
North Half Middlebury Plan Revision Meeting 
March 17, 2004: Management Areas Allocations

Comments from Management Area (MA) mapping exercise

Yellow Group Comments on North Half of the GMNF:
Can't change Congress so will leave Wilderness at 15%
New Wildlife MA-concerned with trail uses that are/are not allowed
Want more wildlife management area on map-more black on maps
Want less diverse forest use on the map (green areas)
Need more wilderness
Need more backcountry motorized
Want heavy diverse forest use and more orange and brown on map (backcountry motorized and remote backcountry)
Green too heavy on map-want more remote backcountry
Need to consider existing MA percentages with corresponding new management areas
Percentages: Wildlife 10%, Ski Area 1%, National Recreation Area 6%, Wilderness 15%, Special Areas 6%, Remote backcountry 
5%, Backcountry motorized 7%, Diverse forest uses 50%
Keep snowmobile trails open in areas where backcountry motorized is mapped
Exclude Long Trail if it becomes wilderness around it
Blueberry Lake should be a special area (wetland and lake)
Sugarbush area-should have ski area expansion
Mt. Ellen- put in alpine, subalpine special area
Stetson Brook should be maintained as a trail
Balance MA distribution achieved through compromise of wilderness and special areas, and ski area expansion
Map includes all management areas... and all resource maps were taken into consideration for the mapping exercise
Mapping agreement on special areas, diverse forest use, and National Recreation Area proposal
Mapping areas of disagreement: Wilderness, remote backcountry, wildlife MA

Blue Group Comments on North Half of the GMNF:
Granville area-want multiple use-very productive land good for recreation-includes a lot of homesteads and most of it is actively 
managed
Rochester area should remain open for timber and wildlife management
Pittsfield-Stanley Tools logging in past-roads all over the place and lots of homesteads
Agreement to continue harvesting in areas where harvesting is now allowed
Wildlife area west of Lincoln
Primitive area along Long Trail



Pie chart: Keep Wilderness the same, add to remote backcountry to make it 6%, up Diverse Forest Use to 39%, Backcountry 
motorized should be 19%, Wildlife Ma 7%, National Recreation Area 6%, Ski Areas 1%
Balance MA distribution achieved through: reflection of existing uses and local knowledge of management needs-including 
traditional access
Map includes diverse forest uses with more special areas and remote areas as well-achieving multiple use across Forest
Areas of agreement: generally areas that have harvesting should continue to allow timber management.  Agreement on the 
escarpment special area

Green Group Comments on North Half of the GMNF:
Percentages: Wildlife 21%, Ski Area 1%, National Recreation Area 7%, Wilderness 15%, Special Areas 7%, Remote backcountry 
10%, Backcountry motorized 16%, Diverse forest uses 22%, could not agree where to put final 1%
Areas of agreement: Mapping of diverse forest uses, if not wilderness-look to use remote backcountry, general support for wildlife 
MA
Areas of disagreement: amount of wilderness, amount of motorized and non-motorized opportunities
Wildlife MA along base of mountains where farms used to be
Take money from non-harvest wildlife areas to work on orchard release and berry management
Lower 1/3 of elevation of Forest should be heavy management, middle 1/3 moderate and upper 1/3 light management
Place remote backcountry and backcountry motorized in roadless areas along Long Trail
Have a National Recreation Area around Silver Lake
Have remote wildlife habitat along Breadloaf Wilderness
Have backcountry motorized around Chittenden

Red Group Comments on North Half of the GMNF:
More restricted the management areas are-the fewer people the land serves
Tables are tilted to logging in this group-need more of a balance
Would like to see more diverse forest uses MA and Wildlife MA than what is mapped and allocated on group pie chart
Special areas don't allow for handicapped
Not enough remote backcountry mapped or in the pie chart
Percent of backcountry motorized should be equal to the sum of Special areas and remote backcountry
Need to map more areas that bring money in
Would like to see a higher percentage in diverse forest use MA, and a lower percentage in wildlife MA
Important not to close snowmobile trails-need to keep existing trails open
We achieved the balance we were looking for in the end-group balance, environmental balance, and geographic balance with 
proper uses across the Forest.  Lot of concern with having economic balance-towns need revenues
Areas of agreement: Escarpment, Wildlife MA around Silver Lakes, lot of diverse forest use (CVPS and Stanley Tool lands), Wildlife 
along southern borders of Long Trail (south of Mt. Horrid)
Areas of disagreement: some feel ATVS should be as far from pedestrian trails as possible



Percentages: Wildlife 12%, Ski Area 2%, National Recreation Area 6%, Wilderness 15%, Special Areas 6%, Remote backcountry 
15%, Backcountry motorized 5%, Diverse forest uses 39%, 

General Comments:
For Wildlife Habitat MA, compatible uses says "non-trail recreation" but should specifically allow non-motorized trail recreation (i.e. 
ski trails).


