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Posted:

U.S. Department of the Interior
Bureau of Land Management
Kremmling Field Office
P.O. Box 68
Kremmlin g, CO 80459

ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT

NUMBER: C0O-120-2008-31-EA

PROJECT NAME Weed Management for the Kremmlifgeld Office

LEGAL DESCRIPTION All publiclands administered by the Kremmling Field Office

APPLICANT: BLM

[. INTRODUCTION:

1.1 Background: This Environmental Assessment (EA) has been prepared to disclose and
analyze the environmental g®yuences oinvasiveplant managememts proposed by
Kremmling Field Office(KFO). The EA is a field office analysis of potential effectattbould
result with the implementation of the Proposed Actiad No Action Alternative. The KFO has
been managinmvasive plantsn accordance with the following documents:

1993 Environmental Assessment (O08-93-08-EA),

1991 14 Western States Enviroental Impact Statement (EIS),

BLM Partners Against Weeds plan,

BLM6s Early Detection Rapid Response Pl an,
The Noxious Weed Act for the State of Colorado #relstrategic plan for Colorado that
accompanies the Act, and

e Partnership agreements wilrard, Jackson and Larimer Counties.

Invasive planta r e d e fnonnativé plants whibse introduction does or is likely to cause

economic or environméal harm or harm to human heaih based on the definit
Executive Order 13112. Invasipéants are compromising the ability to manage BLM lands for

a healthy native ecosystem. Invasive plants can create a host of environmental and other effects,
most of which are harmful to native ecosystem processes, including: displacement of native

plants reduction in functionality of habitat and forage for wildlife and livestock; increased



potential for soil erosion and reduced water quality; alteration of physical and biological
properties of soil; loss of loAggrm riparian area function; loss of habifor culturally

significant plants; high cost (dollars spent) of controlling invasive plants; and increased cost to
maintaining transportation systems and recreational sites.

1.2 Purpose and Need

The purpose of the Proposed Action is to addressaihieat ofinvasive plant®n BLM-
administered public lands in the KFO aondorevent the spreasf invasive plantsThis EA is
addressing the treatment of invasive plam®8LM-administered public lands in the KFO

through a programmatic approachreatments that require surface disturbance will be addressed
in site specific environmental documents.

There is a need to treavasive plantbecause they have the potential to spread andarapete
more desirable native vegetation used by wildlife andtaek. Invasive vegetation also reduces
soil productivity, water quality and quantitgcreational opportunitieandincreassfire

hazard. The percentage of weed infestation is,lpvoviding the KFO an opportunity to
aggressively treat new and exigtiinfestationsThe following are knowinvasive plant®n

BLM -administered public lands in the KFDeafy spurge, Muskhistle, Scotctihistle, Canada
thistle, Bullthistle, Spottednapweed, Fielhindweed, Hoargress, Yellowtoadflax, Damation
toadflax, Houndstongue, Oxegaisy, Saltedar Cornchamomile, and Downfgrome.

1.3 Summary of Proposed Action:

The proposed action is to control the expansion of noxious and invasive weeds, improve riparian
and wetland areas, restorsffiand wildlife habitat, improve water quality, and improve upland
ecological condition on public lands managed by the BLM within the project area by using an
integrated approach of management techniques such as mechanical, biological, and chemical
methods

1.4 Conformance with Land Use Plan:The Proposed Action is subjgotand has been
reviewed for conformance with the following plan (43 CFR 1610.5, BLM 1617.3):

Name of DocumeniColorado Standards for Public Land Health and Guidelines for
LivestockGrazing Management RMP Amendment

Decision Languagéestandard 3Healthy, productive plant and animal communities of

native and other desirable species are maintained at viable population levels
commensurate with the speaandansnalaatlbththebi t at o
community and population level are productive, resilient, diverse, vigorous, and able to
reproduce and sustain natural fluctuations, and ecological processes.

1.11.5 Relationship to Statutes, Regulations, and Other Requirements

1.5 Relationship to Statutes, Requlations or other Plans:

The following Laws, Acts, Plans, manuals, and Policies provide a foundation for noxious and
invasive weed management by the BLM.



The National Environmental Policy Act (1969)
e Requires the preparatiof Bnvironmental Impact Statements (EIS) for federal projects
that may have significant effect on the environment
¢ Requires systematic, interdisciplinary planning to ensure the integrated use of natural and
social sciences and environmental design arts kingalecisions about major federal
actions that may have significant effect on the environment.

Vegetation Treatments in 17 Western States, Programmatic Report (BLM2007)

This document will be referenced in this EA to address the general effects owitbament of
usingnonherbicide treatment methods including mechanmalnual and biological control
methods.

Carlson-Foley Act (1968)
Directs agency heads to enter upon land under their jurisdiction with noxious plants and destroy
noxious plants growig on such land

Federal Noxious Weed Act (1975 as amended by Sec.15, Management of Undesirable
Plants on Federal Lands 1990

Congress amended the Federal Noxious Weed Act of 1974 @eachémdment was signed into
law November 281990. This Act requiethat each Federal Agency:

Designate a lead office and person trained in the management of undesirable plants;
Establish and fund undesirable plant management program;

Complete and implement cooperative agreements with State Agencies;

And establish integited management systems to control undesirable plant species.

The Plant Protection Act (2000)
e Replaces the Federal Noxious Weed Act of 1975

e Gave the USDA the responsibility to designate certain foreign weeds as noxious and to
prevent the entry of these ®as into the US.

Colorado Noxious Weed Act

Directsall Colorado lands under the jurisdiction of local governments that have been delegated
the responsibility and peer to assure the management of state and logedlignated noxious
weeds.

Executive Order 13112, Invasive Species (1999)

Directs federal agencies to prevent the introduction of invasive species and provideafdhéol
spreadof invasive speciesand to minimize the economic, ecological and human health impacts
that invasive cause.

Public Rangeland Improvement Act (1978)
Requires the BLM to manage, maintain, and improve the condition of the public rangelands so
that they become as productive as feasible.



BLM Manual 9014

Use of Biological Control Agents of Pests on Public Lafddss maiual outlines policy, defines
responsibilities, and provides guidance for the release, maintenance, and collections of biological
control agents for integrated pest management program on the land administered by the BLM.

BLM Manual 9220

Integrated Pest MeagementThis manual outlines policy, defines responsibilities, and provides
guidance for implementing integrated pest management programs on lands administered by the
BLM.

BLM Manual 9011 and Manual Handbook H-9011-1
Chemical Pest Contrdlhis manual ath handbook outlingpolicy and provids guidance for
conducting pest control programs on public land.

BLM Manual 9015

Integrated WeellanagementThismanual addresséesh e BL Més pol i cy rel ati
management and coordination of noxious weed actiatiesng activities of the BLM,

organizations, and individuals.

Federal Insecticide, Fungicide and Rodenticide AdiFIFRA)
e Provides for the registration of pesticides, certification of applicators to apply restricted
use pesticides, and enforcement of pa$ti regulations
e Provides for individual states to obtain primacy for enforcement of FIFRA regulations as
l ong as statesd6 requirement are at | east e

Endangered Species Adf1973)(ESA) as amended (16U.S.C. 1531, et seq.),
Direds federal agencies to ensure that their actions do not jeopardize threatened and endangered
speciesand that through their authorigyd inbringing about the recovery of such species.

1.6 Scoping and Public Involvement Issues

The PEIS identified mankey issueshat were determined during scopithgit are applicable to

this field officewide analysis and are incorporated either by tiering and/or by addressing specific
issues of field office concern. The key issthest affect our office that werddessedn the

PEIS include the effects of treatment on invasive plants and native vegetation, monitoring needs
during and after treatments, the effects of herbicides on soils andeggraundwater antthe

effects of herbicides on wildlife and T&Epecies During local conversatiorsome people
addressedoncerrs overthe spread of invasive weeds and the need for more aggressive
treatment.
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. DESCRIPTION OF PROPOSED ACTION AND ALTERNATIVES:

2.1 Introduction

This EA is tiering to a series of anadgscontained in other documents. Tiering is defined as

fiusing the coverage of general matters in broader NEPA documents in subsequent, narrower
NEPA documents, allowing the tiered NEPA document to narrow the range of alternatives and
concentrate soley oe issues not already addressed ( BL M NEPA -Ha0i)d book H

This EA tiers to a/egetation Treatments Using Herbicides on Bureau of Land Management
Lands in 17 Western States Programmatic Environmental Impact Stat@fie8j(2007),

which analyzed thempacts of using herbicides (i.e. chemical treatment methods) on public
lands. Specifically, the Record of DecisidtdD) approvedlte use of 18 herbicide active
ingredientq2,4-D, bromacil,chlorsulfuron, clopyralid, dicamba, diuron, glyphosate, hexegio
imazapyr, metsulfuron methyl, picloram, sulfometuron methyl, tebuthjurizlopyr, imazapic,
diquat,diflufenzopyr ( in formulation with dicambgdnd fluridong. This EIS also assessed five
alternatives: (see pages2E£S4, Volume 1 PEIS)

1. Continued present herbicide usé& Under this alternativehe BLM would continue
to use 20 herbicide active ingredientsmwed for in 14 western states.

2. Expand herbicide use and allow for use of newdrbicides in 17 western states
(Preferred Alternative) - This alternative represents the treatment of vegetation
using 18 herbicide active ingredients in 17 western states (Including Alaska)

3. No use of herbicides Under this alternative, the BLM would not treat vegetation
using herbicides. The BLM could only use, mechanical, manual and biological
control methods.

4. No aerial application of herbicides- All 18 herbicides would be allowed for use.
However, only ground based techniques would be used to apply herbicides to reduce
the risk of spray drift impactingon-target areas

5. No use of sulfonylurea and other acetolactate synthasehibiting active
ingredients - Under this alternativehe BLM would not use sulfonylurea and other
acetolactate sysnthaswhibiting active ingredients approved in the earlier RODs,
which are chlorsulfuron, imazapyr, metsulfuron methyl and sulfometuron methyl

This EA also tiers t&/egetation Treatments on BLMnNds in 13 Western States (FE($991)
which analyzed the impacts of using (i.e. biological, physical, cultural, ancripess fire) on
public lands.

In addition, this EA incorporates by reference Waegetation Treatments on Bureau of Land
Management Lands in 17 Western States Programmatic Environment Report (PER),(2007a)
which evaluated the general effects of +i@mnbicide vegetation treatments (i.e. biological,
physical, cultural, and prescribed fire) on public lands. The scope of PER is based on several
EISs that were prepared from 1985 through 1992, including the 1991 FEIS.
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2.2 Proposed Action

TheBLM KFO is proposing to treainvasive plantspecies on BLMadministered public lands
(Map 1) by utilizing integratedveedmanagementl(VM). IWM is a sustainable approach to
managingveedsby combining biological, cultural, physicgrescribed fireandchemical tools

in a way that minimizes economic, health, and environmental risks (DOI Departmental Manual
517)

Thefive methods evaluated in this E&kechemical, biological, physal, cultural, and prescribed

fire on approximately 800 acre3he fivemethodsof treatmentvould continueput the acres

treated annually would increag&n estimated 4,000 acres of public lands would be treated
annually by all entities, using all treatment methdi@dsed on constraints such as funding,
staffing,treatment methods, phenology stage of the species, susceptibility of targeted species to
treatment methodsndweather, etcThus the primary focus of this EA is analyzing the impacts
resulting from chemical (i.e. herbicide) treatmenrisderthe Proposed

12



Map 1. Noxious Plant Locations - Reference Map
Kremmling Field Office - Colorado - Bureau of Land Management
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Action, 14 previously approved herbicidexctive ingredient§2,4D, bromacil,chorsulfuron,
clopyralid, dicamba, diuron, glyphosate, hexazione, imazapyr, metsulfuron methyl, picloram,
sulfometuron methyl, tebuthiuron, triclopyr, imazapany fournew herbicide active ingredients
(diquat, diflufenzopyr, floridone and imazapiajould be used fochemical treatment.

Weed populations vary in size throughout the KFO. In order to determine actual locations of
noxious weed infestations, inventories would continue to be conducted on the ground by the
BLM and volunteers trained in plant itdication and dat recording technique$he majority

of theBLM -administeregubliclands inthe KFOhave been inventoriedrhe KFO would
complete the followingactivitiesunder a comprehensivevasive plantnanagement plan

« Treat approximatelf000 acres annuallysing ferbicides. Treatments would focus on
invasive plantdut may also include other invasive specidéth the potential expansion of
oil and gasdevelopmenin Jackson Countyreatment acresould incrase ta2,000 acres
annually(i.e. 1000 additional acres in North Pafl¢cause weed mitgjion is a requirement
for all permitted activities

« Treat approximately000 acresannuallyusing physicalcultural, biological and fire methods
with the potential to treat up 2000 acres.

« Continue surveyingndtreaing for new infestationsf all A, B, and C lisedweeds as
describd in the Colorado Noxious Weed(seeAppendixl for the A, B, and C list
weeds). If neededspecies not found on the A, B and C list may be treatedseBpecies
would includebut notbelimited to plants likeCrestedvheatgrass, Broom snakeed
sagebruslor rabbitbrustthat are not contributing to habitat needs or land health

« Continue to contict withGrand, Jackson, and Larimayuntiesto treatweeds on B.M -
administered public lands in the KFO.

« [Focus on areas along the Colorado River corridor and other areas with limited access (i.e.
two-tracks off main county roads). S description of treatment methods below.

« Conductoutreach at county fairschools, BLM-sponsored eventand press releases

« Monitor treated areas to determithe effectiveness of treatmemnt

Description of Treatment Methods:

Chemical Treatment€urrently, the most effectiveay for the KFO to treat vesls has
beenwith herbicides because the majoritytloé weed infestations are small (<1 acre),
and the majority ofhetroublesome weeds are perennial, which are best treated with an
herbicide. The KFO uses truckountedsprayersdl-terrain vehtle (ATV)-mounted
sprayers with a handgun, and backpack sprayers to apply the herbicides. These
application methods allow for pesticides to be applied to a specific plant, which prevents
thelossof nontarget plants. Other types of applications that beysed would include
wicking and wiping, foliar, cut stump, or basal bark applicafsme Appendix 2,

Glossary) In some case large scale herbicide treatments may be needed asing
airplane ora helicopter.Aerial treatment would most likely occur dag an emergency
stabilizationor to help improve land health. An example of an emergency stabilization
would beto treatcheatgrass after a fire. An exampleiaiprovingland heath would be
using aherbicide tareduceand rejuvenate an old standsafgebrushThere may also be a
need to use a broadcast (boom) spraying method. The booleh beoattached toreoff-

14



highway vehicldOHV) or other vehicle This method is best used along roads or other
areas where infestation levels are high and spalspy would not be cost effectiveln

all cases, the herbicide treatment would require approval through the use of Pesticide Use
Proposal (PUP).

e Physical TreatmestPhysical treatments use manual labor or mechameahgo
remove weeds. Thisrategy works best on annual and biennial weeds. It is not effective
on perennial weeds unless it is used in conjunction with chemical treativieahanical
methods include mowers, dozers, and backHméshe KFO has not initiated any
mechanical treatnm¢s for weed infestations. Most of the manual treatments have
involved hand digging. Manual methods include hand pulling and bagging; clipping
seedheads; choppimg digging; using chaisaws €.g. when treatingamarisk).

e Biological Treatmets: Biological agents are part of #/M. By BLM definition, a
biological treatment is that which intentionally uses living organisms (agents) to reduce
the population of a pest. It may include the use ofciss@ematodes, mites, plant
pathogens and vertebrates. Some biological agents have been released or used in the
KFO. One patrticular biological agent was released on musk thistle on Independence
Mountain. It was noted in 200that theinsectswere stil working and thriving. There
have also been advancements in the biological treatment of tamangkhes tamarisk
leaf beetleDiorhabda elongatein Colorado. As further information is learned, this
beetle could be utilized on populations of tamanisthe KFO. Depending on weed
growth and spread, the need for biological treatments in KFO may increase.

e Cultural TreatmentCultural treatments are defined as those which focus on
management practices that aid in the prevention or contnovasgiveplants Examples
includedrilling or interseedingnto a patch of weeds to establish more competitive
plants or using livestocKor increasing native vegetation

e Prescribed FirePrescribed burning is the planned application of fire to wildland fiuel
their natural or modified state, under specific conditions of fuels, weather, and other
variables, to allow the fire to remain in a predetermined area and to achiesjgesitfec
fire and resource management objectives. Treatments would be impldnmente
accordance with the KFO Fire Management Plan. These treatments may include follow
up seeding to prevent or inhibit theinvasion ofinvasive plants

Design Features of the Proposed Action

e KFO staff reviewedhe2007PEISStandard Opetiamg Procelures (SOPs) and mitigation
measuresnd selectethe SOPs and mitigation measutbat would become part of this
proposed actionAdditionaldesignfea ur es not found i n the PEI ¢
measures are listedlbe:

e Wilderness Control of non-native species insid/SAswould be consistent with the

Intenm Management Policy for Landénder Wilderness Reviewlhewilderness
managemeribol (i.e. minimum requiredetision guidanceyould be utilizedo

15



authorize any crossountry motorizedraivel. Biological controls wouldhot be released
inside a WSA.

Wild and Scenic RiversApplication of chemicals within ¥ mile of an eligibidild &

Scenic River segmentseeMap2)wouldb e consi stent with the
regarding safe usaf the chemicain a river environmentMechanical treatments within

the ¥ milebuffer wouldbe conducted using practices that reduce ground disturbances
and prevent additional sediment loads.

Soils Herbicide teatments on slopes that erd 35ercent with erodible sds wouldbe
limited tospot applicatioa Any otherherbicideapplication méod wouldnot occur on
erodible soils with slopes that exceedp@scent unless an erosion control plan can be
designed that limits soil loss and providessgaccessful stabilization and-vegetation.
Monitoring of the treatment aresnder an erosion control plavould occur forthe first
threeyearsto insure the area reegetates with desirable plants and is isitzdxl

All applicatiorsof chemicalswul d be consistent with the
regarding safe use of the chemical.

For herbicides, a kot buffer for ground applicationa 15-foot buffer for ground
vehicleapplication anda 100-foot bufferfor aerial applicationvould be required
between treatmesiind water.

Application of herbicide around known T&E species will require consultation with the
USFWS.

16
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Map 21 Wild and Scenic River Eligibility Segments
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2.3 No Action Alternative (Continuation of Present Management) The KFO would continue

to treat invasive plantssing 14 active ingredieng,4-D, bromacil, chlorsulfuron, clopyralid,
dicamba, diuron, glyphosate, hexazione, imazapyr, metsulfuron methyl, picloram, sulfometuron
methyl, tebuthiuron, triclopyr, imazapic,Yhe KFO would continue to use physical, cultural,
biological and prescribed fire treatments in addition to herbicide treatments.

Currently, the KFO treats about pBrcentof invasive plant®n BLM-administered public lands
with herbicides.The other ercentof treatments use othBVM treatment methodsThis
percentage of treatment methods would continilee KFO would continue to treat
approximately800 acres annually300 acres with herbicides and 500 awvéh othermethods

2.3 Alternatives ConsideredBut Not Analyzed in Detail: Various situationsvere considered
where practi ces orwaouldbedonétitainedueh aa hot alowiegithe use of
aerial applications of herbicides not using herbicides at all It wasdetermined that to
effectively treat invasive plants, all treatment options need to be availBles, alternatives
that address the usefefver tharthe five IWM treatmentsr limit the application of those
treatmentsvill notbe analyzean detail

2.5 Plan Conformance Review The Proposed Action is subjectand has been reviewed for
conformance with the following plan (43 CFR 1610.5, BLM 1617.3):

Name of DocumeniColorado Standards for Public Land Health and Guidelines for
Livestock Grazing Management RMP Amendmel#nuary 1997.

Decision LanguagéeStandard 3Pg. 7 fiHealthy, productive plant and animal

communities of native and other desirable species are maintained at viable population

levels commensurate with the speciesta habi t at 6s potential . Pl
the community and population level are productive, resilient, diverse, vigorous, and able

to reproduce and sustain natural fluctuations, and ecological processesAs part of
standards, noxious plaraad undesirable species are an indicator of meeting Standard 3.

[ll. AFFECTED ENVIRONMENT / ENVIRONMENTAL CONSEQUENCES /
MITIGATION MEASURES : The followingelements were determined to be potentially
impacted and were carried forward for analysis fthainterdisciplinary team analysis review
recordand checklist in section.V

INVASIVE, NON-NATIVE SPECIES

Affected Environment:There aravidely scatteredhvasive plants throughout the
resourcearea that are increasing in aegal densityout, in general, their presence is limited to
small infestations Some of the more commaveeds includeMusk thistle Canadahistle,
HoundstongueCorn chamomileBlack henbane)iffuse knapweed,.eafy spurgeyVhitetop,
Oxeye daisy, bindweedPlatte thistle Orange hawkweed, Dalrtian toadflax, Russian knapweed
andBull thistle. SeeMaps 3 through 6o identify the known locations efivasive plantsn the
KFO.
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Map 3. Noxious Plant Locations - Colorado River Corridor
Foremmling Field Office - Colorado - Bureau of Land Management
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Map 4. Noxious Plant Locations - East of State Hwy 125
Foremmling Field Office - Colorado - Bureau of Land Management
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Map 5. Noxious Plant Locations - West of State Hwy 125

Foremmling Field Office - Colorado - Bureau of Land Management
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Map 6. Noxious Plant Locations - Laramie River
Foremmling Field Office - Colorado - Bureau of Land Management
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Environmental Consequence&n IWM approach that uses herbicide application and the
other treatment methods mentioned beleould provide the most efféee longterm
prevenion ofthe spread ohvasive plantsUnder the Proposed Actiothe KFO would increase
theacreages treated annually (i.e. from 808G00 acres), thus increasitige capacity to treat
invasive plants

Chemical treatments, specdity the four new active ingreents(diquat, diflufenzopyr,

floridone and imazapicyyould provide the KFO additional tools to treavasive weeds. The
use of imazapic could be used on cheagmfestations. This would lespecially important for
emeagency stabilization and rehabilitation of burned areas where cheatgyegssblem.
Difluenzopyr could be used to treat oxewesdy and Musk thistle to help prevent weed
tolerance from repeated use of other active ingredients. The use of fluridéchdewsed in
cases of an aquatic weed infestation in reservoirs or irrigation ditches. Together, these new
herbicidesand the 14 previously approved herbicidesild provide more options to effectively
manage invasive populations, thusr c r e a s i rs@bilitytb lemit 8d_slpréad of noxious
species.

Physical treatmestwould continue to be effective mall populationshowever large
populations would bdifficult to controldue to the amount of timend effort required for
effective treatmeist Also, many weed species woutdntinue to grow if not all of the weed
plant above and below grouni$ removed.

Cultural practicesind biologicapracticesnvould provide effective control ahvasive plants.

The use of goats atherlivestock wouldeat weed speciefowever they woulélso impact

(eat) native vegetation that is importamtvildlife or livestock. Many biological agents are host
specific, which means they woutahly impact a specifiozveed plant. However, thepeacices
alone wouldnhot eradicate a weed population, but rather reduce vigor and productivity of the
invasive population.

Fire couldbe used as in interim step to provide for thestablishment of native vegetation. In
most caseghis is the least prefred method as thei®a potential to increasevasive plants

Under the No Action Alternativehe KFO would be able to uskt previously approved
herbicide active ingredients and would continue to treat approximately 800 acres annually.
However the effectiveness of preventing noxious weed establishment demeggency
stabilizationafter a firewould be limitedwithout the use of imazapicAlso tolerancerbm
repeated use of the same active ingredients would continue to be a pashiaarapics also
used for control of othenvasive plantsThus, the BLM ability to limit the spread ohvasive
plantswould be limited compared to the Proposed Action.

Mitigation: None
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THREATENED, ENDANGEREDAND SENSITIVESPECIES
Affected Environment
Plants (see Maps througtL0)

North Park Phacelia, an endangered plant, occurs in central J&aksoty and ndhwest

Larimer County, primarily on BLM-administered public landdt grows on barren exposures
where the Coalmont Formation formstorops of sandy soil or ledges. The species grows most
abundantly on steep, sparsely vegetated, and erodible slopes, such as on the sides of deep
ravines.

Osterhout milkvetch anBenlandoeardtonguere both endangered plants, indigenous to Grand
Couwnty, and are found primarily dBLM -administered public land©sterhout milkvetciprefers
selenium rich, clay soils derived mostly from Niobrara and Pierre Shale. The plant occurs
between 7500700 feet in elevation and typically grows on relatively dlegas and barren

knolls. Optimum habitat foPenlandeardtonguappears to be in runoff channels shaded by
deeply cut banks. rows inalkaline clays containing selenium betw&&®0 7700 feet.

Harringtonbeardtongue ia BLM sensitive plant withirthe KFO administered public landdt is
located in the southwestern part of the KFO between Grand, Summit, and Eagle counties. This
species is found primarily in open sagebrush on rocky loam and rocky clay loam soils from
68009200 ft.

Fish

Greerbackcutthroat troubccurs in parts of LarimeéZounty,however it has not been
documented in any streanmsthe Laramie River drainage &LM -administered public landin
2008, this species was documented in two streams within the KFO in &rdr&8ummit

counties by way of genetic testing. Thése streamsvere Spruce Creek dLM -administered
public landsand Antelope Creek on State land (both were previously identified as containing
Colorado River Cutthroat Trout).

In addition, the ColoradRiver cutthroat trout is a species of concern that is on the Colorado

BLM Director 6s Sens Cdoragodivisign ef Wildifs CDOW)distasand t he
State Species of Concern. The Colorado River cutthroat trout has been documd@itbtt on

adminstered public lands Kinney Creek.

Amphibians
The boreal toadonce common in montane habitats between 712000 feet in the Southern

Rocky Mountains, has experienced dramatic population declines over the past two decades. It is
presently listeds a state endangered species in Colorado. The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
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Map 7 - Special Status Species and
Significant Plant Communities--Eagle County
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Map 8 - Special Status Species and ég,_
Significant Plant Communities--Jackson County 15"
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Map 9 - Special Status Species and g
Significant Plant Communities--Grand County £/
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