





TAKE Sem— -

United States Department of the Interior AR

BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

SPOKANE DISTRICT OFFICE - n

EAST 4217 MAIN IN REPLY REFER TO:
SPOKANE, WASHINGTON 99202

June 17, 1993

Dear Reader:

Enclosed for your review is the Final Resource Management Plan Amendment
Environmental Assessment for Department of the Army, Corps of Engineers Application
for land withdrawal Y akima Firing Center. The Draft Plan Amendment was published in
March 1993, and was followed by a 45-day public comment period. Changes based upon
public comments have been incor porated into thisdocument and all unchanged portions of
the draft have been reprinted in order to portray those changes. The Bureau of Land
M anagement has prepared thisdocument in partial fulfillment of it’sresponsibilitiesunder
the Federal Land Policy and Management Act of 1976, and the National Environmental
Policy Act of 1969.

If you wish the District Manager to consider your commentsin the development of the
decision record for this plan amendment, please submit them by July 17,1993. Y our
comments should be sent to:

Spokane District Manager
Bureau of Land Management
East 4217 Main Avenue
Spokane, Washington 99202

The proposed plan cannot be approved until after the Governor of Washington State has
had an opportunity to review it to identify any inconsistencies and provide
recommendations in writing to the BLM.

The resour ce management planning process includes an opportunity for administrative
review via a plan protest to the BLM Director if you believe approval of the plan
amendment would be in error (See 43 CFR 1 610.52.). Careful adherence to these
guidelines will assist in preparing a protest that will assure the greatest consideration to
your point of view.

Only those persons or organizations who participated in our planning process leading to this
plan amendment may protest. If our recordsdo not indicatethat you had any involvement
In any stage in the preparation of this plan amendment, your protest wail be dismissed
without further review.

A protesting party may raise only those issues which he or she submitted for the record
during the planning process. New issuesraised in the protest period should be directed to
the District Manager for consideration in plan implementation, as potential plan
amendments, or as otherwise appropriate.






U.S. Department of the Interior
Bureau of Land Management

Final
Resource Management Plan
Amendment
Environmental Assessment
for

Department of the Army, Corps of Engineer’s
application for land withdrawal-

Recommendation

I One, the Preferred Alternative in the following
plan amendment.

4

ph K. Buesing
istrict Manager, Spokane

£/9/9%
Date 7

State Director Approval

I approve the proposed decision for the attached, ‘Resource Management Plan

Amendment for \ of the Army, Corps of Engineer’s
land withdrawal-Yakima Firing Center, as recommended. This document
meets as provided by 40 CFR 1505 and 43
JUIN {11993
D ' Date

State Director, Oregon/Washington State Office






Response - This statement refers to the
made in the Spokane

District Resource Management Plan. In this
plan, emphasis would be made to minimize
disturbance to riparian areas by limiting
disturbance to stream banks and riparian

as the fences to
exclude livestock or ORVs.

4, Comment - What management
policies will all of 1o
ensure that species
now dependent upon the area do not

in the State of
Washington because of loss of habitat.

Response -
and those proposed for State
be minimal due to the adherence
Act and
of the

the Army’s actions on federal
candidate and state candidate
species as well. The text amended
to indicate this point. See
entitled "Wildlife" 15 of Chapter 4
"Environmental Consequences."

5. Comment - Eliminate mechanized
recreation.

Response - Under Alternative 3 mechanized
recreation would be

designated trails. Under
Alternatives 1 ORV use would be

6. Comment - We One

with emphasis on the

mitigation lands wildlife and

Response - The of
wildlife habitat of

recreation land is an

in Basin. This was the reason
for of mitigation
lands into one of the alternatives.

7. Comment - Evaluate replacement lands
recreational as well as their wildlife
potential.

Response - Any lands that may be acquired
as a result of this plan amendment will be
evaluated for both wildlife habitat, recreation
potential and general management
opportunities.

8. Comment - If land transactions were to
occur in concern was
expressed that PILT should be at a minimum
equal to and stay equal revenues
generated from now and in the

future.
Response - In PILT
exceed $0.75
land within of
the county. be
reduced of certain Federal

land payments that were
unit of government in the
year. Fees such as those received from
federal grazing leases

of payments that would reduce
the PILT entitlements.

9. Comment - opposed to the
expansion of and
Alternative 3, No Action.

Response - The Department of is
in the process of acquiring all of
land lands identified

in this plan amendment. (See maps 1 & 2.)
This in itself will preclude or
use of lands
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10. Comment - public lands

proposed located within the

Center’s Northern Expansion

Area, and were in the
that was

prepared for the proposed land acquisition?

Response - public lands are located
within They
were addressed on a general basis in the
the
Center’s proposed land
land
withdrawal specifically

considered in BLM's existing Resource
Management Plan. Therefore, a resource
management plan amendment and
environmental assessment was needed to
address of of
withdrawal.
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