Olympic National Forest Access and Travel Management Planning

Response to Comments
Introduction
The Olympic National Forest Access and Travel Management (ATM) Plan has been completed.  The objective of the planning process was to develop a framework for managing the Forest’s present road system (approximately 2250 miles) in a safe and environmentally sound manner in the context of substantially reduced road maintenance funding.  The new plan will provide the starting point for moving toward a smaller, more affordable road network, and will inform future analyses and decisions regarding management of the Forest’s road system.
The ATM planning process was initiated early in 2002, and the plan has gone through many stages of development at both the District and Forest level.  The final stage has been public involvement, begun in November 2002 with a series of five open houses around the Olympic Peninsula and continued through the early months of 2003 as comments came in and adjustments to the draft proposal were made.  This report highlights the outcome of the public involvement stage.  The discussions which follow describe the comments we received, how we responded to those comments, and how the ATM process will continue into the future.
The Comments
The Forest received a total of 73 comments in response to its proposed Access and Travel Management Plan.  These included letters, emails, written comments submitted during ATM Open Houses, and phone comments.  They came from organizations, private individuals, and Olympic NF employees.  The majority of the comments we received were the kinds of comments that are most useful to planners – site-specific, detailed road-by-road suggestions for possible adjustments to the draft plan.  These were very helpful in reviewing the plan and identifying beneficial changes.
The site-specific comments we received fell into six general categories, as follows:

Convert Proposed Decommissioning to Trail:  Several respondents suggested that specific roads identified for decommissioning would make valuable additions to the trail system.  Some of these proposals were quite complex and well thought out, sometimes including suggestions for construction of connecting links to complete a trail network.  Many of the comments in this category addressed the Snow-Salmon and Gold Creek environmental assessments in addition to ATM, since these two current project proposals interact with ATM planning and have the potential to influence trail system development in parts of Hood Canal North.
Decommission Roads Proposed for Retention on System:  Many roads identified in the draft for continued maintenance (level 1 or higher) were suggested for decommissioning by several respondents.  The rationale for these suggestions generally involved road-related resource damage.
Retain Roads Proposed for Decommissioning:  A number of roads proposed for decommissioning in the draft were suggested for retention, usually in maintenance level 2.  Need for recreation access or timber management access were most often cited as rationale.

Change the Maintenance Level on Roads to be Retained:  Specific suggestions arose from respondents who felt the proposed maintenance level (ML) was inappropriate.  These generally suggested ML3 where ML2 was proposed (to provide better access) or ML2 where ML3 was proposed (to reduce maintenance costs).
Support the Proposed Road Management:  Many respondents identified specific roads for which they fully supported the draft proposal.  Most of these road-specific statements of support were for decommissioning proposals, while a few expressed support for specific roads proposed for retention.
Request Notification of Project Proposals:  Several respondents asked to be notified during scoping for project proposals involving specific roads of concern.
In addition to the many road-specific comments we received, there were several more general comments expressing sentiments relating to management of the road or trail system as a whole.  Examples include suggestions that all trails added to the system be reserved for nonmotorized use or that roads be kept open wherever possible to provide access for forest users.

We also received a number of comments that were outside the scope of this process.  Examples of this include comments suggesting alternative techniques for accomplishing road maintenance or different ways of controlling noxious weeds.  Since the sole purpose for this ATM planning process is to provide an initial indication of which of the six management categories (ML 1-4, decommission, convert) is appropriate for each road segment on the Forest, comments which do not relate to this basic determination are outside the scope of the process and were not considered in development of the Final ATM Plan.
Finally, we received a number of comments expressing either strong support for the overall approach to road management embodied in the draft plan or appreciation for the way the open houses were conducted.  The Forest appreciates these supportive comments and is grateful that our efforts have been well-received.
How the Forest Responded

The “formal” comment period closed January 10, 2003.  By the closing date, the Forest had received 63 comments.  Ten have come in since closing, the last on March 11.  Because of the length of time it has taken to evaluate comments and develop ATM Plan adjustments, it was reasonable to include the “late” comments in the evaluation.  Thus, all 73 comments received to date have been included in the process described below.
The foundation of the Forest’s response process was reevaluation of the draft proposal for every road or road segment for which a change was suggested.  The majority of this work was conducted at interdisciplinary meetings held at each District in late January and early February.  Additional evaluations have been conducted on a case-by-case basis as questions have arisen.  Minor adjustments continued until March 25, when the product became final.  In addition to changes in response to comments, Forest personnel identified a few desirable improvements as a result of the review process.  These have also been incorporated into the final plan.  For a listing of changes suggested by comments, the Forest response to these suggestions, and the considerations leading to the Forest response, refer to Table 1 at the end of this report.
In addition to adjusting road designations where appropriate, the Forest developed a new classification for the final plan:  “Decommission or Convert” (D/C).  The draft plan included two categories of roads identified for decommissioning, “decommission” and “convert to trail”.  As we evaluated proposals for conversion to trail contained in public comments and further considered the extent of the conversion proposals already included in the draft, it became clear that adding the D/C category would be very helpful.  Some decommissioning candidates are clearly suited for conversion to trail, such as those that currently access a popular trailhead which would be cut off by decommissioning.  For most others, conversion to trail is clearly not a consideration.  However, there is a collection of roads identified for decommissioning that could logically be added to the trail system if funding and support are available at the time the decommissioning is actually undertaken.  Such roads are now included in the “D/C” category.
Any road identified as “D/C” will be evaluated for possible conversion to trail during site-specific analysis.  Such a road may be formally converted to trail if either 

1) There is sufficient interest in volunteer partnerships to adequately defray trail development or maintenance costs (trail sponsors may be sought during the analysis period), or

2) Evaluation (including funding considerations) indicates that the location is desirable enough to become a part of the Forest’s formal trail system even without voluntary support/partnership.

If conversion to trail is not selected through site-specific analysis and a road in the “D/C” category is instead slated for decommissioning, use of a “walkable decommissioning prescription” will be considered.  The objective of this prescription will be to limit disruption of the roadway to the extent necessary to retain reasonably easy walkability while still meeting the resource protection objectives of decommissioning.  This may not be reasonable in situations entailing removal of deep fills in steep terrain or when other conditions occur which limit the opportunity to maintain walkability, but it is likely that walkability could be maintained on a substantial proportion of candidate roads without unreasonable additional cost.

The above discussion describes the Forest’s response to comments which fell within the scope of the ATM planning process.  We also received a number of comments dealing with areas beyond the scope of this process.  Where such comments raise questions or issues of importance in the management of the Forest, they will be forwarded to appropriate Forest employees for possible response.  It will be the responsibility of these employees to determine whether response is warranted and, if so, to respond as appropriate.
The Process from Here

An important point to remember is that the Final ATM Plan presented here represents only the first step in moving toward a safe, environmentally sound road network that serves the needs of the Forest and its users at an affordable cost.  The purpose of this ATM Plan is to inform future road management decisions, rather than to serve as a decision itself.  Another important aspect of this plan is that it will take decades to fully address all of the changes in road management and maintenance it proposes.  This is especially true for roads identified for decommissioning or conversion to trail.  Funding for such projects is limited, and the extensive decommissioning/trail conversion program envisioned in the plan will be addressed slowly, as opportunities arise and funding becomes available.

In the interim, it will be necessary to have a strategy for dealing with the road system as it exists today.  One of the next steps will be prioritization.  Given the new long-term vision of the road system, the Forest will address the short-term question of the best allocation of limited maintenance funds to provide for user safety and resource protection while moving toward long-run objectives.  The Forest will also address initial priorities for decommissioning, identifying the roads or road systems that should be treated first.  This will enable us to respond quickly when funding opportunities arise, and will be based largely on tradeoffs between resource protection (primarily aquatic risk concerns) and short-term management needs (such as the value of a given road in accessing a thinning treatment prior to decommissioning).
Some aspects of the new ATM Plan can be implemented immediately, primarily shifts in maintenance level on roads to remain open to travel (e.g. changing from ML3 to ML2).  Other changes such as decommissioning or conversion to trail will require further site-specific NEPA analysis and publication of a Decision Notice or Decision Memo prior to implementation.  Such decisions will be informed by this ATM Plan, but the decision itself could result in an action different from that identified in the plan.  For example, if site-specific NEPA analysis indicated that retaining a given road in ML2 would be more appropriate than the plan’s proposed decommissioning, the road would remain on the system.
NEPA analysis of any of the road management proposals identified in this plan will be announced in the Forest’s Schedule of Proposed Actions (SOPA) early in the analysis process.  In addition, those who requested notification of project proposals regarding specific roads will be notified of the upcoming analysis during scoping.  Requests for blanket notification of upcoming road-related analyses will be handled by adding the requester to the SOPA mailing list, thus providing notice of all upcoming proposals and the opportunity to select those for which further involvement is desired.
As a component of future NEPA processes, road-specific comments received during development of this plan will be retained and tagged to serve as scoping input to future proposed actions related to this ATM Plan.  Comments have been cross-referenced by road number and identified in ATM files such that whenever a specific road is identified for NEPA analysis the comments pertaining to that road will be easily retrievable for use as input.  Of course, this applies only to comments linked to specific roads.  More general comments have not been catalogued in this manner.  This strategy is intended to assure that valuable input received during this process will be available to future project planners when individual roads become ripe for analysis and decision.
Conclusion

Developing this ATM Plan has been a long and complicated process.  Comments received from the public in response to our draft proposal have been an integral part of that process, and have served to help us improve and fine-tune our final product.  The Forest appreciates both the high level of interest in Forest activities that has been demonstrated throughout our public involvement process and the high quality and usefulness of the comments we’ve received.  Thank you for your participation in Olympic National Forest ATM planning.
 Table 1.  Response to Road-Specific Comments
Pacific Ranger District
	Road
	Draft

ATM

Proposal


	Suggested by comments


	Final

ATM
	Key

Considerations
	Special

Management

Notes

	2160000 (5.2 - 7.68)
	ML2
	Decomm
	ML2
	Road has been upgraded, provides kayak access
	

	2160080
	ML2
	Decomm
	ML2
	Veg. mgmt. access
	

	2160100
	ML2
	Decomm
	ML2
	Upgraded, kayak access
	

	2180000 (7.3 – 9.3)
	Decomm
	Convert to trail

C or ML2 to

Dilly Cr.
	Decomm or Convert
	Provides kayak access; decomm due to aquatic risk 
	Walkable decomm prescription if not converted

	2180000 spurs
	D & ML1
	Decomm those w/ML1 proposed
	Original D/ML1 mix
	ML1 spurs provide future veg. mgmt. access
	

	2190000
	ML2
	Decomm past trail 856
	ML2
	Accesses trailhead and repeater site
	

	2190110
	ML2
	Decomm
	ML2
	Accesses tribal land
	

	2190200 (0-2.5)


	ML1
	Decomm
	ML1
	Ridgetop location, future veg. mgmt. access
	

	2204000 (13.9-17.2)
	ML2
	Decomm or Convert
	ML2
	Recreation access needs
	2204 and spurs past Campbell Tree Grove high priority for NEPA analysis

	2204190
	ML1
	Decomm
ML2 to .25 mi past 192 spur
	ML1
	Serves large area; future veg. mgmt. access
	

	2204200
	Convert
	ML2 to 2204220
	Decomm or Convert
	High aquatic risk, low access need
	Walkable decomm prescription if not converted

	2208100
	Decomm
	Use “pathway” concept
	Decomm or Convert
	
	Walkable decomm prescription if not converted

	2257000 spurs proposed for decomm
	Decomm
	Consider need for special products access
	Decomm as proposed
	Concern noted; most decomm will occur only after veg. mgmt.
	

	2272160 (0-0.8)
	ML2&3
	Decomm
	ML2&3
	Trailhead and community water storage access
	

	Road
	Draft

ATM

Proposal


	Suggested by comments


	Final

ATM
	Key

Considerations
	Special

Management

Notes

	2281000 (0-6.05)
	Decomm
	Use “pathway” concept
	Decomm or Convert
	
	Walkable decomm prescription if not converted

	2900000 (6-20.3)
	ML3
	ML2
	ML3
	Heavy traffic volume calls for ML3
	

	2900072
	Decomm
	Convert
	Decomm or Convert
	
	Walkable decomm prescription if not converted

	2900075
	Decomm
	Convert
	Decomm or Convert
	
	Walkable decomm prescription if not converted

	2900715
	Decomm
	Convert
	Decomm or Convert
	
	Walkable decomm prescription if not converted

	2902000 (0-5.8)
	Decomm
	ML1 or convert
	Decomm or Convert
	
	Walkable decomm prescription if not converted

	2902300
	ML2
	ML1 or convert
	ML2
	Provides DNR access
	Part of Discovery Trail route

	2912000 (0-5.1)
	Convert
	ML2
	Decomm or Convert
	Decomm due to aquatic risk
	Walkable decomm prescription if not converted

	2912000 (5.1-6.2)
	Decomm
	Convert
	Decomm or Convert
	
	Walkable decomm prescription if not converted

	2912040
	Decomm
	Convert
	Decomm or convert
	
	Walkable decomm prescription if not converted

	2912060 (road was called 2923060 by several commenters)
	Decomm
	Convert

ML2
	Decomm or Convert
	Decomm due to aquatic risk
	Walkable decomm prescription if not converted

	2918000 from 200 spur (MP 10.1) to MP 12
	ML2
	Decomm or convert
	Decomm or Convert
	Decomm makes sense for this 
	Need good turnaround at closure

	2918000 (12-14.5)
	Decomm
	Convert

ML2

ML2 if reasonable
	Decomm or Convert
	Decomm due to aquatic risk
	Walkable decomm prescription if not converted

	2923000 (4.5-6)
	Decomm
	Convert

ML2
	Decomm or Convert
	Tie-through not essential; decomm due to aquatic risk
	Walkable decomm prescription if not converted

	2923047
	Decomm
	Convert
	Decomm or convert
	Some link construction would be needed to complete area trail system
	Walkable decomm prescription if not converted


	Road
	Draft

ATM

Proposal


	Suggested by comments


	Final

ATM
	Key

Considerations
	Special

Management

Notes

	2929030
	Decomm
	Convert
	Decomm or Convert
	
	Walkable decomm prescription if not converted

	2929070 (0-1.7)
	ML2
	ML1
	ML2
	Veg mgmt. access
	

	2929070 (entire road)
	ML1 & 2
	Manage for Oly Discovery Trail
	ML1 & 2
	
	Consider trail in management

	2931200
	Decomm
	ML2 or convert or low priority for decomm
	Decomm
	Road no longer needed; low priority probable
	Walkable decomm presecription

	2932000 (0-3.8)
	ML2
	Decomm

ML2 or convert
	ML2
	Veg. mgmt. access
	

	2932000 (3.8-4.8)
	Decomm
	Convert

ML2 or convert
	Convert
	Decomm or convert due to aquatic risk; logical location for conversion to trail
	Already decommissioned; conversion to trail should be feasible

	2932000 (4.8-9.8)
	ML1
	Decomm

ML2 or convert
	ML1
	Serves extensive area with future veg access needs
	

	2932000 (9.8-11.8)
	ML3
	Decomm

ML2 or convert
	ML3
	Access to popular trailhead
	

	2932000 spurs
	D & ML1
	Decomm those w/ML1 proposed
	Original D/ML1 mix
	ML1 needed for future veg mgmt. access; locations stable
	

	3000000
	ML3
	ML2
	ML3
	Road is major connecting link
	

	3040000 (0.5-595 spur)
	ML2
	ML3
	ML2
	ML3 would be very high cost
	Maintain for recreation access

	3040000 (3067 to 3068)
	ML2
	Decomm or convert
	Decomm 
	Aquatic risk an important factor
	3040/3067/3068 system is District’s highest priority for NEPA analysis

	3040595
	ML2
	ML3
	ML2
	ML2 provides needed access
	Maintain for recreation access


Hood Canal Ranger District

	Road
	Draft

ATM

Proposal


	Suggested by comments


	Final

ATM
	Key

Considerations
	Special

Management

Notes

	2281000 (6.05-8.23)
	Decomm
	Use “pathway” concept
	Decomm or Convert
	
	Walkable decomm prescription if not converted

	2353140
	Decomm
	Convert
	Decomm or Convert
	
	Walkable decomm prescription if not converted

	2354200
	Decomm
	ML2
	Decomm
	Aquatic risk; already under contract for decomm
	

	2361600
	ML2
	Decomm

Convert up to trail 871, decomm past 871
	ML2
	Veg. mgmt. access
	

	2363000 past 170 spur
	ML2
	Decomm
	ML2
	Access for veg. mgmt. and tribal use
	High maintenance priority

	2363170
	ML2
	Decomm
	ML2
	Access for veg. mgmt. and tribal use
	

	2363190 (0-0.8)
	ML1
	Decomm
	ML1
	Future ridgetop access for veg. mgmt., fire; low aquatic risk
	

	2401000 (0-11.77)
	ML 2&3
	Decomm

Convert above Jefferson Lake

Convert past Trail 805
	ML2/3 mix as originally proposed
	High recreation use and veg. mgmt. access need
	

	2401012
	ML3
	Decomm
	ML3
	Access to Elk Lake Trailhead
	

	2401100
	ML2
	Decomm
	ML2
	Veg. mgmt. access
	

	2421000 (4.54-5.3)
	Decomm
	Convert
	Decomm
	Suggested loop trail can include Trail 808 instead of road
	

	2451000
	ML2
	Decomm
	ML2
	Recreation and veg. mgmt. access
	

	2451017
	ML2
	Decomm
	ML2
	Recreation and veg. mgmt. access; low aquatic risk
	

	2451100 (0-1.77)
	ML2
	Decomm
	ML2
	Recreation and veg. mgmt. access
	

	2451100 (1.77-4)
	Convert
	Decomm

ML2
	Convert
	High aquatic risk, conversion will access popular trail
	

	2451115
	ML2
	Decomm
	ML2
	Accesses dispersed recreation site
	

	Road
	Draft

ATM

Proposal


	Suggested by comments


	Final

ATM
	Key

Considerations
	Special

Management

Notes

	2500060 (0-1.4)
	Decomm
	High priority for decomm
	Decomm
	Priority suggestion noted
	Decomm. to point where Trail 813 finally leaves road

	2500060 (1.4-3.5)
	Decomm
	High priority for decomm
	Convert
	Priority suggestion noted; road segment links Trail 813 with Scout Lake Trail
	Convert from Trail 813 to Scout Lake Trail

	2500060 (3.5-4.2)
	Decomm
	High priority for decomm
	Decomm
	Priority suggestion noted
	

	2500065
	Decomm
	High priority for decomm
	Decomm
	Priority suggestion noted
	

	2510000
	ML3
	ML2
	ML3 and ML2
	ML2 makes sense past 803 trailhead
	ML3 MP 18.63-21

ML2 remainder

	2610000
	ML3
	Please reopen!

Decomm

Convert past washout
	ML3
	Accesses popular  Olympic National Park facilities
	

	2610012 (.9-2.7)
	Decomm
	Keep walkable/bikeable
	Decomm or Convert
	
	Walkable decomm prescription if not converted

	2620000
	ML2
	Close from 101 to 2650
	ML2
	Provides access loop, access to watershed
	High maintenance priority

	2630020
	Decomm
	ML2 MP 0-3, ML1 MP 3-6.2

Convert
	Decomm
	Decomm currently being designed
	Walkable prescription feasible?

	2650000
	ML2
	Decomm

Decomm past Deserter Ck.
	ML2
	Provides fire, dispersed rec, Snotel access
	Area is high priority for NEPA analysis

	2650050
	ML2
	Decomm

Convert
	Decomm or Convert
	Decomm due to aquatic risk
	Protect Snotel helipad; walkable decomm prescription

	2650090
	ML2
	No comments received
	Decomm
	Changed due to aquatic risk, low need for road
	

	2700040
	ML2
	Convert
	ML2
	Access to Big Quilcene diversion site
	

	2700100
	ML2
	Convert to  mountain bike trail
	ML2
	Maintain access to trailhead
	Consider seasonal closure

	2700190
	ML3
	Close
	ML2
	Recreation access needs
	Maintain for recreation access


	Road
	Draft

ATM

Proposal


	Suggested by comments


	Final

ATM
	Key

Considerations
	Special

Management

Notes

	2740000
	ML3
	Decomm past Big Quil trailhead

Decomm

Convert past N. Fk. Tunnel Ck.
	ML3 to MP 4.8
Convert MP 4.8 to 6.85
	Recreation and veg. mgmt. access needed to old 110 spur;  conversion to trail past 110 makes sense
	Start conversion at Charlia Lakes way trail (formerly 2740110)

	2740070 (1-3.05)
	Decomm
	ML2
	Decomm
	High maint. cost, low access need
	Schedule with owl survey program

	2740072
	Decomm
	ML2
	Decomm
	High maint. cost, low access need
	Schedule with owl program

	2740075
	Decomm
	ML2
	Decomm
	High maint. cost, low access need
	Schedule with owl program

	2750020
	ML2
	Decomm
	ML2
	Veg. mgmt. access
	

	2800000 (7.82-8.4)
	Decomm
	Convert from 2830 to 2800120
	Convert
	Connecting link for Pacific Northwest Trail 
	

	2800220
	ML1
	ML2
	ML2
	Recreation access, low aquatic risk
	Keep spur road usable as well

	2800262
	Decomm
	ML2 or walkable
	Decomm or Convert
	
	Walkable decomm prescription; low decomm priority

	2800280
	Decomm
	Convert

ML2 or walkable
	Decomm or Convert
	
	Walkable decomm prescription; low decomm priority

	2800283
	Decomm
	Convert

ML2 or walkable
	Decomm or Convert
	
	Walkable decomm prescription; low decomm priority

	2800290
	Decomm
	Convert
	Decomm or Convert
	
	Walkable decomm prescription; low decomm priority

	2800321
	Decomm
	ML2
	ML2
	Recreation access, low aquatic risk
	

	2800325
	Decomm
	Convert

ML2
	ML2
	Recreation access, low aquatic risk
	

	2810040
	ML1
	Convert
	Convert
	Connecting link for Pacific Northwest Trail
	

	2820000 (0-3.3)
	ML3
	No comments received
	ML2
	ML2 more reasonable given road  characteristics
	Maintain for recreation access

	2820000 (3.3-4)
	ML2
	Close

Decomm
	ML2
	Needed for fire access (pumper chance)
	

	2830000
	Convert
	ML2
	Convert
	Connecting link for Pacific Northwest Trail
	Included in Gold Creek evaluation


	Road
	Draft

ATM

Proposal


	Suggested by comments


	Final

ATM
	Key

Considerations
	Special

Management

Notes

	2840030
	Decomm
	Convert

ML2 to spur 034 jct., ML2 or convert past 034

ML2 or walkable
	Decomm or Convert
	
	Walkable decomm prescription if not converted

	2840034
	Decomm
	ML2 first 300 yards

ML2 or walkable

Convert
	Decomm or Convert
	
	Walkable decomm prescription if not converted

	2840036
	Decomm
	Convert
	Decomm or Convert
	
	Walkable decomm prescription if not converted

	2840037
	Decomm
	ML2 or walkable
	Decomm or Convert
	
	Walkable decomm prescription if not converted

	2840039
	Decomm
	ML2 or walkable
	Decomm or Convert
	
	Walkable decomm prescription if not converted

	2840080 (.3-1.62)
	Decomm
	Delay decomm
	Decomm
	Delay suggestion noted
	

	2840120 (.73-2)
	Decomm
	ML2 or walkable
	Decomm or Convert
	
	Walkable decomm prescription if not converted

	2840130
	Decomm
	Delay decomm
	Decomm
	Delay suggestion noted
	

	2845040
	Decomm
	Delay decomm
	Decomm
	Delay suggestion noted
	

	2850010
	ML2
	ML1 or convert after timber sale
	Convert
	Connecting link for Pacific Northwest Trail
	Convert after Snow/Salmon Timber Sale

	2851080
	ML2
	ML1 or convert after timber sale
	ML2
	Connecting link for Pacific Northwest Trail
	Gate year-round after timber sale; ML1 would not be practical for trail use long-term

	2860000 from road 2870 down to river
	ML3
	Convert
	ML3
	Popular recreation access to river
	

	2860000 (14.9-16.2)
	Convert
	ML3

ML2
	Decomm or Convert
	Decomm due to aquatic risk
	Need to evaluate effects of trail on Silver Lakes

	2860120
	ML2
	Convert
	ML2
	Recreation and veg. mgmt. access
	


	Road
	Draft

ATM

Proposal


	Suggested by comments


	Final

ATM
	Key

Considerations
	Special

Management

Notes

	2860170
	Decomm
	Convert
	Decomm or Convert
	
	Need to evaluate effects of trail on Silver Lakes

	2870030
	ML2
	Gate to protect resources
	ML2
	Access to private and State lands
	Consider gating at future date

	2875000 (090 spur to MP 6)
	ML3
	Decomm

Decomm past 2878 jct.
	Decomm
	Decomm past trailheads near 2878 jct. makes sense
	

	2875070
	Decomm
	Convert
	Decomm or Convert
	
	Walkable decomm prescription if not converted

	2877050
	ML2
	Decomm

Convert to motorized trail
	ML2
	Maintain access pending further analysis
	Area is high priority for NEPA analysis


1

