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The Montana Mountain Bike Alliance (MMBA) is an organization formed in 2007 with the 
purpose of uniting mountain bike riders across Montana with the goal to promote fair 
land planning practices and sustainable access to our public lands. MMBA is an affliated 
club of the International Mountain Bicycling Association (IMBA). 
 
Our mission is to preserve, protect, and promote mountain bike access and diverse 
riding opportunities on Montana’s public lands through education, communication, and 
unified action. 
 
Mountain biking, hiking, and horseback experiences depend on environmentally 
responsible land stewardship and respectful interaction with wildlife and other user 
groups. In addition to supporting permanent protection for deserving landscapes, MMBA 
promote environmentally sensitive practices in riding, trail building, and trail 
maintenance. We present viable land management options, which preserve mountain 
bike access and help promote cooperation with land management agencies. 
 
Mountain bicyclists deserve a place at the table when land management is being 
discussed.  MMBA believes that education, a solid forest plan based on facts and 
science, goodwill and the ability to share will best protect and preserve the public 
resources and the backcountry experiences for all users. 
 
Forest Plan Objection 
 
The statement from the Memorandum of Understanding between IMBA and the US 
Forest Service states “Consider the potential impacts of land management proposals on 
mountain bicycling recreation”.  Montana Mountain Bike Alliance brought forth a real 
concern and several solutions regarding the Upper St Joe Wild River Corridor, and our 
concerns and solutions have been disregarded.  Not too many of the St. Joe district trails 
are genuinely suitable for most bicyclists, and so we must guard access to those trails 
that are.  Trail #48 is an exceptional trail for bicycling.  The suggestion that bicyclists can 
propose loop trail systems in other parts of the forest avoids the issue of solving our loss 
of historical access. 
 
Congress creates Wilderness, but is initially guided by Forest Plans.  Forest plans must 
strive to reflect traditional uses when those uses are compatible, quiet, and sustainable.  
Montana Mountain Bike Alliance objects to removing access to bicycling on trail #48 
when solutions at hand such as using corridors could be implemented.  Planners at 
Idaho Panhandle National Forest know the value of corridors, having created a corridor 
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into the Mallard Larkins Recommended Wilderness for road #730 less than 1 mile from 
the corridor bicyclists are asking for.   
 
Mountain bike use is inconsistent with current Wilderness management.  That is why we 
ask for a corridor to be allowed by way of a boundary adjustment, just like the corridor 
that is already proposed for road #730.  Through the planning process, planners have 
the tools to rectify issues like this one. Our objection is that the solution of using the 
Wild River Designation as a corridor through the Recommended Wilderness was 
not adequately evaluated, valued or implemented. 
 
Under the previous Forest Plan that allowed bicycle travel, the wilderness character and 
potential for the area to be included in the National Wilderness Preservation System 
remained intact until Congressional action is taken. Under this new Plan bicyclists would 
like to be partners with managers, working to enhance recreation and land preservation.    
We are compelled to point out that in every other Forest Service region bicycles are 
allowed in Recommended Wilderness areas.  The Forest Service manual states that 
bicycling can be allowed in Recommended Wilderness by the discretion of the Forest 
Supervisor.  The blanket prohibition policy removes that discretion, so that the Forest 
Supervisor cannot directly follow the word of the Forest Service Manual.  The Region 
One Policy itself has not been subjected to a proper critical and legal review.  
 
The Draft Plan contains tables indicating where bicycling is to be allowed and prohibited, 
but there is no conversation or science that attempts to justify how or why the decision to 
prohibit was adopted.  Missing from the Idaho Panhandle Forest Plan FEIS is a 
comprehensive evaluation of bicycle use, it’s discrete impacts on the landscape 
and trails, and how elimination of bicycles in some areas may enhance the 
landscape and trails.  NEPA analysis is absent, so no correlation is shown 
between bicycling as an activity and adverse impacts of the new prohibitive 
Recommended Wilderness restrictions.  The lack of correlation will create an 
arbitrary and capricious Forest Plan.  (this statement is not an objection) The Forest 
Plan attempts to correlate the projected increased demand for Wilderness use to the 
increased areas of proposed Recommended Wilderness.  However the Plan fails to 
identify how bicycling, a growing activity, will be impacted by the reduced access to 
appropriate quiet trail opportunities. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Representing the Montana Mountain Bike Alliance Board: 
 
Bob Allen 
bob@boballenimages.com 
 
Greg Beardslee 
gregb406@msn.com 
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