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- ICAPABILITY

Minor forest values,
minor grazing values
due to small size.
Management potential '
nighest for wildlife.
Wildlife of regional
value for viewing;
but hunting corflicts
with the large extent
of private develop-
ments and Siringo Cr.
park.

Moderate, of regional
significance. Loss of

high capability elk and

mule deer winter range
is significant impact;
but present and poten-
tial developments have
already pre-empted op-
portunity to exploit

wildlife capability.

SUGGESTED MANAGEMENT | CHOICE FOR
CONCERNS SETTLEMENT

Confine settlement
along or below highway.
Discourage large lots
and hobby farming due
to crop damage threat
from deer and elk.
Manage unsettied iand
primarily for wildlife,
and manage wildlife
primarily for viewing.
Restrict road develop-
ments and control all
terrain vehicles.

Important forest
values can be inte-
grated with high
wildlife values,
minor grazing and
agriculture values.
Wildlife of regional .
vatue for hunting. .

Minor, of regional
significance. Smail
proportion of high
value winter range
involved.

Confine settlement to
recreational purposes,
and prevent highway
development. Plan and
integrate forestry and
wildlife management
over entire unit, and
manage wildlife for
hunting, Restrict sec-
ondary roads and con-
trol all-terrain
vehicles. Discourage
agricultural develop-
ments.

Important forest values!
can be integrated with
high wildlife values,
modest grazing and
agricultural values

of potential conflict.
Wildlife of regional
value for hunting.

Moderate, of regional
significance. smatl’
proportion of winter
range involved, but
scattered private and
potentially useable
Tands could generate
further conflict on

a large scale.

Confine settlement to
Deer Park village.
Plan and integrate‘
forestry and wildlife
management over entire
unit, and manage wild-
life for hunting.
Restrict secondary
roads, and contro’l atl
terrain vehicles. Dis-
courage agricultural
developments. Acquire
necessary private
lands in unit outside
of Deer Park. Allocate
Phelps form for wild~
life management.

Minor forest values
due to small size of
unit and excessive
extent of ﬁrivate
lands in unit curtail
opportunity for inte-
gral management of
wildlife. HMinor
agricultural activity
potential confiict
with wildiife, Wild-
life of local value
for viewing and
hunting, ’

Minor, of regional
significance; but
moderate locally.
Only moderate value,
winter range affected,
but the close proxi-~
mity of settiement to
Tocally valyable
winter range is an
adverse impact. Ex-
tent of private lands
threaten future con-

flicts.

Cenfine settlement to
the Renata delta.
Plan and integrate
forestry and wildlife
management in Renata
Creek valley, and
manage wildlife for
hunting. Discourage
agricultural develop-
ments.

No integrated manage-
ment opportunity due
to small size of unit
and extent of private
tands. MWildlife values
of only local signi-
ficance for hunting
and viewing.

Minor, of regional
significance; but
moderate to severe
locally, Only
moderate to low
value winter range
affected which is of
small size and tra-
versed by a railway.

Little room exists for

settlement and the

maintenance of sur-
roeunding winter range.

Confine settlement to
delta area. Retain a
wildland buffer around
settied area. No
special wildlife mana-
gement activity is
warranted.

No integrated mana-
gement opportunity
due to small size

of area and low wild-
life values. Wild-
Tife of only local
significance for
hunting and viewing

Nil, of regional
significance; and
minor locally. Low
value winter range
involved, of very
Timited extent al-
ready impaired by
railway and private
holdings.

No constraints for
wildlife purposes
required.
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