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FORM 1 

Documentation of BLM Wilderness Characteristics  
Inventory Findings from Previous Inventory on Record 

1.  Is there existing BLM wilderness inventory information on all or part of this 
area? 

 
No  (go to Form 2) Yes  (If yes, and if more than one area is within the area, list the 
unique identifiers of those areas): 

 
a) Inventory Source:  N/A 

 
b) Inventory Area Name(s)/Number(s): N/A 

 
c) Map Name(s)/Number(s): N/A 

 
d) BLM District(s)/Field Office(s): N/A 

 
2.  BLM Inventory Finds on Record: 

 
Existing inventory information regarding wilderness characteristics (if more than one 
BLM inventory area is associated with the area, list each area and answer each question 
individually for each inventory area): 
Inventory Source: N/A 

 
Area #/Name Sufficient 

Size? 
Yes/No 
(acres) 

Naturalness? 
Yes/No 

Outstanding 
Solitude? 
Yes/No 

Outstanding 
Primitive & 
Unconfined 
Recreation? 
Yes/No 

Supplemental 
Values? 
Yes/No 
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FORM 2 

Current Conditions:  Presence or Absence of Wilderness Characteristics 
 
Area Number/Name: Little Snake Unit 181     Acreage:  <5,000 acres 
 
(1) Is the area of sufficient size? (If the area meets one of the exceptions to the size criterion, 
check “Yes” and describe the exception in the space provided below) 
 

Yes    No    
 

Note: If “No” is checked the area does not have wilderness characteristics; check “NA” for the 
remaining questions below. 
 
Description (describe the boundaries of the area—wilderness inventory roads, property lines, 
etc.): 
 
With “unnatural” areas excluded, the Unit 181 does not meet size requirements.  
 
Proposed Unit 181 is bounded by a variety of things.  The southern boundary is private property; 
the eastern boundary is a combination of Moffat County Road 122 and private property lines; 
and the western boundary is a combination of private land, State land, State easement 
(Simmsberry Draw), and Moffat County Road 75S.  There are “cutout” areas contained in the 
unit (excluded from area calculations) that appear to be private.  
   
(2) Does the area appear to be natural? 
 

Yes    No   N/A  
 

Note: If “No” is checked the area does not have wilderness characteristics; check “NA” for the 
remaining questions below. 
 
Description (include land ownership, location, topography, vegetation, and summary of major 
human uses/activities):  
While a small, isolated area may appear to be natural, other areas of the unit have significant 
signs of use by ranchers (grazing), vehicles, or have been disturbed by fire-fighting activities. Of 
the 10 routes surveyed, 3 were found to meet the definition of Wilderness Inventory Roads or 
should be excluded from the unit for other reasons. 
 
The unit has steep topography with ridges covered in pinyon-juniper forest and ravines covered 
with sagebrush and mixed grasses.  Northward, the landscape’s ridges are dominated by thick, 
resistant, cliff-forming sandstone layers.  The southeast corner of the unit (approximately one 
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mile north/south by one-half mile east/west) has been heavily impacted by fire roads and other 
vehicle roads.  Every ridge has at least one, and possibly a network of many vehicle-created two-
tracks and trails.  The northern corner of the unit (approximately ½ mile by ½ mile) has many 
range improvements (wells, stock tanks, stock ponds, and fences), and the vegetation appears to 
be heavily grazed or overgrazed.  The geometry of the unit (long and narrow) puts a majority of 
the land on the north half in very close proximity to an improved county road (Moffat County 
Road 122). 
 
 (3) Does the area (or the remainder of the area if a portion has been excluded due to 
unnaturalness and the remainder is of sufficient size) have outstanding opportunities for solitude?  
 

Yes    No   N/A  
 
Description (describe the area’s outstanding opportunities for solitude): 
As described above, solitude is not available on both the northern section and the southeast 
corner.  The northern corner is not isolated or segregated from traffic noise on Moffat County 
Road 122.  Also, there is a potential for seasonal noise and disturbance due to ranching activities 
from the bordering private lands.  The southeastern section is within the viewshed of several 
farms, has many two-track roads, and contains potential for significant human activities.  With 
these areas excluded, the remaining area no longer meets the 5,000-acre size requirement. 
 
(4) Does the area (or the remainder of the area if a portion has been excluded due to 
unnaturalness and the remainder is of sufficient size) have outstanding opportunities for 
primitive and unconfined recreation? 
 

Yes    No   N/A  
 

Note: If “No” is checked for both 3 and 4 the area does not have wilderness characteristics; 
check “NA” for question 5. 
 
Description (describe the area’s outstanding opportunities for primitive and unconfined 
recreation):  
The non-excluded areas have reasonable opportunities for primitive and unconfined recreation 
but do not meet the 5,000-acre size requirement. 
 
(5) Does the area have supplemental values (ecological, geological, or other features of 
scientific, educational scenic or historical value)? 
 

Yes    No   N/A  
 
Description:   
The scenic value of the unit is the view of the areas outside of the boundaries of the unit. 
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Summary of Analysis 
 
Area Name and/or Number: Little Snake Unit 181 
 
Summary 
(Note: explain the inventory findings for the entirety of the inventory unit.  When wilderness 
characteristics have been identified in an area that is smaller than the size of the total inventory 
unit, explain why certain portions of the inventory unit are not included within the lands with 
wilderness characteristics (e.g. the inventory found that certain parts lacked naturalness). 
 

 
Results of analysis: 

The unit has steep topography with ridges covered in pinyon-juniper forest and ravines covered 
with sagebrush and mixed grasses.  Resistant, cliff-forming sandstone layers give the landscape a 
unique character.  The southeast corner of the unit (approximately one mile north/south by one-
half mile east/west) has been heavily impacted by fire roads and other vehicle roads.  Every ridge 
in this area has at least one, and possibly a network of many vehicle-created two-tracks and 
trails.  The northern corner of the unit (approximately ½ mile by ½ mile) has many range 
improvements (wells, stock tanks, stock ponds, and fences), and the vegetation appears to be 
heavily grazed or overgrazed.  The geometry of the unit (long and narrow) puts a majority of the 
land on the north half in very close proximity to an improved county road (Moffat County Road 
122). 
 
Solitude is not available on both the northern section and the southeast corner of Unit 181.  The 
northern corner is not isolated or segregated from traffic noise on Moffat County Road 122.  
Potential seasonal noise and disturbance due to ranching activities from the bordering private 
lands would impact the bulk of the unit. The southeastern section is within the viewshed of 
several farms with irrigated agriculture, has many two-track roads, and contains potential for 
significant human activities.  With these areas excluded, the remaining area no longer meets the 
5,000-acre size requirement. 
 
 
1.  Does the area meet any of the size requirements?  Yes   No  
 
2.  Does the area appear to be natural?   Yes    No   N/A  
 
3.  Does the area offer outstanding opportunities of solitude or a primitive and unconfined type 
of recreation?       Yes    No   N/A  
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4.  Does the area have supplemental values?   Yes    No   N/A 
 
Check one:   
 

 The area, or a portion of the area, has wilderness characteristics and is identified as Land with 
Wilderness Characteristics (LWC). 
 

 The area does not have wilderness characteristics. 
 
Prepared by (team members): 
 
Name Title Date 
Jennifer Ashlin AECOM Geologist 10/5/2012 
Drew Parker AECOM GIS Specialist 10/5/2012 
 
 (Name, Title, Date) 
 
Reviewed by (District of Field Manager): 
 
 
Name:      Title:   
 
Date:  
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WILDERNESS CHARACTERISTICS INVENTORY 
 

ROUTE ANALYSIS 
 
Wilderness Characteristics Inventory Area Unique Identifier: Little Snake Unit 181 
Route or Route Segment Name and/or Identifier: Route 01 
 
I.   LOCATION:  Refer to attached map GIS data and BLM corporate data (GIS).  List 
photo point references (where applicable) or reference attached photo log: 
 
Describe: Route 01 branches southeast from the Simmsberry Draw Easement on the western side 
of the unit. Route heads south off of unit boundary road, then turns east up on top of the ridge 
before turning south again down a steep grade.  Route follows a fence line for its entire length.  
See attached photo log. 
 
II.   ROUTE CONTEXT 
 

A. Current Purpose (if any) of Route: (Examples Rangeland/Livestock Improvements 
(stock tank, developed spring, reservoir, fence, corral), Inholdings (ranch, farmhouse), Mine Site, 
Concentrated Use Site (camp site), Recreation, Utilities (transmission line, telephone, pipeline), 
Administrative (project maintenance, communication site, vegetation treatment)). 
 
Describe: Current purpose of the route could be for fence maintenance or a fire road.  Some old 
machine lubrication cans were observed along the route.  The route follows a fence line for its 
entire length, and passes near several range improvements. 
 

B. Right-of-Way (ROW): 
 

1. Is there a ROW associated with this route?   
Yes   No   Unknown  
 
2. If yes, what is the stated purpose of the ROW?  
 
3. Is the ROW still being used for this purpose? 
Yes   No   Unknown or N/A  
 
Explain:  
 

III. WILDERNESS INVENTORY ROAD CRITERIA 
  
 A. Evidence of construction or improvement using mechanical means? 



 
 
 
 
U.S Department of the Interior 
Bureau of Land Management  

From BLM Manual 6310 – Conduction Wilderness Characteristics Inventory on BLM Lands 
Manual Version 6-129 (03/15/2012) 
 

Yes  (if either A.1 or A.2 is checked “yes” below) No  (if both A.1 and A.2 are 
checked “no” below) 
 
1. Construction: (Is there evidence that the route or route segment was originally 
constructed using mechanical means?) Yes  No   

 
Examples: Paved    Bladed   Graveled   Roadside Berms   Cut/Fill   Other    
 
Describe: Route does not appear to be bladed, but vegetation is missing from the middle of the 
route and trees have been cleared.  Route runs along a fence line for its entire length, and it is 
predominantly straight. 
 

2. Improvements: (Is there evidence of improvements using mechanical means to 
facilitate access?) Yes  No  If “yes”: by Hand Tools    by Machine  

 
Examples: Culverts   Hardened Stream Crossings   Bridges    Drainage   Barriers   
Other   
 
Describe: No evidence of improvements observed.  Route is rutted and eroded due to the steep 
angles and grade of the surrounding landscape. 
 

B. Maintenance: (Is there evidence of maintenance that would ensure relatively regular 
and continuous use?):  Yes  (if either B.1 or B.2 is checked “yes” below) No  (if 
both B.1 and B.2 are checked “no” below) 
     

 1. Is there Evidence or Documentation of Maintenance using hand tools or machinery? 
 Yes  No   If “yes”: by Hand Tools   by Machine  
 
Explain: No evidence of mechanical maintenance.  Route is eroded in sections, and a portion of 
the fence line is in disrepair. 
 

2. If the route or route segment is in good condition, but there is no evidence of 
maintenance, would mechanical maintenance with hand tools or machines be approved 
by BLM to meet the purpose(s) of the route in the event this route became impassable? 
Yes  No  

 
Explain: Route does not seem to be used on a regular or continuous basis.  Steeply inclined 
slopes would make improvements or maintenance a major task. 
 

C. Relatively regular and continuous use: (Does the route or route segment ensure 
relatively regular and continuous use?) Yes  No  
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Describe evidence (e.g., direct, vehicles or vehicle tracks observed, or indirect, evidence of use 
associated with purpose of the route such as maintenance of facility that route accesses) and 
other rationale for whether use has occurred and will continue to occur on a relatively regular 
basis (i.e., regular and continuous use relative to the purpose(s) of the route). 
 
No tire tracks were observed; route is highly eroded in sections.  There is a fence line that 
follows the entire route, but no evidence is present to suggest that the route is continually used. 
 
IV.   CONCLUSION: 
 
Does the route or route segment meet the definition of a wilderness inventory road (i.e., are items 
III.A and III.B and III.C all checked yes)? 
 
Yes  = Wilderness Inventory Road   No  = Not a road for wilderness 
inventory purposes 
 
Explanation: Criteria not met as described above. 
 
Evaluator(s): 
 
Name Title Date 
Jennifer Ashlin AECOM Geologist 10/4/2012 
Drew Parker AECOM GIS Specialist 10/4/2012 
 



 
 
 
 
U.S Department of the Interior 
Bureau of Land Management  

From BLM Manual 6310 – Conduction Wilderness Characteristics Inventory on BLM Lands 
Manual Version 6-129 (03/15/2012) 
 

WILDERNESS CHARACTERISTICS INVENTORY 
 

ROUTE ANALYSIS 
 
Wilderness Characteristics Inventory Area Unique Identifier: Little Snake Unit 181 
Route or Route Segment Name and/or Identifier: Route 02 
 
I.   LOCATION:  Refer to attached map GIS data and BLM corporate data (GIS).  List 
photo point references (where applicable) or reference attached photo log: 
 
Describe: This route is located in the southwestern part of the unit.  The route runs 
approximately east/west, branching off of Route 01, and exits the unit on the western boundary.  
See attached photo log. 
 
II.   ROUTE CONTEXT 
 

A. Current Purpose (if any) of Route: (Examples Rangeland/Livestock Improvements 
(stock tank, developed spring, reservoir, fence, corral), Inholdings (ranch, farmhouse), Mine Site, 
Concentrated Use Site (camp site), Recreation, Utilities (transmission line, telephone, pipeline), 
Administrative (project maintenance, communication site, vegetation treatment)). 
 
Describe: The route leads to a bermed cattle pond and provides access to the route along an 
intact fence line.  Other uses of this rout (besides range improvements) may be recreational. 
 

B. Right-of-Way (ROW): 
 

1. Is there a ROW associated with this route?   
Yes   No   Unknown  
 
2. If yes, what is the stated purpose of the ROW?  
 
3. Is the ROW still being used for this purpose? 
Yes   No   Unknown or N/A  
 
Explain:  
 

III. WILDERNESS INVENTORY ROAD CRITERIA 
  
 A. Evidence of construction or improvement using mechanical means? 

Yes  (if either A.1 or A.2 is checked “yes” below) No  (if both A.1 and A.2 are 
checked “no” below) 
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1. Construction: (Is there evidence that the route or route segment was originally 
constructed using mechanical means?) Yes  No   

 
Examples: Paved    Bladed   Graveled   Roadside Berms   Cut/Fill   Other    
 
Describe: Route is deeply rutted by tire tracks, but there is no evidence of construction 
improvement other than the driving of vehicles and/or farm equipment. 
 

2. Improvements: (Is there evidence of improvements using mechanical means to 
facilitate access?) Yes  No  If “yes”: by Hand Tools    by Machine  

 
Examples: Culverts   Hardened Stream Crossings   Bridges    Drainage   Barriers   
Other   
 
Describe: No evidence of improvements. 
 

B. Maintenance: (Is there evidence of maintenance that would ensure relatively regular 
and continuous use?):  Yes  (if either B.1 or B.2 is checked “yes” below) No  (if 
both B.1 and B.2 are checked “no” below) 
     

 1. Is there Evidence or Documentation of Maintenance using hand tools or machinery? 
 Yes  No   If “yes”: by Hand Tools   by Machine  
 
Explain: No evidence of mechanical maintenance. 
 

2. If the route or route segment is in good condition, but there is no evidence of 
maintenance, would mechanical maintenance with hand tools or machines be approved 
by BLM to meet the purpose(s) of the route in the event this route became impassable? 
Yes  No  

 
Explain: The cattle pond currently appears disused.  The route shows no current active use.  It is 
not anticipated that the BLM would approve improvement of this route through several ravines. 
 

C. Relatively regular and continuous use: (Does the route or route segment ensure 
relatively regular and continuous use?) Yes  No  

 
Describe evidence (e.g., direct, vehicles or vehicle tracks observed, or indirect, evidence of use 
associated with purpose of the route such as maintenance of facility that route accesses) and 
other rationale for whether use has occurred and will continue to occur on a relatively regular 
basis (i.e., regular and continuous use relative to the purpose(s) of the route). 
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Large vehicle ruts were observed (from trucks and/or farm equipment), but no fresh tracks were 
observed.  This route is likely used once per 1-5 years for stock pond and barbed-wire fence 
maintenance. 
 
IV.   CONCLUSION: 
 
Does the route or route segment meet the definition of a wilderness inventory road (i.e., are items 
III.A and III.B and III.C all checked yes)? 
 
Yes  = Wilderness Inventory Road   No  = Not a road for wilderness 
inventory purposes 
 
Explanation: Criteria not met as described above. 
 
Evaluator(s): 
 
Name Title Date 
Jennifer Ashlin AECOM Geologist 10/5/2012 
Drew Parker AECOM GIS Specialist 10/5/2012 
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WILDERNESS CHARACTERISTICS INVENTORY 
 

ROUTE ANALYSIS 
 
Wilderness Characteristics Inventory Area Unique Identifier: Little Snake Unit 181 
Route or Route Segment Name and/or Identifier: Route 03 
 
I.   LOCATION:  Refer to attached map GIS data and BLM corporate data (GIS).  List 
photo point references (where applicable) or reference attached photo log: 
 
Describe: Route 03 heads north/south between Route 01 and Route 02 in the western portion of 
the unit.  It is located on a semi-steep grade through pinyon-juniper forests.  See attached photo 
log. 
 
II.   ROUTE CONTEXT 
 

A. Current Purpose (if any) of Route: (Examples Rangeland/Livestock Improvements 
(stock tank, developed spring, reservoir, fence, corral), Inholdings (ranch, farmhouse), Mine Site, 
Concentrated Use Site (camp site), Recreation, Utilities (transmission line, telephone, pipeline), 
Administrative (project maintenance, communication site, vegetation treatment)). 
 
Describe: Current purpose is unknown; most likely either recreational or access to historic 
rangeland improvements (empty berm pond close to the junction of Route 02 and Route 03). 
 

B. Right-of-Way (ROW): 
 

1. Is there a ROW associated with this route?   
Yes   No   Unknown  
 
2. If yes, what is the stated purpose of the ROW?  
 
3. Is the ROW still being used for this purpose? 
Yes   No   Unknown or N/A  
 
Explain:  
 

III. WILDERNESS INVENTORY ROAD CRITERIA 
  
 A. Evidence of construction or improvement using mechanical means? 

Yes  (if either A.1 or A.2 is checked “yes” below) No  (if both A.1 and A.2 are 
checked “no” below) 
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1. Construction: (Is there evidence that the route or route segment was originally 
constructed using mechanical means?) Yes  No   

 
Examples: Paved    Bladed   Graveled   Roadside Berms   Cut/Fill   Other    
 
Describe: Vegetation on the route is sparse.  While the route may not have been bladed, evidence 
of vegetation removal was observed (sage).  Evidence of tree removal and clearing by chainsaw 
was also observed. 
 

2. Improvements: (Is there evidence of improvements using mechanical means to 
facilitate access?) Yes  No  If “yes”: by Hand Tools    by Machine  

 
Examples: Culverts   Hardened Stream Crossings   Bridges    Drainage   Barriers   
Other   
 
Describe: No evidence of improvements.  Route is on a steep grade and some erosion has 
occurred. 
 

B. Maintenance: (Is there evidence of maintenance that would ensure relatively regular 
and continuous use?):  Yes  (if either B.1 or B.2 is checked “yes” below) No  (if 
both B.1 and B.2 are checked “no” below) 
     

 1. Is there Evidence or Documentation of Maintenance using hand tools or machinery? 
 Yes  No   If “yes”: by Hand Tools   by Machine  
 
Explain: No evidence of mechanical maintenance.  Some erosion observed on the route, as it is 
on a steep grade.  Route goes through forest and some vegetation is re-growing in the middle of 
the two-track. 
 

2. If the route or route segment is in good condition, but there is no evidence of 
maintenance, would mechanical maintenance with hand tools or machines be approved 
by BLM to meet the purpose(s) of the route in the event this route became impassable? 
Yes  No  

 
Explain: Current purpose of the route is unknown and only serves as a short-cut up the steep 
slope from Route 02 to Route 01; no maintenance needed. 
 

C. Relatively regular and continuous use: (Does the route or route segment ensure 
relatively regular and continuous use?) Yes  No  

 
Describe evidence (e.g., direct, vehicles or vehicle tracks observed, or indirect, evidence of use 
associated with purpose of the route such as maintenance of facility that route accesses) and 
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other rationale for whether use has occurred and will continue to occur on a relatively regular 
basis (i.e., regular and continuous use relative to the purpose(s) of the route). 
 
No tire tracks were observed; no indirect evidence that the route has been used recently or on a 
continuous or regular basis. 
 
IV.   CONCLUSION: 
 
Does the route or route segment meet the definition of a wilderness inventory road (i.e., are items 
III.A and III.B and III.C all checked yes)? 
 
Yes  = Wilderness Inventory Road   No  = Not a road for wilderness 
inventory purposes 
 
Explanation: Criteria not met as described above. 
 
Evaluator(s): 
 
Name Title Date 
Jennifer Ashlin AECOM Geologist 10/4/2012 
Drew Parker AECOM GIS Specialist 10/4/2012 
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WILDERNESS CHARACTERISTICS INVENTORY 
 

ROUTE ANALYSIS 
 
Wilderness Characteristics Inventory Area Unique Identifier: Little Snake Unit 181 
Route or Route Segment Name and/or Identifier: Route 04 
 
I.   LOCATION:  Refer to attached map GIS data and BLM corporate data (GIS).  List 
photo point references (where applicable) or reference attached photo log: 
 
Describe: Located in the southern central half of the unit, Route 04 runs approximately 
northwest/southeast and connects Route 01 to the eastern boundary road (Moffat County Road 
122).  See attached photo log. 
 
II.   ROUTE CONTEXT 
 

A. Current Purpose (if any) of Route: (Examples Rangeland/Livestock Improvements 
(stock tank, developed spring, reservoir, fence, corral), Inholdings (ranch, farmhouse), Mine Site, 
Concentrated Use Site (camp site), Recreation, Utilities (transmission line, telephone, pipeline), 
Administrative (project maintenance, communication site, vegetation treatment)). 
 
Describe: Cutting through the pinyon-juniper forest, this route is located primarily along ridge 
tops, and several wildfire scars were observed in the area.  The route may have been initially 
constructed to support fire-fighting activities.  Current use is for recreational purposes only 
(hunting, camping, hiking, jeep/OHV use, etc.). 
 

B. Right-of-Way (ROW): 
 

1. Is there a ROW associated with this route?   
Yes   No   Unknown  
 
2. If yes, what is the stated purpose of the ROW?  
 
3. Is the ROW still being used for this purpose? 
Yes   No   Unknown or N/A  
 
Explain:  
 

III. WILDERNESS INVENTORY ROAD CRITERIA 
  
 A. Evidence of construction or improvement using mechanical means? 
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Yes  (if either A.1 or A.2 is checked “yes” below) No  (if both A.1 and A.2 are 
checked “no” below) 
 
1. Construction: (Is there evidence that the route or route segment was originally 
constructed using mechanical means?) Yes  No   

 
Examples: Paved    Bladed   Graveled   Roadside Berms   Cut/Fill   Other    
 
Describe: Evidence of vegetation removal and clearing by mechanical means (chainsaw) is 
apparent. 
 

2. Improvements: (Is there evidence of improvements using mechanical means to 
facilitate access?) Yes  No  If “yes”: by Hand Tools    by Machine  

 
Examples: Culverts   Hardened Stream Crossings   Bridges    Drainage   Barriers   
Other   
 
Describe: No evidence of improvements. 
 

B. Maintenance: (Is there evidence of maintenance that would ensure relatively regular 
and continuous use?):  Yes  (if either B.1 or B.2 is checked “yes” below) No  (if 
both B.1 and B.2 are checked “no” below) 
     

 1. Is there Evidence or Documentation of Maintenance using hand tools or machinery? 
 Yes  No   If “yes”: by Hand Tools   by Machine  
 
Explain: No evidence of mechanical maintenance. 
 

2. If the route or route segment is in good condition, but there is no evidence of 
maintenance, would mechanical maintenance with hand tools or machines be approved 
by BLM to meet the purpose(s) of the route in the event this route became impassable? 
Yes  No  

 
Explain: It is possible that the BLM would approve maintenance of this route to support fire-
fighting activities.  This route also serves as an artery to many other branches of ridge top routes 
in this vicinity. 
 

C. Relatively regular and continuous use: (Does the route or route segment ensure 
relatively regular and continuous use?) Yes  No  

 
Describe evidence (e.g., direct, vehicles or vehicle tracks observed, or indirect, evidence of use 
associated with purpose of the route such as maintenance of facility that route accesses) and 
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other rationale for whether use has occurred and will continue to occur on a relatively regular 
basis (i.e., regular and continuous use relative to the purpose(s) of the route). 
 
Multiple sets of vehicle ruts and fresh tracks were observed.  This route also serves as an artery 
to a branching network of ridge top trails.  This route is likely used 5-10 times per year and may 
have higher seasonal use (hunting). 
 
IV.   CONCLUSION: 
 
Does the route or route segment meet the definition of a wilderness inventory road (i.e., are items 
III.A and III.B and III.C all checked yes)? 
 
Yes  = Wilderness Inventory Road   No  = Not a road for wilderness 
inventory purposes 
 
Explanation: Criteria met as described above. 
 
Evaluator(s): 
 
Name Title Date 
Jennifer Ashlin AECOM Geologist 10/5/2012 
Drew Parker AECOM GIS Specialist 10/5/2012 
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WILDERNESS CHARACTERISTICS INVENTORY 
 

ROUTE ANALYSIS 
 
Wilderness Characteristics Inventory Area Unique Identifier: Little Snake Unit 181 
Route or Route Segment Name and/or Identifier: Route 05 
 
I.   LOCATION:  Refer to attached map GIS data and BLM corporate data (GIS).  List 
photo point references (where applicable) or reference attached photo log: 
 
Describe: Route 05 branches north, then east, off of the eastern boundary road.  It continues 
down to the river in the valley bottom but disappears out in the sagebrush prior to reaching the 
banks.  See attached photo log. 
 
II.   ROUTE CONTEXT 
 

A. Current Purpose (if any) of Route: (Examples Rangeland/Livestock Improvements 
(stock tank, developed spring, reservoir, fence, corral), Inholdings (ranch, farmhouse), Mine Site, 
Concentrated Use Site (camp site), Recreation, Utilities (transmission line, telephone, pipeline), 
Administrative (project maintenance, communication site, vegetation treatment)). 
 
Describe: Current purpose is unknown; historic purpose is also unknown.  Potentially, the route 
serves as access to the stream for rangeland improvements and/or recreation.  The route is not 
well-defined and has mainly been reclaimed by nature (likely greater than 90%). 
 

B. Right-of-Way (ROW): 
 

1. Is there a ROW associated with this route?   
Yes   No   Unknown  
 
2. If yes, what is the stated purpose of the ROW?  
 
3. Is the ROW still being used for this purpose? 
Yes   No   Unknown or N/A  
 
Explain:  
 

III. WILDERNESS INVENTORY ROAD CRITERIA 
  
 A. Evidence of construction or improvement using mechanical means? 

Yes  (if either A.1 or A.2 is checked “yes” below) No  (if both A.1 and A.2 are 
checked “no” below) 
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1. Construction: (Is there evidence that the route or route segment was originally 
constructed using mechanical means?) Yes  No   

 
Examples: Paved    Bladed   Graveled   Roadside Berms   Cut/Fill   Other    
 
Describe: No evidence of mechanical construction.  High vegetation exists in the middle of the 
two-track, and the route is very uneven; reclaimed by at least 90% by nature. 
 

2. Improvements: (Is there evidence of improvements using mechanical means to 
facilitate access?) Yes  No  If “yes”: by Hand Tools    by Machine  

 
Examples: Culverts   Hardened Stream Crossings   Bridges    Drainage   Barriers   
Other   
 
Describe: No evidence of improvements.  Route is highly vegetated and very uneven. 
 

B. Maintenance: (Is there evidence of maintenance that would ensure relatively regular 
and continuous use?):  Yes  (if either B.1 or B.2 is checked “yes” below) No  (if 
both B.1 and B.2 are checked “no” below) 
     

 1. Is there Evidence or Documentation of Maintenance using hand tools or machinery? 
 Yes  No   If “yes”: by Hand Tools   by Machine  
 
Explain: No evidence of mechanical maintenance.  Route is reclaimed at least 90% by nature and 
is highly eroded in sections. 
 

2. If the route or route segment is in good condition, but there is no evidence of 
maintenance, would mechanical maintenance with hand tools or machines be approved 
by BLM to meet the purpose(s) of the route in the event this route became impassable? 
Yes  No  

 
Explain: Route serves no practical purpose. 
 

C. Relatively regular and continuous use: (Does the route or route segment ensure 
relatively regular and continuous use?) Yes  No  

 
Describe evidence (e.g., direct, vehicles or vehicle tracks observed, or indirect, evidence of use 
associated with purpose of the route such as maintenance of facility that route accesses) and 
other rationale for whether use has occurred and will continue to occur on a relatively regular 
basis (i.e., regular and continuous use relative to the purpose(s) of the route). 
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No tire tracks or indirect evidence of use were observed.  Route is 90% reclaimed by nature and 
leads to nowhere (disappears in sage). 
 
IV.   CONCLUSION: 
 
Does the route or route segment meet the definition of a wilderness inventory road (i.e., are items 
III.A and III.B and III.C all checked yes)? 
 
Yes  = Wilderness Inventory Road   No  = Not a road for wilderness 
inventory purposes 
 
Explanation: Criteria not met as described above. 
 
Evaluator(s): 
 
Name Title Date 
Jennifer Ashlin AECOM Geologist 10/5/2012 
Drew Parker AECOM GIS Specialist 10/5/2012 
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WILDERNESS CHARACTERISTICS INVENTORY 
 

ROUTE ANALYSIS 
 
Wilderness Characteristics Inventory Area Unique Identifier: Little Snake Unit 181 
Route or Route Segment Name and/or Identifier: Route 06 
 
I.   LOCATION:  Refer to attached map GIS data and BLM corporate data (GIS).  List 
photo point references (where applicable) or reference attached photo log: 
 
Describe: Route 06 is located in the central part of the unit, branching off of Route 05 and 
running approximately east/west where it eventually exists the unit.  Route continues once it 
exits the unit.  See attached photo log. 
 
II.   ROUTE CONTEXT 
 

A. Current Purpose (if any) of Route: (Examples Rangeland/Livestock Improvements 
(stock tank, developed spring, reservoir, fence, corral), Inholdings (ranch, farmhouse), Mine Site, 
Concentrated Use Site (camp site), Recreation, Utilities (transmission line, telephone, pipeline), 
Administrative (project maintenance, communication site, vegetation treatment)). 
 
Describe: This route is very straight any may have historically been used as a seismic line for 
hydrocarbon exploration.  Currently, the road is used for recreational purposes and general 
access to the wilderness. 
 

B. Right-of-Way (ROW): 
 

1. Is there a ROW associated with this route?   
Yes   No   Unknown  
 
2. If yes, what is the stated purpose of the ROW?  
 
3. Is the ROW still being used for this purpose? 
Yes   No   Unknown or N/A  
 
Explain:  
 

III. WILDERNESS INVENTORY ROAD CRITERIA 
  
 A. Evidence of construction or improvement using mechanical means? 

Yes  (if either A.1 or A.2 is checked “yes” below) No  (if both A.1 and A.2 are 
checked “no” below) 
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1. Construction: (Is there evidence that the route or route segment was originally 
constructed using mechanical means?) Yes  No   

 
Examples: Paved    Bladed   Graveled   Roadside Berms   Cut/Fill   Other    
 
Describe: This route has sections that were cut into slopes.  Also, pinyon-juniper has been 
cleared from the route by mechanical means. 
 

2. Improvements: (Is there evidence of improvements using mechanical means to 
facilitate access?) Yes  No  If “yes”: by Hand Tools    by Machine  

 
Examples: Culverts   Hardened Stream Crossings   Bridges    Drainage   Barriers   
Other   
 
Describe: No evidence of improvements. 
 

B. Maintenance: (Is there evidence of maintenance that would ensure relatively regular 
and continuous use?):  Yes  (if either B.1 or B.2 is checked “yes” below) No  (if 
both B.1 and B.2 are checked “no” below) 
     

 1. Is there Evidence or Documentation of Maintenance using hand tools or machinery? 
 Yes  No   If “yes”: by Hand Tools   by Machine  
 
Explain: No evidence of mechanical maintenance. 
 

2. If the route or route segment is in good condition, but there is no evidence of 
maintenance, would mechanical maintenance with hand tools or machines be approved 
by BLM to meet the purpose(s) of the route in the event this route became impassable? 
Yes  No  

 
Explain: Route serves no current practical purpose.  Repairs to steep slopes and ravine crossings 
may require large machinery and installation of improvements. 
 

C. Relatively regular and continuous use: (Does the route or route segment ensure 
relatively regular and continuous use?) Yes  No  

 
Describe evidence (e.g., direct, vehicles or vehicle tracks observed, or indirect, evidence of use 
associated with purpose of the route such as maintenance of facility that route accesses) and 
other rationale for whether use has occurred and will continue to occur on a relatively regular 
basis (i.e., regular and continuous use relative to the purpose(s) of the route). 
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Vehicle tracks and concentrated use sites were observed along the route.  This route may be used 
5-10 times annually with possibly higher seasonal use (hunting). 
 
IV.   CONCLUSION: 
 
Does the route or route segment meet the definition of a wilderness inventory road (i.e., are items 
III.A and III.B and III.C all checked yes)? 
 
Yes  = Wilderness Inventory Road   No  = Not a road for wilderness 
inventory purposes 
 
Explanation: Criteria not met as described above. 
 
Evaluator(s): 
 
Name Title Date 
Jennifer Ashlin AECOM Geologist 10/5/2012 
Drew Parker AECOM GIS Specialist 10/5/2012 
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WILDERNESS CHARACTERISTICS INVENTORY 
 

ROUTE ANALYSIS 
 
Wilderness Characteristics Inventory Area Unique Identifier: Little Snake Unit 181 
Route or Route Segment Name and/or Identifier: Route 07 
 
I.   LOCATION:  Refer to attached map GIS data and BLM corporate data (GIS).  List 
photo point references (where applicable) or reference attached photo log: 
 
Describe: Route 07 branches southwest up a ridge off of the eastern boundary road in the central 
eastern portion of the unit.  See attached photo log. 
 
II.   ROUTE CONTEXT 
 

A. Current Purpose (if any) of Route: (Examples Rangeland/Livestock Improvements 
(stock tank, developed spring, reservoir, fence, corral), Inholdings (ranch, farmhouse), Mine Site, 
Concentrated Use Site (camp site), Recreation, Utilities (transmission line, telephone, pipeline), 
Administrative (project maintenance, communication site, vegetation treatment)). 
 
Describe: Current use could be for recreational purposes, such as camping (concentrated use 
sites).  Historic use could be access to rangeland livestock improvements.  Two campsites and an 
old dried out pond were observed.  Evidence of cattle/grazing use was also observed. 
 

B. Right-of-Way (ROW): 
 

1. Is there a ROW associated with this route?   
Yes   No   Unknown  
 
2. If yes, what is the stated purpose of the ROW?  
 
3. Is the ROW still being used for this purpose? 
Yes   No   Unknown or N/A  
 
Explain:  
 

III. WILDERNESS INVENTORY ROAD CRITERIA 
  
 A. Evidence of construction or improvement using mechanical means? 

Yes  (if either A.1 or A.2 is checked “yes” below) No  (if both A.1 and A.2 are 
checked “no” below) 
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1. Construction: (Is there evidence that the route or route segment was originally 
constructed using mechanical means?) Yes  No   

 
Examples: Paved    Bladed   Graveled   Roadside Berms   Cut/Fill   Other    
 
Describe: No evidence of mechanical construction.  Vegetation in the middle of the two-track 
was observed; route was highly rock after approximately 100 feet. 
 

2. Improvements: (Is there evidence of improvements using mechanical means to 
facilitate access?) Yes  No  If “yes”: by Hand Tools    by Machine  

 
Examples: Culverts   Hardened Stream Crossings   Bridges    Drainage   Barriers   
Other   
 
Describe: No evidence of improvements. 
 

B. Maintenance: (Is there evidence of maintenance that would ensure relatively regular 
and continuous use?):  Yes  (if either B.1 or B.2 is checked “yes” below) No  (if 
both B.1 and B.2 are checked “no” below) 
     

 1. Is there Evidence or Documentation of Maintenance using hand tools or machinery? 
 Yes  No   If “yes”: by Hand Tools   by Machine  
 
Explain: No evidence of mechanical maintenance. 
 

2. If the route or route segment is in good condition, but there is no evidence of 
maintenance, would mechanical maintenance with hand tools or machines be approved 
by BLM to meet the purpose(s) of the route in the event this route became impassable? 
Yes  No  

 
Explain: Route serves no practical purpose.  Route is highly rocky and goes up a ridge, only to 
stop at the top. 
 

C. Relatively regular and continuous use: (Does the route or route segment ensure 
relatively regular and continuous use?) Yes  No  

 
Describe evidence (e.g., direct, vehicles or vehicle tracks observed, or indirect, evidence of use 
associated with purpose of the route such as maintenance of facility that route accesses) and 
other rationale for whether use has occurred and will continue to occur on a relatively regular 
basis (i.e., regular and continuous use relative to the purpose(s) of the route). 
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There were faint tire tracks at the beginning of the route, but it appears that they might be from 
users turning around.  Concentrated use sites and a cow pond pit are quite old; rusted steel cans 
and bullet casings were also observed.  No recent or continuous use observed. 
 
IV.   CONCLUSION: 
 
Does the route or route segment meet the definition of a wilderness inventory road (i.e., are items 
III.A and III.B and III.C all checked yes)? 
 
Yes  = Wilderness Inventory Road   No  = Not a road for wilderness 
inventory purposes 
 
Explanation: Criteria not met as described above. 
 
Evaluator(s): 
 
Name Title Date 
Jennifer Ashlin AECOM Geologist 10/5/2012 
Drew Parker AECOM GIS Specialist 10/5/2012 
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WILDERNESS CHARACTERISTICS INVENTORY 
 

ROUTE ANALYSIS 
 
Wilderness Characteristics Inventory Area Unique Identifier: Little Snake Unit 181 
Route or Route Segment Name and/or Identifier: Route 08 
 
I.   LOCATION:  Refer to attached map GIS data and BLM corporate data (GIS).  List 
photo point references (where applicable) or reference attached photo log: 
 
Describe: Located in the northern part of the unit, Route 08 branches north off of eastern 
boundary road Moffat County Road 122.  This route runs approximately north/south and dead 
ends at a fence line.  See attached photo log. 
 
II.   ROUTE CONTEXT 
 

A. Current Purpose (if any) of Route: (Examples Rangeland/Livestock Improvements 
(stock tank, developed spring, reservoir, fence, corral), Inholdings (ranch, farmhouse), Mine Site, 
Concentrated Use Site (camp site), Recreation, Utilities (transmission line, telephone, pipeline), 
Administrative (project maintenance, communication site, vegetation treatment)). 
 
Describe: The route appears to have no current purpose or use; may originally have been used for 
fence construction. 
 

B. Right-of-Way (ROW): 
 

1. Is there a ROW associated with this route?   
Yes   No   Unknown  
 
2. If yes, what is the stated purpose of the ROW?  
 
3. Is the ROW still being used for this purpose? 
Yes   No   Unknown or N/A  
 
Explain:  
 

III. WILDERNESS INVENTORY ROAD CRITERIA 
  
 A. Evidence of construction or improvement using mechanical means? 

Yes  (if either A.1 or A.2 is checked “yes” below) No  (if both A.1 and A.2 are 
checked “no” below) 
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1. Construction: (Is there evidence that the route or route segment was originally 
constructed using mechanical means?) Yes  No   

 
Examples: Paved    Bladed   Graveled   Roadside Berms   Cut/Fill   Other    
 
Describe: Route is a two-track through sagebrush on flat topography.  No evidence of blading or 
vegetation clearing. 
 

2. Improvements: (Is there evidence of improvements using mechanical means to 
facilitate access?) Yes  No  If “yes”: by Hand Tools    by Machine  

 
Examples: Culverts   Hardened Stream Crossings   Bridges    Drainage   Barriers   
Other   
 
Describe: No evidence of improvements observed. 
 

B. Maintenance: (Is there evidence of maintenance that would ensure relatively regular 
and continuous use?):  Yes  (if either B.1 or B.2 is checked “yes” below) No  (if 
both B.1 and B.2 are checked “no” below) 
     

 1. Is there Evidence or Documentation of Maintenance using hand tools or machinery? 
 Yes  No   If “yes”: by Hand Tools   by Machine  
 
Explain: No evidence of mechanical maintenance observed. 
 

2. If the route or route segment is in good condition, but there is no evidence of 
maintenance, would mechanical maintenance with hand tools or machines be approved 
by BLM to meet the purpose(s) of the route in the event this route became impassable? 
Yes  No  

 
Explain: This route serves no current purpose or use and is 80% naturally reclaimed by grass.  
There is another, more established route with access to these roads. 
 

C. Relatively regular and continuous use: (Does the route or route segment ensure 
relatively regular and continuous use?) Yes  No  

 
Describe evidence (e.g., direct, vehicles or vehicle tracks observed, or indirect, evidence of use 
associated with purpose of the route such as maintenance of facility that route accesses) and 
other rationale for whether use has occurred and will continue to occur on a relatively regular 
basis (i.e., regular and continuous use relative to the purpose(s) of the route). 
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Tire ruts observed, but no tracks were observed.  Grass is growing in ruts and sage is starting to 
regenerate.  This route is used less than once every 5 years and may not have been used at all 
since fence construction. 
 
IV.   CONCLUSION: 
 
Does the route or route segment meet the definition of a wilderness inventory road (i.e., are items 
III.A and III.B and III.C all checked yes)? 
 
Yes  = Wilderness Inventory Road   No  = Not a road for wilderness 
inventory purposes 
 
Explanation: Criteria not met as described above. 
 
Evaluator(s): 
 
Name Title Date 
Jennifer Ashlin AECOM Geologist 10/5/2012 
Drew Parker AECOM GIS Specialist 10/5/2012 
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WILDERNESS CHARACTERISTICS INVENTORY 
 

ROUTE ANALYSIS 
 
Wilderness Characteristics Inventory Area Unique Identifier: Little Snake Unit 181 
Route or Route Segment Name and/or Identifier: Route 09 
 
I.   LOCATION:  Refer to attached map GIS data and BLM corporate data (GIS).  List 
photo point references (where applicable) or reference attached photo log: 
 
Describe: Located in the north part of Unit 181, Route 09 branches southeast off of the western 
boundary road (Moffat County Road 71S).  See attached photo log. 
 
II.   ROUTE CONTEXT 
 

A. Current Purpose (if any) of Route: (Examples Rangeland/Livestock Improvements 
(stock tank, developed spring, reservoir, fence, corral), Inholdings (ranch, farmhouse), Mine Site, 
Concentrated Use Site (camp site), Recreation, Utilities (transmission line, telephone, pipeline), 
Administrative (project maintenance, communication site, vegetation treatment)). 
 
Describe: This route is behind a gate and leads to a stock tank/well/windmill.  It crosses a fenced 
area with signs of heavy grazing. 
 

B. Right-of-Way (ROW): 
 

1. Is there a ROW associated with this route?   
Yes   No   Unknown  
 
2. If yes, what is the stated purpose of the ROW?  
 
3. Is the ROW still being used for this purpose? 
Yes   No   Unknown or N/A  
 
Explain:  
 

III. WILDERNESS INVENTORY ROAD CRITERIA 
  
 A. Evidence of construction or improvement using mechanical means? 

Yes  (if either A.1 or A.2 is checked “yes” below) No  (if both A.1 and A.2 are 
checked “no” below) 
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1. Construction: (Is there evidence that the route or route segment was originally 
constructed using mechanical means?) Yes  No   

 
Examples: Paved    Bladed   Graveled   Roadside Berms   Cut/Fill   Other    
 
Describe: The topography of this route is flat and vegetation is minimal.  Construction 
equipment would not be required to make this two-track route. 
 

2. Improvements: (Is there evidence of improvements using mechanical means to 
facilitate access?) Yes  No  If “yes”: by Hand Tools    by Machine  

 
Examples: Culverts   Hardened Stream Crossings   Bridges    Drainage   Barriers   
Other   
 
Describe: No evidence of improvements. 
 

B. Maintenance: (Is there evidence of maintenance that would ensure relatively regular 
and continuous use?):  Yes  (if either B.1 or B.2 is checked “yes” below) No  (if 
both B.1 and B.2 are checked “no” below) 
     

 1. Is there Evidence or Documentation of Maintenance using hand tools or machinery? 
 Yes  No   If “yes”: by Hand Tools   by Machine  
 
Explain: No evidence of mechanical maintenance. 
 

2. If the route or route segment is in good condition, but there is no evidence of 
maintenance, would mechanical maintenance with hand tools or machines be approved 
by BLM to meet the purpose(s) of the route in the event this route became impassable? 
Yes  No  

 
Explain: BLM may approve improvements to this route to maintain current range improvements. 
 

C. Relatively regular and continuous use: (Does the route or route segment ensure 
relatively regular and continuous use?) Yes  No  

 
Describe evidence (e.g., direct, vehicles or vehicle tracks observed, or indirect, evidence of use 
associated with purpose of the route such as maintenance of facility that route accesses) and 
other rationale for whether use has occurred and will continue to occur on a relatively regular 
basis (i.e., regular and continuous use relative to the purpose(s) of the route). 
 
Tire ruts observed, but no current tire tracks were evident.  Route may be used 1-2 times per year 
or less for maintenance of range improvements. 
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IV.   CONCLUSION: 
 
Does the route or route segment meet the definition of a wilderness inventory road (i.e., are items 
III.A and III.B and III.C all checked yes)? 
 
Yes  = Wilderness Inventory Road   No  = Not a road for wilderness 
inventory purposes 
 
Explanation: Construction of the road by mechanical means would not be necessary to drive 
vehicles here.  Flat topography and sparse vegetation make the area passable by trucks without 
construction activities.  Route should be cherry-stemmed out of the unit. 
 
Evaluator(s): 
 
Name Title Date 
Jennifer Ashlin AECOM Geologist 10/5/2012 
Drew Parker AECOM GIS Specialist 10/5/2012 
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WILDERNESS CHARACTERISTICS INVENTORY 
 

ROUTE ANALYSIS 
 
Wilderness Characteristics Inventory Area Unique Identifier: Little Snake Unit 181 
Route or Route Segment Name and/or Identifier: Route 10 
 
I.   LOCATION:  Refer to attached map GIS data and BLM corporate data (GIS).  List 
photo point references (where applicable) or reference attached photo log: 
 
Describe: Located in the north end of the unit, Route 10 runs approximately east/west, 
paralleling a barbed wire fence.  This route connects the western boundary road (Moffat County 
Road 71S) with the eastern boundary road (Moffat County Road 122).  See attached photo log. 
 
II.   ROUTE CONTEXT 
 

A. Current Purpose (if any) of Route: (Examples Rangeland/Livestock Improvements 
(stock tank, developed spring, reservoir, fence, corral), Inholdings (ranch, farmhouse), Mine Site, 
Concentrated Use Site (camp site), Recreation, Utilities (transmission line, telephone, pipeline), 
Administrative (project maintenance, communication site, vegetation treatment)). 
 
Describe: This route parallels a barbed wire fence and is likely used for fence maintenance. 
 

B. Right-of-Way (ROW): 
 

1. Is there a ROW associated with this route?   
Yes   No   Unknown  
 
2. If yes, what is the stated purpose of the ROW?  
 
3. Is the ROW still being used for this purpose? 
Yes   No   Unknown or N/A  
 
Explain:  
 

III. WILDERNESS INVENTORY ROAD CRITERIA 
  
 A. Evidence of construction or improvement using mechanical means? 

Yes  (if either A.1 or A.2 is checked “yes” below) No  (if both A.1 and A.2 are 
checked “no” below) 
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1. Construction: (Is there evidence that the route or route segment was originally 
constructed using mechanical means?) Yes  No   

 
Examples: Paved    Bladed   Graveled   Roadside Berms   Cut/Fill   Other    
 
Describe: The route parallels a barbed wire fence, and the sagebrush cover has been cleared in a 
15-foot strip along the fence.  The route was likely bladed as part of fence construction. 
 

2. Improvements: (Is there evidence of improvements using mechanical means to 
facilitate access?) Yes  No  If “yes”: by Hand Tools    by Machine  

 
Examples: Culverts   Hardened Stream Crossings   Bridges    Drainage   Barriers   
Other   
 
Describe: No evidence of improvements. 
 

B. Maintenance: (Is there evidence of maintenance that would ensure relatively regular 
and continuous use?):  Yes  (if either B.1 or B.2 is checked “yes” below) No  (if 
both B.1 and B.2 are checked “no” below) 
     

 1. Is there Evidence or Documentation of Maintenance using hand tools or machinery? 
 Yes  No   If “yes”: by Hand Tools   by Machine  
 
Explain: No evidence of mechanical maintenance. 
 

2. If the route or route segment is in good condition, but there is no evidence of 
maintenance, would mechanical maintenance with hand tools or machines be approved 
by BLM to meet the purpose(s) of the route in the event this route became impassable? 
Yes  No  

 
Explain: Route serves no practical purpose to this route other than for fence maintenance.  The 
route is 100% reclaimed by grass, and sagebrush is beginning to regenerate.  The route might be 
approved for fence maintenance. 
 

C. Relatively regular and continuous use: (Does the route or route segment ensure 
relatively regular and continuous use?) Yes  No  

 
Describe evidence (e.g., direct, vehicles or vehicle tracks observed, or indirect, evidence of use 
associated with purpose of the route such as maintenance of facility that route accesses) and 
other rationale for whether use has occurred and will continue to occur on a relatively regular 
basis (i.e., regular and continuous use relative to the purpose(s) of the route). 
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No tire tracks were observed; grass is growing in tire ruts. 
 
IV.   CONCLUSION: 
 
Does the route or route segment meet the definition of a wilderness inventory road (i.e., are items 
III.A and III.B and III.C all checked yes)? 
 
Yes  = Wilderness Inventory Road   No  = Not a road for wilderness 
inventory purposes 
 
Explanation: There are many signs in this area dividing BLM from private land.  This fence does 
not correspond with the BLM-provide unit boundary.  This may be a more appropriate unit 
boundary, or should be excluded from the unit.  Construction of the road by mechanical means 
would not be necessary to drive vehicles here.  Flat topography and sparse vegetation make the 
area passable by trucks without construction activities. 
 
Evaluator(s): 
 
Name Title Date 
Jennifer Ashlin AECOM Geologist 10/5/2012 
Drew Parker AECOM GIS Specialist 10/5/2012 
 



1 of 2

Field Office: LITTLE SNAKE COLORADO
Unit: 181
U.S Department of the Interior
Bureau of Land Management 
From BLM Manual 6310 – Conducting Wilderness Characteristics Inventory on BLM Lands
Manual Version 6-129 (03/15/2012)

Date Photo Name/Frame #:
Photo 

Direction UTM Township Range Section

10/4/2012 MP3ALS181_001_SE SE
12N 4495802.4408N 
738444.6475E TWN007N RNG096W Sec.11

10/5/2012 MP3ALS181_002_E E
12N 4495808.5603N 
738521.9524E TWN007N  RNG096W SEC.11

10/4/2012 OP3ALS181_001_S S
12N 4498514.4233N 
735044.338E TWN008N RNG096W Sec.36

10/4/2012 OP3ALS181_002_S S
12N 4497669.2405N 
735567.8972E TWN008N RNG096W Sec.36

10/4/2012 OP3ALS181_003_SW SW
12N 4498087.1754N 
735839.4861E TWN008N RNG096W Sec.36

10/4/2012 OP3ALS181_004_NE NE
12N 4497127.413N 
735634.9486E TWN007N RNG096W Sec.6

10/4/2012 OP3ALS181_005_E E
12N 4497123.2234N 
735634.8139E TWN007N RNG096W Sec.6

10/4/2012 OP3ALS181_006_SE SE
12N 4497123.9032N 
735630.7596E TWN007N RNG096W Sec.6

10/4/2012 OP3ALS181_007_S S
12N 4497120.3181N 
735628.194E TWN007N RNG096W Sec.6

10/4/2012 OP3ALS181_008_NW NW
12N 4497123.0262N 
735623.7041E TWN007N RNG096W Sec.6

10/4/2012 OP3ALS181_009_NE NE
12N 4498125.2069N 
735977.8746E TWN008N RNG096W Sec.36

10/4/2012 OP3ALS181_010_S S
12N 4497208.9853N 
737658.0954E TWN007N RNG096W Sec.5

10/4/2012 OP3ALS181_011_S S
12N 4495733.2117N 
738293.9744E TWN007N RNG096W Sec.11

10/4/2012 OP3ALS181_012_SW SW
12N 4495733.7472N 
738295.563E TWN007N RNG096W Sec.11

10/5/2012 OP3ALS181_013_N N
12N 4498109.6624N 
739355.0179E TWN008N RNG096W Sec.35

10/5/2012 OP3ALS181_014_S S
12N 4498999.7233N 
739370.3067E TWN008N RNG096W Sec.35

10/5/2012 OP3ALS181_015_SW SW
12N 4500797.4686N 
740955.1582E TWN008N RNG096W Sec.26

10/5/2012 OP3ALS181_016_N N
12N 4501736.5922N 
741629.9471E TWN008N RNG096W Sec.22

10/5/2012 OP3ALS181_017_W  W
12N 4502384.5511N 
742805.0601E TWN008N RNG096W Sec.21

Continued on Next Page
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Field Office: LITTLE SNAKE COLORADO
Unit: 181
U.S Department of the Interior
Bureau of Land Management 
From BLM Manual 6310 – Conducting Wilderness Characteristics Inventory on BLM Lands
Manual Version 6-129 (03/15/2012)

Date Photo Name/Frame #:
Photo 

Direction UTM Township Range Section

10/5/2012 OP3ALS181_018_SE SE
12N 4502811.9897N 
740937.7512E TWN008N RNG096W Sec.13

10/4/2012 RP3ALS181_001_E E
12N 4498283.6475N 
735206.3841E TWN008N RNG096W Sec.36

10/4/2012 RP3ALS181_002_SW SW
12N 4497560.9739N 
734705.3907E TWN008N RNG096W Sec.36

10/4/2012 RP3ALS181_003_S S
12N 4498173.6569N 
735458.8876E TWN008N RNG096W Sec.36

10/4/2012 RP3ALS181_004_E E
12N 4497278.1277N 
737369.2905E TWN007N RNG096W Sec.5

10/5/2012 RP3ALS181_005_E E
12N 4498955.8505N 
739563.4801E TWN008N RNG096W Sec.35

10/5/2012 RP3ALS181_006_W W
12N 4498751.3798N 
740256.4296E TWN008N RNG096W Sec.35

10/5/2012 RP3ALS181_007_NE NE
12N 4500977.6539N 
741037.2017E TWN008N RNG096W Sec.22

10/5/2012 RP3ALS181_008_S S
12N 4502383.3509N 
742810.5911E TWN008N RNG096W Sec.21

10/5/2012 RP3ALS181_009_E E
12N 4502362.8053N 
740790.8754E TWN008N RNG096W Sec.23

10/5/2012 RP3ALS181_010_E E
12N 4502426.9122N 
740794.2661E TWN008N RNG096W Sec.15

PHOTO LOG (Continued)
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