
 
 
 
JXO\ 20, 2020 
 
OEMHFWLRQ RHYLHZLQJ OIILFHU 
USDA FRUHVW SHUYLFH 
NRUWKHUQ RHJLRQ 
26 FRUW MLVVRXOD RRDG 
MLVVRXOD, MT 59804 
 
RH: HHOHQD - LHZLV DQG CODUN FRUHVW PODQ OEMHFWLRQV 
 

1. BacNJURXQd 
 
I Zrite to \ou on behalf of the Montana Wildlife Federation (MWF). We are Montana¶s 
oldest conserYation organi]ation, founded in 1936 b\ passionate and dedicated 
conserYationists. Toda\, Ze represent a diYerse group of public land users and adYocates 
Zho regularl\ and actiYel\ use the lands encompassed b\ the Helena-LeZis and Clark 
National Forest (HLCNF). We thank \ou for this opportunit\ to comment and proYide 
feedback on the Final 2020 Land Management Plan (Final Plan) and Final EnYironmental 
Impact Statement (FEIS) for the HLCNF Plan ReYision. 

 
We recogni]e the importance of properl\ managing the HLCNF and the ke\ role that 
collaboration pla\s in this process. As \ou Zell knoZ, this planned reYision is long 
oYerdue and for a diYerse forest that ranges 2.8 million acres, a strong management plan 
must be implemented as soon as possible. For man\ indiYiduals, this Zill be the plan that 
is in place for the rest of their life. For some, it Zill be the plan that illustrates Zhat sound 
forest management should look like. Due to the lasting impact of this plan, Ze ask that 
\ou carefull\ consider our objections and Zeigh carefull\ the benefits that Zould come 
from implementing these objections. 

 
The ke\ priorities for MWF are the protection of Zildlife, Zildlife habitat, and public 
access. Our objections are aimed at finding a balanced approach to sound management 
and qualit\ access for recreation. We recogni]e that finding a balanced management plan 
is difficult, but it is necessar\ and possible. The folloZing is an outline of our objections 
for the Final Plan of the HLCNF Forest ReYision Process. Our objections are primaril\ 
focused around our subjects found Zithin our preYious comments including: Zildlife 
securit\, Zilderness designations, recommended Zilderness, and recreation. 
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2. ObMHcWLRQV 
a. WLOdOLIH 

 
ObMHcWLRQ #1: ​ NCDE ForestZide Plan Components need Desired Conditions 
(DC) that e[plicitl\ address gri]]l\ bear population objectiYes. 

 
SROXWLRQ:​ A DC needs to be added that states that ³NFS lands be managed to 
improYe gri]]l\ bear habitat and connectiYit\ in order to maintain the upZards 
trajector\ of the population.´ 

 
ObMHcWLRQ #2: ​ Wildlife Guideline 05 states that ³Vegetation management 
actiYities on identified big game Zinter range should occur onl\ Zhen the\ Zill 
maintain or improYe future forage quantit\ and qualit\, and should retain 
intermi[ed areas of forest, Zhere possible, to proYide hiding and thermal coYer.´ 
As a guideline, this statement does little to direct Zildlife management in the 
forest. 

 
SROXWLRQ:​ This Guideline should be set as a Standard in order to more e[plicitl\ 
guide Zildlife securit\ habitat management across the forest. 

 
ObMHcWLRQ #3: ​ Wildlife Guideline 07 states that ³NeZ fencing installation or 
reconstruction should be sited and designed to minimi]e ha]ards to Zildlife and 
barriers to Zildlife moYements.´ As a guideline, this statement does little to direct 
Zildlife management in the forest. 

 
SROXWLRQ:​ This Guideline should be set as a Standard in order to more e[plicitl\ 
address the issue of fencing to Zildlife dispersal across the forest. 
 
ObMHcWLRQ #4: ​ In the Introduction section of the North Continental DiYide 
Ecos\stem Gri]]l\ Bear Habitat Management Direction (NCDE), the plan states:  
 
³Zone 3 comprises the HighZoods, Little Belts, Castles, and Cra]ies GAs; 
long-term surYiYal and occupanc\ of gri]]l\ bears is not e[pected to occur in 
Zone 3 due to lack of sufficient suitable habitat.´ 
 
MWF belieYes it is not accurate to include ³and occupanc\´ Zithin that statement. 
It is not reasonable to e[pect that gri]]lies Zill not occup\ some of these regions 
as their range e[pands. 
 
SROXWLRQ:​ We ask that the portion of the preYious statement referencing gri]]l\ 
bear occupanc\ be remoYed. 
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b. RHcUHaWLRQ 
RHcUHaWLRQ OSSRUWXQLW\ SSHcWUXP 

 
ObMHcWLRQ #1: ​ PrimitiYe Recreation Opportunit\ Spectrum (ROS) settings should 
not alloZ mechani]ed use Zithout a site-specific anal\sis. Mechani]ed use should 
not be alloZed carte blanche in all regions outside of Wilderness designations or 
Recommended Wilderness settings. 

 
SROXWLRQ:​ PrimitiYe ROS suitabilit\ standard (FW-ROS-SUIT-02) stating that 
mechani]ed use is suitable Zithin primitiYe areas should be remoYed. AlloZing 
mechani]ed use Zithin a primitiYe use area should be done site-specificall\. 
 
 
OXWILWWLQJ 
 
ObMHcWLRQ #1: ​To ensure continued hunting opportunities for Montanans, MWF 
strongl\ belieYes the current number of outfitting licenses should be capped at its 
current leYel south of highZa\ 200. 
 
SROXWLRQ:​ The Helena-LeZis &Clark National Forest should establish a Standard 
stating that no neZ outfitting licenses shall be issued south of highZa\ 200. 
 

 
c. DHVLJQaWHd AUHaV 

RHcRPPHQdHd WLOdHUQHVV 
 

ObMHcWLRQ #1: ​ Deep Creek, Tenderfoot, MFJ, Cra]\ Mountains, Arrastra Creek, 
and Camas Creek are not listed as Recommended Wilderness Areas under the 
preferred AlternatiYe. 

 
SROXWLRQ:​ These areas e[hibit e[ceptional Zilderness characteristics that are 
beneficial for Zildlife and fisheries habitat as Zell as recreational purposes. These 
areas should all be listed as Recommended Wilderness. 

 
ObMHcWLRQ #2: ​ Recommended Wilderness Area Standard 01 states: ³Within 
recommended Zilderness areas neZ leases for leasable minerals shall include a no 
surface occupanc\ stipulation.´ 
 
SROXWLRQ:​ This Standard should be amended to completel\ e[clude neZ leases. 

 
 

WLOdHUQHVV SWXd\ AUHaV 
 

ObMHcWLRQ #1: ​WSA Standard 01 states: ³Within recommended Zilderness areas 
neZ leases for leasable minerals shall include a no surface occupanc\ stipulation.´ 
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SROXWLRQ:​ This Standard should be amended to completel\ e[clude neZ leases. 
 

 
IQYHQWRULHd RRadOHVV AUHaV 

 
ObMHcWLRQ #1: ​ InYentoried Roadless Area Suitabilit\ Statement 02 states: ³Forest 
s\stem roads (that are managed as part of the forest transportation s\stem) in 
inYentoried roadless areas are suitable for motori]ed and mechani]ed means of 
transportation.´ 

 
SROXWLRQ:​ This Suitabilit\ Statement should be amended to make motori]ed 
transportation unsuitable. 
 

 
d. GHRJUaSKLc AUHaV 

BLJ BHOWV GHRJUaSKLc AUHa 
 
ObMHcWLRQ #1: ​Camas Creek is not listed as a Recommended Wilderness Area 
(RWA). This area e[hibits Zilderness characteristics and is one of the feZ areas 
Zithin the Big Belts that are not inundated Zith roads.  
 
SROXWLRQ: ​List Camas Creek as an RWA. 
 
ObMHcWLRQ #2: ​This Geographic Area (GA) needs specific Zildlife standards to 
address issues surrounding bighorn sheep and domestic sheep interactions. 
 
SROXWLRQ: ​MWF holds that this forest should adopt Zildlife standards similar to 
those found Zithin alternatiYes listed in other nearb\ national forests. The 
e[ample from the Ne] Perce ClearZater National Forest is in line Zith Zhat 
MWF belieYes is needed to preYent domestic and bighorn sheep interaction. 
 

FW-STD-WL-02​. In order to preYent disease transmission betZeen Zild 
and domestic sheep, domestic sheep or goat gra]ing shall not be 
authori]ed in or Zithin 16 miles of bighorn sheep occupied core herd 
home ranges. 

 
FW-GDL-WL-05 ​. NeZ authori]ations and permit reauthori]ations for 
domestic goat packing should include proYisions to preYent disease 
transmission betZeen domestic goats and bighorn sheep. 
 

 
CaVWOHV GHRJUaSKLc AUHa 
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ObMHcWLRQ #1: ​The Castle InYentoried Roadless Area (IRA) should be classified 
as non-motori]ed Zithin the  Recreation Opportunit\ Spectrum (ROS). 
 
SROXWLRQ: ​Change the ROS setting for the Castle IRA to semi-primitiYe 
non-motori]ed use. 
 

 
CUa]LHV GHRJUaSKLc AUHa 
 
ObMHcWLRQ #1: ​The Bo[ Can\on InYentoried Roadless Area (IRA) should be 
classified as non-motori]ed Zithin the Recreation Opportunit\ Spectrum (ROS). 
 
SROXWLRQ: ​Change the ROS setting for the Bo[ Can\on IRA to semi-primitiYe 
non-motori]ed use. 

 
ObMHcWLRQ #2: ​ The Loco Mountain Roadless Area e[hibits Wilderness 
characteristics and should be listed as a Recommended Wilderness Area (RWA). 
 
SROXWLRQ:​ List the Loco Mountain Roadless Area as a RWA. 
 

 
EONKRUQV GHRJUaSKLc AUHa aQd WLOdOLIH MaQaJHPHQW UQLW 
 
ObMHcWLRQ #1: ​The Elkhorns Core Area needs to be managed for primitiYe uses 
Zithin the Recreation Opportunit\ Spectrum (ROS), including the ingress of Ti]er 
Lake Road. LeaYing Ti]er Lake Road as roaded natural Zithin the ROS could 
lead the deYelopment creep that Zill further endanger this critical ecos\stem. 
 
SROXWLRQ: ​Designate the ingress of Ti]er Lake Road as a PrimitiYe ROS setting. 
 
ObMHcWLRQ #2: ​Mechani]ed recreation should be e[cluded from the core of the 
Elkhorns Geographic Area (GA). As a region renoZned for its Zildlife Yalues, 
this GA is unsuitable for mechani]ed use. 
 
SROXWLRQ: ​E[clude mechani]ed recreation form the core of the Elkhorns GA as 
proposed in AlternatiYe C. 
 
ObMHcWLRQ #3: ​Clear standards need to be established to e[clude future oil and gas 
deYelopment. 
 
SROXWLRQ:​ Add a standard e[plicitl\ e[cluding all future oil and gas e[ploration 
and deYelopment from the Elkhorns GA. 
 

 
HLJKZRRdV GHRJUaSKLc AUHa 
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ObMHcWLRQ #1: ​The HighZoods InYentoried Roadless Area (IRA) should e[clude 
motori]ed recreation. 
 
SROXWLRQ: ​Designate the HighZoods IRA as semi-primitiYe non-motori]ed Zithin 
the Recreation Opportunit\ Spectrum (ROS). 
 

 
LLWWOH BHOWV GHRJUaSKLc AUHa 
 
ObMHcWLRQ #1: ​The Middle Fork of the Judith (MFJ) Wilderness Stud\ Area 
(WSA) should be designated as a Recommended Wilderness Area (RWA). 
 
SROXWLRQ: ​List the MFJ WSA as a RWA. We support the boundaries established 
in AlternatiYe D. 
 
ObMHcWLRQ #2: ​InYentoried Roadless Areas (IRAs) across the Little Belts 
Geographic Area (GA) should be managed to e[clude motori]ed rec. 
 
SROXWLRQ: ​E[clude motori]ed recreation from IRAs Zithin the Little Belts GA. 
 
ObMHcWLRQ #3: ​Deep Creek e[hibits Zilderness characteristics and should be 
designated as an RWA. We support the boundaries established in AlternatiYes B 
and D. 
 
SROXWLRQ: ​List Deep Creek as a RWA as proposed in AlternatiYes B and D. 
 

 
RRcN\ MRXQWaLQ RaQJH GHRJUaSKLc AUHa 
 
ObMHcWLRQ #1: ​The Badger TZo-Medicine area is an e[ceptional cultural resource 
for the Blackfeet Nation and should not alloZ mechani]ed use Zithin the 
boundaries proposed b\ the Badger TZo-Medicine CollaboratiYe. 
 
SROXWLRQ: ​E[clude mechani]ed recreation from the Badger-TZo Medicine as 
proposed b\ the Badger TZo-Medicine CollaboratiYe. 
 

 
SQRZLHV GHRJUaSKLc AUHa 
 
ObMHcWLRQ #1: ​The Big SnoZies InYentoried Roadless Area (IRA) and Wilderness 
Stud\ Area (WSA) e[hibit Zilderness characteristics and should be listed as a 
Recommended Wilderness Area (RWA). We support boundaries established in 
AlternatiYes B and D. 
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SROXWLRQ: ​Designate the Big SnoZies IRA and WSA as an RWA as proposed in 
AlternatiYes B and D. 
 

 
USSHU BOacNIRRW GHRJUaSKLc AUHa 
 
MWF has been inYolYed in a collaboratiYe partnership Zith local Lincoln 
residents, other conserYation organi]ations, and land user groups Zithin the 
Lincoln Valle\ for oYer 5 \ears noZ. As part of the Upper Blackfoot Working 
Group (UBWG), MWF¶s objections are in line Zith this initiatiYe. 

 
ObMHcWLRQ #1: ​  MWF objects to the location of the NeYada Mountain 
Recommended Wilderness Area (RWA) northern boundar\.  

 
SROXWLRQ:​  MWF requests that the HLCNF moYe the northern boundar\ to be 
consistent Zith the boundar\ in our consensus landscape proposal.  See attached 
map.  

 
ObMHcWLRQ #2: ​ MWF objects to the location of the SilYer King RWA (Scapegoat 
Wilderness Inclusion). 

 
SROXWLRQ:​ MWF requests the boundar\ be changed to be consistent Zith the 
boundar\ in our consensus landscape proposal (see attached map), Zith continued 
protection of Alice Creek as a National Historic District, ConserYation,  under 
current traYel management Zithout change.  

 
ObMHcWLRQ #3: ​ MWF objects to the remoYal of Arrastra Creek from inclusion as a 
Recommended Wilderness Addition to the Scapegoat Wilderness.  

 
SROXWLRQ:​ MWF requests the inclusion of the Recommended Wilderness 
boundar\ for Arrastra Creek put forZard in our consensus landscape proposal. 
See attached map.  

 
ObMHcWLRQ #4: ​ MWF objects to specific components of the Summer Recreational 
Opportunit\ Spectrum map that conflict Zith our consensus landscape proposal in 
the areas of Stemple Pass, Gould-HelmYille Trail, and South Poorman Creek.  

 
SROXWLRQ:​ Adjust the Summer ROS map to be consistent Zith the proposed future 
trail corridors for mountain bikes and OHVs in the UBWG consensus landscape 
proposal.  See attached map.  
 
FOOTNOTE: AOLFH CUHHN VXPPHU ROS: TKH MRQWDQD HLJK DLYLGH TUDLOV FROODERUDWLYH (DQG LLQFROQ 
FROODERUDWLYH JURXS) VXSSRUW IRUHVW SODQ DQG OHJLVODWLYH SURSRVDOV WKDW FRQWLQXH H[LVWLQJ WUDYHO PDQDJHPHQW 
LQ AOLFH CUHHN. NRUWK RI LHZLV DQG CODUN PDVV, WKH CDNST DQG TUDLO #490 DUH PDQDJHG IRU IRRW DQG VWRFN, 
ZKLOH VRXWK, WKH CDT LV RSHQ WR IRRW, VWRFN DQG QRQ-PRWRUL]HG ELF\FOH WUDYHO. WH ZLVK WR QRWH KHUH WKDW WKH 
ILQDO VXPPHU ROS VKRXOG VXSSRUW WKLV FOHDU RXWFRPH. 
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3. CORVLQJ SWaWHPHQW 

 
This forest is Zell-knoZn for its diYerse arra\ of ecos\stems and the sheer amount of 
biodiYersit\ found Zithin these unique geographic regions. Man\ of Montana¶s 
characteristic megafauna are found here as Zell as critical nongame species and 
Zorld-renoZned game animals. With proper planning and input, this forest can continue 
to adequatel\ care for the land held in our trust. 

 
Crafting a comprehensiYe land management plan to guide forest-Zide direction is no eas\ 
feat and Ze commend the HLCNF for undertaking this effort and including the public 
and eYer\ step of the Za\. MWF is grateful for the opportunit\ the Helena-LeZis & 
Clark National Forest staff has proYided throughout the forest plan reYision process. 

 
Sincerel\, 
 
 
 
 
Eric CleZis 
Lead Objector 
Western Montana Field Coordinator 
Montana Wildlife Federation 
 
(832) 444-6976 
ecleZis@mtZf.org 
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