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- UNITED STATES ' Name (MFP)
e DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity
e Range Manacement
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN — STEP 1 ‘ Cbizetive Number
ACTIVITY OBJECTIVES - 1
OBJECTIVE :

Increase forage production from the present estimated 65,618 AUMs to the
estimated potential production of 98,140 AUMs by 1990,

RATIONéLE:
The Planning Area Analysis indicates increase in demand for forage in the
lanning Area of over 50% by 1990, Approximately 22% of the total forage
consumed in the Planning Area is produced on National Resource Lands.
Forage produced on NRL generates $283,762 of perscnal income in the Pian-
ning Area. The above figures indicate grazing on NRLs in the Planning
Area is significant. Since the estima ted potential production of live-
stock forage is 98,140 AUMs while the F,A.A. projects a dema id of 129,000
AUMs by 1990, the lesoer figure was used (see 1608.3141), Manual 1603.;~p35
(Bureau long-term obwectlves for the range program) raguires mnnagawont which
will 'Prov1ae forage to help meet the needs of the Nation, to help stahilize
the economy of the livestock industry, individual uegers, and dependent com-
munities) Other pertinent guidance used to develep the cbjective is con-
sistant with the above manual statement and includes the following
Guidance - 1602 (1602,12, 1502,42¢c2a, b, 1502,42c3e) ¢

1603 (1603.12G2a, b, 1603.,12G3b, 1603.21a, b, 1603 - Ap p endix 1, Parc II C 1);
The Taylor Grazing Act (Orne of the purposes of the Act iz ",,.%0 stabilize
the livestock industry chEPGEQt on the public range...'"); and The Fedaral

P

4111,4-2),

1D
h
")

Grazing Regulations 43 CFR4110,0-
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UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Timmerman-Bennett Hills
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT : Activity
Range Management
MAMAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN - STEP 1 Objective Namber
ACTIVITY OBJECTIVES 2

OBJECTIVE:

Implement management practices on all grazing lands in the planning area to reach
and maintain good range condition by 1996.

RATIONALE : -

Step 3 of the URAs indicate a total of 153,608 acres are in Poor Condition,

315,191 acres are in Fair Condition, and only 154,529 acres are in Good Range Condition
in the Planning Area. Step 3 and 4 of the URAs indicate present forage production

is estimated to be only 67 percent of the potential. The full potential can be
realized only if the range is in a good condition., Basic Guidance (1602.12) indicates
the Bureau will "Protect the lands, resources, environment, and public values thersin
from avoidable destruction, abuse and deterioration, and correct past abuses to the
extent feasible,' Other pertinent guidance used to develop this objective is con-
sistant with the above statement and includes the following: Basic Guidance

(1602,11, .12, 113A, ,42C2, 3, & 4); Supplemental Guidance (1603,12G3a); Federal
Grazing Regulations (4110,0-2, 4111.2-1(a). In addition, references listed in the
rationale for Objective Number 1, apply to this objective.

Unsiructions on reverse) Form 1600-20 (Lpril 1973)



i e UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
" DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity
' ’ ' Range Management
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN - STEP 1 Objective Nombe:
ACTIVITY OBJECTIVES 3

OBJECTTIVE :

7"'&1'5“‘/
Provide for protection and conservation ofiendang@red plants in the
Planning Area, :

A
Rl ST
gLl =

RATIONALE : / o B

Skt ddid ok ol SNt
hatare cuwidzéns v et

Step II URA mdlcates four speciespcf endangered plants have been found

~in the Planning Area. Section 7 of Public Law 93-205 places responsibility

for conservation of endangered plants with the Bureau,

nsiructi P 5
Insiructions on reverse) Form 1600-20 {(April 1S73:



RANGE MANAGEMENT

Allotment No, ) Allotment Name
0403  West Bliss
okol ' Teceska
oko5 ,' 101
o406 - ‘Pioneer
ohk13 | King Hill
oLkik Dempsey
0kis. Indian
0416 Clover Creek
ok17 Davis Mountain
0L18 | Black Canyon
okl9 North Gooding
ch20 " Hash Spring
ok21 Rattlesnake
oL26 North Shoshone
ok30 ' Kinze Butte
oh31 Marsh Spring
ou32 Macon Flat
Custodial

Appendix I




UNITED STATES - Name (MFP) .
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Rennett Hille—Timmerman Hil
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity
, Range Management
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION~-ANALYSIS-DECISION Step1 No.l Step3
UNIT WIDE Page 1 of.
Threatened & Endangered Plants
RECOMMENDATIONS : RATIONALE
RM 3.1 )
1. Inventory threatened and endan- The extent and locations of threatened and
gered plants in the planning area. endangered plants are not known at the

present time.

2. Consider the physiological re- Management that is based on the physiological
quirements of threatened and en- requirements of these plants will provide pro-
dangered species when designing tection and encourage increased densities and
and implementing all grazing propagation of these species.

systems.

3. Provide for adequate protection Range improvement practices that disturb the
of threatened and endangered plant present vegetation composition could destroy

species where vegetation disturbing threatened and endangered species.
range improvement practices are
= proposed.

‘Multiple-Use Analysis

The recommendation could have an adverse impact on livestock users in allotments
where land treatments are proposed. If threatened and endangered plants are found
to occupy proposed treatment areas, the acreage of treatable land would have to be
reduced, thereby decreasing the potential increase in livestock forage production.
The recommendation could restrict or prevent livestock grazing altogether if threat-
ened and/or endangered plants are found which are susceptible to grazing.

The recommendation conflicts with wildlife, WL 1.2, 3.2, 6.1, 1.5; watershed, W 1.4,
and range management, RM 1. & 2.2, which propose vegetation treatments which could
destroy threatened and/or endangered plant species. Minerals, M 1.2 conflicts with
the recommendation because development of the geothermal resource could destroy
threatened and/or endangered plant species. Lands, 3.1A which calls for disposal

of tracts of land for agriculture purposes, conflict with the requirement of protec-
tion and/or enhancement of threatened and/or endangered species.

The recommendation conflicts to a minor degree with the following recommendations:

WL 9.2; W 1.5; R 2.1; RM 1. & 2.5 (unit wide), and range management support recommend-
ations for increased access in the form of roads and livestock trails. These con-
flicts should be addressed before any on the ground action is implemented to insure
threatened and/or endangered plants are not disturbed.

The recommendation is supported by the following activity recommendations: WL 1.4,
2.2, 2.4, 2.5, 6.2, 6.3, 7.1, 8.1, 8.3, 9.1, 12.1; W 1.2, 1.3, 3.2, 3.3; RM 5.1,

6.1, 9.1, 14.6, 14.12, 14.15. Range management recommendations which propose improved
Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

Form 1600-21 (April 1973)

tusiractions on reverse)



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.l Step3
Page 2 of

Multiple-Use Analysis (cont)
grazing management, and adjusting stocking rates to the proper carrying capacity,
also support the recommendation.

Multiple-Use Recommendations Reasons

Accept recommendations as stated Modified to allow for land disposal and mineral
above. Give overriding considera- leasing because the impact to recommendation of
tion to land disposal for agri- these programs appears to be small at this time.
cultural purposes and to mineral This recommendation may be reconsidered as more
leasing. information becomes available.

iVole: Attach additionai sheets, if needed

HuNtructions on reverse) Form 16G0-21 (April 1973)



UNITED STATES

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN
RECOMMENDATION—-ANALYSIS~-DECISION

Name (MFP)

Bennett Hills-Timmerman Hil
Activity

‘ Overlay Reference

Stepl No.l Step3

Page 1 of 2

UNIT WIDE
Noxious & Poisonous Plants

RECOMMENDATTIONS

RM 1. & 2.2
Map and inventory all noxious weeds

and poisomnous plants.

Continue moxious and poisonous
plant control program with
counties.

Consider treatments for grazing sy-
stems in AMPs that work toward con-
trol or reduction of noxious and
poisonous plants.

Develop a noxious and poisonous
plant control program with. Elmore
County.

RATIONALE

Adequate data is not available as to locations
or concentrations of these plants. More informa
tion is needed so that preventative measures ca
be taken (i.e., spraying, rerouting livestock
trailing, etc.).

The counties have taken the lead in the plant
control program and are equipped to do the job
where BLM is not. This program is partially
funded by BLM.

Grazing systems that are designed to work again:
the physiological needs of these plants will he!
to control and reduce them, thereby improve rang
condition and forage productiom..

No organized weed control program presemntly
exists for that part of the planning unit withi:
Elmore County.

Multiple-Use Analysis

The recommendation would have no significant adverse economic impacts. Howgver, a
positive impact would occur where control on poisonous and noxious weeds reduce loss

of livestock and infestation on private cropland.

The recommendation conflicts with wildlife, WL 2.2 and 7.1, which would prohibit
treatments which would eliminate sagebrush in deer and sage grouse wintering aresas.
The recommendation conflicts with range management, RM 3.1 which calls for protection

of threatened and/or endangered plant species.

The herbicide application used in the

weed control program could destroy some threatened and /or endangered plants.

The recommendation is in minor conflict with the following activity recommendations,

WL 2.8, 5.1, 9.2, 11.1; R 2.1.

These conflicts should be addressed prior to imple-

mentation of weed control practices on a site by site basis to insure adequate ceon-
sideration of the resource values involved.

The recommendation does not support any other resource activity recommendations.

: Attach additional sheets, if aeedad

ustructions on reverse)

Form 1500-21 {April 1975)



UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Bennett Hills-Timmerman Hil’
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity
i - Range Management
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS—=DECISION Step1 No. 1 Step3
Page 2 of 2
Multiple-Use Recommendations _ Reason:

Accept the recommendation as stated
above and include the following
provision:

1. Coordinate noxious and poisonous Indiscriminate spraying could destroy vegetatior
plant control program with wildlife  necessary for wildlife survival or threaten or
requirements so that no plants such endangered species.

as sagebrush that is critical to

wildlife survival is destroyed.

2. Do not allow plant control where
threatened and endangered plants
are known to exist in significant
densities.

: Attach additional sheets, if needed

uxirections on reverse) ' Form 160021 {April 1975)



UNITED STATES

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN
RECOMMENDATION—ANALYSIS~DECISION

Name (MFP) .
Bennett Hills-Timmerman Hil:

Activity
Range Management

Overlay Reference
No.l Step 3

Step 1

i
Nota:

Page 1 of 2

UNIT WIDE
Exchange of Use

RECOMMENDATION

RM 2.3

Adjust stocking rates where exch-
ange of use licenses exceed the
carrying capacity of the lands
offered for exchange.

Encourage exchange of use licenses
in the allotment for land located
only within the allotment bound-
aries.

RATTONALE

Current stocking rates appear to be in excess
of the carrying capacity in many allotments.
BLM Manual directs that exchange of use agree-
ments ...''may be issued...not to exceed the
normal grazing capacity of such nonfederal
land." (4115.21A6b.) Allowing stocking rates
in excess of the carrying capacity of lands
offered for exchange of use contributes to
range deterioration.

Exchange of use agreements for lands outside
the allotment have been allowed that do not work
to the advantage of administration of the range
and has resulted in over-obligation of the rangs
resources. BLM Manual states that "Exchange of
use agreements should benefit or work to the
advantage of district administration by blocking
upr range areas...and sstablishing...operation
advantageous to both range management and...the
livestock industry," "Such agreements may be
issued to applicaﬁts...of nonfederal lands that
are interspersed and normally grazed -in conjunc-
tion with a particular area of Federal range.'
(4115,21A6b).

o

The State Department of Public Lands has ex-
pressed a desire to have lessees exchange
leases where possible so that allottees control
leases within their allotments.

Multiple-Use Analysis

URA indicates stocking rates on much of the exchange of use lands may be in excess

of the carrying capacity.

Part I of this recommendation could result in reduction of

grazing use authorized, and would, therefore, have an adverse economic impact on

livestock operations involved.

of this impact could be mitigated over the long-run.
would have no significant economic impact on livestock operations involved.

ftach additional sheets, if needed

With proper management and/or land treatment, part

Part 2 of this recommendation

The recommendation does not conflict with any other activity recommendations.

nslrections on reverse)

Form 1600—21 (April 1975)



UNITED STATES Name (MFP) -
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Bennett Hills-Timmerman Hil
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS—DECISION Step 1 No. 1 Step 3
Page 2 of 2

Multiple-Use Analysis (cont)

Supporting recommendations include the following: WL 1.1, 2.1, 3.1, 5.1, 8.2, 11.1,
12.1; w 1.2, 1.3, 3.2, 5.2; R 1.1, 2.1, 3.2

Multiple-Use Recommendations

Accept the recommendation as stated
above.

f\ime.‘ Attach additional sheets, if needed

nsiructions on reverse) ’ Form 160021 (April 1675)



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 Lt NOo1  step 3
UNIT WIDE
Range Improvements - Fences
RECOMMENDATION RATIONALE
RM 1. & 2.4
1. Maintain, construct, and/or re-— Implementing proper management is the least
locate fences necessary for the costly and most advantageous method to improve
implementation of allotment range condition and increase forage production.
management plans. Fencing is essential for implementation of graz-

ing systems required for proper management.
Proper maintenance of fencing will help control

trespass.
2. Where possible relocate allot- Including these "unused or unallotted" areas
ment boundary fences to include will increase the usable range within the allot-
adjoining tracts of National ment and provide more forage to supply the de-
Rescurce Lands that are not used mand .

(may have unauthorized use), or
not allotted within respective
allotments.

Multiple-T'se Analysis

Part 1 of the recommendation would have a positive economic impact on livestock users
because installaticn of fencing is necessary for proper range management and would
help in improving livestock forage production. Part 2 would have a favorable economic
impact on livestock operators in allotments where the proposed adjustments would tzke
place because the added acreage would make more livestock forage available.

The recommendation conflicts with  recreation, R 8.3 which recommends aveiding con-
struction of fences or other obstacles which would conflict with ORV use. It is likel
that many of the fences needed for implementation of AMPs would interfere with ORV use
The recommendation also conflicts with recreation, R 4.1, 4.2, 4.3, 14.6, 14.12, and
14.15, which would restrict or comstrain location and/or design of fencing to insure
fences do not detract from the visual characteristics and to prevent disturbance of

archaeological sites.

Lands, L 3.1A conflicts with the recommendaticn because it proposes disposal of

Class I and II irrigable lands for agricultural purposes should they meet appropriate
classification criteria. This would prohibit comstruction of management fences or

at least forestall installation until classification action is completed. Minerals,
M 1.2 conflicts with the recommendation because development of geothermsl resources
would take land out of the allotments, thus requiring removal and/or relocation of

fencing.

The recommendation conflicts to a minor degree with the following activity racommenda-
Note: AiQDSadiWle12nders dis Joedbd 25 R 2.1, 9.1. These conflicts should be addressed on a site

f."ll,\"'r;r(';;on__c on reverse) Form 1600-21 (April 1975}



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 Step 3
Multiple—Use Analysis (cont) Page 2 of 2

by site basis prior to installation of the proposed fences to insure all resource
values are given adequate consideratiomn.

The recommendation supports the following activity recommendations: WL 1.4, 2.4, 6.3
8.3; RM 2.2 (custodial management).

Multiple-Use Recommendations Reasons

Accept the recommendations as stated
above and include the following
recommendations:

1. Install cattleguards or gates that The requirements for cattleguards and gates for

can be easily opened on all roads, fencing are specified in BLM Manual 1737,
trails, at fence corners, and at Gates and cattleguards properly spaced will
least every mile. allow for ORV and reduce maintenance costs.
2. Coordinate fence location and Fence construction or location could detract
construction so as not to detract from scenic landscape qualities.

or destroy the visual resources

quality.

3. Do not locate fences on known Soil disturbance such as cat lines and live-
archaeological sites. stock concentrations associated with fencing

could destroy archaeological values.

4. Allow construction of fences Fences could be relocated at the expense of

pending classification on lands the land applicant if the lands are disposed

potentially wvaluable for agri- of which would allow intensive management to

culture. continue. :

5. Allow mineral leasing. Fence relocation could be stipulated on the
lease. '

N N s av, . .
INore: Attach additional sheets, if needed

Hnstrictions on reverse) Form 160021 {April 1975)



UNITED STATES Name (MFP) ,
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Bennett Hills-Timmerman Hill
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity
k Range Management
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION=ANALYSIS~-DECISION Step1 . No. 1 Step3
UNIT WIDE
Range Improvement-Livestock Water
RECOMMENDATTION RATIONALE
RM 1. & 2.5
Maintain and construct water Implementing proper management is the least
facilities necessary for proper costly and most advantageous method to improve
livestock distribution and imple- range condition and increase forage production.
mentation of allotment management Adequate water facilities are essential to imple
plans. mentation of grazing systems and for proper
livestock distribution required for proper
management .

Multiple-Use Analysis

The recommendation would have a positive economic impact on livestock users in the-
planning unit. Developing waters where needed would improve distribution and promote
implementation of sound grazing systems, which in turn would result in increased
production and availability of livestock forage.

The recommendation conflicts with Recreation, R 4.1, 4.2, 4.3, 14.6, 14.12, andl4.15,
which could restrict or prohibit construction of water developments. The proposals
identify the need to preserve the natural characteristics of the landscape amd pro-
tection of archaeological sites. Lands, L 3.1A, 6.2, 6.4, conflict with the recomm-
endation because they propose disposal of tracts of land for agricultural purposes.
Disposal would preclude expenditure of funds for water development on the identified
tracts. Minerals, M 1.2 conflicts with the recommendation because it proposes
leasing the geothermal resource. If development of geothermal rescurces occurrad
approximately 1/3 of the leased area could be excluded from livestock grazimg. Thus,
some water developments could be of no value. However, the likelihood of geothermal

development seems remote at this time.

The recommendation supports all other activity recommendations which identify the
need for improved range and watershed condition, and wildlife habitat.

Multiple-Use Recommendations - Reasons

Accept the recommendations as
stated above except where modified
as follows:

1. Coordinate construction of water Improperly constructed reservoirs, etc., could
facilities with recreation so as to significantly detract from the scemnic landscape
/ mitigate the impact on the visual quantities.

resource quality. )

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

s . . -
- flusiroctions on reverse) Form 1600—-21 (April 1873)



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'l No. 1 Step 3

Nore:

Multiple-Use Recommendations (cont)

2. Coordinate development of water
facilities to minimize adverse im-—
pacts to archaeological values.
Development that would destroy
significant archaeological sites
should not be done.

3. Allow development of water
- facilities on geothermal leases.

4. Do not expend funds to develop
water facilities on lands identi-
fied as potentially wvaluableé for

agriculture.

Attach additional sheets, if needed

Reasons (cont) Page 2 of 2

BLM policy provides significant archaeological
sites be protected.

Loss of water facilities due to geothermal
leasing appears remote at this time.

Disposal of land would result in loss of invest-
ment.

.....

(Clions on reverse)

Form 1600-21 (April 1973)



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 Stept No. 1 Step3
UNIT WIDE Page 1 of 2
Change in Class of Livestock
RECOMMENDATION RATIONALE
RM 1. & 2.6
Allow conversions in class of The PAA indicates a trend in class conversion
livestock only where; from sheep to cattle will continue. This will
result in activation of nonuse previously held
a. The stocking rate is commen- by sheep operators and will increase actual
surate with the carrying capacity grazing use in the allotment. The increased
for the class of livestock being grazing pressure will cause the range condition
converted to. to decline. In some allotments, the recognizad

Class I demand appears to allow grazing use in

excess of the carrying capacity of the range.
/

b. A grazing system is implemented Grazing by cattle is generally more intense for
that will protect and propagate the a longer duration and later in the critical
key native forage species in the spring growing season than customarily made by

: allotment. sheep. This use is more detrimental to the
forage resource and will result in deteriorated
range condition and a decline in forage produc-
tiom.

Multiple-Use Recommendation

The recommendation would have an economic benefit to the cattle industry in terms of
additional AUMs available for cattle grazing. Increased maintenance of management
facilities would constitute a negative economic impact for allottees. Since most

of the sheep operators in the allotments currently use only a portion of their
authorized privileges, an economic benefit would occur with regard to the market for
excess AUMs and the opportunity to activate prvileges with cattle. It is anticipated
that some of the sheep operators would be against allowing conversions because
rotation grazing systems restrict their operations to small areas of use. This could
reduce their opportunity to take only the initial vegetative growth on forage forage
plants which these operators consider to be the best quality of sheep feed.

The recommendation conflicts with wildlife, WK 1.1, 2.1, 3.1, 8.2, 12.1; and water-
‘shed, W 1.3 which identify the need to take no more tham 50~ 60 percent of the annual
growth.of herbaceous vegetation. It is likely that utilization in some pastures
would exceed 60 percent under the grazing season and with conversion.

The recommendation conflicts to a minor degree with recreation, R 2.1, 8.3, 9.1;
S WL, 6.2, 8.1, 9.1. These conflicts should be addressed prior to comversions to
ensure adequate consideration of all resource values.

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

Hustruciions on reverse) - Form 160021 (April 1973)



UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Bennett Hills—Timmerman Hil:
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity
Range Management
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN ‘Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDAT ION~ANALYSIS=-DECISION Step1 No. IStep 3
pPage 2 of 2

nMultiEle—Use Recommendations (cdnt)

" The recommendation is not supported by any specific resource activity recommendations.

Multiple-Use Recommendation Reason

Accept recommendation as stated
above and include the following

recommendation:
1. Do not exceed 60 percent utili- Adequate herbaceous vegetation should be left tc
zation of herbaceous vegetation provide adequate forage and cover for all wild-

in any pasture where grazing occurs. life, including deer, elk, and upland game bizrds
and to provide litter to protect the soil from
the erosive forces of nature.

!
i\oie: Attach additional sheets, if needed

inNirer

ons on r::'-yerse) Form 1600—-21 kAprll 1975)



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

Step 1 No. 1 Step3

UNIT WIDE

Page 1 of 2

Season of Use

RECOMMENDATION

RM 2.7

1. Establish general seasons of use
and adjust grazing use to the
following suggested dates:

Area A (allotments west of Bliss)
a. Allotments with acceptable
grazing systems, grazing during any
part of the year, providing base.
nroperty requirements are met.

b. Allotments with custodial
management only, 4/1 to 12/31.

Area B (allotments north of Bliss-

£ "™ King Hill to Davis Mountain)

a. Allotments with rest-rotation
grazing systems, 4/1 to 12/31.

b. Allotments with custodial
ranagermt, /16 to 12/31.

Area C (allotments north of
Gooding and Shoshone-Black Canyon
to Kinzie Butte)

a. Allotments with rest-rotation
grazing systems, 4/16 to 12/31.

b. Allotments with custodial
management, 5/1 to 12/31.

Area D (Macon Flat)

a. Allotments with rest-rotation
grazing systems, 5/10 to 12/31.

b. Allotments with custodial
management, 5/20 to 12/31.

Area E (Hash Spring and Marsh-
Spring)

a. Allotments with rest-rotation
grazing systems, 5/15 to 12/31.

b. Allotments with custodial
management, 6/1 to 12/31.

ie: Attach additional sheets, if needed

RATIONALE

Present phenological data and observation by
district staff indicate that adequate plant
growth to sustain grazing pressure does not
occur prior to the suggested dates. Grazing the
begins earlier appears to induce close grazing
most of the grazing season causing range deteric
ration. This impact is mitigated where grazing
systems are in effect since part of the allot-
ment is rested and the previous year's growth
is available to partially supply forage demand
until the plant has adequate time to make growtt
and supply forage to satisfy the demand.

Hnsiructions on reverse)

Form 1600~21 (April 1975)



UNITED STATES Name (MF P)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Bennett Hills—Ti Hille
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT “Activity
Range Management
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION Step 1 No. 1 Step3
Page 2 of 2
2. Establish grazing seasons of The impact of grazing on the vegetation is
use that are the same within each the same regardless of class of grazing animal.
allotment for both sheep and Dual use, where sheep graze in early spring

followed by late spring cattle use, causes
heavy utilization of the vegetation and results
in deteriorated range conditions if not properls
regulated.

cattle.

Multiple-Use Analysis

The recommerndation would have an adverse economic impact on operators in allotmehts
where turmout is currently set at an earlier date. The impact would result from the
cost of providing feed on the base property for a longer period in the spring. These
costs could be partially offset by increased forage production on the spring ranges
resulting from additional growing time prior to grazing. Part 2 of the recommenda-
tion would have no known economic impact on the operations in the allotments where
‘both classes of livestock would have the same turnout date.

: The recommendation conflicts with Wildlife, WL 2.5 which proposes deferring turnout
in the critical deer winter range in King Hill and Dempsey Allotments until April 16,
and in. the Rattlesnake and Shoshone Cattle Allotments until May 1., Since rest-
Totation graziu; sygiems . uve.proposed on all of the above allotments, reccrmended . .
turnout dates would be two weeks earlier than those suggested to reduce competition
between liwestock and wintering deer herds.

The recommendation is not supported by any other resource activity recommendation.

Multiple—Use Recommendations

Accept the recommendations as stated
above. Encourage establishment of
grazing season that coincide with
WL 2.5 on allotments that contain
critical deer winter ranges.

i - = " - - .
Note: Attach additionai sheets, if needed

listruciions on reversej Form 1600-21 (April 1873)



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

Page 1 of 2
WEST BLISS ALLOTMENT (0403) 2 °

RECOMMENDATION RATIONALE

RM1&2,1 :

1. Implement an AMP with a rest Supplemental guidance states that "AMPs will
rotation grazing system that will ~be made for all National Resource Lands which
provide for plant vigor, seed pro- can reasonably be expected to remain in Federa!
duction, seed tramp, and seedling ownership for multiple use management and on
establishment of native key forage which livestock grazing is a significant use.,”
species., (See URA, Step 4 for the (1603.12G4c), The present grazing use does nof
minimum acceptable grazing system). provide for the physiological need of native

forage plants. Implementing a grazing systenm
which provides for the plant's physiological
needs will increase the density and vigor of
the native forage species and thereby improve
range conditions and increase forage produc-
tion to maximum potential. An estimated 142
additional AUMs can be produced annually with-
in 2 15-20 year period with proper management.

2, Include both sheep and cattle The impact of grazing on the vegetation is

in the grazing systems. ~ the same regardless of class of grazing animal.
) Dual use, where gheep graze in carly spring
followed by late spring cattle use causes
heavy utilization of the vegetation and re-
sults in deteriorated range cond1t101s if
not properly regulated.

Multiple-Use Analvsis

Implementation of an AMP and grazing system, as recommended, would result in adjust-
ment of spring use allowed from 100% ¢f the qualified demand to 507% of the qualified
demand, and a reduction of grazing area during the spring season. is adjustment
would most likely result in reduced use in the allotment and would, therefore, have
an adverse economic impact on the range user. In addition, less flexibility in the
grazing license would occur which could restrict the grazing operatiom. A long-term
beneficial input would occur because the recommendation favors establishment of per-
ennial grasses which will stabilize and increase forage production.

Wildlife (WL 12.1) 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

/jbe greater than 60 percent. Wildlife (WL 9.1) identifies the need to exclude live-
stock grazing on ganals. This would reduce availability of high quality forage and

and restrict access to water, which could contribute to the livestock distribution
Attach additional sheets, if needed Droblems .

Slrciions on reperse) . Form 1600-21 {April 19753}



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

Page 2 of 2

Minerals (M 1.2) proposes leasing, with minimal restrictions, the Geothermal
resource. This could restrict livestock grazing because development would pro-
hibit use of up to 1/3 of the land surface under lease.

The recommendation conflicts to a minor degree with the following activity recom-
mendations: WL 1.4, 2.1, 8,1; R 1.1, 2.1; and L 1.lc. The lands proposal is con-
tingent upon major expansion vesulting from development of geothermal power which

is considered a remote possibility. These conflicting proposals should be addressed
at the time the West Bliss AMP is implemented to insure all resource values are
given proper consideration. Supporting recommendatioms include the following:

WL 9.2, 12.2; W 1.2, 3.2; R 2,1, 3.2,

Multiple-Use Recommendations Reasons

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

1. Do not exceed 60 percent utiliaz- Adequate herbaceous vegetation should be
tion of herbaceous vegetation in any left to provide adequate forage and cover
pasture where grazing occurs. for all wildlife, including raptors and

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

It is not anticipated that this restriction
will seriously impact grazing since livestock
gains normally begin to decline after 60 per-
cent of the forage has been utilized,

"2, TFence canals where major critical Grazing livestock utilize and destroy ripar-
waterfowl nesting areas are identified. ian vegetation needed for waterfowl nesting
Provide water gaps where feasible. habitat.

3. Allow mineral leasing Restriction of livestock grazing by geothermal
development is improbable, but if it occurs it
should be allowed because of the greater value
generated to the local and regional economy by
mineral development.

Nore: Attach additional sheets, if needed

thisiructions on reverse) Form 1600—21 (April 1973)



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 Step1 No. 1 Step3
WEST BLISS ALLOTMENT (0403) Page 1 of 2
RECOMMENDATTION RATTONALE
RM1&2,2
Remove brush and seed approximately This treatment combined with management,
1800 acres of National Resource Land is needed to meet the objectives within
to establish desirable perennial for-  a reasonable time-frame of 10-15 years.
age species. Approximately 145 additional AUMs will be

produced annually from the treatment.

Mﬁltiple-Use Analvysis

The recommendation would result in an increase in forage production. Thus a positive
. economic impact would occur. Where wildlife values are involved the Idzho Fish &
Game Dept. will be comsulted in accordance with the Memorandum of Understanding

between that agency and the Buresu.

' This recommendation is in conflict with the Recreatiom, R 4.1, 4.2, &.15 and Minerals
1.2 which would restrict or constrain layout and/or method of land treatment. The
recreation recommendations deal primarily with visual impact of land treatments and
the effect Lhe recommended treatmenta might, have on archzeological sites. The win-
erals conflict involves the restriction on land treatments should development of
potential geothermal resources take place. :

The recommendation conflicts to & minor degree with the following activity recom-
mendations: WL 9.2, 11.1; L l.lc; R 2,1. These conflicting proposals will be
addressed prior to implementation of land treatments to insure resource values
involved are adequately considered.

Supporting activity recommendations include the following: WL 12.2; W 1.4, 1.5;
R 3.2. ’

Multiple-Use Recommendations Reasons

Accept and modify the recommenda-
tion to subject brush removal and
seeding proposals. to the following
constraints before projects are
started. '

Nore: 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—-ANALY SIS-DECISION Step1 NOo. 1 step3
Page 2 of 2

1. Implement an allotment management Sound management is needed to assure success
plan with a sound and acceptable graz- of revegetation projects and to protect the
ing system. investment made in the project.

Disruption of livestock use can be minimized by
planning treatments within grazing pastures
and in accord with the grazing sequence,

BIM Falicy
2. Coordinate all land treatment pro- On-site information is not adequate to
posals with wildlife, watershed, and identify specific conflicts and resulting
recreation activities to assure all impacts at this time, This requires that

multiple~-use conflicts are mitigated. no projects be started until on-site inspec-
Criteria to be used in mitigating con- tions can be made and impacts of the project
flicts are found in Appendix I (MFP on the multiple-use values are determined
Step II). and mitigated.

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

3.. Allow lezsing of minerals (geo- - Prusent information is insufificient to de-
thermal resoutrces) with no constraints termine impacts of geothermal development on
on land treatment projects, land treatment. Any mineral development at

this time appears to be improbable,

4, Prohibit land treatment projects Bureau policy requires protection of cultural
on known archaeological sites. resources.

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

thisirections on reverse) Form 1600-21 (April 1973)
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‘ B.H.
UNITED STATES Name (MFP)

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Bennett Hills-Timmerman
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity Hills
' Range Management
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION~-ANALYSIS~-DECISION . Stepl No, 1 Step3
CESKA ALLOTMENT (0404
I ( ) Page 1 of 2
RECOMMENDATION RATIONALE
RM 1. & 2.1

Revise the present AMP as follows:

1. Adjust the grazing system to one The present grazing system is not designed to

that will provide for plant vigor, propagate or provide for the physiological neec
‘seed production, seed tromp, and of the key native forage plant. A grazing
seedling establishment of the key system which provides for these treatments will
native forage species. (See URA increase the density and vigor of the native
Step 4 for minimum grazingt;eaﬁment forage species, and improve range conditioms
opportunity.) and increase forage production e£ maximum poter

tial. Approximately @/ additional AUMs can
be produced annually within a 15— 20 year peric
with proper management.

2. Adjust licemnse flexibility to Flexibility allowed in the present AMP is not
meet manmmal requirements and specify in accord with manual requirements, and BLM
as a minimum the normal operation, policy.

maximum mumbers allowed to graze,
and season of use flexibility not
to exceed five days before and

after the normal operation dates.

Multiple-Use Analysis

Revision of the present AMP, as recommended, would result in adjustment of spring
use allowed from 100 percent of the qualified demand to 50 percent of the qualified
demand. This could result in an adjustment of livestock numbers and would, therefors
probably result in an adverse economic impact to the allottees. In addition, less
flexibility in the grazing license could also occur which could restrict the grazing
operatiom. A long-term beneficial input would occur because the recommendaticns
favor increased production of perennial grasses which will stabilize forage produc-

tion.

Wildlife, WL 12.1, and Watershed, W 1.3 identify the need to retain 40- 50 percent
of the herbaceous vegetation. This conflicts with the recommendation because utili-
zation im the heavy use pastures of the grazing system would likely be greater than
60 percemt. Wildlife, WL 9.1 identifies the need to exclude livestock grazing from
waterfowl nesting areas. This would reduce availability of high quality forage and
restrict access to water, which would contribute to the livestock distribution pro-
blems. X.ands, L 3.1A proposes disposal of Class I and II lands found to be con-
sistent with classification criteria. Such an action would result in loss of the
most prod@uctive area in the allotment, and could disrupt the proposed grazing system.
Minerals, M 1.2 proposes leasing, with minimal restrictions, the geothermal resource.
This coudd restrict livestock grazing because development would prohibit use of up
Note: Attach additiomal sheets. if nesded to LZB of the land surface under legse.,

Hinstruciions on reverse) . Form 1600—21 {April 1975)




Name (MFP)

Bennett Hills-Timmerman Hill
Activity

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
Page 2 of »

Multiple-Use Analysis (cont)

The recommendation conflicts to a minor degree with the following activity recommenda
tions: WL 8.1; R 2.1; and L 6.2, 6.4. These conflicting proposals should be addresse
at the time thé existing Clover Creek AMP is revised to insure all resource values

are given proper consideratiom.

Supporting recommendations include the following: WL 9.2, 12.2; W 1.2; R. 2.1.

Multiple-Use Recommendations Reasons

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

Adequate herbaceous vegetation should be left
to provide adequate forage and cover for all
wildlife, including deer, elk, and upland game
birds, and to provide litter to protect the
soil from the erosive forces of nature.

1. Do not exceed 60 percent utili-
zation of herbaceous vegetation in
any pasture where grazing occurs.

It is not anticipated that this restriction will
- sericusly impact grazing siwce livestock gains
normally begin to decline after 60 percent of

the forage has been utilized.

2. Fence canals where major criti-
cal waterfowl nesting areas are
identified. Provide water gaps
no farther than 1/2 mile apart.

3. Allow disposal of lands within
Class I and II irrigation poten-
tial classification.

4, Allow miné;al leasing.

; Support Needs: Accept the
recommendation as stated above.
Acquire easement on private land.

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

Grazing livestock utilize and destroy riparian
vegetation needed for waterfowl nesting habitat.

®

Livestock grazing is the primary resource
affected with all other resources affected to a
minor degree. Conversion of this area to agri-

.culture would provide greater economic stabilit:

to the locale than presently produced by the
existing resource use.

Restricrion of livestock grazing by geothermal
development is improbable, but if it occurs it
should be allowed because of the greater value
generated to the local and regional economy by
mineral development.

‘nstruciions on reverse)

Form 1600-21 {April 1975)



Note:

B.H.
UNITED STATES Name (MFP)

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR ennett Hills-Timmerman Hill

BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLANM Over%ay Reference

RECOMMENDATION—-ANALYSIS-DECISION Stepl No. 1 Step3
TICESKA ALLOTMENT (0404) Page 1 of 2

RECOMMENDATION RATIONALE
RM 1. & 2.2 )
Remove brush and seed 575 acres to These treatments, combined with management, are
crested wheatgrass. needed to meet the objectives within a reasoan-

able timeframe of 10- 15 years. Approximately

67 <© additional AUMs will be produced annually
from the treatment. The treatment will help to
equalize perennial fo/age prochtlon in pasture’
which will fac111*at%,AMP It will also help
mitigate the effect of fire since the perennial
plant is not destroyed by fire and grazing can
resume the following year.

This is high fire occurrence area because of
the railroad and the Ticeska railroad grade.

Multiple-Use Analysis

The recommendation would result in an increase in forage production. Thus a positive
econcmic impact would occur. Where wil:dlife values are involved. the Idabo Fisch & gar
Dept. will be consulted in accordance with the Memorandum of Understanding between

that agency and the Bureau.

This recommendation is in conflict with wildlife, WL 11.1; recreation, R 4.2, 14.15;
and minerals, M 1.2 which would restrict or comstrain layout and/or method of land
treatment. The wildlife recommendation proposes managing for birds-of-prey which
involves maintaining certain densities of sagebrush; therefore this recommendation
conflicts with brush removal proposals. The recreation recommendations deal pri-
marily with visual impact of land treatments and the effect the recommended treatment
might have on archaeclogical sites. The minerals conflict anolves the restriction
on land treatments should developing of potential geothermal reszources tzke place.

Y

The recommendation conflicts with lands, L 3.1A which would prohibit any land treat-
ment. 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 9. 2 L 6.2, 6.4; R 2.1. These conflicting proposals will be addressed
prior to implementation of land treatments to insure resource values involved ar

adequately considered.

Supporting activity recommendations include the following: Wi 12.2; W 1.4, 1.5, 5.2;

4 R 2.1.

Attach additional sheets, if needed

1
tnsiric:
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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

Step 1 No., 1 Step3

Multiple-Use Recommendations

Accept and modify the recommenda-
tion to subject brush removal and
seeding proposals to the following
constraints before projects are
started.

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

2. Coordinate all land treatment

proposals with wildlife, watershed,
and recreation activities to assure

all multiple-use conflicts are.
mitigated. Criteria to be used in
mitigating conflicts are found in
Appendix I (MFP Step II).

3. Propose no land treatments on
lands that have Class I and II
irrigation potential pending out-
come of classification.

4. Allow leasing of minerals

(geothermal resources) with no
constraints on land treatment
projects. “

5. Prohibit land treatment pro-
jects on known archaeological
sites.

Attach additional sheets, if needed

Reasons

Page 2 of 2

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 minimized by
planning treatments within grazing pastures and

This is BLM 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 inspections 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.

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

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

Bureau policy requires protection of cultural:
Tesources.

’/H.\‘.'rslc;'ions 7! rEUE’TSx?)

Form 160021 (April 1973)
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UNITED STATES

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

Name (MFP)
Bennett Hills~-Timmerman Hill

Activity
Range Management
Overlay Reference

Step 1 No. 1 Step 3

101 ALLOTMENT

RECOMMENDATION

RM1&2.1
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 URA
Step 4 for minimum grazing treat-
ment opportunity.)

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

3. Adjust license flexibility to
meet the manual requirements and
specify as a minimum the normal
operation, maximum numbers allowed
to graze and season of use flexi-
bility not to exceed five days be-
fore and after the normal operation
dates.

4, Adjust the AMP to exclude the
portion of the allotment which lies

- adjacent to the Pioneer and Burnt
Ridge Allotments.

RATIONALE

The present grazing system is not designed to
propagate or provide for the physiological
need of the key native forage plant. A graz-
ing system which provides for these treat-
ments will increase the desired vigor of the
native forage species and improve range con-
ditions and increase forage production to max-
imum potential. Approximately 370 additional
AUMs can be produced annually within a 15-20
year period with proper management.

Grazing during the growing season is critical
to health and vigor of the forage producing
plant. Excessive grazing during that period
is detrimental to the vegetation and will re-
sult in deieriorated range conditiorns and
loss of forage production.

Flexibility provisions in the present AMP
does not conform to manual requirements.

This portion of the allotment is proposed
for combination with the Pioneer and Burnt
Ridge Allotments. See RM 2.3 (0406).

Multiple-Use Analysis

A

operation.

production,

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

favor establishment of perennial grasses which will stabilize

Less flexibility in the grazing license would occur which could restrict the grazing
A long-term beneficial input would occur because the recommendaticns

and increase forage

Hnstructions on reverse)
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UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Benpnett Hills-Timmerman Hil
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT : Activity
Range Management
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION~-ANALYSIS~DECISION Step1 No. 1 Step3

Wildlife (WL 8.2, 12.1,)and Watershed (W 1.3) identify the need to retain 40 percent
to 50 percent of the herbaceous vegetationm. This conflicts with the recommendation
because utilization in the heavy use pastures of the grazing system would likely be
greater than 60 percent. Minerals (M 1.2) proposes leasing, with minimal restric-
tions, the Geothermal resource. This could restrict livestock grazing because devel-
opment would prohibit recommendation because it proposes excluding livestock grazing
on -the sand blow area above the canyon rim. The grazing system would require grazing
on the area. The recommendation conflicts to a minor degree with the Wildlife activi-
ty recommendations: WL 8.1; R 2.1. These conflicting proposals should be addressed
at the time the existing CLQH@%-G&&&&-AM? is revised to insure all resource values
are given properfﬁbns1deratlon.

Supporting recommendations include the following: WL 8.3, 9.2, 12.2; W 1.2, 3.2;
R 2.1. :

Multiple-Use Recommendations Reasons

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

1. Do not exceed 60 percent utili- Adequate herbaceous vegetation should be

zation of herbaceous vegetation in left to provide adequate forage and cover
any 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. -

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

3. Exclude grazing on the sand blow Modified to accept watershed W 1.1 recommen-
area above the rim until it is fully dation. The area is fragile due to sandiness’
stabilized. of soils and should be protected until the

soils are completely revegetated to protect
them from wind erosion.

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

Hustructions on reverse) Form 1600-21 (April 1975)
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UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Bennett Hills-Timmerman Hills
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity '
Range Management
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION—ANALYSIS-DECISION i Step INo. 1 Step3
PIONEER ALLOTMENT (0406) Page 1 of 2
RECOMMENDATION RATIONALE
RM 2.1 -
Combine the Pioneer Allotment with See ratiomale in RM 2.1 (0406). The Burntridge
the adjoining portion of the 101 Allotment is too small to logically and feasibly
and Burntridge Allotments. divide and implement a rotation grazing systen

on that will provide for the physiological
requirements of the perennial vegetation.

Combining these areas gives an area large enough
to justify pastures, division plans, and water
developments requiréd to implement a grazing
system. This action would not work an economic
hardship on the range user and would reduce use
supervision costs to the government. This actic
will improve the orderly administration of the
range by providing similar management practices
on contiguous tracts of National Resource Land.

Support Needs:

Land exchange of SWhNW% Section 20,
T.5¢%., R. 12 E., for SE4SEY% of
same sectiom.

Multiple-Use Analysis

Combining Pioneer Allotment with the adjoining portion of 101 and Burntridge, Allot-
ments, as recommended, could reduce and/or restrict the flexibility presently exer-
cised by the livestock operators in handling their cattle. Both range users presently
utilize National Resource Lands in connection with their private lands and have the
freedom to put and take livestock from the allotment at their discretion. Therefore,
the recommended combination could effect their present degree of flexibility but no
serious adverse economic impacts are anticipated. With the combination creating
larger areas to more efficiently manage and/or develop range improvements upon,
positive economic gains from increased forage production should be available to the

allottees over the long-term.
The recommendation does not conflict with any other activity recommendatiomns.

Range management, Rm 2.3, along with any other activity recommendations that propose
to enhance management of allotment resources, would support the recommendation.

Multiple-Use Recommendations Reasons

Accept the recommerndation as stated
Note: ﬁ@&?‘f‘:eddditional sheets, if needed
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UNITED STATES Name (MEP) ‘
DEPARTMENT CF THE INTERIOR Bennett Hills-Timmerman Hill
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity

: Range Management
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION=~ANALY SIS—DECISION Step I \lo. 1 Step 3
Page 2 of 2

Multiple-Use Recommendations (cont) Reasons (cont)

This recommendation conflicts with RM 2.3 (0406).
It was accepted over the other recommendatiomns

- ’ because the resources can be more effectively
managed with less cost for range improvement and
administration.

Nore: Attach additional sheets, if needed

Hpsiruciions on reversel Form 16C0-21 (April 1975)



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

Step 1 No. 1 Step 3

Page 1 of 3

PIONEER ALLOTMENT (0406)

RECOMMENDATION

"RM 1. & 2.2

Revise the present AMP as follows:

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 URA,
Step 4, for minimum grazing treat-
ment opportunity.)

Adjust grazing use so that no more
than 50 percent of the Class I
demand is utilized during the
critical spring growing season.

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

RATIONALE

The present grazing system is not designed to
propagate or provide for the physiological need
of the key native forage plant. A grazing
system which provides for these treatments will
increase the density and vigor of the native
forage species and improve and maintain range
conditions.

Grazing during the growing season is critical tc
health and vigor of the forage producing plant.
Excessive grazing during that period is detri-
mental to the vegetation and will result in
deteriorated range conditions and loss of forage
production.

Flexibility allowed in the present AMP does not
conform tc manual vequirement.

Multiple~Use Analysis

The present AMP allows discretionary use during the critical spring growing season
of amounts exceeding 50 percent; therefore, this recommendation could result in
reduced use and/or loss of some flexibility which would restrict the grazing opera-

tions of the allottees.

A long~term beneficial input would occur because the

recommendations favor establishment of perennial forage species which will increase
and sustain forage production within the allotment.

[

Wildlife, WL 12.1, and watershed, W 1.3 identify the need to retain 40- 50 percent of
the herbaceous vegetation. This conflicts with the recommendation because utiliza-
tion in the heavy use pastures of the grazing system would likely be greater than 60

percent.
and reservoirs.

Wildlife, WL 9.1 identifies the need to exclude livestock grazing on canals
This would reduce availability of high quality forage and restrict

access to water, which could contribute to the livestock distribution problems.
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 mest productive

ea and important sge}ng range in the allotment, and would disrupt the proposed

SLE
Atfach additienal sheets, ii nest
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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
Page 2 of 3

Multiple-Use Analysis (cont)

grazing system. Minerals, M 1.2 proposes leasing, 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 wildlife, WL 8.1 and should be
addressed at the time the existing AMP is revised to insure all resource values are
given proper consideration.

Supporting recommendations include the following: WL 8.3, 9.2, 12.2, 13.3: W 1.2,
3.2;,R 1.1, 2.1. :

Multiple-Use Recommendations Reasons

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

1. Do not exceed 60 percent utiliza- Adequate herbaceous vegetation should be left
tion of herbaceous vegetation in any to provide adequate forage and cover for all

pasture where grazing occurs. wildlife, including deer, elk, and upland game

’ birds, and to provide litter to protect the soil.

from the erosive forces of nature.

It is not anticipated that this restriction wili
seriously impact grazing since livestock gains
normally begin to decline after 60 percent of

the forage has been utilized. °
2. Fence reservoirs ~and canals Grazing livestock utilize and destroy riparian
where major critical waterfowl vegetation needed for waterfowl nesting habitat.
nesting areas are identified.
Provide water gaps no farther than
1/2 mile apart.
3. Allow disposal of lands within Livestock ™ grazing is the primary resource
Class I and II irrigation poten- affected with all other resources affected to a

minor degree. Conversion of this area to agri-
culture would provide greater economic stability
to the locale than presently produced by the
existing resource use. '

tial classification.

4. Allow mineral leasing. Restriction of livestock grazing by geothermal
development is improbable, but if it occurs it
should be allowed because of the greater value
generated to the local and regional econcmy by

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed . mineral development.

Hinsiruciions on reverse) ‘ Form 1600-21 (April 1975)
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Page 3 of 3

Support Needs:

Accept the recommendations as stated
above. Acquire easement on private
lands.

Noje: Attach additional sheets, if needed

Huesiractions on reversel . Form 1600-21 {April 197%)
21 {April 1973



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

PIONEER ALLOTMENT (0406)

RECOMMENDATION RATIONALE

RM 2.3

Combine Burntridge, adjoining part Individual allotments will provide maximum

of 101 (isolated area) and Pioneer utility of the National Resource Land to the
Allotments, then divide. into indi- allottees range operation. While not the most
vidual allotments for both desirable alternative, the cost of administra-
allottees. tion and implementation of AMPs would be reducec

from three allotments to two allotments over
the present situation.

Revise and implement AMPs con- See RM 1. and 2.1 Rationale.
sistent with recommendation
RM 1. and 2.1.

Multiple-Use Analysis

The recommendation to combine Burntridge, the adjoining portion of 101 and Pioneer
Allotments, then divide the area into two individual allotments would benefit both
allottees involved. This would give them greater flexibilitv and freedom in handling
cand/er mecting .their livestock needs which would have o benaefic al Jupact on their
operations. See recommendation, RM 2.1 for the Pioneer Allotment (0406) for addi-
tional analyses concerning the proposed combination.

The recommendation does not conflict with any other activity recommendatioms.

Range Management, RM 2.3 along with any other activity recommendations that propose
- to enhance management of resources within the allctment would support this

recommendation.
Multiple-Use Recommendations Reasons
Reject this recommendation. This recommendation conflicts with RM 2.1 (0406)

It is rejected in favor of RM 2.1 (0406).
Sfosulds /A bl mara T L gs Qs oy avef
T ’)’I/W/fvv\.,l Al Ayl Z %.[

s 7
4-'// f?l’(?c .

-I\'J'm‘e: Attach additional sheets, if neecded

Form 1600-21 (April 1973)
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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 Step1 No. 1 Step3

.KING HILL ALLOTMENT (0413) Page 1 of 2

" RECOMMENDATION RATTONALE
RM 2.1 .
Determine carrying capacity for The URA indicates that adequate forage is not
Natiomal Resource Lands and private available to satisfy the present Class I de-
and state lands offered for exchange mand (see 1605.44A2¢(5)(a)). Present policy
of use license, and adjust stocking provides that "Initial stocking rates...must
rates accordingly (applies to the not exceed the existing livestock grazing
Hog Creek Allotment also, assuming capacity...". (WO Instruction Memo 75-407).
it would be combined with the King
Hill Allotment). Idaho's 5-year goals are to bring livestock

use in line with existing grazing capacity foi
those areas in less than satisfactory conditic
as a result of excessive livestock use.

It is anticipated that the present forage pro-
duction capacities can be interpolated from
Seil & Vegetative data to be gathered during
the summer of 1976 and succeeding years.

Multiple-Use Analysis

Since the URA indicates current stocking rates may be in excess of the carrying capa-
‘city, this recommendation could result in reduction of grazing use, and would, there-
fore, have an adverse economic impact on the livestock operations dependent on the
allotment. With proper management and/or land treatment, part of this impagt could

be mitigated over the long-term.
This recommendation does not confliect with any other activity recommendationm.
Supporting recommendations include the following: Watershed, W 1.2, 1.3, 3.2, 5.2;

wildlife, WL 1.1, 2.1, 6.1, 6.3, 8.2, 8.3, 11.1, 12.1, 13.3; recreation, R 1.1, 2.1,
3.2, 9.1; range management, RM 1 & 2.2 (0413).

Multiple-Use Recommendations Reasons

Accept the recommendations as stated 1. The stocking rates must be reasonably close

above. to the carrying capacity to implement a rota-—
tion-grazing system that will improve range

condition.
2. Herbaceous vegetative cover left on site
will reduce erosion and improve water quality.

Nore: Attach additional sheets, if needed

ihistructions on reverse) Form 1600—-21 (April 1575)



UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN

Name (MFP)
Bennett Hills~Timmerman Hil.
‘Activity
Range Management

Overlay Reference

RECOMMENDATION—ANALYSIS=DECISION Step1 No. 1 Step3

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

Page 2 of 2

Reasons (continued)

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

tinsiriciions on reverse)

Form 1600-21 (April 1973)



UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

Name (MFP)
Bennett Hills-Timmerman Hil.

Activity
Range Management

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION—ANALYSIS-DECISION Step INO. 1 Step 3

KING HILL ALLOTMENT (0413) Page 1 of 4

RECOMMENDATTON RATIONALE

RM 1. & 2.2 . :
Combine the Hog Creek Allotment with
the King Hill Allotment and adjust
the AMP accordingly; maintain the
present grazing system and AMP
provisions.

Adjust grazing use so that no more
than 50 percent of the Class I demand
and exchange of use are utilized
during the erifical spring growing
season.

Support Needs:

Provide additional and improve
existing access in allotment to
facilitate use supervision and
livestock movement.

The Hog Creek Allotment is too small to logi-
cally and feasibly divide and implement a
rotation grazing system on that will provide
for the physiological requirements of the
perennial vegetation. The vegetation can be
more effectively managed to reach Bureau range
condition goals if allotments are combined
because of the opportunity to implement a more
effective grazing system. Administration and
supervision costs will be reduced where one
allotment is involved rather than two. The
present AMP does not include the Hog Creek
Allotment.

Approximately 710 additional AUMs of livestock
forage could be produced annually within a
15- 20 year period with proper management.

The present grazing system is designed to pro-
vide for the physiological requirements of the
key native forage plants.

Presently, 2/3 of the Class I demand is used
during the critical spring growing 'season
which overloads the forage producing capacity
of 'the vegetation during that time. , Shifting
some spring use to fall use would increase the |
opportunity for seed tromp requirements.

Multiple-Use Analysis

The recommendation would have an adverse economic impact on the current livestock

fiore. . additional sheets, if aeeded

; operator in the Hog Creek Allotment because it would require him to move his live—
stock more often and over a greater distance. This would increase his operational
costs. The combination would reduce the Hog Creek allottee's flexibility because

HArstrictions on reverse)

Form 1600-21 {April 19753)



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=-ANALY SIS-DECISION Step1 No. 1 Step3
Multiple-Use Analysis (continued) Page 2 of 4

his livestock management would have to conform to the needs of the larger opera-
tions and to the AMP requirements.

Adjusting grazing to balance spring and post-seed ripe use would result in a shift
from the present spring use of about 2/3 to 1/2 of the total demand. This adjust-
ment would most likely result in reduced use in the allotment, and would, therefore,
have an adverse economic impact on the range users. A long~term beneficial input
would occur, however, because the recommendations favor increased forage production.
This recommendation also conflicts with wildlife, WL 2.1 which identifies a need to
utilize no more than 40 percent of the current growth on important shrubs on critical
deer winter ranges because it shifts spring use to fall when utilization of browse
by livestock is normally higher.

The combination of the two allotments does not conflict with any other resource
activity recommendations: However, the existing grazing system conflicts with the
wildlife, WL 1.1, 8.2, 12.1; and watershed, W 1.3, which identify the need to retain
40- 50 percent of the annual growth of herbaceous vegetation in each pasture. This
conflicts with the recommendation because use in some pastures would be greater than

60 percent.

The recommendation conflicts with recreation, R 9.1 which proposes reduction of
livestock in the area propesed for Back Country designation.

Wildlife, WL 6.2, 9.1, 13.1, and watershed, W 3.3 identify the need to exclude
livestock grazing from wet meadows, springs, and streams. This would reduce avail-
ability of high quality forage and restrict access to water which would contribute

to livestock distribution problems. Land, L 3.1A proposes disposal of several tracts
of land within the allotment for agricultural purposes, should they meet appropriate
classification criteria. Such an action would result in loss of important forage
producing areas and would disrupt the grazing system. Minerals, M 1.2 proposes
leasing the potential geothermal resources in the alletment with minimal restrictioms.
This could restrict livestock grazing and disrupt the grazing system. If development
occurred, approximately 1/3 of the lease area would be excluded from livestock

grazing.

The recommendation conflicts to a minor degree with the following activity recommen-
dations: Wildlife, WL 1.4, 2.4, 8.1; recreation, R 1.1, 2.1; and lands, L 6.2, 6.4.
These conflicting proposals should be addressed at the time the existing King Hill

AMP is revised to insure all resource values are given proper consideration.

Supporting recommendations include the following: wildiife, WL 6.3, 8.3, 9.2, 12.2,
13.3; watershed, W 1.2, 3.2, 5.2; recreation, R 2.1, 3.2; range management, RM 2.1

(0413).

Nore: 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 Hil
' Activity

Range Management

Overlay Reference

Step 1No. 1

Step 3

Multiple-Use Recommendations

Modify the recommendations as follows:
" a. Combine the Hog Creek Allotment
with the King Hill allotment when the
least ecomomic impact will occur to
the allottee. Manage under custodial
criteria in RM 1 & 2.1 (c.m.) pending
combination.

b. Do not allow adjustment of
spring grazing use to fall grazing
use.

Include the following provisioms in
the recommendations stated above:

a. Do not exceed 60 percent utili-~
zation of herbaceous vegetation in
any pasture where grazing occurs.

b. Protect wet meadows, springs,
streams and reservoirs from inten-
sive livestock use which normally
occurs as follows:

Springs: Coordinate protectiom
with wildlife needs. Where signi-
ficant wildlife values are identi-
fied, fence spring source area to
exclude livestock and make water
available to livestock outside the
exclosure.

Wet Meadows: Fence wet meadows
to exclude livestock only where it
is demonstrated after one or two
grazing cycles that significant
wildlife habitat is being destroyed

livestock, grazing., |,
sh&ets, i1 a€eded

:’PtYacn addifiona

Nore:

Page 3 of 4
Reasons

Combining the allotment could have an over-
riding economic impact on the allottee at the
present time because of the increased live-
stock handling and operation costs. Combin-
ing should be strongly considered if and when
application is made to transfer or lease the
grazing privileges or base property.

This adjustment could cause economic ‘hard-
ship on the allottees and additiomnal stress
on the critical deer winter range by increas-
ing use on important browse species utilized
and depended on by deer.

Adequate herbaceous vegetation should be left
to provide adequate forage and cover for all
wildlife, including deer, ek, and upland
game birds, and to provide litter tc protect
the soil from the erosive forces of nature.

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

Livestock congregating on spring source areas
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-
tatgon of a proper grazing system.

tinxtruciions on reverse)
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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 Stepl No. 1 Step3
Page 4 of &
Multiple-Use Recommendations (continued) Reasons (continued)

Streams & reservoirs: Fence Grazing livestock utilize and destroy ripariar
streams and reservoirs where major vegetation needed for waterfowl nesting habi-
critical waterfowl nesting areas tat, and tromp streambanks thoroughly elimin-
and fisheries habitat are identified. ating overhanging banks and vegetation re-
Provide water gaps no farther than quired for fish habitat in streams.

1/2 mile apart, when possible.

c. Allow disposal of lands within Livestock grazing is the primary resource
Class T and II irrigation potential affected with all other resources affected to
classification. a minor degree. Conversion of this area to

agriculture would provide greater economic
stability to the locale than presently pro-
duced by the existing resource use.

d. Allow mineral leasing. Restriction of livestock grazing by geothermal
development is improbable, but if it occurs it
should be allowed because of the greater wvalue
generated to the local and regional economy by
mineral development.

e. Continue with livestock use as It is anticipated.that the present AMP will
identified in the present AMP unless provide adequate protection to the vegetative
adjustment is needed to reach carrying resource if part of the allotment is designate
capacity of range. as a Back Country (R 9.1).

quport Needs:

Accept the recommendations as stated
above. Acquire easement on private
lands.

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

tusiructions on reverse) Form 1600—-21 (April 1973)



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 1No. 1 Step3
KING HILL ALLOTMENT (0413) Page 1 of 2
RECOMMENDATION RATIONALE
RM 1. & 2.3
Remove"competing brush species on These treatments, combined with management,
approximately 2,500 acres and remove are needed to meet the objectives within a
.brush and seed approximately 1,440 reasonable timeframe of 10- 15 years. Approxi
acres of National Resource Land to mately 420 additional AUMs will be preduced
release and establish desirable 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 of allowable g;az1ng use resulting from the
adjustments recommended in range management (0413) RM 2.1 (adjust stocking rate to
™, grazing capacity); thus a positive economic impact “would occur Where wiidlife

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 recommendaticn is in conflict with the recreatiom, R 4.1, 4.2, 14.6, 14.15;
and minerals, M &%, which would restrict or comstrain layout and method of land
treatments as recommended. The recreation conflicts involve the visual impacts of
land treatment, and the effect the recommended treatments would have on archaeological
‘sites, The minerals conflict involves the restriction on land treatments which would
occur should development of geothermal resources take place.

Recreation, R 9.1 identifies the need to designate the area adjacent to Kiné Hill
Canyon as Back Country. This complements direction taken by the Boise District on
the west side of the canyon. The recommendation is in conflict in that no develop-
ment would be allowed that would change the present character of the terrain.

The recommendation conflicts with wildlife, WL 2.2, 7.1, which would prohibit any
land treatment on critical deer and sage grouse wintering areas. This would reduce
the potential livestock forage abtainable through implementation of the recommended
‘treatments. Lands, L 3.1A could also prohibit any land treatment because it proposes
disposal of land for agricultural purposes providing the classification criteria is
met.

The recommendation conflicts to a minor degree with the following activity recommenda-
tions: wildlife, WL 2.8, 9.2, 11.1; and recreation, R 1.1, 2.1. These conflicting
proposals will be addressed prior to implementation of land treatments to insure

all resource values involved are adequately considered.

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

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



UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Bennett Hills-Timmerman Hil
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT TActlvity
‘Range Management
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION—ANALYSIS~DECISION Step1 No. 1 Step3
Page 2 of 2

Multiple-Use Analysis (continued)

Supporting activity recommendations include the following: wildlife, WL 1.2, 1.3,
6.1, 12.2, 13.3; watershed, W 1.4, 1.5, 5.2; recreation, R 2.1, 3.2, 13.1.

Multiple-Use Recommendations Reasons
Allow no brush treatment in the Modified to provide for Back Country (R 9.1);
allotment. critical deer winter range(WL 2.2) and sage

grouse winter range (WL 7.1) values. This
recommendation is further supported by the
potential land disposal possibility (L 3.1A).
The value of these combined resources is con-
sidered to be higher than the need for addi-
tional forage at the present time.

Nore: Attach additional sheets, if needed

instruciions on reverse) A Form 1600—21 (April 1975)
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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 Reéference

Step1 No. 1 Step3

Page 1 of 2

DEMPSEY ALLOTMENT (0414)

RECOMMENDATION

RM 2.1

Determine carrying capacity for
National Resource Lands and private
and state lands offered for exchange
of use license, and adjust stocking
rates accordingly.

RATIONALE

The URA indicates that adequate forage is no
available to satisfy the present Class T de-
mand (see 1605.44A2c(5)(a)). Present policy
provides that "Initial stocking rates...
must not exceed the existing livestock graz-
ing capacity...". (WO Instruction Memo
75-407) .

Idaho'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
from Soil & Vegetative data to be gathered
during the summer of 1975 and succeeding
years. '

Multiple~Use Analysis

URA indicated stocking rates may be in excess of the carrying capacity.

This

recommendation could result in reduction of grazing use and would, therefore,

have an adverse economic impact on the livestock operations.

With proper manage-

ment and/or land treatment part of this impact may be mitigated over the long-term.

This recommendation does not conflict with any other activity recommendations.

Supporting recommendations include the following: watershed, W 1.2, 1.3, 3.2, 5.2;
wildlife, WL 1.1, 2.1, 8.2, 8.3, 12.1, 13.3; recreation, R 2.1, 3.2; range manage-

ment, RM 1 & 2.2 (Ohl&).nwr

Multiple-Use Recommendations]

Accept the recommendations as stated
above.

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

Reasons

1. The stocking rates must be reasonably
close to the carrying capacity to implement
a rotation grazing system that will improve
range condition.

tostructions on reverse)
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UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN

Name (MFP)
Bennett Hills-Timmerman Hill
Activity

Overgay Reference .

RECOMMENDATION~-ANALYSIS-DECISION Step1 No. 1 Step3

Moie: Attach additional sheets, if needed

Page 2 of 2
Reasons (cont)

2. Herbaceous vegetative cover left on site
will reduce erosion and improve water
quality.

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

tusirictions on reverse)
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UNITED STATES Name (MFP) v
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Bennett Hills-Timmerman Hill
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity
Range Management
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION Step 1 No. 1 Step3
DEMPSEY ALLOTMENT (0414) Page 1 of 3
RECREATION RATIONALE
RM 1 & 2.2 ~
Continue existing AMP and grazing The present grazing system is designed to
system. provide for the physiological requirements
of this native key forage species. Approxi-
mately 260 additiomal AUMs can be produced
annually within a 15- 20 year period with
proper management.
Adjust grazing use so that no more Presently 2/3 of the Class I demand is used
than 50 percent of the Class I demand during the critical spring growing season
and exchange of use are utilized dur- which overloads the forage producing capa-

ing the critical spring growing season. city of the vegetation during that time.
Shifting some spring use to fall use would
increase the opportunity for seed tromp
requirements.

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

Multiple-Use Analysis

Adjusting grazing to balance spring and post-seed ripe use would result in a shift
from the present spring use of about 2/3 to i/2 of the total demand. This adjust-
ment would most likely result in reduced use in the allotment, and would, therefore,
have an adverse economic impact on the range users. A long-term beneficial’input
would occur, however, because the recommendations favor increased forage production.
This recommendation also conflicts with wildlife, WL 2.1 which identifies a need to
utilize no more than 40 percent of the current growth on important shrubs on criti-
cal deer winter ranges. This shifts spring use to fall when utilization of browse

by livestock is normally higher. ’

Wildlife, WL 1.1, 8.2, 12.1, and watershed, W 1.3 identifies the need to retain be-
tween 40~ 50 percent of the herbaceous vegetation produced each year on each pasture.
This conflicts with the existing grazing system because utilization on some pastures
would likely exceed 60 percent.

Wildlife, WL 6.2 and 9.1; watershed, W 3.3, identify the need to exclude livestock
grazing from wet meadows, springs, and streams. This would reduce the availability
of high quality forage and restrict access to water for livestock.

"Lands, L 3.]1A proposes disposal of Class I and II irrigable lands in the allotment
if they meet the appropriate classification criteria for agricultural use. Such
Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

Hustractions on reverse) . Form 1600-21 (April 1975)




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
Step 1 No. 1 Step3

Multiple-Use Analysis (cont)

Page 2 of 3

action would result in loss of appreciable tracts of important spring range in the

allotment.
the allotment.

Minerals, M 1.2 proposes to

lease the potential geothermal resources in

Should an economic source of geothermal energy be found and

developed, livestock grazing would be restricted because development would require

about 1/3 of the leased area.

The recommendation conflicts to a minor
ations:

degree with the following activity recommend-

wildlife, WL 1.4, 2.1, 2.4, 8.1, 13.1; recreation, R 1.1, 2.1, and should

be addressed at the time the AMP is implemented to insure all resource values are

given proper consideration.

Supporting recommendations include the ﬁollawing: wildlife, WL 6.3, 8.3, 9.2, 12.2,
13.3; watershed, W 1.2, 3.2, 5.2; recreation, R 1.1, 2.1, 3.2, 13.1.

Multiple-Use Recommendations

Modify the recommendation as follows:

1. Continue existing AMP and grazing
system.

2. Do not allow adjustment of spring
grazing use to fall grazing use.

3. Do not exceed 60 percent utili-
zation of herbaceous vegetation in
any pasture where grazing occurs.

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

Springs: Coordinate protection with
wildlife needs. Where significant
wildlife values are identified, fence

spring source area to exclude livestock
Attach additional shests, if needed

Note:

Reasons

Refer to Ratiomnale.

This adjustment could cause economic hardshi:
on the allottees and cause additional stress
on the critical deer winter range by increas
ing use on important browse species utilized
and¢ depended on by deer.

Adezuate herbaceous vegetation should be lef:
to provide adequate forage and cover for all
wildlife, including deer, elk, and upland
game birds, and to provide litter to protect
the soil from the erosive forces of nature.

It is not anticipated that this mstriction
wil? seriously impact grazing since live-

stock gains normally begin to decline after
60 percent of the forage has been utilized.

Livestock congregating on spring source areas
denucde vegetation essential to sage grouse
broods and other wildlife species.

thesiruciions on reve rse)
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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

Stepl No. 1 Step3

Multiple-Use Recommendations (cont)

and make water available to live-
stock outside the exclosure.

Wet Meadows: Fence wet meadows
to exclude livestock only where it
is demonstrated after one or two
grazing cycles that significant
wildlife habitat is being destroyed
by livestock grazing.

Streams: Fence streams and reser-
voirs where major critical waterfowl
nesting areas are identified. Pro-
vide water gaps no farther than 1/2
mile apart, when possible.

5. Allow disposal of lands within
Class I and II irrigation potential
classification.

6. Allow mineral leasiﬁg.

Support Needs:

Accept the recommendations as stated
above. Acquire easement on private
lands.

Note:

Attach additional sheets, if needed

Reasons (cont)

Page 3 of 3

It is anticipated that damage caused by
livestock grazing will be mitigated by
implementation of a proper grazing system.

Grazing livestock utilize and destroy rip-
arian vegetation needed for waterfowl nest-
ing habitat.

Livestock grazing is the primary resource
affected with all other resources affected
to a minor degree. Conversion of this area
to zzriculture 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 cof the
greater value generated to the local and
regional economy by mineral development.

thisiructions on reverse)
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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 Step 1 No, 1 Step3
DEMPSEY ALLOTMENT (0414) Page 1 of 2
RECOMMENDATION RATTIONALE
RM 1 & 2.3
" Remove competing brush species on These treatments, combined with management,
approximately 375 acres and remove are ueeded to meet the objectives within a
brush and seed approximately 1460 reasonable timeframe of 10- 15 years.
acres of National Resource Land to Approximately 200 additional AUMs will be
release and establish desirable prcduced annually from the treatment.

perennial forage species.

Multiple-Use Anaiysis

The recommendation would result in an increase in forage production. The increase
would partially offset expected losses of allowable grazing use resulting from the
adjustments recommended in Range Management, RM 2.1 (0414) (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 counsulted in accordance
with the Memorandum of Understanding between that agency and the Bureau.

This recommendation is in conflict with the recreation, R 4.1, 4.2, 4.3, 14.6, 14.15"
and minerals, M 1.2, which would restrict cr constrain layout and method of land
treatments as recommended. The recreation conflicts involve the visual impacts of
land treatment, and the effect the recommended treatments would have on archaeologi-
cal sites. The minerals conflict involves the restriction on land treatments which
would occur should development of geothermal resources take place.

The recommendation conflicts with wildlife, WL 2.2, 7.1, which would prohipit any
land treatment on critical deer and sage grcuse wintering areas. This would reduce
the potential livestock forage obtainable through implementation of the recommended
treatments. Lands, L 3.1A could also prohibit any land treatment because it pro-
poses disposal of land for agricultural pursoses providing the classification cri-
teria is met.

The recommendation conflicts to a minor degree with the following activity
recommendations: wildlife, WL 2.8, 9.2, 11..: and recreation, R 1.1, 2.1. These
conflicting proposals will be addressed prior to implementation of land treatments
to insure all resource values involved are adequately considered.

Supporting activity recommendations include the following: Wildlife, WL 1.2, 1.3,
6.1, 12.2, 13.3; watershed, W 1.4, 1.5, 3.2, 5.2 recreation, R 2.1, 3.2, 13.1.

Multiple-Use Recommendations Reascas

Modify the recommendations as follows:
Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed
Hnsiractions on reverse} ‘ . . Form 1600~21 (April 1975)




UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN

RECOMMENDATION~ANALYSIS—DECISION

Name (MFP)

ennett Hills-Timmerman Hillc
Activity

o Range Management

Overlay Reference

Step No. 1 Step 3

Multiple-Use Recommendations (cont)

1. Allow no brush treatment in the
allotment on areas identified as
critical deer winter range. Sage
grouse winter range, and areas
potentially valuable for agricul-
ture (see no control area, Step II
overlayy:#

2. Coordinate land treatment proposal
in the allotment where critical deer
winter range, sage grouse range, and
lands potentially valuable for agri-
culture have not been identified to
assure all multiple-use conflicts are
mitigated prior to project implementa-
tion. Criteria to be used in mitigat-
ing conflicts are found in Appendix I
(MFP Step II). See Step II overlay for
coordinated control areas.

‘3. Allow leasing of minerals (geo-
thermal resources) on all lands with
no constraints on land treatment
projects.

4, Prohibit land treatment projects
on known archaeological sites.

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

Reaéggg (cont) Page 2 of 2

Modified to provide for critical deer winter
range (WL 2.2) and sage grouse winter range
(WL 7.1) values, and potential land disposal
(L 3.1A). The value of these combined re-
soufces is considered to be higher than the
need for additional forage at the present
time.

On-site information is not adequate to iden-
tify specific conflicts and resulting impacts
at this time. This requires that no projects
be started until on-site inspections can be
mad2 and impacts of the project on the
multiple-use values are determined and
mitigated.

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

Present information is insufficient to deter-
mine impacts of geothermal development on
land treatment. Any mineral development at
this time appears to be improbable.

Bureau policy requires protection of culturali
resources.

lestruciions on reverse)

Form 1600-21 (April 1973)



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 1 No. 1 Step 3

Nole:

INDIAN ALLOTMENT (0415)

RECOMMENDATION - RATIONALE

RM 2.1 : The URA indicates that adequate forage is not
Determine carrying capacity for availeble to satisfy the present Class I
National Resource Lands and private demand (see 1605.44A2c(5)(4)). Present policy
and state lands offered for exchange provides that "Initial stocking rates...must
of use license, and adjust stocking not exceed the existing livestock grazing
rates accordingly. capacity...". (WO Instruction Memo 75-407).

Idaho's 5-year goals are to bring livestock
use ir. line with existing grazing capacity for
those areas in less than satisfactory condi-~
tion as a result of excessive livestock use,

It is anticipated that the present forage pro-—
duction capacities can be interpolated from
Soil & Vegetative data to be gathered during
the summer of 1976 and succeeding years.

Multple-use Analysis

URA indicated stocking rates may be in excess of the carrying capacity. This
recommendation could 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 recommendations.

Supporting recommendations include the following: watershed, W.l.2, 1.3, 3.2, 5.2
wildlife, WL 1.1, 2.1, 3.1, 6.3, 8.2, 8.3, 11.1, 12.1, 13 3; recreation, R 2.1, 3.2
range management, RM 1 & 2.2 (0415)

Multiple-Use Recommendations Reasons

Accept the recomunendations as stated 1. The stocking rates must be reasonably close

above. to the carrying capacity to implement a rota-
tlon-;:321ng system that will improve range
condition.

2. Herbaceous vegetative cover left on site
will reduce erosion and improve water quality.
3. Competition for forage with all wildlife
specias will be reduced and minimum cover
requirements will be left for wildlife.

Attach additional sheets, if needed

Co Husiruclions on reverse) Form 160021 (April 1975)



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

Step 1No. 1 Step3

INDIAN ALLOTMENT (C415)

Page 1 of 3

RECOMMENDATION

RM 1 & 2.2

Implement an AMP with a rest-rotation
grazing system that will provide for
plant vigor, seed production, seed
tromp, and seedling establishment of
native key forage species. (See URA
Step 4 for the minimum acceptable
grazing system.)

Include both sheep and cattle in the
grazing system.

Adjust grazing use so that not more
than 50 percent of the Class I demand
is utilized prior to seed ripe of the
key species.

Support Needs:

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

RATIONALE

Supplemental guidance states that "AMPs will
be made for all public lands which can reason-
ably be expected to remain in Federal owner-
ship for multiple-use management and on which
livestock grazing is a significant use."
(1603.12G4c). The present grazing use does
not provide for the physiological need of
native forage plants. Implementing a grazing
system which provides for the plant's physio-
logical needs will increase the density and
vigor of the native forage species and thereby
improve range conditions and increase forage
production to maximum potential. An estimated
630 additional AUMs can be produced annually
within a 15- 20 year period with proper
management. :

The impact of grazing on the vegetation is the
same regardless . of class of grazing animal.
Dual use, where sheep graze in early spring
followed by late spring cattle use, causes
heavy utilization of the vegetation and result
in deteriorated range conditions if not proper
ly regulated.

Presently 2/3 of the Class I demand ‘is used
during the critical spring growing season
whick overloads the forage producing capacity

. of the vegetation at that time. Adjusting

spring-use to use of the seed ripe would in-
crease the opportunity for seed tromp require-
ments.

Attach additional sheets, if needed

i1 .. ; J
Hnstrecitons on reverse)
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UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR "~ |Bennett Hills-—Timmerman Hill
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT v Activity
, ' Range Management
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference

RECOMMENDATION—-ANALYSIS-DECISION Step 1No. 1 Step3
Page 2 of 3

Multiple-Use Analysis

The recommendation would result in adjustment of spring use allowed from 2/3 of

the qualified demand, to 1/2 of the qualified demand, and a reduction in 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 livestock movements could restrict
the grazing operation. Long-term benefits in terms of increased forage production
from improved management would partially offset the reduction in use resulting from
the adjustment to carrying capacity, as proposed in range management (0415) RM 2.1.X

o

Wildlife, WL 1.1, 8.2, 12.1 identify the need to retain 40- 50 percent of the herba-
ceous vegetation produced each year on each pasture. This conflicts with the
recommended grazing system because utilizaticn on some pastures would likely exceed
60 percent. Wildlife, WL 6.2, 9.1, 13.1 identify the need to exclude livestock
grazing on wet meadows, springs, and streams in the allotment. This would reduce

the availability of high quality forage and restrict access to water which would
increase the existing livestock distribution problems. Lands, L 3.1A proposes dis-
posal of Class I and II irrigable lands in the allotment if they meet the appropriate
classification requirements for agricultural use. Such action would result in loss
of a large amount of the important spring range in the allotment: Disposal of the
land would disrupt the recommended grazing system. Minerals, M 1.2 proposes to lease
the potential geothermal resources in the allotment. Should an economic source of
geothermal energy be found and developed livestock grazing %ould be restricted
because development @ould require abeut 1/3 of the leased area.

The recommendation conflicts to a minor degree with the following activity recommenda-—
tions: Wildlife, WL 1.4, 2.1; recreation, R 2.1. These conflicting proposals

should be addressed at the time the AMP is implemented to insure all resource values
‘are given proper consideratiom. -

Supporting recommendations include the following: wildlife, WL 6.3, 8.3, 9.2, 12.2;
watershed, W 1.2, 3.2, 5.2; recreation, R 2.1.

Multiple-Use Recommendations Reasons

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

1. Do not exceed 60 percent utiliza- Adequate herbaceous vegetation should be left
tion of herbaceous vegetation in any to previde adequate forage and cover for all
pasture<where grazing occurs. wildlife, including deer, elk, and upland game

birds, and to provide litter to protect the
soil firom the erosive forces of nature.

: Attach additional sheets, if needed
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MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION

Name (MFP)
Bennett Hills-Timmerman Hill

Activity
Range Management
Overlay Reference

Step 1 No. 1Step 3

Page 3 of 3

Multiple-Use Recommendations (continued)Reasons (continued)

2. 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
outside the exclosure.

Wet meadows: After implementation
of a grazing system, fence wet meadows
to exclude livestock only where it is
demonstrated after one or two grazing
cycles that significant wildlife habi-
tat is being destroyed by livestock
grazing.

Streams & canals: Fence streams
where major critical waterfowl nest-
ing areas and fisheries potential
are identified. Provide water gaps
no farther than 1/2 mile apart.

3. " Allow disposal of lands within
Class I and IT dirrigation potential
classification.

4. Allow mineral leasing.

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

Livestock congregating on spring source areas
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 implementa-
tion of a proper grazing system.

Grazing livestock utilize and destroy riparian
vegetation needed for waterfowl nesting and
fisheries habitat. .

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

Restriction of livestock grazing by geothermal
development is improbable, but if it occurs it
should be allowed because of the greater value
generated to the local and regional economy by
mineril development.

Support needs: Accept the recommendations

as stated above. Acquire easement on private

angs. ...
Note: rl\[tagx additional sheets, if needed

{III.\‘."I‘NC‘:‘I".‘Ilv¢ (8321 7‘(!1’?1‘55’)
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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 step 1NO. 1 siep3

INDIAN ALLOTMENT (0415)

RECOMMENDATION RATIONALE

RM1& 2.3 . : .
Adjust allotment boundaries to in- The Mink Allotment is too small to logically
clude within the Indian Allotment and feasibly divide and implement.a rotatisn
all National Resource Lands in the grazing system on that will provide for the
Mink Allotment. physiological requirements of the perennial

vegetation. The vegetation can be more
effectively managed to reach Bureau range
condition goals if allotments are combined
because of the opportunity to implement a
more effective grazing system. Administration
and supervision costs will be reduced where
one allotment is involved rather than two.
The impact of this action on the allottee

can be mitigated by transfer of grazing pri-~
vileges between the allottees in King Hill
Allotment, since both allottees would have use
in the two allotments.

Multiple-Use Analysis

The recommendation would have no significant economic impact on the operators in the
two allotments. However, the Mink Allotment user would lose some utility with
regard to use of his private lands currently fenced with the National Resource

Lands in the allotment.

Combining the allotments would not conflict with any other activity recommendations.

The recommendation is supported by the following activity recommendations: wildlife,
WL 6.3, 8.3, 9.2, 12.2; watershed, W 1.2, 3.2, 5.2; recreation, R 3.2.

Multiple-Use Recommendation Reasons
Accept the recommendation as stated The area would be included and managed with a
above. more effective grazing system than could be

devised in the present allotment, which will
result in beneficial impact to wildlife,
watershed, and recreation resources.

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 Step 1No.. 1 Step 3
INDIAN ALLOTMENT '(0415) Page 1 of 3
RECOMMENDATION RATICNALE
RM 1 & 2.4
Remove competing brush species on These treatments, combined with management,
approximately 1,000 acres, and remove are nreeded to meet the objectives within a
brush and seed approximately 2,940 reasonable timeframe of 10- 15 years.
acres of National Resource Land to Approximately 500 additional AUMs will be
release and establish desirable produced annually from the treatment.

perennial forage species.

Multiple-Use Analyéis

This recommendation would result in an increase in forage production. The increase
would partially offset expected losses of allowable grazing use resulting from the
adjustments recommended in range management (0415) RM 1.1 (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 4.1, 4.2, 14.6, 14.15,
and minerals, M 1.2, which would restrict or constrain layout and method of land
treatments. The recreation conflicts involve the visual impact of land treatment
and the affect the recommended treatments would have on archaeological sites. The
minerals conflict involves the restriction on land treatments which would occur
should development of geothermal resources take place.

The recommendation conflicts with wildlife, WL 7.1 which would prohibit any.land
treatment on sage grouse wintering areas. This would reduce the potential livestock
forage obtainable through implementation of the recommended treatments. Lands,

L 3.1A could also prohibit any land treatment “ecause it proposes disposal of land
for agricultural purposes, providing they meet classification criteria.

The recommendation conflicts to a minor degrec with the following activity
recommendations: wildlife, WL 2.8, 9.2, 11.1; and recreation, R 2.1. These con-
flicting proposals will be addressed prior tc implementation of land treatments
to insure all resource values involved are adequately considered.

Supporting activity recommendations include the following: WL 1.2, 1.3, 6.1, 12.2
13.3; W 1.4, 1.5, 5.2; R 3.2, 13.1; RM 1 & 2.2 (0415).

Multiple—Use Recommendations Reasons

Accept and modify the recommendation
Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

thixtriuctions on reverse) : Form 160021 (April 1975)
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MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN
RECOMMENDATION=-ANALYSIS~DECISION

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

Name (MFP)

Bennett Hills-Timmerman Hill

Activity
Range Management

Overlay Reference
Step I1NOo. 1 Step 3

Multiple-Use Recommendations(continued)

to subject brush removal and seeding
proposals to the following con-
straints before projects are started.

1. Implement an allotment manage-
ment plan with a sound and accept-
able grazing system.

2. Coordinate all land treatment pro-
posals with wildlife, watershed, and
- recreation activities to assure all
! multiple-use conflicts are mitigated.
Criteria to be used in mitigating
conflicts are found in Appendix I
{(MFP Step II).

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

4., Propose no land treatments on
lands that have (Class I and II dirri-
gation potential pending outcome of
classification.

5. Allow leasing of minerals (geo-
~ thermal resources) with no constraints
'on land treatment projects.

Attach additional sheets, if needed

Note:

Page 2 of 3

Reasons (continued)

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 minimized
by planning treatments within grazing pastures
and in accord with the grazing sequence.

This is BLM policy.

On-site information is not adequate to iden-
tify specific conflicts and resulting impacts
at this time. This requires that no projects
be started until on-site inspections 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 forage to mini-
mize the economic impact of the anticipated

‘reduction in stocking rate (RM 2.1 (0416)) is

considered to be as important as the need for
increzsed sage grouse populations. Proposed
brush treatments should be closely coordinated
to allow only brush removal that is not criti-
cal to sage grouse winter habitat.

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

Present information is insufficient to deter-
mine impacts of geothermal development on land
treatment. Any mineral development at thlS
time stpears to be improbable.

thisiructions on reverse)
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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
Page 3 of 3
Multiple-Use Recommendations (cont) Reasons (cont)
6. Prohibit land treatment projects Buredu policy requires protection of cultural
on known archaeological sites. resources.

MNote: 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. 2 Step3
INDIAN ALLOTMENT (0415) Page 1 of 2
- RECOMMENDATION ' RATIONALE
RM 2.5 .
Establish an administrative stock This is the main route for sheep herds trail-
driveway, not to exceed 12 mile in ing from the Bruneau desert to the North
width from freeway overpass to o Goodii:g and Macon Flat Allotments, and points
Bliss Canal, open to trailing north. .
year-long.

Establishment of stock driveways will give
better administrative control over trailing
livestcock and will reduce unauthorized trail-
ing and abuse of the forage resource. This
will result in a decrease of forage utiliza-
tion din the allotment and improvement of
range conditions.

Multiple-Use Analysis

The recommendation would have no major economic impact on the allottee. Since the
proposed route is currently being used as the main livestock trail through the
area, no actual change in the current operation would occur, thus no impact would

result.

The recommendation conflicts with watershed, W 1.2, which identifies the need to

meet the physiological needs of herbaceous vegetation and increase ground cover in
the area to be traversed by the proposed stock driveway. The heavy use of the drive—
way would not be consistent with the needs of the plants.  Lands 3.1A, whicll proposes
disposal of lands proposed for the stock driveway, could be in conflict with the
recommendation because the establishment of the driveway would preclude agricultural
entry. Watershed, W 1.3 conflicts with the stock driveway proposal because it
identifies the need to retain at least 50 percent of the yearly production of her-
baceous vegetation on the area. Heavy use by trailing livestock would not leave the
desired amount of vegetation on the driveway.

The recommendation is supported by the following activity recommendation: Range
management (0415) RM 1 & 2.2. Establishment ofi the driveway would be supported by
other activity recommendations which deal with the need for proper vegetation manage-
ment, because administration and management of trailing livestock would be facilitated,
thus adverse impacts from trailing outside established routes would be lessened.

Multiple-Use Recommendations Reason=

Accept recommendation as stated above. Benefits to administrative management is con=
Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed sidered to be more important than the damage

Form 1600-21 (April 1975)
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DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN

Name (MFP)
Bennett Hills-Timmerman Hill

Activity
Range Management
Overlay Reference

RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION Step 1 No. 2 Step3

Multiple-Use Recommendations- (cont)

Allow disposal of lands with Class T
and II irrigation potential classifi-
cation without reservation for the
stock driveway. Reserve public access
to remaining National Resource Lands
to facllitate need for a stock drive-
way.

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

Reasorns (cont)

Page 2 of 2

causad to the vegetative resources as a result
of the livestock trails.

Access to National Resource Lands for trailing

livestock can be provided by public access
reservations as lands are disposed.of.

"[li.\'.'l‘.‘!('/l.()l.’ﬁ on I’t_’l/E_’TSE)
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INDIAN ALLOTMENT

ALTERNATIVE OPPORTUNITIES CONSIDERED

1. Combine entire allotment with adjoining allotment.

2. Combine that portion of the allotment south of Clover
Creek with the Clover Creek Allotment.

1 & 2. These alternatives were not selected because disruption of the allottees -
operation and increased livestock handling costs that would occur are considered
to be as important as the administrative benefits that would be gained by this

proposal.




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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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,

thixtretions on reverse)
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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@)
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"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.

thesiructions on reverse)
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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




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 1 No, 1 Step3

DAVIS MOUNTAIN ALLOTMENT (0417)

RECOMMENDATION RATIONALE

RM 2.1

Determine carrying capacity for Nat- Information is needed to substantiate URA
ional Resource Lands and private and estimates and establish baseline data.

state lands offered for exchange of Present policy provides that "Initial stock-
.use license, and adjust stocking ing rates...must not exceed the existing
rates accordingly. livestock grazing capacity...”. (WO Instru-

ction Memo 75-407.)

Idaho'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-
stcck use. It is anticipated that the
present forage production capacities can be
interpolated from Soil & Vegetative data to
be gathered during the summer of 1976 and
succeeding years.

Multiple-Use Analysis

URA indicated stocking rates may be in excess of the carrying capacity. This
recommendation could 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 recommendations.

Supporting recommendations include the following: watershed, W 1.2, 1.3, 3.2, 5.2;
wildlife, WL 1.1, 2.1, 3.1, 6.3, 8.2, 8.3, 12.1; recreation, R 2.1l; range management
RMA—§&-2:2-(0416) .

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

a rotation-grazing system that will improve
range condition.

2. Herbaceous vegetative cover left on site
will reduce erosion and improve water
quality.

3. Competition for forage with all wildlife
: species will be reduced and minimum cover
Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed - reauirements will be left for wildlife,

\[’Inx.‘mc‘/i(ms on reverse) Form 1600-21 (April 1975)




UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

" MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN

RECOMMENDAT|ON-ANALYSIS—DECISION

Name (MFP)

Bennett Hills-Timmerman Hill
Activity

Range Management

Overlay Reference

Step 1 No. 1 Step3

DAVIS MOUNTAIN ALLOTMENT (0417)

Page 1 of 4

RECOMMENDATION

RM 1. & 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 URA
Step 4 for minimum grazing treat-
ment opportunity.)

2. Adjust grazing use so that no more
than 50 percent of the Class I demand
is utilized during the critical
spring growing season.

3. Adjust license flexibility to meet
" mantial requirements and specify as a

minimum the normal operation, maxi-

mum numbers allowed to. graze and

season of ‘use, flexibility mnot to

exceed five days before and after

the pormal operation dates.

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

Support Needs:

Improve and provide additional access
in the allotment to facilitate use
supervision and livestock movement.
Exchange National Resource Lands in
the Long Gulch area for scattered

Note: Attch additional sheets, if needed

RATIONALE

The present grazing system is not designed
to propagate or provide for the physiological
need of the key native forage plant. 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 forage
production to maximum potential. Approxi-
mately 1140 additional AUMs can be produced
annually within a 15- 20 year period with
proper management.

Grazing during the growing season is critical
to the health and vigor of the forage pro-
ducing plant. Excessive grazing during that
period is detrimental to the vegetation

and will result in deteriorated range con-
ditions and loss of forage production.

Flex:bility allowed in the present AMP does
not conform to manul requirements.

The impact of grazing on the vegetation is
the same regardless of class of grazing
animsl. Dual use, where sheep graze in
early spring, followed by late spring cattle
use causes heavy utilization of the vegeta-
tion and results in detrimental range con-
ditions if not properly regulated.

I'III,\'."YII(’/I.(_))ZS on 7'@1/6’75@)
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"UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Bennett Hills-Timmerman Hil
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT o Activity ’
: ’ Range Management )
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION~ANALYSIS-DECISION Step 1 No. 1 Step3
Page 2 ofy

Support .Needs: (cont)
private lands in the main part of
the allotment.

Multiple-Use Analysis

The recommendation would result in adjustment of spring use allowed from 2/3 of

the qualified demand to 1/2 of the qualified demand, and a reduction in 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 livestock movements could restrict
the grazing operation. Long-term benefits in terms of increased forage production
from improved management would partially offset the reduction in use resulting

from the adjustment to carrying capacity, as proposed in Range Management (0415)
RM, 2.1.

Wildlife, WL 1.3, 3.1, 8.2, 12.1, and watershed, W 1.3 identifies the need to retain
40- 50 percent of the herbaceous vegetatior sroduced each year on each pasture.

This conflicts with the recommended grazing system because utilization on some
pastures would likely exceed 60 percent. Wildlife, WL 6.2, 9.1, 12.1, and watershed
W 3.3 identify the need to exclude livestock grazing on wet meadows, springs,
streams, and canals in the allotment. This would reduce the availability of high
quality forage and restrict access to water which would increase the existing
livestock distribution problems Lands, L 5.1A proposes disposal of Class I and

IT irrigable lands in the allotment if they meet the appropriate classification
requirements for agricultural use. Such action would result in loss of a large
amount of the important spring range in the allotment. Disposal of the land would
disrupt the recommended grazing system. Mizerals, M 1.2 proposes to lease_the
potential geothermal resources in the allotment. ' Should an economic source of geo-
thermal energy be found and developed, liveszock grazing would be restricted because

development would require about 1/3 of the icased area.

The recommendation conflicts to a minor degree with the following activity
recommendations: Wildlife, WL 1.4, 2.1, 2.8; recreation, R 1.1, 2.1. These con-
flicting proposals should be addressed at tre time the AMP is implemented to insure
all resource values are given proper consideration.

Supporting recommendations include the follbwing: Wildlife, WL 6.3, 8.3, 9.2, 12.2;
watershed, W 1.2, 3.2, 5.2; recreation, R 1.i, 2.1, 13.1.

Multiple-Use Recommendations . Reascns

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

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

Form 1600-21 (April 19753}
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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

Stepl No. 1 Step3

Multiple-Use Recommendations (cont)

1. Do not exceed 60 percent utiliza-
tion of herbaceous vegetation in any
pasture where grazing occurs.

o
2. Proteét wet meadows, springs,
streams, and canals from intensive
livestock use which normally occurs
as follows:

Springs: Coordinate protection
with wildlife needs. Where signifi-
cant wildlife values are identified,
fence spring source area to exclude
livestock and make water available
to livestock outside the exclosure,

Wet Meadows: After revision of the
grazing system fence wet meadows to
exclude livestock only where it ig
demonstrated after one or two grazing
cycles that significant wildlife
habitat is being destroyed by live-
stock grazing.

Streams & canals: Fence streams and
canals where major critical waterfowl
nesting areas and fisheries potentials
are identified., Provide water gaps
no farther than 1/2 mile apart.

3. Allow disposal of lands within
Class I and IT irrigation potential
classification.

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

Page 3 of 4
Re=sons (cont)

Ad=5uate herbaceous vegetation should be
left to provide adequate forage and cover

foﬁfall wildlife, including deer, elk, and
upiand game birds, and to provide litter to
protect the soil from the erosive forces of

nature.

It is not anticipated that this restriction
will seriously impact grazing since live-

stock gains normally begin to decline after
60 percent of the forage has been utilized.

Livestock congregating on spring source area
derude vegetation essential to sage grouse
broods and other wildlife species.

It is anticipated that damage caused by
livestock grazing will be mitigated by
implementation of a proper grazing system.

Grazing livestock utilize and destroy ripar-
ian vegetation needed for waterfowl nesting
and fisheries habitat,

Livastock grazing is the primary resource
affected with all other resources affected
to & minor degree. Conversion of this area
to agriculture would provide greater econom-
ical stability to the locale than presently
produced by the existing resource use.

Husouctions on reverse)

Form 1600-21 (April 1975)



UNITED STATES ' Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR b l Hille=Ti Hill
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT | Activity .
) Range Management
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION Step1 No. 1 Step3
; . : page 4 of 4
Multiple-Use Recommendations (cont) Reasons (cont)
4, Allow mineral leasing. Restriction of livestock grazing by geother~

mal development is improbable, but if it
occurs it should be allowed because of. the
.greater value generated to the local and
regional economy by mineral:development,

Support Needs:
Accept the recommendations as stated

above. Acquire easement on private
lands.

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 Réference
RECOMMENDATION—-ANALYSIS~DECISION Step INo. 1 Step 3
Page 1 of 3
DAVIS MOUNTAIN ALLOTMENT (0417)
RECOMMENDATION RATIONALE
CRM 1. & 2.3 P
Remove competing brush species on These treatments, combined with management,
approximately 1300 acres and remove are needed to meet the objectives within a
brush and seed approximately 3900 reasonable timeframe of 10- 15 years.
acres of National Resource Land to Approximately 418 additional AUMs will be pre
release and establish desirable duced 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 of allowable grazing use resulting from the
adjustments recommended in range management (0415), RM 1.1 (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 4,1, 4.2, 14.6, 14.15,
and minerals, M 1.2 which would restrict or constrain layout and method of land
treatment as recommended. The recommendations deal primarily with visual impact
of land treatment and the effect the recommended treatments would have on archaeo-—
logical sites. The minerals proposal deals with the restriction on land treatments
which would occur should development of geothermal resources take place.

The recommendation conflicts with wildlife, WL 7.1, which would prohibit amy larid
treatment on sage grouse wintering areas. This would reduce the potential live-
stock forage obtainable through implementation of the recommended treatments.
Lands, L 3.1A would also prohibit any land treatment because it proposes disposal
~of land for agricultural purposes.

The recommendation conflicts to a minor degrce with the following activity
recommendations: wildlife, WL 2.8, 5.2, 9.2, 11.1; and recreation, R 2.1. These
conflicting proposals will be addressed pricr to implementation of land treatments .
to insure all resource values involved are adequately considered.

Supporting activity recommendations include the following: wildlife, WL 1.2, 1.3,
6.1, 12.2, 13.3; watershed, W 1.4, 1.5, 5.2; recreation, R 2.1.

Multiple-Use Recommendations Reasons

" Accept and modify‘the recommendation to
subject brush removal and seeding pro-

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

Form 1600-21 (April 1975)
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BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN

RECOMMENDATION—-ANALYSIS-DECISION

Name (MFP)

Bennett Hills-Timmerman Hill

Activity .
Range Management

Overlay Reference
Step 1 No. 1 Step 3

Multiple-Use Recommendations (cont)

posals to the following constraints
before projects are started.

1. Révise the allotment management
plan and implement a sound and accept-
able grazing system.

2. Coordinate all land treatment pro-
posals with wildlife, watershed, and
recreation activities to assure all
multiple-use conflicts are mitigated.
Criteria to be used in mitigating
conflicts are found in Appendix I
(MFP Step II).

3. Allow coordinated land treatment
on sage grouse winter range. (See
Appendix I, MFP Step II.)

4, Propose no land treatments on
lands that have Class I and II dirri-
gation potential pending outcome of
classification.

5. Allow leasing of minerals (geo-
thermal resources) with no con-
strains on land treatment projects.

6. Prohibit lapnd treatment projects
Nore: auSTh AROYR.ARGRACo oAl sites.

Page 2 of 2

Reasons (cont)

b

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 minimized
by -planning treatments within grazing past-
ures and in accord with the grazing sequence

This is BLM 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 inspection:
can be made and impacts of the project on th
multiple-use values are determined and
mitigated.

Projects which alter the vegetation have
long~term impacts and must be coordinated
g0 as not to destroy other resource values.

The need to produce livestock forage to
minimize the economic impact of the antici-
pated reduction in stocking rate (BM 2.1
(0416)) is considered to be as important

as the need for increased sage grouse popula-
tions. 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.

Present information is insufficient to de-
termine impacts of geothermal development on
land treatment. Any mineral development at
this time appears to be improbable.

Bureau policy requires protection of cultural
resources.

{[7/.*:."]‘1[(":‘1‘())].‘ O I'(?UC"I'SC")
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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. 2 Step3
DAVIS MOUNTAIN ALLOTMENT (0417) Page 1 of 2
RECOMMENDATION RATIONALE

RM 2.4
Establish administrative stock trails,
not to exceed 1/4 mile in width, as

follows:
1. From Bray Lake east (Sec. 25, This is the main route for sheep herds
T. 4 S., R. 12 E.), open to grazing trailing from the Bruneau desert to the
~ year-long. North Gooding and Macon Flat Allotments,
and points north.
2. Southwest from Crist Cabin (Sec. This trail is used under the same circum-—
15, T. 4 S., R. 12 E.), open to stances as 1. above. Trail should be closed
grazing from 5/15 to 12/31. 1/2 2o 5/15 because of late forage growing

conditions in higher ranges in the North
Gooding Allotment.

Establishment of stock driveways will give
better administrative control over trailing
livestock and will reduce unauthorized trail-
ing and abuse of the forage resource. This
will result in a decrease of forage utiliza-
tion in the allotment and improvement of
range conditions.

Multiple-Use Araiysis .

This recommendation would have negligible eccnomic impact on the users in the
allotment. A small adjustment would have to be made to make up for the forage
excluded from use by the stock driveway. Possibly the adjustment would be mitigated
by the increase in forage resulting from ellmlnatlon of indiscriminate trailing
outside the established driveway.

The recommendation is in conflict with lands, L 3.1A which proposes disposal of a
tract of land which would be crossed by the Zower trail (provided those lands meet
appropriate classification criteria). Estaslishment of the trail would preclude
disposal of part of the area.

The recommendation conflicts to a minor degree with watershed, W 1.2, 1.3, 5.2,

and range management, RM 1. & 2.2 which proccse establishment and maintenance of

a good herbaceous vegetative cover on the area. Although the same conflicts occur
in the Clover Creek Allotment, they are considered to be minor in this case because
the trails would have much less use and are :uot open for year-round trailing.
Adverse impacts would be further mitigated by the late opening date of the upper

ﬁl'noie: 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 Step 1 No. 2 Step 3
Multiple-Use Analysis (cont) Page 2 of 2

trail. It also conflicts to a minor degree with wildlife, WL 1.1, 5.1, 12.1.
These conflicts will be addressed at the time the driveways are established to
insure they will be given adequate consideration. ’

The recommendation is supported by range management (0417), RM 1. & 2.1, and all

other activity recommendations which propose improved vegetation management. The
recommendation would facilitate management of trailing, thereby reducing impacts

from improper trail use outside the designztcd route. '

Multiple-Use Recommendations Reason

Accept the recommendation as stated Ger.erally benefits to administrative benefit

above and modify to include the are considered to be as important as the

following: modorate damage to the vegetative resource
anticipated as a result of the livestock
treil.

1. Allow disposal of lands with Access to National Resource Lands for

Class I and II irrigation potential trailing livestock can be provided by public

classification without reservation access reservations if lands are disposed of

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

for a stock driveway.

Norte: Attach additional sheets, if needed

thisinuciions on reverse) Form 1600—21 (April 1975)



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 Step1 No. 1 Step 3

DAVIS MOUNTAIN ALLOTMENT (0417)

RECOMMENDATION RATIONALE

RM.2.5

Establish an in_ividual allotment in This area is an extension of National

the Long Gulch Drainage. Rescurce Land that is surrounded by private

land. This area cannot be feasibly include:
in the Davis Mountain AMP because of its
location.

Provide custodial management of the . Ref:r to rationmale for RM 2.1.
area. Refer to Custodial Management -
Recommendation, RM 2.1.

Multiple-Use Apalysis

The recommendation would have a slight positive economic impact on the allottee
to whom the individual allotment would be licensed. The positive impact would
result from the increased utility to the allottee with regard to use of private
rangelands he owns, which are adjacent to the National Resource Lands within the
proposed allotment. Within constraints of proper management, the operator would
be able to use the allotment in a manner best adopted to the use of his adjacent

private rangelands.
The recommendation does not conflict with any other resource activity proposals.

To the extent that the recommendation would facilitate range management on the
area and on the rest of the present Davis Mountain Allctment, the recommendation is
supported by the following activity recommendations: range management (0417) ,

RM 1. & 2.1; wildlife, WL 6.3, 8.3; watershed, W 1.2, 5.2; recreation, R 3.2.

Multiple-Use Recommendation Reason
Accept recommendations as stated Same as Rationale above.
above. '

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

Hustructions on reverse) _ Form 1600-21 (April 1975)
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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 Qverlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION—ANALYSIS~-DECISION Step 1 NO. 1 siep 3

Note:

BLACK CANYON ALLOTMENT (0418)

RECOMMENDATION RATIONALE

RM 2.1 ) The URA indicates that adequate forage may nc
Determine carrying capacity for be available to satisfy the present Class I
National Resource Lands and private demand (see 1605.44A2c(5)(a)). Present polic
and state lands offered for exchange provides that "Initial stocking rates...must
of use license and adjust stocking not exceed the existing livestock grazing
rates accordingly. capacity...". (WO Instruction Memo 75-407).

Idaho's 5-year goal is to bring livestock use
in line with existing grazing capacity for
those areas in less than satisfactory condi-
tion as a result of excessive livestock use.
It is anticipated that the present forage pro
duction capacities can be interpolated from
Soil & Vegetative data to be gathered during
the summer of 1976 and succeeding years.

Multiple~Use Analysis

URA indicated stocking rates may be in excess of the carrying capacity. This
recommendation could result in reduction of grazing use, and would, therefore, have
an adverse economic impact on the livestock operatiomns. With proper management and/o:
land treatment part of this impact may be mitigated over the long-term.

This recommendation does not conflict with any other activity recommendations.

Supporting recommendations include the following: watershed, W 1.2, 1.3, 322, 5.2;

wildlife, WL 1.1, 2.1, 3.1, 5.1, 8.2, 8.3, 12.1, 13. 33 recreatlon, R 1.1, 2.1, 3.2;

range management, RM l & 2 2 (0416)

Multiple-Use Recommendations Reasons

Accept the recommendations as stated 1. The stocking raﬁes must be reasonably close

above. to the carrying capacity to implement a rcta-
tion grazing system that will improve range
conditiom.

2. Herbaceous vegetative cover left on site ::
will reduce erosion and improve water quality.
3. Competition for forage with all wildlife
species will be reduced and minimum cover
requirements will be left for wildlife.

Attach additional sheets, if needed

Husiraciions on reverse)
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MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN
RECOMMENDATION—-ANALYSIS-DECISION

Name (MFP)

Bennett Hills-Timmerman Hill
Activity

Range Management

Overlay Reference

Step1 No. 1 Step3

Page 1 of

BLACK CANYON ALLOTMENT (0418)

RECOMMENDATIONS

RM 1. & 2.2

Continue existing AMP and grazing
system, except as follows:

1. Adjust the grazing use so that
no more than 50 percent of the
Class I active demand is utilized
during the critical spring growing
season.

Support Needs:

Improve. access in allotment to facili-
tate use supervision and livestock
movement.

Exchange isolated private lands to
block up National Resource Lands
and facilitate access.

RATIONALE

The present grazing system is designed to
provide for the physiological requirements o
the native key forage species. Approximatel
1630 additional AUMs can be produced annuall:
within a 15- 20 year period with proper
management .

Presently most of the Class I demand is 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 increas
the opportunity for seed tromp requirements.

Multiple-Use Analysis

L3

This recommendation, by adjusting the present spring use from about 70 percent of
the current active Class I demand to no more than 50 percent would result in an
adverse economic impact to the livestock operators dependent upon the allotment
by reducing their livestock numbers and/or reduction in season of use during the

critical spring growing seasomn.

The initial impact of the recommendation would

be mitigated over the long-term by improved range condition resulting in increased
sustained forage production for the emntire allotment.

Wildlife, WL 1.1, 3.1, 8.2, 12.1; and watershed, W 1.3 identifies the need. to retain
between 40- 50 percent of the herbaceous vegetation produced each year on each

pasture and/or allotment.

This conflicts with the existing grazing system because

utilization on some pastures would likely exceed 60 percent.

Wildlife, WL 6.2, 9.1, and 13.1, and watershed, W 3.3 identify the need to exclude

livestock.

Nore:

Attach additional sheets, if needed

livestock grazing from wet meadows, springs, canals, and streambanks.
reduce the availability of high quality forage and restrict access to water for

This would

tosiruciions on reversel
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UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Bennett Hills-Timmerman Hill

BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity
Range Management

‘. Overlay Reference
Step1 No. 1 Step3

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN
RECOMMENDATION—-ANALYSIS~DECISION

Page 2 of
Multiple-Use Analysis (cont)

Recreation, R 5.1 proposes to close a substantial area known as the "City of Rocks"
to livestock grazing which would alter the existing grazing system. ZLands, L 3.1A
recommends disposal of Class I and II irrigable lands in the allotment if they meet
appropriate classification criteria for agricultural use. Such action, along with
minerals, M 1.2, proposal to lease potential geothermal resources within the allot-
ment, should it prove to be an economic feasibility, would result in loss of large
acreages of important livestock forage and seriously disrupt the existing grazing
system.

These recommendations conflict to a minor degree with the following activity
recommendations: wildlife, WL 1.4, 2.1, 2.4, 8.1; recreation, R 1.1, 2.1, 6.1, and
should be addressed at the time the AMP is implemented to insure all resource
values are given proper consideration. Supporting recommendations include the
following: wildlife, WL 5.1, 6.3, 8.3, 9.2, 12.2, 13.3; watershed, W 1.2, 3.2, 5.2;
recreation, R 1.1, 2.1, 3.2, 13.1.

Multiple-Use Recommendations Reasons

Modify the recommendation to include
the following provisions in additiom
to those siated abovex

Adequate herbaceous vegetation should be
left to provide adequate forage and cover
for all wildlife, including deer, elk, and
upland game birds, and to provide litter to
protect the soil from the erosive forces of
nature.

1. Do not exceed 60 percent utiliza-
tion of herbaceous vegetation in any
pasture where grazing occurs.

It is not anticipated that this restriction
will seriously impact grazing since live-

stock gains normally begin to decline after
60 percent of the forage has been utilized,

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

Springs: Coordinate protection
with wildlife needs. Where signi-
ficant wildlife values are identi-
fied, fence spring source area to
exclude livestock and make water
available to livestock outside the

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed exclaosure

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

f[)i,\’;‘l'Il(‘.’if)!I.S' on rez,'erse)
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MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN

RECOMMENDATION~ANALYSIS-DECISION

.Name (MFP)
Bennett Hills-Timmerman Hill
Activity

Range Management
Overlay Reference

Stepl No. 1 Step3

Multiple—Use Recommendations (cont)

Wet Meadows: After revision of the
grazing system fence wet meadows to
exclude livestock only where it is
demonstrated after one or two grazing
cycles that significant wildlife
habitat is being destroyed by live—
stock gra21ng.75

T Sulnlinf S Bt &ﬂw’(w‘[ X/S{Yuwﬁ’

Streams £ canalsft Fence streams
aad canal's{where major critical
waterfowl nesting areas and fish-
ziliﬁwpotegt%als are 1denc1f1edgrw>m"’
6 ide ‘water gaps ‘no” Farther than

1/2 mile apart, when feasible.
1/555 )C’/’,,outvug;)

3. Allow disposal of lands within
Class I and II irrigation potential
classification.

4, Allow mineral leasing.

5. Leave City of ‘Rocks open to graz-
ing unless or until grazing proves
to be a significant conflict with
recreational use. Exclude livestock
if conflict evolves.

Note:

Attach additional sheets, if needed

Page 3 of
Reasons (cont)

Tt is anticipated that damage caused by
livestock grazing will be mitigated by
implementation of a proper grazing system.

S vaC ot delinA f’/:c,r—»,f/f
el - SER ) 343 W%IHMK.

Grazing livestock utilize and destroy rip-
arian vegetation needed for waterfowl nest-
ing and fisheries habitat. ¢ geceecis srat o

Sbtnn bonfcs 025 = T P PAr ran UL F o elT plees sy

_(»‘o"“"‘]PrfM

7

—
o Pl ujelas }7/' e

Livestock grazing is the primary resource
affected with all other resources affected
to a minor degree. Conversion of this are=
to agriculture would provide greater econ-

omic stability to the locale than presently

produced by the existing resource use.

Restrlctlon of livestock grazing by geoL er
mal development is improbable, but if it
occurs it should be allowed because of the
greater value generated to the local and
regional economy by mineral development.

Modified R 5.1 to allow grazing until con-
flicts surface. WNo conflict presently
evident.

Hustruciions on reverse)
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UNITED STATES Name (MFP) . ‘ )
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Bennett Hills-Timmerman Hill
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION ’ Step 1 No. 1 Step 3
BLACK CANYON ALLOTMENT (0418) Page 1 of 3
RECOMMENDATIONS o RATIONALE
RM 1. & 2.3
Remove competing brush species on These treatments, combined with management,
approximately 3700 acres and re- are needed to meet the objectives within a ;
move brush and seed approximately reasonable timeframe of 10— 15 years. Approx
3000 acres of Natiomal Resource mately 900 additional AUMs will be produced
Land to release and establish annually from treatment.

desirable perennial forage species.

Multiple-Use Analysis

This recommendation would result in an increase in forage production. The incresase
would partially offset expected reductions in allowable grazing use for the allot-
ment from adjustment of stocking rates to carrying capacity, as recommended in RM 2.1
Positive economic impacts would result from the recommendation. Where wildlife wvalue.
are involved, the Idaho Fish & Game Dept. will be consulted in accordance with the
Memorandum of Understanding between that agency and the BLM.

This recommendation is in conflict with recreation, R 4.1, 4.3, 5.1, 14.6, 14.12,
©14.15; snd minerals, M 1.2, which would restrict or comstiain layout and wmethod of
land treatments as recommended. The recreation recommendations deal primarily with
visual impact land treatment and the effect the recommended treatments would have
on archaeological sites. The minerals proposal deals with restriction on land
treatments which would occur should development of geothermal resources occur.

Lands, L 3.1A would also prohibit any land treatment because it proposes digposal of
all irrigable lands that meet the classification criteria; subsequently reducing
potential livestock forage. ‘

The recommendation conflicts with wildlife, WL 7.1, which would exclude any land
treatment on sage grouse strutting grounds and wintering areas, resulting in losses

of potential forage increases for livestock.

The recommendation conflicts to a minor degree with the following activity
recommendations: wildlife, WL 2.8, 5.2, 9.2, and recreation, R 1.1 and 2.1. These
conflicts will be addressed prior to implementation of land treatments in the allot-
ment to insure all resource values involved are adequately considered.

Supporting activity recommendations include the following: wildlife, WL 1.2, 1.3, 3.Z
6.1, 12.2, 13.3; watershed, W 1.4, 1.5, 3.2, 5.2; recreation, R 1.1, 2.1.

Nore: Attach additional sheets, if needed

thistruciions on reverse) Form 160021 {April 1673)



UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Bennett Hills-Timmerman Hills
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

Activity

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN
RECOMMENDATION—-ANALYSIS~DECISION

Range Management
Overlay Reference

Step 1 o, 1 Step3

Multiple-Use Recommendations

Accept and modify the recommendation to

subject brush removal and seeding pro-
posals to the following constraints
before projects are started.

1. Implement
grazing system.

2. Coordinate all land treatment pro-
posals with wildlife, watershed, and
recreation activities to assure all
multiple-use conflicts are mitigated.
Criteria to be used in mitigating
cenflices are found inm Appendix I
(MFP Step II).

3. Allow coordinated land treatment
on sage grouse winter range and
strutting grounds. (See Appendix I,
MFP Step II.)

4. Propose no land treatments on lands
that have Class I and II irrigation
potential pending outcome of classi-
fication.

5. Allow léasing of minerals (geo-

thermal resources) with no constraints
on land treatment projects.

Attach additional sheets, if needed

Page 2 of 3
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 minimized
by planning treatments within grazing pasture:z
and in accord with the grazing sequence.

This is BLM policy.

On-site information is not adequate to iden-
tify specific conflicts and resulting impacts
at this time. This requires that no projects
be started until on-site inspections can be
made and impacts of rhe project on the multipl
use values asre determined »nd 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 foraga to mini-
mize the economic impact of the anticipated
reduction in stocking rate (RM 2.1 (041%))

is considered to be as important as the need
for increased sage grouse populations. Pro-
posed 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.

Present information is insufficient to deter-
mine impacts of geothermal development on land
treatment. Any mineral development at this
time appears to be improbable.

insiructions on reversel
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BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN

RECOMMENDATION—-ANALYSIS—-DECISION

Name (MFP)
Bennett Hills-Timmerman Hil

Activity
Range Management

Overlay Reference
Step 1 No. 1 Step3

Multiple-Use Recommendations (cont)

6. Prohibit land treatment projecté
on known archaeological sites.

! . N . 1
Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

Reasons (cont)

Page 3 of 3

Bureau policy requires protection of cultural

resources.

HnNiraclions on reverse)
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UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Bennett Hills-Timmerman Hill
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity
o Range Management
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION—-ANALYSIS~-DECISION Step 1 No. 2 Step3
Page 1 of 2
BLACK CANYON ALLOTMENT ( 0418)
RECOMMENDATION RATIONALE
RM 2.4

Establish administrative stock
trails not to exceed 1/4 mile
in width as follows:

1. From Bray Lake due east through This is the main route for sheep herds trail-
Sections 30, 29, 28, and 27, T. 4 S., ing from the Bruneau desert to the North

R. 14 E. to Black Canyon Creek in Gooding and Macon Flat Allotments, and points
the North Gooding Allotment. Open north.

to trailing year-long.

2. From Crist Cabin to Rock Spring This trail is used under the same circumstan-
on Black Canyon Creek. Open to ces as 1. above. Trail should be closed
trailing from 5/15 to 12/31. 1/1 to 5/15 because of late forage growing

conditions in higher ranges in the North
Gooding Allotment.

3. From Bowman Fiat to North Gooding This trail is used by Jomes & Sandy sheep
Allotment. Open to trailing 5/15 operation and the crossing is made about six
te 12/31. - o times during the spring. The trail shouid be

closed 1/1 to 5/15 because of the late spring
growing condition in these higher ranges.
Establishment of a stock driveway will give
better administrative control over trailing
livestock and will reduce unauthorized traili:
and abuse of the forage resource. This will
result in' a decrease of forage utilization

in the allotment and improvement of range
conditions.

Multiple-Use Analysis

This recommendation could have an adverse economic impact on the allottees to the
extent that a reduction in allowable use would have to be implemented to adjust for
forage taken out by the livestock driveway routes. Possibly, the adjustment would be
mitigated by the increase in available forage, resulting from elimination of indis-
criminate trailing outside the established driveway.

The recommendation does not conflict to a major degree with any other resource
activity recommendations.

The recommendation conflicts to a minor degree with the following activity
recommendations: wildlife, WL 1.1, 3.1, 5.1, 9.1, 12.1, 13.1; watershed, W 1.2, 1.3,

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

Hustriciions on reverse) Form 1600—-21 (Aprii 1973)



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! No. 2 Step3
Page 2 ofy

Mutliple~Use Analysis (cont)

1.5, 3.3, 5.2; recreation, R 1.1, 2.1, 3.2, 5.1; minerals, M 1.2. These conflicts
will be addressed at the time the stock driveway is established to ensure all
resource values are given adequate consideratiom. '

The recommendation is supported by range management, RM 1. & 1.2 (0418), and all
other activity recommendations which propose improved vegetation management. The
recommendation would facilitate vegetation management by reducing impacts from
improper trail use outside the designated route.

Multiple—-Use Recommendation Reason
Accept recommendations as stated Same as Rationale above.
above.

Note: Attach additional sheets. if needed

¥ - R
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Alte tives Considered

Combining with adjoining allotments

Faulkner's trail to Camas Prairie
via Mormon Reservoir,




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 1 No. 1 Step3

NORTH GOODING ALLOTMENT (0419)

RECOMMENDATTIONS RATIONALE

M 2.1 ’

Determine carrying capacity for Information is meeded to substantiate URA
National Resource Lands and pri- estimates and establish baseline data.

vate and State lands offered for Present policy provides that "Initial Stock-
exchange of use license and ad- ing rates...must not exceed the existing
just stocking rates accordingly livestock grazing capacity...'. (W.O.

Instruction Memo 75-407). TIdaho's 5-year
goals are to bring livestock use in lire

with existing grazing capacity for those

areas in less than satisfactory condition

as a result of excessive livestock use,

It is anticipated that the present forage
production capacities can be interpolated

from Soil and Vegetative data to be gathered
during the summer of 1976 and succeeding years.

Multiple-Use Analysis

The URA indicates that additionsl forage (AUMs) in excess of the present active
Class I demand may be available. This recommendation would have a positive econo-
mic impact to the livestock operators dependent upon the allotment. The anticipated
increase in available forage would be contingent upon proper livestock distribution
and also that State and private lands offered for exchange of use would not be re-
duced sufficiently to offset the potential excess on National Resource Lands jwithin
the allotment. Accordingly, the excess available forage would result in increased
economic gains for the livestock operators by being able to increase their stocking

rates.

This recommendation does not conflict with any other activity recommendation pro-
viding the method used to determine carrying capacity considers other resource needs,
This recommendation is not supported by any other activity recommendation. -

Multiple-Use Recommendation Reason
Accept the recommendation as Increased stocking rate allowed, that is con-

sistent with other multiple-use resources
would increase the livestock operation and
would create a positive impact on the local
economic base, :

stated above.

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
Page 1 of 3
NORTH GOODING ALLOTMENT (0419) .
RECOMMENDATION : RATIONALE
RM 1 and 2.2 :
1. Under existing Class of live- Historically, sheep use in the allotment has
stock and grazing use, implement been lighter in intensity and earlier in the
an AMP with a deferred rotation growing season than cattle, and the grass
system that will provide for the species have been able to regrow and sustain
physiological requirements of the fair to good range vigor. Some areas of this
native grasses and forbs. allotment have received much heavier use than

others because of the large amount of trailing.
a deferred rotation system would allow adequate
rest for the vegetation under these conditioms
to provide for the needs of the forage plants
and will result in improved range condition
‘and increased forage production.

Support

‘Provide north-south access from

¥ when the trail sheep enter the
allotment (Sec. 26, T. 4 S., R,
i4 E.% to the little City of _
Rocks (Sec. 32, T. 3 S., R. 15 E.).
This is needed to facilitate trail-
ing use supervision and provide
better distribution,

Multiple-Use Analysis

This recommendation would restrict the flexibility presently exercised by the sheep-
men in allowing their sheep to graze anywhere over the entire allotment. The pro-
posal would also reduce the area that could be grazed each year and therefore, re-
strict the number of sheep bands the allottees are willing to run in the allotment
which would be an adverse economic impact.

These negative impacts may be mitigated by the potential positive impact from in-
creased forage production through implementation of an acceptable grazing system (AME}.

This recommendation would conflict with the following resources: Wildlife WL 1.1,
3.1, 8.2, 12.1) 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
4utilization in the heavy use pastures of the grazing system would likely be greater
than 60 percent. Wildlife (WL 6.2, 9.1) and Watershed (W 3.3) identify the need to

exclude livestock grazing on wet meadows, springs, and streams. This would reduce
Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

(Insiructions on reverse) Form 1600-21 (April 1973)
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DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Bennett Hills-Timmerman Hill
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity
Range Management
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION—-ANALYSIS—DECISION Step 1 No, 1 Steo3
Page 2 of 3

availability of high quality forage and restrict access to water, which would con-
tribute to the livestock distribution problems. 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 range in the allotment, and could disrupt the pro-
posed grazing system. Minerals (M 1.2) proposes leasing, 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 recom-
mendations: WL 1.4, 2.1, 8.1; R 2.1. These conflicting proposals should be ad-
dressed at the time the existing Clover Creek AMP is revised to insure all resource

values are given proper consideratiom.

Supporting recommendations include the following: WL 5.1, 6.3, 8.3, 9.2, 12.2
13.3; W 1.2, 3.2, 5.2; R 2.1; RM 2.1 (0419).

Multiple-Use Recommendations Reasons

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

1. Do not exceed 60 percent utiliaz-  Adequate herbaceous vegetation should be
tion of herbaceous vegetation in any left 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. -

It is mot anticipated that this restriction
will seriously impact grazing since livestock
gains normally begin to decline after 60 per-
cent of the forage has been utilized.

2. Protect wet meadows, spring, and
streams from intensive livestock use
which normally occurs as follows:

Springs: Coordinate protection with Livestock congregating on spring source
wildlife needs. Where significant areas denude vegetation essential to sage
wildlife values are identified and grouse broods and other wildlife species.

conflict occurs, fence spring source
.area to exclude livestock and make
water available to livestock out-

¥ side the exclosure.

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed
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UNITED STATES
Bennett Hills-Timmerman Hill

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

Activity
Range Management

‘Overlay Reference

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN

RECOMMENDATION—-ANALYSIS—DECISION-

Step1 No. 1 Step3

Wet Meadows: After implementation of
the grazing system fence wet meadows to
exclude livestock only where it is de-
monstrated after-one or two grazing
cycles that significant wildlife habi-
tat is being destroyed by livestock
grazing.

Streams: Fence streams where major
critical waterfowl nesting areas are
identified, Provide water gaps no
farther than 1/2 mile apart.

3. Allow disposal of lands within
Class I and II irrigation potential
classification

"4, Allow mineral leasing.

Support Needs: Accept the recom-
mendations as stated above., Acquire
easement on. private lands.

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

Page 3 of 3

It is anticipated that damage caused by
livestock grazing will be mitigated by

implementation of a proper grazing sys-
tem,

Grazing livestock utilize and destroy
riparian vegetation needed for waterfowl

nesting habitat.

Livestock grazing is the primary resource
affected with all other resources affected
to a minor degree. Conversion of this area
to agriculture would provide greater econc-
mic stability to the locale than presently
produced by the existing resource use.

Restriction of livestock grazing by geo-

thermal development is improbable, but if
it occurs it should be allewed because of
the greater value generated to the local

and regional economy by mineral develop-

ment.

{[l]ﬁ."l‘:{i‘;‘l‘()[lh‘ or rcz:erse]
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UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Bennett Hills-Timmerman Hil
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT { Activity
\Range Manggement
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION—ANALYSIS-DECISION Step 1 No, 2 Step3
Page 1 of 2
NORTH GOODING ALLOTMENT (0419) =
RECOMMENDATION | RATIONALE
RM1 &2.3 -
1. Prior to allowing conversion Conversion of sheep use to cattle use will
of sheep use to cattle use, imple- result in activation of non-use previously
ment a rest-rotation grazing sys- held by sheep operators and will increase
tem that will provide for plant actual grazing use on areas previously graz-
vigor, seed production, seed tromp, ed by sheep. The increased grazing pressure
and seedling establishment of native could cause the range condition to decline.

In general, the recognized Class I demand
allows grazing use in excess of the carry-
ing capacity of the range. Supplemental
guidance states that "AMPs will be made for
all public lands which can reasonably be
expected to remain in Federal ownership
for multiple-use management and on which
livestock grazing is a significant use."
(1603.12G4c). Implementing a grazing sys-
tem which provides for the plant's phy-
siological needs will increase the density
and vigor of the native forage species and
thereby improve range conditions and im-
crease forage production to maximum poten-
tial. An estimated 1530 additional AUMs
‘can be produced annually within a 15-20
year period with proper management.

key forage species.

2. Include both sheep and cattle in The impact of grazing on the vegetation is

the grazing system. the same regardless of class of grazing
animal. Dual use, where sheep graze in
early spring followed by late spring cattle
use causes heavy utilization of the vegeta-
tion and results in deteriorated range con-
ditions if not properly regulated.

Multiple-Use Analysis

This recommendation would result in a more restrictive grazing system than required
-.for the sheep use alone, and would probably result in less area open to grazing for
sheep., With less area open to grazing the allottees would probably choose to run
fewer bands of sheep in the allotment because of the crowding situation they feel
sundesirable. Therefore, an adverse economic situation would occur to the sheep

operators.

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed
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Page 2 of 2

Wildlife (WL 1.1, 3.1, 8.2, 12.1) and Watershed (W 1.3) identify the need to retain
40 percent to 50 percent of the herbaceous vegetation. This conflicts with the re-
commendation because utilization in the heavy use pastures of the grazing system would
likely be greater than 60 percent. Wildlife (WL 6.2, 9.1) and Watershed (W 3.3)
identify the need to exclude livestock grazing on wet meadows, springs, and streams.
This would reduce availability of high quality forage and restrict access to water,
which would contribute to the livestock distributiom problems. Lands (L 3.1A) pro-
poses disposal of Class I and II lands found to be consistent with classification
criteria. Such an action would result in loss of range in the allotment, and could
disrupt the proposed grazing system. Minerals (ML.2) proposes leasing, 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 2.1, 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 following: WL 5.1, 6.3, 8.3, 9.2, 12.2,
213.3; W 1.2, 3.2, 5.2; R 2.1; RM 2.1 (0419).

Multiple-Use Recommendation Reason

Accept recommendations as stated

above., Include the provisions

identified in the Multiple-Use

Recommendation of RM 1L & 2.2 .
(0419).

Note: Attach additionai sheets, if needed
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UNITED STATES Name (MFP) ] .
" DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Benne t+ Hills-Timmerman Hill

BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT ﬁhcrtllégy Management

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN | Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION—ANALYSIS—DECISION Step 1 No. 1 Step3

NORTH GOODING ALLOTMENT (0419) Page 1 of 2
RECOMMENDATIONS RATIONALE
RM1&2.4
Remove competing cheatgrass and - These treatments combined with management
brush species on approximately ' are needed to meet the objectives within
4300 acres and remove brush and a reasonable time frame of 10-15 years.
seed approximately 3975 acres of Approximately 875 additional AUMs will be
National Resource Land to release produced annually from the treatment.

and establish desirable perennial
forage species.

Multiple-Use Analysis

This recommendation would result in an increase in forage production. The increase
would partially offset expected reductions in allowable grazing use for the allotment
~, from adjustment of stocking rates to carrying capacity, as recommended in RM 2.1(0419).
;Positive economic impacts would result from the recommendation. 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 BLM,

This recommendation is in conflict with Recreatiom, R 4.2, 4.3, 5.1, 14.6, 14,17,
14,15, and Minerals, M 1.2 which would restrict or comstrain layout and method of

the land treatments as recommended. The recreation recommendations deal primarily
with visual impact of land treatments and the effect the recommended treatments
would have on archaeological sites. The minerals proposal deals with restriction

on land treatment which would occur should development of geothermal resources occur.

Lands, L 3.1A would also prohibit any land treatment because it ﬁroposes disposal
of all irrigable lands that meet the classification criteria, subsequently reducing

potential livestock forage.

The recommendation conflicts with Wildlife WL 7.1, which would exclude any land
treatment on sage grouse strutting grounds, resulting in loss of potential forage
increases for livestock.

The recommendation conflicts to a minor degree with the following activity recom-
mendations: Wildlife, WL 2.8, 5.2, 9.3, and Recreation, R 2.1. These conflicts

will be addressed prior to implementation of land treatments in the allotment to

insure all resource values involved are adequately considered.

‘Supporting activity recommendations include the following: Wildlife, WL 1.2, 1.3,
6.1, 12,2, 13.3; Watershed, W 1.4, 1.5, 5.2; Recreation, R 2.1.

Note: Attach additionai sheets, if needed
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MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION—ANALYSIS-DECISION Step 1 No. 1 Step3
Page 2 of 2

Multiple-Use Recommendations

Accept and modify the recommendation
to subject brush-removal and seeding
proposals to the following constraints
before projects are started.

1. Implement an allotment management

plan and implement a sound and accept-
able grazing system.

2. Coordinate all land treatment

= . proposals with wildlife, watershed,

. and recreation activities to assure
¥ all multiple-use conflicts are miti-
- gated, Criteria to be used in miti-
" gating conflicts are found iun Appen-

dix I (MFP Step II). ‘

3. Propose no land treatments on
lands that have Class I -and II
irrigation potential pending out-
come of classification

4, Allow leasing of minerals (geo-
thermal resources) with no con-
straints on land treatment projects.

5. Prohibit land treatment pro-
jects on known archaeological sites.

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 minimized
by planning treatments within grazing pas-
tures and in accord with the grazing sequence.

BIM Policy

On-site informationm is not adequate to iden-
tify specific conflicts and resulting impacts
at this time. This requires that no projects
be started until on-site inspections can be
made and impacts of the project on the multi-
pie-use valves sre deterwined avd mitigate.i.

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

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

Present information is insufficient to de-
termine impacts of geothermal development.
on land treatment. Any mineral development
at this time appears to be improbable.

Bureau policy requires protection of cultural
resources,

Hustriciions on I'EL‘A?TSQ)

Form 1600—-21 (April 1975)



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
Page 1 of 1
NORTH GOODING ALLOTMENT (0419)

RECOMMENDATION RATIONALE
RM 2.5 .
Adjust allotment boundaries to This area is % mile wide and several miles
exclude that part of the allot- long. It is difficult to utilize with sheep
ment between Highway 46 and the because the highway is not fenced. 1If the
last boundary fence that lies conversion trend from sheep to cattle comn-
adjacent to the Rattlesnake tinues as indicated in the PAA, the highway
Allotment. would have to be fenced before cattle could

utilize the area. This would result in a
long, narrow pasture, isolated from the rest
of the allotment, and would not be equal in
carrying capacity with other pastures. It is
not feasible or logical to manage this strip

* of land with this allotment. It could be
feasibly managed with the Rattlesnake Allot-
ment. This change would not make an economic
hardship on any of the allottees.

Multiplg—Uss_Analv;is

This recommendation would not adversely affect the local livestock operators depend-
dent upon the allotment for important spring and fall forage, other than through a
possible loss of some flexibility in moving their bands of sheep. This loss of flex-
ibility would result from a reduction in allotment acreage (spring forage) by fencing
that area east of Highway 46 with the Rattlesnake Allotment. However, this loss would
be mitigated by allowing some sheep use in the adjoining Rattlesnake Allotmertt for the
forage removed by the boundary adjustment. Consequently, this recommendation should
benefit management on both allotments involved in the sdjustment with no adverse

economic impact to the allottees.

This recommendation does not conflict with any other activity recommendations.,

The following recommendations which support grazing systems would also éomplement

this proposal: Wildlife, WL 5.1, 6.3, 8,3, 12.2, 13.3; Watershed, W 1.2, 3.2, 5.2;
Recreation, R 2.1, 3.2. '

Multiple-Use Recommendation Reason
Accept the recommendation as . The recommendation was accepted because of
stated above. : benefits provided to administration and
management of the range resource, and the
Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed amall adverse impact to the allottees

tlistructions on reverse) ’ Form 1600-21 (April 1973)




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

Step 1 No. ] Step3

HASH SPRINGS ALLOTMENT (0420)

Page 1 of‘§~

RECOMMENDATTONS

RM 1. & 2.1

Implement an AMP with a rest-rota-
tion grazing system that will pro-
vide for plant vigor, seed produc-
tion, seed tromp, and seedling
establishment of native key forage
species. (See Step 4 URA for the
minimum acceptable grazing system.)

Include both sheep and cattle in
- the gracing system. -

Support needs: Improve existing
access and construct additional
access to improve use supervisicn
and livestock movement due to dense
sagebrush.

RATIONALE

Supplemental guidance states that "AMPs will be
made for all public lands which can reasonably
be expected to remain in Federal ownership for
multiple—use management and on which live-
stock grazing is a significant use. (1603.12G4c

The present grazing use does not provide for
the physiological need of native forage plants.
Implementing a grazing system which provides
for the plant's physiological needs will in-
crease the density and vigor of - the native
forage species and thereby improve range con-
ditions and increase forage production to maxi-
mum potential. An estimated 70 additional AUMs
can be produced annually within a 15- 20 year
period with proper management.

The impact of grazing on the vegetation is

the same regardless of class of graziung animal.
Dual use, where sheep graze in early spring
followed by late spring cattle use, causes
heavy utilization of the vegetation and results
in deteriorated range conditions if not properl
utilized.

Multiple~Use Analysis

The recommendation would result in an increase in livestock forage production thereby
creating a potential positive economic impact on the allottee's livestock operatiom.
Implementing the recommended grazing system would require more livestock handling,

and;.therefore, increased operational costs.
by benefits from increased forage production.

However, the added cost would be offset
The operator would not have the flexi-

bility under the proposed grazing system that he enjoys presently, i.e., the live-
stock would not be permitted to graze over the entire allotment at ome time.

Attach additional sheets, if needed

tInstruciions on /'E‘L’ETSE}‘
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BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity
Range Management
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN . Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION Step1 No. 1 Step3
' Page 2 of 3

Multiple-Use Analysis (cont)

Wildlife, WL 1.1, 3.1, 12.1, and watershed, W 1.3 identify the need to retain 40- 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, 12.1, identify the need to exclude live—
stock grazing on wet meadows, springs, and streams. This would reduce availability
of high quality forage and restrict access to water, which would contribute to the
livestock distribution problems. Minerals, M 1.2 proposes leasing, 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 recommend-
ations: wildlife, WL 1.4, 8.1; and recreatiom, R 1.1, 2.1. These proposals should
be addressed at the time the AMP is implemented to insure all resource values are
given proper consideratiom.

Supporting recommendations include the following: WL 3.2, 6.3, 9.2, 12.2; W 1.2,
3.2, 5.2; R 1.1, 2.1. :

Multiple-Use Recommendations Reasons

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

1. Do not exceed 60 percent utiliza- Adequate herbaceous vegetation should be left tc

tion of herbaceous vegetation in provide adequate forage and cover for all wild-

any pasture where grazing occurs. life, including deer, elk, and upland game bixds

‘ and to provide litter to protect the goil from

the erosive forces of nature. It is not anti-
cipated that this restriction will seriously
impact grazing since livestock gains normally
begin to decline after 60 percent of the forage
has been utilized.

2. Protect wet meadows, springs,aw~d
streams, aad«sawers from intensive
livestock use which normally occurs
as follows:

Springs: Coordinate protection with Livestock congregating on spring source areas
wildlife needs. Where significant denude vegetation essential to sage grouse
wildlife values are identified, fence broods and other wildlife species.

- spring source area to exclude live-
j stock and make water available to
livestock outside the exclosure.

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

ilusiruciions on reversel Form 1600—21 {April 1973)
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RECOMMENDATION—~ANALYSIS-DECISION
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Bennett Hills-Timmerman Hill
Activity

Range Management

Overlay Reference

Stepl No. 1 Step3

Note:

Multiple-UJse Recommendations (cont)

Wet Meadows: After implementation
of the grazing system fence wet
meadows to exclude livestock only
where it is demonstrated after ome
or two grazing cycles that signifi-
cant wildlife habitat is being
destroyed by livestock grazing.

Streams: Fence streams where
major critical waterfowl nesting
areas are identified. Provide
water gaps no farther than 1/2
mile apart. '

3. Allow mineral leasing.

Support needs: Accept the
recommendation as stated above.
Acquire easement omn private. lands.

Attach additional sheets, if needed

Reasons (cont) page 3 of 3

It is anticipated that damage caused by live-
stock grazing will be mitigated by implementa-
tion of a proper grazing system.

Grazing livestock utilize and destroy riparian
vegetation needed for waterfowl nesting habitat

Restriction of livestock grazing by geotherma
development is improbable, but if it occurs i
should be allowed because of the greater valu
generated to the local and regional economy b
mineral development.

L
£
e

¥
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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 Step 1 No., 1 Step 3
HASH SPRINGS ALLOTMENT (0420) Page 1 of 2
RECOMMENDATION RATIONALE
RM 1. & 2.2 .
Remove competing brush species on This treatment, combined with management, is
approximately 2200 acres of National needed to meet the objectives within a reason-
Resource Land to release and esta- able timeframe of 10— 15 years. Approximately
blish desirable perennial forage 120 additional AUMs will be produced annually
species. from the treatment.

Multiple-Use Analysis

The recommendation could have a positive economic impact on the allottee's livestock
operation because the land treatments proposed would produce a significant amount of
additional livestock forage which could be licensed to the allottee.

The recommendation is in comflict with recreation, R 4.1, 14.12, and minerals, M 1.2
which would restrict or constrain the layout and method of land treatments recommendec
The recreation recommendations deal with visual impact of the land treatment and the
impact the treatment could have on archaeological sites. The minerals recommendation
deals with restriction on land treatments should development of geothermal resources

QC T .

The recommendation conflicts with wildlife, WL 7.1, which would exclude land treat-
ment within two miles of sage grouse strutting grounds. If the treatments, as
.recommended, were not allowed a loss of potential livestock forage production would

occur.

The recommendation conflicts to a minor degree with the following activity tecommenda-
tions: wildlife, WL 9.2; recreation, R-1.1, 2.1. 'These conflicts should be addressec
at the time the AMP is developed to insure all resource values are given proper con-
sideration. The recommendation is supported by the following activity recommenda-
tions: wildlife, WL 1.2, 6.1, 12.2; watershed, W 1.4, 5.2; recreation, R 1.1, 2.1.

Multiple-Use Recommendations Reasons

Accept and modify the recommenda-

tion to subject brush removal and

seeding proposals to the following
constraints before projects are ~
started:

1. Implement an allotment management Sound management is needed to assure success of
plan with a sound and acceptable revegetation projects and to protect the invest-
grazing system. ment made in the project.

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

insirctions on reverse) . Form 1600-21 (April 1975)
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MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS~-DECISION "1 Step 1No. 1 Step 3
Multiple-Use Recommendations (cont) Reasons (cont) Page 2 of 2

Disruption of livestock use can be minimized by
planning treatments within grazing pastures and
- in accord with the grazing sequence. :

This is BLM policy.

2. Implement land treatment pro- Modified to give overriding consideration to
posals only where minimal impacts other resources. URA estimates indicate ade-
occur to other resources or which .- quate forage is presently being produced in the
actually benefit other resource. allotment to provide for the Class I demand.

All other resources should receive
the overriding consideration.
Coordinate land treatments with
criteria in Appendix I (MFP Step

I11.)
3. Allow leasing of minerals (geo- Present information is insufficient to determins
thermal resources) with no con- impacts of geothermal development on land treat-

straints on land treatment projects. ments. Any mineral development at this time
appears to be improbable.

&', Probibiv land treatimeni. pro-- Bureau policy requires protection of cultuval. ..
jects on known archaeological ' resources.
sites.

Nate: Attach additional sheets. if needed

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

HASH SPRINGS ALLOTMENT (0420)

RECOMMENDATIONS RATIONALE
RM 2.3 .
Determine carrying capacity for Information is needed to substantiate URA

National Resource Lands and private estimates”On ’establishe# baseline data. Present
and state lands offered for exchange policy provides that "Initial stocking rates...
of use license and adjust stocking must not exceed the existing livestock grazing
rates accordingly. capacity...". (WO Instruction Memo 75-407.)

Idaho's 5-year goals are to bring livestock use
in line with existing grazing capacity for thos:
areas in less than satisfactory condition as a
result of excessive livestock use. It is anti-
cipated that the present forage production capa
cities can be interpolated from soil and vegeta-
tive data to be gathered during the summer of
1976 and succeeding years.

Multiple-Use Analysis

The recommendation would probably have.a positive -dimpact on the livestock operator..
The URA inmdicates additional livestock forage mey be available providing existing
distribution problems are resolved. If the forage production is determined to be
greater than the current licensed use, and a subsequent permanent increase is
allowed, a substantial economic gain could be realized by the allottee. The increase
in licensed use on National Resource Lands might not be significant if the carrying
capacity of state and private lands is lower (as anticipated in the URA) than the
stocking rate allowed under the exchange of use license.

The recommendation does not conflict with any other activity recommendation provided
‘the method used to determine the carrying capacity adequately considers the needs of
other rescurces.

The recommendation is not supported by any other resource activity recommendations.
However, the documentation of grazing capacity would be desirable for baseline

information.

Multiple—Hse Recommendation

Accept recommendation as stated
above.

L PR . .
Note: Attach additiorzl sheets, if needed

[N PO Sy e . o
tixNirciions on reverse) A Form 1600-21 {April 1975}



HASH SPRINGS ALLOTMENT

" “Alternative Considered

Allotment combination




UNITED STATES

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS~-DECISION

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

Name (MFP)
Bennett Hills-Timmerman Hill

Activity
Range Management

Overlay Reference
Step 1 No.l Step 3

RATTLESNAKE ALLOTMENT (0421)

RECOMMENDATION

RM 1. & 2.1
Adjust the allotment boundaries to
include the following areas:

1. That part of the adjoining North
Gooding Allotment east of Highway
46 from the settlement to the Gwin
Ranch.

2. All of the Turkey Butte Allot-
ment.

3. The southwest extension of the
North Shoshone Allotment known as
the Federicksen Lane.

4, Unallotted or unused areas in
the following described areas:

Sez. 39, T. & S., R. 16 E.
Sees. 25,35, T. &4 S., R. 15 E.
Secs. 2,3, T. 5 S., R. 15 E.

-5. All of the Highway 46 Allotment.

Page 1 of 2

RATTONALE

These areas are too small to be logically and
feasibly divided and implement a rotation graz-
ing system that will provide for the physf?o—
gical requirement of the native forage plants.
Combining these areas with the Rattlesnake
Allotment will provide an area large enough to
justify pasture division fences and water
developments required to implement a grazing
system. Water developments and miles of fence
needed to implement a grazing system will be
reduced over the present situation. Inclusion
of that part of the North Gooding Allotment
east of the highway will allow for implementa-
tion of a more effective grazing system for the
area.

Multiple-Use Analysis

The recommendation to combine that part of the North Gooding Allotment east of High-
way 46 and the southwest extension of the Shoshone Cattle Allotment known as Fred-—
ericksen Lane with the Rattlesnake Allotment would result in the loss of important

spring range to the operators in these two allotments.

However, these losses would

be mitigated by shifting some grazing use into the allotment benefiting from the

adjustment from those losing acreage.

livestock operators involved.

There would be no adverse ecomomic impact to

Combining. the "46" allotment with the Rattlesnake Allotment would have an adverse
economic impact on the current livestock operator because it would require him to
move his livestock more often and over a greater distance, resulting in increased

operational costs.

with AMP requirements.

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

It would also seriously reduce his present flexibility in going
from an individual allotment bordering his property to a larger group allotment

! . . H
Clinsiruciions on reverse)

Form 1600-21 {April 1873)



UNITED STATES Name (MEP) ,
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 1 ‘ STt e $11e
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Efcltmmty =Timmernan |
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN "Overlay Reference

RECOMMENDATION—-ANALYSIS~DECISION Step 1 No. 1 Step3
page 2 of 2

Multiple-Use Analysis (cont)

Combining Turkey Butte Allotment and the unallotted areas mentioned above with the
Rattlesnake Allotment would have no adverse economic impact to the range users in
the allotments .involved. 1In fact a beneficial impact would occur in that more range
would be available to grazing than under the present situation because of the
unallotted areas.

This recommendation does not conflict with any other activity recommendations.

The following recommendations which support grazing systems would also complement
this proposal: Wildlife, WL 5.1, 6.3, 8.3, 9.2, 12.2, 13.3; watershed, W 1.2, 3.2,
5.2; recreation, R 2.1. » :

Multiple-Use Recommendation Reason

Accept recommendations as stated
above.

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

thistruciions on reverse) Form 1600—21 (April 19735)




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 1 No. 1 Step3

RATTLESNAKE ALLOTMENT (0421)

RECOMMENDATION RATIONALE

RM 2.2 . .
Determine carrying capacity for The URA indicates the stocking rate appears to
National Resource Lands and pri- be in excess of the carrying capacity of the
vate and state lands offered for allotment. Present policy provides that
exchange of use license and adjust "Initial stocking rates...must not exceed the
stocking rates accordingly. existing livestock grazing capacity...'.

(W.0. Inst. Memo 75-407).

Idaho's five-year goal is to bring livestock
use in line with existing grazing capacity for
those areas in less than satisfactory condition
as a result of excessive livestock use. It is
anticipated that the present forage production
capacities can be interpolated from soil and
vegetation data to be gathered during the summe:
of 1976 and succeeding vyears.

Multiple-Use Analysis

Since the curiint Class I active demand appears to be in excess of the corrying
capacity, this recommendation would result in reductiom of grazing use, and, therefox:
would have an adverse economic impact on the livestock operations dependent upon the
.allotment. With proper management and land treatment part of the impact could be
mitigated over the long-term.

This recommendation does not conflict with any other activity recommendatiocf.

Supporting recommendations include the following: watershed, W 1.2, 1.3, 3.2, 5.2;

wildlife, WL 2.1, 2.4, 3.1, 5.1, 6.3, 8.2, 8.3, 12.1, 13.3; recreation, R 2.1, 3.2;

fange management, RM 1. & 2.3 (0421).

Multiple-Use Recommendations Reasons

Accept the recommendation as 1. The stocking rates must be reasonably close

stated above. to the carrying capacity to implement a rotatior
grazing system that will Improve range condi-
tion.

2. Herbaceous vegetative cover left on site will
reduce erosion and improve water quality.

3. Competition for forage with all wildiife
species will be reduced and minimum cover re-
quirements will be left for wildlife.

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

‘Instruciions on reverse) ' Form 1600-21 (Aprit 1975)



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
RATTLESNAKE ALLOTMENT (0421) Page 1 of 4
RECOMMENDATION RATIONALE
M 1. & 2.3 '
Revise the present AMP as follows The present grazing system is not designed to
for the combined areas inm RM 1. & propagate or provide for the physioclogical need
2.1 (0421). of the key native forage plant. A grazing
system which provides for these treatments will
1. Adjust the grazing system to increase the density and vigor of the native
one that will provide for plant forage species and improve range conditioms
vigor, seed production, seed tromp, and increase forage production to maximum poten
and seedling establishment of the tial. Approximately 960 additional AUMs can be
key native forage species. (See produced annually within a 15- 20 year period
URA Step 4 for minimum grazing with proper management.

treatment opportunity.)
Presently most of the Class I demand is used

2. Adjust grazing use so that not during the critical spring growing season which
more than 50 percent of the overloads the forage producing capacity of the
Class I demand and exchange of vegetation during that time. Adjusting more
use is utilized during the criti- spring use to fall use will increase the oppor-
cal spring growing season. tunity for seed tromp requirements. Flexibility
_ allowed in the present AMP does not conform to
3. Adjust license flexibility to . - manual vequirement.
meet manual requirements and : 0
specify as a minimum the normal The impact of grazing on the vegetation is the
operation, maximum numbers same regardless of class of grazing animal.
allowed, flexibilify not to Dual use, where sheep grazing in early spring
exceed 5 days before and after fdlowed by late spring cattle use, causes heavy
the normal operation dates. utilization of the vegetation and results in
deteriorated range conditions if not @roperly
4, Include both sheep and cattle regulated.

in the grazing system.

Support Needs:

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

2. Acquire by exchange the isolated
private lands in the allotment which
will provide access to water, improve
distribution and block Federal lands
to facilitate management of the
Federal range.

Note: Attach additionzl sheets, if needed

Husiructions on reverse} o Form 1600—21 (April 1973)



UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR © Bennett Hills-Timmerman Hill
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT © [ Activity -
| Rance Management
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION Step INo. 1 Step 3
’ Page 2 of 4

Multiple-~Use Analysis

Revision of the present AMP, as recommended, would result in adjustment of spring use
allowed from over 2/3 of the qualified demand to 1/2 of the qualified demand, and
possibly a reductiom 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 ecomomic 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 imput would occur because the recommendations favor establishment of
perennial grasses which will stabilize and increase forage production.

Wildlife, WL 3.1, 8.2; and watershed, W 1.3 identify the need to retain 40- 50 per-
cent of the herbaceous vegetation. This conflicts with the recommendation because
utilization in the heavy use pastures of the grazing system would likely be hreater

. than 60 percent. Wildlife, WL 6.2; and watershed, W 3.3 identify the need to exclude
livestock grazing on wet meadows, springs, streams, and canals. This would reduce
availability of high quality forage and restrict access to water, which would con-
tribute to the livestock distribution problems.

Wildlife, WL 2.4, 2.1 identify the need to assure that no more than 1/3 of the
critical deer ranges are grazad by livestock in the fall, and to retain 60 percent
of the annual growth on important shrubs on critical deer winter ranges. This

would restrict allowable grazing intensities in the fall and would require adjust-
mant of the graszing system to provide protection for 1/3 of the critical deer winter
range during the fall seasom. '

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 most productive
area and important spring range in the allotment, and would disrupt the proposed
grazing system. Minerals, M 1.2 proposes leasing, with minimal restrictions, the
geothermal resource. This could restrict livestock grazing because development
could prohibit use of up to 1/3 of the land surface under lease.

The recommendation conflicts to a minor degree with R 2.1, 8.1; L 6.2, 6.4. These
conflicting proposals should be addressed at the time the existing Clover Cresk AMP
is revised to insure all resource values are given proper consideration.

Supporting recommendations include the following: WL 5.1, 6.3, 8.3, 9.2, 12.2,
13.3; W 1.2, 3.2, 5.2; R 2.1;

Multiple-~Use Recommendations Reasons

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

1. Do not exceed 60 percent utiliza-
Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

tlusiructions on reverse) X Form 1606—-21 (April 1573)



UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Bennett- Hills-Timmerman Hill
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT CActivity
Range Management
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION=ANALYSIS-DECISION Step 1 No. 1 Step3
- Page 3 of 4
Multiple-Use Recommendations (cont) Reasons (cont)
tion of herbaceous vegetation in Adequate herbaceous vegetation should be left
any pasture where grazing occurs. to provide adequate forage and cover for all

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

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

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

Springs: Coordinate protection Livestock congregating on spring source areas
with wildlife needs. Where signifi- denude vegetation essential to sage grouse

cant wildlife values are identified, broods and other wildlife species.
fence spring source area to exclude
livestock and make water available

to livestock outside the exclosure.

Wet Meadows: After revision of It is anticipated that damage caused by live-
the grazing system fence wet mead- stock grazing will be mitigated by implementa-

"ows to exclude livestock only where tion of a proper grazing system.

it is demonstrated after one or two

grazing cycles that significant .
wildlife habitat is being destroyed

by livestock grazing.

Streams & canals: Fence streams Grazing livestock utilize and destroy riparian
and canals where major critical vegetation needed for waterfowl nesting
waterfowl nesting areas are iden-— habitat.

tified. Provide water gaps no
farther than 1/2 mile apart.

3. Allow disposal of lands within Livestock grazing is the primary resource
Class I and ITI irrigation poten- affected with all other resources affected to a
tial classification. minor degree. Conversion of this area to agri-

culture would provide greater economic stability
to the locale than presently produced by the
existing resource use.

4., Allow mineral leasing. Restriction of livestock grazing by geothermal
) development is improbable, but if it occurs it
should be allowed because of the greatar value
generated to the local andpzegigpral @Cane®Es)
by mineral develcpment.

Note: Aitach additional sheets, if needed

tnsiructions on reverse)



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

Step ! No. 1 Step3

Note:

Multiple—Use Recommendations (cont)

5. Arrange pasture location and

the grazing system so that not more
than 1/2 and preferably only 1/3

of the critical deer winter range
is situated in any pasture and
grazed in the fall.

6. Remove livestock in the fall
when utilization of the annual
growth on the important shrubs
exceed 40 percent on critical
deer winter ranges.

Support Needs;
tions as stated above.
ment on private lands.

Page 4 of 4

Reasons (cont)

Modified to accept wildlife, WL 2.4 recommenda-
tion. Heavier grazing occurs on shrubs in the
fall than in the spring or summer and results
in removal of important food sources for winter
ing deer.

Modified to accept wildlife, WL 2.1 recommenda-
tion Fall grazing on critical winter range
results in direct competition between livestock
and deer on important shrub species.

Accept the recommenda-
Acquire ease-

Attach additional sheets, if needed

usiruciions on reverse)

Form 1600-21 (Aprii 19753)
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UNITED STATES : Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Bepnett Hills-Timmerman Hill
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity
Range Management
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION—-ANALYSIS-DECISION Step 1 No 1 Step 3
RATTLESNAKE ALLOTMENT (0421) Page 1 of 2
RECOMMENDATION RATIONALE
RM 1. & 2.4
Remove competing cheatgrass and These treatments, combined with management,
brush species and seed approxi-~ are needed to meet the objectives within a
mately 3320 acres of Natiomal Re- reasonable timeframe of 10- 15 years. Approxi-
source Land to release and esta- mately 480 additional AUMs will be produced
blish desirable perennial forage annually from the treatments.
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 2.2 (0421) (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 4.1, 4.2, 4.3 14.125 and
4.35; and winerels, i 2.0 which would restrict or constrain ‘ayou and/or moibo
land treatment. The recreation recommendations deal primarily with visual 1mpact of
land treatments and the effect the recommended treatments might have on archaeclogi-
cal sites. The minerals conflict involves the restriction on land treatments should

development of potemtial geothermal rescurces take place.

!’h

The recommendation conflicts with wildlife, WL 7.1, and lands, L 3.1A which, would
prohibit any land treatment. The wildlife recommendations would prohibit brush
control on sage grouse wintering areas and strutting grounds within the allotment
as preposed. 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; L 6.2, 6.4; R 2.1. These conflicting proposals will be
addressed prior to implementation of land treatments to insure resource values
involved are adequately considered.

Supporting activity Iecommendations'include the following: WL 6.1, 12.2, 13.3;
wW1l.4, 1.5, 5.2; R 2.1.

Multiple-Use Recommendations Reasons

Accept and modify. the recommenda-
tion to subject brush removal and
gé%ﬂgxgroposals to the following

al sheets,. If needed

Husiractions on reverse) Form 1600-21 (April 19753)



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

Stepl No. 1 Step3

Multiple-Use Recommendations (cont)

constraints before projects are
started.

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

2. Coordinate all land treatment
proposals with wildlife, watershed,
and recreation activities to assure
all multiple-use conflicts.are
mitigated. Criteria to be used in
mitigating conflicts are found in
Appendix I (MFP Step II).

3. Allow coordinated land treatment
- on sage grouse winter range and
nesting areas. (See criteria in
Appendix I (MFP Step II).

4. Propose no land treatments on
lands that have Class I and II
irrigation potential pending out-
come of classification.

5. Allow leasing of minerals (geo-
thermal resources) with no con-
straints on land treatment projects.

6. Prohibit-land treatment projects
on known archaeological sites.

Attach additional sheets, if needed

Page 2 of 2
Reasons (cont)

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 minimized by

planning treatments within grazing pastures
and in accord with the grazing sequence.

This is BLM 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 inspections 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 coordiusted so as not
to destroy othér resource values. ’

The need to produce livestock forage to minimiz:
the economic impact of the anticipated reduc-
tion in stocking rate (RM 2.1 (0416)) is con-
sidered to be as important as the need for in-
creased sage grouse populations. Proposed
brush treatments should be closely coordinated
to allow only brush removal that is not critica
to sage grouse winter and nesting habitat.

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

deter-
on land
this

Present information is insufficient to
mine impacts of geothermal development
treatment. Any mineral development at
time appears to be improbable.

Bureau policy requires protection of cultural
resources.

thisirictions on reverse)

Form 1600—21 {(Apcil 1975)



UNITED STATES Name (MFP) o
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Bennett Hills-Timmerman Hill
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity

.Range Management
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION~ANALYSIS~-DECISION Step 1 No. 1 Step3
Page 1 of 2

NORTH SHOSHONE ALLOTMENT (0426)

RECOMMENDATION RATIONALE

RM 1. & 2.1

Adjust the Shoshone Cattle Allotment
boundaries to include the following
adjoining allotments:

a. Curtis Lake Allotment This allotment would be located in the center
of the proposed North Shoshone Allotment. In-
cluding it as part of the North Shoshone Allot-
ment will facilitate implementation of the
North Shoshone AMP and the vegetation can be as
effectively managed to improve range condition
and forage production. Contiguous tracts of
federal land would be under similar management
and administration. Cost to the government
would be reduced. An economic hardship would
not be worked on the ranch operations of the
present allottee.

b. That part of the North Sho- Combining the allotment will (with management)
shoshone (sheep) Allotment which allow better utilization of forage without ad-
iaye west of Highway 93. verse impacts ou the .vegetation because of the

time of use by the two classes of livestock and
will provide better quality forage for sheep.
Conversion of class of livestock could be
facilitated where a sound management system is
in effect. Administration costs would be re-
duced where one allotment is involved rather
than three. Combining allotments would not
work an economic hardship on any of the

allottees.
Adjust the Shoshone Cattle Allot- This tract of land cannot be feasibly and
ment boundaries to exclude effectively managed with this allotment because
a. the Fredericksen Lane or the - of its size and location. It was originally
southwest extended part of the set up to facilitate trail use and does not
- allotment. lend itself to pasture rotation in a grazing
system. Including this tract in the Rattlesnake
Allotment would facilitate implementation of a
rotation system and administration of the range
resources.
b. Lands lying east of Highway This is a long, narrow tract of land that cannoi
93. be feasibly managed with the allotment because

of Highway 93. This tract can be better utili-
zed and managed with the Kinzie Butte Allotment.

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

Form 1600-21 {April 1975}
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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 Stepl No. 1 Step3
Page 2 of 2

Multiple-Use Analysis

Combining the Curtis Lake Allotment with the Shoshone Cattle and North Shoshone
Allotments, as recommended, would have an adverse economic impact on the present
Curtis Lake Allottee. The allottee would have to move his cattle over longer dis-
tances, and separate them from the other livestock prior to taking them off the
Federal range. His Federal range use would have to conform to the grazing system
for the combined allotment. His operation would have to be constrained by the bylaws
of the grazing association with regard to bull standards and other requirements. He
would lose the utility of his private lands which are presently fenced with National
Resource Lands in the Curtis Lake Allotment.

Combining the North Shoshone and Shoshone Cattle Allotments would have positive
economic impacts on the sheep and cattle operations which presently have base
property qualifications in the two allotments. The combination would provide higher
quality sheep forage thereby increasing lamb weights. This in turn would increase
monetary returns to the operators. Conversions from sheep to cattle would be facili-
tated and could be more readily carried out with regard to needed facilities in the
combined allotment than in the North Shoshone Allotment in its present state (no
facilities for cattle). With regard to cattle operations, the combination would
have a positive economic impact because additional forage would be immediately avail-
able to partially offset expected losses in grazing use resulting from adjustments
recommended in range management (0426), RM 2.2 (adjust stocking rate to grazing
copacity). Refer to RM 2.1 for Kinzie Butte Allotment (0430) for analysis of exclu-
sion of the part of North Shoshonme Allotment lying east of U.S. Highway 93. '

Exclusion of the Federicksen Lane area, as recommended, would have no significant
‘economic impact on the allottees. It would cause the inconvenience of trailing
livestock along county roads to the allotment rather than across National Resource
Lands. Distance of trailing would not be significantly different. .

The recommendation does not conflict with any other resource activity recommendations.

It is supported by range management (0426), RM 1. & 2.3 and all other activity
recommendations which propcse improved vegetation management.

Multiple-Use Recommendations

Accept recommendations as stated
above.

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

Hrstructions on reverse) Form 1600-21 (April 1875)



UNITED STATES Name (MF P)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Bennett Hills-Timmerman Hill
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity |
. Range Management
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION—-ANALYSIS—-DECISION Step 1 No. 1 Step3

NORTH SHOSHONE ALLOTMENT (0426)

RECOMMENDATION RATIONALE
RM 2.2
Determine carrying capacity for The URA indicates that adequate forage is not

National Resource Lands and private available to satisfy the present Class I demand

and state lands offered for exchange (see 1605.44A2c(5)(a)). Present policy provides

of use license, and adjust stocking that "Initial stocking rates...must not exceed

rates accordingly. the existing livestock grazing capacity...”.
(WO Instruction Memo 75-407).

Idaho'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 livestock use. t is anti-
cipated that the present forage production
capacities can be interpolated from soil and
vegetative data to be gathered during the summe:
of 1976 and succeeding years.

Multiple-Use Analysis

URA indicated stocking rates may Be in excess of the carrying capacity. This recomm-—
endation could result in reduction of grazing use, and would, therefore, have an
adverse economic impact on the livestock operations. With proper management and/ort
-land treatment part of this impact may be mitigated over the long-term.

This recommendation does not conflict with any other activity recommendations.

Supporting recommendations include the following: watershed, W'l.Z, 1.3, 3.2, 5.2;
wildlife, WL 1.1, 2.1, 3.1, 8.2, 12.1; recreation, R 1.1, 2.1, 3.2; rance-menapement,

BMed— =2 FCOL2TET.

Multiple-Use Recommendations Reasons

Accept the recommendations as 1. The stocking rates must be reasonably close
stated above. to the carrying capacity to implement a rotation

grazing system that will improve range comndition
2. Herbaceous vegetative cover left on site will
reduce erosion and improve water quality.

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

thistruciions on reverse) . Form 1600-21 {April 1973)
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BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT
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.Range Management

Overlay Reference
Step 1 No. 1 Step3

Note:

Page 1 of 4

NORTH SHOSHONE ALLOTMENT (0426)

RECOMMENDATTION

RM 1. & 2.3

Revise the present AMP as follows:
for the combined areas in RM 1.
and 2.1.

1. Adjust the grazing system to
one that will provide for plant
vigor, seed production, seed
tromp, and seedling establish-
ment of the key native forage
species.

A 2. Adjust grazing use so that not

more than 50 percent of the Class I
demand and exchange of use license

“is wutilized during ithe critical

spring growing season.

3. Adjust license flexibility to
meet manual requirements and specify
as a minimum the normal operation,
maximum numbers 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 Needs: Exchange for iso-
lated private land in the allotment

. which will provide access to water,

improve distribution, and block
Federal lands which will facilitate
Attach additional sheets, if needed

RATIONALE ~

The present grazing system is not designed to
propagate or provide for the physiological need
of the key native forage plant. 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 forage production to maximum potential.
Approximately 2700 additional AUMs can be pro-
duced annually within a 15- 20 year period with
proper management.

Grazing during the growing season is critical

to the health and vigor of the forage producing
plant. Excessive grazing during that period is
detrimental. to the wvegetstion and will resuit 1o
deteriorated range conditions and loss of forage
production. :

Flexibility allowed in the present AMP does not
conform to manual requirement.

The impact of grazing on the vegetation is the
same regardless of class of grazing animal.

Dual use, where sheep graze in early spring
followed by late spring cattle use, causes
heavy utilization of the vegetation and results
in deteriorated range conditions if not properly
regulated.

management.

tins

lruciions own reverse)
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UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

Name (MFP)
Bennett Hills-Timmerman Hil.
Activity

Range Management
Overlay Reference

Step 1 No., 1 Step3

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN
RECOMMENDATION~-ANALYSIS-DECISION

SA!JF O..xo/ls’r‘nﬁ'\'x‘ Fadtrgual el a A -..—, w‘/d’.«.3< TrAioriy Loneiaa gra

Nore:

Page 2 of g
Multiple-Use Analysis

Revision of the present AMP, as recommended, would result in a slight adjustment of
spring use to fall use and a reducthy of gra21ng area because of rested pastureSa

THEFeloze, _Ehe 'economic impact 0" therperator “would be slight. Fence adjustment
rqﬁuiﬁlng.ﬁro dgustment_&n the grazing system could have a substantial impact -+s
SRESpar if he were required to participate.j A long-term beneficial input

would occcur because the recommendations favor establlshﬁéﬁgﬁof perennial grasses .
which will stabilize and increase forage production ;4 2—f}i;”:;;frffj;fjf;ifyﬂ"“*"'
Wlldllfe, WL 1.1, 2.1, 2.4, 3 1, 8.2, 12.1; and watershed W 1.3 identify the need
to retain 40— 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 identify the need

to exclude livestock grazing on wet meadows, springs, streams, and canals. This
would reduce availability of high quality forage and restrict access to water, which
would contribute to the livestock distribution problems. Wildlife, WL 2.4 and 2.1
identify the need to assure that no more than 1/3 of the critical deer ranges are
grazed by livestock in the fall and to retain 60 percent of the annual growth on
important shrubs on critical deer winter ranges. This would restrict allowable

} grazing intensities in the fall and would require adjustment of the grazing system

to provide protection for 1/3 of the critical deer winter range during the fall
season.

Lands, L 31A proposes disposal of Class I and II lands found to be consistent with
classification criteria. Such an action would result in loss of productive areas
and important spring range in the allotment, and would disrupt the proposed grazing
system. Minerals, M 1.2 proposes leasing, with minimal restrictions, the geothermal
resource. This could restrict livestock grazing because development would prohibit
use of up to 1/3 of the surface under lease. : .

The recommendation conflicts to a minor degree with the following activity
recommendations: WL 1.4, 8.1; R 1.1, 2.1; and L 6.2, 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 following: WL 6.3, 8.3, 9.2, 12.2, 13.3;
wl1l.2, 3.2, 5.2; R 1.1, 2.1, 3.2, 13.1; RM 1. & 2.1, 2.5 (0426).

Multiple-Use Recommendations Reasons

Modify the recommendatbn to include

the following provisions in addi-

tion to those stated above:

1. Do not exceed 60 percent utiliza- Adequate herbaceous vegetation should be left tc

tion of herbaceous vegetation in any provide adequate forage and cover for all wild-

pasture where grazing occurs. life, including deer, elk, and upland game birds
Attach additional sheets, if needed and_to DrOVlde litter to nrotect the coil from

ilistruciions on reverse)
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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 Step 1o, 1 Step3
Page 3 of 4

Multiple-Use Récommendations (cont) Reasons (cont)

the erosive forces of nature. It is not anti-
cipated that this restriction will seriously
impact grazing since livestock gains normally
begin to decline after 60 percent of the forage
has been utilized.

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

Springs: Coordinate protection Livestock congregating on spring source areas
with wildlife needs. Where signifi- denude vegetation essential to sage grouse

cant wildlife values are identified, broods and other wildlife species.
fence spring source area to exclude

" livestock and make water available
to livestock outside the exclosure.

Wet Meadows: After revision of It is anticipated that damage caused by live-
the grazing system fence wet mead- stock grazing will be mitigated by implementa-
ows to exrlude livestock only where tion of a proper grazing system.

it is demonstrated alter one grazing
cycle that significant wildlife
habitat is being destroyed by live-
stock grazing.

Streams & canals: Fence streams Grazing livestock utilize and destroy riparian
and canals where major critical vegetation needed for waterfowl nestipg habitat.
waterfowl nesting areas are identi-
fied. Provide water gaps no farther
than 1/2 mile apart.

" 3. Allow disposal of lands within Livestock grazing is the primary resource affect
Class I and I1I dirrigation potential ed with all other resources affected to a minor
classification. degree. Conversion of this area to agriculture

would provide greater economic stability to the
locale than presently produced by the existing
resource use.

4. Allow mineral leasing. Restriction of livestock grazing by geothermal
development is improbable, but if it occure it
should be allowed because of the greater value
generated to the local and regional economy by
mineral development.

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

1

.

27

.._
(43
fdd
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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 Step 1 No, 1 Step3
Page & of &4

Multiple~Use Recommendations (cont)

5. Arrange pasture location and the
grazing system so that not more than
1/2 and preferably only 1/3 of the
critical deer winter ranges is
situated in any pasture and grazed
in the fall.

6. Remove livestock in the fall

when utilization of the annual growth
on the important shrubs exceed 40
percent on critical deer winter
ranges.

Support Needs: Accept the recommenda-
tions as stated above. Acquire ease-
ment on private lands.

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

Reasons (cont)

Modified to accept wildlife, WL 2.4 recommenda-
tion. Heavier grazing occurs on shrubs in the
fall than in the spring or summer and results

in removal of important food sources for winter-
ing deer.

Modified to accept wildlife, WL 2.1 recommenda-
tion fall grazing on.critical winter ranges
results in direct competition between livestock
and deer on important shrub species.

f[ll)'.'l'.’.'(':'l‘()!lﬁ on reverse)

Form 1600-21 (April 1975)



©. 14,35, and Minerals, 1.2 which would restrict or vomstrain layout and/or method of

Note:

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 Njg, 1 Step 3
NORTH SHOSHONE ALLOTMENT (0426) Page 1 of 3
- RECOMMENDATION RATIONALE
RM 1. & 2.4
Remove competing brush species on These treatments, combined with management, are
approximately 33,340 acres and re- needed to meet the objectives within a reason-
move brush and seed approximately able timeframe of 10— 15 years. Approximately
7,980 acres of National Resource 4300 additional AUMs will be produced annually
Land to release and establish de- from the treatment.

sirable 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 2.2 (0426) (adjust stocking rate to
grazing capacity). Thus a positive economic impact would cccur. 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 recreationm, R 4.1, 4.2, 4.3, 14.6, and
land treatment. The recreation recommendations deal primarily with visual impact
of land treatments and the effect the recommended treatments might have on archae-
ological sites. The minerals conflict involves the restriction on land treatments
should dewelopment of potential geothermal resources take place.

The recommendation conflicts with wildlife, WL 2.2, 7.1 and Lands, L 3.1A which would
prohibit amy land treatment. The wildlife recommendations would prohibit brush
control om critical deer winter ranges and on sage grouse wintering areas, and within
two miles of sage grouse strutting grounds. The lands recommendation proposes dis-
posal 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, 9.2 ; L 6.2, 6.43 R 1.1, 2.1. These conflicting proposals will be

addressed prior to implementation of land treatments to insure resource values in-
volved are adequately considered.

Supporting activity recommendations include the following: WL 1.2, 1.3, 3.2, 6.1,
12.2, 13.3; W 1.4, 1.5, 5.2; R 3.2, B BER_r2=(042A).

. Multiple-8¥se Recommendations Reasons

Accept and modify the recommenda-

tion to swbject brush removal and
.. tach additienal sheets, if needed

Hosiraciions on reverse)
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UNITED STATES

pEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN

Name (MFP)

Bennett Hills-Timmerman Hill
Activity

Range Management

Overlay Reference

Step 1No. 1 Step3

e

ggigiglg—Use,Recommendations (cont)

seeding proposals to the following
constraints before projects are
started.

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

2. Coordinate all land treatment
proposals with wildlife, watershed,
and recreation activities to assure
all multiple-use conflicts are

- mitigated. Criteria to be used in

mitigating conflicts are found im
Appendix I (MFP Step II).

‘3. Propose no land treatments on

lands that have Class I and IT
irrigation potential pending out-
come of classification.

4. Allow leasing of minerals
(geothermal resources) with no
constraints on land treatment
projects.

5. Prohibit land treatment pro-
jects on known archaeological sites.

6. Allow no brush treatment in the
allotment on areas identified as
critical deer winter range. (See
no control area, Step II Overlay
No. 2.)

7. Allow coordinated land treat-
ment on sage grouse winter range

Attach additional sheets, if needed

RECOMMENDATION—-ANALYSIS-DECISION

Page Z of 3

Reasons (cont)

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

Disruption of livestock use can be minimized by
planning treatments within grazing pastures
and in accord with the grazing sequence.

This is BLM 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 inspections can be made and impac:
of the project on the multiple-use values are
determined and mitigated.

Projects which alter the vegetation have long-
term impacts and must be coordimated so as mot
to destroy other resource values.

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

Present information is insufficient to determine
impacts of geothermal development on land treat-
ment. Any mineral development at this time
appears to be improbable.

Bureau policy requires protection of cultural
resources.

Modified to provide for critical deer winter
range, WL 2.2. This value is considered to be
higher than the need for additional forage at
the present time.

, B
Linstraclions on reverse)

Form 1600-21 {April 1973)



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 1No. 1 Step3
. Page 3 of 3
Multiple-Use Recommendations (cont) Reasons (cont)
and nesting grounds. Refer to The need to produce livestock forage to minimize
criteria in Appendix I (MFP the economic impact of the anticipated reduction
Step II). | in stocking rate (FM 2.1 (0426)) is considered

to be as important as the need for increased
sage grouse populations. Proposed brush treat-
ments should be closely coordinated to allow
only brush removal that is not critical to sage
grouse winter habitat and nesting.

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed
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UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
?EPARTMENTOFTHEINTERHJI2 Bennett Hills-Timmerman Hill
gUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity

Range Management
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION—ANALYSIS-DECISION 'Step1 yo. 1 Step3

HWM
7 SHOSHONE CATTLE ALLOTMENT (0426)

2ECOMMENDATION RATIONALE

RECOMAEN I - SallUNALL

M 2.5 -

piscontinue exclusive use of Nat- This arrangement is not advantageous to admini-
ional Resource Lands {(Thorn Creek stration of the National Resource Land and re-
Field) under an exchange of use stricts opportunity for implementation of a

license, for private aand state lands proper grazing system.

controlled by the Thorm Creek Assn. -
BLM Manual states that "Exchange of use agree-

ments should benefit or work to the advantage of
district administration by blocking up range
areas...and establishing...operation advantageou
to both range management and...the livestock in-
dustry. "Such agreements may be issued to
applicants...of nonfederal lands that are inter-
spersed and normally grazed in conjunction with
a particular area of Federal range' (4115.21A6Db)
This use allows the exchange of use of lands

and is not consistent with the intent of ex-
change of use licemnses.

Multiple-Use Analysis

The recommendation would have no adverse economic impact on the users in the allot-
ment. A positive ecomomic impact would result from less handling of the livestock
since there would be no need to separate cattle. Less handling would reduce
operational costs to all allottees. » .

The recommendation does not conflict with any other resource activity recommendatiomns.

It is supported by range management (0426) RM 1. & 2.3, and all other recommenda—
tions which propose improved vegetation management in the allotment. .

Multiple~Use Recommendations

Accept recommendations as stated
above.

Attach additional sheets, if needed

‘listruceions on reversel
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NORTH SHOSHONE CATTLE ALLOTMENT

ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED

Boundary adjustment - Brailsford - Rattlesnake

Grazing systems pEpposed by cattle association.
Do not meet phsilogical needs of vegetation and minimum requirements
of M1 & 2.3

Private allotment for Thorn Creek Field.




UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Bennett Hills-Timmexman Hill
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT _Activity
Range Management
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION—-ANALYSIS-DECISION Step 1 M0, 1 Step3
Page 1 of 2 -

KINZIE BUTTE _ (0430)

RECOMMENDATTION RATIONALS

RM 2.1

1. Combine the Kinzie Butte A more effective grazing system can be
and Lincoln Allotments. implemented by combining allotments be-

cause of the larger area and increased
number of treatments that can be used.
Better utilization of the forage re-
source can be made with both sheep and
cattle because of the time when the graz-
ing use is made and the different forage
requirements by the different class of
livestock.

2. Adjust allotment boundaries

to include that part of the North
Shoshone Allotment east of Highway
93 with the combination of Kinzie
% Butte and Lincoln Allotments.

Multiple-Use Analysis

Combining Kinzie Butte and Lincoln Allotments, as proposed in this recommendation,
and adjusting boundaries to include that part of the North Shoshone Allotment east
of Highway 93 with the proposed combination would not adversely affect the local
livestock operators within these allotments., The area east of the highway has tra-
ditionally been grazed by Camphell's sheep; therefore, the proposed adjustment to
include this area with the Kinzie-Lincoln combinatiom would not reduce the sheep-
men's flexibility in the North Shoshone Allotment. The reduced acreage in North
Shoshone resulting from this recommendation would be mitigated by allowing Camp-
bell to contimue his use east of the highway after the combination. Therefore, this
recommendation should benefit management on all areas involved and would not create
an adverse economic impact to the livestock operators. In fact, through better
management and/or distribution of livestock, a potential positive economic gain
could be received by the range users.

This recommendation does not conflict with any other activity recommendations.
The following recommendations which support grazing systems would also complement

this proposal: Wildlife, WL 6.3, 12,2, 13.3; Watershed, W 1.2, 3.2, 5.2; Recrea-
+ion, R 2.1, 3.2,

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

ilnstructions on reverse) Form 160021 (April 19753)
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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
Page 2 of 2
Multiple Use Recommendation Reason

Accept the recommendation as
stated abowe.

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

i, g - -~
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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 Step 1 No. 1 Step 3
Page 1 of 2
KINZIE BUTTE ALLOTMENT (0430)
RECOMMENDATION RATTIONALE
M 2.2
1. Determine carrying capacity for The URA indicates that adequate forage is
National Resource Lands and private not available to satisfy the present Class
and State lands offered for exchange I demand (see 1605.44A2c(5)(a)). Present
of use license and adjust stocking policy provides that "Initial stocking
rates accordingly. rates...must not exceed the existing live-

stock grazing capacity...'".. (WO Instruc-
tion Memo 75-407). ‘

Idaho'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 livestock
use, It is anticipated that the present
forage production capacities can be inter-
polated from Soil and Vegetative data to

be gathered during the summer of 1976 and
succeeding years.

Mnltiple—Use Analvysis

URA indicated stocking rates may be in excess of the carrying capacity. This recom-
mendation could result in reduction of grazing use and would, therefore, have an ad-
verse 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, 3.2,
r.2; Wildlife, WL 12,1, 3.1; Recreation, R 2.1; Range Management, RM—1—&273

(84868,

Multiple-Use Recommendation Reasons

Accept the recommendations as 1. The stocking rates must be reasonably
stated above. close to the carrying capacity to implement

a rotation grazing system that will improve
range condition.

2. Herbaceous vegetative cover left on
site will reduce erosion and improve water
quality.

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

Hu~iruciions on reversel Form 1600-21 {April 1373)



UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN

Name (MFP)

Bennett Hills-Timmerman Hil]l
Activity' ‘

Range Management

Overlay Reference

RECOMMENDATION—ANALYSIS—DECISION ' Step-1 No. 1 Step 3

Multiple-Use Recommendations

Nore: Attach additional sheets, if needed

Page Z of Z
Reasons

3. Competition for forage with all wild-
life species will be reduced and minimum
cover requirements will be left for wild-
life.

Histructions on reversel

Form 1600-21 (April 1973)



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 Step 3
KINZIE BUTTE ALLOTMENT _ (0430) Page 1 of 3
RECOMMENDATION RATIONALE
RM1&2.3
1. Implement an AMP for the combined Supplemental guidance states that '"AMPs will
allotments with a rest-rotation graz- be made for all public lands which can reason-

ing system that will provide for plant  ably be expected to remain in Federal owner-
vigor, seed production, seed tramp, and ship for multiple use management and on which

seedling establishment of key native livestock grazing is a significant use.”
forage species., (See URA Step 4 for the (1603.12G4c). The present grazing use does
minimum acceptable grazing system.) not provide for the physiological needs of

native forage plants. Implementing a grazing
system which provides for the plant's phy-
siological needs will increase the density
and vigor of the native forage species and
thereby improve range condition and increase
forage production to maximum potential. An
estimated 480 additional AUMs can be produced
annually within a 15-20 year period with
proper management.

2., Include both sheep and cattle im The impact of grazing on the vegetation is
the grazing system. - tlie same regardless of class of grazing

animal. Dual use, where sheep graze in early
spring followed by late spring cattle use
causes heavy utilization of the vegetation
and results in deteriorated range conditions
if not properly regulated.

Multiple-Use Analvsis

This recommendation would not have an adverse economic impact on the range users

in the allotment. Since one allotment has strictly sheep use and the other has

only cattle, some initial problems in handling of livestock would have to be re-
solved, but once an acceptable rest-rotation grazing system (AMP) has been imple-
mented there should be economic benefits for the livestock operators. These po-
tential forage increases from proper management and/or land treatments through im-
plementation of an AMP for the combined allotments would help offset expected losses
in allowable grazing use, resulting from adjustments recommended in range management,
RM 2.2 (0430) which proposes to adjust stocking rates to carrying capacity.

This recommendation conflicts with the following activity recommendations:
Jildlife, WL 9.1 identifies the meed to exclude livestock grazing from waterfowl nest-

ing areas which would reduce high quality livestock forage,

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 Step 1 No. 1 Step3
Page 2 of 3

Wildlife, WL 12.1 and Watershed, W 1.3 identify the need to retain 40—50‘percent of
the annual growth of herbaceous vegetation in each pasture. This conflicts with the
recommendation because use in some pastures would be greater than 60 percent.

Land, L 3.1A proposes disposal of several tracts of land within the allotment for
agricultural purposes, should they meet appropriate classification criteria. Such
an action would result in loss of important forage producing areas and would disrtupt

the proposed grazing system.

Minerals, M 1.2 proposes leasing the potential geothermal resources in the allotment
with minimal restrictioms. This could restrict livestock grazing and disrupt the
proposed grazing system. If development occurred, approximately 1/3 of the lease
area would be excluded from livestock grazing.

The following recommendations conflict to a minor degree with the proposed recom-
mendation: Recreation, R 2.1; Lands L 6.2; and Lands L 6.4, These conflicts will

be addressed prior to implementation of amn AMP.

- Supporting recommendatioms include the following: WL 6.3, 9.2, 12.2, 13.3;
W 1.2, 3.2, 5.2; R 2,1, 3.2,

Multiple-Use Recommendations ' Reasons

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

1. Do not exceed 60 percent utiliza- Adequate herbaceous vegetation should be
tion of herbaceous vegetation in any left 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.

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

2. Fence canals where major critical Grazing livestock utilize and destroy ri-
waterfowl nesting areas are identified. parian vegetation needed for waterfowl nest-
Provide water gaps no farther than 1/2 ing habitat.

_nile apart,

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 'Ma_n_agement-
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN " Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION—-ANALYSIS—-DECISION Step 1 nr5. 1 Step 3
Page 3 of 3
3. Allow disposal of lands within Class Livestock grazing is the primary resource
I and II irrigation potential classifi- affected with all other resources affected
cation. to a minor degree. Conversion of this area

to agriculture would provide greater econo-
mic stability to the locale than presently
produced by the existing resource use.

4, Allow mineral leasing. Restriction of livestock grazing by geo-
thermal develoOment is improbable, but if
it occurs it should be zllowed because of
the greater value generated to the local
and regional economy by mineral development.

Support Needs: Accept the recom-
mendations as stated above. Acquire
easement on private lands.

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

Hnsiruciieons on reverse) . Form 1600—-21 (April 1975)



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 Step 3
KINZIE BUTTE ALLOTMENT _(0430) Page 1 of 3

RECOMMENDATION RATIONALE
RM1& 2.4
1. Remove competing cheatgrass These treatments combined with management,
and brush species on approximately are needed to meet the objectives within a
2,200 acres and remove brush and - reasonable time frame of 10-15 years. Ap-
seed approximately 1100 acres of proximately 375 additional AUMs will be pro-
National Resource Land to release duced annually from the treatment.

and establish desirable perennial
forage species.

Multiple-Use Analysis

The recommendation would result in an incresase in forage production. The increase
would partially offset expected losses in allowable grazing use resulting from the
adjustments recommended in Range Management RM 2.1 (0430) (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 4.1, 4.2, and 14.15, and
Minerals, M 1.2 which would restrict or constrain layout and/or method of land treat-
ment. The recreation recommendations deal primarily with visual impact of land treat-
ments and the effect the recommended treatments might have on archaeological sites.
The mineral's conflict involves the restriction on land treatments should development
of potential geothermal resources take place. .

The recommendation conflicts with Wildlife, WL 7.1 and Lands, L 3.1A which would
prohibit any land treatment. The wildlife recommendatioms would prohibit brush
control on sage grouse strutting grounds 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 recom-
mendations: WL 9.2; L 6.2, 6.4; R 2.1. These conflicting proposals will be ad-
dressed prior to implementation of land treatments to insure resource values in-

volved are adequately considered.

Supporting activity recommendations include the following: WL 6.1, 12.2, 13.3;
W l.4, 1.5, 5.2; R 13.1

Noie: Attach additional sheets, if needed

‘isiructions on reverse) Form 1600-21 (April 1975)



UNITED STATES Name (MEFP)
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. ] Step 3
: Page 7 of 3
Multiple-Use Recommendations Reasons

Accept and modify the recommendation
to subject brush removal and seeding
proposals to the following constraints
before projects are started.

1. Revise the allotment management plan Sound management is needed to assure
and implement a sound and acceptable graz- success of revegetation projects and
ing system. to protect the investment made in the
project.

Disruption of livestock use can be
minimized by planning treatments within
grazing pastures and in accord with the
grazing sequence,

BIM policy
2. Coordinate all land treatment pro- On-site information is not adequate to
posals with wildlife, watershed, and identify specific conflicts and result-
recreation sobiwities to assure sll ing impacts.at this time. This requires
moltipie-usé conilicts are wmitigated. that no projei.ts he started until on-uite
Criteria to be used in mitigating con- inspections can be made and impacts of the
flicts are found in Appendix I (MFP project on the multiple-use values are
Step II). ' determined and mitigated.

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

values, . '
3., Allow selective brush control with- The need to produce livestock forage to
in a two mile radius of sage grouse minimize the economic impact of the anti-

cipated reduction in stocking rate (RM 2.1
(0416)) is comsidered 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

strutting grounds.

e nesting habitat,
‘4. Propose no land treatments on ' Range improvement investment should not be
lands that have Class I and II ir- made on lands that may be disposed of for
rigation potential pending outcome agricultural purposes.

of classification.

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

Form 1600-21 (April 19753)
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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

Page 3 of 3

5. Allow leasing of minerals Present information is insufficient to
(geothermal resources) with no : determine impacts of geothermal develop-
constraints on land treatment ment on land treatment. Any mineral de-
projects. velopment at this time appears to be

improbable,

6. Prohibit land treatment pro- Bureau policy requires protection of
jects on known archaeological sites. cultural resources.

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

dustruciions o reverse; Form 1600-21 (April 1975)



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 | No. 1 Step 3

MARSH SPRINGS ALLOTMENT (0431)

RECOMMENDATION RATTONALE

RM 2.1 .

Determine carrying capacity for The URA indicates that adequate forage is not

National Resource Lands and private available to satisfy the present Class I de-

and state lands offered for exchange mand (see 1605.44A2c¢(5) (a)). Present policy

of use license, and adjust stocking provides that "Initial stocking rates...must -

rates accordingly. not exceed the existing livestock grazing
capacity...'". (WO Instruction Memo 75=407).

Idaho'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 livestock
use.

It is anticipated that the present forage prc
duction capacities can be interpolated from
Soil & Vegetative data to be gathered during
the summer of 1976 and succeeding years.

Multiple-Use Analysis

URA indicated stocking rates may be in excess of the carrying capacity. This

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

This recommendation does not conflict with any other activity recommendations.

Supportlng recommendations include the following: Watershed W 1l.2, 1.3, 5.2;

ﬁ&ldllfe, WL 1.1, 3.1, 12.1; Eecreatlon R 1.1, 2.1; ;aﬁgE?TEHRQ&EK&&%—RM«%T—u‘Q'2

(0431).

Multiple-Use Recommendations Reasons

Accept the recommendations as stated 1. The stocking rates must be reasonably clos

above. to the carrying capacity to implement a rota-
tion grazing system that will improve range
condition.
2. Herbaceous vegetative cover left on site
will reduce erosion and improve water quality
3. Competition for forage with all wildlife
species will be reduced and minimum cover

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed requirements will be left for wildlife.

Hnstructions on reverse) Form 1600-21 {April 1973)



Note:

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 1No. 1 Step3
MARSH SPRING ALLOTMENT (0431) Page 1 of 2
RECOMMENDATION RATIONALE
RM1. & 2.2
Implement an AMP with a rest-rotation  Supplemental guidance states that "AMPs will
grazing system that will provide for be made for all public lands which can rea-
plant vigor, seed production, seed sonably be expected to remain in Federal
tromp, and seedling establishment of ownership for multige-use management and on
native key forage species. (See URA which livestock grazing is a significant
Step 4 for the minimum acceptable use." (1603.12G4c).

grazing system.)
The present grazing does not provide for the

physiological need of native forage plants,
Implementing a grazing system which provides
for the plant's physiological needs will in-
crease the density and vigor of the native
forage species and thereby improve range
conditions and increase forage production to
maximum potential., An estimated 165 addi-
tional AUMs can be produced annually within
a 15= 20 year period with proper management

Multiple—Use Analysis

Implementing the recommendation would not cause a significant adverse economic impact
"on the allottee. Increased fencing (if necessary) would result in some additional
costs for maintenance. However, the improved management would increase livestock
forage production. This would likely offset increased maintenance costs and partly
mitigate expected reduction in allowable grazing use resulting from the adjustments
recommended in range management, RM 2.1 (0431).

Wildlife, WL 1.1, 3.1, 12.1, and watershed, W 1.3 identify the need to retain 40 per-
cent to 50 percent of the herbaceous vegetation. This conflicts with the recommenda-
tion because utilization in the heavy use pastures of the grazing system would likely
be greater than 60 percent. Wildlife, WL 6.2, 9.1 identify the need to exclude live-
stock grazing on wet meadows and springs. This would reduce availability of high
quality forage and restrict access to water, which would contribute to the livestock
distribution problems. Minerals, M 1.2 proposes leasing, with minimal restrictious,
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 recommendatlon conflicts to a minor degree with the following activity recommenda-
WL 1.4, and R 1.1, 2.1. Thegse conflicting proposals should be addressed
- ;

tions: L
=g - foAn, B NAL
at—éheﬁéi. Ciever—GTEQk—ﬁMB~&s-rev&sed to insure all resource valu=as

are given proper con31deration.

SUpporting, recommendations include the following: WL 6.3, 12.12; W 1.2, 3.2, 5.2;

st

ructions on reverse)

"R 1.1, 2.1; RM 2.1 (0431). Form 1600—21 {April 1975)
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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

Step 1 No, ] Step 3

s wildlife necds.

Multiple-Use Recommendations

Modify the recommendation to in-—
clude the following provisions
in addition to those stated
above: )

1. Do not exceed 60 percent utili-
zation of herbaceous vegetation in
any pasture where grazing occurs.

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

S»orings:Coordinate protection with
Where significant
wildlife values are identified,
fence spring source area to exclude
livestock and make water available

"to livestock outside the exclosure.

Wet Meadows: After revision of

the grazing system fence wet meadows
to exclude livestock only where

it is demonstrated after one

grazing cycle that significant
wildlife habitat is being destroved
by livestock grazing.

5. Allow mineral leasing.

Support needs:

Accept the recommendations as
stated above. Acquire easement
on private lands.

Note: Attach additional shests, if needed

Reasons Page 2 of 2

Adequate herbaceous vegetation should be left
to provide adequate forage and cover for all
wildlife, including deer, eik, and upland game
birds; and to provide litter to protect the
soil from the erosive forces of nature.

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

Livestock congregating on spring source arzas
derde vegetution e=aseniial to ssge grouse
broods and other wildlife species.

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

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

Hnsirucrions on reverse)

Form 1600-21 (April 1973)



UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
;e PARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Bennett Hills-Timmerman Hill
SUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT “Activity
. ‘Range Management
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION—-ANALY SIS-DECISION Step I No. 1 Step3

»M
Page 1 of

MARSH SPRING ALLOTMENT (0431)

ECOMMENDATION Béglggéég
RM 1. & 2.3 .
Remove competing brush species on These treatments combined with management, are
approximately 3500 acres of Nat- needed to meet the objectives within a reason-
ional Resource Land to release able timeframe of 10- 15 years. Approximately
and establish desirable perennial 780 additional AUMs will be produced annually

forage species. from the treatment.

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 2.1 (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 comsulted in accordance with
the Memorandum of Understanding between that agency and the Bureau.

This recommendation is in conflict with the recreationm, R 4.1, 4.3, and 14.15; and

minersls, 0 1.2 which would restrict or comstrain layout anc/or nathod oi jand ﬁrea3*1

ment. The recreation recommendations deal primarily with visual impact of land )

treatments and the effect the recommended treatments might have on archaeological

sites. The minerals conflict involves the restriction on land treatments should
" development of potential geothermal resources take place.

The recommendation conflicts with wildlife, WL 7.1 which would prohibit brush con-
trol on sage grouse strutting grounds and within the allotment as proposed.

The recommendation conflicts to a minor degree with the following activity recommenda
tions: R 1.1, 2.1. These conflicting proposals will be addressed prior to imple-
mentation 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, 3.2, 5.2; R 13.1, RMT—&—272(0431).

Multiple-Use Recommendations Reasons

Accept and modify the recommenda-
tion to subject brush removal and
seeding proposals to the following
constraints before projects are

started.
Nore: Attach additional sheets, if needed

Husiractions on re J : 5
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UNITED STATES Name (MFP) . )
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR bennett Hills-Timmerman Hill
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activit

Range‘Management
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION—-ANALYSIS-DECISION Step 1 No. 1 Step 3
Page 2 2

Multiple-Use Recommendations (cont)/

1. Implement a sound and accept-
able grazing system.

2. Coordinate all land treatment
proposals with wildlife, watershed,
and recreation activities to assure
all multiple—use conflicts are
mitigated. Criteria to be used in
mitigating conflicts are found in
Appendix I (MFP Step II)..

3. Allow coordinated land treat-—
ment within a 2-mile radius of
sage grouse strutting grounds.
See criteria referred to in 2.
above.

4. Allow leasing of minerals (geo—
thermal resources) with no con-
straints on. land-treatment projects.

5. Prohibit land treatment pro-
jects on known archaeological sites.

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

Reasons (cont)

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 minimized
by planning treatments within grazing pastures
and in accord with the grazing sequence.

This is BLM 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 inspections 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 . te. produce- Livestock forage to aini-

mize the economic impact of the anticipated
reduction in stocking rate (RM 2.1 (041s)) is
considered to be as important as the need for
increased sage grouse populations. Proposed
brush treatments should be closely coordinated
to allow only brush removal that is pot criti-
cal to sage grouse nesting habitat.

Present information is insufficient to deter-
mine impacts of geothermal development on land
treatment. Any mineral development at this
time appears to be improbable.

Bureau policy requires protection of cultural
resources. - ’

usiructions on reverse)

Form 160021 (April 1975)
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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 Step INo. 1 Step 3

MACON FLAT ALLOTMENT (0432)

RECOMMENDATTION RATIONALE

RM 2.1 . .

Determine carrying capacity for The URA indicates that adequate forage is not

National Resource Lands and private available to satisfy the present Class I de-

and state lands offered for exchange mand (see 1605.44A2c(5)(a)). Present policy

of use license, and adjust stocking provides that "Initial stocking rates...must

rates accordingly. not exceed the existing livestock grazing
capacity...". (WO Instruction Memo 75-407).

Idaho's 5-year goals are to bring livestock
use in line with existing grazing capacity for
those areas in less than satisfactory condi-
tion as a result of excessive livestock use.

It is anticipated that the present forage pro-
duction capacities can be interpolated from
Soil & Vegetative data to be gathered during
the summer of 1976 and succeeding years.,

Multiple-Use Analysis
URA indicated stocking rates may be in excess of the carrying capacity. This recommend
tion could result in reduction of grazing use, and would, therefore, have an adverse
economic impact on the livestock operatiomns. 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 recommendations.

Supporting recommendations include the following: watershed, W 1.2, 1.3, 5.2;

wildlife, WL 1.1, 3.1, 3.2,.8.2, 12.1; recreation, R 1.1, 2.l; wange-managemeniy~Ri
LG22 043 2,
Multiple-Use Recommendations Reasons
Accept the recommendations as stated 1. The stocking rates must be reasonably close
above. ' - to the carrying capacity to implement a rota-—
" tion~grazing system that will improve range
condition.

2. Herbaceous vegetative cover left on site
will reduce erosion and improve water quality.
3. Competition for forage with all wildlife
species will be reduced and minimum cover re-
quirements will be left for wildlife.

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

ifusiruciions on reverse) - Form 1600-21 (Aprit 1973)



UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Bennett Hills-Timmerman Hill
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity
A Range Management
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN .| Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION—-ANALYSIS-DECISION Step 1 No. 1 Step3
MACON FLAT ALLOTMENT (0432) Page 1 of 3
RECOMMENDATION RATIONALE
RM 1. & 2.2 .
Revise the present AMP as follows:
1. Adjust the grazing system to ome The present grazing system is not designed to
that will provide for plant vigor, propagate or provide for the physiological nee
seed production, seed tromp, and of the key native forage plant. A grazing
seedling establishment of the key system which provides for these treatments
native forage species. (See URA will increase the density and vigor of the
Step 4 for minimum grazing treat-— native forage species and improve range condi-
ment opportunity.) tions and increase forage production to maxi=

mum potential. Approximately 1475 additional
AUMs can be produced annually within a 15- 20
year period with proper management.

2. Adjust grazing use so that no Most of the Class I demand is used during the
more than 50 percent of the Class I critical spring growing season which overloads
Ydemand and exchange of use is utili- the forage producing capacity of the vegeta-
' zed during the critical spring tion. Excessive grazing during that period is
growing season. ) detrimental to the vegetation and will result
- - in deterioratod range conditions and lossg f

forage production.

3. Adjust license flexibility to meet Flexibility allowed in the present AMP does
manual requirements and specify as a not conform to manual requirements.
minimum the normal operation, maxi-

mum numbers allowed to graze, and

season of use flexibility not to

exceed five days before and after

the normal operadion.

4. Include both sheep and cattle The impact of grazing on the vegetation is

in the grazing system. - the same regardless of class of grazing animal.
Dual use, where sheep graze in early spring
followed by late spring cattle use, causes
heavy utilization of the vegetation and result
in detrimental range conditions if not properl
regulated.

s
¥

Support Needs:

Improve and provide additional
access in the allotment to facili-
tate use supervision and livestock
/movement .

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

tnstruciions on reverse} Form 1600-21 (April 1975)



UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Bennett Hills-Timmerman Hill
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION Steo I No. 1 Step3
Page 2 of 3

Multple-Use Analysis

Revision of the present AMP, as recommended, would result in adjustment of spring

use allowed from about 90 percent of the qualified demand to 50 percent of the quali-
fied demand, and a reduction of grazing area for sheep and probably for cattle during
the spring season. This adjustment would 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. A long-term beneficial input
would occur because the recommendations favor establishment of perennial grasses
which will stabilize and increase forage production.

Wildlife, WL 1.1, 3.1, 12.1, and watershed, W 1.3 identify the need to retain 40 per-
cent to 50 percent of the herbaceous vegetation. This conflicts with the reccmmenda-
tion 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 identifies the need to exclud
livestock grazing on wet meadows, springs and streams. This would reduce availability
of high quality forage and restrict access to water, which would contribute to the
livestock distribution problems. Minerals, M 1.2 proposes leasing, with minimal
restrictions, the geothermal resource. This could restrict livestock grazing because
M 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 reccmmenda-
tions: WL 1.4; R 1.1, 2.1, These conflicting proposals should be addressed at the
time thelexicting 6lewerLueel AMP is revised Lo insure sl]l resouice values zre

given proper comnsideratiom.. ' ‘

Supporting recommendations include the following: WL 6.3, 9.2, 12.2; W 1.2, 3.2,
5.23 R 1.1, 2.1; BM—04325—F &2+

Multiple-Use Recommendations Reasons

Modify the recomméndation to in-

clude the following provisions

in addition to those stated above:

1. Do not exceed 60 percent utili- Adequate herbaceous vegetation should be left
zation of herbaceous vegetation in to provide adequate forage and cover for all
any pasture where grazing occurs. wildlife, including deer, elk, and upland

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

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

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

‘nstructions on reverse) ’ Form 1600-21 (April 1973)



UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR B fr Hills=Ti Hill
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT . Activity
Range Management
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION—ANALYSIS-DECISION Step I No. 1 Step3
Multiple-Use Recommendations (cont) Reasons (cont) Page 3 or 3

2. Protect we&wmﬁgdpys, springs,
streams, and bamass from intensive
livestock use which normally occurs
as follows:

Springs: Coordinate protection Livestock congregating on spring source areas
with wildlife needs. Where signifi- denude vegetation essential to sage grouse
cant wildlife values are identified, broods and other wildlife species.

fence spring source area to exclude
livestock and make water available
to livestock outside the exclosure.

Wet Meadows: After revision of the It is anticipated that damage caused by live-
grazing system fence wet meadows to stock grazing will be mitigated by implementa-
exclude livestock only where it is tion of a proper grazing system.

demonstrated after one or two grazing
cycles that significant wildlife habi-
tat is being destroyed by livestock
_grazing.

Streams & reservoirs: Fence streams Grazing livestock utilize and destroy riparian
and reservoirs where major critical vegetation needed for waterfowl nesting and
waterfowl nesting areas ana-fishories fisheriés habitat.
potentials are identified. Provide
water gaps no farther than 1/2 mile
apart.

3. Allow mineral leasing. Restriction of livestock grazing by geothermal
development is improbable, but if it occurs it
should be alliowed because of the greater value
generated to the local and regional economy by

mineral development.

Support Needs: Accept the recommenda-
tions as stated above. Acquire ease-
ment on private lands.

Note: Attach additional sheets, if nesded

tHustrictions on reverse) Form 1600—21 {April 1975}



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 Stepl No. 1 Step3
Page I of 2
MACON FLAT ALLOTMENT (0432)
RECOMMENDATION RATIONALE
RM 1. & 2.3
Remove competing brush species omn These treatments combined with management, are
approximately 6,000 acres and remove needed to meet the objectives within a reason-
brush and seed approximately 3400 able timeframe of 10- 15 years. Approximately
acres of Natiomal Resource Land to 1160 additional AUMs will be produced annually
release and establish desirable 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 2.1 (0432) (adjust stocking rate to
grazing capacity). Thus a positive economic impact would occur. Where wildiife

% 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 4.1, 4.3, 14.12, and 14.1.5;
and minerals, 1.7 which woulid restrict or comstrain layout and/or method of iland. treat
ment. The recreation recommendations deal primarily with visual impact of land treat-
ments and the effect the recommended treatments might have on archzeological sites,
The minerals conflict involves the restriction on land treatments should development

of potential geothermal resources take place.

The recommendation conflicts with wildlife, WL 7.1 which would prohibit any land,. . ..
treatment. The wildlife proposal would prohibit brush control on sage grouseswintering
areas within the allotment, as proposed.

The recommendation conflicts to a minor degree with the following activity recommenda-
tions: WL 9.3, R 1.1, 2.1. These conflicting proposals will be addressed prior to
implementation 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 1l.4, 1.5, 5.2; BM=dr—§—2T3(04+67.

Multiple-Use Recommendations ) Reasons

~Accept and modify. the recommendation
to subject brush removal and seeding

y proposals to the following constraints
before projects are started.

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

ustraciions on reverse) Form 1600-21 {April 1973)



UNITED STATES Name (MFP)

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

Bennett Hills-Timmerman Hill
Activity

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN
RECOMMENDATION~-ANALYSIS~DECISION

Range Management
Overlay Reference
Step 1 NO. 1 Step3

Multiple-Use Recommendations (cont)

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

2. Coordinate all land treatment pro-
posals with wildlife, watershed, and
recreation activities to assure all
multiple-use conflicts are mitigated.
Criteria to be used in mitigating
conflicts are found in Appendix I
(MFP Step II).

3. Aljow coordinated Lland . ireatwent
o1 sage grouse winter rangexdﬂf”
/V€S.¢//It7 gret N TS . Pelew 8 Cviteria A

, /
#.: Apg et s

4, Allow leasing of minerals (geo-
thermal resources) with no constr-
aints on land treatment projects.

5. Prohibit land treatment projects
on known archaeological sites.

Attach additional sheets, if needed

Page Z ot £
Reasons (cont)

Sound management 1s needed to assure success
of revegetation projects and to protect the
investment made in the project.

Disruption of livestock use can be minimized
by planning treatments within grazing past-
ures and in accord with the grazing sequence.

This is BLM policy.

On—-site information is not adequate to iden-
tify specific conflicts and resulting impacts
at this time. This requires that no projects
be started until on-site inspections can be
made and impacts of the project on the
multiple-use values are determined and mitiga®

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

The need tm'prodqce livestock forage to mind
mize the economic impact of the anticipatea
reduction in stocking rate (RM 2.1 (0432))

considered to be as important as the need fo
increased sage grouse populations. Proposed

brush treatments should be closely coordinated
to allow only brush removal that is not crﬂt'—

s wt s

cal to sage grouse winter habitaty And iz

18
r

Present information is insufficient to deter-’
mine impacts of geothermal development on land
treatment. Any mineral develcpment at this
time appears to be improbable.

Bureau policy requires protection of cultural
resources. '

Husiruciions an reverse)
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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-ANALY SIS—DECISION Step1 No. 1 Step3
Page 1 of 3

CUSTODIAL MANAGEMENT (CM)

BeaSon (0401), Cove Creek (0402), The Paéture (0408) , Dunes (0409)
Fricke (0410), Black Butte (0427), Compound (0428), Spring Dale (0433),
Gwin Ranch (0434)

RECOMMENDATTION RATIONALE

RM1¢&2,1

1. Provide custodial management These areas sre too small to implement a graz-
on allotments listed above. ing system on and cannot be combined with

other National Resource Lands because of
private lands and natural barriers. Idaho's
5-year goals direct that management efforts
outside AMP areas will be directed toward
range use supervision as necessary to insure
compliance with use authorizations and re-
gulations,

Regulate grazing use to pro- This will regulate grazing use so that it is

vide one of the following not made during the critical growing season

grazing treatments: each year which will improve vigor of forage

a., Defer grazing until after plants and encourage seedling development omn

.. geed ripe-each year. o some years. The overall impact will be uo

b. Defer grazing during grow- improve range conditions and encourage ad-
ing season until seed ripe ditional production of forage.

time every other year.

Multiple-Use Analysis

Providing custodial management, as recommended, would have no economic impact on the
allottees. However, the proposals to defer grazing until after seed ripe either
every other year or each year, could have an adverse economic impact on those allotees
whose normal period of use is during the spring. If spring use were shifted to post-
seed ripe, those livestock operators would incur additional expenses to provide forage
for the livestock. Most of them move their livestock on to the Federal range during
the spring while their hay and other crops are being farmed. Shifting the season of
use to a later time would preclude farming of a portion of the land and thus increase
costs. Additional expenses would occur where fencing private lands away from the
Federal range would be necessary. The recommendation conflicts with the following
activity recommendations in the respective allotment, as listed below:

Allotment © Activity Recommendation(s) of Major Conflict
Beacon (0401) WL 9.1, 12.1; W 1.3; L 6.4; M 1.2

Cove Creek (0402) WL 9.1, 12.1; W 1.3; M 1.2

The Pasture (0408) WL 12.1; W 1.3; M 1.2 .

Dunes (0409) WL 12.1; W 1.3; M 1.2

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed
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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 Stepl No. 1 Step3
Page 2 of 3
Fricke (0410) WL 8.1, 9.1, 12.1; W 1.3; M 1.2
Black Buttes (0427) WL 9.1, 12.1; W 1.3; M 1.2
Compound (0428) WL 9.1, 12.1; W 1.3; M 1.2; L 31A
Springdale (0433) WL 6.2, 8.2, 12.1; W 1.3, 3.2, 5.2; M 1.2
Gwin Ranch (0434) L 3.1, 12.1; W 1.3, 3.2, 5.2; M 1.2

Wildlife WL 3.1, 8.2, 12.1 and watershed, W 1.3 identify the need to retain 40-50
percent of the herbacecus vegetation in the allotments. This conflicts with the
recommendation because utilization may exceed 60 percent of the forage plants.
Wildlife WL 9.1, and 6.2, identify the need to exclude livestock grazing on wet
meadows, along streams and canals. This conflicts with the recommendation because

it would reduce available forage for livestock grazing and restrict livestock access
to water. Lands 3.1A proposes disposal of Class I and II lands found to be consistent
with classification criteria. Such action would reduce available rangeland and thus
reduce forage production in the Compound Allotment. Minerals, M 1.2, proposes to
lease, with minimal restrictions, the geothermal resource. This could restrict live-
stock grazing because development would prohibit use of up to 1/3 of the land survace

under lease.

\The recommendation conflicts to a minor degree with the following activity recommen-
Jdations on the respective allotments, as listed below. These conflicts should be
addressed at the time management direction is decided to insure adequate consider-
ation of all resource values,

Allotment - ACTIVITY Recommendations in Mimor Conflict
Beacon (0401) WL 9.2; R 2.1; L 6.4
Cove Creek (0402) WL 9.,2; R 2.1
The Pasture (0408) R 2.1
Dunes (0409) R 21
Fricke (0410) WL 8.1, 9.2; R 2.1
Black Butte (0427) WL 9.2; R.2.% .
Compound (0428) WL 9.2; R 2.1
Springdale (0433) R 2.1
Gwin Ranch (04034) WL 2.1; R 2.1
Supporting recommendations by allotment are as follows:
Beacon (0401) R 2.1, 3.2; W 1.2
Cove Creek (0402) R 2.1, 3.2; W 1.2
The Pasture R 2.1, 3.2; W 1.2
Dunes (0409) R 2.1, 3.2; W 1.2
Fricke (0410) R 2,1, 3.2; W 1,
Black Butte (0427) R 2.1, 3.2; W 1.2
Compound (0428) R 2,1, 3.2; W 1.2
Springdale (0433) WL 6.3, 8.3; R 2.1, 3.2; W 1.2, 3.2, 5.2
Gwin Ranch R 2.1, 3.2; W 1.2, 3.2, 5.2

Nore: Attach additional sheets, if needed
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UNITED STATES

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

Name (MFP)
Bennett Hills-Timmerman Hill

BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN
RECOMMENDATION~ANALYSiS-DECISION

Range Management

Overlay Reference
Step 1 No. 1 Step 3

Multiple-Use Recommendations
Modify the recommendation to
include the following provisions
in addition to those stated above.

1. Do not exceed 60 percent utili-
zation of herbaceous vegetation in
any area where grazing occurs.

2, Protect wet meadows, springs,
streams, and canals from inten-
sive livestock use which normally
occurs as follows:

Springs: Coordinate protection
with wildlife needs. Where sig-
nificant wildlife values are iden-
tified, fence spring source area to
excude livestock and make water
available to livestock outside the
exclosure.

Wet Meadows: Exclude livestock
only where it is demomstrated
that significant wildlife habi-
tat is being destroyed by live-
stock grazing.

Streams & Canals: Fence streams
and canals where major critical
waterfowl nesting areas are iden-
tified., Provide water gaps where
feasible,

3. Allow disposal of lands within

Class I and IT irrigation potential
classification.

4, Allcow mineral leasing.

Attach additional sheets, if needed

Reasons Page 3 of 3

Adequate herbaceous vegetation should be left
to provide adequate forage and cover for all
wildlife, including deer, elk, and upland game
birds, and to provide litter to protect the
soil from the erosive forces of nature.

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

Damage caused by livestock grazing may be
mitigated by implementing the recommended
grazing regulation.

Grazing livestock utilize and destroy’riparian
vegetation needed for waterfowl nesting habitat

Conversion of this area to agriculture would
provide greater economic stability to the
locale than presently produced by the exist-
ing resource use.

Restriction of livestock grazing by geothermal
development. is improbable, but if it occurs it
should be allowed because of the greater value

 generated to the local and regional economy by

mineral development.

Hrsirections on reverse)



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 Step1 No, 1 Step3
Page 1 of 2
CUSTODIAL MANAGEMENT
RECOMMENDATTON | RATTONALE
M 2.2
1. Allot and regulate the grazing These areas cannct be feasibly or logically
use in accord with R 2.1 on tracts managed with other National Resource Lands
of National Resource Lands that are due to location and size.

isolated from other National Resource
Lands by natural barriers or private
lands.

Known unallotted tracts to be con-
sidered:

T. & S., R. 16 E, Sec. 25 SWkSW%
T. 4 S., R. 15 E, Sec. 1 WXNER
Land located south of Milner-Gooding
Canal
~T. 6 8., R, 14 E, Sec. &4 & 5, south
of railroad tracks
Land adjacent to Mormon Reservoir
T. 58., R. 15 E, Sec. 1 WiNER

Multiple-Use Analvsis

Implementing the recommendation could have an adverse impact on persons who presently
permit their livestock to graze on the tracts without license., This adverse ,impact
would be mitigated in the long run because current users would have some assurance
that they would be able to run livestock on the areas each year as long as they met

license and base property requirements.

The recommendation does not conflict with any specific activity recommendations,
However, since little is known about the tracts and their suitability for grazing,
major conflicts could occur depending om their location and terrain characteristics.

Multiple-Use Recommendation Reasons

Modify the recommendation to Livestock grazing may have an adverse impact
include the following provi- on other resource values which have not been
.sions: identified at this time. Coordination is

Coordinate allotting and needed to prevent irreversible impacts on
grazing management with other resource values.

all other resource activities,
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 Hil!

Activity
Range Management

Overlay Reference
Step 1 No, 1 Step3

Multiple use values should be
given overriding consideration.

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

Page 2 of 2
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UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERICOR Bennett Hills-Timmerman Hil:
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity
Range Management
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION Step1 No. 2 Step3 L

Page 1 of 2
CUSTODIAT. MANAGEMENT ‘

RECOMMENDATION RATIONALE

RM 2.3

1. Determine carrying capacity for The URA indicates that adequate forage is not
National Resource Lands and private available to satisfy the present Class I de-

and State lands offered for exchange mand (see 1605.44A2¢(5)(a)). Present policy

of use license and adjust stocking provides that "Initial stocking rates...must

rates accordingly. not exceed the existing livestock grazing

capacity...”". (W.0. Instruction Memo 75-407).
Idaho's 5-year goals are to bring livestock
use in line with existing grazing capacity for
those areas in less than satisfactory condi-
tion as a result of excessive livestock use.
It is anticipated that the present forage pro-
duction capacities can be interpolated from
Soil and Vegetative data to be gathered during
the summer of 1976 and succeeding years.

Multiple-Use Analysis

Stocking rates may be in excess of the present carrying capacity. This recommenda-
tion could result in a reduction of grazing use and would therefore have an adverse
economic impact on the livestock operations.

This recommendation does not conflict with any other activity recommendations,

Supporting recommendations include the following: Watershed W 1.2, 1.3; (W 3.2
& 5.2 apply only to Springdale and Gwin Ranch Allotments); Recreatiom R 2.1;
Range Management RM 1 & 2.1, The following wildlife recommendations support the
proposal by individual allotments as follows:

Beacon Allotment Wildlife, WL 12,1
Cove Creek Allotment Wildlife, WL 12.1
The Pasture Allotment Wildlife, WL 12.1
Dunes Allotment Wildlife, WL 12.1
Fricke Allotment Wildlife, WL 8.2, 12.1
Black Butte Allotment Wildlife, WL 12,1
Compound Allotment Wildlife, WL 8.2, 12.1
Springdale Allotment Wildlife, WL 8.2, 12,1
Gwin Ranch Allotment Wildlife, WL 3,1, 12,1
Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed
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UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Bennett Hills-Timmerman Hills
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity
Range Management
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION Step 1 No, 2 Step3
‘ . . Page 2 of 2
Multiple-Use Recommendation . ‘ Reasons

Accept the recommendation as
listed above,.

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

75y
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CUSTODIAL MANAGEMENT

ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED

1. Allotment combination

2. Range improvement

3. AMPs



Range Management
Wood River




RANGE MANAGEMENT

Allotment
No.

0601
0602

0603

060k

0605

0606

0607

0608

0609
0608-C609
Isolated Tracks

Appendix IT

Allotment
No.

Picabo

Tikura
Richfield
Track
Timmerman Hills
Lave
Canal

Kime
Hill City Branch

Kime-Hill City Branch Combinaticn:



- UNITED STATES : Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR ‘

BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT A Activity
S Range Management
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN - STEP 1 Objective Number
' 1

ACTIVITY OBJECTIVES

OBJECTIVE :

Increase forage production from the present estimated 65,618 AUMs to the
estimated potential production of 98,140 AUMs by 1990.

RATIONALE :

The Planning Area Apalysis indicates increase in demand for forage in the
Planning Area of over 50% by 1990. Approximately 22% of the total forage
consumed in the Planning Area is produced on Natiomal Resource Lands.,

Forage produced on NRL generates $283,762 of persomal income in the Plan-
ning Area., The above figures indicate grazing on NRLs in the Planning

Area is significant. Since the estimated potential production of live-

stock forage is 98,140 AUMs while the P,A,A. projects a demand of 129,000
AUMs by 1990, the lesser figure was used (see 1608.31A1)., Manual 1603.12G3b
(Bureau long-term objectives for the range program) requires management which
will "Provide forage to help meet the needs of the Nation, to help stabilize
the economy of the livestock industry, individual users, and dependent com-
munities! Other pertinent guidance used to develop the objective is con-
sistant with the above manual statement and includes the following: Basic
Guidance - 1602 (1602.12, 1602.42c2Za, b, 1602,42c3e) Supplemental Guidance
1603 (1603,12G2a, b, 1603.12G3b, 1603.21a, b, 1603 - Appendix 1, Part II C 1);
The Taylor Grazing Act (Onme of the purposes of the Act is ",,.to stabilize
the livestock industry dependent upon the public range...''); and The Federal
Grazing Regulations 43 CFR 4110.0-2, 4111.4-2). ‘

‘trictions on reverse)

Form 1600—20 (April 1973)




- ~ UNITED STATES ' Name (MFP)
. DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR ‘
" BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity
e , : Range Management
' MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN - STEP 1 Objective Namber
ACTIVITY OBJECTIVES 2
OBJECTIVE:

Implement management practices om all grazing lands in the planning area
to reach and maintain good range condition by 1996,

RATIONAIE :

Step 3 of the URAs indicate a total of 153,608 acres are in Poor
Condition, 315,191 acres are in Fair Condition, and only 154,529 -
acres are in Good Range Condition in the Planning Area. Step 3
and 4 of the URAs indicate present forage production is estimated
to be only 67 percent of the potential. The full potential can
be realized only if the range is in a good condition, Basic
Guidance (1602.12) indicates the Bureau will "Protect the lands,
resources, enviromnment, and public values therein from avoidable
- destruction, abuse and deterioration, and correct past abuses
to the extent feasible,'" Other pertinent guidance used to deve-
lop this objective is consistant with the above statement and
includes the following: 1602.11, .12, 113A, .42C2, 3, & &4;
(1603.12G3a); Supplemental Guidance Federal Grazing Regulations
~  4110.0-2, 4111.2-1(a). In addition regulations listed in the
rationale for Objective Number 1 apply to this objective,

73
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~ UNITED STATES " |Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR - ‘

X BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity v
N Range Management

ACTIVITY OBJECTIVES ' ' 3

OBJECTIVE:

Provide for protection and conservation of. endangered plants in the
Planning Area.

RATIONALE :

Step II URA indicates four species of‘endangered plants have been found
" in the Planning Area, Section 7 of Public Law 93-205 places respomnsibility
for comservation of "endangered plants with the Bureau,

{Instructions on reverse) Form 1600—20 (April 1273)



UNITED STATES Name (MFP) . =
" : BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT
o : ‘ ﬁﬁﬁé%yManagement
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION—-ANALYSIS-DECISION Step 1 NO. 1 Step 3
PICABO CATTLE ALLOTMENT (0601) Page 1 of 3
RECOMMENDATION - RATIONALE
RM -1, 2.1 .
Revise the present AMP and change the The tentative evaluation of the
present grazing system to at least the present Picabo AMP (see Timmerman
following minimum design. Hills URA, Range Management Step 3,
Treatment 4/16_ 4/30  6/30 7/25 9/30 p 8-12) reveals that the present
77 7717
A f/./ / ///// grazing system design has little or
B REST no chance of improving range condi-
T
C // i tions and increase present estimated
D /555;  ; carrying capacity by 600 AUMs within

12 years after implementation.
(See also T.H., URA, RM, Step &

P 6-9).

MULTIPLE-USE ANALYSTIS °

Analysis of the other resource activities Step 1 Recommendations reveals an
adamant attitide that intensive livestock management is needed on this allotment.
The following recommendations lend support to this recommendation for a minimum
grazing system design: WL 5.1, WL 6.1, WL 6.4, WL 8.2, WL 8.3, WL 12.1, R. 2.1,
R 3.2, W 1.2, &W 1.3. These recommendations relate the following constrains on
the developement of the grazing system and establish guidelines for allowable"
livestock grazing within that system.

1. Implement a grazing system that will assure that no more than 1/3 of

the critical deer winter range is grazed in the fall (aftﬂr August 13).

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

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



T.H,

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
Page 2 of 3

Multiple-Use Analysis (continued)

2. Defer livestock grazing on criticai deer winter range until after May,

3. Insure that no more than 60 percent of the herbaceous vegetation is
utilized by livestock in any pasture and implement a grazing system to
establish and maintain a diverse vegetation composition of 20 - 25 per-
cent forbs, 50 - 60 percent grasses, and 15 - 20 parcent shrubs,

4, Estab}ish livestock grazing systems that will enhance the reproduction
and forage availablility of forbs.

5. Meet the physiological needs of herbaceous vegetation so that it will
prosper and increase to the greatest ground cover #he soils are cap-
able of supporting.

While these recommendations do effect the design of the grazing system and

location of improvements they can be worked with this recommendation for a

revised grazing system,

The Wildlife recommendation to defer grazing on critical deer winter rangs until

after May 1 could cause some problems with the livestock operators as they now

turn out on some of this area April 16,

There are three other recommendations in the Range Management, Picabo Allotment,
RM 1, 2.2, R 2,3, &RM 1, 2.4 that will effect the final selection of the grazing
system and the livestock operators. They are to establish stocking rates for
both‘National Resource Lands and other lands within the allotment, and to com-
bine this allotment with the Timmerman Hills Sheep Allotment. See ‘the Maltiple-
Use Analysis for these recommendations for the additional overview of the

Note: Attach additional sheets, if nesded situation.

tlustruciions on reverse) . Form 160021 (April 1973)



UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN
RECOMMENDATION—-ANALYSIS—~-DECISION

T.H.. .

I"Iame (MFP) .
Bennett Hills-Timmerman Hil

Activity
Range Management
Overlay Reference

Step 1 No, 1 Step3

Muitiple-Use Recommendation

Revise the present grazing system to at
least the minimum standards depicted in
the above recommendation and allow for
inclusion of items 1 through 5 in the
Multiple-Use Analysis in the grazing

system design and application.

Note: Attach additional sheets. if needed

Reasons Page 3 of 3

Deer winter range, critical deer
winter range, sage grouse strutting

grounds, sage grouse wintering area,

and antelope summer range fall within

this allotment. It is necessary that
intensive livestock management be
implemented to preserve and improve
these values and to improve range

and watershed conditions.

tnsiraciions on reverse)
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UNITED STATES
: - DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
L BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN
RECOMMENDATION~ANALYSIS-DECISION

T,H.

Name (MFP)
Bennett Hills-Timmerman Hil:

“Activity
Range Management

Overlay Reference
Step 1 No. 1 Step 3

PICABO CATTIE ALLOTMENT (0601)

Page 1 of 2

RECOMMENDATION

RM 1, 2.2

Egtablish stocking rates on National
Resource Lands within this allotment
in accordance with the carrying capa-
city information as interpolated from:
the soils and vegetation data to be
gathered during the summer of 1976

and succeeding years.

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

RATTONALE

The present carrying capacity of
this allotment has been estimated
to be 13 Ac/AUM under present con-
ditions (see T,H., URA, RM Step 4,

p 2) while the active qualifica-
tions obligate the National Re-~
source Lands at 7.6 Ac/AUM. ''The
initial stocking rates are of the
most importance and must not exceed
existing livestock grazing capacity
of the allotment'., W.0. Inst. Memo
75-407)., In order to improve range
conditions and to finally intrease
available AUMs this action may be

necessary.

t{nsiructions on reverse)

Form 1600-21 {April 1373)



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 Step1 No. 1 step3
PICABO CATTLE ALLOTMENT (0601) Page 2 of 2

- MULTIPLE-USE ANALYSIS

This recommendation is supported by recommendations made in the Watershed, Recrea-
tion and Wildlife Activities. If the above estimated carrying capacities for
this allotment are near correct, then there would be a high economic impact on

the users through a reduction in active AUMs if this recommendation is implemented.

See also the analysis for Recommendation, Picabo Cattle Allotment, RM 1, 2.4 for

possible alternative to a reduction in active privileges.

Multiple-Use Recommendations Reasons

This recommendation should be accepted
to determine proper carrying capacity

for this allctment.

Nore: Attach additional sheets, if needed
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UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
. DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Bennett Hills-Timmerman Hil
G BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity .
- Range Management
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION—-ANALYSIS~-DECISION Step 1 No. 1 Step3
PICABO CATTLE ALLOTMENT 6601 Page 1 of 2
RECOMMENDATION RATIONALE
RM - 2.3
Obtain information on present carry- "Stocking rates for exchange of use
ing capacity on all State and private agreements and percent use authori-
‘lands offered for exchange of use. aztions must be based on forage in-

ventories, Exchange of use agree-
ments that would work to the detri-
ment of the District program should
be rejected" (W.0, Imnst. Memo 74-397).
Some of the private lands in recent
years have been plowed and seeded
thus changing the carrying capacity.
The range survey for this unit has
been lost and there is no record for
this allotment. The State Dépt. of
Puﬁlic Lands‘has recently re-surveyed
most of their land and the BLM may
recognize the State's new carrying
capacity on State lands offered for
exchange of use. The present carry-
ing capacity for all lands offered is
at 6.9 Ac/AUM. These private lands
are not thought to be in that good of

"Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed Shape-

tnsiruciions on reverse) Form 1600—21 (April 19753}
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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 Step 3
PICABO CATTLE ALLOTMENT 0601 Page 2 of 2

- MULTIPLE-USE ANALYSIS

The carrying capacity data on these State and private lands needs to be updated

so that ‘the exchange-of-use licenses can be based on current information. There.
is no conflict with other resources on obtaining this data, If the carrying capa-
city of these lands in AUMs are adjusted downward, it would have an economic im-

pact on the people controlling these lands, They would have to accept the new

carrying capacities or fence these lands out of the allotment.

Multiple-Use Recommendations Reasons

Accept the recommendations as stated If the offered lands are overstocked
above and adjust the exchange-of-use it puts additional grazing pressure
‘licenses accordingly. on NRLs.

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

insiructions on reverse) Form 1600—-21 (April 1975)



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
Page 1 of 2
PICABO CATTLE ALLOTMENT 0601
RECOMMENDATION " RATIONALE
RM 1, 2.4
Combine this allotment with the It is estimated that if the two
Timmerman Hills Sheep Allotment allotments were combined that there
and develop two four-pasture graz- ' would be reduced negative and eco-
ing systems incorporating the prin- nomic impact on the Picabo Hills
ciples of rest-rotation grazing to Allotment licensees, Possibly no
improve range conditiomns and in- reduction in spring grazing would
crease forage production. (See also be necessary in the implementation
Timmerman Hills Allotment Recommen- of the grazing system. (See also
datiomns). T.H., URA-RM Step 4, p 8). There

would be an economic advantage to
both the Government and the licen-
sees in total i1f the allotments were

combined,

MULTIPLE-USE ANALYSIS

This recommendation does not by itself conflict with the other activities recom-

mendations.

Combining these allotments would create some hardships on the users in that they
would be running their livestock in areas different from that which they have
been using for the past several years. Alsc, before alloWing any cattle in the

Timmerman Hills Sheep Allotiment, fences and additional waters would have to be built
P 3

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

ilnstructions on reverse) Form 1600-21 (Aprii 1973}



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 Step1 No. 1 Step3
Page 2 of 2
Muultiple Use Recommendation Reasons &
Accept the above recommendation if the Because of several factors, such as
proposed benefits can be realized in the land patterns in Picabo Allotment,
development of the AMP for the combined improvements needed to accomodate
area. cattle in the Timmerman Hills Sheep

Allotment, and possible user dis-
agreement to the proposal, a firm
or final decision to combine these
allotments should not be made at
this date.

Alternative

Do not combine the two allotments,

Reep them separate and develop

individual AMPs for each allotment.

Nore: Attach additional sheets, if needed

ilnsiructions on reverse) . . ' Form 1606—-21 (April 1973)
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UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Bennett Hills-Timmerman Hil
e BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity
N Range Management
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN - Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION—-ANALYSIS-DECISION Step! No. 1 Step3
PICABO CATTIE ALLOTMENT 0601 Page 1 of 2
RECOMMENDATION RATIONALE
RM 2.5
Develop dependable water as indicated Additional water needs to be
in the AMP to wrovide for proper utili- developed with the implementation of
zation and distribution of livestock. an intensive grazing system, Plans

for these additional waters will be
developed with the revision of the
AMP and as needed for the implemén-
tation and operation of the grazing
system. Any future water develop-
ments should be for season long use
to facilitate lievstéck manipuiation
within the proposed grazing systems
for the duration of the grazing

season,

MULTIPLE USE ANALYSTS

The recommendation conflicts with WL 6.2 which recommends to exclude livestock
frgm spring and wet-meadow areas, This conflict should be mitigated by fencing
out identified spring areas om a project by project basis after developing the
water and piping it to a trough for livestock use. The wet-meadows should be
identified as to the specific site needs after intensive livestock management

has been implemented to see if this need can be satisfied through the manipula-

tion . of livestock within the grazing system.
te: Attach aucnuonau sheets, if needed

“wuciions on reverse) Form 1600-21 {April 1973)



UNITED STATES ) . | Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Bennett Hills-Timmerman Eil®
E BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity
L Ranege Management
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION—=ANALYSIS—-DECISICN Step 1 No. 1 Step 3

Page 2 ot 2
PICABO CATTLE ALLOTMENT 0601 (continued)

Multiple Use Analysis (continued)
The development of dependable water supports the recommendation to implement an
intensive grazing system on this allotment and benefits would accure to both

livestock and wildlife.

Multiple-Use Recommendations Reasons

‘Develop dependable water as indicated
in the AMP and correlate the project
design to mitigate as much as possible

with wildlife needs.

Nore: Attach additional sheets, if needed

Husiruciions on reverse)’ - Form 1600—-21 (April-1973)



T.H.

UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Bennett Hills-Timmerman Hil
5 BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity
Range Mgpnagement
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS—DECISION Step 1 No. 1 Step 3
P 2
PICABO CATTLE ALLOTMENT 0601 age 1 of
RECOMMENDATION RATIONALE
RM 1, 2.6

. Treat 12,000 acres of brush to release the  This treatment is needed to improve
forage species. This could be accomplished the quality and quantity of forage

‘with a combination of spraying, chaining, for the present active qualifications
or burning. and present grazing season. This”
treatment will produce an additional
410 AUMs of forage over the estimated
present carrying capacity, ﬁhich
combined with management will pro-
duce an additional 1,010 AUMs. The
410 AUMs would be realized in 4 to ©

years after treatment. (See also

Timmerman Hills URA, RM Step &, p 2).

MULTIPLE-USE ANATLYSIS

This recommendation for 12,000 acres is reduced and the remaining areas are
supported and/or constrained by other accepted resource activity recommendations
to point that total acres of brush control are unknown at this time. See the
Range Management Step II Overlay for location of and type of comstraints on
brush control projects within this allotment. See also the General and Specific

Cuidelines for Brush Control that are contained in Appendix ITI of this section.

- Brush control projects should not be initiated until after implementation of the

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed grazing system.

ifn~tructions on reversel 6 21 ( il 1975
. i Form 1600—21 (April 18735)



UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERICR Bennett Hills-Timmerman Hil
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity '
Range Management
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS~DECISION Step1 No. 1 step 3
Muitiple—Use Recommendation Reasons Page 2 of 2
Selectively control sagebrush to increase The Wildlife, Watershed, and Range
livestock forage, improve watershed con- Management programs can be enhanced
ditions, and improve species composition by doing selective sagebrush control
for sage grouse brood rearing within the projects,

accepted guidelines (RM Appendix II) for

sagebrush control.

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

Tt ‘ . . . e
instruc:ions on reverse) Form 1600-21 (April 1973)



UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Bennett Hills~-Timmerman Hil
_ BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity
B " Range Management
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION—ANALYSIS-DECISION Step 1 No. 1 Step3
PICABO CATTLE ALLOTMENT 0601 Page 1 of 2
RECOMMENDATION | RATIONMALE
RM 2 . 7
Construct new fences and relocate The Picabo Cattle Allotment has
or use existing fences to allow for several interior fences that were
implementation of proposed grazing located to implement the present

system, grazing system., These fences should
be used where possible in the develop-
mént of a better grazing system, No
additional fences are shown at this
time on the Range Management MFP

Step I Overlay because location has

not been determined.

MULTIPLE USE ANALYSTS

All fences proposed and existing have conflicts with some of the recreatign

(R 8.3) and wildlife (WL 5.3) activity recommendations, But are also recognized
as a necessary evil to accomplish livestock manipulation to implement intensive
livestock management which will help to accomplish many of the range management,

watershed, wildlife, and recreation activity recommendations.

All new fences should be constructed to specifications presented in the 1737
Fencing Manual. The fences should be located so-as to blend in with the natural
environment as much as possible, Gates and/or cattleguards should be located on

roads and trails and/or at least every mile in gentle terrain and at least every

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

ilnstruciions on reverse) Form 1600-21 {Aprii 1973)



JTLH.

© UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Bennett Hillg-7s Hil
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity T
Range Management
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION~ANALYSIS—-DECISION Step1 No, 1 Step3
Page 2 of 2

MULTIPLE USE ANALYSIS

(continued)
one-half milé in rough terrain to accomodate the public use of the National

Resource Lands.

Maltiple-Use Recommendations Reasons

Construct new fences and relocate

or use existing fences to allow for
implementation of the proposed grazing
system., Specifications for femce
construction will be in accordance with

the above analysis.

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

Husirictions on reverse) ) Form 1600-21 (April 197%)



T.H.

UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
, DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Bennett Hills-Timmeman Hil®
% BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity
e Range Management
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION—ANALYSIS-DECISION Step 1 No. 1 Step3

PICABO CATTLE ALLOTMENT 0601

RECOMMENDATION

RM 2.8

By land exchange, acquire all State
land within the allotment, also by
exchange acquire some of the private
lands owned or controlled by C. W.
Gardner & Sous., '

RATIONALE

The acquisition of State lands would facili-
tate management. Management of the National
Resource Lands would be complicated if the
State sections were to go into private owner-
ship. The private lands referred to are
owned or controlled by one individual. An
exchange of lands within the allotment and/or
other National Rescurce Lands to better block
up both private lands and National Resource
Lands would facilitate management of these
lands. The implementation of grazing systems
and administration of these lands would be
enhanced. '

Multiple-Use Analvysis

Acquiring the State lands and private lands in this allotment by land exchange would
block up the National Resource Lands and eliminate conflicts with proposed projects
in the area such as brush control, fences, water developments, roads, trails, etc.

This recommendation is supported by Wildlife, which states: 'Initiate a land ex-
change program to gain ownership of the private land identified or critical deer

. winter range on the Picabo Hills."

There is the problem of identifying National Resource Lands that would meet both
the State's and the Bureau's requirements to consummate such an exchange program.

Multiple-Use Analvysis

Consider these lands for acquisi-

tion in any future land consolida-
tion program entered into between

the State of Idsho, private land-

owners, and the Bureau.

Nore: Attach additional sheets, if needed

Reason

It is not known at this time if or when the
State Dept. of Public Lands and the Bureau
would try to work together on this type of
land comsolidation program. Because of this
unknown, the recommendation was moderated.
Private landowners may or maynot be interestad
in such a program.

Acquisition of these lands would enhance the
public values for the deer winter range and
any other activity which would conflict with

tinsiructions on reverse)

private lands. Form 1600—21 (April 1375)



T.H.

UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
. DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Bennett Hills-Timmerman Hil:
R BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity
B Range Management
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION=—ANALY SIS—DECISION Step1 No. 1 step3
TIKURA CATTLE ALLOTMENT 0602 Page 1 of 2
RECOMMENDATION RATTONALE
RM1, 2.1
Revise the present AMP and change the The tentative evaluation of the present
grazing systems to the following Tikura AMP (see T.H. URA, Step 3,
formula. p 13-16) reveals that the present graz-

ing system design has little or no chance
Treatment 5/1 6/20 7/25 9/30

/?éé‘%}?}?ééééé&O/646//// of improving range conditions. The pro=
A . / //. / g A

Cé///};@? posed grazing system should improve pre-
/i ;

B
sent range conditions and increase pre-
C REST B
)//964//}/ﬂ/’///// sent estimated carrying capacity by 119
D 1111

AUMs within 10 years after implementation.

(See also T.H. URA, RM, Step 4, p 10-12),.

MULTIPLE-USE ANALYSIS

The following recommendations made in the Wildlife, Recreation and Watershed.aetivitie
lend support to the reviéion of the AMP to a more intensive‘grazing system: WL 5.1,
WL 6.1, WL 6.4, WL 8.2, WL 8,3, WL 12.1, R 3.2, W1.2, W 1.3, & W 2,3, These recom-
mendations relate the following comstraints on the developement of the grazing sys-
tem and establish guidelines for livestock grazing within that system,

1. 1Insure that no more than 60 percent of the herbaceous vegetation is utilized
by livestock in any pasture and implement a grazing system to establish and
maintain a diverse vegetation composition of 20 - 25 percent forbs, 55 - 60
percent grasses, and 15-20 percent shrubs.

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

Husiructions on reverse) Form 1600—21 (April 19753)



T.H..

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 Stepl No. 1 Step3
MULTIPLE-USE ANALYSIS Page 2 of 2
(Continued)

2. Establish livestock grazing systems that will enhance the reproduction and
forage a;ailability of‘forbs.
3. Meet the physiological needs of herbaceous vegetation so that it will prosper
and increase to the greatest ground cover the soils areicapable of supporting
to improve watershed and range conditions, ,
Whilte these recommendations do effect the design of the grazing system and location

of improvements they can be worked with this recommendation for a revisad grazing

system.

There are two other recommendations in the Range Management, Tikura Allotment,

RM 1, 2.2, & R 1, 2.3, that will effect the grazing system and the livestock oper-
ators. They are to establish stocking rates for both National Resource Lands and
to combime this allotment with the Silver Creek Allotment. See the Multiple-Use

Analysis for these recommendations for the additional overview of the situation,

Maultiple-Use Recommendation Reasons

Revise the present grazing system Waterfowl habitat, sage grouse strutting
to at least the minimum standards grounds, sage grouse summering areas, and
depicfed in the above recommenda- antelope summer range fall within this al-
tion and allow for inclusion of B lotment, It is necessary that intensive
items 1 through 3 in the Multiple- livestock management be implemented to
Use Analysis in the grazing system preserve and improve these values and to
design and application., improve rénge and watershed conditions.

Note: Attach additionmal sheets, if needed

R — A NN
Hnsiructions on reverse} . Form 1600-21 {April 1973)



T,H.

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 Stepl No. 1 Step3 -
TIKURA CATTLE ALLOTMENT 0602 Page 1 of 2
RECOMMENDATION RATIONALE
RM 1, 2.2
Establish stocking rates om National The present carrying capacity of this
Resource TLands within this allotment allotment has been estimated to be

in accordance with the carrying capa- 15 Ac/AUM (see T.H. TURA, RM Step 4, p 2)
city information as interpolated from while the active qualifications obligate
the soils and vegetation data to be the National Resource Lands at 9.6 Ac/AUM.
gathered during the summer of 1976 and '"The initial stocking rates are of the
succeeding years. ‘ utmost importance and must not exceed the
existing livestock grazing capacity of
the allotment" (W.0. Inst. Memo 75-407).
In order to improve range counditions and
to finally increase available AUMs this

action may be necessary.

MULTIPLE-USE ANALYSIS

This recommendation is supported by recommendations made in the Watershed, Re-
creation and Wildlife activities. 1If the above estimated carrying capacities
for this allotment are near correct, then there would be a high economic impact

on the users through a reduction in active AUMs if this reccmmendation is imple-

mented.

Brush control and aerial seedin rojects could offset any needed reduction to
J

carrying capacity if they were accomplished in a timely manmer., (Tikura Allot,
Attach additional sheets, if needed . RM 1,24 &RM1, 2.5

‘ions on reverse) Form 1600-21 (April 1973)




T.H.

UNITED STATES [Name (4FP) oy
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR ennett Hills-Timmerman Hill
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT  [hetvity
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Referonce
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION Step 1 No, 1 Step 3

Multiple Use Recommendations Reasons Page 2 of 2

This recommendation should be
accepted to determine proper
carrying capacity for this

allotment.

Nofe: Attach additional sheets, if needed

tlnstruciions on reverse) Form 1600--21 {April 1973)



UNITED STATES
; ; DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
5 - BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION

T.H.

Name (MFP)
Bennett Hills-Timmerman Hil:

Activity

Range Management
Overlay Reference

Step 1 No. 1 Step 3

TIKURA CATTLE ALLOTMENT 0602

Page 1 of 2

RECOMMENDATION

M1, 2.3
Combine this allotment with the
Silver Creek Cattle Allotment

(0305) in the Muldoon Unitj

RATIONALE

Each of these allotments presently
contain two pastures and their present
AMPs and grazing systems need to be re-
vised, If they were combined and the
proposed grazing system implemented

then probably no additional fencing would
be necessary. The grazing system could
be implemented as soon as the EIS is
completed., If the combination of allot-
ments is not accomplished then both al-
lotments would require additional fencing
to increase the number of pastures. Water

would also be an additional problém.

MULTIPLE-USE ANALYSIS

This recommendation does not by itself conflict with the other activities re-

commendations.

Combining these allotments would create

some hardships on the users in that they

would be running their livestock in areas different from that which they have

been using for the past several years.

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

iinstructions on reverse)

Form 1600-21 (April 1973)



T.H.

UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
. DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Bennett Hills-Timmerman Hil?
iy BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity
’ Range Management
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION—-ANALYSIS-DECISION Stepl NO. 1 gtep3
MULTIPLE-USE ANALYSIS Page 2 of 2
(Continued)

Economic advantages to the Govermment would be realized in fewer needed improve-

ments if the allotments were combined.

Multiple-Use Recommendation Reasons

Accept the above recommendation if
the proposed benefits can be realized
in the development of the AMP for the

combined area.

Alternative
Do not combine the two allotments.
Keep and revise the individual AMPs

for each allotment.

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

instruciions on reverse) Form 1600-21 (April 1973)



T.H,

UNITED STATES Name (MFP) _
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Bennett Hills-Timmerman Hill
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity
Rangée Management
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS~DECISION step 1 NOe 1 54053
TIKURA CATTLE ALLOTMENT 0602 Page 1 of 2
RECOMMENDATTION RATIONALE
RM 1, 2.4
Treat 3,770 acres of brush to re- This treatment is needed to improve the
lease the forage species., This _ quality and quantity of forage for the
should be accomplished by spray- present active qualifications and present
ing with 2, 4-D because of the grazing season. This treatment will pro-
amount of three-tipped sagebrush duce an additional 100 AUMs of forage
in this allotment. over the estimated present carrying capa-

city which combined with management will
produce an additional 219 AUMs. The 100
AUMs would be realized in 4 to 6 years
after treatment., (See T.H. URA, RM,

Step 4, p 2).

MULTIPLE-USE ANALYSIS

This recommendation for 3,770 acres is reduced and the rémaining areas are sup-
ported and/Pr constrained by other accepted resource activity recommendations

to point that total acres of brush control are unknown at this time. See the
Range Management Step II Overlay for location of and type of constraints om
brush control projects within this allotment. See also the General and Specific
Guidelines for brush control that are contained in Appendix II of this section.

This recommendation is supported in part by Wildlife (WL 7.1 & WL 1.2)& Water-

shed (W 1.4) activity recommendations.,

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

tlustruciions on reverse) . Form 1600-21 (April 19753)



T.H. .

UNITED STATES . | Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Bennett Hills-Timmerman Hill
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity
N Range Management
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION—-ANALYSIS-DECISION Step1l No. 1 Step3
Page 2 of 2
Multiple Use Recommendation Reasons
Selectively control sagebrush to The Wildlife, Watershed, and Range
increase livestock forage, improve Management programs can be enhanced
watershed conditions, and improve by doing selective sagebrush control
species composition for sage grouse projects.

brood rearing within the accepted
guidelines (RM Appendix II) for

sagebrush control.

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

tinsiructions on reverse) Form 160021 (April 1975)



T.H.

,,,,,, UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Bennett Hills-Timmerman Hill
o BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity
o Range Management
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION—-ANALYSIS-DECISION Stepl No. 1 Step3
TIKURA CATTLE ALLOTMENT 0602 Page 1 of 2
RECOMMENDATION RATIONALE
RM 1, 2.5
Aerial seed to establish livestock This treatment is needed to improve
forage species on 3000 acres of the quality and quantity of forage for

allotment. the present active qualifications.

This treatment will produce an additional
120 AUMs. of forage over the estimated
present carrying capacity. This treat-
ment combined with management is needed

to meet the objectives within a reason-

able time frame of 10 - 15 years.

MULTIPLE-USE ANALYSIS
This recommendation should be modified to include in the proposed seeding
project a combination forks and grass species to improve the vegetative ’

composition for both livestock and wildlife (see WL 1.3, 5.1, 8.3 & 9.2).

The Watershed recommendation W 1.5 also supports this recommendation.

Mulfiple—Use Recommendation : Reason

Aerial seed a combination of Aerial seeding of forage species are

forb and grass species. Total needed to improve range and watérshed

number of acres to be seeded will conditions within a reasonable time frame.

be determined during project lay- Wildlife habitat would also be improved
Note: Attacgtalaa’itionai sheets, if needed by seeding both forbs and grasses.

Form 1600-21 (April 19753)

tinsiructions on reverse)



UNITED STATES
; : DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
\‘a_ BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN
RECOMMENDATION—-ANALYSIS-DECISION

T.H. .

Name (MFP)

Activity
Range Management

Overlay Reference
Step1 No. 1 Step3

Multiple-Use Recommendation
(continued)

Alternative

Do not seed. Manage for
improved range and water-
shed conditions by a graz-

ing system only.

e

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

Reason
(continued)

Page 2 of 2

Also there is the chance that with this

project no reduction in livestock numbers

would be required.

thistructions on reverse)

- Form 1600-21 (April 1975}

Bennett Hills-Timmeman Hill



T.H.

UNITED STATES Name (MFP} 1
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Bennett Hills-Timmerman Hill
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity
Range Management
MAMNAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION—-ANALYSIS-DECISION Stepl No., 1 Step3
RICHFIELD CATTLE ALLOTMENT 0603 Page 1 of 2
RECOMMENDATION RATIONALE
RM 2.6
Develop dependable water as Additional water needs to be developed to
indicated in the AMP to pro- facilitate the implementation of an intensive
vide for proper utilization grazing system. It is known there is a lack
and distribution of livestock. of water in the XNortheast and Southeast pas-

tures, and efforts should be con;entrated on
those two pastures. Plans for these addition-
al waters will be developed with the revision
of the AMP, and as needed for the implementa-
tion ana operation of the grazing system. Any
future water developments should be for season
long use to facilitate livestock manipulation
within the proposed grazing systems for the

duration of the grazing season.

MULTIPLE-USE ANALYSIS

The recommendation conflicts with WL 6.2 which recommends to exclude livestock

from spring and wet-meadow areas. This conflict should be mitigated by femcing
out identified spring areas on a project by project basis after developing the

Watér and piping it to a trough for livestock use. The wet-meadows should be

identified as to the specific site needs after intensive livestock management

has been implemented to see if this need can be satisfied through the manipula-

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed +i0n of livestrock within the erazing system.

ilnsiruciions on reverse) . Form 1600-21 (April 1975)



T.H.

UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Bennett Hills-Timmerman Hil
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity
i Range Management
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION—-ANALYSIS-DECISION Step 1 NO. 1 step3

MULTIPLE-USE ANALYSTS Page 2 of 2

(Continued)

The development of dependable water supports the recommendation to implement

an intensive grazing system on this allotment and benefits would accrue to

both livestock and wildlife.

Multiple-Use Recommendations Reasons

Develop dependable water as
indicated in the AMP and correlate
the project design to mitigate as
much as possible with wildlife

needs,

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

Form 1600-21 (April 1975}

Hnsiructions on reverse)



T.H.

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 1No., 1 Step3
RICHFIELD CATTLE ALLOTMENT 0603 Page 1 of 2
RECOMMENDATION RATIONALE
M1, 2.7
Treat 16,092 acres of brush This treatment is needed to improve the
to release the forage species, quality and quantity of forage for the
This could be accomplished with present active qualifications. This
a combination of spraying or treatment will produce an additional

burning. 1000 AUMs of forage over the estimated
present carrying capacity, which combined
with management will produce an additional
2,258 AUMs. The 1000 AUMs would be realized

in 6 to 8 years after treatment. (See also

Timmerman Hills URA, RM, Step &4, p. 2).

MULTIPLE-USE ANALYSIS

This recommendation for 16,000 acrés is reduced and the remaining areas are sup-
ported and/or constrained by other accepted resource activity recommendations to
the point that total acres of brush control are unknown at this time, See the
Range Management Step II Overlay for location of the type of constraints on
brush control projects within this allotment, See alsc the General amnd Specific
Guidelines for Brush Control that are contained in Appendix II of this sectiom.
This recommendation in part is supparted by Wildlife (WL 7.1 & 1.2) and

Watershed (W 1.4) activity recommendations.

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

tinstruciions on reverse) Form 1600-21 {April 1975)



T.H.

UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Bennett Hills-Timmerman Hill
- BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity
o Range Management
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN . Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION~ANALYSIS~DECISION Step 1 No. 1 Step3
Page 2 of 2
Multiple-Use Recommendation Reasons
Selectively control sagebrush The Wildlife, Watershed, and Range Management
to increase livestock forage, programs can be enhanced by doing selective
improve watershed conditioms, sagebrush control projects.

and improve species composi-
tion for sage grouse brood rear-
ing within the accepted guide-
lines (RM Appendix II) for

sagebrush control

‘Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

thixtructions on reverse) Form 1600-21 (April 1973)



T.H.

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
RICHFIELD CATTLE ALLOTMENT 0603 Page 1 of 2
RECOMMENDATION RATIONALE
RM 1, 2.1
Revise the present AMP and change the ' This grazing formula has been used in
grazing system to the following formula: this allotment for the past two yéars.k
The operators have accepted it and it
Treatment )§/16 7/20 10/5
;77 7 7 VA Y . .
S {7 is working (see T.H., URA, RM Step 3
NS T ’

/ Ny p 17-21). This grazing system should
B /, ///./////// /////

continue to improve range conditious

c - - ~ REST
’/ / and increase the carrying capacity by
NS //
C// /// a total of 1250 AUMs over the present
E // ,

active privileges in the next 10 to
15 years, (see T.H. URA, RM Step &

p 13).

MULTIPLE-USE ANALYSTS
The following recommendations lend support to tﬁis recommendation for a minimum
grazing system design: WL 5.1, WL 6.1, WL 6.4, WL 8.2, WL 8.3, WL 12,1, R. 2.1,
'R 3.2, W 1.2, & W 1.3. These recommendations relate the following constraints on
the development of the grazing system and establish guidelines for allowable live-
stock grazing within that system.
1. Insure that no more than 60 percent of the herbaceous vegetation is
utilized by livestock in any pasture and implement a grazing system to

establish and maintain a diverse vegetation composition of 20 - 25 percent

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

‘usiriciions on reverse) i Form 1600-21 {April 1973)



T.H,

UNITED STATES Name (MFP) i
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Bennett Hills-Timmerman Hil:
N _ BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity
Range Management
) MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION—=ANALYSIS—~DECISION Step 1’ No. 1 Step3

MULTIPLE USE ANALYSIS Page 2 of 2

(Continued)

forbs, 55 - 60 percent grasses, and 15 - 20 percent shrubs.

2, Establish livestock grazing systems that will enhance the reproduction and forage
availability of forbs.

3. Meet the physiological needs of herbaceous vegetation so that it will prosper
and increase to the greatest ground cover the soils are capable of supporting.

These recommendations can be accomodated in the present grazing system.

Multiple Use Recommendations Reason

‘Accept the above recommendation

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

Hustructions on reverse) Form 1600-21 (Aprii 1975)



T.H.

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 1 No. 1 Step 3
Page 1 of 2

RICHFIELD CATTLE ALLOTMENT 0603

RECOMMENDATTION

RM 2.2

Obtain information to present
carrying capacity on all State
lands offered for exchange of

use,

RATIONALE

Stocking rates should be based on present
carrying capacity as stated in W,0. Inst.

Memo 74-397, "stocking rates for exchange

of use agreements and percent use authorizations
must be based on forage inventories. Exchange
of use agreements that would work to the detri-
ment of the District program should be rejected”
The Bureau's range survey for this unit has
been lost and there is no current record for
this allotment. The State Dept. of Public
Lands has recently re-surveyed most of their
lands and the BLM may recognize the State's

new carrying capacity on State lands o%fered,
for exchange of use. ’The present carrying
capacity allowed for all lands offered is at

8 Ac/AUM.

MILTIPLE USE ANATYSIS

The carrying capacity data on these State and private lands needs to be updated

so that the exchange of use licenses can be based on current information. There

is no conflict with other resources on obtaining this data. If the carrying

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

tinsiructions on reverse)

Form 1600—-21 {April 1975)
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UNITED STATES Name (MFP) }
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR ‘ Bennett Hills-Timmemman Hill
e BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT . Activity
o Range Management
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION—-ANALYSIS-DECISION Step1 No. 1 Step 3
Page 2 of 2

MULTIPLE USE ANALYSIS
(Continued)

capacity of these lands in AUMs are adjusted downward, it would have an economic
impact on the people controlling these lands. They would have to accept the new

carrying capacities or fence these lands out of the allotment,

Multiple Use Recommendations Reasons
Accept the recommendations If the offered lands are overstocked it puts
as stated above and adjust the additional grazing pressure on NRLs.

exchange of use licenses accor-

dingly.

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

tinstrictions on reverse) . Farm 1600-21 (April 1975)



T.H.

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 1 No, 1 Step3
. P Lofl
RICHFIELD CATTLE ALIOTMENT 0603 age Lo
RECOMMENDATION RATIONALE
M 2.3
Increase active AUMs by extend- This increase in AUMs would amount to an
ing the present grazing of additional 262 AUMs of active qualification and
4/16 to 9/15 to 4/16 to 10/5 would bring the total authorized AUMs to 2232
for the 1977 grazing season. AUMs., This is close to the eight year actual

use average of 2106 AUMs and just about even
with the actual use average for 1972 through
1975 of 2121 AUMs. This actual use along with
observations and other studies indicate that
this additional forage is available for use
(43 CER 4111.2-2). The 2232 AUMs would obli-
gate the National Resource Lands at a rate of

9.5 Ac/AUM.

MULTIPLE USE ANALVSTIS

This recommendation does not conflict with the other activities, The live-

stock use should be monitored to insure that no more than 60% utilization is

occurring in any pasture.

Multiple-Use Recommendation Reason
Accept above recommendation. This additiomal use can be accomodated without

T any negative effects on range or watershed con-

dition, trend, or wildlife habitat.

Ncte: Attach additional sheets, if needed

Hnsirucrions on reverse) Form 1600—21 (April 1975)



UNITED STATES

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

Name (MFP)
Bennett Hills-Timmerman Hill

BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity
' Rangé Management
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS—DECISION step1 No. 1 g3
RICHFIELD CATTLE ALLOTMENT 0603 Page 1 of 1
RECOMMENDATION RATIONALE

RM 2.4

Change the 107 temporary non-
renewable increase in livestock
numbers that have been allowed
since 1972 to active qualifica-

tions.

This proposed increase in active qualifications
would be from the present active qualifications
of 1775 AUMs to 1970 AUMs, which is still below
the actual use average for the period of 1968
to 1975 which was 2106 AUMs. The average
actual use for 1972 to 1975 was 2221 AUMs.

This actual use along with information from
other studies indicats that the additiomal

forage is available for use.

MULTTIPLE USE ANATLYSTS

This recommendation does not conflict with the other activity recommendations.

The livestock grazing use should be monitored to insure that no more than® 60%

utilization of the herbaceous vegetation occurs in any pasture.

Multiple-Use Recommendation

Accept gbove recommendation

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

Reason
This additional use has been tested since 1972
without any negative effects on watershed or

range coundition and trend.

u~iructions on reverse)

. Form 1600—-21 (April 19753)



UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Benne tt Hills-Timmerman Hill
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity
Range Management
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION=-ANALYSIS—DECISION Step1 No. 1 Step3
RICHFIELD CATTLE ALLOTMENT 0603 Page 1 of 2
RECOMMENDATION RATIONALE
RM 2.5
Allow an increase of 10% in This increase should be made on a temporary
livestock numbers for the 1977 nonrenewable basis until it is determined
grazing season on a temporary from actual use and other studies that it
nonrenewable basis. This in- could be made permanent. The total qualifi-
crease would amount to 220 AUMs cations plus temporary nonrenewable use would
over that of Recommendation be 2454 AUMs and would obligate the Natiomal
RM 2.4, Resource Lands at a rate of 8.6 Ac/AUM. The

carrying capacity of this allotment under
present management has been estimated at
8 Ac/AUM (see T.H., URA, RM Step &4 p 2)

(43 CFR 4111.4-2).

MULTIPLE-USE ANALYSIS

No conflicts identified. The additional livestock use should be monitored to
ensure that no more than 60% utilization of the herbaceous vegetation occurs in
any pasture. If the actual use and/or the utilization studies indicate that

any problems are evident as a result of this additional use it should be revoked.

Multiple-Use Recommendation Reason
Accept the above recommendation This would actually be the first increase in

actual use since 1972. The allotment is im-

proving and the increased use can be managed

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

ilnstruciions on reverse) Form 1600-21 (April 1975)
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T.H.

UNITED STATES . | Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Bennett Hills-Timmerman Hill
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity
Range Management
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overiay Reference
RECOMMENDATION—ANALYSIS-DECISION Step 1INc. 1 Step3

Page 2 of 2

Multiple Use Recommendation Reasons (Continued)

to stay within the multiple use guidelines

outlined in RM 1, 2.1 of this sectiom.

-+ Attach additional sheets, if needed

Form 1600—21 (April 1973)

Tlions on reverse)



T.H.

UNITED STATES Name (MFP)

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Bennett Hills-Timmerman Hill
" BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity
o Range Management
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION=-ANALYSIS-DECISION Step1 No. 1 Step3
TRACK ALLOTMENT 0604 _ Page 1 of 3
RECOMMENDATION RATIONALE
M1, 2.1 .
Revise the present AMP to reflect the This grazing formula is comsidered
present grazing system as depicted by to be of minimum design to allow for
‘the following formula, improved range conditions and trend.

' , The present AMP depicts a two-
Treatment 5/1 5/15 7/20 7/31 9/30

/ //'/’/%/ weoe9= pasture deferred system that
A /é%éé;/ Rest | Grade/ /| 9GTaues o5 .

was never implemented and the

Rest
B
/
£ ; /4 change was agreed to by the
c Res Fé%;é ) Rest

users and the present Area
Manager (see T.H., URA, RM Step 3
p 22-25),
The present estimated carrying capa-
city of this allotment is 10 Ac/AUM
while the active qualificati;ns
obiigate the‘National Rescurce Lands
at 6.8 Ac/AUM. But this grazing sys~
tem design may work without the need
for a reduction in AUMs. Further
evaluations are needed during the
first cycle of the grazing system
which starts during the 1976 grazing
" season (see T.H., U RA, RM. Step &,

p 15-17).

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

instructions on reverse) A Form 16060-21 (Aprii 1975)



T.H.

UNITED STATES Name (MFP) ,
_ DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Bennett Hills-Timmerman Hill
L= BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity
T Range Management
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION—ANALYSIS-DECISION Step1 No. 1 Step3
TRACK ALLOTMENT 0604 Page 2 of 3

MULTIPLE-USE ANALYSIS

Analysis of the other resource activities' Step 1 recommendations reveals an
adamant attitude that intensive livestock management is needed omn this allot-
ment. The following recommendations lend support to this recommendation for
a minimum grazing system design: WL 5.1, WL 6,1, WL 6.4, WL 8.2, WL 8.3,

WL 12.1, R. 2.1, R 3.2, W 1.2, & W 1.3.

These recommendations relate the following constraints on the development of the
grazing system and establish guidelines for allowable livestock grazing within
that system.

1. Insure that no more than 60 percent of the herbaceous vegetation is
‘utilized by livestock in any pasture and implement & grazing system
to establish and maintain a diverse vegetation composition of 20 - 25 per-
cent forbs, 55 - 60 percent grasses, and 15 - 20 percent shrubs.

2. Establish livestock grazing systems that will enhance the reproducfion
and forage availability of forbs.

3. Meet the physiolqgical needs of herbaceous vegetation so that it will
prosper and increase to the greatest ground cover the soils are capable
of supporting.

While these recommendations do effect the design of the grazing system and lo-

cation of improvements, they can be worked in with this recommendation for a

revised grazing system.

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

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



T.H.

UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
: DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Bennett Hills-Timmerman Hill
\ BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity
S Range Management
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION—-ANALYSIS~-DECISION Step1 No. 1 Step3
Page 3 of 3
TRACK ALLOTMENT 0604 8
Multiple-Use Recommendation ' Reasons
Revise the pfesent grazing system Waterfowl habitat, sage grouse strutting
to at least the minimum standards grounds, and antelope summer range fall
depicted in the above recommenda- within this allotment. It is necessary
tion and allow for inclusion of that intensive livestock management be
items 1 through 3 in the Multiple- implemented to preserve and improve these
Use Analysis in the grazing system values and to improve range and watershed
design and application. conditions.

Note: Attach additional sheets, if ceeded

tnsiructions on reverse) ’ © Form 1600-21 (April 1973)
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UNITED STATES Name (MFP)

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Bennett Hills-Timmerman Hill
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity
B Range Management
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION~-ANALYSIS-DECISION Step 1 No. 1 Step3
TRACK ALLOTMENT 0604 Page 1 of 2
RECOMMENDATION RATIONALE
RM 1, 2,2
Treat 900 acres of brush to release This treatment is needed to improve the
the forage species. This could be quality or quantity of forage for the
.accomplished by spraying. present active qualifications and pre-

sent grazing season. This treatment will
produce an additional 50 AUMs of forage
over the estimated present carrying capa-
city, which combined with management
will produce an additiomal 135 AUMs. The
50 AUMs would be realized in 6 to 8

years after treatment; (See also Tim-

merman Hills URA, RM, Step 4, p. 2).

- - MULTIPLE-USE ANALYSTS

This recommendation for 900 acres is reduced and the reméining areas are supported
and/or constrained by other accepted resource activity recommendations to point
that total acres of brush control are unknown at this time, See the Range Manage-
ment Step II Overlay for location of and type of comstraints on brush control
projects within this allotment. See also the General and Specific Guidelines

for Brush Control that are contained in Ajpendix IT of this section.

Note: Attack additional sheets, if needed

tnxtructions o reverse) ) Form 1600-21 (April 1973)
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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 Step 3
TRACK ALLOTMENT 0604 Page 2 of 2
Multiple-Use Recommendation Reasons
Selectively control sagebrush The Wildlife, Watershed, and Range
to increase livestock forage, Management programs can be enhanced

improve watershed conditioms, by doing selective sagebrush control

and improve species composi- projects,
tion for sage grouse brood
rearing within the accepted
guidelines (RM Appendix II)

for sagebrush control

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

Hnstructio se) i 73
‘nstructions on reverse) Form 1600—-21 {April 1675}



T.H. .

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
' Page 1 of 3
TIMMERMAN HILLS SHEEP ALLOTMENT 0605
RECOMMENDATION RATTIONALE
RM 1, 2.1
Implement a grazing system by developing This grazing formula is considered
an AMP with at least the following mini- to be of minimum design to allow for
mum grazing formula: , improved range conditions and improved

production of qualitj and
Treatment 4/16  5/1 6/25 7/20 9/30 12/15

AL /// I /////,//// quantity of livestock forage.
o //}996/4/ {///;C : It is also anticipated that
ey IRy

B \‘" ' ? i
two such systems should be
C-
,/,/x implemented, one each for the
D e

east side and west side., This chould
be done to allow for the flow from
southeast to northwest of the sheep
bands in the spring and back in the
fall. (See T.H. URA, RM, St;p 3,

P 26-29 and.Step 4, p 18-21).
Estimated potential increase in live-

stock forage is 1462 AUMs. (See

T.H. URA, RM, Step 4 p. 2.)

MULTIPLE-USE ANALYSIS

Analysis of the other resource activity Step 1 recommendations reveals that

intensive livestcck management is a must to manipulate livestock to attain

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

tinsiructions un reverse) . ~ Form 1600-21 (April 1973)
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P

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 Step 3
Page 2 of 3

MULTIPLE-USE ANALYSIS
(continued)

multiple use goals. The following Step 1 recommendatioms lend support to this

recommendation for a minimum grazing system design: WL 5.1, 6.1, 6.4, 8.2, 8.3,

12,1, & R 2.1, 3.2, & W 1, 2, 1.3.

These recommendations relate the following constraints on the development of the
grazing system and establish guideline; for allowable livestock grazing within
that system:

1. Insure that no more than 60% of the herbaceous vegetation is utilized
by livestock in any pasture and implement a grazing system to establish
and maintain a diverse vegetative composition of 20 - 257 forbs, 55 - 65%
grasses, and 15 - 20% sh;ubs.

2., Establish livestock grazing systems that will enhance the reproduction
and forage availability of forbs.

3. Meet the physiological needs of herbaceous vegetaﬁion so that it will
prosper and increase to the greatest ground cover the soils are c;pable
of supporting.

4, Place increased emphasis oﬁ Watershed prdteétion on NRL by improving
overall range conditions.

There are three other recommendations in the Range Management, Timmerman Hills
Sheep Allotment: RM 1, 2.2, R 2.3, & RM 1, 2.5 that will affect the final selectio:
of the grazing system and the livestock operators. They are to establish stcck-
ing rates for both National Resource Lands and other lands within the allotment,
and to combine this allotment with the Picabo Hills Cattle Allotment., See the

2: Attach additional sheets, if nesded

vcitons on reverse) ) Form 1600-21 (Aprii 1973}



T.H.

UNITED STATES Name (MFP)

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Bepne t+ Hi11ls-Timmerman Hil
L BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity -
Range Managgement
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION=-ANALYSIS~-DECISION Step 1 No. 1 Step3
Page 3 of 3

MULTIPLE-USE ANALYSIS
(continued)

Multiple-Use Analysis for these recommendations for the additional overview of

the situation.

Multiple-Use Recommendation Reasons

Implement a grazing system with at Deer winter rénge, sagegrouse strut-
least the minimumvstandards depicted ting grounds, sage grouse wintering
in the above recommendation and allow areé, aﬁd antelope summer range

for inclusion of items 1 through 4 in fall Within this allotment. It is
the Multiple-Use Analysis in the graz- necessary that intensive livestock
ing system design and application. management be implemented to pre-

s2rve and improve these valucs and
to improve range and watershed con-

ditions,

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

tinsiructions on reverse) Form 1600-21 {Aprii 1973)
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UNITED STATES ' Name (MEP) ) )
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Bennett Hills-Timmerman Hil
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT ivi
ﬁgﬁgg'Management
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN. Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION=ANALYSIS~DECISION Step1 Moo 1 Step 3
TIMMERMAN HILLS SHEEP ALLOTMENT 0605 Page 1 of 2
RECOMMENDATION RATIONALE
M1, 2,2
Establish stocking rates on National The present carrying capacity of this
Resource Lands within this allotment allotment has been estimated to be 11 Ac/

in accordance with the carrying capa- AUM (see T.H. URA, RM, Step va' 2) while
city information as interpolated from  the active qualifications obligate the
soils and vegetative data to be gather- National‘Resource Lands at 8.4 Ac/AUM.
ed during the summer of 1976 and suc- The sheep operators in this allotment
ceeding vyears. are presently activating only 40 to 60
percent of their spring grazing privi-
- leges and 20 to 40 percent of their fall
privileges., The new stecking rates are
also needed to determine cenversion ratio
for change in class of livestock from
sheep to cattle, ®
In order to improve range conditions and
to finally increase available AUMs,

up-to-date stocking rate information is

needed. (See T.H. URA, RM, Step 4 p. 21}.

MULTIPLE-USE ANALYSIS

This recommendation is supported by recommendations made in the Watershed, Re-
creation and Wildlife Activities. If the above estimated carrying capacities

or this allotment are near correct, then there would be a2 moderate economic
Nore: Attach additional Shests, it needed

‘lusiructions on reverse) Form 1600-21 (April 1973)
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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
Page 2 of 2

MULTIPLE USE ANALYSIS
(continued)

impact on the users through a reduction in qualification if this recommendation
is implemented. Most, if mot all, of any proposed reduction could be applied to

privileges that are now carried in non-use status.

See also the analysis for Recommendation, Picabo Cattle Allotment, RM 1, 2.4 for

possible alternative to a reduction in active privileges.

Multiple-Use Recommendations Reasons

This recommendation should be
accepted to determine proper

carrying Capacity for this

allotment,

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

tnsiraciions on reverse) Form 1600-21 (April 1973)
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UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Bennett Hills-Timmermzn Hil
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity '
. Range Management
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION Step 1 NOo 1 step3
TIMMERMAN HTLLS SHEEP ALLOTMENT 0605 page 1 of 2
RECOMMENDATTION RATIONALE
RM 2.3
Obtain information on present carry- Stocking rates should be based on present

ing capacity on all State and private carrying capacity as stated in W.0, Inst.

lands offered for exchange of use. Memo 74-397, ''stocking rates for exchange
of use agreements and percent use author-
izations must be based on forage inven-
tories. Exchange of use agreements that
would work to the detriment of the Dis-
trict program should be rejected". The
Bureau's range survey for this unit has
been lost and there is mo current racord
for this allotment. The State Department
of Public Lands has recently re-surveyed
most of their lands and the BIM may recog-
nize the State's new carrying capacity

. on State lands offersd for exchange of use.

MULTIPLE USE ANALYSIS

The carrying capacity data on these State and private lands needs to be updated
so that the exchange-of-use licenses can be based on current information. There
is no conflict with other resources on obtaining this data. TIf the carrying

capacity of these lands in AUMs are adjusted downward, it would have an economic

Note: Atradimpactoansdhe people; controlling these lands., They would have to accept the new

tnsiruciions on reversel i Form 1600—21 (April 1975)




UNITED STATES Name (MFP)

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Bennett Hills-Timmerman Hil
: BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity
o , Range Management

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference

RECOMMENDATION—-ANALYSIS—-DECISION step1 NOo L gep 3
MULTIPLE USE ANALYSIS page 2 Of 2
(continued)

carrying capacities or fence these lands out of the allotment.

Multiple-Use Recommendations Reasons
Accept the recommendations as If the offered lands are overstocked it
stated agbove and adjust the puts additional grazing pressure on NRLS.

exchange-of-use licenses ac-

cordingly.

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

tnsiructions on reverse) Form 1600-21 (Apriiv 19735)



UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS—-DECISION

I.H.

Name (MFP)
Bennett Hills-Timmerman Hil:

Activity
Range Management
Overlay Reference

Step I1No. 1

Step 3

Page 1 of 2

TIMMERMAN HILLS SHEEP ALLOTMENT 0605 _

RECOMMENDATION

RM 2.4
Allow change in class of livestock from
sheep to cattle after the AMP has been

approved and the needed management fa{

RATTONALE

The past trend in requests to change
class of livestock from sheep to cattle

is expected to continue, and in fact

cilities have been installed. (See T.H. several such inquiries have been made

URA, RM, Step 4, p 19 and 20), concerning this allotment. Allowing
such changes would support the cattle
industry's increased need for forage

in the amount of up to about 5,000 AUMs

in the allotment.

MULTIPLE-USE ANALYSIS

There is not any direct conflict with this recommendation and those made by the

other resource specialists. There would be an economic benefit to the cattle

industry in additional AUMs if this recommendation is accepted. The negative
impact on the present sheep operators might be the additionmal costs of needed
improvements to control cattle in the allotment. The positive impact for at

least some of the licensees would be the ad&itional market for excess AUMs or
the benefit of flexibility in being able to run cattle in this allotment. It
is anticipated that some of the sheep operators would be against allowing the

conversion on any basis as it might reduce what they consider to be the desired

quality of sheep feed in the allotment.

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

tiusiruciions on reverse)} Form 1600-21 (April 1975)



T.H.

UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Bennett Hills-Timmerman Hil

BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT _ Activity
Range Management
Overlay Reference

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION _ Step1 No. 1 Step3

Page 2 of 2

MULTIPLE-USE ANALYSIS
(Continued)

The cost of investments by both the Government and the users would be more
costly if a conversion from sheep to cattle were allowed. The difference would

be in the amount of needed fences and water developments for season-iong use

with cattle,

Multiple—Use Recommendations ' Reason

Accept the above recommendations
with the added stipulation that

the ratio of sheep to cattle

The economic analysis for this area
and the proposed benefits discussed

above indicate that NRL should be

would be based on information managed to accomodate grazing by

gathered in recommendation cattle and sheep,

RM 1, 2.2 for this allotment.

Alternatives .

Allow grazing by sheep only to

keep range improvement costs down.

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

{/;;ﬁruc!ions o reverse) Form 160621 (April 1973)



T.H.

UNITED STATES i Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR t Bennett Hills-Timmerman Hill
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity
R Range Management
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION~ANALYSIS-DECISION Step1 No. 1 Step3
TIMMERMAN HILLS SHEEP ALLOTMENT 0605 Page 1 of 2
RECOMMENDATION RATTIONALE
RM 2.5
Combine this allotment with the Combining these two allotment would have
Picabo Cattle Allotment (0601) the following advantages:
and implement one AMP with two 1. Fewer livestock management facilities
grazing systems. would be required (fences & water

developments).

2. One AMP with two grazing systems could
be implemented with no reduction in
active use from last year's active use.
(See T.H. TURA, RM; Step & p 19).

37 ‘The gfézing system could bevdesigned
to allow for change in class of live-
stock for a grazing season of 6/25 to
9/30. (See T.H. URA, RM, Step &

P 19 & 20).

4,  The objectives of improved range con-
ditions and increased production of
livestock forage could be obtained in
a shorter time frame by combining
allotments that could be accomplished

by keeping them separate.

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

ihisiruciions on reverse) Form 1600-21 (April 1975)
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UNITED STATES Name (MFP) ' N
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Bennett Hills-Timmerman Hil
B BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity
Range Management
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION—-ANALYSIS-—DEC»I.SION Step1 No. 1 Step3
Page 2 of 2

MULTIPLE-USE ANALYSIS

See the Multiple-Use Analysis for Picabo Cattle Allotment (RM 1, 2.4) which

applies to this recommendation.

If these two allotments were combined, it would be important that the management
facilities be programmed as soon as possible to accomcdate cattle in the combined

grazing systems so that protection and improvement of the resources could be

attained.

Multiple-Use Recommendations Reasons

Accept the above recommendation Because of several factors, such as land

if the proposed benefits can be patterns in Picabo Allotment, improvements

‘realized in the .development of needed to accomodate catile in the Timmer -

the AMP for the combined area. man Hills Sheep Allotment and possible userx
disagreement to the proposal, a firm or
final decision to combine these allotments

.

should not be made‘at this date.

Alternative

Do not combine the two allotments.
Keep them separate and develop indi-

vidual AMPs for each allotment.

Naote: Attach additional sheets, if needed

"J'n..x'.'rz/c.«'ions on reverse) ~ Form 1600-21 (April 1975)
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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—ANALY SIS-DECISION Step 1No. 1 Step3
TIMMERMAN HILLS SHEEP ALLOTMENT 0605 Page 1 of 2
RECOMMENDATION RATIONALE
RM 2.6
Construct fences to allow for Presently this allotment is fenced only
implementation of the proposed on the north and south boundaries. It is

grazing system estimated that about 30 miles of fence will

be needed to implement the proposed grazing
system. Both Highways 93 and 26 would need

to be fenced, plus the interior pasture fences.
No fences are shown at this time on the Range
Management Overlay because location has not

vet been determined. Plans for the fences

- will be developed with the writing of the AMP,

MULTIPLE-USE ANALYSIS
All fences proposed and existing have conflicts with some of the recreation’(R 3.3)
and wildlife (WL 5.3) activityvrecommendations, but are alsé recognized as a neces-
sary evil to accomplish livestock manipulation to implement intensive livestock

management which will help to accomplish many of the range management, watershed,

wildlife, and recreation activity recommendations.

All new fences should be constructed to specifications presented in the 1737 Fencing
Manual., The fences should be located so as to blend in with the natural environment
as much as possible. Gates and/or cattleguards should be located on roads and trails

and/or at least every mile in gentle terrain and at least every one-half mile in
Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

thhsiructions on reverse) ) Form 1600—21 {April 1973)



UNITED STATES Name (MFP)

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Bennett Hills-Timmerman Hil
o BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity
Bange M:zrm;:pmpnf*
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN ' Overlay Refereace
RECOMMENDATION~ANALYSIS-DECISION Steplyno. 1 Step3
Page 2 of 2

MULTIPLE-USE ANALYSIS
(Continued)

rough terrain to accomodate the public use of the National Resource Lands.

Multiple Use Recommendations Reasons

Construct new fences to allow

for implementation of the pro-
posed grazing system. Specifi-
cations for fence construction
will be in accordance with the

above analysis.

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

ilnstructions on reverse) A Form 1600~21 (Aprii 1975)
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UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Benmett Hills-Ti Hi11
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT | Activity, .
' Range Management
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION—-ANALYSIS—DECISION Step 1 NO. 1 s¢ep 3
TIMMERMAN HILLS SHEEP ALLOTMENT 0605 Page 1 of 2
RECOMMENDATION RATTONALE
RM 2.7
Develop dependable water in There needs to be additional water developed
order to provide for proper to facilitate the implementation of an inten-
utilization and distribution. sive grazing system, It is known there is a
lack of water on the allotment, especially
when cattle use will be allowed. Plans for
these additional waters will be developed
with the development of the AMP and as needed
- for the implementation and operation of the

grazing system. Any water to be developed
should be for season long use to faciliitate
livestock manipulation within the proposed
grazing system for the duration of the graz-

ing season.

MULTIPLE-USE ANALYSTS

The recommendation conflicts with WL 6.2 which recommends to exclude livestock from
spring and wet-meadow areas. This conflict should be mitigated by fencing out iden-
tified spring areas om a project by project basis after developing the water and
piping'it'to a trough for livestock use., The wet-meadows should be identified as

to the specific site needs after intensive livestock management has been implemented
to see if this need can be satisfied through the manipulation of livestock within

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

tnsiructions on reverse) . Form 1600-21 (April 1975)



v UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
kS DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Bennett Hills-Timmerman Hil
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity
Range Management
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION—ANALYSIS~-DECISION Step 1l No. 1 Step3
Page 2 of 2

MULTIPLE-USE ANALYSIS
(Continued)

the grazing system.

The development of dependable water supports the recommendation to implement an

intensive grazing system on this allotment and benefits would accrue to both

livestock and wildlife.

Multiple Use Recommendations Reasons

Develop dependable water as

indicated in the AMP and cor-
relate the project design to
mitigate as much as possible

with wildlife needs.

Note: "Attach additional sheets, if needed

tnsiuciions on reverse) Form 1600-21 (April 1973)



T.H, e

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 1No. 1 step3
Page 1 of 2

TIMMERMAN HTILLS SHEEP ALLOTMENT © 0605

RECOMMENDATION

RM 1, 2.8

Treat 42,881 acres of brush to
release the forage species.

T his could be accomplished
with a combination of spraying,

chaining, or burning.

RATIONALE

This treatment is needed to improve the
quality and quantity of forage for the
present active qualifications and present
grazing season. This treatment will pro-
duce an additionmal 1,200 AUMs of forage over
the estimated present carrying capacity which
combined with management will produce an ad-
ditional 2,662 AUMs., The 1200 AUMs would be
realized in 6 to 8 years after treatment

(see also Timmerman Hills URA, RM, Step &4

P 2).

MULTIPLE-USE ANALYSIS

This recommendation for 42,800 acres is reduced and the remaining areas are suppor-

ted and/or constrained by other accepted resource activity recommendations to point

that total acres of brush control are unknown at this time. .See the Range Management

Step II Overlay for location of and type of constraints om brush control projects

within this allotment. See also the Gemeral and Specific Guidelines for Brush Con-

trol that are contained in Appendix I of this sectiomn,

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

nsiructions on reverse)

Form 1600-21 (April 1975)
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_ UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Bennett Hills-Timmerman Hill
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity
Range Management
MANAG EMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION Step 1 No, 1 Step 3

Multiple-Use Recommendation

Selectively control sagebrush to
increase livestock forage, im-
prove watershed conditions, and
improve species composition for
sage grouse breed rearing within
the accepted guidelines (RM Ap-

pendix I ) for sagebrush control.

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

Reasons Page 2 of 2

The Wildlife, Watershed, and Range Management
programs can be enhanced by doing selective

sagebrush control projects.

insiruciions on reverse)

Form 1600—21 (April 1975)



T.H.

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 Stepl No, 1 Step3

KIME ALLOTMENT 0608

RECOMMENDATTON

RM 1, 2.3

Treat 720 acres of brush to release
the forage species. This could be
accomplished by spraying or burning.

RATTONALE

This treatment is needed to improve quality
and quantity of forage for the present active
qualifications. This will produce an addi- -
tional 39 AUMs of forage over the estimated
present carrying capacity, which combined
with management will produce an additional

79 AUMs., The 39 AUMs would be realized in

6 to 8 years after treatment. (See also

T. H., URA, RM Step 4, page 2.)

Multiple-Use Analysis

‘This recommendation for 720 acres is reduced and the remaining areas are supported
and/or constrained by other accepted resource activity recommendations to point
that total acres of brush control are unknown at this time., See the Range Manage-
meut Step Il Overlay for location of and type of constraints on brush control pro-
jects within this allotment. See also the General and Specific Guidelines for
Brush Control that are contained in Appendix IT of this section.

Multinle Use Recommendation

Selectively control sagebrush to
increase livestock forage, improve
watershed condition within the ac-
cepted guidelines (RM Appendix II)
-for sagebrush control.

- Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

Reason -

The Wildlife, Watershed, and Range Management
programs can be enhanced by doing selective
sagebrush control projects.

Hnstructions on I'EUETSE)

Form 1600—-21 {April 1973)
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A BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity
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MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION—ANALYSIS-DECISION Step1 NO. 1 siep3
Page 1 of 2

HILL CITY BRANCH ALLOTMENT 0609

RECOMMENDATTION RATIONALE

RM 1, 2.1

Implement a grazing system by develop- The implementation of this grazing system
ing an AMP with the following grazing will improve range conditions and the
formula: quality and quantity of livestock forage.

The livestock forage is expected to in-
crease under this type of management by
Treatment 4/16 7/20 9/30 35 AUMs over the present estimated carry-

A // //fwég/;/////// ;de:agfxczifg:y;nd(ggf)fr.}i. , RUA, RM, Step 4,
B REST A%RAZ/E//

C REST

Multiple-Use Analysis .

The following recommendations made by other resource activity specialists lend
support to this recommendation for R 2.1, 3.2; W 1,2 and W 1,3,

These recommendations relate the following constraints on this development of the
grazing system and establish guidelines for allowable livestock grazing within rhat
system., .

1. 1Insure that no more than 60 percent of the herbaceous vegetation is
utilized by livestock in any pasture and implement a grazing system
to establish and maintain a diverse vegetation composition of 20-25
percent forbs, 55-60 percent grasses, and 15-20 percent shrubs.

2, Establish livestock grazing systems that will enhance the reproduction
and forage availability of forbs.

3. Meet the physiological needs of herbaceous vegetation so that it wiil
prosper and increase to the greatest ground cover the soils are capable
of supporting.

There is also a recommendation to combine this allotment with the Kime Allotment
and then develop one grazing system for both allotments. ‘

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

thixiructions on reverse) Form 1600—21 (Anril 1975)
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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

Page Z ot Z

Multiple Use Recommendation . Reason

Implement the above grazing system No final decision as to just how the
by either fencingz, a one pasture system is to be applied to the allot- -
treatment, or combining with the ment has been made., This will be work-
Kime Allotment. ed out with the licensees.

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

ifussructions on reversel . Form 1600--21 (April 1673)
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MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION Step 1 No, 1 Step3

HILL CITY BRANCH 0609

RECOMMENDATTON RATIONALE

M1, 2.2

Treat 695 acres of brush to release This treatment is needed to improve the

the forage species. This could be quality and quantity of forage for the pre-
accomplished by either spraying or - sent active qualifications. This treatment
burning. will produce an additional 35 AUMs of forage

over the estimated present carrying capacity,
which combined with management will produce
an additional 70 AUMs. The 35 AUMs by treat-
ment would be realized in 6 to 8 years after
treatment. (See also T.H., URA, RM, Step 4

page 2.)

Multiple-Use Analysis

This recommendation for 695 acres is reduced and the remaining areas are supported
and/or constrained by other accepted resource activity recommendations to point
thzt total acwes of brush comtrol are unknown at this time. See the Rarge Manage-

T weit Step II Oveilay for locatiom of and type of counstruints o brush contrel pro-
jects within this allotment. See also the General and Specific guidelines for
Brush Control that are contained in Appendix 1I of this section.

Multiple-Use Recommendation Reasons a
Selectively control sagebrush to The Wildlife, Watershed, and Range Management
increase livestock forage and im- programs can be enhanced by doing selective
prove watershed conditions within sagebrush control projects.

the accepted guidelines (RM Appen-
dix II) for sagebrush control.

Note: AttacH additional sheets, if needed

tinserictions cn reverse) Form 1600-21 (April 1975)
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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

HILL CITY BRANCH ALLOTMENT 0609

RECOMMENDATION . RATIONALE

RM 2.3

Construct fences to allow for The fences needed for this zallotment will
implementation of a grazing depend upon how the proposed grazing system
system, is applied. Some boundary fence will be

needed and/or one or two cattleguards. The
exact location of these facilities has not
been determined. Plans for these facilities
will be developed with the writing of the
AMP,

Multiple-Use Analysis

All fences proposed and existing have conflicts with some of the Recreation (R 8.3)
_and Wildlife (WL 5.3) activity recommendations, but are also recognized as a neces-
" sary evil to accomplish livestock manipulation to implement intemsive livestock man-

agement which will help to accomplish many of the range management, watershed, wild-

life, and recreation activity recommendatioms.

All new fences should be constructed to specifications presented in the 1737 Fencing
Manual. The fences should be located so as to blend in with the natural environment
as much as possible. Gates and/or cattleguards should be located on roads and trails
and/or at least every mile in gentle terrain and at least every one-half mile in
rough terrain to accomodate the public use of the