UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Bennett Hills-Timmerman Hill
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT ‘ Activity
' Range Management
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
‘RECOMMENDATION~ANALYSIS-DECISION Step ! No. 1 Step3

CLOVER CREEK ALLOTMENT (0416)

RECOMMENDATION RATIONALE

RM 2.1 . The URA indicates that adequate forage is

: not available to satisfy the present Class I
Determine carrying capacity for dermand (see 1605.44A2¢(5)(a). Present policy
National Resource Lands and private provides that '"Initial stocking rates...

and state lands offered for exchange must not exceed the existing livestock

of use license, and adjust stocking grazing capacity...'". (WO Instruction Memo
rates accordingly. ' 75-407).

Idzho's 5-year goals are to bring livestock
use in line with existing grazing capacity
for those areas in less than satisfactory
condition as a result of excessive live-
stock use. ‘

It is anticipated that the present forage
production capacities can be interpolated
frem Soil and Vegetative data to be gath-
ered during the summer of 1976 and succeed~-
ing years.

Multiple-Use Analysis

Mt b e
URA indicated stocking rates aye in excess of the carrying capacity. This recommenda-

tion Yould result in reduction of grazing use and would, therefore, have an adverse
economic impact on the livestock operations. With proper management and/or land
treatment part of this impact may be mitigated over the long-term,

This recommendation does not conflict with any other activity recommendatioms.

Supporting recommendations include the following: Watershed, W-1.2, 1.3, 3.3, 5.2;

wildlife, WL 1.1, 3.1, 8.2 12.1; recreation 2.%; range-managenent—RM-1I—&2:2(0416) .

Multiple-Use Recommendations Reasons
Accept the recommendations as stated 1. The stocking rates must be reasonably
above, : _ : close to the carrying capacity to implement

a retation-grazing system that will improve
range condition.

2. Herbaceous vegetative cover left on site
wili reduce erosion and improve water
quaiity.

3. Competition for forage with all wildlife
species will be reduced and minimum cover
‘requirements will be left for wildlife.

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed
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UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN

RECOMMENDATION~ANALYSIS-DECISION

Name (MFP)

Bennett Hills-Timmerman Hill

Activity
Range Management

Overlay Reference
Step1 NO. 1 geep3

CLOVER CREEK ALLOTMENT (0416)

RECOMMENDATION

RM1& 2.2
Revise the present AMP as follows:

1. Adjust the grazing system to one
that will provide for plant vigor,
seed production, seed tromp, and
seedling establishment of the key
native forage species. (See 1605.
44B2c(2) (b) for minimum grazing
treatment opportunity.)

2. Adjust grazing use so that not
more than 50 percent of the Class I
demand and exchange of use is utilized
during the critical spring growing

) season.

3. Adjust license flexibility to meet
manual requirements and specifify as a
minimum the normal operation maximum
mumbers allowed to graze and season of
use, flexibility not to exceed five
days before and after the normal
operation dates.,

4. Include both sheep and cattle in
the grazing system.

Support

Improve and provide additional access
in the allotment to facilitate use
_ supervision and livestock movement.

Page 1 of 3
RATIONALE

The present grazing system is not designed t
propagate or prdvide for the physiological
needs of the key native forage plants. A
grazing system which provides for these
treatments will increase the density and
vigor of the native forage species and
improve range conditions, and increase forag
production to maximum potential. Approxi-
mately 1400 additional AUMs can beé produced
annually within a 15- 20 year period with
proper management.

Presently 2/3 of the Class I demand are used
during the critical spring growing season
which overloads the forage producing capacit
of the vegetation during that time. Adjust-
ing some spring use to fall use will in-
crease the opportunity for seed tromp
requirements.

Flexibility allowed in the present AMP does
not meet the manual requirement.

The impact of grazing on the vegetation is
the same regardless of class of grazing ani-
mal. Dual use, where sheep graze in early
spring, followed by late spring cattle use,
causes heavy utilization of the vegetation
and results in detrimental range conditions
if nct properly regulated.

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed
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UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Bennett Hills-Timmerman Hill
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity
» Range Management
) MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION Step1 No. 1 Step3
Multiple-Use Analysis Page 2 of 3

Revision of the present AMP, as recommended, would result in adjustment of spring
use allowed from 2/3 of the qualified demand to 1/2 of the qualified demand, and
possibly a reduction of grazing area during the spring season. This adjustment
would most likely result in reduced use in the allotment and would, therefore, have
an adverse economic impact on the range users. In addition, less flexibility in the
grazing license would occur which could restrict the grazing operation. A long—term
beneficial input would occur because the recowmendations favor establishemtn of
perennial grasses which will stabilize and increase forage production.

Wildlife (WL 1.1, 8.2, 12.1, 3.1), and Watershed (W 1.3) identify the need to retain
40 percent to 50 percent of the herbaceous vegetation. This conflicts with the
recommendation because utilization in the heavy use pastures of the grazing system
would likely be greater than 60 percent. Wildlife (WL 6.2, 9.1 13.1) and Watershed
(W 3.3) didentify the need to exclude livestock grazing on wet meadows, springs,
streams, and canals. This would reduce availability of high quality forage and re-
strict access to water, which would contribute to the livestock distribution problenms.
Lands (L 3.1A) proposes disposal of Class I and II lands found to be consistent with
classification criteria. Such an action would result in loss of niost productive area
J and important spring range in the aykggqggt, and would disrupt the proposed grazing
system. Minerals (M 1.2) proposes Leading, with minimal restrictions, the Geothermal
resource. This could restrict livestock grazing because development would prohibit
use of up to 1/3 of the land surface under lease.

The recommendation conflicts to a minor degree with the following activity recommenda-
tions: WL 1.4, 2.1, 8.1; R 1.1, 2.1; and L 8.2, 6:4. These conflicting proposals
‘should be addressed at the time the existing Clover Creek AMP is revised to insure

all resource values are given proper consideration.

Supporting recommendations include the followiﬁg: WL 5.1, 6.3,.8.3, 9.2, 15.2;

W1l.2, 3.2, 5.2; R 2.1; RM 2.4 (0416), %z%;ﬁgéié}.

Multiple-Use Recommendations Rezeons

Modify the recommendation to include
the following provisions in addition
to those stated above:

/- Do not exceed 60 percent utiliza-— Adequate herbaceous vegetation should be
tion of herbaceous vegetation in any lef% to provide adequate forage and cover
pasture where grazing occurs. for 'all wildlife, including deer, elk, and

upland game birds, and to provide litter to
protect the soil from the erosive forces of
nature.

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed
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UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN

RECOMMENDATION—~ANALYSIS-DECISION

Name (MFP)

Bennett Hills-Timmerman Hille
Activity

Range Management

Overlay Reference

Step 1 Step 3

Multiple-Use Recommendations continued

J.Protect wet meadows, springs, streams,
and canals from intensive livestock
use which normally occurs as follows:

Springs: Coordinate protection with
wildlife needs. Where significant wild-

life values are identified, fence spring .

source area to exclude livestock and
make water available to livestock out-
side the exclosure.

Wet Meadows: After revision of the
> grazing system fence wet meadows to
) exmclude livestock only where it is

/ demonstrated after Qne4gra21ng cyeles
that significant wildlife habitat is
being destroyed by livestock grazing.

Streams & canals: Fence streams and
canals where majogqultlcal waterfowl
nesting areasjare identified. Provide
water gaps no farther than 1/2 mile
apart.

3~ TFence Clover Creek channel as desi-
gnated on Watershed Overlay No. /

to exclude livestock use. Provide
water gaps no further than 1/2 mile
apart. '

H- Allow disposal of lands within Class
I and IT irrigation potential classi-
fication.

F Allow mineral leasing.
\ .

.

Support needs: Accept the recommendas /
tions as stated above. Acquire ease- /

Aient 2dtitisned vhdess, liangkged

Note:

.

Page 3 of 3
Reasons continued &

It is not anticipated that this restriction
will seriously impact grazing since livestoc
gains normally begin to decline after 60 pex
cent of the forage has been utilized.

Livestock congregating on spring source
ar=as denude vegetation essential to sage
grouse broods and other wildlife species.

It is anticipated that damage caused by live
stock grazing will be mitigated by implemen-—
tation of a proper grazing, system.

Grazing livestock utilize and destroy ripar—
ian vegetatlon needed for waterfowl nesting

-h«xb?%’a-t Ma{/wﬂr! 7l

This area is located on a major livestock
driveway and will receive continual use each
year.. The proposed grazing system will not
give the area adequate rest and protection
to enhance watershed and wildlife values.

Livestock grazing is the primary resource
affe>ted with all other resources affected
to a minor degree. Conversion of this area
to agriculture would provide greater economi:
stability to the locale than presently pro-
duced by the existing resource use.

Restriction of livestock grazing by geother-
mal development is improbable, but if it
occurs it should be allowed because of the
grearer value generated to the local and
regional economy by mineral development.

!IIIA‘;‘I’I!(.’:‘I‘!)IZF o reverse)
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UNITED STATES | Name (HFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Bennett Hills-Timmerman Hil]
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity
Range Management
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN ‘ Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS—DECISION Step 1 No. 1 Step3
CLOVER CREEK ALLOTMENT (0416) Page 1 of 2
RECOMMENDATION RATIONALE
RM 1 & 2.3
Remove competing brush species on These treatments combined with management,
approximately 4,000 acres and remove are needed to meet the objectives within a
brush and seed approximately 4,900 - reasonable time-frame of 10- 15 years.
acres of National Resource Land to Apsroximately 780 additimal AUMs will be
release and establish desirable produced annually from the treatment.

perennial forage species.

Multiple-Use Analysis

The recommendation would result in an increase in forage production. The increase
would partially offset expected losses in allowable grazing use resulting from the
adjustments recommended in Range Management RM 4.1 (0416) (adjust stocking rate to
grazing capacity). Thus a positive economic impact would occur. Where wildlife
values are involved the Idaho Fish & Game Dept. will be consulted in accordance
with the Memorandum of Understanding between that agency and the Bureau.

!
This recommendation is in conflict with the Recreation R;&.Z, 4,3, 14.6, and 14.15,
and Minerals %ii which would restrict or constrain layout and/or method of land treat-
ment, as—recommendeds. The recreation recommendations deal primarily with visual impact
of land treatments and the effecg,the recommepded treatments might have on archae~
ological sites. The minerals p&ep@e&l ddadid i¥ih the restriction on land treatments
should development of potential geothermal resources take place. .
The recommendation conflicts with Wildlife (WIréEQK 7.1) and Lands (L 3.1A) which
would prohibit any land treatment. The wildlife recommendations would prohibit brush
control on deewmemd sage grouse wintering areas within the allotment as proposed.
The lands recommendation proposes disposal of some lands which have been identified
for land treatment. :

The recommendation conflicts to a minor degree with the following activity recommenda-
tions: WL 2.8, 5.2, 9.2, 11.1; L 6.2, 6.4; X'1.1, 2.1. These conflicting proposals
will be addressbd prior to 1mplementatlon of Land treatments to insure resource values
involved are adequately considered.

Supporting activity recommendations include the. following: WL 1.2, 1.3, 3.2, 6.1,
12.2; W 1.4, 1.5, 5.2; R 13.1.

Attach additional sheets if needed

Hdusiractions on reverse) Form 160021 (April 1375)



Name (MFP)

Bennett Hills-Timme rman Hill
Activify

Range Management

Overlay Reference

UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN

RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION

Step 1 No. 1 Step3

Multiple-Use Recommendations

Accept and modify the recommendation to
subject brush removal and seeding pro-
posals to the following constraints be-
fore projects are started.

1. Revise the allotment management plan
and implement a sound and acceptable
grazing system. '

2. Coordinate all land treatment pro-
osals with wildlife, watershed, and
“™-reation activities to assure all

. ‘tiple-use conflicts are mitigated.
Criteria to be used in mitigating con-
flicts are found in Appendix I

(MFP Step II).

3. Allow coordinated land treatment on
sage grouse winter range.

4, Propose mo land treatments on

lands that have class I and II irriga-
tion potential pending outcome of clas-
sification.

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

Reasons

Sound management is needed to assure
success of revegetation projects and to
protect the investment made in the project.

Disruption of livestock use can be mini-
mized by planning treatments within grazing
pastures and in accord with the grazing
sequance,

BIM policy

On-site information is not-adequate to
identify specific conflicts and resulting
impacts at this time. This requires that
no projects be started until on-site in-
spections can be made and impacts of the
project on the multiple-use values are
determined and mitigated.

Projects which alter the vegetation have
long-term impacts and must be coordinated
so as not to destroy other resource values.

The need to produce livestock foraéé to
minimize the economic impact of the anti-
cipated reduction in stocking rate (RM 2.1
(0416)) is considered to be as important

as the need for increased sage grouse popu - %

lations., Proposed brush treatments should
be closely coordinated to allow only brush
removal that is not critical to sage grouse
winter habitat.

Range improvement investment should not be
made on lands that may be disposed of for
agricultural purposes.

'.'ll].\'."l'i.'('."l‘Ol?.c o )‘6’1167‘5?}
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UNITED STATES

Name (MFP)

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Bennett Hills-Timmerman Hil]
- BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity

Range Management

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN : Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION Step 1 No. 1 Step3

Multiple Use Recommendations
(continued)

5. Allow leasing of minerals

(geothermal resources) with no
constraints on land treatment

projects.

¢- Pos 0l E /g/fd' T reatmens

Prijtets o fmean cyclnealsgr

gﬁét}

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

Reasons

Present information is insufficient to
determine impacts of geothermal development .
on land treatment. Any mineral development
at thig time appears to be improbable;

{4 trtact L le 4 C.Z’u’yc 5 F ”’Z‘L""t{/m"“

o*/Ca;{?,’:uw/ res guries,
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UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Bennett Hills-Timmerman Hill

BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity
: Range Management

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN - Gverlay Referonce
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS~DECISION Step 1 Ng. 2 Step 3
Page 1 of 3

CLOVER CREEK ALLOTMENT {0416)
RECOMMENDATION RATTONALE
RM 2.4 .
Establish administrative stock drive- Large numbers of livestock trail through
ways, not to exceed 1/2 mile in width, this allotment from the Bliss area and from
as follows: south of the Snake River enroute to the Cama.

Przirie and points north.

1. From freeway overpass north of This is the main route for sheep herds trail
Bliss to Bray Lake. Open to trailing ing from the Bruneau desert to the North
year-long. Gooding and Macon Flat Allotments, and

poinzs north.

2. From Bray Lake to Crist Cabin. This trail is used under the same circum-
Open to trailing 5/15 to 12/31. stances as 1. above. Trail should be closed

1/1 =o 5/15 because of late forage growing
concxtions in higher ranges in the Noxrth
Gooding Allotment.

3. From freeway overpass to Camas This is the main route for livestock trail-
Prairie via the Hill City-Bliss road. ing *o the Camas Prairie from the Bliss area.
Open to trailing year-long.

Establishment of stock driveways will give
better administrative control over trailing
livestock and will reduce unauthorized
trailing and abuse of the forage resource.
This will result in a decrease of forage
utilization in the allotment and igprove=
ment of range conditions.

Support Needs:
Maintain, improve, and construct Access should be mtaintained on all trails -

access for all driveways. so that sheep camps can travel with the
herds thereby minimizing delays in trailing.
Roads also make it easier to move the live-
stozk.

Multiple-Use Anaiysis

The recommendation could affect the Gooding and Camas County road departments be-.
cause the Bliss-Hill City road is under their jurisdiction. If the stock driveway
were officially established to parallel and include that road, livestock using the
. trail would constitute a potential safety hazard to motorists. Since the road is
- presently being used by trailing livestock, the safety hazard would not increase
significantly. An adverse economic impact o= the users would occur because a

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

thisiruvctions on reverse) Form-1600-21 (April 1975)



UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 5 £t Hille=Ti Hill
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity
. Range Management
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION—ANALYSIS—DECISION .. Step 1 No. 2 Step3
Page 2 of 3

Multiple-Use Analysis (cont)

necessary reduction in licensed use would occur to account for forage lost to the
driveway w1thdrawal

The recommendation is in conflict with wilciife, WL 13.1, and watershed, W 3.3
recommendations which would exclude livestock from the upper reaches of Clover
Creek and Monument Gulch Creek. The stock driveway would include the upper parts
of these streams. The recommendation would also conflict with watershed, W 1.2,
1.4, 1.5, and 5.2; and range management, RM 1 & 2.4, which propose establishment
and maintenance of a herbaceous vegetative cover on portions of the areas to be
traversed by the stock driveways. It is unlikely that the desired vegetative
cover could be maintained on those portions of the driveway. Lands, L 3.1A which
proposes disposal of irrigable Class I and Class II lands would conflict with
establishment of the stock driveway, should they meet classification criteria.
Some of the tracts would be traversed by the driveway.

The recommendation is supported by the folivwing activity recommendations: RM 1.1
and 2.2 (Clover Creek Allotment) which proposes intensive management in the allot—
ment. The stock driveway would assist in implementing the desired management,

RM 2.3 (Davis Mountain Allotment) which proposes an administrative stock driveway
which would connect with one of the recomme:sced routes in the Clover Creek Allotment
Establishment of the driveways is supported by other activity recommendations which
deal with the need for proper vegetation management because control of trailing
livestock would improve, thus lessening adverse impact on vegetation outside trail

routes.

The recommendation conflicts to a minor degree with the following activity
recommendations: WL 1.1, 8.2, 8.3, 12.1; W X.3. Although they will not be dis-
cussed in this narrative, they should be considered if the existing AMP is_ revised.

Multiple-Use Recommendations Reasons

Accept the recommendations as stated Genarally, benefits to administrative

above and modify to include the management are considered to be more import-
following: ant than the anticipated moderate amount of

damage caused to the vegetative resources as
a rezult of the livestock trails.

L. Fence the stream channels and mea- No feasible alternative exists to reroute the
dows of Clover Creek in the vicinity traii. Fencing will provide reasonable
of the Shearing Corrals to protect protection for other resource values.

wildlife and watershed values.

2. Allow disposél of lands with
Class I and II irrigation potential
classification without reservation

: Attach additional sheets, if needed

f[;i.\'.'l'{I(:'i()/E.Y on /'6'1!?7'5@)

Form 1600-21 (April 1975)



"UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN

Name (MFP)
Bennett Hills-Timmerman Hill

Activity i
Range Management

Overlay Reference

RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION Step 1 No. 2 Step3

Multiple-Use Analysis (cont)

for the stock driveway. Reserve
public access to remaining National
Resource Lands to facilitate need
for a stock driveway.

Support Needs:

Maintain access for stock driveways,
reserve rights—-of-way for public
access prior to land disposal.

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

Page 3 of 3

Access to National Resource Lands for
trailing livestock can be provided by
public access reservations if lands are
disposed of.
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UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
‘BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN

Name (MFP)
Bennett Hills-Timmerman Hi

Activity
Range Management
Overlay Reference

RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION Stepl o1 Step 3

CLOVER CREEK ALLOTMENT

Recommendation

R,M, 2.5
Adjust Allotment bouhdary to exclude the
area north of the shearing corral,

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

Rgtionale

This part of the allotment forms a
"panhandle" in which livestock congregate
and heavily utilize the vegetation, The
present grazing system does not adequately
protect the forage plants, Including this
area with the adjoining Davis Mountain
Allotment will relieve congregating effect
of livestock because of similarity of
vegetation and Lopography.

{Instructians on reverse)
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CLOVER CREEK ALLOTMENT

ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED

Boundary adjustments (Bliss Point and south)

~

Grazing system proposed by association
doesn't appear to meet requirements of RM 1 & 2.2






