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Table 1. General Best Forest Management Practices

The following Best Forest Management Practices (BFMP) are taken from the Oregon Statewide Planning Manuals, the
Oregon Forest Practice Rules (Oregon Department of Forestry, 1980) and Guidelines for Stream Protection (Oregon
State Game Commission). Generally, BFMP applicationswere selected to avoid ratherthan mitigate impacts. In addition,
all road standards and designs will correspond to BLM Manual 9113.

Road System
Logging road locations, particularlyon sensitive areas, should be evaluated by a forester, soil scientist, wildlife biologist,
and other specialists as needed. The location should befitted tothetopographyto minimize cut and fill situations. In areas
of important big game habitat, consultation with the wildlife biologist will be necessary to reduce impacts on wildlife,
particularly in areas such as ridgelines, saddles and upper drainage heads. Where alternative locations are not possible,
incorporate mitigating measures into road development plans. Avoid stream crossings, if possible. If not possible,
minimize approach cuts and fills and channel disturbance and maintain stream bank vegetation.

Where possible, locate roads on benches and ridges to minimize erosion; except under special circumstances such as
occurrenceof rock bluffs, keep roads out of stream courses. Roads should be high enough to prevent silting tothe stream.

Do not locate stream crossings strictly on a grade basis. Choose a stable site and adjust grade to it, when possible.

Keep stream disturbance to an absolute minimum.

If necessary, include short road segmentswith steepergrades, consistent with traffic needs and safety, to avoid problem
areas or to take advantage of terrain features.

For timber harvest spur roads, take advantage of natural landing areas (flatter, better drained, open areas) to reduce soil
disturbance associated with log landings and temporary work roads.

Vary road grades where possible to reduce concentrated flow in road drainage ditches and to reduce erosion on road
surfaces.

Design drainage ditches, water bars, drain dips, culvert placement, etc., in a mannerthat will disperse runoff and minimize
cut and fill erosion.

Install culverts or drain dips frequently enough to avoid accumulations of water that will cause erosion or road ditches
and the area below the culvert and drain dip outlets.

In bridge location, plan to avoid relocation of the stream channel. Where the stream must be changed, use riprap,
vegetative cover, or other means to reduce soil movement into stream.

Seed (revegetate) cuts and fills the first fall season following disturbance.

Deposit excess material in stable locations well above the high-water level and never into the stream channel. Do not
allow any material, including sidecast  soil, stumps, logs or other material to be deposited into a stream.

Hold wet-weather road building to a minimum, particularly on poorly drained, erodible soils which may drain mud directly
to streams.

Build fills in lifts to ensure optimum compaction and minimize slumpage. Avoid the inclusion of slash, logs and other
organic debris in fills.

On primary roads wherever serious erosion is likely, large cut-and-fill slopes should be stabilized with plant cover as soon
as possible. Local experience will indicate the best practices and species to use.
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Table 1. General Best Forest Management Practices (continued)

Generally, berms should be removed or at least broken frequently to allow lateral drainage to nonerodible areas. Berms
are desirable on large erodible fills to prevent drainage from the road crown down the center of the fill section.

Plan ditch gradients steep enough (generally greater than 2 percent) to prevent sediment deposition.

When installing culverts and drain dips, avoid changes in channel orientation and place these structures to conform to
the natural channel gradient. Design culverts for maximum stream flow (e.g., 25year discharge).

Skew culvert approximately 30 degrees toward the inflow to provide better inlet efficiency.

Provide rock or other basins at the outlet of culverts and rock the drain dips if economically feasible.

In building bridge footings and abutments, limit machine work as much as possible to avoid disturbing the stream. This
initial work often greatly increases turbidity and sediment movement. The toes of fills on larger creek crossings should
be protected above the high-water line to prevent soil movement.

Unless no other source is available, gravel should not be taken from streambeds except from dry gravel bars. Washing
of gravel into streams will normally cause sedimentation and should be avoided.

In some areas, alternating inslope  and outslope  sections can be built into the road, especially if road grades are rolled
to dispose of road surface flow.

Obtain all necessary permits for stream crossings before beginning activities.

Maintain all roads immediately after logging and the primary roads whenever necessary by cleaning ditch lines, blading
debris from empty landings, trimming damaged culvert ends and cleaning out culvert openings.

Grade the primary road surfaces as often as necessary to retain the original surface drainage (either insloped  or
outsloped). Take care to avoid casting graded material over the fill slope. Monitor surface drainage during wet periods
and close the road if necessary to avoid undue damage.

Haul all excess material removed by maintenance operations to safe disposal areas. Apply stabilization measures on
disposal sites if necessary to assure that erosion and sedimentation do not occur.

Vary the steepness of slopes on cut and fill slopes commensurate with the strength of the soil and bedrock material as
established by an engineering geologist or other specialist in soil mechanics.

Control roadside brush only to the extent required for good road maintenance and safety.

Soil Protection and Water Quality

Time logging activities to the season in which soil damage can be kept to acceptable limits.

Design and locate skid trail and skidding operations to avoid across ridge and across drainage operation, and minimize
soil compaction.

Install water bars on skid trails when logging is finished (foresterand/orsoil  scientist will provide assistance as requested
or needed).

Avoid trapping and turning small streams out of their natural beds into tractor trails and landings.
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Table 1. General Best Forest Management Practices (continued)

Generally, confine tractor skidding operations to slopes of less than 35 percent. Leave appropriate snags and/or large
dead trees for wildlife, as per current BLM Snag Management Policy Guidelines and Agriculture Handbook No. 553
(USDA, 1979).

If debris should enter any stream, such debris shall be removed concurrently with the yarding operation and before
removal of equipment from the project site. Removal of debris shall be accomplished in such a manner that natural
streambed conditions and stream bank vegetation are not disturbed.

Provide variable width no-cut/no-skid buffers for all perennial streams, springs and seeps as well as for nonperennial
streams, springs and seeps which significantly impact water quality in perennial waters.

Avoid falling and yarding operations into or across any stream. Use yarding methods that minimize soil disturbance in
the watershed as much as practicable.

Maintain native vegetation on primary disturbed areas (temporary roads, skid trails, landings, etc.) by seeding with
diverse native grass varieties.

Silvicultural

Reforest all cutover lands (either natural regeneration or artificial regeneration) with a commercial species to minimum
stocking levels (loo-150 trees/acre within 5-15 years). The differences in stocking level numbers are related to the
differences in site class. For more detail refer to the BLM TPCC Manual 5250.

Slash disposal will be done in a manner conducive to revegetation and advantageous to wildlife. Slash will be burned
when necessary and such burning will be in conformance with State air pollution regulations.

Logging units will be laid out in a manner that would reduce the risk of windthrow. The selection of trees in shelterwoods
will be made in a manner that would improve the genetic composition of the reforested stand. Disturbed areas will be
artificially reforested when natural forest regeneration cannot be reasonably expected in 5-15 years.

Yarding practices to be employed during the planning period consist of tractor systems, ground and partial suspension
cable systems and full suspension systems which include cable and aerial. Each system impacts ground vegetation to
different degrees relative to the soil disturbance resulting from the harvest system used. For example, the tractor system
would cause the greatest impact to existing vegetation and an aerial full suspension system would cause the least
disturbance.
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Table 2. Summary of Recommended Practices for Stream Protection

Guidelines for protection of fish habitat and water quality in logging operations have been developed as a result of the
Alsea  watershed research program and related studies. They include the following:

1. Extremely small headwater streams can be important spawning and rearing areas for salmon and trout and need
protection. Even streambeds that are dry in the summer can be valuable spawning tributaries at other times of the
year. Also, logging activities in headwaters can affect downstream areas.

2. A formal procedure for reviewing timber harvest operations, in the planning stages as well as during logging,
entered into by participating private, State and Federal groups should be an integral part of any logging program.

3. Stream clearance requirements, and their enforcement, are essential.

(a) Every effort should be made to prevent logging debris from falling into stream channels. If any debris does
get into a channel, the fishery biologist or hydrologist should determine which debris will be removed to
maintain adequate dissolved oxygen levels in surface water and keep migration routes open.

(b) The method of stream clearance and timing of the operation are also important. Heavy equipment should not
normally be used in a stream, and the channel should not be altered. Consultation with the focal State fishery
biologist can aid in determining what material should be removed from a stream, and the best time for removal.

4. Streamside vegetation should be protected and remain standing in all logging operations where fish, wildlife and
water quality considerations are involved or can be affected in downstream areas.

(a) Streamside vegetation provides shade to the stream and minimizes water temperature increases.

(b) Commercial conifers do not necessarily have to be left. Shrubs and other less valuable species can, in many
cases, provide adequate shade if the conifers can be removed without destroying such vegetation or
damaging streambanks. In some areas, commercial timber may have to remain to protect other watershed
values or await the technological development of other removal methods.

(c) Areas of vegetation left along a stream do not have to be a certain width. Often a relatively narrow vegetative
unit will provide the necessary fish habitat protection unless other factors such as wildlife habitat enhance-
ment and scenic corridors are involved.

(d) Protecting streamsidevegetation serves many purposes. Maintaining a vegetation unit requirescare in falling
and yarding timber away from the stream, and will reduce stream clearance needs and dissolved oxygen
problems in surface and subgravel waters.

5. Avoid falling trees into or across streams.

6. Logs should not be yarded through streams.

(a) Yarding logs through streams deposits organic and inorganic debris and sediment in the channel, breaks
down streambanks and streamside vegetation, and contributes to dissolved oxygen and sediment changes
in surface and subgravel environments.

(b) Use yarding methods that minimize soil disturbance in the watershed.

(c) Landings should not be located in the stream channel.

(d) Logs should be yarded uphill and away from the stream.
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Table 2. Summary of Recommended Practices for Stream Protection  (continued)

The Society of American ForesterslvColumbia  River Section, Water Management Committee2 has developed a list of
recommended logging practicesforwatershed protection in western Oregon. The recommendations reflect concern for
the impact of roads on stream sediment levels and emphasize proper road location, construction and maintenance.
Although available in the Journal of Forestry for more than 10 years, many logging operations have not incorporated the
practices into their programs. Therefore, in an attempt to get wider distribution of the Water Management Committee’s
suggested practices, most of its recommendations follow verbatim.

Road Location and Design

1.

2.

3.

4.

5.

6.

7.

8.

9.

10.

Where possible, locate roads on benches and ridges to minimize erosion; except underspecialcircumstances such
as occurrence of rock bluffs, keep roads out of stream courses. Roads should be high enough to prevent sifting
to the stream.

Keep road gradients low except where short, steep sections are needed to take advantage of favorable topography
and to avoid excessive cut and fill. Minimize the effect of higher gradients by reducing the distance between culverts
to prevent the accumulation of water irI ;he ditches.

Roads leaving landings should have short lengths of slightly adverse grade if possible. They should not have steep
pitches of favorable grade which might drain off mud from the landings into streams.

Allowflexibility in road design so that inconstruction a minimumof soil is moved. Adjust the radius of curves in critical
areas to achieve this objective.

Take advantage of well-drained soils and horizontal rock formations for greater stability, and avoid areas where
seeps, clay beds, concave slopes, alluvial fans and steep dipping rock layers indicate the possibility of slides.

Consider the proper angle of repose for cuts and fills in designing roads on varying types of soils and rock materials.
Consistent with these demands, make road cuts reasonably steep in orderto minimize surface exposed to erosion.

In bridge location plan to avoid relocation of the stream channel. Where the stream must be changed”use  riprap,
vegetative cover or other means to reduce soil movement into stream.

Install culverts at crossings of all drainage ways except small streams4 and seeps which can be safely diverted to
ditches. Use culverts with sufficient capacity to carry the largest flow expected.

Route the road drainage (whether from culverts, cross drainage or ditches) onto the forest floor, preferably on
benches so that sediment can settle out before drainage water reaches stream channels.

Take drainage waterout  of ditches at intervals short enough to prevent ditch erosion. Detour it from above unstable
areas to avoid saturation, slumping and erosion.

Road Construction

1. Plan the pioneering stage of road construction to avoid soil erosion and slumpage. As an example, cull log
crossings5 can be provided where culverts will be placed on the completed road. Avoid pioneering too far ahead
of final construction.

2. Uncompleted road grades which may be subject to considerable washing before final grading should be outsloped
or cross-drained.

3. Hold wet-weather road building to a minimum, particularly on poorly drained, erodible soils which may drain mud
directly to streams.
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Table 2. Summary of Recommended Practices for Stream Protection  (continued)

4. Build fills in lifts to ensure optimum compaction and minimize slumpage. Avoid the inclusron of slash, logs and other
organic debris in fills.

5. Excess fill material should not be dumped within the high-waterzoneof streamswherefloods can pick it uporwhere
it will flow immediately into the stream; end-haul such material.

6. Where slide areas can be predicted from past experience, their effects should be minimized by such measures as
flatter backslopes and deeperditches. On slopes gentle enough to hold the fill, avoid disturbance of underground
water courses by building on the fill and providing adequate subdrainage.

7. On primary roads with steep slopes and full benching, consider the use of cribbing to avoid severe disturbance to
unstable slopes.

8. On primary roads wherever serious erosion is likely, large cut-and-fill slopes should be stabilized with plant cover
as soon as possible. Local experience will indicate the best practices and species to use.

9. Avoid channel changes or disturbance of stream channels. Where necessary complete the channel change and
riprap the sides before turning water into the new channel.

10. In building bridge footings and abutments, limit machine work as much as possible to avoid disturbing the stream.
This initial workoften greatly increases turbidity and sediment movement. The toes of fillson  largercreek crossings
should be protected above the high-water line to prevent soil movement.

11. Unless no other source is available, gravel should not be taken from streambeds except from dry gravel bars6
Washing of gravel into streams will normally cause sedimentation and should be avoided.

12. Culverts should be properly installed in the stream channel allowing for suitable bed, adequate size, frequency and
grade’. Inlets and outlets should be protected. Aprons should be installed where needed.

13. Where necessary, protect the upper ends of culverts to prevent fill erosion into them. On erodible soil materials,
extend culverts beyond the fills or install permanent aprons below them to disperse flows and prevent gullying.

14. Ditches should be of adequate depth and side slope to carry all water and to prevent sloughage.

Road Maintenance

1. Keep roads well crowned ahead of wet weather so they will drain properly and not become waterways.

2. During current operations, roads should be graded and ditched to avoid interruption to drainage from road centers
to the ditches.

3. After the first rain in the fall, check roads to reduce drainage problems.

4. During periods of heavy rainfall, examine road surfaces to assure that drainage from wheel ruts is properly diverted
to drainage ditches. During such periods it may be worthwhile to provide personnel to patrol the roads and to do
hand drainage work.

5. Provide frequent cross-drains on all temporary roads in the fall to prevent erosion of road and fill.

6. Generally, berms should be removed or at least broken frequently to allow lateral drainage to nonerodible areas.
Berms are desirable on large erodiblefills to prevent drainage from the road crown down thecenterof the fill section.
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Table 2. Summary of Recommended Practices for Stream Protection  (continued)

7. In using graders to clean out drainage ditches, avoid undercutting the side slopes.

8. Culvert inlets should be inspected and cleaned prior to the rainy season and periodically during that season. For
at least 50 feel above culverts the streamchannels should be cleared of wood materials that might clog the culverts.
The outflow should be kept clear also.

9. Install trash racks well above inlets to culverts where experience shows the necessity. Keep the racks cleaned out.

‘Written  permission  to reprint this material  has been granted by the editorial staff of the Journal of Forestry.

‘A complete copy of the article  and qualifying  statements  by the Commktee  Is avallabb in the Journal  of Forestry,  Vol. 57, No. 8. Juno 1859. Portions of the article  not included in this pamphfet
relate to introductory  statements,  logging operations  and post-operational  deanup  and malntenanca.  The Committoe  IO currently revlslng and updating its recommsndatlonr.  which wtll reflect
increased mncern  about the effects of bgging  on fish habltat and water  quality.

‘Timing  of bridge construction  and culvert installation  is important.  During  the summer. streamflows  are low and impacts  on fishery  resourws can be minimal and lxalized. At that time migration
of juveniles to the ocean and adults returning  to spawn would thus not bs disrupted. (Author’s footnote.)

<Until  recently the importance  of small  streams was not fully documented.  Culverts  should be installed on all small  streams supporting anadrortwus  fish. (Author’s  footnote.)

‘Cull  log crossings  placed in a stream in the spring can eliminate  the downstream  migratbn  of fingerlings  to the ocean.  (Author’s  footnote.)

‘A permit is now required to remove  more than 50yards of gravel  from thebed  or bankofany water  in Oregon (O.R.S.  541.60510  541.660).  Permits are issued undertheauthorityof the Director
of the Division  of State Lands and coordinated  with a number of other State agencies.  (Author’s  footnote.)

8Culven gradient curves and stream velocity  requirements  for salmon and trout are available  from the Oregon Department  of Fish and Wtldlife.  (Author’s footnote.)
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Table 3. Stream Segments Proposed for Livestock Removal’
Allot. Special Status
No. SpeciesAcres Cond. Trend

12.0 Poor Static 7010 FIB/MS2

Stream Name

Claw Creek

Skull Creek

Buzzard Creek

Alder Creek

Bluebucket Cr.

Coleman Creek

Stinkingwater
Creek

Allot Miles

Claw Creek 2.30

Skull Creek 3.50

W.Warm Springs 1.50

Alder Creek 4.80

23.5 Poor

Poor

Poor

Static

Static

Static

Static

7030 RB

14.0 7002

15.0 5536 RB

Moff et Table

Alder Creek

1.05

4.35

3.0 Poor

Poor

5511 RB

24.0 Static 5536 RB

Dawson Butte 0.50 3.0 Poor Static 5524
Stinkingwater 1.25 5.0 Poor Static 5531
Mountain 0.50 3.0 Poor Static 5532

:Fi
RB

Static 5307 RB/MSSmyth Creek

Warm Sprgs Cr.

Smyth  Creek 2.30

Mountain 3.00
Texaco Basin 1 .oo

10.0 Poor

Poor
Poor

12.0
4.0

Downward 5532 RB
Static 5566 RB

‘This table pertains to Management Actions WL 6.1, SSS 2.1 (Table 2.12), WQ 1.4 and AH 1.2.
2RB indicates Redband  Trout, MS incidates Malheur Mottled Sculpin.
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Table 4. Riparian Areas Grazing Systems and Inventory

Several riparian pastures within the planning area have exhibited “speedy” riparian recovery with a short duration (less than 30 days)
early (prior to June 1) grazing system (see glossary for definition of “speedy” riparian recovery). However, in some instances an early
turn out riparian pasture or pastures within an allotment is not practical or may be cost prohibitive.

An effort has been made throughout the planning process to develop cost-effective (based on past funding and future projects)
strategies to meet the overall Bureau objective of 75 percent of all riparian areas in good or better condition by 1997 (Fish and Wildlife
2000, A Planforthe Future, 1987). Withtheseconstraints in mind, a 10 percent utilization levelfor riparianvegetation and a50 percent
utilization level of herbaceous riparian vegetation were established. These levels were intended for riparian areas which could not
fit into an early grazing system and would be independent of one another (i.e., if eitherwas reached, the livestock would be removed
from the pasture).

The 30 percent herbaceous upland vegetation utilization was arrived at from current utilization levels on upland vegetation within
some of the existing riparian pastures. It was felt that 30 percent utilization on upland herbaceousvegetation wasthe  most that would
be reached before one of the other utilization levels as reached in the riparian pasture. However, some improved riparian conditions
have been achieved with greater than 30 percent upland herbaceous vegetation utilization, therefore, the upland utilization levels
for any particular pasture will be consistent with upland utilization levels prescribed for the particular allotment.

Inventory
During the summers of 1979 and 1981, riparian inventories were conducted on streamside riparian habitat in the Riley and Drewsey
Planning Units, respectively. Two hundred pace toe pointtransects were run on sites representative of stream segments. Segments
were determined based on changes of overstory and understory dominant plants and, where possible, a change in potential. Data
collected included: vegetative species composition, shrub and tree canopy height and percent cover, slope, wildlife species present,
stream gradient, dominant and codominant overstory and understory species, and canopy distribution and potential. These datawere
used as they relate to potential to determine condition. This was not done on a straight percentage of potential basis because the
different components of riparian habitat have different degreesof importance for particular wildlife species. An example of this is the
the South Fork of the Malheur River. The herbaceous riparian vegetation is in good condition but tree and shrub components are
virtually absent. This streamside riparian was rated as fair overall.

Permanent photo trend points were established at each of these segments. These photos have been retaken periodically. The photos
along stream sections where management has changed to favor riparian have been taken more frequently than the photos at points
where conditions are not expected to change. The photos from these points are used to show visible change over time. Trend has
been established by this change over time.

Streams that currently have no condition or trend listed have no data and will be inventoried as funding becomes available. If these
areas do not meet the BLM definition of riparian they will be dropped from consideration.
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Table 5. Stream Segments Proposed for Immediate Grazing System Implementation

Stream Name Allot Miles Acres Cond. Trend
Ailot.
No.

Special Status
Species

Devine Creek

Silvies River

Landing Creek

Hay Creek

Silver Creek

Wickiup Creek

Mineral Canyon

Dairy Creek

Sawmill Creek

Rough Creek

Nicoll Creek Dry Lake

Emigrant Creek Emigrant Creek

Varien Creek Varien Canyon

Buzzard Creek W.Warm Springs

Bluebucket Cr. Moffet Table

Coleman Creek Alder Creek

Cottonwood Cr. Cottonwood Creek

M.F. Malheur
River

Paul Creek

Deep Creek

S.Fk.Malheur
River

Rattlesnake Cr.

Moffet Table

River

Riddle Mountain

Deep Creek

Venator
Stockade

Camp Harney

Unallotted

Silvies River
Silvies Meadow
Silvies Canyon

East Silvies
Landing Creek

Hay Creek

Packsaddle

Claw Creek

Dry Lake

Upper Valley

Packsaddle

Packsaddle

Claw Creek

Upper Valley

Claw Creek

3.00 12.0 Good

1.50 17.4 Fair
0.50 4.0 Fair
2.25 26.2 Fair

0.75 10.0 Fair
3.00 24.0 Fair

2.00 35.0 Fair

1.10 7.0 Good

0.45 32.0 Poor
2.00 15.2 Good
1.50 17.5 Good

1.10 7.0 Good

1.25 18.0 Good

0.60 1.0 Poor

1.20 8.2 Fair

0.75 3.0 Good

0.25 2.0 Good

0.75 15.0 Poor

0.75 3.0 Good

0.50 3.0 Good

0.40 1.0 Good

0.50 5.0 Poor

1.85 4.0 Fair

1.35 4.0 Fair

0.50 2.0 Fair
1.35 6.0 Fair

2.30 8.0 Fair

0.80 5.0 Fair

0.60 4.0 Fair

1.30 6.0 Good

1.25 6.0 Fair
1.35 4.0 Fair

2.70 16.0 Good

Static -

Static 7033
Static 7035
Static 7053

Down 7041
Down 7040

UP 7031

Static 7012

Upward 7010
Static 7010
Down 7009

Static 7011

Upward 7012

Upward 7012

Down 7010

Static 7011

Static 7010

Upward 7010

Static 7009

Static 7027

Static 7048

Upward 7002

Static 5511

Static 5536

Upward 5522
Static 5522

Downward 5511

Upward 5530

Upward 5310

Static 5330

Static 5205
Static 5206

Upward 5105

RBIMS

E
RB

RB
RB

RB

RB/MS

RBIMS
RBIMS
RBIMS

RB/MS

RB/MS

RBIMS

RBfMS

RBIMS

RBIMS

RBIMS

RBfMS

RB

-

-

RB

RB

RB
RB

RB

RB

RBIMS

RB/MS

RB
RB

RB
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Table 5. Stream Segments Proposed  for Immediate Grazing System Implementation (cont.)

Stream Name Allot Miles Acres Cond. Trend
Allot. Special Status
No. Species

Stinkingwater
Creek

Dawson Butte

Mountain

0.75 5.0 Fair Upward 5524

1 .oo 5.0 Fair Downward 5532
0.60 4.0 Good Static 5532

RB

Smyth Creek Smyth  Creek 0.40
1.50

2.0
5.0

Static 5307 RB/MS
Downward 5307 RB/MSFair

Riddle Creek Happy Valley 2.00 8.0 Fair
Riddle Mountain 1.20 5.0 Fair

Static 5309 RBlMS
Downward 5310 RB/MS

Riddle Coyote 3.30
Hamilton Ind. 2.50

12.0
10.0

12.0

Fair Downward 5329 RBIMS
Fair Downward 5327 RBIMS

Warm Sprgs Cr. Buck Mountain

Coffeepot Creek Camp Harney

Coyote Creek Riddle Mountain
Riddle Coyote

Little Pine Cr. Pine Creek

3.00 Poor ? 5537 RB

0.75 3.0 Fair Static 5105 RB/MS

6.0 Fair Improving 5310 RBIMS
7.0 Fair Static 5329 RB/MS

2.00
2.20

2.00 8.0 Fair Improving 5503 -

*This table pertains to Management Actions WL 6.2, SS 2.1 (Table 2.12),  WQ  1.5 and AH 1.3.
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Table 6. Stream Segments Proposed  for Case-by-Case Grazing System Implementation

Stream Name Allot Miles Acres Cond. Trend
Allot.
No.

Special Status
Species

Poison Creek

Landing Creek

Claw Creek

Beaver Cam Cr.

Coleman Creek

Lee Creek

Paul Creek

Silvies River

Flat Creek

Mountain Creek

Poison Creek

Lone Pine

Silvies Meadow

Upper Valley

Sawtooth (MNF)

Coleman Creek

Moff et Table

Silvies

Silvies

Silvies

Silvies

Poison Creek

0.25

0.25

0.25

0.30

0.25

0.30

0.30

0.20

0.40

0.50

0.25

0.25

1.0

5.0

4.0

1.0

1.0

1.0

2.0

1.0

2.0

5.0

2.0

3.0

Poor Static 7043

Poor Static 7035

Poor Down 7011

Fair Static 7051

Poor Static 5201

Poor Static 5511

Poor Static 5310

Fair ? 4143

Fair ? 4143

Fair Static 4143

Fair Static 4143

Fair Static 4040

RBIMS

RB

RBIMS

RB

RB

RB

RBIMS

RB

RB

RB

-

*This table pertains to Management Actions WL 6.3, SS 2.1 (Table 2.12).
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Table 7. Stream Segments Which Lack Sufficient Data for Grazing System Implementation

Stream Name Allot Miles Acres Cond.’ Trend
Allot

No.

Skull Creek

Emigrant Creek

Yellowjacket
Creek

Spring Creek

Ltl Muddy Cr.

Mahon Creek

Warm Sprgs.Cr.

Mule Creek

Riddle Creek

Newell Creek

Cow Creek

Mill Creek

Crane Creek

Dog Creek

East Creek

Prather Creek

Swamp Creek

Hotchkiss

Hay Creek
Sawtooth (MNF)

Hay Creek

Spring Creek

Little Muddy Cr.

Mahon Creek

Mill Gulch

Mule Creek

Unallotted
Dry Lake

Lamb Ranch FFR

Cow Creek

Camp Harney

Alder Creek

Silvies

East Creek-
Pine Hill

Prather Creek
Devine

Kiger
Smyth Creek

0.5

1 .oo
0.20

0.40

0.50

1.50

1.50

1.25

1.25

0.50
0.75

1.25

0.50

2.50

5.00

0.75

0.75

1.50
2.25

0.5
1.5

2.0

4.0
1.0

0.5

3.0

6.0

6.0

5.0

8.0

2.0
2.0

6.0

2.0

10.0

20.0

3.0

3.0

5.0
7.0

2.0
5.0

7032

7031
7051

7031

7029

5505

5534

5525

5515

5303

5571

5106

5105

5536

4143

4098

5102
5101

5308
5307

l Riparian condition and trend are unknown for these segments.
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Table 8. Actions Proposed in the Three Rivers Portion of the Burns District Wetlands HMP.

- Construct four islands in Dry Lake to improve nesting and loafing areas for waterfowl.

- Build a dam at Ryegrass Spring to create a brood pond.

- Construct five water spreading ditches at Ryegrass Spring to create meadow habitat for nesting and feeding wetland
species.

- Construct one-half mile of dikes with water control structures at Lake-on-the Trail to provide brood water throughout the
summer.

- Construct eight islands on Lake-on-the-Trail to provide increased opportunities for Canada goose nesting.

- Transplant a large variety of emergents around the lakeshore at Lake-on-the-Trail to provide good quality nesting habitat
for ducks.

- Construct a dike at West Chain Lake to provide year long water and 30 acres of nesting cover for wetland species.
Fence this area.

- Build a fence around unnamed Silver Lake Pond in T. 25 S., R. 28 E., Sec. 29 to provide good quality nesting cover.

- Inventory Nordell,  Sheep, Dry and Weaver Lakes to determine feasibility of improvements to provide year long water
and nesting cover.

- Implement actions to improve Silvies Valley wetlands for waterfowl as opportunities arise.
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Table 9. Allotment Management Summaries - Introduction

The following collection of summaries provides multiple-use information for each allotment in the Resource Area. Pertinent
information is organized in four general sections 1) Allotment Identification, 2) Grazing Administration, 3) Identified Resource
Conflicts/Concerns and Management Objectives, and 4) Constraints.

Allotment Identification - This section identifies each allotment by name and allotment number. The Selective Management
Category (M, I, C) is identified and acreage within the allotment is provided.

Grazing Administration Information - This section provides basic information on the grazing license and other forage demands
within the allotment including active preference, suspended nonuse,  total preference, exchange of use and average actual use (see
Glossary). The reader will also note that Carrying Capacity has been determined on 18 allotments through the monitoring and an
allotment evaluation process and uses a minimum of 3 years of monitoring data. Presentation of the evaluation results on these 18
allotments was distributed to the public in June of 1989 in the Riley Rangeland Program Summary Update. Note: Blanks under acres
or AUM’s  indicate the value of 0.

Identified Resource Conflicts/Concerns  and Management Objectives  - This section presents the major resource conflicts or
concerns that have been identified in each allotment through public input and interdisciplinary team interactions. For each conflict/
concern identified, management objective for its resolution has been developed. This section forms the basis for establishing or
revising Allotment Management Plans during the implementation of the RMP. This section also forms the basis for the direct
integration of other resource values into the allotment monitoring and evaluation process.

Constraints  -This section presents multiple-use constraints that may affect the nature and degree of change that can be imposed
on the allotment through rangeland improvements and other potential surface-disturbing actions.

Allotment Name: Poison Creek

Public Acres: 1,237

Allot. No.: 4040

Other Acres:

Mgmt. Category: C

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:
Suspended Nonuse:

Total Preference:

Average Actual Use:

Identified Resource Management
Conflicts/Concerns Objectives

Riparian or aquatic habitat is in Improve and maintain riparian or
less than good habitat aquatic habitat in good or better
condition. habitat condition.

Wetlands habitat in less than
satisfactory condition.

Current range condition, level or
pattern of utilization may be
unacceptable, or carrying capacity
(under current management practices)
may be exceeded.

Improve wetlands habitat condition to
satisfactory or better.

Maintain or improve rangeland condition
and productivity through a change in
management practices and/or reduction
in active use. (Note: Upon completion
of the Ecological Site Inventory on the
Three Rivers RA, ecological status
objectives will be developed.)

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

248
0

248

248

Deer:
Elk:

Antelope:

Horses:

Total:
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Table 9. Allotment Management Summaries (continued)

CONSTRAINTS

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.

Allotment Name: Hi Desert

Public Acres:

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:

Suspended Nonuse:

Total Preference:

Average Actual Use:

400

80

0

80

80

Allot. No.: 4096 Mgmt. Category:  C

Other Acres:

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Deer:

Elk:

Antelope:

Horses:

Total:

Identified Resource Management
Conflicts/Concerns Objectives

CONSTRAINTS

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.

Allotment Name: Trout Creek

Public Acres:

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:

Suspended Nonuse:

Total Preference:

Average Actual Use:

2,839

568

0

568

309

Allot. No.: 4097 Mgmt. Category:  I

Other Acres:

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Deer:

Elk:

Antelope:

Horses:

Total:
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Table 9. Allotment Management Summaries (continued)

Identified Resource Management
Conflicts/Concerns Objectives

Current range condition, level or
pattern of utilization may be
unacceptable, or carrying capacity
(under current management practices)
may be exceeded.

Maintain or improve rangeland condition
and productivity through a change in
management practices and/or reduction
in active use. (Note: Upon completion
of the Ecological Site Inventory on the
Three Rivers RA, ecological status
objectives will be developed.)

CONSTRAINTS

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.

Allotment Name: East Cr.-Pine Hill

Public Acres: 1,840

Allot. No.: 4098

Other Acres:

Mgmt. Category: M

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:

Suspended Nonuse:

Total Preference:

Average Actual Use:

Identified Resource Management
Conflicts/Concerns Objectives

Riparian or aquatic habitat is in
less than good habitat
condition.

Improve and maintain riparian or
aquatic habitat in good or better
habitat condition.

Water uality does not currently
meet D Q water quality standardsI!
for beneficial uses.

Im
pu ii.

rove surface water quality on
IIC lands to meet or exceed quality

standards for all beneficial uses as
established by the DEQ, where BLM
authorized actions are havin a

f!negative effect on water qua Ity.

Maintain or improve rangeland condition
and productivity through a change in
management practices and/or reduction
in active use. (Note: Upon completion
of the Ecological Site Inventory on the
Three Rivers RA, ecological status
objectives will be developed.)

Current range condition, level or
pattern of utilization may be
unacceptable, or carrying capacity
(under current management practices)
may be exceeded.

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

374

0

374

349

Deer:

Elk:

Antelope:

Horses:

Total:

CONSTRAINTS

Area influencing perennial water occurs within the allotment. Limit treatment of this area by mechanical or prescribed fire means to
less than 20 percent of area in any one year.

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spra
or communities in abundances necessary for their continue2

ing, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
existence and normal functioning.
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Table 9. Allotment Management Summaries (continued)

Allotment Name: Abraham’s Draw

Public Acres: 40

Allot. No.: 4126

Other Acres:

Mgmt. Category:  C

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:

Suspended Nonuse:

Total Preference:

Average Actual Use:

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Deer:

Elk:

Antelope:

Horses:

Total:

Identified Resource Management
Conflicts/Concerns Objectives

CONSTRAINTS

Ensurethat substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reducethevarietyof plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.

Allotment Name: White

Public Acres:

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:

Suspended Nonuse:

Total Preference:

Average Actual Use:

80

10

0

10

10

Allot. No.: 4138 Mgmt. Category:  C

Other Acres:

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Deer:

Elk:

Antelope:

Horses:

Total :

Identified Resource Management
Conflicts/Concerns Objectives

CONSTRAINTS

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.
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Table 9. Allotment  Management Summaries (continued)

Allotment Name: Silvies

Public Acres: 11,035

Allot. No.: 4143

Other Acres:

Mgmt. Category: M

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference: 2,500

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Deer: 75

Suspended Nonuse: 0

Total Preference: 2,500

Average Actual Use: 1,642

Elk:

Antelope:

Horses:

75

Identified Resource Management
Conflicts/Concerns Objectives

No forage allocations for elk use
in the allotment have been made.

Allocate forage to meet elk forage
demands.

Riparian or aquatic habitat is in
less than good habitat
condition.

Wetlands habitat in less than
satisfactory condition.

At this time, the following special
status species or its habitat is
known to exist within the allotment:
redband  trout, Allium campanulatum

Water quality does not currently
meet DEQ water quality standards
for beneficial uses.

Total:

Improve and maintain riparian or
aquatic habitat in good or better
habitat condition.

Improve wetlands habitat condition to
satisfactory or better.

Protect special status species or its
habitat from impact by BLM-authorized
actions.

Improve surface water quality on
public lands to meet or exceed quality
standards for all beneficial uses as
established by the DEQ, where BLM
authorized actions are having a
negative effect on water quality.

150

Current range condition, level or
pattern of utilization may be
unacceptable, or carrying capacity
(under current management practices)
may be exceeded.

Maintain or improve rangeland condition
and productivity through a change in
management practices and/or reduction
in active use. (Note: Upon completion
of the Ecological Site Inventory on the
Three Rivers RA, ecological status
objectives will be developed.)

CONSTRAINTS

Area influencing perennial water occurs within the allotment. Limit treatment of this area by mechanical or prescribed fire means to
less than 20 percent of area in any one year.

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.
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Table 9. Allotment Management Summaries (continued)

Allotment Name: King Mountain

Public Acres:

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:

Suspended Nonuse:

Total Preference:

Average Actual Use:

160

0

0

0

16

Allot. No.: 4160 Mgmt. Category:  C

Other Acres:

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Deer:

Elk:

Antelope:

Horses:

Total:

Identified Resource
Conflicts/Concerns

Unallotted  grazing area.

CONSTRAINTS

Management
Objectives

Issue temporary nonrenewable license unless allotted.

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reducethevarietyof plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.

Allotment Name: Harney-Crane

Public Acres: 480

Allot. No.: 5001

Other Acres:

Mgmt. Category:  C

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:

Suspended Nonuse:

Total Preference:

Average Actual Use:

Identified Resource Management
Conflicts/Concerns Objectives

At this time, the following special
status species or its habitat is
known to exist within the allotment:
Rorippa  columbiae,  long-billed curlew.

Protect special status species or its
habitat from impact by BLM-authorized
actions.

CONSTRAINTS

34

0

34

34

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Deer:

Elk:

Antelope:

Horses:

Total:

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.
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Table 9. Allotment Management Summaries (continued)

Allotment Name: Silvies Allot. No.: 4143 Mgmt. Category:  M

Public Acres: 11,035 Other Acres:

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs) Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Active Preference: 2,500 Deer: 75

Suspended Nonuse: 0

Total Preference: 2,500

Average Actual Use: 1,642

Elk:

Antelope:

Horses:

75

Identified Resource
Conflicts/Concerns

No forage allocations for elk use Allocate forage to meet elk forage
in the allotment have been made. demands.

Riparian or aquatic habitat is in
less than good habitat
condition.

Improve and maintain riparian or
aquatic habitat in good or better
habitat condition.

Wetlands habitat in less than
satisfactory condition.

At this time, the following special
status species or its habitat is
known to exist within the allotment:
redband  trout, Allium campanulatum

Water quality does not currently
meet DEQ water quality standards
for beneficial uses.

Current range condition, level or
pattern of utilization may be
unacceptable, or carrying capacity
(under current management practices)
may be exceeded.

Total:

Management
Objectives

Improve wetlands habitat condition to
satisfactory or better.

Protect special status species or its
habitat from impact by BLM-authorized
actions.

Improve surface water quality on
public lands to meet or exceed quality
standards for all beneficial uses as
established by the DEQ, where BLM
authorized actions are having a
negative effect on water quality.

Maintain or improve rangeland condition
and productivity through a change in
management practices and/or reduction
in active use. (Note: Upon completion
of the Ecological Site Inventory on the
Three Rivers RA, ecological status
objectives will be developed.)

150

CONSTRAINTS

Area influencing perennial water occurs within the allotment. Limit treatment of this area by mechanical or prescribed fire means to
less than 20 percent of area in any one year.

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.
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Table 9. Allotment Management Summaries (continued)

Allotment Name: Catterson Sec. 13

Public Acres: 160

Allot. No.: 5002

Other Acres:

Mgmt. Category: C

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:

Suspended Nonuse:

Total Preference:

Average Actual Use:

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Deer:

Elk:

Antelope:

Horses:

Total:

Identified Resource
Conflicts/Concerns

Management
Objectives

CONSTRAINTS

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.

Allotment Name: Malheur Slough

Public Acres: 799

Allot. No.: 5003

Other Acres:

Mgmt. Category: C

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:

Suspended Nonuse:

Total Preference:

Average Actual Use:

66

0

66

66

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Deer:

Elk:

Antelope:

Horses:

Total :

Identified Resource Management
Conflicts/Concerns Objectives

CONSTRAINTS

Ensurethat substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce thevarietyof plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.
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Table 9. Allotment Management Summaries (continued)

Allotment Name: Withers’ FFR

Public Acres: 190

Allot. No.: 5005

Other Acres:

Mgmt. Category:  C

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:

Suspended Nonuse:

Total Preference:

Average Actual Use:

22

0

22

22

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Deer:

Elk:

Antelope:

Horses:

Total:

Management
Objectives

Identified Resource
Conflicts/Concerns

CONSTRAINTS

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reducethe variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.

Allotment Name: Devine Ridge

Public Acres: 8,642

Allot. No.: 5101 Mgmt. Category: M

Other Acres: 1,914

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:

Suspended Nonuse:

Total Preference:

Exchange of Use:

Average Actual Use:

Identified Resource
Conflicts/Concerns

No forage allocations for elk use
in the allotment have been made.

At this time, the following special
status species or its habitat is
known to exist within the allotment:
sage grouse, redband  trout

1,307

0

1,307

44

993

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Deer:

Elk:

Antelope:

Horses:

Total:

Management
Objectives

Allocate forage to meet elk forage
demands.

Protect special status species or its
habitat from impact by BLM-authorized
actions.

43

16

1

60
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Table 9. Allotment Management Summaries (continued)

Water quality does not currently
meet DEQ water quality standards
for beneficial uses.

Improve surface water quality on
public lands to meet or exceed quality
standards for all beneficial uses as
established by the DEQ, where BLM
authorized actions are having a
negative effect on water quality.

Riparian or aquatic habitat is in
less than good habitat condition.

Improve and maintain riparian or
aquatic habitat in good or better
habitat condition.

Current range condition, level or
pattern of utilization may be
unacceptable, or carrying capacity
(under current management practices)
may be exceeded.

Maintain or improve rangeland condition
and productivity through a change in
management practices and/or reduction
in active use. (Note: Upon completion
of the Ecological Site Inventory on the
Three Rivers RA, ecological status
Conditon objectives will be developed.)

CONSTRAINTS

Area influencing perennial water occurs within the allotment. Limit treatment of this area by mechanical or prescribed fire means to
less than 20 percent of area in any one year.

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.

Deer winter range occurs in allotment. Vegetation conversions must be limited to less than 400 acres in size. Maintain browse on
at least 85 percent of the winter range currently supporting browse.

Allotment Name: Prather Creek

Public Acres: 1,025

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:

Suspended Nonuse:

Total Preference:

Average Actual Use:

41

13

54

76

Identified Resource Management
Conflicts/Concerns Objectives

Water quality does not currently
meet DEQ water quality standards
for beneficial uses.

Improve surface water quality on
public lands to meet or exceed quality
standards for all beneficial uses as
established by the DEQ, where BLM
authorized actions are having a
negative effect on water quality.

Allot. No.: 5102 Mgmt. Category: M

Other Acres: 763

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Deer: 8

Elk:

Antelope:

Horses:

Total:
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Table 9. Allotment Management Summaries (continued)

Riparian or aquatic habitat is in Improve and maintain riparian or
less than good habitat aquatic habitat in good or better
condition. habitat condition.

At this time, the following special
status species or its habitat is
known to exist within the allotment:
sage grouse, redband  trout

Protect special status species or its
habitat from impact by BLM-authorized
actions.

CONSTRAINTS

Area influencing perennial water occurs within the allotment. Limit treatment of this area by mechanical or prescribed fire means to
less than 20 percent of area in any one year.

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.

Deer winter range occurs in allotment. Vegetation conversions must be limited to less than 400 acres in size. Maintain browse on
at least 85 percent of the winter range currently supporting browse.

Allotment Name: Lime KilnlSec. 30 Allot. No.: 5103 Mgmt. Category: M

Public Acres: 3,314 Other Acres: 141

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:

Suspended Nonuse:

Total Preference:

Average Actual Use:

Identified Resource Management
Conflicts/Concerns Objectives

Current range condition, level or
pattern of utilization may be
unacceptable, or carrying capacity
(under current management practices)
may be exceeded.

Maintain or improve rangeland condition
and productivity through a change in
management practices and/or reduction
in active use. (Note: Upon completion
of the Ecological Site Inventory on the
Three Rivers RA, ecological status
objectives will be developed.)

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

224

161

385

193

Deer:

Elk:

Antelope:

Horses:

Total:

CONSTRAINTS

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.

Deer winter range occurs in allotment. Vegetation conversions must be limited to less than 400 acres in size. Maintain browse on
at least 85 percent of the winter range currently supporting browse.
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Table 9. Allotment Management Summaries (continued)

Allotment Name: Soldier Creek

Public Acres: 2,673

Allot. No.: 5104 Mgmt. Category: M

Other Acres: 2,290

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:

Suspended Nonuse:

Total Preference:

Exchange of Use:

Average Actual Use:

Identified Resource Management
Conflicts/Concerns Objectives

No forage allocations for elk use
in the allotment have been made.

At this time, the following special
status species or its habitat is
known to exist within the allotment:
sage grouse

Current range condition, level or
pattern of utilization may be
unacceptable, or carrying capacity
(under current management practices)
may be exceeded.

Allocate forage to meet elk forage
demands.

Protect special status species or its
habitat from impact by BLM-authorized
actions.

Maintain or improve rangeland condition
and productivity through a change in
management practices and/or reduction
in active use. (Note: Upon completion
of the Ecological Site Inventory on the
Three Rivers RA, ecological status
objectives will be developed.)

CONSTRAINTS

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

102 Deer:

98 Elk:

200 Antelope:

163 Horses:

275 Total:

15

8

1

24

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reducethevarietyof plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.

Deer winter range occurs in allotment. Vegetation conversions must be limited to less than 400 acres in size. Maintain browse on
at least 85 percent of the winter range currently supporting browse.
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Table 9. Allotment Management Summaries (continued)

Allotment Name: Camp Harney Allot. No.: 5105 Mgmt. Category:  I

Public Acres: 13,423 Other Acres: 3,342

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs) ther Forage Demands (AUMs)

Active Preference:

Suspended Nonuse:

Total Preference:

Average Actual Use:

953

639

1,592

973

Deer:

Elk:

Antelope:

Horses:

Identified Resource Management
Conflicts/Concerns Objectives

Water quality does not currently
meet DEQ water quality standards
for beneficial uses.

Improve surface water quality on
public lands to meet or exceed quality
standards for all beneficial uses as
established by the DEQ, where BLM
authorized actions are having a
negative effect on water quality.

Active erosion occurs in the
allotment.

No forage allocations for elk use
in the allotment have been made.

Riparian or aquatic habitat is in Improve and maintain riparian or
less than good habitat aquatic habitat in good or better
condition. habitat condition.

At this time, the following special
status species or its habitat is
known to exist within the allotment:
sage grouse, bald eagle, redband
trout, Malheur mottled sculpin

Protect special status species or its
habitat from impact by BLM-authorized
actions.

Total: 125

Improve and maintain erosion condition
in moderate or better erosion condition.

Allocate forage to meet elk forage
demands.

71

52

2

CONSTRAINTS

Species officially listed as Threatened or Endangered under the Endangered Species Act and/or their critical habitat occur within
the allotment. Consult with USFWS on all actions which may affect the species and mitigate all management practices to avoid
adversely affecting the species.

Area influencing perennial water occurs within the allotment. Limit treatment of this area by mechanical or prescribed fire means to
less than 20 percent of area in any one year.

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.

Deer winter range occurs in allotment. Vegetation conversions must be limited to less than 400 acres in size. Maintain browse on
at least 85 percent of the winter range currently supporting browse.
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Table 9. Allotment Management Summaries (continued)

Allotment Name: Cow Creek

Public Acres: 2,024

Allot. No.: 5106 Mgmt. Category: I

Other Acres: 2,009

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:

Suspended Nonuse:

Total Preference:

Exchange of Use:

Average Actual Use:

Identified Resource
Conflicts/Concerns

Water quality does not currently
meet DEQ water quality standards
for beneficial uses.

No forage allocations for elk use
in the allotment have been made.

Riparian or aquatic habitat is in
less than good habitat
condition.

At this time, the following special
status species or its habitat is
known to exist within the allotment:
sage grouse

Current range condition, level or
pattern of utilization may be
unacceptable, or carrying capacity
(under current management practices)
may be exceeded.

CONSTRAINTS

230

0

230

240

359

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Deer:

Elk:

Antelope:

Horses:

Total:

8

12

1

21

Management
Objectives

Improve surface water quality on
public lands to meet or exceed quality
standards for all beneficial uses as
established by the DEQ, where BLM
authorized actions are having a
negative effect on water quality.

Allocate forage to meet elk forage
demands.

Improve and maintain riparian or
aquatic habitat in good or better
habitat condition.

Protect special status species or its
habitat from impact by BLM-authorized
actions.

Maintain or improve rangeland condition
and productivity through a change in
management practices and/or reduction
in active use. (Note: Upon completion
of the Ecological Site Inventory on the
Three Rivers RA, ecological status
objectives will be developed.)

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.

Area influencing perennial water occurs within the allotment. Limit treatment of this area by mechanical or prescribed fire means to
less than 20 percent of area in any one year.

Deer winter range occurs in allotment. Vegetation conversions must be limited to less than 400 acres in size. Maintain browse on
at least 85 percent of the winter range currently supporting browse.
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Table 9. Allotment Management Summaries (continued)

Allotment Name: Manning Field

Public Acres: 120

Allot. No.: 5107

Other Acres:

Mgmt. Category: C

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Active Preference: 10 Deer: 2

Suspended Nonuse:

Total Preference:

Average Actual Use:

0

10

10

Elk:

Antelope:

Horses:

Total:

Identified Resource Management
Conflicts/Concerns Objectives

CONSTRAINTS

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.

Allotment Name: Purdy FFR

Public Acres:

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:

Suspended Nonuse:

Total Preference:

Average Actual Use:

104

15

0

15

15

Allot. No.: 5109 Mgmt. Category: C

Other Acres:

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Deer:

Elk:

Antelope:

Horses:

Total:

Identified Resource Management
Conflicts/Concerns Objectives

CONSTRAINTS

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.
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Table 9. Allotment Management Summaries (continued)

Allotment Name: Reed FFR Allot. No.: 5110

Public Acres: 255 Other Acres:

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Active Preference: 18 Deer:

Suspended Nonuse: 0 Elk:

Total Preference: 18 Antelope:

Average Actual Use: 18 Horses:

Total:

Mgmt. Category: C

Identified Resource Management
Conflicts/Concerns Objectives

CONSTRAINTS

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.

Allotment Name: Temple FFR

Public Acres:

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)’

Active Preference:

350

28

Allot. No.: 5111 Mgmt. Category: C

Other Acres:

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Deer:

Suspended Nonuse: 0

Total Preference: 28

Average Actual Use: 28

Elk:

Antelope:

Horses:

Total:

Identified Resource Management
Conflicts/Concerns Objectives

CONSTRAINTS

Ensurethat substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reducethe variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.
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Table 9. Allotment Management Summaries (continued)

Allotment Name: Smith FFR

Public Acres: 120

Allot. No.: 5112

Other Acres:

Mgmt. Category: C

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:

Suspended Nonuse:

Total Preference:

Average Actual Use:

15

0

15

15

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Deer:

Elk:

Antelope:

Horses:

Total:

Identified Resource
Conflicts/Concerns

Management
Objectives

CONSTRAINTS

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.

Allotment Name: Rattlesnake  FFR

Public Acres: 60

Allot. No.: 5113

Other Acres:

Mgmt. Category:  C

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference: 0

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Deer:

Suspended Nonuse: 0

Total Preference: 0

Average Actual Use: 6

Elk:

Antelope:

Horses:

Total:

Identified Resource
Conflicts/Concerns

Unallotted grazing area.
.

CONSTRAINTS

Management
Objectives

Issue temporary nonrenewable license unless allotted.

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.
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Table 9. Allotment Management Summaries (continued)

Allotment Name: Coleman Creek

Public Acres: 2,766

Allot. No.: 5201

Other Acres:

Mgmt. Category: M

3,133

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference: 424

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Deer: 9

Suspended Nonuse: 101 Elk:

Total Preference: 525 Antelope:

Average Actual Use: 248 Horses:

12

1

Total : 22

Identified Resource Management
Conflicts/Concerns Objectives

Water quality does not currently
meet DEQ water quality standards
for beneficial uses.

No forage allocations for elk use Allocate forage to meet elk forage
in the allotment have been made. demands.

Riparian or aquatic habitat is in Improve and maintain riparian or
less than good habitat aquatic habitat in good or better
condition. habitat condition.

At this time, the following special
status species or its habitat is
known to exist within the allotment:
sage grouse, redband  trout

Current range condition, level or
pattern of utilization may be
unacceptable, or carrying capacity
(under current management practices)
may be exceeded.

Improve surface water quality on
public lands to meet or exceed quality
standards for all beneficial uses as
established by the DEQ, where BLM
authorized actions are having a
negative effect on water quality.

Protect special status species or its
habitat from impact by BLM-authorized
actions.

Maintain or improve rangeland condition
and productivity through a change in
management practices and/or reduction
in active use. (Note: Upon completion
of the Ecological Site Inventory on the
Three Rivers RA, ecological status
objectives will be developed.)

CONSTRAINTS

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.

Area influencing perennial water occurs within the allotment. Limit treatment of this area by mechanical or prescribed fire means to
less than 20 percent of area in any one year.

Deer winter range occurs in allotment. Vegetation conversions must be limited to less than 400 acres in size. Maintain browse on
at least 85 percent of the winter range currently supporting browse.
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Table 9. Allotment Management Summaries (continued)

Allotment Name: Hunter

Public Acres:

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:

2,778

453

Allot. No.: 5202 Mgmt. Category: M

Other Acres: 3,m

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Deer: 10

Suspended Nonuse: 0 Elk:

Total Preference: 453 Antelope:

Exchange of Use: 56 Horses:

Average Actual Use: 405 Total :

12

1

23

Identified Resource Management
Conflicts/Concerns Objectives

No forage allocations for elk use Allocate forage to meet elk forage
in the allotment have been made. demands.

CONSTRAINTS

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.

Deer winter range occurs in allotment. Vegetation conversions must be limited to less than 400 acres in size. Maintain browse on
at least 85 percent of the winter range currently supporting browse.

Allotment Name: Catterson

Public Acres: 640

Allot. No.: 5203 Mgmt. Category: C

Other Acres: 640

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:

Suspended Nonuse:

Total Preference:

Average Actual Use:

125

0

125

125

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Deer:

Elk:

Antelope:

Horses:

Total:

3

12

1

16

Identified Resource Management
Conflicts/Concerns Objectives

No forage allocations for elk use Allocate forage to meet elk forage
in the allotment have been made. demands.
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Table 9. Allotment Management Summaries (continued)

CONSTRAINTS

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.

Deer winter range occurs in allotment. Vegetation conversions must be limited to less than 400 acres in size. Maintain browse on
at least 85 percent of the winter range currently supporting browse.

Allotment Name: Slocum

Public Acres: 1,912

Allot. No.: 5204 Mgmt. Category: M

Other Acres: 3,593

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:

Suspended Nonuse:

Total Preference:

Exchange of Use:

Average Actual Use:

300

0

300

560

487

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Deer:

Elk:

Antelope:

Horses:

Total:

3

12

1

16

Identified Resource Management
Conflicts/Concerns Objectives

No forage allocations for elk use Allocate forage to meet elk forage
in the allotment have been made. demands.

CONSTRAINTS

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.

Deer winter range occurs in allotment. Vegetation conversions must be limited to less than 400 acres in size. Maintain browse on
at least 85 percent of the winter range currently supporting browse.

Allotment Name: Venator

Public Acres:

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:

2,589

0

320

Allot. No.: 5205 Mgmt. Category: M

Other Acres: 4,942

ther Forage Demands (AUMs)

Deer: 3

Suspended Nonuse: 0 Elk:

Total Preference: 320 Antelope: 1

Exchange of Use: 480 Horses:

Average Actual Use: 655 Total: 4
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Table 9. Allotment Management Summaries (continued)

Identified Resource Management
Conflicts/Concerns Objectives

Water quality does not currently Improve surface water quality on
meet DEQ water quality standards
for beneficial uses.

public lands to meet or exceed quality
standards for all beneficial uses as
established by the DEQ, where BLM
authorized actions are having a
negative effect on water quality.

Riparian or aquatic habitat is in
less than good habitat
condition.

Improve and maintain riparian or
aquatic habitat in good or better
habitat condition.

At this time, the following special
status species or its habitat is
known to exist within the allotment:
redband  trout

Protect special status species or its
habitat from impact by BLM-authorized
actions.

Current range condition, level or
pattern of utilization may be
unacceptable, or carrying capacity
(under current management practices)
may be exceeded.

Maintain or improve rangeland condition
and productivity through a change in
management practices and/or reduction
in active use. (Note: Upon completion
of the Ecological Site Inventory on the
Three Rivers RA, ecological status
objectives will be developed.)

CONSTRAINTS

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.

Area influencing perennial water occurs within the allotment. Limit treatment of this area by mechanical or prescribed fire means to
less than 20 percent of area in any one year.

Deer winter range occurs in allotment. Vegetation conversions must be limited to less than 400 acres in size. Maintain browse on
at least 85 percent of the winter range currently supporting browse.

Allotment Name: Stockade FFR

Public Acres:

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:

Suspended Nonuse:

Total Preference:

Average Actual Use:

1,041

162

0

162

162

Allot. No.: 5206 Mgmt. Category: M

Other Acres:

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Deer:

Elk:

Antelope:

Horses:

Total:

Appendix l-42



Table 9. Allotment Management Summaries (continued)

Identified Resource
Conflicts/Concerns

Water quality does not currently
meet DEQ water quality standards
for beneficial uses.

Management
Objectives

Improve surface water quality on
public lands to meet or exceed quality
standards for all beneficial uses as
established by the DEQ, where BLM
authorized actions are having a
negative effect on water quality.

Riparian or aquatic habitat is in Improve and maintain riparian or
less than good habitat aquatic habitat in good or better
condition. habitat condition.

At this time, the following special
status species or its habitat is
known to exist within the allotment:
redband  trout

Protect special status species or its
habitat from impact by BLM-authorized
actions.

CONSTRAINTS

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.

Area influencing perennial water occurs within the allotment. Limittreatment of this area by mechanical or prescribed fire means to
less than 20 percent of area in any one year.

Allotment Name: Coyote Creek

Public Acres:

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:

Suspended Nonuse:

Total Preference:

Average Actual Use:

1 ,oTI

110

14

124

144

Allot. No.: 5207 Mgmt. Category: M

Other Acres: 100

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Deer: 5

Elk:

Antelope: 1

Horses:

Total: 6

Identified Resource
Conflicts/Concerns

Management
Objectives

CONSTRAINTS

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.

Deer winter range occurs in allotment. Vegetation conversions must be limited to less than 400 acres in size. Maintain browse on
at least 85 percent of the winter range currently supporting browse.
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Table 9. Allotment Management Summaries (continued)

Allotment Name: Emmerson

Public Acres: 1,850

Allot. No.: 5208 Mgmt. Category: M

Other Acres: 1,667

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:

Suspended Nonuse:

Total Preference:

258

0

258

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Deer:

Elk:

Antelope:

17

Exchange of Use: 147 Horses:

Average Actual Use: 346 Total: 17

Identified Resource Management
Conflicts/Concerns Objectives

CONSTRAINTS

Ensurethat substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reducethe variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.

Deer winter range occurs in allotment. Vegetation conversions must be limited to less than 400 acres in size. Maintain browse on

Allotment Name: Crane Allot. No.: 5209 Mgmt. Category: M

Public Acres: 1,935 Other Acres: 2,766

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:

Suspended Nonuse:

Total Preference:

Exchange of Use:

Average Actual Use:

236

0

236

113

376

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Deer:

Elk:

Antelope:

Horses:

Total:

Identified Resource Management
Conflicts/Concerns Objectives

CONSTRAINTS

Ensurethat substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.

Deer winter range occurs in allotment. Vegetation conversions must be limited to less than 400 acres in size. Maintain browse on
at least 85 percent of the winter range currently supporting browse.

Appendix l-44



Table 9. Allotment Management Summaries (continued)

Allotment Name: Beckley Home Allot. No.: 5211

Public Acres: 1,814 Other Acres:

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Active Preference: 113 Deer:

Mgmt. Category: C

1,811

3

Suspended Nonuse: 0

Total Preference: 113

Average Actual Use: 113

Elk:

Antelope:

Horses:

Total:

Identified Resource
Conflicts/Concerns

Management
Objectives

CONSTRAINTS

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.

Deer winter range occurs in allotment. Vegetation conversions must be limited to less than 400 acres in size. Maintain browse on
at least 85 percent of the winter range currently supporting browse.

Allotment Name: Mahon Ranch

Public Acres: 4,577

Allot. No.: 5212

Other Acres:

Mgmt. Category: M

5,244

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:

Suspended Nonuse:

Total Preference:

Average Actual Use:

329

0

329

313

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Deer:

Elk:

Antelope:

Horses:

Total :

Identified Resource Management
Conflicts/Concerns Objectives

CONSTRAINTS

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.

Deer winter range occurs in allotment. Vegetation conversions must be limited to less than 400 acres in size. Maintain browse on
at least 85 percent of the winter range currently supporting browse.
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Table 9. Allotment Management Summaries (continued)

Allotment Name: Beaver Creek

Public Acres: 8,812

Allot. No.: 5213 Mgmt. Category:  M

Other Acres: 6,789

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:

Suspended Nonuse:

Total Preference:

Exchange of Use:

Average Actual Use:

Identified Resource
Conflicts/Concerns

At this time, the following special
status species or its habitat is
known to exist within the allotment:
sage grouse

CONSTRAINTS

1,018

206

1,224

970

1,474

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Deer:

Elk:

Antelope:

Horses:

Total:

Management
Objectives

Protect special status species or its
habitat from impact by BLM-authorized
actions.

9

3

12

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.

Deer winter range occurs in allotment. Vegetation conversions must be limited to less than 400 acres in size. Maintain browse on
at least 85 percent of the winter range currently supporting browse.

Allotment Name: Hamilton

Public Acres: 2,437

Allot. No.: 5214 Mgmt. Category: I

Other Acres: 1,320

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:

Suspended Nonuse:

Total Preference:

Exchange of Use:

Average Actual Use:

245

0

245

245

722

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Deer:

Elk:

Antelope:

Horses:

Total:
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Table 9. Allotment Management Summaries (continued)

Identified Resource
Conflicts/Concerns

Current range condition, level or
pattern of utilization may be
unacceptable, or carrying capacity
(under current management practices)
may be exceeded.

Management
Objectives

Maintain or improve rangeland condition
and productivity through a change in
management practices and/or reduction
in active use. (Note: Upon completion
of the Ecological Site Inventory on the
Three Rivers RA, ecological status
objectives will be developed.)

CONSTRAINTS

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.

Deer winter range occurs in allotment. Vegetation conversions must be limited to less than 400 acres in size. Maintain browse on
at least 85 percent of the winter range currently supporting browse.

Allotment Name: Davies

Public Acres: 3,442

Allot. No.: 5215 Mgmt. Category: I

Other Acres: 3,500

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:

Suspended Nonuse:

Total Preference:

Exchange of Use:

Average Actual Use:

Identified Resource Management
Conflicts/Concerns Objectives

Current range condition, level or
pattern of utilization may be
unacceptable, or carrying capacity
(under current management practices)
may be exceeded.

Maintain or improve rangeland condition
and productivity through a change in
management practices and/or reduction
in active use. (Note: Upon completion
of the Ecological Site Inventory on the
Three Rivers RA, ecological status
objectives will be developed.)

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

253 Deer:

0 Elk:

253 Antelope:

234 Horses:

451 Total:

CONSTRAINTS

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.

Deer winter range occurs in allotment. Vegetation conversions must be limited to less than 400 acres in size. Maintain browse on
at least 85 percent of the winter range currently supporting browse.
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Table 9. Allotment Management Summaries (continued)

Allotment Name: Quier FFR

Public Acres:

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:

Suspended Nonuse:

Total Preference:

Average Actual Use:

150

0

0

0

5

Allot. No.: 5216 Mgmt. Category:  C

Other Acres:

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Deer:

Elk:

Antelope:

Horses:

Total:

Identified Resource Management
Conflicts/Concerns Objectives

Unallotted grazing area. Issue temporary nonrenewable license unless allotted.

CONSTRAINTS

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.

Allotment Name: Thompson FFR

Public Acres: 471

Allot. No.: 5217

Other Acres:

Mgmt. Category:  C

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:

Suspended Nonuse:

Total Preference:

Average Actual Use:

77

0

77

54

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Deer:

Elk:

Antelope:

Horses:

Total:

Identified Resource Management
Conflicts/Concerns Objectives

CONSTRAINTS

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.

Appendix l-48



Table 9. Allotment Management Summaries (continued)

Allotment Name: Bennett FFR

Public Acres:

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:

320

18

Allot. No.: 5218

Other Acres:

Deer:

Mgmt. Category:  C

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Suspended Nonuse: 0 Elk:

Total Preference: 18 Antelope:

Average Actual Use: 18 Horses:

Total:

Identified Resource
Conflicts/Concerns

Management
Objectives

CONSTRAINTS

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.

Deer winter range occurs in allotment. Vegetation conversions must be limited to less than 400 acres in size. Maintain browse on
at least 85 percent of the winter range currently supporting browse.

Allotment Name: Hamilton FFR

Public Acres: 120

Allot. No. : 5219

Other Acres:

Mgmt. Category:  C

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:

Suspended Nonuse:

Total Preference:

Average Actual Use:

19

0

19

19

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Deer:

Elk:

Antelope:

Horses:

Total:

Identified Resource Management
Conflicts/Concerns Objectives

CONSTRAINTS

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.
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Table 9. Allotment Management Summaries (continued)

Allotment Name: Princeton

Public Acres: 17,528

Allot. No.: 5301 Mgmt. Category:  M

Other Acres: 4,260

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:

Suspended Nonuse:

Total Preference:

Exchange of Use:

Average Actual Use:

Identified Resource
Conflicts/Concerns

At this time, the following special
status species or its habitat is
known to exist within the allotment:
long-billed curlew, Rorippa
columbiae

CONSTRAINTS

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.

Deer winter range occurs in allotment. Vegetation conversions must be limited to less than 400 acres in size. Maintain browse on
at least 85 percent of the winter range currently supporting browse.

2,532

0

2,532

124

5,515

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Deer:

Elk:

Antelope:

Horses:

Total:

Management
Objectives

Protect special status species or its
habitat from impact by BLM-authorized
actions.

6

5

11

Allotment Name: Big Bird

Public Acres: 2,567

Allot. No. : 5302 Mgmt. Category:  M

Other Acres: 418

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:

Suspended Nonuse:

Total Preference:

Average Actual Use:

418

0

418

947

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Deer:

Elk:

Antelope:

Horses:

Total:
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Table 9. Allotment Management Summaries (continued)

identified Resource
Conflicts/Concerns

Management
Objectives

At this time, the following special
status species or its habitat is
known to exist within the allotment:

Protect special status species or its
habitat from impact by BLM-authorized
actions.

long-billed curlew

CONSTRAINTS

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.

Allotment Name: Dry Lake

Public Acres: 37,949

Allot. No.: 5303

Other Acres:

Mgmt. Category: M

5,848

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:

Suspended Nonuse:

Total Preference:

Average Actual Use:

identified Resource
Conflicts/Concerns

Wetlands habitat in less than
satisfactory condition.

Playa habitat occurs in the
allotment.

At this time, the following special
status species or its habitat is
known to exist within the allotment:
long-billed curlew, Ferruginous hawk,
redband  trout

CONSTRAINTS

5,228

0

5,228

11,421

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Deer:

Elk:

Antelope:

Horses:

Total:

Management
Objectives

Improve wetlands habitat condition to
satisfactory or better.

Incorporate playa management objectives
into allotment management as such
objectives are developed.

Protect special status species or its
habitat from impact by BLM-authorized
actions.

37

5

42

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.

Deer winter range occurs in allotment. Vegetation conversions must be limited to less than 400 acres in size. Maintain browse on
at least 85 percent of the winter range currently supporting browse.
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Table 9. Allotment Management Summaries (continued)

Allotment Name: Crow’s Nest

Public Acres: 2,921

Allot. No.: 5305

Other Acres:

Mgmt. Category: M

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs) Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Active Preference: 0 Deer: 2

Suspended Nonuse: 0 Elk:

Total Preference: 0 Antelope: 4

Average Actual Use: 1,307 Horses:

Total: 6

Identified Resource Management
Conflicts/Concerns Objectives

At this time, the following special Protect special status species or its
status species or its habitat is habitat from impact by BLM-authorized
known to exist within the allotment: actions.
long-billed curlew

CONSTRAINTS

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.

Allotment Name: Rocky Ford

Public Acres: 4,457

Allot. No.: 5306

Other Acres:

Mgmt. Category:  M

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:

Suspended Nonuse:

Total Preference:

Average Actual Use:

Identified Resource
Conflicts/Concerns

At this time,. the following special
status species or its habitat is
known to exist within the allotment:
long-billed curlew, Ferruginous hawk

CONSTRAINTS

900

0

900

1,607

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Deer:

Elk:

Antelope:

Horses:

Total :

Management
Objectives

Protect special status species or its
habitat from impact by BLM-authorized
actions.

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.
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Table 9. Allotment Management Summaries (continued)

Allotment Name: Smyth Creek

Public Acres: 20,417

Allot. No.: 5307

Other Acres:

Mgmt. Category: I

3,622

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs) Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Active Preference: 1,919 Deer: 61

Suspended Nonuse: 0 Elk: 104

Total Preference: 1,919 Antelope: 5

Average Actual Use:

Identified Resource
Conflicts/Concerns

Water quality does not currently
meet DEQ water quality standards
for beneficial uses.

Limiting big game habitat in Improve and maintain big game habitat
unsatisfactory habitat condition. in satisfactory habitat condition.

No forage allocations for elk use
in the allotment have been made.

Allocate forage to meet elk forage
demands.

Riparian or aquatic habitat is in
less than good habitat
condition.

Playa habitat occurs in the
allotment.

The Kiger Mustang Area of Critical
Environmental concern occurs within
allotment.

The allotment contains all or a
portion of the Kiger Wild
Horse Herd Management Area.

At this time, the following special
status species or its habitat is
known to exist within the allotment:
sage grouse, redband  trout, Malheur
mottled sculpin

Horses:

Total:

Management
Objectives

Improve surface water quality on
public lands to meet or exceed quality
standards for all beneficial uses as
established by the DEQ, where BLM
authorized actions are having a
negative effect on water quality.

Improve and maintain riparian or
aquatic habitat in good or better
habitat condition.

Incorporate playa management objectives
into allotment management as such
objectives are developed.

Adjust allotment management including
levels and areas of authorized use,
seasons of use and grazing system as
required by ACEC Management Plan.

Maintain healthy populations of wild
horses and burros at appropriate
management levels which will achieve
a thriving natural ecological balance.

Protect special status species or its
habitat from impact by BLM-authorized
actions.
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Table 9. Allotment Management Summaries (continued)

Current range condition, level or
pattern of utilization may be
unacceptable, or carrying capacity
(under current management practices)
may be exceeded.

Maintain or improve rangeland condition
and productivity through a change in
management practices and/or reduction
in active use. (Note: Upon completion
of the Ecological Site Inventory on the
Three Rivers RA, ecological status
objectives will be developed.)

CONSTRAINTS

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.

Area influencing perennial water occurs within the allotment. Limit
treatment of this area by mechanical or prescribed fire means to less than
20 percent of area in any one year.

Deer winter range occurs in allotment. Vegetation conversions must be limited to less than 400 acres in size. Maintain browse on
at least 85 percent of the winter ra nge currently supporting browse.

Allotment Name: Kiger

Public Acres: 8,720

Allot. No.: 5308

Other Acres:

Mgmt. Category: I

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:

Suspended Nonuse:

Total Preference:

Exchange of Use:

Average Actual Use:

856

0

856

215

1,100

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Deer:

Elk:

Antelope:

Horses:

Total:

26

36

2

360

424

Identified Resource Management
Conflicts/Concerns Objectives

The allotment contains all or a
portion of the Kiger Wild
Horse Herd Management Area.

Maintain healthy populations of wild
horses and burros at appropriate
management levels which will achieve
a thriving natural ecological balance.

No forage allocations for elk use
in the allotment have been made.

At this time, the following special
status species or its habitat is
known to exist within the allotment:
sage grouse

The Kiger Mustang Area of Critical
Environmental Concern occurs within
allotment.

Allocate forage to meet elk forage
demands.

Protect special status species or its
habitat from impact by BLM-authorized
actions.

Adjust allotment management including
levels and areas of authorized use,
seasons of use and grazing system as
required by ACEC Management Plan.
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Table 9. Allotment Management Summaries (continued)

Current range condition, level or
pattern of utilization may be
unacceptable, or carrying capacity
(under current management practices)
may be exceeded.

Maintain or improve rangeland condition
and productivity through a change in
management practices and/or reduction
in active use. (Note: Upon completion
of the Ecological Site Inventory on the
Three Rivers RA, ecological status
objectives will be developed.)

CONSTRAINTS

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.

Deer winter range occurs in allotment. Vegetation conversions must be limited to less than 400 acres in size. Maintain browse on
at least 85 percent of the winter range currently supporting browse.

Allotment Name: Happy Valley Allot. No.: 5309 Mgmt. Category: M

Public Acres: 17,356 Other Acres: 560

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs) Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Active Preference: 2,107 Deer: 25

Suspended Nonuse: 291 Elk: 88

Total Preference: 2,398 Antelope: 4

Exchange of Use: 52 Horses: 132

Average Actual Use: 2,146 Total: 117

Identified Resource
Conflicts/Concerns

Water quality does not currently
meet DEQ water quality standards
for beneficial uses.

Management
Objectives

improve surface water quality on
public lands to meet or exceed quality
standards for all beneficial uses as
established by the DEQ, where BLM
authorized actions are having a
negative effect on water quality.

No forage allocations for elk use Allocate forage to meet elk forage
in the allotment have been made. demands.

At this time, the following special
status species or its habitat is
known to exist within the allotment:
long-billed curlew, Ferruginous
hawk, redband  trout, Malheur mottled
sculpin

Protect special status species or its
habitat from impact by BLM-authorized
actions.

Riparian or aquatic habitat is in
less than good habitat
condition.

Improve and maintain riparian or
aquatic habitat in good or better
habitat condition.
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Table 9. Allotment Management Summaries (continued)

The Kiger Mustang Area of Critical
Environmental Concern occurs within
allotment.

Adjust allotment management including
levels and areas of authorized use,
seasons of use and grazing system as
required by ACEC Management Plan.

The allotment contains all or a
portion of the Kiger Wild
Horse Herd Management Area.

Maintain healthy populations of wild
horses and burros at appropriate
management levels which will achieve
a thriving natural ecological balance.

CONSTRAINTS

Ensurethat substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reducethe variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.

Area influencing perennial water occurs within the allotment. Limit treatment of this area by mechanical or prescribed fire means to
less than 20 percent of area in any one year.

Deer winter range occurs in allotment. Vegetation conversions must be limited to less than 400 acres in size. Maintain browse on
at least 85 percent of the winter range currently supporting browse.

Allotment Name: Riddle MountainAllot. No.: 5310 Mgmt. Category:  I

Public Acres: 20,228 Other Acres: 4,053

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:

Suspended Nonuse:

Total Preference:

Exchange of Use:

Average Actual Use:

Identified Resource Management
Conflicts/Concerns Objectives

Water quality does not currently
meet DEQ water quality standards
for beneficial uses.

Improve surface water quality on
public lands to meet or exceed quality
standards for all beneficial uses as
established by the DEQ, where BLM
authorized actions are having a
negative effect on water quality.

Limiting big game habitat in
unsatisfactory habitat condition.

No forage allocations for elk use
in the allotment have been made.

Playa habitat occurs in the
allotment.

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

3,095 Deer:

291 Elk:

3,386 Antelope:

248 Horses:

3,026 Total:

177

188

6

371

Improve and maintain big game habitat
in satisfactory habitat condition.

Allocate forage to meet elk forage
demands.

Incorporate playa management objectives
into allotment management as such
objectives are developed.
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Table 9. Allotment Management Summaries (continued)

At this time, the following special
status species or its habitat is
known to exist within the allotment:
sage grouse, redband  trout, Malheur
mottled sculpin

Protect special status species or its
habitat from impact by BLM-authorized
actions.

Riparian or aquatic habitat is in Improve and maintain riparian or
less than good habitat aquatic habitat in good or better
condition. habitat condition.

Current range condition, level or
pattern of utilization may be
unacceptable, or carrying capacity
(under current management practices)
may be exceeded.

Maintain or improve rangeland condition
and productivity through a change in
management practices and/or reduction
in active use. (Note: Upon completion
of the Ecological Site Inventory on the
Three Rivers RA, ecological status
objectives will be developed.)

CONSTRAINTS

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.

Area influencing perennial water occurs within the allotment. Limit treatment of this area by mechanical or prescribed fire means to
less than 20 percent of area in any one year.

Deer winter range occurs in allotment. Vegetation conversions must be limited to less than 400 acres in size. Maintain browse on
at least 85 percent of the winter range currently supporting browse.

Allotment Name: Virginia Valley FFRAllot. No.: 5311

Public Acres: 160

Mgmt. Category: C

Other Acres:

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:

Suspended Nonuse:

Total Preference:

Average Actual Use:

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Deer:

Elk:

Antelope:

Horses:

Total:

Identified Resource Management
Conflicts/Concerns Objectives

Unallotted grazing area. Issue temporary nonrenewable license unless allotted

CONSTRAINTS

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.

Appendix l-57



Table 9. Allotment Management Summaries (continued)

Allotment Name: Burnt Flat

Public Acres: 30,388

Allot. No. : 5313

Other Acres:

Mgmt. Category:  I

4,580

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:

Suspended Nonuse:

Total Preference:

Exchange of Use:

Average Actual Use:

Identified Resource Management
Conflicts/Concerns Objectives

The allotment contains all or a
portion of the Riddle Mountain Wild
Horse Herd Management Area.

Maintain healthy populations of wild
horses and burros at appropriate
management levels which will achieve
a thriving natural ecological balance.

No forage allocations for elk use
in the allotment have been made.

Playa habitat occurs in the
allotment.

The Kiger Mustang Area of Critical
Environmental Concern occurs within
allotment.

At this time, the following special
status species or its habitat is
known to exist within the allotment:
sage grouse, Ferruginous hawk

Current range condition, level or
pattern of utilization may be
unacceptable, or carrying capacity
(under current management practices)
may be exceeded.

CONSTRAINTS

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

3,863 Deer: 83

0 Elk: 64

3,863 Antelope: 15

571 Horses: 672

3,676 Total: 834

Allocate forage to meet elk forage
demands.

Incorporate playa management objectives
into allotment management as such
objectives are developed.

Adjust allotment management including
levels and areas of authorized use,
seasons of use and grazing system as
required by ACEC Management Plan.

Protect special status species or its
habitat from impact by BLM-authorized
actions.

Maintain or improve rangeland condition
and productivity through a change in
management practices and/or reduction
in active use. (Note: Upon completion
of the Ecological Site Inventory on the
Three Rivers RA, ecological status
objectives will be developed.)

Ensurethat substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.

Wilderness Study Area occurs within allotment. All management activities must conform to Interim Management Protection policy
and be mitigated, as needed, to ensure nonimpairment of wilderness values.

Appendix l-58



Table 9. Allotment  Management Summaries (continued)

Allotment Name: Baker FFR

Public Acres: 360

Allot. No.: 5314

Other Acres:

Mgmt. Category: C

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference: 0

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Deer: 0

Suspended Nonuse: 0 Elk: 0

Total Preference: 0 Antelope: 0

Average Actual Use: 24 Horses: 0

Total: 0

Identified Resource Management
Conflicts/Concerns Objectives

Unallotted  grazing area. Issue temporary nonrenewable license unless allotted.

CONSTRAINTS

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.

Deer winter range occurs in allotment. Vegetation conversions must be limited to less than 400 acres in size. Maintain browse on
at least 85 percent of the winter range currently supporting browse.

Allotment Name: Virginia ValleyAllot. No.: 5316 Mgmt. Category: M

Public Acres:

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:

Suspended Nonuse:

Total Preference:

Exchange of Use:

Average Actual Use:

16,263

3,640

0

3,640

155

4,747

Other Acres:

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Deer:

Elk:

Antelope:

Horses:

Total:

1,993

20

8

28

Identified Resource Management
Conflicts/Concerns Objectives

CONSTRAINTS

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning,,spraying,  chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.

Deer winter range occurs in allotment. Vegetation conversions must be limited to less than 400 acres in size. Maintain browse on
at least 85 percent of the winter range currently supporting browse.
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Table 9. Allotment Management Summaries (continued)

Allotment Name: Hatt Butte

Public Acres: 1,560

Allot. No.: 5317

Other Acres:

Mgmt. Category: C

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:

Suspended Nonuse:

Total Preference:

103

0

103

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Deer:

Elk:

Antelope:

8

Average Actual Use: 103 Horses:

Total: 8

Identified Resource
Conflicts/Concerns

At this time, the following special
status species or its habitat is
known to exist within the allotment:
sage grouse, Ferruginous hawk

Management
Objectives

Protect special status species or its
habitat from impact by BLM-authorized
actions.

CONSTRAINTS

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.

Deer winter range occurs in allotment. Vegetation conversions must be limited to less than 400 acres in size. Maintain browse on
at least 8.5 percent of the winter range currently supporting browse.

Allotment Name: Black Butte

Public Acres: 760

Allot. No.: 5318 Mgmt. Category:  C

Other Acres: 120

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:

Suspended Nonuse:

Total Preference:

Exchange of Use:

Average Actual Use:

95

0

95

10

85

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Deer:

Elk:

Antelope:

Horses:

Total:

Identified Resource Management
Conflicts/Concerns Objectives

CONSTRAINTS

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.

Appendix I-60



Table 9. Allotment Management Summaries (continued)

Allotment Name: Driveway

Public Acres: 1,680

Allot. No.: 5319

Other Acres:

Mgmt. Category:  C

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference: 0

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Deer: 0

Suspended Nonuse: 0 Elk: 0

Total Preference: 0 Antelope: 0

Average Actual Use: 0 Horses: 0

Total: 0

Identified Resource
Conflicts/Concerns

Management
Objectives

Trailing use only.

CONSTRAINTS

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.

Deer winter range occurs in allotment. Vegetation conversions must be limited to less than 400 acres in size. Maintain browse on
at least 85 percent of the winter range currently supporting browse.

Allotment Name: Kegler FFR

Public Acres: 160

Allot. No.: 5320

Other Acres:

Mgmt. Category:  C

600

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference: 16

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Deer: 0

Suspended Nonuse: 0 Elk: 0

Total Preference: 16 Antelope: 0

Average Actual Use: 16 Horses: 0

Total : 0

Identified Resource
Conflicts/Concerns

Management
Objectives

CONSTRAINTS

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.

Deer winter range occurs in allotment. Vegetation conversions must be limited to less than 400 acres in size. Maintain browse on
at least 85 percent of the winter range currently supporting browse.
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Table 9. Allotment Management Summaries (continued)

Allotment Name: Hamilton Ind.Allot. No.: 5321

Public Acres: 1,122

Mgmt. Category:  I

Other Acres:

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:

Suspended Nonuse:

Total Preference:

Average Actual Use:

Identified Resource Management
Conflicts/Concerns Objectives

Water quality does not currently
meet DEQ water quality standards
for beneficial uses.

Improve surface water quality on
public lands to meet or exceed quality
standards for all beneficial uses as
established by the DEQ, where BLM
authorized actions are having a
negative effect on water quality.

At this time, the following special
status species or its habitat is
known to exist within the allotment:
sage grouse, redband  trout, Malheur
mottled sculpin

Current range condition, level or
pattern of utilization may be
unacceptable, or carrying capacity
(under current management practices)
may be exceeded.

CONSTRAINTS

150

0

150

150

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Deer:

Elk:

Antelope:

Horses:

Total:

Protect special status species or its
habitat from impact by BLM-authorized
actions.

Maintain or improve rangeland condition
and productivity through a change in
management practices and/or reduction
in active use. (Note: Upon completion
of the Ecological Site Inventory on the
Three Rivers RA, ecological status
objectives will be developed.)

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.

Area influencing perennial water occurs within the allotment. Limit
treatment of this area by mechanical or prescribed fire means to less than
20 percent of area in any one year.
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Table 9. Allotment Management Summaries (continued)

Allotment Name: Driveway

Public Acres: 1,680

Allot. No.: 5319

Other Acres:

Mgmt. Category:  C

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs) Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Active Preference: 0 Deer: 0

Suspended Nonuse: 0 Elk: 0

Total Preference: 0 Antelope: 0

Average Actual Use: 0 Horses: 0

Total : 0

Identified Resource
Conflicts/Concerns

Management
Objectives

Trailing use only.

CONSTRAINTS

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.

Deer winter range occurs in allotment. Vegetation conversions must be limited to less than 400 acres in size. Maintain browse on
at least 85 percent of the winter range currently supporting browse.

Allotment Name: Kegler FFR Allot. No.: 5320 Mgmt. Category:  C

Public Acres: 160 Other Acres: 600

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs) Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Active Preference: 16 Deer: 0

Suspended Nonuse: 0 Elk: 0

Total Preference: 16 Antelope: 0

Average Actual Use: 16 Horses: 0

Total: 0

Identified Resource Management
Conflicts/Concerns Objectives

CONSTRAINTS

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.

Deer winter range occurs in allotment. Vegetation conversions must be limited to less than 400 acres in size. Maintain browse on
at least 85 percent of the winter range currently supporting browse.
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Table 9. Allotment Management Summaries (continued)

Allotment Name: Riddle FFR

Public Acres: 160

Allot. No.: 5324

Other Acres:

Mgmt. Category:  C

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:

Suspended Nonuse:

Total Preference:

Average Actual Use:

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Deer:

Elk:

Antelope:

Horses:

Total:

Identified Resource
Conflicts/Concerns

Management
Objectives

CONSTRAINTS

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.

Allotment Name: Marshall Diamond FFRAllot. No.: 5325 Mgmt. Category:  C

Public Acres: 320 Other Acres:

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:

Suspended Nonuse:

Total Preference:

Average Actual Use:

40

0

40

40

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Deer:

Elk:

Antelope:

Horses:

Total:

Identified Resource Management
Conflicts/Concerns Objectives

CONSTRAINTS

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.
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Table 9. Allotment Management Summaries (continued)

Allotment Name: Jenkins N.Lake FFRAllot. No.: 5326 Mgmt. Category: C

Public Acres: 80 Other Acres:

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:

Suspended Nonuse:

Total Preference:

Average Actual Use:

30

0

30

30

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Deer:

Elk:

Antelope:

Horses:

Total :

identified Resource Management
Conflicts/Concerns Objectives

CONSTRAINTS

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.

Allotment Name: Jenkins B.Flat FFRAllot. No.: 5327 Mgmt. Category:  C

Public Acres: 1,466 Other Acres:

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:

Suspended Nonuse:

Total Preference:

Average Actual Use:

283

0

283

283

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Deer:

Elk:

Antelope:

Horses:

Total:

Identified Resource Management
Conflicts/Concerns Objectives

At this time, the following special
status species or its habitat is
known to exist within the allotment:
sage grouse

Protect special status species or its
habitat from impact by BLM-authorized
actions.

CONSTRAINTS

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.

Wilderness Study Area occurs within allotment. All management activities must conform to Interim Management Protection policy
and be mitigated, as needed, to ensure nonimpairment of wilderness values.
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Table 9. Allotment Management Summaries (continued)

Allotment Name: Fisher FFR

Public Acres:

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:

Suspended Nonuse:

Total Preference:

Average Actual Use:

320

46

0

46

46

Allot. No.: 5328 Mgmt. Category: C

Other Acres:

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Deer:

Elk:

Antelope:

Horses:

Total:

ident if ied Resource Management
Conflicts/Concerns Objectives

CONSTRAINTS

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.

Allotment Name: Riddle-Coyote

Public Acres: 448

Allot. No.: 5329 Mgmt. Category:  I

Other Acres: 1,999

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)’

Active Preference: 0

Suspended Nonuse: 0

Total Preference: 0

Average Actual Use: 0

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Deer:

Elk:

Antelope:

Horses:

Total:
‘Newly  acquired allotment. lnsufflcient data to determrw forage  awlabllity

Identified Resource Management
Conflicts/Concerns Objectives

Water quality does not currently
meet DEQ water quality standards
for beneficial uses.

Improve surface water quality on
public lands to meet or exceed quality
standards for all beneficial uses as
established by the DEQ, where BLM
authorized actions are having a
negative effect on water quality.

No forage allocations for elk use Allocate forage to meet elk forage
in the allotment have been made. demands.

Appendix l-66



Table 9. Allotment Management Summaries (continued)

Riparian or aquatic habitat is in
less than good habitat
condition.

Improve and maintain riparian or
aquatic habitat in good or better
habitat condition.

At this time, the following special
status species or its habitat is
known to exist within the allotment:
sage grouse, redband  trout, Malheur
mottled sculpin

Protect special status species or its
habitat from impact by BLM-authorized
actions.

Current range condition, level or
pattern of utilization may be
unacceptable, or carrying capacity
(under current management practices)
may be exceeded.

Maintain or improve rangeland condition
and productivity through a change in
management practices and/or reduction
in active use. (Note: Upon completion
of the Ecological Site Inventory on the
Three Rivers RA, ecological status
objectives will be developed.)

CONSTRAINTS

Area influencing perennial water occurs within the allotment. Limit treatment of this area by mechanical or prescribed fire means to
less than 20 percent of area in any one year.

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.

Allotment Name: Deep Creek

Public Acres: 648

Allot. No.: 5330

Other Acres:

Mgmt. Category: I

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference: 128

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Deer:

Suspended Nonuse: 0

Total Preference: 128

Elk:

Antelope:

Average Actual Use: 128 Horses:

Total:

Identified Resource Management
Conflicts/Concerns Objectives

Water quality does not currently
meet DEQ water quality standards
for beneficial uses.

No forage allocations for elk use
in the allotment have been made.

Improve surface water quality on
public lands to meet or exceed quality
standards for all beneficial uses as
established by the DEQ, where BLM-
authorized actions are having a
negative effect on water quality.

Allocate forage to meet elk forage
demands.
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Table 9. Allotment Management Summaries (continued)

At this time, the following special
status species or its habitat is
known to exist within the allotment:
sage grouse, redband  trout, Malheur
mottled sculpin

Protect special status species or its
habitat from impact by BLM-authorized
actions.

Current range condition, level or
pattern of utilization may be
unacceptable, or carrying capacity
(under current management practices)
may be exceeded.

Maintain or improve rangeland condition
and productivity through a change in
management practices and/or reduction
in active use. (Note: Upon completion
of the Ecological Site Inventory on the
Three Rivers RA, ecological status
objectives will be developed.)

CONSTRAINTS

Area influencing perennial water occurs within the allotment. Limit treatment of this area by mechanical or prescribed fire means to
less than 20 percent of area in any one year.

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.

Allotment Name: East Cow CreekAllot. No.: 5501 Mgmt. Category:  M

Public Acres: 5,641 Other Acres: 2,603

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:

Suspended Nonuse:

Total Preference:

Exchange of Use:

Average Actual Use:

Identified Resource
Conflicts/Concerns

809

32

841

294

856

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Deer:

Elk:

Antelope:

Horses:

Total:

Management
Objectives

Active erosion occurs in the Improve and maintain erosion condition
allotment. in moderate or better erosion condition.

Limiting big game habitat in
unsatisfactory habitat condition.

Improve and maintain big game habitat
in satisfactory habitat condition.

No forage allocations for elk use
in the allotment have been made.

Alloca?e  forage to meet elk forage
demands.

At this time, the following special
status species or its habitat is
known to exist within the allotment:
sage grouse

Protect special status species or its
habitat from impact by BLM-authorized
actions.

10

12

2

24
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Table 9. Allotment Management Summaries (continued)

Current range condition, level or
pattern of utilization may be
unacceptable, or carrying capacity
(under current management practices)
may be exceeded.

Maintain or improve rangeland condition
and productivity through a change in
management practices and/or reduction
in active use. (Note: Upon completion
of the Ecological Site Inventory on the
Three Rivers RA, ecological status
objectives will be developed.)

CONSTRAINTS

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.

Deer winter range occurs in allotment. Vegetation conversions must be limited to less than 400 acres in size. Maintain browse on
at least 85 percent of the winter range currently supporting browse.

Allotment Name: Rock Creek Allot. No.: 5502 Mgmt. Category: M

Public Acres: 4,849 Other Acres: 2,322

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs) Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Active Preference: 568 Deer: 8

Suspended Nonuse: 184

Total Preference: 702

Elk:

Antelope: 1

Average Actual Use: 501 Horses:

Total: 9

Identified Resource
Conflicts/Concerns

Active erosion occurs in the
allotment.

At this time, the following special
status species or its habitat is
known to exist within the allotment:
sage grouse

Management
Objectives

Improve and maintain erosion condition
in moderate or better erosion condition.

Protect special status species or its
habitat from impact by BLM-authorized
actions.

CONSTRAINTS

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.

Deer winter range occurs in allotment. Vegetation conversions must be limited to less than 400 acres in size. Maintain browse on
at least 85 percent of the winter range currently supporting browse.
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Table 9. Allotment Management Summaries (continued)

Allotment Name: Pine Creek

Public Acres: 21,930

Allot. No.: 5503 Mgmt. Category:  I

Other Acres: 13,406

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:

Suspended Nonuse:

Total Preference:

Average Actual Use:

Identified Resource
Conflicts/Concerns

Water quality does not currently
meet DEQ water quality standards
for beneficial uses.

Active erosion occurs in the
allotment.

Limiting big game habitat in
unsatisfactory habitat condition.

No fora
f

e allocations for elk use
in the a otment have been made.

Riparian or aquatic habitat is in
less than good habitat
condition.

At this time, the following special
status species or its habitat is
known to exist within the allotment:
sage grouse, Lupinus  cusickii

The Biscuitroot Cultural Area of
Critical Environmental Concern
occurs within allotment.

Current range condition, level or
pattern of utilization may be
unacceptable, or carrying capacity
(under current management practices)
may be exceeded.

CONSTRAINTS

2,410

971

3,381

1,421

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Deer:

Elk:

Antelope:

Horses:

Total:

84

68

7

159

Management
Objectives

Improve surface water quality on
public lands to meet or exceed quality
standards for all beneficial uses as
established by the DEQ, where BLM
authorized actions are having a
negative effect on water quality.

Improve and maintain erosion condition
in moderate or better erosion condition.

Improve and maintain big game habitat
in satisfactory habitat condition.

$F;:;;orage to meet elk forage

Improve and maintain riparian or
aquatic habitat in good or better
habitat condition.

Protect special status species or its
habitat from impact by BLM-authorized
actions.

Adjust allotment mana ement including
1levels and areas of aut orized use,

seasons of use and grazing system as
required by ACEC Management Plan.

Maintain or improve rangeland condition
and productivity through a change in
management practices and/or reduction
in active use. (Note: Upon completion
of the Ecological Site Inventory on the
Three Rivers RA, ecological status
objectives will be developed.)

Area influencing perennial water occurs within the allotment. Limit treatment of this area by mechanical or prescribed fire means to
less than 20 percent of area in any one year.

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning,, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.

Deer winter range occurs in allotment. Vegetation conversions must be limited to less than 400 acres in size. Maintain browse on
at least 85 percent of the winter range currently supporting browse.
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Table 9. Allotment Management Summaries (continued)

Allotment Name: State Field

Public Acres:

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:

568

98

Allot. No.: 5504 Mgmt. Category: C

Other Acres:

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Deer: 1

Suspended Nonuse: 0 Elk:

Total Preference: 98 Antelope:

Average Actual Use: 98 Horses:

Total: 1

Identified Resource
Conflicts/Concerns

At this time, the following special
status species or its habitat is
known to exist within the allotment:
sage grouse

Management
Objectives

Protect special status species or its
habitat from impact by BLM-authorized
actions.

The Biscuitroot Cultural Area of
Critical Environmental Concern
occurs within allotment.

Adjust allotment management including
levels and areas of authorized use,
seasons of use and grazing system as
required by ACEC Management Plan.

CONSTRAINTS

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.

Deer winter range occurs in allotment. Vegetation conversions must be limited to less than 400 acres in size. Maintain browse on
at least 85 percent of the winter range currently supporting browse.

Allotment Name: Little Muddy Creek Allot. No.: 5505 Mgmt. Category: M

Public Acres: 7,261 Other Acres: 4,492

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs) Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Active Preference: 962 Deer: 88

Suspended Nonuse: 262 Elk: 40

Total Preference: 1,224 Antelope:

Exchange of Use: 143 Horses:

Average Actual Use: 536 Total: 128
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Table 9. Allotment Management Summaries (continued)

Identified Resource
Conflicts/Concerns

Water quality does not currently
meet DEQ water quality standards
for beneficial uses.

Management
Objectives

Improve surface water quality on
public lands to meet or exceed quality
standards for all beneficial uses as
established by the DEQ, where BLM
authorized actions are having a
negative effect on water quality.

No forage allocations for elk use
in the allotment have been made.

Allocate forage to meet elk forage
demands.

Riparian or aquatic habitat is in
less than good habitat
condition.

At this time, the following special
status species or its habitat is
known to exist within the allotment:
sage grouse

Improve and maintain riparian or
aquatic habitat in good or better
habitat condition.

Protect special status species or its
habitat from impact by BLM-authorized
actions.

CONSTRAINTS

Area influencing perennial water occurs within the allotment. Limit treatment of this area by mechanical or prescribed fire means to
less than 20 percent of area in any one year.

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.

Allotment Name: Muddy Creek

Public Acres: 4,298

Allot. No.: 5506

Other Acres:

Mgmt. Category:  M

1,121

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:

Suspended Nonuse: 0

Total Preference: 504 Antelope:

52 Horses:Exchange of Use:

Average Actual Use:

Identified Resource
Conflicts/Concerns

Water quality does not currently
meet DEQ water quality standards
for beneficial uses.

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

504 Deer: 38

Elk: 20

530 Total:

Management
Objectives

Improve surface water quality on
public lands to meet or exceed quality
standards for all beneficial uses as
established by the DEQ, where BLM
authorized actions are having a
negative effect on water quality.

58

Appendix l-72



Table 9. Allotment Management Summaries (continued)

No forage allocations for elk use Allocate forage to meet elk forage
in the allotment have been made. demands.

At this time, the following special
status species or its habitat is
known to exist within the allotment:
sage grouse

Protect special status species or its
habitat from impact by BLM-authorized
actions.

CONSTRAINTS

Area influencing perennial water occurs within the allotment. Limit treatment of this area by mechanical or prescribed fire means to
less than 20 percent of area in any one year.

Ensurethat substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce thevariety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary fortheir continued existence and normal functioning.

Allotment Name: Wolf Creek

Public Acres:

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:

Suspended Nonuse:

Total Preference:

Average Actual Use:

830

136

0

136

293

Allot. No.: 5507 Mgmt. Category: M

Other Acres: 600

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Deer: 20

Elk: 12

Antelope: 3

Horses:

Total: 35

Identified Resource Management
Conflicts/Concerns Objectives

No forage allocations for elk use Allocate forage to meet elk forage
in the allotment have been made. demands.

At this time, the following special
status species or its habitat is
known to exist within the allotment:
sage grouse

Protect special status species or its
habitat from impact by BLM-authorized
actions.

CONSTRAINTS

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.
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Table 9. Allotment Management Summaries (continued)

Allotment Name: Baker-Knowles Allot. No.: 5508 Mgmt. Category: M

Public Acres: 845 Other Acres: 11

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs) Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Active Preference: 58 Deer:

Suspended Nonuse: 82 Elk:

Total Preference: 140 Antelope:

7

8

Exchange of Use: 3 Horses:

Average Actual Use: 53 Total: 15

Identified Resource
Conflicts/Concerns

No forage allocations for elk use
in the allotment have been made.

At this time, the following special
status species or its habitat is
known to exist within the allotment:
sage grouse

Management
Objectives

Allocate forage to meet elk forage
demands.

Protect special status species or its
habitat from impact by BLM-authorized
actions.

CONSTRAINTS

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.

Allotment Name: Williams Dripp SpringAllot. No.: 5509 Mgmt. Category:  M

Public Acres: 1,345 Other Acres:

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs) Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Active Preference: 176 Deer:

Suspended Nonuse: 67 Elk:

Total Preference: 243 Antelope:

Exchange of Use: 64 Horses:

Average Actual Use: 272 Total:

8

7

8

15

Identified Resource Management
Conflicts/Concerns Objectives

No forage allocations for elk use Allocate forage to meet elk forage
in the allotment have been made. demands.
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Table 9. Allotment Management Summaries (continued)

At this time, the following special
status species or its habitat is
known to exist within the allotment:
sage grouse

Protect special status species or its
habitat from impact by BLM-authorized
actions.

Current range condition, level or
pattern of utilization may be
unacceptable, or carrying capacity
(under current management practices)
may be exceeded.

Maintain or improve rangeland condition
and productivity through a change in
management practices and/or reduction
in active use. (Note: Upon completion
of the Ecological Site Inventory on the
Three Rivers RA, ecological status
objectives will be developed.)

CONSTRAINTS

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.

Allotment Name: Jones Dripp Spring Allot. No.: 5510 Mgmt. Category: M

Public Acres: 757 Other Acres: 245

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference: 120

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Deer: 7

Suspended Nonuse: 0

Total Preference: 120

Elk:

Antelope:

8

Exchange of Use:

Average Actual Use:

33 Horses:

121 Total:

Identified Resource
Conflicts/Concerns

No forage allocations for elk use
in the allotment have been made.

Management
Objectives

Allocate forage to meet elk forage
demands.

At this time, the following special
status species or its habitat is
known to exist within the allotment:
sage grouse

Protect special status species or its
habitat from impact by BLM-authorized
actions.

CONSTRAINTS

15

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.
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Table 9. Allotment Management Summaries (continued)

Allotment Name: Moffet Table Allot. No.: 5511 Mgmt. Category: I

Public Acres: 16,412 Other Acres: 2,817

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs) Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Active Preference: 1,885 Deer: 202

Suspended Nonuse: 1,273 Elk: 172

Total Preference: 3,158 Antelope: 3

Exchange of Use: 23 Horses:

Average Actual Use: 1,238 Total : 377

Identified Resource
Conflicts/Concerns

Management
Objectives

Water quality does not currently
meet DEQ water quality standards
for beneficial uses.

River segment nominated for
inclusion in the Wild and Scenic
River system.

Limiting big game habitat in Improve and maintain big game habitat
unsatisfactory habitat condition. in satisfactory habitat condition.

No forage allocations for elk use
in the allotment have been made.

Allocate forage to meet elk forage
demands.

Riparian or aquatic habitat is in
less than good habitat
condition.

Improve and maintain riparian or
aquatic habitat in good or better
habitat condition.

At this time, the following special
status species or its habitat is
known to exist within the allotment:
sage grouse, redband  trout

Current range condition, level or
pattern of utilization may be
unacceptable, or carrying capacity
(under current management practices)
may be exceeded.

Improve surface water quality on
public lands to meet or exceed quality
standards for all beneficial uses as
established by the DEQ, where BLM
authorized actions are having a
negative effect on water quality.

Adjust livestock grazing management
within river corridor to conform with
study report and/or river management
plan upon Congressional approval of
river segment for inclusion in Wild and
Scenic River system.

Protect special status species or its
habitat from impact by BLM-authorized
actions.

Maintain or improve rangeland condition
and productivity through a change in
management practices and/or reduction
in active use. (Note: Upon completion
of the Ecological Site Inventory on the
Three Rivers RA, ecological status
objectives will be developed.)
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Table 9. Allotment Management Summaries (continued)

CONSTRAINTS

Area influencing perennial water occurs within the allotment. Limit treatment of this area by mechanical or prescribed fire means to
less than 20 percent of area in any one year.

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.

Deer winter range occurs in allotment. Vegetation conversions must be limited to less than 400 acres in size. Maintain browse on
at least 85 percent of the winter range currently supporting browse.

Wilderness Study Area occurs within allotment. All management activities must conform to Interim Management Protection policy
and be mitigated, as needed, to ensure nonimpairment of wilderness values.

Allotment Name: Clark’s River

Public Acres:

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:

Suspended Nonuse:

Total Preference:

Exchange of Use:

Average Actual Use:

318

40

0

40

40

40

Allot. No.: 5512 Mgmt. Category: C

Other Acres:

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Deer: 18

Elk:

Antelope: 1

Horses:

Total : 19

Identified Resource Management
Conflicts/Concerns Objectives

CONSTRAINTS

Ensure that vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species or
communities in abundances necessary for their continued existance and normal functioning.

Allotment Name: Shelley

Public Acres: 5,199

Allot. No.: 5513 Mgmt. Category: M

Other Acres: 620

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:

Suspended Nonuse:

Total Preference:

Average Actual Use:

600

0

600

555

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Deer:

Elk:

Antelope:

Horses:

Total:

15

4

1

20
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Table 9. Allotment Management Summaries (continued)

Identified Resource
Conflicts/Concerns

No forage allocations for elk use
in the allotment have been made.

At this time, the following special
status species or its habitat is
known to exist within the allotment:
sage grouse

Management
Objectives

Allocate forage to meet elk forage
demands.

Protect special status species or its
habitat from impact by BLM-authorized
actions.

CONSTRAINTS

Ensurethat substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reducethe variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.

Allotment Name: Coal Mine Creek

Public Acres: 5,217

Allot. No.: 5514

Other Acres:

Mgmt. Category: I

54

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:

Suspended Nonuse:

Total Preference:

Average Actual Use:

452

54

506

198

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Deer:

Elk:

Antelope:

Horses:

Identified Resource Management
Conflicts/Concerns Objectives

Active erosion occurs in the Improve and maintain erosion condition
allotment. in moderate or better erosion condition.

At this time, the following special
status species or its habitat is
known to exist within the allotment:
sage grouse

Protect special status species or its
habitat from impact by BLM-authorized
actions.

Current range condition, level or
pattern of utilization may be
unacceptable, or carrying capacity
(under current management practices)
may be exceeded.

Maintain or improve rangeland condition
and productivity through a change in
management practices and/or reduction
in active use. (Note: Upon completion
of the Ecological Site Inventory on the
Three Rivers RA, ecological status
objectives will be developed.)

CONSTRAINTS

Ensure that vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species or
communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.
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Table 9. Allotment Management Summaries (continued)

Allotment Name: Mule Creek

Public Acres: 5,604

Allot. No.: 5515

Other Acres:

Mgmt. Category: I

1,591

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference: 411

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Deer: 42

Suspended Nonuse: 527 Elk:

Total Preference: 938 Antelope:

Average Actual Use: 333 Horses:

28

2

Total: 72

Identified Resource Management
Conflicts/Concerns Objectives

Water quality does not currently
meet DEQ water quality standards
for beneficial uses.

No forage allocations for elk use Allocate forage to meet elk forage
in the allotment have been made. demands.

Riparian or aquatic habitat is in Improve and maintain riparian or
less than good habitat aquatic habitat in good or better
condition. habitat condition.

At this time, the following special
status species or its habitat is
known to exist within the allotment:
sage grouse

Improve surface water quality on public
public lands to meet or exceed quality
standards for all beneficial uses as
established by the DEQ, where BLM
authorized actions are having a
negative effect on water quality.

Protect special status species or its
habitat from impact by BLM-authorized
actions.

CONSTRAINTS

Area influencing perennial water occurs within the allotment. Limit treatment of this area by mechanical or prescribed fire means to
less than 20 percent of area in any one year.

Ensurethat substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reducethe variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary fortheir  continued existence and normal functioning.
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Table 9. Allotment Management Summaries (continued)

Allotment Name: Birch Creek

Public Acres:

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:

1,340

243

Allot. No.: 5516 Mgmt. Category: M

Other Acres: 40

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Deer: 31

Suspended Nonuse: 0 Elk:

Total Preference: 243 Antelope:

Average Actual Use: 209 Horses:

20

Identified Resource Management
ConfliztslConcerns Objectives

Limiting big game habitat in Improve and maintain big game habitat
unsatisfactory habitat condition. in satisfactory habitat condition.

No forage allocations for elk use
in the allotment have been made.

Allocate forage to meet elk forage
demands.

Current range condition, level or
pattern of utilization may be
unacceptable, or carrying capacity
(under current management practices)
may be exceeded.

Total:

Maintain or improve rangeland condition
and productivity through a change in
management practices and/or reduction
in active use. (Note: Upon completion
of the Ecological Site Inventory on the
Three Rivers RA, ecological status
objectives will be developed.)

51

CONSTRAINTS

Ensure that vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species or
communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.

Allotment Name: Otis Mountain Allot. No.: 5517 Mgmt. Category: I

Public Acres: 12,991
Other Acres: 1,166

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:

Suspended Nonuse:

Total Preference:

Average Actual Use:

1,738

776

2,514

899

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Deer:

Elk:

Antelope:

Horses:

Total:

100

72

172
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Table 9. Allotment Management Summaries (continued)

Conflicts/Concerns

Limiting big game habitat in
unsatisfactory habitat condition.

No forage allocations for elk use
in the allotment have been made.

At this time, the following special
status species or its habitat is
known to exist within the allotment:
sage grouse

Objectives

improve and maintain big game habitat
in satisfactory habitat condition.

Allocate forage to meet elk forage
demands.

Protect special status species or its
habitat from impact by BLM-authorized
actions.

CONSTRAINTS

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reducethevariety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.

Allotment Name: Newell Field

Public Acres: 990

Allot. No.: 5518 Mgmt. Category: C

Other Acres: 800

Grazing Administration info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:

Suspended Nonuse:

Total Preference:

Average Actual Use:

155

0

155

155

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Deer:

Elk:

Antelope:

Horses:

Total:

3

3

Identified Resource Management
Conflicts/Concerns Objectives

CONSTRAINTS

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.
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Table 9. Allotment Management Summaries (continued)

Allotment Name: Big Upson

Public Acres: 220

Allot. No.: 5519

Other Acres:

Mgmt. Category: C

Grazing Administration info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:

Suspended Nonuse:

Total Preference:

Average Actual Use:

42

0

42

42

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Deer:

Elk:

Antelope:

Horses:

Total:

identified Resource
Conflicts/Concerns

Management
Objectives

CONSTRAINTS

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reducethe variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.

Allotment Name: Little Upson

Public Acres: 100

Allot. No.: 5520 Mgmt. Category: C

Other Acres: 520

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:

Suspended Nonuse:

Total Preference:

Average Actual Use:

24

0

24

24

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Deer:

Elk:

Antelope:

Horses:

Total:

Identified Resource Management
Conflicts/Concerns Objectives

CONSTRAINTS

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.
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Table 9. Allotment Management Summaries (continued)

Allotment Name: Rocky Basin

Public Acres: 3,775

Allot. No.: 5521

Other Acres:

Mgmt. Category: M

Grazing Administration info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:

Suspended Nonuse:

Total Preference:

Average Actual Use:

467

0

467

416

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Deer:

Elk:

Antelope:

Horses:

8

12

Total: 20

identified Resource Management
Conflicts/Concerns Objectives

No forage allocations for elk use Allocate forage to meet elk forage
in the allotment have been made. demands.

At this time, the following special
status species or its habitat is
known to exist within the allotment:
sage grouse

Protect special status species or its
habitat from impact by BLM-authorized
actions.

CONSTRAINTS

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.

Allotment Name: Cottonwood CreekAllot. No.: 5522 Mgmt. Category:  M

Public Acres: 8,397 Other Acres: 1,285

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:

Suspended Nonuse:

Total Preference:

Exchange of Use:

Average Actual Use:

996

186

1,182

143

227

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Deer:

Elk:

Antelope:

Horses:

Total:

42

36

78
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Table 9. Allotment Management Summaries (continued)

Identified Resource
Conflicts/Concerns

Water quality does not currently
meet DEQ water quality standards
for beneficial uses.

Management
Objectives

improve surface water quality on
public lands to meet or exceed quality
standards for ail beneficial uses as
established by the DEQ, where BLM
authorized actions are having a
negative effect on water quality.

No forage allocations for elk use
in the allotment have been made.

Allocate forage to meet elk forage
demands.

Riparian or aquatic habitat is in
less than good habitat
condition.

improve and maintain riparian or
aquatic habitat in good or better
habitat condition.

At this time, the following special
status species or its habitat is
known to exist within the allotment:
sage grouse, redband  trout

Protect special status species or its
habitat from impact by BLM-authorized
actions.

CONSTRAINTS

Area influencing perennial water occurs within the allotment. Limittreatment of this area by mechanical or prescribed fire means to
less than 20 percent of area in any one year.

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reducethe variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.

Allotment Name: Tub Spring/Hart

Public Acres: 5,478

Allot. No.: 5523

Other Acres:

Mgmt. Category:  M

215

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference: 1,002

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Deer:

Suspended Nonuse:

Total Preference:

Average Actual Use:

53 Elk:

1,055 Antelope:

919 Horses:

Total:

identified Resource
Conflicts/Concerns

Active erosion occurs in the improve and maintain erosion condition
allotment. in moderate or better erosion condition.

Substantial surface acreage
within allotment affected by
mineral development activities.

Management
Objectives

Adjust allotment capacities and
management system, as needed, to address
minerals development impacts.
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Table 9. Allotment Management Summaries (continued)

CONSTRAINTS

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.

Allotment Name: Dawson Butte

Public Acres: 3,837

Allot. No.: 5524

Other Acres:

Mgmt. Category: I

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:

Suspended Nonuse:

Total Preference:

Average Actual Use:

Identified Resource
Conflicts/Concerns

Water quality does not currently
meet DEQ water quality standards
for beneficial uses.

Active erosion occurs in the
allotment.

Riparian or aquatic habitat is in
less than good habitat
condition.

At this time, the following special
status species or its habitat is
known to exist within the allotment:
sage grouse, redband  trout

Current range condition, level or
pattern of utilization may be
unacceptable, or carrying capacity
(under current management practices)
may be exceeded.

CONSTRAINTS

614

0

614

555

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Deer:

Elk:

Antelope:

Horses:

Total:

Management
Objectives

improve surface water quality on
public lands to meet or exceed quality
standards for all beneficial uses as
established by the DEQ, where BLM
authorized actions are having a
negative effect on water quality.

improve and maintain erosion condition
in moderate or better erosion condition.

improve and maintain riparian or
aquatic habitat in good or better
habitat condition.

Protect special status species or its
habitat from impact by BLM-authorized
actions.

Maintain or improve rangeland condition
and productivity through a change in
management practices and/or reduction
in active use. (Note: Upon completion
of the Ecological Site inventory on the
Three Rivers RA, ecological status
objectives will be developed.)

Area influencing perennial water occurs within the allotment. Limit treatment of this area by mechanical or prescribed fire means to
less than 20 percent of area in any one year.

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.
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Table 9. Allotment Management Summaries (continued)

Allotment Name: Mill Gulch Allot. No.: 5525 Mgmt. Category:  M

Public Acres: 2,281 Other Acres: 640

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:

Suspended Nonuse:

Total Preference:

Exchange of Use:

Average Actual Use:

Identified Resource Management
Conflicts/Concerns Objectives

Water quality does not currently
meet DEQ water quality standards
for beneficial uses.

improve surface water quality on
public lands to meet or exceed quality
standards for ail beneficial uses as
established by the DEQ, where BLM
authorized actions are having a
negative effect on water quality.

Active erosion occurs in the
allotment.

Substantial surface acreage
within allotment affected by
mineral development activities.

Other  Forage Demands (AUMs)

525 Deer:

0 Elk:

525 Antelope:

67 Horses:

563 Total:

improve and maintain erosion condition
in moderate or better erosion condition.

Adjust allotment capacities and
management system, as needed, to address
minerals development impacts.

CONSTRAINTS

Area influencing perennial water occurs within the allotment. Limit treatment of this area by mechanical or prescribed fire means to
less than 20 percent of area in any one year.

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.

Allotment Name: Chalk Hills

Public Acres:

Grazing Administration info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:

Suspended Nonuse:

Total Preference:

9,262

936

762

1,698

Allot. No.: 5526 Mgmt. Category: M

Other Acres: 1,130

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Deer: 54

Elk:

Antelope:

Exchange of Use: 87 Horses:

Average Actual Use: 850 Total: 54
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Table 9. Allotment Management Summaries (continued)

identified Resource Management
Conflicts/Concerns Objectives

Active erosion occurs in the improve and maintain erosion condition
allotment. in moderate or better erosion condition.

Substantial surface acreage
within allotment affected by
mineral development activities.

Adjust allotment capacities and
management system, as needed, to address
minerals development impacts.

CONSTRAINTS

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.

Deer winter range occurs in allotment. Vegetation conversions must be limited to less than 400 acres in size. Maintain browse on
at least 85 percent of the winter range currently supporting browse.

Allotment Name: Riverside FFR

Public Acres: 255

Allot. No.: 5527

Other Acres:

Mgmt. Category: C

Grazing Administration info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:

Suspended Nonuse:

35

0

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

D e e r :

Elk:

6

Total Preference: 35

Average Actual Use: 35

Antelope:

Horses:

Total: 6

identified Resource Management
Conflicts/Concerns Objectives

CONSTRAINTS

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.

Deer winter range occurs in allotment. Vegetation conversions must be limited to less than 400 acres in size. Maintain browse on
at least 85 percent of the winter range currently supporting browse.
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Table 9. Allotment Management Summaries (continued)

Allotment Name: Cooler

Public Acres:

Grazing Administration info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:

Suspended Nonuse:

Total Preference:

5,020

530

0

530

Allot. No.: 5528 Mgmt. Category:  M

Other Acres: 250

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Deer: 11

Elk:

Antelope: 1

Average Actual Use: 531 Horses:

Total: 12

identified Resource Management
Conflicts/Concerns Objectives

Active erosion occurs in the improve and maintain erosion condition
allotment. in moderate or better erosion condition.

At this time, the following special
status species or its habitat is
known to exist within the allotment:
sage grouse, Trifohm  leibergii

Protect special status species or its
habitat from impact by BLM-authorized
actions.

CONSTRAINTS

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reducethe variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.

Allotment Name: House Butte

Public Acres: 22,857

Allot. No.: 5529 Mgmt. Category:  M

Other Acres: 2,645

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:

Suspended Nonuse:

Total Preference:

Exchange of Use:

Average Actual Use:

2,085

912

2,997

93

2,219

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Deer:

Elk:

Antelope:

Horses:

Total:

107

6

113
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Table 9. Allotment Management Summaries (continued)

identified Resource
Conflicts/Concerns

The Biscuitroot Cultural Area of
Critical Environmental Concern
occurs within allotment.

Management
Objectives

Adjust allotment management including
levels and areas of authorized use,
seasons of use and grazing system as
required by ACEC Management Plan.

At this time, the following special
status species or its habitat is
known to exist within the allotment:
sage grouse

Protect special status species or its
habitat from impact by BLM-authorized
actions.

CONSTRAINTS

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.

Allotment Name: River

Public Acres: 24,422

Allot. No.: 5530 Mgmt. Category: I

Other Acres: 2,760

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:

Suspended Nonuse:

Total Preference:

Exchange of Use:

Average Actual Use:

identified Resource Management
Conflicts/Concerns Objectives

Water quality does not currently
meet DEQ water quality standards
for beneficial uses.

improve surface water quality on
public lands to meet or exceed quality
standards for all beneficial uses as
established by the DEQ, where BLM
authorized actions are having a
negative effect on water quality.

Active erosion occurs in the
allotment.

At this time, the following special
status species or its habitat is
known to exist within the allotment:
sage grouse, bighorn sheep, redband
trout, Triflolium  leibergii,  Lupinus
biddlei

improve and maintain erosion condition
in moderate or better erosion condition.

Protect special status species or its
habitat from impact by BLM-authorized
actions.

Riparian or aquatic habitat is in Improve and maintain riparian or
less than good habitat aquatic habitat in good or better
condition. habitat condition.

33

33

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

1,649 Deer:

973 Elk:

2,622 Antelope:

180 Horses:

839 Total:
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Table 9. Allotment Management Summaries (continued)

CONSTRAINTS

Area influencing perennial water occurs within the allotment. Limit treatment of this area by mechanical or prescribed fire means to
less than 20 percent of area in any one year.

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.

Deer winter range occurs in allotment. Vegetation conversions must be limited to less than 400 acres in size. Maintain browse on
at least 85 percent of the winter range currently supporting browse.

Allotment Name: Stinkingwater

Public Acres: 23,461

Allot. No.: 5531

Other Acres:

Mgmt. Category:  I

1,413

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:

Suspended Nonuse:

Total Preference:

Exchange of Use:

Average Actual Use:

Identified Resource Management
Conflicts/Concerns Objectives

Water quality does not currently
meet DEQ water quality standards
for beneficial uses.

At this time, the following special
status species or its habitat is
known to exist within the allotment:
sage grouse, redband  trout, bighorn
sheep

Limiting big game habitat in Improve and maintain big game habitat
unsatisfactory habitat condition. in satisfactory habitat condition.

No forage allocations for elk use
in the allotment have been made.

Allocate forage to meet elk forage
demands.

Adjust allotment management including
levels and areas of authorized use,
seasons of use and grazing system as
required by ACEC Management Plan.

The Biscuitroot Cultural Area of
Critical Environmental Concern
occurs within allotment.

2,857

1,659

4,516

37

3,137

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Deer:

Elk:

Antelope:

Horses:

Total:

23

28

15

240

306

Improve surface water quality on
public lands to meet or exceed quality
standards for all beneficial uses as
established by the DEQ, where BLM
authorized actions are having a
negative effect on water quality.

Protect special status species or its
habitat from impact by BLM-authorized
actions.
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Table 9. Allotment Management Summaries (continued)

The allotment contains all or a
portion of the Stinkingwater Wild
Horse Herd Management Area.

Maintain healthy populations of wild
horses and burros at appropriate
management levels which will achieve
a thriving natural ecological balance.

Allotment Name: Stinkingwater (Can’t)

Riparian or aquatic habitat is in
less than good habitat
condition.

Improve and maintain riparian or
aquatic habitat in good or better
habitat condition.

CONSTRAINTS

Area influencing perennial water occurs within the allotment. Limit treatment of this area by mechanical or prescribed fire means to
less than 20 percent of area in any one year.

Ensurethat substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.

Allotment Name: Mountain

Public Acres: 37,811

Allot. No.: 5532

Other Acres:

Mgmt. Category: I

5,585

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:

Suspended Nonuse:

Total Preference:

Exchange of Use:

Average Actual Use:

Identified Resource Management
Conflicts/Concerns Objectives

Water quality does not currently
meet DEQ water quality standards
for beneficial uses.

Improve surface water quality on
public lands to meet or exceed quality
standards for all beneficial uses as
established by the DEQ, where BLM
authorized actions are having a
negative effect on water quality.

Limiting big game habitat in
unsatisfactory habitat condition.

The Biscuitroot C&Ural Area of
Critical Environmental Concern
occurs within allotment.

The allotment contains all or a
portion of the Stinkingwater Wild
Horse Herd Management Area.

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

3,374 Deer: 166

1,567 Elk: 352

4,941 Antelope: 10

298 Horses: 620

3,059 Total: 1,148

Improve and maintain big game habitat
in satisfactory habitat condition.

Adjust allotment management including
levels and areas of authorized use,
seasons of use and grazing system as
required by ACEC Management Plan.

Maintain healthy populations of wild
horses and burros at appropriate
management levels which will achieve
a thriving natural ecological balance.
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Table 9. Allotment Management Summaries (continued)

No forage allocations for elk use
in the allotment have been made.

Riparian or aquatic habitat is in
less than good habitat
condition.

At this time, the following special
status species or its habitat is
known to exist within the allotment:
sage grouse, redband  trout

Allocate forage to meet elk forage
demands.

Improve and maintain riparian or
aquatic habitat in good or better
habitat condition.

Protect special status species or its
habitat from impact by BLM-authorized
actions.

Current range condition, level or
pattern of utilization may be
unacceptable, or carrying capacity
(under current management practices)
may be exceeded.

Maintain or improve rangeland condition
and productivity through a change in
management practices and/or reduction
in active use. (Note: Upon completion
of the Ecological Site Inventory on the
Three Rivers RA, ecological status
objectives will be developed.)

CONSTRAINTS

Area influencing perennial water occurs within the allotment. Limit treatment of this area by mechanical or prescribed fire means to
less than 20 percent of area in any one year.

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.

Deer winter range occurs in allotment. Vegetation conversions must be limited to less than 400 acres in size. Maintain browse on
at least 85 percent of the winter range currently supporting browse.

Allotment Name: Buchanan

Public Acres:

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

2,328

Allot. No.: 5533 Mgmt. Category: M

Other Acres: 2,698

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Active Preference: 152 Deer: 2

Suspended Nonuse: 131 Elk:

Total Preference: 283 Antelope:

Exchange of Use: 160 Horses:

Average Actual Use: 368 Total :

Identified Resource
Conflicts/Concerns

The Biscuitroot Cultural Area of
Critical Environmental Concern
occurs within allotment.

Management
Objectives

Adjust allotment management including
levels and areas of authorized use,
seasons of use and grazing system as
required by ACEC Management Plan.
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Table 9. Allotment Management Summaries (continued)

At this time, the following special
status species or its habitat is
known to exist within the allotment:
sage grouse

Protect special status species or its
habitat from impact by BLM-authorized
actions.

CONSTRAINTS

Ensurethat substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reducethe variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.

Deer winter range occurs in allotment. Vegetation conversions must be limited to less than 400 acres in size. Maintain browse on
at least 85 percent of the winter range currently supporting browse.

Allotment Name: Mahon Creek

Public Acres: 2,625

Allot. No.: 5534

Other Acres:

Mgmt. Category: M

80

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs) Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Active Preference: 273 Deer: 22

Suspended Nonuse: 184

Total Preference: 457

Average Actual Use: 292

Elk:

Antelope:

Horses:

Total:

12

34

Identified Resource
Conflicts/Concerns

Water quality does not currently
meet DEQ water quality standards
for beneficial uses.

Management
Objectives

Improve surface water quality on
public lands to meet or exceed quality
standards for all beneficial uses as
established by the DEQ, where BLM
authorized actions are having a
negative effect on water quality.

No forage allocations for elk use Allocate forage to meet elk forage
in the allotment have been made. demands.

CONSTRAINTS

Area influencing perennial water occurs within the allotment. Limit treatment of this area by mechanical or prescribed fire means to
less than 20 percent of area in any one year.

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reducethe variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.

Deer winter range occurs in allotment. Vegetation conversions must be limited to less than 400 acres in size. Maintain browse on
at least 85 percent of the winter range currently supporting browse.
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Table 9. Allotment Management Summaries (continued)

Allotment Name: Miller Canyon

Public Acres:

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

6,198

Allot. No.: 5535 Mgmt. Category: I

Other Acres: 850

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Active Preference:

Suspended Nonuse:

Total Preference:

Average Actual Use:

Identified Resource
Conflicts/Concerns

450

153

603

330

Deer:

Elk:

Antelope:

Horses:

Total:

Management
Objectives

51

12

63

No forage allocations for elk use
in the allotment have been made.

At this time, the following special
status species or its habitat is
known to exist within the allotment:
sage grouse

Allocate forage to meet elk forage
demands.

Protect special status species or its
habitat from impact by BLM-authorized
actions.

Current range condition, level or
pattern of utilization may be
unacceptable, or carrying capacity
(under current management practices)
may be exceeded.

Maintain or improve rangeland condition
and productivity through a change in
management practices and/or reduction
in active use. (Note: Upon completion
of the Ecological Site Inventory on the
Three Rivers RA, ecological status
objectives will be developed.)

CONSTRAINTS

Allotment contains all or a portion of a Wild Horse Herd Management Area. Management actions must be mitigated, as needed, to
ensure free-roaming nature of the herd.

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.

Deer winter range occurs in allotment. Vegetation conversions must be limited to less than 400 acres in size. Maintain browse on
at least 85 percent of the winter range currently supporting browse.

Appendix l-94



Table 9. Allotment Management Summaries (continued)

Allotment Name: Alder Creek

Public Acres: 29,809

Allot. No.: 5536

Other Acres:

Mgmt. Category: I

2,201

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:

Suspended Nonuse:

Total Preference:

Exchange of Use:

Average Actual Use:

Identified Resource Management
Conflicts/Concerns Objectives

Water uality does not currently
Pmeet D Q water quality standards

for beneficial uses.

Improve surface water quality on
public lands to meet or exceed quality
standards for all beneficial uses as
established by the DEQ, where BLM
authorized actions are having a
negative effect on water quality.

Limiting big game habitat in
unsatisfactory habitat condition.

No forage allocations for elk use
in the allotment have been made.

Riparian or aquatic habitat is in
less than good habitat
condition.

At this time, the following special
status species or its habitat is
known to exist within the allotment:
sage grouse, redband  trout, bald
eagle

Current range condition, level or
pattern of utilization may be
unacceptable, or carrying capacity
(under current management practices)
may be exceeded.

CONSTRAINTS

Species officially listed as Threatened or Endangered under the Endangered Species Act and/or their critical habitat occur within
the allotment. Consult with USFWS on all actions which may affect the species and mitigate all management practices to avoid
adversely affecting the species.

Area influencing perennial water occurs within the allotment. Limit treatment of this area by mechanical or prescribed fire means to
less than 20 percent of area in any one year.

Ensurethat substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spra
or communities in abundances necessary for their continue2

ing, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
extstence and normal functioning.

Deer winter range occurs in allotment. Vegetation conversions must be limited to less than 400 acres in size. Maintain browse on
at least 85 percent of the winter range currently supporting browse.

2,584

0

2,584

337

3,015

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Deer:

Elk:

Antelope:

Horses:

Total:

225

196

13

434

Improve and maintain big ame habitat
in satisfactory habitat con ItIon.cv

ipmy;at;rage  to meet elk forage

Improve and maintain riparian or
aquatic habitat in good or better
habitat condition.

Protect special status s
habitat from impact by I!

ecies or its
LM-authorized

actions.

Maintain or improve rangeland condition
and productivity through a change in
management practices and/or reduction
in active use. (Note: Upon completion
of the Ecological Site Inventory on the
Three Rivers RA, ecological status
objectives will be developed.)
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Table 9. Allotment Management Summaries (continued)

Allotment Name: Buck Mountain

Public Acres: 14,849

Allot. No.: 5537

Other Acres:

Mgmt. Category:  M

1,992

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:

Suspended Nonuse:

Total Preference:

Exchange of Use:

Average Actual Use:

Identified Resource Management
Conflicts/Concerns Objectives

Water quality does not currently
meet DEQ water quality standards
for beneficial uses.

Improve surface water quality on
public lands to meet or exceed quality
standards for all beneficial uses as
established by the DEQ, where BLM
authorized actions are having a
negative effect on water quality.

No forage allocations for elk use
in the allotment have been made.

Riparian or aquatic habitat is in
less than good habitat
condition.

At this time, the following special
status species or its habitat is
known to exist within the allotment:
sage grouse, Lupinus  biddlei

CONSTRAINTS

1,515

421

1,936

175

1,852

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Deer:

Elk:

Antelope:

Horses:

Total:

25

164

20

209

Allocate forage to meet elk forage
demands.

Improve and maintain riparian or
aquatic habitat in good or better
habitat condition.

Protect special status species or its
habitat from impact by BLM-authorized
actions.

Area influencing perennial water occurs within the allotment. Limit treatment of this area by mechanical or prescribed fire means to
less than 20 percent of area in any one year.

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reducethevarietyof plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.

Deer winter range occurs in allotment. Vegetation conversions must be limited to less than 400 acres in size. Maintain browse on
at least 85 percent of the winter range currently supporting browse.
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Table 9. Allotment Management Summaries (continued)

Allotment Name: Riverside

Public Acres: 15,588

Allot. No. : 5538 Mgmt. Category: M

Other Acres: 4,884

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:

Suspended Nonuse:

Total Preference:

Exchange of Use:

Average Actual Use:

Identified Resource Management
Conflicts/Concerns Objectives

At this time, the following special
status species or its habitat is
known to exist within the allotment:
Lupinus  biddlei

Protect special status species or its
habitat from impact by BLM-authorized
actions.

Intensive recreation use occurs
within the allotment.

Incorporate recreation management
objectives into overall allotment
management system.

Current range condition, level or
pattern of utilization may be
unacceptable, or carrying capacity
(under current management practices)
may be exceeded.

CONSTRAINTS

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

1,949 Deer:

807 Elk:

2,756 Antelope:

728 Horses:

2,514 Total:

27

11

38

Maintain or improve rangeland condition
and productivity through a change in
management practices and/or reduction
in active use. (Note: Upon completion
of the Ecological Site Inventory on the
Three Rivers RA, ecological status
objectives will be developed.)

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
#r communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.

Deer winter range occurs in allotment. Vegetation conversions must be limited to less than 400 acres in size. Maintain browse on
at least 85 percent of the winter range currently supporting browse.
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Table 9. Allotment Management Summaries (continued)

Allotment Name: W&C Blaylock FFR

Public Acres: 410

Allot. No.: 5539

Other Acres:

Mgmt. Category: C

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:

Suspended Nonuse:

Total Preference:

Average Actual Use:

30

0

30

30

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Deer:

Elk:

Antelope:

Horses:

Total:

26

26

Identified Resource Management
Conflicts/Concerns Objectives

CONSTRAINTS

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.

Deer winter range occurs in allotment. Vegetation conversions must be limited to less than 400 acres in size. Maintain browse on
at least 85 percent of the winter range currently supporting browse.

Allotment Name: Lute Field

Public Acres: 225

Allot. No.: 5540

Other Acres:

Mgmt. Category: C

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference: 13

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Deer:

Suspended Nonuse: 0

Total Preference: 13

Average Actual Use: 13

Elk:

Antelope:

Horses:

Total:

Identified Resource
Conflicts/Concerns

CONSTRAINTS

Management
Objectives

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.
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Table 9. Allotment Management Summaries (continued)

Allotment Name: Home Ranch ExclosureAllot. No.: 5541 Mgmt. Category:  C

Public Acres: 1,233 Other Acres:

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:

Suspended Nonuse:

Total Preference:

Average Actual Use:

100

0

100

100

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Deer:

Elk:

Antelope:

Horses:

Total:

Identified Resource
Conflicts/Concerns

Management
Objectives

CONSTRAINTS

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.

Allotment Name: Marshall FFR

Public Acres: 302

Allot. No.: 5542

Other Acres:

Mgmt. Category: C

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:

Suspended Nonuse:

Total Preference:

Average Actual Use:

13

0

13

13

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Deer:

Elk:

Antelope:

Horses:

Total:

Identified Resource Management
Conflicts/Concerns Objectives

CONSTRAINTS

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.
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Table 9. Allotment Management Summaries (continued)

Allotment Name: Devine Flat Field

Public Acres:

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:

Suspended Nonuse:

Total Preference:

Average Actual Use:

788

118

0

118

118

Allot. No.: 5543 Mgmt. Category: C

Other Acres:

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Deer:

Elk:

Antelope:

Horses:

Total:

Identified Resource
Conflicts/Concerns

Management
Objectives

CONSTRAINTS

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.

Allotment Name: Brooks Field

Public Acres: 520

Allot. No.: 5544

Other Acres:

Mgmt. Category: C

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:

Suspended Nonuse:

Total Preference:

Average Actual Use:

50

0

50

50

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Deer:

Elk:

Antelope:

Horses:

Total:

42

1

43

Identified Resource Management
Conflicts/Concerns Objectives

CONSTRAINTS

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.
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Table 9. Allotment Management Summaries (continued)

Allotment Name: Sunshine Field

Public Acres: 463

Allot. No.: 5545

Other Acres:

Mgmt. Category: C

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:

Suspended Nonuse:

Total Preference:

Average Actual Use:

52

0

52

52

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Deer:

Elk:

Antelope:

Horses:

Total:

Identified Resource Management
Conflicts/Concerns Objectives

CONSTRAINTS

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.

Allotment Name: Druitt Field and FFRAllot. No.: 5546

Public Acres: 746

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference: 30

Suspended Nonuse: 0

Total Preference: 30

Average Actual Use: 30

Mgmt. Category: C

Other Acres:

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Deer:

Elk:

Antelope:

Horses:

Total:

15

1

16

Identified Resource Management
Conflicts/Concerns Objectives

At this time, the following special
status species or its habitat is
known to exist within the allotment:
sage grouse

Protect special status species or its
habitat from impact by BLM-authorized
actions.

CONSTRAINTS

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.
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Table 9. Allotment Management Summaries (continued)

Allotment Name: Lake Field

Public Acres:

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:

30

3

Allot. No.: 5547 Mgmt. Category: C

Other Acres:

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Deer:

Suspended Nonuse: 0

Total Preference: 3

Average Actual Use: 3

Elk:

Antelope:

Horses:

Total:

Identified Resource Management
Conflicts/Concerns Objectives

Substantial surface acreage Adjust allotment capacities and
within allotment affected by management system, as needed, to address
mineral development activities. minerals development impacts.

CONSTRAINTS

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.

Allotment Name: Griffin FFR

Public Acres: 450

Allot. No.: 5548

Other Acres:

Mgmt. Category: C

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:

Suspended Nonuse:

Total Preference:

Average Actual Use:

56

0

56

56

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Deer:

Elk:

Antelope:

Horses:

Total:

Identified Resource
Conflicts/Concerns

CONSTRAINTS

Management
Objectives

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.
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Table 9. Allotment Management Summaries (continued)

Allotment Name: Howards FFR

Public Acres:

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:

392

30

Allot. No.: 5549 Mgmt. Category: C

Other Acres:

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Deer:

Suspended Nonuse: 0 Elk:

Total Preference: 30 Antelope:

Average Actual Use: 30 Horses:

Total:

Identified Resource
Conflicts/Concerns

Management
Objectives

CONSTRAINTS

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.

Allotment Name: Jordan’s FFR

Public Acres: 60

Allot. No.: 5550

Other Acres:

Mgmt. Category: C

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:

Suspended Nonuse:

Total Preference:

Average Actual Use:

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Deer:

Elk:

Antelope:

Horses:

Total:

Identified Resource
Conflicts/Concerns

Management
Objectives

CONSTRAINTS

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.
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Table 9. Allotment Management Summaries (continued)

Allotment Name: Litlard’s FFR

Public Acres:

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:

Suspended Nonuse:

Total Preference:

Average Actual Use:

40

7

0

7

17

Allot. No.: 5551 Mgmt. Category: C

Other Acres:

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Deer:

Elk:

Antelope:

Horses:

Total:

Identified Resource
Conflicts/Concerns

Management
Objectives

CONSTRAINTS

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.

Allotment Name: Miller FFR A

Public Acres: 320

Allot. No.: 5552

Other Acres:

Mgmt. Category: C

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:

Suspended Nonuse:

Total Preference:

Average Actual Use:

20

0

20

20

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Deer:

Elk:

Antelope:

Horses:

Total:

Identified Resource
Conflicts/Concerns

CONSTRAINTS

Management
Objectives

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.
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Table 9. Allotment Management Summaries (continued)

Allotment Name: Miller FFR B

Public Acres:

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:

40

5

Allot. No.: 5553 Mgmt. Category: C

Other Acres:

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Deer:

Suspended Nonuse: 0 Elk:

Total Preference: 5 Antelope:

Average Actual Use: 5 Horses:

Total:

Identified Resource
Conflicts/Concerns

Management
Objectives

CONSTRAINTS

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary fortheir  continued existence and normal functioning.

Allotment Name: J.Fran Miller FFR

Public Acres:

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:

Suspended Nonuse:

Total Preference:

Average Actual Use:

049

25

0

25

25

Allot. No.: 5554 Mgmt. Category: C

Other Acres:

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Deer:

Elk:

Antelope:

Horses:

Total:

Identified Resource Management
Conflicts/Concerns Objectives

CONSTRAINTS

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.
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Table 9. Allotment Management Summaries (continued)

Allotment Name: Ott FFR

Public Acres:

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:

64

5

Allot. No.: 5555 Mgmt. Category:  C

Other Acres:

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Deer:

Suspended Nonuse: 0

Total Preference: 5

Average Actual Use: 5

Elk:

Antelope:

Horses:

Total:

Identified Resource Management
Conflicts/Concerns Objectives

CONSTRAINTS

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.

Allotment Name: Pine Creek FFR

Public Acres: 1,290

Allot. No.: 5556

Other Acres:

Mgmt. Category:  C

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:

Suspended Nonuse:

Total Preference:

Average Actual Use:

180

0

180

180

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Deer:

Elk:

Antelope:

Horses:

Total:

Identified Resource Management
Conflicts/Concerns Objectives

CONSTRAINTS

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.
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Table 9. Allotment Management Summaries (continued)

Allotment Name: J&G Kane FFR

Public Acres:

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:

Suspended Nonuse:

Total Preference:

Average Actual Use:

110

5

0

5

5

Allot. No.: 5557 Mgmt. Category: C

Other Acres:

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Deer:

Elk:

Antelope:

Horses:

Total:

Identified Resource Management
Conflicts/Concerns Objectives

CONSTRAINTS

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.

Allotment Name: J&G FFR

Public Acres: 130

Allot. No.: 5558

Other Acres:

Mgmt. Category: C

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:

Suspended Nonuse:

Total Preference:

Average Actual Use:

33

0

33

33

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Deer:

Elk:

Antelope:

Horses:

Total:

Identified Resource Management
Conflicts/Concerns Objectives

CONSTRAINTS

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.
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Table 9. Allotment Management Summaries (continued)

Allotment Name: Sword’s FFR

Public Acres:

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:

Suspended Nonuse:

Total Preference:

Average Actual Use:

172

32

0

32

32

Allot. No.: 5559 Mgmt. Category: C

Other Acres:

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Deer:

Elk:

Antelope:

Horses:

Total:

Identified Resource Management
Conflicts/Concerns Objectives

CONSTRAINTS

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.

Allotment Name: Vicker’s FFR

Public Acres:

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:

Suspended Nonuse:

Total Preference:

Average Actual Use:

1,746

191

0

191

191

Allot. No.: 5560 Mgmt. Category:  C

Other Acres:

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Deer:

Elk:

Antelope:

Horses:

Total:

Identified Resource Management
Conflicts/Concerns Objectives

CONSTRAINTS

Ensurethat substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reducethevarietyof plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.
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Table 9. Allotment Management Summaries (continued)

Allotment Name: Wilber FFR

Public Acres:

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:

1,335

125

Allot. No.: 5561 Mgmt. Category: C

Other Acres:

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Deer:

Suspended Nonuse: 0

Total Preference: 125

Average Actual Use: 125

Elk:

Antelope:

Horses:

Total:

Identified Resource
Conflicts/Concerns

Management
Objectives

CONSTRAINTS

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.

Allotment Name: Williams’ FFR

Public Acres:

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:

Suspended Nonuse:

Total Preference:

200

24

0

24

Allot. No.: 5562 Mgmt. Category: C

Other Acres:

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Deer:

Elk:

Antelope:

Average Actual Use: 24 Horses:

Total:

Identified Resource Management
Conflicts/Concerns Objectives

CONSTRAINTS

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.
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Table 9. Allotment Management Summaries (continued)

Allotment Name: Arnold’s FFR

Public Acres:

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:

Suspended Nonuse:

Total Preference:

Average Actual Use:

230

23

0

23

23

Allot. No.: 5563 Mgmt. Category: C

Other Acres:

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Deer:

Elk:

Antelope:

Horses:

Total:

Identified Resource Management
Conflicts/Concerns Objectives

CONSTRAINTS

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.

Allotment Name: Wheeler Basin

Public Acres: 4,981

Allot. No.: 5564 Mgmt. Category: M

Other Acres: 230

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:

Suspended Nonuse:

Total Preference:

Average Actual Use:

618

342

960

737

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Deer:

Elk:

Antelope:

Horses:

Total:

14

14

Identified Resource Management
Conflicts/Concerns Objectives

CONSTRAINTS

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.

Deer winter range occurs in allotment. Vegetation conversions must be limited to less than 400 acres in size. Maintain browse on
at least 85 percent of the winter range currently supporting browse.
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Table 9. Allotment Management Summaries (continued)

Allotment Name: Wilber FFR

Public Acres: 1,335

Allot. No.: 5561

Other Acres:

Mgmt. Category: C

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:

Suspended Nonuse:

Total Preference:

Average Actual Use:

125

0

125

125

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Deer:

Elk:

Antelope:

Horses:

Total:

Identified Resource Management
Conflicts/Concerns Objectives

CONSTRAINTS

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.

Allotment Name: Williams’ FFR

Public Acres:

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:

Suspended Nonuse:

Total Preference:

Average Actual Use:

200

24

0

24

24

Allot. No.: 5562 Mgmt. Category: C

Other Acres:

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Deer:

Elk:

Antelope:

Horses:

Total:

Identified Resource Management
Conflicts/Concerns Objectives

CONSTRAINTS

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.
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Table 9. Allotment Management Summaries (continued)

Allotment Name: Upton Mountain

Public Acres: 13,761

Allot. No.: 5565

Other Acres:

Mgmt. Category: I

354

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference: 1,615

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Deer:

Suspended Nonuse: 771

Total Preference: 2,386

Average Actual Use: 1,404

Elk:

Antelope:

Horses:

Identified Resource Management
Conflicts/Concerns Objectives

Active erosion occurs in the
allotment.

At this time, the following special
status species or its habitat is
known to exist within the allotment:
sage grouse, bighorn sheep

Current range condition, level or
pattern of utilization may be
unacceptable, or carrying capacity
(under current management practices)
may be exceeded.

CONSTRAINTS

Total:

Improve and maintain erosion condition
in moderate or better erosion condition.

Protect special status species or its
habitat from impact by BLM-authorized
actions.

Maintain or improve rangeland condition
and productivity through a change in
management practices and/or reduction
in active use. (Note: Upon completion
of the Ecological Site Inventory on the
Three Rivers RA, ecological status
objectives will be developed.)

6

6

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.
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Table 9. Allotment Management Summaries (continued)

Allotment Name: Texaco Basin

Public Acres: 10,714

Allot. No.: 5566

Other Acres:

Mgmt. Category:  I

440

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:

Suspended Nonuse:

Total Preference:

Exchange of Use:

Average Actual Use:

Identified Resource Management
Conflicts/Concerns Objectives

Water quality does not currently
meet DEQ water quality standards
for beneficial uses.

Improve surface water quality on
public lands to meet or exceed quality
standards for all beneficial uses as
established by the DEQ, where BLM
authorized actions are having a
negative effect on water quality.

Riparian or aquatic habitat is in
less than good habitat
condition.

Wetlands habitat in less than
satisfactory condition.

Intensive recreation use occurs
within the allotment.

The allotment contains all or a
portion of the Stinkingwater Wild
Horse Herd Management Area.

At this time, the following special
status species or its habitat is
known to exist within the allotment:
sage grouse, redband  trout, Lupinus
biddei, bighorn sheep

CONSTRAINTS

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

1,900 Deer:

900 Elk:

2,800 Antelope:

22 Horses:

2,525 Total:

Improve and maintain riparian or
aquatic habitat in good or better
habitat condition.

Improve wetlands habitat condition to
satisfactory or better.

Incorporate recreation management
objectives into overall allotment
management system.

Maintain healthy populations of wild
horses and burros at appropriate
management levels which will achieve
a thriving natural ecological balance.

Protect special status species or its
habitat from impact by BLM-authorized
actions.

9

100

109

Area influencing perennial water occurs within the allotment, Limit treatment of this area by mechanical or prescribed fire means to
less than 20 percent of area in any one year.

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.
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Table 9. Allotment Management Summaries (continued)

Allotment Name: Miler FFR

Public Acres:

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:

160

16

Allot. No.: 5567 Mgmt. Category: C

Other Acres:

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Deer:

Suspended Nonuse: 0 Elk:

Total Preference: 16 Antelope:

Average Actual Use: 16 Horses:

Total:

Identified Resource Management
Conflicts/Concerns Objectives

CONSTRAINTS

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.

Allotment Name: Bryon’s FFR

Public Acres:

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:

40

6

Allot. No.: 5568 Mgmt. Category: C

Other Acres:

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Deer:

Suspended Nonuse: 0 Elk:

Total Preference: 6 Antelope:

Average Actual Use: 6 Horses:

Total:

Identified Resource Management
Conflicts/Concerns Objectives

CONSTRAINTS

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.
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Table 9. Allotment Management Summaries (continued)

Allotment Name: Floyd’s FFR

Public Acres:

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:

Suspended Nonuse:

Total Preference:

Average Actual Use:

40

2

0

2

2

Allot. No.: 5569 Mgmt. Category:  C

Other Acres:

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Deer:

Elk:

Antelope:

Horses:

Total:

Identified Resource Management
Conflicts/Concerns Objectives

CONSTRAINTS

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.

Allotment Name: River FFR

Public Acres: 290

Allot. No.: 5570

Other Acres:

Mgmt. Category: C

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:

Suspended Nonuse:

Total Preference:

Average Actual Use:

60

0

60

60

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Deer:

Elk:

Antelope:

Horses:

Total:

Identified Resource Management
Conflicts/Concerns Objectives

CONSTRAINTS

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.
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Table 9. Allotment Management Summaries (continued)

Allotment Name: Lamb Ranch

Public Acres: 2,246

Allot. No.: 5571

Other Acres:

Mgmt. Category: I

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:

Suspended Nonuse:

Total Preference:

Average Actual Use:

Identified Resource Management
Conflicts/Concerns Objectives

Water quality does not currently
meet DEQ water quality standards
for beneficial uses.

Improve surface water quality on
public lands to meet or exceed quality
standards for all beneficial uses as
established by the DEQ, where BLM
authorized actions are having a
negative effect on water quality.

At this time, the following special
status species or its habitat is
known to exist within the allotment:
sage grouse

Current range condition, level or
pattern of utilization may be
unacceptable, or carrying capacity
(under current management practices)
may be exceeded.

CONSTRAINTS

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

246

0

246

246

Deer:

Elk:

Antelope:

Horses:

Total:

Protect special status species or its
habitat from impact by BLM-authorized
actions.

Maintain or improve rangeland condition
and productivity through a change in
management practices and/or reduction
in active use. (Note: Upon completion
of the Ecological Site Inventory on the
Three Rivers RA, ecological status
objectives will be developed.)

Area influencing perennial water occurs within the allotment. Limit treatment of this area by mechanical or prescribed fire means to
less than 20 percent of area in any one year.

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.
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Table 9. Allotment Management Summaries (continued)

Allotment Name: Krueger FFR

Public Acres: 80

Allot. No.: 5572

Other Acres:

Mgmt. Category:  C

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:

Suspended Nonuse:

Total Preference:

Exchange of Use:

Average Actual Use:

8

0

8

4

12

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Deer:

Elk:

Antelope:

Horses:

Total:

Identified Resource Management
Conflicts/Concerns Objectives

Unallotted grazing area. Issue temporary nonrenewable license unless allotted.

CONSTRAINTS

Ensurethat substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce thevarietyof plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.

Allotment Name: East Warm Springs Allot. No.: 7001 Mgmt. Category:  I

Public Acres: 181,390 Other Acres: 17,547

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs) Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Active Preference: 8,225 Deer:

Suspended Nonuse: 0 Elk:

Total Preference: 8,225 Antelope:

Exchange of Use: 40 Horses:

*Carrying Capacity: 12,292 Total:

Average Actual Use: 12,989

Identified Resource Management
Conflicts/Concerns Objectives

Limiting big game habitat in Improve and maintain big game habitat
unsatisfactory habitat condition in satisfactory habitat condition.

Playa habitat occurs in the
allotment.

Incorporate playa management objectives
into allotment management as such
objectives are developed.

80

99

1,200

1,379
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Table 9. Allotment Management Summaries (continued)

At this time, the following special
status species or its habitat is
known to exist within the allotment:
long-billed curlew, snowy plover,
Malheur wirelettuce, sage grouse

Protect special status species or its
habitat from impact by BLM-authorized
actions.

The South Narrows Area of Critical
Environmental Concern occurs within
allotment.

Adjust allotment management including
levels and areas of authorized use,
seasons of use and grazing system as
required by activity plans associated
with Stephanomeria malheurensis.

The allotment contains all or a
portion of the Warm Springs Wild
Horse Herd Management Area.

Maintain healthy populations of wild
horses and burros at appropriate
management levels which will achieve
a thriving natural ecological balance.

Water quality does not currently
meet DEQ water quality standards
for beneficial uses.

Improve surface water quality on
public lands to meet or exceed quality
standards for all beneficial uses as
established by the DEQ, where BLM
authorized actions are having a
negative effect on water quality.

The Foster Flat RNAIACEC  occurs
within the allotment.

Adjust allotment management including
levels and areas of authorized use,
seasons of use and grazing system
as required by ACEC Management Plan.

Active erosion occurs in the Improve and maintain erosion condition
allotment. in moderate or better erosion condition.

Current range condition, level or
pattern of utilization may be
unacceptable, or carrying capacity
(under current management practices)
may be exceeded.

Maintain or improve rangeland condition
and productivity through a change in
management practices and/or reduction
in active use. (Note: Upon completion
of the Ecological Site Inventory on the
Three Rivers RA, ecological status
objectives will be developed.)

CONSTRAINTS

Species officially listed as Threatened or Endangered under the Endangered Species Act and/or their critical habitat occur within
the allotment. Consult with USFWS on all actions which may affect the species and mitigate all management practices to avoid
adversely affecting the species.

Deer winter range occurs in allotment. Vegetation conversions must be limited to less than 400 acres in size. Maintain browse on
at least 85 percent of the winter range currently supporting browse.

Area influencing perennial water occurs within the allotment. Limit treatment of this area by mechanical or prescribed fire means to
less than 20 percent of area in any one year.

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.

*Indicates an allotment where cartying capacity has been determined in a completed allotment evaluation.
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Table 9. Allotment Management Summaries (continued)

Allotment Name: West Warm Springs

Public Acres: 295,549

Allot. No.: 7002

Other Acres:

Mgmt. Category:  I

11,119

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs) Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Active Preference: 11,167 Deer:

Suspended Nonuse: 0

Total Preference: 11,167

Exchange of Use: 110

Average Actual Use: 5,114

Identified Resource
Conflicts/Concerns

Riparian or aquatic habitat is in
less than good habitat
condition.

Playa habitat occurs in the
allotment.

At this time, the following special
status species or its habitat is
known to exist within the allotment:
sage grouse, snowy plover

Water uality does not currently
meet D Q water quality standards%
for beneficial uses.

The allotment contains all or a
ortion

R
of the Warm Springs Wild

orse Herd Management Area.

Current range condition, level or
pattern of utilization may be
unacceptable, or carrying capacity
(under current management practices)
may be exceeded.

116

Elk:

Antelope: 38

Horses: 1,224

Total: 1,378

Management
Objectives

Improve and maintain riparian or
aquatic habitat in good or better
habitat condition.

Incorporate playa management ob’ectives
into allotment management as sueil
objectives are developed.

Protect special status s ecies or its
habitat from impact by IFiLM-authorized
actions.

Im rove surface water quality on
puE.kc lands to meet or exceed quality
standards for all beneficial uses as
established by the DEQ, where BLM
authorized actions are havin a
negative effect on water qua rty.i!

Maintain healthy populations of wild
horses and burros at appropriate
management levels which will achieve
a thriving natural ecological balance.

Maintain or improve rangeland condition
and productivity through a change in
management practices and/or reduction
in active use. (Note: Upon completion
of the Ecological Site Inventory on the
Three Rivers RA, ecological status
objectives will be developed.)

CONSTRAINTS

Deer winter range occurs in allotment. Vegetation conversions must be limited to less than 400 acres in size. Maintain browse on
at least 85 percent of the winter range currently supporting browse.

Area influencing perennial water occurs within the allotment. Limit treatment of this area by mechanical or prescribed fire means to
less than 20 percent of area in any one year.

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.
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Table 9. Allotment Management Summaries (continued)

Allotment Name: East Wagontire Allot. No.: 7003 Mgmt. Category: I

Public Acres: 118,232 Other Acres: 80,962

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:

Suspended Nonuse:

Total Preference:

Exchange of Use:

Average Actual Use:

Identified Resource Management
Conflicts/Concerns Objectives

Limiting big game habitat in
unsatisfactory habitat condition.

Improve and maintain big game habitat
in satisfactory habitat condition.

Playa habitat occurs in the
allotment.

Incorporate playa management objectives
into allotment management as such
objectives are developed.

At this time, the following special
status species or its habitat is
known to exist within the allotment:
sage grouse

Current range condition, level or
pattern of utilization may be
unacceptable, or carrying capacity
(under current management practices)
may be exceeded.

CONSTRAINTS

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

8,281 Deer:

0 Elk:

8,281 Antelope:

518 Horses:

6,913 Total:

86

7

93

Protect special status species or its
habitat from impact by BLM-authorized
actions.

Maintain or improve rangeland condition
and productivity through a change in
management practices and/or reduction
in active use. (Note: Upon completion
of the Ecological Site Inventory on the
Three Rivers RA, ecological status
objectives will be developed.)

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.
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Table 9. Allotment Management Summaries (continued)

Allotment Name: West Wagontire Allot. No.: 7004 Mgmt. Category: I

Public Acres: 66,718 Other Acres: 3,929

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:

Suspended Nonuse:

Total Preference:

“Carrying Capacity:

Average Actual Use:

Identified Resource Management
Conflicts/Concerns Objectives

Limiting big game habitat in
unsatisfactory habitat condition.

Improve and maintain big game habitat
in satisfactory habitat condition.

Playa habitat occurs in the
allotment.

Incorporate playa management objectives
into allotment management as such
objectives are developed.

At this time, the following special
status species or its habitat is
known to exist within the allotment:
sage grouse

Current range condition, level or
pattern of utilization may be
unacceptable, or carrying capacity
(under current management practices)
may be exceeded.

CONSTRAINTS

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

7,493 Deer:

0 Elk:

7,493 Antelope:

4.648 Horses:

5,682 Total:

Protect special status species or its
habitat from impact by BLM-authorized
actions.

Maintain or improve rangeland condition
and productivity through a change in
management practices and/or reduction
in active use. (Note: Upon completion
of the Ecological Site Inventory on the
Three Rivers RA, ecological status
objectives will be developed.)

73

9

82

Deer winter range occurs in allotment. Vegetation conversions must be limited to less than 400 acres in size. Maintain browse on
at least 85 percent of the winter range currently supporting browse.

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.

* Indicates an allotment where carrying capacity has been determined in a completed allotment evaluation.
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Table 9. Allotment Management Summaries (continued)

Allotment Name: Glass Butte

Public Acres: 7,613

Allot. No.: 7005 Mgmt. Category: I

Other Acres: 953

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:

Suspended Nonuse:

Total Preference:

Exchange of Use:

*Carrying Capacity:

Average Actual Use:

Identified Resource Management
Conflicts/Concerns Objectives

Limiting big game habitat in
unsatisfactory habitat condition.

At this time, the following special
status species or its habitat is
known to exist within the allotment:
sage grouse

Improve and maintain big game habitat
in satisfactory habitat condition.

Protect special status species or its
habitat from impact by BLM-authorized
actions.

Substantial surface acreage
within allotment affected by
mineral development activities.

Current range condition, level or
pattern of utilization may be
unacceptable, or carrying capacity
(under current management practices)
may be exceeded.

Adjust allotment capacities and
management system, as needed, to address
minerals development impacts.

Maintain or improve rangeland condition
and productivity through a change in
management practices and/or reduction
in active use. (Note: Upon completion
of the Ecological Site Inventory on the
Three Rivers RA, ecological status
objectives will be developed.)

CONSTRAINTS

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

1,058

0

1,058

84

518

791

Deer:

Elk:

Antelope:

Horses:

Total:

12

5

17

Deer winter range occurs in allotment. Vegetation conversions must be limited to less than 400 acres in size. Maintain browse on
at least 85 percent of the winter range currently supporting browse.

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.

* Indicates an allotment where carrying capacity has been determined in a completedallotment evaluation.
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Table 9. Allotment Management Summaries (continued)

Allotment Name: Rimrock Lake

Public Acres: 21,815

Allot. No.: 7006

Other Acres:

Mgmt. Category:  I

619

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:

Suspended Nonuse:

Total Preference:

1,775

32

1.807

*Carrying Capacity: 1,308

Average Actual Use: 1,345

Identified Resource Management
Conflicts/Concerns Objectives

Limiting big game habitat in Improve and maintain big game habitat
unsatisfactory habitat condition. in satisfactory habitat condition.

Playa habitat occurs in the
allotment.

At this time, the following special
status species or its habitat is
known to exist within the allotment:
sage grouse

Current range condition, level or
pattern of utilization may be
unacceptable, or carrying capacity
(under current management practices)
may be exceeded.

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Deer: 25

Elk:

Antelope:

Horses:

Total:

Incorporate playa management objectives
into allotment management as such
objectives are developed.

Protect special status species or its
habiiat from impact by BLM-authorized
actions.

Maintain or improve rangeland condition
and productivity through a change in
management practices and/or reduction
in active use. (Note: Upon completion
of the Ecological Site Inventory on the
Three Rivers RA, ecological status
objectives will be developed.)

4

29

CONSTRAINTS

Deer winter range occurs in allotment. Vegetation conversions must be limited to less than 400 acres in size. Maintain browse on
at least 85 percent of the winter range currently supporting browse.

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.

‘Indicates an allotment where carrying capacity has been determined in a completed allotment evaluation.
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Table 9. Allotment Management Summaries (continued)

Allotment Name: Hat Butte

Public Acres: 18,338

Allot. No.: 7007

Other Acres:

Mgmt. Category: I

681

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:

Suspended Nonuse:

2,209

101

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Deer:

Elk:

27

Total Preference: 2,310 Antelope:

Average Actual Use: 1,586 Horses:

Total: 32

5

Identified Resource
Conflicts/Concerns

Limiting big game habitat in
unsatisfactory habitat condition.

Current range condition, level or
pattern of utilization may be
unacceptable, or carrying capacity
(under current management practices)
may be exceeded.

Management
Objectives

Improve and maintain big game habitat
in satisfactory habitat condition.

Maintain or improve rangeland condition
and productivity through a change in
management practices and/or reduction
in active use. (Note: Upon completion
of the Ecological Site Inventory on the
Three Rivers RA, ecological status
objectives will be developed.)

CONSTRAINTS

Deer winter range occurs in allotment. Vegetation conversions must be limited to less than 400 acres in size. Maintain browse on
at least 85 percent of the winter range currently supporting browse.

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.

Allotment Name: Sheep Lake-ShieldsAllot. No.: 7008 Mgmt. Category:  I

Public Acres: 13,202 Other Acres:

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs) Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Active Preference: 1,685 Deer:

Suspended Nonuse: 72 Elk:

Total Preference: 1,757 Antelope:

Exchange of Use: 54 Horses:

600

46

21

Average Actual Use: 1,166 Total: 67
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Table 9. Allotment Management Summaries (continued)

Identified Resource
Conflicts/Concerns

No forage allocations for elk use
in the allotment have been made.

Playa habitat occurs in the
allotment.

Management
Objectives

Allocate forage to meet elk forage
demands.

Incorporate playa management objectives
into allotment management as such
objectives are developed.

At this time, the following special
status species or its habitat is
known to exist within the allotment:
sage grouse

Protect special status species or its
habitat from impact by BLM-authorized
actions.

Current range condition, level or
pattern of utilization may be
unacceptable, or carrying capacity
(under current management practices)
may be exceeded.

Maintain or improve rangeland condition
and productivity through a change in
management practices and/or reduction
in active use. (Note: Upon completion
of the Ecological Site Inventory on the
Three Rivers RA, ecological status
objectives will be developed.)

CONSTRAINTS

Deer winter range occurs in allotment. Vegetation conversions must be limited to less than 400 acres in size. Maintain browse on
at least 85 percent of the winter range currently supporting browse.

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reducethevarietyof plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.

Allotment Name: Dry Lake Allot. No.: 7009 Mgmt. Category:  I

Public Acres: 20,249 Other Acres: 6,337

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs) Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Active Preference: 3,099 Deer: 74

Suspended Nonuse: 102 Elk: 25

Total Preference: 3,201 Antelope: 8

Exchange of Use: 116 Horses:

*Carrying Capacity: 2,638 Total: 107

Average Actual Use: 2,158

Identified Resource Management
Conflicts/Concerns Objectives

Limiting big game habitat in
unsatisfactory habitat condition.

No forage allocations for elk use
in the allotment have been made.

Improve and maintain big game habitat
in satisfactory habitat condition.

Allocate forage to meet elk forage
demands.
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Table 9. Allotment Management Summaries  (continued)

Riparian or aquatic habitat is in
less than good habitat
condition.

Wetlands habitat in less than
satisfactory condition.

Playa habitat occurs in the
allotment.

At this time, the following special
status species or its habitat is
known to exist within the allotment:
sage grouse, bald eagle, redband
trout, Malheur mottled sculpin

Water quality does not currently
meet DEQ water quality standards
for beneficial uses.

Active erosion occurs in the
allotment.

Current range condition, level or
pattern of utilization may be
unacceptable, or carrying capacity
(under current management practices)
may be exceeded.

Improve and maintain riparian or
aquatic habitat in good or better
habitat condition.

Improve wetlands habitat condition to
satisfactory or better.

Incorporate playa management objectives
into allotment management as such
objectives are developed.

Protect special status species or its
habitat from impact by BLM-authorized
actions.

Improve surface water quality on
public lands to meet or exceed quality
standards for all beneficial uses as
established by the DEQ, where BLM
authorized actions are having a
negative effect on water quality.

Improve and maintain erosion condition
in moderate or better erosion condition.

Maintain or improve rangeland condition
and productivity through a change in
management practices and/or reduction
in active use. (Note: Upon completion
of the Ecological Site Inventory on the
Three Rivers RA, ecological status
objectives will be developed.)

CONSTRAINTS

Species officially listed as Threatened or Endangered under the Endangered Species Act and/or their critical habitat occur within
the allotment. Consult with USFWS on all actions which may affect the species and mitigate all management practices to avoid
adversely affecting the species.

Deer winter range occurs in allotment. Vegetation conversions must be limited to less than 400 acres in size. Maintain browse on
at least 85 percent of the winter range currently supporting browse.

Area influencing perennial water occurs within the allotment. Limit treatment of this area by mechanical or prescribed fire means to
less than 20 percent of area in any one year.

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.

‘Indicates an allotment where carrying capacity has been determined in a completed allotment evaluation.
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Table 9. Allotment Management Summaries (continued)

Allotment Name: Claw Creek

Public Acres: 24,244

Allot. No.: 7010 Mgmt. Category: I

Other Acres: 9,313

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:

Suspended Nonuse:

Total Preference:

Exchange of Use:

*Carrying Capacity:

Average Actual Use:

Identified Resource Management
Conflicts/Concerns Objectives

Limiting big game habitat in
unsatisfactory habitat condition.

Improve and maintain big game habitat
in satisfactory habitat condition.

No fora
in the a1

e allocations for elk use
otment have been made.

$Imca;arorage  to meet elk forage

Riparian or aquatic habitat is in
less than good habitat
condition.

Improve and maintain riparian or
aquatic habitat in good or better
habitat condition.

At this time, the following special
status species or its habitat is
known to exist within the allotment:
sage grouse, redband  trout, Malheur
mottled sculpin, bald eagle

Protect special status s ecies or its
habitat from impact by rlLM-authorized
actions.

Dry Mountain RNA/Area of Critical
Environmental Concern Extension
occurs within allotment.

Adjust allotment mana
levels and areas of aut\

ement including
orized use,

seasons of use and
required by ACEC if

razing system as
anagement Plan.

Water quality does not currently
meet DEQ water quality standards
for beneficial uses.

Current range condition, level or
pattern of utilization may be
unacceptable, or carrying capacity
(under current management practices)
may be exceeded.

CONSTRAINTS

160

96

256

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

2,962

141

3,103

131

1,241

1,175

Deer:

Elk:

Antelope:

Horses:

Total:

Improve surface water quality on
public lands to meet or exceed quality
standards for all beneficial uses as
established by the DEQ, where BLM
authorized actions are having a
negative effect on water quality.

Maintain or improve rangeland condition
and productivity through a change in
management practices and/or reduction
in active use. (Note: Upon completion
of the Ecological Site Inventory on the
Three Rivers RA, ecological status
objectives will be developed.)

Species officially listed as Threatened or Endangered under the Endangered Species Act and/or their critical habitat occur within
the allotment. Consult with USFWS on all actions which may affect the species and mitigate all management practices to avoid
adversely affecting the species.

Deer winter range occurs in allotment. Vegetation conversions must be limited to less than 400 acres in size. Maintain browse on
at least 85 percent of the winter range currently supporting browse.
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Table 9. Allotment Management Summaries (continued)

Area influencing perennial water occurs within the allotment. Limit treatment of this area by mechanical or prescribed fire means to
less than 20 percent of area in any one year.

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.

*Indicates an allotment where carrying capacity has been determined in a completed allotment evaluation.

Allotment Name: Upper Valley

Public Acres: 1,745

Allot. No.: 7011

Other Acres:

Mgmt. Category: M

5,155

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:

Suspended Nonuse:

Total Preference:

Average Actual Use:

Identified Resource Management
Conflicts/Concerns Objectives

No forage allocations for elk use
in the allotment have been made.

Allocate forage to meet elk forage
demands.

Riparian or aquatic habitat is in
less than good habitat
condition.

Improve and maintain riparian or
aquatic habitat in good or better
habitat condition.

At this time, the following special
status species or its habitat is
known to exist within the allotment:
sage grouse, redband  trout, Malheur
mottled sculpin

Water quality does not currently
meet DEQ water quality standards
for beneficial uses.

Protect special status species or its
habitat from impact by BLM-authorized
actions.

Improve surface water quality on
public lands to meet or exceed quality
standards for all beneficial uses as
established by the DEQ, where BLM
authorized actions are having a
negative effect on water quality.

CONSTRAINTS

254

11

265

265

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Deer:

Elk:

Antelope:

Horses:

Total:

Area influencing perennial water occurs within the allotment. Limit treatment of this area by mechanical or prescribed fire means to
less than 20 percent of area in any one year.

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.
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Allotment Name: Packsaddle

Public Acres:

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:

Suspended Nonuse:

Total Preference:

Average Actual Use:

Table 9. Allotment Management Summaries (continued)

2,366

316

16

332

239

Allot. No.: 7012 Mgmt. Category: I

Other Acres: 647

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Deer: IO

Elk: 22

Antelope: 8

Horses:

Total: 40

Identified Resource Management
Conflicts/Concerns Objectives

No forage allocations for elk use
in the allotment have been made.

Allocate forage to meet elk forage
demands.

Riparian or aquatic habitat is in
less than good habitat
condition.

Improve and maintain riparian or
aquatic habitat in good or better
habitat condition.

Active erosion occurs in the
allotment.

Improve and maintain erosion condition
in moderate or better erosion condition.

At this time, the following special
status species or its habitat is
known to exist within the allotment:
sage grouse, redband  trout, Malheur
mottled sculpin

Current range condition, level or
pattern of utilization may be
unacceptable, or carrying capacity
(under current management practices)
may be exceeded.

Protect special status species or its
habitat from impact by BLM-authorized
actions.

Maintain or improve rangeland condition
and productivity through a change in
management practices and/or reduction
in active use. (Note: Upon completion
of the Ecological Site Inventory on the
Three Rivers RA, ecological status
objectives will be developed.)

CONSTRAINTS

Area influencing perennial water occurs within the allotment. Limit treatment of this area by mechanical or prescribed fire means to
less than 20 percent of area in any one year.

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.
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Table 9. Allotment Management Summaries (continued)

Area influencing perennial water occurs within the allotment. Limit treatment of this area by mechanical or prescribed fire means to
less than 20 percent of area in any one year.

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.

‘Indicates an allotment where carrying capacity has been determined in a completed allotment evaluation.

Allotment Name: Upper Valley

Public Acres: 1,745

Allot. No.: 7011

Other Acres:

Mgmt. Category: M

5,155

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:

Suspended Nonuse:

Total Preference:

Average Actual Use:

Identified Resource Management
Conflicts/Concerns Objectives

No forage allocations for elk use
in the allotment have been made.

Allocate forage to meet elk forage
demands.

Riparian or aquatic habitat is in
less than good habitat
condition.

Improve and maintain riparian or
aquatic habitat in good or better
habitat condition.

At this time, the following special
status species or its habitat is
known to exist within the allotment:
sage grouse, redband  trout, Malheur
mottled sculpin

Water quality does not currently
meet DEQ water quality standards
for beneficial uses.

Protect special status species or its
habitat from impact by BLM-authorized
actions.

Improve surface water quality on
public lands to meet or exceed quality
standards for all beneficial uses as
established by the DEQ, where BLM
authorized actions are having a
negative effect on water quality.

CONSTRAINTS

254

11

265

265

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Deer:

Elk:

Antelope:

Horses:

Total:

Area influencing perennial water occurs within the allotment. Limit treatment of this area by mechanical or prescribed fire means to
less than 20 percent of area in any one year.

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.
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Table 9. Allotment Management Summaries (continued)

Allotment Name: Packsaddle Allot. No.: 7012 Mgmt. Category:  I

Public Acres:

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:

2,368

316

Other Acres:

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Deer:

647

10

Suspended Nonuse: 16 Elk:

Total Preference: 332 Antelope:

Average Actual Use: 239 Horses:

22

8

Total: 40

Identified Resource Management
Conflicts/Concerns Objectives

No forage allocations for elk use Allocate forage to meet elk forage
in the allotment have been made. demands.

Riparian or aquatic habitat is in Improve and maintain riparian or
less than good habitat aquatic habitat in good or better
condition. habitat condition.

Active erosion occurs in the Improve and maintain erosion condition
allotment. in moderate or better erosion condition.

At this time, the following special
status species or its habitat is
known to exist within the allotment:
sage grouse, redband  trout, Malheur
mottled sculpin

Current range condition, level or
pattern of utilization may be
unacceptable, or carrying capacity
(under current management practices)
may be exceeded.

Protect special status species or its
habitat from impact by BLM-authorized
actions.

Maintain or improve rangeland condition
and productivity through a change in
management practices and/or reduction
in active use. (Note: Upon completion
of the Ecological Site Inventory on the
Three Rivers RA, ecological status
objectives will be developed.)

CONSTRAINTS

Area influencing perennial water occurs within the allotment. Limit treatment of this area by mechanical or prescribed fire means to
less than 20 percent of area in any one year.

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.
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Table 9. Allotment Management Summaries (continued)

Allotment Name: Zoglmann

Public Acres: 2,240

Allot. No.: 7013 Mgmt. Category: C

Other Acres: 1,600

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference: 160

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Deer: 10

Suspended Nonuse: 1 Elk:

Total Preference: 161 Antelope:

Exchange of Use: 173 Horses:

12

Average Actual Use: 155 Total: 22

Identified Resource Management
Conflicts/Concerns Objectives

No forage allocations for elk use Allocate forage to meet elk forage
in the allotment have been made. demands.

CONSTRAINTS

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary fortheir  continued existence and normal functioning.

Allotment Name: Badger SpringAllot. No.: 7014 Mgmt. Category:  M

Public Acres: 11,043 Other Acres: 920

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:

Suspended Nonuse:

Total Preference:

Exchange of Use:

Average Actual Use:

1,048

55

1,103

93

629

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Deer:

Elk:

Antelope:

Horses:

Total:

68

92

160
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Table 9. Allotment Management Summaries (continued)

Identified Resource
Conflicts/Concerns

Management
Objectives

No forage allocations for elk use
in the allotment have been made.

Allocate forage to meet elk forage
demands.

Current range condition, level or
pattern of utilization may be
unacceptable, or carrying capacity
(under current management practices)
may be exceeded.

Maintain or improve rangeland condition
and productivity through a change in
management practices and/or reduction
in active use. (Note: Upon completion
of the Ecological Site Inventory on the
Three Rivers RA, ecological status
objectives will be developed.)

CONSTRAINTS

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.

Allotment Name: Second Flat

Public Acres: 8,921

Allot. No.: 7015 Mgmt. Category: I

Other Acres: 1,281

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:

Suspended Nonuse:

Total Preference:

Exchange of Use:

Average Actual Use:

Identified Resource
Conflicts/Concerns

Management
Objectives

No fora e allocations for elk use
in the aI7otment have been made.

At this time, the following special
status species or its habitat is
known to exist within the allotment:
sage grouse

Current range condition, level or
pattern of utilization may be
unacceptable, or carrying capacity
(under current management practices)
may be exceeded.

Allocate forage to meet elk forage
demands.

Protect special status species or its
habitat from impact by BLM-authorized
actions.

Maintain or improve rangeland condition
and productivity through a change in
management practices and/or reduction
in active use. (Note: Upon completion
of the Ecological Site Inventory on the
Three Rivers RA, ecological status
objectives will be developed.)

CONSTRAINTS

622

32

725

30

429

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Deer:

Elk:

Antelope:

Horses:

Total:

45

35

11

91

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.
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Table 9. Allotment Management Summaries (continued)

Allotment Name: Zoglmann

Public Acres: 2,246

Allot. No.: 7013 Mgmt. Category: C

Other Acres: 1,600

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:

Suspended Nonuse:

Total Preference:

160

1

161

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Deer:

Elk:

Antelope:

IO

12

Exchange of Use: 173 Horses:

Average Actual Use: 155 Total: 22

Identified Resource Management
Conflicts/Concerns Objectives

No forage allocations for elk use Allocate forage to meet elk forage
in the allotment have been made. demands.

CONSTRAINTS

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.

Allotment Name: Badger SpringAllot. No.: 7014 Mgmt. Category: M

Public Acres: 11,043 Other Acres: 920

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:

Suspended Nonuse:

Total Preference:

Exchange of Use:

Average Actual Use:

1,048

55

1,103

93

629

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Deer:

Elk:

Antelope:

Horses:

Total:

68

92

160
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Table 9. Allotment Management Summaries (continued)

Allotment Name: Cluster

Public Acres: 7,843

Allot. No.: 7017

Other Acres:

Mgmt. Category: M

13,697

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:

Suspended Nonuse:

Total Preference:

*Carrying Capacity:

Average Actual Use:

Identified Resource Management
Conflicts/Concerns Objectives

At this time, the following special
status species or its habitat is
known to exist within the allotment:
sage grouse

Protect special status species or its
habitat from impact by BLM-authorized
actions.

Current range condition, level or
pattern of utilization may be
unacceptable, or carrying capacity
(under current management practices)
may be exceeded.

Maintain or improve rangeland condition
and productivity through a change in
management practices and/or reduction
in active use. (Note: Upon completion
of the Ecological Site Inventory on the
Three Rivers RA, ecological status
objectives will be developed.)

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

548 Deer:

0 Elk:

548 Antelope:

317 Horses:

315 Total:

CONSTRAINTS

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.

l Indicates an allotment where carrying capacity has been determined in a completed allotment evaluation.

Allotment Name: Silver Lake

Public Acres: 16,933

Allot. No.: 7018

Other Acres:

Mgmt. Category: I

978

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:

Suspended Nonuse:

Total Preference:

Exchange of Use:

Average Actual Use:
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1,755

0

1,755

36

1,406

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Deer:

Elk:

Antelope:

Horses:

Total:



Table 9. Allotment Management Summaries (continued)

Allotment Name: Juniper Ridge

Public Acres: 26,784

Allot. No.: 7016

Other Acres:

Mgmt. Category: I

2,412

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:

Suspended Nonuse:

Total Preference:

Exchange of Use:

*Carrying Capacity:

Average Actual Use: 1.073

Identified Resource Management
Conflicts/Concerns Objectives

Limiting big game habitat in Improve and maintain big game habitat
unsatisfactory habitat condition. in satisfactory habitat condition.

Playa habitat occurs in the
allotment.

Incorporate playa management objectives
into allotment management as such
objectives are developed.

At this time, the following special
status species or its habitat is
known to exist within the allotment:
sage grouse, Allium brandegei

Current range condition,  level or
pattern of utilization may be
unacceptable, or carrying capacity
(under current management practices)
may be exceeded.

2,041

0

2,076

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Deer:

Elk:

Antelope:

34

4

30

1,102

Horses:

Total:

Protect special status species or its
habitat from impact by BLM-authorized
actions.

Maintain or improve rangeland condition
and productivity through a change in
management practices and/or reduction
in active use. (Note: Upon completion
of the Ecological Site Inventory on the
Three Rivers RA, ecological status
objectives will be developed.)

38

CONSTRAINTS

Deer winter range occurs in allotment. Vegetation conversions must be limited to less than 400 acres in size. Maintain browse on
at least 85 percent of the winter range currently supporting browse.

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.

*Indicates an allotment where carrying capacity has been determined in a completed allotment evaluation.
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Allotment Name: Cluster

Public Acres: 7,843

Allot. No.: 7017 Mgmt. Category: M

Other Acres: 13,697

Table 9. Allotment Management Summaries (continued)

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:

Suspended Nonuse:

Total Preference:

*Carrying Capacity:

Average Actual Use:

Identified Resource Management
Conflicts/Concerns Objectives

At this time, the following special
status species or its habitat is
known to exist within the allotment:
sage grouse

Protect special status species or its
habitat from impact by BLM-authorized
actions.

Current range condition, level or
pattern of utilization may be
unacceptable, or carrying capacity
(under current management practices)
may be exceeded.

Maintain or improve rangeland condition
and productivity through a change in
management practices and/or reduction
in active use. (Note: Upon completion
of the Ecological Site Inventory on the
Three Rivers RA, ecological status
objectives will be developed.)

548

0

548

317

315

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Deer:

Elk:

Antelope:

Horses:

Total:

CONSTRAINTS

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reducethevarietyof plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.

“Indicates an allotment where carrying capacity has been determined in a completed allotment evaluation.

Allotment Name: Silver Lake

Public Acres: 16,933

Allot. No.: 7018 Mgmt. Category:  I

Other Acres: 978

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs) Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Active Preference: 1,755 Deer: 5

Suspended Nonuse: 0 Elk:

Total Preference: 1,755 Antelope: 2

Exchange of Use: 36 Horses:

Average Actual Use: 1,406 Total: 7
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Table 9. Allotment Management Summaries (continued)

Identified Resource Management
Conflicts/Concerns Objectives

Wetlands habitat in less than
satisfactory condition.

Improve wetlands habitat condition to
satisfactory or better.

Playa habitat occurs in the
allotment.

Incorporate playa management objectives
into allotment management as such
objectives are developed.

At this time, the following special
status species or its habitat is
known to exist within the allotment:
sage grouse, snowy plover

Protect special status species or its
habitat from impact by BLM-authorized
actions.

Current range condition, level or
pattern of utilization may be
unacceptable, or carrying capacity
(under current management practices)
may be exceeded.

Maintain or improve rangeland condition
and productivity through a change in
management practices and/or reduction
in active use. (Note: Upon completion
of the Ecological Site Inventory on the
Three Rivers RA, ecological status
objectives will be developed.)

CONSTRAINTS

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.

Deer winter range occurs in allotment. Vegetation conversions must be limited to less than 400 acres in size. Maintain browse on
at least 85 percent of the winter range currently supporting browse.

Allotment Name: Palomino Buttes Allot. No.: 7019 Mgmt. Category: I

Public Acres: 48,266 Other Acres: 1,734

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs) Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Active Preference: 2,806 Deer: 264

Suspended Nonuse: 89 Elk:

Total Preference: 2,895 Antelope: 28

Exchange of Use: 24 Horses: 480

*Carrying Capacity: 3,041

Average Actual Use: 3,280

Total: 772

Identified Resource
Conflicts/Concerns

The allotment contains all or a
portion of the Palomino Buttes Wild
Horse Herd Management Area.

Management
Objectives

Maintain healthy populations of wild
horses and burros at appropriate
management levels which will achieve
a thriving natural ecological balance.
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Table 9. Allotment Management Summaries (continued)

Limiting big game habitat in
unsatisfactory habitat condition.

Playa habitat occurs in the
allotment.

Improve and maintain big game habitat
in satisfactory habitat condition.

Incorporate playa management objectives
into allotment management as such
objectives are developed.

At this time, the following special
status species or its habitat is
known to exist within the allotment:
sage grouse, Ferruginous hawk,
Eriogonum cusickii

Protect special status species or its
habitat from impact by BLM-authorized
actions.

Current range condition, level or
pattern of utilization may be
unacceptable, or carrying capacity
(under current management practices)
may be exceeded.

Maintain or improve rangeland condition
and productivity through a change in
management practices and/or reduction
in active use. (Note: Upon completion
of the Ecological Site Inventory on the
Three Rivers RA, ecological status
objectives will be developed.)

CONSTRAINTS

Area influencing perennial water occurs within the allotment. Limit treatment of this area by mechanical or prescribed fire means to
less than 20 percent of area in any one year.

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.

Deer winter range occurs in allotment. Vegetation conversions must be limited to less than 400 acres in size. Maintain browse on
at least 85 percent of the winter range currently supporting browse.

l /ndicates an allotment  where carrying capaciiy  has been determined  in a completed  allotment evaluation.

Allotment Name: Sand Hollow Allot. No.: 7020 Mgmt. Category: M

Public Acres: 10,240 Other Acres: 5,650

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs) Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Active Preference: 532 Deer: 33

Suspended Nonuse: 0

Total Preference: 532

Elk:

Antelope: 9

Average Actual Use: 512 Horses:

Total: 42

Identified Resource
Conflicts/Concerns

At this time, the following special
status species or its habitat is
known to exist within the allotment:
sage grouse
Appendix l-134

Management
Objectives

Protect special status species or its
habitat from impact by BLM-authorized
actions.



Table 9. Allotment Management Summaries (continued)

Current range condition, level or
pattern of utilization may be
unacceptable, or carrying capacity
(under current management practices)
may be exceeded.

Maintain or improve rangeland condition
and productivity through a change in
management practices and/or reduction
in active use. (Note: Upon completion
of the Ecological Site Inventory on the
Three Rivers RA, ecological status
objectives will be developed.)

CONSTRAINTS

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.

Deer winter range occurs in allotment. Vegetation conversions must be limited to less than 400 acres in size. Maintain browse on
at least 85 percent of the winter range currently supporting browse.

Allotment Name: Weaver  Lake

Public Acres: 23,323

Allot. No.: 7021

Other Acres:

Mgmt. Category: I

880

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:

Suspended Nonuse:

Total Preference:

Average Actual Use:

Identified Resource Management
Conflicts/Concerns Objectives

Playa habitat occurs in the
allotment.

Incorporate playa management objectives
into allotment management as such
objectives are developed.

The allotment contains all or a
portion of the Palomino Buttes Wild
Horse Herd Management Area.

At this time, the following special
status species or its habitat is
known to exist within the allotment:
sage grouse, Ferruginous hawk

Current range condition, level or
pattern of utilization may be
unacceptable, or carrying capacity
(under current management practices)
may be exceeded.

1,396

73

1,469

1,595

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Deer:

Elk:

Antelope:

Horses:

Total:

68

17

288

373

Maintain healthy populations of wild
horses and burros at appropriate
management levels which will achieve
a thriving natural ecological balance.

Protect special status species or its
habitat from impact by BLM-authorized
actions.

Maintain or improve rangeland condition
and productivity through a change in
management practices and/or reduction
in active use. (Note: Upon completion
of the Ecological Site Inventory on the
Three Rivers RA, ecological status
objectives will be developed.)
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Table 9. Allotment Management Summaries (continued)

CONSTRAINTS

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.

Deer winter range occurs in allotment. Vegetation conversions must be limited to less than 400 acres in size. Maintain browse on
at least 85 percent of the winter range currently supporting browse.

Allotment Name: Dog Mountain

Public Acres: 5,120

Allot. No.: 7022

Other Acres:

Mgmt. Category:  I

735

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:

Suspended Nonuse:

Total Preference:

Average Actual Use:

Identified Resource Management
Conflicts/Concerns Objectives

Current range condition, level or
pattern of utilization may be
unacceptable, or carrying capacity
(under current management practices)
may be exceeded.

Maintain or improve rangeland condition
and productivity through a change in
management practices and/or reduction
in active use. (Note: Upon completion
of the Ecological Site Inventory on the
Three Rivers RA, ecological status
objectives will be developed.)

CONSTRAINTS

176

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

27

0 Elk:

176 Antelope:

0 Horses:

Total: 27

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.

Deer winter range occurs in allotment. Vegetation conversions must be limited to less than 400 acres in size. Maintain browse on
at least 85 percent of the winter range currently supporting browse.
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Table 9. Allotment Management Summaries (continued)

Allotment Name: West Sagehen

Public Acres: 13,461

Allot. No.: 7023 Mgmt. Category: I

Other Acres: 495

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:

Suspended Nonuse:

Total Preference:

Exchange of Use:

*Carrying Capacity:

Average Actual Use:

Identified Resource Management
Conflicts/Concerns Objectives

Limiting big game habitat in
unsatisfactory habitat condition.

No forage allocations for elk use
in the allotment have been made.

At this time, the following special
status species or its habitat is
known to exist within the allotment:
sage grouse, Eriogonum cusickii

Current range condition, level or
pattern of utilization may be
unacceptable, or carrying capacity
(under current management practices)
may be exceeded.

Improve and maintain big game habitat
in satisfactory habitat condition.

Allocate forage to meet elk forage
demands.

Protect special status species or its
habitat from impact by ELM-authorized
actions.

Maintain or improve rangeland condition
and productivity through a change in
management practices and/or reduction
in active use. (Note: Upon completion
of the Ecological Site Inventory on the
Three Rivers RA, ecological status
objectives will be developed.)

CONSTRAINTS

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

1,911

70

1,981

77

1,010

1,120

Deer:

Elk:

Antelope:

Horses:

Total:

64

32

7

103

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.

Deer winter range occurs in allotment. Vegetation conversions must be limited to less than 400 acres in size. Maintain browse on
at least 85 percent of the winter range currently supporting browse.

‘Indicates an allotment where carrying capacity has been determined in a completed allotment evaluation.
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Table 9. Allotment Management Summaries (continued)

Allotment Name: East Sagehen

Public Acres: 23,796

Allot. No.: 7024 Mgmt. Category:  I

Other Acres: 5,033

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:

Suspended Nonuse:

Total Preference:

Exchange of Use:

*Carrying Capacity:

Average Actual Use:

Identified Resource Management
Conflicts/Concerns Objectives

Active erosion occurs in the
allotment.

Improve and maintain erosion condition
in moderate or better erosion condition.

Limiting big game habitat in
unsatisfactory habitat condition.

No forage allocations for elk use
in the allotment have been made.

At this time, the following special
status species or its habitat is
known to exist within the allotment:
sage grouse, Eriogonum cusickii

Improve and maintain big game habitat
in satisfactory habitat condition.

Allocate forage to meet elk forage
demands.

Protect special status species or its
habitat from impact by BLM-authorized
actions.

Current range condition, level or
pattern of utilization may be
unacceptable, or carrying capacity
(under current management practices)
may be exceeded.

Maintain or improve rangeland condition
and productivity through a change in
management practices and/or reduction
in active use. (Note: Upon completion
of the Ecological Site Inventory on the
Three Rivers RA, ecological status
objectives will be developed.)

CONSTRAINTS

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

2,510

108

2,618

15

1,791

1,596

Deer:

Elk:

Antelope:

Horses:

Total:

105

22

4

131

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.

Deer winter range occurs in allotment. Vegetation conversions must be limited to less than 400 acres in size. Maintain browse on
at least 85 percent of the winter range currently supporting browse.

*Indicates an abfment where carrying cepacify has been determined in a completed allotment evaluation.

Appendix I- 138



Table 9. Allotment Management Summaries (continued)

Allotment Name: Horton Mill

Public Acres: 3,520

Allot. No.: 7026 Mgmt. Category: I

Other Acres: 810

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:

Suspended Nonuse:

Total Preference:

Exchange of Use:

Average Actual Use:

Identified Resource Management
Conflicts/Concerns Objectives

Active erosion occurs in the
allotment.

Improve and maintain erosion condition
in moderate or better erosion condition.

Current range condition, level or
pattern of utilization may be
unacceptable, or carrying capacity
(under current management practices)
may be exceeded.

Maintain or improve rangeland condition
and productivity through a change in
management practices and/or reduction
in active use. (Note: Upon completion
of the Ecological Site Inventory on the
Three Rivers RA, ecological status
objectives will be developed.)

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

503 Deer:

200 Elk:

703 Antelope:

17 Horses:

305 Total:

15

1

16

CONSTRAINTS

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.

Deer winter range occurs in allotment. Vegetation conversions must be limited to less than 400 acres in size. Maintain browse on
at least 85 percent of the winter range currently supporting browse.

Allotment Name: Emigrant Creek

Public Acres:

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:

Suspended Nonuse:

Total Preference:

Average Actual Use:

225

112

0

112

250

Allot. No.: 7027 Mgmt. Category: C

Other Acres: 1,360

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Deer: 1

Elk:

Antelope:

Horses:

Total:
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Table 9. Allotment Management Summaries (continued)

Allotment Name: Gouldin

Public Acres: 4,091

Allot. No.: 7025 Mgmt. Category: I

Other Acres: 2,350

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:

Suspended Nonuse:

Total Preference:

Exchange of Use:

*Carrying Capacity:

Average Actual Use:

Identified Resource Management
Conflicts/Concerns Objectives

Active erosion occurs in the
allotment.

Improve and maintain erosion condition
in moderate or better erosion condition.

Intensive recreation use occurs
within the allotment.

Incorporate recreation management
objectives into overall allotment
management system.

Limiting big game habitat in
unsatisfactory habitat condition.

At this time, the following special
status species or its habitat is
known to exist within the allotment:
sage grouse

Current range condition, level or
pattern of utilization may be
unacceptable, or carrying capacity
(under current management practices)
may be exceeded.

CONSTRAINTS

43

43

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

567

28

595

189

501

432

Deer:

Elk:

Antelope:

Horses:

Total:

Improve and maintain big game habitat
in satisfactory habitat condition.

Protect special status species or its
habitat from impact by BLM-authorized
actions.

Maintain or improve rangeland condition
and productivity through a change in
management practices and/or reduction
in active use. (Note: Upon completion
of the Ecological Site Inventory on the
Three Rivers RA, ecological status
objectives will be developed.)

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.

Deer winter range occurs in allotment. Vegetation conversions must be limited to less than 400 acres in size. Maintain browse on
at least 85 percent of the winter range currently supporting browse.

‘Indicates an allotment where canying capacity has been determined in a completed allotment evaluation.
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Table 9. Allotment Management Summaries (continued)

Allotment Name: Horton Mill

Public Acres: 3,520

Allot. No.: 7026 Mgmt. Category:  I

Other Acres: 810

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:

Suspended Nonuse:

Total Preference:

Exchange of Use:

Average Actual Use:

Identified Resource Management
Conflicts/Concerns Objectives

Active erosion occurs in the
allotment.

Improve and maintain erosion condition
in moderate or better erosion condition.

Current range condition, level or
pattern of utilization may be
unacceptable, or carrying capacity
(under current management practices)
may be exceeded.

Maintain or improve rangeland condition
and productivity through a change in
management practices and/or reduction
in active use. (Note: Upon completion
of the Ecological Site Inventory on the
Three Rivers RA, ecological status
objectives will be developed.)

CONSTRAINTS

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.

Deer winter range occurs in allotment. Vegetation conversions must be limited to less than 400  acres in size. Maintain browse on
at least 85 percent of the winter range currently supporting browse.

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

503 Deer:

200 Elk:

703 Antelope:

17 Horses:

305 Total:

15

1

16

Allotment Name: Emigrant Creek

Public Acres:

Grazing Administration info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:

Suspended Nonuse:

Total Preference:

Average Actual Use:

225

112

0

112

250

Allot. No.: 7027 Mgmt. Category:  C

Other Acres: 1,360

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Deer: 1

Elk:

Antelope:

Horses:

Total:

Appendix l-140



Table 9. Allotment Management Summaries (continued)

Identified Resource Management
Conflicts/Concerns Objectives

Water quality does not currently
meet DEQ water quality standards
for beneficial uses.

At this time, the following special
status species or its habitat is
known to exist within the allotment:
redband  trout

Improve surface water quality on
public lands to meet or exceed quality
standards for all beneficial uses as
established by the DEQ, where BLM
authorized actions are having a
negative effect on water quality.

Protect special status species or its
habitat from impact by BLM-authorized
actions.

CONSTRAINTS

Area influencing perennial water occurs within the allotment. Limit treatment of this area by mechanical or prescribed fire means to
less than 20 percent of area in any one year.

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reducethevariety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.

Allotment Name: Stinger Creek

Public Acres: 50

Allot. No.: 7028

Other Acres:

Mgmt. Category: C

265

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:

Suspended Nonuse:

Total Preference:

Average Actual Use:

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Deer:

Elk:

Antelope:

Horses:

Total:

1

1

Identified Resource Management
Conflicts/Concerns Objectives

CONSTRAINTS

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.
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Table 9. Allotment Management Summaries (continued)

Allotment Name: Spring Creek

Public Acres:

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:

1,509

51

Allot. No.: 7029 Mgmt. Category:  C

Other Acres: 990

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Deer: 13

Suspended Nonuse: 0 Elk:

Total Preference: 51 Antelope:

*Carrying Capacity: 100 Horses:

Average Actual Use: 32 Total: 13

Identified Resource
Conflicts/Concerns

Water quality does not currently
meet DEQ water quality standards
for beneficial uses.

Management
Objectives

Improve surface water quality on
public lands to meet or exceed quality
standards for all beneficial uses as
established by the DEQ, where BLM
authorized actions are having a
negative effect on water quality.

Riparian or aquatic habitat is in Improve and maintain riparian or
less than good habitat aquatic habitat in good or better
condition. habitat condition.

CONSTRAINTS

Area influencing perennial water occurs within the allotment. Limit treatment of this area by mechanical or prescribed fire means to
less than 20 percent of area in any one year.

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.

‘Indicates an allotment where carrying capacity has been determined in a completed allotment evaluation.

Allotment Name: Skull Creek Allot. No.: 7030 Mgmt. Category: I

Public Acres: 27,500 Other Acres: 10,414

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs) Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Active Preference: 2,458 Deer: 354

Suspended Nonuse: 1,130 Elk: 24

Total Preference: 3,588 Antelope: 8

*Carrying Capacity: 2,871 Horses:

Average Actual Use: 1,823 Total: 386
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Table 9. Allotment Management Summaries (continued)

Identified Resource
Conflicts/Concerns

Water quality does not currently
meet DEQ water quality standards
for beneficial uses.

Management
Objectives

Improve surface water quality on
public lands to meet or exceed quality
standards for all beneficial uses as
established by the DEQ, where BLM
authorized actions are having a
negative effect on water quality.

Active erosion occurs in the Improve and maintain erosion condition
allotment. in moderate or better erosion condition.

No forage allocations for elk use
in the allotment have been made.

Riparian or aquatic habitat is in
less than good habitat
condition.

Allocate forage to meet elk forage
demands.

Improve and maintain riparian or
aquatic habitat in good or better
habitat condition.

At this time, the following special
status species or its habitat is
known to exist within the allotment:
redband  trout, sage grouse

Protect special status species or its
habitat from impact by BLM-authorized
actions.

Current range condition, level or
pattern of utilization may be
unacceptable, or carrying capacity
(under current management practices)
may be exceeded.

Maintain or improve rangeland condition
and productivity through a change in
management practices and/or reduction
in active use. (Note: Upon completion
of the Ecological Site Inventory on the
Three Rivers RA, ecological status
objectives will be developed.)

CONSTRAINTS

Area influencing perennial water occurs within the allotment. Limit treatment of this area by mechanical or prescribed fire means to
less than 20 percent of area in any one year.

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.

Deer winter range occurs in allotment. Vegetation conversions must be limited to less than 400 acres in size. Maintain browse on
at least 85 percent of the winter range currently supporting browse.

*Indicates an allotment where carrying capacity has been determined in a completed allotment evaluation.
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Table 9. Allotment Management Summaries (continued)

Allotment Name: Hay Creek

Public Acres: 5,754

Allot. No.: 7031 Mgmt. Category: I

Other Acres: 5,639

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:

Suspended Nonuse:

Total Preference:

Average Actual Use:

Identified Resource Management
Conflicts/Concerns Objectives

Water quality does not currently
meet DEQ water quality standards
for beneficial uses.

Improve surface water quality on
public lands to meet or exceed quality
standards for all beneficial uses as
established by the DEQ, where BLM
authorized actions are having a
negative effect on water quality.

No forage allocations for elk use
in the allotment have been made.

Riparian or aquatic habitat is in
less than good habitat
condition.

At this time, the following special
status species or its habitat is
known to exist within the allotment:
redband  trout

Current range condition, level or
pattern of utilization may be
unacceptable, or carrying capacity
(under current management practices)
may be exceeded.

CONSTRAINTS

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

585

0

585

540

Deer:

Elk:

Antelope:

Horses:

Total:

29

20

49

Allocate forage to meet elk forage
demands.

Improve and maintain riparian or
aquatic habitat in good or better
habitat condition.

Protect special status species or its
habitat from impact by BLM-authorized
actions.

Maintain or improve rangeland condition
and productivity through a change in
management practices and/or reduction
in active use. (Note:,Upon  completion
of the Ecological Site Inventory on the
Three Rivers RA, ecological status
objectives will be developed.)

Area influencing perennial water occurs within the allotment. Limit treatment of this area by mechanical or prescribed fire means to
less than 20 percent of area in any one year.

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.

Deer winter range occurs in allotment. Vegetation conversions must be limited to less than 400 acres in size. Maintain browse on
at least 85 percent of the winter range currently supporting browse.
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Table 9. Allotment Management Summaries (continued)

Allotment Name: Hotchkiss

Public Acres:

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:

415

26

Allot. No.: 7032 Mgmt. Category: C

Other Acres: 335

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Deer: 3

Suspended Nonuse: 0 Elk:

Total Preference: 26 Antelope:

Average Actual Use: 22 Horses:

Total: 3

Identified Resource
Conflicts/Concerns

Water quality does not currently
meet DEQ water quality standards
for beneficial uses.

Management
Objectives

Improve surface water quality on
public lands to meet or exceed quality
standards for all beneficial uses as
established by the DEQ, where BLM
authorized actions are having a
negative effect on water quality.

Riparian or aquatic habitat is in
less than good habitat
condition.

At this time, the following special
status species or its habitat is
known to exist within the allotment:
redband  trout

Improve and maintain riparian or
aquatic habitat in good or better
habitat condition.

Protect special status species or its
habitat from impact by BLM-authorized
actions.

CONSTRAINTS

Area influencing perennial water occurs within the allotment. Limit treatment of this area by mechanical or prescribed fire means to
less than 20 percent of area in any one year.

Ensurethat substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reducethevariety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.

Deer winter range occurs in allotment. Vegetation conversions must be limited to less than 400 acres in size. Maintain browse on
at least 85 percent of the winter range currently supporting browse.
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Table 9. Allotment Management Summaries (continued)

Allotment Name: Silvies River

Public Acres: 1,044

Allot. No.: 7033

Other Acres:

Mgmt. Category:  I

699

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:

Suspended Nonuse:

Total Preference:

245

0

245

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Deer:

Elk:

Antelope:

4

24

Exchange of Use: 309

*Carrying Capacity: 301

Average Actual Use: 189

Horses:

Total:

Identified Resource Management
Conflicts/Concerns Objectives

Water quality does not currently
meet DEQ water quality standards
for beneficial uses.

No forage allocations for elk use Allocate forage to meet elk forage
in the allotment have been made. demands.

Riparian or aquatic habitat is in Improve and maintain riparian or
less than good habitat aquatic habitat in good or better
condition. habitat condition.

At this time, the following special
status species or its habitat is
known to exist within the allotment:
redband  trout

Current range condition, level or
pattern of utilization may be
unacceptable, or carrying capacity
(under current management practices)
may be exceeded.

Improve surface water quality on
public lands to meet or exceed quality
standards for all beneficial uses as
established by the DEQ, where BLM
authorized actions are having a
negative effect on water quality.

Protect special status species or its
habitat from impact by BLM-authorized
actions.

Maintain or improve rangeland condition
and productivity through a change in
management practices and/or reduction
in active use. (Note: Upon completion
of the Ecological Site Inventory on the
Three Rivers RA, ecological status
objectives will be developed.)

28

CONSTRAINTS

Area influencing perennial water occurs within the allotment. Limit treatment of this area by mechanical or prescribed fire means to
less than 20 percent of area in any one year.

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reducethevarietyof plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.

*Indicates an allotment where carrying capacity has been determined in a completed allotment evaluation
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Table 9. Allotment Management Summaries (continued)

Allotment Name: Scat Field

Public Acres:

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:

Suspended Nonuse:

Total Preference:

837

96

0

96

Allot. No.: 7034 Mgmt. Category: C

Other Acres: 1,826

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Deer: 4

Elk: 8

Antelope: 5

Average Actual Use: 181 Horses:

Total: 17

Identified Resource
Conflicts/Concerns

Management
Objectives

No forage allocations for elk use
in the allotment have been made.

Allocate forage to meet elk forage
demands.

CONSTRAINTS

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.

Deer winter range occurs in allotment. Vegetation conversions must be limited to less than 400 acres in size, Maintain browse on
at least 85 percent of the winter range currently supporting browse.

Allotment Name: Silvies Meadows

Public Acres: 1,356

Allot. No.: 7035 Mgmt. Category: M

Other Acres: 3,150

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:

Suspended Nonuse:

Total Preference:

Average Actual Use:

158

0

158

411

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Deer:

Elk:

Antelope:

Horses:

Total:

IO

8

18

Identified Resource
Conflicts/Concerns

Management
Objectives

Water quality does not currently
meet DEC! water quality standards
for beneficial uses.

Improve surface water quality on
public lands to meet or exceed quality
standards for all beneficial uses as
established by the DEQ, where BLM
authorized actions are having a
negative effect on water quality,
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Table 9. Allotment Management Summaries (continued)

Allotment Name: Scat Field

Public Acres:

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:

Suspended Nonuse:

Total Preference:

Average Actual Use:

837

96

0

96

181

Allot. No.: 7034 Mgmt. Category: C

Other Acres: 1,826

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Deer: 4

Elk: 8

Antelope: 5

Horses:

Total: 17

Identified Resource Management
Conflicts/Concerns Objectives

No forage allocations for elk use Allocate forage to meet elk forage
in the allotment have been made. demands.

CONSTRAINTS

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.

Deer winter range occurs in allotment. Vegetation conversions must be limited to less than 400 acres in size. Maintain browse on
at least 85 percent of the winter range currently supporting browse.

Allotment Name: Silvles Meadows

Public Acres: 1,356

Allot. No.: 7035 Mgmt. Category: M

Other Acres: 3,150

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:

Suspended Nonuse:

Total Preference:

Average Actual Use:

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

158 Deer: 10

0 Elk:

158 Antelope:

411 Horses:

8

Identified Resource
Conflicts/Concerns

Water quality does not currently
meet DEQ water quality standards
for beneficial uses.

Total:

Management
Objectives

Improve surface water quality on
public lands to meet or exceed quality
standards for all beneficial uses as
established by the DEQ, where BLM
authorized actions are having a
negative effect on water quality.
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Table 9. Allotment Management Summaries (continued)

No forage allocations for elk use
in the allotment have been made.

Riparian or aquatic habitat is in
less than good habitat
condition.

At this time, the following special
status species or its habitat is
known to exist within the allotment:
redband  trout

Allocate forage to meet elk forage
demands.

Improve and maintain riparian or
aquatic habitat in good or better
habitat condition.

Protect special status species or its
habitat from impact by BLM-authorized
actions.

CONSTRAINTS

Area influencing perennial water occurs within the allotment. Limit treatment of this area by mechanical or prescribed fire means to
less than 20 percent of area in any one year.

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.

Deer winter range occurs in allotment. Vegetation conversions must be limited to less than 400 acres in size. Maintain browse on
at least 85 percent of the winter range currently supporting browse.

Allotment Name: Hayes

Public Acres: 5,400

Allot. No.: 7036 Mgmt. Category: I

Other Acres: 560

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs) Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Active Preference:

Suspended Nonuse:

Total Preference:

Exchange of Use:

Average Actual Use:

329 Deer:

761 Elk:

1,090 Antelope:

77 Horses:

262 Total:

Identified Resource
Conflicts/Concerns

Management
Objectives

At this time, the following special
status species or its habitat is
known to exist within the allotment:
sage grouse

Protect special status species or its
habitat from impact by BLM-authorized
actions.

Current range condition, level or
pattern of utilization may be
unacceptable, or carrying capacity
(under current management practices)
may be exceeded.

Maintain or improve rangeland condition
and productivity through a change in
management practices and/or reduction
in active use. (Note: Upon completion
of the Ecological Site Inventory on the
Three Rivers RA, ecological status
objectives will be developed.)

68

68
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Table 9. Allotment Management Summaries (continued)

CONSTRAINTS

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.

Deer winter range occurs in allotment. Vegetation conversions must be limited to less than 400 acres in size. Maintain browse on
at least 85 percent of the winter range currently supporting browse.

Allotment Name: Coal Pit Springs

Public Acres: 2,895

Allot. No.: 7037 Mgmt. Category: C

Other Acres: 6,890

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:

Suspended Nonuse:

Total Preference:

370

105

475

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Deer:

Elk:

Antelope:

29

Average Actual Use: 265 Horses:

Total: 29

Identified Resource
Conflicts/Concerns

Active erosion occurs in the
allotment.

At this time, the following special
status species or its habitat is
known to exist within the allotment:
sage grouse

Management
Objectives

Improve and maintain erosion condition
in moderate or better erosion condition.

Protect special status species or its
habitat from impact by BLM-authorized
actions.

CONSTRAINTS

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.

Deer winter range occurs in allotment. Vegetation conversions must be limited to less than 400 acres in size. Maintain browse on
at least 85 percent of the winter range currently supporting browse.
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Table 9. Allotment Management Summaries (continued)

Allotment Name: Curry Gordon

Public Acres:

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:

729

72

Allot. No.: 7038 Mgmt. Category: C

Other Acres: 340

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Deer: 10

Suspended Nonuse: 31 Elk:

Total Preference: 103 Antelope:

Exchange of Use: 18 Horses:

Average Actual Use: 69 Total: 10

Identified Resource
Conflicts/Concerns

At this time, the following special
status species or its habitat is
known to exist within the allotment:
sage grouse

Management
Objectives

Protect special status species or its
habitat from impact by BLM-authorized
actions.

CONSTRAINTS

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.

Deer winter range occurs in allotment. Vegetation conversions must be limited to less than 400 acres in size. Maintain browse on
at least 85 percent of the winter range currently supporting browse.

Allotment Name: Cave Gulch

Public Acres: 2,004

Allot. No.: 7039 Mgmt. Category: M

Other Acres: 35

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:

Suspended Nonuse:

Total Preference:

Average Actual Use:

210

140

350

144

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Deer:

Elk:

Antelope:

Horses:

Total:

30

30

Identified Resource Management
Conflicts/Concerns Objectives
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Table 9. Allotment Management Summaries (continued)

CONSTRAINTS

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.

Deer winter range occurs in allotment. Vegetation conversions must be limited to less than 400 acres in size. Maintain browse on
at least 85 percent of the winter range currently supporting browse.

Allotment Name: Landing Creek

Public Acres: 3,614

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:

Suspended Nonuse:

Total Preference:

*Carrying Capacity:

Average Actual Use:

Identified Resource
Conflicts/Concerns

Water quality does not currently
meet DEQ water quality standards
for beneficial uses.

No forage allocations for elk use
in the allotment have been made.

Riparian or aquatic habitat is in
less than good habitat
condition.

At this time, the following special
status species or its habitat is
known to exist within the allotment:
sage grouse, redband  trout

Current range condition, level or
pattern of utilization may be
unacceptable, or carrying capacity
(under current management practices)
may be exceeded.

Allot. No.: 7040 Mgmt. Category: I

Other Acres: 189

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

740 Deer: 43

0 Elk:

740 Antelope:

310 Horses:

32

172 Total: 75

Management
Objectives

Improve surface water quality on
public lands to meet or exceed quality
standards for all beneficial uses as
established by the DEQ, where BLM
authorized actions are having a
negative effect on water quality.

Allocate forage to meet elk forage
demands.

Improve and maintain riparian or
aquatic habitat in good or better
habitat condition.

Protect special status species or its
habitat from impact by BLM-authorized
actions.

Maintain or improve rangeland condition
and productivity through a change in
management practices and/or reduction
in active use. (Note: Upon completion
of the Ecological Site Inventory on the
Three Rivers RA, ecological status
objectives will be developed.)
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Table 9. Allotment Management Summaries (continued)

CONSTRAINTS

Area influencing perennial water occurs within the allotment. Limit treatment of this area by mechanical or prescribed fire means to
less than 20 percent of area in any one year.

Ensurethat substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reducethevarietyof plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.

Deer winter range occurs in allotment. Vegetation conversions must be limited to less than 400 acres in size. Maintain browse on
at least 85 percent of the winter range currently supporting browse.

‘Indicates an allotment where carrying capacity has been determined in a completed allotment evaluation.

Allotment Name: East Silvies

Public Acres: 4,294

Allot. No.: 7041

Other Acres:

Mgmt. Category: I

965

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:

Suspended Nonuse:

Total Preference:

Average Actual Use:

594

0

594

712

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Deer: 50

Elk: 32

Antelope:

Horses:

Total: 82

Identified Resource
Conflicts/Concerns

Management
Objectives

Water quality does not currently
meet DEQ water quality standards
for beneficial uses.

Improve surface water quality on
public lands to meet or exceed quality
standards for all beneficial uses as
established by the DEQ, where BLM
authorized actions are having a
negative effect on water quality.

Active erosion occurs in the
allotment.

Improve and maintain erosion condition
in moderate or better erosion condition.

No forage allocations for elk use
in the allotment have been made.

Allocate forage to meet elk forage
demands.

Riparian or aquatic habitat is in
less than good habitat

Improve and maintain riparian or

condition.
aquatic habitat in good or better
habitat condition.

At this time, the following special
status species or its habitat is
known to exist within the allotment:

Protect special status species or its
habitat from impact by BLM-authorized
actions.

redband  trout
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Table 9. Allotment Management Summaries (continued)

Current range condition, level or
pattern of utilization may be

Maintain or improve rangeland condition

unacceptable, or carrying capacity
and productivity through a change in

(under current management practices)
management practices and/or reduction

may be exceeded.
in active use. (Note: Upon completion
of the Ecological Site Inventory on the
Three Rivers RA, ecological status
objectives will be developed.)

CONSTRAINTS

Area influencing perennial water occurs within the allotment. Limit treatment of this area by mechanical or prescribed fire means to
less than 20 percent of area in any one year.

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spra
or communities in abundances necessary for their continuedy

ing, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
existence and normal functioning.

Deer winter range occurs in allotment. Vegetation conversions must be limited to less than 400 acres in size. Maintain browse on
at least 85 percent of the winter range currently supporting browse.

Allotment Name: Dole Smith

Public Acres: 445

Allot. No.: 7042 Mgmt. Category: C

Other Acres: 1,565

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:

Suspended Nonuse:

Total Preference:

Average Actual Use:

Identified Resource Management
Conflicts/Concerns Objectives

No forage allocations for elk use
in the allotment have been made.

Allocate forage to meet elk forage
demands.

At this time, the following special
status species or its habitat is
known to exist within the allotment:
sage grouse

Protect special status s
habitat from impact by I!3

ecies or its
LM-authorized

actions.

Current range condition, level or
pattern of utilization may be
unacceptable, or carrying capacity
(under current management practices)
may be exceeded.

Maintain or improve rangeland condition
and productivity through a change in
management practices and/or reduction
in active use. (Note: Upon completion
of the Ecological Site Inventory on the
Three Rivers RA, ecological status
objectives will be developed.)

CONSTRAINTS

25

0

25

53

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Deer:

Elk:

Antelope:

Horses:

Total:

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spra
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued’

ing, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
existence and normal functioning.

Deer winter range occurs in allotment. Vegetation conversions must be limited to less than 400 acres in size. Maintain browse on
at least 85 percent of the winter range currently supporting browse.
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Table 9. Allotment Management Summaries (continued)

Allotment Name: Lone Pine

Public Acres: 15,131

Allot. No.: 7043

Other Acres:

Mgmt. Category: I

370

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:

Suspended Nonuse:

Total Preference:

Exchange of Use:

*Carrying Capacity:

Average Actual Use:

Identified Resource Management
Conflicts/Concerns Objectives

Water quality does not currently
meet DEQ water quality standards
for beneficial uses.

Improve surface water quality on
public lands to meet or exceed quality
standards for all beneficial uses as
established by the DEQ, where BLM
authorized actions are having a
negative effect on water quality.

No forage allocations for elk use
in the allotment have been made.

Riparian or aquatic habitat is in
less than good habitat
condition.

At this time, the following special
status species or its habitat is
known to exist within the allotment:
sage grouse, redband  trout, Malheur
mottled sculpin

Current range condition, level or
pattern of utilization may be
unacceptable, or carrying capacity
(under current management practices)
may be exceeded.

2,137

0

2,137

20

1,854

1,585

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Deer:

Elk:

Antelope:

Horses:

Total:

135

20

8

163

Allocate forage to meet elk forage
demands.

improve and maintain riparian or
aquatic habitat in good or better
habitat condition.

Protect special status species or its
habitat from impact by BLM-authorized
actions.

Maintain or improve rangeland condition
and productivity through a change in
management practices and/or reduction
in active use. (Note: Upon completion
of the Ecological Site Inventory on the
Three Rivers RA, ecological status
objectives will be developed.)

CONSTRAINTS

Area influencing perennial water occurs within the allotment. Limit treatment of this area by mechanical or prescribed fire means to
less than 20 percent of area in any one year.

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.

Deer winter range occurs in allotment. Vegetation conversions must be limited to less than 400 acres in size. Maintain browse on
at least 85 percent of the winter range currently supporting browse.

‘Indicates an allotment where carrying capacity has been determined in a completed allotment evaluation.
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Table 9. Allotment Management Summaries (continued)

Current range condition, level or
pattern of utilization may be
unacceptable, or carrying capacity
(under current management practices)
may be exceeded.

Maintain or improve rangeland condition
and productivity through a change in
management practices and/or reduction
in active use. (Note: Upon completion
of the Ecological Site Inventory on the
Three Rivers RA, ecological status
objectives will be developed.)

CONSTRAINTS

Area influencing perennial water occurs within the allotment. Limit treatment of this area by mechanical or prescribed fire means to
less than 20 percent of area in any one year.

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spra
or communities in abundances necessary for their continuedy

ing, chaining, seeding, etc.).donot reduce the variety of plant species
exrstence and normal functronrng.

Deer winter range occurs in allotment. Vegetation conversions must be limited to less than 400 acres in size. Maintain browse on
at least 85 percent of the winter range currently supporting browse.

Allotment Name: Dole Smith

Public Acres: 445

Allot. No.: 7042

Other Acres:

Mgmt. Category: C

1,565

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:

Suspended Nonuse:

Total Preference:

Average Actual Use:

Identified Resource Management
Conflicts/Concerns Objectives

No forage allocations for elk use
in the allotment have been made.

At this time, the following special
status species or its habitat is
known to exist within the allotment:
sage grouse

Current range condition, level or
pattern of utilization may be
unacceptable, or carrying capacity
(under current management practices)
may be exceeded.

Allocate forage to meet elk forage
demands.

Protect special status s
habitat from impact by 1

ecies or its
LM-authorized

actions.

Maintain or improve rangeland condition
and productivity through a change in
management practices and/or reduction
in active use. (Note: Upon completion
of the Ecological Site Inventory on the
Three Rivers RA, ecological status
objectives will be developed.)

25

0

25

53

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Deer:

Elk:

Antelope:

Horses:

Total:

3

6

9

CONSTRAINTS

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spra
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued’

ing, chaining, seeding, etc.) donot  reduce the variety of plant species
existence and normal functiontng.

Deer winter range occurs in allotment. Vegetation conversions must be limited to less than 400 acres in size. Maintain browse on
at least 85 percent of the winter range currently supporting browse.
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Table 9. Allotment Management Summaries (continued)

Allotment Name: Lone Pine

Public Acres: 15,131

Allot. No.: 7043

Other Acres:

Mgmt. Category: I

370

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:

Suspended Nonuse:

Total Preference:

Exchange of Use:

*Carrying Capacity:

Average Actual Use:

Identified Resource Management
Conflicts/Concerns Objectives

Water quality does not currently
meet DEQ water quality standards
for beneficial uses.

Improve surface water quality on
public lands to meet or exceed quality
standards for all beneficial uses as
established by the DEQ, where BLM
authorized actions are having a
negative effect on water quality.

No forage allocations for elk use
in the allotment have been made.

Riparian or aquatic habitat is in
less than good habitat
condition.

At this time, the following special
status species or its habitat is
known to exist within the allotment:
sage grouse, redband  trout, Malheur
mottled sculpin

Current range condition, level or
pattern of utilization may be
unacceptable, or carrying capacity
(under current management practices)
may be exceeded.

2,137

0

2,137

20

1,854

1,585

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Deer:

Elk:

Antelope:

Horses:

Total:

135

20

8

163

Allocate forage to meet elk forage
demands.

Improve and maintain riparian or
aquatic habitat in good or better
habitat condition.

Protect special status species or its
habitat from impact by BLM-authorized
actions.

Maintain or improve rangeland condition
and productivity through a change in
management practices and/or reduction
in active use. (Note: Upon completion
of the Ecological Site Inventory on the
Three Rivers RA, ecological status
objectives will be developed.)

CONSTRAINTS

Area influencing perennial water occurs within the allotment. Limit treatment of this area by mechanical or prescribed fire means to
less than 20 percent of area in any one year.

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.

Deer winter range occurs in allotment. Vegetation conversions must be limited to less than 400 acres in size. Maintain browse on
at least 85 percent of the winter range currently supporting browse.

‘Indicates an allotment where carrying capacity has been determined in a completed allotment evaluation.
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Table 9. Allotment Management Summaries (continued)

Allotment Name: Cowing

Public Acres:

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:

Suspended Nonuse:

Total Preference:

260

20

0

20

Allot. No.: 7044 Mgmt. Category: C

Other Acres: 1,490

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Deer: 1

Elk: 4

Antelope:

Average Actual Use: 20 Horses:

Total: 5

Identified Resource Management
Conflicts/Concerns Objectives

No forage allocations for elk use Allocate forage to meet elk forage
in the allotment have been made. demands.

CONSTRAINTS

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.

Allotment Name: Whiting

Public Acres: 399

Allot. No.: 7045 Mgmt. Category: C

Other Acres: 3,403

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:

Suspended Nonuse:

Total Preference:

Average Actual Use:

46

0

48

48

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Deer:

Elk:

Antelope:

Horses:

Total:

Identified Resource Management
Conflicts/Concerns Objectives

No forage allocations for elk use Allocate forage to meet elk forage
in the allotment have been made. demands.

CONSTRAINTS

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.
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Table 9. Allotment Management Summaries (continued)

Allotment Name: Baker Hill Field

Public Acres:

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:

Suspended Nonuse:

Total Preference:

166

20

0

20

Allot. No.: 7046 Mgmt. Category: C

Other Acres: 522

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Deer: 1

Elk: 1

Antelope:

Average Actual Use: 10 Horses:

Total: 2

Identified Resource Management
Conflicts/Concerns Objectives

No forage allocations for elk use Allocate forage to meet elk forage
in the allotment have been made. demands.

CONSTRAINTS

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.

Allotment Name: Peabody

Public Acres:

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:

Suspended Nonuse:

Total Preference:

Average Actual Use:

268

60

0

60

67

Allot. No.: 7047 Mgmt. Category: C

Other Acres: 1,514

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Deer: 1

Elk: 2

Antelope: 1

Horses:

Total: 4

Identified Resource Management
Conflicts/Concerns Objectives

No forage allocations for elk use Allocate forage to meet elk forage
in the allotment have been made. demands.
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Table 9. Allotment Management Summaries (continued)

CONSTRAINTS

Ensurethat substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.

Deer winter range occurs in allotment. Vegetation conversions must be limited to less than 400 acres in size. Maintain browse on
at least 85 percent of the winter range currently supporting browse.

Allotment Name: Varien Canyon

Public Acres: 317

Allot. No.: 7048

Other Acres:

Mgmt. Category: C

2,696

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs) Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Active Preference: 14 Deer: 6

Suspended Nonuse:

Total Preference:

0 Elk:

14 Antelope:

4

Average Actual Use: 14 Horses:

Total: 10

Identified Resource
Conflicts/Concerns

Water quality does not currently
meet DEQ water quality standards
for beneficial uses.

Management
Objectives

Improve surface water quality on
public lands to meet or exceed quality
standards for all beneficial uses as
established by the DEQ, where BLM
authorized actions are having a
negative effect on water quality.

No forage allocations for elk use Allocate forage to meet elk forage
in the allotment have been made. demands.

CONSTRAINTS

Area influencing perennial water occurs within the allotment. Limit treatment of this area by mechanical or prescribed fire means to
less than 20 percent of area in any one year.

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.

Deer winter range occurs in allotment. Vegetation conversions must be limited to less than 400 acres in size. Maintain browse on
at least 85 percent of the winter range currently supporting browse.
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Table 9. Allotment Management Summaries (continued)

Allotment Name: Forks of Poison CreekAllot. No.: 7049 Mgmt. Category: I

Public Acres: 3,431 Other Acres: 178

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:

Suspended Nonuse:

Total Preference:

Average Actual Use:

31

13

44

Identified Resource Management
Conflicts/Concerns Objectives

No forage allocations for elk use
in the allotment have been made.

At this time, the following special
status species or its habitat is
known to exist within the allotment:
sage grouse

Current range condition, level or
pattern of utilization may be
unacceptable, or carrying capacity
(under current management practices)
may be exceeded.

Allocate forage to meet elk forage
demands.

Protect special status species or its
habitat from impact by BLM-authorized
actions.

Maintain or improve rangeland condition
and productivity through a change in
management practices and/or reduction
in active use. (Note: Upon completion
of the Ecological Site Inventory on the
Three Rivers RA, ecological status
objectives will be developed.)

CONSTRAINTS

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

648

0

648

340

Deer:

Elk:

Antelope:

Horses:

Total:

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.

Deer winter range occurs in allotment. Vegetation conversions must be limited to less than 400 acres in size. Maintain browse on
at least 85 percent of the winter range currently supporting browse.
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Table 9. Allotment Management Summaries (continued)

Allotment Name: Clemens

Public Acres: 466

Allot. No.: 7050 Mgmt. Category: C

Other Acres: 429

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:

Suspended Nonuse:

Total Preference:

Average Actual Use:

57

0

57

67

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Deer:

Elk:

Antelope:

Horses:

Total:

Identified Resource
Conflicts/Concerns

Management
Objectives

CONSTRAINTS

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reducethe variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.

Deer winter range occurs in allotment. Vegetation conversions must be limited to less than 400 acres in size. Maintain browse on
at least 85 percent of the winter range currently supporting browse.

Allotment Name: Sawtooth MNF

Public Acres:

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:

535

32

Allot. No.: 7051 Mgmt. Category: M

Other Acres: 5,170

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Deer:

Suspended Nonuse: 0

Total Preference: 32

Average Actual Use: 25

Elk:

Antelope:

Horses:

Total:

Identified Resource Management
Conflicts/Concerns Objectives

Water quality does not currently
meet DEQ water quality standards
for beneficial uses.

Improve surface water quality on
public lands to meet or exceed quality
standards for all beneficial uses as
established by the DEQ, where BLM
authorized actions are having a
negative effect on water quality.
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Table 9. Allotment Management Summaries (continued)

Riparian or aquatic habitat is in Improve and maintain riparian or
less than good habitat aquatic habitat in good or better
condition. habitat condition.

At this time, the following special
status species or its habitat is
known to exist within the allotment:
redband  trout

Protect special status species or its
habitat from impact by BLM-authorized
actions.

CONSTRAINTS

Area influencing perennial water occurs within the allotment. Limit treatment of this area by mechanical or prescribed fire means to
less than 20 percent of area in any one year.

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.

Allotment Name: Lone Pine Field

Public Acres: 160

Allot. No.: 7052 Mgmt. Category: C

Other Acres: 320

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:

Suspended Nonuse:

Total Preference:

Average Actual Use:

6

0

6

30

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Deer:

Elk:

Antelope:

Horses:

Total:

Identified Resource
Conflicts/Concerns

Management
Objectives

CONSTRAINTS

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.

Deer winter range occurs in allotment. Vegetation conversions must be limited to less than 400 acres in size. Maintain browse on
at least 85 percent of the winter range currently supporting browse.

Appendix I-1 60



Table 9. Allotment Management Summaries (continued)

Allotment Name: Silvies Canyon

Public Acres: 925

Allot. No.: 7053

Other Acres:

Mgmt. Category: M

15

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:

Suspended Nonuse:

Total Preference:

Average Actual Use:

Identified Resource Management
Conflicts/Concerns Objectives

Water quality does not currently
meet DEQ water quality standards
for beneficial uses.

Improve surface water quality on
public lands to meet or exceed quality
standards for all beneficial uses as
established by the DEQ, where BLM
authorized actions are having a
negative effect on water quality.

Riparian or aquatic habitat is in
less than good habitat
condition.

At this time, the following special
status species or its habitat is
known to exist within the allotment:
redband  trout

100

0

100

112

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Deer:

Elk:

Antelope:

Horses:

Total: 10

Improve and maintain riparian or
aquatic habitat in good or better
habitat condition.

Protect special status species or its
habitat from impact by BLM-authorized
actions.

10

CONSTRAINTS

Area influencing perennial water occurs within the allotment. Limit treatment of this area by mechanical or prescribed fire means to
less than 20 percent of area in any one year.

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.

Deer winter range occurs in allotment. Vegetation conversions must be limited to less than 400 acres in size. Maintain browse on
at least 85 percent of the winter range currently supporting browse.
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Table 9. Allotment Management Summaries (continued)

Allotment Name: Cricket Creek

Public Acres: 970

Allot. No.: 7054 Mgmt. Category: C

Other Acres: 486

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:

Suspended Nonuse:

Total Preference:

Average Actual Use:

40

0

40

156

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Deer:

Elk:

Antelope:

Horses:

Total :

6

6

Identified Resource
Conflicts/Concerns

CONSTRAINTS

Management
Objectives

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.

Allotment Name: Double “0”

Public Acres: 4,317

Allot. No.: 7056 Mgmt. Category: M

Other Acres: 3,236

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:

Suspended Nonuse:

Total Preference:

*Carrying Capacity:

Average Actual Use:

Identified Resource
Conflicts/Concerns

At this time, the following special
status species or its habitat is
known to exist within the allotment:
long-billed curlew

CONSTRAINTS

0

0

0

1,320

847

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Deer:

Elk:

Antelope:

Horses:

Total:

Management
Objectives

Protect special status species or its
habitat from impact by BLM-authorized
actions.

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.

‘Indicates an allotment where cartying capacity has been determined in a completed allotment evaluation.
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Table 9. Allotment Management Summaries (continued)

Allotment Name: Wright’s Point

Public Acres: 590

Allot. No.: 7057

Other Acres:

Mgmt. Category:  M

80

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:

Suspended Nonuse:

Total Preference:

Average Actual Use:

0

0

0

40

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Deer:

Elk:

Antelope:

Horses:

Total:

Identified Resource
Conflicts/Concerns

No management system established
in the allotment.

Management
Objectives

Establish management system.

Unallotted grazing area. Issue temporary nonrenewable license unless allotted.

CONSTRAINTS

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.

Allotment Name: Narrows

Public Acres: 1,876

Allot. No.: 7058 Mgmt. Category:  I

Other Acres: 910

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:

Suspended Nonuse:

Total Preference:

Average Actual Use:

82

0

82

449

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Deer:

Elk:

Antelope:

Horses:

Total:
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Table 9. Allotment Management  Summaries (continued)

Identified Resource
Conflicts/Concerns

Current range condition, level or
pattern of utilization may be
unacceptable, or carrying capacity
(under current management practices)
may be exceeded.

Management
Objectives

Maintain or improve rangeland condition
and productivity through a change in
management practices and/or reduction
in active use. (Note: Upon completion
of the Ecological Site Inventory on the
Three Rivers RA, ecological status
objectives will be developed.)

CONSTRAINTS

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.

Allotment Name: Carp

Public Acres: 646

Allot. No.: 7059

Other Acres :

Mgmt. Category: C

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:

Suspended Nonuse:

Total Preference:

Average Actual Use:

0

0

0

21

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Deer:

Elk:

Antelope:

Horses:

Total:

Identified Resource Management
Conflicts/Concerns Objectives

Unallotted grazing area. Issue temporary nonrenewable license unless allotted.

CONSTRAINTS

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.
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Table 9. Allotment Management  Summaries (continued)

Allotment Name: Castle

Public Acres: 751

Allot. No.: 7060

Other Acres:

Mgmt. Category: C

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference: 0

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Deer: 5

Suspended Nonuse: 0 Elk:

Total Preference: 0 Antelope:

Average Actual Use: 7 Horses:

Total: 6

1

Identified Resource
Conflicts/Concerns

Unallotted grazing area.

Management
Objectives

Issue temporary nonrenewable license unless allotted.

CONSTRAINTS

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.

Deer winter range occurs in allotment. Vegetation conversions must be limited to less than 400 acres in size. Maintain browse on
at least 85 percent of the winter range currently supporting browse.

Allotment Name: Bulger

Public Acres:

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:

Suspended Nonuse:

Total Preference:

Average Actual Use:

320

0

0

0

0

Allot. No.: 7061 Mgmt. Category: C

Other Acres:

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Deer: 0

Elk: 0

Antelope: 0

Horses: 0

Total: 0

Identified Resource
Conflicts/Concerns

Management
Objectives

CONSTRAINTS

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spra ing, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continueJ existence and normal functioning.

Deer winter range occurs in allotment. Vegetation conversions must be limited to less than 400 acres in size. Maintain browse on
at least 85 percent of the winter range currentiy  supporting browse.
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Table 9. Allotment Management  Summaries (continued)

Allotment Name: Devine Canyon Allot. No.: 7080

Public Acres: Other Acres:

Mgmt. Category: C

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:

Suspended Nonuse:

Total Preference:

Average Actual Use:

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Deer:

Elk:

Antelope:

Horses:

Identified Resource Management
Conflicts/Concerns Objectives

Water quality does not currently
meet DEQ water quality standards
for beneficial uses.

At this time, the following special
status species or its habitat is
known to exist within the allotment:
redband trout, Malheur mottled
sculpin

No authorized grazing use.

Total:

Improve surface water quality on
public lands to meet or exceed quality
standards for all beneficial uses as
established by the DEQ, where BLM
authorized actions are having a
negative effect on water quality.

Protect special status species or its
habitat from impact by BLM-authorized
actions.

5

5

CONSTRAINTS

Area influencing perennial water occurs within the allotment. Limit treatment of this area by mechanical or prescribed fire means to
less than 20 percent of area in any one year.

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.

Deer winter range occurs in allotment. Vegetation conversions must be limited to less than 400 acres in size. Maintain browse on
at least 85 percent of the winter range currently supporting browse.
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Table 9. Allotment Management  Summaries (continued)

Allotment Name: Harney Basin

Public Acres: 640

Allot. No.: 7081

Other Acres:

Mgmt. Category: C

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:

Suspended Nonuse:

Total Preference:

Average Actual Use:

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Deer:

Elk:

Antelope:

Horses:

Total:

1

Identified Resource Management
Conflicts/Concerns Objectives

CONSTRAINTS

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.

Deer winter range occurs in allotment. Vegetation conversions must be limited to less than 400 acres in size. Maintain browse on
at least 85 percent of the winter range currently supporting browse.

Allotment Name: Hines Field Allot. No.: 7082

Public Acres: Other Acres:

Mgmt. Category: C

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:

Suspended Nonuse:

Total Preference:

Average Actual Use:

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Deer:

Elk:

Antelope:

Horses:

3

7

Total: 10

Identified Resource Management
Conflicts/Concerns Objectives

No forage allocations for elk use Allocate forage to meet elk forage
in the allotment have been made. demands.

No authorized livestock use.

CONSTRAINTS

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.
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Table 9. Allotment Management  Summaries (continued)

Allotment Name: Rainbow Creek

Public Acres: 160

Allot. No.: 7085

Other Acres:

Mgmt. Category: C

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:

Suspended Nonuse:

Total Preference:

Average Actual Use:

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Deer:

Elk:

Antelope:

Horses:

Total:

Identified Resource Management
Conflicts/Concerns Objectives

CONSTRAINTS

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.

Allotment Name: Silver Creek Valley Allot. No.: 7087 Mgmt. Category: C

Public Acres: 40 Other Acres:

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs) Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Active Preference: 0 Deer:

Suspended Nonuse: 0

Total Preference: 0

Average Actual Use: 0

Elk:

Antelope:

Horses:

Total:

Identified Resource Management
Conflicts/Concerns Objectives

CONSTRAINTS

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.

Deer winter range occurs in allotment. Vegetation conversions must be limited to less than 400 acres in size. Maintain browse on
at least 85 percent of the winter range currently supporting browse.
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Table 9. Allotment Management  Summaries (continued)

Allotment Name: Sunset Valley

Public Acres:

Grazing Administration Info. (AUMs)

Active Preference:

Suspended Nonuse:

Total Preference:

Average Actual Use:

5360

0

0

0

0

Allot. No.: 7088 Mgmt. Category: C

Other Acres:

Other Forage Demands (AUMs)

Deer:

Elk:

Antelope:

Horses:

Total:

Identified Resource Management
Conflicts/Concerns Objectives

CONSTRAINTS

Ensure that substantial vegetation conversions (burning, spraying, chaining, seeding, etc.) do not reduce the variety of plant species
or communities in abundances necessary for their continued existence and normal functioning.

Deer winter range occurs in allotment. Vegetation conversions must be limited to less than 400 acres in size. Maintain browse on
at least 85 percent of the winter range currently supporting browse.
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Table 10. Allotment Categories

Allot. Allotment
Number Name

Prudent
Investor’s Selectiv

Range Allotment Present Resource Present Willingness Crit.
Condition Potential

Mgmt
Productivity Conflicts Controversy Mgmt To Invest Allot. Category

Sat Unsat Undef Hi Med Low Hi Med Low Hi Med Low Hi Med Low Sat Unsat Yes Maybe No Char. I, M, or C

4097
5106
5214
5215
5307
5308
5310
5313
5321
5329
5330
5503
5511
5514
5515
5517
5524
5530
5531
5532
5535
5536
5565
5566
5571
7001

7002

7003
7004
7005
7006
7007
7008

7009
7010
7012

CD 7014

ii
7015

X 7016
T 7018

3
7019

Trout Creek
Cow Creek
Hamilton X
Davies
Smyth Creek
Kiger ::
Riddle Mountain X
Burnt Flat
Hamilton Ind. X
Riddle/Coyote
Deeo Creek X
Pine Creek X
Moffet Table
Coal Mine Creek X
Mule Creek
Otis Mountain
Dawson Butte
River X
Stinkingwater  X
Mountain
Miller Canyon
Alder Creek
Upton Mountain
Texaco Basin X
Lamb Ranch
East Warm X
Springs
West Warm X
Springs
East Wagontire
West Wagontire
Glass Butte X
Rimrock Lake
Hat Butte
Sheep Lake
Shields
Dry Lake
Claw Creek
Packsaddle X
Badger Spring X
Second Flat
Juniper Ridge X
Silver Lake
Palomino Butte

X
X

X

X

X

X

X

X
X
X
X

X
X

X

E

X
X

X

X
X

X
X
X
X
X

X
X

X
X

X
X

X
X
X
X
X

X

::
X

X
X
X

X
X X

X

X

X
X
X
X

;

X

::

::
X

X
X

X

X

::
X

X
Unknown
Unknown
Unknown

X
X

X
X
X
X
X
X

X

::
X

X
X

X

::

::

::

X
X
X

X
X

X

X
X

X
X

X
X
X
X

X
X

::
X

ii
X

;
X
X

X
X
X
X

X
X

X

X
X
X
X

c

X
X

X
X

X
X

X
X

X

;
X

::
X
X

X
X

X
X

X
X
X

::
X
X

z

ii
X

X
X

X

X
X
X
X

ii

X
X
X
X
X

X
X

X

;
X
X

X
X
X
X

X

z

z

X
X

X

X
X

::

X

X
X
X

ii
X

X

X

X

X

X

X
X

X

X

X

X

X

X

X
X

X



Table 10. Allotment Categories (continued)

Allot. Allotment
Number Name

Prudent
Investor’s Selectiv

Range Allotment Present Resource Present Willingness Crit. Mgmt
Condition Potential Productivity Conflicts Controversy Mgmt To Invest Allot. Category

Sat Unsat Undef Hi Med Low Hi Med Low Hi Med Low Hi Med Low Sat Unsat Yes Maybe No Char. I, M, or C

7021
7022
7023
7024
7025
7026
7030
7031
7033
7036
7040
7041
7043
7049

7058
4098

4143
5101
5102
5103

5104
5105
5201
5202
5204
5205
5206
5207

5209
5212
5213
5301
5302
5303
5305
5306
5309
5316
5501
5502

Weaver Lake
Dog Mountain
West Sagehen
East Sagehen
Gouldin
Horton Mill
Skull Creek
Hay Creek
Silvies River
Hayes
Landing Creek
East Silvies
Lone Pine
Forks of
Poison Creek
Narrows
East Creek-
Pine Hill
Silvies
Devine Ridge
Prather Creek
Lime Kiln/
Sec. 30
Soldier Creek
Camp Harney
Coleman Creek
Hunter
Slocum
Venator
Stockade
Coyote Creek
Emmerson
Crane
Mahon Ranch
Beaver Creek
Princeton
Big Bird
Dry Lake
Crows Nest
Rocky Ford
Happy Valley
Virginia Valley
East Cow Creek- .-

X
X

X

ii
X
X
X
X

X

X
X

X

X
X

;
X
X

X
X
X

::

::
X
X

;
X
X

Hock Creek X

X

X

E
X

X

:
X
X

ii
X
X

X
X

X
X

ii
X
X
X

X

ii
X

X

E

ii

;
X
X
X

Unknown
Unknown

c

;
X

::
X

ii
X
X

X
X

X
X

X
X

X
X
X

Unknown
X

X
Unknown

X
X

X
X

X
X
X
X
X

::
X

;
X

X
X

X
X

X
X
X

X
X

X
X

X
X

z
X

X

X
X

X
X
X

X
X

X

ii

::
X
X

;
X
X
X
X
X

X
X

X
X

ii

::
X

X
X

X
X

X

X
X

X
X

X
X

E

ii

ii
X
X
X
X

i=i
X
X

X
X

X
X

;
X

X

X

X
X

X
X
X
X

X

X
X
X

X

;
X

ii
X
X

::

ii

::

::

::
X
X
X

X X
X

X X

X Ii
X
X

X

X
X

X

X

X

X
X
X
X

X

X

X
X

M
M
M
M
M
M
M
M
M
M



Table 10. Allotment Categories (continued)

Allot. Allotment
Number Name

Prudent
Investor’s Selectiv

Range Allotment Present Resource Present Willingness Crit. Mgmt
Condition Potential Productivity Conflicts Controversy Mgmt To Invest Allot. Category

Sat Unsat Undef Hi Med Low Hi Med Low Hi Med Low Hi Med Low Sat Unsat Yes Maybe No Char. I, M, or C

5505

5506
5507
5508
5509

5510

5513
5516
5521
5522

5523
5525
5526
5528
5529
5533
5534
5537
5538
5564
7011
7017
7020
7035
7039
7051
7053
7056
7057
M
4040
4096
4126
4138
4180

2
5001

0. 5002
R’
T 5003
- 5005
2

Little Muddy X
Creek
Muddy Creek X
Wolf Creek X
Baker-Knowles  X
Williams Dripp X
Spring
Jones Dripp X
Spring
Shelley X
Birch Creek X
Rocky Basin
Cottonwood ::
Creek
Tub Spring-Hart  X
Mill Gulch X
Chalk Hills X
Cooler
House Butte “x
Buchanan X
Mahon Creek
Buck Mountain ;
Riverside X
Wheeler Basin X
Upper Valley X
Cluster
Sand Hollow X
Silvies Meadows X
Cave Gulch X
Sawtooth-MNF  X
Silvies Canyon X
Double “0” X
Wrights Point X

Poison Creek
Hi Desert
Abrahams Draw
White
King Mountain
Crane FFR
Catterson
Sec. 13
Malheur Slough
Withers FFR

X

X

X
X

X
X

X

X
X
X
X

X
X
X

;

::
X
X

tl
X
X

::
X
X
X
X

X

G
X
X
X
X

X
X

X

X
Unknown
Unknown

X

X

X
X
X

z
X
X
X
X

;
X

::
X

X
X

Unknown
X
X
X

X

Unknown
Unknown
Unknown
Unknown
Unknown
Unknown
Unknown

Unknown
Unknown

X

X
X

::

X

X
X

X
X

X
X
X

X
X

X
X

X
X

X
X

X
X

::
X

X
X

X

::
X

X
X
X

X
X

X

X
X

X

X

X
X

;

X
X

::
X
X
X

X
X
X

X
X
X
X
X
X
X

X
X X

X
X
X
X
X

::

X
X

X

E
X
X

X

X
X

;

;
X
X
X

::
X
X
X
X

X

;

::
X

X
X
X
X

;

X
X

X

;

X

X

X
X

::

;

::
X
X
X
X
X
X

X X

ii
X
X
X
X

X

X X

M

i
X M

M

M

M
M

1

Ii

E
M

i
M
M

X 1
M
M

z
M
M
M

X

C
X C
X C

i
C
C
C
C

C
C



Table 10. Allotment Categories (continued)

Allot. Allotment
Number Name

Prudent
Investor’s Selectiv

Range Allotment Present Resource Present Willingness Crit. Mgmt
Condition Potential Productivity Contlicts Controversy Mgmt To Invest Allot. Category

Sat Unsat Undef Hi Med Low Hi Med Low Hi Med Low Hi Med Low Sat Unsat Yes Maybe No Char. I, M, or C

5107
5109
5110
5111
5112
5113
5203
5211
5216
5217
5218
5219
5311
5317
5318
5322
5323
5324
5325

5326

5327

5328
5504
5512
5518
5519
5520
5527
5539

5540
5541

5542
5543

5544
5545
5546
5547
5548

Manning Field
Purdv FFR
Reed FFR
Temple’s FFR
Smith FFR
Rattlesnake FFR
Catterson
Beckley Home
Quier FFR
Thompson FFR
Bennett FFR
Hamilton FFR
Virginia FFR
Hatt Butte
Black Butte
Briggs FFR
Clemens FFR
Riddle FFR

X
X
X

::
X
X
X

X
X

X
X

X
X

X
X

X
X

X
X

z

X

X

X
X

X
X
X

X
X

X

X
X

X
X

::
X
X
X

Unknown
Unknown
Unknown
Unknown
Unknown
Unknown
Unknown
Unknown
Unknown
Unknown
Unknown
Unknown
Unknown
Unknown
Unknown
Unknown
Unknown
Unknown
Unknown

Unknown

Unknown

Unknown
Unknown
Unknown

X
Unknown
Unknown
Unknown
Unknown

Unknown
Unknown

Unknown
Unknown

Unknown
Unknown
Unknown
Unknown
Unknown

X
X

X

X
::
X

X
X X

XX
X
X

X
X

X
X

X
X

X X X X
X

X
X

X
X

X
X

c

;
X

X
X
X
X

X

X
X
X

X
X
X
X

X
X

X
X
X

X

X C
X

X
C
C

X C
X
X

C
C

X

X

C

C
Diamond FFR
Jenkins N.
Lake FFR
Jenkins B.
Flat FFR
Fisher FFR
State Field
Clarks River
Newell Field
Big Upson
Little Upson
Riverside FFR
W & C Blaylock
FFR
Lute Field
Home Ranch
Enclosure
Marshall FFR
Divine Flat
Field
Brooks Field
Sunshine Field
Druitt Field
Lake Field
Griffin FFR

X

X
X

X

X
X

X

X
X

X
X

X
X

X
X

X
X

X
X

X
X

X
X

X
X

X

X
X ::

X
X

X X



Table 10. Allotment Categories (continued)

Allot. Allotment
Number Name

Prudent
Investor’s Selectiv

Range Allotment Present Resource Present Willingness Crit. Mgmt
Condition Potential Productivity Conflicts Controversy Mgmt To Invest Allot. Category

Sat Unsat  Undef Hi Med Low Hi Med Low Hi Med Low Hi Med Low Sat Unsat Yes Maybe No Char. I, M, or C

5549
5550
5551
5552
5553
5554

5555
5556
5557
5558
5559
5560
5561
5562
5563
5567
5568
5569
5570
5572
7013
7027
7028
7029
7032
7034
7037
7038
7042
7044
7045
7046

7047
7048
7050
7052
7054
7059
7060

0 7080

s
7081
7082

X 7085
T- 7087
d

Howards FFR
Jordans FFR
Lillards FFR
Miller FFR A
Miller FFR B
J. Francis
Miller FFR
Ott FFR
Pine Creek FFR
J 8 G Kane FFR
J&GFFR
Swords FFR
Vickers FFR
Wilber FFR
Williams FFR
Arnold FFR
Miler FFR
Byrons FFR
Floyds FFR
River FFR
Krueger FFR
Zoglmann
Emigrant Creek
Stinger Creek
Spring Creek
Hotchkiss Ind.
Scat Field
Coal Pit Spring
Curry Gordon
Dole Smith
Cowing
Whiting
Baker Hill
Field
Peabody
Varien Canyon
Clemens
Lone Pine Field
Cricket Creek
Carp
Castle
Devine Canyon
Harney Basin
Hines Field
Rainbow Creek
Silver  Creek
Valley

Unknown
Unknown
Unknown
Unknown
Unknown
Unknown

X

X

ii
X

G

;

ii
X

X

E
X

X
X

::

E
X
X

X
X

X
X
X

ii
X

ii
X

X

Unknown
Unknown
Unknown
Unknown
Unknown
Unknown
Unknown
Unknown
Unknown
Unknown
Unknown
Unknown
Unknown
Unknown
Unknown
Unknown
Unknown

X
Unknown
Unknown

X

Unknown

Unknown X

;
X
X
X

X

X

Unknown
Unknown
Unknown
Unknown
Unknown
Unknown
Unknown
Unknown
Unknown
Unknown
Unknown

Unknown

X

;

::

ii
X

;
X

X

X

;
X
X
X
X
X

;
X

X
CJl 7088 Sunset Valley X X Unknown X X X X C





Table 11. Rangeland  Monitoring  and Evaluation

Purpose of Monitoring

1) To determine the effects of management actions on the rangeland resources.
2) To determine the effectiveness of on-the-ground management actions in achieving resource management objectives

within planned timeframes.

i;
To provide quantifiable data to identify and support needed management actions.
To provide quantifiable data for the periodic review of management objectives.

Monitoring Methods

Monitoring methods must be suitable for the vegetation types and resource conditions that will be encountered. The capability of the
methods to detect subtle changes due to management over short periods of time must be carefully considered.

For monitoring data to be meaningful and useful over time, there must be consistency in the kinds of data that are collected and the
manner in which they are collected, However, the need for changes in sampling may occasionally arise when problems are detected
during a cursory review of the collected data, when analyzing and interpreting the data, or when conducting an evaluation. Serious
consideration must be given to the effect changes will have on the historical value of existing data.

The methods discussed here are the methods currently in use in the Three Rivers RA. These methods are consistent with the District
Monitoring Plan, State Monitoring Guidance and Bureau Policy.

Actual Use

Actual use monitoring provides information concerning the actual amount of grazing use occurring on an area of rangeland during
a specific time period. It is a record of livestock and wild horse use in each pasture of an allotment and represents forage consumed
in terms of AUMs.  Livestock actual use is provided by the permittees. Data is verified by field checks and occasional counts. The
report includes livestock numbers, pasture usage and turn out and gathering dates.

Wild horse actual use is determined by multiplying inventoried numbers by the grazing period on their summer and winter range.
This may or may not involve separate pastures.

Actual use is collected in all “M” and “I” category allotments annually.

Utilization

Utilization data are collected to provide information concerning the percentage of forage that has been consumed or destroyed on
an area of rangeland during a specific period of time and the grazing pattern on the allotment. Utilization data are important in
evaluating the effects of grazing use on specific areas of rangeland and identifying areas of concentrated use that may be dispersed
by some form of range improvement.

In the short term, utilization data are considered with actual use and climatic data to determine resource use levels and to identify
the need for range improvement projects, adjustment in management actions, and/or adjustments in grazing use levels. These data
can be used as the basis for implementing adjustments in grazing use through agreement or by decision.

In the long term, utilization data are considered along with actual use, authorized use, estimated use, trend, climate, and any other
dataavailableor necessatyforallotment evaluation. Evaluations areconducted todetermine if thegrazing management actionsand/
or practices are achieving the long-term management objectives identified in the land-use and activity plans.

The primary method used in the RA is the Key Forage Plant method. The key forage plant method is an ocular estimate method of
judging utilization within one of six utilization classes on oneor more key herbaceous and/or browse species. Utilization is generally
expressed as a percentage of available forage weight or numbers of plants, twigs, etc., that have been consumed or destroyed, and
is expressed in terms of the current year’s production removed.

Trend

Trend data are important in determining the effectiveness of on-the-ground management actions and evaluating progress toward
meeting management objectives. They indicate whetherthe rangeland is moving toward or away from its potential orfrom achieving
specific management objectives. Trend refers to the direction of change and indicated whether rangeland vegetation is being
maintained or is moving toward or away from the desired plant community or toward or away from other specific vegetation
management objectives. Trends of rangelands may be judged by noting changes in composition, density, cover, production, vigor,
age class, and frequency of the vegetation, and related parameters of other resources.

The trend method used in the RA is the Nearest Plant method, which consists of a minimum of 100 observations along a transect
at one pace, or other selected intervals. The observation is the nearest plant within a 180 degree arc from the center of the front of
the observer’s foot. Close-up and general view photographs are used with this method.
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Table 11. Rangeland Monitoring and Evaluation (continued)
This method provides an estimate of relative species dispersion. The indicators of trend monitored with this method are the
percentage of occurrence as nearest plant.

The Photo-plot method is also used to measure trend. This method includes taking a close-up photograph of a 3 x 3 foot plot and
a general view photograph of the study site.

Climate

Climate studies provide a comparison of grazing season climatic conditions with long-term normals. Crop year (September - June)
precipitation accounts for approximately 80 percent of the variation in vegetation production in the Great Basin. The Forage Yield
Index developed at the Squaw Butte Experiment Station is used to adjust forage utilization.
Table 11. (continued)

Evaluation

The analysis and interpretation of inventory and monitoring data are extremely important in the evaluation of management actions
to determine their progress in meeting resource management objectives. This process must be carefully accomplished to determine
if adjustments in grazing use and management actions are needed, and if so, to what extent.

The major steps involved in the evaluation process are as follows:

Assemble and Display Monitoring and Other Data - Review and summarize available data which has been collected from baseline
inventories, monitoring studies, supplemental studies and other sources.

Analyze Data - Perform all necessary calculations of data.

Interpret Data - After the data has been analyzed, it is interpreted to determine whether the results show a trend of have remained
static over time for each type of study. This includes interpreting individual data sets and examining their interrelationships.

In order to assess proper stocking level or carrying capacity, the following formula may be used.

Potential Stocking Level = Target Util. * Actual Use
(Carrying Capacity) Measured Util. * Yield Index

Evaluate Data- The data is evaluated for consistency, reliability, strong points, weak points, completeness and accuracy. lfthe results
of the interpretation indicate a trend, the evaluation attempts to determine the causes of the trends and establish a course of action
for future management.

Review Management Objectives - Management objectives must be evaluated as well as the monitoring data in order to make sure
that the objectives are meaningful.

In order for management actions to be monitored and progress to be evaluated, the objectives must be measurable. They must also
be reasonably attainable within a reasonable timeframe. In some cases, detection of a trend toward the desired value may sufficient
to justify continuation of the management practice being evaluated, especiallyon poorcondition rangeswhere vegetation objectives
will be attainable only in the long-term. In these cases, intermediate objectives may be useful in evaluating the progress.

Evaluate Progress in Meeting Management Objectives- Determine if management objectives have been met or if adequate progress
toward achieving them has occurred or if management objectives or monitoring techniques need redefining.

Summarize Findings and Make Recommendations - The formal evaluation must include concise management recommendations
as well as recommendations on changing monitoring techniques, management objectives, key areas, or key species.
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Table 12. Standard Procedures and Design Elements for Range Improvements
Range improvements are proposed for several reasons including, but not limited to: to implement more intensive grazing systems;
to allow deferment of grazing use on native range during the spring; to improve livestock distribution; and to increase forage
production.

The following standard procedures and design elements would be adhered to under the proposed action in constructing range
improvements in the EIS area. Design elements have been standardized over time to mitigate adverse effects encountered during
range improvement installations.

- Preparation of a site-specific environmental assessment prior to implementation of range improvements is required. Proposed
range improvements may be modified or abandoned if this assessment indicates significant adverse environmental impacts
cannot be mitigated or avoided.

- A wilderness inventory, required by FLPMA, has been completed in the EIS area. All rangeland management activities in
wilderness study areas will be consistent with the IMP and Guidelines for Lands Under Wilderness Review unless and until the
area is removed from this category. Impacts will be assessed before implementing management activities to ensure they meet
guidelines.

- Every effort would be made to avoid adverse impacts to cultural resources. A cultural resources inventory will be completed on
all areas prior to any decision to perform ground-disturbing activities. This would be part of the preplanning stage of a project and
the results would be analyzed in the environmental assessment addressing the action (BLM Manual 8100, Cultural Resources
Management). If significant cultural values are identified, the project could be relocated, redesigned or abandoned. However,
where that is not possible, the BLM would consult with the State Historic Preservation Officer and the Advisory Council on Historic
Preservation in accordancewith the Programmatic Memorandum of Agreement (PMOA) by and between the Bureau, the Council
and the National Conference of State Historic Preservation Officers, dated January 14, 1980, which sets forth a procedure for
developing appropriate mitigative measures, in compliance with Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (1966) as
implemented by 36 CFR Part 800. Management adherence to agreed upon mitigative measures will be implemented in
compliance with these regulations.

- If a project might affect any listed threatened or endangered species or its critical habitat, consultation with the USFWS would
be initiated (50 CFR 50 402: Endangered Species Act of 1973, as amended). The project would be modified, relocated or
abandoned in ordertoobtain a no effect determination. If a project maycontributetothe need to list a Federal candidateor Bureau
sensitive species, a technical assistance request would be made to the USFWS.

- Surface disturbance at all project sites would be held to a minimum. Disturbed soil would be rehabilitated to blend into surrounding
soil surface and reseeded as needed with a mixture of grasses, forbsand browse as applicable to replace ground cover and reduce
soil loss from wind and water erosion.

- Seeding would only be done to enhance and sustain multiple-use values. Vegetation manipulation projects would be designed
using irregular patterns, untreated patches, etc., to provide for optimum edge effect for visual quality and wildlife. Layout and
design would be coordinated with local ODFW biologists.

- Seeding would be accomplished by use of the rangeland drill in most cases. Broadcast seeding would occur on small disturbed
areas, rough terrain and rocky areas. Brush would be controlled prior to seeding. Some projects would have brush control only.
Brush control could employ burning, spraying, chaining, etc.; however, the treatment method has not been determined for
individual projects. Generally, areascontaining needlegrasses and/or rabbitbrush and areas with sandy soils would not be burned.
BLM would determine seeding mixtures on a site-specific basis, at the EA level in accordance with NEPA, using past experience
and recommendations of the Oregon State University Extension Service and Experiment Stations and/or ODFW. Anticipated
increases in production through vegetation manipulation projects would not be allocated until seedings are established and ready
for use. All seedings would be deferred from grazing for at least two growing seasons to allow seedling establishment. Where
deep furrow drills are used, slopes would be drilled on the contour to prevent water erosion.

- The seeding policy for the BLM in Oregon is as follows: Seedings to change vegetation composition should be used when it is
the most efficient method to accomplish the resource objectives identified through the planning process. The selection of the
seeding area and the species to be used should be based on a site-specific evaluation which considers ecologic potential,
technical and economic feasibility, location of unique resources, plant diversity and cumulative impacts on the ecosystem.
Adapted native species that can enhance vegetative diversity composition must be given consideration in species selection. To
insure establishment seedings must be protected for two growing seasons or until the vigorous seedlings produce their first seed
crop. Once established, seedings should be properly managed and monitoried to ensure that resource objectives are
accomplished.

- It is anticipated that the existing road and trail system would provide access for range improvements construction. If needed,
unimproved trails and tracks would be created to reach construction sites. These trails would continue to be utilized for
maintenance of the projects.

Appendix I- 179



Table 12. Standard Procedures and Design Elements for Range Improvements (continued)

- It is assumed that normal maintenance such as replacement of pipeline sections, fence posts and retreatment of vegetation
manipulations would occur.

I VRM procedures would be employed to minimize the adverse visual impacts created by the proposed range improvements.

Additional design features are identified in the following discussion of the individual types of improvements.

Reservoir Construction

Development of reservoirs would involve the construction of pits and dams to impound water for livestock and wildlife use. Pits would
be in dry lake beds or other natural depressions. Dams would be constructed in drainages. Water storage capacity would range from
1 .O to 2.0 acre-feet. Fill material, if needed, would come from the impoundment area and/or a borrow area for dams. Excavated
material from pits would be piled adjacent to the pit. Topsoil would be stockpiled and used to rehabilitate the borrow areas.

WeSls

Wells would be cased with steel pipe and sealed with concrete to prevent cave-ins and contamination. All State of Oregon water-
well drilling regulations would be adhered to, both in drilling and equipping. A safety device would be installed on new powerline
transformers to prevent electrocution of raptors. Metal storage tanks, painted to blend with the surrounding landscape, would be
placed at each well site. Generally, the tanks would be enclosed and would measure 15 to 30 feet in diameter and 6 to 12 feet high.

Springs

The proposed action includes the development of springs. This would involve digging ordrilling to intercept naturally occurring water
flow, installing perforated pipe or concrete boxes to collect water, and installing pipelines and water troughs. The spring source and
trough overflow area would be fenced to prevent livestock grazing and trampling and provide meadow habitat. A small waterhole
would be developed inside the fenced overflow area for wildlife use. Ramps, rocks or float boards would be provided in all water
troughs for birds and mammals to gain access to and/or escape from the water.

Pipelines

Pipelines are proposed to carry water for livestock from wells to areas that lack an adequate water supply. Generally, 1 to 2-inch
diameter plastic pipe would be buried with a pipe-laying device consisting of a modified rippertooth mounted on a tractor. The pipe
is normally laid as deeply as possible under the ground but no deeper than 30 inches. Where obstructions prohibit burying, the pipe
would be laid on the surface and covered with borrowed soil. Reservoirs would be constructed along the pipeline and fenced to
exclude livestock. This would provide ground level water for wildlife, and serve as an emergency water supply in case of equipment
failure. Water troughs would be installed approximately every mile along the pipeline. Ramps, rocks or float boards would be provided
in all water troughs for birds and mammals to gain access to and/or escape from the water.

Fences and Cattleguards

Fences would be designed to prevent the passage of livestock without stopping the movement of wildlife. All fences would be
constructed in accordance with Bureau Manual 1741. The proposed fence lines would not be bladed or scraped. All fences would
comply with VRM procedures.

Where fences cross existing roads either gates or cattleguards would be installed.
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Table 13. Range Improvement Costs’

Type of Improvement Unit Cost/Unit

Guzzler
Brush Control
Cattleguard
Fence
Juniper Burning
Pipeline
Prescribed Burn
Reservoir
Road Maintenance
Seeding
Spring
Trough
Well

Each
Acre
Each
Mile
Unit
Mile

Acre
Each
Mile

Acre
Each
Each
Each

$4,500
$10

$2,400
$2,500
$2,800

$10,500
$10

$6,700
$200

$25
$3,000
$1,800

$22,500

‘Based on recent years’ experience, figures in 1991 dollars.
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Table 14. Potential  Range Improvements by Allotment

Allotment Allotment Type of cost/
No. Name Improvement Units Unit No. cost

4098
4143

5101
5102
5105

Silver Lake Pond

East Cr.-Pine Hill
Silvies

Devine Ridge
Prather Creek
Camp Harney

5201 Coleman Creek
5205 Venator
5206 Stockade
5207 Coyote Creek
5218 Bennett FFR
5301 Princeton

5302 Big Bird

5303 Dry Lake

5305 Crow’s Nest
5306 Rocky Ford

5307 Smyth Creek

5308 Kiger

5309 Happy Valley

5310 Riddle Mountain

5315

5321 Hamilton Ind.
5329 Riddle-Coyote
5503 Pine Creek

5506 Muddy Creek
5510 Jones Dripp
5511 Moffet Table

5514 Coal Mine Creek
5515 Mule Creek

Virginia Valley

Fence Mile $3,334
Nest Islands Each $2,500
Fence Mile $2,500
Wetland Improvements Project $21,000
Fence Mile $2,500
Reservoir Each $6,700
Fence Mile $2,500
Fence Mile $2,500
Spring Each $3,000
Juniper Burning Units $2,800
Cattleguard Each $2,400
Fence Mile $2,500
Spring Each $3,000
Fence Mile $2,500
Fence Mile $2,500
Road Maintenance Mile $200
Trough Each $1,800
Pipeline Mile $10,500
Pipeline Mile $10,500
Trough Each $1,800
Well Each $22,500
Pipeline Mile $10,500
Cattleguard Each $2,400
Trough Each $1,800
Pipeline Mile $10,500
Cattleguard Each $2,400
Reservoir Each $6,700
Well Each $22,500
Pipeline Mile $10,500
Fence Mile $2,500
Juniper Burning Units $2,800
Cattleguard Each $2,400
Reservoir Each $6,700
Cattleguard Each $2,400
Juniper Burning Units $2,800
Reservoir Each $6,700
Fence Mile $2,500
Trough Each $1,800
Juniper Burning Units $2,800
Pipeline Mile $10,500
Juniper Burning Units $2,800
Spring Each $3,000
Fence Mile $2,500
Trough Each $1,800
Pipeline Mile $10,500
Cattleguard Each $2,400
Fence Mile $2,500
Fence Mile $2,500
Fence Mile $2,500
Spring Each $3,000
Fence Mile $2,500
Juniper Burning Units $2,800
Reservoir Each $6,700
Reservoir Each $6,700
Prescribed Burn Acre $10
Trough Each $800
Fence Mile $2,500
Juniper Burning Units $2,800
Trough Each $800
Fence Mile $2,500

1.5
2
1
1
0.75
1
1
1
1
5
1
2
1
1
0.5
1.5
3
7
2
1
1

12
1
5
2
1
1
1
1
2.75
6
1
1
1
2
1
1
1
2
1
8
1
1
5
7
1
3
1

i
2
7
1
2

1,560
4
3.5
6
1
1

$5,001
$5,000
$2,500

$21,000
$1,875
$6,700
$2,500
$2,500
$3,000

$14,000
$2,400
$5,000
$3,000
$2,500
$1,250

$300
$5,400

$73,500
$21,000

$1,800
$22,500

$126,000
$2,400
$9,000

$21,000
$2,400
$6,700

$22,500
$10,500

$6,875
$16,800

$2,400
$6,700
$2,400
$5,600
$6,700
$2,500
$1,800
$5,600

$10,500
$22,400

$3,000
$2,500
$9,000

$73,500
$2,400
$7,500
$2,500

$10,000
$9,000
$5,000

$19,600
$6,700

$13,400
$15,600

$3,200
$8,750

$16,800
$800

$2,500
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Table 14. Potential  Range Improvements by Allotment (continued)

Allotment Allotment Type of cost/
No. Name Improvement Units Unit No. cost

5517 Otis Mountain

5522

5524
5526

5528
5529
5531

Cottonwood Creek

Dawson Butte
Chalk Hills

Cooler
House Butte
Stinkingwater

5532 Mountain

5534 Mahon Creek

5535 Miller Canyon

5536 Alder Creek

5537
5538
5560
5564

5565

Rock Mountain
Riverside
Vickers’ FFR
Wheeler Basin

Upton Mountain

5566

5571
7001

Texaco Basin

Lamb Ranch
East Warm Springs

7002 West Warm Springs

7003

7004

East Wagontire

West Wagontire

Trough Each $800
Juniper Burning Units $2,800
Prescribed Burn Acre $10
Reservoir Each $6,700
Fence Mile $2,500
Trough Each $800
Well Each $22,500
Pipeline Mile $10,500
Reservoir Each $6,700
Spring Each $3,000
Fence Mile $2,500
Road Maintenance Mile $200
Reservoir Each $6,700
Fence Mile $2,500
Juniper Burning Units $2,800
Trough Each $800
Road M&itenance Mile $200
Road Maintenance Mile $200
Fence Mile $2,500
Reservoir Each $6,700
Juniper Burning Units $2,800
Road Maintenance Mile $200
Juniper Burning Units $2,800
Road Maintenance Mile $200
Fence Mile $2,500
Reservoir Each $6,700
Spring Each $3,000
Spring Each $3,000
Road Maintenance Mile $200
Trough Each $800
Reservoir Each $6,700
Seeding Acre $25
Pipeline Mile $200
Trough Each $800
Brush Control Acre $10
Reservoir Each $6,700
Road Maintenance Mile $200
Fence Mile $2,500
Fence Mile $2,500
Pipeline Mile $10,500
Fence Mile $2,500
Trough Each $1,800
Reservoir Each $6,700
Well Each $22,500
Reservoir Each $6,700
Wetland Improvements Project $40,000
Fence Mile $2,500
Trough Each $800
Brush Control Acre $10
Spring Each $3,000
Seeding Acre $25
Fence Mile $2,500
Well Each $22,500
Reservoir Each $6,700
Pipeline Mile $10,500
Trough Each $1,800
Reservoir Each $6,700
Pipeline Mile $10,500
Well Each $22,500
Fence Mile $2,500
Big Game Guzzler Each $4,500

2
4

1,440
2
2.5
3
1
2
1
2
3
7
1
8

15
1

12
2
1.5
3
6
5

12
10
4.5
4
1
1
1.5
1
2

2,000
1
1

2,000
1
4.5
2
1.25
4

17
4
6
1

12

:
2

32,665
1

31,200
42

2
8

25
7
2
7
1

20
2

$1,600
$11,200
$14,400
$13,400

$6,250
$2,400

$22,500
$21,000

$6,700
$6,000
$7,500

$14,000
$6,700

$20,000
$42,000

$800
$2,400

$400
$3,750

$20,100
$16,800

$1,000
$33,600

$2,000
$11,250
$26,800

$3,000
$3,000

$300
$800

$13,400
$50,000

$200
$800

$20,000
$6,700

$900
$5,000
$3,125

$42,000
$42,500

$7,200
$40,200
$22,500
$80,400
$40,000

$5,000
$1,600

$326,650
$3,000

$780,000
$105,000

$45,000
$53,600

$262,500
$12,600
$13,400
$73,500
$22,500
$50,000

$9,000
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Table 14. Potential  Range Improvements by Allotment

Allotment Allotment Type of Cost/
No. Name Improvement Units Unit No. cost

4098
4143

5101
5102
5105

Silver Lake Pond

East Cr.-Pine Hill
Silvies

Devine Ridge
Prather Creek
Camp Harney

5201 Coleman Creek
5205 Venator
5206 Stockade
5207 Coyote Creek
5218 Bennett FFR
5301 Princeton

5302 Big Bird

5303 Dry Lake

5305 Crow’s Nest
5306 Rocky Ford

5307 Smyth Creek

5308 Kiger

5309 Happy Valley

5310 Riddle Mountain

5315

5321 Hamilton Ind.
5329 Riddle-Coyote
5503 Pine Creek

5506 Muddy Creek
5510 Jones Dripp
5511 Moffet Table

5514 Coal Mine Creek
5515 Mule Creek

Virginia Valley

Fence Mile $3,334
Nest Islands Each $2,500
Fence Mile $2,500
Wetland Improvements Project $21,000
Fence Mile $2,500
Reservoir Each $6,700
Fence Mile $2,500
Fence Mile $2,500
Spring Each $3,000
Juniper Burning Units $2,800
Cattleguard Each $2,400
Fence Mile $2,500
Spring Each $3,000
Fence Mile $2,500
Fence Mile $2,500
Road Maintenance Mile $200
Trough Each $1,800
Pipeline Mile $10,500
Pipeline Mile $10,500
Trough Each $1,800
Well Each $22,500
Pipeline Mile $10,500
Cattleguard Each $2,400
Trough Each $1,800
Pipeline Mile $10,500
Cattleguard Each $2,400
Reservoir Each $6,700
Well Each $22,500
Pipeline Mile $10,500
Fence Mile $2,500
Juniper Burning Units $2,800
Cattleguard Each $2,400
Reservoir Each $6,700
Cattleguard Each $2,400
Juniper Burning Units $2,800
Reservoir Each $6,700
Fence Mile $2,500
Trough Each $1,800
Juniper Burning Units $2,800
Pipeline Mile $10,500
Juniper Burning Units $2,800
Spring Each $3,000
Fence Mile $2,500
Trough Each $1,800
Pipeline Mile $10,500
Cattleguard Each $2,400
Fence Mile $2,500
Fence Mile $2,500
Fence Mile $2,500
Spring Each $3,000
Fence Mile $2,500
Juniper Burning Units $2,800
Reservoir Each $6,700
Reservoir Each $6,700
Prescribed Burn Acre $10
Trough Each $800
Fence Mile $2,500
Juniper Burning Units $2,800
Trough Each $800
Fence Mile $2,500

1.5
2
1
1
0.75
1
1
1
1
5
1
2
1
1
0.5
1.5
3
7
2
1
1

12
1

s
1
1
1
1
2.75
6
1
1
1
2
1
1
1
2
1
8
1
1
5
7
1
3
1

iTi
2
7
1
2

1,560
4
3.5
6
1
1

$5,001
$5,000
$2,500

$21,000
$1,875
$6,700
$2,500
$2,500
$3,000

$14,000
$2,400
$5,000
$3,000
$2,500
$1,250

$300
$5,400

$73,500
$21,000

$1,800
$22,500

$126,000
$2,400
$9,000

$21,000
$2,400
$6,700

$22,500
$10,500

$6,875
$16,800

$2,400
$6,700
$2,400
$5,600
$6,700
$2,500
$1,800
$5,600

$10,500
$22,400

$3,000
$2,500
$9,000

$73,500
$2,400
$7,500
$2,500

$10,000
$9,000
$5,000

$19,600
$6,700

$13,400
$15,600

$3,200
$8,750

$16,800
$800

$2,500
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Table 14. Potential Range Improvements by Allotment (continued)

Allotment Allotment
No. Name

Type of
Improvement

Cost/
Units Unit No. cost

7006 Rimrock  Lake

7007 Hat Butte

7008

7009

Sheep Lake-Shields

Dry Lake
(Rye Grass)

7010

7013
7014

7015

Claw Creek

Zoglmann
Badger Spring

Second Flat

7016 Juniper Ridge

7017 Cluster
7018 Silver Lake

7019 Palomino Buttes

7020 Sand Hollow

7021

7022

7024 East Sagehen
7025 Gouldin

7030

7031 Hay Creek

7033 Silvies River
7036 Hayes

Weaver Lake

Dog Mountain

Skull Creek

Seeding Acre
Brush Control Acre
Spring Each
Reservoir Each
Brush Control Acre
Fence Mile
Brush Control Acre
Reservoir Each
Seeding Acre
Reservoir Each
Seeding Acre
Juniper Burning Units
Brood Pond Each
Brush Control Acre
Reservoir Each
Fence Mile
Reservoir Each
Fence Mile
Spring Each
Reservoir Each
Big Game Guzzler Each
Big Game Guzzler Each
Spring Each
Fence Mile
Reservoir Each
Seeding Acre
Fence Mile
Pipeline Mile
Trough Each
Reservoir Each
Well Each
Prescribed Burn Acre
Brush Control Acre
Fence Mile
Brush Control Acre
Pipeline Mile
Reservoir Each
Fence Mile
Reservoir Each
Wetland Improvements Project
Well Each
Pipeline Mile
Fence Mile
Reservoir Each
Pipeline Mile
Fence Mile
Reservoir Each
Fence Mile
Reservoir Each
Spring Each
Reservoir Each
Reservoir Each
Fence Mile
Brush Control Acre
Fence Mile
Juniper Burning Units
Reservoir Each
Fence Mile
Fence Mile
Fence Mile

$25
$10
$3,000
$6,700
$10
$2,500
$10
$6,700
$25
$6,700
$25
$2,800
$7,500
$10
$6,700
$2,500
$6,700
$2,500
$3,000
$6,700
$4,500
$4,500
$3,000
$2,500
$6,700
$25
$2,500
$10,500
$1,800
$6,700
$22,500
$10
$10

::b50°
$10,500
$6,700
$2,500
$6,700
$50,000
$22,500
$10,500
$2,500
$6,700
$10,500
$2,500
$6,700
$2,500
$6,700
$3,000
$6,700
$6,700
$2,500
$10
$2,500
$2,800
$6,700
$2,500
$2,500
$2,500

9,000
9,000

2
12

3,000
4

2,500
1

800

96:
5
2

1,800
1

;
2.25
1
2
2
2
2
3
2

3,000
9
8
8
1
1

5,260
2,000

1
4,500

4
3
7
1
1
1
2
6
1
3
2
2
5.5
1
1
2
1
4

1,600
2

10
2
4
4
1.5

$225,000
$90,000

$6,000
$80,400
$30,000
$10,000
$25,000

$6,700
$20,000
$40,200
$24,000
$14,000
$15,000
$18,000

$6,700
$20,000
$13,400

$5,625
$3,000

$13,400
$9,000
$9,000
$6,000
$7,500

$13,400
$75,000
$22,500
$84,000
$14,400

$6,700
$22,500
$52,600
$20,000

$2,500
$45,000
$42,000
$20,100
$17,500

$6,700
$50,000
$22,500
$21,000
$15,000

$6,700
$31,500

$5,000
$13,400
$13,750

$6,700
$3,000

$13,400
$6,700

$10,000
$16,000

$5,000
$28,000
$13,400
$10,000
$10,000

$3,750
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Table 14. Potential Range Improvements by Allotment (continued)

Allotment Allotment
No. Name

7037 Coal Pit Springs

7040 Landing Creek
7041 East Silvies

7043 Lone Pine

7048 Varien Canyon
7049 Forks of Poison Cr.
7058 Narrows

Type of
Improvement

Reservoir
Spring
Fence
Spring
Fence
Reservoir
Juniper Control
Reservoir
Juniper Burning
Spring
Fence
Brush Control
Trough
Reservoir
Well

Units

Each
Each
Mile
Each
Mile
Each
Acre
Each
Units
Each
Mile
Acre
Each
Each
Each

Cost/
Unit No. cost

$6,700 1 $6,700
$3,000 2 $6,000
$2,500 5 $12,500
$3,000 1 $3,000
$2,500 3 $7,500
$6,700 1 $6,700
$80 1,000 $80,000
$6,700 3 $20,100
$2,800 5 $14,000
$3,000 1 $3,000
$2,500 0.25 $625
$10 530 $5,300
$1,800 1 $1,800
$6,700 2 $13,400
$22,500 1 $22,500
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Table 15. Descriptions of Existing and Proposed  ACECs

South Narrows ACEC

South Narrows ACEC is an existing ACEC in the Three Rivers RA. It was established June 30, 1983. It is located in Harney County
approximately 26 miles south of Burns, Oregon, adjacent to Highway 205. This ACEC is 160 acres in size. It is in East Warm Springs
Allotment (No. 7001). The elevation of the site is approximately 4,400 feet.

South Narrows ACEC was established to provide special management attention to the designated Critical Habitat of Stephanomeria
malheurensis,  Malheur wirelettuce, a plant species listed as endangered under the Endangered Species Act of 1973.

The management goal of the South Narrows ACEC is to provide protection in order to preserve the characteristics of the habitat and
maintain the suitability of the site to support Stephanomeria malheurensis. Actions which have previously been undertaken in support
of this goal include fencing a portion of the ACEC, installing informational signs and undertaking studies to aid in understanding the
interrelationships between Stephanomeria malheurensis and its environment including competition between it and other species.
Management of this area is incorporated into the activity plans associated with Stephanomeria malheurensis.

Legal Description of Site:

South Narrows ACEC:

Willamette Meridian:

T. 27 S., R. 30 E., Sec. 11, SEll4NElI4  and NE1/4SE1/4;
Sec. 12, W1/2SW1/4NW1/4,  SE1/4SW1/4NW1/4,

SW1/4NE1/4SW1/4  and NW1/4SW1/4.

The area described aggregates 160 acres more or less.

Diamond Craters ONA/ACEC

Diamond Craters is an existing ONAIACEC  in the Three Rivers RA. It was established as an ACEC on December 2, 1980, and as
an ONA  on April 1, 1982. Diamond Craters is located in Harney County, approximately 40 miles southeast of Burns, Oregon, and
4 miles east of Highway 205 adjacent to the eastern boundary of the Malheur National Wildlife Refuge. The existing ONAIACEC  is
16,656 acres in size and the proposed addition is400 acres. The ONA/ACEC  will total 17,056 acres in size. The elevation of Diamond
Craters ranges from 4,150 to 4,700 feet.

Diamond Craters ONA/ACEC  was established to protect the diversity of geologic features and ecosystems. Diamond Craters is
geologically unique because of the great variety of basaltic igneous-volcanic structures representing a complex series of geologic
events which are present within a small geographic area. Preservation of the volcanic features is excellent due to a lack of erosion.
The geologic features include lava flows, vents, craters, domes, a caldera, a maar and a graben.  The diversity of vegetation at
Diamond Craters includes both unusual and representative species and communities. The diversity of landforms and vegetation
provides habitat for a large variety of wildlife species.

The management goal of the Diamond Craters ONA/ACEC  is to preserve the unique assemblage of geologic features and
ecosystems so that present and future generations may benefit from its exceptional scientific, educational, scenic and recreational
values. Actions which have previously been undertaken in support of this goal include withdrawal of the area from mineral entry,
closure of the area to ORV utilization, removal of livestock and wild horses, development of a self-guided tour, and development of
the Diamond Craters Recreation Area Management Plan which details procedures for managing the recreational uses of the ONA/
ACEC.

Legal Description of Site:

Diamond Craters ONA/ACEC:

Willamette Meridian:

T. 28 S., R. 31 E., Sec. 2 4 ,  E1/2NE1/4,  SWll4NEll4,
SE1/4NW1/4,  E1/2SW1/2  and SE1/4;

Sec. 25, E1/2NE1/4,  NWll4NElI4,  NEll4NWll4
and NEll4SElI4.

T. 29 S., R. 31 E., Sec. 1, E1/2E1/2;
Sec. 12, NEll4NElf4.
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Table 15. Descriptions of Existing and Proposed ACECs (continued)
T. 28 S., R. 32 E., Sec. 17, All;

Sec. 8, Lot 4, S1/2NE1/4,  SEll4SWll4,  and SEl/4;
Sets. 19 through 22, Inclusive;
Sec. 23, SW114  and Sll2SEll4;
Sec. 2 4 ,  sw1/4sw1/4;
Sec. 25, NW1/4NWl/4, S1/2NW1/4,  and SWl/4;
Sets. 26 through 35, Inclusive.

T. 29 S., R. 32 E., Sec. 1, W1/2NW1/4  and SWll4;
Sets. 2 through 6, Inclusive;
Sec. 7, Lot 1, NlI2NEll4  and NEll4NWll4;
Sec. 8, N1/2,  NEl14SWlf4,  Nll2SEll4 and SEll4SEll4;
Sec. 9, All;
Sec. 10, N1/2  and SW1/4;
Sec. 11, W1/2NE1/4  and NW1/4;
Sec. 5, N1/2NWl/4.

The area described aggregates 16,656 acres more or less.

The addition to Diamond Craters ONAACEC:

Willamette Meridian:

T. 28 S., R. 32 E., Sec. 16, W1/2.

T. 28 S., R. 31 E., Sec. 36, SEll4NEll4  and NEll4SEll4.

The areas described aggregate 400 acres more or less.

The total area described aggregates 17,056 acres more or less.

Silver Creek RNAIACEC Addition

Silver Creek RNAIACEC  and the proposed addition are located in Harney County approximately35 miles west of Burns and 15 miles
north of Highway20 adjacent to the Ochoco National Forest boundary. The existing RNAIACEC  is 640 acres in size and the proposed
addition is 1,280 acres including 640 acres of a private inholding, the acquisition of which through exchange is a prerequisite to the
designation of the RNA/ACEC  addition. The proposed addition is in the Upper Valley Allotment (No. 7011). The elevation of the site
ranges from approximately 4,520 to 4,800 feet.

Silver Creek RNA/ACEC  is an established RNA/ACEC  within the Three Rivers RA. It was established to fill the aquatic natural area
cell in the Ochoco, Blue and Wallowa  Mountains Province described in the Oregon Natural Heritage Plan (1988) as:

2. First to third order stream system in Blue Mountains originating in ponderosa pine zone, including intermittent streams.

The proposed addition to the Silver Creek RNAIACEC  will provide for a better representation of this cell as it provides a greater
elevational gradient along a single drainage. The proposed addition to the Silver Creek RNAIACEC  will also provide representation
for an unfilled terrestrial natural area cell in the Blue Mountains Province described as:

35. Low sagebrush/bunchgrass community outside the forest zone.

The existing Silver Creek RNA/ACEC  in Section 8 consists of ponderosa pine uplands with areas of big sagebrush/bunchgrass as
well as an extensive forested riparian zone. The proposed addition, Sections 17 and 20, includes the confluence of Silver Creekand
SawmillCreekwith  acombinedtotalof approximately2.5milesof  highqualityriparianarea.The riparian zoneisdominated by mature
willows and mountain alderwith an understory that is mostly Kentucky bluegrass. The uplands are dominated by low sagebrush and
bluebunch wheatgrass. There are also areas of big sagebrush and bluebunch wheatgrass, scattered western juniperand bitterbrush,
Idaho fescue and Sandberg’s bluegrass. Portionsof the existing RNAACEC and proposed addition were burned by wildfire in August
1990.

The primary management goal of the Silver Creek RNAACEC and proposed addition is to preserve the natural ecosystems and to
provide areas for ecological studies, monitoring, and research, and education. The primary management action which will be
undertaken to aid in the attainment of this goal will be the construction of perimeter boundary fencing. A high standard gravel road
maintained by the county crosses through the southwestern corner RNAACEC  addition. Coordination with the county will ensure
maintenance does not degrade the RNAACEC. Two unimproved dirt roads are also present in the RNA/ACEC  addition. These roads
will remain open to public use. Signing of the RNAACEC along the county road may be appropriate. A separate management plan
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Table 15. Descriptions of Existing and Proposed ACECs (continued)

will be written for this RNA/ACEC  subsequent to the acquisition of the private inholding and the ROD. This management plan will
be comprehensive in nature and reflect the allowable uses/use constraints shown in Appendix 1, Table 16 and the procedures and
monitoring discussed in the management decision.

Legal Description of Site:

Silver Creek RNA/ACEC:

Willamette Meridian:

T. 21 S., R. 26 E., Sec. 8, All.

The area described aggregates 640 acres more or less.

Silver Creek RNA/ACEC  Addition:

Willamette Meridian:

T. 21 S., R. 26 E., Sec. 17, All;
Sec. 20, All.

The area described aggregates 1,280 acres more or less.

Foster Flat RNAIACEC

The proposed Foster Flat RNA/ACEC  is located in Harney County approximately 42 miles south of Burns, Oregon, and 20 miles west
of Highway 205 near the Burns District boundary with Lakeview District. The proposed Foster Flat RNA/ACEC  is 2,690 acres in size.
It is in East Warm Springs Allotment (No. 7001) and in the Warm Springs HMA. The elevation of the RNA/ACEC  is approximately
5,000 feet.

Foster Flat RNA/ACEC  will be designated to represent one natural areacell in the Basin and Range Provincedescribed in the Oregon
Natural Heritage Plan (1988) as:

19. Silver sagebrush/Nevada bluegrass community

This community is found in playas throughout the Great Basin in sites which are flooded for a period of months during the winter and
early spring but which dry up rapidly as the weather warms. Foster Flat covers a large area that is essentially devoid of topographic
relief and is dominated by silver sagebrush. The silver sagebrush/Nevada bluegrass community covers approximately 800 acres
inthecentralportionoftheplayaarea.Atslightlylowerelevationontheplayaisasilversagebrush/rushcommunitywhichstayswetter
longer than the Nevada bluegrass association. The slightly higher elevation areas of the playa contain silver sagebrush/green
rabbitbrush. There are also areas of basin wildrye, creeping wildrye or silver sagebrush with no understory. It is ringed by a slightly
raised rim that is dominated by greasewood and big sagebrush.

The primary management goal of the Foster Flat RNA/ACEC  is to the manage the area to preserve the characteristics of the
ecosystem and to provide areas for ecological studies, monitoring and research, and education. The primary management action
which will be undertaken to aid in the attainment of this goal will be the construction of perimeter boundary fencing. The perimeter
boundary fence will be constructed to allow livestock and wild horses to access the water source in the northwestern corner of Foster
Flat. Accesstothe unimproved dirt roads within the RNA/ACEC  may be limited by construction of this fence. Aseparate management
plan will be written forthis RNA/ACEC  subsequent to the ROD. This management plan will be comprehensive in nature and reflect
the allowable uses/use constraints shown in Appendix 1, Table 16 and the procedures and monitoring discussed in the management
decision.

Legal Description of Site:

Foster Flat RNA/ACEC:

Willamette Meridian:

T. 29 S., R. 29 E.,Sec. 34, NE1/4SE1/4  and S1/2SE1/4;
Sec. 35, NWli4SWll4  and S1/2SW1/4.
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Table 15. Descriptions of Existing and Proposed ACECs (continued)

T. 30 S., R. 29 E., Sec. 2, Lots 3 and 4, Sll2NWll4,
SWll4,  NW1/4SE1/4  and Sll2SEli4;

Sec. 3, Lots 1 and 2, Sll2Nll2 and Sll2;
Sec. 4, SEll4NEll4  and NEll4SEll4;
Sec. 10, El/2 and NEll4NWll4;
Sec. 11, All;
Sec. 14, Nll2;
Sec. 15, NEll4NEll4.

The area described aggregates 2,690 acres more or less.

Dry Mountain RNA/ACEC Addition

The BLM’s proposed Dry Mountain RNA/ACEC  is located in Harney County approximately 28 miles west of Burns, Oregon, and 10
miles north of Highway 20 adjacent to the Ochoco National Forest boundary on Dry Mountain. It is in Claw Creek Allotment (No. 7010).
The proposed RNA/ACEC  is 2,084 acres in size. The elevation of the RNA/ACEC  is approximately 4,700 to 5,800 feet.

Cchoco National Forest currently has a Dry Mountain RNA proposed in the draft Forest Plan. The USDA-FS proposed Dry Mountain
RNA and the BLM’s proposed addition are located in the transition zone between the Ochoco, Blue and Wallowa Mountains Province
and the Basin and Range Province. The proposed BLM and USDA-FS Dry Mountain RNAACEC would fill a number of natural area
cells as described in the Oregon Natural Heritage Plan (1988) for the Cchoco, Blue and Wallowa  Province including:

3. Western juniper/big sagebrush community.
7. Ponderosa pine/bitterbrush-mountain  mahogany/sedge community.

33. Big sagebrush/bunchgrass community outside forest zone.
41. Mountain mahogany/bunchgrass.

The proposed RNA/ACEC  also fills one natural area cell for the Basin and Range Province described as:

1. Ponderosa pine savanna.

The BLM RNA/ACEC  addition contains major portions of the pine-juniper and pine-mahogany types as well as all of the mountain
mahogany community and the complete sagebrush steppetransition zone. The Ochoco National Forest’s proposed RNA represents
a ponderosa pinehunchgrass  type with extensions into western juniper and big sagebrush and mountain mahogany types. The
USDA-FS proposed RNA encompasses the higher elevations of the forest-sagebrush transition zone while the BLM proposed RNA/
ACEC provides good representation of the lower elevations of the forest-sagebrush steppe transition which creates a total RNA/
ACEC with more diversity.

BLM’s proposed Dry Mountain RNA/ACEC  also contains 180 acres which have been removed from the commercial forest timber
base as ponderosa pine old growth management areas. These stands are located in Sections 3 and 10 of the proposed RNA/ACEC.
The old growth stands contain an overstory consisting of old and large ponderosa pine trees with a 40-70 percent crown closure.
The understory containssmallerponderosa pine trees, manyspeciesof shrubs and other herbaceous species. Management of these
areas will be to enhance existing old growth characteristics and to promote continued succession toward old growth. Examples of
management actions which may occurto promote old growthcharacteristics include stand manipulation forthe maintenance of stand
structure, a desired species composition or a desired snag density. Management of the old growth stands will be in conjunction with
the RNA/ACEC  if designated.

The primary management goal of the proposed Dry Mountain RNA/ACEC  is to manage the area to preserve all the ecosystems in
a condition where they can provide areas for ecological studies, monitoring, and research, and education. At the current time, it is
felt that perimeter boundary fencing will not be necessary in order to achieve this goal. Utilization of the area by livestock is light due
to steepness of terrain and lack of water sources. Water development or timber harvest in adjoining areas may change livestock
utilization patterns and necessitate the construction of some boundary fences. Low quality unimproved dirt roads exist within the
RNA/ACEC.  These will remain open to public use. A separate management plan will be written for this RNA/ACEC  subsequent to
the ROD. This management plan will be comprehensive in nature and reflect the allowable uses/use constraints shown in Appendix
I, Table 16 and the procedures and monitoring discussed in the management decision. Additionally, allowable uses/use constraints
and management goals for old growth areas shown in Tables 2.9 and 2.10 as they are applicable to the Dry Mountain stands will
also be incorporated into the RNA/ACEC  Management Plan.

Legal Description of Site:

Dry Mountain RNA/ACEC:
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Table 15. Descriptions of Existing and Proposed ACECs (continued)
Willamette Meridian:

T. 22 S., R. 26 E., Sec. 3, All;
Sec. 4, SEll4;
Sec. 9, El/2 and Ell2SWll4;
Sec. IO, Nll2;
Sec. 16, Ell2;
Sec. 22, NEll4,  Ell2NWll4  and NW1/4NW1/4.

The area described aggregates 2,084 acres more or less.

Biscuitroot Cultural ACEC

The proposed Biscuitroot Cultural ACEC of 6,500 total acres is located approximately 27 miles east of Burns, Oregon, and includes
two associated parcels, both of which are transected by Highway20. These two parcels, which aggregate approximately2,170  acres
and 4,330 acres, are in the vicinity of Stinkingwater Pass and are primarily oriented north-south, following major ridgeline trends in
the Stinkingwater Mountains. The elevation of the proposed ACEC ranges from 4,280 to 4,995 feet. Access is afforded by high
standard gravel roads and by unimproved dirt roads linked to county and state road systems.

The general location of the Biscuitroot Cultural ACEC is on a plateau northeast of Harney Valley. This locality is a fault block mountain
near the juncture of three major physiographic provinces, the Blue Mountains, the Cwyhee Uplands, and the Basin and Range. The
plateau is characterized by basalt flows, rimrock,  gentle to steeply sloping uplands, and scablands with bare rock or athin  soil mantle.

Soils in the ACEC are generally shallow, well drained, loams and clayey loams that are stony, frigid, and xeric. The Stinkingwater
fault blockformsadivide, with runoff tothewestdraining intotheHarney  Basinandotherwatersflowing intothe MalheurRiversystem.
Generally, the ACEC has little surface water available other than from a few ephemeral drainages, such as Little Pine Creek,
McMullen Creek, and other unnamed seasonal streams, although springs arefound on sloping rocky uplands above Little Pine Creek.

The ACEC features open, stiff sage/bunchgrass vegetation communities, with scattered juniper groves and perennial forbs that
include several edible plants that are culturally valuable to Native American traditionalists.

For generations, Native Americans have used localities in and around the Biscuitroot Cultural ACEC in the Stinkingwater Mountains
for harvesting root crops such as Biscuitroot (Lomatium spp.), bitterroot (Lewisia rediviva), wild onions (Allium spp.), and other
species (e.g. Perideridia bolanderi, Fritillaria pudica) during late spring. Indian people from surrounding regions who came here to
occupy dry camps among the large junipertrees, dig roots, and socialize included the Harney Valley Paiute, Warm Springs Indians,
Bannocks, Shoshones, Umatillas, Yakimas, Suprise  Valley Paiutes, and Northern Nevada Paiutes. (Couture, 1978; Couture,
Housley, and Ricks, 1986) Root harvesting was an integral feature of aboriginal culture in the Northern Great Basin and Plateau
regions (Toepel, Willingham, and Minor, 1979) where roots were intensively exploited during annual root camps of numerous small
family-based groups with attendant social interactions.

These plant resources have great value to contemporary Native Americans as a cultural resource because their continued use is
one of the few traditional activities that is still practiced. The seasonal and social aspects of this activity persist to this day. The
particular localities where the target plant species are harvested provide a significant source of root crops, offering not only nutrition
but also an important cash crop for trade among Indian people Couture, 1978).

Not all “root” fields in the general region are harvested. The high quality and quantity of roots available in these root zones is
noteworthy and could not be replaced by shifting use to other less preferred areas, especially since the preferred fields have, in effect,
been “cultivated” by the long tenure of aboriginal harvest practices. Moreover, particular campsites here are reutilized by families
repeatedly. In recent years, the ACEC area has been utilized by Indian people from Burns, Warm Springs, and Owyhee, Oregon;
Yakima, Washington; Fort Hall, Idaho; Fort Bidwell,  California and Fort McDermitt,  Nevada.

The primary management goal of the Biscuitroot Cultural ACEC is to ensure the opportunity to continue the traditional practices of
root gathering by contemporary Native Americans in these localities used by generations of Indian people. This will be accomplished
by protecting the habitats of culturally important plants and by minimizing any conflicts posed by competing land uses.

This resource and its cultural use is sensitive to certain other local land uses, primarily gravel pit activities (concurrent use is not
desirable; pit expansion is a threat) and livestock grazing (excessive congregation causes soil compaction; drought year foraging
on cultural plants). Additionally, the potential for increased Native American use pressure in the future could affect the quality and
quantity of the available root crop,

The primary management actions which will be undertaken to attain the management goal will be the cessation of gravel pit activities
upon lease expiration, and restrictions on the use of ORVs.  New surface disturbances, plant habitat modifications, and cattle-
congregating practices (e.g., salting, turning out, etc.) will be prohibited within the ACEC. A separate management plan will be
developed for the ACEC subsequent to the ROD. This plan will be comprehensive in nature and reflect the allowable uses and
constraints shown in Appendix 1, Table 16 and the procedures noted in the management decision.
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Table 15. Descriptions of Existing and Proposed ACECs (continued)

Willamette Meridian:

T. 22 S., R. 26 E., Sec. 3, All;
Sec. 4, SEll4;
Sec. 9, El/2 and Ell2SWll4;
Sec. 10, Nll2;
Sec. 16, Ell2;
Sec. 22, NEll4,  Ell2NWll4  and NWll4NWll4.

The area described aggregates 2,084 acres more or less.

Biscuitroot  Cultural ACEC

The proposed Biscuitroot Cultural ACEC of 6,500 total acres is located approximately 27 miles east of Burns, Oregon, and includes
two associated parcels, both of which aretransected by Highway20. Thesetwoparcels, which aggregate approximately2,170  acres
and 4,330 acres, are in the vicinity of Stinkingwater Pass and are primarily oriented north-south, following major ridgeline trends in
the Stinkingwater Mountains. The elevation of the proposed ACEC ranges from 4,280 to 4,995 feet. Access is afforded by high
standard gravel roads and by unimproved dirt roads linked to county and state road systems.

The general location of the Biscuitroot Cultural ACEC is on a plateau northeast of Harney Valley. This locality is a fault block mountain
near the juncture of three major physiographic provinces, the Blue Mountains, the Owyhee Uplands, and the Basin and Range. The
plateau is characterized by basalt flows, rimrock,  gentle to steeply sloping uplands, and scablands with bare rock or a thin soil mantle.

Soils in the ACEC are generally shallow, well drained, loams and clayey loams that are stony, frigid, and xeric. The Stinkingwater
faultblockformsadivide,  with runoff tothewestdraining intothe Harney Basin andotherwatersflowing intothe Malheur Riversystem.
Generally, the ACEC has little surface water available other than from a few ephemeral drainages, such as Little Pine Creek,
McMullenCreek,andotherunnamedseasonalstreams,althoughspringsarefoundonsloping rockyuplandsabove Little PineCreek.

The ACEC features open, stiff sagehunchgrass  vegetation communities, with scattered juniper groves and perennial forbs that
include several edible plants that are culturally valuable to Native American traditionalists.

For generations, Native Americans have used localities in and around the Biscuitroot Cultural ACEC in the Stinkingwater Mountains
for harvesting root crops such as Biscuitroot (Lomatium spp.), bitterroot (Lewisia rediviva), wild onions (Allium spp.), and other
species (e.g. Perideridia bolanderi, Fritillaria pudica) during late spring. Indian people from surrounding regions who came here to
occupy dry camps among the large junipertrees, dig roots, and socialize included the Harney Valley Paiute, Warm Springs Indians,
Bannocks, Shoshones, Umatillas, Yakimas, Suprise  Valley Paiutes, and Northern Nevada Paiutes. (Couture, 1978; Couture,
Housley, and Ricks, 1986) Root harvesting was an integral feature of aboriginal culture in the Northern Great Basin and Plateau
regions (Toepel, Willingham, and Minor, 1979) where roots were intensively exploited during annual root camps of numerous small
family-based groups with attendant social interactions.

These plant resources have great value to contemporary Native Americans as a cultural resource because their continued use is
one of the few traditional activities that is still practiced. The seasonal and social aspects of this activity persist to this day. The
particular localities where the target plant species are harvested provide a significant source of root crops, offering not only nutrition
but also an important cash crop for trade among Indian people Couture, 1978).

Not all “root” fields in the general region are harvested. The high quality and quantity of roots available in these root zones is
noteworthy and could not be replaced by shifting use to other less preferred areas, especially since the preferred fields have, in effect,
been “cultivated” by the long tenure of aboriginal harvest practices. Moreover, particular campsites here are reutilized by families
repeatedly. In recent years, the ACEC area has been utilized by Indian people from Burns, Warm Springs, and Owyhee, Oregon;
Yakima, Washington; Fort Hall, Idaho; Fort Bidwell, California and Fort McDermitt,  Nevada.

The primary management goal of the Biscuitroot Cultural ACEC is to ensure the opportunity to continue the traditional practices of
root gathering by contemporary Native Americans in these localities used by generations of Indian people. This will be accomplished
by protecting the habitats of culturally important plants and by minimizing any conflicts posed by competing land uses.

This resource and its cultural use is sensitive to certain other local land uses, primarily gravel pit activities (concurrent use is not
desirable; pit expansion is a threat) and livestock grazing (excessive congregation causes soil compaction; drought year foraging
on cultural plants). Additionally, the potential for increased Native American use pressure in the future could affect the quality and
quantity of the available root crop.

The primary management actions which will be undertaken to attain the management goal will be the cessation of gravel pit activities
upon lease expiration, and restrictions on the use of ORVs.  New surface disturbances, plant habitat modifications, and cattle-
congregating practices (e.g., salting, turning out, etc.) will be prohibited within the ACEC. A separate management plan will be
developed for the ACEC subsequent to the ROD. This plan will be comprehensive in nature and reflect the allowable uses and
constraints shown in Appendix 1, Table 16 and the procedures noted in the management decision.
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Table 15. Descriptions of Existing and Proposed  ACECs (continued)

The ACEC’s eastern unit is described as follows:

The pasture boundary of the Louie Hughes Pasture and the Oreana Pasture in the Burnt Flat Allotment (No. 5313),  excluding the
Cold Springs Field and Tommie’s Place Pasture.

Excluding all unfenced private lands within the above described areas.

The areas described aggregate 64,639 acres more or less.
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Table 16. Recommended Management/Use Constraints in ACECs

Area Title Acres

Land
Tenure
Adjustment

Major
Rights
Of Way

Commercial Fire
Timber ORV Wild Livestock Suppression Prescribed
Harvest Use Horses Grazing Activities Burning

Vegetation
Treatment

South Narrows ACEC 160 Zl R N/A L N/A P P R R

Diamond Craters ONA/ACEC 17,056 Zl R N/A L N/A P P P P

Silver Creek RNA/ACEC 640 Zl R P L N/A P R R R

Silver Creek RNA/ACEC  Add. 1,280 Zl R N/A L N/A P R R R

Foster Flat RNA/ACEC 2,690 Zl R N/A L P P P R R

Dry Mountain RNAACEC Add. 2,084 Zl R P L N/A R* R R R

Kiger Mustang ACEC 64,639 Zl R N/A 0 R* R* 0 R R

Biscuitroot Cultural ACEC 6,500 Zl R N/A L R* R* P P P

Fluid Solid
Energy Leasable Mineral Locatable

;;y$zed Education

Minerals
Wood

Minerals
Plant

Materials Minerals Camping
Rock

Activities Gathering Collection L
Repeated
onsumptive) Hounding

NSO NL P R P P N/A R R R

NSO NL P W R R P P R P

NSO NL P R P R P R R R

NSO NL P R P R P R R R

NSO NL P R P R N/A R R R

NSO NL P R P R P R R R

NSO R R R 0 R R 0 R 0

NSO NL P R R R R R R R

21 =
P-
R=
R’ -
O=
N/A =
L-
NSO =
NL-
W=

Zone 1, retention and acquisltlon
ProhIbited use or actnn.
Restricted  use or action.
Aestncted  to prows,ons of AMP or HMAP
Open to use or actlvlty
Not applncable
Llmlted to wasting roads and trals

No sudace  occupancy
No leasng
Withdraw  from mwral entry
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Table 17. Federal Register Notice

. Federal  Register / Vol.  52. No.  .34 /. Friday,  February  20, 1987’ / Notices

5iGiLl20-07~-1&CP7-1231  -. .._ . .
Oregon;  off-Highvmy  Vehicle
Designation
AGENCX Bureau  of Land Management.
~te&r* _ .:: f” : . .f.
AC~~OK Buma  District  Office: Notice
given  rnleting to off-highway  motorized
vehicle UM cu~publiclanda.

ISUMMARX  Notice  la baaI+ given .
rcla~to  tlleu8cofoff-highway  .  .
vebklca  cn publk  km& In accordanca
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Federal Register / VoL 52 No. 34 1 Friday; February 20. 1987 / Notices 5349

continue in the manner and degree on 2 Lands OI-her  thun  M/ii&mess Study
ways and trails where such use was Areas [WSAsl
occurring on October 2~ ~876. The only
exception to this woutd be the Lands other than WSAa which have
designation of futunz  cross-country some type of limited designation
travel in specific sand dune, planand comprise 148.843 acre% These areas are
snow areas pmviding that such use does limited, in most cases, to we of
not impair wilderness character. motorized vehidas on designakd,

The limited vehicle use designation existing roads and trails. However. :

will nmain in effect until Congressional other limitatiow miy be impored such

release of WsAa or if actual or aswedurhqcertahdmeperiod4  .
unforeseeable use lmlr cause the certain types of vehfclea  or certain off-’
nonimpairmentzriteria to be violated, in

. . highway  vehicle  activities.

.which case more restrktive designations.
OuearctbSlcewMouutain

maybemade. - : . .e.*
R-atjo,, lands, uuding a p& oi

The following Wdderness  Stiady :
land adjacent to the west boundary  for a

Arena are designated as Ii&ad to off-
total of 1643X?  acres. war previousIy
designated in September. ~80. and

highway motorized vehicle use pnder limits we of motorized vehicles to
Wilderness Interim Management Policy: designated, existing roads and trails.

This  area is not included inthis Notice
WSA

Unit No

2-14

2-23L
2-z3M
2-72C

2-720
2-72F
2-721
2-721
2-73A
2-73H
2-74
2-77
2-78
2-81
2-82
2-83

2ZF-
-2-G&

,2-85H
2-86E
2-06F
2-87
2-96A

2-986

2-980

2-IO3
1-146
3-152
3-153

Malheur RNcr/BlW
Bucket Creek

Stonehouse
Lower slonehwsa-
Sheepshead

h4a.ull2ins.  -
wildcat canyon
Heath take
Tabte  Mountain -
West Peak
EastAhwd . .
winter Range -
AlvodDesert

F42tEzE*
Pueblo MwnlainSA
Rirson
Ahwd Peak
Basque Hills
-Hii stwm ..

.ScuthFtibnner ..-
und  Blitzen  River.

Hc4lmcrwk
BGtzenRier
titlle Bfitzm Goqe-
Bridge creek-
Pine Creek (Sbaw&ny

Mtns). ..
SheepGulch

(Sbawtlmy  Mtns).
Indim crwk (Sbaw.

Mlns). -_ .
AldrichMwntain~
Hawk Mountain
Wilkw Creek
D i s a s t e r  P e a k - - -

These designationsbecome effective
upon publication in the Federal Register
and wili remain in effect until  rescinded
or modified by the Bums District
Manager. Information and map3 of areas
with apes dosed and limited
designaHons  are available at the Bureau
of Land Management Buma  District
Office, 74 South Alvord, Buma, Oregon
97720,  Telephone (503) W&S%f . :

Dated: Februuy 12. l!XV- *. . -- ”
Jorbua L Wakuto&
Dlsbicl Monoge+. : .
p-ltDoea7~md-~&~sam]
aLuHoCtXStQ1~ -i -. _.-

‘3.400 .
Acrr (

’ 14.K5 Steenr Mcuntsin Recreation .-
0.090 Lands a d d i t i o n a l  aucsge frok .

23.790 land exchanger 12.332

e.&
Little Blitzen Research  Natural

Area (BNA)/Am o f  Gittcal .
20.520

.:-%592
Envimma&talConcem(ACEC& - ‘2.~3~

LltUc Wi RNA/ACEC-- Z’. 1 240
8,535 Scuth  Folk Willow Creek RNA/ -c .

22,240  ACEC l22li
-.‘~S&JJ Rccsler Comb RNA-ACEC- ‘720
97,1&j East Klga Plateau RNA/ACEC-...- ‘1240
mm Silver Creek RNAiACEC--..---
i63 5 Pueblo Footbills RNA/ACEC- 2

.nogo Tum-fkmfakcRNA/ACEC---  I . ! 5 2 2
IOO,,+~~  Iaas Drmv WAC=---- .+NJ

16.825 Mickey Basin RNA/ACEC-
Alvord Desert ACEC

:i~g’~; _. Bcp,!  Lalq ACEC
.)3&55  Auvorci~~AcEc  .

Picket Rim ACEC
So&, !3outbSteensACEC
rssa Diamond Craters  Outstandkg /

Areas ihich are desknated’onen to
’ WSA Z-14: Additional 2.000 aaes dosed

by pria management decision. .
z WS Z-23L Additional 6,500 acres dosed

by prior management decision
3 The following WSAs have acreages within

the establ ished bctunhdes  d the Stwns
Mountain vehicle management rlesignation ot
September. 1980.  which is consistent with WI-
derness IMP: 2-fSF. 57.650  hues: 2-85 fi.
19.005 acras;  2-85H.  22 a(res:  2-86E. ALL:
2-86F. AlL Z-87.8.585 acre% . .. :

. .

-c--- --
-off-highway motor vehicle use comprise
2~90.772 acres. Much of the district’s
land topography natm-ally limits off- .’
highway motor vehicle use. Open
designation was determined’to be

..*:yz

appropriate as o&highway use of
j ..:
:

motorized vehicles is essential to
conduct the management and authori&
utilization of resoxrce values.  .___ . __
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Table 18. Calculation  of Three Rivers Projected Average Annual Recreation  Growth.

Percent Growth Percent Grwoth
ORProject

RMIS Categories  (1) NORPS Activities Reg. II (2)
Low Projection  (2) Mod. Projection(2) 1986 2000 Low Av. Annual 2010 Low Av. Annual 2000 Mod.VAv. Annual 2010 MOodAv.  Annnual

1987-2000 1987-2010 1987-2000 1987.2010 Base(2) PRrojection Growth Projection Growth Projection Growth Projection Growth

1 ORV Travel
zi
40

2 Other Motorized

3 Nonmotorized

4 Camping Visits

5 Hunting  Visits

46

27

t:
50

6 Other Land-Based 19

7 Fishing  Visits
:

8 Boating Visits 13

12

9 Other Water-Based
:

10 Winter  Sports

11 Snowmobiling Visits 33 Snowmobiling

Motorcycle  Off-Road 8
ATV Driving (3 & 4 Whl) 14
4-WHL Vehicles  Off-Road 19

Sightseeing/Exploring

g&p!!,~~~~~n,, trai,
O’ni ht Hiking  no trail
Bicy%ling - on road
Bicycling - off road
Horseback Riding
Climbing/Mountaineering

11

z

2
7

10
8

Rec. Vehic. Camping
Tent Camping/Motor Vehic
Organ. Group Camping
Horse Camping/Packstock
Horse Camping

Hunting Big Game
Bow Hunting
HuntingUnland Game

Nature StudyMlldlf.  Obs..
Ooutdoor Photo.
Visiting InterplDisplays
Picnicking

Fishing  from Boat
Fishing  from Bank/Dock

River - nonmotorized
Lake - nonmotorized
Lake - powerboating

Swimming/Wading
Waterskiing

Cross-Country Skiing
SleddingSnowplaying

20
16

1

z

5

1

::

2

12
11

222
2

:

12
14

12

E
40

26

21

32:
79

::
17

11

:

44
51
10
17

5
50
5

4
16

37

z

21870 23619
47324 53950

245307 290983
314501 366552

61

54

2:
262
38

::

718009 799706

43672 47734
89509 97453

116523 133184
309154 412100
57732 61600
53193 58512
15728 16923

685511 827506

119
77
6

;;

457914 550372
215959 250618
26410 26779
19674 21754
73046 75453

793203 924976

25

125

61759 64647
14980 15145
69683 70310
146422 150302

106
135

2

186177 227694
371712 449772
21473 22482
80300 86564

661662 786512

74
70

97375 108838
208139 231436
305514 340274

2::
I1

16419 16747
28096 34277
38321 39087
82836 90111

9
41

36231 36956
46530 49980
82761 86936

41
52

14125 15820
64394 73313
78519 89133

47 45023 50425

1.23%

0.81%

1.48%

1.19%

0.1 9%

1 .35%

0.81%

0.63%

0.36%

0.97%

0.86%

26243
61995

342224
430462

25369
59155

329790
414314 2.27%

1.78%

29961
74299

451292
555552

903966

1.54%

1.08% 896776 1153129

3.19%

2.53%

52756
108403
153943
552920
66392
64364
18323

1017101 2.02%

52843
109794
157670
573839
66392
68087
18244

1046869 3.77%

67255
141490
228816
1119108

79670
85641
21547

1743527 6.43%

660581
282107
27202
24256
76045

1072191 1.47%

661424
290927
27123
24558
79084

1083116 2.61%

1001177
381644
28047
32185
89072

1532125 3.68%

68257
15309
72192

155758 0.27%

68874
15339
73446
157659 0.55%

77332
15774
77836

170942 0.70%

270975
561713
23684
93951

950323 1.82%

270975
537645
23491
91542

923653 2.83%

387644
675123
26562

107602
1396931 4.63%

119783
255573
375356 0.95%

130516
273904
404420 2.31%

169229
354275
523504 2.97%

17240
42143
40123
99506 0.64%

17733
51697
40237

109667 2.31%

19867
59563
42690

122120 1.98%

37753
53974
91727 0.45%

37716
54678
92394 0.83%

39637
65443
105080 1.12%

17798
84031

101829 1 .24%

17515
63424

100939 2.04%

19916
97606

117522 2.07%

66278 1.04% 54477 1.50% 66183 1.96%

(1) Source - BLM Recreation Mana ement Information S stem
(2) Source - Activities  by Summary Bable Number  in the 1: ”acific NW Outdoor Recreation  Consumption  Projection  Study, Oregon  State University, January  1989.



Table 19. Projected  Recreation  Visits to BLM Administered Lands in the Three Rivers RA for
the Years 2000 and 2010.

1989 PROJECTED  REC. VISITS OJECTED  REC. VISITS
OREGON PROJECT BASE PERIOD FOR THE YEAR 2000 (3) OR THE YEAR 2010 (3)

RMIS CATEGORIES NORPS ACTIVITIES,  REG. 11 (1) VISITS (2) LOW  MODERATE LOW MODERATE

1 ORV TRAVEL

2 OTHER MOTORIZED

3 NONMOTORIZED

4 CAMPING VISITS

5 HUNTING  VISITS

6 OTHER LAND-BASED

7 FISHING VISITS

8 BOATING VISITS (4)

9 OTHER WATER-BASED

10 WINTER  SPORTS

1 FISHING FROM BOAT 16300
2 FISHING FROM BANWDOCK

17752 20424 19438 26143

13 RIVER - NONMOTORIZED 890
14 LAKE NONMOTORIZED
15 LAKE - POWERBOATING

1923 1967 1961 2060

8 SWIMMING/WADING 1010
9 WATERSKIING

1050 1102

36 CROSS-COUNTRY  SKIING 1700
37 SLEDDING/SNOWPlAY

1881 2081

11 SNOWMOBILING  VISITS 33 SNOWMOBILING 1300 1423 1515

38 MOTORCYCLING  OFF-ROAD 5300
39 ATV DRIVING (3 & 4 WHL)
40 4-WHL VEHICLES  OFF-ROAD

46

22
24
25
42
43
44
26

SIGHTSEEING/EXPLORING 7650

DAY HIKING/TRAIL 2120
O’NIGHT  HIKING ON TRAIL
O’NIGHT  HIKING - NO TRAIL
BICYCLING-ON  ROAD
BICYCLING - OFF ROAD
HORSEBACK  RIDING
CLIMBING/MOUNTAINEERlNG

27 REC. VEHIC. CAMPING 34100
28 TENT CAMPING/MOTOR  VEHIC.
30 ORGAN. GROUP CAMPING
31 HORSE CAMPING/PACKSTOCK
32 HORSE CAMPING

48 HUNTING  BIG GAME 6250
49 BOW HUNTING
50 HUNTING/  UNIAND GAME

19

z:
45

NATURE STUDY/WLDLF.  OBS. 18600
OUTDOOR  PHOTO.
VISITING INTERP./DISPlAYS
PICNICKING

6017 6623 6944 8742

8332 9148 9232 11435

2465 2999 2962 4927

38564 43890 44233 61700

6380 6628 6652 7092

21362 24390 25207 35609

1097

2114

1571

1225

2518

1812

(1) SOURCE - ACTIVITIES BY SUMMARY TABLE NUMBER IN THE PACIFIC NW OUTDOOR  RECREATION  CONSUMPTION PROJECTION
. I

STUDY,
OREGON STATE UNIVERSITY,  JAN., 1989 FOR SCORP REGION 11 (INCLUDING LAKE, HARNEY AND MALHEUR COUNTIES).
(2) SOURCE - BLM RECREATION  MANAGEMENT  INFORMATION  SYSTEM. BURNS DISTRICT.
i3j CALCULATED FROM THE BASE PERIOD FIGURES USING THE AVERAG’E ANNUAL GROWTH RATES FOR EACH RMIS CATEGORY  AS

SHOWN IN TABLE 18.
(4)ROJECTIONS FOR BOATING VISITS AT CHICKAHOMINY  RESERVOIR CALCULATED  USING PERCENT  CHANGE FOR LAKE, POWER

BOATING ACTIVITY ONLY.
BOATING VISITS FOR WARMSPRINGS RESERVOIR ARE COUNTED BY THE BUREAU OF RECLAMATION,  THE MANAGING AGENCY FOR

THAT AREA.
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Table 20. Gold Development Scenarios

With the increased activity associated with gold mining in the Vale District (to the east of the planning area) and in northern Nevada
(to the south of the planning area), and with increased claim staking activity in the RA over the past year, it was determined that
generalized gold mining scenarios should be included. Onesuch scenario has been previouslydevelopedforthe Proposed National
Historic Oregon Trail Interpretive Center at Flagstaff Hill Decision Record and Environmental Assessment, appendix H (BLM, 1988).
Another gold mining scenario that should be considered is one similar to the recently proposed Grassy Mountain Mine in northern
Malheur County, Oregon. Thisscenario would befairlytypicalof gold mining operations in eastern Oregon that usecyanide, although
it is smaller than most operations in Nevada. While both of these scenarios are based on BLM experience in the field, individual
operations would be expected to vary somewhat. Approval of mine development plans would require sufficient mitigation measures
to address concerns such as reclamation, neutralization, sensitive resource values protection, etc. Both scenarios have been
included for illustrative purposes only.

Mineral Development  Scenario for the Flagstaff Hill Mine

The attached scenario is based on the assumption that a potential ore body could be worked by either surface mining and cyanide
heap leaching, or by underground mining associated with agitation cyanide milling. Actual extraction might involve elementsof both
or use of a different milling technology. Open pit mining and heap leaching would permit recovery of a larger low grade (about 0.1
oz gold/ton) deposit assumed to be on the order of 6 million tons (100 feet wide x 500 feet deep x 1,500 feet long), while higher
extractive costs of underground recovery would limit mining to a smaller amount of higher grade ore (about 0.3 oz gold/ton) on the
order of 400,000 tons (5 feet wide x 1,000 feet deep x 1,000 feet long). These reserve values were chosen to be generally consistent
with mineral deposit models described in our July 26, 1988 report on the “Mineral Potential of the Flagstaff Hill Area, Baker County,
Oregon.”

Economic projections for open pit development are represented as a range bounded by estimates based on the Bureau of Mines
IC 9070, “Gold Availability”, and the Mining Cost Service 1988 cost model for a 2,000 ton per day mine with a 4:l stripping ratio. Back
calculation of direct employment, based on these sources, agrees fairly well with available information reviewed by the staff for other
western U.S. open pit/cyanide leach operations with greater than 5 million tons of reported reserves.

This mineral development scenario was prepared strictly for the benefit of BLM land use planning to assess possible employment
association with operation of a mine at Flagstaff Hill and environmental assessment. This scenario should not be used for any other
purpose. It is based on possible future discoveries and not on the presence of known deposits. The scenario does not include
employment during the development and start up phases of the projected mine(s). It envisions two mine development possibilities
or combinations:

1. Open pit-mineable deposit of about 6,000,OOO  tons (100 feet x 1,500 feet x 500 feet) with a grade of about 0.1 ounce gold per
ton to be recovered by heap leach techniques, and

2. Underground-mineable deposit of about 400,000 tons (5 feet x 1,000 feet x 1,000 feet) with a grade of about 0.3 ounce gold per
ton to be recovered by agitation cyanide leach milling techniques.

In addition it is important to point out that the chances of any mining operation occurring at the site are in the range of 1 in 5 to 1 in
50, based on our professional judgment and experience in observing the success of similar properties.

Average hourly wage of the labor is taken at $13.89. The cost of labor to the company including fringe benefits is $150/day  per
employee-shift. Mine life is assumed to be 10 years. The mill is operated 300 days per year and the mine 250 days per year.

1. Open pit and Heap Leach Operations.

Mine production
Mill production
Heap leach recovery
Stripping ration (tons of
waste tons of ore

2,400 tons/day
2,000 tons/day
75% of contained gold

4.0:1 .o

Employees

Mine A
Mine B

Mine Mill Total

133 29 162
64 31 95

Total
Yearly
Payroll

(4)

5,800,OOO’
3,400,000

Other
Yearly
costs

($)

6,600,000

Capital
costs
6)

25,000,OOO
33,000,000

Mine A from Mining cost Service Cost Model (1988).
Mine B Primarily from data in U.S. Bureau of Mines IC 9070 (1986).
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Table 20. Gold Development Scenarios (continued)

2. Underground Mine and Agitation Leach Mill

Mine production
(shrinkage stop) 160 tons/day
Mill production 133 tons/day

Employees Total
Yearly
Payroll

Mine Mill Total
Mine A 62 9 71 2 600 do$dI I

Mine A from Mining Cost Service Cost Model (1988)
(projected from 500 m T/D and 1000 m T/D cost models).

Other
Yearly
costs

800,0%

Capital
costs

12 000 0%, I

Selected data for Western U.S. open pit and underground mines is given in Table 1 for general comparison with projected mine
development.

The expected economic impacts to the local community include direct and indirect employment, nonwage/salary purchases by the
mine, and increases in the assessed property evaluation. The capital cost of construction can be expected to approximate the
assessed evaluation of the mine and mill for property tax purposes, but does not include a value for inplace ore reserves. Most of
the nonpayroll operating expenses are likely to be spent in the local community. It is assumed that 75 percent of actual nonpa

Y
roll

expenses will bespent  in thecommunity. The major economic impacts of the mineraldevelopment scenario aresummarized be ow:

Open Pit Mine
Employment, direct 95-162  jobs
Payroll, annual $3.4-5.8 million
Purchases in local
communi

v
, annual $5.0 million (assumed 75% of total)

Mine/Mill roperty Value $25-33 million (not including ore reserves)
employment, secondary 95-234 jobs (assumes factor of 1 .O to 2.0)

Under
E

round Mine
mployment, direct 71 jobs

Payroll, annual $2.6 million
Purchases in local
communit  annual $0.8 million (assumes 75% of total)
Mine/Mill Property Value $12 million (not including ore reserves)
Employment, secondary 71-142 jobs (assumes factor of 1 .O to 2.0)

While the scenario assumes a 10 year-life, it is not an uncommon experience in similar mining districts for additional discoveries to
significantly extend mine life.

Mineral Development Scenario for Northern Malheur County

Location
Mine Life:
Work Force:
Local Economy:
Reserves:
Overburden:
Heap Leach Ore:
Production:
Disturbance:
Ore Processing:
Mining Method:
Mining Rate:
Operating Hours:
Pit Size:

Heap Pad Size:
Tailings Pond:
Liners:
Neutralization:
Ground Water: Water qualit monitoring wells will be used to ensure ground water does not become contaminated.
Reclamation: Buildings WI I be removed. Waste rock piles, heaps, tailing ponds, and other disturbed areas WIII be7
reshaped and then revegetated after topsoil is replaced. Pits will not be backfilled.

25 miles SW of Vale, Oregon.
10 years.
150-200 people.
Projected impact is 400 new jobs (economic multiplier of 2).
30-40 million tons.
60-80 million tons.
1 O-30 million tons.
1 million ounces of gold and silver.
I,1 00 acres.
Lower grade to be heap leached. Higher grade to be milled (carbon-in-leach).
Open pit (2) and possibly underground.
65,000 tons/day (ore and overburden).
24 hours per day, 7 days per week throughout the year.
Grass Mountain pit: 2,300’ diameter/l ,000’ deep (83 acres).
Crab 6 rass pit: 3,000’ x 2,000’ x 100’ deep (1 IO acres).
One heap leach pad covering 160 acres.
One pond covering 124 acres to hold 2 to 5 million tons.
Heap pad, pregnant pond, and tailings pond will be lined with a synthetic liner.
Heap pad will be neutralized after mming.
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Index to Comment Letters

LETTER PAGE NUMBER OF
NUMBER COMMENTER COMMENTS

15
16
17

ii
20
21

28

E8’
69
70

73
74

::
77
78

Ore on Environmental  Council/Mary  Hanson
Riddle RanchWestern  Range Servrce Otleys, Bailey
Nature ConservancyNander  Schaff, Dick
Harney Co. Stock rowers Assoc./Mark Doverspike
National Wildlife ederation/Bruce  Apple?
Harney Co. Court/White, Wallace, Bentz
ODFW/Randy Fisher/Darryl Gowan
Otley, Fred
Oregon TrouVKathleen Simpson Myron
Exec. Dept./Clearinghouse/Streeter/Park  Rec. Dept.
Audubon Societv of Portland/Linda  S. Craia
Jensen, Robert’s  Carol

Y

ONRC/Tim  Lillebo
Goirogolzarri,  Javier
OPLAC/Frank Vaughn
Native Plant Societv of OreaonStuart Garret
Shepardson, Stanley  ”
Cox, Susan E.
Shepherd, James 8 Elia
Bachhuber, Irene
Surmann, Paula
Burcomber, David
Catterson, Ethel
Corkran, Charlotte
Decker, Van G.
Wales, Diana
Siegner, Pat and Monte
Harris, Melanie
3 J Cattle Company/Jerry  Temple
Oregon Farm Bureau/Breese
Mickel, Philip M.
Voe tly, Mr. and Mrs.
StoBdart, Lois and John
Crow Camp RanchStoddart,  John
Robertson, J.W. and Carol
Same as Letter 35
Miller, Don
Jenkins Ranches/Jenkins, Richard/Patricia
Arntz, T.M.
Ott, Perry Harrison
Sweeney,  Mary Ellen
Arnold, Ken and Barbara
Rex Clemens Ranch, Inc./Daniel R. Barnhart
LaPine High School
Can’t Read Signature
Harney Co. Farm Bureau/Herb Davis, Pres.
Dunbar, Harvey 8 Margaret
Borelli, Louis John
Eastern Ore on Mining Association/Grissom
Culp Cattle O./Pat Culp2
Ca le Ferne
NW)  Minin Assoc./E.A.  Johnson
Rogue Va ley Audubon Society/Frank  Hirst9
Drewsey Field Ranch/G.W.P. Wright
Hotchkiss, Newton
Clemens, Del 8 Theresa
Howard Ranch/T., E., T., B., Howard
Van Grazing Coop/Thomas C. Howard
Kin Clayton

9,Tay or, Rex & Elta
Beckley, Gladys
Beckley, Gladys
Johns, David M.
Morgan, Mike and Betty
Morgan, Mike and Betty
Jess, Mrs. Marvin (Dorie)
Seaman, Vernon L.
Seaman, Vernon L.
Public Lands Action Network/Jim Fish
Jones, Jay Eric
Read, Lois
Miller, Craig
Oregon Trout/Craig Lacy
Theodore, Karen
Sequeira, Michael
Tyler BrothersiWes Tyler
Tyler BrothersWes  Tyler
Harney Co. Sheep & Wool Growers Assoc./Nancy Cray

58

61
61

E
63
64
68

72
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NUMBER

99
100
101
102
103
104
105
106
107
108
109
110
111
112
113
114
115
116
117
118
119
120
121
122
123
124
125
126
127
128
129
130
131
132
133
134
135
136
137
138
139
140
141
142
143
144
145
146
147
148
149
150
151
152
153
154
155
156
157
158
159
160

COMMENTER

Arneson, James
Scollard, Daniel
Beemer, Ken
Parrish, Norma
Cramer, William D.
Cramer, William D.
Baldwin, Mari
Mayo Ranch/ Mark, Kathy, Carl and Jean
Voile. John
Ore on Cattlemen’s Assoc./Don Gomes, Sr.
Ster1entz, Cathy M.
Central Oregon Audubon Chpt./Glen Van Cise
Miller, Jerry A.
Purdy, Floyd and Dorothea
Wilson, Harry E.
Hammond Ranches, Inc./Dwight and Susan Hammond
Schillinger. Tom, Walt 8 Gerry
Neuschwander, Duane E.
Cowles, Timothy
Qui

B
ley, Mike

Ger , Gary
NW Fed. of Mineralogical Sec./Jon Spunaugle
Fe;f;;tta Gay

Range Ecology/John Barry
Davies, Emma M.
Whiting, Hilton/Eva/Ron
Timms, Eugene
Joyce, Dan
Keniston. James
Evergreen State Colle e/Steven G Herman
Warm Springs Tribe/rvp-.arcta Krmball
Oregon Hunter’s Assoc./Kelly Smith
Peila Ranch, Inc./John M. Peila
Peila Ranch, Inc./John M. Peila
Edmunson, Richard
Bentz, Alictan
Peila, Theresa A.
U of O/Alvin Urquhart
Muller, Pat
W.J.  Hoyt Sons Ranches/Claude Mulholland
USDA, Forest Service/Pacific NW RegionIButruille
Couture, Marilyn
Lillebo, Tim
Otley, Jennie
Otley, Jennie
Ore

P
on Trout/Rick Miller

OD W/Darryl Gowan
Davies, Martin M.
Davies, Andrea
7 Z Land 8 Cattle Company, Inc.. Zurfluh
Baker, Alice/Mitch
Baker, Mitch
Baker, Mitch and Linda
Baker, Match and Linda
Sword, John J.
Ellinason Rockinq 3E Ranch/Victor Thurman
Dun&n, Turen acd Carol
Oregon Sheep Growers Assoc./William Rill
Pine Creek Ranch/Donald A. Dryer
Davies, Lou W.
American Mustano 8 Burro Assoc./Barbara  Rehfield
Wales, Daina -
Drewse Field Ranch, G W. Wilber
Rees &aine
Sierra Club/Ma

1
Garrard

Meadow Creek nterprises/Dick Raney
Keniston, James
Otle Allen
Drinkvater, Jim, Cheryl, Jack, Betty
Scharff, John
Lonsdale, Connie
Grande Ronde Resource Council, Inc./Roberta Bates
Otley, Harold and Mary
EPA, Region 10, Ronald Lee
Christenson, Erleen, Ph.D.
Smith, Kaye
Yriarte, Louis
Peila, William S.
OSUWilliam  C. Krueger
Assoc. Of Oregon ArchaeologistsTom  Connoly
Peila, Lori

PAGE NUMBER OF
COMMENTS

91

2

:i

%I

E

E

2
98
99

100
101
101
102
102
103
104
105
106
107
108
109
110
110
111
112
113
114
115
115
116
116
117
118
119
120
121
121
123
124
124
125
126
127
128
129
129
130
131
132
133
134
135
136
137
138
138
139
139
140
141
142
149
150
150
151
151
152
153
154
155
156
156
157
158
159
160

Appendix II-3



LETTER
NUMBER COMMENTER

PAGE NUMBER OF
COMMENTS

161
162
163
164
165
166
167
168
169
170
171
172
173
174
175
176
177
178
179
180
181
182
183
184
185
186
187
188
189
190
191
192
193
194
195
196
197
198
199
200
201
202
203
204
205
206
207
208
209
210
211
212
213
214
215
216
217
218
219
220
221
222
223
224
225

Steward, Janet
Malheur  Field Station/Lucile  Housley
Clark, N./Sitz, B./Cronin H., Opie, H.
Opie, Helen
Davies, Mary Jo
Johnson, Dora M.
Taylor, W. Reid and Linda
King, Clayton and Mary
Portland Audubon Society/Richard  A. Parrish
Otley, Susan
Otley, Susan
V Dash Cattle Co./Ken Bentz
Steens Mountain Ranch/Darrell Otley
Steens Mountain Ranch/Darrell Otley
Elstand. Greaorv P.
Otley, Larry - -
Petition w/45 Sianatures
Baker, Alice K. -
Baker, Alice K.
Miler, Charles and Norma
French, Rotha
O’Toole Cattle Co./P. 8 S. O’Toole/Glenn Harris
Burns Paiute Reservation/Larry  Richards
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2637 s w Wafer Avenue.  Portland, Oregon 97201~  222~1963

1-u

1-1;

Alternative  B,  and  2  miles  under Alternative  A . These d i s t a n c e s
s e e m  arbitrary.  Whet  e.re they  based  on7

1-x

I
species  status? Why  d o e s n ’t  t h e  BLM  d e s i g n a t e  indicator  s p e c i e s
and  develop  m a n a g e m e n t  ob,ecti”es  for  their  habitats.
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2-1
I

2-2 1

Prepared  by:
Riddle  Ranch

and
Western  Range  s e r v i c e

January  1 7 ,  1990

The  Draft T h r e e  R i v e r s  R e s o u r c e  M a n a g e m e n t Plan and
Environmental  Impact s t a t e m e n t
F o r  T h r e e  R i v e r s  R e s o u r c e  Area,

(Draft  rnP,EIS)  i s  n o t  needed.
v a l i d  l a n d  * s e  p l a n s  (Drewscy  a n d

R i l e y  M m )  were  d e v e l o p e d  a n d  i m p l e m e n t e d  w i t h i n  t h e  last  t e n
y e a r s . BLM  has  reported  that  there  ha5 b e e n  considerable
p r o g r e s s  i n  a c h i e v i n g  m u l t i p l e  u s e  o b j e c t i v e s  u n d e r  c u r r e n t
management. Most  o f  d r a f t ' s  p r o p o s e d  m a n a g e m e n t  o b j e c t i v e s  were
n o t  considered  as "planning i s s u e s .  " Mast  of t h e  a l t e r n a t i v e s
are  s i m i l a r . E v e n  t h e  E m p h a s i z e  C o m m o d i t y  Productmn  Al ternat ive
w i l l  h a v e  s i g n i f i c a n t  a d v e r s e  i m p a c t s  u p o n  livestock  p r o d u c t i o n .
BLM  h a s  n o t  c o n s i d e r e d  a  v a r i e t y  of a l t e r n a t i v e s .
A l t e r n a t i v e  D comes  c l o s e ,

Al though
a  N O  A c t i o n  A l t e r n a t i v e  w a s  n o t

developed  or analyzed. There w a s n o  e v i d e n c e  i n  t h e  D r a f t
RMP/EIS  t h a t  t h e  p r o p o s e d  planning  c r i t e r i a  w a s  a v a i l a b l e  f o r
public Comment.

2-3 I The surface  water  quality and aquatic  and riparian  habitat

I

c o n d i t i o n  ratinqs  ammar  t o  b e  i n c o n s i s t e n t  a n d  unrealistirnllv
restrictive. If &ier  q u a l i t y  c o n d i t i o n s  a r e  a s  p o o r  a.3  Bm
c l a i m s  ( 8 6 %  of t h e  s t r e a m s  a r e
water  quality),

reported  t o  have  p o o r  surface
we w o u l d  e x p e c t  t h a t  t h e r e  w o u l d  b e  n o  f i s h  l e f t

i n  t h e  R e s o u r c e  A r e a . Thes.e  W a t e r  q u a l i t y  ratinqs  ( s u r f a c e ,
r i p a r i a n  a n d  a q u a t i c )  a r e  t h e  b a s i s
a d v e r s e  mpacts  t o  livestock  g r a z i n g .

f o r  t h e  majority  of t h e

2-4

I

A l l  a v a i l a b l e  i n f o r m a t i o n  indicates  t h a t  c u r r e n t  u p l a n d
g r a z i n g  p r a c t i c e s  a r e  h a v i n g  n o  s i g n i f i c a n t  adver*e  mpact  on
SUrfaCe  w a t e r  quality. T h e r e  i s  n o  s c i e n t i f i c  b a s i s  f a r  lmitmg
u p l a n d  u t i l i z a t i o n  l i m i t s  t o  3 0 % . T h e  1 0 %  utilization  l i m i t  f o r
wmdy  r i p a r i a n  s h r u b s  i s  a l s o  u n r e a s o n a b l e  a n d  w i t h o u t  s c i e n t i f i c
b a s i s .
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2-6
I

Giving  wildlife  and wild  horses  priority  over cattle  in
forage  allocations  is unfair  and  mconsistent  with recent  Federal
Court decisions. It may well  be illegal.

BLM  has  failed  to address  many  of the  adverse impacts  of
their  preferred  alternative on livestock  grazing. Funding  for
the proposed  range improvements will  probably  not  be available.
The  upland 30%  utilization  limit is not  even considered  in BIN’s
a n a l y s i s  o f  i m p a c t s  aesociated  with  t h e  p r e f e r r e d  a l t e r n a t i v e  On
l i v e s t o c k  g r a z i n g . P r e l i m i n a r y  a n a l y s e s  i n d i c a t e  t h a t  BIN's
p r e f e r r e d  aIternative  w i l l  r e s u l t  i n  3 0 %  t o  7 0 %  r e d u c t i o n s  In
li"estock  g r a z i n g  i n  the  r e s o u r c e  a r e a . BLM  was apparently
t r y i n g  t o  m i n i m i z e  permittee  a n d  c o m m u n i t y  r e s i s t a n c e  to t h e i r
p r e f e r r e d  a l t e r n a t i v e . T h e  f a i l u r e  t o  d i s c l o s e  s u c h  i m p a c t s  i s
mis l ead ing  and  improper .

T h i s  d o c u m e n t  w i l l  s e r v e  a5 t h e  R i d d l e  R a n c h  moments  t o  t h e
" D r a f t  T h r e e  nivers  R e s o u r c e  M a n a g e m e n t  P l a n  a n d  E n v i r o n m e n t a l
Impact  Statement"  dated  October  1989 hereinafter  referred  to a s
Draft  imP,EIS. T h e  o r g a n i z a t i o n  o f  t h i s  r e p o r t  c o r r e s p o n d s  t o
t h e  o r g a n i z a t i o n  o f  t h e  D r a f t  RMP/EIS. The underlined  chapter,
p a g e ,  t a b l e  o r  a p p e n d i x  n u m b e r s  u s e d  i n  t h i s  r e p o r t  c o r r e s p o n d  t o
the  Draft  F.MP,EIS.

2-8

1 m a n a g e m e n t  o b j e c t i v e s .

I” the  1 9 8 1  Rangeland  Program  s u m m a r y  update  for  the orewsey
G r a z i n g  EIS, Burns  District  M a n a g e r  s t a t e d :

msT~  d a t e  w e  h a v e  m a d e  s i g n i f i c a n t  p r o g r e s s  i n  i m p r o v i n g
the  public rangelands t h r o u g h  i n t e n s i v e  llvesitock
m a n a g e m e n t  and rangeland  impro”eme”ts.”

I

"The  specific  o b j e c t i v e s  a r e  t o : i m p r o v e  water*owl  and
f i s h  h a b i t a t , i n c r e a s e  a v a i l a b l e  f o r a g e  f o r  w i l d l i f e ,
w i l d  h o r s e s  a n d  1lvestock,  m a i n t a i n  w a t e r  q u a l i t y  a n d

I
red”Ce s o i l  e r o s i o n ,  i n c r e a s e recreational
oooortunities  a n d  malltv.  m i n i m i z e  imnacts  of  t h e
p;bqram  o n  v i s u a l  aid wilderness  res.ourCes,  m i n i m i z e
t h e  i m p a c t s  of t h e  p r o g r a m  o n  v i s u a l  a n d  w i l d e r n e s s
re5ources.  m i n i m i z e  t h e  i m p a c t  o f  feductlons  or  changes
i n  u s e  o n  g r a z i n g  permittees  a n d  p r o t e c t  c u l t u r a l
r e s o u r c e s  a n d  threatened  ana,or  endangered  plant  and
a n i m a l  s p e c i e s .

T h e r e  has b e e n  c o n s i d e r a b l e  p r o g r e s s  i n  a c h i e v i n g  t h e s e
o b j e c t i v e s  a n d  t h i s  p r o g r e s s  w i l l  b e  d i s c u s s e d  i n
f o l l o w i n g  sect~one.”

2-X

I

Bm h a s  n o t  p r o v i d e d  a n y  e v i d e n c e  t h a t  f o r a g e  a v a i l a b i l i t y
f o r  b i g  g a m e  o r  l i v e s t o c k  has  c h a n g e d  d r a m a t i c a l l y  s i n c e  t h e
i m p l e m e n t a t i o n  o f  t h e  Drewsey  G r a z i n g  EIS. T h e  Drewsey  G r a z i n g
EIS  and orewsey  Ranqeland  Program  s u m m a r y  addreseed  the  forage
r e q u i r e m e n t s  of  big  g a m e . T h e  r e p o r t e d  r e c e n t  i n c r e a s e  i n  e l k
p o p u l a t i o n  levels  i n d i c a t e s  t h a t  c u r r e n t  f o r a g e  a v a i l a b i l i t y  i s

*-11,  y"=t= aequirmq  a d e q u a t e  m o n i t o r i n g  a n d  i n v e n t o r y  d a t a
b e f o r e  c h a n g i n g  m a n a g e m e n t  o b j e c t i v e s  a n d  a c t i o n s  i s  c o n s i s t e n t
with  P l a n n i n g  C r i t e r i a  4  l i s t e d  o n  Charter  1 Daae  5.

2-G I
W e  r e q u e s t  t h a t  BL8 c o n t i n u e  to u s e  t h e  D r e w s e y  G r a z i n g  EIS

u n t i l  a p p r o p r i a t e  BIJ-!  m o n i t o r i n g  d a t a  i n d i c a t e s  t h a t  t h e  c u r r e n t
forage a l l o c a t i o n s  a r e i n a d e q u a t e . Eliminatmq  g r a z i n g
m a n a g e m e n t  from  a n a l y s i s  i n  t h i s  D r a f t  RMP/EIS  i s  c o n s i s t e n t  w i t h
BLM'*  e l i m i n a t i o n  o f  w i l d e r n e s s  a n d  w e e d  a n d  g r a s s h o p p e r  c o n t r o l
f r o m  a n a l y s i s  i n  t h e  D r a f t  RNP/EIS.

2-l W a t e r  q u a l i t y . r i p a r i a n  c o n d i t i o n  a n d a q u a t i c  habitat
c o n d i t i o n  a r e  n o t  l i s t e d  a s  plannlnq  issues  In t h e  D r a f t  RMP/EIS.
I n i t i a l  p u b l i c  p a r t i c i p a t i o n  a p p a r e n t l y  did n o t  e v e n  a d d r e s s
w a t e r a"alit"  and a q u a t i c  c o n d i t i o n .  Y e t .  BLM ba*es

i n  w a t e r  q u a l i t y , s o i l s . -forestry  and woodlands, Ilveetock
graz ing , s p e c i a l  statu*  s p e c i e s . wildlife  h a b i t a t  manaqement,
Iwetland.  r e s e r v o i r  a n d  m e a d o w  habitatl. rinarian  h a b i t a t .
a q u a t i c  h a b i t a t , a n d  r e c r e a t i o n  management'objebtive  c a t e g o r i e s
i n  T a b l e  2 . 1 . s i n c e  r i p a r i a n  a n d  a q u a t i c  c o n d i t i o n  a n d  w a t e r
q u a l i t y  n o t  c o n s i d e r e d  a s  p l a n n i n g  i s s u e s ,  BLM  p l a c e d  too
m u c h  e m p h a s i s  o n  t h e s e  f a c t o r s  d u r i n g  t h e  p r e p a r a t i o n  of  t h e
Draft  RMP,EIS.

CHAPTER 2

2-14

I

A l t e r n a t i v e s  A .  B a n d  c a r e  v e r y  smllar. E v e n  a l t e r n a t i v e s
A  and  E a r e  s i m i l a r  i n  m a n y  r e s p e c t s . F e d e r a l  r e g u l a t i o n s  4 3  CFR
1 6 1 0 . 4  s t a t e s :

2-1

2-l

2-l

2) Rlternatives  A. B, C and E all remove livestock from
r i p a r i a n  a r e a s  f o r  a t  least r i v e  y e a r s .

3) A l t e r n a t i v e s  A , B a n d  C a l l  i n c o r p o r a t e  t h e  s a m e  forage
u t i l i z a t i o n Standards  for  a r e a s e x c l u s i v e  of II*rse
Management  Areas.

A l t e r n a t i v e  D i s  c o n s i d e r e d  t h e WO  A c t i o n "  a l t e r n a t i v e  i n
the  Draft  Rm,EIS. However,  there  a r e  several  changes  proposed
i n  Alter"atl"e  D. T h e  i n i t i a l  stockina  l e v e l  w i l l  b e  i n c r e a s e d
t o  1 6 1 , 2 2 2  RUM’s  from  c u r r e n t  a c t i v e  prekrence  Of 1 5 0 , 4 7 2  AUM’S.
The t i m b e r  base (acres) w a s  changed. Additmnal range
i m p r o v e m e n t s  a r e  p r o p o s e d . T h e  a l l o c a t i o n  o f  l i v e s t o c k  f o r a g e  t o
w i l d l i f e  w a s  i n c r e a s e d  f r o m  4 , 3 9 6  AUM’s  (Amendxd  3 ,  T a b l e  4) t o
5 , 2 7 8  *UN’s ( C h a p t e r  4.  paqe  21.  A l t e r n a t i v e  0).  B e c a u s e  of
t h e s e  a n d  o t h e r  p r o p o s e d  c h a n g e s ,  A l t e r n a t i v e  D c a n n o t  b e
c o n s i d e r e d  a s  t h e  “No A c t i o n ”  A l t e r n a t i v e  r e q u i r e d  b y  l a w .
P‘Xht3p*, A l t e r n a t i v e  D c a n  b e  r e n a m e d  as t h e  “m i n i m a l  a c t i o n ”
A l t e r n a t i v e  a n d  u s e d  i n  a n y  f u t u r e  a n a l y s e s  t h a t  a r e  n e c e s s a r y .
Houe”er, alternative  D c a n n o t  be “52d  a5 the  “NO  Action”
Alternative  rn me  plannlnq  p r o c e s s . A “No A c t i o n ”  a l t e r n a t i v e
nIllet  be developed, a n a l y z e d  a n d  p r e s e n t e d  t o  t h e  p u b l i c  f o r
Comment.

Ch.  2, Dacre  3

2-19 W h a t  i s  t h e  b a s i s  for  t h e “c r i t e r i a  f o r  t h e  c o m p o s i t i o n  of
t h e  P r e f e r r e d  A l t e r n a t i v e " ? T h e r e  i s  n o  m e n t i o n  o f  v e g e t a t i v e
d i v e r s i t y ,  w e t l a n d  s y s t e m s  (riparia,  a q u a t i c ,  w e t l a n d s  a n d  playa
h a b i t a t s )  s p e c i a l  s p e c i e s  s t a t u s .  h a b i t a t  a n d  Riqer  m u s t a n g  h e r d s
i n  t h e  Planning  Issues  a n d  Planning  C r i t e r i a  i n  Charter  1 of  t h e
Draft  RMP,EIS. f e d e r a l  r e g u l a t i o n s  4 3  CFR  1 6 1 0 . 4  s t a t e :

" Proposed p l a n n i n g  c r i t e r i a , i n c l u d i n g ="Y
s i g n i f i c a n t  c h a n g e s ,  s h a l l  b e  m a d e  available f o r  p u b l i c
c o m m e n t  p r i o r  t o  b e i n g  a p p r o v e d  b y  t h e  District  manager
f o r  u s e  i n  t h e  p l a n n i n g  p r o c e s s . . ..II

2-i

A  d i s c u s s i o n o f  T a b l e  2.1  w i l l  b e  g i v e n  m o u r  ~mnments
c o n c e r n i n g  Chaoter  4  and  throuqhaut  t h i s  c o m m e n t  r e p o r t .
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I

Available references  or detailed explanation should be
p r o v i d e d  f o r  t h e  m e t h o d o l o g y  u s e d  i n  d e t e r m i n i n g  s u r f a c e  w a t e r
q u a l i t y ,  a q u a t i c  habitat  c o n d i t i o n  a n d  r i p a r i a n  canditlon. Most
of  t h e  m a n a g e m e n t  o b j e c t i v e s  a r e  based  o n  t h e  s u r f a c e  w a t e r
q u a l i t y , a q u a t i c  h a b i t a t  a n d  r i p a r i a n  h a b i t a t  c o n d i t i o n  a n d  y e t
t h e r e  i s  n o  e x p l a n a t i o n  h o w  t h i s  i n f o r m a t i o n  w a s  c o l l e c t e d ,
analyzed and Interpreted. What  a r e  the d i f f e r e n c e s  a n d

among  surface  w a t e r  q u a l i t y ,  a q u a t i c  h a b i t a t  a n d
rlparlan  h a b i t a t  c o n d i t i o n  ratings?

2-24

I
I s n ' t

W h y  i s  Temperature  u s e d  1" s u r f a c e  w a t e r  q u a l i t y  Co"ditlon?
w a t e r  t e m p e r a t u r e  u s e d  i n  determning  aquatic  h a b i t a t

c o n d i t i o n  rating?

2-25

I

I n  mpepdix, 6 - 3 , t h e  a q u a t i c  h a b i t a t  condition r a t i n g s  a n d
w e  a s s u m e  rlparlan  a n d s u r f a c e  w a t e r  q u a l i t y  c o n d i t i o n  r a t i n g s
a r e  b a s e d  o n  a  p e r c e n t a g e  o f  o p t i m u m  or pote"tial. Are the

,  f a i r  a n d  poor  c o n d i t i o n  r a t i n g s  b a s e d  o n  uniform
26-50%  _ f a i r , 51-75%  =  qood a n d  76-

%  =  e x c e l l e n t ]  similar  to t h a t  u s e d  f o r  r a n g e  Condition
r a t i n g s ?

I n  A p p e n d i c e s  1, 5  a n d  6 , c o n d i t i o n  a n d  t r e n d  f o r  s u r f a c e
w a t e r  q u a l i t y ,  a q u a t i c  h a b i t a t a n d  r i p a r i a n  h a b i t a t  are  p r e s e n t e d
f o r  5treams  i n  t h e  i7esource  urea. Are the condition
current9

ratings
W h e n  w e r e  t h e  c o n d i t i o n  r a t i n g s  l a s t  o b t a i n e d ?

two  o r  m o r e  e s t i m a t e s  o f  c o n d i t i o n  r a t i n g s ,  o b t a i n e d  a t  dlrfe:zz;
points i n  t i m e ,  u s e d  t o  determine  t r e n d ?
one  t i m e  reading,  the  t e r m

I f  t r e n d  was  b a s e d  o n  a
"appat-e"t  t r e n d "  r a t h e r  t h a n  " t r e n d "

s h o u l d  b e  u s e d  i n  A p p e n d i c e s  1. 5  a n d  6 .

There appears  to be some inconsistencies among the surface
water quality,
r a t i n g s .

a q u a t i c  habltat  a n d  riparlan  h a b i t a t  condltian
F o r  e x a m p l e  i n  D e e p  C r e e k ,  a q u a t i c  h a b i t a t  a n d  r i p a r i a n

h a b i t a t  c o n d i t i o n  i s  g o o d  a n d  t h e  t r e n d  15 s t a t i c . App~re"tl*
t h e r e  is little liVestock  u s e  ["Poor  l i v e s t o c k  acce.~s~~ (ADDendix
6-2)  1. However,
improv ing .

t h e  s u r f a c e  w a t e r  q u a l i t y  i s  p o o r  a n d  n o t
I n  the  R i d d l e  M o u n t a i n  allome"t,  t h e  s u r f a c e  w a t e r

quality o f  Ri+dle C r e e k  i s  pacr  a n d  s t a t i c ,  a q u a t i c  habitat  is
g o o d  a n d  static  a n d  t h e  rlpaflan  habitat  i s  f a i r  a n d  d e c r e a s i n g .
on Rattle  Snake  Creek ,, riparlan  condxtlo"  i s  g o o d  a n d  rmproving,
a q u a t i c  h a b i t a t  1s fair  a n d  improving  a n d  5urIace  water  q u a l i t y

6

I

is poor and static on 37% of the stream. Could these
i n c o n s i s t e n c i e s  b e  a  r e s u l t  o f  d i f f e r e n c e s  a m o n g  observers,
n a t u r a l  v a r i a t i o n  a n d / o r  s a m p l i n g  e r r o r ? Does  BW have  a n y
e s t i m a t e s  o f t h e  v a r i a t i o n  a n d  a s s o c i a t e d  s a m p l i n g  e r r o r
a s s o c i a t e d  with  t h e s e  m e a s u r e m e n t s  a n d  r a t i n g s ?

2-X I T h e r e  a r e  n o  s t r e a m s  i n  t h e  R e s o u r c e  A r e a  t h a t  h a v e  (load  orb&t er s u r f a c e  w a t e r  malitv. E v e "  a r e a s  t h a t  h a v e  b e e "  e x c l u d e d

I

from  l i v e s t o c k  o r  h&e  li&ted  l i v e s t o c k  u s e  d o  n o t  h a v e  g o o d
s u r f a c e  w a t e r  q u a l i t y . Does BLM h a v e  a n y  e v i d e n c e  t o  aqqest
t h a t  g o o d  o r  b e t t e r BLM  s u r f a c e  w a t e r  q u a l i t y  r a t i n g s  are
p o s s i b l e  i n  t h e  T h r e e  Rivers  Resource  A r e a ?

2-29 s i n c e  m o s t  o f  t h e  streams  a r e  p r i v a t e l y  owned  o r  c o n t r o l l e d
by other  a g e n c i e s ,  w e f i n d  i t  d i f f i c u l t  t o  b e l i e v e  t h a t  a n y
p r o p o s e d  BLM alternatxve will have a n y  e f f e c t  o n  c u r r e n t  s t r e a m
c o n d i t i o n s . BLM  c a n n o t  control  m a n a g e m e n t  p r a c t i c e s  o n  p r i v a t e l y
oined l a n d . Elimrnatmq  qrdzlnq  on public l a n d  f o r  five  o r  m o r e
y e a r s  w i l l  n o t  p r e v e n t  qraz~nq  o n  p r i v a t e l y  o w n e d  l a n d  u n l e s s  i t
i s  uneconoml~al  t o  fence i t  f r o m  f e d e r a l  l a n d . (Note:  we do n o t
n e c e s s a r i l y  a g r e e  w i t h  &M's  contenticn  t h a t  curreM  graz~nq
p r a c t i c e s  a r e  damaqlnq  s u r f a c e  w a t e r  q u a l i t y  a n d  a q u a t i c  a n d
r i p a r i a n  habit+t  condition.) T h e  p r o p o s e d  m a n a g e m e n t  a c t i o n s
~111 a f f e c t  o n l y  a  p o r t i o n  o f  t h e  s t r e a m  a n d  w i l l  t h e r e f o r e  h a v e
l i t t l e  xopact  0"  o v e r a l l  s t r e a m  c o n d i t i o n .

2-X

I

It is very important to note that BLN’s best available
information xdlcates chat there 1s very little if any erosion
( s t a b l e  o r  s l i g h t  e r o s i o n  c o n d i t i o n  c l a s s )  i n  t h e  three  RIYP~S
Resource  Area (M-5-2).

I

If there is so little erosion, why is Bud proposing to
d r a m a t i c a l l y  c h a n g e  utilization  s t a n d a r d s  o n  u p l a n d s  on a t  l e a s t
3  o f  t h e i r  5  alternatives?

The large increase in big game populations indicate that big
g a m e  h a b i t a t  c o n d i t i o n s  a r e  i m p r o v i n g .

W i t h  t h e  h i g h  l e v e l s  of u n e m p l o y m e n t  a n d  p o o r  e c o n o m i c
conditions  i n  H a r n e y  C o u n t y ,  BLM  s h o u l d  e n c o u r a g e  a  r e a l  i n c r e a s e
i n c o m m o d i t y  p r o d u c t i o n  a n d  n o t  t r y  to r e d u c e commodity
p r o d u c t i o n . A g r i c u l t u r e  c o n t r i b u t e s  s i g n i f i c a n t l y  t o  t h e  t a x e s
c o l l e c t e d i n  H a r n e y  C o u n t y . my  r e d u c t i o n  i n  a g r i c u l t u r e
p r o d u c t i o n  aa a r e s u l t  o f  thx maft  RNP/EIS w i l l  a d v e r s e l y
a f f e c t  t h e  l o c a l  e c o n o m y  a n d  s e r v i c e s  p r o v i d e d  b y  Harney  C o u n t y .

CHWTER  4

Ch.  4. Pa.ae  2

The aes”mpt10” that " f u n d i n g  a n d  p e r s o n n e l w o u l d  b e
s u f f i c i e n t  to implement  a n y  a l t e r n a t i v e  d e s c r i b e d "  i s  i n  e r r o r .
O v e r  t h e  last  f i v e  o r  zrore y e a r s  a l m o s t  n o  m o n e y  h a s  been
a v a i l a b l e  f o r  l i v e s t o c k  r a n g e  i m p r o v e m e n t s  t h r o u g h o u t  m o s t  o f  t h e
BLM  a d m i n i s t e r e d  "ublic  l a n d  i n  t h e  W e s t . W h a t  e v i d e n c e  c a n  b e
o f f e r e d  t o  s u p p o r t  t h e  c o n t e n t i o n  t h a t  a d e q u a t e  f u n d i n g  will  be
a v a i l a b l e ?

A g r e a t p o t e n t i a l f a r adverse i m p a c t s  t o commodity
productlo"  a n d  e s p e c i a l l y  l i v e s t o c k  p r o d u c t i o n  e x i t s  w i t h  r e s p e c t
t o  w a t e r  q u a l i t y  ratinqs  i n c l u d i n g  t h e  r e l a t e d  riparlan  a n d
a q u a t i c  h a b i t a t  condition  r a t i n g s  as veil  a s  t h e  p r o p o s e d
manaqemcnt  a c t i o n s  a n d  o b j e c t i v e s  to i m p r o v e  t h e  r a t i n g s .

F o r  A l t e r n a t i v e s  A .  R a n d  C, a  3 0 %  upland  hcrhaceous
u t i l i z a t i o n  l i m i t  i s  s u p p o s e d  t o  i n c r e a s e  v e g e t a t i v e  c o v e r  w h i c h
would  I" t u r n l e a d  t o  d e c r e a s e d  sediment  l o a d s  a n d  w a t e r

8

temperatures. W e  s t r o n g l y  d i s a g r e e  w i t h  this ELM  s u p p o s i t i o n .
w a t e r  t e m p e r a t u r e  i s  d e p e n d e n t  p r i m a r i l y  u p o n  W o o d y  streamslde
cover  a n d  t o  some e x t e n t  streamsIde  herbaceous  cover  (Clark  a n d
Webster  1 9 8 9 ) . U p l a n d  herbaceous  c o v e r  w i l l  h a v e  n o  e f f e c t  on
w a t e r  t e m p e r a t u r e .

2-38 nest  o f  t h e  a l l o t m e n t s  i n  t h e  R e s o u r c e  A r e a  a r e  uslnq
g r a z i n g  s y s t e m s , such a s  r e s t  r o t a t i o n ,  d e f e r r e d  g r a z i n g  o r  s o m e
c o m b i n a t i o n .  w i t h  t h e s e  types o f  grazing  s y s t e m s ,  f o r a g e  s p e c i e s
c a n  w i t h s t a n d  50%  o r  g r e a t e r  u t i l i z a t i o n  o f  annual  f o r a g e
p r o d u c t i o n  d u r i n g  t h e  g r o w i n g  s e a s o n  w i t h o u t  a n y  sig"lfica"t
c h a n g e s  i n  b a s a l  c o v e r  o f  k e y  f o r a g e  s p e c i e s . v e r y  l i t t l e
c h a n g e s  i n  basal  cover  of k e y  f o r a g e  s p e c i e s  w e r e  n o t e d  i n
a l l o t m e n t s  u s i n g  t h r e e  p a s t u r e  r e s t  r o t a t i o n  g r a z i n g  s y s t e m s  e v e "
w i t h  u t i l i z a t i o n  l e v e l s  of 6 5 %  t o  8 0 %  (Eckert  a n d  S p e n c e r  1986,
~ckert  a n d  S p e n c e r  1987,. "ormay  a n d  Talbot  (1961)  r e c o m m e n d e d
6 6 %  u t i l i z a t i o n  l e v e l s  f o r  r e s t  r o t a t i o n  g r a z i n g  s y s t e m s .
W i t h  a  g r a z i n g  s y s t e m . forage  plants  c a n  generally  withstand
h i g h e r  u t i l i z a t i o n  l e v e l s  t h a n  s e a s o n  long g r a z i n g .

R e s e a r c h e r s  h a v e  g i v e n  t h e  f o l l o w i n g  r e c o m m e n d a t i o n s  f o r
p r o p e r  u s e  f a c t o r s  f o r  mtennountain  v e g e t a t i o n . Most  O f  the
p r o p e r  use f a c t o r s  a r e  f o r  season  long g r a z i n g . P i c k f o r d  a n d
R e i d  ( 1 9 4 8 )  a n d  Hyder  ( 1 9 5 8 )  r e c o m m e n d e d  t h a t  utilization  o f
bluebUnCh  wheatgrass ( a n  mportant  k e y  f o r a g e  s p e c i e s  i n  t h e
resource  urea)  s h o u l d  n o t  e x c e e d  5 5 %  t o  6 0 %  d u r i n g  t h e  qrowinq
season  i n  E a s t e r n  O r e g o n . M o d e r a t e  g r a z i n g  I n t e n s i t y  a p p e a r s  t o
t h e  m o s t  c o n d u c i v e  f o r  m a i n t a i n i n g  v e g e t a t i v e  c o v e r  f o r  l i v e s t o c k
g r a z i n g  i n  t h e  N o r t h e r n  G r e a t  P l a i n s (Olson  e t  al.  1985).
m~arty  a n d  P r i c e  ( 1 9 4 2 )  r e c o m m e n d e d  grazing  mountam  f o r a g e
p l a n t s  a t  a  m o d e r a t e  l e v e l .

T h e  p r o p o s e d  30%  u t i l i z a t i o n  l i m i t  d o e s  n o t  c o n s i d e r  t h e
s e a s o n  w h e n  g r a z i n g  t a k e s  p l a c e . T h e  e f f e c t  o f  g r a z i n g  o n  t h e
v i g o r  ( c o v e r  i s  o f t e n  a  m e a s u r e  of v i g o r )  of k e y  f o r a g e  s p e c i e s
d e p e n d s  o n  t h e  timinq  of grazing  o r  s e a s o n  o f  u s e  ( c o o k  1 9 7 7  a n d
Laycock  1967,.
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2-56
Currently, Bm's d e s i r e d  s t o c k i n g  l e v e l s  a r e  b a s e d  o n  a

f o r m u l a  d e s c r i b e d  i n  W.hlbit  I  a t t a c h e d  h e r e i n .  T h e  f o r m u l a  uses
o b s e r v e d  u t i l i z a t i o n  d a t a , desired  p r o p e r  u s e  factOr  or
u t i l i z a t i o n  l i m i t s  a n d  a c t u a l  l i v e s t o c k  u s e . Although  We  do n o t
currently  have the  l"formatio"  n e c e s s a r y  t o  complete  these
c a l c u l a t i o n s  o n  a  xeeource  A r e a  basxs,  we c a n  u s e  t h e  information
p r e s e n t e d  i n  t h e  EIS  a n d  make  same  a s s u m p t i o n s .

T h e  f i r s t retiuctian  w i l l  r e s u l t  from  t h e  e x c l u s i o n  of
l i v e s t o c k  f r o m  s t r e a m s . BLM  e s t i m a t e s  t h a t  t h e  c a p a c i t y  w i l l  b e
reduced  by 2 8 , 9 3 7  AUM'S ( 1 9 %  cut). A d d i t i o n a l l y ,  t h e  r e m a i n i n g
area w i l l  b e  subiect to the  30%  upland u t i l i z a t i o n  l i m i t .  T O

2-m E.I U t i l i z a t i o n  standards  a r e  n o t  g i v e n  f o r  A l t e r n a t i v e s  D a n d
T h e  p r o p o s e d  u t i l i z a t i o n  s t a n d a r d s  f o r  t h e s e  a l t e r n a t i v e s

shou ld  be  g iven .

2-61
I

T h e  r e d u c t i o n s  i n  l i v e s t o c k  g r a z i n g  r e s u l t i n g  f r o m  Bud
p r o p o s e d  a l t e r n a t i v e s  w i l l  f o r c e  m a n y  l i v e s t o c k  o p e r a t o r s  o u t  o f
business. T h i s  i s  ~ontrarv  t o  t h e  c r i t e r i a  for  t h e  comoositmn

I n  Atmendix  3. T a b l e  6 , *La4  has  reallocated  forage  t o
w i l d l i f e  a n d  g i v e n  p r i o r i t y  to w i l d l i f e  over  l i v e s t o c k . For the
R i d d l e  M o u n t a i n  a l l o t m e n t , t h e  Drewsey  G r a z i n g  EIS  w i l d l i f e
a l l o c a t i o n  i s  over  32 t i m e s  l a r g e r  t h a n  t h e  c u r r e n t  a l l o c a t i o n .
L i v e s t o c k  g r a z i n g  i s  f a c i n g  a  50%  t o  7 5 %  r e d u c t i o n  i n  f o r a g e  a n d
w i l d l i f e  f o r a g e  i s  b e i n g  i n c r e a s e  b y  over  3 1 7 3 % .

2-70
W e  d a  n o t  b e l i e v e  t h a t  o n e  m u l t i p l e  use should h a v e  p r i o r i t y

over  a n o t h e r  m u l t i p l e  u s e . T h e  r e c e n t  i n c r e a s e s  i n  w i l d l i f e  h a v e
o c c u r r e d  a f t e r  t h e  p a s s a g e  o f  t h e  T a y l o r  G r a z i n g  A c t . Federal
J u d g e  R o g e r  F o l e y  s t a t e d  i n  t h e  r e c e n t  decision of Fallini  e t  a l .
vs.  HDdd  cv-S-86-645  that:

'1.. C o n g r e s s  by v a r i o u s  e n a c t m e n t s  h a s declared
a d d i t i o n a l  p u r p o s e s  f o r  which  T a y l o r  Graring  Act  l a n d
w i l l  b e  m a n a g e d  b y  t h e  BIN,  t h e r e  is n o  i n d i c a t i o n  t h a t
C o n g r e s s  h a s  r e p e a l e d  t h e  AC%'=  p r i m a r y  p u r p o s e  t o
m a n a g e  g r a z i n g  l a n d s  so a s  t o  stabilize  a n d  p r e s e r v e
t h e  l i v e s t o c k  i n d u s t r y .

T h e  p r e f e r r e d  a l t e r n a t i v e  ( a n d  A l t e r n a t i v e s  B a n d  C) i n  t h i s
D r a f t  RMP/EIS  s u b s t a n t i a l l y  reduces  l i v e s t o c k  g r a z i n g  i n  f a v o r  o f
o t h e r  m u l t i p l e  uses  ( p r i m a r i l y  b i g  g a m e  a n d  f i s h e r i e s ) .

2-73
I

Why  didn't  BLM  consider  maintainmg  or reducing  current  big
game  populations  a5 an a l t e r n a t i v e  d u r i n g  t h e  p l a n n i n g  prccess?

C a t t l e  g r a z i n g  i m p r o v e s  t h e  q u a l i t y  o f  b i g  g a m e f o r a g e  o n
f a l l  a n d  w i n t e r  r a n g e  ( A n d e r s o n  a n d  Scherzinqer  1 9 7 5 ) . Cattle
g r a z i n g  a l s o  s t i m u l a t e s  b r o w s e  g r o w t h  b y  givmg  a  c o m p e t i t i v e

C h .  4, eaqes  2 2  and 2 3

A l t h o u g h  t h e  n u m b e r  o f  raptor  p r e y  s p e c i e s  m a y  d e c l i n e  a f t e r
s e e d i n g s  a r e  e s t a b l i s h e d , i s  t h e r e  a n y  e v i d e n c e  t h a t  t h e  b i o m a s s
o r  d e n s i t y  o f  p r e y  will  d e c l i n e . W e  h y p o t h e s i z e  t h a t  t h e  t o t a l
a m o u n t  o f  a v a i l a b l e  p r e y  a n d  h u n t i n g  s u c c e s s  w i l l  i m p r o v e  i n  t h e
s e e d i n g s  w h i c h  a r e  more  produc t ive .

W h y  a r e  t h e  s u r f a c e  w a t e r  q u a l i t y  r a t i n g s  s o  m u c h  l o w e r  t h a n
t h e  a q u a t i c  h a b i t a t  c o n d i t i o n  r a t i n g s ?
q u a l i t y  i s  d e f i n e d  a5 t h e  c h e m i c a l ,

I "  the 61os5aTy,  w a t e r
p h y s i c a l  a n d  biological

c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  o f  w a t e r  with  r e s p e c t  t o  1%~  eu~tablllty  f o r  a
p a r t i c u l a r  u s e . w e  resume  t h a t  t h e  d e s i g n e d  u s e  f o r  s u r f a c e
w a t e r  q u a l i t y  r a t i n g s  2s f o r  f i s h e r i e s . Our  r e a s o n i n g  i s  t h e
r e f e r e n c e s  t o  w a t e r  t e m p e r a t u r e  a n d  s i l t a t i o n . I "  oeep  Creek,
a q u a t i c  h a b i t a t  i s  good a n d  s u r f a c e  water  q u a l i t y  i s  p o o r .  W e
w o u l d  e x p e c t  t h a t  i f  t h e  a q u a t i c  h a b i t a t  ( w a t e r ,  stream  b e d  a n d
b a n k s )  i s  g o o d  t h a t  t h e  surface  W a t e r  q u a l i t y  f o r  f i s h e r i e s
should be good.

F o r  a d d i t i o n a l  c o m m e n t s  t o  a q u a t i c  a n d  riparian  c o n d i t i o n
s e e  o u r  c o m m e n t s  concernrq  surface  w a t e r  q u a l i t y  a b o v e .

Playa  m a n a g e m e n t  o b j e c t i v e s  r e f e r e n c e d  i n  ReDendix  3 .  T a b l e
5 *hould  n o t  b e  m e n t i o n e d  u n t i l  t h e y  a r e  i d e n t i f i e d . s i n c e  Br,v
has not d e f i n e . 3 t h e i r s p e c i f i c  c o n c e r n s , o b j e c t i v e s  a n d
m a n a g e m e n t  a c t i o n s  a n d  h a s  not  a l l o w e d  t h e  p u b l i c  t o  c o m m e n t ,
playas  ShO"l.3  n o t  he addressed  i n  the  Draft  RMP,EIS.
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2-K E.
I

U t i l i z a t i o n  s t a n d a r d s  are  n o t  g i v e n  f o r  A l t e r n a t i v e s  D a n d
T h e  p r o p o s e d  u t i l i z a t i o n  s t a n d a r d s  f o r  t h e s e  a l t e r n a t i v e s

should be g i v e n .

2-61

2-62

2-63

2-64

2-a

2-6

b u s i n e s s . T h i s  i s  c o n t r a r y  t o  t h e  c r i t e r i a  for  t h e  c o m p o s i t i o n
o f  t h e  p r e f e r r e d  a l t e r n a t i v e  ( C h a p t e r  * wme  3 ) .

our base  p r o p e r t y  value. T h e  p r o p o s e d  BLM  a c t i o n s  m a y  r e s u l t  in
r e d u c i n g  t h e  51ze  o f  o u r  o p e r a t i o n  so t h a t  i t  i s  n o  l o n g e r  a n
e c o n o m i c a l  u n i t .  T h e r e f o r e , w e  r e q u e s t  t h a t  i f  A l t e r n a t i v e s  A ,  B
o r  C a r e  c o n s i d e r e d  t h a t  trio=  t o  issuino t h e  F i n a l  T h r e e  R i v e r s

value s50 p e r  Am value,the  base  p r o p e r t y  a s s o c i a t e d  with
l i v e s t o c k  g r a z i n g p r e f e r e n c e s  w i l l  d e c r e a s e  i n  v a l u e  b y
$2,257,100  t o  $5,266,500. T h i s  i s  a  s u b s t a n t i a l  l o s s  t o  t h e  t a x
b a s e  o f  Harnev  Countv.  T h e  t a x  r a t e s  mav h a v e  t o  b e  i n c r e a s e d  t o

I n  Amendix  3 ,  T a b l e  6 , BE.! has reallocated  forage  t o
w i l d l i f e  a n d  g i v e n  p r i o r i t y  t o  w i l d l i f e  o v e r  l i v e s t o c k .  For  t h e
R i d d l e  M o u n t a i n  a l l o t m e n t , t h e  Drewsey  G r a z i n g  ETS  w i l d l i f e
a l l o c a t i o n  is over  3 2  t i m e s  l a r g e r  t h a n  t h e  c u r r e n t  a l l o c a t i o n .
L i v e s t o c k  g r a z i n g  i s  f a c i n g  a  5 0 %  t o  7 5 %  r e d u c t i o n  i n  f o r a g e  a n d
w i l d l i f e  f o r a g e  i s  b e i n g  i n c r e a s e  b y  o v e r  3 1 7 3 % .

I

Ailocations  f o r
2-72

w i l d l i f e  should  o c c u r  a f t e r
i m p r o v e m e n t s  h a v e  b e e n

range
completed  anti  additional

a v a i l a b l e .
f o r a g e  i s

T h e  i n c r e a s e  i n  r e c e n t  big  g a m e  p o p u l a t i o n s  i n d i c a t e
t h a t  t h e  c u r r e n t  a l l o c a t i o n  t o  b i g  g a m e  i s  s u f f i c i e n t .

2-73
I

W h y  d i d n ' t  Em4  consider  m a i n t a i n i n g  or r e d u c i n g  c u r r e n t  biq
g a m e  p o p u l a t i o n s  as a n  a l t e r n a t i v e  d u r i n g  t h e  p l a n n i n g  prccess?

C a t t l e  g r a z i n g  improve*  t h e  q u a l i t y  of b i g  g a m e  f o r a g e  o n
f a l l  a n d  wmter  r a n g e  ( A n d e r s o n  a n d  scherzinger  1 9 7 5 )  C a t t l e
g r a z i n g  a l s o  s t i m u l a t e s  b r o w s e  qrowth  b y  g i v i n g  a  c o m p e t i t i v e
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2-74
A l t h o u g h  t h e  n u m b e r  o f  raptor  p r e y  s p e c i e s  m a y  d e c l i n e  a f t e r

s e e d i n g s  a r e  e s t a b l i s h e d , i s  t h e r e  a n y  e v i d e n c e  t h a t  t h e  b i o m a s s
o r  densitv  o f  nrev  w i l l  d e c l i n e . W e  hvoothesize  t h a t  the tot.32
a m o u n t  of~avaiiabie  p r e y  a n d  h u n t i n g  s;C;ess  will  improve  in  the
s e e d i n g s  w h i c h  a r e  m o r e  p r o d u c t i v e .

w h y  a r e  the  SUrfaCe  w a t e r  quality  ratings  so much 1oWer  than
t h e  a q u a t i c  h a b i t a t  c o n d i t i o n  r a t i n g s ?  I n  t h e  G l o s s a r y  w a t e r
q u a l i t y  i s  d e f i n e d  a s  t h e  chemical, p h y s i c a l  a n d  bioiogical
characteristics  O f  w a t e r  witi!  r e s p e c t  to Its Sultablllty  for  a
p a r t i c u l a r  u s e . we  as5ume  t h a t  t h e  d e s i g n e d  u s e  f o r  s u r f a c e
w a t e r  q u a l i t y  r a t i n g s  i s  f a r  fisheries. O u r  r e a s o n i n g  i s  t h e
r e f e r e n c e s  t o  w a t e r  t e m p e r a t u r e  a n d  s i l t a t i o n . I "  Deep creek,
a q u a t i c  h a b i t a t  i s  good a n d  arface  w a t e r  q u a l i t y  i s  p o o r .  we
would  e x p e c t  t h a t  i f  t h e  a q u a t i c  h a b i t a t  ( w a t e r ,  s t r e a m  b e d  a n d
b a n k s )  i s  g o o d  t h a t  t h e  s u r f a c e  w a t e r q u a l i t y  f o r  f i s h e r i e s
Should  he good.

Playa  m a n a g e m e n t  o b j e c t i v e s  r e f e r e n c e d  i n  AnDendix  3 ,  T a b l e
5 s h o u l d  n o t  b e  m e n t i o n e d  u n t i l  t h e y  a r e  i d e n t i f i e d . S i n c e  BLM
h a s  n o t  d e f i n e d  t h e i r s p e c i f i c  c o n c e r n s , o b j e c t i v e s and
m a n a g e m e n t  a c t i o n s  a n d  h a s  n o t  a l l o w e d  t h e  p u b l i c  t o  c o m m e n t ,
playas  ShO"ld  n o t  be a d d r e s s e d  In the  Draft  RMP,EIS.

Appendix II-12



2-80

I

I f  redband  t r o u t  a n d  mlheur  m o t t l e d  sculpi"  h a b i t a t  a r e
e x p e c t e d  t o  b e  i m p a c t e d  p o s i t i v e l y  u n d e r  c u r r e n t  m a n a g e m e n t
( A l t e r n a t i v e  D), why p r o p o s e  t o  r e m o v e  l i v e s t o c k  f r o m  s t r e a m s  a n d
r e s e r v o i r s  a n d  d r a m a t i c a l l y  a l t e r  u t i l i z a t i o n  l i m i t s ?

2-81
Ch.  4. D aqes 35 to  41

Clo*ing  roads  w i l l  a d v e r s e l y  a f f e c t  l i v e s t o c k  o p e r a t o r s
a b i l i t y  t o  a c t i v e l y  i m p r o v e  l i v e s t o c k  d i s t r i b u t i o n . CloIing
roads  w i l l  i n c r e a s e  t h e  d i f f i c u l t y  a n d  cost  f o r  p l a c i n g  s a l t
t h r o u g h o u t  t h e  a l l o t m e n t  t o  i m p r o v e  distribution.  I n  some c a s e s ,
road clo5"Ies  Wlli make r e p a i r  t o r a n g e  i m p r o v e m e n t s  v e r y
difficult  and  expens ive .

2-82 ax. 4. D

I

acres  4 5  and 4 6

W e  a r e  n o t  c o n v i n c e d  t h a t  r e m o v i n g  livestock  w i l l  i m p r o v e
v i s u a l  r e s o u r c e s  u n l e s s ,  o f  course,  BLM  c o n s i d e r s  c a t t l e  a n d
s h e e p  u n a t t r a c t i v e . P l e a s e  e x p l a i n  how reducrng  l i v e s t o c k
g r a z i n g  w i l l  i m p r o v e  v i s u a l  resources.

2-83

I

Ch.  4 .  Lmues  4 6  and 4 7

C u l t u r a l  c l e a r a n c e s  a r e  r e q u i r e d  p r i o r  t o  t h e  c o n s t r u c t i o n
of r a n g e  i m p r o v e m e n t s . Range mprovements  should have "0  effect
on cultural  reso"rces.

Ch.  4 .  Lmaes  6 8  - 6 9
2-84

A S  stated  above, BLM  h a 5  Called t o  a c c o u n t  f o r  t h e  i m p a c t s
o f  t h e  p r o p o s a l  u t i l i z a t i o n  s t a n d a r d s  lr4 t h e i r  a n a l y s i s  of
A l t e r n a t i v e  C . T h e s e  u t i l i z a t i o n  s t a n d a r d s  w i l l  h a v e  v e r y
a d v e r s e  e f f e c t s  o n  l i v e s t o c k  grazing. By  qnoring  the  rmpacts  Of
t h e  3 0 %  u p l a n d  u t i l i z a t i o n  l i m i t  a n d  p r o p o s i n g  r a n g e  i m p r o v e m e n t s
w h i c h  p r o b a b l y  w i l l  n o t  b e  f u n d e d , BLM  h a s  not  c o n s i d e r e d  t h e
a d v e r s e  i m p a c t s  o f  t h e i r  p r e f e r r e d  a l t e r n a t i v e  0 "  l i v e s t o c k
g r a z i n g

ReCe"tly,
improvements.

v e r y  l i t t l e  m o n e y  h a s  b e e "  available f o r  r a n g e
F o r  A l t e r n a t i v e  D, BLM  e s t i m a t e s  proposed r a n g e

i m p r o v e m e n t s  w i l l  cost $2,287,906.  H o w e v e r ,  BLM  i m p l i e s  i n
ChaDcer  4 .  Pam3 6  t h a t  f u n d i n g  i5 q u e s t i o n a b l e  f o r  A l t e r n a t i v e  D.
M a n y  o f  t h e  r a n g e  i m p r o v e m e n t s  In t h e  R i l e y  EIS ( A l t e r n a t i v e  D)
have  n o t  bee"  funded. T h e  c o s t  estimate  f o r  Rlternative  c r a n g e

2-85
I

i m p r o v e m e n t s  i s  eve" h i g h e r  t h a n  f o r  A l t e r n a t i v e  D.  Bm s h o u l d
c o n s i d e r  t h e  i m p a c t s  t o  l i v e s t o c k  g r a z i n g  w i t h  a n d  w i t h o u t  range
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I i m p r o v e m e n t s .  I f  r a n g e  i m p r o v e m e n t s  a r e  n o t  f u n d e d ,  l i v e s t o c k
w i l l  be c u t  d r a s t i c a l l y  i n  A l t e r n a t i v e s  A. B a n d  C .  No i n c r e a s e
i n  l i v e s t o c k  g r a z i n g  w i l l  b e  p o s s i b l e  i n  Alternative  E WlthoUt
r a n g e  i m p r o v e m e n t s .

Bus e x p e c t s  t h a t  some  r a n c h e r s  w i l l  expand t h e i r  o p e r a t i o n s
and/or  base  p r o p e r t y  p r o d u c t i o n  a f t e r  l i v e s t o c k  r e d u c t i o n s .  I t
i s  v e r y  u n l i k e l y  t h a t  l e n d e r s  will  a p p r o v e  a d d i t i o n a l  loans  w h e n
t h e  v a l u e  o f  t h e  b a s e  p r o p e r t y  w i l l  b e  r e d u c e d  b y  a p p r o x i m a t e l y
$ 5 0  f o r  e a c h  w.m t h a t  i s  p l a c e d  i n  s u s p e n s i o n  o r  e l i m i n a t e d  f r o m
tot.31  preference.

Bm  should c o n s i d e r  t h e  i m p a c t s  o f  l i v e s t o c k  r e d u c t i o n s  on
t h e  t a x  b a s e  o f  mrney  c o u n t y  ( s e e  drscussion  a b o v e ) .

APPENDIX 3

W e  w i l l  r e i t e r a t e  o u r  c o n c e r n s  r e l a t e d  to R i d d l e  Mountal"
allotment.

T h e  s u r f a c e  w a t e r  q u a l i t y  r a t i n g s a p p e a r  ""reasonably
r e s t r i c t i v e . S u r f a c e  w a t e r  q u a l i t y  r a t i n g s  d o  " a t  a p p e a r  t o
c o r r e s p o n d  t o  riparia"  a n d  a q u a t i c  h a b i t a t  c o n d i t i o n  r a t i n g s .  W e
would  e x p e c t  that  these ratings  would  b e  correlated.

T h e  c a l c u l a t e d  c a r r y i n g  c a p a c i t y  f o r  R i d d l e  A l l o t m e n t  d o e s
n o t  a p p e a r  t o  c o n s i d e r  Bm's v a r i o u s  p r o p e r  u t i l i z a t i o n  f a c t o r s ,
l i v e s t o c k  e x c l u s i o n  o r  d i s r u p t i o n  i n  t h e  g r a z i n g  s y s t e m s .  Our
c a l c u l a t i o n s  i n d i c a t e d  a  2 0 %  to 2 5 %  i n c r e a s e  i n  actlve  p r e f e r e n c e
u n d e r  t h e  D r e w s e y  G r a z i n g  EIS  u t i l i z a t i o n  s t a n d a r d s  ant!  a  5 0 %  t o
55% d e c r e a s e  u s i n g  t h e Draft  RMP,EIS s t a n d a r d s .  w i t h o u t
considering  lIvestock  erclueion  o r  p r o p o s e d  w i l d l i f e  f o r a g e

2-87

I

caloulatlons. Please provide  a  detailed  explanation  O f  the
m e t h o d o l o g y  u s e d  for  detemining  estmated  c a p a c i t y  a n d  t h e
m e t h o d o l o g y  t h a t  will b e  used  i n  f u t u r e  a l l o t m e n t  e v a l u a t i o n s
u n d e r  e a c h  aiternative.

2-88

I

W i t h  t h e  l a r g e  i n c r e a s e s  i n  b i g  g a m e  o b s e r v e d  i n  t h e  Riddle
M o u n t a i n  a l l o t m e n t , we m u s t  c o n c l u d e  t h a t  b i g  g a m e  h a b i t a t  i5
c u r r e n t l y  i n  v e r y  satisractary  cmditio". BLM'S big  g a m e  habitat
condition  r a t i n g s  d o  n o t  r e f l e c t  t h e  o b v i o u s  h e a l t h  a n d  v i g o r  o f
b i g  g a m e  a n i m a l s  i n d i c a t e d  b y  their  ~"creaslng  p o p u l a t i o n  levels.

2-90 I
Play.2  h a b i t a t  s h o u l d  n o t  b e  a d d r e s s e d  i n  t h i s  D r a f t  RMP/EIS

u n t i l s p e c i f i c  m a n a g e m e n t  ob3ectives  a n d  a l t e r n a t i v e s  a r e
d e s c r i b e d  a n d  t h e  p u b l i c  i s  a l l o w e d  t o  c o m m e n t .

2-91
I

From Mao R N - 1  and ,M.aD  ss-1  there  does. n o t  a p p e a r  t o  be a n y
S p e c i a l  S t a t u e  s p e c i e s  In t h e  R i d d l e  M o u n t a i n  a l l o t m e n t .

M a n y  o f  t h e  publicly  owned riparia"  a r e a s  i n  a l l o t m e n t  h a v e
a l r e a d y  b e e n  f e n c e d  a n d  e x c l u d e d  ( o r  w i l l  b e  e x c l u d e d )  f r o m
l i v e s t o c k . L i v e s t o c k  s h o u l d  n o t  b e  e x c l u d e d  f r o m  a n y  p a s t u r e s  i n
t h e  R i d d l e  M o u n t a i n  a l l o t m e n t  b e c a u s e  of  riparian  o r  s u r f a c e
w a t e r  q u a l i t y  r a t i n g s .

2-92

2-93

2-94

2-95

V e g e t a t i o n  c o n v e r s i o n s  w i l l  h a v e  mt.re  p o s i t i v e  i m p a c t s  on

r a n g e  l i m i t  a n d  400 a c r e  s i z e  l i m i t  o n  v e g e t a t i o n  c o n v e r s i o n s  a r e
too  r e s t r i c t i v e  a n d  m a y  r e d u c e  b i g  g a m e  p r o d u c t i v i t y .

A l t e r n a t i v e s  A .  B and c w i l l  r e s u l t  i n  a  s u b s t a n t i a l  l o s s  o f
a g r i c u l t u r e  p r o d u c t i v i t y  i n  Harney  C o u n t y  a n d  o t h e r  ocunties  i n
the Three R1"PTS  Resource  Area.

FOT the Teaso" d e s c r i b e d above,  we b e l i e v e  t h a t
A l t e r n a t i v e s  A , B a n d  C s h o u l d  n o t  h e  i m p l e m e n t e d . C"rre"t
u t i l i z a t i o n  s t a n d a r d s  a n d  arazina  svstems  s h o u l d  be c o n t i n u e d
u n t i l  sufficient  a n d  approp;mte  data+  i s  c o l l e c t e d  a n d  a n a l y z e d .
A  d e t e r m i n a t i o n  c a n  t h e n  h e  m a d e  w h e t h e r  r a n g e  c o n d i t i o n  a n d  s o i l
stability  a r e  declx"i"g  u n d e r  current  m a n a g e m e n t . A l l  BLM  data
a n d  analyses  I "  Draft  RMP,EIS  and Rangeland  Program  s u m m a r y
u p d a t e s  i n d i c a t e  that  c u r r e n t  m a n a g e m e n t  a n d  s t a c k i n g  r a t e s  h a v e
b e e n  s u c c e s s f u l  a n d  w i l l  continue  t o  b e  s u c c e s s f u l .

BLM  s h o u l d  b e g i n  quadrat  f r e q u e n c y (trend, s t u d i e s  t o
d e t e r m i n e the long-term  changes i n  v e g e t a t i o n  a n d
c o n d i t i o n .

range
T h e s e  s t u d i e s  a r e  r e c o m m e n d e d  a n d  d e s c r i b e d  I* B*

T e c h n i c a l  R e f e r e n c e  TR  4400-a  a n d  t h e  N e v a d a  Rangeland  Nonitoring
Handbook  (1984,. I f  f r e q u e n c y  s t u d i e s  i n d i c a t e  t h a t  t h e  t r e n d  m
r a n g e  c o n d i t i o n  i s  d e c l i n i n g , c u r r e n t  u t i l i z a t i o n standards,
s t o c k i n g  l e v e l s  and/or  g r a z i n g  m a n a g e m e n t  s h o u l d  b e  a d j u s t e d .
C o n v e r s e l y ,  i f  t r e n d  i m p r o v e s . u t i l i z a t i o n  s t a n d a r d s  a n d  s t o c k i n g
l e v e l s  s h o u l d  a l s o  b e  a d j u s t e d . U n t i l  sucn a  m o n i t o r i n g  s y s t e m
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i s  i m p l e m e n t e d  a n d  d a t a  a n a l y z e d , c u r r e n t  g r a z i n g  s y s t e m s ,
s t o c k i n g  l e v e l s  a n d  u t i l i z a t i o n  s t a n d a r d s  snould b e  continued.

BLl4  c o n t e n d s  i n  i t s  d i s c u s s i o n  of s u r f a c e  w a t e r  q u a l i t y  t h a t
c u r r e n t  l i v e s t o c k  g r a z i n g i s  l o w e r i n g  v e g e t a t i v e  c o v e r  a n d
r e s u l t i n g  i n  s o i l  e r o s i o n  a n d  s u b s e q u e n t  siltatm"  o f  s t r e a m s .
I f  t h i s  c o n t i n u e s  t o  b e  a  Bu4  co"cer", s p e c i f i c  s t u d i e s  s h o u l d  b e
c o n d u c t e d  t o  m o n i t o r  v e g e t a t i v e  c o v e r  a n d  s o i l  e r o s i o n . c u r r e n t
BE-l  d a t a  indsates  t h a t  s o i l  e r o s i o n  i s  m i n i m a l  (u).

T h e s e  t y p e s  of  m o n i t o r i n g  s t u d i e s  were  r e c o m m e n d e d  i n  the
Drewsey  G r a z i n g  EIS.

R a n g e  i m p r o v e m e n t s  s h o u l d  b e  d e v e l o p e d  a5 f u n d i n g  b e c o m e s
a v a i l a b l e . nange improvement recommendations proposed i n
Alternatives  c,  D and E W i l l  be beneficial  t o  llvestocr  graz1nq,
w~ldllfe  a n d  l o c a l  e c o n o m i c  conditions. BrUSh control  ancl
prescribed  b u r n i n g  w i l l  b e  v e r y  co*t  e f f e c t i v e .
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3

you  a r e  aware,  the c o n s e r v a n c y  worked  u&r c o n t r a &  for  the  BIN
durinq t h e  i n v e n t o r y  p h a s e  o f  t h e  p l a n n i n g  p r o c e s s  t o  identify
a n d  e v a l u a t e  p o t e n t i a l  R e s e a r c h  N a t u r a l  Areas  in  the  Three  R ivers
ReSO”rCe  Area. we w e r e  q u i t e  plea*ed  w i t h  t h i s  a r r a n g e m e n t  a n d
t h e  r e s u l t s  c a n  b e  s e e n  i n  t h e  p r o p o s e d  RNAs f o u n d  i n  t h e  v a r i o u s
a l t e r n a t i v e s .

RNA,ACECS

AS noted  above  w e  w e r e  pleased  t o  s e e  that our RNA,ACEC
r e c o m m e n d a t i o n s  w e r e  i n c l u d e d  i n  t h e  FMP,  h o w e v e r ,  w e  h a v e  some
particular  i s s u e s  that  need  t o  be discussed  about  several  51tes.
T h e s e  s i t e s  a n d  r e l a t e d  i s s u e s  a r e :

I management  of the site a n d  t h e  s u r r o u n d i n g  p u b l i c  l a n d s .  F o s t e r
F l a t  i s  p e r h a p s  t h e  most  n a t u r a l l y  w e l l - d e f i n e d  RNA i m a g i n a b l e  as
it i s  a  distnct  de.5ert  playa. To i n c l u d e  l e s s  t h a n  t h e  e n t i r e
play* i s  o n l y  i n v i t i n g  c o n t i n u e d  m a n a g e m e n t  p r o b l e m s  for  t h e  m*

3-2

I

and  the  surround ing  lands . W e  s t r o n g l y  e n c o u r a g e  t h e  D i s t r i c t  t o
establieh  t h e  RNA  a l o n g  t h e  o r i g i n a l  1870  a c r e  b o u n d a r i e s .  I t
s h o u l d  a l s o  b e  n o t e d  t h a t  F o s t e r  F l a t  i s  a l s o  a  s i g n i f i c a n t  s a g e
grou*e  s i t e  s u c h  t h a t  p r o t e c t i o n  of t h e  l a r g e r  s i t e  would  b e  v e r y
b e n e f i c i a l  t o  t h i s  s p e c i a l  status  s p e c i e s .

3-5

2) S q u a w  Lake IWA/ACEC--It  was i n d i c a t e d  i n  t h e  EIS t h a t  s q u a w
Lake  d i d  n o t  m e e t  t h e  r e l e v a n c e  a n d  i m p o r t a n c e  c r i t e r i a  f o r  ACEC
n o m i n a t i o n  a n d  t h u s  was  n o t  i n c l u d e d  i n  t h e  ranoe  o f  alternatives

3) Biscuitroot  C u l t u r a l  ACEC--We  a r e  h a p p y  t o  see  t h i s  s i t e
c a r r i e d  f o r w a r d  i n  t h e  P.NP  as we  f e e l  t h a t  t h e  s i t e  n o t  only h a s
u n d i s p u t e d  c u l t u r a l  v a l u e s  b u t  a150  h a s  s i g n i f i c a n t  n a t u r a l
values  as well. I n  o u r  i n v e n t o r y  f o r  mi.4~ w e  e v a l u a t e d  a  nmber
o f  a r e a s  i n  t h e  Stinkuqwater  M o u n t a i n s  b u t  c o u l d  not  f i n d  a r e a s
t h a t  q u i t e  m e t  RNA c r i t e r i a . Houever.  w e  felt  there  was  a  r e a l
need t o  p r o t e c t  a n d  m a n a g e  a  p o r t i o n  o f  t h i s  a r e a  f o r  t h e  n a t u r a l
v a l u e s  p r e s e n t  as i t  i s  l o c a t e d  a t  t h e  j u n c t i o n  o f  two
physiographic  p r o v i n c e s - - t h e  Basin  6  Range  a n d  t h e  Owyhee
Uplands. T h e  ACEC  d e s i g n a t i o n  should  a c c o m p l i s h  t h i s  w i t h  p r o p e r
management.

4) S i l v e r  C r e e k  RNA A d d i t i o n - - I n  T a b l e  2 . 1  (p.2.1-34-35)  i t  i s
i n d i c a t e d  t h a t  d e s i g n a t i o n  o f  t h e  addition  w i l l  t a k e  p l a c e  a f t e r
a c q u i s i t i o n  o f  t h e  p r i v a t e  l a n d s  i n  section 17 . G i v e n  t h e  t i m e
i t  t r a d i t i o n a l l y  t a k e s  t o  c o m p l e t e  e x c h a n g e s  w e  w o u l d  l i k e  t o  see
t h e  D i s t r i c t  d e s i g n a t e  or e s t a b l i s h  t h e  a d d i t i o n  ( a t  l e a s t  ME
p u b l i c  l a n d  p o r t i o n  i n  s e c t i o n  20) i n  t h e  RMP  p r o c e s s  a n d  n o t
wait  f o r  t h e  c o m p l e t e d  t r a n s a c t i o n . D e s i g n a t i o n  m a y  g i v e  n e e d e d
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3-6
T h e  a n a l y s i s  o f  W i l d  & Scetnc  R i v e r s  i n  t h e  RMP seems  q u i t e  s h o r t
s i g h t e d  w i t h  r e g a r d s  t o  t h e  niddle Fork  o f  t h e  M a l h e u r  R i v e r ,
segment A. T h i s  a r e a  Includes  t h e  Malheur-Bluebucket  WSA  a n d
p r i v a t e  l a n d s  u p s t r e a m  f r o m  t h e  WS*  which  has  outs tand ing  va lues
f o r  b o t h  s c e n e r y ,  r e c r e a t i o n  p o t e n t i a l ,  f i s h e r i e s  i n c l u d i n g
redband  t r o u t ,  a n d  e c o l o g i c a l  d i v e r s i t y . I f  o n e  was to i n c l u d e
t h e  d o w n s t r e a m  r i v e r  c a n y o n  ( f o r  approxnmtely  1 . 5  m i l e s  on
p r i v a t e  l a n d )  a s  w e l l  7.6 Bluebucket  C r e e k  a n d  t h e  r i v e r  s e g m e n t
n o t e d  i n  t h e  p r e v i o u s  s e n t e n c e , there  would  be over  7 miles  Of
r i v e r  t h a t  s u r e l y  q u a l i f i e s  f o r  W i l d  a n d  S c e n i c  s t a t u s .  T h e
a d j a c e n t  p o r t i o n  o f  t h e  M i d d l e  f o r k  Malheur  R i v e r  o n  t h e  F o r e s t
s e r v i c e  l a n d s  u p s t r e a m  i s  designered  W i l d  such t h a t  t h e  t o t a l
l e n g t h  o f  d e s i g n a t e d  r i v e r  w o u l d  b e  over  20 m i l e s . Till5  r e s o u r c e
d e s e r v e s  a r a t i n g  o f  Ellglble  w h e n  t h e  f u l l  e x t e n t  o f  t h e  Stream
s e g m e n t  i s  e x a m i n e d . T h e  p r i v a t e  l a n d s  s h o u l d  b e  c o n s i d e r e d  a s
h i g h  p r i o r i t y  s i t e s  f o r  acquxsltion  a t  t h i s  s i t e  a.3  w e l l .  T h e
p r e f e r r e d  a l t e r n a t i v e  d o e s  c o r r e c t l y  p r o p o s e  t h e  M i d d l e  F o r k  o f
t h e  M a l h e u r  R i v e r  f o r  d e s i g n a t i o n  a s  a  W i l d  & s c e n i c  r i v e r .

W i l d l i f e  H a b i t a t

3-s 1

3-9

I
3-K

I

3-11

tnis m a n a g e m e n t  actibn  and  request  t h a t  t h e  D i s t r i c t  utilize
n a t i v e  g r a s s e s  i n  a l l  s e e d i n g  p r o j e c t s .

G r a z i n g  m a n a g e m e n t  c o u l d  a l s o  b e  s t r e n g t h e n e d  i n  t h e  p r e f e r r e d
a l t e r n a t i v e  f o r  s p e c i a l  w i l d l i f e  s p e c i e s  n e e d s .  A l t e r n a t i v e  A
a n d  B h a v e  m o r e  s t r i c t  r e q u i r e m e n t s  f o r  h a b i t a t  p r o t e c t i o n  for
l o n g - b i l l e d  curlews  neat&q  h a b i t a t  a n d  f o r  aage  g r o u s e  5trutting
groun.ds  that  should a150  b e  implemented  *or the  p r e f e r r e d
a l t e r n a t i v e . m e  e f f o r t s  m a d e  t o  p r o t e c t  a n d  e n h a n c e  h a b i t a t  f a r
redband t r o u t  dnd mlheur  sculpm  a r e  c o m m e n d a b l e  i n  t h e
p r e f e r r e d  alternatrve  a n d  ~111 h a v e  assocxited  b e n e f i t s  t o  a l l
wlldllfe  s p e c i e s  t h a t  u t i l i z e  t h e s e  habrtats.

T h e r e  i s  a l s o  a  n e e d  t o  *pecifically  i d e n t i f y  s n o w y  p l o v e r
habitat,  i e  play**,  f o r  p r o t e c t i o n  o f  t h e  s p e c i e s . Playas  are
h i g h l i g h t e d  i n  t h e  v e g e t a t i o n  5ect10n  of T a b l e  2 . 1  b u t  snowy
p l o v e r s  a r e  n o t  memimed  h e r e  n o r  i n  t h e  S p e c i a l  S t . 3 t u . s  Species
s e c t i o n . G r a z i n g  s h o u l d  b e  r e s t r i c t e d  f r o m  p l o v e r  h a b i t a t  d u r i n g
t h e  n e s t i n g  se**on. T h e r e  a r e  a d d i t i o n a l  t h r e a t s  t o  playas  P r o m
n e a r b y  s e e d i n g  p r o j e c t s . I t  i s  d e t r i m e n t a l  t o  n a v e  s e e d i n g s  near
playas  a s  l i v e s t o c k  "se w i l l  i n c r e a s e  i n  t h e s e  a r e a s .  I n  n o  c a s e
s h o u l d  s e e d i n g s  b e  a l l o w e d  n e a r  playas.

s p e c i a l  status  p l a n t  s p e c i e s  c o n t i n u e  to b e  s h o r t  c h a n g e d  w i t h
r e s p e c t  t o  g r a z i n g  r e s t r i c t i o n s  i n  t h e  prererred  a l t e r n a t i v e .

some  v e r y  r a r e  s p e c i e s  s u c h  a s  Trifolium  leiberqii  a n d  Eriownum
cusickii  n e e d  i m m e d i a t e  i n v e n t o r y  a n d  m o n i t o r i n g  p r o g r a m s  a n d
theirknown  h a b i t a t s  s h o u l d  b e  c o n s i d e r e d  f o r  a t  l e a s t  t e m p o r a r y
e x c l u s i o n  f r o m  g r a z i n g .

Riparian h a b i t a t  i s  a  k e y  c o m p o n e n t  t o  t h e  h e a l t h  o f  T h r e e  R i v e r s
Resource  Area. T h e  p r e f e r r e d  a l t e r n a t i v e  d o e s  a d d r e s s  t h e
r i p a r i a n  n e e d s  i n  t h e  RA  c o r r e c t l y  b u t  f a l l s  s h o r t  i n  m a n a g e m e n t
a c t i o n s  t o  i m p r o v e  c o n d i t i o n s . S p e c i f i c a l l y ,  T a b l e  2.1-22-23
c a l l s  f o r  exclosure  f o r  5  y e a r s  f o r  81 m i l e s  o f  streams  a n d  t h e n
r e t u r n i n g  t h e  streams  to s o m e w h a t  r e s t r i c t e d  "5~. It w o u l d  be
b e t t e r  t o  say t h a t  g r a z i n g  w o u l d  b e  a l l o w e d  a f t e r  5  y e a r s  i f  t h e
c o n d i t i o n  of  t h e  r i p a r i a n  z o n e  w a s  u p g r a d e d  f r o m  p o o r  t o  a t  l e a s t
f a i r  i f  not  g o o d . some  p o o r  c o n d i t i o n  r i p a r i a n  z o n e s  m a y  n o t
r e h a b i l i t a t e  t h e m s e l v e s  i n  5  y e a r s ,  cspeciaily  i f  a c t i v e
m a n a g e m e n t  f u n d s  a r e  n o t  m a d e  a v a i l a b l e . AlSO  I" Table  2.1-24-25
t h e r e  i* n o  m e n t i o n  t h a t  r o a d s  i n  r i p a r i a n  zones  will  be
c o n s t r u c t e d  t o  z3r.M  s t a n d a r d s  f o r  t h e  p r e f e r r e d  a l t e r n a t i v e .
s u r e l y  t h i s  s h o u l d  b e  c o r r e c t e d  i n  t h e  f i n a l  PNP.

T h e r e  are t w o  i s s u e s  t h a t  a r i s e  u n d e r  t h e  L a n d s  c a t e g o r y  t h a t  we
f e e l  s h o u l d  b e  i n c l u d e d  i n  t h e  Dreferred  alternative. F i r s t ,  w e
f e e l  t h a t  i t  i s  i m p e r a t i v e  thateall ACFCs  s h o u l d  b e  focally
w i t h d r a w n  f r o m  mmer.31  e n t r y  t o  p r o t e c t  h a b i t a t  v a l u e s .  A s
mining  15 ux3xopatible  w i t h  ACECI a n d  s h o u l d  b e  p r o h i b i t e d  " a t
t h e  f r o n t  end" i n s t e a d  o f  h a v i n g  t o  b e  d e a l t  w i t h  a f t e r  a  claim
i s  f i l e d . T h e  second  i s s u e  r e l a t e d  t o  l a n d s  i s  t h a t  i t  w o u l d  b e
b e n e f i c i a l  t o  i n d i c a t e  w h e r e  t h e  e m p h a s i s  o n  l a n d  e x c h a n g e  or
l a n d  c o n s o l i d a t i o n  i s  occurrinq  o n  t h e  RA.  T h e r e  a r e  s e v e r a l

I  i m m e d i a t e l y  c o m e  t o  m i n d .

3-2

3-3

34

3-5

3-6

3-7

3-s

3-9

3-14 Road ~omtrwtion  standards have been  added to the Proposed Plao.  See
Management  Actlo"  WL  6 . 6 .
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I

r a n g e  from  s h r u b . 5  t o  g r a s s l a n d s ,  b u t  i t  c a n n o t  a d e q u a t e l y  r e s p o n d

w i t h o u t  m o r e  i n f o r m a t i o n  a n d  a  d e t a i l e d  m a p  o f  w h e r e  t h e s e

prqects  would  OCCUT.

3.
1-6

Presc r ibed  burn ing : T h e  8 , 2 6 0  a c r e s  o f  p r e s c r i b e d

b u r n i n g  u n d e r  t h e  p r e f e r r e d  a l t e r n a t i v e  i s  s e c o n d  o n l y  t o  t h e

propo*ed  1 0 , 0 0 0  a c r e s  u n d e r  t h e  e m p h a s i z e d  c o m m o d i t y  production

alternative. B u r n i n g  vast  acre5  of r a n g e  w i l l  n o t  p r o m o t e

m u l t i p l e  use  a n d  s u s t a i n  t h e  r e s o u r c e . me  mP/EIS  must  f u l f i l l

FLPMA  b y  c o n s i d e r i n g  t h e  r e l a t i v e  s c a r c i t y  o f  resource  v a l u e s

i n v o l v e d ,  w e i g h i n g  l o n g - t e r m  b e n e f i t s  t o  t h e  p u b l i c  a g a i n s t

s h o r t - t e r m  b e n e f i t s , 5 a n d  g i v i n g  j u s t i f i c a t i o n  f o r  i t s  p r e f e r r e d

a l t e r n a t i v e .

B. mv  P o l i c y

5-7
T h e  ORV  p o l i c y  s t a t e d  u n d e r  t h e  p r e f e r r e d  a l t e r n a t i v e  o f

R e c r e a t i o n  M a n a g e m e n t  o b j e c t i v e s , "Maximize  the  development  Of

u s a b l e  ORV a r e a s  a n d  cross-counery  routes  ( i n c l u d i n g  s n o w m o b i l e s

a n d  m o t o r c y c l e s )  t o  i n c r e a s e  t h e  n u m b e r  o f  o u t - o f - t o w n

user5.  . ." ' i s  u n a c c e p t a b l e . I t  i s  i n c o n s i s t e n t  w i t h  t h e

C o n g r e s s i o n a l l y  m a n d a t e d  p o l i c y  of p l a c i n g  p r i m a r y  c o n c e r n  a n

p r o t e c t i o n  o f  t h e  e n v i r o n m e n t , a n d  fad.5  t o  a d e q u a t e l y  d i s c u s s

t h e  c u m u l a t i v e  i m p a c t s  o f  OR" u*e  i n  c o n j u n c t i o n  w i t h  o t h e r

d e m a n d s  u p o n  the  n a t u r a l  r e s o u r c e s  o f  t h e  T h r e e  R i v e r s  PA.  A

5-8

I

p o l i c y  o f  u n r e s t r i c t e d  OR"  u s e  i n  o p e n  a r e a s  f a i l s  t o  i n s u r e

5-9
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herbaceous  r i p a r i a n ,  herbaceous  u p l a n d  u t i l i z a t i o n )  l i s t e d  u n d e r

t h e  p r e f e r r e d  a l t e r n a t i v e  of t h e  W a t e r  Ouality  Management

O b j e c t i v e s  i s  r e a c h e d . "[N]O  more  than  10 p e r c e n t  livestock

u t i l i z a t i o n  on woody  r i p a r i a n  s h r u b s , 50 p e r c e n t  u t i l i z a t i o n  o n

herbaceous  r i p a r i a n  v e g e t a t i o n ,  a n d  30 p e r c e n t  u t i l i z a t i o n  a n

herbaceous  u p l a n d  v e g e t a t i o n .  .  ." " T h i s  p r e v e n t s  o v e r -

u t i l i z a t i o n  of  a n y  o n e  c o m p o n e n t  of t h e  g r a z i n g  s y s t e m  a n d

e n c o u r a g e s  m a n a g e m e n t  of l i v e s t o c k  t o  p r o m o t e  a  b a l a n c e d

u t i l i z a t i o n  of  t h e  rorage  a v a i l a b l e .

&dditionally, s e n s i t i v e  a q u a t i c  p l a n t  s p e c i e s  a r e  o f t e n  t h e

first v e g e t a t i o n  t a k e n  out  b y  l i v e s t o c k  g r a z i n g  i n  r i p a r i a n

a r e a s . F o r  e x a m p l e ,  w a t e r  w e e d s  p r o v i d e  a  v i t a l  s t r u c t u r a l

b e n e f i t  t o  streams  by r e d u c i n g  t h e  f o r m a t i o n  o f  a n c h o r  i c e  d u r i n g

t h e  w i n t e r . when  l i v e s t o c k  g r a z i n g  r e m o v e s  t h e s e  p l a n t s ,  t h e

*treams  f r e e z e  more  r e a d i l y  a n d  e s s e n t i a l  f i s h  h a b i t a t  i s  l o s t .

s i n c e  l i v e s t o c k  h a v e  s h o w n  a  p r e f e r e n c e  f o r  t h e s e  a n d  O t h e r

b e n e f i c i a l  a q u a t i c  s p e c i e s , t h e y  must  b e  p r e v e n t e d  from  e n t e r i n g

t h e  a f f e c t e d  r i p a r i a n  a r e a s . T h e  NW endorses  and  incorpora tes

t h e  c o m m e n t s  o f  O r e g o n  T r o u t  r e g a r d i n g  i m p a c t s  t o  a q u a t i c  p l a n t

s p e c i e s  a n d  riparien a r e a s .

1-14

I

Finally, the  Draft  RMP,EIS  must  adequately  define  the

t h r e s h o l d  c r i t e r i a  f o r  d i s t i n g u i s h i n g  " p o o r , "  "fair,"  a n d  " g o o d "

w a t e r  q u a l i t y  a n d  a d e q u a t e l y  a c c o u n t  f o r  e c o l o g i c a l  v a l u e s  a n d

f u n c t i o n s  w h e n  d e s c r i b i n g  t h e s e  s t r e a m  c o n d i t i o n  c a t e g o r i e s .  T h e
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affect  r i p a r i a n  h a b i t a t . "  "

T h e  e x c e l l e n t  m a p s  i n c l u d e d  i n  t h e  D r a f t  RMP/EIS  a r e  v e r y

helpf"l. T h e  l e v e l  o f  d e t a i l  shows  t h a t  a  s i g n i f i c a n t  a m o u n t  of

t i m e  a n d  e f f o r t  w e r e  s p e n t  o n  t h i s  p a r t  o f  t h e  d o c u m e n t .

U n f o r t u n a t e l y ,  t h e  o l d  @mtogra@,s  i n  t h e  D r a f t  a r e  o f  n o  "be  tu

p l a n n i n g  p u b l i c  l a n d  m a n a g e m e n t  o b j e c t i v e s .  W h i l e  s o m e

h i s t o r i c a l  p h o t o g r a p h s  m i g h t  h a v e  b e e n  i n c l u d e d ,  t h e  f a c t  t h a t

all  of the  photographs  are of the "Old West" only reinforces  the

perception  of many  conservatmn  groups  that  the Bu4's

overwhelming  c o m m i t m e n t  15 to i t s  western  ranching  constituency.

T u r n  o f  t h e  c e n t u r y  p h o t o g r a p h s  f a i l  t o  d o c u m e n t  t h e  p o o r

c o n d i t i o n  of  m u c h  o f  t h e  r a n g e  a n d  r i p a r i a n  a r e a s  i n  t h e  p r e s e n t

d a y  T h r e e  R i v e r s  m. T h i s  omission d o e s  a  s i g n i f i c a n t  disservice

t o  t h e  c o n c e r n e d  r e a d e r  who  w i s h e s  t o  m a k e  r e l e v a n t  c o m m e n t s ,  a n d

c o n t i n u e s  t o  p a i n t  t h e  Bm  a s  t h e  g o v e r n m e n t  a g e n c y  e s s e n t i a l l y

c o n c e r n e d  w i t h  m a x i m i z i n g  l i v e s t o c k  gra~lng  opportunities,  nst

multiple  use o f  natural  reso"rces_ Some p h o t o g r a p h i c  euazples  or

r e s o u r c e  c o n d i t i o n s  i n  t h e  p r e s e n t  d a y  T h r e e  R i v e r s  Rh would  have

b e e n  m u c h  m o r e  u s e f u l  t o  c o n c e r n e d  r e v i e w e r s  a n d  interested

p a r t i e s .

BNCe Apple
D i r e c t o r

I .  SUmmary

T h e  NW s u p p o r t s  " m a n a g e m e n t  a c t i o n s  w h i c h  r e c o g n i z e .

p r o m o t e  a n d  e n h a n c e  t h e  i n t e g r i t y  o f  t h e  e c o l o g i c a l  a n d

s o c i o e c o n o m i c  systems  i n  t h e  T h r e e  R i v e r s  RA." " W e  a r e  v e r y

c o n c e r n e d  a b o u t  t h e  d e t e r i o r a t i n g  h e a l t h  a n d  c o n d i t i o n  of t h e

range . D e p l o r a b l e  a n d  d e t r i m e n t a l  g r a z i n g  p r a c t i c e s  h a v e  b e e n

t h e  r u l e  o n  p u b l i c  l a n d s  f o r  too  l o n g .  M a r e  t h a n  f i f t y  y e a r s

h a v e  p a s s e d  s i n c e  t h e  T a y l o r  G r a z i n g  A c t  was  paaaed i n  t h e

1930's.  b u t  d e s t r u c t i v e  o v e r g r a z i n g  c o n t i n u e s  t o  b e  t h e  nom.

A g o o d  p o r t i o n  of  t h e  n a t u r a l  r e s o u r c e  b a s e  o f  Oreqon's  G r e a t

B a s i n  c o u n t r y  h a s  b e e n  r e d u c e d  t o  b a r r e n  h i l l s  a n d  e r o d e d  m u c k

d u e  t o  p r e v i o u s  BLM  m i s m a n a g e m e n t .

T h e  BU4  has a  m a n d a t e d  d u t y  t o  c a r e f u l l y  c o n s i d e r  t h e

" r e l a t i v e  s c a r c i t y  o f  t h e  values  i n v o l v e d "  le w h e n  a t t e m p t i n g  t o

b a l a n c e  t h e  o n e - d i m e n s i o n a l  d e m a n d s  o f  130  l i v e s t o c k  o w n e r

permittees  w i t h  t h e  m u l t i p l e  u s e  n e e d s  o f  t e n s  of t h o u s a n d s  of

h u n t e r s ,  h i k e r s ,  c a m p e r s ,  a n d  o t h e r  i m p a c t e d  m e m b e r s  of the

p u b l i c . M a n a g e m e n t  decisions  w h i c h  e m p h a s i z e  s h o r t - t e r m  qrazlng

5-2

5-3

54

5-5

5-6
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6-1
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me Elm is t o  be congratulated  for  the  comprehensive  m a n n e r
i n  w h i c h  t h i s  p l a n  h a s  b e e n  deveioped.  W e  a r e  p l e a s e d  t o  s e e
t h e  o b v i o u s  c o m m i t m e n t  t o  i m p r o v e d  riparian habi tat  and
rncreased  foracre  a l l o c a t i o n s  f o r  bi4 4ame  a n i m a l s .  Though  w e
h a v e  a r e a s  o f  6oncern  w i t h  t h e  prop&Gd  p l a n ,  we f o u n d  <he
d e s c r i p t i o n s  of t h e  a f f e c t e d  e n v i r o n m e n t ,  e n v i r o n m e n t a l
c o n s e q u e n c e s ,  a n d  s t a n d a r d s  a n d  g u i d e l i n e s  t o  b e  t h o r o u g h
a n d  c o n s c i e n t i o u s .  W e  d i d  f e e l ,  however,  t h a t  t h e  s e c t i o n s
o n  m o n i t o r i n g  w e r e  s o m e w h a t  v a g u e  a n d  l a c k e d  s p e c i f i c i t y .

7-1

I

T h e  D e p a r t m e n t  i s  c o n c e r n e d  a b o u t  t h e  p r o p o s e d  conversions
of e x t e n s i v e  a c r e a g e s  of n a t i v e  rangeland  t o  monocultures  of
a n  i n t r o d u c e d  g r a s s  s p e c i e s .  T h e s e  c o n v e r s i o n s ,  i f
i n i t i a t e d ,  s h o u l d  h e  c a r e f u l l y  w e i g h e d  a n d  m o n i t o r e d ,  50
t h a t  c o n f l i c t s  with  l i t t l e  k n o w n  w i l d l i f e  s p e c i e s  d o  n o t
develop.

T h a n k  y o u  f o r  t h e  o p p o r t u n i t y  t o  r e v i e w  a n d  c o m m e n t  o n  t h i s
p r o p o s e d  rtesource  b%magement  P lan .  Add i t i ona l  c omments  and
COnCerns a r e  attached.

enclosure

Department of Fish and Wildlife

7-9 7 .  H a p  SS-1  S p e c i a l  Status  s p e c i e s  - C h a p t e r  3-28.  This  r a p
s h o u l d  s h o w  t h e  w e s t e r n  snowy  p l o v e r  n e s t i n g  h a b i t a t  a t  Seiloff
Lake. W e  h a v e  e n c l o s e d  a  m a p  w i t h  t h e  Seiloff  Lake  h a b i t a t
d e l i n e a t e d .

7-m
I

8. C h a p t e r  2-3:  M o n i t o r i n g . T h e  d e t a i l e d  m o n i t o r i n g  p l a n
shouid  h a v e  b e e n  p a r t  o f  t h i s  plan  f o r  a l l  t o  r e v i e w .  W e  h a v e  n o
w a y  o f  k n o w i n g  h o w  w e l l  plans a n d  p r o j e c t s  d e s c r i b e d  i n  t h e  plan

7-13

C states  t h a t  t h e  T h r e e  Rivers p o r t i o n  o f  t h e  Burns  D i s t r i c t
W e t l a n d s  H a b i t a t  M a n a g e m e n t  P l a n  w o u l d  n o t  b e  i m p l e m e n t e d  u n t i l
1997.  W h y  w a i t  7  y e a r s  t o  a d d r e s s  c r i t i c a l  i s s u e s ,  w h e n  a  h a b i t a t
m a n a g e m e n t  plan  has  already  bee" completed?  we recommend  that you
g i v e  w e t l a n d s  HMP  p l a n  i m p l e m e n t a t i o n  a  h i g h e r  p r i o r i t y .
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7-16

I

Itern 4.2: me statement  is made  ” Areas  of v e g e t a t i o n  l e f t
a l o n g  a  s t r e a m  d o  not  h a v e  t o  b e  a  c e r t a i n  w i d t h " .  Thea  s e e m s  t o
b e  a  r a t h e r  signiticant  d i g r e s s i o n  f r o m  s t a t e m e n t s  m a d e  w i t h i n
t h e  b o d y  of t h e  d o c u m e n t ,  a n d  i n table  2 .  I "  both places,
p r e c i s e  tiescriptions  of  t h e  w i d t h  o f  buifer  s t r i p s  a r e  p r o v i d e d .
T h e  w i d t h s  o f  t h e  b u f f e r  s t r i p s  a r e  c o r r e l a t e d  w i t h  t h e  Steepness
Of the slope (e.g.  a 40-50 -percent slope would have a buffer
strip of 125  feet, measured horizontally, on each side of the
stream bank. Table 2.1-S). Omw believes that the establishment
and maintenance Of defined. delineated buffer strirx 15 a

7-17

7-18

80 miles  Of  stream ii poor conbition  is a pa&icuGrly
c o m m e n d a b l e  d e c i s i o n .  I t  will  p r o v i d e  b a d l y  d a m a g e d  r i p a r i a n
a r e a s  w i t h  m u c h  n e e d e d  r e s p i t e : so t h e y  w i l l  t r u l y  h a v e  t h e
o p p o r t u n i t y  t o  b e g i n  r e c o v e r y .

7-19
How  w i l l  m o n i t o r i n g  s i t e s  b e  d i s t r i b u t e d  a l o n g  t h e  r i p a r i a n
c o r r i d o r  o r  p a s t u r e  m a n a g e m e n t  s y s t e m ?  R prov i s i on  shou ld  be  made
50 t h a t  u t i l i z a t i o n  m o n i t o r i n g  i s  n o t  s o l e l y  b a s e d  o n  a n  a v e r a g e
o f  t h a t  c o m p o n e n t  of t h e  e n t i r e  p a s t u r e  m a n a g e m e n t  s y s t e m .  T h a t
i s ,  w i t h o u t  s p e c i f i c  p r o v i s i o n s , i t  w o u l d  s t i l l  b e  p o s s i b l e  f o r
i s o l a t e d  p o r t i o n s  o f  the.  m a n a g e m e n t  system  t o  b e  s e v e r e l y
o v e r g r a z e d  w h i l e  t h e  a v e r a g e  u t i l i z a t i o n  f o r  t h a t  c o m p o n e n t  s t i l l
f e l l  with"  t h e  d e s c r i b e d  p a r a m e t e r s .

7-X 2 . 1 - l ;  ITEM 1 1 :  T h e  s t a t e m e n t  i s  m a d e  t h a t  v e g e t a t i v e
c o n v e r s i o n  w i l l  b e  restrictea in any area within 1 mile of
p e r e n n i a l  water,  t o  l e s s  t h a n  20 p e r c e n t  of t h a t  a r e a  i n  a n y  o n e
y e a r .  A d d i t i o n a l  v e r b i a g e  a n d  c l a r i f i c a t i o n  i s  n e e d e d  h e r e .  T h e
w a y  t h a t  t h i s  i s  w r i t t e n  i t  would  b e  p o s s i b l e  t o  c o m p l e t e l y
c o n v e r t  a l l  l a n d s  w i t h i n  1 m i l e  of p e r e n n i a l  w a t e r  w i t h i n  5 y e a r s
( t h e  r e v i e w e r  assumes  t h a t " v e g e t a t i v e  c o n v e r s i o n " , i n  thi*
instance . refer*  t o  c o n v e r s i o n  o f  n a t i v e  ranqeland  t o  crested
wheatgrass).  A n  u p p e r  limt 15 n e e d e d  o n  t o t a l  a c r e a g e ,  withm  1
m i l e  o f  p e r e n n i a l  w a t e r ,  t h a t  c o u l d  b e  c o n v e r t e d .  ODFW  recommends
t h a t  n o t  more  t h a n  40 percent  o f  t h e  t o t a l  acreaae.  withm  o n e

7-22
I

ITEM  7 :  s p e c i f i c  d i r e c t i o n  f o r  t h e  r e t e n t i o n  o f  d e a d  a n d
d o w n  w o o d y  m a t e r i a l  i s  n e e d e d  h e r e . s u g g e s t  adherence  t o  U S D A
Handbook  5 5 3 .

7-27  1 2 . 1 - 2 9  ITEM* 1-5  UNDER  WaFn-WaLTER  PlSB HABITAT:  A l l  Of  these
a c t i o n  c r i t e r i a  s h o u l d  b e  t i e d  t o  a  t i m e  l i n e .

7-28

I

2.1-13  ITEM  1 :  A l l  a p p l i c a n t s  f a r  e l e c t r i c a l  t r a n s m i s s i o n
lmes  *ho~~ld  b e  r e q u i r e d  t o  f o l l o w  c r i t e r i a  o u t l i n e d  i n  i t e m  1
under  alternative  B.

Prepared  by:
oarry1  M.  Gowan

Forest  and Rangeland  Staff  Biologist
H a b i t a t  c o n s e r v a t i o n  D i v i s i o n
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not be met so no *err designations
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should be proposed  on supported
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gOYer”“ent  r e s o u r c e  m a n a g e r s  such  a s  Orego”~S  Wayne Elmnor* Of
Prineville.  a s  well a s  b y  c o n s e r v a t i o n  groups  s u c h  a s  O r e g o n
Trout. E x a m p l e s  o f  i m p r o v e d  s t r e a m  c o n d i t i o n s .  including

w a t e r  waliry.  n a t i v e  f i s h  p o p u l a t i o n s ,  a n d  f i s h  h a b i t a t  c a n
be found  around  the s t a t e . R e m o v i n g  l i v e s t o c k  i s  e f f e c t i v e
i n  t h e  r a p i d  r e c o v e r y  o f  r i p a r i a n  a n d  a q u a t i c  zones. Oregon
T r o u t  w o u l d  l i k e  t o  k n o w  (sipecific  a n d  c o m p l e t e  r e f e r e n c e s )
what  s c i e n t i f i c  s t u d i e s  i d e n t i f y  c a t t l e  g r a z i n g  a s  "promoting
the most  rapid r i p a r i a n  r e c o v e r y  practicable..."

W h e t h e r  t h e  l i v e s t o c k  a r e  e f f e c t i v e l y  removed  t h r o u g h  f e n c i n g
or Chrough  i n t e n s i v e  h e r d i n g  with  d a i l y  s u p e r v i s i o n ,  t h e
r e s u l t s  c a n  b e  s i m i l a r  i f  t h e  l i v e s t o c k  o p e r a t o r  i s  d e d i c a t e d
a n d  c o m m i t t e d  t o  cmply~n9  w i t h  livestock  exclusion  fron  t h e
reco"erY  a r e a . I t  1s a l s o  ~nwrtant  m e s t a b l i s h i n g  t h e
removal  O f  ll"eStoCk  fi-ml  the m11es  O f  poor  uater  auallty
s t r e a m  that  the r e c o v e r y  a r e a  a c r e a g e  be remo"ed from
cowutations  d e t e r m i n i n g  t h e  n u m b e r  a n d  type  o f  l i v e s t o c k  t o
b e  p e r m i t t e d  i n  the a f f e c t e d  a l l o t m e n t .

9-E O r e g o n  T r o u t  w o u l d  like to r e c e i v e  information  o n  t h e
s p e c i f i c  l i t e r a t u r e  a n d  s t u d i e s  which  p r o v e  a n d / o r  s u p p o r t
t h e  u t i l i z a t i o n  p e r c e n t a g e s  (10% on woody  r i p a r i a n ,  5 0 %  o n
h e r b a c e o u s  r i p a r i a n ,  a n d  30 per cent  on  herbaceous  up land
v e g e t a t i o n )  r e f e r r e d  t o  i n  t h e  p l a n n i n g  d o c u m e n t s . we  do n o t
u n d e r s t a n d  how t h e s e  l e v e l s  will  r e s u l t  i n  "~cor-  condition
s t r e a m  m i l e s  achxeving  t h e  s t a t e d  B u r e a u  w a t e r  q u a l i t y
o b j e c t i v e . Also.  Oregon  TrO"t  does n o t  understand.  frora  the
i n f o r m a t i o n  p r o v i d e d .  h o w  t h e  u p l a n d  u t i l i z a t i o n  l e v e l  will
r e s u l t  i n  d e s i r a b l e  s o i l  a n d  w a t e r  c o n d i t i o n s .

W h a t  O r e g o n  T r o u t  i s  h o p e f u l l y  c o n v e y i n g  t o  i t s  public  lands
m a n a g e r s  i n  t h e  T h r e e  R i v e r s  R e s o u r c e  Area  i s  this:

M a n a g e m e n t  c o n t e m p l a t i n g  o r  p l a n n i n g  t o
r e s t o r e  aquaticlriparian a c r e s  to a l t e r
e x i s t i n g  native  p l a n t  conmunit;es  d e e m e d
t o  b e  i n  "poor*  o r  e a r l y  *era1  condition,
or t o  b e  i n  n e e d  o f  "rehabil~tatmn":  n e e d
t o  consider  the"  m a n a g e  t o  provide  what
t h e  n a t i v e  f i s h ,  m a m m a l s .  b i r d s .  i n s e c t s .
and plant species,  e t c . ,  lnhabltlng  o r

r e s u l t  i n  DEQ-app&ed  w a t e r  q u a l i t y  a n d
i n  h e a l t h y .  s t a b i l i z e d  s o i l s .  T h e s e  n e e d
t o  b e  t h e  driving  f o c u s  f o r  t h e  B u r e a u .

9-18

I

Juniper  r e m o v a l ,  f o r  e x a m p l e ,  n e e d s  t o  b e  v i e w e d  from  thx
p e r s p e c t i v e . W h e r e  j u n i p e r  p r o v i d e s  t h e  only  o r  malor cover
f o r  w i l d l i f e ,  o r  t h e  m a j o r  o r  o n l y  r e m a i n i n g  s t r e a m  shading
t h e n  c u t t i n g  o r  r e m o v a l  n e e d s  t o  h e  d e l a y e d  u n t i l  stream  and
rlparian  v e g e t a t i o n  h a s  r e c o v e r e d  t o  p r o v i d e  t h e  c o v e r  a n d
h a b i t a t  "0~  p r o v i d e d  b y  t h e  juniper. J u n i p e r  ~Juni~erus

9-19

I

occidentalis)  i s  n a t i v e  i n  t h e  W e s t . T h e  s p r e a d  o f  j u n i p e r
h a s  b e e n  t i e d  t o  c o n d i t i o n s  r e s u l t i n g  f r o m  n e a r l y  a  c e n t u r y
a n d  a  h a l f  o f  overgrazing  i n  O r e g o n .  C a u t i o n  s h o u l d  b e
exercised  w h e n  c o n s i d e r i n g  r e m o v i n g  a l l  o r  t h e  m a j o r i t y  o f
3uniper  1" a n y  o n e  uatershed--phreatophyte  1s n o t  a  t e r m
a u t o m a t i c a l l y  d e s i g n a t i n g  a n  u n d e s i r a b l e .  o r  " b a d "  plant
species. Juniper  a r e  a  native  and important  element  In
.healthy  watersheds .

9-x

Included many who s p o k e  ID  recognition  o f  t h e  v a l u e s  o f
biodiversxty. T h e  s p e a k e r s  came  from  a  v a r i e t y  o f
dlsclpllnes  includxng s o c i a l  a n d  biolcqical  sciences,  b u t  did
n o t  l i m i t  t h e i r  f o c u s  t o  their  own d i s c i p l i n e s .  T h e
mterdependency  o f  a l l  components  o f  any g i v e n  e c o s y s t e m  was
emphas i zed  aga in  and  aga in . O r e g o n  T r o u t  h a s  o f t e n  c a u t i o n e d
r e s o u r c e  m a n a g e r s  t o  c o n s i d e r  this  In terdependency  and  the
v a l u e s  o f  biodiversity  (genetic  a n d  s p e c i e s  dIversityI.
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2,12,90 Draft Three Rivers  RMP,ELS

RA P u b l i c  lands) r e c e i v i n g  b r u s h  c o n t r o l  a c t i o n s ?  W h a t
e f f e c t s  o n  Ilrounduater  a n d  a r e a  s u r f a c e  water  will r e s u l t
f r o m  d e v e l o p i n g  2 1  s p r i n g s ,  9 6  r e s e r v o i r s ,  a n d  10 w e l l s ?
W i l l  them  d e v e l o p m e n t s  d e c r e a s e  s u r f a c e  f l o w s  i n  a l r e a d y
war w a t e r  wality  condirlon  s t r e a m s .  a g g r a v a t i n g  k n o w n
a n n u a l  c l i m a t i c  *stresses" (hot.  d r y  s u m m e r s :  below-freezi
w i n t e r  t e m p e r a t u r e s )  o n  t h e s e  s t r e a m s ?  S p e c i f i c a l l y ,  h o w
will t h e s e  d e v e l o p m e n t s  r e s u l t  i n  c o m p l i a n c e  w i t h  megon
DEQ's  w a t e r  q u a l i t y  s t a n d a r d s ?  HOW  will t h e y  r e s u l t  i n
meeting  o r  exceeding  t h e s e  s t a n d a r d s ?  HOW  will a l t e r i n g
p r e s e n t  "egetatlc."  achieve  these  results?

O f f - R o a d  V e h i c l e s  (ORVs)  Manaqement: Oregon  TrO"t  I S  alSO
concerneduiththe  e f f e c t s  o f  O f f - R o a d  V e h i c l e s  o n  t h e  p u b l i c
l a n d s .  a n d  e s p e c i a l l y  o n  a4uaticlrlparlan/~etland  z o n e s .
O r e g o n  Trout  i s  a w a r e  o f  c o m p l i a n c e  a n d  e n f o r c e m e n t  p r o b l e m s
ln so"th  c e n t r a l ,  n o r t h e a s t .  s o u t h e a s t ,  a n d  c e n t r a l  Oreqon
w i t h  ORV aerators  who r e f u s e  t o  k e e p  t h e i r  v e h i c l e s  out  of
s t r e a m s .  r i p a r i a n  z o n e s .  wet  meadows , a n d  o t h e r  sensitive
a r e a s . N a t i v e  f i s h ,  w i l d l i f e , a n d  p l a n t  s p e c i e s  s u f f e r  f r o m
t h i s  a b u s e .  O n c e  a n  a r e a  b e c o m e s  k n o w n  t o  some  mv
operatore.  i t  I S  n e a r l y  i m p o s s i b l e  t o  p r e v e n t  conrmued
abuse. O n e  s t r e a m  a r e a  i n  s o u t h  c e n t r a l  O r e g o n .  t h e  Klamath
Basin,  h a s  b e e "  r e p e a t e d l y  f e n c e d  a n d  posted.  Y e t  ORYs
c o n t i n u e  to v i o l a t e  t h e  d e s i g n a t e d  m a n a g e m e n t  e f f o r t s  b y
d r i v i n g  t h r o u g h  t h e  f e n c i n g , a f t e r  c u t t i n g  t h e  f e n c i n g .
T h e s e  v i o l a t o r s  u s e  t h e  r i p a r i a n  zone  a n d  s t r e a m  b e d  f o r
t h e i r  purposes  vlth  n o  regard  f o r  t h e  values  they  a r e
d e s t r o y i n g .

9-Z FlAWA  m a n d a t e s  t h e  protection  of a  v a r i e t y  o f  l a n d  r e s o u r c e
"al"**. The  Act  speaks  to the  p revent i on  o f  undue  an d
u n n e c e s s a r y  d e g r a d a t i o n  of t h o s e  r e s o u r c e  v a l u e s . HOW  VI11
ORV  u s e  a c c o m p l i s h  o r  comply  with  t h i s  s t r i c t u r e ?
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considered tentative. The detaiied  anal&es  rbat'are  requested are
better suited to the project planning  level where the actw.1  pro,eet
design is developed. Where  appropriate, such amlyses  are performed
in t h e  EA f o r  s p e c i f i c  projects.  Such p r o j e c t s  w o u l d  be s u b j e c t  to
compliance with DEQ  wster  quality standards.

Refer  to respoose  l-23.

Refer to response l-23
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I f  y o u  c a n n o t  r e s p o n d  b y  t h e  a b o v e  r e t u r n  d a t e ,  @ease  c a l l  t o

II T h i s  p r o j e c t  h a s  n o  s i g n i f i c a n t  e n v i r o n m e n t a l  i m p a c t .

[ 1 The e n v i r o n m e n t a l  impact  is a d e q u a t e l y  described.

w W e  s u g g e s t  t h a t  t h e  f o l l o w i n g  p o i n t s  b e  c o n s i d e r e d  i n  t h e
p r e p a r a t i o n  o f  a  F i n a l  E n v i r o n m e n t a l  I m p a c t  S t a t e m e n t .

I 1 No comment.

PARKS  AND  RECREATION DEPARTMENT
525 TRADE  STREET  SE.  SALEM.  OREGON  97310 PHONE  (503) 318.6305 FAX (503) 318 6447

DATE  :

TO:

FRO”:

SUBSECT:

January  2 6 ,  199"

S t a t e  C l e a r i n g h o u s e

DO"  Eirenberger  be
Research  Analyst

Comments:  Draft  Three Rivers  Resource Management
P l a n ,  Proj.  N O .  O R  89110*-012-4

T h e  d r a f t  T h r e e  R i v e r s  Resource  M a n a g e m e n t  Plan  conta ins  no
a n a l y s e s  o f  c u r r e n t  o r  p r o j e c t e d  future  r e c r e a t i o n a l  u s e  i n
the  p lann ing  area . L a c k i n g  s u c h  a n a l y s e s ,  i t  i s  d i f f i c u l t
t o  s e e  h o w  r e c r e a t i o n a l  n e e d s .  b o t h  c u r r e n t  a n d  f u t u r e ,  c a n
be  p lanned  f o r  and  met . P r o v i s i o n  o f  s u c h  d a t a  i s  c r u c i a l
i n  t h e  a s s e s s m e n t  of  m a n a g e m e n t  a l t e r n a t i v e s .  T h e  P a c i f i c
N o r t h w e s t  O u t d o o r  R e c r e a t i o n  C o n s u m p t i o n  P r o j e c t i o n  S t u d y
i n d i c a t e s  s u b s t a n t i a l  g r o w t h  i n  a  v a r i e t y  o f  a c t i v i t i e s  i n
so"theaster"  Oregon.  For  example, b y  t h e  y e a r  2000,  nature
v i e w i n g  a n d  s t u d y  a r e  p r o j e c t e d  t o  grow  by 41%,  RV  c a m p i n g
(42%)  I t e n t  c a m p i n g  (42%).  J-wheel  o f f - r o a d  d r i v i n g  ( 3 3 % )
bacxpacking  o n  t r a i l s  (2"%),  a n d  f i s h i n g  ( 2 0 % ) .

A c c o r d i n g  t o  t h e  1 9 8 8  SCORP, recreationists  v i s i t i n g
s o u t h e a s t e r n  O r e g o n  show d i v e r s e  p r e f e r e n c e s  i n  t h e  s e t t i n g
for t h e i r a c t i v i t i e s .  F o r e x a m p l e ,  i n t e r m s  Of
R e c r e a t i o n a l  O p p o r t u n i t y  S e t t i n g s ,  o f  t h o s e  e n g a g e d  i n
h u n t i n g ,  3 2 . 6 %  p r e f e r r e d  a  Primitive  settins,  2 5 . 6 %  a  Semi-
P r i m i t i v e S e t t i n g : alW"q campers , 7.7% p r e f e r r e d  a
Primitive  s e t t i n g :  4 2 . 3 %  p r e f e r r e d  a  S e m i - P r i m i t i v e  s e t t i n g
O t h e r  t h a n  p o t e n t i a l  w i l d e r n e s s  areas  t h e  d r a f t  m a n a g e m e n t
p l a n  p r o v i d e s  no a n a l y s e s  of t h e  r e c r e a t i o n a l  o p p o r t u n i t i e s
( i n  t e r m s  p e r t i n e n t  t o  t h e  ROS)  avarlable  i n  t h e  a r e a .

S i m i l a r l y  t h e  p l a n  p r o v i d e s  n o  a n a l y s e s  o f  o t h e r  e x i s t i n g
o r  p l a n n e d  f o r  d e v e l o p e d  r e c r e a t i o n a l  f a c i l i t i e s  ( e . g .
c a m p s i t e s , trails) Mention is m a d e  o f S p e c i a l
R e c r e a t i o n a l  M a n a g e m e n t  a r e a s . b u t  n o  i n f o r m a t i o n  i s
p r o v i d e d  a s  to t h e i r  c a p a c i t i e s ,  t h e r e  u s e ,  o r  h o w  t h e y
m i g h t  a c c o m m o d a t e  g r o w t h  i n  r e c r e a t i o n .

I”  summary, w e  s u g g e s t  t h e  f o l l o w i n g  b e  i n c l u d e d  i n  t h e
f i n a l  RMP.

s t a t e  clearinghouse
January  2 6 ,  1990
Page  2

10-3 I.
I

a n  aeeessment  o f  c u r r e n t  a n d  p r o j e c t e d  r e c r e a t i o n a l
u s e  b y  a c t i v i t y  t y p e  i n  t h e  T h r e e  R i v e r s  M a n a g e m e n t
Area.

2. an analyses  Of t h e d i v e r s i t y  o f r e c r e a t i o n a l
U-4 o p p o r t u n i t y  o f f e r e d  by t h e  a r e a  i n  terms  of t h e  ROS

a n d  f o r m a t i o n  o f  a l t e r n a t i v e s  w h i c h  would,  o f f e r
supp l i e s  of t h e s e  o p p o r t u n i t i e s  c o m m e n s u r a t e  with  use
l e v e l s  i d e n t i f i e d  i n  t h e  1 9 8 8  SCORP.

deve lopment plan t o

f u l l e r  d e s c r i p t i o n  o f  e x i s t i n g  SRMA's  i n c l u d i n g  t h e i r
c a p a c i t y  a n d  p r o j e c t e d  u s e .

m-7 5.
I

i d e n t i f i c a t i o n  o f  e x i s t i n g  a n d  p o t e n t i a l  recryxtional
c o n f l i c t s  i n  t h e  a r e a  a n d  m a n a g e m e n t  aptlons  t o
resolve  t h e , " . T h i s  should incl~~rl~  b o t h  t h o s e

10-8  1 6. r a t i o n a l e  a n d  c r i t e r i a  for  ORV  l i m i t a t i o n s  s h o u l d  a l s o
b e  p r e s e n t e d .

(Note: T h e  S t a t e  P a r k s  a n d  R e c r e a t i o n  D e p a r t m e n t  i s
a v a i l a b l e  to p r o v i d e  c e r t a i n  t y p e s  of  d a t a  frpm  t h e  SCOW
t o  a s s i s t  i n  d e v e l o p i n g  s e v e r a l  o f  t h e  a b o v e  1tems.J

W i l d  a n d  s c e n i c  R i v e r  Deslanatio"

s e g m e n t s  o f  t h r e e  r i v e r s  w e r e  a s s e s s e d  f o r  e l i g i b i l i t y  a n d
p o t e n t i a l  c l a s s i f i c a t i o n . Al1 but  one  s e g m e n t  w e r e  deemed

10-9

I

~neiigible.  HOYCYB~ ,  n o  d e s c r i p t i o n  o f  t,he, c r i t e r i a  a n d
p r o c e s s e s  used  t o  d e e m  t h e s e  segments  ineligible  i5 give".
T h i s  s h o u l d  b e  p r o v i d e d  i n  t h e  F i n a l  RMP.

S e g m e n t  A  of t h e  M i d d l e  Fork  o f  t h e  nalheur/Blue  B u c k e t

10-K

I

meek  was  d e t e r m i n e d  t o  b e  e l i g i b l e . On p a g e  4-41,  i t  i s
s t a t e d  t h a t  t h e  r e c o m m e n d e d  c l a s s i f i c a t i o n  i s  "wild"  i n
p r e f e r r e d  A l t e r n a t i v e  C.  Y e t  i n  t h e  s u m m a r y  0 "  p a g e  VI,  no
s t r e a m  m i l e s  a r e  a l l o c a t e d  f o r  W i l d  a n d  s c e n i c  R i v e r s  u n d e r
A l t e r n a t i v e  C. T h i s  s h o u l d  b e  c o r r e c t e d  i n  t h e  f i n a l .

I "  t w o  a l t e r n a t i v e s .  r e c o m m e n d a t i o n s  f o r  d e s i g n a t i o n  would
n o t  b e  i n  e f f e c t  o r  p u r s u e d . I n  o t h e r  a l t e r n a t i v e s ,

I

r e c o m m e n d e d  c l a s s i f i c a t i o n  a r e  e i t h e r  w i l d  o r  s c e n i c .  N O
x-11 r a t i o n a l e  o r  c r i t e r i a  a r e  p r o v i d e d  f o r  t h e s e  di,ff,erences.

our  f e e l i n g  i s  t h a t  d e s i g n a t i o n  a n d  classlflcat~o"
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I
questions  should be independently  decided  and not be
c o n t i n g e n t  o n  l a r g e  l a n d  m a n a g e m e n t  a l t e r n a t i v e s .

H i s t o r i c a l l y ,  o n c e  a r i v e r  h a s  b e e n  d e t e r m i n e d  t o  b e
e l i g i b l e ,  t h e  n e x t  s t e p  i s  t o  c o n d u c t  a  s u i t a b i l i t y  s t u d y

10-12

I

t o  d e t e r m i n e  t h e  a p p r o p r i a t e  c l a s s i f i c a t i o n .  B e f o r e  a
d e c i s i o n  is m a d e  r e g a r d i n g  d e s i g n a t i o n ,  i n t e r i m  nanagem:;:
YDUld e n t a i l p r o t e c t i n g  e x i s t i n g  v a l u e s  w i t h i n
p o t e n t i a l  c o r r i d o r .  T h i s  i n t e r i m  managenent  s h o u l d  b e  t h e
same  across  a l l  l a n d  m a n a g e m e n t  a l t e r n a t i v e s .

10-E
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v i s u a l  m a n a g e m e n t  a r e a s  a r e  m a p p e d ,  b u t  a g a i n ,  c r i t e r i a  a n d
o v e r a l l  m a n a g e m e n t  g o a l s  a r e  n o t  p r o v i d e d .  T h e  p l a n  s h o u l d
i l l u s t r a t e  h o w  v i s u a l  r e s o u r c e  m a n a g e m e n t  c o m p l e m e n t s
r e c r e a t i o n a l  b y w a y s  a n d  a r e a s .  HOW  w o u l d  v i s u a l  rnamw?~mZ
relate  t o t h e  i s s u e s r a i s e d  b y  t h e  s e c t i o n
r e c r e a t i o n a l  a s s e s s m e n t ?

K-14
I

m-15

For example, i t  a p p e a r s  t h a t  a n  e x t e n s i v e  s e c t i o n  o f  t h e
Desert  Trail route is to be managed as Class  IV,
m o d i f i c a t i o n  o f  t h e  l a n d s c a p e  c h a r a c t e r . I s  a  h i g h e r
class. such  a s  C l a s s  III,  p a r t i a l  r e t e n t i o n ,  p o s s i b l e
t h r o u g h  this  a r e a ? What  VD"ld  be the r e s o u r c e  trade  offs
o f  such  u p g r a d i n g ?

I n  c l o s i n g , the  p r e s e n t  r a n g e  and  c o n t e n t  O f  m a n a g e m e n t
a l t e r n a t i v e s  p r o v i d e d  d o  n o t  o f f e r  a  discernable  ranq-e o f
o p t i o n s ,  e s p e c i a l l y  with r e g a r d  t o  r e c r e a t i o n .  Provision
Of  more  data  and  analyses, a s  Suggested.  would  allow  sole
f o c u s  o n  r e c r e a t i o n a l  i s s u e s  a n d  r e s o u r c e s  i n  t h e  a r e a .
From  these, i t  w o u l d  b e  p o s s i b l e  t o  r e s h a p e  t h e  s c o p e  o f
a l t e r n a t i v e s  i n  w a y s  w h i c h  would  a l l o w  t h e  p u b l i c  some
d e f i n i t i o n  o f  c h o i c e  w i t h  r e g a r d  t o  r e c r e a t i o n a l  r e s o u r c e s .

DE: jn
CLEARING.MMO

CC: DaYe  Talbot
Gail  Achterma”

Project Number lilt Hy 11 O[? - 0 1.2- ~~~~~~~ ~~~~~ .IU ac ‘33o

[ 1 T h i s  p r o j e c t  h a s  n o  s i g n i f i c a n t  e n v i r o n m e n t a l  i m p a c t .

[W T h e  e n v i r o n m e n t a l  i m p a c t  i s  a d e q u a t e l y  d e s c r i b e d .

1 I We suggest that the f o l l o w i n g  p o i n t s  b e  c o n s i d e r e d  in the
p r e p a r a t i o n  o f  a  F i n a l  E n v i r o n m e n t a l  I m p a c t  S t a t e m e n t .

[ 1 ND comment.
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control  p r o g r a m ,  but  no o n e  does  a n  analysla  Of how grazing
11-5

I

p r o g r a m s  affect  grasshoppers . T h e r e  i s  a  w e l l - d o c u m e n t e d
r e l a t i o n s h i p  b e t w e e n  g r a s s h o p p e r  i n f e s t a t i o n s  a n d  b a r e  g r o u n d
W e  b e l i e v e  t h a t  t h i s  EIS  s h o u l d  c o n s i d e r  t h e  i m p a c t  o f  t h e
g r a z i n g  p r o g r a m  o n  t h e  l i k e l i h o o d  o f  g r a s s h o p p e r  contml
problems.

11-2

11-3

11-4

II.  specific  p a g e  b y  p a g e  &rents,  suggestiAs,'and  c o r r e c t i o n s .
III.Coments  o n  t h e  P r e f e r r e d  Alternative  as d e s c r i b e d  in T a b l e

b. Y o u  h a v e  a n  o p p o r t u n i t y ,  n o t  t a k e n  i n  t h e  D r a f t ,  t o
etrengthen  y o u r  w i l d l i f e  a n d  r e c r e a t i o n  p r o g r a m s  i n  t h e  Burn*
D i s t r i c t . M o r e  a n d  m o r e  p e o p l e  u s e  t h e  p u b l i c  land5  for  va lues
o t h e r  t h a n  t r a d i t i o n a l  c o m m o d i t i e s , and yclur p r o g r a m  ShO"ld  grow
a n d  c h a n g e  a c c o r d i n g l y . W e  c h e c k e d  w i t h  t h e  Halheur  Nat ional
W i l d l i f e  R e f u g e  a n d  f o u n d  t h a t  t h e y  r e c o r d e d  35,000  v i s i t s  d u r i n g
1 9 8 8 .  l o r e  t h a n  32,000  v i s i t s  h a v e  b e e n  r e c o r d e d  e a c h  y e a r  for
t h e  l a s t  1 5 .  W i t h  t h e  except~an  0P p e r t u r b a t i o n s  f r o m  t h e
f l o o d i n g ,  t h e  n u m b e r  o f  v i s i t o r s  g r o w s  e a c h  y e a r .  T h e  Malheur
F i e l d  s t a t i o n  r e p o r t s  t h a t  t h e y  h o s t e d  8,500  visitor  n i g h t s
d u r i n g  1989. T h e s e  p e o p l e  a r e  c o m i n g  t o  see birds  a n d  o t h e r
w i l d l i f e ,  a n d  t h e y  a r e  l o o k i n g  o n  BLM  l a n d s  a5 w e l l  a s  o n  t h e
refuge. me  RMP  doesn't  ment,on  birdlnq  and wiidlife  v,ew1ng  a s
a  r e c r e a t i o n  use,  o r  factor  I" it5  value  to the  local e c o n o m y .

T h e  P l a n  p r o p o s e s  e x t e n s i v e  r a n g e  d e v e l o p m e n t s ,  a n d  s a y s  t h a t
Fhe p r o j e c t s  a r e  n e e d e d  i n  o r d e r  t o  m e e t  b o t h  y o u r  objective*  f o r
n a t u r a l  r e s o u r c e  i m p r o v e m e n t  a n d  y o u r  p r o p o s e d  n u m b e r  o f  AUMs.
I f  t h e  C o n f l i c t  b e t w e e n  AlJNs  a n d  o t h e r  objectives  c a n  o n l y  b e
r e s o l v e d  b y  s u c h  e x t e n s i v e  d e v e l o p m e n t ,  t h e  n u m b e r  of AUMs  exceed
t h e  c a r r y i n g  c a p a c i t y  o f  t h e  l a n d .

some Of the  r a n g e  developments  a r e  no longer  acceptable  t o  much
or the  p&llC  (e.g., s e e d i n g s  t o  n o n n a t i v e  s p e c i e s ,  p i p e l i n e s  t o

W e  b e l i e v e  t h a t  t h e  P l a n  n e e d s  t o  b e  more  r e a l i s t i c  a b o u t  t h e
l i v e s t o c k  g r a z i n g  c a r r y i n g  c a p a c i t y  o f  t h e  l a n d  m b o t h  t h e  short
and long t e r m . T h e  d i f f e r e n c e  b e t w e e n  50,000  Am-Is  in
A l t e r n a t i v e  A  a n d  1 6 2 , 0 0 0  *"MS  i n  A l t e r n a t i v e  C i s  t o o  l a r g e .

alternatl'le. Althoigh  wildlife'dlv&ity  i s  c165ely  tied t o
v e g e t a t i v e  d i v e r s i t y ,  i t  1s alaa a  u s e f u l  c r i t e r i o n . Perhaps the
c r i t e r i o n  c o u l d  b e  more  b r o a d l y  s t a t e d  a s  e c o s y s t e m  d i v e r s i t y .

we  a r e  also pleased  co see that  you  w a n t  t o  pro"ide  far  PUbllC
e n j o y m e n t  o f  a  b r o a d  s p e c t r u m  o f  r e c r e a t i o n  o p p o r t u n i t i e s  o n  Bm
land. S e e  t h e  b i r d i n g / w i l d l i f e  viewuq  p a i n t  a b o v e .

11-6
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p .  2-3.  nonitoring. M o n i t o r i n g  i s  e x t r e m e l y  i m p o r t a n t .  W e  a r e
s o r r y  t h a t  y o u  d i d  n o t  p r o v i d e  a d r a f t  monitoring  p l a n  In t h e
Draft  so mat  w e  could  Comment. Five  y e a r s  i s  t o o  l o n g  a n
i n t e r v a l  for  m o n i t o r i n g  i n  a n  RMP  with  a  l i f e  of p o s s i b l y  n o  more
than 10 y e a r s . W e  s u g g e s t  t h a t  b u d g e t i n g ,  a v a i l a b l e  f u n d i n g ,  a n d
h o w  m o n e y  i s  s p e n t  b e  a n  i m p o r t a n t  p a r t  of m o n i t o r i n g  t h e  RMP  and
t h a t  t h e  A r e a  M a n a g e r  r e v i e w  p r o g r e s s  o n  m a n a g e m e n t  o b j e c t i v e s
a n d  s p e n d i n g  e v e r y  two  years .

11-7
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p. 3 - 2 .  G r o u n d  w a t e r  q u a l i t y . Although  data  a r e  n o t  now
a v a i l a b l e ,  t h e  mP  and  EIS  a r e  n o t  c o m p l e t e  w i t h o u t  m a n a g e m e n t
o b j e c t i v e s  a n d  a n a l y s i s  d e a l i n g  w i t h  t h e  i s s u e .  W e  s u g g e s t  t h a t
t h e  f i n a l  p r o p o s e  a  p l a n  f o r  g a t h e r i n g  d a t a  i n  c o o p e r a t i o n  with
o t h e r  a p p r o p r i a t e  agencies. S i m i l a r l y ,  d a t a  o n  g r o u n d  w a t e r
q u a n t i t y  s h o u l d  b e  g a t h e r e d  a5 w e l l .

Page 4

I
p. 3-16. Rangeland  d e v e l o p m e n t  p r o j e c t s . I n t e r e s t i n g  d a t a  would

11-10 b e  a  f i v e - y e a r  r e p o r t  o n  r a n g e  p r o j e c t s  c o m p l e t e d ,  c o s t ,  a n d
f u n d i n g  source. w h a t  p e r c e n t a g e  O f  mnqe  Betterment  F""dS  have

I b e e n  s&t f o r  r i p a r i a n  i m p r o v e m e n t  a n d  w i l d l i f e  h a b i t a t
enhancement? w h a t  p e r c e n t a g e  o f  t h e s e  f u n d s  d o  y o u  i n t e n d  t o
s p e n d  f o r  t h e s e  uses  d u r i n g  t h e  l i f e  o f  t h e  RMP?

R e g a r d i n g  m a i n t e n a n c e ,  f r o m  o u r  p o i n t  o f  v i e w  a l l  excloaures  and
r i p a r i a n  z o n e  f e n c e s  a r e  l i v e s t o c k  m a n a g e m e n t  f e n c e s .  W h y  e l s e
YO"ld  they  be needed? M a i n t e n a n c e  h a s  been a  se r i ous  prob lem,
a n d  we'd l i k e  t o  s e e  m o r e  r e s o u r c e s  d e d i c a t e d  t o  m a i n t a i n i n g
t h e s e  k i n d s  of  p r o j e c t s  o n c e  t h e  i n v e s t m e n t  h a s  b e e n  m a d e ,  2 n d
s t r o n g e r  e n f o r c e m e n t  o f  m a i n t e n a n c e  a g r e e m e n t s .

A useful  table would  add  the  propose'3  prqects  In the  preterreii
a l t e r n a t i v e  t o  t h e  e x i s t i n g  p r o j e c t s  rn A p p e n d i x  3 ,  T a b l e  5 .  If
t h e  n a m e s  m e a n  t h e  s a m e  t h i n g ,  y o u  p r o p o s e  to increase  seed ings
b y  3 7 % .  m i l e s  o f  p i p e l i n e  b y  56%,  a n d  a c r e s  o f  br"sh  c o n t r o l  b y
400%. cur  o r g a n i z a t i o n  val"es t h e  p u b l i c  l a n d  i n  a  n a t u r a l
c o n d i t i o n :  y o u  c a u s e  u s  a  l o t  o f  g r i e f  w i t h  t h i s  p r o p o s a l .  T h e
ETS  s h o u l d  a d d r e s s  c u m u l a t i v e  i m p a c t s .

W i l d  h o r s e s .
11-11
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p .  3-17. W i l d  h o r s e s  a n d  b u r r o s  a r e  n o t  n a t u r a l ,
a n d  m a n a g e m e n t  t h a t  i n c r e a s e s  t h e i r  numbers  doe5 not  be long  in
A l t e r n a t i v e  A . A l t e r n a t i v e  A  s h o u l d  s e t t l e  r e s o u r c e  c o n f l i c t s
b e t w e e n  w i l d  h o r s e s  a n d  b u r r o s  a n d  n a t i v e  w i l d l i f e  i n  f a v o r  o f
n a t i v e  w i l d l i f e  a n d  e c o s y s t e m s . W e  w o u l d  p r e f e r  t h a t  A l t e r n a t i v e
C m i n i m i z e  n u m b e r s  o f  w i l d  h o r s e s  a n d  b u r r o s  w h e r e  t h e r e  a r e
c o n f l i c t s  w i t h  n a t i v e  e c o s y s t e m s .

p .  3-21.  W e  a p p r e c i a t e  y o u r  s"pport  for  t h e  O r e g o n  N a t u r a l
Her i tage  P lan .

would'like  t o  s e e  more  d e t a i l  onmhow t h e s e  speci;s  a r e  doing In
t h e  Three Rivers  A r e a . Ferruginous  h a w k  a n d  W e s t e r n  sage grouse
a r e  two  s p e c i e s  t h a t  n e e d  m o r e  attention  i n  y o u r  m a n a g e m e n t
Ph"S. Map  ss-1 shows  l&S and  Ferruginous  n e s t s . I S  your
i n v e n t o r y  complete? What data  do y o u  need to collect?  we'd  like
t o  see  p r o t e c t i o n  f o r  t h e s e  s p e c i e s  s t r e n g t h e n e d  i n  t h e  P r e f e r r e d
A l t e r n a t i v e .

11-13
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p .  3-26. Raptor  h a b i t a t . A n  i n v e n t o r y  of raptor  n e s t s  a n d
h a b i t a t  i n  t h e  T h r e e  R i v e r s  A r e a  m"ld De a  "aeful  g o a l  i n  t h e
RMP. You h a v e  p r o p o s e d  c e r t a i n  m a n a g e m e n t  a c t i o n s  a r o u n d  raptor
n e s t s . GOOr3  data  WO"ld  enhance  your  m a n a g e m e n t  and allow  better
moni to r ing .
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p. 3-34. Nongame  s p e c i e s . Oregon  D e p a r t m e n t  of Fish and
W i l d l i f e  h a s  d a t a  a v a i l a b l e  o n  w h i c h  s p e c i e s  would  b e  e x p e c t e d  In
t h e  T h r e e  R i v e r s  A r e a  ( T h e  Nongame  W i l d l i f e  P l a n ) .  T h e  U . S .  F i s h
a n d  W i l d l i f e  s e r v i c e  h a s  b e e "  m o n i t o r i n g  t r e n d s  i n  b i r d
p o p u l a t i o n 5  ( T h e  B r e e d i n g  B i r d  S u r v e y : Its  F i r s t  F i f t e e n  Y e a r s ,
1965-1979,  R e s o u r c e  P u b l i c a t i o n  157).  T h e s e  d o c u m e n t s  would  g i v e
y o u  g u i d a n c e  o n  l i k e l y  h a b i t a t  p r o b l e m s  a n d  p o p u l a t i o n  t r e n d s .
W e  would  u r g e  y o u  t o  i n c o r p o r a t e  t h e i r  d a t a  i n t o  t h e  f i n a l  RMP
a n d  t o  a d d r e s s  t h e  n e e d s  o f  nongame  s p e c i e s  i n  m a n a g e m e n t .

11 -14

11-E
p .  3 - 3 4 .  R e c r e a t i o n . me  t e x t  here  and m a p  on p .  3 - 3 9  Should
i n c l u d e  b i r d i n g  a n d  w i l d l i f e  viewinq  a.3  t h e  m a j o r  r e c r e a t i o n  u s e
t h a t  it i s  i n  t h e  T h r e e  R i v e r s . (see 1 .  above.) Pleasf  call  o n
us f o r  f u r t h e r  i n f o r m a t i o n  i f  y o u  n e e d  h e l p  with  i d e n t i f y i n g
specific  a r e a s .

11-M p .  3 - 4 8 . T h e  t e x t  i n  t h e  a p p e n d i x  d i d  n o t  s u p p o r t  t h e  t a b l e  d a t a
Of  "L" for  "Vulnerable  t o  Adverse  Change"  for  s q u a w  Lake and
Saddle  Butte. L i v e s t o c k  o r  w i l d  h o r s e  g r a z i n g  m a y  t h r e a t e n  both.
s i n c e  o t h e r  c r i t e r i a  f o r  d e s i g n a t i o n  s e e m  t o  h a v e  b e e n  m e t ,  w e
r e q u e s t  t h a t  y o u  r e c o n s i d e r  r e c o m m e n d i n g  t h e s e  two  s i t e s .  Y e
w o u l d  a l s o  s u p p o r t  y o u r  d e s i g n a t i n g  Hatt  B u t t e  a* an  RNA because
ungrazed  n a t i v e  r a n g e  i s  so r a r e .  W e  d o  c o m m e n d  y o u  f o r
i n c l u d i n g  s i x  new a r e a s  a s  RNA's  o r  ACEC'.s  a n d  p r o h i b i t i n g
l i v e s t o c k  g r a z i n g  o n  t h e m . W e  w o u l d  l i k e  t o  s e e  t h e  l a r g e r  a r e a
d e s i g n a t e d  f o r  F o s t e r  F l a t .

W e  b e l i e v e  t h a t  y o u  s h o u l d  c o n d u c t  a n  i n v e n t o r y  o f  t h e s e  5pec:les
o n  t h e  T h r e e  R i v e r s  A r e a  so t h a t  you c a n  monitor  t h e  e f f e c t s  o f
management on them. could  the  Portland Audubon  Saclety  be Of
he lp  in p l a n n i n g  h o w  d a t a  m i g h t  b e  c o l l e c t e d ?

11-18

p .  3-67. E c o n o m i c  c o n d i t i o n s .  A g a i n .  birding  i s  i g n o r e d  * o r  It*
c o n t r i b u t i o n  t o  t h e  e c o n o m y . me Burn5 Chamber Of  Commerce has
f o u n d  o t h e r w i s e  w i t h  i t s  w a t e r f o w l  f e s t i v a l !
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p. 4-2. Assumpt ions . Assumptio"s  1 ,  2,  a n d  4  h a v e  n o t  b e e "  t r u e
i n  t h e  p a s t . BecauSe  they  have  n o t ,  w e  Would  p r e f e r  that  the  RMP
i n c l u d e  a  b u f f e r  f o r  l a c k  o f  f u n d i n g ,  m a i n t e n a n c e ,  a n d  monitoring
b y  r e d u c i n g  MJM~B  to  a  manageab le l e v e l  w i t h o u t  t h e  e x t r a o r d i n a r y
measures  proposed  in  th i s  P lan . HOW  will  t h e  P l a n  b e  a f f e c t e d  i f
t h e s e  a s s u m p t i o n s  don't  ho ld  t rue? what  are your management
a l t e r n a t i v e s ?

1-z  1 p. 4 - 7 .  Forestlands. A l t e r n a t i v e  A.  l a s t  s e n t e n c e .  "The
s i g n i f i c a n c e  o f  t h i s  r e d u c t i o n  w o u l d  b e  v e r y  high"  .  ..on  w h a t ?

_- ,_____  - --71__.  ~~ ;~
n o t  i m p a r t i a l . C h a n g e s  in condit2on  c l a s s  a r e  n o t  so s l o w
c o m p a r e d  TV t h e  140+ yeara  i t  h a s  t a k e "  us t o  g e t  t h e  r a n g e  into
t h e  p o o r  shape i t  i s  i n . we disagree  that  the "only  ob,ectl"e
t h a t  w o u l d  b e  m e t  w o u l d  b e  t o  m a i n t a i n  t h e  g o o d  c o n d i t i o n  r a n g e . "
I n  o t h e r  p a r t s  o f  t h e  P l a n ,  y o u  d i s c u s s  t h a t  A l t e r n a t i v e  A 1s
b e n e f i c i a l  f o r  w i l d l i f e ,  r e c r e a t i o n ,  s o i l s ,  w a t e r  q u a l i t y ,  *Idter
q u a n t i t y ,  s p e c i a l  status  s p e c i e s ,  c u l t u r a l  r e s o u r c e s ,  e t c .

W h o s e  o b j e c t i v e  i s  i t  t o  p r o v i d e  a p p r o x i m a t e l y  1 6 0 , 0 0 0  AlINs f o r
l i v e s t o c k ? If t h a t  i s  a n  a s s u m e d ,  u n s t a t e d  ob]ectlve  i n  t h e  RMP,
we  p r o t e s t . T h i s  d o c u m e n t  i s  s u p p o s e d  t o  a n a l y z e  t h e
e n v i r o n m e n t a l  i m p a c t s  a n d  r e a c h  a n  i n d e p e n d e n t  c o n c l u s i o n  2boUt
ho"  m a n y  AUMS  the  land  c a n  suppart.

Much o f  t h e  E-w  t e x t  a n d  o u r  c o n v e r s a t i o n s  w i t h  T h r e e  Rovers
e m p l o y e e s  s u g g e s t  t h a t  t h i s  P l a n  i s  a  b a l a n c e d  a p p r o a c h  t o
resource management. Table  4 - 9  documents  the lack  Of  balance.
A l t e r n a t i v e  C i s  f a r  c l o s e r  t o  t h e  a l t e r n a t i v e s  emphasielnq
c o m m o d i t y  p r o d u c t i o n  t h a n  i t  i s  t o  t h o s e  emphasizing  n a t u r a l
v a l u e s .  w h i l e  t h e  d r a f t  m a y  r e p r e s e n t  a n  i m p r o v e m e n t  o v e r
h i s t o r i c a l  m a n a g e m e n t  p r a c t i c e s ,  i n  o u r  o p i n i o n ,  i t  d o e s  n o t  y e t
;yryh  a  b a l a n c e d  multiple  u s e  m a n a g e m e n t  s c h e m e  required  In

11-X
I

p. 1-19. V e g e t a t i o n .  A l t e r n a t i v e s  A . 8, ancl c W i l l  certainly
n o t  h a v e  t h e  s a m e  e f f e c t  o n  v e g e t a t i o n . T h i s  portion  of t h e
e n v i r o n m e n t a l  a n a l y s i s  i s  n o t  a d e q u a t e .

11-31

I

p. 4-21. B i g  G a m e  H a b i t a t .  A r e  d i f f e r e n t  a r e a s  p r o p o s e d  f o r
s e e d i n g  b e t w e e n  A l t e r n a t i v e s  B a n d  C ?  W h y  a r e  12.500  seeded
a c r e s  u n s a t i s f a c t o r y  i n  A l t e r n a t i v e  II a n d  5,500  acres
u n s a t i s f a c t o r y  i n  A l t e r n a t i v e  C.

11-32 p .  4-23. naptors. T h e  d o c u m e n t  u n d e r s t a t e s  t h e  e n v i r o n m e n t a l
immct  o n  ra~tors  f r o m  seedina c r e s t e d  w h e a t .  ODF  & W's  Norwane

feed on CreSted  wheat  g r a s s . T h i s  c o m m e n t  appll&to  t h e  nongame
p a r a g r a p h  and  table o n  p a g e  4-30  and 4-31  a s  well. Table 4 . 2 1
suggests  a  m o d e r a t e l y  p o s i t i v e  e f f e c t  on bunchgrass  d e p e n d e n t
s p e c i e s  f r o m  s e e d i n g  c r e s t e d  w h e a t  a n d  a  m o d e r a t e l y  n e g a t i v e
effect  on sagebrush  dependent  species. I n  extensive  literaturr
s e a r c h e s  o n  t h i s  s u b j e c t ,  we h a v e  f o u n d  n o  l i t e r a t u r e  t h a t
s u p p o r t s  t h i s  c o n c l u s i o n .

p- 4-26. Riparia"  h a b i t a t . Again.  the  document  gruups
Alternatives  With  v e r y  different  effects  on rlparlan  habltdt.
A l t h o u g h  w e  h a v e  s e e n  e v i d e n c e  t h a t  riparian  s y s t e m s  can  lmprov~
w i t h  g r a z i n g  5y5tems.  s t r e a m s  w i t h  "0  g r a z i n g  i m p r o v e  m o r e .
G r a z e d  s t r e a m s  a r e  n e v e r  l i k e  ungrazed  s t r e a m s  f o r  w i l d l i f e  a n d
f i s h  h a b i t a t  or w a t e r  q u a l i t y .

11-34

I

p .  4-28. Wetlandplaya/Meadow  Hab i ta t . Alternatives  A .  B, and c
ShD"ld  n o t  be grouped. Y o u  d e s c r i b e  d i f f e r e n c e s  lil t h e  t e x t .
Each alternative  should  be separately  analyzed. Why  w i l l  playa
h a b i t a t  b e  g r a z e d  p r i o r  to J u l y  fl? T recognize  that y o u  are
t r y i n g  t o  provxie  forbs  f o r  s a g e  g r o u s e ,  h u t  d o e s n ' t  g r a z i n g  then
c o n f l i c t  w i t h  n e s t i n g  b i r d s  o f  o t h e r  s p e c i e s ?  Playas  s h o u l d  n o t

Page  8

11-35

I

p. a-30. Special  statue  s p e c i e s .  M a n a g e m e n t  p r o p o s e d  i n
A l t e r n a t i v e  c i s  n o t  a d e q u a t e  t o  p r o t e c t  sage  g r o u s e . Grazing
s h o u l d  b e  p r o h i b i t e d  i n  m e a d o w s  w h e r e  c h i c k s  f o r a g e .  Brush
c o n t r o l  a n d  c r e s t e d  w h e a t  d e s t r o y  sage  g r o u s e  h a b i t a t .

11-36

11-37

11-38

p. 4-34. We support the o c c a s i o n a l  use  o f  p r e s c r i b e d  fire,  a n d
a l l o w i n g  n a t u r a l  f i r e s  t o  burn  w h e r e  p o s s i b l e ,  b u t  f i r e s  a r e  n o t
a d e q u a t e  j u s t i f i c a t i o n  f o r  s e e d i n g  c r e s t e d  w h e a t .  T h e
Agricultural  R e s e a r c h  S e r v i c e  i n  Rena i s  r e p o r t i n g  g o o d  s u c c e s s
w i t h  g e t t i n g  lnaia" r i c e  g r a s s  t o  g e r m i n a t e  i f  s e e d i n g  i s
"eCeSS.3*, b u t  s e e d i n g  should  b e  a  l a s t  resort.  Erosion  i s  a
p o o r  excuse  f o r  s e e d i n g  c r e s t e d  w h e a t ;  t h e r e  1.5  u s u a l l y  m o r e bare
ground  between  crested  wheat  plants  after  a  few  y e a r s  gracing
t h a n  t h e r e  i s  w i t h  n a t i v e ,  e v e n  d e g r a d e d  r a n g e .

p .  4 - 6 8 . E c o n o m i c  C o n d i t i o n s .  T h i s  a n a l y s i s  15 incomplete
b e c a u s e  i t  d o e s n ' t  consider  t h e  s t e a d i l y  i n c r e a s i n g  v i s i t s  b y
p e o p l e  f o r  w i l d l i f e  v i e w i n g  a n d  nanmotorized  r e c r e a t i o n .  It
l i v e s t o c k  g r a z i n g  were  d e c r e a s e d ,  f i s h i n g ,  h u n t i n g ,  wildlite
v i e w i n g ,  a n d  r e c r e a t i o n  w o u l d  p r o b a b l y  i n c r e a s e . The e c o n o m y  ot
r u r a l  c o u n t i e s  i s  c h a n g i n g ,  a n d  t h e  RMP  i g n o r e s  looking  dt t r e n d s
i n  t h e  d a t a .

I I I . C o m m e n t s  o n  t h e  P r e f e r r e d  A l t e r n a t i v e .

I "  II above,  w e  have m a d e  sonle  ccJmmentS  about  actions w e  would
l i k e  t o  see a d d e d  t o  o r  r e m o v e d  f r o m  t h e  p r e f e r r e d  alternative,
A l t e r n a t i v e  c .  Wemve  u s e d  T a b l e  2 . 1  t o  o r g a n i z e  t h e  f o l l o w i n g
s u g g e s t i o n s . T h e  T a b l e ,  a  u s e f u l  a d d i t i o n  t o  t h e  mP  a5 i t  i s ,
w o u l d  b e  e v e n  more u s e f u l  i f  y o u  w o u l d  a d d  a  T a b l e  o f  C o n t e n t s  50
t h a t  s e c t i o n s  c o u l d  b e  e a s i l y  f o u n d .
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Burns DlstriCt  BLM
HC 74-12533  Hwy 2OWest
Hmes, OR 97736 l/31/90

12-8

12-9

12-10

12-U

ONK.TWP Rgc 2

I
Fm

13-5 NO lands should be aIlc&ed to Umber management  or log?d UnUl  a
comprehenave old growth and natwe  forest mvenbx?  IS done azd an old arowth

I for&t stgstem allo&on 1s destgnated, for emmple  aid growth  and nabreforests
III the ObS hiou?hin-Birch  Creek, Emigrant Creek,  and Hay Creek areas What  are
the impacts, extent,  and costs of planned loggmg roads7

13-6

I

F-lit d piaarian
FiShefieS, Concerns mcludmg Red Band Trout habitat,  are not deb%IIed  nor are IuII
impacts  UlSClwed CUIZW~  riparian and water qualrty conaittons  are mostly ‘IaU to

I

poor- and the TRDEIS  does not ,mprove these iezources enough. After  1orQ years
13-7 of “mw?gement”  with nly shght ?mpmemen+s,  the management  condltlon go”1 of

flsllerles.  water  qua11ty  an4 r*pxm mu*t ix “go&excell+“f mt1,m ten y’ars an,i
then 8Il ‘excellent  after m years we do not care what  mrtixxi*  Of npanan,

13-8
I

wetland, and watershed  unprovements  are used, but “excellent~  must be UM on the

I

ground result  Of the TRDEIS. A full mventory  of aquatic  habltat and a detarled
13-9 enhWKerlkYlt and restoration plan of aquatx hab&Ls, mcluding tune ;uld costs

SChedules  Should  be done  m the TRFYIS

13-10

I

CL% Wheat seedines and Ranee  Developments
AU crested  wheat  seedings  should be ehnunakd and nabve species  used for forage
and tidhfe prOIects, except for zsoiated  catastrophe fue  cases where severe
e:oslon wll occur and nab’e spews wtll not do the job (as generally  recommended
by Oregon BLM  State  Dtreetor on January  23, 1990) Range developments  such as

13-11

I

ptpelines and fences should be reduced to a mlnlmllm so as not to tnduce came into
new areas that were lightly grazea  m the pst E%?nefit/cost prqecuons for all
range  development  pro@s should be provided

bs only 3% of total  torage  and yet me TRF.DEIS  da,ms aranatx  ,mprcvem+nts  m btg
y;: I .

The forage  alloeabon for big game (deer and yIk) appears ti

I

game habltat connd:hon What defines ‘%hsractory’ and ‘unsausfacto;y~  habltzt
condlton ma What d&&d management  actions wil slgrti?canUy  m~prova  big
@me  habItit Wmter  range  forage  should be ailcat& B wldtife fust a.nC then
came

Appendix II-41



The TRDElS  00 show? an lmmedlate  10.600 AUM decrease  and then tro~ects

13-X The followmg rivers should aixl ke recommended  for designation
Middle Fcrk Malheur Rner  -segment  C
Blue Bucket  Creek
South  Fork Mallwur River
Sllvles Rwer Segment  A
Emigrant and  Hay Creeks Should  be studv?d

13-17 1 ACECWe commend the BL.h4 for their ACEC wowsals  and would Iike to recommend  %me

I

.
changes.

Foster Fiat be increased  to 1,870 acres
BiscuitrOOt  be increased  to 5,280 acres
obsldnn be mcludad at 16 900 acres
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-P&-eY'i  3 3 ;  #5. v e r y  pleased  t o  s e e  planned  improvements
I-01 Moon r e s e r v o i r .

15-4

I

Page  31, cultural  3?sources,  PI. Xhat are the  proposed max-
xmum  ' t a k e  l i m i t s '  f o r  obsidla"? ill1 t h e r e  b e  d seperate  l i m i t  for
e a c h  i n d i v i d u a l  s i t e ?  I f  n o t ,  why n o t ?  W i l l  t h e s e  ' t a k e  l i m i t s '
b e  consistant  w i t h  r u l e s ,  r e g u l a t i o n s  a n d  p o l i c y  i n  o t h e r  p u b l i c
l a n d  r e s o u r c e  a r e a s  containing  o b s i d i a n  d e p o s i t s ?

15-5

I

I  s t r o n g l y  o p p o s e  t h e  e s t a b l i s h m e n t  o f  ' t a k e  z o n e s ' .  W h a t
r a t i o n a l e  w o u l d  b e  u s e d  t o  e s t a b l i s h  w h i c h  area  w o u l d  h e  o p e n  or
ClOSf3d? doold closed  a r e a s  or o p e n  'take  zont?s  be  adequately  marked
and  posted?  #hat  would  he the prescribed  penalties fcx  taking  more
than  the  maXlmum  a m o u n t  o r  from  a  closed  area?

15-6 1 Page  39,  PrOYlde  far  ~onservatlon  e t c . ,  il. I'PlYatD  A701iings
5hauld only b e  a c q u i r e d  through  l a n d  exchanee. T h ?  t a x  base  must

15-8

I

The BLM  has gravs1y  under allocated AUMS for big game use. Th?
pianned  a l l o c a t i o n  i s  7,800  *Um ( a p p e n d i x  5 ,  Table  I),  while  t h e
n e e d  i s  15,685~AUMs.

Annual total _______________-----____________________---- 15,685 *UN

It IS Stated  i n  Volume 1, 3hapter  3 ,  p a g e  2 6 :  "!a estimated
5 , 0 0 0  antelope, 1 4 . 0 0 0  d e e r  a n d  1 , 5 0 0  e l k  w i n t e r  on p u b l i c  l a n d s  i n
t h e  plannmg u n i t  d u r i n g  a  n o r m a l  y e a r . A p p r o x i m a t e l y  4 , 3 0 0  a n t e l o p e .
1 3 , 0 0 0  deer  a n d  3 0 0  elk  Summer  on these  lands."

Usin
d e e r  = 5 . E

t h e  f o l l o w i n g  e q u i v a l e n t  r a t i o s :  a n t e l o p e  = 7  head/mm;
head/AUM;  a n d  e l k  =  3  head/AUM;  eeason  of u s e  w o u l d  b e

s u m m e r  = 7 m o n t h s  and w i n t e r  = 5  months . Competitive  f o r a g e  ratlo:
antelope  = 1 0 . 1 % ;  deer = 1 8 . 4 %  a n d  elk  100%.

my KOUNTAIS  RNA Addit ion

15-2

15-2

3
I

T h i s  a r e a  I s  only a  p r o p o s a l  t o  a  p r o p o s a l ,  i t  c a n n o t  b e  a d d e d
to s o m e t h i n g  t h a t  d o e s  " a t  e x i s t . M a p  ACSC-1  d o e s  n o t  s h o w  t h e  p r o -
p o s e d  f o r e s t  s e r v i c e  R N A  in a  cross  h a t c h e d  p a t t e r n  o r  any o t h e r
p a t t e r n . Also t h e  ai%?,  i n  a c r e s , o f  t h e  f o r e s t  s e r v i c e  p r o p o s a l
i s  n o t  g i v e n .

4 T h e r e  i s  n o  i n d i c a t i o n  t h a t  t h i s  area  w o u l d  n o t  b e  a  c o n t i n u a t -
WINTER S”MMEil

I
i o n  a n d  d u p l i c a t i o n  o f  t h e  Natum.L  a r e a  c e l l s  c o n t a i n e d  i n  t h e  forest

ANTELOPE
s e r v i c e  p r o p o s a l .

Antelope T h e  n a r r a t i v e  m e n t i o n s  h e a v y  impacts  b y  g r a z i n g  o u t s i d e  o f  t h e
5 ,000 + 7 x 5 x .I01 = 361 AUM 4 , 3 0 0 + 7 x 7 x .I01 = 434 *w a r e a ,  t o  t h e  n o r t h  a n d  w e s t  b u t  d i d  n o t  s h o w  a n y  i m p a c t  w i t h i n  t h e

U3.m
i)ry  Mounta in  un i t .

DE.3 Phe M a n a g e m e n t  iiecommendatians  s e c t i o n  d i d  n o t  contan  a n y  rec-
1 4 , 0 0 0  t 5.6 i. 5 x .184 = 2300 :;:."I 1j,ooo  t 5 . 6  x 7 L .184=  299"  A:'.' ommendat~ons.

ZLX mZK
15-25 I  reqllest  that  this a r e a  be  drOpperi  from  00th  Ad31: an0 ANA con-

clderations  a n d  t h a t  i t  c o n t i n u e  t o  b e  m a n a g e d  u n d e r  the  mult ip le
1 . 5 0 0  x 5 = - - - - - - - - - - -  7500  xi:, 300 x 7  = - - - - - - - - - -  2108  A"# I u s e  c o n c e p t .

<inter t o t a l  - - - - - - - - -  1 0 , 1 6 1  AUM Summer t o t a l  - - - - - - - - -  3,524  AUM Saddle BtiTT3  ACE"

15-10

'#here  i s  t h i s  a r e a ? U n d e r  L o c a t i o n  y o u  Show i t .  to b e :  '1'215.
.<26E,  s e c t i o n  2 0 . 1" t h e  f i r s t  para,yaph  u n d e r  site  d e s c r i p t i o n  lt
i s  s t a t e d :  "The  existxng  R N A ,  s e c t i o n  8..." 1" the  se cond  paragraph
lt i s  s t a t e d :  "The  p r o p o s e d  a d d i t i o n ,  s e c t i o n  20..." Xhat would  be
t h e  t o t a l  s i z e  of t h e  RBA  w i t h  a "  a d d i t i o n ,  960  a c r e s  o r  1 , 6 0 0  acres7
dhat  w o u l d  b e  t h e  t o t a l  s i z e  i f  y o u  acC.'ired  s e c t i o n  17?

No i n f o r m a t i o n  i s  g i v e n  t o  s u p p o r t  a  critical  e n v i r o n m e n t a l

15-17 I
No information is given to support a critical environmental

c o n c e r n  f o r  t h i s  a r e a .
I f  you

15-E  1
A  need  and  a  recrmmendatio"  a r e  n o t  t h e  s a m e  t h i n g .

r e c o m m e n d  f e n c i n g  i n  this  a r e a ,  se.y-so.

15-E 1 Ai"iC
I  r e q u e s t  that  t h i s  a r e a  b e  d r o p p e d  f r o m  c o n s i d e r a t i o n  as a"
a n d  t h a t  i t  b e  r e t a i n e d  as a "  iNA.

S,"A",  LAKZ  RNA
Ill the iast Sentence  Of the  first  paragraph  It i s  stated:  "..tLd

hire r?mains  i n  a n  e n c l o s e d  basl" t h a t  l o s e s  w a t e r  only  through
e v a p o r a t i o n . ' Is It p o s s i b l e  t h a t  t h e  l a k e  a l s o  l o s e s  W a t e r  th?.Wugh
s a t u r a t i o n ,  p e r c o l a t i o n  and/or  transplratio"?

h'y d o  8Li.l  e m p l o y e e s  m i x  m e t r i c  measurements  i n t o  t h e  d r a f t
a n d  p l a n  d o c u m e n t s  w h e n  t h e  metric  system  IS not  t h e  A m e r i c a "  s t a n d -
a r d  Of neasurement? 1 rey~ue*t  that  u s e  o f  t h e  m e t r i c  s y s t e m  b e
discontinued  u n t i l  i t  b e c o m e s  t h e  A m e r i c a "  s t a n d a r d ,  designated  by
the  ""led  s t a t e s  c o n g r e s s .

15-26 I
I t  seems  t h a t  c u r r e n t  m a n a g e m e n t  p r a c t i c e s  are adequqte  f o r  t h i s

a r e a ,  w h i c h  d o e s  n o t  i n c l u d e  e i t h e r  ACX or i(AA  r e c o m m e n d a t i o n s .  N o
d i s c u s s i o n  o f  c r i t i c a l  concern  g i v e " ,  " o r  are r e c o m m e n d a t i o n s  m a d e .

15-27  1 plan.
I request  t h a t  t h i s  a r e a  c o n t i n u e  t o  b e  m a n a g e d  u n d e r  t h e  cupre"i

I

T h e r e  i s  no e v i d e n c e  t h a t  t h e  p r o g e n y  o f  t h e  o r i g i n a l  S p a n i s h
15-a mustang  i n  Kiger  and  R i d d l e  M o u n t a i n  h e r d s  are  t h a t  m u c h  d i f f e r e n t

f r o m  h e r d s  i n  o t h e r  w e s t e r n  s t a t e s . T h e r e  i s  " a  e v i d e n c e  t h a t  t h e s e
t w o  h e r d s  c o u l d  n o t  e x i s t  equqlly  a s  w e l l  i n  Stinkingwater,  Jam
S p r i n g s  o r  P a l o m i n o  BMAs. I f  k e p t  c o n f i n e d  i n b r e e d i n g  w i l l  d e c i m a t e
t h e  h e r d  over  t i m e .
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The BLM Shows  a conflictmg  number  of acre8  for this proposal.
Appendix  I, Table 2 shows  13,900  acres  while  Alternative  B I" the
Summarv s h o w s  1 6 . 9 0 0  a c r e s .

3: i80  a c r e s . #here  d o e s  t h e  ether  2 2 0  a c r e s  c o m e  fraro?
Site  #lV,  F o r t  C u r r y  is l i s t e d  i n  T.223.,  H.Z6E.,  sec.5,

"3 N3 Nd. T h i s  subdivision  w o u l d  o n l y  c o n t a i n  IO  a c r e s ,  n o t  4 0
lCreS  a s  listed.

T h e  subdivision location  fa a l l  s i t e s  i n  t h i s  t a b l e  n e e d s
to be reviewed  for  correctnesn.

15-39 I n  numerous  p l a c e s  i n  Volume  I  of t h e  Waft  BiW  a  p l u s  (+)
s i g n  i s  i n c l u d e d  w h e r e  I+.  1s either  superflous  or rnapproprate,
some  are  l i s t e d  b e l o w  b y  c h a p t e r  a n d  p a g e :  I - J ,  Lake  (V1,505+acres);
3-2,  l e s s  t h a n  IO+ i n c h e s ;  3 - 1 2 ,  i n  195+ a l l o t m e n t s ;  3 - 1 6 ,  t h e r e
a r e  8,973+  AUMs - -  (1981-lY81)  i s  149,307+  AUMs:  3 - 2 1 , 'uniper
UU;yent)  ; 5-35,  ( s e e  Map+&I);  3 - 4 4 ,  Table+J; 4- , 0 to 5.15+2

; 4 - 8 .  A p r i l  a n d  July+Sl:  lhat ape  t h e  s i g n i f i c a n c e  o f  a l l
these  + marks?

T h a n k s  f o r  t h e  opportunity  t o  p a r t i c i p a t e  i n  t h e  T h r e e  Rovers
Resource  Management  Plan.

6

R e v i e w i n g  m y  r e s p o n s e .  d a t e d  Janurary  a?,  1990,  a t  t h e  b o t t o m
of p a g e  1 a n d  t o p  o f  p a g e  2 .  I  f o u n d  t h a t  I m a d e  a  g r o s s  e r r o r  i n
calculatm~  alloted  AOMs  f o r  e l k ;  which  changes  t h e  a n n u a l  t o t a l
f o r  b i g  g a m e . T h e  w i n t e r  n e e d  f a r  e l k  sho"id  have  been :
1,500 t 3 x 5 - E . 5 0 0  AUM, n o t  1 , 5 0 0  AUM a s  Show". The summer need
would  be 3 0 0  f 5 x 7 =  7 " "  AUM n o t  2 , 1 0 0  ;il?!  a s  show". Pne  totai
annual  n e e d  f o r  big  qame 'Would  b e  j,23j .,i.,l  a n d  n o t  t h e  1 5 . 3 8 5  as
stated. please  m a k e  p e n  a n d  x,k  cor~ect~o~s.

41~0  I  d o  r e c a l l  s e e i n g  a n y  AUK  a l l o c a t i o n s  f o r  w i l d  h o r s e s
and  burros , i n  t h e  d r a f t  RMP. I f  they  w e r e  n o t  included  please
m a k e  t h e s e  a l l o c a t i o n s .

I  appo1ogize  for  a n y  inCOnYe"lenCe  thl8  m a y  haYe  caused.

9 3 6  N 7th
Lakeview,  O r . 97630
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15-15

15-33

15-34

15-35

15-36
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17
17-l Refer  to response l-11.

17-2 Refer  to responses 2-36 and 12-7.
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Dl5triCt Manager
Bureau  Of Land rlanagement
HC- 7412533 Hwy 20 West
Hines, OR 97738

January 22, 1990

I” response to your Draft EIS,  I fmd  Alternatwe  C to be totally
lnapproprlate I would like to see you  adopt Altematlve  A with  some
modlflcatmns  that would allow far the restoration and maintenance Of
rangeland I” excellent “aturai  rond,tlor Cattle grazing should be reduced
or  PllmlnZted  where apprnpi~ate

Raparm” and aquatIc  habltat  as well a5  water quality  should be mproved
and mamtained  I” excellent condltm” I would Ilke to see Wlid and C,crnlc
River deslgnatmn  for the South Fork  and Miodle  Fork Malheur Rivers,  ail Of
Bluebucket Creek, and all of the 511uies Rtver

The remalnmg  old-growth forests should be ldentlfled  and protected

The Draft El5  needs to addresr  b,g  horn  sheep habltat  protectlo”,  with
forage allocatlons  go’“9  to blghorns  I” their  home  range I” general,
wldlife  winter  range forage allocatlO”S  Should be given prlorlty  over
IlveStock  allocations The Wdlng proposals for crested wheatgrass
should be eliminated

To give  an accurate picture,  al, costs of new road constructlo”  and other
rangeland  prolects  (fences, plpcl,ne, tr@udhE  fiwils  etc 1 need to be
Included for each alternatlvr  iw e~l~irZr~r?rXal  imPaCtS  Of each shou!?
813  be ilsted

Thus  IS beautiful  and ecaioglcslly  lmpnrtsnt  land We need It I” e~cellenr
condltm Please US Aiternatlw  A with  !he above modiflcat1o”s

Irene Bachhuber
10561 SE ldleman  Rd
Portland, OR 97266

21

D i s t r i c t  M a n a g e r
Bureau  o f  Land l4anagement
KC-7412533  Highway  20 west
H i n e s ,  O R  9 7 7 3 8

m-1

m-2

m-3

20-s

m-5

20-e

m-7

20-8
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24
24-l Refer LO respmlse 2-6.
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27-5
I

27-6 I
27-7

I
27-8

I
27-9

I

27-1

27-2

27-3

274

27-5

27-6

27-7
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29-l s e e  reapnses  2-1  tkLrou&b Z - 9 6 ,  4 - 1  thrO"gh  4-16,  30-l  through  m-4,
ar.i  78-l  through  m-10.
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30-l  I
Water quality  should be determined  by standards  developed by

f de era1 a c t i o n  u n d e r  t h e  C l e a n  W a t e r  Act a n d  s h o u l d  t a k e  i n t o

3 0 - 4  1
W e  f e e l  t h a t  w i t h  t h e  d e s i g n a t i o n  o f  t h e  e n t i r e  Kiger  A c t i v e

"orse  Hanaaement  A r e a  as a n  a r e a  of  c r i t i c a l  e n v i r o n m e n t a l  c o n c e r n .
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31-l Refer  to response l-13.
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33-1
I

34-1 Refer  to response 2-11.
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JENKINS RANCHES,  INC.

BanOn Lake Ranch D,amo”d. Oregon 97722 Phone-  (MS) 493-2420
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Ken Arnold \
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42-l

42-2

42-3

42-4

42-5

42-6

42-7

42-23

42-24

42-25

42-26

42-27
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REX CLEMENS RFMCH  INC.
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43-1

43-2

43-3

43-4

43-5

43-6

43-7

43-8

43-9

44-I

44-2

44-3

444

44-5

44-6

44-7

44-8
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45-7

45-8

45-9
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46-2

46-3

46-A

46-5

46-6

46-7

46-8

46-9

46-10

46-11
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Northwest  Mining  Association

53-1
I

53-2
I

53-3
I

53-4
I
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This response  is our endorsement of such Riddle Ranch Document.
Their response  has bee” submitted to YOUI  we do not include B full
c o p y  o f  t h e  t e x t  only  f o r  t h e  r e a s o n  t h a t  i t  would  b e  an e x a c t
duplication o f  the Riddle Ranch document.
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57-1

58-l
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59-1 Refer to response 2-63.

60
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63

D i s t r i c t  M a n a g e r
Bureau  O f  Iand  Management
Burns  D i s t r i c t  O f f i c e
HC 74-12533  Hiway 20 W e s t
Hines, OR 97738

In t h e  s h o r t  term  BLM,  t o  f u l f i l l  i t s  r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s  u n d e r
t h e  F e d e r a l  L a n d  P o l i c y  a n d  nanagement  Act  (PL 94-979).  t h e
P u b l i c  Rangeland  I m p r o v e m e n t  A c t  (PL  95-514).  s h o u l d  a d o p t  A l -
t e r n a t i v e  A .  T h i s  w o u l d  p r e v e n t  f u r t h e r  d e s t r u c t i o n  o f  t h e
d e s e r t  a n d  f o r e s t  b y  l o g g i n g  a n d  r a n c h i n g  i n t e r e s t s  w h i l e  a
p l a n  i s  d e v e l o p e d  t o  r e s t o r e  rangeland  t o  i t s  n a t u r a l  c o n d i -
t i o n .

I t  i s  t h e  r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  o f  t h e  BIN t o  p r o t e c t  n a t u r a l  d i v e r s i t y ,
n o t  t o  p a n d e r  t o  l o c a l  i n t e r e s t s .  T h e r e  i s  a  n a t i o n a l  i n t e r e s t
i n  t h e  p r o t e c t i o n  o f  t h e  b i o s p h e r e ,  p a r t i c u l a r l y  w h e r e  i t  i s
m o s t  f r a g i l e .  E c o n o m i c  i n t e r e s t s  s h o u l d  o n l y  b e  allowed  t o  t h e
e x t e n t  t h a t  t h e y  d o  n o t  d e g r a d e  t h e  e n v i r o n m e n t .  C l e a r l y  r a n c h i n g
h a s  s u b s t a n t i a l l y  d e g r a d e d  b o t h  rangeland  a n d  f o r e s t s  i n  n o r t h e r n
Harney  C o u n t y  a n d  t o  c o n t i n u e  w i t h  t h e s e  p r a c t i c e s  i s  a  v i o l a t i o n
o f  BUT's  d u t i e s .

As a  f r e q u e n t  vistor  t o  t h e  Ochoco  a n d  Malheur  Natmnal  F o r e s t s
a n d  t h e  s u r r o u n d i n g  de*ert  I a m  a p p a l l e d  a t  t h e  w a y  t h e  usm and
tiye BIH a l l o w  t h e  a r t i f a c t s  of c a t t l e  r a n c h i n g  a n d  l o g g i n g - - f r o m
rlparian  d e s t r u c t i o n  a n d  g a r b a g e  t o  g e n e r a l i z e d  d e g r a d a t i o n  o f
h a b i t a t - - t o  occur.  It s h o u l d  not  o n l y  b e  s t o p p e d  b u t  r e v e r s e d .

63-1  1 interim.
1) A d o p t  nlternative  A  a s  t h e  p r e f e r r e d  A l t e r n a t i v e  i n  t h e

63-2 I
21  I n  c o n j u n c t i o n  w i t h  t h e  USE  i d e n t i f y  a n d  p r o t e c t  a l l  old-

g r o w t h  forests  i n  t h e  r e g i o n .

63-3 I 3) P r o t e c t  w a t e r  q u a l i t y  b y  p r o t e c t i n g  riparian  h a b i t a t .

63-4

I

4) E n d  s u b s i d i e s  f o r  c a t t l e  r a n c h i n g ,  i n c l u d i n g  w e l l s ,  r o a d s
a n d  f e n c i n g .  T h e s e  a r e  i n a p p r o p r i a t e  t a x - p a y e r  s u p p o r t s  f o r
t h e  p r o d u c t i o n  o f  a  dubious  p r o d u c t  w i t h  s i g n i f i c a n t  h e a l t h
hazards.

63-5
I .

5 )  De;;;zp  a  p l a n  f a r  r e s t o r i n g  t h e  rangeland  t o  excellect  con-

63-6

I

6) P r o v i d e  p r i o r i t y  f o r  t h e  w e l f a r e  o f i n d i g e n o u s  s p e c i e s  o v e r
c a t t l e ,  m e a n i n g  a d e q u a t e  lands  d e s i g n a t e d  for  h a b i t a t  p r o t e c -
t i o n  f o r  b i g  h o r n  s h e e p  a n d  o t h e r  l a r g e  m a m m a l s ,  i n c l u d i n g
p r i o r i t y  i n  w i n t e r  f o r a g e  a l l o c a t i o n s . ,

63-7

I

7 )  D e s i g n a t e  t h e  f o l l o w i n g  f o r  i n c l u s i o n  a5 W i l d  a n d  S c e n i c  R i v e r s :
t h e  Silvies  R i v e r  ( e n t i r e ) , SO"th  Fork  and  "ladle Fork  Of the
of  t h e  Halheur  R i v e r  ( e n t i r e ) , a n d  Bluebucket  C r e e k  ( e n t i r e ) .

I l o o k  f o r w a r d  t o  s e e i n g  a  v a s t l y  i m p r o v e d  F i n a l  EIs/RMP  t h a t  r e -
f l e c t  BlM's  l e g a l  m a n d a t e  t o  p r o t e c t  n a t u r a l  d i v e r s i t y .

63-1 Refer to response 12-4.

63-2 Refer  ta  response 12-l.

63-3 Refer to response 244.

63-4 Refer  to responses l-13, U-10  and 13-11.

63-5 Refer  t o  respoose  l-13.

63-6 Refer to response 2-6 and 2-78.

63-7 Refer to response 3-6.

C :  S e n a t o r  nark  H a t f i e l d
s e n a t o r  Bob PaCkwOOd
R e p r e s e n t a t i v e  R o n  Wyden
R e p r e s e n t a t i v e  I625  Aucoin
R e p r e s e n t a t i v e  P e t e r  DeFazio
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Pheir is no ester for deer only from private eoUrCe5. I’ve not observee
any deer in the winter time cm these public lsdds. only on privsoe
lands at loTier etevations.

67-3
I
In table 1 appendix 3-5 its ststes that investor not silli*J  to invest.
This is arms. I vould like to purcllnse part 3f these public acres OP
work out an agreement that is satisfactory to all.
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70-l

70-2

70-3

70-4

7 o-5

70-b

70-7

70-s
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January  25,  , 9 9 0

District Manager
Bureau  Of Land mnageroent
tic-741  2533, “wy zo west
Hines, OR 97738
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Oregon Trout

P.O. BOX 19J40.  Po”land,  orcgon  .972,9.  (503)  24.%7*70

25 Januay.  1990

Dls:nct  nsnsger
eureau Of Land flanagement
HC-7412533  Hwy  20 West
Hines,  DR 97736

74

I have  read with  interest  the dmft  Environmental  Impact Statement  for
the  northern half  of the Bums  District.  I was concerned  to learn that
Alternative  C was the Bureau’s  -preferred-  alternative.  In  my opinion,  this
alternative  leans  much  too dramatically  in  favor  of cattle  interests  at the

74-I

I

expense  of all  other issues.  Deerand elk receive  only  token  forage
allocation  with  the vast majority  being  reserved for  cattle.  Wildlife
winter  range  forage allocations  should  take priority  over livestock
allocations In addition, virtually  no  consideration is given  to bighorn
sheep habitat  PrOteCtiOn

Because  so much of the  range  is in only -fair-  to ‘poor’ condition,  I believe
it should  be  a priority  to return the range  to ‘excellent  condition.  At the
very least,  BLM  should  adopt  AlterTiatlve  *A*,  even though  this  altematiVe

74-2

I

‘would  allow  only  a token  amount  of recovery. This altematiVs  should  be
viewed  only  as a temporary  stopgap  while  ELM  develops  another
alternative  to restore  and  maintain rangeland  to -excellent~.  natural
condition.

74-3

I

To that end, cattle-grazing  snd  crested wheatgrass  seedings  should  be
eliminated.  In addition the  plan  should  commit the Bureau  to keep riparian
and  aquatic habitat  in ‘excellent-  condition.  That should  include

74-4
I

designation  of the South  and  Middle  Fork Malheur  Rivers.  Bluebucket  Creek,
and  the  Silvles  River  as -Wild and  Scenic-  rivers

74-5

I

Certainly  all of this would  require careful  discussion  of restoration
efforts,  which none  of your  current alternatives  address In addltlon,
nowhere  in your  proposals  do  you  even  attempt  to identify  remaining
SnCisnt  forests  nor  how  IOgglng  might  impact the region I believe we
need to reasses  priorities  for this area.  The  proposed  Alternative  C is a
disaster  for the  land  and  for the naturally  occurring  wildlife I hope  my
comments  will  encourage  you  to rethtnk your  draft  EIS.

Sincerelu.

Karen  L Theodore
20941  Desert  Woods  Dr
Eend,Origon  97702
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Dtstrlct  Manaqer
Buresu  of Land  Msnagement
“C-7412533  thy 20 west
Hines,  OR 97738

75

I have read  with  Interest  the draft  Enwronmental Impact Statement  iOr
the  northern  half of the Burns  Dlstrlct.  I was troubled  to learn that
Alternative  C was the  Bureau’s  ‘preferred-  alternat!ve.  In  my oplnlon,  this
alternative  leans  much too dramatically  III  favor  of cattle  interests  at the
disastrous expense  of all other Issues  Virtually  no  consldemtlon Is given
to bighorn  sheep habitat  protectlon  Deer and  elk receive  only  token

75-1

I

forage allOCetlOn  with  the  ‘fast msjonty  being  reserved for Cattle
Wi,dl,fr  winter  range  forage a,,Ucat,o,,s  Bhouia  tal:e prrorlty  over
Il’iestock  sliocstlons.

Because  so much  of the  range  IS  I” only  “fair” to “poor”  condltlon,  lt seems
sm~z,ng  to me that none  of the  sltemstives  proposed  would  come cloze  to
whabllltstlng  the  region  to “excellent-  condition It if as If even the
posslbillty  of,  for once,  mak,ng  a comrmtment ?a  redeem,“g the lwxd  IS oil!
r), the  questlon.  At the  very least.,  ELM  Should  adopt  Alternstlve  “A‘.  eve”

I

though  this aiternatlve  would  allow  only B token  amount  Of recovenj I75-2
belleve It IS Imperative  that 6LM  develop  another alternative  to restore
and  maintain rangeland  I” ‘“excellent‘, natural condltlon

75-3
I

To that  end,  cattle-grazing  should  be eliminated Crested wheatgrass
seedmgs  should  be eliminated Along  with  that  commitment  to % retUrn lo
natural condltlon  should  be a plan  to keep riparlan  and  aquetlc habltst  in

75-4

I

‘“excellent”  condltlon  That should  l”c,“de  wild  and  scenic  deslgnatIon  for
the  South  rrnd  fllddle Fork tlalhaur  Rivers, Rluebiusket  Creek, and  the
S~i’,les  River.  That would  require  careful  dlscusslon  of restoratlun
efforts,  which  none  of your  current  alternatives  address In sdditlon,

75-5
I

nowhere  In  your  proposals  do  you  even attempt  to ldentlfy  any  remaining
sncient forests  nor  how logging  might  lmpsct the region.  I believe we
need  to reifsBes  priorities  for this area The proposed  Alternstwe  C is a
disnster  for the land  and  for the naturally  occurnng wlldl?fe

Mlchsel  A. Sequeira
20441  Desert Woods  Dr
Yend, Oregon  97702

75-l Refer  to response  2-6.

7 5-2 Refer t.3 response l-13.

75-3 Refer to responses 1-11 and I-13.

75-a Refer to response  3-6.

75-5 Refer to resM"ses 12-l and 74-5.
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D i s t r i c t  O f f i c e
HCR 7 4 ,  1 2 5 3 3  "wy.  20 w.
HlreS,  OR 97738

83-l Refer  to responses 2-5, 2-U and 3-13.

83-2 Refer to response 3-13 and 5-10.

83-3 Refer  to response l-13  and 32-l.

84-l Refer  to response 2-7.

84-2 Refer  to response U-11  and 25-l.

84-3 Refer  to response 6-8.

84-4 Refer  t o  respooses  4 - 1 4  ad G-10.
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85 85-l Refer  to responses 2-44 and 13-7.

MAYO RANCH, INC.
86

11
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88
January 30, 1990

"r. Jay Carlson
Burns District Office
Bureau of Land Management
HC 74-12533 Highway 20 Yest
Hines,  Oregon 97738

RE: BLi4 Draft Three Rivers RMP/EIS

Dear Mr. Carl son:

The oreyon Cattlemen’r Association appreciates  the
opportunity to respond to the Draft Three Rivers  Resource
Management Plan and Environmental Impact Statement.

Based on conversations with, and information provided by
livestock producers located in the Three Rivers region,
there is substantial disagreement with the data used to
develop the draft policy for the region. Before the BLM
approves the RHp,EIS,  efforts should be undertaken to study
and resolve the issues where parties disagree with
conclusions reached by the BLl4. A meaningful dialogue with
affected livestock producers should prove beneficial.
There is no reason  for the BLM to wove with celerity when
draft policy affects so many with the potential for an
outcome not in the best interest of improving the
environment and economy.

Ye believe the BLM should thoroughly examine the majw
arguments brought forth by livestock producers. The
following are a few issuer  that should be resolved:

l * revwkny all creeks 1" the region to determine whether
or not they should be Included  in the riparian area

** de"elop,og ,nformation  to ascertain the impact livestock
has on the sagegrouse population

l * allowing cattle on the BIscuitroot Cultural ACLC unless
studies clearly demonstrate damage (we note that
htrtarical  grazing practices have not impacted root
struitures)

** examimng  historical data on water quality, since there
is a major disagreement concerning the data provided by
ELM, that does not appear to be substantiated by the
human eye and those living in the area for a number of
years

88-S
I

88-6
I

B&7
I

.* determining if preference for wildlife and wild horses is
inconsistent with federal court decisions

** ascertaining how the fencing of reservoirs will enhance
riparian areits

If developing an objective standard to determine the condition
of the range

Undoubtedly, the Oraft Three Rivers RMP/EIS will have an adverse
impact on livestock producers raising livestock in the area.
Resolving the issues we have raised, plus the other issues
articulated by producers, will guide the BLM in their quest for
what is best, based an the scientific data.
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CENTRAL OREGON
AUDUBON CHAPTER

P. 0. BOX 565
BEND, OREGON 97709

90 90-1 Refer  to respnse  l-13.

90-7. Refer  to reepcmee  l-11.

90-3 Refer to response 3-13.

90-4 Refer to reeponee  12-T.
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PO BOX 796
Crane, OR 97732

January 31, 1990

Mr. Jay Carlson
Burns District Office
Bureau of Land Management
HC 74 12533 Highway 20 west
Hines,  OR 97738

oear Mr. Carlso":

91-l Alternatives A, B and C will result  in a substantial loss of OUP
base property value. The proposed BLH actionr may result in reducing
the size of OUP operation $0 that it is no longer an economical unit.
Therefore, we request that if Alternatives A, B or C are conrldered,
that prior to issuing the Final Three Rivers Resource Management
Plan the Environmental Impact Statement, a "Takings Implication
Assessment" be completed as authorized by Executive Order 12630
(see November 8. 1988 Wawrandun  to all Asristant Secretaries and
Bureau Directors from Secretary of Interior, Donald P. Hodel).

The letters from the Harney County Cattlemen, Stockgrowers, Farm
Bureau, Sheep and Woolgrowers and the January 17. 1990 Riddle Ranch
and Western Range Service cements and response to the Draft Three
Rivers Resource Management Plan and Environmental Impact Statement
are consistent with OUP views and cements.

This response is our endorsement of such letters and Riddle Ranch
document. Their response has been submitted to you. We do not
include a full copy of text only for the reason  that it would be
an exact duplication of the Riddle Ranch document and organizations
letters.

Sincerely,

lm

92

91-1 Refer to response 2-63.

92-I Refer to reepo11ee  z-63.
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OWiGHT  8 SUSAN HAMMONO
HAYYOND  RAWCUEB, I N C .
oI*Yo”o,  OREooN
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BUREAU  O F  LAND MA”*OE”E”l
HC 74  12533  HIV” 2 0  WEB,
HINEB.  OREGON 9 7 7 3 8

C C :  ROBERT  F .  Sv,,n
HANHE”  cavurr CO”“,
H*“HE” cou*rr SlOCxOR.rE.6
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99-1 Refer to responee 1-13 .

99-2 Refer  to r e s p o n s e s  l - 1 1 ,  l - 1 3  and 12-7.

99-3 Refer to response* 2-u ad 13-7.

99-4 bfer to respnse 2-6 and z - 7 8 .

99-5 Refer to response 12-l.
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Northwest Federation of Mineralogical i ies
mlP”bllC Land Advisory commrtree2516 - 15th hue. w. Y204Seattle.  WA 98119

B u r e a u  O f  Land Management
Burns D i s t r i c t  O f f i c e
HC 7 4 - 1 2 5 3 3  Highway 20 W e s t
H i n e s ,  Oregon 9 7 7 3 8

Re:  D r a f t  Three Rivers R e s o u r c e  M a n a g e m e n t  Plan and EIS

I --

3
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.laiiua:y :1, 1990 101-l Refer  to responses l-13, 2-6,  2-10  and 2-U.
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102-3 I
102-4

I
10*-5

br

102- l

102-Z

102-3

102-4

102-5

102-b

102-7

102-E
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103-2

103-3
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104- l Refer  t o  response 2-63.
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105-2

I

Tile reallocatio"  nna/or reductio" Of 107 Am'* livestock ior-
ape in the Loue Pine Allotment would reduce the wlue of our base
propert by a snbstantfal  *momIt:  further.  ooy propoG*d reduction
0" the ihitinp allotmeot nould increase this reductio" of nelue.
Please co"81der thla esonomis lo** I" the reqvestea "Takings
1mp1ioation hssesament."

Table 1 of +pe"dix  6 and Pable  il of Appendix 6 of the Draft
Plan *ho" part or Paiaoo Creek .¶* beine io the Lane Pine n11otmeot

105-3
and the creek to be io poor,

I

*toOk usa*.
declining wnditlon  due to heavy live:

We point out that the rimrock  forms a natural barrier
for oattle betrem Lone Pine Allot-,ent  806 Poison Creek. An,
erieate 0" Poison Creek irom livestock  us* *r-B due to liTwPto*k
other than thoaa rnneinp 011 the Lone Pine Allotmsot.

105-4

I

:?a are concerned abont  the possibility of ev*n further re-
ductions on the Lone Pine Allotment  due to the preeence Of sape-
?r"use. There  is no 5cientiCic EPta indimtina  t!nt 1i-restocli
use has a ns&3tire effect 0" the SRPePrOUEe population. C1osinp
the hu"tinp see*o"  0" theze  b1rd.c nould be iar core be"*:ici>l
to their populetio".

105-5

I

de also point out ti7e.t Landi": Creek is llot * per*nOiRl stream.
vine dry in the *umv*r. It 18 therefore mt sffected  by pernanent
"atcr,and cennot be olaseified L* B riparia" zone.

nppendix  3. Table  7 falls for juniper aontrol *cd buroioc
end the bnildtn~ of wlditiooal  reservoirs on the icne Pine All;%

105-6 !nnent.

I

ia spree with theee  impr?neaents. plus the need far sap*-
brush control. Juniper inoesion is a sericus  prOb1*71. en3 it*
control should be precticed o" all rtllot-,e"ts. to the pni"t of

105-T
i"cludi"e the issuinp of ire* post nnd jmiper firmood  pemit*.

I

klternstires  h. 3. and C hare 3" *rroP*,,t disrqwd  for pri-
v-ate land Olnerchip in their  zc"iaC ~rOpO*blE. There ere lsrpe

portions Of Si1ries Valley snd Poisoo Creek that Ill-e  privately
owned. and are proposed b., the S.L.U.  for Zone 1 clsssifisatio"
(squire or exee"Fe iorl. These lnnda are vita1 to the Op*rat1008
of the private 1~3 OWWX~ md ah"uld  not be zoned for possible
acquioitioo. De U.S. Goxm,qent nlreedv 0""s *"wph of Xarner
Couotfs netlands  io the form o* !hlb*ul  .rildlife  lefups. de nould
not ra"t to see Silvies Veller tskeo  ov*r by noxious needs su*h
(~8 is seen at Malhsw Ref%~.-

'80 do horerer, support tba sale of, or ex.ha"ee of BW3.11. ISO-
later3 B.L.U.  traots.

105-S

I

i7e adamntl, oppose th* aqoiaitioo  of p"bli* *.e*** UP SilTi**
iliver. P,,is,,,,  Creek.  am3 the old Oreto" Northnester"  %ilrOad
right-of-way.

The JaousrJ 19. 1990, letter ?roa the Earoev Count7 Lto.k-
Pro"ere. 8"d the J,""w-, 17, 1990, 3iddle Ban& and Geetern %."PB
Ce*.Tiee  cements an* 3erpoase tn 70" are EOr.S1Ptent ritn our viewa
and eonmen ts . ie endorse the** letter? snd riph their c?"t*"tP
to be part oi our respoose.

One ai the I).L.::.'*  steted  objective* for the i'refsrred  Alter-
native. is to "provid* *or sootinued OpportuDities ior rsocblrl?
operations tnpioa1  ni the -4mer*c80  Western ileritepe." ue believe
that the Preferred Alternettre  insteaa.  @es far t""Rrd*  st1r11oe
th*s* opyxtuoitiea.

Eva Whiting

&-&A~

33"ald iihi tinp
&,.&f r2?

4

.s. If juoiper  iovnrimJ is a11osea to .o"ti"u* "itho"t ertensire
sa"tro1, all the livestock  could be r*mov*d from the ra"p* *"d it*
.oodition would still d**X"*. simply from the juniper problem.
Thitr  trend would Dontinue to the pro~reaalre  detriment of wildlife.
Therefore. redumia@'  lirestoek numbem is not the simple solution
to th* ra,~e *O"ditioo problem.

105-l

105-2

105-3

105-h

105-5

105-6

105-T

105-S

105-9 Refer to reeponse  6-a.
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107
107-I Refer to response 2-2 and 2-63.

Appendix II-110



Appendix II-1 11



Dear Hr. Warburton,

1. I ”  seneral, I  a m  appalled that you h a v e  chosen  t o  c o n t i n u e
y o u r  p o l i c y  o f  resource  d e s t r u c t i o n . I ”  a n  e r a  when the BLH 15
being lauded for progressive efforts to rectify mistakes that
have been made for decades, the Burns oxstrict seems bent on
busrness as usual. Certainly there are some positive components
included in the preferred alternative, but they are weak overall
and fall far short of the kind of restorative actions that are
mandated by the condition  of the resource.

1o9-* I 3'
Water Quality. riparian, and awatic habItat m& be improved

to or maintained in excellent condition.

logF3  I Sbmercialconlfers
You must protect all ancient forest, whether that be

, Iuniper,  or sagebrush.

109-5 I 7.
It is imposszble  to believe that YOU are still promoting

Crested Wheatgrass; please eliminate all such proposals.

109-T 9,

I

Please designate all of the south Fork and Middle Fork of the
"alheur River (1.e.. those portions over vhlch the BLH has

I control, and not the reach through the Drewsey area), all of
Bluebucket Creek, and all of the silvles River. as Wild and
.Tcenic Rivers.

As a person who has Caught and done research on Burns District
lands for more than two decades, as a neigbborlng  landowner, and
as a member of the Board of Directors of the treat Basin society
and the Halheur Field Station Consortium, I have a very strong
interest in encouraging the improvement of the condition of the
lands over which you have steuardsbtp. Please keep me fully
informed as your plan progresses  and please respond specifically
to my comments.

Thank you very much.
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January 22, 1990

Craig M. Hansen, Area Manager
United states  Department of the Interior
Burns District Office
HC 14-12533 wy 20 west
Hines,  Oregon 97738

Dear Mr. Hansen:

This letter is belne written in response to the invitation of the
Bureau of Land Management to participate in evaluating the draft
of the Three Rivers Reso"rce Management Plan. The sections of
the plan concerning the cultural plants and cultural resources
were reviewed in the Cultural Resources office at Warm Springs.
This office, as well as the Culture and Heritage Department and
the Culture and Heritage Committee, were set up on the Warm
Springs Reservation to preserve the cultural heritage and tra-
ditions, and LO manage the cultural plants and cultural sites.
The traditional foods are very important to the people here.
They  a r e  a  p a r t  Of their liveiihobd, and a r e  necessery  p a r t  O f
meals at all of the traditional ceremonies that take place
throughout the year.

The proposal LO set aside areas under BLM jurisdiction to be
managed for tradirional usage, such as root digging, is one that
we would strongly s"pport.  The proposed Biscuitroot  ACEC is
primarily used by Burns Paiute people as part of their mstomary
gathering areas. It is outside of the Warm Springs ceded area,
but there are enrolled members of Paiute descent at Warm Springs.
the three enrolled tribes  are the Wasco, Warm Springs, and Pai"te
tribes. There are a number of Paiute tribal members, as well as
people from other tribes, who do come down in the spring  to di,?
roots in the Burns area on BLM lands. Members from Burns also
come up to warm Springs to trade their roots  with people here.
This exchange is a long established custom. It contributes Lo
the economic support, as well as continuing traditional practices,
and strenghiening  family ties.

we would encourage the adoption of one of the management alter-
natives that favors the consxderation  of traditional uses and the
protection of culturally important plants. We would also support
the proposal to retain in federal ownership the root areas that
the BLM currently manages with the maintainawe  of access  to
these lands for traditional "sage.

Mr. Hansen
January 22, 1990
Page  2
The ethnobataoist  who worked in the Cultural Resources office
pointed out that increasing reliance an a smaller number of root
digging areas was adversely affecting the root production. His
recommepdatian'was  to alert federal agencies about the root areas
under their jurisdiction and to discourage trading away the re-
mainingrootareas to p;ivate developers.

In 1988 a Cultural Plant Conference was held on the Warm Springs
Reservation to educate personnel working in the federal agencies
in central Oregon about the cultural plants, their USPS, and
management. Studies have been done on five of the main roots
used today by people at Warm Springs. A report on these studies
includes management recommendations for these culturally used
plants. We would be glad to share this and any other information
we have that might be helpful.

In the last few years a coaperat~an  has been built up between
the cultural programs at Warm Springs and Cultural Resource
personnel at the Burns District Office. This cooperation has
been very valuable. In closing, please accept wt gratitude for
your sensitivity and responsiveness to our Tribe's wishes to
protect and preserve its interests and opportunities in part of
our ancestral lands. Ue look forward to strengthening the re-
lationship already established as this plan and its proposals are
being advanced.

110 NO comment  idenrified.

Marcia Kimball, Tribal Archaeologist
Cultural Resources

MLK/rnW

Enclosure:  (2)
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Ill
OREGON HUNTER’S ASSOCIATION,‘.O BOX hhlR  . Rend. megon 97708. (503)  3824058

January 31, 1990

“I. Josh”= L. Warburton
District Manaaer

provide moments to the above-referenced draft plan. Cm* is
a statewide organization of nearly 3000 members concerned
with management of wildlife habitat. Briefly, our concerns
center on management direction for winter and summer range
for deer, elk, and antelope.111-l

I
One of our chief concerns regards the great emphasis

placed on livestock grazing in the plan, at the expense of
wildlife habitat. The animal unit months CAUHsI allocated
to livestock in the Preferred Alternative (139.8511  are
nearly the maximum possible (164.6221,  accocding to ~able
z.1 While this number reportedly does not meet the demand.
it is nearly three times the level proposed in the natural
values alternative, and allocates only 5% of the AUHS to
wildlife (7759). Only 10% Of the required *"MS fOC
antelope, and lS$ of the required A""s for deer are
allocated A",%. The balance of the forage required by these
species are assumed to be accmodated  by unallocated forage.
We question this assumption. In addrtion, about one-half of
the allotments allocate nothing to wildlife (Appendix 3.
Table 4,. BUrthermO~e, "early 50,000 acreS are to be

ill-2

I

planted with crested wheatgrass,
only lIVeStOCk.

a species that benefits
Deer winter range occurs on about 20% of

the area proposed to be Seeded with crested wheatgrass. we
believe that any seedings should be native bunchgrasses,
perennial rye. fescue, Or other species that can be utilized

I

by wildlife as well as livestock. we also SUppOrt seasona,

111-3

I
grazing restrictions to hasten range improvement and
minimize Conflicts with wildlife usage.111-4

I
The management objectives in Table 2.1 describe 170,000

acres of a total of 500,000 acres of deer winter range as
needing mprovement. Corresponding numbers for summer range
ace 293,000 o"t Of 670,000 acres. yet in Chapter 4 of the
plan Ip. 4-21) 88% of the winter range and 87% of the 8"mer
ranae are described as beins in satisfactorv  condition.

I TheIe numbers do not appeareto be con;istenc, and we are
inclined to believe the former. Similar numbers are
presented for elk ranges. we believe a much mare aggressive
range-rehabilitation program must be established.

111-5

I

Bighorn sheep habitat is identified on maps in the
pllan,  yet there is little if any discussion of management
direction for bighorn sheep habitat. Bighorns are an
important wildlife component of the Three Rivers area, and a
thorough discussion of their management should be included.

111-6
I

There is proposed to be maximum development of off-road
vehicle use in the plan. we are concerned with potential
conflicts with wildlife and habitat desradation  caused by

I

OR” use. A coherent plan for nanagi&and restricting OkI
use is essential for responsible management of the other
values in the RMP area.

Please give our concerns serious consideration. We
would be happy to meet with personnel from your district to
work on these issues.

Sincerely,

Kelly I,. Smith
State President
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112-l Refer to response 2-n.

112-2 Refer to respcmae  2-6.

1x2-3 Refer to reapae  2-a.

113-l Refer to responee  2-u.
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Feb. 6, 1990

114

114-l

114-2

In reference t o  Oct. ,989 Bu4 Draft Three Rivers mP?EIS:
dlternatives  *.D, and C will result in a substantial lees of
my base property  value. The proposed BLM actions may result
in reducing the size of my operation so that it is no longer
an economical unit. Therefore I request that If ?lternativeS
A, B, and C are considered, that prior to issuing the Final Three
Rivers Rec30ur~e  Management Plan and Enviromental  Impact State-
ment, a "Takings Implication Assessment" be completed as
muthortsed  by Executive Order 12630 (see Nov. 8, 1988 Memo-
randum to all Assisstant  Secretaries and Bureau Directors from
Secretary of Interior, Donald P. Hodel.)

!rhe letters from the Harney County cattlewomen, Stockgrowers,
Fana Bneau, Sheep and Woolgrowers  and the Jan.ll, 1990
Riddle Ranch and Western  Range Service Comments and Response
to Draft mree livers ~esourne management  Plan and EIS are
consistant with my views and comments.

'hrthemore  I feel that 30% reduction of ADTs in my allot-
bent is unfounded and unfair. In 1988and 1989 due to draught
and other conditions J took a voluntary "on-use in the Upton
Mt. bllottment. Prior to this time I observed a large number of
tresspass cattle in this all&bent. BLM was informed of this,
but there was never any action taken. I feei that because of the
draught conditions and the tresspass cattle, that when the

nonitoriQ3  was dgm the all&me was in poor condition, (thus
my reasons *or voluntary  non-use.).

At this tltie, in my opinion that allottment  is in as good a
condition as it has been in my life time and I have lived on
this family operated ranch for 46 years.

114-3 ifter the draught in 1977 ,IT,M plnnn~d  to r‘emove the brush
and seed in my allottment. T took my cattle to the Princeton

~ sredlng for two grazing seasons at my expense. The seeding
m my allottment  never materalisyl.  My dollar lass over those
two years wae approximately $100,000. Another (there was an
earlier reduction due to BIN EIS) reduction at this time is
totaLly unwarranted.

cc:,congressman  R.F. Srn1t.h
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118-3

118-4

118-5

118-6

118-7

118-8
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Mr. Dean Bibles, Director
“SD1 Burea” Of Iand Management
P.O. BOX 2965
Portland, OR 97208

Hai *earner and Jim Keniston  prepared this )omt response to the
Burea" Of Land Management  (alal)  Draft ReSDUlCe Management
Plan/Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) to eliminate duplication.
Hal and Jim are Cistrict  Rangers located at Bur"s, Oregon for the
Malheur and O~ho~o National Forests.

They met with Jay Carlson  of BIN on Friday, January 5, to discuss
the BLz4 Draft Plan. The meeting was extremely productive. They
were able to clarify misunderstood direction, determine management
adjacent to National Forest lands, and identify some potential
conflicts.

It appears that to a large extent the BLn management is consistent
with both the ochoco National Forest Plan and the proposed Malheur
National Forest Plan. Being a programmatic resource plan rather
than an allocation resource plan like the Forest Service plans,
there are a limited number of specifics. It will be imperative as
you implement your Plan that we coordinate closely on management
around common boundaries to ensure compatible management.

There are few apparent inconsistencies. These were discussed with
Jay and are documented  below.

lx-1 1. The visual Quality objective for FR 41 on the Snow Mountain
Ranger District is Retention as per the ochoco National Forest
Plan. On pages 3-51 of the Em4 Plan, the visual management
direction for Bm land along a portion of FR 41 in section 10,
TZIS, R27E is Level IV. Level Iv corresponds to the National
Forest service Visual Quality objective of Modification. Jay did
not indicate that it would be a major problem to have the 8LM
direction  be consistent with the Forest service.

120-Z The BLM proposes a Wild and Scenic River classification of
nrwilZi to a Walheur River segment passing through section 16, TMS,
RSlE (identified as Segment A, Middle Fork nalheur  River, pp. 3-42,
43,. The boundaries for this segment would include National Fcrest
lands in Section 15, T18S.  R34E. However, this would not conflict

Director, Bureau of Land Management 2

with the proposed allocation under the proposed Halheur  National
Forest Plan should the final designation be "wild." If it is not
designated as "wild,"  there is potential for conflicting
management.

lm-3
I

3. Bl2-4 proposes mineral withdrawal for all river segments
designated under the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act. In addition, BI3
direction in riparian and wetland areas is to allow no surface
occupancy within 660 feet of these areas (Appendix, pp. 9-12, 131.

I The Forest Service direction in the proposed nalheur  National
Forest Plan is that mineral and other uses could exist within river
corridors as long as key river values are protected. The Ochoco
National sorest plan allows mineral activity to occur outside the
riparia" zones (Ochoco  National Forest Plan, pp. 4-172,  173).

120-4  I 4. The Em4 Plan identifies most of the Silvies Vallw as

I winter range (pp. 3-30, 31, 32, 33). The winter range iseshown
extending to the National Forest boundary on the B"r"s Ranger
District, but there is no corresponding winter range show" 0"
~alheur  National Forest lands at various locations west of Highway
395 and in the silvies valley. East of Highway 395, the identified
winter range is reasonably consistent.

1n discussing this with Jay, we found that the Oregon Department of
Fish and Wildlife (ODEW) was involved in identifying winter range
on both ~ge"cy's  area of responsibility, but the data on Elk Winter
nange on the BIN land may be more recent. It is necessary to
understand the explanation for this difference in winter range
lines between the BLPl and Forest Service lands. TWO possibilities
seem to exist. Either there is a biological explanation for the
difference and the lines are correct or different information was
used to identify winter ra"aes on BIM land. We are not aware of
any recent studies which ha& updated winter range use in that
area. We believe the ODFW personnel at the Burns Office could
assist in this matter. ODFW input regarding winter range lines on
the Malheur National Forest was provided in 1982. We recommend
that biologists of respective Agencies discuss this matter and
provide an explanation.

m-5

I

5. On the Snow Moontain  Ranger District (pp. 3-30, 31, 32,
33), the winter range shown primarily agrees with that identified
as winter range on National mrest lands. !rhe exception is on the
west side of the Snow Mountain Ranger District, Ochoco National
Forest where winter range identified  on the National Forest is not
matched by corresponding winter range on BIX.

Director, Bureau of Land Management 3

addition, the effect of road density in the BIN direction is
""clear.

-7 7. Direction for managing eagle protection differs slightly.
The size of special management areas around nests and roosts agree,
but the Malheur National Forest identifies "potential" roosting
habitat. Similarly, the Snow Mountain Ranger District has two
roost sites and the Ochoco National Forest Plan calls for
protection of potential roost trees within 112 mile of existing
sites (ochc~co National Forest Plan, pp. 4-428). The draft Three
Rivers plan calls for protection of existing sites and any sites
that are subsequently found to be occupied. It does not identify
any potential sites for Bald Eagle roosting. The "alheur  and
ochoco  National Forests both contain roost sites but do not have
any active nest sites. Three active roost sites and 15 potential
roost sites have been identified on the Bur"s Ranger District. The
identification of "otential sites is felt to be important to insure
there are options In the future to provide for an expanding
oooulation  or "rovide an alternative should evistino  active roost
Lites become~uhAitahle  for use. This need is identified  in the
Bald Eagle Recovery Plan far Oregon and Washington (January 1989).
Management plans will be completed for the three roost sites within
the Bums Ranger District within the next five years. me to their

120-8

close proximity to BD! land it is important that a high degree of
coordination occur between Agencies to insure protection and
!xr!xtuation  of this sensitive habitat. It is recommended that BIM
and-forest  service biologists discuss the bald eagle habitat
management strategy within their respective plans to insure
consistent implementation of the Federal Recovery Plan.

the restricted seaso" for management activities around eagle roosts
varies in the current cooperative agreements  between the Burns.
Ranger District and BIW, and between BIM and the Snow Mountain
Ranger District. We were unable to locate any reference to a
restricted season of use in the BIN Plan. This is of concern as
the ochoco National Forest Plan has travel restrictions to protect
eagle roosts on adjacent BLM land. see Item 7.

8. The BLM Plan, in Table 2.1-9,  calls for a restriction of
management activities within 660 feet of raptor nests from March 1
to A"g"st 15. The ochoco National Forest Plan, on pages 4-428  and
429. states that for eagles the restriction period will be March 1
to Auqw.t 15, and for other raptors March 1 to A"g"st 1.

m-9 9. The BLM and both Ranger Districts have a number of mutual
livestock grazing permttees. It is important that our management
direction be as consistent as possible to reduce the potential for
conflict and confusion.

In reviewing the Bm Plan, we found that allotments on both
National Forest and BIN lands were receiving utilization exceeding
the carrying capacity.

it appears that both Agencies will be faced with significant
challenges in turning the situation around. since we share
permittees, it will be imperative that we coordinate our management
closely as we implement aur respective plans, and we would  like to

c9. .

Director, Bureau of Land Management 4

see some wording to reflect this when our allotments are adjacent
and the same permittee  is involved.

There is a difference in utilization standards to resolve riparian
habitat problems.
cattle from streams

In Table 2.1-2X!  the B,.N calls for rem?""1 Of
in poor conditmn for a five year period,

followed by a grazing system that would allow 50 percent use of
riparian herbaceous vegetation and 30 percent use on upland
herbaceous  vegetation.

I The Ochoco  National Forest Plan, on pages 4-141, does not require
the complete removal of livestock, but certainly retains that
option. The Plan also institutes these utilization standards.

Ritmrian  Areas
nange Hgmt Levels Hax. use $ fxa*ses Max. "se a
Shrubs

Condition

Condition

I Forest Grassland
Shrublands

sat. ""sat. sat. unsat. sat.

Percent allowable use is driven and prescribed by management
intensities A (not shown in above table: in FSM 2200). 8, C. and D.
The use standards are Pacific Northwest Regional direction and are
to be used unless non? site-specific objectives are approved in
individual Allotment Management Plans. This applies to all
National Forests with permitted livestock grazing and aids in
consistent dealino  With the same mzmittees on different National
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I" Table 2.1-3 and 2.1-31,  32, BLM direction calls for
all roads not needed for administration or fire

purpaaes,  allowing all types of Off Road vehicles (OR") use in
designated open areas except where unacceptable resource impacts
are occurring or are likely to occur,  maximizing development of ORV
areas and cross-country routes (including those for snowmobiles and
motorcycles) to increase the number of out-of-county users! and
developing trails to accommodate a number of other recreatIonal
activities (paraphrased and emphasis added).

It would appear that this direction could have the potential for
significant impact to forest resources and to our management.
Since "0 specific locations are given, it is impossible to assess
exactly what this impact would be. We would like to see some
wording added that would emphasize that any planned recreation
developments or road closures adjacent to or within National Forest
boundaries of either hanger District be coordinated with the Forest
service.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment.

CC:
Malheur NF
Ochoco NF
PLAN - Nygren

120-S

120-5

120-S

120-7

120-8

no-9

120-10

121

Re: DR”P,EIS
Biscuitroot  Cult"Ta1 ACEC

I agree "ith you assessment  and description of the resource
and value of the ~iscuitroot  cultural ACEC,  having studied
these resources and patterns of cultural use by the Burn5
Paiute  Indians  since 1974.

While the crops are nutritious and have a cash value in
trade, the people rely upon the "ild root craps in modern
days primarily  for their value as an important CUltUral tool
in educating and creating awareness of young tribal people
as to cultural traditions.

The “lid plant resource and its “se by Indian people 1s
sensitive to grave1 pit activities ,concurrent "se is not
desirable; pit expanslo"  is a threat, and drought year
livestock grazing ~reso"Tce  is vulnerable to competltla",.
The livestock compete especially for the yampa (Perlderidia
bolanderi) which tends to grow under  moist conditions or
streamside.
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-
'adapted with modificatlone  from material prepared by Bill

Hcpkins,  area ecologist for Fremont,  Winema,  Deschutes  and Ochoco
astiona1 Poro‘ts. Numbers in psrentheses  indioate low and high
ends of a rang..
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Sincerely,

iSh”3 L. Warburton January 31, ,990
v,lrn5 o,*tr‘,ct  Manager
Bureau Of Land Management
HC 74.12533 v. HIghway 20 124
HlneS,  OR 97338
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Department of Fish and Wildlife

balance between negligible and significant damage can be
quite precarious. men one, relatively intense exposure to
OR” use can cause damage that may take years to heal.

Continued intensive exposure can easily cause significant
environmental damage and displaceaent  of wildlife
communities.

126-I Refer  to response l-23.
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131
Prepared  by: nltch and Linda Baker

SUMMARY

The Draft Three RlYerl  Resource Management  Plan and Envlrormnta1
Impact  Statement  (Draft RMPIEIS) Is not needed.

All available information indicates  that current upland  grazing
practices are having  "0 significant adverse impact  on SUrface water
quality.

131-4

I

ELM has failed to address  many of the ad"erPimpactr of their
preferred alternative on Ilvertock grazing. Funding for the propxed
range improvements will probably not be available.

s,,vies River

R,,otment  I 7033

Background

This a,,i,t"!e"t contains 1044 acws of EL" land and 69'1 acres
of private and state  land. The allotment Is divided into four
pastupcs. The plateau pasture  is non-used every year due to no
nater in this allot"w"t. Two ,,f the remaining three  past"res
are basically private  land. The remaining pasture  Is a majority
8~14 land and accounts  for only approxfwtely one third  otthe
total 1044 BLM acres.  This Is the on,y.pasture that the Silvies
River runs completely through  BLH ProPerty.  This pasture  does
not include  1.5 miles  of continua,  river  side riparia" and
fisheries  area because the vi"er goes from Forest Service  into
private. then to BLH. back to private. to BLM. and batk to private
land.

There sections  of the river ape "cry heavily fished  during
the spring and sunx~~r.  It is the only access  to the river  fo? the
public  in any dlrectlan  far at least  10 miles. The river Is shallow
and has adequate cover. The cover is Improving e"erY Year.

liver side riparlan and ffsherier  habitat had a set back
In 1982. 1983. and 1984 d"dng the higher than normal and longer
water run-off season.  During the run-off sewon the high water
and ice jams in the river  changed the river channels, taking out
'5' curves  and creating sand bars. This destroyed old dense growth
willows and grass. But this caused invigeration of the new growth
of w,,,owr and grass along the sand bars and river banks at a much
ra*ter  rate.

The cattle have had very little  effect on this situation.
Mother Nature caused  the damage and she is also repairing the damage
With the new grovtll. Along with our efforts With lower RUM
numbers  and shorter rotation periods. riparian and fish habitat
is improving great?y and has been consideved and addressed by
the Permnlttee.

In the last five years  during the BLM'r sur"eys> three of
these years  were dry years and ran CO"Sec"tl"e!y  ,,ith each other
Two of these  years. 1986 and ,987. the river  a,, but dent dry
durlog the rumer.  In 1988 It did dry up and the only water
going  through this property was what v,as can,nQ from Flyrtle
Creek.  The ri"er  was dry from Myrtle Creek up riyer.
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rebP”aPy 10. 1990

132-3

132-4

132-5

132-6

primary,  if not the only. remedial  action recomnded. Unti, proper
technlquer  and acC"rate Informatlc" is gathered existing levels  Of
livestock 8pzlng should be ma,nta,ced. At such time that reliable
lnfomation  shows  trend  increase  OP decrease. proper adjurtmnts
could then be made. The ratings  in the recently  published Riley
Rangeland Prograa,  smmary Update clarrify range conditionr a5 poor.
fair. good. and excellent. The R"P,EIS clasrlfles range  condltiom
a5 IatirfaCtory  and ""satlrfactary. Conslrtent "6e Of evaluatlo"
ratings  is necessary for accurate e".,".tlO"  II we11 aI better C-mm-
""lcatlonr with the ,~rmittee.

There is no scientific data that indicates  that livestock  use has
any negative  effect on the sagegrouse population. The ~es+.ri~tio"s
on liwrtock In the sagegrouse strutting grounds  are unfounded and
should be eliminated.

The continual  fencing  of rerervotrs ir in direct conflict with the
BLM objective to disperse livestock away form riparian areas and
impr.,ve  forage  utilization. These reservoirs would not be them
today  tf it had not been for either the range  ,npro"ene"t funds
or private  funds that first developed them. The ma,, water gaps
that dry up during the rear"" or don't a,,~ ,,ve~tock to water during
loti water years restlct the amunt of avaIlable forage  and can ~""centrlte
cattle more than necessary. Llvertoct have a biologlca,  wed for
"later.
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Landing Creek Allotment 17040 133
comlent*

The reduction of AUM'r In this allotment If not necessary if
the BLM would stop the unauthorized use of allotient by the
surrounding  property owner and leareer.  The reduction of OUP AUMs
is not going to fmprove this allotment if the unauthorized use
is going to continue year after year through out the rumrrer  and
fall even on the allotment's lest years. Also, I don't think
we need to change the SMC from H to I. The range has been
improving. it is not as bad IS the BLM survey says.

Landing Creek is not a free flowing creek year around.  it
will have water through out the length  of the creek year around
if it is a -wet yea?. During drier years. this creek will
dry up throughout the length of the creek  except for small pools.

Thlr creek Is fed by a small spring at the head r,f Landing
Creek Canyon and is located wtslde  of this allotment. The rprlng
would no way eves produce enough *ater to free flow the length of
the creek.  It doesn't even run water to the boundary fence of the
allotment from the spring head year around  except  an u ret years.

HOW can rlparlan and water quality be declining while fish
habitat is Improving? This Is not cor6istant. One can't improve
or decli w without effecting the other also.

There is in no way by the year 2000 that you will have a 55%
stream shading and water temperature at 71aF.  There Is not the water
source and flow to support such an assessment.

The reduction of livestock  from the 5tve.m area will disrupt
the current, successful grazing system. Therefore it will have very
little effect  an the overall  Stream canditlom.

133-4

Comntr  and Respome
Prepared  by Hitch and L1nd.a Baker

t don't think the RUM cuts fop me In this allotment are
fully justlfled when the unauthorl*ed use of the *llotmnt
goes on yew Ifter year a11 year long.

133-5

I

The water quality and rlparian habitat Is not going to improve
very much when you have a creek  that goes dry off and an. Hw
are we to have a good fish population without a good water fowce
to start !4th. I don't think  fendng  $attle out Is our answer.

Our uplards  are In very good condition.  That ir where
cattle go to graze and have no rlgniflcant  adverse impact on
surface water quality.

Giuw wrldllfe priority over cattle in forage  allocations is
133-6 1 ""f.kd konristent.

If we weve not iaprovlng our range  land conditions in the*e
areas. our wlldllfe  would not be increasing, However.  they are
increasing due to more forage.

There  needs to be more money  spent on constructive  range  land
improvements sod less spent on survey after survey. The
cantlnued  surveys  don't  produce forage  OP water which is essential
to cattle ad all wlldllfe.

133-7 MTE: It has also ken bmught to my attention that volunteer
people are being  used to asress  allotment and plot turveyr and
conditiom. I question the validity of these  assessments when
done by volunteer. posibly  unqualified labor.
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134-I Refer to reemneee 3-9 and 4-6.
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135
Dreweey.  oregO”
February  10.1990

BurnSDMiCtCfflCe
Bureau of Iand Management
EC 74 12533 HIghway  20 west
Hines,  oTeg.3” 97736

It’o  time the pawem that be spend nome time with  the people who will
be the mmt affected and go over  each  individual  area  to get an understanding
of what this plan 18 all abxt. When I ssy ‘p%ra that be’, I mean Senators,
Aepresentatim,  A@lculum seuetary. and even including the Admmutmtion
wp clcee Ivpmentauve Of the PresIdea  of Qe Iwed Staten).

These rype of p1e.m lnmlve not  only tile F!s..¶ertl pamon or oregor!  hit
all the way acrcm the whale Unite.3 states where the -ent wntlula or
admfnlst~~tlon  Is lnmlvd In any tppe of land UBB. I know of lnatancaa  in
other areaa where the same typo of ptilema exist,  ao we the pople have to
speak  up to yo” and your comades who have 90 much power  over us.

135-2 I mggest a TakInga  Implication hweanment be completed as authorized
by i?xecuUve order 12630 (see the N-6,1966 Yemman&m  to all
Adatant Secretaries and Bureau Mrectonr  for Secretary of Interior, Donald  P.
H&l).

The leaer~ from the Haney Runty CattleWomen,  Stockgmwem,  Farm
Bureau. Sheep and Woolgrowers.  the January 17, 1990 RAddle  Ranch and
Western  Range ?emk.e Cammenm,  and Response  fD the ET& Thze RLmra
Faemrtx  YSnagamant Plan and lhwimnment%l  ImpaCr Statement are mostly
cm&.tent with my vIewa and comments.

ElUn@on  Rocking 3E Ranch
Drewsey,  OR 97904

Appendix II-1 34



136
Drewrey.  Oregon

January 29,199C

136-l

136 We obJect to the pmhlbltion of llvestcck  grazing on the 6000 acrea  of
Blnctiuwt Cultural ACEC  wea In the StInkIngwater  allotments. Restricting
gmzlng an the Bl.xultrc& site. is nb necessary. a8 evidenced by the prment
QMlQ and quanllty of mom after bang tncluded  In &n &ctlve  cattle and
sheep  grazing area  far over 80 yearn.

Bums Dlatrlct  Offlce
Bureau of Land Management
HC 74 12533 HIghway  20 West
Hlnea. Omgon  97’738

Dear  Mr. Carleon:

The lettera  fmm the Hamey County Cattlewomen.  Smckgmwem. Farm

Bureau, Sheep and W~~lgmwera  and Reapcame  to the Draft  Thme  Riven
Resource Management Plan  and Envlmnmental  Impact Statement are
consistent wltb  our vim and commenta.

Thla response IS our endoraemeut  of such lettera  and the Fllddle Ranch
document. Theb reaponae  haa been submIttad  M you. We do not Include a
full copy of the text8 only for the reason  that It would be an exact
dupllcatlon  of the FUddle Ranch document and organlzatlone’  lettern.

Alternatives A, B and C will result in a substantial loss of base property
values The proposed  BLM actlona  may result in reducing the size of many
ranching operatlon8  80 that they will no longer be economIca unita.
Slgniflcant reduction of cattle grazing on public  land8 would be detrImental  to
economic  well4&ng of the famlllea  who earn their Ming fmm ranches that
have BLM grazing permIta.  the economy of Hamey County. and all people
who pmvlde service8  and goods to the ranchers affected. Therefore. we
request that If AIternatlves  A, B or C am canaldered.  that prior to Iasulng  the
Flnal  Three Illvera  Resource  Management Plan and Envlmnmental Impact
statement, a ‘Tsklnga ImpUcatlon  hwessment’ be completed QS authorized by
Executive  Order 12630 (see the November 8. 1988 Memorandum m all

2

Asalstant  SecretarIes snd Bureau DlrectO~~ for Secretary of Interior, Donald P.
HCdCl).

136-3
I

We also ObJect to the dealgnatlon  of StinkIngwater  allotment 81)  an
active  wild home and burm arw.. and Bartlett Mountah-Upton  Mountain  area

1x6-4

I

an Callfomla blgham sheep habitat, since these speciea  are lntrcduced ape&a
lo these *re*B.

We obJect to the restrictIon of llveatmk fmm artlflclal panda  and
Rservotra. and the dealgnaWan of these man-made 8tmcture8  In semi-atid
envlmnmenta a8 wetland habitat for w.a?rfowl.

Thank you for your attention  to these problems and our  commenta.

Turen  A. Dunten
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O R E G O N 137

137-l

SHEEP GROWERS
ASSOCIATION
INC. ,270 CHEMEKETAST.  NE.  . WLEM.OREGON  97301  . x!3370-7019  . FAX m-5851921

February 13, 1990

137-2

137-3

We  wou ld  l i ke  t o  exp re s s  ou r  conce rn  r ega rd ing  t he  Biscuitroot
Cultural Area of Critical Environmental Concern (ACEC) and the Kiger Horse

137-4 Management area. The  p roposed  exc lus ion  o f  ca t t l e  g raz ing  in  the
Biscuitroot Cultural ACEC does not seem justified, since grazing and foot
harvesting have continued on these lands for a number of years without
apparent harm.

Jay Carlson
Bums District Office
Bureau of Land Management
HC 74.12533 Highway 20 West
Hines, OR 97738

Re: Three Rivers Resource Management Plan Draft EIS

Dear Mr. Carlson:

On behalf of the Oregon Sheep Growers Association, I would like to
exp re s s  OUI concems in  Iegard to  t he  Dra f t  Resou rce  Managemen t  p l an
(RMP) and Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the Three Rivers
area.

First, we are concerned and disagree with the designation of Landing
Creek and Skull Creek as “riperian  areas.” The designation of these two
ateas  as ripaxian  seems to be in direct conflict with existing policies of the
Bureau of Land Management which define a riparian area  as au area of
land:

“ d i r e c t l y  i n f l u e n c e d  b y  p e r m a n e n t  water a n d
ha:?zg :?sible v e g e t a t i o n  o :  physica!  charac:cristics
r e f l e c t i v e  o f  p e r m a n e n t  w a t e r  i n f l u e n c e .  ”
(emphasis added)

In light of this definition, we would suggest that Skull and Landing
Creeks should not be considered as “riparian’ areas. We would  a l so
suggest that following a complete review of all creeks or streams in the
affected area, those not meeting the existing definition be removed from
this classification.

Secondly, we are concerned with the potential  reduction m the use of
lands for livestwk gTrazing as a result of improper monitoring techniques.
We believe current techniques are too narrow in scope and do not provide
adequate consideration of numerous other factors impacting the TCSOU~CC.
Current techniques seem to maintain a preconceived bias against livestock
grazing, when,.in fact, proper and well-managed grazing practices can be
shown to actually “enhance” a land-based resource. In addi t ion ,  we
disagree with the-  initial conclusion that existing grazing practices have
negatively impacted populations of sagegrouse. We would suggest the
proposed restrictions on hvesfock  graring, due to the “potential” impact on
sagegrouse, be eliminated from the draft plan.

13’+ I

We would also disagree with the proposal to designate the Kiger
Horse Management area  as an Area of Critical Environmental concern.

137-6

I

Wtthout question, such a designation would result in an extreme economic
hardship for individuals within the area. We believe designating this area
as an ACEC is premature, at best, and represents an inappropriate “taking”
of private lands. At a minimum, we suggest that if efforts to designate thts
area a s  an  ACEC a re  pu r sued ,  t he  BLM shou ld  conduc t  a  comple t e
assessment t o  dcterminc  i f  soch a c t i o n  wozld conrtiatc a  “tatlog.”

137-7

I

C u r r e n t  practrces o f  f enc ing  r e se rvo i r s  i n  an  e f fo r t  t o  con t ro l
livestock patterns in riparian axas should also be reviewed. Locations and
numbers of accessible routes around reservoirs should be reviewed to
improve the level of forage utihration, as well as to enhance and maintain
riparian areas to the greatest degree possible.

Finally. we have serious concerns with the proposed prohibition
against changes in livestock classes to enhance Bighorn Sheep populations.

137-8 F ina l ly .  we  have  se r ious  concerns wi th  the  p roposed  p roh ib i t ion
against changes in livestock classes to enhance Bighorn Sheep populations.
At the present time, there  seems to be a complete absence of any scientific
evidence indicating that managed grazing of sheep could be detrimental to
Bighorn Sheep populations.

For these reasons, we strongly believe that existing grazing practices
should not be restricted through the draft plan.

Thank  you  fo r  the o p p o r t u n i t y  t o  rubmat  our  comments  on  you
proposed draft.

Sincerely.

wGA3 /Lk
President, OSGA

WRIRKIHR
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138
Ilrewsey.  Oregon

January 2% 1990

138-1

lx-2 The pmpo8ed  Bisc~ltmot  Cultwal ACEC  has had cattle grazing In thla
- for many ye&a  and there he.8 been no adverse affect on the quality and
quanuty Of roots avaIlable.

Jay CarlsOn
Burna Matrlct  Offlce
Bureau  of Land M&nagement
HC 74 12533 HIghway  20 Went
HIDea. Oregon 97738

The let+zrs from the Haney County Cattlewomen.  Stockgmwerx,  Farm
Bureau, Sheep and Woolgmwere  end Response  to the Draft Three Rivers
Resource  Management Plan and Envimnmental  Impact Statement are
conalstent  with our vIewa and comments.

This rapcmse la our endomement of such letters and Riddle Ranch
document. Their response has been rmbmltted to you. We do not Include L
full copy of the texta only for the reaacm  that ,t wculd be an exact
dupllcatIon  of the FdddIe  Ranch document and organIzatIona’ lettera.

AkemaUvea  A, B and C will rermlt in a substantIa1  108s of base property
value% The pmposed BLM BCUons may result In reducing the alze of many
ranching operatIona  80 that they will no longer be economical unitn
Slgnlficant reduction  of cattle grazing on public  land8 would be detrimental to
economic  well-being  of the famlliea  who earn ther living  fmm ranches that
have BLY gm.zIng prmltn. the economy of Hamey CoUnty. and all People
who pmvlde services and gooda to the ranchers affected. Therefore. we
request that If AlternatIvee  A, B or C are consIdered.  that prior to lesulng  the
Final Three Fllvem Resource  Management Plan and Enmmnmentdl  Impact
statement. a ‘Taklngs ImpllcatIon  Aaaeaament  be completed as authorized  by
EuecutIve Order 12.630 (see the November 8. 1988 Memorandum to all
Aenlstant  SacretarIaa  and Bureau Directors  for Secretary of Interior. Donald P.
IMel).

In regard to our  partlculsr Allotment  the following  IsaUea are of
lmpmance to us; The pmpmed BIscultmot  gathering area.. the Sagegmuae
Strutting Gmnds and the exclu3lon  of Caltie  from  RIpa~ian areas and
IWSWi-VOIo1IB.

138-3
I

On the subject of the Sagegmuae  StmttIng Gmunda,  cattle have no
adverse Impact  on the atmttlng wea end should  not be removed

138-4

138-5

138-6

Remohg cattle fmm the IUprian Areas,  Llttle Pine Creek,  la not
warranted because current grazing practices have no significant sdveme
lnlpact on rmrface  water qwllty.

MonItorlng  technIquea  cumnuy hl ue on ThEe Pdvern  Resource  Area
are Inaufflclent,  Inaccurate and are epplled Impmperly tu IndefensIble
umcluslona. The techniques should be ccmalstent  throughcut the entire study
Until  proper techniquea  and acauate  InformatIon  are gathered, ex.IstIng  levela
of llvwtcck grazing should be maintaIned.

An regards the Pine  Creek  Mat&al  Site which IS under lease to Hamey
County. I believe that the site ad now developed haa little or no Impact on the
Blscultmot  ACEC.

Thank you for your attenllon to these areaa  of concern

Yours truly.

Pine Creek  Ranch

Donald  A. Ih,‘er. Jr,’
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02/14/90

Bureau of Land Management
Ann: Craig M. Hansen and Joshua L. Warburton
Burns District Office
HC 74.12533 HWY 20 West
Hines.  Oregon 97738

Re: Draft Three River Resource Impact Statement

140

Dear Sirs,

After reviewing the draft 01 the Three Rivers Resource Management

Please keep us updated on the pmgress  of this RMPIEIS.

Sincerely,

Barbara J. Rehf,eld
Executive Director

AMERICAN MUSTANG AND BURRO ASSOCIATION
P.O. BOX 7

BENTON CITY,  WA 99320
( 5 0 9 )  5 8 8 - 6 3 3 6
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143-1 Refer to response 13-7.

143-Z Refer to response 12-7.

143-3 Refer t o  respoose  1 3 - U .

143-s Refer to response 12-1.

143-5 Refer to response 2-78.
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145-l

145-2

145-4

145-5

Jay carison,  Planning  Tcanl  Leader
Bureau of Land ~a”aSeme”t
HC 74-12533 “wy 20 West
Hines. OR 97738

Text page 2.3:

me Plan states that “mnltorlng  vi,, be *cCO”lpI*she*  to
determine the euooess  of the RMP. Yet, no where In the Plan
is there  a summary Of actions. management, and monitoring
accano,rshed  since the Rile” *s WhlEh “0”ld establish a
need lo cMm*e the lmplcmenlation Of the o=i*ina, Riley RPS.
The Riley RPS decisions were intended to be implemented over
a ten-year perioci. iollcwsd  by a fifteen-year  period in
Which the benefits  Of that Iala.”  would be realized. LESS
than seven years later. before full il”pleme”tatio”  Of the
original plan, the BLPI is essentially abandonine  its
proposal  Of 1982 upon WhlCh *t Itas presumably  I”“CSte*
considerable time and monies, and proposing actions which
are drastic deviations from those of the Original *la”.  We
vi,, apprec*ate 1 full accou”t,“g  o* the management wstems
impIeme”ted DC improve* sin== 1982. *n* the range

The BLM now proposes, *s a result Of actual  impleme”tatlD”
of the 1982 proposed actions lagging behind that projected
at the time, to instead m,!e whD,esa,e ,i”eStock reductions
and eiiminations  as a cure-a11 for perceived. mostly
““Verified  and ““doc”mented  -problel”s*  “ithln the Resource
Area. Such a broad-brush approach is contrary to awiiwble
laws ana teQ”latio”s  governing the BLM in its treatment of
individual  permittees.

Does specific data exist which lists v*tcr temperatures.
tuebldlty, si,tat,on. etc. far the 1,ste.d waters, and VhlCh
establishes a trend by =epeated observations over several
yews7 If so, appendix Table I-1 should 1,st SpeclfLs
factors and assess them against state water q”.IIty
st*“d*rds that apply *or speclflc water* <not 111 8ta”daCds
apply to al, bodies of water>.  and the” inolude  obJeoti”c.
s*cc:lfLe  *sses¶“ent Of *aotors.  both natural  and man-made,
WhiCh prevent the *ttr,nment c.f those standards.

AS state* on this pags. the peremeters  Of SOI1 Surface
Pactor do not separate natural  ,eve,s  of so11 eros*o” from
.“““*t”r*,” DE *CseleFared  1eveis. The BLM cannot use these
figures a.3 justlficaticn  for decisions to **Just  1lvestock
stocking levels. or to support the cono,usion  that aaustlns
“tllrzatio” perCe”t*gEs, or recl”Oi”g or *Ilml”atlng
llvestook  from elven areas. will result in lessened seOime”t
yields or erosion. NO baseline *at* ex,sts to even s”gge5t
that any accelerated erOSion is oscuring  in the Resou=cx
Area.

How many gr*zl”g systems have been lmplementea to aate.
compared  with thDSe  prOpOSed  1” the Lkewsey b”d Riley EIS
and John tlav RHP? The Rileu EIS preci,cte* that
implementation of management svstems would real~re benefits
in-the  flftee” years follov*“s impleme”tar*o”  Of manaserncnt
SYstelnS. That rtme *pan an* the benefits  to be dFr*“ed ha”=
bee” *snore* in the present Plan,  an* monttorlns  and
evaluatro” which would assess those benefits have obviously
not bee” completed.

Text page 3-16 and Appendix 3:

TO our knowledge. the BLM has ompleted no eCOloglC*l site
Lnventory  or range condition C,*SS,f,Catlo”  bdsed “PO”
ecolos‘lsal  BDtenti?.,  ot the range. ThlS LS spec*fiC*lly
tr”C Of the west Saphe” Aliotment <7023> a.“Q nat Butte
Allotment <7007>,  and we believe of the entire Resource
Area. Areas of “atwally law production because of soiI
*acrors.  depth to restr,cttve layers,  rocki”e*s, etc. Vil1
fore”er be ‘““Satisfaotory” from the standpornt of forase
PrOductlO” SUrYeys. We believe Table 3-1 to be a sumnary
Of forage  Produ~tio” rather than range condltio” on the
laas*s ot pot.nt,a,. I* so, It 19 an ““reltablc  measure Of
the amount or degree Of ‘Lmprovement~ that “cede to, or

2

145-7

145-8

145-9

145-10 Prudent I”“estor’s “111i”g”ess  to InVest  LS ,isted  as
~“myb.3”. We *re not sure Of ho” the BLM defines a Prudent
i”“estor,  “or If “e are one. but Mea&v C=eek E”f=rP=iS=S
has requested  for Several  years to invest I” water
facilities which would improve livestock dtatributio”  md
pewid. v*ldllfe wate=s within the West Sagehe” hllotment.
These request* have been both for cooperative funding of
the projects With BLM, an* “IOFF  =eoent,v ““de= section 4

I aulhoelzat‘an  requests.

can. occur tn the reso”rce area or I” a particular
allotment. since it insiudes areas that Uill forever
“need- forage I)td”stio”  imprwement end m be able to
acaamP!ish  that objective because of the*= basio soil
make-up.

With no eCol0gice.l  site inventory and condi~t~on
CLCSSlficatio”,  it is imPossib,e IO= the BLM to assert
either in .Ilotment Potential <even in such a”lorpho”s
terms as ‘High,  Medium. Low’, and the Present PrOdUEtlVity
as cmpared t* it. L*ck*“g this et* *or the resI)“rce
area, and by specific allotment and areas within each
allotment. ml) BLM h*s no ration*, basis for a “*I”=
judaement Of present prod”Eti”itY  versus potential
p=ocluctivity,  and Table S-1 ia both e==o”e~us  and
mlsleadlng  to the genera, p”blIc who would rely upon it
for theI=  review Of the need for management changes.

specttisa1,y, the west Sdgehe” allotment EQ”f.l”S at isasr
t”O <Possibly as many as four, citstinct .3co,ogica1  =angc
sites.  with vastly different potential to produce *orage
even in olimax esologisal condition. The sat Butt*
Allotment likewise contains at least two, and possibly
more. distinct ecoiogical range sites, with different
Potentials  to produce forage.

Resouroe oonflicts  I” the West Sagehen Allatment are
1 isted as ‘medium’. an* in the Sat Butte *,,c.tment as
“Ill&w’. AS compare*  to “hat. and by what paramentsrs  Of
measure7 CO”tro”erSY  is listed as -h‘ah”  I” both
a1 1otments. To our knowledge there ha; bee” no p”bliC
so”tro”etsy  concerning the west sagellen  A,,otme"t  or the
sat Butte Al,otme”t. What is the basis of this statement?
present ma”ageme”t  in the West Slgehe” RIlDtment is listed
in Table 3-1 as ""SrItlsfaCtory. A recent BLPI e”a,“atiD”
L,sts  the management system as satisfactory. We believe
management  will be im~rwed I” the future  by
every-other-year  deferment rather than using the same
Pasture twice in a =ov in the arwine period, and that
development Of “ate=9 and +enc,ng o* rese=“o*r sites, as
we have proposed  to the BL!T, are furthe= improvementa
whioh can be accomplished under the continued development
ot ma”aQement called for *n the Fz*,ey EIS <the NO Action
Alter”ott”e  of the Plan,.

Present mana*ement  in the Hat Butte Allotment 1s 1Lsted in
Table 3-1 as se.tisf*Ftory , e”en though the same table
list* the contlict and controversy  as high. WniIc we
*Wee tht present manasement  is for  the most part
**tiSf?.ctOrY  (With  further lmpro”eme”rs possible>. the
table is self-contradictory.

3

145-11

I

ThlS table ,,sts the gr***n* treatment in the sat Butte
RIlotme”t as ‘Season-long”. The treatment in this
allotment is an early grrzing  treatment and a deferred
grazing treatment. NO season-iona  grazing occurs In
either of the main pastures Of the allotment.

14 5-E
I
This table  also ,,sts one type of treatment uSed in the
West sarr&-.en AI,otme”t as *Ea=,Y-befo=e  crowing seaso”“,
which i; defined as “use beforemthe  growing  season”.
Table 1-4 of the 1982 EIS lists  all major forage
cmponents of West  Sagehe” Allotment as initiatina growth
pr’lor to or by April 1. <The exception is bitterbrush.
which is a minor vegetation component I” a portion of the
a11ctment.~ Authorized use of the West Sagehe” Allotment
begins April I on only half of the allotment, well after
the majority  of fofaae specIc9 have initiated growth. The
other half 1s detcrrk unt11 after seearipe of ths key
forage species. No ‘early” use, as defined by this table.

145-13

0CC”PS I” this allotment.

3. Table 3-6 (Appendix page a-17,:

West Sagehen Rllotment is one of the IS allotments which
he.9 supposedly had carrying capao,ry determined. The BLll
has erred In numerous and signfflcant  ways r” their
assessment of the West Sagehe” AIIotme”t Ca=FYi”S
capacity. ~ncluciing  the 0versamplin.a  a* are*= within cloe=
CToximitv to waters. inconsistent and erCo”eO”s
computatim  of fora& ~t~~*~ation. improper and inacourate
‘adJ”stme”r’ <i.e. artificial and unvarrenteci
menip”latio”>  Of “tilizatlo”  data. and *SEFibin*  al1
“Z1llZ*tio”  to Iivestock while SlgnlfLoant  wildlife
numbers have also Eontributed  to that “tlIIzat8o”. These
errors have certainly led to errO”eO”S  Fo”c1”sio”s  abo”t
the West Sagehe” Alldent , and if they are rewated on the
other 17 a,,r,tme”ts  where “Ca=ry,ng  Capacity” has bee”
“dete~l”l”ed”, the figures for those allotments can be
nothing but suspect.

4
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145-17

The *Estl”*te* C*pacltY” figure use* for a,, the other
a~~otmente  of the ~eeoutce  Area, Including Hat Butte
Allotment. no doubt contains the same errors.

RppendlX pages 3-130 am 3-137 purport the caicuiated
Qr*rl”Q capacity Of the Hat Butte *,,otmene and the west
Sagehen *,,otment  to be lower than the active Preference
and less than the forage demand. Range studies conducted
by Meadow Creek Enterprises  In 1989. and those of the BLM
~rlor to and lnclud‘ng 1989 do not eupport these
atetements. The BLl4~s proposed management obleotivcs to
allocate forego In priority to wildlife Imply an
understandln~  of the overlap of diets of each wlldllfe
spec,es and ,l”estOCk. Thla dietary overlap ia not a set
figure,  as 19 lmplled throughout the Plan, but is highly
aepenclent  on the type and variety at forage s*ecies
present. the stage of growth and maturity of the
“eQet*t,o” spec,es. re,at,ve  ab”nda”ce of preferred
speCLes.  preference  displayed  by each of the sranlw
speei.?s,  an* season Of the year. Uietary FOmpetltton
depends not Only on a,er*ry overlap, but alsO on the
~remisa that the eom~~nents  of the diet are lacking Or 117
ehmt supply compared to demand, and further on the
spat1a.l and temporal sharing  of the habltat by the two
epec,es. Lack,,,~  this speclflc informatfcn by allotment
an* se*eon. the SLN ha= no justlflcation  for 8ssumlng  that
WildlIfe u== In the same vicinity a= livestock use
automatically  sonsritutes  either a conflict OF
competltlon. or that “,l”estock forage’ should be deducted
frDm th= t8tlmated  OF calculated capacity of the range to
the detriment of ,Ive=tock waxing.

The BLN has s~e~,f,ca,,y  fafled to LCCo”“t for wildlife
use CAIIM’S, I” ,ts ca,c”,at,o”  of ‘D.rFyl”.a capaelty” on
the West Sagehen Allotment and the Hat iutte Allotment.
and the wildlife  use Is ,nc,uded I” the total utilization
bclng read on the allotment. The proposed Plan would then
further deduct a predicted  wl,d,,fe forage demand from the
figure  Which already includes consumption of forage by the
wildlife on the allotments. ThlS applisatlon  is erroneaus
I” the wst sagehen ~110tn~nt. *n the tiat Butt.5  Allotment.
and 1” the *esourse  Area as a “hole.

APPendiX pages 3-IZC and 3-137 ,ist the ,i”estock forage
condltlon on the Hat Butte Allotment and the West Sagehen
Allotment as unsatisfactory.  This statement implies a
cmparlson  of present produotion  of forage to the
potent,*, production  Under climax ecologIcal ColKlltlOflS.
LXkl”Q an eco,oQlca, =,re inventory and a range condltlon
classiflcatlon  based “PO” the ecolcglca, potential  of the
range.  the ELM lacks the information to make  such
COmP*rlSO”. The fact that area= of the allotments PrOduce
less forage Than other areas within and without the
*llotments  1s moot as a oonflict. since those areas

s

P=OdUCknQ  leSS fOt-We  at-e “Ot CWlblc3 Of Prod”Ci”Q  QrWt
W=ntltleS  of forage, “or will they ever be capable of
SiQniflCanL change, due solely to the nature of the solIs
“hlch define them.

145-20
I

Appendix pages 3-120 and 3-137 ,l=t a= a conflict in the
Hat Butte Allotment  and the West Sagehen Allotment
‘detFlme”tal’ “se d,=te,b”t,o”.  No data exists to =“PPo~~
the statement that the use Patterns encountered I” the
allotments have been detrimento, to l lthet the range
resource or any other renevable  or non-renewable re=ourc=.
The BLM’= proposed management objective is Ilsted  In this
table a= Im~ro”lnQ ,I”estock dlstrfbutlon. vet no “here in
thfs Plan i= the6 any proposal to instali ihe water
fatllltles  necessary to accmpllsh  the objeotive
<reference A~,x.ndlx Table 3-7. ~aQe= 3-174 and 3-175).
The BLN has not matched its stated objective to a
management proposa.1  which will accom~llsh the obloctlve.
Meadow Creek Enterwlses ha= requested for at least three
years the development of “ells on the West SaQehen
Allotment to accomp11sh  thie objective. with no response
to date. either in fundinS  or‘ In ~IanninQ. from the BLM.
Addltl~nal water sources ;ould al& be beneficial on the
Hat Butte AllOtme”t. other than the sole reservoir

145-21

145-Z

145-23

Proposed.

A~wndl~ page 3-120 ,Ists as a conflict/concern on the Hat
Butte Allotment ‘aotive erosion o~mrs on the allotment’.
Map S-2 <text pale 3-9,.  however. lists the erosion
c,asses on this allotment a= ‘Stable’ and “Slight’. Text
Page 3-3 obvlatcs  the fact that BLN cannot distinQui=h
this ‘active eroslonm as being natural or accelerated.
Llstlng It as a conf,icf/coneern.  considering the
co”trad*otlons  self-contained  in ttl*= RNP, 1s lll0QiCe.l
and ““founded.

Aependlx page 3-137 ,1&s as a c~nf,Lct/concern  on the
West SaQchen Allotment “no manaQement system”. Appendix
page 3-10. however, ,ists “GS” (Grazing System>  z.3 beins
ImPlemented on the allotment since 1978. and apwndix page
3-7 lists this QrazlnQ  system as a “DR. <Deferred
Rotation,. Appendix pages 3-7 and 3-10 are Correct;
Wpendlx page 3-137 is not.

A~e”dix pales 3-120 and 3-137 11sts big Qame habitat 0”
the Hat Butt.2 A,,Ot,“e”t and the West SaQehe” AllOt,“e”t in
unsat1stactory  con*,tion. ImPlYIng that a ~onf,,tt With
lIVestock  srazfn~  1s occurins  on the allotment. No data
exists to ?.w~~ort  this imgitcatio”.  The BLN proposes 0”
Pdse 3-175 to Install  biQ Q&?E ~“zzlers in the West

1 Sagehen Allotment. which we assume Is the proposed actlon
to =at,sfy this obJeoti”e. The effect Of &e proposal  to
1”et*l, Quzzters *a to cre*te *ddlt*on*l  big game forage
demand where it does not currently exist. w!,ich vi,,

I prmpt the BLM t., further reduce ,,ve=tocC Qrazing,  to the
detriment of the IIvestock permittees  of the allotment.

145-24

I

“e are o,~osed to this action and vi,, vie” such aCtiD” a=
a t*Kl”g under Executive Order 12630  an* demand
restltur,on of loss of prazlng revenue and value  to the
ranch should th1= proposal be implemented.

145-E

145-26

145-n

145-28

145-E

Appendix p*gc 3-138 proposes to allocate forage to elk in
the West Saaehen  Allotment. If elk have beg”” “Sing this
area, tk&ia”e done 89 under the Current QWZ,“Q
oondltlons, and de=plte any *conf,lct=* which the BLM may
belLeve exist. Ye== the foraQe and habitat not currently
avallabls to mpport the imima1s  which are purported to be
“s,nQ the a,,otme”t, they would be unable to do 90. If
the BLM wishes to a,,.,cate forage to elk, it must a,80
ASSESS the amount of forage “hlch the elk have bee”
consuming  In the time they have been using the allotment.
Slnee thi= forage demand has been included or ignored in
the BLN’s mon,to~Lng  <url,lzation>  studies. the future
allocat,~” and present ~onsumptlon  by elk must losi~ally
be off-sett,n*. No basis exists for a ceduction Of
lIvestock use as a result of this “allocation’.

,,~~end,x pale 3-138 ,ists as a conflict on the West
Sagehen Allotment the presence of special status wecles
and their hebltets. and propoees  to prevent significant
risk to the well-being  of special status speoies.  First
o* all, the presenoc  of one or more particular species in
an area vhlch also contains other species, be they
IIYestOCk. other vtldlife. ar other vepetation, does not
in Itself consr,rute  a ooklict.  To DYL- knowledge, no
lnfoematlon exlsta which supports the notion that uildlife
prazlng, ,,“estock  gr.zi”g. or the growth of other
vegetation  on this allotment constitute  risk to the
“=,I-being  of efther sagegrouse  or Cusick’s  buckwheat. We
belleve that the habitat requirements of neither is
threatened or put to slgnlficant  risk by ~ontlnuation  Of
the present management of the allwent. A recent BLM
e”a,“dt,on of th,s a,,otment contained no data “hick
supports a supposition  ~p*o=Lte to our=.

4. Table 3-i’ <appendix page 3-175>:

Ali alternatives create bl~ gmc forage demand in the West
SaQ=h=” A,,otme”t by Creating water so”r~es =CCeSSib,=
only to big fame epecics In areas which do not ;;=entlu
support those species  in significant numbers.
proposes to decrease ,i”estock use “h,,e inr;reasing  biS
Qme demand for  forage, “hi& we view as unfair and
k”CO”QrO”S.  and es a tak,“Q cctlon under EO 12630. This
table IS also L” error in that the No Action A,ter”atl”e

I That document dtd not inc,x,de P,-ovisions  for the
development of big game ~~z.zlers in this a11otment.

Text page 3-24:

WeSttr” Sage ~ro”se are c”rre”f,y sport-hunted in the =tate
Of oreeon. It seems i”co”sx”ous an* afbitratv *or the
SPFC~CS to be the subject & ‘sr)ecia, stat”&des1~natlon
and to be a Federal Candidate for Iisting as threatened or
endangered when it Is =“bJeet to harvest by hunting. The
BLM has also identified 54 specific SaQeQrouSe  strutting
grounds OO”=ri”Q  th= length and bredth of the Resource Atea.
No doubt many. many more exist which have not been
ide”tifiK,.  The fact that SaQeQrO”Se exist in such ““tier=
wlthln the Resource Area testifies to their ablllty to
co-exist with the present management in place in the
Resource Area.

Text page 3-26:

145-30
I

“F”t”D2 d%%“dS”  by “,,d,,fe  ,,“p,,.ZS ,“a”aQ&-&?“t fOr
maxlmlzing  wildlife use which does not’cusrentlv  exist.  an*

145-31

the Proposed actions include rootrlct‘ons  to 1l”estock  use
on ths b*sls of predictions  a* a future *eman* which does
not exist and oannot be accurately ~redlcted. If the phra==
“future demands’ means those which currently exist and it ia
predicted  they vi,, continue into the f”t”te,  the” 1t =eems
ob”1o”s that the current and fur”== demands arc alraady
befw met, since the wIldlIfe  already are eatisfyin~  their
demand for *ordige.

Text wge 3-27 and Appendix  6, Table 1 L 2 ~.ppcndix *e.cle
6-1.2.3,:

Table 6-2 contelns very sPeclfIc parameters concernlns the
rating of aquatic habrtat. b”t the values of those
P*rameterS  are not lIsted 1” Table 6-1. save the SpeClfiE
parameters been applied to all of the listed aquatic
e”“lrO”“W”ts  listed 1” Table 6-11 Where they have bee”, the
specific values should be ,,sted. where repeated
measureme”Ls  have not bee” take” over time. no trend of the
aquatic environment, or any other environment. can be
assessed, if repeated monitot,nQ  of the ,isted bodies of
water have taken place,  the value= <re,e.tI”e or absolute
meas”rm”e”ts> should be li=ted to establish the long term
trend attributed  to the waters in Table 6-1.

8
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Text page 3-27 an* Appendix 5. Table 2 tappenarx Paw 6-s):

145-32

I

we assume the trend report** in Table J-10 on page 3-27 an*
I” Awendlx Table 5-2 are a result Of InonLtoring  repeated
DYE= rime on the aquuatic  an* r,par,an areas. Please Iid
swc~fic data parameters  and their reseective readinw we=

145-33

145-36

time which CUlmlnate in the c.nc1usion9  Of trend i1st.o in
the,*  t*blCS. Have these pc,=ametc=e eve= time undergone
*tat*=tlc*l analysis to *“Old oonc,usions  baaed on samp,ina
error or sampler bias?

Wetlands are defined in the Plan as a ~ombinatlon  of the
water-cover**  Dicreag.3  an* the “egetatlo” surra”“di”g  those
vaters. NO par*metcFs  of “eas”rernent Of eondltlo” or trend
*re ,isre*  I” the Plan.  an* the meas”rement  Of CJonditlo” Of

basis *n assigning a trend oi the condition Of the
particular paremeters. It these  parameters exist and have
been meas”red  O”eF ttme. they *ho”,* be inO,“*** in this
*ocument , The pre5ence Of Iivestock  *n* *ifferent speEie*
of wildlife obvious,y  does not constitute a c~n*,Ict by the
mere ~resenoe et the different species.

Text page s-31 <Map  WI.-i>r

This m*p shows deer winter use in a portion of West Sagehen
Allotment dominated  by lo” sagebrush. If deer are dependent
“PO” big sagebrush for winter thermal  an* esc*pe CoYer,  this
palrlng of low-sagebrush dominated range with wlnte=ing  deer
is not likely. If deer really are wintering  on this area.
the *act serves to prow deer *o not require tile PresenOe of
big sagebrush to overwinter, an* the restrictions  placed on
management of big sagebtush  in the Plan are ove=ly
reStFICtl”e  an* prohibitive.  The Plan also ct:ont.*,ns  “0
*ss=ssment of potential damage by wildlife specie9 to
9peo1*,  st*wa “ildlLf.2 speoies or to spesial status
vegetation species which occupy the same habitat.

Text page 4-2:

145-38

I

The text defines short-term vs. long-term ImPacts of the
various alternativea. SLN ilao Dot cmnpleted  the short-term
impleme”tatlon Of the F.roposed a~tfon Of 1982, let alone
realized  the benefits which were to BCC~UQ in the ensuing 15

I ve*rs tollowing imp,ementation  of the Pcopose*  aCtlO”.  The

145-39

I an* how many people Will be requite* fOF ;aci7 alternative in
the present Plan? The Plm contains no ‘cash flow”
~tedletlon  “PO” “hi& the reader can depend to asses5 the
reliab,,ity  Of the **sumptim , .n* therefore the relrabi,*ty
of the predictions of tmplementatlon  of management and
impacts.

145-41

Text page 4-2 (WATER m,RL.~TY,:

145-42

I

The 1982 EIS, p*ge 2-s. *tares that aedlmant yLFl*S are IW
in the ElS area and that erosion on upland areas LB
BenePallY IO”. an* that ,nstream water quality is ge”erally
high. except for problem,  associated vith diminishing flows
an* ““shade*  Btreams. It aleD states that most Of the
streams L” the EIS *rea *re intermlftent an* *,a, only as a
result of snamelt or rainfall in which the intensity
exceeds the capability of the soi, to absorb water. The 1982
EIS alSo states at page S-9 that most Of the runoff L” the
EIS area occu=s *wing snonnelt and that no expectation
existed that any change to the “~=,“a,  runoff wou,* occur as
a r=P”lt of 4”Y Of the alternati”es.

This *s in direot conftfct with the predlct~ans  cont*ine*  In
these sections of the current Draft R”P,EIS. It the SLM has
!mn*toring  arta WhiCh indicates the former Impact  statement
was In error, those data should be discussed and presented
in this Plan. This Plan its*,* states that no
*ifferentlation  can be ma** between naturally  occuring
eroslo” an* accelerated  erosion in the area for which it 1,
written. Lacking  suei7 *ate,  an* iacking proper an*
site-specific Fewarch which suppottS the notion that
remo”al  of livestock from etream  an* 30% UtiI‘Zatlo”  Of
upland forage ape~ies  will h*ve the predicted effect on
water quality, the BLM ha* no basis for presenting such a
concluslo”.

145-43

145-44

I

A large majority of western atreams are steep. narrw,  din*
rocky.  an* a0 not have the potential for O”erha”*i”g  banks
and meadows  aqiscent to the stream;  most. as stated in the
1982 EIS. a=0 intermittent. ~sezessment of the individual

The mere presence 9t I1”eSt.sFk. ““less show” by *aeqUate
data. cannot in and of itself be construed as g& aou=oe, or
even a source a* “Poor  water 9”dlltY”.  where specrtrc
Parameters  Of “poor Water quality. a-33 attributable  to
1tvestoak through reliable monitoring, the specific problem
can be restitiea  throuah s!aee**ic  E*se-b”-CaSe  DreSor1Dtlo”9
under P~O",S~O"S  of th; No-Action Alternative <contl"ued
lmplementatio" Of manageme"t  system*>.

145-45

145-46

145-47
iLM 19 “w ~ro~osiig  changes td systems and management
parameters without benefit of the knowledge Of imPaCtS  Of
the P=OPOS~*  aot‘on and onaotng  management implemented s‘“ce
1982.

I. Funding and personnel will  be available -- The PIan
contains no analysis ot implementatio”  of the 1982 EIS to
enable the reader to know the viability of this assumption.
The “need” for this RNP is stated to be that the last One
was not implemented on schedule. and there is wntained in
this RIIP no as$esS,“ent of the ~““a, ability Of BLI t0
perform re.nge projects it states wi,, be accDmp,ishe*  in the
short term. The 1982 EIS P=DPDS~*  action i”cl”de* m=nY
miles Of riparian fence. acres ot br”*h contra, , seeairw,

145-48

on the Hit ‘Butte Allotment a”* the We& Sagehe” AllOtl”e”t.
There also exists a lack of appropriate and accurate
m~nit~rlng  studies. s”eh as determinatio”  of ~ceel~=~te*
versus natural ermion, to rely upon the veracity vf this
PIa”.

3. The RNP is to remain in effect for to-15 ye*rs.  4hc BLN
has not a,Iwed the fu,, im~lementatlon. even if delaued. of
its 1982 RPS. md the long-term change* predicted in the EIS
have not had sufficient time to OCC”= before the BLM has

!xo~osed to drastically changs management *l=ect,o”. This
assumption cannot be oonoidered  a vetId one in ,ight of the
ELM’S change-at-a-“h‘rn  propasais  conta,ne*  in this Pll”.

traits  of particular streams under the No Action Alternative
<continued  implementation of the 1982 RPS> would aoccmplish
necessary site-speslfio  analysis to analyze and implement
needed actio9s on a case-by-case bBiS, and woutd avei‘, the

t3POad-strOke general*z*tions an* erFO”eO”s co”cl”s*o”s
contained in Alternatives A-C of thla Plan.

Siltatlo” 19 * natural  process “hlCh e”*“t”*lly  t111s bll
lakes and =ese=“oI=s. No stated SQU=EBS of pollutl~n
<siltation> ate listed in the RMP, and this p=oposa, 19
based soley on supposition  and anti-grazing biases.

The position taken by the SLM in the present Plan is In
d,rect contrast to that taken Ln the 1982 EIS. LackL”g
information to the conttary. the SL” has “0 baTiS “PO” “hlch
to doubt the validity of its former Impact Statement. The
fact that “tiI‘ratio”  ma” be heavy a=~““* a water SO”=C=
does not a”tcmatical,y  p;o”e that either ascelsrat=d  upland
erosion Is occwiing, nor that lighter  o= no utilization
around the wate= ~ou=se would wevent oc reduce 4iltatlon of
reser”o‘r~. “OF that *red* Of increase* vegetative cever
around water 90urce9 would  be sufficient  to prevent erosion.
It Oecuring, from entering  the reservoir. Nothing  L” the
c”rrent EIS analyzes  these factors, and they a=e Presented
as foregone sonc,usions.

There exists absolutelv  no ec,entif,c o= maW3Zleme”t  billiS
for the 30% utilization  levels p=op~se*  under alternatIVeS
A. 8. *n* c. The SL,, has stated in this Plan that It cannot
separate  natural erosion trm accelerated erosion with its
CUrrent mOn,tOring  *ate r;onserning 9011s. It state* 8” the
1982 EIS that erosio” on “Planas is rrenecallv low. as are
sediment yields <page 2-5 bt the RI,& EIS): Co”Si*e=i”g
the lack of monitoring data and sesearch which wouI* suWo=t
the need for implementation of the proposed utlIiration
levels,  and oonslder‘ng  that the SLM now speculates  that
these .nax” decrease sediment yields, reduce headcutting,
and lower  the amoUnt of sedrment delivered  to st=eams. these
proposals  can be mnsidered nothing but arbitrary and
““fo”n*ed.

*gain.  th= document oontains “E supportine  InformatIon to
lead to the co”ctx,~ion that accelerated e=osLb” ‘9 DEC”=,“~
any “here in the Resource Area. The Plan expiieltly  states
that no differentiation can be determined  by the SLM between
“dt”ral  and accelerated eroslo” “ith the data nw in hbnd.

:2
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145-m

145-11

145-52

I

this value would  precoct  a loss to the local  area affected
by this Plan of 546.261,204.

to be *c&ted. the” one hai to assume that management
manpnwer  would be collmlltted, and llONITORINO  would be
conducted, to *33*39 real damage  ocsuring, and cOre+St
speei*ic problems. The statement that these a,ter”atl”es
have the “potential” to decrease soil st=bility i9 =”
amorphous lndlctment Of ,,“e*toc* *razing  and cmmnod*rY
prod”Ct*O” “,thO”t spec,**o pro***. The BLH lacks Clara Of
d” a(ic:ur*cy  to suppwt the FO”Cl”sio”  that under these
a,ternatrves  so,, Eondltions  za!,lu  ck2orease in ma”Y
areas.This generalized statement =a” be made for e=Ch =“d
every  alter”atl”e. Pr”“*sfo”s  Of taws g”“er”i”g  the
ma”aQemenr ot BLM-administered  ,a”& under the preferred
alternative of the 1982 EIS (Alternative 0 in this Plan)
allow the BLM to nl*ce  cOrreCtlo”*  Of site-specific
management deficiencies  “here identitied  by rel*able
i”fOr”i*t,O”.

The Plan contains “o econ~m,~  a”=lysis  of the =,ter”=t,V=3
and. cnns~derlna  the inwlications  of Alternatives A-C, is i*

admlnlsrered lands  by 13.654 nn,ma, wits, assuming =
e”r-ce”t 7-month a”thorizat,on. Assuming  a S125/A”imal ““it
a”““*, opperating  cost. thi9 represents a” *“““a, reYen”e
,“=,.a of Di.706.750 to the area affecter, by the Plan.  These.___ __
operating-&;; are monies  spent by ranchers  vhioh go
directly to the communities in the form of t=*=s.  Yet fees,
pa-c,hawz  of fnnd and supp,ies. machinery purchases. and the

I” the five yew timeframe of Table 4.4 ck-l=c?= 4-9;.
thls’represe”ts  a Ins9 to the area of at ,e=ot S3,633,750.

13

that each Bypl of federal range gcazlng  has a tot=, annual
value of 6484 to the local economy of small corm”nlt,ss  such
as ewlst  in the area affected by thla Plan. Appllcat,“”  of

AlternatlYe  2 sq”ates  t.2 * loss Of  7.286 AU’S, With *
~910.760 annual loss to the area Of the RMP. *t the
slmPl**rlc "*I"* of $125 per A". Tnla 1s * ,094 Of
t4,553.750 OVeF five yc=rs. “lth * “a,“* Of S484 per Am-l to
the local cmunitics  economtes. thlr represents a
wtentlal  loss of 624.684.000.

Alternative  c would  cost the are* 4.134 AU'S at a al!nPllstlC
"erl"Q Of J616.760 annual ,059 Of re"en"e, or 02.583.750 over
five years. With a v=,“e “f 6484 per A”” t” the local
Fm"",ties' eeonom*es. th,s represents 1 Pore"rial loss Of
614.006.508. This f,g”re turther represents on,,’ the 1OSS
to the co”m”“*tles  *s a result of CXCl”dl”~  livestock from
*reds “lth streams. A further and significant I”ss ot
revenue would result from the imposltlo” of 20% utillzatlon

I
,CW,S.
Alternative 0 "~,,,a result In an eventual increase of 1536
AU’s “lth a” annual <slmpllstica,,y  valued, be”af,t Of
~192.000 annual gal” In the econmles of local areas. With
a “al”* of 6484 per AUM to the local ccmmu”,t,es’ eco”cm,as.
this represe”ts  = potent,=, “et benefit of *5.203,000.
Furthermore, the KM’s =95e53”~“t I” 1982 and I” the PreSe”t
Plan IS that *w=g* demands  *or tot=, graz,ng preference can
be met In the No A&lo” Alternative.

145-13
I

If range improvements would be Iimited under alternat,“= 0
to those listed in RflW EIS. then no Qwzlers “III be
developed. and no brush control  or ,u”,~er contr”,  w9”ld be
accompiished  in the West Sagehe” Allotment, s,“sc no range
Improvements were 1,sted for that a,,otment in the Riley
EIS. Likewise. no brush control  or seed,“9  “ould be
accomplished In the Hat Butte Allotment. The Statement I”
this Plan a~e.“mes  th=t a,, possible range ,mpro”emc”ts were
adentiflcd in the Riley 216; they have not been, =“d M==~Gu
creek.  Enterprises  has requested  the F*“Str”Ctlo”  Of WelIs to
a~~mpllsh  the better dlsteibutiw  of !,ve=t”ck.

145-54 ~lternatlve 2 would result in a” eventi~a,  increase of 2857
AU’s with an annual tsimp!istlc=liy  valued> benefit of
$357.125 annual gain in the economies of local  areas. With
a “a,“* of WB4 per AUM to the iota,  COmm”“It,es’ econom,es.
this repreee”t9  a pote”Cl*l net tenetit Of t9.680.000.

The assum~t,on has to bs that a",~ 10" forWe-P=Od"Cl"Q
(i.e. “pcmr  condition’, ranges with potent,=, to respond
WOU,~ be treated or seeded under any alternative which
includea brush control  and vegetat,“”  ma”ip”l=ti“”
proPosal9. Th,S would ob”io”slV ,“Cl”de hi.toricallY
degraded range sites with poor dtvereity  =t present. The
1982 EIS predleted  that such projects  would be b=“=f,c,=l t”
both v,,d,,fe and ,ivest”ck due to both !“oF=  fCC=ge
productlo”  and the eetablishment  “f pe=en”l=l fO==O=  “hi&
would be a”ai,e.b,e  durtng t*mes Of  fall and spring green-“P
*or WildlIfe “O&l.

Text page 4-20 <HImLIFE>:

A,, Aiternatives:

If the proposed livestock reduations  are implemented under
A,ter”dt,“eS  A-C, the ~@.,,ocat,o”~ Of *“m’s to w,,a,,*e IS
b”th unnecessary and moot. We repedt our earlier
0bsec”atrons  conserning  the BLM’e f=i,ure to asr;o”nt for
wildlife use *nd its effect upon range utiliz=tion  in their
present monitoring  data, and the resultant double-=l,“C=t,o”
the98  prop”s=,a  represent.

145-55 The act*“* and *gressiw suppresoion  Of vi,**ite  in Vildlife
habitat leads to a stagmatlon  of sagebrush overstory, “lth
resultant dec,,“e tn understOry  forage sp*c**s. This “iI1
obviously lead to = decline in vegetation divercrity.  Fire
is a *atUral  oomponent of the eEOlogY of western r=nges. and
suoh fact needs to bs assessed In thts Plan. The historic
aggressive s,ppres,,on  of w,,df,rea  I” Ye,larst”“e  Park. the
resultant build-up of fuels,  and the ensuing tO”flaW=ti””
in the mid-,980’s sho”,d  serve =s notice  of thie f=Ct.

145-56 The installation of water facilities  aboessible  onI,’ to big
game will create a demand by wlldllfa  where it dOC;h:D~L;~:
exist clue to natvra,  f*CtQrS Of the e”“*rQnm=“t.
atate* prows*, to exclude. e,iminate. or tedYce liVe=toCk
grazing in areas of perceived  competition *or *crag=  PI=-=
them In the p”s,t,o” of first creating  a demand, the” taking

violation of the Multiple Use / Sustained Yield Act.
also * raking actton under the President’s  Executive Order
12630, and nearlow  Creek Enterprises will seek to recoup fromthe federa, gO"er"me"r it9 monetary looses L"d the less 1"
<al"= Of the ranch propertie*. should this FroPos*l be
implemented.

145-57 The fnstallatio” or development of waters “hlch are
acc~.~ible to both Iivestock and “ildlife. hmever. benefits
both. and is in conformance with the principles o* multiple

15

I use and sustained  yield. Where the opport”“,t,e~  exist to
benefit both 1l”estoGk and “,,dllfe. Meado” Creek
Enterprrses 9”ppOFts prnpcsa,s  to implement SUCh water
de”elopme”t.

145-58

I

This mc”me”t contains no ddta or *“*,ysls  WhlCh would
support the KM’s soncluslons  regarding the be”ef,ts of
alternativsJ  to mule deer and elk habitat. Other than
auppcsltion  and an apparent and unfounded attitude by the
BLM that remOY*l  or red”ct*o” Of I‘Vestazk nusr be
beneficial. there exists no basis *or these co”cl”slo”s.

145-59

I

Without a determinatzo”  gf antelope habitat condltio”, there
can bc “9 basis I” fact for the conclusions that any Of the
alternatives  would result in benefloia, impaot  to a”te,Dpe
habitat. For all the BLM knows. antelope h=b,t=t may be I”
the best c~ndltion it has ever bee” and may be the best It
can ever be.

Text page 4-24 CA'JOATIC  HABITAT,:

145-60 The BLM has insufficient data to c”“c,ude  that any “f the
proposed alternatives. particuldriv  *lternat*ves A-C. will
reduce sediment load*  and w*ter temperatures in streams as a
result  Of IivestDck remOVa, or reduction of UtiIitatio”
levete. No feundatlo” h=s bee” ,=,d t” believe that
sediment ,oe.ds  ore anything but the result ot normal
erosi on. The BL*‘s data an erosion cannot separate normal
erosion from acrelecdted  er051~*, and the Plan presents “0
evidence of monitoring which supports  the claim.

145-a No data which the BLM has revealed I” this RMP/EIS $UpPOCtS
elrher the claim that ,,“esrock use has accelerated erosio”
Ioases  above the “omal levels, “or that that “se has
resulted in above-“emal siltation or t”rb,d,ty of th=
spesi**e*  reservo,rs, lakes. epri”gs, and ponds. NO data i=
presented in this plan which support=  the conelusion  that
1I”estocK use is resulting  1” degredario”  Of “egeratlon
strips around the speclflea  are==,  or th=t removal Of
Il”e.stocc  *roan *round the speelfred  areas would h*“e the
state* effects. Turbidity  is the res”,t not only of “a”=
actlo” against shorelines, but =,s” wi”dblovn  dust. CUIT”O”
and normal in the c”,d desert regime. It is also ab”“d=“t,y
obvious to the most casual of observers th=t reservOlt3.
ponds.  lakes, an.3 playas *or the most p*ct conta*n bottoms
vh,ch are DIRT. Currents, whether cre=t=d  by w=“e =Ct,=“.
thermal churning, or dream tr,b”t=r,eS. tut” this dirt =“d
stir up the bottom sediments. creating turbtditv.
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145-63

145-65
I

Text page 4-m t”ETLAND,PLAYA,“EADOW  HABITAT>:

Table s-3 <appendix page S-9, “erifles that the BLM has
absolutely r!.Q basis for so”c,“clL”g  that any .lternatl”e
would have any etfect on “play* habitat’. since It has no
current data on con*,t*on or trend Of the 8UDJeCt areas. we
repeat WC requeet for the listing in this document of the
slxaLfh  parameters Of cO”*ltlo” an* trend.  an* the rePeated
readings of those parametera  which have =ezu,ted  in the
CO”EI”S1O”S  ot both SO”d,t,Ll” and trend in this table.  it
appears that the only lxiterion *or an area to be ,*sted L”
“P”.sF~  trend in this table 1s that at some time. whether
recentiv or in the past, the part,c”,ar  area was excluded
*rem Iivestock use.
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Text page 4-30 <SPECIAL STATUS SPECIES,:

conclusion ie a<111 unfounded, since it i; botkthe degree
ot “tlirratio”  and the over=,,  gr=z,ng  ma”=gem=“t system
which wwld “,tlm=te,y  decide “hether  the particular  grarlw
is “bad” *or gr*sses. If the BLM i9 proposing  th=t grasses
be grazed to an abusive le”el in these areas ~riclr to J”,Y
31, and therefore give a cOmpetltl”e  ad”antaee to forb9.  we
are o~~ased to the gener=l  prescription. F”rthermor=.  no
data has been suppIled  in this Plan which would lead to the
co”clusio” that forbs *=a currently a i,mit*ng smlponent to
the “ester” eagegro”s=  in the habitats  it OCEUP~~S. or‘ that
indeed any habitat DcmpOnent is defioient for this species
anywhere in rts range. We repeat our posit10”  that the mere
presence on a given p*rce,  Of land of two speoles. be they
w&Id or domestic. dues NOT constitute the ~res=“oe 0t
co”fILot between them.

management of tha range in this resource area.  90 that a
preesription  Of no IIVestOCk grazing *ram *&Tit  1 to .lune 30
LS “ecesrsary. The iivestoc* h*“e been 0” the western F*“ge
*or we,, DYer 100 years, mostly at greater “umbers thsn
wesentiy ex,st,  and ne”ec before “ith =a r”t=“s1”=

145-67
I
Absolutely no medica, proof exists that domestic sheep,  W
the mere fact of their swciea,  present a danger to
California Bighorn I” their present habitat. “or that
Co”struction  Of ,,“estock water,“=  facllitres  VOUld in any

sper;ies.” -If thi iLM has evidence that grazing is h=rmt”i
to the multiple u3er or renewable resources ot a sper;ific

145-69

area. it Certainly is empowered to Cectlfy that sltuatlo”.
Lackins knowledge of the habitat =equ,=emenrs  of the
P==tlc”lar swcies, end iacking a knowledge Of L”ter*CtlO”s.
and therefore potential conflict, berween species. and
fln=llr lacking the specif,c  knowledge that a ~=a,.ing  system
O= L”te”sity Is causing harm to a Pa=tic”,a=  po~“latl0”  of
‘sensitive” species. this conc,us,on Is cmpletely
““founded.

Text page 4-43 (“IL,,  AND SCENIC RIVER DESIGNATION --
Rlternatlve  D,;

The wilderness  IMP does NOT prohibit livestock improvements
in wilderness study areas. certain types Of tacllites, S”Ch
as corrals. may be prohibited. but II”=StOC* watering
*aciiitres are eert?.in,y *,*o”ed, 30 long as they meet a
single criteria: that the conStr”ctlo” do== not lm~=lr  the
suitablity  of the a=ea for consideration as wilderness
(anything which can be &onstruoted  andlo= removed Without
long-term lm~alrment qua,,f,eo>. The ,,tmus test Ls #hethe=
the area would have been excluded from deoionation  a= a WSA
had the project existed  at the time of designation and
whether constructlm  would remove the area from
canslderation  *s vilder”es9. spring developments,  troue.9.
and reservoirs  have been oonstructed  in BLIl WSR areas
throwout  the west alnce the IMP m,!delines  were
estabiished.

145-X I It 19 incredible to us that the BLM seeks to 1L”t C”ltU=aI
res9~rces  with its desire to eliminate o= reduce livestock

result of l&lementing  the various aitecn=tives.-  It needs
wear expans‘a” so as to Glc*rly. precisely, and *.ccurateiY
reflect the potential econmic damage tu the local
communititcs  and the economy of the st=te which 1s merely
eluded to olcewhere  I” this document.

145-72 We take strong exceptlo” to the conc,uslo”  that ‘m=“Y
ranchers could choose to delay capita,  repiacement,  when
p0ssxbIe, and cover only the cash fasts of the ranchi”
operation unti,  forage a”ai,abllIty  is rest.zwY  Under
Alternative C. The need to replace =q”iv”e”t. f=.iIiti=¶,
and livestock is not a matter of choice; ~QF is the PdYment
of ranch debt. This Is an extremely poor =.nd simpllstlc
analysis of the sLt”=tio”  facing most ranches In the ===a Of
the RMP, and showa a poor understanding ef ranching =nd
agriculture in general. vhrsh h=v= very hieh eaeital
investment and relatively  la, return on capital
expenditures.

Our ccarvnents  on specific  sections of this table are
FDntalned  in our above vamnents 0” the text and aPPendlce3
of this draft RMP,EIS.

‘rhank you for the opportunity to cement on the subject
document.
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145-58

145-59

145-60

145-61

145-62

145-a

14564

145-65

145-66

145-67

145-m

145-69
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I my not be legal. -
The wld hm'se stallions  that are taken frm the Burnz wild horse corral  and
returned  t* the range, should  first be CaSterated and/or destroyed.
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149
149-l Refer to response  l-11.
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152-l

152-2

152-3

152-4

152-s

152-6

152-7

152-8

22-9

152-10
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153-I

153-2

GEPA FEE I 1%~

Joshua L Warburton
District Manager
Burns Distriti
Bureau Of Land ManaQement
HC 74-12533  Hwy 20 West
Hines. Oregon 97738

In accordance with our responsibilities under the National  Environmental Policy
AC, (NEPA) and Section 309 of the Clean A,r Act, we have revIewed  the Draft  Three
Rivers Resource Management Plan and Environmental Impact Statement (drafi
RMP and EIS). Th,s p,a”“,“g  area mcludes ,,709,918 acres pr~marlly I” Harney
County I” southeast Oregon.

Based on our rev,ew we have rated the draft EIS EC-2 (Enwronmenta,
Concerns - lnsuffic~ent  fnformat~on).  This rating reflects our concern that the
declining water quaMy trends in the Malheur and Maiheur  Lake Basins be reversed
and that a distinct “no action” altei”at!ve  be developed. A summary of our comments
WIII be placed I” the Federa Regrster.

As indicated in Appendix 1 of the draft EIS and the 1988  Oregon Statewide
Assessment of Nonpoint  Sources of Water Pollution, water quality in many of the
area’s streams are I” poor condiiio” or beneficial uses are impaired. The degraded
water quallty condltlons  I” the Malheur and Malheur Lake Basins is largely due to
livestock QrarinQ,  irrigated agricukure,  vegetation management, and recreatlo”.

We would favor Alternative  B over preferred Alternative C, as it is more
protictivs  of wa:er  quality and wsuid  allow a better charice of recovery. Al~eri~aiivtl B
would exclude livestock for 5+ years from streams with poor water quallty
(Alteinat~ve  C would featw?  only “temporary removal’ of livestock). Alternative  8
would also d,sco”t,nue  livestock graz;“g along 16+ reseryo,rs (four more than
Alternative C). Mare stream moles would be stopped from declining  or improve

Alternative C allows for a “variable  “o-cut buffer” along streams, while
Alter”ati”e  B would have a ‘“o-c”t buffer ” Eve” though  Alternat,“e  B appears more
co”ser”at,“e  the buffer ,ssue 15 ~4 amb!Q”ous. (Append,*  2-2. ‘General Best Forest
Management Practices,” uses the term “variable “o-cut buffer.‘) The differences
between alter”at,ves on “ox”t buffers needs to be explained.

The draft EIS lacks a def,n,t,“e  no actlo” aIter”atlve  (Council  on Envvonmental
Quality ReQu~2tlons,  5 1502,14(d)).  A no action alter”at!ve, that is a cont~nuatlo”  of
exlstlng management plans, would  allow the reader to have a reference pant from
which to compare the action alternatives. A new ““0 action’ afternatlve needs to be
included in Chapter 4 so that the environmental consequences of no action is
understood for each of the resource ~teQ0”es. The draft EIS uses the term
Xaseli”e Level’ I” sorw of the compar~so” tables. mis needs to be explained.

153-3 me text states that the environmental consequences of management ati~utles
will have a “positive effect on water quallty.”  me implied reason 1s that improved
management practices will allow existmg degraded condttions to recover This
assumes guaranteed lmplementatio”  of mtlQatl0”  measures. This IS a significant
assumpt~o” that needs to be evplamed  further. What changes will be needed in the
day-to~day operations  of the dlstncf to effect these changes? Will increased staffing
or budgets be required?  Are there circumstances where this new management
approach would not be achieved?

153-4
I

W,th  regards to state coord,nat,on  we would S”QQeSt that consistency  with the
State Water o”a,,ty  Ma”aQeme”t  program  be added (page l-10)

153-S

I

The ~“cIus~o” of existing conditions for individual streams 1s good (Appendix  1,
Table 1). The future condition or water quality goals for individual  streams should
aIs0 be included I” the final EIS. Does this table agree with the 1988 Oregon
Statevade Assessment of Nonpoint  Sources of Water Pollution? The source for this

153-6
data should be ated Abbrwations for water quaIVy category  such as I, hl, and C

1 should be explaIned  with the table.

153-7

I

When the terms poor, fair, good, excellent are used to desnibe environmental
conditions (such as Tables 3.10,  3.11, and 3.12 which describe  aquatic. rlparia”,  and
wetland habitat) they should be defined. I” the water quality dlscussion  on page 4-3
for example, 15 “fair” or ‘good’ water quality co”siste”t  with Gregon  Water Ouallty
Standards and are beneflclal  uses bel”Q fully supported?

153-8

I

The te*r states that for A,ter”at,“e  C, one “Me of stream would de&e to pool
water qua,,ty  apparently due to ,,,“,“Q  act,“lty his does not appear to be
consistent w,th OreQ0” Water Ouai,ty  Standards and Antldegradatlon  Policy This
should be corrected

We are pleased that a detailed rnon~tor~ng  and evaluation plan wlf be included
with the final EIS The mon~tor!“~  plan should respond to the issues and concerns
ldentlfled I” the scoping process It w!li increase the ability of the public to verify  that
the environmental effects are wlthl” those described I” the fInal EIS

Good monltoilng  can be cr~t~ca to assurance of minimal environmental
consequences. This  IS why we belleve that the RMP should contan as much
de,a,,ed as poss,b,e on “,O”,tOr,“Q We rec0Q”lZe that detaIled  mO”ltOr,“Q  may “0,
be possible I” conjunCtlo” with each activlv.  We encourage using OppOrtunlties  to

153-9

153-U

3

coordinate  the efforts with aQe”c,es. To the extent that methods and parameters can
be agreed upon and sampfi”Q stat10”s  and tlmi”Q be coordinated, a dlstrlct  wde
data base can be developed that can be effectively  used for decislonmaklng

The monrtorlng plan should be deslgned  to reduce adverse effects from plan
lmplementatio”  and demonstrate the effectiveness of rrxttgat~o”. It should include
types of surveys, location of sampling, parameters to be monitored, indicator
species, budget, procedures for using data or results in plan implementation, and
avalfability of results to interested and affected groups. Appendices A and 0 of the
F1n.4  Nez Perce National Forest Plan, October 1987, includes the and approach to
water quality and fishery mo”ltorl”Q  which we b&eve will accomplish  the stated
ObjeCtlYe*

As a” integral pan of monitoring a built-i” feedback mechanism IS needed so
that ac,~vities ca”si”Q a problem will be corrected before they are allowed to co”t~““e
and up9radl”Q  of best management prati,ces  or prescr,pt,~“s  to correct l”aCc”rate
predIctiOns occurs. The feedback mechanism  will ensure that ml,lQatlO” measures.
best “,a”aQe,,,e”t  pract,ces, standard operating procedures, ,“,e”s,ty of mo”~tor~“g,
Q~ZI~Q allotment administratlo”,  and timber  5.18  administratlo”  are adjusted when
monitoring  lndlcates a need. Special grazing allotment admlnistratio”  techniques  that
will mcrease  the success and effetilveness  of r”tilQatl0” measures should be
discussed.

The RMP also needs to describe project monitoring.  TM prlmarlly means
on-ate lnspectlo”  and admlnlstratlo”  during a” activity,  verlfylng that a panicuIar
actwtty  is occumng  as prescribed in co”tracts,  leases, or pemxts.  Discussions
should include: frequency of on-site inspections for different activities (before, durl”Q
and after): events which trigger when specialists make site visits; and chat” Of
command for how on-site corrections and decisions are made

Thank you for the opportunity to review this draft EIS. Because of the crltlcal
need for bmproving  water quality in the Malheur, and Malheur Lake Basins we
recommend close coordination with the Oregon Department of Environmental
QuaWy  Please contact Wayne Else”  at (206) 442-1463  If you have any questions
about our comments.

Ronald A. Lee, Chief
Environmental Evaluat~o”  Brench

CC Ph!l Hamilton, BLM Oregon State Office
ROQW Wood, OreQO”  DEG

153-I

153-2

153-3

1534

153-5

153-6
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161-l

161-Z
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161-b

161-5

161-6
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161-8

Appendix II-160



162

Appendix II-161



163

163-2

X3-3
I
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X5-2
I

X5-3
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Feb. 1 3 ,  1 9 9 0

M r .  .ly carl%on
BUMS District O f f i c e ,  B.L.M.
HC 7 4 ,  1 2 5 3 3  Hwy. 2 0  R.
Him?, O r e . 97738
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CC: Jay Carlson, RIP,EIS Team Leader/
Linda 5. Craig, mrtiand Audubon
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S i n c e r e l y ,

C i ty

171-4
I171-5
I
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V DASH CATTLE COMPANY 172

173

T h i s  r e s p o n s e  i s  o u r  e n d o r s e m e n t  of such R i d d l e  ranch
document. T h e i r  r e s p o n s e  h a s  b e e n  s u b m i t t e d  t o  y o u .  W e  d o  n o t
i n c l u d e  a  f u l l  c o p y  o f  text o n l y  f o r  t h e  reason t h a t  i t  W o u l d  b e
an  exac t  dup l i ca t i on  o f  t he  R idd l e  Ranch  documen t .

Any  add i t i ona l  commen t s  we  may  have  a r e  enc losed  he re in  and
a re  supp lemen ta l  t o  ou r  p r inc ipa l  r e sponse .

s i n c e r e l y ,
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174-I

174-2

174-3

1744

174-5

174-6

174-7

174-8

Refer LO respooses 2-63 and 2-68.

Refer to response 2-6,

Refer to responses 3-9 and 4-6.

Refer to response 4-E..
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Dear Mr. Warburton:
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2.
3.
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5.
6.
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6.
9.

10.
11.
12.
73.
lb .
15.
16.
11.
16.
19.
20.
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22.
23.
a.
25.
26.
21.
26.
29.
30.

3.
L.
5.
6.
7.
6.
9.

10.
11.
12.
13.
IL.
15.
16.
17.
16.
79.
20.
21.
22.
23.
2L.
25.
26.
27.
26.
29.
30.
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February :i), IYY”

178

Dear k!r. Carlso”,

I, Alice K. Baker, would llbe to go on record, as to agreeing
with the scacements set forth by Mitch and Linda Baker. Please see
attached copies.... Thank you,

179
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February  14, 1990

Jay Carlson - RMP/EIS
Burns District Office
Bureau Of Land l4anagement
HC 74-12533 Highway 20 West
nines, Oregon 97738

I feel that the proposed alternatives A, B and C, I* followed, could
greatly affect the economy of the Three Rivers area.

Taylor Gra7.in.y  was implenented  to improve the condition of the Public
Domain by stopping sheep ow"ers rho did not own base property from
grazing numei-ous band.5 of sheep north in the spring and 73immer and
south in the ainter  months plus controlling the numbers of cattle
turned out on the range. Prior to Taylor Grazing considerable danage
had already been done to the range by o"er grazing.

With reference to atreambanlr  erosion, If it was pos.5ible  to have
check dams in streams, they shoQld stop some ot the erosion eapeci-
ally during early spring run off. This in turn should help willows
and ground cover to reestablish itself plus improving water quality.
In our area reservoirs  in the upper part of the Middle Fork of the
Malheur River would  not only control flood waters but would stop
erosion of the river banks which would reduce sediment loads and im-
prove water quality.

181-l

I

I fail to see how removing all livestock for five years from streams
which have poor water quality would greatly help since you cannot
control the wildlife and wild horses that would be using same. Fencing
Off streams, reservoirs, springs and leaving only water gaps would only
increase cattle congregating in that area and further depleting forage
and causing more emxion.181-2

I
It was my understanding that the purpose af Taylor Grazing and BLM
was to amist the ~to~kgrowers  in managing the Public Domain better
and not for catering to the whims of the environmentalists who do not
contribute any a6.5ista"ce or monies toward range improvement.

.3 I
Before any action that cawes a reduction of NM's to the per-
mittees, please reconsider and do a complete Implications Assess-
ment as authorized by Executive Order 12630.

Needless to say a reduction of AUM!s to permittees would cause u"-
due hardships and cause some of us to give up ranching.

Hotha French
Dr.WBBY, Or. 97904

PS: Mark Doverspike, President of Harney County Stockgrowers'
comments also coincide with my tbou&ts.
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Pree Rivers ?.la”ageme”t Plan

184To: Area Resource  ?sanafsr

185-l
I

185-2
185-3 1
185-4

I

185-S

I
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186-l

186-2

186-3

186-a

186-5

186-6

186-7

186-S

X36-9

186-10

186-11

186-12

186-13

186-14

186-15

186-16

186-17

186-18

187
187-1 Refer  to responses 5-l through 5-1s.

Jay Carlson
RMP/EIS  Team Leader
Bureau of Land Management
Burns District Office
HC 74-12533
Highway 20 West
Hinds, OR 97738

Friday, February 16,190

Dear Mr. Carlson,

ONRC concurs  with and supports the comments  of the National Wildlife
Fedaration  on the Draft Environmental Impact Statement for the Three Rivers
Resource  Management Plan.

Thank  you for your sttention

Sincerely,

Andy Kerr
Direc!or  of Conservation
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February 16, 1990

sincer*ly,

CC: Dean Bibles

189

Appendix II-1 79



190
THE WILDERNESS  SOCIETYORECON *EcIo* APPENDIX 1

Executive Orders

Jay Carlso"
RMP,EIS Team Leader
Bureau O f  Iand Management
Burns D i s t r i c t  O f f i c e
HC 74-12533
Highway  20 w.
Hines,  OR  97738

FAXED  February  16, 1990  to 503-573-7600

me  Wilderness society (TWS)  is  a national  conservation
organization  that  is devoted  exclusively  to public  lands  management
issues.  Founded  in 1935, the Society  has more  than  350,000  members
and 15 offices  nationwide. The Societv’s  staff  Of  more  man 100
includes
A".?ilySt.5,

foresters! economis ts , bioiogists, lawyers, policy
legislative s p e c i a l i s t s , and federal a g e n c y  Ian.3

ma"ageme"t  specialists.

ws ha5 t h r e e  f u l l - t i m e , f u l l y - s t a f f e d  r e g i o n a l  o f f i c e s  i n  t h e
Northwest: Portland, ORi Seattle, w*; an'3 Boise, I D .  Itany  Of our
members engage in uses on Bureau of Land Management (EXIT lands in
Oregon. M a i n t a i n i n g  re5ource  v a l u e s  i s  o f  v i t a l  i n t e r e s t  t o  TWS.
These values i n c l u d e  b i o l o g i c a l  d i v e r s i t y , natural  beauty,
r e c r e a t i o n , w a t e r  q u a l i t y , w i l d l i f e  h a b i t a t , and  e c o s y s t e m
v i a b i l i t y .

190-l I
C e n t e r ,  N a t i o n a l  Wilbiife F e d e r a t i o n  d e t a i l e d  comments  which  have
been  submi t t ed  to  your  o f f i ce . I n  a d d i t i o n ,  we a r e  p a r t i c u l a r l y

v y truly yours,
eti”rence uttleoregon Regional irector

EXECUTIVE
ORDER 11989
Off-Road  Vehicles  on Pubk Lands
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Hotchkiss Co., Inc.
Phone 57.3.2227 191
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192-6

Appendix H-183



193-1

193-z

193-3

193-4

193-s

193

193-6

193-T

193-a

193-9

193-m

193-11

193-U

193-l

193-2

193-3

19 3-4

193-5

193-6

193-7

193-8

193-9

193-10
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Dear person:
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Jay  Carlson  - RMP/mS
Burns  District  Office
BIN
HC  74 12533  Highway
Hines,  OR 97738

Ponderosa  RanchMC 30 R0.x 1439 198Burns, OR 97720(503,542-2241

I

less than satisfactory condition. Should  that be a priority
0" streams that are only seasonal at best, and make up 1 2 % Of
the RLM ownership in the Silvies allotment?

198-S

I

3. Charlie Smith Butte Reservoir - although our research
is not quite complete. we believe that the dam is only on the
east  edge  of the BLM line  and  that  none  of  the reservoir  lies
within  BLM  ownership.  Also  the reservoir  in not  filled  by
natural  drainage  but is filled  by ditches  coming  out  Cotton-
wood  and Bridge  creeks.  This  water  is  only  available  when  not
needed  on other  parts  of  me  ranch.

198-7

I

5. A reservoir  on Poison  creek  would  be complicated  by
the short supply of  seasonal  water,  Plus the problem  Of  the
water  being  needed during  the irrigation  season.
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J,“ary  20. 1990203

HC 74-12533
Pay. ‘vest
Hines. ore. 97738
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Datrct ,Ma”ayer
Bums District BLM
HC 74-12533 Hwy 2OWest
Hines, OR 97738 2/15/90

HE: Three Rivers Hesource  Management Plan/EIS

Dear Mr. Warburton:

The Oregon Natural Desert Asscaetlon  appreaetex  the opportunity to comment on
the Draft Three Rivers Resource Management Plan. We a!so appreciatrd  the
opportunity to have Jay Carlso” and Rob Bums of your offIce “vet wth VF on
February 2.

Our prunary concern deals with the range of altematwes prcsnltcd. Spcc~fically,
we take issue with the “arrow and biased nature of the alternatives used to
portray the spectrum between the commcxhty  and natural values altemahves
Fifty-six years after the Taylor Grezing Act mandated conservation and
Qx’ovement of our western  public lands, and thirtem years after FLPMA, we still
have, of 95 streams identitled in this ula”runn area. “one 1” nocd or excellent
condItto”  and 62 In poor condtUon.  ti 34 w&an& Identlfled;  16 are as yet
unsuxyed and only 4 are In good contition. Gf the 1.6 m~lhon acrez m the
liv&ock grazng program, 64% are now clan~fred  I” “fair”  to -poor” cur&ion.
This w11 “unpi-we’ to 60% m the preferred altematwe. A 4”, improvement over
the next 15 years! At that rate, how many years biiil I: take for the mtlre range
to be m good or better condition? None of the alternatnes  m ihls documrnt deal
with the incredible task of r&w/@the  land to R hra!th!: eco!ogical  status.
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Forestry  Department

OFFICE OF STATE FORESTER

JoSh”a Warburton
District Manager
Burns District
Bureau Of Iand l4anaaement

208

The FPFO encompasses all ownerships of forest land (federal,
state, and private), and all resources provided by our forests
(fish and wildlife, soil, air, water, recreation, grazing  and
timber).

The objective of the FPFO is to identify opportunities and
describe actions to deal with issues related to the allocation

4. “encourage federal agencies to maintain as large and as
stable a commercial forest land base as possible and to
minimize future withdrawals from this land base.”

Also included in the FPFO, is specific guidance Which  is related
to the five planning issues identified by the BLM in the Plan and
DEIS a.5 significant  and important. Th1.5 guidance is listed below
with the five identified issues for your consideration.

A. Grazing Management Issue.

The Board and Department encourage:

1. Integration of sound grazing management practices, compatible
with timber  management goals and wildlife habitat goals, on
public and private forest lands: and

3. Improvement in the administration of grazing programs and
permits on federal lands.

4. Adoption of programs by federal agencies that ma-ease forage
production for livestock and wildlife, while maintaining or
returning grazeable  forest land and riparian areas to excellent
condition.

C. Wildlife Forage and Habitat condition Issue.

The Board and Department encourage the adoption of programs by
federal agencies that increase forage production for livestock
and wildlife, while maintaining or returning grazeable  forest
land and riparian areas to excellent condition.

D. Fire Management Issue.

me Board  ancl Department  encourage:

208-l 1 1. Recognition _... that fire plays a natural role in maintaining
the forest environment and wildlife habitat: and

208-Z

I

2. Cost-effective federal fire management policies that emphasize
planned ignition fires over natural ignition fires and that
consider impacts to the state of Oregon's forest fire protection
program; and

E. Special Management Area Issue

The Board of Forestry recommends that habitat should be managed
based upon sound research data and the recognition that forests
are dynamic and most forest uses are compatibie  over time and
that forest management standards and regulations  should be
established for the protection of necessary habitat based upon
the best knowledge available and that are consistent with

208-4

208-S Though  management directives related to Forestry and Woodlands
contained in Table 2.1 and Appendix 2 (General Best Forest
Management Practices) are generally consistent with the
considered alternatives, discussion of silvicultural practices a.5
included in these two elements of the Plan and DEE is inadequate
and should be expanded. As. you are well aware, the public is
becoming increasingly concerned about the selection of
silvicultural systems, especially as the choice relates to long-
term productivity, residual stacking and the maintenance of other
values. The Department  recommends that standards for SeleCtlO"
of silvicultural  systems be included in both of these elements.
(This seems especially important because it appears only one
system (overstory removal) is propoaed  for use in the Plan
without any expianation  of why it is the preferred method and
what the consequences of it5 us are.] Also guidance an
utilization and snag retention should be considered.

208-6
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amended and significant changes were made to rules related to
forest practices in riparlan zones. I have included a copy of
the current eastern Oregon Forest Practices Rules for your use
and suggest that special attention be directed to rule 629-24-
446. With these new riparian rules, it is unlikely that the
procedures suggested to meet the Forest Practices Act under
Alternative E on page 4-8 (%uffers would be maintained with non-
commercial species and brush"]  would always result in compliance.

208-T

208-S

208-9

In Chapter 3 (Description of the Affected Environment), limited
description  of existing silvicultural practices is made. This
description indicates that overstory  removal and seed tree are
the usual harvest and reforestation methods. Additionally, tree
planting as a method of reforestation is indicate as a last
resort. The two tree planting areas are described a5 having
significant animal damage. The description of the affected
environment would he significantly enhanced by including
descriptions of the major forest ecotypes, their extent, current
inventory, and how past and current management practices have
affected the condition of the forest.

Additionally, discussion in Chapter 4 (Environmental
consequences) should include consequences to (under either forest
land or vegetation) forest tree species composition and
diversity, and forest insect and disease resistance. The
Department of Forestry's review of overstory  removal silviculture
on some federal lands in eastern Oregon has us3icated that
fesid"al stocking is not always optimum and adeqmtely protected,
nor is the resultant favored species always the most desireable
in terms of desired product, insect and disease resistance, and
other factors (visual for instance). Therefore, information
provided in the Plan and DEIS should also provide the reviewer at
least some r&a about the consequence of existing and proposed
silvicultural practices. Discussion about what combination of
silvicultural practices will optmlze timber production should
also be included.

Finally, discussion of silvicultural practices that can be used
to meet timber management objectivea  while also enhancing other
objectives should be provxied. conversely, silvicultural
practices that can be used to enhance other objectives (riparian
and visual) while also providing sane timber should be identified
and discussed for possible use in those forest land areas
currently set aside or proposed to be set a*ide from timber
production.

Honitorinq

The draft Management Plan and DEIS does not include a monitoring
plan, though it is indicated that the final Management Plan and

FEE3 will include a monitoring and evaluation plan. R
comprehensive system to monitor the full impacts and results of
the program are essential. Failure to include a draft monitoring
plan with the draft nanagement  Plan and DEIS reduces the
opportunity for lreviewers to assist the Bm in developing a
comprehensive monitoring system and hurts the credibility of the
planning process. The Department encourages the Em4 to provide
adequate opportunity for interested parties to review and comnent
on the proposed monitoring program as it 1s prepared.

208-3

2084
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208-S

208-T
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KigerMestafioAssochtion

Post ofjlce SIX 452
hm9, Orwon 97720

FeDruarY 21. 1990
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Kiger Mestaiio Assoclatlon
post  OffIce  Bar 452

Bums, orepm 97720
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JON H. ROBERTS
F.O.BOX 254
MT SHASTA.  CA. 96067
z/22/90

214-Z
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United States  Department of the Interior 2 1 9
FISH ANDW,I,DLIFESERVICE
mawtlr National Wlldllfe Refuge

Princeton,  OR 97721
(503/493-2612)

PebWry 16, 1990

MOOI MTTLE CO.
P.0 BOX 43 . RILEY, OR 97758
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221
Mr. Craig Hansen
February 1, 1990
Page 3

Americun ‘R&m

craig M. Hansen, Area Manager
Three Rivers ReSO”rCe Area
Burn5 District Office
Bureau Of Land Management
HC 74-12533 my 20 west
Hines,  oregon 97738

Re: Draft Three Rivers ReSO"rCe nanagement  Plan

Dear Mr. Hansen:

lntroductor"  Colmnents

American Rivers is a national, public interest not-for-profit
corparat~on  with more than 12,000 members nationwide. American
Rivers is the onlv national conservation oraaniration  dedicated
exclusively to the preservation of free-fl&ing  rivers. In our
sixteen-year history, American Rivers ha5 worked intensively  to
protect rivers under the federal Wild and scenic Rivers Act and
has actively assisted states and local groups with their river
conservation efforts.

American Rivers has worked extensively with federal agencies in
planning for the river re.5ource5 on the lands  they administer.
we have a5siSted  the planning Staff Of the Bureau Of Land
Management (“BLIP) in Washington to clarify administrative
direction  for consideration of potential wild and scenic rivers
in BIN's resource management planninq, and have reviewed, comm
mented on, and protested numercas BLM plans. We have worked
siai1ar1y  vie tha U.S. Forest Service in deveioping admin-
istratlve direction for the evaluation and management of
potentml wild and scenic rivers on the National Forests,  and
reviewed, commented on, and appealed numerous land and reaourcr
management plans Issued by that agency.

Section 5(d) of the wild and Scenic Rivers Act, 16 U.S.C.  section
1271 etss., requires all federal agencies to consrder potential
national wild, scenic and recreational river areas 1" ali plan-
ning for the use and development of water and related land
Te*O"rCC?S_ 16 U.S.C.  section 1276(d). The planning responsi-
bility imposed by section 5(d) plainly requires the Bm to assess
the values of potential Wild and Scenic Rivers during the prep-
aration of resource  management plans pursuant to the FLPMA.
Recognizing that responsibrlity, BLH Manual Section 1623.41A2d

To provide further guidance for fulfilling BIN’s planning
responsibilities for potential wild and scenic rivers, the
agency's Washington office on July 23, 1987 circulated
Instruction Memorandum No. 87-615, containing draft guidelines
far identifying, evaluating, and protecting potential wild and
scenic rivers on BLH lands. That guidance was promulgated by the
~uector in final form in Instruction Memorandum NO. 87-670 and
the attached Guidelines for Fulfillinq  Reouirements  of the Wild
2nd scenic Ri"erU (the "Guidelines"). Issued September 8,
1988.

Under the directions established in the Guidelines, planning for
potential wild and scenic rivers on BLM lands follows a rela-
tlvely straightforward, three-step procedure. Each BLM resource
management plan is to:

(2) determine the appropriate classification ("wild,"
"scenic," or "recreational") for rivers found to be
eliglble;

(3) assess the suitability of such rivers for incluslan in
the national rivers system, based upon the public
values and uses that would be enhanced or foreclosed by
5uch protection, c:,e degree of public,  state and local
interest in designation, and practical concerns
reqarding  costs and feasibility of admmistratxon.

Guidelines, Section VIII, at 9-12. Until a final decision  1s
reached by the agency and, for recomnended  rivers, by Congresr
BLM is to protect river resource values and characteristics
through specific  management prescriptions  established  in more
detailed recreation area management plans or prolect plans.
Guidelines, section Iv.c., at p. 7, Section Ix, at p. 20. As n
substantive decision reaardina  the appropriate  manawanent  of a
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In order to protect the resource values and character of its
potential wild and scenic rivers until a decision is reached
regarding their designation. BIN's Guidelines require agency
planners to establish detailed management prescriptions. the
Guidelines state: "[T]he RMP must prescribe the protection
(interim management prescriptions) to be provided for the river
and adjacent public land area pending the Saltability  and, when
necessary, subsequent action hy the Congress." Guidelines,
section vIII.*.3.a.,  at p. 11.

Swcific Comments

1. Eliqibiliq

American Rivers commends the Three Rivers planners for evaluating
rivers not listed on the Nationwide Rivers Inventor" CNRII. See

which supports  the planners’ conclusions that numerous streams
are not eligible. a, RHP at 3-41, Table 3.15; Appendix 11,
Table 1. For example, is the entire  68 mile length of "segment
B" of the Silvies River so imoacted b" diversions and channeli-
zation that it is not free-flbwing?  Similarly, there is no
information within the Draft which enables a reviewer to evaluate
the conclusions that certain segments of the Middle Fork and
South Fork Malheur  Rivers da not possess outstandingly remarkable
values. &, RllP at 3-41. Table 3.15. American Rivers belxeves
the Final RMP should document the facts which led to these
particular conclusions.

Further, there is nc indicarion that ozhrr *tream which flow
across the Three Ri"er~ RCSOU~CB  mea were evaluated for then
potential ~nclusmn m the national rivers system. Appendix  6
identifies numerous streams within the Resource Area which pos-
sess aquatic habitat. While the presence or abeence of aquatic
habitat does not determine the eligibility of a river, it is one
of the only sources of data within the plan which Identlfles
free-flowing streams. Further,  areas WhlCh support aguat1c
habitat in the arid lands east of the Cascades provide critical
wildlife habitat and may well eer"e as an indicator of out-
standing ecological and fish and wildlife values. Additional
candidate rivers may be found among those areas nominated by the
planning team for ACEC consideration, including Silver Creek and
squaw Creek. & Appendix 7.
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T h e  p l a n n e r s  m u s t  u n d e r t a k e  a  s e r i o u s  e v a l u a t i o n  of t h e  free-
flowing streams in the L-esource area to determine whether they
possess one or more outstandingly remarkable "alues that might
aualifv them for inclusion in the national rivers svstem. The
iail& of the Three Rivers planners to consider ali of the
area's 5tre.m~  exposes those with high "alues that may be eli-
gible for inclusion in the wild and scenic rivers system to
development that can significantly  degrade their values and to
damming or diversion that could disqualify them for future
consideration.
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American Rivers 5uggest.s  that assessment of other rivers, streams
and creeks, mcluding tributaries and headwaters, within the
Three Rivers Resource Area will result in the identification of
other rivers, streams and creeks eligible for inclusion in the
national wild and scenic rivers system.

221-5
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The Final RMP should expand Appendix 11 and include a separate
identifiable assessment  of the various streams and then values
examined by the planners.
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The Final RMP should also correct the error in Table 3.14 which
indicates "segment A" of the ~alheur ~i"er is not eligible. see
RMP at 3-40.

221-7

221-R
I

2. River corridors

The RMP states that the proposed boundaries of the corridor for
the Middle Fork of the Malheur and ~luehucket Creek are "gener-
ally one-quarter of a mile on Esther side of the mean high water
level of the river and creek . [and] follow the rim of the
canyon..." RNP at 3-41. However, an examnation  of the refer-
enced Map WSR-I indicates that the boundary does not always
follow the rim Of the canyon. America" R1"fxS suggests that the
KYP state that the tOllndary is ane-quarter aile on 2ach side of
the river or the rim of the canyon, whichever is greater.

The RMP fails to identif" the oarticular width of the river
corridors  used to study ChYcheG particular streams meet the
eligibility standards set forth in the Wild and Scenic Rivers
Act, i.e., one-quarter mile on each side of the stream or larger
if necessary to protect outstandingly remarkable values.

Failure to identify the width of the study corridor may seriously
both the initial eliaibilit"  determinations for streams

within the Re50urce Area and BiEl's fuhe evaluation of their
suitablllty  for designation. Eligibility  determinations are
required to reflect the resource values of the stream itself and
the lands within the study boundary; arbitrarily narrowing, or
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even ignoring, the required corridor of streamside  lands may
exclude  resource values that should be evaluated  together with
the values of the stream itself.

3. c lassification

American Rivers commends  the Three Rivers planners for setting
forth in the m-aft RMP  detailed management prescriptions for
potential wild and scenic rivers. Sgz Rppendix 11. certain
other RHPs have failed to include Such prescriptions. The man-
agement prescriptions set forth in the Three Rivers P.NP are
consistent with the BLM Guidelmes  and will provide appropriate
guidance to BLM and the public of those actions that are
appropriate  within the relevant river corridor. LcL,
Guidelines, Section VIII.A.3.a.. at p. 11.

Unfortunately, the RMP includes other language which confuses the
relevant prescriptions. For example, the F.MP states that there
is a timber harvest prohibition within "perennial streams." RMP
at 4-41. The appropriate standard, as is set forth in Appendix
11, prohibits timber harvest within the relevant stream corridor.
'arther, the RMP improperly suggests that such a prohibition
would not apply to an intermittent portion of an eligible stream.
& American Rivers suggests that appropriate changes be made to
the discussion of wild and scenic rivers found at F.MP 4-41.

5. lnterase”cV aqreements

American Rivers recommends that the Three Rivers planners enter
into an agreement with the c~~ho~o  National Forest (or other
relevant federal or state agencies) to study rivers which flow
across  lands administered by both agencies, particularly Silver
Creek.

3

to manage the river segment but ako that it is not feasible for
BLM to manage its land under wild and scenic designation. see
appendix 11-6. The  planners  are flatly  wrong  to suggest that
acquisition of private lands is necessary for designation: there
are numerous  rivers designated by congress  and mnaged by federal
agencies, including Bm, which include segments of private land.

We trust the Final RNP will be clear with respect to this
important issue.

we trust these comments are helpful during the Resource
Management  Plan process. we look forward to participating
further in the RNP process. If you have any questions concerning
any Of the matters set forth above, please do not hesitate to
communicate with me.
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cc: Gary Marsh
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