




























































































































































































































































































































































































EVALUATION CRITERIA 

Criterion l - Provide for qu ality additions to the 
National Wildemeas Preservation System through 
consideration of: 

EVALUATION OF ALTERNATIVES Mount Henry 

Alt. A 
No Action (Present Management) 

231450 acres 

Alt. B 
Ka.xi•• Wilderness 

W - 20,520 acres 
N\J 2,930 acres 

Alt. C 
Noowilderness 

W .. 0 acres 
NII - 23,450 acres 

Alt. D 
!'odified Wilderness 

W - 15,590 acres 
�'W - 7 1 860 acres 

Alt. E 
Modified Wilderness 

W - 11,550 acres 
NII - II ,900 acres 

A.--Ceographic distribution (weekend visitation No acres added to NWPS. Maintain Would add 20,520 acres to existing 2.9 
million acres located within 250 miles 
of study area. 

No acres added to NWPS. Would add 15,590 acres to existing 2. 9 
million ccres located within 250 miles 
of study area. 

Would add 11,550 acres to existing 2.9 
million acres located within 250 miles 
of study area. 

opportunitied from population centers) in re- status quo. 
lation to presently classified areas or areas 
under study for wilderness, 

B .--Diversity of ecosystem representation and 
wilderness-associated wildlife species. 

C ,-Wilderness Suitability. 

D.--Wildemess quality as detenained by the 
Wilderness Attribute Rating System (WARS). 

Criterion 2 - Provide opportunities for nonwil­
derneas commodity output potential through con­
sideration of: 

A.--Diverse recreation opportunities in com­
bination with visitor day potentials. 

8.--0pportunities for management of essential 
and key wildlife habitat. 

c.-Opportunities for off-road motorized 
recreation. 

D.--Water supply. 

E.-Sustained timber production under present 
technology. 

F .--Opportunities for exploration and develop­
ment of mineral resources where significant. 

G.--Sustained potential of firewood production. 

H.--Opportunities fo r other energy needB, such 
as energy transmission corridors. 

I .--Sustained grazing capacity potential. 

J .--Recreation opportunities for elderly and 
handicapped. 

Criterion 3 - Provide opportunities for wilderness 
commodity output potential through consideration of: 

A. --Di verse dispersed recreation opportunities 
in combination with visitor day potentials. 

B .--Sustained grazing capacity under wilderness 
management, 

Criterion 4 - Provide for equitable consideration 
of private inholdings through conaiderati-on of: 

A.--Maugement options available for private 
land exchange or management of inholding&. 

B.--Access opportunitie• to prlvate land for 
comaodity extraction and land uses, primarily 
recreation. 

Criterion 5 - Provide for resource protection 
through: 

A.--Minimizing the loss of resource values 
resulting from fire, insects and disease. 

B.--Protecting soil productivity by minimizing 
soil loss. 

Criterion 6 - Contribute towards meeting the 
Region's RPA program goals. 

Criterion 7 - �ximize net bene.f;its to society, 
subject to meeting the c riteria for coamn.mity 
stability and land uae patterns. 

-- --------in the RARE II analysis, Mount *nry was cot selected for wildlife or ecoststem repre6cntation,-------------------... -------------------------------------

Non-conforming developments are present Non-conforming uses have been deleted - Wilderness is foregone to other re­
sources in the I.MP. 

Non-conforming uses have been deleted -
is euital,le for wilderness (reduced 
acreage). 

Non-conforming uses hawe been deleted­
is suitable for wilderness (reduced 
acreage). 

within the bot.mdary resulting in low is suitable for wilderness. 
s u1 tability. 

No change in WARS of 19. Because of removal of non-conforming 
uses, WARS increases from 19 to 23. 

There is no WARS for this alternative. No change in Alt. B WARS of 23, Alt. B WARS reduced from 23 to 22 
because Vinal Cr. is excluded from 
wilderness. 

Potential: Motorized • 100 RVD 
Non-motorized • 1180 RVD 

No opportunity. 

There is presently some limited snow­
mobile use on Vinal Cr. and Mount 
Henry-Boulder Pk. ridge. 

19,000 ac.ft./yr. 

Potential Sustained Yield • 
2.538 mrrt,f/yr. 
Programed Harvest • 0 

Potential: Motorized • 100 RVD 
Hon-motorized • 0 RVD 

No opporttmi ty. 

No opportunity. 

19,155 ac.ft./yr. 

Potential Sustained Yield • 
. 500 mrri,f/yr. 
Programed Harvest • 13.4 mmbf/first 
decade 

Potential: Motorized • 280 RVD 
lion-motorized • 2245 RVD 

350 acres of winter game range avail­
able for management. This is the 
total amount available in the area. 

Limited snowmobile use on Vinal Cr. 
and Mount Benry-Boulde.r Pk. ridge. 

19,635 •c.ft./yr. 

Potential Suatained Yield • 
2 .538 rad,f/yr. 
Programed Harvest • 69 lllllbf/firat 
decade 

Potential: Motorized • 100 RVD 
lion-motorized • 0 RVD 

Essentially the same as Alt. B except 
for some minor acreage around Vinal 
Cr. is available for management. 

No opportunity. 

19,230 ac.ft./yr. 

Potential Sustained Yield • 
1.010 mmbf/yr. 
Programed Harvest • 32.4 llll!lbf/first 
decade 

Potential: Motorized • 140 RVD 
Non-motorized • 585 RVD 

350 acres of winter game range are 
available for management. 

No potential - with Fish Lakes in­
cluded in wilderness, there is no 
incentive to use Vinal Cr. trail. 

19,343 ac.ft./yr. 

Potential Sustained Yield • 
1.490 mmbf/yr . 
Programed Harvest • 38.6 mm.bf/first 
decade 

--------------------- The mineral resource in the etu8y area is apparently low.---------------------------------------·---... --------------------------------------

--------------

-----r1rewood is not considered appllcable to any alternative because of the atea's long distance from firewood-using loo.ations.---- -----­

Potent1al tranemiaaion corcrooi.1l have been 1.aenc1r1ea cn.c-ougn cne unit r' l.•nuJ.ng T' '-ut-••• The area& J-..1....,�1..fied run ,outh nf the study area and thua 
no alternative would affect opportunities. 

----------- There are no grazing permits or potentials in the area ,md thus no altern•tive would affect opportunity.----------.. -----------------------------------

--------------·---------- th• crite rion ia not conaidered.. applicable. to the. area. _________________________________________ �-------------------

Non-motorized • 3320 RVD - Anticipat�s 
wilderness designation would result in 
an increase of visitor days because of 
diversion of uses from one wilderness 
to another. 

Non-motorized • 3330 RVD - This is es­
sentially the same as Alt. B but is in­
creased slightly because a portion of 
winter game range will receive improve­
ment resulting in an increased number 
of game. 

Non-motorized • 2540 RVD - This is es­
sentially the same as Alt. D but rec­
reation use associated with Vinal Cr. 
and Hoskins Lk. is excluded. 

-----------------·-------Grazing potential does not exis" in the area.---------·-------------------------------------
-----------------

----------------------------------- This criterion is not considere4 applicable to the area.------------- ------------------------

Insect: All lodgepole 100 yrs, and B" 
would be infected within 10 yrs. with 
over 50 tmlbf lost. 
Fire: Righ fire risk associated with 
insect-killed lodgepole. 

---- This criterion is not considered applicable to the area.--

Insect: Same as Alt. A; nonwilderness 
portions contain low-risk standa. 

�: High fire risk associated with 
insect-killed lodgepole. 

Insect: Accompliahes most recovery; sal­
.,.B• 38 .,..f _,,tall.ty Yol- - 12 mmbf 
would 'be l•at. 
Fire: Low fire risk. associated with 
insect-killed lodgepole. 

----------------------

Insect: 45 mmbf would be lost in firet 
decade; eal vage 5 aunbf mortality volume, 

Fit"e: High fire risk associated with 
inoect-killed lodgepole. 

Insect: 39 mmbf would be lost in first 
decade; salvage 11 mmbf mortality 
volume. 
Fire: Mod-high fire risk associated 
with i11Sect-killed lodgepole. 

Sedimentation • 9 cu.y�./yr. Sedimentation• 33 cu.y�./yr. SedilllOntation • 15 cu.yds./yr. Sedimentation• 21 cu.y�./yr. Sedimentation • 2 cu.yd8./yr. 
-------·--------�·----- Sedimentation is associated witl"( road develop�nt in each alternative.-----------·--------------------- ----

�::,t::t::: :!em!�r:;�i i8OJr;!dtth:n tio:r:,
f:rt ;�:r�ri;c;h�f

p::;:t:!re;r:::v:n 
°�,;11��n�;b�t�o

r�� 1c82.'f�1,�re without a coinplete6 Forest Plan. However, recent MUSYC runs indicate RPA targets for 

----No alternative should affect the Fotest's ability to meet the RPA target for developed recreation. 
----No alte.mative should affect the Forest's ability to meet the RPA target for cd.speraed recreation. 

Timber: $0 
Recreation: $502,227 

Timber: $4 Ml 
Recreation: $630,411 

Timber: $24 Ill! 
Recreation: $514,358 

Timber: $9 MM 
Recreation: $6)2, 643 

Timber: $12 HM 
Recreation: $596,512 

------------------------- No alternative should create a tapid change in the existing economic structure of local con111un1ties (or aulticounty impact areas) and in land use 
patterns in the next ten yeara. 

Criterion 8 - Provide for resource usea and output 
levels that minimize rapid change in the existing 
economic structure. of local co11111unities and in land:use patteraa. 






















































	Cover
	Summary
	Alternatives Considered and Preferred Alternative
	Summary of Adverse Effects
	Under Wilderness Designation
	Under Non-wilderness Designation


	Table of Contents
	Affected Environment
	Mount Henry Sectio;n (Kootenai)
	Taylor-Hilgard Section (Beaverhead & Gallatin)
	Access & Road Status
	Existing or Proposed Wilderness
	Fuel & Energy
	Grazing Potential
	Landownership Patterns
	Untitled
	Untitled

	Issuses / West Pioneer
	Access & Road Status WP
	Existing or Proposed Wilderness
	Fuel and Energy Opportunities
	Landownership Patterns
	Mineral Potential
	Location of Mines, Prospects and Claims. 
	Motorized Vehicle Opportunties
	Protection from Fire, Insects & Disease
	Recreation Potential
	Timber Potential
	Watershed Management or Values
	Wilderness Suitability
	Wildilfe & Habitat
	Community Stability

	Issues / All Study Areas



