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Notice to Reviewer

The Spokane Resource Management Plan/Record of Decision text refers to Maps 2-5. These maps were
included with your copy of the Final Spokane Resources Management Plan/EIS. Therefore, in an attempt
to conserve funds they were not included in this document. If these maps are no longer at your disposal,
please contact the Spokane District Office or the Wenatchee Area Office and copies will be provided.
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Record of Decision

Spokane Resource Management Plan
Spokane District, Spokane, Washington

This resource management plan documents the decisions reached by the Bureau of Land Management (BLM)
for managing 307,523 acres of public land in the Spokane District. The decision is to adopt Alternative B the
Preferred Alternative of the Final Resource Management PlaryEnvironmental Impact Statement. The major
decisions in this plan are;

Continue to authorize grazing permits at the 1983 total preference level, 30,073 Animal Unit Months (AUMs).
Management systems will be developed, maintained, or revised for 16 Improve category allotments. Competitive
forage will initially be available for wildlife at current levels. All future livestock use adjustments will focus on
achieving 50 percent utilization of key forage species.

Range improvements will be made in the Maintain and Custodial 1 allotments if the intermingled landowners
cooperate in the preparation and implementation of Coordinated Resource Management Plans.

Manage 41,443 acres of commercial forestland for a sustainable harvest level of approximately 39 million board
feet per decade. Minor forest products will be sold where consistent with protection of other resource values.

Conduct land tenure adjustments to consolidate or otherwise promote the efficient management of the public
land resources, protect and improve valuable wildlife habitat, enhance recreational opportunities, and provide
access to public lands.

Leave all locatable minerals on public lands in the planning area open to entry under the provisions of the Mining
Law of 1872, as amended, except for 80 acres currently under protective withdrawal. All lands, currently available
for mineral leasing, will remain available except forthe 7,140-acre Juniper Dunes Wilderness Area. Leases in this
area will not be reissued once terminated.

Motorized vehicle designations are as follows: 230,500 acres are designated as open to motorized vehicle use;
8,980 acres are designated as seasonally restricted to designated roads and trails; 54,705 acres are designated
as permanently restricted to designated roads and trails; and 13,418 acres are designated as permanently closed
to motorized vehicle use. (See Maps 4 and 5)

Nine of the Ten areas, proposed for designation as Areas of Critical Environmental Concern in the Final RMP, are
designated. These areas are Hot Lakes Research Natural Area (RNA), Brewster Roost, Colockum Creek, Rock
Island Canyon, Yakima River Cliff and Umtanum Ridge, McCoy Canyon, Earthquake Point, Roosevelt Slope, and
Sentinel Slope. In addition to the proposed ACECs, this ROD reaffirms the designations of the three existing
ACECs, the Juniper Forest, Webber Canyon and the Yakima and Columbia River Islands ACECs. In all, a total of
8,540 acres of public land are covered by these designations.

Modify grazing systems and/or construct improvements to protect or improve riparian habitat.

Alternatives Considered and Rationale for Decision

Four alternatives for managing the public lands in Spokane District planning area were analyzed in the Resource
Management Plan/Environmental Impact Statement.

The proposed Resource Management Plan (the Preferred Alternative in the Resource Management
Plan/Environmental Impact Statement) emphasizes management, production on a sustained yield basis, and use
of renewable resources on the majority of public lands in the Spokane District planning area while providing
protection, maintenance, or enhancement of cultural, soil, water, botanical, and recreational resource values and
big, small, and nongame habitats. Trade-offs will safeguard nonconsumptive uses while accommodating
consumptive uses. The proposed Resource Management Plan best meets national guidance, best satisfies the
planning criteria, and best resolves issues while contributing to the local economy.

The Production Alternative emphasized the highest degree of commodity production allowable, considering
legal constraints. Trade-offs emphasized consumptive uses over nonconsumptive uses.



The Protection Afternative emphasized protection and enhancement of natural values while allowing use and
production only at levels that do not risk diminishing such values. Trade-offs favored protection of the resource
over consumptive uses.

The No Action Alternative provided for the continuation of existing management. This alternative maintained the
present management direction while responding to requirements of new regulations and changing policies.
Trade-offs emphasized commodity production while safeguarding critical resource values. (See Table S-I for a
summary of long-term environmental consequences.)

Mitigation Measures

All protective measures and program design features, identified in the plan, will be taken to mitigate adverse
impacts. These measures will be strictly enforced during implementation. Monitoring and evaluation will indicate
the effectiveness of these measures in minimizing environmental impacts. Therefore, additional measures to
protect the environment may be taken during orfollowing monitoring.

District Recommendation

| recommend adopting the Preferred Atternative of the Spokane Resourge Management Plan/Environmental
Impact Statement of August 2, 1985, as written.

Lee V.Larson
Border Resource Area Manager

T Fishen

James F. Fisher
Wenatchee Resource Area Manager

Joseph K. Buesing

District Manager, Spokane District

/5 /%7

Date

State

| approve the Spokane Resource Management Plan decisions as recommended. Individual grazing decisions to
implement the range land program portions of the RMP will be issued to the affected lessees forthose allotments
where changes are proposed and agreement has not been reached. Those decisions will explain and provide for
the protest and/or appeal procedures under 43 CFR 4160 and 43 CFR 4.470.

This document meets the requirement for a Record of Decision as provided in 40 CFR 1505.2.

Ghls 1) b

Charles W. Luscher
State Director Oregon/Washmgton


















Table I-2 displays the priority in which the resource
programs would be emphasized in the 13 manage-
ment areas. For example, under Alternative B in the
Douglas Creek Management Area, recreation has top
priority with wildlife habitat, grazing, and soil and
water following in second, third, and fourth priorities
respectively. Priorities reflect the order in which
funds for the different resource management
programs would be allocated in annual work plans.
See Table S-I for a summary of the long-term
environmental consequences and resource
allocations.

of

Environmental preferability is judged using the criteria
in the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969
(NEPA). Title 1, Section 101 (b) of NEPA establishes
the following goals:

2. Assure for all Americans a safe, healthful,
productive, and aesthetically and culturally pleasing
surroundings:

3. Attain the widest range of beneficial uses of the
environment without degradation, risk to health or
safety, or other undesirable and unintended
consequences;

4. Preserve important historic, cultural, and natural
aspects of our national heritage, and maintain,
wherever possible, an environment which supports a
diversity and variety of individual choice;

5. Achieve a balance between population and
resource use which will permit high standards of living
and a wide sharing of life’s amenities; and

6. Enhance the quality of renewable resources and
approach the maximum attainable recycling of

depletable resources.
1. Fuffill the responsibilities of each generation as
trustee of the environment for succeeding
generations;

Table 1-2 Program Emphasis by Management Area

Management Areas

Jameson Douglas Saddle Rattlesnake  Badger
Alternatives Similkameen Conconully Lake Creek Mountains Hills Slope
Alternative A Grazing Grazing Grazing Grazing Grazing Grazing Grazing
(Production) Recreation Recreation Recreation  Recreation Minerals Recreation Recreation
Forest Forest Recreation
Alternative B Grazing Wildlife Wildlife Recreation Minerals Grazing Grazing
(Proposed RMP) Recreation’ Habitat Habitat Wildlife Grazing Recreation Recreation
Forest Grazing Grazing Habitat Recreation  Wildlife Wildlife
Wildlife Recreation  Recreation  Grazing Wildlife Habitat Habitat
Habitat Forest Soil and Habitat
Water Soil and
Water
Alternative C Wildlife Wildlife Wildlife Wildlife Soil and Grazing Wildlife
(Protection) Habitat Habitat Habitat Habitat Water Recreation Habitat
Grazing Grazing Cultural Grazing Grazing Grazing
Recreation Recreation Resources  Recreation Recreation Recreation
Forest Forest Recreation
Alternative D Grazing Grazing Grazing Grazing Grazing Grazing Grazing
(No Action) Recreation Recreation Recreation ~ Recreation ~ Recreation  Recreation Recreation
Wildlife Wildlife Wildlife Wildlife Soil and Wildlife Wildlife
Habitat Habitat Habitat Habitat Water Habitat Habitat
Forest Forest Sail and Minerals
Water



The Preferred Alternative (Alternative B) in the EIS
ranked first in overall preferability. It was believed to
be in compliance with all NEPA goals, especially
goals 1, 3,5, and 6. The next environmentally
preferable alternative was the Protection Alternative
(Alternative C). This alternative was in greater

compliance with goal 2 than the Preferred Alternative;

however, it did not comply as well with goals 5 and 6
when compared to the Preferred Alternative.

The Production Alternative (Alternative A) was in
greatest compliance with goal 6 and to a lesser
degree goals 1 and 5 because of its emphasis on
maximum productivity. The continued present

management or No Action Aiternative (Alternative D)

was in compliance with goals 2 and 4 because it

maintains current conditions. This alternative was, to

a lesserdegree than the Preferred Alternative, in
compliance with goals 1, 3,5, and 6. However,
because it made little attempt to enhance

environmental quality of diversity and did not improve

social or economic well being, it was not preferred.

Table 1-2 (continuation)

Management Area

Automated weather station located in the Juniper Fore

Management Areas

Rock North North Huckleberry Juniper Scattered
Alternatives Creek Ferry Stevens Mountains Forest Tracts
Alternative A Recreation Forest Forest Forest Grazing Lands
(Production) Wildlife Grazing Grazing Recreation Recreation  Grazing
Habitat Recreation Recreation Recreation
Grazing Forest
Forest
Alternative B Recreation Forest Forest Forest Grazing Lands
(Proposed RMP) Wildlife Wildlife Grazing Wildlife Recreation  Grazing
Habitat Habitat Recreation Habitat Recreation
Forest Recreation Recreation Forest
Alternative C Wildlife Wildlife Wildlife Wildlife Wildlife Lands
(Protection) Habitat Habitat Habitat Habitat Habitat Grazing
Recreation Cultural Grazing Cultural Grazing Recreation
Resources Recreation Resources Recreation  Forest
Recreation Forest Recreation
Forest Forest
Alternative D Grazing Forest Forest Forest Grazing Lands
(No Action) Recreation Wildlife Grazing Wildlife Recreation Grazing
Wildlife Habitat Recreation Habitat Recreation
Habitat Recreation Recreation Forest
Soil and Grazing
Water
Forest
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Chapter 2
Spokane Resource
Management Plan Decisions
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Introduction

This chapter describes the Resource Management
Plan. Management actions were selected on the
basis of their ability to resolve the issues raised
during the planning process, satisfy planning criteria
and public input, and mitigate environmental
consequences.

The plan is the preferred alternative, Alternative B,
identified in the Spokane Resource Management Plan
and Environmental Impact Statement (RMP/EIS).
There were no significant changes made to the
proposed plan described in the Final RMP/EIS.

Approval of the RMP marks the completion of one
stage of the planning process. The RMP is not a final
implementation decision on actions which require
further specific plans, process steps, or decisions
under specific provisions of law and regulations. More
site specific plans or activity plans, such as habitat
management plans (HMPs), will be done through the
resource activity programs. Procedures and methods
for accomplishing the objectives of the RMP will be
developed through the activity plan. Further
environmental analyses will be conducted, and
additional engineering and other studies or project
plans will be done if needed.

Goals and Obijectives of
the Proposed Plan

Goal: Provide a variety of uses within the sustained
yield capability of the resource. This plan presents a
combination of renewable and nonrenewable
resource uses, incorporating the necessary
gonls_traints for protecting resources from irreversible
ecline.

Trade-offs would safeguard nonconsumptive uses
while accommodating consumptive uses.

General Management
Objectives

1. Protect or enhance water quality with particular
attention to those watersheds with major downstream
water uses including anadromous and other sport
fisheries and agriculture.

2. Maintain and/or improve range productivity by
providing available forage to maintain existing or
target wildlife populations as estimated by the
Washington State Department of Game. The
remaining forage would be provided for livestock.
Allow for the maintenance of all existing
improvements. Implement management systems and
all range improvements in allotments where projects
and/or management systems are cost effective.
Improve riparian habitat through management of
livestock use.

3. Adjust the level of sustained yield timber production
by restricting production on specific forest lands,

12

where appropriate, to accommodate other resource
values. Forest lands would be withdrawn from
production only when stipulations and/or mitigation
would not adequately protect the other resources.

4. Keep public lands open for exploration/
development of mineral resources, rights-of-way,
access, and other public purposes with consideration
to mitigate designated resource concerns.

5. Enhance BLM land pattern and resource manage-
ment efficiency through land tenure adjustments.
Identify opportunities for jurisdictional transfers and
develop leases or cooperative management
agreements with other agencies or private individuals
to improve management efficiency.

6. Manage upland habitat foinongame and game
species to meet Washington State Department of
Game population targets.

7. Manage public lands and keep access routes open
for a variety of recreational opportunities/experiences,
including both motorized and nonmotorized recreation
activities.

8. Considerthe protection and/or enhancement of
state listed threatened or endangered species
habitat.

Delineation of

Management Areas

The Spokane District has been divided into 13
management areas: seven are located in the
Wenatchee Resource Area and five in the Border
Resource Area. The 13th management area consists
of scattered tracts of public land in both resource
areas. See Maps I-5.

Management area boundaries separate areas which,
because of different resource values and/or manage-
ment opportunities or constraints, require different
management guidance. The boundaries of the
management areas are not absolutely fixed and may
be adjusted in the future on the basis of land tenure
adjustments or additional information gained during
the formulation of activity plans.

Each management area has a specific set of
management prescriptions. Management area
guidelines, along with the district wide program
management guidance, define what the total
management direction is and how it would be
implemented.

Planned Management
Actions Under the
Proposed Plan

This section describes the planned actions, outlines
what support would be needed, if any, and
determines priorities for implementing the planned




actions. The planned management actions will be

used as a mechanism to resolve the planning issues
displayed in the preferred alternative within the Draft
RMPY/EIS and the proposed plan in the Final
RMP/EIS. These documents are available for
inspection in the Spokane District Office.

The priorities were established based on public
demands, administration policy, and Department of
the Interior and BLM directives. Therefore, these
priorities may be revised as policy and directives
change. The highest priority for each resource is
maintaining its base program. This includes funding
normal operating costs, completing administrative
duties, and processing public inquiries.

The listed support actions are foreseeable at this
time. The need for additional support actions, such as
engineering and other studies or specific project
plans, may be identified as a result of further
planning. All such actions will be designed to achieve
the objectives of the RMP. Additional environmental
analyses will be conducted, where appropriate, to
supplement the analysis in the RMP/E!S.

Land Tenure Adjustment
and Access

Exchanges

Most of the public land within the twelve management
areas will remain in public ownership and continue to
be administered by the Bureau of Land Management,
although the transfer of public lands to other public
land management agencies will occur if more efficient
management of the land will result. The twelve
management areas are Similkameen, Conconully,
Jameson Lake, Douglas Creek, Saddle Mountains,
Rattlesnake Hills, Badger Slope, Rock Creek, North
Ferry, North Stevens, Huckleberry Mountains, and
Juniper Forest. The highest land tenure adjustment
priority will be placed on consolidation of public lands
through land exchanges into, between and within the
twelve management areas shown on Map 2. Bureau
administered lands within the twelve management
areas currently under cooperative management
agreements, designated as wilderness, wilderness
study areas, or as areas of critical environmental
concern (including those designated in this plan)
totaling 38,448 acres will not be transferred from
federal ownership. See Table 2-I.

Exchanges will be made only when the public interest
will be well served, giving full consideration to better
Federal land management and the needs of the State
and local people, including needs for lands for the
economy, community expansion, recreation areas,
food, fiber, minerals, and fish and wildlife. Acquisition
of lands, or interests in lands, will emphasize
inholdings or lands adjacent to BLM lands with
wilderness: threatened, endangered or sensitive
species habitat; high scenic or other recreational
values, designated Areas of Critical Environmental

Concern; and other opportunities to consolidate BLM
lands within the twelve management areas or improve
BLM and public access to other public lands. The
value of lands, or interests in lands, to be exchanged
shall be equal, or if they are not equal, the values

shall be equalized by the payment of money so long
as the payment does not exceed 25% of the total
value of the lands or interests transferred out of
federal ownership.

Prior to the exchange of these lands, site-specific on-
the-ground inventories will be conducted and an
environmental analysis with opportunity for public
review and comment will be prepared. If, as a result
of these inventories, any of these lands are found to
possess values which would prevent them from
meeting the exchange criteria they would be retained
and managed by BLM pursuant to the management
prescriptions of the management unit where they are
located. See Appendix B.

There are approximately 40,680 acres identified for
acquisition through land exchanges with the State of
Washington and private parties. These areas are
listed in table 2-2. This is not an all-inclusive list but is
representative of the type of high priority exchanges
that will be pursued in the initial RMP
implementation. ’

The Scattered Tracts Management Area contains
123,777 acres of BLM lands in a gross area of
16,640,298 acres. Any land to be acquired within the
Scattered Tracts Management Area, will be that
which is needed to enhance or protect unique or
important public land values such as threatened,
endangered or sensitive species habitat, riparian
habitat, or other recreation values.

BLM will acquire minimum access as needed to
achieve management objectives. The preferred
method will be through negotiated purchase of an
easement or land exchange. Proposed land
acquisitions, including public and administrative
access across non-Federal lands, are noted in the
specific Management Area Prescriptions which
follow.

Sales

A total of 1,672.8 acres of public lands have been
reviewed by an interdisciplinary team and, based
upon information available to the team at this time,
have been found to meet one or more of the sale
criteria in FLPMA. However, prior to the sale of any of
these lands, site-specific on-the-ground inventories
will be conducted to verify this finding and an
environmental analysis with opportunity for public
review and comment will be prepared. If as a result of
these more intensive inventories any of these lands
are found to possess values which would prevent
them from meeting the FLPMA sale criteria, they
would be retained and managed by BLM pursuant to
the management prescriptions of the management
unit where they are located. See Appendix B.
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Table 2-1 Retention Areas

Area Name County Located Acreage
Juniper Dunes Wilderness Franklin 7,140
Chopaka Mountain Wilderness Study Area Okanogan 5,518
Hot Lakes ACEC (RNA) Oaknogan 80
Brewster Roost ACEC Douglas 200
Colockum Creek ACEC Chelan 80
Rock Island Canyon ACEC Douglas 1,200
Yakima River Cliffs & Umtanum Ridge ACEC Yakima, Kittitas 320
McCoy Canyon ACEC Benton 100
Earthquake Point ACEC Chelan 40
Roosevelt ACEC Klickitat 80
Sentinel Slope ACEC Grant 200
Webber Canyon ACEC Benton 40
Yakima and Columbia River Islands ACEC Franklin, Benton 640
Juniper Forest ACEC Franklin 5,540
All Cooperative Agreement Areas listed in Appendix A 17,270
Total 38,448

Table 2-2 Pending and Proposed Land Exchanges

Note: (1) The following acreages are rounded and approximate.
(2) The “selected” lands are presently BLM administered.

Fiscal Name of Acres Acres Benefitting
Year Exchange Offered Selected Management Areas
A. State (DNR) Exchanges
1988 DNR-SE 4,000 1,300 Juniper Forest, Douglas
Creek, Saddle Mountains
1989 DNR-NE 4,200 2,000 Conconully, Similkameen
B. Private Exchanges
1987 15,460 3,270 Douglas Creek
Juniper Forest, Saddle Mtns.
USFS Alpine Lakes W.A.
1988 3,100 2,100 Huckleberry Mtns.
Rattlesnake Hills
Douglas Creek
1989 13,,920 11,760 Juniper Forest
Huckleberry Mtns.
Rock Creek
Douglas Creek
Saddle Mountains
Total 40,680 20,430
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All of these parcels are difficult and uneconomic to
manage as part of the public lands and, based on
staff review as well as public review and comment,
are not suitable for management by another Federal
department or agency. (None of the tracts were
acquired for a specific purpose which is no longer
required). Many of the parcels, if sold or exchanged,
could serve important public objectives, including
expansion of communities or economic development,
which cannot be achieved prudently or feasibly on
land other than public land and which outweigh other
public objectives and values. The BLM bases this
determination on data available as of the date of
approval of this plan. Prior to disposal, through any
means, each parcel will be examined in the field to
verify compliance with the disposal criteria listed in
Appendix B. This will prevent the inadvertent disposal
of public lands, after the date of RMP approval, which
contain high federal interest resource values such as
a newly listed threatened or endangered plant, bald
eagle nest, significant cultural resource, or new
mining claim.

Public land will only be sold when the following
circumstances exist: (1) it is required by national
policy; (2) it is required to achieve disposal objectives
on a timely basis and where disposal through
exchange would cause unacceptable delays; (3) it is
determined that disposal through exchange is not
feasible; or (4) it is required to facilitate title
clearance.

The preferred method of selling public land would be
by competitive sealed bidding by qualifying
purchasers. However, modified competitive bidding or
direct sale procedures may be used when necessary
to avoid jeopardizing an existing use on adjacent land
or to avoid dislocation of existing public land users.

No land will be sold for a monetary amount less than
fair market value, as determined by appraisal.

Disposal of lands will be under the applicable
authorities and in the following order of preference:

. State lieu and State grant selections.

. State exchanges.

. Private exchanges.

. Recreation and Public Purpose patents.

. BLM/USDA Forest Service jurisdiction transfers.

. Withdrawals to other Federal agencies.

. Public sales.

. Indian allotments.

. Desert land entries (subject to the Food Securities
Act of 1985).

Implementation

The following management area prescription
summary will be used as a basis to implement the
Land Tenure Adjustment and Access Program.

OCOO~NOUTRWN

Simiilkameen Management, Area: Acquire
permanent access to Palmer Mountain, with rights for
the public, to facilitate management. Conduct the
adjustment of land pattern by exchange to reduce

cost of property line determination and to enhance
multiple use management.

Acquire nonagricultural lands along the Similkameen
River and lands adjacent to the Split Rock Recreation
Site at Palmer Lake to improve fishing access.

Conconully Management Area: Conduct the
adjustments of land pattern by exchange to reduce
cost of property line determination.

Obtain access for recreation activities through land
exchanges or easement acquisition as opportunities
arise.

Acquire identified key parcels of deer winter range to
facilitate management.

Jameson Lake Management Area: Acquire
public access through easement purchase or land
exchange to the Sulphur Canyon area to allow
recreation use of the management unit.

Douglas Creek Management Area: Acquire

access (either by exchange or through easements) to
the Rock Island Creek land parcels to enhance
recreation.

Consolidate ownership to enhance multiple use
management.

Acquire state grazing land in grazing allotments 0774,
0775,0778,0779,0782, and 0785 to enhance
management and certain private high potential
grazing land where present ownership is inhibiting
establishment of grazing systems that would increase
forage production and enhance multiple use values.

Saddle Mountains Management Area: Acquire
1,500 acres of state grazing land in grazing
allotments 808 and 810 to enhance management and
13,000 acres of Burlington Northern land to enhance
multiple use of the management area..

Rattlesnake Hills Management Area: Acquire
access by pursuing land exchanges to consolidate
public land in order to facilitate recreation manage-
ment objectives. Acquire access with rights to the
public if land exchanges do not provide public access
by 1990.

Rock Creek Management Area: Conduct land
exchange to acquire crucial habitat areas and to
enhance recreational management opportunities.
Acquire access for management and recreational
purposes.

North Ferry Management Area: Adjust land
patterns by exchange to reduce cost of survey and
property line determination and to enhance multiple
use. Acquire permanent access to all public lands to
enhance forest management and multiple use.
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North Stevens Management Area: Adjust land
pattern by exchange to reduce cost of survey and
property line determination. Acquire permanent
access to all forested public lands to enhance multiple
use management.

Huckleberry Mountains Management Area:
Adjust land pattern by exchange to reduce cost of
survey and property line determination to consolidate
landownership into more manageable blocks, to
maintain or enhance crucial wildlife habitat areas or
recreation opportunities.

Juniper Forest Management Area: Acquire the
private land within the Juniper Dunes Wilderness
Area and the existing ACEC to provide protection for
the natural values of the area.

Acquire access with rights for the public to the
management area.

Acquire 5,120 acres of private land to enhance
grazing management and other multiple use
opportunities.

Badger Slope Management Area: Acquire
privately owned grazing land in grazing allotments
0540 and 0544 where present ownership is inhibiting
the establishment of grazing systems that would
increase forage production.

Acquire riparian areas for the purpose of improving
waterfowl and upland game habitat.

Scattered Tracts Management Area: Conserve
the potential of rangeland, wildlife and fishing habitat,
woodlands, and recreation opportunities. Implement
this management emphasis through land tenure
adjustments such as exchanges, interagency
agreements, special area designations, withdrawals,
easements, and leases. Limit sales to adjust land
tenure where no special resource values require
protection to solve specific use problems. Enter into
interagency agreements with the WSDG, WSDNR, or
USFS to enhance management efficiency.

Implementation Priority
High

Land tenure adjustments to consolidate or otherwise
promote the efficient management of the public land
resources, protect and improve valuable wildlife
habitat, enhance recreational opportunities, and
provide access to public lands; issuance of rights-of-
way, small tract leases, and/or other leases permits.

Medium
Sales.

Low
Desert Land Entries

16

Monitoring

The lands program will be monitored on a yearly

basis to determine if the program objectives are being

met. These objectives include, but are not limited to, ‘
monitoring progress in the following areas: land

tenure adjustments in the management areas,

cooperative management agreements district wide,

access to public lands, trespass abatement,

withdrawal revocations, issuance of rights-of-way,

issuance of recreation and public purpose patents,

land sales, and land exchange.

Support

Support will be needed for conducting land appraisal
reports to estimate the value of public land identified
for disposal. Support will also be needed to conduct
mineral, cultural, and threatened and endangered
species resource evaluations. These evaluations will
contribute to the environmental analyses on land
disposals. Cadastral surveys to delineate specific
tracts may be needed in some cases.

Recreation Management

Recreational activities and visual resources will be
evaluated as part of the specific activity plans and will
be evaluated to determine their appropriateness in
relation to the land use allocations made in the
Resource Management Plan. BLM management of
cultural and historic resources emphasize protection
and preservation. See the standard operating
procedures in Appendix C.

The evaluation of visual resources will consider the
significance of proposed projects and the visual/
scenic sensitivity of the affected area. Stipulations will
be attached as appropriate to assure compatibility of
projects with management objectives for visual
resources. Note the definitions and management
guidelines for the five visual resource management
classes in Appendix C.

Special

Nine of the original ten areas proposed for ACEC
designation are designated upon adoption of this
RMP. In addition to the proposed ACECs this ROD
reaffirms the designations of the three existing
ACECs. Management plans for these ACECs will be
completed or revised within two years (see Tables 2-
3).

As additional areas are identified for special
consideration, appropriate interim management
protection measures will be developed, adopted, and
implemented until such a time when formal
designation could be made in an RMP amendment or
revision.

The proposed Catherine Creek and Rowland Lake ‘
ACEC is no longer under BLM administration. This

area was included in the recently designated

Columbia River Gorge National Scenic Area. All of



Table 2-3 Areas of Critical Environmental Concern*

County
Area Name Value Located Acres
Hot Lakes Merimictic Lake Okanogan 80
Brewster Roost Bald Eagle Winter Roost Douglas 200
Colockum Creek Fed. Cand. T or E & S species Chelan 80
Rock Island Canyon 5 Fed. Cand. T or E & S species Douglas 1,200
Yakima River Cliffs Fed. Cand. T or E & S species Yakima, Kittitas 320
& Umtanum Ridge
McCoy Canyon 2 Federal Candidate Plants Benton 100
Earthquake Point Federal Candidate Plant Chelan 40
Roosevelt Federal Candidate Plant Klickitat 80
Sentinel Slope Federal Candidate Plant Grant 200
Webber Canyon Paleontologic Resources Benton 40
Yakima and Columbia Crucial Nesting Habitat Benton; Franklin 640
River Islands
Juniper Forest Nesting Habitat Franklin 5,540

*All of the public land administered by the BLM that falls within the boundaries of the Columbia River Gorge
National Scenic Area have been remanded to the Secretary of Agriculture, U.S. Forest Service for administration,
The proposed Catherine Creek and Rowland Lake ACEC falls within this area. Therefore, it is no longer under

BLM administration.

the public lands located in this area are now managed
by the U.S. Forest Service.

Off-Road Vehicles (ORV)

Public land within areas identified-as open-to vehicle
use would generally remain available for such use
without restrictions. Exceptions may be authorized
and implemented at any time after consideration of
the following criteria: (1) the need to promote user
enjoyment and minimize use conflicts; (2) the need to
minimize damage to soil, watershed, vegetation, or
other resource values; (3) the need to minimize
harassment of wildlife or significant degradation of
wildlife habitat; and (4) the need to promote user
safety.

Public land within areas identified as restricted to
vehicle use will receive priority attention during
activity planning. Specific roads, trails, or portions of
such areas may be closed seasonally or yearlong to
all or specified types of vehicle use (see Table 2-4).

Since there were no changes in the ORV
designations from the Final RMP/EIS to this ROD,
maps were not included. However, maps identifying
these designations are available upon request.

Implementation

The following management area prescription
summary will be used as a basis to implement the
Recreation Program.

Similkameen Management Area: Develop a
recreation management plan for the Chopaka Lake
camping area to improve facilities benefiting hunting
and fishing activities. Close 5,598 acres to ORV use;
restrict ORV use on 5,828 acres to designated roads
and trails; restrict ORV use on another 1,270 acres to
designated roads and trails from November 15 to
March 1. Designate 16,204 acres open to ORV use.

Conconully Management Area: Restrict ORV use
on 2,670 acres to designated roads and trails from
November 15 to March 1. Designate 8,830 acres as
open to ORV use.

Jameson Lake Management Area: Restrict ORV
use in Sulphur Canyon to existing roads and trails.
Manage the visual resources to maintain the existing
visual quality standards. Restrict ORV use on 2,860
acres to designated roads and trails.

Douglas Creek Management Area: Prepare a
recreation management plan for Douglas Creek with
an emphasis on protecting the existing values rather
than development. Restrict ORV use on 4,580 acres
to designated roads and trails, and restrict ORV use
on another 5,040 acres to designated roads and trails
from February 15 to Junel . Keep the remaining
public lands in the management area open to ORV
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Table 2-4 Resource Management Plan ORV Designations

Acres Acres
Priority for Restricted Permanently
Implementing Seasonally Restricted Acres

ORV Acres to Designated to Designated Closed to
Management Area Designations Open Roads and Trails Roads and Trails ORV Use
Similkameen 3 16,204 1,270 5,828 5,5981
Conconully 7 8,830 2,670
JamesonLake 6 800 2,860
Douglas Creek 5 12,380 5,040 4,580
Saddle Mountains 4 4,310 19,990
Rattlesnake Hills N.A. 24,735
Badger Slope 2 7,680 40
Rock Creek 8 6,427
North Ferry N.A. 13,000
North Stevens N.A. 13,205
Huckleberry Mountains N.A. 11,269
Juniper Forest l 2,640 7,340 7,1402
Scattered Tracts N.A. 123,137 6403
Total N.A. 230,500 8,980 54,705 13,418

1includes the 5,518 acre Chopaka Mountain Wilderness Study Area and the Hot Labs RNA/ACEC

The 7,140 acre Juniper Dunes Wilderness Area
JIncludes the Yakima and Columbia River Islands ACEC

use and manage visual resources to maintain existing
visual quality standards.

Saddle Mountains Management Area: Restrict
ORV use on 19,900 acres to designated roads and
trails. Designate 4,310 acres as a casual use ORV
area on the west end of Saddle Mountains and limit
ORV use in other areas to designated roads and
trails. Permit a maximum of three races per calendar
year. Acquire access through easement acquisition or
land exchange to key parcels for recreational
rockhounding on Saddle Mountains and in the
Johnson Creek area.

Rattlesnake Hills Management Area: Develop
an activity plan to manage rock collecting ORV use
and hunting. Designate 24,735 acres open to ORV
use.

Rock Creek Management Area: Emphasize
enhancement of the hunting and rock collection
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opportunities for the general public through the
development of a recreation management plan.
Restrict ORV use on 6,427 acres to designated roads
and trails.

North Ferry Management Area: Emphasize
maintenance of recreation opportunities in key areas
as identified through public input, and/or issues
analyses. This may include land exchanges and
development of recreation management plans for
identified areas. Designate 13,000 acres open to
ORV use.

North Stevens Management Area: Emphasize
maintenance of recreation opportunities in key areas
as identified through public input and/or issues
analysis. This may include land exchange and
development of recreation management plans for
identified areas. Designate 13,205 acres open to
ORV use.



Huckleberry Mountains Management Area:
Emphasize maintenance of improvement of
recreation opportunities in key areas identified
through previous planning, public input, and/or issues
analyses. This may include land exchanges and
development of recreation management plans for
identified areas. Designate 11,269 acres open to
ORV use.

Juniper Forest Management Area: Manage the
existing 14,480 acre ACEC to facilitate protection of
the existing natural, scientific, and cultural values.
Fence the Juniper Dunes Wilderness boundary and
monitor recreational use of the adjacent public lands
to determine if additional restrictions are necessary to
protect the wilderness values. Allow ORV use on
designated roads and trails on 7,340 acres that
remain outside the wilderness in the ACEC. ORV use
is prohibited, by law, on the 7,140 acres in the Juniper
Dunes Wilderness. Designate 2,640 acres open to
ORV use. Continue the study of ORV activities and
raptor use of the area and develop a Recreation Plan
by the end of FY 88 that provides for the long-term
ORV management in the area and ensures protection
of the wilderness and ACEC objectives.

Badger Slope Management Area: Restrict ORV
use to designated roads and trails on 7,680 acres and
close 40 acres to ORV use.

Scattered Tracts Management Area: Designate
all 640 acres of the Columbia and Yakima River
Islands ACEC closed to ORV use.

Implementation Priority
High

. Develop recreation management plans identified for
the Similkameen, Douglas Creek, Rattlesnake Hills,
and the Juniper Forest Management Areas. Develop
ACEC Management Plans for all designated ACECs
within two years of the ROD approval.

. Identify the ORV restrictions within the management
areas through the use of signs.

Medium
. Develop new recreation facilities identified through
the recreation management plans.

Monitoring

Recreational and visual resources will be monitored
to determine trends or changes in land use. The
monitoring tools will include the use of registration
boxes and visitor use surveys to determine visitor use
levels. Monitoring tools to determine surface
disturbance attributed to recreation will include aerial
photographs, and periodic soil and vegetation
condition inventories. All of these tools will be used to
establish base line data which will be used to
determine the limits of acceptable change or to
identify the need to improve recreational facilities. The
target areas for this monitoring effort will be

developed recreation sites, roads, parking areas, trail
heads, trails, and potential picnic areas and
campsites.

support

Support will also be needed to conduct cultural, and
threatened and endangered species resource
evaluations in association with the issuance of special
recreation permits. Acquisition of legal access to
public land will be needed to open up areas for
recreational purposes. Cadastral survey would be
needed to delineate specfic tracts of public land.
Some engineering support will be needed to aid in
design and layout of access roads.

Wildlife and Fish Habitat
Management

General

Fish and wildlife habitat management objectives will
continue to be evaluated on a case-by-case basis as
a part of project level planning (for example: timber
sale plans, grazing management plans, recreation
management plans, rights-of-way applications, and so
forth). Note the standard design features and
operation procedures in Appendix C. Evaluations will
consider the significance of the proposed projects and
the sensitivity of fish and wildlife habitats in the
affected areas. Stipulations will be attached as
appropriate to assure compatibility of projects with
management objectives for fish and wildlife habitat.
Protective fences will be constructed in riparian areas,
and other habitat improvement projects will be
implemented where necessary to stabilize and/or
improve unsatisfactory or declining wildlife habitat
condition. Such projects will be identified through
habitat management plans or coordinated resource
management activity plans.

Management actions within riparian habitat areas,
wetlands, and flood plains will include measures to
preserve, protect, and restore natural functions, as
defined by Executive Orders 11988 and 11990.
Management techniques will be used to minimize the
degradation of streambanks and the loss of riparian
vegetation. Bridges and culverts will be designed and
installed to maintain adequate fish passage. Roads
and other facilities will be designed to avoid riparian
areas to the extent that it is practicable. Riparian
habitat needs will be taken into consideration when
developing livestock grazing systems and pasture
designs.

A supplemental inventory evaluation of riparian
habitat will be conducted on public lands within three
(3) years from the time the RMP is adopted. Habitat
vegetation potential and current condition will be
assessed for all areas, and management guidelines
and objectives will be developed. All high value and
high potential habitats in less than good condition will
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be managed through implementation of activity plans
and projects (such as construction of protective
fencing) to allow restoration of native vegetation,
increase of plant vigor, and general habitat condition
improvement.

Seasonal Restrictions

Seasonal restrictions will be applied to mitigate the
impacts of human activities on important seasonal
wildlife habitat. Some of the major types of important
seasonal wildlife habitat are crucial deer winter range,
bighorn sheep winter range and lambing grounds,
mountain goat winter range and kidding grounds,
sage and sharptail grouse leks, and raptor nesting
habitat.

Sufficient forage and cover will be provided for wildlife
on seasonal habitat to maintain existing population
levels or target population levels as established by
the WSDG. Forage and cover requirements will be
incorporated into allotment management plans and
will be specific to areas of primary wildlife use.

Range improvements generally will be designed to
achieve both wildlife and range objectives. Existing
fences may be modified, and new fences will be built
to allow wildlife passage. Water developments
generally would not be established for livestock where
significant conflicts over vegetation would result.
Water will be provided when possible in allotments
during seasonal periods of need for wildlife.

Vegetation manipulation projects will be designed to
minimize impact on wildlife habitat and to improve it
whenever possible. The WSDG would have the
opportunity to review all proposed actions involving
vegetation manipulation projects.

Wildlife reintroductions and fish stocking proposals
would be evaluated, and recommendations would be
made to the WSDG.

Implementation

The management area prescription summary will be
used as a basis to implement the Wildlife and Fish
Habitat Management Program.

Similkameen Management Area: Develop a
CRMP on Palmer Mountain to improve or maintain
crucial mule deerwinter range. Protect 6.5 stream
miles with high value riparian habitats on Palmer
Mountain, Little Chopaka Mountain, Ellemeham
Mountain, American Butte, Kruger Mountain, and the
shorelines of Chopaka Lake and the Similkameen
River.

Conconully Management Area: Identify and
protect high value riparian habitats along 2.25 miles
of Salmon Creek and 1 mile in Dry Coulee.

Jameson Lake Management Area: Develop an
HMP and acquire approximately 1,200 acres of

20

nonagricuftural lands for the purpose of maintaining or
improving upland game nesting and wintering habitat.
Protect riparian habitat in Sulphur Canyon.

Douglas Creek Management Area: Expand
existing HMP to cover the entire Douglas Creek
Management Area. Improve wildlife habitat in the
Douglas Creek riparian area by management of the
plant coverthrough the existing Habitat Management
Plan which includes planting of shrubs and grasses,
control of noxious weeds, and exclusion of cattle
grazing from specific areas. Protect and improve the
condition of high value riparian habitat along Rock
Island Creek (1.5 miles), Sutherland Canyon (3
miles), Skookumchuck Creek (1 mile), and
Rattlesnake Creek (0.5 mile).

Saddle Mountains Management Area: Protect
and improve high value riparian habitat along
Johnson Creek (1 mile) and six (6) miles of it's
tributaries.

Rattlesnake Hills Management Area: Develop
an HMP to maintain or improve key species
concentration areas. Identify and protect high value
riparian habitat in Washout Canyon (1 mile).

Rock Creek Management Area: Develop an
HMP to emphasize enhancement of game species
habitat. Protect and improve riparian habitat along
Squaw Creek (1.5 miles), Rock Creek (5 miles) and
riparian areas acquired through land exchanges.

North Ferry Management Area: Emphasize
maintenance or improvement of key species habitat
areas identified through previous planning, public
input, and/or issues analyses. This may include land
exchanges to facilitate protection of these areas and
development of HMPs. Protect and improve riparian
habitat on BLM administered land along 7 miles of
perennial streams and the Kettle River.

North Stevens Management Area: Protect and
improve 4.5 miles of riparian habitat along perennial
streams and the Columbia and Kettle Rivers.

Huckleberry Mountains Management Area:
Emphasize maintenance or improvement of key
wildlife habitat areas, such as critical deerwinter
range, identified through previous planning, public
input, and/or issues analyses. This may include land
exchanges to facilitate protection of these areas and
development of HMPs. Protect and improve the 2.5
miles of riparian habitat along perennial streams that
cross public land.

Juniper Forest Management Area: Implement

the HMP to emphasize maintenance or improvement
of raptor and upland game habitat. Allocate forage to
livestock to minimize conflict with wildlife habitat
management objectives.

Badger Slope Management Area: Develop a
CRMP for this area with provisions to improve and




protect raptor and upland game habitat. Develop an
+IMP on 1,000 acres of the area for the purpose of
improving upland game habitat. Protect riparian
habitat in Webber Canyon (2.5 miles) and protect and
improve riparian habitat in Sec. 30, T. 9 N., R. 26 E.

Scattered Tracts Management Area: |dentify

and protect valuable wildlife habitat through
management of livestock, ORVs, and other resource
uses. Protect and improve high potential riparian
habitats. Inventory small acreages for high value
riparian habitats. Develop and implement HMP for
riparian habitat protection or enhancement.

Implementation Priority
High

Actions taken through an HMP that affect riparian
areas or threatened or endangered species habitat.
Monitoring existing HMPs. Assessment of actions
affecting wildlife habitat. Protection of unique or
sensitive species habitat.

Medium

Complete statewide cooperative Sikes Act HMP.
Monitor important habitat of other species such as
mule deer, elk, pheasant and other game and non-
game species.

Low
Manage non-critical habitats with significant values.

Monitoring

Habitat management plans will be prepared prior to
implementation of specific activities for habitat
improvement. HMPs will contain sections on
monitoring techniques for various activities. These will
evaluate habitat condition and trend against resource
objectives.

Wildlife habitat monitoring will consist largely of
recording repeated observations of the physical and
biological habitat components being manipulated by
an action. This may be as simple as using photo
stations or as complicated as a complete ecological
study. Each action will be monitored to assess degree
of success or failure measured against management
objectives.

Monitoring priorities will follow general management
priorities discussed previously. Each HMP will discuss
and rank by prioriily monitoring efforts as part of the
management scenario for a particular geographic
area.

Support

Support and cooperation from the WSDG, private
sportsmen’s groups, and others will be an integral
part of the habit management program.

Internal support from Bureau specialists (i.e., lands,
forestry, recreation, and range management) will also
be required.

Extensive coordination with other federal, state,
private agencies, and groups will be carried out as
needed during day-to-day program operation.

Endangered,
Threatened, or Sensitive
Species Habitat

Prior to any vegetation or ground disturbing manipu-
lation projects, the BLM requires a survey of the
project site for plants and animals listed or proposed
for listing as threatened or endangered, or their
critical habitats.

For sensitive proposed, or candidate T/E species, it is
Bureau policy to ensure that the crucial/essential
habitats be considered (managed and/or conserved)
in all management decisions to minimize the need for
future listing by either Federal or state governments.
Sensitive species will be accorded special
management consideration as if they were officially
listed pursuant to the Endangered Species Act of
1973. It may be determined by the District Manager,
on a case-by-case basis, that verified data concerning
a species is adequate to allow the planned action. If
not, approval by the State Director is required before
an action can proceed.

It is BLM policy to maintain viable populations of
proposed or sensitive species until such time as a
final determination on the status of each species is
made by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
(USFWS).

Activities will not be permitted or implemented in
habitat important for listed threatened or endangered
species, or for proposed, candidate, or State-listed
sensitive species, if such activities are likely to
jeopardize the existence of the species in the area in
question.

If BLM determines that a proposed action “may affect”
the habitat or the T/E species in question, formal or
informal consultation with FWS would be initiated per
50 CFR, 402; ESA 1973, as amended.

An effort will be made to modify proposed actions that
“may affect” habitat or species in order to achieve a
“no affect” biological opinion from FWS. If the action
cannot be adequately modified, it may be abandoned
or relocated.

Whenever possible, management activities in habitat
for endangered, threatened, or sensitive species
would be designed specifically to benefit those
species through habitat improvement or protection.

The Washington State Department of Game (WSDG)
and Department of Natural Resources/Washington
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Natural Heritage Program (WSDNR/WNHP) may be
consulted along with the USFWS priorto
implementing projects that may affect habitat for state
listed endangered, threatened, or sensitive species.

Forest Management

Manage 54,757 acres of commercial forest land
within 7 of the 13 management areas for the
commercial trees species (see Tables 2-5 and 2-6).
This includes 41,443 acres available for full timber
production and 13,314 acres on which timber
management practices and yields will be constrained
for multiple use purposes. Major commercial tree
species include Ponderosa pine, Douglas fir, Grand
fir, Lodgepole pine Western larch, Engelmann spruce,
and Western white pine. Management woodlands for
forest products when consistent with other resource
uses (Woodland is forest land which is not included in
commercial forest land intensive timber production
base and also includes all fragile non-suitable land,
non-commercial forest land and non-suitable
commercial forest land. Woodland forest products will
only be sold from lands that are biologically capable
of supporting a sustained yield of forest products).

A harvest level of 3.98 MMbf annually is planned
based on existing inventories; however, a sustainable
harvest level will be calculated in 1987 in conjunction
with a forest inventory which is underway. The actual
volume offered may be less than the full timber
harvest potential, depending upon the number of

acres allocated to other uses and the operational
constraints built into this land use plan in order to
meet multiple use objectives, especially critical wildlife
forage and cover areas, streams identified as
supporting fisheries, and areas of high visual
sensitivity. Note the standard operating procedures
and design features in Appendix C.

Manage forest land to minimize losses or damage to
commercial tree species from insects and disease.
Develop road systems and manage for harvest of
commercial tree species.

Pre-commercially thin public forest land where
feasible and when adequate funding allows. Slash will
be removed near roads where it poses a potential fire
hazard. The preferred method of disposing of slash
will be with the use of prescribed fire. Heavy
concentrations of standing dead and down material
would be disposed of through a fuel wood sale
program.

The 1,710 acres of uncut forestland, identified in
Table 2-7, will not be subject to timber harvest until an
interdisciplinary team of BLM natural resource
specialists evaluate the attributes of these parcels.
Areas that are identified as possessing unique or
important natural resource values will be set aside,
and appropriate interim protective measures would be
undertaken. This evaluation would be made within
five years from the time the RMP is adopted.

Table 2-5 Management Area Prescription/Derivation of Timber Production Base

Acreage
Management Areas
Huckleberry Scattered
Similkameen Conconully Rock Creek North Ferry North Stevens Mountains Tracts Total
Total Forestland Acres 8,353 4,055 748 8,353 12,858 10,770 6,620 51,757
Commercial Forest 6,108 2,376 748 7,697 12,321 10,494 5815 45,559
Non Commercial Forest 371 951 0 5 289 63 805 2,484
(Woodlands)
Non Operable 1,874 728 0 651 248 213 0 3,714
Multiple Use Set Aside
Riparian 58 25 33 20 42 38 200 416
Wildlife Habitat 230 99 108 82 165 147 788 1,619
ACEC 0 0 0 0 0 0 161 161
Lands Available for
Restricted Management
of Forest Products 268 115 154 96 192 173 922 1,920
Lands Available for Intensive 5,552 2,137 453 7,499 11,922 10,136 3,744 41,443
Intensive Management of
Forest Products
Approximate Decedal Timber -
Harvest Level (MMbF) 5.33 2.05 0.44 7.2 11.45 9.74 3.59 39.8
Approximate Sustainable
Decedal Harvest Level
(cords) (10) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
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Table 2-6 Forest Management Practices and Land Use Allocations Under the
Plan

Proposed
RMP

Intensive Timber
Production Base (acres) 44,443

Decade 1 Harvest

Total Million bd. ft. 39.8
Total Million cu. ft. 6.5
Treatments
Transportation System (miles/acres)
New Construction 39/76
Reconstruction 37/72
Timber Harvest (acres)! 6,125
Timber Harvesting Methods (acres)
Cable 3,275
Tractor 2,850
Site Preparation (acres)
Slash Disposal
Broadcast Burn 152
Pile and Burn 958
Lop and Scatter 5,015

Note: These figures are estimates based upon the current 5-year timber sale plan. These estimates were made
to facilitate impact analysis highlighting differences between alternatives. Although actual acreages may vary with
implementation the relationship between alternatives is expected to remain unchanged.

‘Includes both partial cut and clearcut areas. Clearcut acreages are primarily for roads, landings, blowdown
salvage, etc., and usually average less than 10 % of total harvest acres.

Table 2-7 Uncut Timber Stands (40 Acres in Size or Larger)

Management Area Legal Description Acres
Similkameen T.39N,,R. 27 E., sec. 17 SE1/4SW1/4 40
T.39N, R. 26 E., sec. 30 E1/2E1/2 100
T.40N., R.25E., sec. 32 7 0
North Stevens T.39N.,R.40 E., sec. 21 E1/2E1/2 130
sec. 22 S1/2N1/2,51/2 400
sec. 23 S1/2NW1/4, SW1/4 200
sec. 24 NE1/4 120
sec. 26 100
sec. 31 S1/2NW1/4 80
T.40N.,R. 41 E., sec. 28 140
sec. 29 E1/2SE1/4 80
Scattered Tracts T.38N., R.43 E., sec. 18 SE1/4ANW1/4 40
T.39N.,R. 43 E., sec. 2 E1/2NW1/4 40
sec. 21 S1/2NE1/4 50
T.40 N, R. 43 E., sec. 26 NW1/4 120
Total Acres 1,710
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Implementation

Activity plans will define the resources for the
planning area, state specific management objectives,
specify planned actions, coordinate various resource
values, and identify harvest levels, cutting cycles, and
silvicuitural practices forthe commercial forest or
woodland resource.

Timber and fuel wood sales, timber stand
improvement (e.g., thinning), reforestation, slash
disposal, and road construction are examples of
specific actions proposed in activity plans. Manuals
and policy will offerother specific guidance for
implementation of these actions. Environmental
analyses and forest plans will further identify project
implementation and mitigation measures.

Commercial forest and woodland products will be
offered for sale. Competitive bidding will be the
preferred method for selling commercial timber.
Fuelwood, posts, poles, and boughs will be sold to
the general public (see Table 2-6).

Implementation Priority
High

Revise and update existing timber management plan
to reflect management direction of the resource
management plan.

Medium

Prepare woodland management plan for large tracts
of manageable woodland. Factors considered when
determining the priority of management areas
include:

. Accessibility to product and market;
. Demand forwoodland products;
. Opportunities to complement other resources.

Low

Designate selected areas for post, pole, and fuel
wood permit areas in lieu of preparation of woodland
management plan.

Monitoring

The basic process of monitoring for forest practices
involves on-site inspection of the project. Generally, a
pre-work conference is conducted to familiarize the
contractoror purchaser with the project area, contract
requirements, and other project specifics. During the
project life, periodic inspections of the work
performance and progress are conducted by the
forester. At the end of the project, a final inspection is
generally conducted to check for work quality and
proper completion of all contract requirements. An
assessment of the project is made at that point, and
recommendations for amending future like projects
are made to ensure future successes and
streamlining.
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Support

Cadastral survey and some engineering support will
be needed to aid design and layout of timber sales
and access roads. Fire management support will be
needed for management of natural fire in meeting
forest management resource objectives. Acquisition
of legal access to public land will be needed to open
areas for commercial forest land management. Legal
access to public land to open areas for fuel wood will
be acquired only if the access also benefits other
resource values.

Range Program Summary

Grazing Management

Continue present management on 182,424 acres
(374 allotments) of public land to benefit livestock and
wildlife. Existing structural and nonstructural range
improvements will be maintained throughout the
planning area. These allotments include the Maintain
(M) and Custodial (C) category allotments.

The M allotments are usually those where satisfactory
management has already been achieved through
conservation plans, coordinated resource
management plans, or cooperative agreements with
adjoining landowners.

Most of the C allotments are unfenced, small tracts
which are intermingled with much larger acreages of
non-BLM rangelands, thus limiting the BLM's
management opportunities.

During the analysis of the management situation of
these lands, it became evident that a portion of the C
Allotments have a potential for improved
management to modify ecological conditions for
livestock forage, wildlife habitat, and/or watershed
protection. However, the costs of fencing these
parcels and developing water so that they can bhe
intensively managed for livestock forage are
prohibitively high. These allotments do have a
potential for more intensive management if
cooperation with the grazing lessee and other
landowners in the management of all lands in the
allotment can be obtained or if BLM can gain
sufficient manageability by acquiring land within the
allotment through land exchanges. Once cooperation
or manageability is attained, those respective
allotments may move to the | category. Therefore, the
Custodial category was further divided into Cl and C2
allotments. The Cl designation will allow, through
increased cooperation or improved manageability
through land acquisition, for improved management
and BLM investment in range improvements.
Allotments categorized as C2 would remain under
custodial management.

Implement range improvements such as fences,
pipelines, water developments, springs, seedings,
and brush control actions in Improve (1) category
allotments to benefit range and riparian habitat



conditions. This would affect a total of 50,385 acres of
public land in the 16 | category allotments.

The | allotments are usually areas which have a
potential for resource improvement where BLM
controls enough land to implement changes. Other |
allotments have ongoing intensive management
planning efforts which are being cooperatively
developed by all landowners in the allotment. (See
Table 2-8 and Appendix D for a summary and listing
of allotment categorization.)

Develop or revise 16 management plans (AMPs or
CRMPs) on | category alomets and i cooperation

with the grazing lessees and other interested parties.

Each allotment's proposed range development
program was subjected to a Rangeland Investment
Analysis. This analysis process was used to design
and evaluate the economic efficiency of various
combinations of range improvements and
management actions. Table 2-9 displays proposed
range projects for the | category allotments. See
Appendix C for a description of standard design
features for range improvements.

L |
Table 2-8 Summary of Allotment Categorization

Existing Authorized

Category Number Acres Use AUMs
Maintain 36 31,312 4,267
Improve 16 50,385 5,691
Custodial C1 79 88,776 11,728
Custodial C2 259 62,336 8,387
Unallotted 0 74,794 0
Totals 390 307,603 30,073

e
Table 2-9 Range Improvements by Allotment (I Category Allotments Only)

Brush Spring Cattle- Stock
Management Allotment Seeding Control Fence Develop Pipelines Catchments guards Tanks Wells
Area No. (Acres) (Acres) (Miles) ments (No.) Miles (No.) (No.) (No.) {No.)
Similkameen 0701 47 0 15 o] 0 0 0 0 0
0704 0 0 35 3 0 0 i 3 0
0705 0 0 0.0 3 0 3 0
0707 47 0 20 2 0 0 0 2 0
Subtotal 94 0 70 8 0 3 6 8 0
Conconully 0735 o) 0 2.0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0737 o] 0 0.0 1 0 0 0 1 0
Subtotal 0 0 2.0 1 0 0 0 1 0
Douglas Creek 0778 0 0 5.0 1 1 0 0 2 0
Saddle
Mountain 0806 593 0 25 0 0.5 0 0 2 0
0808 0 167 5.0 0 3.0 0 0 2 0
Subtotal 593 167 7.5 0 35 0 0 4 0
Badger
Slope 0540 257 0 5.0 2 3 0 0 0
0544 0 0 20 1 0 o] 1 0
Subtotal 257 0 70 3 3 0 0 4 0
North
Stevens 0683 0 0 1.0 1 0 0 0 1 0
Juniper
Forest 0535 0 0 0.5 0 0 0 0 1 0
0536 0 0 0.0 0 0 0 0 1 1
Subtotal 0 0 0.5 0 0 0 0 1
Scattered
Tracts 0721 0 0 0.5 0 0.5 0 0 2 0
0846 0 0 15 0.0 0 0 1 0’
Subtotal 0 0 20 1 0.5 0 0 3 0
Grand Total 944 167 32.0 15 8.0 3 6 25 1



Livestock grazing administrative functions will
continue. This includes the issuance of grazing
leases, processing lease transfers, establishing and
interpreting range monitoring studies, conducting field
examinations, supervising allotments, processing
trespass actions, making public contacts, and
completing benefit/cost analysis studies for proposed
range improvement projects. Available funding for
range improvements and structures will generally be
expended in the following priority based on allotment
categorization: (1) Improvement allotments; (2)
Maintain allotments; (3) Custodial allotments. Those
allotments in the Improve category, where a need for
adjustments in livestock grazing capacity is identified
in this plan, will receive the highest priority for
monitoring and generally the highest priority for
“Allotment Management Plan” preparation (if
applicable) and installation of range improvements.
Note that recategorization of allotments, particularly
Custodial-l into Improve is quite possible.
Recategorization, rangeland program progress and
other relevant information will be reported to the
public through published periodic Rangeland Program
Summary updates.

Implementation

Implementing the livestock grazing portion of this plan
will require several separate actions that overlap in
time, some of which are underway. These actions
include: allotment recategorization; development of
AMPs/CRMPs; monitoring of range conditions and
trend; determination of stocking levels; forage use
decisions; and monitoring to determine if selective
management criteria are being fulfilled.

Implementation Priority

High
« Implement CRMPs/AMPs on allotments with
partially completed AMPs/CRMPs.

. Implement CRMPs/AMPs on Improve category
allotments.

. Monitor Improve category allotments to establish
stocking rates and evaluate the effects of intensive
management.

. Issue grazing decisions for Improve category
allotments where adjustments in stocking rates are
negotiated with the lessee.

Medium

. Monitor the effects of livestock grazing upon
Maintain category allotments.

. Implement CRMPs on C1 category allotments.
Low

. Monitor the effects of livestock grazing upon C
category allotments.
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Monitoring

The effects of implementation will be monitored and
evaluated on a periodic basis over the life of the plan.
The general Furposes of this monitorin? and
evaluation will be to accomplish the following:

1. To determine if an action is fulfilling the purpose,
need, and objectives for which it was designed or if
there is a need for modification or termination of an
action;

2. To discover unanticipated and/or unpredictable
effects;

3. To determine if mitigation measures are working as
prescribed;

4. To ensure that decisions are being implemented
and scheduled;

5. To provide continuing evaluation of consistency
with state and local plans and programs;

6. To provide for continuing comparison of plan.
benefits versus costs, including social, economic,
and environmental; and

7. To determine livestock stocking levels.

A document, entitled “Rangeland Monitoring in
Oregon and Washington,” has been developed and
adopted as a guidance document. This document
provides a framework and minimum standards for
choosing the timing and study methods to collect the
information needed to issue and implement specific
management decisions which affect the grazing
management, watershed, wildlife, and threatened
and endangered species programs. Copies of this
document are available upon request from the
%?quane District and Wenatchee Resource Area
ice

For the grazing management pro%ram, highest priority
for monitoring will be focused on the Improve (1)
category allotments. Monitoring studies will be
conducted annually for forage utilization, actual use
(livestock numbers and periods of use), and climate.
Vegetative trend studies were established and
recorded in 1986. The trend studies will be recorded
every five years (at minimum) after initial establishment
to detect changes in the vegetal community. After

five years of data collection, resutts will be analyzed
and evaluated for each of the Improve category
allotments. Where adjustments in stocking rates,
seasons of use, and/or grazing systems are needed
to achieve the objectives of the RMP and AMPs, the
needed adjustments will be made through -
a(};]reements with the grazing lessees or by decisions
where necessary. The allotments will also be
monitored beyond these five years to make
adjustments as necessary. If it becomes apparent that
objectives are being achieved, the | category
allotments may be reclassified to the Maintain (M)
category.

M category allotments will receive less intensive
monitoring to insure that management continues to
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