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SUMMARY

The Dry Creek planning area hBB50500 acres of public lanénd iswithin the 1989 Uncompahgre

Basin Resource Managemétian (RMP). Close proximity to Montrose and Delta makes the Dry Creek
areaincreasinglyutilized for dispersed recreational opportuniti@he area is commonly used by
residents of Montrose and Delta Countiast isalsoexperiencing increased visitatidrom throughout

the region and out of state, as regional recreational opportunities are increasingly publicized.

The currenOff-Highway Vehicle OHV) designations include Open, Limited and Clos&te goal of
the management direction presented in phas is to afford protection to thhesources present in the
Dry Creekarea while still allowing for a variety eécreational and commercial opportunitiés.order
to do this, the Uncompahgre Field Office needamend the current RMP and analyze ssv@ptions
for a comprehensive travel management plan for the area.

The Uncompahgre Field Offideegan work in March of 2007. PederalRegister notice was published
and the UFroceeledwith a scopingcomment period. During the scopingmment periodthe UFO
held three public meetingsneeachin Montrose, Delta and Nucla. Comments wamnalyzedand taken
into consideration during the initial phase of the plan. In November 2007, the UFOseelohal30-

day comment periodoncerninghe subregionboundaries, desired future conditions and possible
options for the alternatives and proposed action. Comments were taken into consideration and the UFO
staff proceeded to complete the environmental assessment and identify the preferred alternative.
Another 30day comment periodvhich wasextended an extra week due to holidays) was inetid-
December 200&his third comment period allowed the public and the BlOdlorado $ateOffice to
review the entire document with the preferred alternative. Consiveene considered and changes
made as necessaigee comments and respons@ppendix9). The revised EA wasent to the BLM
ColoradoState Officefor anotherreviewprior to finalizing the document

This travel management plan was prepared by an interdisciplinary team comprised of a wildlife
biologist, recreation planner, hydrologist, ecologist, range specialjgtmlogist, soil scientist;IS
specialistand environmental coordinatavith additional inptifrom alands and mineral specialist,
archaeologistaw enforcementfficer, fire specialist, forester, arlde BLM Colorado Statéffice
programleads.
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Acronyms

ACRONYMS USED IN THIS DOCUMENT

ACEC
ATV
BLM
BSC
CDOW
CFR
CNHP
CR
DFC
DOW
DR
EA
4WD
GIS
GPS
NEPA
OHV
ORV
PA
RIZ
RMP
ROD
ROS
ROW
SHPO
TMPA
TMP
T&E
UFO
USFS
WAPA
Wiz

Area of Critical Environmental Concern
All Terrain Vehicle

Bureau of Land Management
Biological Soil Crust

Colorado Division of Wildlife

Code of Federal Regulation
Colorado N&ural Heritage Program
County Road

Desired Future Condition
Colorado Division of Wildlife
Decision Record

Environmental Assessment
Fourwheel drive

Geographic Information System
Global Positioning Satellite
National Environmental Policy Act
Off-Highway Vehicle

Off-Road Vehicle

Planning Area

Road Influence Zone

Resource Management Plan
Record of Decision

Recreation Opportunity Spectrum
Rightsof-Way

State Histoc Preservation Office
Travel Management Planning Area
Travel Management Plan
Threatened & Endangered Species
Uncompahgre Field Office

United States Forest Service

Western Area Power Administration
Water Influence Zoe
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Introduction

INTRODUCTION

This Resource Management Plan Amendment/Environmental Assessraueahe environmental

and othermpactsof implementing four different alternativésaddress issues relatiteland health
andthe use of the public lands in tbey Creek Travel ManagemeRtanning Areaas well as the need
for motorized and nomotorizedtravel(see glossary for definition®r a variety of purposes, including
land managemesrelated andecreational activitiesThe alternative are the No Actio Alternative
(Alternative 1) and three action alternatives (AlternativeP2oposed Action, and Alternatives 3 and 4).
The three action alternatives would affect existinghoghway vehicle (OHVYlesignations and travel
management decisions on Publands within the Planning Area managed by the Blathin Delta

and Montrose Cougitnearthe communities dlontrose, Olathe and Delta.

None of the alternatives or their management recommendations beuldde for oon privatelands in
the area. Thelanning area contains approximately 110,500 acres of Public Land and approximately
4,500 acres of private land.

Theexisting1989 Uncompahgre Basin Resource Management Plan (BMB)ins three categories of
OHYV designations: Open, Limited, and Closédhese designations are used by BLM to establish where
and to what extent motorized uses may occur on public ladden designations are locations on public
lands with no limitations or restrictions ¢oosscountrytravel. Closed designations are loicats on

public lands where absolutely no motorizealvel is allowed.Limited designations are locations where
motorized travel is limited to designated routes only, and may have seasonal or other conditional use
limitations. Th er e ar e torExisting Routed DesgmationAreasin theRMP.

The Uncompahgre Basin RMP was amended to indiddéorado Public Land Health Standayds

1997and theiRecreation Guidelines to Meet Public Land Health Standards on Bureau of Land
Management Managed Larida 2000 This amendment requires BLM to manage public lands to meet
land health standards, which describe minimum functional levels for healthy soils, riparian areas, native
plant and animal communities, threatened, endangered and sensitive speciesgragadahigt Land

health assessments have identified areas in the planning area where existing travel practices are
contributing to public lands not meeting health standards.

The goalof this travel management planeto: maintain protect, and imprapublic land health;
maintainappropriate, sustainable, and reasonable access; emhatwized and nomotorized
recreation opportunities; and impewatural valueg¢seeAppendix3 for a detailed descriptiohs

The Uncompahgre BasRMP is scheduled to be reviséeginningin the spring of 2009The actions

taken as a result of the analysis in this document would be considered in the RMP revision. If special
designations regarding the Dry Creek Planning Areaidentified as an issue or concern in the revision
process, those concerns would be addressed ipribadss
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Background

BACKGROUND

TheDry Creek Travel ManagemenlaningAreais approximately 115,000 acres bounded on the north
by 25 Mesa Road (known a@a-Nucla Road), on the south by Dave Wood Road, on the west by the
National Forest Service Boundary, and the east by private lands in the Uncompahgre Madlésrrain

of the area generally consists of steep draindgeg,anddeep canyons, and nawaidges and mesa

tops SeeAppendix8 for a dimatesummaryfor the area The areas within easy traveling distance

from the cities of Montrose and Delthe town of Olatheand other nearby communitiett is affected

by the associated urban interface, pressures, and isSBoesights and sounds of human activity from
towns, airports, highways, railroads, agricultural uses, residential subdivisions, power lines, and
motorized recreation uses are evidenbtighout a great deal of the area.

Theplanningarea habecome a destination site for mamgreationalisers who use motorized and
mechanized vehiclesThere are everosne routepublicizedon several wedites. Most of the BLM
lands are heavily utiledareas with easy public access.

The area is easily accessed nearly year round for a variety of purfpssssof the area include
sightseeingphotographyhunting,hiking, crosscountry skiing,camping,horseback riding, mountain

bike riding,ATV riding, technical foutwheel driving,motorcycle ridingsnowmobiling livestock

grazing managemerdgecorative rock gathering, Christmas tree cuttiingyvood gathering, rights of

way managemefdperatiodmaintenance, BLM and Forest Service administrgiivgoses, and other
uses.Muchof the travel is heavily influenced by the regional population growth and nearby private land
development

Dave Wood Road an2b Mesa Road ammajorcountymaintained routes that connect the communities
on the east side ¢iie Uncompahgre Plateau to the communities on the west side of the Riattate
alsokey access to the Uncompahgre National Fordgghway 90 and Transfer Roade alsacounty
maintained routes within the heart of the planning,aed provide keywyccess to public lands including
the Uncompahgre National Forest.

NEED AND PURPOSEFOR THE ACTION

Need for the Action

The Affected Environment/Environmental Consequences section references data from the Escalante
(1998) androubideay2005)Land Healh Assessment(LHA). The LHAs show that existing routes

are contributing to land health concerhsnd health concerns, combined with population growth and a
proliferation of usecreated routeBave driven the nedd create a travel management plart tha
addresses resource management, access and transportation.

Residents and visitors andilizing, anddiscovering new opportunities goublic lands managed by the
Uncompahgre Field OfficBJFO). This hagplaced an increasing demandresourcesresuting in user
conflicts andmpactsto vegetation, soils, culturaites wildlife habitat, and other naturahd sensitive
resources.The recreation industry has also contributethe observed increase in use and level of
impactsby introducing new tdmical advancements in modes of travel
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Need and Purpose

The OHVarea designatioria the 1989 RMP that apply to the planning azeasist ofOpen, Limited,
andClosed. The Open designations perrmarbsscountrytravel using motorized, mechanized, and all
other forms btravel anywhere The existing Limited designation restgehotorized travel in certain
parts of the planning area to designated routes from Oemebthrough April 30 annuallyThe Closed
designation applies to the Camel Back Wilderness Study Ar&AjYwvhich was closed to motorized
travel in the 1989 RMPSeeAppendix2 andthe 1989RMP (Appendix Cof the RMRB Maps 1 and ®n
pages 49 and 3@r more information on these designatiosnce the RMP has leain effect,travel
management planning has besmerimplementedn the planning areaesulting inon-route anccross
countrymotorized and mechanizégveloccuring yearlongexcept within the WSANew usefcreated
routes established since the 1$89P have increased to the point that over 700 miles of routes of all
kinds now exisbn public lands within the planning area

Montrose and the surrounding counties (San Miguel, Ouray, Delta, Mesa, and Gunnison) are seeing an
increase in population artestination tourism due to yearund access to public lands and the

availability of a wide array of recreational opportunitiddontrose alone is expanding at a
approximateateof 6% per yeaand the Uncompahgre Field Office repor8b,744 visitor dgs; a 9%
increasdrom FY2005 The Uncompahgre Field Office has also seen an increase in requests for
commercial, competitive, organized and event use Special Recreation Permits (SRPs) over the past
several years.

Due to increasing demands and impaBtdyl has determined that the currédHV designations and
the current management practiees outof-date This hasesuledin land healthmpacts thaheed to
be addressed to provide active managemenenodurage responsiblse BLM has a responsiliiy to
conform to the directiscontained inAppendix?.

Purpose for the Action

The purpose of thaction is to

1) Present and analgalternative travel management plans vatimotorized and nomotorized
designated route system* and other sets of related actiauitess:

a. Land Health concerns expressed inHEsealante anBoubideau Land Health
Assessment@@vailable at the Uncompahgre Field Office

b. appropriate actions to meet or maintain public laraithestandards, including the clear
delineation of designated routes

c. the many public and internal issues and concerns regdrdirejmanagement

d. the need to follow up on the 1989 RMP Off Road Vehicle decisions and implement
travel management plannimgthin this part of the Uncompahgre Field Office

2) Analyze hlangngt he exi sting AOpeno and ALi mitedo OH
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Need and Purpose

Desi gnated Rout es Sanapproxmaty B9yO00acresnorler to respongl 0
to the identified need of theuplic and BLM, and specific longtanding recommendations to the
BLM from the Southwest Resource Advisory Council.

3) Considertravel management support facilities to complimentnio¢orizedand normotorized
travel management plans in each of the alteresiidentified. Planned parking areas, staging
areas, hardened camping areas and trailheads would help distribute travel, thereby avoiding
conflicts resourcempactsandoveruseof areas The kack of these facilities is currently resulting
in usercreated areas.

It is important for the BLM tanaintaina balance of quality recreation with other resources and uses in a
sustainable way that maintains the health of the land by designing travel systems that direct travel away
from sensitive areas yataintin adequate transportation opportunities that rB&di and thepublic
needs.Several individuals, groups and organizations, including the Southwest Resource Advisory
Council (SWRAC), have expressed concern over the current situation and feel that apdated

additional resource and travel management is necessary to maintain the opportunities they benefit from
the area.

The Dry Creek Travel Plan will result in positive changethéoexisting and future land health concerns
and help resolve the many pigband internal issues and concerns regarding OHV management for a
variety of uses and purposes. Issues and concerns to be resolvedimplacis to sensitive resources,
user conflicts, historical use on routes, environmental impacts, conditionsai usetes, additional
access needs, loop opportunitiggietrecreationtrail relocations, safety, and proliferatiohuser

created routesausedy crosscountrytravel Travel related support facilities were not addressed in the
1989 RMP;some of tle greatest usaareated surface disturbing activities occur dualaxk of these
facilities. The plan would algarovide up to date information and management guidelines which will
allow for better service, education and compliance, reducing resoyseetsrand conflicts through
appropriate and informed decisions.

BLM policy for managing public lands is based on the BLM Colorado Standards for Public Land Health
and theColoradoRecreation Management Guidelines to Meet Public Land Health Standard$/on B
Lands. Under this policy, BLNs charged tananage the public lands in conformamgth the standards

and guidelines outlined in these documents, and must take appropriate actions when public land health
standards are not being met.

*Designated routeystem refers to the method of managingotorized and nemotorized

transportation network in which the individualutesare limited to specific modes of travel, and are
identified on travel maps and posted on the ground with signs. Under the currgmiaties, motorized

and mechanized travel is permitted to operate comasity except for those routes that have been
posted as closed. Under a designateute system, motorized and mechanized travel would be limited to
routes that are identified on travenaps and posted as routes on the ground that are available for
specified types of uses.
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Need and Purpose

Decisions that wll be Considered

In order to meet the purpose and need for this acteEmisidns that Wl be considered in the Dry Creek
Travel Management Rta(TMP) and thesubsequenResource Management Plan Amendment are

1. What changes would be made to existingBifjfhway Vehicle (OHV)areadesignations?

2. If travel using motorized or mechanizetbdes of travel including snowmachines bicycles
wheeled, maclepowered big game carts or wagowsuld be limited taise on or from
designated routes only, on which routes would use restrictions?asjay example such
restrictions could includseasonal use limitatisrand/ or limitations omehicular parking
adjacent to routes, offoute travel for camping, use of motorized or mechanizedes of travel
for game retrieval, other vehicle limitations, including for smoachinesand bicycles, and
routes for administrative use of motorized vehicles only?

3. Where wold support facilities, such as staging areaslheads, and camping ardas
established or upgraded?

4. What following action plans would need to be prepared in order to fully implement the approved
TMP?

ISSUES AND CONCERNS

The Bureau of Land ManagemtdJncompahgre Field Office began work on the Uncompahgre Travel
Management Plan (TMP) in March 2007. The public scoping process was initiated at that time, with the
public notified through press releases, web site postings, and letters sent to apphpXxstat

individuals and groups who had expressed an interest in participating in the travel management planning
effort. Public meetings were held in late March and early April 2007e Uncompahgre Field Office

received comments from 74 individuals amgamizations in response to the request for public input.

The public and internal agency comments were placed into subject categories and summarized. These
categories were determined to be the issues and concerns to be addressed in the diffexgwnesiltern

e Access and Transportation e Noise

e Cultural and Historic Resource e Recreation
Management e Socioeconomics

¢ Land Health and Threats e Soils

¢ Reality Authorizations e Vegetation

e Law Enforcement and Public Safety e Water Resoures

e Multiple UseManagement e Wildlife

SeeAppendix5 for a general summary of the comments.
After identifying the agency and stakeholder group issues and conterii,M Travel Management

Planningteam began working on defining theumalaries and goaénd objectives$or the travel
management plan and for the individual planning areaagions.
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Issues and Concerns

The goalsand objectivesve r e  wr i t t e nDesired FutureeCorfdibonsm ( ®F C8 ) , whii
brief statements that describe the phgfsibiological, social anthanagement conditions that are
expected to be achieved when the travel management plan has been implésseAtpdendix3).

Stakeholder and internal agency comments were an imppeagndf the planning process, especially
for identifying social component issues, which were considered by the teanfimdiamingthe DFCs
for this plan. The DFCs then guided the analysis of the routes within the drafa@lte travel network
systens.

DESCRIPTION OF THE ALTERNATIVES

Four alternatives were developeBeeAppendix4 for maps that illustrate each alternateved Table4
for a summary and comparisoh themajorelements of each alternativélternatives were
developed considering the existing OHV designations and conditions on the gnop@acts to sensitive
resourcespublic input, existing recreational usesytedensity,routecondition, and ta need for
administrative access. These alternatives wks@developed to address the issues and concerns.
Decisiors will befor public lands onlydecisionswill notbe made for or oprivate landsbut may have
some indirect effects

Alternative lis the No Action Alternativécurrent managementAlternatives 2, 3 and would affect
existing OHVareadesignations andxistingtravel managementor purposesf describing the proposed
differences in management and changes in the action altesnétisareahas been delineated into seven
uniquegeographicSub-Regiors.

Appendix2 shows acres in each of the existing OHV designation catedorieach alternative and for each
SubRegion. Tablel shows the miles of routes and their uses that would be designated in each of several
Travel Use Categorian each alternativeTable2 shows the same informatiday SubRegionfor each
alternative.Mileages showin all tablesareapproximate, and afer theprimary uses in each Travel Use
Category.These Travel Use Categories will be the foundation of the TMP in Alternatives 2, 3, dine 4.
Travel Use Categoriege also clor-coded on alternative maps locaiedAppendix4 for eachof the
alternativesSeeAppendix1 for detailed definitions of the CategorieBable3 shows the total miles of

c

designated routes subject to seasonal closures and the routes that would be available for use yearlong in

eachSub-Regionin each alternative

Each Travel Use Category is named for the type of use that imandy suited to accommodagfbold

in Tablel). The other travel uses included in the category should be considered as secondary uses.
Althoughotherusgs) might be allowed on a particular route, this descrigtegs not mean that
specificroutein the Category would be suitable for the allowed usefs). example, routes included in

t h Blotafized Single TrackCategoryare primarilysuited for orintendedfor motorcycleuse,but the
routes would also be avable fortheother uses listed, includingcycling, hiking and horseback

riding.
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Table 1
Miles of Routes in Travel Use Categories by Alternative
Travel Use Categorfsee : : Alternativel Alternative 2 | Alternative 3 | Alternative 4
Appendix1 for detailed Primary and SecondarfPermitted Uses
definitions)
Non-MotorizedNon- Equestrian. foot 15.6 43.4 47.0 290
Mechanizedsingle Track 9 '
NorrMo_trorg(z:(Ed Single Bicycles,equestriapfoot 8.9 22.5 39.8 16.8
Motorized Single Track Motorcycles, bicycles, equestrian, foot 0 42.2 11.8 67.2
[ i 40.7
ATV 2-Track ATVs, snowmachlnegmotorcycles, bicycles, 0 13.3 29.3
equestrian, foot
) All modes of transportation (Ful-sized vehicles
4WD/2WD - Open i 4WD/2WD), ATV, motorcycle bicycles, 645 230.3 123.2 422.2
equestrian, and foot
Specialized Trail$
Technical 4WD and |Modified high clearance 4wheeled vehiclesand 0 8.6 3.4 8.5
Mechanized and Motoriz¢ mechanized and motorized trals bikes only
Trial Bikes
Administrative Uses Onl . 42.3 65.0 11.8
(AU)* Authorized uses only 0
Street legal motorized vehicles and other
Non-BLM Routes mechanized and noAamotorized uses 32.3 32.3 32.3 32.3
(County jurisdiction)
Closed(CL)* Closed 0 258.7 368.7 118.2

* Routes included in the Administrative Use Only (AU) category are not available to the general public for motorized wizettaBas. AU routes provide
administrative access f@LM personnel and authorized holders of pasnsuch as righof-way and grazing permits, and will continue toused for

administrative purposes. The routes included in the AU category are not manageedific recreation uses but, as long as the routes are legally accessible (not
blocked by pratelands), they are avaible to the public for foot and equestriarr a v e | i n most cases. ifLegally Acces
accessed from public lands or without trespassivey private lands; i.e., a route is on public landsiocess is provided from county, state, or federal highways or

via roadswhere the BLM has obtained public easemdrtsites included in the CL category are also not available to the general public for motorized or mechanize

uses;ithey are available to thpublic for foot and equestrian travel in most casesome cases the CL routes may be identified for mechanical reclamation while
others may be closed and allowed to reclaim naturally.
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Description of the Alternatives

Table 2
Miles of Designated Routes in TravieUse Categories by SuliRegions, by Alternative*
Travel Use Category SubRegions Alt.
Total | Alter-

A B C D E Miles | natives
0 15.6 0 0 0 0 0 15.6 1
Non-Motorized/Non 19.6 16.9 3.1 0.5 0 0.8 2.5 43.4 2
Mechanized Single Track  26.5 12.2 4.0 4.2 0 0 0 46.9 3
0 25.7 2.2 0.5 0.3 0.1 0 28.8 4
8.9 0 0 0 0 0 0 8.9 1
Non-Motorized Single 0 0 0 4.1 0 12.1 6.3 22.5 2
Track 4.1 0 14.7 0.4 0.8 7.8 12 39.8 3
8.9 0 3.7 3.3 0 0.9 0 16.8 4
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
0 0 0 34.6 1.2 0.1 6.3 42.2 2
Motorized Single Track 0 0 0 11.8 0 0 0 11.8 3
7.0 0 0 39.8 0.8 7.7 11.9 67.2 4
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
1.7 0 5.4 8.5 0 12.3 12.8 40.7 2
ATV 2-Track 0 0 13.0 0.3 0 0 0 13.3 3
8.2 0 1.0 6.6 0 13.5 0 29.3 4
79.4 0 169.1 | 163.4 557 108.7 | 67.9 644.2 1
29.2 0 85.7 45.8 20.2 30.3 19.0 230.3 2
4WD/2WD - Open* 12.9 0 41.8 25.8 7.6 16.9 17.4 122.4 3
46.7 0 1404 | 84.3 34.1 69.0 46.8 421.4 4
SpecializedRoutes 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
Technical 4WD and 0 0 0 6.6 1.1 0.9 0 8.6 2
Mechanized and 0 0 0 3.2 0 0.2 0 3.4 3
Motorized Trial Bikes 0 0 0 6.0 1.6 0.9 0 85 4
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
3.5 0 7.5 9.2 6.3 15.7 4.8 423 2
Administrative Uses Only 2.7 0.4 9.8 16.5 12.5 21.9 1.3 65.0 3
1.5 0 2.2 1.2 5.6 1.3 0 11.8 4
5.2 0 0 14.7 4.4 8.0 0 32.3 1
5.2 0 0 14.7 4.4 8.0 0 32.3 2
Non-BLM Routes 5.2 0 0 14.7 4.4 8.0 0 32.3 3
5.2 0 0 14.7 4.4 8.0 0 32.3 4
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
35.1 3.6 68.3 58.3 27.7 44.2 21.5 258.7 2
Closed Routes 421 5.1 86.0 101.8 35.7 61.5 36.4 368.7 3
18.1 1.5 24.2 26.2 14.1 23.4 10.7 118.2 4

* Numbers include routes that have been proposed within each alternative
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Table 3

Miles of Designated Routes byub-Regionin Each Alternative
Sub-RegionB, Camel Back WSA, would be closed tmotorized & mechanizedtravel, all alternatives

Miles of Designated Routes Subject to Seasonal Closures from 14/15tor 12/1 to 3/31

Sub Alternative 1 Alternative 2| Alternative3| Alternative4
Reaion
Miles of Designated Routes Subject to Seasonal Closures from 12/1 to 4/30

A

C Although te1989 Resource Management Pl

D desi gnat ed ited to Besignatads

E |[Seasonallyo those ro

F determined.

G

A 2.1 0 0

C 29.6 0 0

D 7.3 4.0 0

E 0.1 0.1 0

F 23.7 10.4 0

G 0 0 0

Miles of Designated Routes Available Yearlong

A 91.8 89.7 91.8 91.8
B 32.0 31.2 32.0 32.0
C 173.8 144.2 173.8 173.8
D 182.7 175.3 178.6 182.7
E 61.0 60.9 60.9 61.0
F 125.8 102.1 115.4 125.8
G 69.5 69.5 69.5 69.5

Management Common to All Alternatives

OHYV Designations
The existing Camel Back Wilderness Study Aceatains10,6@ acresof Public Land It is

curr

ently

mechanized s

Travel Use Conditions

Travel use conditions describe allowed, restricted or limited travel uses on motorizeenootooized

designated routes. These conditions are as follows:

d e s i gnovaotuléreimaia desigh&dd s s & cCdgonsteridedl and

In each alternative, motorized access in Camel Back WSA for emgrgedadministrative
activities would comply with guidance provided un@étderness Study Area Interim

Management Plan guidance. An emergency situation is defined as one where there is a threat to

human life, property (including livestock) or public lam$ources. Emergency activities
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utilized, such as for law enforcement, would be the minimum necessary to address the situation
and rehabilitation and restoration work would follow where needed.

Any emergency or administrative motorized vehicle or egeipt use off authorized routes on
Public Lands administered by the BLM would require prior notification and approval by the
authorized BLM official. Should prior notification not be possible, contact would be made with
the authorized BLM official within Z hours following emergency entry.

All public lands would be available for horseback riding and hiking on routesogs
country.

Design Features

Project based consultation regarding adi t i onal cul tural propendti es,
contemporary use areagth Ute tribal officials would be implemented, and the appropriate mitigation
would be agreed upon with the Ute Tribe &idte Historical Preservation OfficBHPQO.

Follow-on Actions
The actions below would be implemented:

Maps,brochuresand educational materialould be developed and made available for the
public, in print and on the internet.

Public access auld be pursued in the Dry Creek Travel Management Planning area as
opportunities arise.

Existing Laws, Regulatiors, Policy, Guidance, Land Use Authorizationsand Valid Existing

Rights

The BLM would manage the public lands in accordance with applicable laws and regulations, and
BLM policy and guidance. Implementation of any of these alternatives would be subjéotabda
existing rights at the time of the signing of the decisions relative to the Resource Management Plan
Amendment and Travel Management Plan.

Addendum | to the Colorado Protocol: Section 106 Requirements for Comprehensive Travel and
Transportatio Management Planning dated October 26, 2006, the 1997 National Programmatic
Agreement and the 1998 Colorado State Protegarding the protection of cultural and historical
resources would be applied to known and discovered historic properties

The wse of motorized or mechemed modes of travel, including snomachinesduring the execution
of a land use authorization or permit, such as rigifite/ay construction, fuel wood and decorative
rock gathering, or operations under a grazing permit, wouldibgest tothe terms and conditions
of each individual authorizatiodditional environmental documentation and analysis would be
required in some cases for these authorizations.

Any existing or future road use or maintenance agreementgoutiieswould continue according to
the terms and conditions of those agreements.
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Management Common to Alternatives AProposed Action, 3,and 4

Management Objectives

Maintain and Imprové.and Health

Maintain or improvdand healthto meet Colorado Public Land Hih Standardshrough

eliminating offroute mechanized and motorized travel, and through limiting motorized and
mechanized travel to designated routes. Closures and rehabilitation of some routes would also be
used to meet land health standaattsng withestablishingand following all the best management
practices

Enhance motorized and nonotorized recreation

Usess would achieve balance in the availability of different types of trails and transportation route access
across multiple types of travel mexl(see Table 1)BLM would achieve this result by 20K that
affecteduserswill have sustained access to these routes as planned, will observe and respect the
appropriate route designations, and be able to report that theyBikiMtwould install sgning at

trailheads and at points wherever allowable travel modes change and prapisiebmochures, and
educational material that would be made available for the public, in print and on the internet by
2012. These tools will enable recreationists to @g®where to go and what to do based on route
designations. Management of the area will sust
wide-open spaces for diverse, dispersed recreation use and enjdypmetdcting and rehabilitating the
distinctive and productive capacity of its biophysical resources. By Bl14,will ensurehat 75% of
responding recreationists in a user satisfaction study would repotthtsiarecreation experience was
AGoodo (i -pantratingsoale:dVefy Good 2 Good, 3 Fair, 4 Poor, and BVery Poor.

Access
Maintain Appropriate, Sustainable, and Reasonable Adoesasitors, authorized users, and private
landowners within the planning area.

Desired Future Conditions for each stggion can be found iAppendix3.

OHYV Designation Changes

Exi sting OHV designations on Public Lands cat e
changed to ALI mit @ydarlang omdtleseasanal eestrectibnsio pravene s

disturbance to wintering big game, some routes will be closed annually to motorized and mechanized
modes of travel on a seasonal baJikese routes would be available for motorized and mechanized

travel the remainder of the yeakny exceptions tdhe listed dates would be made by the authorizing
officer and would be implemented according to appropriate notification and posting, and or

according to other appropriate regulatiorgeeAppendix4 for the mapshowing routes and

restrictions in each alternativEhe OHV designations and acreages on Public lvaowald be

¢ Closed(to motorized and mechanized u$e)0,6@ acres
e Limited to Designated Routes Yearlong or Seasoria9,896 acres.
e There would be n®ublic Lands with the area designation of Open

SeeAppendix2 for existingOHV Designationsand those OHV Designations be changed in
Alternatives2, 3, and 4along withacreage®y SubRegion and totals.
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Travel Management Plan
Alternatives 2(Proposed Actio)) 3, and 4consist of:
1. Proposed OHV designation changes,
2. Selected routes and uses, proposed new routes and routes to be closed to certaiasor all us
(Atravel net work systemo),
3. Conditions of use and seasal or traveltype restrictionssuch as seasonal closures to
prevent disturbance to wintering big game, and
4. Proposedravel managemersupportfacilities.

No new routes, except for tipeoposenes authorized by this Travel Management Plan, would be
permitted to be constructed or established ummsswed, analyzed aralithorized by the BLMUser
created routes not identified in the Dry Creek TMP will be closed upon discovery.

Travel Use Conditions
Travel use conditions describe allowed, restdaielimited travel uses on motorized or Amotorized
designated routes. These conditions are:

Each alternative identifies mileages of proposed selected routes, travel use categories, types
of uses allowed, and the locations and choices of existingsdbat would be designated

and available for a variety travel opportunitida.the alternative descriptions, the term

Afavail abled is meant to imply a route where
yearlong.

Motorized and nomotorized travel off designated routes would not be authorizpdronitted
exceptas noted in each of the alternative descriptions.

Advanced Technology

Any advanced technology regards to motorized or mechanized vehialesld adhere to the
specified routevidth restrictions mentioned within the Definitions of Travel Use Categories found
in Appendix1.

Game Retrieval

The use of wheeled, musgd®wered game carts or wagons would be peechioff
designated routds retrieve big game, except within the Camel Back WSA {Babion

B), only during Colorado Division of Wildlife (CDOW) authorized big gaamel

mountain lionhunting seasonsMotorized vehicles would not be permitted off designated
routes to retrieve big gae.

Parking

In order to limit resourceanpactsand help prevent neusercreated routesusers would be
allowed toparkmotorized or mechanizedodes of travelmmediately adjacent and parallel to
available designated routks any purpose Parking wald be limited toone \ehiclewidth from
the edge of the routdJsers would be encouraged to park motorized or mechamadds of
travelin already disturbed areas where possitbdasider safety and keep routes passfainle
other users
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Camping

Someexisting short spur routes that lead to popular dispersed campsites would be designated and
identified. Dispersed camping would be allowethia planningarea, consistentith parking
requirementslescribed above

Travel Management Support Facilities

Proposed facilities to support the travel management plan include staging areas, hardened camping
areastrailheads and portal signsThese facilitiesould consist of a maximum of three acres of
disturbed surfaceFacilities could include restrooms,dding and unloading ramplsiosks,

hardened graveled parking areasd camping spuyg$encing, hitching rails, picnic tables and

cabanas, vehicular control devices, native landscape islands, erosion and drainage control devices,
hardened access traindlimited hardened egress and ingress points for all techinoawheel

drive routes.

Accessonto Public Lands from Private Lands

Motorized and mechanized trax@ito public lands from adjacent private lamasuld belimited to the
public access pots and designated routes providethmalternatives (that is,tifiere is not a designated
route,motorized or mechanized travel would not be permittedger created or constructiiting or
horseback riding trails wouldbtbe allowed off private ladsonto public landsvithoutthe appropriate
environmental documentati@nd assessment

Design Features
Many of the design featurélowthat would be implementess management actidgaidelineshave
been developed from mitigation measures that woaddce or eliminate impacts to certain resources.

BLM re-routes or rdocations needed for erosion or other mitigation would be limited to a
corridor 25 feet wide on either side of the centerline of all designated rdutescorridor is
assumed asotential area for future BLM reoutes only and in the foreseeable future this
corridor would be seldom used.

Proposed routes would be designed and located such that Visual Resource Management Class
Objectives would be met in order to reduce visual conénag impacts.They would also be

located away from riparian and wetland are&sirface disturbance would be kept to a minimum

in order to maintain sufficient vegetation to protect soils, and the number of stream crossings
would be kept to a minimum, wrder to reduce impacts to wetlands and riparian areas.

Ingress and egress locations for specialized ragekefined ilAppendix1 would bekept to the
minimum and constructed to reduce sediment to the gtesatent possible.

Restoring natural drainage patterns, surface topography, and vegetation would be considered and
implemented as needed during rehabilitation of routes to be relocated or closed to travel.

Improvements would be implemented at streanssings to reduce channel and riparian
impacts
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If necessary, as use increases, dust generated in localized areas and from specific uses, seasons,
or events would be reduced by either hardening surfaces on certain high use routes, watering or
treating rougs during certain times with approved dust abatement chemicals, or installing speed
bumps or obstacles in certain locations in a safe manner to reduce speeds and resultant dust.

Impactsto currently known eligible cultural properties would be avoidedjmaed or

mitigated in consultation with State Historical Preservation Office (SHPO). Where National
Register eligible sites are known to be in danger or are currently being impacted by travel
activities, routes would be closed to travel if necessary thetiappropriate mitigation has been
implemented. Proposed routes, parking areas and other facilities to be constructed under these
alternatives would be intensively inventoried prior to construction or use. Where existing
inventories are sufficient,atdard discovery stipulations would apply.

Stipulations contained in applicable existing laws and protocols would be applied to known
Sacred Sites and Traditional Cultural Properties. Where such properties are known to be in
danger or are currently beimgpacted by travel activities, routes would be closed to travel until
the appropriate mitigation has been implemented. Proposed routes, parking areas and other
facilities to be constructed under these alternatives would be intensively inventoried prior t
construction or use. Where existing inventories are sufficient, standard discovery stipulations
would apply.

Informational/Directional signs will be installed where needed throughout the planning area,
which would include kiosks on entry routes intdoSRegions as appropriat&igning for
designated routes would be implemented by BLM over time and as funding allows.

All routes would be appropriately signed with allowed uses and seasons of use. Because signs
are at times vandalized or removed, the iseesponsible for determining the correct mode of
travel based on official maps. Official maps would be made available to the public.

Design, construction and maintenance work for routes would be subject to the conditions and
guidelines that creasstainable, low maintenance routes araintainquality recreation.
Maintenance of routes would be performed according to the Implementation and Monitoring
Plan to be prepared, BLM annual work plans, and as funding permits

Closures, rehabilitation andfore-vegetatiorof routeswould be performed according to the
Implementation and Monitoring Plan to be prepared, BLM annual work plans, and as funding
permits This could include reseeding, planting vegetation, such as willows, and/or constructing
barries. If any ground disturbance is required, such as ripping existing routes, digging post
holes for fences, or using rangeland drills, the appropriate clearances will be conducted prior to
implementation.

Maintenance
Any existing or future road use or m&@nance agreements with Montrose County would continue
according to the terms and conditions of those agreements.

Designated routes will be incorporated into the scheduled maintenance plan and have maintenance

[22]



Description of the Alternatives

completed as needed.

Monitoring & Implementation

An Implementation and Monitoring Plan would jpeparedit would include measures for route
closures or rehabilitation afnpaced areas, as well as route signing, trailhead construction, and other
implementation activitiesLevelsandtypes of ues andnatural resource conditiossich as soil erosion,
spread of noxious weeds, and impacts to vegetationld be monitored Monitoringbaseline
conditionswould determine ifrecreationprotection of sensitive resources and land heakibeing
achieved in order taneetdesirediuture conditiongseeAppendix3). Monitoring toolswould include
traffic counter data, osite patrols, surveys, and analysisise occurring.

Follow-on Actions
The actions belowould be implemented:

BLM administrative functions related to a variety of natural resource management objectives
(e.g., wildlife habitat and species monitoring and management, noxious weed eradication,
resource enhancement and restoration, and fencie) riéyaé could potentially requireross
countrytravel using motorized vehid®r equipment off designated routes would be addressed
at the project level on a cabg-case basis and with approprigt®ject specifiandsite specific
environmental docunmtéationand assessment.

Applications for Special Recreation Permits (SRPs) would be considered, subject to the
approved Travel Management Plan designated route system, the existing approved Resource
Management Plan and Amendments, and appropriate enrdahdocumentation and
stipulations that would be developed during the processing of these applications.

All proposedoutes in the approved Travel Management Rlaald have the appropriate level
of environmental analysis and documentation preparqdirezl clearances, and any necessary
mitigation completed for cultural resources and special status plant/animal species and habitat
before construction start€onstruction and maintenance work would be subject to the
conditions and guidelines that creaustainable, low maintenance rout€hese conditions
would apply to anyproposedoute, regardless of the purpose of the route, and would help:
o Ensure that the designated routes in the approved Travel Management Plan would be
considered in planning farew additional routes,
o Prevenimpactsto public lands and resources, and
o Ensure that routes would be located properly and constructed with good design and
planning.

A weed management plan would be prepared and implemented that would identify all weed
infestations and concerns on all routes and an action plamiim&ie or reduce noxious weeds.

BLM would develop and maintain partnerships with key stakeholders to assist with managing
and implementingravel decisions.

The BLM, in cooperation with o#r agencies and organizatiom®uld prepare and implement a
public education prograin a variety of format$o promote wise use on public land, and would
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include information regardingontrolling noise levels while recreating on public lar@slorado
noise level standards pertaining to the operation of motor vehicles, including provisions in
Colorado Senate Bill 0863, and any pertinent regulations that would be promulgebett be
incorporated Accurate maps and other information relevant to travselagement for public
land visitors as well as contacting visitorsste by BLM staff, volunteers, and partners would
be a part of this program.

Adaptive Management

BLM would reservehe option to further restrictavel anduse by mode of transportetn or seasongn
anyroute to protectesourcesr(aturalor other) or infrastructurfom beingimpaced from vehicular use
in the event of extreme wintemget conditionsto reduce safety hazards, or in other unforeseeable
situationsor to better managandprotect sensitive resources or other values, such as big game or
nesting raptorsThese actions could include emergency closures of rqagasanent or seasonal
closures of routes, or relocation of routdfiese actionsould be taken following apopriate
emergencylosure or afteappropriate sitspecific NEPA analysis.

Over time, changes may need to be made to the approved and adaptdtifanagemenPlanin terms

of addingre-designatingrelocating, or closing certain routes, maintenameeds, and seasonal or other
use restrictions on routes. These changes woulb@@mented using appropriate BLM Land Use
Planning regulations and National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) proced®essons or

organizations can request the BLM to madete status changes basedounte condition, maintenance
needs, resource conditions, existing uses, historical information, changing needs, cultural information,
economic information, ecological issues, and use types and, letels

Enforcement

Resoure staff including recreation personnel and volunteers will be assigned to patrol, contact, educate
and inform the public of the new changes in route designations. BLM law enforcement personnel are
assigned to actively patrol and enforce route designations

The official agency map made available to the public showing designated routes would be used to
determine if travel is permitted and authorized on a particular route during any part of the year. Signs
may be posted on routes that provide informatioto aghether travel on a particular route is permitted
However, users would be responsible for understandingfaltmving the restrictions on the map(s).
Implementation of the approved travel management plan would include a strategy of ediseating

utilizing law enforcement efficiently, developing maps for the public, and other toctsrimunicate

that driving off of designated routes for motorized or mechanized uses is not permitted.

Existing Laws, Regulations, Policy, Guidance, Land Use Authoreions, and Valid Existing
Rights

The use of motorized or mechaad modes of travel, including snomachinesduring the

execution of a land use authorization or permit, such as rftgy construction, fuel wood and
decorative rock gathering, or egtions under a grazing permwould be subject ttheterms and
conditions of each individual authorizatiamd the travel management plans being considered in
these alternativesAdditional environmental documentation and analysis would be requirede so
cases for these authorizations.
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Alter native 17 No Action

Management Objectives

Maintain and Improve Land Health

The Management Objectives of Alternative 1 would be to continue existing management and priorities
wherever possibleLands that do naneet land health standards, where travel is a causal factor, would

be evaluated on a cabg-case basis. Whelands meet standards or meet with problems, BLM would
continuethe same levedf resource management and protectiManagement of the routesuld
continue to emphasize fAishared useo travel oppor
access.

OHYV Designation Changes

Public lands would retain current OHV designatioiiese designations and acreages are as
follows:

Closedi 10,664 acre§Camel Back Wilderness Study Area)

Openi 28,557 acres;

Limited to Designated Routes Yearlond.,964acres and

Limited to Designated Routes Seasonally (12/1 to 4/389,375 acres.

The Camel Back \8A would continue to be closed tootorizedand mechanized travel
SeeAppendix2 for acres of OHV designations in each SRbgion by alternative.

Travel Management Plan

Decisions in the current 1989 Resource Management Plan/Record of Decisichmestrrized travel

in certain parts of the area to designated routes from Omrehthrough April 30 annually gearlong

See Appendix C, Maps 1 and 2, pages 49 antlBOpmpahgre BasiResourceManagemen®lan

(RMP). However, since the RMP has beieneffect,there has bedittle travel management planning
implement these seasonal or yearlong route designations and restriction dedtistbissalternative,

these decisions would continue toleerimplementeduntil further travel planning cdd be
completedresulting in continued, yearlong,-ooute anccrosscountrytravel on approximately 676

miles of existing motorized and nonotorizedroutes All modes of travel would continue to be

allowed to go off routes yearlong on public landsglesiat ed as ei ther ALIi mited
orOpieno, resulting i n a p+taisrouted being establshredby ssers i n s
traveling off existing routes.Tablel shows the number ahiles in each Travel Use Category for this
alternative

Travel Use Conditions
Travel use conditions describe allowed, restricted or limited travel uses on motorizednootoozed
designated routes. These conditions are as follows:

There would contine to bea lack ofspecificroute restrictions or designationisgvel
management analysis or plan pregiem, and route rehabilitation efforts, leaving the area
susceptible to route proliferation duecdmsscountrytravel. Visitor use levels and resme
concerns would continue to increase, as is the current tMadagement to addressute
rehabilitation public and administrative access needs, praeasitiveresources, promote public
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safety and minimize conflicts among various uses of pubiliddavouldcontinue tdoeunder
implemented.SeeAppendix4 for a map of Alternative for existinginventoriedroutes.

Except as otherwise noted, travel on horse, by foot, or by any type of motorized or
mechanied modes of travelWould continue to be permitted on routescavsscountry.

Existing policies pertaining tmotorized and mechanizéével and the distance vehicles are
permitted to travel off existingputes for any purpose, including drivingarking, camping, and
retrieving gamewould remain unchangedCurrently, these activities can occur anywhiere
the planningarea except the Camelback Wilderness Study AdlaPublic Lands and uses
on Public Lands would continue to be managed accordingwoBigV policies or
regulations as they become effective.

Travel Management Support Facilities
Facilities to supportravel management woulae considered on a cabg-case basifm this
alternative.

Access onto Public Lands from Private Lands

Motorized and non-motorizedentry onto public lands from adjacent private lamagild continue to
be permitted. No public access onto Public Lands within the Camel Back WSA using motorized or
mechanized modes of travel would be permitted, unless noted otherwise.

Follow-on Actions
The actions below would be implemented:

Special Recreation Permits would be considered, subject to appropriate environmental
documentation and stipulations that would be developed during the processing of these
applications.

Alternative 27 Proposed Action

This alternative includes the actions in the section above headéanagement Common to All
AlternatvesandManagement Common to Alternatives 2, 3,

Management Objectives

The objective of Alternative 2 (Proposed Action) istanage travel to meet Land Health

Standards, minimize the areas that meet standards with problems, improve resource protection, and
minimize impacts to sensitive resouraeile maintainingquality travel opportunities along with
adequate and appropriatalpic access The OHV designation changes and travel nggmaent plan

in this alternativealong with the accompanying management actions below would accomplish this
objective.

This Travel Management Plan and alternative was developed after consideriengvironmental
consequences of implementing the other alternatigeses raised throughout the planning process;
specific resource and environmental valusd resource usesopnflict resolution; public input; and
laws, guidance, policies, and regulaiso Thealternative was developed with public input by the
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Uncompahgre Field Office manager and interdisciplinary team membeepresents the mix and
variety of proposed designhateautes uses, and othexctions that, in the opinion of the preparers,
best resolve the issues and management conansfiedat scoping and follow up meetingkat
drove preparation of this documerieeAppendix4 for a map of designated routes in Alternative 2

OHYV Designation Changes

Within the project area, the Proposed Action would examine, analyze and amend land use
plan decisions in the existing RMP related to OHV designations and transportation to change
all current A QepDesighateaRowdesSedsonally/Yeedahgd OHYV

designations to the N-¥Yemrtedgt S8e Be siomevdnty e dc Rb @

disturbance to wintering big game, some routes will be closed annually to motorized and
mechanized modes of travel on a seasonal baBisutes limitel seasonally in the sowhstern

half of the Dry Creek Area would be closed from December 1 to April 15 and routes limited
seasonally in the nomesternhalf would be closed from December 1 to MarchTiese routes
would be available for motorized and amanized travel the remainder of the ye8ee

Appendix4 for maps showing routes and seasonally restricted routes in each alterhhéve.
Proposed Action would resul t i noadditioaatacress b
being designated as AClosedo. The existing
(WSA) would remain designated as ACI osedo
mountain bikes and wheeled, musplewered game carts aragons. SeeAppendix2 for

acres of OHV dsignations in each StRegion by alternative.

Travel Management Plan

The Proposed Action would adopt this comprehensive Travel Management Plan (TMP) for
the Dry Creek Planning v®a,which isan extensiveoutesystem anddentifiestravel
management support facilities for most forms of travel. The TMP is a transportation system
on public lands for managing and supporting all modes of travel. Uses of the routes would
includegeneal access to public lands and resources for multiple whée protecting

sensitive natural and cultural resourcddese usemclude, butarenot limited to, recreation,
fuel wood gathering, huntingnineralactivities, and BLM and other authorized

administrative and program management, such as weed colinedtockgrazing

management, wildlife habitat managemeights-of-way maintenance and operation.

The TMP woulddentify andor designate

e 317miles of routes in the Motorized Singleack, ATV-2-Track, and 4WERWD travel
use categories for motorized and fantorized travel.

e 32 miles ofnon-BLM routesthatwould be available for authorized and legally permitted
motorized and nomotorized uses that are not affected by decisions made in this TMP.
These include County and private roads

e 9 miles of routes in the Specialized Trails travel use category for TechANiEabnd
Motorized and Mechanized Trials bike uses.

e 67 miles of nommotorized routes consisting of 44 miles in the NWotorized & Non
Mechanized, Single Track travel use category for hiking and horseback ridir@3 and
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miles in the NorMotorized SingleTrack travel use category for hiking, horseback riding,
andmechanizedise.

e 42 miles of routes in the Administrative Uses Only catgdbat would be available for
hiking and horseback riding, but not for motorized or mechanized uses by the public.

¢ 8 miles ofcertaindesignated routes wouddlow users tdravel offroute a distance no
greater than 300 feet to camp or park. The ceneedf these routes would be the point
from which the 300 feet would beeasured. Se&ppendix4 for a map of locations of
these routes in lkernative 4.

e 258 miles of routes to be closed to all motorized and nmeobéh travel.

e Approximately 16 miles gbroposedouteconstruction would occur

e Selected routeddentified on the mapyould be closedo motorized and mechanizégvel
(see glossary for definitiongjom December 1 to April 16r December 1 to MarcB1to
prevent disturbance to wintering big game. Any exceptions to the listed dates would be made
by the authorizing officer and would be implemented according to appropriate notification
and posting, and or according to other appropriate regulatiSesAppendix4 for a map of
locations of these routes and the esponding dates in Alternative 2

Travel Management Support Facilities

Thetravel management suppdecilities would be implemented in selected SRégions in this
Alternative to support the travel management plan described above and help ensure its success in
meeting the alternative objections, desired future conditions, and land health standards. See
Appendix6 for a list of these facilities and the SBegions they would be located and

Appendix4 for amap oflocations of thes@acilities.

Alternative 3

This alternative includes the actions in the section ab@/headediManagement Common to All
AlternatvesandManage ment Common to Alternatives 2, 3,

Management Objectives

The objectives for this Alternative are to exceed Land Health Standards where possible, and
maximize resource protection while prowig a minimal level of travel opportunities and public
access. Implementing the travel management support facilities irténisadive and the actions
andesignfeat ures i n AManagement Common to Alternat.i
these objedtes. Identified issues and concerns would be resolved with a focus on conserving
natural values Opportunities for motorized and mechanized travel would have greater
restrictions and would be managed to meet the objectives faltiisative. Non-
motorizedhon-mechanized travel opportunities and questreationvould be emphasized with
more comprehensive restrictions and conditions on motoaizddnechanizedctivities. See
Appendix4 for a map of designadleroutes in Alternative 3.
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OHYV Designation Changes
Implementing this alternative would result in the same changes to existing OHV designations as
Alternative 2. SeeAppendix2 for OHV designation acreages ftig alternative.

Travel Management Plan
This alternative woulddentify anddesignate

e 148 miles of routes in the Motorized Sindleack, ATV-2-Track, and 4WBE2WD travel

use categories for motorized and fsantorized travel

3.4 miles of routes in th&pecialized Trails travel use category for Technical 4WD and
Motorized and Mechanized Trials bike uses

32 miles of NorBLM routes would be available for authorized and legally permitted
motorized and nomotorized travel that is not affected by decisiorele in this TMP
These routes include County roads

87 miles of restricted nemotorized routes, consisting of 47 miles in the Nbotorized

& Non-Mechanical, Single Track travel use category for hiking and horseback riding,
and40 miles in the NotMotorized SingleTrack travel use category for hiking,
horseback riding, and bicycle use

65 miles of routes in the Administrative Uses Only category that would be available for
hiking and horseback riding, but not for motorized or mechanizedoysbe public

369 miles of routes that would be closed to all motorized and mechanized modes of travel

14.5 miles of routes would not be available for use by any motorized or mechanized travel
(see glossary for definitionflom December 1 through April 15, to decredssturbance
to wintering big game

e Approximately 3 miles of proposeduteconstruction would occur.

SeeTable2 for mileages in each StlRegion for each of the Travel Use Categorigse
Appendix4 for a map of designated routes in Alternative 3.

Travel Management Support Facilities

The travel management support facilities would be implemented in selectdREgidns in this
Alternative to support the travel managem@an described above and help ensure its success in
meeting the alternativebjectves desired future conditions, and land health standards. See
Appendix6 for a list of these facilities and the SRegions theyvould be located in, for all
alternatives andee Appendix4 for amap oflocations of these facilities
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Description of the Alternatives

Alternative 4

This alternative includes the actions in the section above headé@anagement Common toAll
AlternatvesandManage ment Common to Alternatives 2, 3,

Management Objective

The objectives for this alternative are to manage travel to meet Land Health Standards on Public Lands
with the minimum required resource protection and an empbasmiltiple-use travel opportunities

and public access. Identified issues and concerns would be resolved with a focus on providing
motorized recreatial activities Increased motorized and mechanized travel opportunities would be an
important consideration when actions are implemen@agerall, restrictions on route usage would be
lessthan any of the other alternativeSeeAppendix4 for a map of designated routes in Alternative 4.

OHV Designation Changes
Implementing this alternative would result in the same changes to existing OHV designations as
Alternative 2. SeeAppendix2 for OHV designation acreages for this alternative.

Travel ManagementPlan
This alternative would identify and designate:

e 519 miles of routes in the Motorized Sindleack, ATV-2-Track, and 4WBE2WD travel
use categories for motorized and fantorized travel

¢ 9 miles ofroutes in the Specialized Trails travel use categaryréchnical 4WD and
Motorized and Mechanized Trials bike uses

e 32 miles of NorBLM routes would be available for authorized and legally permitted
motorized and nomotorized travel that is not affected by decisions made in this. TMP

e 46 miles of restrict® nonmotorized routes consisting of 29 miles in the N\dotorized
& Non-Mechanical, Single Track travel use category for hiking and horseback riding, and
17 miles in the NoiMotorized SingleTrack travel use category for hiking, horseback
riding, and bicygle use.

e 11.8 miles of routes in the Administrative Uses Only category that would be available for
hiking and horseback riding, but not for motorized or mechanized uses, by the public.

e 118 miles of routes to be closed to all motorized and mechanized robutavel.

e 8 miles of ertain designated routes users would be permitte@vel off-route a distance
no greater than 300 feet to camp or park. The centerline of these routes would be the point
from which the 300 feet would be measur&beAppendix4 for a map of locations of
these routes in Alternative 4.

e Approximately 34 miles of proposeduteconstruction would occur.

SeeTable2 for mileages in each StRegionfor each of the Travel Use Categori€ee
Appendix4 for a map of designated routes in Alternative 4.
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Description of the Alternatives

Travel Management Support Facilities

The travel management support facilities would be implemented in selealRegions in this
Alternative to support the travel management plan described above and help ensure its success in
meeting the alternative objections, desired future conditions, and land health standards. See
Appendix6 for a list of these facilities and the SRegions they would be located in, for all
alternatives andez Appendix4 for amap oflocations of these facilities.

SUMMARY & COMPARISON OF ALTERNATIVE S

Table4 below shows a comparison of the major travel management elements of each alternative.

Table 4
Summary & Comparison of Alternatives
Actions Alternative 1 - Alternative 2 - Alternative 3 Alternative 4
No Action Proposed Action
OHV Designation Changes

Openacres 28,557 acres 0 acres
(Change from Alt. 1) See Footnote 1 (-28,557 acres)
Closed 10,664 10,664 | 10,664 | 10,664
Limited to Designated 1,964acres 0 acres
(Ré)#;ﬁzgfrimjg?t. 1y See Footnote 1 (See Limited Designation Below)
Limited to Designated 69,375acres 0 acres
Routes4/30 to 12/1 See Footnote 1 (-69,375 acres)
(Change from Alt. 1)! '
Designation Changé 0 acred not
Limited to Designated applicable to

99,896acres

Routes Yearlong or from this alternative (+99,896 acres)

4/15 to 12/1
(Change from Alt. 1)

Miles of Designated Routes/Trails Each Travel Use Categaty

Non-Motorized/ Non-

M echanizedSingle Track 15.6 434 a1 29
Non-Motorized Single 8.9 225 39.8 16.8
Track ) ' ) )
Motorized Single Track See Footnote 1 422 11.8 67.2
ATV 2-Track See Footnote 1 40.7 133 29.3
4WD/2WD - Open 645 2303 1232 4222
Designated Specialized

Routesi Tec_:hnlcal 4WD SeeFootnote 1 8.6 34 8.5
and Mechanized and

Motorized Trial Bikes

Designated Routes-

Administrative Useg’ See Footnote 1 21 34 1
Designated Routes-

Administrative Uses Only? See Footnote 1 423 65 118
Designated Routes Non-

BLM Routes 323 32.3 323 32.3
Designated Routes Closed | See Foatote 1 258.7 368.7 118.2
Total Miles all Routes

Available to Public® 701.8 418.7 270.8 605.3
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Summary and Comparison of Alternatives

Other Actions
ProposedDesignated None 16.3miles 2.7miles 33.6miles
Routeg
Restrictions - Seasonal None 63 miles’ 14.5 miles 0 miles
Closures from 12/1 to 4/15
Use of Motorized Vehicles, | Authorized
such as 2 & 4wheel drive Yearlong
passenger vehicles, ATVs, | except Camel Would be limited to designated routeand identified on maps. Camel
motorcycles, technical Back WSA Back WSA would be closed to thesedes of travel
4WD vehicles, or snow
machines
Use of MechanizedModes | Authorized
of Travel Yearlong Would be limited to designated routeand identified on maps. Camel
except Camel Back WSA would be closed to these modes of travel.
Back WSA
Cross-Country Travel Permitted
Using Motorized or throughout

MechanizedModes of
Travel

Planning Area
except Camel

Would not be authorized or permitted
in Planning Area

Back WSA
Use of Motorized Vehicles | Authorized
for Retrieving Game crosscountry

travel yearlong
except Camel
Back WSA

Only authorizedon designated routes

Use of MusclePowered
Wheeled Carts or Wagons
for Retrieving Game

Authorized
yearlong, for
any purpose,

Would be permissible only for retrieving downed bigngafrom appropriate
designated routds& only during CDOW big game and mountain lion

excepiin hunting seasons. Camel Back WSA would be closed to thedes of
Camel Back travel
WSA

Consideration of Special Yes

Recreation Use Permit

Would be considered, subjectapproved TMP, designated routes,

applications approved RMP, & appropriate environmental documentation
Parking Authorizedin
all areas Allowed to park motorized or mechanized modes of travel immediate
yearlong adjacent and parallel to alable designated routes for any purpdaarking
except Camel | would be limited to one vehiciidth from the edge of theéesignatedoute.
Back WSA
Dispersed Camping Authorized
crosscountry Some existing short spur routes that leaddpytar dispersed campsites

travel yearlong
except Camel
Back WSA

would be designated and identified. Dispersed camping would also
allowed in other areas, consistent with parking requirements

ProposedTravel Management SupportFacilities

Staging Areas 0 7 5 8
r Existin in

ngazde sting Staging 0 1 1 1

Trailheads 0 8 5 4

Hardened Camping Areas 0 3 0 2

Interpretive Sites 0 0 0 1

Portal Signs None Yes Yes Yes

1. Route designations are still to be determined.

2. These routes would be available for motorized administrative use and to the publicafiety of other designated modes of
travel (see maps iAppendix4 for details)
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