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ALTERNATIVES

be 1,320 feet (1/4 mile) on each side of centerline of the
existing facilities, except where the alignment forms the
boundary of a Special Management Area, where the width
would be 2,640 feet (1/2 mile) on the side opposite that
boundary. Applicants for electrical transmission lines 69 kV
and larger and pipelines 10 inches in diameter and greater
would be encouraged to locate such facilities within these
two designated corridors.

Access to and along right-of-way corridors and use areas
necessary to maintain existing facilities and construct new
facilities would be provided across public lands.

Other uses of right-of-way corridors and use areas would
be permitted to the extent that they did not interfere with or
preclude the use of these locations for their intended pur-
pose and were consistent with other portions of the plan.

Under this alternative, the Bear Trap Unit of the Lee Metcalf
Wilderness would be designated a right-of-way exclusion
area. No new rights-of-way would be granted in this area.
However, any valid existing rights-of-way would be recog-
nized and holders of such authorizations would be allowed
to maintain their facilities.

All existing Wilderness Study Areas (except the Tobacco
Root Tack-on) and the Lewis and Clark Trail would be des-
ignated as right-of-way avoidance areas where the issuance
of new rights-of-way would be avoided unless there are no
other options. Valid existing rights-of-way in right-of-way
avoidance areas would be recognized and holders of such
authorizations would be allowed to maintain their facilities.

With proper NEPA compliance, the upgrading/expansion of
existing rights-of-way and issuance of new rights-of-way
would be allowed within existing corridors crossing desig-
nated right-of-way avoidance areas. (Note: The designated
right-of-way corridors mentioned above do not cross any
WSAs). Roads crossing right-of-way avoidance areas that
provide access to or along right-of-way corridors for the
purposes of construction or maintenance of facilities within
those corridors would be allowed on a case-by-case basis.

Map 20 illustrates right-of-way corridors, use areas, avoid-
ance and exclusion areas for Alternative B.

Alternative C

Management under this alternative would be the same as
Alternative B, except that the following additional areas
would be designated as right-of-way avoidance areas: Blue
Lake; Centennial Mountains; Everson Creek; and the Vir-
ginia City Historic District. Beaverhead Rock would be
added as a right-of-way exclusion area. Map 21 depicts
right-of-way corridors, use areas, avoidance and exclusion
areas for Alternative C.

Alternative D

Management would be the same as Alternative B, except
that in addition, FLPMA right-of-way reservations would
be processed on all BLM developed recreation sites not
currently withdrawn from mineral entry. In addition, the
Lewis & Clark Trail would not be designated as a right-of-
way avoidance area. Map 22 illustrates right-of-way corri-
dors, use areas, avoidance and exclusion areas for Alterna-
tive D.

Land Ownership Adjustment

Section 102(a)(1) of FLPMA provides that “…the public
lands be retained in Federal ownership, unless as a result of
the land use planning procedure provided for in this Act, it
is determined that disposal of a particular tract will serve
the national interest…”.

Goal 2 – Retain public lands with high resource values
in public ownership. Adjust land ownership to consoli-
date public land holdings, acquire lands with high pub-
lic resource values, and meet public and community
needs.

Management Common to All Alternatives

Public lands with high resource values would generally be
retained in federal ownership. All proposed land ownership
adjustment actions would be analyzed in project specific
environmental reviews. Public access would be maintained
or improved through all land ownership adjustment trans-
actions.

Direct purchase would be limited to cases where no practi-
cal alternatives exist and high public values would be ac-
quired.

Newly acquired lands would be managed for the highest
potential purpose for which they were acquired. Lands ac-

Table 4 summarizes the number of acres included in ROW 
avoidance or exclusion areas by alternative. 

Table 4 
Acres of Avoidance and Exclusion Areas for 

Rights-of-Way by Alternative 

Alternative 
A B C D 

Avoidance 

Exclusion 

0 

0 

123,286 

6,347 

145,657 

6,467 

122,851 

6,347 
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