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) : A memorandum of understanding (MOU) with Union, Wallowa,
Cooperating Agencies  Baker, Grant and Umatillacounties has been signed granting the
. counties Cooperating Agency status. TheMOU signifiesthat each
ioggg:' ng s - county iscooperating inthe National Environmental Policy Act
9 ' % (NEPA) processin association with the Wallowa-Whitman

Insidethis|ssue

I/: Egénfse National Forest. The countieswill provide expertise onthe
. potential social and economicimpactsthe Travel Management
ﬁﬂaelr)l/;tsive . i Plan may have not only on their individual countiesbut on
Northeastern Oregon asawhole. Another Cooperating Agency

Wildlife (ODFW). We look forward to working with the Counties

b . i
Development L ’ @#‘{?/ MOU has been signed with Oregon Department of Fish and
Contact Us: - 4. ¥ and ODFW aswe analyzethe natural and social resourcesaffected

by thisproject.

Wallowa-Whitman
National Forest

Attn: Travel Management,
La Grande

Ranger District Draft Environmental |mpact Statement (DEIS) available to the

3502 Hwy 30 . . . . .
LaGrande OR 97850 public. Comment period begins, public meetings held.

Current Timeline
Analyze effects of the alternativesto resources

ring 2010
Refer to our website: =pring
http://www.fs.fed.us/r 6/w-w/ Necessary changesmadeto DEIS.
r ecr eation/ohv/ohv- Final Environmental Impact Statement
rule.shtml available (EIS), decision made.
I mplementation begins.

Mixed-Use Analysis Update

Acrossthe Wallowa-Whitman National Forest mixed use studies have been taking place. Motorized mixed-use
analysis isdoneto determine safety and hazard mitigation measures. For all National Forest System roads used by both highway
legal and non-highway legal motor vehicles, the motorized mixed use study isrequired before roads can be designated on the motor
vehicleuse map. Theanalysiswill help reducethe severity and/or probability of an accident occurring on mixed-useroads.
Maintenance Level four and fiveroads are not included in the analysis because they fall under Oregon statelaw and regul ations
and are governed accordingly. Maintenance Level oneroads are omitted because they do not meet mixed use criteria
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Development

Alternative One

Known asthe existing condition, it follows current Wallowa-
Whitman National Forest Plan direction. Theforestisgenerally
open to motorized vehiclesunless designated closed. Motorized
cross-country travel ispermittedin all open areas. Closureareas
have 27 different closure periodsand include motorized routesthat
are acombination of open year round and open seasonally
depending on the nature and reason of theclosurearea. User-
created road and trail useispermittedin open areas under the
cross-country guidelines of the Forest Plan.

. Thisalternativeisthe original proposed action updated to reflect the

© most current inventory of the Forest Transportation System. This Scenes on Forest
aternativeimplements al of the District Travel Management
decisionsfrom environmental analyses compl eted on the Forest over
thelast 18 years. All roadswith an objective maintenance level of
open (ML 2-5) would become designated motorized routesand all
roads with an objective maintenancelevel of closed (ML 1) would
not be avail ablefor non-emergency motorized use. Cross-country
travel would be eliminated unless authorized by special permit.

throughout the year

Part A: Submitted by Wallowa County: Wallowa
Alternative Three County motorized accessisbased on maintaining open
road accessat current levels. Ingeneral, National Forest
landswithinthe County would be designated opento

4 motorized use and motorized usewould be permitted on
= designated routeswhere postingsare present and regul a-
tionscomply with Travel Management decisions. Travel
off-road would be closed except for dispersed camping,
firewood, and big gameretrieval.

Part B: Submitted by Baker County: Baker and

. Grant County emphasi ze the designation of roadswitha
high degree of publicinterest that are currently opento
motorized vehiclesas motorized routes. Emphasis
would beonfull-sized vehicle accesswith very limited
OHVs<50inchesonly trail designation.

Part C: Union and Umatilla County propose maintaining access at current levels. The emphasiswould be to retain the motorized

recreation opportunitiesthat are currently available on the National Forest within Union County. TheNational Forest within Union

County would generally be considered a“ designated area” open to motorized use, unless designated closed. Most of Union County

would be aPermitted Use Area, where cross-country travel is permitted, all OHV trailswould be available as well asthose non-

motorized trailsnot currently closed to motorized uses, operational ML 1 roadswould be designated as OHV routes, and use on user

built roads and trailswould be permitted. Closuresfor existing decisions may continue on roadswith an objective of ML 1 or decommis-

sion, however, additional public notification effortswould be required for future proposed road closures and information would be made

public beforeroad closuresoccurred. h
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continued

Thisaternativereflects many public commentsreceived which support
restrictions on cross-country travel; however, many commentersaso
indicated apreference for motorized accessat existing levelson dl roadsand
= trailscurrently open to motorized vehicles. It closgly reflectsthe current
situation except that cross-country travel would not be permitted. Other
aspectsof thisaternativeinclude:

* roadsthat have revegetated would not be open for motorized use,

« roadsthat currently have aphysica barrier, yet can bedriven
around, would be available to motori zed vehicleswith awheel base of less
than 50 inches;

« roadsthat are currently open (not physically closed or legally
promulgated) would remain open to full size motorized vehicleuse

(become ML 2 roads).

Alternative Jigell§

The intent of this alternative is to blend public requests for motorized
and non-motorized opportunities in high interest areas with resource
protection. Roads with an objective maintenance level of open (ML 2-
5) would become designated motorized routes. Full sized vehicle
closures would continue to be implemented on ML-1 roads, though selected
ML-1 roads would be designated as motorized trails and would be open to
motorized vehicleswith awheel base of lessthan 50 inches. Theseroutes
would be sel ected based on areas of high public interest, whether they are
currently open or closed (currently open routes are preferred), ease of

mai ntenance, and resource protection.

Thisalternative would recommend areduction in the number of closure periodsfrom 27 to
approximately 10. Cross-country travel would not be permitted (unlessit iswithin 300 feet to
and from dispersed camp sites or for firewood retrieval). Use of user created roads and trails
would not be permitted except for small tie-through routes that make logical loopsand are
designated for OHV use.

Alternative Six . - , , —
Submitted by a coalition of environmental groups, this alternative implements all

of the District Travel Management decisions from the environmental analyses
completed on the Forest over the last 18 years. Roads with an objective
maintenance level of open (ML2-5) would become a designated motorized route
and all roadswith an objective (or currently operational) ML of decommissionor ML 1
would not be available for motorized use. Approximately 140 milesof additional
objective ML 2 road would be converted to ML 1/decommission and not designated for
use. Theseroadsare primarily located along the west side of the Eagle Cap Wilderness,
face of the Elkhorns, Joseph Canyon, Deadhorse area, and Mt. Emily.

Thewebsiteyou are currently visiting hasthe most up-to-date information; pleaserefer to it when needed

ghout the Travel Management process.




