irregular boundaries and small size. Adminxstrative 
costs per acre would be high. 

c. AVAILABILITY 

1. Nonwilderness Resource Potentials 

Nonwilderness resource potentials for Area 1852 are shown in Table C-30. 
Current uses of the area are also discussed In this sectlon. 

a. Timber 

The standing volume of 138 MMBF IS mxed species on steep slopes. 

b. Range and Grazing 

There are few trees below 4,500 feet on south slopes and below 3,000 feet on 
north slopes. Thxs land 1s primary range. Transitory range 1s above these 
elevations. Parts of three grazing allotments are within this Area. 

c. Recreation 

A jeep trail runs from Nut Basin to Chax Point via Southwest Butte, causing 
locally heavy Impacts. Off-road vehxles use other parts of the area as well. 
Hunter use dursng the season 1s moderate to heavy. 
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Table C-30 
Selected Resource Values - John Day Roadless Area 1852 
(Specified Units) 

Category Unit Category Unit 

Gross Acres Acres 
Net Acres Acres 

Recreation 
Prlmltlve 
Semlprlm.Nonmotor 
Semlprlm.Motor. 
Roaded Natural 

Acres 
Acres 
Acres 
Acres 

Range 
Exlstlng Obligated 

Surtable 
Allotments 
AUMs 

Exlstrng Vacant 
SuItable 
Allotments 
AUMs 

Proposed 
Suitable 
AUMs 

Acres 
No. 
AUMs 

Acres 
No. 
AUMs 

Acres 
AUMs 

Timber 
Tentative Sultable 
Standlng Volume 

Acres 
MBF 

Corridors 
Exlst.& Potential No. 

WIldlIfe - T&E 
Bald Eagle 

Habltat 
Gray Wolf 

HabItat 

Acres 

Acres 

14991 Wlldllfe - Big Game 
14991 Summer Habltat 

Winter Habitat 
Specifx-Elk 

0 Summer Hab. 
13000 Winter Hab. 

1991 Speclfx-Deer 
0 Summer Hab. 

Winter Hab. 

Sxgnlficant Fisheries 
7880 Stream Miles 

3 
1013 Stream HabItat 

Lakes 
0 Lake Habxtat 
0 
0 Water Developments 

Exxtlng 
994 
112 Minerals 

Hardrock Potential 
Very High 

7695 High 
137950 Moderate 

Low 
Mining Claims 

0 011 & Gas Potential 
Very High 
High 
Moderate 

0 Low 
Oil & Gas Leases 

0 Leases 
Leased Area 

Acres 
Acres 

Acres 
Acres 

Acres 
Acres 

Miles 

Hab.ac 
No. 
Hab.ac 

No. 

Acres 
Acres 
Acres 
Acres 
No. 

Acres 

Acres 
Acres 

No. 
Acres 

14685 
306 

14685 
306 

14685 
306 

3 

3 
0 
0 

0 

0 
0 
0 

14991 
0 

0 
0 
0 

14991 

0 
0 

d. Fish and WIldlIfe 

The larger streams support anadromous fish. Elk, deer. bear, and cougar 
inhablt the area. Potential peregrine falcon habltat exists In parts of the 
area. 
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e. Cultural Resources 

An upland Native American campsite has been dxscovered =n the area. It was 
probably a late summer or early fall occupation. Various cultural remains have 
been found at the site. 

f. Non-Federal Land 

There are no non-Federal lands in this area. 

2. Other Management Considerations 

There is a mistletoe problem in the Douglas-fir, but it 1s not as severe as on 
other parts of the Forest. Bark beetles are endemx in the East Fork of John 
Day Creek. 

D. NEE?D 

1. Proximity to Other Designated Wildernesses and Population Centers 

See the lntroductzon to this appendix. 

2. Contribution to National Wilderness Preservation System 

Ecosystems in this area are found m established wildernesses on the Forest. 

3. Public Interest. Concern, and Comment Summary 

No interest has been shown toward making this area a wilderness. Concerns are 
with timber management, grazing, off-road vehicle use, and wIldlIfe. 

E. ALTERNATIVFS AND ENVIRONMENTAL CONSEQUENCES 

1. Management Emphasis 

Management emphasis by alternatlve is shown in Table C-31, and the effects of 
each management emphasis on the wilderness characteristxs of the area are 
described in this section. Background Information is located in the 
introduction to this appendix. 

2. Impacts 

a. Desxgnation: Wilderness 
Management Emphases: Wilderness 

All of Area 1852 1s recommended for wilderness classlflcation in AlternatIves H 
and Hl. This recommendation would Increase opportunities for semiprxmltive 
nonmotorized recreation on the Forest and allow ecosystems in the area to be 
affected by natural processes only, with the exceptlon of grazing. 

Timber management posslbilltles, lncludlng harvest of approximately 137.9 MMBF 
now present in the area, would be foregone. 
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Table C-31 
Management Emphasis-John Day Roadless Area 1852 - 14.991 Acres 
(Thousand Acres) 

AlternatIves -(CD)-Current Dlrectlon; (PA)-Preferred Alternative 
Management C D E F G(PA) H& I J K L 
Emphasis &Gl Hl 

NonwIlderness 

Roaded 13.4 13.1 13.4 13.4 
Development 

Unroaded 0 0.3 0 0 
Mgmt. 

Mznimum 1.6 1.6 1.6 1.6 
Level 

Research 0 0 0 0 
Natural Area 

Wxlderness 

Wilderness 0 0 0 0 

Summary of Management Emphasis 

Developed- 3.8 3.3 4.3 5.8 
Decade 1 

Developed- 15.0 15.0 15.0 15.0 
Decade 5 

Roadless- 11.2 11.7 10.7 9.2 
Decade 1 

Roadless- 0 0 0 0 
Decade 5 

Wilderness 0 0 0 0 

13.1 13.1 

0.3 0.3 

1.6 1.6 

0 0 

0 0 

3.8 3.4 

15.0 15.0 

11.2 11.6 

0 0 

0 0 

0 13.4 13.4 13.1 13.1 

0 0 0 0.3 0.3 

0 1.6 1.6 1.6 1.6 

0 0 0 0 0 

15.0 0 0 0 0 

0 4.9 4.5 4.0 4.0 

0 15.0 15.0 15.0 15.0 

0 10.1 10.5 11.0 11.0 

0 0 0 0 0 

15.0 0 0 0 0 

Some exlstlng uses, such as use of off-road vehxles, trail bikes, and 
chalnsaws, would have to be terminated, but grazing at exxtlng levels and 
mlneral development on exlstlng valid claims and leases could be allowed to 
continue. 

Big-game habitat improvement programs that xnvolve prescribed burning on winter 
ranges would have to rely on unplanned qnlixons unless current regulations are 
changed. 
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The major nonpriced outputs consIdered by the Nez Perce Forest (Chapter II, 
Section 18) are maintenance of traditional lIfestyles, community stability, 
threatened and endangered specr~s (T&E) habltat, cultural resources, 
semIprimitIve recreation opportunltles, big-game habltat, visual quality, 
anadromous frsh habltat, old-growth-dependent species habltat, and wilderness. 

TradItional lrfestyles would be maintained and community stability would be 
within parameters for rapid change In all alternatives; however, wilderness 
classification precludes timber harvest, and the wood products Industry would 
not benefit under thx emphasx. Indlvlduals and groups advocating Increased 
wilderness acreage would be supported; those advocating roaded development 
would not be supported. 

Effects of wilderness management on other nonpriced resource values: 

T&E Habitat--The possibl1lt.y of human intrusion would be low. 
Management activxtles would be localized and limlted. MaSXmIJm 
protection would be afforded peregrine falcon habitat. 

Cultural Resources--The area has potential for prehistoric sites m 
addition to those dxxovered. Under a wilderness management emphasx, 
disturbance of sites would be minimal. 

SemIprimitIve Recreation Opportunxties--These wxld not change, since 
no place in the area is more than 3 miles from a road. 

Big-Game HabItat--The need for coordlnatron between habltat management 
and other management would be low. Animals would be more secure than 
under any other management emphasis. Habitat Improvement programs 
using prescribed fxe would be llmlted to unplanned (llghtnlng) 
3.gnltlons, and wlldflre could play a more natural role. Elk summer 
habitat would be managed at a high percentage of potential. 

Visual Quality--When an area becomes wxlderness, the visual quality 
objective becomes preservation. Visual quality would be maintained. 

Anadromous Fish Habitat--Wilderness would provide full habitat 
potentxal. High water quality would be maIntaIned m all streams, but 
habltat improvement would be more diffxult to accomplish. 

Old-Growth Habitat--Percentages of old-growth habltat In wilderness 
would be the highest possible, since no timber harvest would occur. 
Present dxvers1t.y would be maIntaIned. 

Wilderness--The wilderness resource on the Forest would be increased. 

b. Deslgnatlon: NonwIlderness 
Management Emphasis: Roaded Development 

Between 87 and 89 percent of Roadless Area 1852 1s assxgned to this management 
emphasis in all alternatives except H and Hl. General envIronmenta effects 
would be those described In Chapter IV. 
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Approximately 137.9 MMBF of standing timber volume would be available for 
harvest wer the full range of nonwilderness alternatives. Range developments 
could be constructed, and motorized equipment used. 

Between 3.300 acres (22 percent of the area) and 5,800 acres (37 percent of the 
area) would be opened to roaded development in the first decade. The highest 
acreages are contained in alternatives which maximize timber harvest Forestwide 
(D and E) and in those alternatives (I and J) with large acreages of proposed 
wilderness elsewhere on the Forest which maximize outputs outside of 
wilderness. The lower acreages are contained in alternatives with high 
Forestwide fish/water quality obJectives (C, F, K, and L). 

Area 1852 would be entered in the first decade. Actual mileage would depend on 
the timber harvest obJectives of each alternative. The area would be entered 
from the north in Section 23, T26N, R2E; this road would parallel the boundary 
and open up the head of John Day Creek. Another entry would be made near 
Fiddle Creek in Section 8, T25N. R2E. 

Alternative G, the Preferred Alternative, would open about 3,400 acres, 23 
percent of the area, to roaded development in the first decade. 

The maJor nonpriced outputs considered by the Nez Perce National Forest 
(Chapter II, Section 18) are maintenance of traditional lifestyles, community 
stability, threatened and endangered species (T&E) habitat, cultural resources, 
semiprimitive recreation opportunities, big-game habitat, visual quality, 
anadromous fish habitat, old-growth-dependent species habitat, and wilderness. 

Traditional lifestyles would be maintained and community stability would be 
within parameters for rapid change in all alternatives. Timber, mining, and 
livestock industries would benefit from this management emphasis; industries 
relating to primitive recreation would not benefit. Individuals and groups 
advocating roaded development would be supported; those advocating wilderness 
would not be supported. 

Effects of the roaded management emphasis on nonpriced resource values: 

T&E Habitat--Potential for human intrusion would increase with roaded 
development, and project-level coordination among timber harvest, road 
construction, and habitat management would be required. Parts of Area 
1852 have been identified as peregrine falcon habitat, but these are 
unlikely to be disturbed by roaded development, since they are in 
areas unsuitable for timber harvest. However, if conflicts occur, the 
Forest, in consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, would 
immediately reassess the potential impacts of management activities on 
the falcon and its habitat. 

Cultural Resources--Roaded development provides for a more thorough 
inventory, but increased disturbance of sites caused by easier access 
would be likely. The Forest Archaeologist will survey all proposed 
ground-disturbing activities prior to their initiation. 

Semiprimitive Recreation Opportunities--These would decrease as 
roadless areas are brought under roaded management. Roaded natural 
settings would increase. as would hunter access. 
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Big-Game Habitat--As roadless areas are brought under development, 
greater coordznation would be needed between road constrxtion and 
habitat management. Logging has the potential for altering the amount 
and distribution of cover and forage areas and changing elk movements, 
distribution, and habitat utilizatxn. Effects of roaded development 
on elk summer habitat would be mitigated using the North Idaho Elk 
Coordinating Guidelines on a project-by-project basis. 

Winter ranges would be improved through timber harvest where site 
preparation is designed to emphasize browse production and natural 
tree generation is utilized; however, the winter range acreage In Area 
1852 is small. 

Vxsual Quality--This would change in response to specific visual 
quality objectives, from retention to partial retention on some lands 
to modification and maximum modifxation on others. Most of Area 1852 
has objectives of modification and maximum modification. More roads 
and harvest activity would be visible from high points in the area, 
but stream bottoms would be largely unaffected. 

Anadromous Fish Habitat--Increased sedimentation and resultant adverse 
effects on fish habitat would be likely in streams adjacent to road 
construction. However, at least 60 percent of potential sediment from 
roads would be mitigated, and greater mltlgatlons would be possible 
with application of best management practices on favorable landforms. 

Old-Growth Habitat--Suitable old-growth habitat would remain, 
especially on the ridgetops. Vegetative diversity would tend toward 
seral successional stages in the timber harvest areas. 

Wilderness--Wilderness possibilities in the roaded part of the area 
would be foregone; however, over 9,000 acres of Area 1852 would remain 
unroaded at the end of the first decade. 

C. Designation: Nonwilderness 
Management Emphasis: Unroaded Management 

Alternatives C, F, G, Gl, K, and L assign approximately 314 acres of Area 1852 
to this management emphasis. These acres are mostly in riparran zones, and 
remaln roadless to protect those values. 

The major nonpriced outputs considered by the Nez Perce National Forest 
(Chapter II, Section 18) are maintenance of traditional lifestyles, community 
stability, threatened and endangered species (T&E) habitat, cultural resources, 
semiprimitive recreation opportunities, big-game habitat, visual quality, 
anadromous fish habitat, old-growth-dependent species habitat, and wilderness. 

Traditional lifestyles would be maintained and community stability would be 
within parameters for rapid change in all alternatives. Economic and social 
effects of unroaded management in Area 1852 would be small and would vary 
little among alternatives. Generally speaking, timber and rnirilng industnes 
would not be supported under this emphasis, since no development is planned. 
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Wilderness advocates would not be supported because of the size and spatial 
distribution of these areas. 

Effects of an unroaded management emphasis on other nonpriced resources: 

T&E Habltat--Potential for human intrusion on peregrine falcon habitat 
would be mlnzmal. 

Cultural Resources--Possibilities for a rapid inventory would be 
reduced because of difficult access. Disturbance of sites would 
depend on the location of roads and timber harvest activity. 

Semlprimltlve Recreation Opportunities--Existing opportunities would 
be retaIned. 

Big-Game Habitat--The need for coordination between habitat management 
and other management activities would be in direct relation to the 
location and extent of roaded development. 

Visual Quality--The unroaded area would retain present visual 
qualities. 

Anadromous Fish HabItat--Smce roads would not be constructed, stream 
sedimentatzon above present natural rates would not originate in 
unroaded lands. 

Old-Growth Habitat--Roadless management provides more than adequate 
habitat for old-growth-dependent species. Overall vegetative 
diversity would tend toward old growth. 

Wilderness--Wilderness qualltles would remain intact on these small 
areas. 

d. Designation: Nonwilderness 
Management Emphasis: Minimum Level 

This prescription assigns a maintenance-only level of management to 1,600 
acres, or 11 percent of the area. These lands are not suitable for timber 
production, and are also the most likely peregrine falcon nesting sites. 

Since roads may or may not be constructed, opportunities for wilderness may or 
may not change. However, since road construction is unlikely, effects would 
resemble those of unroaded management. 
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ROADLFSS AREA 1855 -- SALMON FACE 

9,414 Acres 

A. DESCRIPTION 

This area 1s high on the east side of the dlvlde between the Snake and Salmon 
Rivers. It JOU-LS the Hells Canyon Wilderness at the ridge top on the west 
side. Squaw Creek, Race Creek. and Papoose Creek, whxh flow Into the Salmon 
River, or1glnat.e in the Area. Road 517 borders this Area on the south side. 
Other access roads are roads 487, 9901. 2052, and 205 on the east side. 

The elevation ranges from 3,500 feet to 8,429 feet at Heavens Gate Lookout. 
The Area 1s made up of very steep side slopes and tributary draws with a few 
flat benches. Thx Area contains mostly heavy timber with underbrush. Less 
brush grows on the south slopes than on the north slopes. The major tree 
species are Douglas-fir and grand fir. 

The current mayor uses Include grazzng, hunting, hlklng, and spelunking. The 
Papoose grazing allotment is divided into four pastures which are rotated, and 
the area contains numerous developed springs, dams, corrals, and fences. Big 
game animals also use the area as summer range. The key grass species is 
bluebunch wheatgrass. 

Two east-west trails cross the area and connect to Trail 101, the old Boise 
Trail. This trail, used sznce prehlstorx times, follows the rldgetop which, 
for the most part crxncldes with the boundary of this roadless area. Two small 
lakes are also present high on the ridge, both support fish. 

Scenery from wlthln the Area 1s spectacular to those who hike or ride horseback 
on the trails. On clear days, one can see four states from the summit, and 
new the Snake River and canyon. 

Papoose Cave, a large, deep, llmestone cave, is one of the most Important 
undeveloped caves of Its type In Idaho, and perhaps the Pacific Northwest. An 
unusually deep and rugged cave, It has galned both natIona and lnternatlonal 
attention. It has been managed since 1971 under a cooperative agreement with 
the Gem State Grotto, NatIonal Speleological Society. This cave lies below 
Area 1852 with the entrance Just wIthIn the Area. 

There are 28 unpatented mining claims In the area. Potential exists for 
development of a mine Just outslde the boundary, and veins with good 
mineralization may extend Into the northern part of the area. 

B. CAPABILIlY 

1. Natural Integrity 

The heaviest impact 1s that caused by grazing, and facilities such as stock 
tanks and fences associated with livestock management. 
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2. Natural Appearance 

Much of the area contains on-site intrusions that result from grazing livestock 
and range-related, manmade structures. Parts of the area not grazed would 
appear natural. 

3. Solitude 

Solitude opportunities are good when the area 1s considered together with the 
Hells Canyon Wxlderness. Topographic and vegetative screening are both 
moderate. There are roads, and noises associated with roads, on all sides, and 
cutting units are vxible. 

4. Primitive Recreation Opportunity 

Papoose Cave presents a harsh environment, especially for the ill-prepared or 
xnproperly equipped. With more than 12 pits, most over 50 feet deep, the cave 
1s noxy as ICY water pours Into the pits, creating thundering waterfalls. 

Relative humidity 1s a constant 99 percent and the mean temperature is 37 
degrees. A multi-level maze of tall, narrow, twlstlng passages, the cave can 
be somewhat confusIng. Even veteran cavers have had close calls. 

Papoose Cave 1s the only known extensive, undeveloped lImestone cave avaIlable 
for "wild" caving m the Paclfx Northwest. In spite of its reputation as one 
of the west's most "unfriendly" caves, Papoose remains popular with experienced 
explorers because of its rugged challenges and pristine conditxons. 

There are a few other small limestone caves in the area, none of which has 
attracted any partxular attention from spelunkers. 

5. Wilderness Manageability and Boundaries 

Since 1979, 114 acres have been added to this area by an acreage recalculation. 

The boundary is well defined by roads on every side except the west, which 
borders the Hells Canyon Wilderness. This Area could be added to the Hells 
Canyon Wilderness even though It was originally left out when Congress 
establlshed the wilderness in 1975. If thx Area 1s designated wzlderness, 
then we would need to purchase the small tract of private land in the 
northeastern portion or delete If from the Area. 

Establxhed grazing use could continue under wilderness designation. 

C. AVAILABILITY 

1. Nonwilderness Resource Potentials 

Nonwilderness resource potentials for Area 1855 are shown xn Table C-32. 
Current uses of the area are also discussed In this sectlon. 
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Table c-32 
Selected Resource Values - Salmon Face Roadless Area 1.855 
(Specified Units) 

Category Unit Category Unit 

Gross Acres Acres 
Net Acres Acres 

Recreation 
Primitzve 
Semiprim.Nonmotor 
Semiprim.Motor. 
Roaded Natural ' 

Acres 
Acres 
Acres 
Acres 

Range 
Existing Oblxgated 

SuItable 
Allotments 
AUMs 

Existing Vacant 
Suitable 
Allotments 
AUMs 

Proposed 
Suitable 
AUMs 

Acres 
NO. 
AUMs 

Acres 
NO. 
AUMs 

Acres 
AUMs 

Timber 
Tentative Sultable 
Standing Volume 

Acres 
MBF 

Corridors 
Exlst.& Potential No. 

Wildlife - T&E 
Bald Eagle 

Habitat 
Gray Wolf 

Habltat 

Acres 

Acres 

9414 WildlIfe - Big Game 
9414 Summer Habitat 

Winter Habitat 
Specific-Elk 

941: Summer Hab. 
Winter Hab. 

0 Specific-Deer 
0 Summer Hab. 

Winter Hab. 

Significant Fisheries 
4340 Stream Miles 

3 
622 Stream Habltat 

Lakes 
0 Lake Habitat 
0 
0 Water Developments 

Exxting 
0 
0 Minerals 

Hardrock Potential 
Very High 

5837 High 
70419 Moderate 

LOW 
Mining Claims 

0 Oil & Gas Potential 
Very High 
High 
Moderate 

0 Low 
011 & Gas Leases 

0 Leases 
Leased Area 

Acres 
Acres 

Acres 
Acres 

Acres 
Acres 

Miles 

Hab.ac 
NO. 
Hab.ac 

NO. 

Acres 
Acres 
Acres 
Acres 
NO. 

Acres 
Acres 
Acres 
Acres 

NO. 
Acres 

9159 
255 

9159 
255 

897 
255 

5 

0 

40: 
go14 

28 

0 
0 

941: 

0 
0 

a. Timber 

The standlng volume of 70.4 MMBF IS mixed species on steep slopes. 

b. Range 

The area has a long hlstory of grazing use, dating back to the late 1700s when 
the Indians acquired horses. Almost all of the area is presently grazed. 
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c. Minerals 

Most of the interest shown has been in gold. 

d. Recreation 

The trails are used manly by hunters and livestock. Other recreatxn actlvlty 
such as berry pxklng and mushroom gatherng occurs in season. 

e. Fxh and Wlldlzfe 

Elk, deer, bear, and cougar are the primary big-game species. Two lakes 
support fish populations. Almost all streams InsIde the Area drain Into 
anadromous fisherxs outside of the Area, such as Squaw Creek, Race Creek, and 
Papoose Creek. There are resident fish xxlde the boundary where there 1s 
enough water to support them, but no known anadromous fzsh withn the Area. 
There are several hydro proJects proposed for the draInages running out of this 
Area at or near the Forest boundary. 

f. Cultural Resources 

The old Bcnse Trail, whxh was used for centuries, runs through Area 1855. 
Although parts of the trail are now dlffxcult to fmd, cultural resource sites 
may exist in the vxinlty. 

g. Non-Federal Lands 

There 1s one small tract of private land ~.n the northeastern portion of this 
Area. 

2. Other Management Considerations 

There 1s a minor problem with Douglas-fir bark beetles, nnstletoe in the 
Douglas-fir, and small pockets of root rot. 

The small tract of private land would have to be purchased or the boundanes 
changed to exclude It. 

D. NEED 

1. Proximity to Other Designated Wildernesses and Population Centers 

See the introduction to this appendz. 

2. Contribution to National Wilderness Preservation System 

The most unique feature of the area, Papoose Cave, 1s managed under a 
cooperative agreement wrth the National Speleologxal Socx%y. 

3. Public Interest. Concern. and Comment Summary 

Concerns have been with management of Papoose Cave and with grazing. The Idaho 
WIldlife Federation and the Idaho OutfItters and Guides Assoclatlon recommend 
the area for wilderness classlfxatlon. 
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E. ALTERNATIVES AND ENVIRONMENTAL CONSEQUENCES 

1. Management Emphasis 

Management emphasu by alternative is shown ~.n Table C-33, and the effects of 
each management emphasis on the wilderness characteristics of the area are 
described 1x-1 this sectlon. Background information 1s located =n the 
lntroductlon to thu appendix. 

Table C-33 
Management Emphasis-Salmon Face Roadless Area 1.855 - 9.414 Acres 
(Thousand Acres) 

AlternatIves -(CD)-Current Dlrectxn; (PA)-Preferred Alternative 
Management C D E F G(PA) H& I J K L 
Emphasis &Gl Hl 

Nonwllderness 

Roaded 8.5 8.4 8.5 8.5 
Development 

Unroaded 0 0.1 0 0 
Mgmt. 

MlIllmUm 0.9 0.9 0.9 0.9 
Level 

Research 0 0 0 0 
Natural 
Area 

Wilderness 

Wilderness 0 0 0 0 

Summary of Management Emphasis 

Developed- 2.4 2.1 2.8 3.7 
Decade 1 

Developed- 9.4 9.4 9.4 9.4 
Decade 5 

Roadless- 7.0 7.3 6.6 5.7 
Decade 1 

Roadless- 0 0 0 0 
Decade 5 

Wilderness 0 0 0 0 

a.4 a.4 

0.1 0.1 

0.9 0.9 

0 0 

0 0 

2.5 2.1 

9.4 9.4 

6.9 7.3 

0 0 

0 0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

9.4 

0 

0 

0 

0 

9.4 

8.5 8.5 

0 0 

0.9 0.9 

0 0 

0 0 

3.1 2.9 

9.4 9.4 

6.3 6.5 

0 

0 

0 

0 

a.4 

0.1 

0.9 

0 

0 

2.6 

9.4 

6.8 

0 

0 

8.4 

0.1 

0.9 

0 

0 

2.6 

9.4 

6.8 

0 

0 
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2. Impacts 

a. Deslgnatxon: Wilderness 
Management Emphasis: Wilderness 

All of Area 1855 is recommended for wilderness classlficatlon in AlternatIves H 
and Hl. This recommendatxon would xxrease opportunities for primltlve 
recreation on the Forest and allow ecosystems in the area to be affected by 
natural processes other than grazing. 

Timber management possibrlitles, Including harvest of approxmately 70.4 MMBF 
now present in the area, would be foregone. 

Some existing uses, such as use of motorxed equipment, would have to be 
terminated, but grazxng at exxting levels and mxxral development on valid 
exlstlng claims and leases could be allowed to continue. 

Big-game habltat Improvement programs that Involve prescribed burning on winter 
ranges would have to rely on unplanned ignltlons unless current regulations are 
changed. However, there 1s little winter range in Area 1855. 

In general, nonprxed resource values are enhanced by wilderness management. 
The maJor nonprxed outputs consIdered by the Nez Perce Forest (Chapter II, 
Section 18) are maintenance of tradItiona llfestyles, community stability, 
threatened and endangered species (T&E) habltat, cultural resources, 
semlprlmltlve recreation opportunities, big-game habitat, visual quality, 
anadromous fxsh habitat, old-growth-dependent species habltat, and wilderness. 

Traditional llfestyles would be maintained and community stabxllty would be 
wlthin parameters for rapId change in all alternatIves; however, wilderness 
classifxation precludes timber harvest, and the wood products Industry would 
not benefit under this emphasis. Industries relatxng to prlmltive recreation 
would benefit. Indlvlduals and groups advocating increased wilderness acreage 
would be supported; those advocating roaded development would not be supported. 

Effects of wilderness management on other nonpriced resource values: 

T&E Habitat--The posslblllty of human lntruslon would be low. 
Management actxvltles would by localized and llmited. 

Cultural Resources--The old Boise Trail and sites associated with It 
would be afforded maximum protectlon. 

Semlprlmltlve Recreation Opportunltles--Recreation opportunltles would 
change to semiprlmltlve nonmotorlzed for that part of the area within 
three miles of motorized use and to prxnltlve for the rest of the 
area. 

Big-Game HabItat--The need for coordlnatlon between habitat management 
and other management would be low. Animals would be more secure than 
under any other management emphasx. WIldfire could play a natural 
role. Elk summer habltat would be managed at a high percentage of 
potential. 
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Visual Quality--When an area becomes wilderness, the visual quality 
objective becomes preservation. Vrsual quality would be maintained. 

Anadromous Fxh Habltat--Wilderness would provide full habitat 
potential. High water quality would be mamtained in all streams. 

Old-Growth Habltat--Percentages of old-growth habitat In mlderness 
would be the highest possible, smce no tmber harvest would occur. 
Present diversxty would be mamtained. 

Wilderness--The wllderness resource on the Forest would be Increased. 

b. Deslgnatlon: Nonmlderness 
Management Emphasis: Roaded Development 

About 90 percent of Roadless Area 1855 is assxgned to this management emphasis 
m all alternatlves except H and Hl. General environmental effects are 
described in Chapter IV. 

Approximately 70.4 MMBF of standmg tmber volume would be available for 
harvest over the full range of nonwilderness alternatives. Range developments 
could be constructed, and motorxzed equipment used. 

Between 2,100 acres (22 percent of the area) and 3,700 acres (39 percent of the 
area) would be opened to roaded development m the first decade. The highest 
acreages are contamed m alternatlves which msxmize tmber harvest ForestwIde 
(D and E) and in those alternatIves (I and J) with large acreages of proposed 
wllderness elsewhere on the Forest which maximrze outputs outslde of 
wilderness. The lower acreages are contamed m alternatIves with high 
ForestwIde fxh/water quality objectives (C, F, K, and L). 

Area 1855 would be entered In Sectlon 27, T24N RlW, and the road would cross 
the head of Squaw Creek. Actual mileage would depend on timber harvest 
objectlves of each alternative. 

Alternative G, the Preferred Alternative, would open about 2,100 acres to 
roaded development in the first decade. No action under any alternative would 
affect the most umque feature of the area, Papoose Cave. 

The major nonprIced outputs consldered by the Nez Perce NatIonal Forest 
(Chapter II, Section 18) are maintenance of tradltlonal lifestyles, community 
stability, threatened and endangered species (T&E) habitat, cultural resources, 
semiprimitive recreation opportumtles, big-game habitat, vmual quality, 
anadromous fxh habitat, old-growth-dependent species habitat, and wxlderness. 

Traditional lifestyles would be mamtamed and community stability would be 
wlthm parameters for rapid change m all alternatives. Tmber, mining, and 
livestock industries would benefit from thx management emphasis; mdustries 
relating to prmltlve recreatron would not benefit. Indlvlduals and groups 
advocating roaded development would be supported; those advocating wilderness 
would not be supported. 
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Effects of the roaded management emphasis on nonpriced reswrce values: 

T&E HabItat--Potential for human lntruslon would ~~rease with roaded 
development, and pro.Ject-level coordlnatlon among timber harvest, road 
construction, and habxtat management would be required if T&E species 
were determined to be present. 

Cultural Resources--Any action m the known or supposed vxinity of 
the Boise Trail would be reviewed by the Forest Archaeologist prx~r to 
any ground-dlsturblng actlvlty. 

Semzprlmltive Recreation Opportunities--These would decrease as 
roadless areas are brought under roaded management. Roaded natural 
settings would Increase. 

Big-Game Habitat--As roadless areas are brought under development, 
greater coordinatxon would be needed between road construction and 
habltat management. Logging has the potential for altering the amount 
and distrlbutlon of cover and forage areas and changing elk movements, 
distributwn, and habitat utllizatlon. Effects of roaded development 
on elk summer habxtat would be mltlgated using the North Idaho Elk 
Coordlnatlng GuIdelInes on a proJect-by-proJect basis. 

Visual Quality--This would change XI response to specific visual 
quality obJectives, from retention to partial retention on some lands 
to modificatxon and maximum modification on others. Visual qualxty 
would be lowered on all roadless lands opened to development. More 
roads and harvest actlvxty would be visible from high points m the 
area, but stream bottoms would be largely unaffected. 

Anadromous Frsh HabItat--Increased sedimentation and resultant adverse 
effects on fish habltat would be likely zn streams adJacent to road 
construction; however, at least 60 percent of potential sediment from 
roads would be mitigated, and greater mitigations would be possible 
wxth applxation of best management practices on favorable landforms. 

Old-Growth Habitat--Suffwient old growth would remain to meet minimum 
management requlrements. Vegetative diversity would tend toward seral 
successional stages m the timber harvest areas. 

Wilderness--Wilderness possibllitles in the roaded part of the area 
would be foregone; however, Over 5.000 acres of Area 1855 would remain 
unroaded at the end of the first decade. Acreage of any size adJoin- 
Ing the Hells Canyon Wilderness could be added to that Wilderness. 

c. Deszgnatlon: NonwIlderness 
Management Emphasis: Unroaded Management 

About 100 acres of Area 1855 are asslgned to this management emphasis in 
AlternatIves C, F, G, Gl, K, and L. 
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The maJor nonprlced outputs considered by the Nez Perce National Forest 
(Chapter II, Sectlon 18) are maintenance of tradltlonal lifestyles, community 
stablllty, threatened and endangered species (T&E) habitat, cultural resources. 
semlprlmltlve recreation opportunltles, big-game habitat, visual quality, 
anadromous fish habltat, old-growth-dependent species habitat, and wilderness. 

TradItional llfestyles would be malntazned and community stablllty would be 
wlthln parameters for rapld change In all alternatives. Economic and social 
effects of unroaded management In Area 1855 would be small and would vary 
little among alternatives. Generally speaking, timber and mining industries 
would not be supported under this emphasis, since no development is planned. 
Wilderness advocates would not be supported because of the size and spatial 
dlstrlbutlon of these areas. 

Effects of an unroaded management emphasis on other nonpriced resources: 

T&E Habitat--Potential for human intrusion would increase due to 
nearby roaded development, but habltat would be maintained. 

Cultural Resources--Posslbllltles for a raped inventory would be 
reduced because of dxffxult access. Disturbance of sites would 
depend on the proxlm1t.y to roaded development. 

Semrprlmltlve Recreation Opportunities--Existing opportunities would 
be retained. 

Big-Game Habitat--The need for coordlnatlon between habitat management 
and other management actlvltles would depend on roaded development 
elsewhere in the area. Elk summer habitat would be managed at a high 
percentage of potential. 

Vxsual Quality--The unroaded acreage would retain present visual 
qualltles. 

Anadromous Fzsh Habltat--Since roads would not be constructed, stream 
sedimentation could be held to present natural rates in unroaded 
areas. 

Old-Growth Habltat--Roadless management would provide more than 
adequate habitat for old-growth-dependent species. Overall vegetative 
dlverslty would tend toward old growth. 

Wrlderness--Wilderness qualltles would remain Intact on these small 
acreages. 

d. Deslgnatlon: Nonwllderness 
Management Emphasis: Mlnlmum Level 

This prescrlption emphasizes a maintenance-only level of management on 900 
acres In all alternatlves except H and Hl. These acres are not contiguous. 

Since roads may or may not be constructed, opportunltles for wilderness may or 
may not change: however. since all alternatives except two call for significant 
roaded development, effects would resemble those of that management emphasis. 
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ROADLESS AREA 1921 -- GOSPEL-HDMP (JERSEY-JACK) 

54,321 ACMES 

A. DESCRIPTION 

The Gospel-Hump Wilderness was created out of lands in Area 1921 and the 
acreage remaining still carries that name on Forest and Regional Office 
records. However, the area is probably now better known as "Jersey-Jack." 

Roadless Area 1921 is immediately above the Salmon River breaks, and has a long 
common boundary (southeastern) with the Frank Church-River of No Return 
Wilderness along those breaks. Road 222 borders this Area on the southwest: 
Road 421, Jacks Creek, and Big Mallard Creek make up the northeastern boundary; 
and Roads 222 end 1190 border on the northwest. Generally, exposures are 
southeast, and all streams in the area flow into the Salmon River. Major 
creeks within the Area include all of Little Mallard Creek, Big Blowout Creek, 
Jersey Creek, and Noble Creek. 

Access is by way of Road 222 and its spurs on the north and west, Road 421 on 
the east, and Road 1190 on the north. Road 222 ends at Mackay Bar and Road 421 
ends at Whitewater Ranch, both on the Salmon River. 

This Area includes such topographical features as Blowout Mountain, Blue Ridge, 
Sinker Mountain, and Cove Mountain. The elevation ranges from 2,402 feet at 
Whitewater Ranch to 6,680 feet at Sznker Mountain. 

This is high, rolling, timbered country, with meadows along some of the larger 
creeks. The ecosystem type ranges from extensive lodgepole-pine-dominated 
stands in the Little Mallard Creek, lower Noble Creek, Jack Creek, Rhett Creek 
and Mammouth Mountain areas to climax ponderosa pine in the Vista Point and 
WhItewater areas to Engelmann spruce-alpine fir in the higher elevations and 
cold air drainages. Some larger meadows exist along Jacks Creek, Noble Creek, 
and Little Mallard Creek. 

Area 1921 adjoins the small town of Dixie, which has a history of mining 
actlvlty dating back to 1864. Early placer operations explolted creek gravels 
and high benches. The area's mining boom came with hardrock activity between 
1890 and 1915. Many old mzning relxs still remain. Current mining activity 
is located in the Robinson Dike area and the Blowout Mountain area, both 
southeast of Dixie. 

Recreation uses include fishing, hunting, camping, horseback ndmg, hiking, 
snowmoblllng, motorcycling, sxghtseeing along the Dixie-Mackay Bar Road, and 
driving to the Salmon River via the two roads that border the roadless area to 
boat or to fish for steelhead and salmon. Four outfitters operate in the Area. 

Vista Point has a scenic view of Mallard Creek Falls and the Salmon Breaks. 
The road from Vista Point to Whitewater Ranch goes through one of the few areas 
containing old-growth ponderosa pine on the Red River Dxtrxt. 
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B. CAPABILITY 

1. Natural Integrity 

Most impacts are confined to small areas. Overall, long-term ecologxal 
processes are intact and operating. The principal Impacts come from Mallard 
Creek Ranch and mxnlng actlvlty xn the head of Little Mallard Creek and the 
Robinson Creek area. The mining actlvlty 1s on the perimeter of the area and 
could be excluded. 

2. Natural Appearance 

Present and proposed actlvlties are located along the northern and eastern 
boundaries. Thus, the farther one travels Into the area, the more natural the 
surroundings ~111 appear. Less than 15 percent of the area 1s impacted. 

3. Solitude 

Area 1921 has a common boundary with the Frank Church-River of No Return 
Wilderness and at one point 1s separated from the Gospel-Hump Wilderness by a 
road corridor. When taken together w1t.h these wildernesses, Area 1921 offers 
very hxgh opportunities for solitude. Vegetative screening 1s moderate to 
dense. Most off-site lntruslons -- awplanes and other actlvlty at Mallard 
Creek Ranch, txnber harvest, and mining -- are located a mile or more from the 
Frank Church-Rrver of No Return Wilderness. 

4. Primitive Recreation Opportunity 

Area 1921 by Itself is not diverse, and offers few challenges. Topography 1s 
mostly rolling hills. The forest cover 1s uniform, almost monotonous, and the 
main challenge is a lack of topographical features for orientation. When the 
area 1s taken together with the Frank Church-River of No Return Wzlderness, 
however, primitive recreation opportunity becomes very high. 

5. Wilderness Manageability and Boundaries 

Since 1979, this Area has been reduced by 27,239 acres. Proposed timber sales 
and roads account for 24.780 acres; the balance Includes acreage 
recalculations, mining claims, and the Frank Church-River of No Return 
Wilderness boundary adJustments. However, since thus area was neither logged 
nor roaded, the boundary has been adJusted to again include the 24,780 acres. 

Boundarxs of this area are well defined by roads on the east, north, west, and 
southwest sides. The southeastern boundary is the Frank Church-River of No 
Return Wilderness. Admlnxtrative costs would be sxnxlar to those of the 
adjacent wildernesses. Boundaries may have to be adJusted to exclude existing 
mlnlng actlvlty. 
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C. AVAILABILITY 

1. Nonwilderness Resource Potentials 

NonwIlderness resource potentials for Area 1921 are shown In Table C-34. 
Current uses of the area are also dlscussed In this sectlon. 

Table C-34 
Selected Resource Values - Gospel-Hump Roadless Area 1921 
(Specified Units) 

Category Unit Category Unit 

Gross Acres Acres 
Net Acres Acres 

Recreation 
Prlmltlve 
Semzprlm.Nonmotor 
Semlprlm.Motor. 
Roaded Natural 

Acres 
Acres 
Acres 
Acres 

Range 
Existrng Obligated 

Suitable 
Allotments 
AUMs 

Exlstlng Vacant 
SuItable 
Allotments 
AUMs 

Proposed 
Suitable 
AUMs 

Acres 
No. 
AUMs 

ACl-SS 
NO. 
AUMs 

Acres 
AUMs 

Timber 
Tentative Sultable 
Standing Volume 

Acres 
MBF 

Corridors 
Exist.& Potential No. 

WIldlIfe - T&E 
Bald Eagle 

Habltat 
Gray Wolf 

Habltat 
Grizzly Bear 

Habitat 

Acres 

Acres 

Acres 

54587 WIldlIfe - Big Game 
54321 Summer Habitat 

Winter Habitat 
Specific-Elk 

5432: Summer Hab. 
Winter Hab. 

0 Specifx-Deer 
0 Summer Hab. 

Winter Hab. 

Slgnifxant Fisheries 
535 Stream Miles 

2 
190 Stream Habltat 

Lakes 
0 Lake HabItat 
2 
0 Water Developments 

Existing 
2300 

230 Minerals 
Hardrock Potential 

Very High 
52416 High 

511528 Moderate 
Low 

Mining Claims 
0 011 & Gas Potential 

Very High 
High 
Moderate 

0 Low 
011 & Gas Leases 

36782 Leases 
Leased Area 

36782 

Acres 
Acres 

Acres 
Acres 

Acres 
Acres 

53008 
1313 

53008 
1313 

53008 
1313 

Miles 

Hab.ac 
No. 
Hab.ac 

65 

64 
0 
0 

No. 0 

Acres 4480 
Acres 7040 
Acres 8780 
Acres 34021 
No. 50 

Acres 
Acres 
Acres 
Acres 

No. 
Acres 
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a. Timber 

Lodgepole pine is the prxxlpal species at the higher elevations, with mIxed 
species near the Frank Church-River of No Return Wxlderness boundary. 

b. Recreation 

Elk hunting is a major recreational activity In the fall. Four commercial 
outfitters operate in the area. 

c. Fxsh and WIldlIfe 

Based on suitability of habltat and unconfirmed slghtlngs, it 1s possible that 
the endangered Rocky Mountain gray wolf may Inhabit this Area. Area 1921 1s 
big-game summer range, and posszble gray wolf and grizzly bear habltat. The 
northern part of the area 1s potential spring and summer wolf range, and the 
southwestern part could also serve as a travel corrxdor between the Gospel-Hump 
and River of No Return Wildernesses. The terraln adjoinlng the River of No 
Return Wilderness is bighorn sheep and mountain goat range. The area 1s also 
potential habitat for the peregrine falcon. 

Small fxh are found in the streams, but they are not anadromous. 

d. Range and Grazing 

Meadows along Noble, Grouse, Jack, and Little Mallard Creeks are used by 
cattle, horses, and game. Impacts are light. There are a few fences, and 
stock trails follow the stream bottoms. There are currently two grazing 
allotments in this Area. 

e. Minerals 

There ape now 50 unpatented mining claims in Area 1921. The Little Mallard 
Quartz Placer m Section 12, T26N, R8E, has a heavy impact on about 10 acres. 
ADDrOXimatdv 100 acres west of Mammouth Mountain have also been heavily __ 
impacted by past mining activity. 

f. Cultural Resources 

There are no known cultural resource 

g. Non-Federal Lands 

sites In this area. 

Approximately 266 acres of patented mining claims lie wxthln this area. The 
claims were patented In 1906, 1925, 1926, and 1927. 

2. Other Management Considerations 

Mallard Creek Ranch (HES 727 & 742) and Whitewater Ranch (HES 726) are private 
property located adjacent to this Area. 

Many patented and 50 unpatented mlnlng claims are located withln and near this 
Area southeast of Dixie. 
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The forest cover is predominantly lodgepole pine. It has been determined that 
mountain pine beetles cause the most damage to lodgepole trees that are over 80 
years old and over 8 inches in diameter, growing at elevations under 6,200 
feet. The high percentage of lodgepole growing at these elevations makes the 
Area highly vulnerable to attacks by these insects, a species which is 
currently causing extensive damage in nearby parts of the Forest. spot 
infestations of mountain pine beetle have been detected in the lower elevations 
along the southern part of the Area and around the Dixie Guard Station in the 
western part of the Area. Since no effective countermeasures have been 
developed against large-scale infestations, such as the one now faced by the 
Nez Perce, the only courses of action are to harvest the trees while they are 
still merchantable, or accept large areas of mortality (and most probably 
subsequent fire). 

Spotted Knapweed infestations have been found in the Whitewater Ranch area. 

D. NFZD 

1. Proximity to Other Designated Wildernesses and Population Centers 

See the introduction to this appendix. 

2. Contribution to National Wilderness Preservation System 

The main contribution would be to increase the size of the Frank Church-River 
of No Return Wilderness. Most features of the area are found in either the 
Frank Church-River of No Return or the Gospel-Hump Wilderness. 

3. Public Interest, Concern. and Comment Summary 

Area 1921 was originally a part of a much larger Gospel-Hump roadless area and 
was twice considered by Congress for wilderness classification. The Endangered 
American Wilderness Act of 1978 created the Gospel-Hump Wilderness, a 
%.OOO-acre immediate development area, and a 92,000-acre multipurpose resource 
development area, but did not speak to the Jersey-Jack portion of the roadless 
area. Area 1921 was again considered for wilderness when the Central Idaho 
Wilderness Act was passed in 1980, and was again eliminated. 

Local public opinion and the forest products industry are strongly opposed to 
wilderness classification for this area. Their view is that Congress has 
already considered the question twice, and that Congressional intent has been 
established. 

The Idaho Wildlife Federation and the Idaho Outfitters and Guides Association 
advocate wilderness classification. The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) 
wants to manage this area with a threatened and endangered species emphasis. 
They want part of the area managed without additional roads for the first 
decade. Part of the area can be managed with roads, but the USFWS wants them 
closed at completion of the proJect. 
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E. ALTRRNATIVB AND ENVIRONMENTAL CONSEQUENCES 

1. Management Emphasis 

Management emphasis by alternative is shown in Table C-35, and the effects of 
each management emphasis on the wilderness characteristics of the area are 
described in this section. 

Table C-35 
Management Emphasis-Gospel-Hump(Jersey-Jack) Roadless Area 1921 - 54.321 Acres 
(Thousand Acres) 

Alternatives -(CD)-Current Direction; (PA)-Preferred Alternative 
Management C D E F G(PA) H& I J K L 
Emphasis &Gl Hl 

Nonwilderness 

Roaded 50.9 23.8 50.9 50.9 
Development 

Unroaded 0 28.9 o 0 
ivgmt. 

Minimum 
Level 

3.4 1.6 3.4 3.4 

Research 0 0 0 0 
Natural 
Area 

Wilderness 

Wilderness 0 0 0 0 

Summary of Management Emphasis 

Developed- 14.8 25.4 17.X 22.4 
Decade 1 

Developed- 54.3 25.4 54.3 54.3 
Decade 5 

0 50.9 

54.3 0 

0 3.4 

0 0 

0 0 

0 13.7 

0 54.3 

Roadless- 39.5 28.9 37.2 31.9 54.3 40.6 
Decade 1 

Roadless- 0 28.9 0 0 54.3 0 
Decade 5 

Wilderness 0 0 0 0 0 0 

0 23.8 23.8 50.9 50.9 

0 0 0 0 0 

0 1.6 1.6 3.4 3.4 

0 0 0 0 0 

54.3 28.9 28.9 o o 

0 25.4 25.4 17.1 17.1 

0 25.4 25.4 54.3 54.3 

0 0 0 37.2 37.2 

0 0 0 0 0 

54.3 28.9 28.9 0 0 
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2. Impacts 

a. Designation: Wxlderness 
Management Emphasis: Wilderness 

All of Area 1921 is recommended for wilderness classification in Alternatives 
H, Hl, I, and J. This recommendation would increase opportunities for 
primitive recreation on the Forest and allow ecosystems in the area to be 
affected by natural processes only. 

Timber management possibilities, including harvest of approximately 511.5 MMBF 
on 6 percent of the Forest's tentatively suitable timberlands, would be 
foregone. Much of this timber is mature lodgepole pine at high risk for a 
Mountain Pine Beetle infestation. 

Some existing uses, such as use of motorized equipment, would have to be 
terminated, but grazing at existzng levels and mInera development on existing 
valid claims could be allowed to continue. 

In general, nonpriced resource values are enhanced by wilderness management. 
The major nonpriced outputs considered by the Nez Perce Forest (Chapter II, 
Section 18) are maintenance of traditional lifestyles, community stability, 
threatened and endangered species (T&E) habitat, cultural resources, 
semiprimitive recreation opportunities, big-game habitat, vxsual quality, 
anadromous fish habitat, old-growth-dependent species habitat, and wilderness. 

Traditional lifestyles would be maintained and community stability would be 
within parameters for rapid change in all alternatives; however, wilderness 
classification precludes timber harvest, and the wood products industry would 
not benefit under this emphasis. Industries relating to primitive recreation 
such as outfitters would benefit. Indlvlduals and groups advocating increased 
wilderness acreage would be supported: those advocating roaded development 
would not be supported. 

Effects of wilderness management on other nonpriced resource values: 

T&E Habitat--The possibility of human intrusion would be low. 
Management activities would by localized and limited. Gray wolf, 
grizzly bear. and peregrine falcon habitat would be maintained. 

Cultural Resources--Cultural resource surveys in wildernesses are 
performed only in response to specific requests, unless special legal 
requirements exist to do otherwise. Disturbance of sites would be 
minimal. 

Semiprimitive Recreation Opportunities--Recreation opportunities would 
change to semiprimitive nonmotorized for that part of the area within 
three miles of motorized use and to primitive for the rest of the 
area. 
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Big-Game Habitat--The need for coordination between habitat management 
and other management would be low. Animals would be more secure than 
under any other management emphasis, and wildfire could play a more 
natural role. Elk summer habitat would be managed at a high 
percentage of potential. 

Visual Quality--When an area becomes wrlderness, the visual quality 
objective becomes preservation. Visual quality would be marntalned. 

Anadromous Fish Habitat--Wilderness provides full habitat potential. 
High water quality would be maintained in all streams draining into 
the Salmon River. 

Old-Growth Habitat--Percentages of old-growth habitat in wilderness 
would be the highest possible, since no timber harvest would occur. 
Present diversity would be maintained. 

Wilderness--The wilderness resource on the Forest would be increased, 
as would the size of the Frank Church-River of No Return Wilderness. 

b. Designation: Nonwilderness 
Management Emphases: Roaded Development 

About 94 percent of Roadless Area 1921 is assigned to this management emphasis 
in Alternatives A, D, E, G, Gl, K, and L; and 44 percent in Alternatives C, I, 
and J. General environmental effects are described in Chapter IV. 

Between 13,700 acres (25 percent of the area) and 25,400 acres (47 percent of 
the area) would be opened to roaded development in the first decade. 

Area 1921 would be entered in three places in the first decade. Two of these 
entries, m Sections 11 and 14, T26N, R8E, would access Noble, Rhett, and the 
head of Blowout Creek. The third entry, in Sectxon 22, T26N, RYE, would access 
Little Mallard and Summit Creek. Actual mileage would depend on timber harvest 
obJectives of each alternative. 

Alternative G, the Preferred Alternatxve, would open about 13,700 acres to 
roaded development in the first decade. 

The major nonpriced outputs considered by the Nez Perce Forest (Chapter II, 
SectIon 18) are maintenance of traditional lifestyles, community stability, 
threatened and endangered species (T&E) habitat, cultural resources, 
semiprimitive recreation opportunities, big-game habitat, visual quality, 
anadromous fish habitat, old-growth-dependent species habitat, and wilderness. 
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Traditional lifestyles would be maintained and community stability would be 
within parameters for rapid change in all alternatives. Timber and mining 
industries would benefit from this management emphasis; the outfitting industry 
would not benefit. Individuals and groups advocating roaded development would 
be supported: those advocating wilderness would not be supported. 

Effects of the roaded management emphasis on nonpriced resource values: 

T&E Habitat--Potential for human intrusion would increase with roaded 
development, and project-level coordination among timber harvest, road 
construction and habitat management would be required. Area 1921 is 
potential gray wolf, grizzly bear, and peregrine falcon habitat, which 
may be affected by management activitzes. Adequate security and an 
adequate prey base would be maintained for the wolf and grizzly bear; 
falcon habitat is outside areas likely to be roaded. 

Cultural Resources--Roaded development would provide for a more 
thorough inventory, but increased disturbance of sites caused by 
easier access would be likely. 

Semiprimitive Recreation Opportunities--These would decrease as 
roadless areas are brought under roaded management. Roaded natural 
settings would increase. 

Big-Game Habitat--As roadless areas are brought under development, 
greater coordmatxon would be needed between road construction and 
habitat management. Logging has the potential for altering the amount 
and drstributz.on of cover and forage areas and changing elk movements, 
distribution, and habitat utilization. Effects of roaded development 
on elk summer habitat would be mitigated using the North Idaho Elk 
Coordinating Guidelines on a project-by-project basis. 

Visual Quality--This would change in response to specific visual 
quality objectives, from retention to partial retention on some lands 
to modification and maximum modification on others. Visual quality 
would be lowered on all roadless lands opened to development. More 
roads and harvest activity would be visible from high points in the 
area, but stream bottoms would be largely unaffected. 

Anadromous Fish Habitat--Increased sedlmentatlon and resultant adverse 
effects on fish habitat would be likely in streams adjacent to road 
construction; however, at least 60 percent of potential sedxment from 
roads would be mitigated, and greater mitigations would be possible 
with application of best management practices on favorable landforms. 

Old-Growth Habitat--Minimum management requirements would be met or 
exceeded. Vegetative diversity would tend toward seral successional 
stages in the timber harvest areas. 

Wilderness--Wilderness possibilities in the roaded part of the area 
would be foregone; however, over 28,000 acres of Area 1921 would 
remain unroaded at the end of the first decade. 
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c. Deslgnatlon: Nonwilderness 
Management Emphasis: Unroaded Management 

All of Roadless Area 1921 IS assigned to thrs management emphasis in 
Alternative F, and 53 percent in Alternative C. All existing uses could 
continue. Projects for prescribed burning using planned ignitions could be 
implemented. 

Wilderness possibilities should remain largely intact. 

Continued roadless management of this roadless area would have effects on 
nonprxed resource values that are similar to those of wilderness management. 

The major nonpriced outputs considered by the Nez Perce National Forest 
(Chapter II, Section 18) are maintenance of traditional lifestyles, community 
stability, threatened and endangered species (T&E) habitat, cultural resources, 
semiprimitive recreation opportunities, big-game habitat, visual quality, 
anadromous fish habitat, old-growth-dependent species habitat, and wilderness. 

Traditional lifestyles would be maintained and community stability would be 
within parameters for rapid change in all alternatives. Individuals and groups 
advocating roadless management would be supported; those advocating either 
roaded development or wilderness classification would not be supported. 

Effect of an unroaded management emphasis on other nonpriced resources: 

T&E Habitat--Potentlal for human intrusion would remain at present 
levels. Habitat would be maintazned. 

Cultural Resources--Possibilities for a rapid inventory would be 
reduced because of difficult access. Disturbance of sites would be 
minimal. 

Semiprimitive Recreation Opportunities--ExistzIng opportunities would 
be retained. 

Bzg-Game Habxtat--The need for coordination between habitat management 
and other management activities would be low. Animals would be 
secure. Elk summer habitat would be managed at a high percentage of 
potential. 

Visual Quality--The area would retain present visual qualities. 

Anadromous Fish Habitat--Since roads would not be constructed, stream 
sedimentation could be held to present natural rates. 

Old-Growth Habitat--Roadless management provides more than adequate 
habitat for old-growth-dependent species. Overall vegetative 
diversity would tend toward old growth. 

Wilderness--Wilderness qualities would remain intact. 
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d. Deslgnatlon: Nonwllderness 
Management Emphasw: Mlnlmum Level 

This prescrlptlon emphasizes a maintenance-only level of management on 3,400 
acres (6 percent of the area) in Alternatives A, D. E, G, Gl, K, and L; and 
1,600 acres (3 percent) in AlternatIves C, I, and J. These are mostly lands 
not suitable for timber productlon. 

Suxe roads may or may not be constructed, opportunltles for wilderness may or 
may not change; however. ~.n those alternatlves whxh contan large acreages of 
roaded development, effects would resemble those of that management emphasis. 
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ROADLESS AREA 1922 -- RAPID RIVER 

76,036 Acres 

Two-thirds of this Area, 52,736 acres, is on the Payette National Forest, and 
the remaining 23,300 acres are on the Nez Perce National Forest. However, 
National Forest boundaries do not affect the wilderness capabilities of any 
roadless area, and the entire area is considered as a whole. As stated in 
Chapter I, the Payette is the lead Forest in consideration of this area for 
wilderness, and discussion also appears in the Payette National Forest 
Environmental Impact Statement. 

A. DESCRIPTION 

The Nez Perce portion is in the southwest corner of the Forest. It is bordered 
by the Hells Canyon Wilderness on the west, the Payette National Forest on the 
south, road 624 and the National Forest boundary on the east, and road 517 and 
the South Fork of Shingle Creek on the north. This Area contains the Rapld 
Wild and Scenic River. 

Access is via Road 517 on the north, and Roads 2114 and 624 on the east. The 
Black Lake road furnishes access to the Payette portion. Several trails also 
enter the area. 

Slopes are steep and the topography is rugged. The elevation ranges from 2,180 
feet where the Rapid River crosses the Forest boundary to 8,320 feet at Bryan 
Mountain. The area is drained entirely by Rapid River. Below the confluence 
of the main and west forks, a ponderosa pine and bunchgrass vegetation 
predominates. Above the confluence, the area is forested, and the slopes rise 
to an alpine environment. The area has western ponderosa forest, grand 
fir/Douglas-fir forest, and wheatgrass/bunchgrass ecosystems. 

Rock types are mainly Seven Devils Volcan~cs, Columbia River Basalt, and Idaho 
Batholith granitics. The soils are mostly derived from volcanic parent 
materials and are dark colored, fine-textured, and rocky. Scattered areas of 
light, coarse textured, and rocky soils are also present. 

The climate of the area is controlled primarily by the Aleutian Low and the 
Pacific High. The Aleutian Low is responsible for heavy precipitation. mostly 
snow m the winter and rain m the spring. The Pacific High causes hot and 
relatively dry summers. 

Rapid River and the West Fork of Rapid River from the headwaters to the Forest 
boundary are part of the National Wild and Scenic Rivers System. The River 
received this designation in order to protect water quality for Salmon 
fisheries. A chinook salmon hatchery operated by the Idaho Department of Fish 
and Game is located Just outside the Nez Perce Forest boundary on the northeast 
side of the roadless area. This hatchery was built by the Idaho Power Company 
as compensation for fishery losses involved with the construction of the Hells 
Canyon Dam complex, and it uses water from Rapid River. 

The current mqor uses include grazing, hunting, hiking, fishing, and horseback 
riding. Elk and deer winter range exists at the lower elevations. 
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RIggins, with a permanent population of 500, is the nearest town. McCall, with 
a permanent population of 2,200 and a summer recreation population of 15,000, 
is the nearest large community. 

B. CAPABILITY 

1. Natural Integrity and Appearance 

Except for a few localized impacts, long-term ecological processes are intact 
and operating. A long history of grazing has had little effect. Trails and 
mining sites are limited to less than 1 percent of the area. 

The Rapid River drainage has largely escaped the wildfires that devastated 
entire drainages on both Forests in the past. Despite a history of human 
activity extending back to the earliest days of settlement in Idaho and Adams 
Counties, natural processes have been little disturbed. 

2. Solitude 

Total acreage of Area 1922 is 76,036, and the 194,132-acre Hells Canyon 
Wilderness adjoins it. Thus, from the standpoint of acreage, the potential for 
solitude is outstanding. 

Topography is highly dissected and furnishes excellent screening, although the 
well-developed trail system tends to concentrate visitors along creek bottoms 
and on ridgetops. Vegetative cover ranges from dense over much of the area to 
minimal on some of the south slopes at lower elevations. 

A few off-site intrusions are evident from the ridgetops, but they are not 
close-by. On-site intrusions Include grazing cattle and range-related manmade 
structures In some parts of the area. Sounds originating outside of the area 
may carry up to a mile inside. 

3. Primitive Recreation Opportunity 

The area is diverse in everything except lakes, and these are found in the 
adjoining wilderness. Challenging terrain is present: much of the area is 
steep and rocky, with cliffs and bluffs. Temperatures range from cold to very 
hot: thunderstorms and snowstorms occur in season. Rattlesnakes are common in 
the lower elevations. 

Although developed trails and trail bridges are present, developed camp 
facilities are not. 

Area 1922, along with the Hells Canyon Wilderness, offers outstanding 
opportunity for primitive recreation. 

4. ManageabilIty and Boundaries 

Area 1922 could be managed as a part of the Hells Canyon Wilderness. 
Administrative costs would probably rise since the Wilderness boundary would be 
very near the Forest boundaries; policing motorized trespass and other 
violations would probably be necessary. 
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If the area were to become wilderness. there would be no question of compliance 
with water quality standards specified in Public Law 94-199 and discussed 
below. 

Under a wilderness classification, problems could arise with the private 
property inside the area. Purchases, trades, or easements may not be possxble; 
routes of ingress and egress may be demanded by landowners. 

Several boundary options are examined in the alternatives. Among them are a 
boundary that includes the entire area less existing developments, a boundary 
that follows the ridges defining the Rapid River drainage, and a boundary that 
excludes all of the area on the east side of Rapid River. 

In addition, the northern and eastern boundaries could be modified to make the 
area more manageable. The South Fork of Shingle Creek, near the northern 
boundary, drains into Rapid River below the fish hatchery. Roads could be 
constructed and timber harvested there with applicable best management 
practices and sediment mitigation measures. The same is true of the area 
adJacent to Lockwood Point, which drains directly into the Little Salmon River. 

AdJustments could also be made on the eastern boundary to eliminate signs of 
past activity and some of the private property located there. 

Two proposed National Natural Landmarks exist m thzs Area. 

C. AVAILARILITY 

1. Nonwilderness Resource Potentials 

Nonwilderness resource potentials for Area 1922 are shown in Table c-36. 
Current uses of the area are also discussed in this section. 

a. Recreation 

None of the River is suitable for canoes, kayaks, or rubber rafts because it is 
too shallow. Fishing is an important recreational use early in the season, 
before the weather gets hot and the water levels drop. Big-game hunting is 
done during the fall season. Commercial outfitters operate in the area. Black 
Lake and Pyramid Peak are popular recreation and scenic attractions. 

For the most part, trails are well-constructed with bridges at maJor stream 
crossmgs, and run the full length of both the Main Fork and the West Fork of 
Rapid River and elsewhere, Some cuts and fills are large enough to create a 
moderate visual impact. 

Trail 166, from Wildhorse Saddle to Wyant Camp, was built as a wagon road, but 
is now maintained as a trail and used by motorcyclists. 
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Table c-36 
Selected Resource Values - Rapid River Roadless Area 1922 - 76.036 Acres 
(Specified Units) 

Category Un3.t Category Unit 

Gross Acres Acres 77116 
Net Acres Acres 76036 

Recreation 
Primitive 
Semiprlm.Nonmotor 
Semlprim.Motor. 
Roaded Natural 

Acres 0 
Acres 76036 
Acres 0 
Acres 0 

Range 
Existing Obligated 

Suitable 
Allotments 
AUMs 

Acres 15415 
NO. 2 
AUMs 1650 

Existing Vacant 
Suitable 
Allotments 
AUMs 

Proposed 
Suitable 
AUMS 

Acres 0 
NO. 0 
AUMs 0 

Acres 0 
AUMs 0 

Timber 
Tentative SuItable 
Standing Volume 

Acres 54745 
MBF 638510 

Corridors 
Exist. & Potential No. 0 

WIldlIfe - T&E 
Bald Eagle 

Habitat 
Gray Wolf 

HabItat 
Peregrine Falcon 

Habitat 

Acres a 

Acres 0 

Acres 8320 

Wlldllfe - Big Game 
Summer HabItat 
Winter HabItat 

Specific-Elk 
Summer HabItat 
Winter Habitat 

Speclfx-Deer 
Summer HabItat 
Winter Habitat 

Sigxficant Fxsherles 
Stream Miles 

Stream Habitat 

Lakes 
Lake Habltat 

Water Developments 
Exlstlng 

Minerals 
Hardrock Potential 

Very Hrgh 
High 
Moderate 
LOW 

Mining Claims 
011 & Gas Potential 

Very High 
High 
Moderate 
LOW 

011 & Gas Leases 
Leases 
Leased Area 

Acres 
Acres 

Acres 
Acres 

Acres 
Acres 

Miles 46 

Hab.ac 60 

NO. 0 
Hab.ac 0 

NO. 0 

Acres 
Acres 

0 
0 

760306 
30 

Acres 
NO. 

Acres 
Acres 
Acres 
Acres 

NO. 
Acres 

0 
0 

7603: 

0 
0 

b. Fish and WIldlIfe 

The usual big-game species--elk, deer, bear, and cougar--1nhablt Area 1922. 
Moose are scarce, owing to llmlted habitat. Cliffs and bluffs III the area 
offer potential habltat for peregrine falcons. Mountain goat and bighorn sheep 
are also found in the high country. 
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Spring and summer chinook salmon, steelhead, cutthroat, Dolly Varden, and 
rainbow are present in Rapid River. Spring chinook are intercepted at the 
hatchery; other anadromous fish are allowed to continue upstream. 

c. Water Quality 

Public Law 94-199, December 1975, designated Rapid River as a Wild River in the 
National Wild and Scenic Rivers System. The Act states that "the Secretary (of 
Agriculture) shall establish a corridor along the segments of Rapid River and 
may not undertake or permit to be undertaken any activities on adjacent public 
land which would impair the water quality of Rapid River." 

In order to comply with the law, the Nez Perce and Payette National Forests 
have agreed that no activities will be permitted in the Rapid River drainage 
unless the Forest Service can guarantee that water quality will not be 
impaired. The Forests have also agreed that landforms, slopes, soil types, 
vegetative cover. proximity of streams, and rapidity of sediment delivery vary 
throughout the drainage and that activities which may be permitted in some 
parts of the drainage may be prohibited in others. 

In addition, the two Forests have coordinated development of land management 
plans to insure compatible management of the Rapid River drainage. 

d. Range and Grazing 

Grazing has a long history in Area 1922; the earliest Forest Service maps show 
grazing allotments. This history is shown in the number of named springs m 
the area. A high percentage of the land is suitable range. Range-related 
developments are also present, such as water tanks, reservoirs, fences, and 
exclosures. Range rehabilitation projects such as seeding and fertilizing have 
been carried out in the past. 

e. Timber 

Standing volume is estimated at 638.5 MMBF on 54,745 acres of tentatively 
suitable lands. Dominant timber types are ponderosa pine, Douglas-fir, and 
spruce. 

f. Minerals 

Around the turn of the century, there was much local interest in possible gold 
and copper deposits in the Rapid River country, and some exploratory work was 
done. Evidence of this activity, mostly small tailing piles and adits, can be 
found in the area. According to geologists, copper mineralization is present, 
but economIca mining today would be improbable. There are currently about 30 
unpatented mining claims in Area 1922, and a small hydropower plant may be 
developed on Boulder Creek. 

EC. Cultural Resources 

The first settlement occurred around the turn of the century. A few old cabins 
and at least two graves are known to exist, along with the remnants of past 
mining activity. 
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h. Non-Federal Lands 

Three parcels of private land lie entirely withIn the Nez Perce portion of the 
roadless area, with others on or near the eastern boundary. Eighty acres of 
mlnlng claims (the Oregon-Tlpton) were patented in 1908. A 160-acre homestead 
on the main fork above the confluence with the west fork was patented in 1910, 
and another 80-acre homestead was patented In 1924. A fourth parcel of 130 
acres (the McRae place) was acquxed by the Government in 1979. There are 
bulldlngs on some of these sites. 

The Payette portlon of Area 1922 contains 640 State grant acres and one 
120-acre parcel of private property. 

2. Other Management Considerations 

This Area 1s managed as a roadless area with special consideration for 
livestock forage productlon and wildlIfe winter range including prescribed 
burning, range Improvement lnstallatlon, aerial grass seedlng, etc. 

If this Area is designated as wilderness, then the tracts of private land 
discussed above would need to be purchased, and the road that provides access 
to this land would have to be closed. The Area boundary could be adjusted to 
elrminate much of thxs private land. 

1. Proximity to Other Designated Wildernesses and Population Centers 

See Section 1 of this appendix. 

2. Contribution to National Wilderness Preservation System 

The main contribution would be to add a tributary of the little Salmon River to 
the Hells Canyon Wilderness. Most of the ecosystems present in Area 1922 are 
represented in other nearby wildernesses, but Rocky Mountain grand 
fir/Douglas-fir No. 3110-13 has been Identified by the Payette Forest as a 
target ecosystem. 

3. Public Interest, Concern. and Comment Summary 

Congress looked at this area when the Hells Canyon National Recreation Area and 
Wilderness were establlshed in 1975. Rapld River was named a Wild River, but 
the adJacent lands were not designated wilderness. 

Many people would like to see this Area remain roadless. 

The Idaho Wildlife Federation and the Idaho Outfitters and Guides Assoclatzon 
both advocate wilderness classlfxation for the area. 

Management without roads is desired by the U.S. Fxh and Wlldllfe Service and 
the Idaho Department of Fxh and Game. 
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E. ALTERNATIVES AND ENVIRONMFJJTAL CONSEQUENCES 

1. Management Emphasis 

Management emphasis by alternatzve IS shown in Table C-37, and the effects of 
each management emphasis on the wilderness characterxstics of the area are 
described in this section. Background informatlon 1s located in the 
lntroductlon to this appendix. 

Table C-37 
Management Emphasis-Rapid River Roadless Area lg.22 - 76,036 Acres 
Nez Perce and Payette National Forests 
(Thousand Acres) 

Payette NF Alternatives -(CD)-Current DirectIon; (PA)-Preferred AlternatIve 

Management A B C E I N 0 p3 
Emphasis 

Nonwilderness 

Roaded 
Development: 

Payette 23.2 23.4 17.8 a.3 a.3 17.8 0 2314 17.8 9.5 
Nez Perce 0 18.1 i.3 i.3 0 0 18.1 o 39 

23.2 41.5 17.8 0 41.5 17.8 13:4 

Unroaded 
Management: 

Payette 29.5 29.3 0 44.4 21.1 0 0 29.3 0 43.2 
Nez Perce 23.3 0 0 23.3 0 2i.3 0 

52.8 29.3 0 67.7 0 0 

MInImum 
Level: 

Payette 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Nez Perce 0 5:: 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

0 0 0 0 0 0 
5 5:: 

0 0 

Wilderness 

Wilderness: 

Payette 0 0 34.9 0 23.3 34.9 52.7 0 34.9 0 
Nez Perce 0 0 0 23.3 0 23.3 0 0 

0 0 . 58.2 0 23.3 58.2 76.0 0 $3:: 0 
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Table C-37 (continued) 
Management Emphasis-Rapid River Roadless Area 1922 - 76,036 Acres 
Nez Perce and Payette National Forests 
(Thousand Acres) 

Payette NF Alternatives -(CD)-Current Duection; (PA)-Preferred Alternative 

A B C E F(CD) I N 0 p3 R2(PA) 

Summary of Management Emphases 

Developed- 
Decade 1: 

Payette 23.2 23.4 17.8 8.3 8.3 17.8 0 23.4 17.8 9.5 
Nez Perce 0 39 

2713 
$8 80.3 i.3 Iv.8 0 3.9 0 3.9 

23.2 o 21.3 17.8 13.4 

Developed- 
Decade 5: 

Payette 23.2 23.4 17.8 8.3 8.3 17.8 o 23.4 17.8 9.5 
Nez Perce 0 3.9 0 0 0 0 3.9 0 3.9 

23.2 27.3 17.8 
g.3 

8.3 17.8 0 27.3 17.8 13.4 

Roadless- 
Decade 1: 

Payette 29.5 29.3 0 44.4 21.1 0 0 29.3 0 43.2 
Nez Perce 23.3 19.4 0 23.3 23.3 0 0 19.4 0 19.4 

52.8 48.7 0 61.1 44.4 0 0 48.7 0 62.6 

Roadless- 
Decade 5: 

Payette 29.5 29.3 0 44.4 21.1 0 0 29.3 0 43.2 
Nez Perce 23.3 19.4 0 23.3 23.3 0 0 19.4 

52.8 48.7 0 67.7 44.4 
: 

0 
t,::: 9 

0 62.6 

Wilderness: 

Payette 0 0 34.9 0 23.3 34.9 52.1 0 34.9 0 
Nez Perce 0 0 23.3 0 0 0 23.3 0 

0 0 58.2 0 23.3 
$2 3 :I?:: 

0 58.2 0 
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For the purposes of this evaluation, the Nez Perce Forest alternatIves have been 
fltted to the Payette Forest alternatives on the basis of goals, objectives and 
outputs common to both alternatlve sets. The relationship between the 
alternatlve sets of the two Forests is shown in Table c-38. 

Table c-38 
Alignment of Alternatives 
Payette and Nez Perce Nationsl Forests 

AlternatIves - (CD)-Current DIrection; (PA)-Preferred Alternative 

Payette A B C E F I N 0 p3 R2 

Nez L D I C A K R E J G 
Perce 

2. Impacts 

a. Designation: Wxlderness 
Management Emphasis: Wilderness 

All of Area 1922 is recommended for wilderness classlficatlon in Alternative 
N. From 23,285 to 34,936 acres of the Payette Forest portion 1s recommended in 
Alternatives C, F, I, and P3. In AlternatIves C, I, and P3, all of the Nez 
Perce portion is recommended. Alternative R2, the proposed action, does not 
recommend wilderness classifxatlon for any part of Area 1922. 

This management emphasis would increase opportunities for primitive recreation, 
and. w1t.h the exception of grazing, would allow ecosystems in the area to be 
affected by natural processes only. 

Timber management possiblllties, lncludlng harvest of approximately 638.5 MMBF 
in the area, would be foregone; however, much of this volume may not have been 
available in any event because of constraints imposed by water quality 
standards in Public Law 94-199, whxh would limit access road construction. 

Some existing uses, such as use of motorrzed equipment, would have to be 
terminated, but grazing at exxtlng levels and mineral development on existing 
valid claims and leases could be allowed to continue. 

Big-game habitat Improvement programs that Involve prescribed burning on winter 
ranges would have to rely on unplanned lgnitlons unless current regulatxons are 
changed. 

Maxmum protection would be afforded the RapId River Corridor, and there would 
be no questxon of compliance with Public Law 94-199. 

In general, nonprxed resource values are enhanced by wilderness management. 
The major nonprxed outputs consIdered by the Payette and Nez Perce Forests are 
maintenance of tradItiona lifestyles, community stability, threatened and 
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endangered species (T&E) habitat, old-growth-dependent species habltat, and 
wilderness. 

Traditional lifestyles would be maintained and community stability would be 
wIthIn parameters for rapId change In all alternatives; however, wilderness 
classification precludes timber harvest, and the wood products industry would 
not benefit under this emphasis. Industries relating to primitive recreation, 
such as outfitters, would benefit. Individuals and groups advocating Increased 
wxlderness would be supported; those advocating roaded development would not be 
supported. 

Effects of wilderness management on other nonprlced resource values: 

T&E Habitat--The possiblllty of human intrusion would be low. 
Management activltles would be localized and limited. Possible 
peregrine falcon habitat would be fully protected. 

Cultural Resources--Disturbance of sites would be minimal. 

Semlprzmitlve Recreation Opportunities--These would change to 
semipr~mx.tlve nonmotorxed for that part of the area within 3 miles of 
motorxed use and to prlmltlve for the rest of the area. 

Big-Game Habitat--The need for coordlnatlon between habitat management 
and other management would be low. Animals would be more secure than 
under any other management emphasis. Habztat. improvement programs 
using prescribed fxre would be lImited to unplanned (lightning) 
ignitions, and wildfire could play a more natural role. Elk summer 
habitat would be managed at a high percentage of potential. 

Visual Quality--When an area becomes wilderness, the visual quality 
objective becomes preservation. Visual quality would be maintained. 

Anadromous Fxh Habitat--Wilderness would provide full natural habltat 
potential. High water quality would be maintained in Rapid River. 

Old-Growth Habitat--Percentages of old-growth habitat In wilderness 
would be the highest possible, since no timber is cut. Present 
diversity would be maIntained. 

Wilderness--The wilderness resource xn central Idaho would increase. 

b. Designatxon: Nonwilderness 
Management Emphasis: Roaded Development 

Large parts of Area 1922 are assIgned to this management emphasis in 
Alternatives B and 0. In addition, parts of the Payette portIon are assigned 
to prescriptions that require roads in Alternatives A, C, E, F, I, P3, and R2. 

The Nez Perce assIgns all of Its portion to roaded development prescrzptlons in 
Alternatives B and 0. In all other alternatzves except R2, all of the Nez 
Perce portlon 1s either recommended for wilderness classlflcatlon or assrgned 
to continued roadless management. In AlternatIve R2, 3,900 acres of the Nez 
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Perce portion are asslgned to roaded development. The Preferred Alternative, 
assigns 13,442 acres, 18 percent of the area, to roaded development 
prescriptions. 

Approximately 638.5 MMBF of standing timber volume would be avaIlable in the 
entlre area If harvests are not constrained by legal water quality requirements 
-- 507 MMBF of this volume is on the Payette Forest, 131.5 MMBF 1s on the Nez 
Perce. The full Nez Perce volume would be available only In Alternatives B and 
0. In Alternative R2, 7 MMBF would be available from 3,900 acres not asslgned 
to either wilderness or continued roadless management. These 3,900 acres drain 
into Rapld River below the fish hatchery and are exempt from water quality 
requirements of PL 94-199. Standard Forestwide water quality mitigation 
measures and best management practices would apply in this area. 

On the Nez Perce, these 3,900 acres would be opened to roaded development in 
the first decade. They are located on the northern edge of the roadless area 
in the head of Shingle Creek. and would be entered from the exxstlng road 
system. First decade roaded development activity on the Payette would involve 
about 4.000 acres m the Lockwood Point vicinity. These lands drain Into the 
Little Salmon River, and access would be via the Whitebird Ridge Road, most of 
which is already in place and is on the Nez Perce Forest. In both cases, road 
mileage would depend on timber obJectIves of each alternative. 

MaJor nonpriced benefits considered by both Forests are maintenance of 
traditional lifestyles, community stability, threatened and endangered species 
(T&E) habltat, cultural resources, semiprimitive recreation opportunltras, 
big-game habitat, visual quality, anadromous fish habitat, old-growth-dependent 
species habitat, and wilderness. 

Tradltlonal lifestyles would be maintained and community stability would be 
wIthin parameters for rapid change In all alternatives. Timber, mining, and 
livestock industries would benefit from this management emphasis; industries 
relating to primztlve recreation would not benefit. Individuals and groups 
advocating roaded development would be supported; those advocating wilderness 
would not be supported. 

T&E Habitat--Potential for human intrusion would increase wxth roaded 
development, but areas likely to be occupied by peregrine falcons are 
unlikely to be roaded. 

Cultural Resources--Roaded development provides for a more thorough 
inventory, but Increased disturbance caused by easier access would be 
likely. 

Semlprxnltlve Recreation Opportunities--These decrease as roadless 
areas are brought under roaded management. Roaded natural settings 
would Increase. 

Big-Game HabItat--As roadless areas are brought under development, 
greater coordination would be needed between road construction and 
habitat management. Effects of roaded development on elk summer 
habitat would be mltlgated on a proJect-by-proJect basis. 
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Most of the winter range in Area 1922 1s on the Nez Perce Forest 
portion. These ranges would be improved when sate preparation is 
designed to emphasize browse production and natural tree generation. 

Vxual Quality--This would change in response to specific vxsual 
quality objectives, from retention to partial retention on some lands 
to modifizatlon and maxxnum modification on others. Visual quality 
would be lowered on all roadless lands opened to roaded development. 
More roads and harvest activity would be visible from high points in 
the area, but stream bottoms and the Rapid River Corridor would be 
largely unaffected. 

Anadromous Fish Habitat--Increased sedimentation and resultant adverse 
effects on water quality and fish habitat would be lxkely In streams 
adJacent to road construction. Since little If any stream 
sedlmentatlon is permxsible under the standards of PL 94-199, 
mitigations approaching 100 percent must be assured. This is not 
possible In most cases; thus, rigld constraints would be xnposed on 
road construction in Area 1922. 

Old-Growth Habitat--This ~111 exceed minimum management requirements 
in all alternatives. 

Wilderness--Wilderness posslbllrtles In the roaded part of Area 1922 
would be foregone; however, acreage of any size adjoinlng the Hells 
Canyon Wilderness could be added to that Wxlderness at any time. 

c. Designation: Nonwilderness 
Management Emphasis: Unroaded Management 

All of Area 1922 except 8.347 acres on the Payette Forest would be managed 
without roads in Alternative E. In AlternatIves A, E, and F, all of the Nez 
Perce portion 1s asslgned to roadless prescriptions, and parts of the Payette 
portion would be managed without roads In Alternatzves A, B, F, 0, and R2. 
AlternatIve R2, the proposed action, would leave 62,594 acres, 82 percent of 
the area, in roadless management. 

Timber harvest and mining would not be precluded, but they would have to be 
accomplished without roads. All exxtlng uses could continue. 

Continued roadless management of large roadless acreages has effects on 
nonpriced resource values that are sxnllar to those of wilderness management. 

The maJor nonprxed outputs considered are maintenance of traditIona 
lifestyles, community stability, threatened and endangered species (T&E) 
habitat, cultural resources, semiprxnitive recreation opportunities, big-game 
habltat, old-growth-dependent species habltat, and wxlderness. 

T&E Habrtat--Potential for human intrusion would remain at present 
levels. Habitat would be maintained. 
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Cultural Resources--Possxbllltxes for a'rapxd inventory would be 
reduced because of difficult access, but dxturbance of sites would be 
mrnmal. 

Semiprunitlve Recreation Opportunities--Existing opportunltles would 
be petalned. 

Big-Game Habrtat--The need for coordination between habitat management 
and other management actlvltles would be low. Animals would be 
secure. Habitat Improvement. programs requirng planned fire ignitions 
could be accomplxhed. Elk summer habitat would be managed at a high 
percentage of potential. 

Visual Quality--The area would retain present visual qualltles. 

Anadromous Fish Habitat--&we roads would not be constructed, stream 
sedimentation would be held to natural rates. 

Old-Growth Habitat--Roadless management prondes more than adequate 
habitat for old-growth-dependent species. Overall vegetative 
diversity would tend toward old growth. 

Wilderness--Wilderness qualities would remain intact. 

d. Desrgnatlon: Nonwilderness 
Management Emphasis: Minimum Level 

This prescrlptlon emphasizes a mamtenence-only level of management. 
Alternatzves B and 0 asslgn 5.200 Nez Perce acres to these prescriptions. 

Since roads may or may not be constructed, wilderness possibilities may or may 
not change. However, water quality constraints in Area 1922 make extensive 
road construction unlikely, so effects of this management emphasu would 
resemble those of unroaded management. 
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APPENDIXD 

ADDITIONAL ANALYSIS ON THE PREFERRED ALTERNATIVE 

TIMBER VALUES. R!XL PRICE INCREASE, AND 
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I. INTRODUCTION 

Of primary interest in National Forest Land and Resource Management Plans 
(Forest Plans) are the choices made about how land is to be managed: how much 
timber is to be harvested, how this will impact the potential timber supply and 
demand in Northern Idaho, how many miles of road will be constructed, and. on 
the other end of the spectrum, what lands are recommended for wilderness or 
will be managed with minimal human-caused disturbance. In part, the choices 
are analyzed through a linear programming model that selects lands for various 
uses to optimally meet the ObJective of an alternative. The model focuses on 
quantitative mformatlon. Using the outputs (harvest levels, etc.) generated 
from management actrvities assumed to occur on given portions of the land as a 
base, the valued (economic) benefits and costs are compared over time. 

Durzng the public review period for the Nez Perce National Forest Proposed 
Forest Plan and Draft Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). much concern was 
expressed, both in written comments and at public meetings, that the Forest 
Plan overestimated the present and future value of timber outputs, and 
underestimated the present and future value of wildlife and recreation 
opportunities. 

The concern is that this perceived overvaluing of timber and undervaluing of 
wildlife and recreation opportunities was biasing the land assignments in the 
Preferred Alternatlve toward timber production at the expense of wlldlife and 
recreation opportunities. 

Value information consists of two parts. First, a base (starting) value is 
determined from prices of market commodities or current estimates derived for 
nonmarket commodltles. The second part IS a proJection of real changes in 
these bass values in the future. These proJections are based on expected 
changes in supply and demand. 

The timber prices used in the Forest Plan and EIS are based on bid prices for 
the years %975-1980. The original real price proJections of timber values are 
based on the 1980 Resource Planning Act (RPA) assessment. 

Revised base timber values were calculated using actual receipt data for the 
years 1975-1984 (See discussion below on the methodology used to calculate the 
revised stumpage values for this analysis). Prxe proJections used I.* this 
sensitivity analysis are from the draft 1985 RPA program (Alternative B). 

After the Draft Environmental Impact Statement was released to the public, 
concerns by the timber industry were raised over limIted supplies of timber in 
the State of Idaho and the potential impact of changes in demand. Also, there 
were questions as to the amount of lands in the suitable timber base and if 
there were opportunities to increase the planned harvest level should demand 
(price) for timber dramatically increase. In response to these concerns, the 
Forest completed a timber supply study for the State of Idaho. The results of 
this study as well as additional Information on timber resource suitability and 
supply and demand analysis for this National Forest are included in this 
overall analysis of the Preferred Alternative. 
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II. SENSITIVITY ANALYSIS OF RESOURCE VALUES AND PROJECTIONS 

The focus of the analysis summarized in this Appendix 1s on two sets of data in 
the model: (1) txnber values; and (2) wlldllfe and recreation values. The 
Forest Plan alternatives were based on a partxular base value proJected into 
the future. The question analyzed here 1s: when different base and future 
values are used in the model, how much does the result change (e.g. present net 
value, sultable timber acres, allowable sale quantity, etc). 

A. Calculation of timber stumpage values for the sensitivity analysis 

The base stumpage values m FORPLAN were orlglnally calculated from bid prxes 
during the years 1975 to 1980. Thz.s time perxod Included one complete cycle in 
the lumber market. Bid prices in that cycle were relatively higher than they 
were in the 1981 through 1984 cycle. Because of the current law whxh allowed 
purchasers to "buy-back" many of these sales, the bid prices for this period 
also overstate the actual prices that were recexved for stumpage. During the 
4-year period from 1981 to 1984, bid prxes have been relatively low. To 
adJust the prices in FORPLAN to a wder base period that Includes both 
relatively high and low points in the lumber market, IO-year average prices 
(1975-1984) were calculated. The average prxes are based on actual recexpts 
(cut values) rather than reported high bids. The procedure used to calculate 
the average prxe 1s as follows: 

The total cut sawtxnber volume and the net value received for that 
sawtimber was calculated for each calendar year using data from the 
Forest "cut and sold" report. The values were adJusted for lnflatxon 
to constant (1978) dollars. 

The net value from the cut and sold reports does not include in-kind 
road payments made by timber purchasers to the Forest Servxe. The 
average amount of road credits per thousand board feet (MBF) were 
calculated for each Forest and calendar year using the Timber 
Appraisal (Transaction Evidence) data base. The amounts were then 
adJusted for lnflatlon to constant dollars. 

The net receipts per MBF and the road credits per MBF were summed then 
multiplied by the sawtimber volume cut XI each calendar year. This 
sum is the total gross receipts per calendar year. 

The total gross receipts were summed for the lo-year period then 
divided by the total volume cut. The result 1s a weighted average 
high bid prxe per MBF that 1s based on actual Forest Servxe 
receipts. 

Table D-l shows these calculations for the Nez Perce NatIonal Forest. To 
appraise the stumpage values associated with lndivldual txnber sales, Region 1 
of the Forest Servxe has developed statlstlcal models which predxt prxe on 
the basis of physical sale characterzstlcs. Because these models are based on 
data from past sales, the procedure 1s termed a "transaction-evldence" method 
of appraisal. The current models are based on sales sold during the 36-month 
period from January 1982 to December 1984. Separate models are used for the 
East Side and West Side appraisal zones. 
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Table D-l 
Summary of Sawtimber Volume and Value by Year. Nez Perce National Forest 

Year Volume Value Inflation Net Road Gross Total 
(MMBF) Per MBF Factor Value Credits Value Value 

1984 54.38 24.90 
1983 :;*;z 46.33 
1982 
1981 50:99 

25.18 
27.19 

1980 65.62 34.99 
1979 97.39 45.91 
1978 97.71 19.35 
1977 78.59 20.54 
1976 115.33 36.29 
1975 82.20 lg.16 

0.66 16.38 
0.68 31.60 
0.71 17.82 
0.75 20.48 
0.82 28.83 
0.90 41.36 
0.98 18.95 
1.05 21.62 
1.11 40.39 
1.17 22.42 

20.17 
12.86 
28.63 

::-“3: x7:98 
41.98 
38.00 
23.88 
33.91 

36.55 1.987.72 
g.g m&.;; 

74146 3,796:51 
56.17 3,685.80 
79.34 79727.34 
60.93 5.953.24 
59.62 4,685.83 
64.27 7.412.49 
56.33 4.630.32 

Totals 715.18 43.163.05 

Base perxd prxe per MBF 60.35 

The West Side zone consists of the Forests In Northern Idaho and Western 
Montana. These include the Bitterroot, Idaho Panhandle, Clearwater, Flathead, 
Kootenai, Lolo, and Nez Perce Forests. Stunpage prxes in the West Side zone 
are highly dependent on the species being cut and the qualzty of the logs 
removed. Because stands are harvested using a variety of logging methods and 
sllvxultural systems, logging costs are also highly varzable in this zone. 

Physical variables that reflect timber and sate quality are Included m the 
West Side model. The model predicts that the stunpage price per MBF increases 
as the "lumber prxe" (SPLT), average tree diameter (ADBH) and the harvest 
volume per acre increases. The lumber prxe 1s a measure of the value of the 
products that can be derzved from the stumpage. By constructing FORPLAN 
economic tables that reflect the separate species value (lumber prxes) of each 
timber yield table, value differences due to specks are accounted for. Within 
each FORPLAN economic table, separate values are given for up to xx diameter 
classes and five volume classes. The effects on value of both tree sxe and 
the harvest volume per acre are thus directly considered by the model. 

The steepness of the land and the sol1 sensltivlty affect the manner in which a 
timber stand can be logged. Areas of gentle slopes and stable soils are 
normally tractor logged. Steep slopes and unstable ~0x1 areas must be logged 
using more expensive cable systems. The West Side model predicts separate 
stumpage values for tractor and cable logging. The effect of yarding distance 
on value IS also predicted for each method (costs increase as the yarding 
dxstance and road spacing increase). Although hellcopter sales were not 
included when developing the West Srde model. logging cost differences between 
cable and helxopter sales can also be estimated. The influence of the logging 
method on value 1s consIdered in FORPLAN by maklng separate sets of economic 
tables for each method. 

The West &de model was developed for all Forests using sale data cover=ng the 
period from January 1982 to December 1984. It must, therefore, be adJusted to 

D-3 



fit the average lo-year base price that was calculated for the Nez Pence 
National Forest. The procedure for adJusting the model is as follows: 

The average value of each physical variable 1s calculated for the 
lo-year period (1975-1984); 

The averages are then substituted into the model. This gives the 
average stunpage price per MBF predicted by the coefficients of the 
equation; and 

A plus on minus constant term is then inserted into the equation such 
that the average predicted price equals the average lo-year base 
price. 

In summary, new base stunpage prices for this sensitivity analysis have been 
developed for the Nez Pence National Forest using actual recex.pt data covering 
the period 1975 to 1984. Variations in stunpage values due to physical 
characteristics of the stand and site are modeled using the latest research 
information avazlable. 

. The results of applying the West Side regressIon coefficients to the mean 
variable values for the Nez Pence are shown in Table D-2. The coefficxnts and 
applicable variable values are adJusted for inflation to first-quarter 1978 
dollars. The mean values were calculated using transaction-evidence sale data 
covering the period 1975 through 1984. In these calculations each sale was 
wezghted according to its size in million board feet. 

The mean stumpage price calculated by the regression coefficients is $92.17 per 
MBF. The actual mean stunpage price for the lo-year base period is $60.35 per 
MBF. The difference between these two numbers, i.e. -31.82, is added as a 
constant term to the predictive equation. The stumpage price model for the Nez 
Pence is thus: 

Y = -31.82 + 0.383 SPLT + 1.313 ADBH + 4.179 LNVPA 
-6.760 YDTRA - 14.646 YDGDL - 13.036 YDSKY - 0.1538 PVSK 

Where: 

Y = the stumpage price per MBF in 1978 dollars 
SPLT = the lumber price per MBF In 1978 dollars 
ADBH = the average d.b.h. in Inches 

LNVPA = the natural log of the harvest volume per acre in MBF 
YDTRA = the proportion of the volume tractor-logged times the mean 

external yarding distance In thousands of feet 
YDGDL = the proportion groundlead times the yarding distance in 

thousands of feet 
YDSKY = the proportion skyline tines the yarding distance in 

thousands of feet 
PVSK = the percent of the volume logged by skyline 
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Table D-2 
Stumpage Price Model, (1978 Dollars) 

Vanable Coefficient Mean Value Factor 

SPLT 0.3830 

ADBH 1.3130 LNVPA 4.1790 
YDTRA -6.7600 
YDGDL -14.6460 
YDSKY -13.036 
PVSK -0.1538 

187.170 71.69 

14.302 :x; 2.787 
22 -3:33 

-0.67 
01216 -2.82 

20.348 -3.13 

Predicted Price 92.27 
lo-Year Price 60.35 

constant -31.82 

In most timber sales, brush disposal (BD) collections are taken directly from 
purchasers as they harvest timber. This money 1s then used by the Forest 
Service to do slash disposal and site preparation work. In the Nez Perce 
FORPLAN model, all Forest Service slash disposal costs, regardless of funding 
source, are included in the economx tables. To prevent the double countxng of 
these costs, the average BD collectzon per MBF is added back to the base 
stumpage price for harvest cuts. During the period 1975 to 1984, BD collectIons 
averaged $3.83 per MBF. 

In the Nez Perce Forest Plan, three different logging methods are analyzed. By 
substituting the assumed yarding distance for each logging method into the 
model, the relative cost applicable to each method can be calculated. The 
calculations are shown in Table D-3. 

Table D-3 
Comparison of Logging Methods, Nez Perce National Forest 

Logging Method 
Tractor 

Yarding 
Distance 

Comparative 
Costs per MBF 

Change From 
Tractor $ 

Tractor 
SkylIne 
Aerial 

700' -4.73 0.00 
1500' -30.20 

NA -85.94 
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Hellcopter sales were not included when developng the recent transactlon- 
evidence regression models. A helicopter equation was developed from 18 sales 
sold xn the Region from 1972 to 1979. Thrs equation 1s: 

Y = -246.89 + 0.5511 SPLT + 46.37 LOG (DBH) 

Where: 

Y = high bxd price per MBF (1978 dollars) 

Substituting the lo-year average values for SPLT and DBH the predxted stumpage 
prrce for helicopter logging is: 

Y = -246.89 F 0.5511 (187.17) + 46.37 LOG (14.30) 
= -246.89 + 103.15 + 123.36 
= -$2o.38 per MBF 

Hellcopter logging only pays if you have both large diameter trees and high 
lumber prices. The average stumpage prxe for tractor-logged timber under the 
same circumstances is $65.56 per MBF. No adjustment 1s made to prices 
predxted by the helicopter equation. 

The average base stumpage values and proJectIons that apply to both the 
original and updated data are shown in Table D-4. Note that the average base 
stumpage price (1980 value) did not change slgnlfxantly as a result of the 
revlslon; however, the price projectlons from the draft 1985 RPA program (i.e., 
future prices) are substantially lower than those used orignally. 

Table D-4 
Average Stumpage Prices, Original verses Revised 
(1978 dollars per MBF) 

1980 
Base Value 

Planned Projected 

1988- 1998- 2008- 2018- 2028- 
1997 2007 2017 2027 2037 

Original 59.44 $73.99 

Revxed 60.35 60.35 

Percent Change +2 -18 

$97.88 $129.88 $180.14 $231.27 

63.96 74.40 89.19 109.95 

-35 -43 -50 -52 

The wlldllfe and recreation values used ~.n the orlglnal analysis were based on 
the 1980 RPA program; the updated wildllfe and recreation values used in this 
sensltlvlty analysis are based on a combination of the 1985 RPA Program values 
and Idaho specific values for brg-game hunting and anadromous sport fxshng. 
These values are shown in Table D-5. 
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The Idaho specific values are from a recently completed study done by the Idaho 
Department of Fish and Game and the Rocky Mountain Forest and Range Experiment 
Station. (Donnelly, Dennis; John B. Loomis, Cindy Sorg, and Louis Nelson. "Net 
Economic Values of RecreatIonal Steelhead Fishmng in Idaho," Resource Bulletin 
RM-9, Rocky Mountain Forest and Range Experiment Station. 1985. Sorg, Cindy; 
LOUIS Nelson. "Net Economic Value of Elk Hunting in Idaho," Resource Bulletin 
RM-12, Rocky Mountazn Forest and Range Experiment Station. 1985.) 

Table D-5 
Wildlife and Recreation Values, Original verses Revised 
(1978 dollars per tit) 

outputs 

Planned Projected 

1988- w98- 2008- 2018- 2028- 
1997 2007 2017 2027 2037 

Dispersed Original $4.67 $5.30 $6.68 
Recreation Revised 8.15 9.45 :Fzi . 11.02 
(RVDS) 

Wilderness Original 8.00 8.00 9.12 9.84 11.20 
(RVDS) Revised 11.00 11.88 12.83 13.86 14.97 

Elk Hunting Original 21.00 22.05 27.93 31.50 
(WFUD) Revised 35.27 38.04 

2~~~ 
. 44.43 47.98 

Anadromous Original 19.50 20.48 23.21 25.94 29.25 
Sport Revised 21.16 23.28 25.15 27.16 29.33 
Fishing 
(WFHD) 

Commercial Original 1.61 1.69 1.92 2.14 2.42 
Sport Fish Revised 1.61 1.69 1.92 2.14 2.42 
(Pounds) 

B. Revised Timber Base Price and Projections 

1. Preferred Alternative 

The first step in the analysx was to look at the Preferred Alternative 
(AlternatIve G) to see what effect different assumptions would have on the 
FORPLAN solution. Each varlatlon and result is discussed below: 
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Run PlA 

Purpose: 

Evaluate the effects of using revised timber values. 

Specifxatrons: 

- Revised timber values: 
- OngIna real prxce increases for timber. 

Results: 

The first variation used the revised timber values with the ongIna real prxe 
increases. Although the average base stumpage prxe did not change 
significantly, the values associated with the type of logging systems did 
change. For tractor logging (whxh is used extensively xn the early decades), 
stumpage values were reduced significantly between the onglnal and revised 
prices. This resulted in a 2j'-percent reduction in present net value. The 
present value of the timber benefits decreased by 29 percent. There was a 
slight increase in the first decade ASQ and the long-term sustalned yield 
capacity (LTSYC). See Table D-6. 

Table D-6 
Preferred Alternative Modified to Evaluate REVISED BASE TIMBER VALUES for the 
period 1975-84, with ORIGINAL RF& PRICE INCRRASES. 

Average Annual Units 

Run ID lg88- 1998- 2008- 2018- 2028- 
1997 2007 2017 2027 2037 

AIIowable Sale 
Quaatlty (MMBF) 

Long-Term 
Sustained Yield 
Capacity (MME%F) 

Suitable Acres 

Present Net Value 
(Million Dollars) 

Dxscounted Values 
(Mlllxon Dollars) 
- Timber 

- Recreation & 
Wildlife 

GltF (102) (139) (1%) (206) (206) 
PlA 105 137 205 205 205 

GlU (206) - - - - 
PlA 205 

GUJ ($;;J;;) - 
PlA , 

GlU (975) - - - - 
PlA 713 

GIU 
PlA 

GlU 
PlA 

a/ GlU was the Preferred Alternatrve in the Draft EIS. 
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Run P2A 

Purpose: 

Evaluate the significance of revised timber values with no real price 
Increases. 

Speclflcations: 

- Revised base timber values; 
- No real prxe Increases for timber. 

Results: 

The most slgnlfxant effect was that the present value of the timber benefits 
decreased by 72 percent; from $939 mIllion to $261 million. This caused the 
acres sultable for timber management to decrease by 42,673 acres (5 percent), 
and the timber harvest levels and the LTSYC to decrease slightly (see Table 
D-7). 

Table D-7 
Preferred Alternative Modified to Evaluate FUWISED BASE TIMBER VALUES for the 
period 1975-84; REAL PRICE INCREASES HAVE BEEN DELFXFD. 

Average Annual Units 

Run ID lg88- 19% 2008- 2018- 2028- 
1997 2007 2017 2027 2037 

Allowable Sale 
Quantity (MME!F) 

Long Term 
Sustained Yield 
Capacity (MMBF) 

GIUa 
P2A 

GlU 
P2A 

Suitable Acres 

Present Net Value 
(MIllion Dollars) 

GlU ‘;;~J;;’ 
P2A , 

GlU 
P2A 

Discounted Values 
(Million Dollars) 
- Timber GlU 

P2A 

- Recreation & GlU 
Wildlife P2A 

a/ GlU was the Preferred AlternatIve in the Draft EIS. 
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Run P3A 

Purpose: 

Evaluate the combined effects of the revised base timber values and draft 1985 
RPA real price increases. 

Speclfxatwns: 

- Revxed timber values; 
- Draft 1985 RPA real price increases. 

Results: 

As shown In Table D-8, the most sqnlflcant change In this run 1s that the 
present value of the timber benefits decreased by 61 percent. This slightly 
reduced the timber harvest level and the LTSYC, and slightly decreased the 
suitable acres (i.e., a 2.5 percent decrease). Other key outputs also showed a 
small decrease. 

Table D-8 
Preferred Alternative Modified to Evaluate REVISED BASE TIMBER VALUES for the 
period 1975-84 with DRA!?T 1985 RPA REAL PRICE INCREXSFS. 

Average Annual Units 

Run ID 1988- 1998- 2008- 2018- 2028- 
1997 2007 2017 2027 2037 

Allowable Sale 
Quatlty (MMBF) 

Long-Term 
Sustained Yield 
Capacxty (MMBF) 

SuItable Acres 

Present Net Value 
(MIllion Dollars) 

Dxxounted Values 
(Mllllon Dollars) 
- Timber 

- Recreation & 
Wlldlife 

GIUa 
P3A 

GlU 
P3A 

GlU 
P3.4 

GlU 
P3A 

GlU 
P3A 

GlU 
P3A 

(102) 
102 

(206) 
200 

(139) (1%' 
132 195 

a/ GlU was the Preferred AlternatIve In the Draft EIS. 

(206) 
200 

(206) 
200 
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Due to a decrease in PNV, an additronal 23.000 acres In productivity class 4 
were sent to a mlnlmum level (unsuitable) prescription. These acres represent 
nonstocked or understocked plantations that received either a backlog or 
maintenance reforestation prescription in run GlU (see Table D-9). 

The acres of timber harvest on deer/elk winter range increased by approximately 
1,000 acres (7.5 percent) In the first decade. These prescriptions provide 
extended periods of regeneration (20 years) to provide prolonged periods of 
browse and forage productlon for deer and elk. 

There were no other maJor changes in land assignment or scheduling as a result 
of using the revised base timber values and draft 1985 RPA real price 
Increases. 

Table D-9 
Minimum Level Assignments by Productivity Class. 
(Thousand Acres) 

Productivity Class 

Run ID 3 4 516 7 8 

GlU (Preferred Alternative) 91.7 26.4 4.6 40.7 30.3 

P3A 92.5 49.4 4.6 40.7 29.8 

Difference .8 23.0~ 0 0 .5 

Percent Change +.8 +87.0 0 0 +1.6 

FL/ All of these acres are in need of backlog reforestation. 

2. Maximum Present Net Value (PNV) Benchmark (Run 06D) 

Since the Maximum PNV benchmark is the benchmark to whxh all alternatlves are 
compared, additional analysis was conducted to evaluate the effects of updated 
timber values and real price increases on this benchmark. 
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P5B Run 

Purpose: 

Evaluate the effects of using the revised base timber values and the draft 1985 
RPA real price increases in the Maximum PNV benchmark. 

Speclfxations: 

- Rewsed base tunber values; 
- Draft 1985 RPA real price increases. 

Results: 

The present value of the timber benefits decreased by 62 percent. The 
resulting decrease in timber's contribution to PNV caused the timber harvest 
level to decrease slightly as well as a slight decrease m the LTSYC. Also, 
the acres sultable for timber management decreased by 21,853 acres, a 2 percent 
decrease (see Table D-10). 

Table D-10 
Max PNV Benchmark (06D) Modified to Evaluate the 1975-1984 TIMBER VALUES and 
the 1985 RPA REAL PRICE INCREASE. 

Average Annual Units 

Run ID 1988- 1998- 2008- 2018- 2028- 
1997 2007 2017 2027 2037 

Allowable Sale 
Quantity (MMBF) 

Long-Term 
SustaIned Yield 
Capacity (MMBF) 

061, 
P5B 

06D 
P5B 

(243) (243) (243) (243) 
237 237 237 237 

(243) - - - - 
237 

Suitable Acres of3 w;;.;g - 
P5B . . 

Present Net Value 06D 
(Million Dollars) P5B 

'1.;;;' - - - - 

DIscounted Values 
(Mllllon Dollars) 
- Timber 06D 

P5B 
(1.2;;) - - - - 

- Recreation & 06D 
WIldlIfe P5B 
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Due to a decrease In PNV, an additIona 21,000 acres In productivity class 4 
were sent to a minimum level (unsuitable) prescriptlon. These acres represent 
nonstocked or understocked plantations that received either a backlog or 
maintenance reforestation prescrlptlon in run 06D (see Table D-11). 

One of the more slgnlficant changes was the acres asslgned to prescriptzons 
involwng tunber harvesting on deer/elk winter range. These prescriptions 
provide extended periods of regeneration (20 years) to provide prolonged 
periods of browse and forage production for deer and elk. This increase in 
harvesting on deer/elk winter range is because, at the margin, the increase In 
PNV due to increased harvesting on deer/elk winter range 1s greater than the 
loss in PNV due to the extended periods of regeneration. In the Max PNV 
benchmark (06D) 77,662 acres were assigned to winter range. In run P5B, with 
updated timber values and real price uxreases, 96,059 acres were asslgned to 
winter range, an increase of 18,387 acres or 24 percent. In both of these 
runs, deer/elk winter range was not "hardwIred" and the model had a choice of 
timber, minimum level, or deer/elk winter range prescrlptlons 1x-1 the 
approprzate analysis areas. 

Table D-11 
Minimum Level Assignment by Productivity Class Using Revised Base Timber Values 
and Draft 1985 RPA Real Price Increases 

Productivity Class 

Run ID 3 4 5/6 7 8 

06D (Max PNV Benchmark) 9.2 8.6 0 47 29.3 

P5A 10.0 29.6 0 47 29.8 

Difference .8 21.0a 0 0 .5 

Percent Change 8.7 40.0 0 0 1.7 

a/ All of these acres are In need of backlog reforestation. 

3. Maximum Commodity Alternative (Alternative D) 

AlternatIve D is the maximum-level tunber alternative, and the most 
unconstramed. This alternatIve has the most freedom to choose prescrIption/ 
analysis area combinations to maxmze the objective function: present net 
value. 

The results of this run are slmllar to previous runs: a significant decrease X-I 
the present value of the timber benefits and slight decreases in the timber 
harvest level, the LTSYC, and the acres scheduled for tunber harvest (see Table 
D-12). 
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Again, the ma,lor change in land assignment is an additional 21,000 acres of 
nonstocked or poorly stocked plantations in productivity class 4 being sent to 
a minimum level prescription. 

There was also an increase in the acres assigned to deer/elk winter range; from 
81,669 acres in DlB to 95,153 acres in run P6A, an increase of 17 percent. 

Table D-12 
Alternative D (DlB) Modified to Evaluate the 1975-1984 TIMBER VALUES, and the 
Draft 1985 RPA REAL PRICE INCRBASES. 

Average Annual Units 

Run ID 1988- 1998- 2008- 2018- 2028- 
1997 2007 2017 2027 2037 

Allowable Sale 
Quantity (MMBF) 

Long-Term 
Sustained Yield 
Capacity (WMBF) 

Suitable Acres 

Present Net Value 
(Million Dollars) 

Discounted Values 
(Million Dollars) 
- Timber 

- Recreation & 
WildlIfe 

DlB (157) 
P6B 151 

DlB 
P6B 

DlB (1,056,1X6) 
PUB 1,0X4,283 

DlB 
P6B 

DlB 
P6B 

DlB 
P6B 

(198) 
193 

c. Additional Analysis on the Preferred Alternative 

Further sensitivity analysis was done on the Preferred Alternative to address 
concerns relating to how this alternative was modeled in FORPLAN. This 
analysis was done to determine the effect on land assignments and outputs by 
changing timing choices beyond decade 15, relaxing some timber constraints, and 
xxorporatxng road construction costs withln FORPLAN. The revised timber 
values and projections were also used for this analysis. 

The first sensitivity run (WlA) modified the timber prescription timing choices 
to prevent the harvest of existing stands beyond decade 15. All prescription 
and scheduled output constraints used in the model were left as is. 
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The result of this run shows little change in suitable timberland, LTSYC, or in 
alkabie sale quantity (AsQ). The small decline in suitable acres was due to 
a switch III the assignment of roaded backlog areas from a reforestation to a 
mlnlmum management prescription. 

The second sensitivity run (W3A) was built upon the changes in the first run. 
It was felt that some timber prescrlptlon constraints were applied in an 
economically lnefficznt manner. To give the FORPLAN model more choxe ln 
determining the acres that are suitable for timber management, the following 
changes were made for this run: 

Deer/elk winter range timber prescrption constraints were changed from 
"equal to" to "less than or equal to." 

All constraxnts on the number of acres that would go to a minimum level 
management prescrlptlon were changed from "equal to" to "greater than or 
equal to." 

Visual timber and existing old growth (timber) prescriptlon constraints 
were llfted from acres in the lower valued land type 61 and productlvlty 
classes 5 and 6. 

Ceilings were placed on the maximum number of acres that could be harvested 
per period from the most dlffxult land types and productivity classes. 

The result of these changes shows little difference In sultable timber acres or 
in acres asslgned to winter range Umber prescrlptlons. The timber harvest 
level for the fwst 4 decades shows little change. The LTSYC is 6 percent less 
than in the Preferred Alternative. 

The third sensitlv~ty run (W5A) was built upon the changes from the last run. 
Thz. run addresses the concern over how road construction costs were adJusted 
outside the FORPLAN model. In the Preferred Alternative model, road miles that 
are built and construction costs per period that are incurred are directly 
proportional to acres harvested. Thxs results m an underestimation of total 
road costs in the early periods and an overestimation in later periods. For 
this run, road construction costs are modeled as a scheduled output. In the 
scheduled output tables, development costs were spread out over txne based on 
the correct road assumptions, whxh should be considered in the assignment of 
lands for timber productlon. The cumulative road mile output (Schedule Output 
9) tables In FORPLAN were also modlfled to reflect the actual road miles that 
would be constructed per period. 

The results of this run show that the harvest volume does not change 
slgnlfxantly from the Preferred AlternatIve in the fxst 4 decades. The LTSYC 
declines approximately 12 percent. as does the total suitable acres for timber 
harvest. Thx decline 1s prlmarlly from the less productive, lower valued land 
types. The maJorlty of acres switch from sultable to unsuitable from lands 
whxh are classified as roadless. 

Tables D-13. D-14, and D-15 display the Allowable Sale Quantity, LTSYC, and 
timber acres assigned for the Preferred AlternatIve and the sensitivity runs. 
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Table D-13 
Allowable Sale Quantity and LTSYC (MMFIF) Planned in Decade 1, Projected in 
Later Decades 

FORPLAN Runs 

Decades GlX 
(Pref.Alt.) 

WlA W3A W5A 

1 102.0 102.7 102.4 101.5 
2 122.0 123.2 122.8 121.8 
.z 147.0 147.8 147.4 146.2 

176.0 177.4 176.9 175.5 
5 206.0 200.3 193.9 179.9 

LTSY 206.0 200.3 193.9 179.9 

Table D-14 
Timber Acres Assigned by Land Class and Working Group for Each Run 

FORPLANRuns 

GlX 
(Pref.Alt.) 

WlAl FM1 W5A1 

Land Class-22 
PC-3 
PC-4 
PC-5&6 
TOTAL 

Land Class-32 
PC-3 
PC-4 
PC-5&6 

Land Class-61 
PC-3 
PC-4 
PC-5&6 
TOTAL 

Forestwide 
Total 

115,199 115*199(O) 115,200 (0) 
133,649 125.049(-6%) 125,050(-6%) 

71,252 65,714(-8X) 61,08g(-14%) 
314,662 305,962(-3X) 301.339(-4%) 

71,252 71,252(o) 71.253(O) 
172,391 162,272(-6%) 162,272(-6%) 
137,705 137,700(-O) l30,582(-5%) 
381,348 371,224(-3%) 364,107(-4%) 

g*'oz; 
51:314 

193,138 

76,393(-3%) 73.364(-7%) 71.047(-10%) 
60,359(-4%) 60,911(-3X) 53,549(-15%) 
51,316(O) 41,009(-20%) 40,471(-21%) 

188,068(-3X) l77,284(-8%) 165,067(-14X) 

889.048 865,254(-3%) 842,730(-5%) 

115*199(O) 
124.756(-7%) 

51,036(-28X) 
290,991(-7%) 

69.957(-2%) 
151,566(-12%) 
104,111(-24%) 
325.634(-15%) 

781,692(12%) 

zf Numbers in parentheses are the percentage differences in acres assxgned 
between the sensitivity runs and GlX. 
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Table D-15 
Suitable Timber Acres in Thousands for Roaded vs. Roadless 

FORPLAN Runs 

GlX WlA W3A W5A 

Roaded 285.017 263.160 262.922 263.179 

Roadless 604.031 502.094 579.808 518.513 

D. Revised Values for Wildlife and Recreation Opportunities 

When revised wlldllfe and recreation values are used, the present value of the 
wxldlife and recreation benefits increases by 10 percent. Analysm area (land) 
assignments based on management prescriptions do not change significantly uszng 
the revised values because the FORPLAN model is already constrained to achieve 
desired levels of wildlife and recreation outputs as established by the overall 
objectlves of AlternatIve G. Also, there was a demand ceiling placed on the 
recreational outputs (RVDS) so that there IS a limit on the number of RVDs that 
can be valued m a given decade. 

III. Timber Supply/Demand and Timber Resource Land Suitability 

After the release of the Draft EIS to the public, concerns by the timber 
Industry were raised over the timber supply and what impact changes in demand 
for timber would have on the Preferred Alternative. New informatIon related to 
this concern became avaIlable from "A Report on Idaho's Timber Supply". In 
addltlon to the above concern, public review comments on the Draft EIS asked why 
lands in the suitable timber base were at the level stated m the Preferred 
Alternative. The timber industry and others asked about possible opportunities 
for increasing the allowable sale quantity (ASQ) in the Preferred Alternative if 
demand (price) for wood were to dramatically Increase. Further analysis was 
done to incorporate the informatzon from the Idaho Timber Supply Study and to 
respond to the publx comments with additIona Information on the Preferred 
Alternative. 

Timber Supply/Demand 

A timber supply study (A Report on Idaho's Timber Supply) was completed in 
February 1987 to examine supply scenarios, by ownership, from 1985 through the 
year 2030. Findlngs for Northern Idaho Indicate that the timber supply is 
adequate to maintain and even increase timber harvest levels above the historic 
annual median harvest level of 1.336 billion board feet (1975-1984) for the next 
10 years. This is based on the planned harvest levels under the Preferred 
Alternatives in the Draft EISs for the three northern Idaho National Forests 
(Idaho Panhandle, Clearwater, and Nez Perce) in conjunction with the 
continuation of the historic harvest levels from other ownerships. Depending 
upon corporate objectlves and policies, the harvest levels f‘01 private 
industrial lands may begin to decline during this period due to a shortage of 
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timber Inventory volume on these lands. Other ownership (BLM, State, BIA, and 
private, non-industrial) harvest levels and National Forest Preferred 
Alternative harvest levels have sufficient txmber inventory volumes to 
collectively offset this estimated future decline from private industrial lands 
to maintain the 1.336 billion board feet of historic annual harvest through the 
year 2030. 

National Forest timber volume in Northern Idaho was expected to be 502 milllon 
board feet annually for the fxst decade, and would increase to 909 million 
board feet annually by 2030.~ The historic average timber volume, and the 
harvest levels for the Plan period and the proJected four decades are displayed 
m Figure D-l. 
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Figure D-l 
Historic and Projected Timber Volume from Nez Perce National Forest lands. 
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The increase in potential demand for Nez Perce National Forest timber is a 
result of both increasing demand for stumpage and decreasing supply from private 
industrial lands. This would reflect the decline in harvest levels on 
industrial lands due to inventory depletion. 

Due to concerns from the Idaho Congressional delegation, the timber industry, 
and other publics over the need for more available timber, this Forest performed 
additional analysis to identify more suitable acres and a higher harvest level. 
This analysis resulted in identifying 11,000 acres in the Rackliff-Gedney 
Roadless area which will be available for harvest. The average annual allowable 
sale quantity was increased from 102 MMBF to 108 MMBF. One MMBF is the result 
of an increase in suitable acres from Rackliff-Gedney and 5 MMBF comes from a 
non-interchangeable component. This non-interchangeable component is made up of 
live and salvageable dead material that can be utilized for pulp, lumber, and 
other merchantable products. 

Figure D-l displays the ASQ and the projected sale schedule for the Nez Perce 
National Forest. The supply of timber in the first five decades of the planning 
horizon is approximately within the range of potential demand projections. For 
the Plan period, the allowable sale quantity (ASQ) is 11 percent, or 11 MMBF per 
year above the timber volume historically offered. It is slightly above the 
upper level of demand projections for this period. Approximately 27 percent of 
the planned ASQ volume comes from current roadless areas. 

Timber Resource Suitability 

Additional analysis was done on the amount of suitable acres in the Preferred 
Alternative. The results of this analysis are displayed in Table D-16, Timber 
Resource Land Suitability Table. Table D-17 provides the definition for the 
terminology used in Table D-16. Tentatively suitable acres are identified in 
Appendix B, Section II. Table D-16 further classifies the tentatively suitable 
lands into "suitable" and "tentatively not appropriate". 
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Table D-l 6 
Timber Resource Land SuitabilIty 

-NOT SUITE 

-Not Capable & Non Forest 

_ lrreverslble So11 and Watershed 
Damage 

- No Assurance of Adequate 
Restockmg 

_ WIthdrawn from Timber ProductIon 

sumal nf Ahovn 1 ,I 47,626 

II 

-SUITABLE 

* LANDS COST EFFICIENT 

Direct Benefits Exceed 

Direct Bsneflts 

1 Lands Not Cost Efflclent 11 

I Multiple-Use 
Oblectlves Preclude 
Tlmber ProductIon II 

Other Uses !! 97,894 

Proposed Wilderness 0 

Definrtions: 
(See Attached Sheet Figure 1) 

Note’ 
* Volume figures include: 

- Chargeable Volume Only 
- Non-Interchangeable 

Components to meet 
management obJectives 

EFFECTS I 

1 st Decade LTSY 1 

Acres 11 MMRF 11 MMBF 1 

Effective Perrod: from 1987 thru 1996 
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Table D-17 
Timber Resource Land Suitability Definitions 

Forest hnd not capable of producrng mdushnl wood 

Land that IP not at least 10 percent occupwd by forest trees of any sue or 
formerly hawng had such tree lover nnd currently developed for 
non-rarest use 36 CFR 219 14fallll 

lrrevers~ble Sod &c Watershed Damarre 36 CFR 219 14(s1(21 I 

No Assurtmce of Adequate Restock,“n 36 CFR 219 14(a)@) I 

W‘thdraw” from T”“ber Productron 36 CFR 210 14(a)(4) J 

TENTATIVELY SUITABLE LANDS 

I SUITABLE PORTION I I 

Drect Benefits Exceed Dtrect Costs Drect benefits expressed as expected gross rece,pLs to the government 
Expected rempts am ba.d upon expected sfumpags pricer and pay- 
me”&m-k,“d from tmxber hawestwnstdenng future supply and demand 
atuatmn for tmxber and upon ttmber production goals of the Regmnal 
Guade 36 CFR 219 14(b)(l). 
Dwect costs tnclude the antnpated m”vestme”ts, mamtenance, operat,“g, 
management, and pIza”“~“g costs attnbutable to t,mber productron a<- 
trvhes, ,“clud,“g mllxgatm” measures “ecess,tated by the ,mpacte of 
t,mber productnan 36 CFR 219 14(b)(2) 

Meet Non-tnnber. MultqzJe-Use Ob,ectwes Lands where ttmber productm” 19 necessary to achew “on-t,mber, mu,- 
tqle-use ob,eetrves eve” though drrect t,mber productm” co.& exceed 
expected gross recetpts to the government These obpctwes am not as- 
.,gned m.,“etaly values but are achaeved at specified ,eve!s ,” the least 
CDI~ manner. see 36 CFR 219 14(c) and 36 CFR 219.3 (defimtm” of cast 
eftic,encv~ 

Local Jobs/Income *Lands necessary for ttmber productvan m order to maintat” a” appm- 
prmte level of local employment and ,“come. (No dxect bass 1” the 
plannmg reyhtms, See 36 CFR 221 3(a)(3) 

Non-Interchangeable Component Non-Interchangeable Components (NICS) are defined ,“c~eme”ts of the 
s”,table land base and thezr cantnbutm” to the allowable sale qua”t,ty 
(ASQ) that are estnbbshed to meet Forest plan obwtwes NICS an 
,de”t”ied as parcels of land and the type of t,mber thereon wh,eh are 
differentmted far the purpose of Forest pia” m,p,eme”tatm”. The total 
ASQ IS derwed from the sum of the tm,ber volumes from all NICS. The 
NICS cannot be substrtuted for each other I” the tm,ber sale program 
Some co”d,t,o”r wh,ch may characterme a psrtxular NIC am (1) spec,es 
marketabd,ty, (2) dead or hve tmber, (3) tmber sme class, and (4) 
operabtbty 

NOT SUITED PORTION 

Lands Not Cost Effictent to Meet Cb,ec- Lands not corrently cost effic,e”t for tm,ber productron but whrch could 
twes-Future T,mber Productto” Posmble be bmugbt *“to product,.,” ,f co”d,tm”s change These lands represent 

addttmnal oonortu”,t,es wtth,” the “referred alternatwe 

Mulfrple-Use Ob,ectwes Precluae Txnber Pro- Based upon a co”s,derat,on of mult,ple-“se obJect,ves for the ateinatwe, 
ductron the land II proposed for resource uses that preclude tamber pmductro”. 36 

CFR 7.19 14(em 
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The "sintable" category can be classlfled as cost effwlent lands. These 
cost-efflclent lands are broken down Into four sub-categories: (1) direct 
benefits exceed direct costs; (2) dxect costs exceed direct benefits; (3) meet 
multiple use obJectIves; and (4) local Jobs and Income. "Direct Benefits Exceed 
Dnect Costs" represents those acres and volumes wth a posltlve present net 
value over the plannng hornon. On the Nez Perce Natlonal Forest, this 
represents 89 percent of the total sultable acres. and almost 100 percent of the 
acres harvested, with a volume of 108 MMBF during the Plan period. The 
remanlog sub-categories make up 11 percent of the total suitable base and less 
than 1 percent of acres harvested in the Plan period. To meet multiple use 
obJectlves such as big-game winter range, It 1s necessary to schedule 154 acres 
and 3.3 MMBF of average annual harvest in the fnst decade on lands where dnect 
costs exceed direct benefits. A1thoug.l no timber harvest is scheduled in the 
first decade on lands ldentlfxd as necessary to maintain jobs and income, 17.3 
MMBF ~111 be scheduled on these lands in future decades. This harvest IS 
necessary to meet the obJectIves for Jobs and Income in the future. 

Under the "Tentatively Not Approprxate" category, there are two subcategorles: 
(1) Lands Not Cost Efflclent to Meet ObJectives -- Future Timber Production 
Possrble. and (2) Preclude Txnber Production -- Other Uses and Wilderness. For 
the subcategory of "Lands Not Cost Efficxnt", 60,851 acres withn the East 
Meadow Creek Roadless area were Identlfled as opportunity lands for future 
timber productlon. For the Plan period, approximately 100 acres were ldentifled 
wIthIn these opportunity acres for timber productIon with approxxnately 2 MMBF 
harvested. While these acres have been ldentlfled as an opportunity to Increase 
timber productlon. no change 1s proposed for the Preferred Alternative because 
of several factors whxh make these lands not cost efficient. These factors 
are : (1) current market conditions, haul dzztances to mills, and logging 
technology make potentxtl timber sales nfeaslble, (2) need for a more site 
specifx evaluation of the resource Impacts to fish/water quality associated 
with road construction and loggng, and (3) high cost of road construction for 
some of these opportunity lands. Any substantial change in the economw factors 
would be ldentifled through the monltorlng process. If information utilizing 
Improved data, research frndlngs from the adjacent Horse Creek study area, and 
the R-l/R-4 sediment predxtion model Indicates no significant Impacts to 
fxsh/water quality. thx would also be identified through monitoring. Given the 
results of the monxtorlng process on these opportunity acres, It would require 
an amendment to the Forest Plan and public xwolvement in order to allow these 
acres to be harvested. 

Figure D-2 shows a comparison of the commerczal Natronal Forest land 
classrflcatlon used in previous Forest timber management plans with the Forest 
Plan Preferred AlternatIve land sultablllty classification. 
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IV. CONCLUSIONS FROM TRE ANALYSIS 

A. Revised Timber Values and Draft 1985 RPA Real Price Projections 

By comparlng the FORPLAN runs using the origlnal and revised timber values and 
real prxe proJections for the Manmum PNV benchmark, Alternative D, and 
AlternatIve G (Preferred Alternatxve), a slgnlficant change in present net value 
resulted. Wrth revised timber values and real price proJectlons, the 
contnbut~on of timber to present net value declines s~gnlficantly. In fact, 
w~ldllfe/recreation outputs contrIbute more to present net value than timber 
when these values and proJections are used. 

The assignment of lands to different management prescriptions within the FORPLAN 
model 1s less slgnlficant. There are several reasons for this when the 
prescription/analysis area comblnatlons for the orlginal timber values and real 
price projections are compared with the revised timber base values and 
projections. The reasons are discussed below. 

The present net value of timber prescriptions for the Maximum PNV 
benchmark and Alternatives D and G 1s reduced by approximately 60 
percent using the revised values, but most of the prescriptions are 
still positive. 

Analysis areas which represent low-valued tlmberland (nonstocked or 
understocked) were orignally asslgned maintenance reforestation 
prescriptions. Usng the revised values, these areas were assxgned to 
mxnmum level prescrlptlons resulting 1x-1 a shift from positive PNV per 
acre to negative PNV per acre. This shift in land assignments from 
suitable to unsuitable tImberland is relatively small (approximately a 
2 percent change). 

Those prescription/analysis area combzntions whxh orlglnally had a 
negative PNV per acre either did not change or had a greater negative 
net value. This is partxularly endent for the deer/elk winter range 
prescrlptlon which has timber harvesting actlvlties associated with It.. 

B. Additional Analysis on the Preferred Alternative 

The addItIona sensltivlty analysis on the modeling aspects of the Preferred 
AlternatIve did not show a signifxant change in land assignments or in the 
Allowable Sale Quantity for the first 4 decades. The inclusion of road costs 
into the FORPLAN model did cause a shift of approximately 80,000 acres of 
sultable to nonsuitable timberlands. It was recognized that these lands are of 
marglnal productzvlty and were included in the sultable landbase in order to 
meet the overall ObJeCtiVeS of the alternative. This analysis tends to support 
the economic rational of most of the constraints used to model the Preferred 
AlternatIve. This 1s partxularly endent in Chapter II of the EIS, Section 
19, which discusses the tradeoffs between priced outputs (I.e. timber) versus 
nonpriced outputs (i.e. fxh/water quality). 
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C. Revised Wildlife/Recreation Values 

The use of the revised wlldlifejrecreation values increases the contribution of 
these outputs to present net value by 10 percent. The impact of using these 
values on land assignments in the alternatIves analyzed was not significant 
because of the way the productxon of desxed levels of many nonmarket outputs 
was insured. 

Certain resource benefits (timber, dispersed recreation, wildlife [elk], and 
range) determme, in part, land assignments and scheduling of management 
prescrlptions in the FOWLAN model. These resources were used because their 
productIon could be linked to the analysis area/management prescrlption 
format. The production of other resource outputs was achieved through the use 
of constraints determined by the obJectlves of each alternative. Management 
prescrlptions designed to produce desxred levels of nonpriced outputs, 
lncludzng deer/elk winter range, retention of old-growth timber, fxh/water 
quality, and visual quality objectlves, are directly asslgned to specific 
analysis areas. Once these prescriptions are assIgned, the productzon of 
prxed nonmarket outputs such as anadromous fishing recreation are calculated 
and valued outside of the model. This value is added to determine the total 
PNV for the alternative or benchmark. 

The total quantity of wildlife recreation outputs valued was dependent on 
proJected demand levels. Levels of recreation opportxnlty provided in excess 
of the-projected demand were not valued sznce such a surplus would not be 
utxlized by recreationists. For example, Alternative G has a high level of 
fish/water quality for the Forest as an objective. FORPLAN management 
prescriptions are assigned to specific drainages to minimize sedimentation and 
to enhance fish habztat so that the objective can be met. Once this obJectlve 
is achieved, numbers for pounds of anadromous fish and associated recreational 
activities (RVDs) can be estimated and valued for thx alternative. The 
dxcounted value is added to the PNV calculated by FORPLAN to give a total PNV 
for that alternative. The total quantity of wildlife recreation outputs valued 
1s limIted by the projected demand celling. 

As a result, the use of revised per unit values increases the total value for 
recreation/wildlife resources, but does not sxgnificantly change the analysis 
area (land) assignments. Derived levels of the recreation/wildlife outputs are 
achieved because the management prescriptlons are constraxned to achieve 
nonprxed output levels established by obJectIves of the alternatives. 

D. Timber Supply/Demand and Timber Resource Land Suitability 

Based on the Information in this Appendix, and in Section 9 of Chapter II in 
the FInal EIS, the Preferred Alternative should be able to provide enough 
timber volume to meet the projected range of demand for tzmber. This 
conclusion was based on informatIon from the Idaho Timber Supply Study (A 
Report on Idaho's Timber Supply) and the supply and demsnd analysis for the Nez 
Perce National Forest covered in Chapter II. 

The analysx on timber resource land sultabllity for the Preferred Alternative 
provided additional InformatIon on the classlfxatlon of suitable and 
unsuitable acres and ldentxfied any additional acres which could be harvested. 
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