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G UNITED STATES Name (MFP) |
SR DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Big Desert ;
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity
Wildlife .
* MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN - STEP 1 Objective Number
ACTIVITY OBJECTIVES WL-1

Objective:

Maintain and enhance antelope habitat to support a 100 percent increase in
the antelope herd by 1995.

{See WL 13.8 for water development.)
Ratinnale:

The PU contains yearlong habitat for a portion of the largest antelope
herd in the State of Idaho. The Idaho State Game Commission has indicated
that antelope populations should be increased. Through intensive habitat
management, the public lands in this PU are capable of providing the
fabitat to accomplish this objective. Antelope hunting provides a source
" of income to local businesses as well as public recreation. Antelope
L provide many hours of observation value to the public, due to their
. habitat preference for open sagebrush ooccupied rangelands. Antelope add
_ ) to the aesthetics of the PU and provide for a high quality human environ-
) ment. '

Big Desert Wildlife - McCarty/McFarling 4/80

(Instructions on reverse) Form 1600=20 (April 1975,2--
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,_,) ) UNITED STATES ' Name (MFP)
S : DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Big Desert
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

Activity
. Wildlife
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION . Step1 WI~l.l step3 WL 1.1

Recommendation:

Allocate forage to support present numbers of antelope as estimated below by f
season and grazing allotment. Provide sufficient forage to support a 100% o
increase in antelope numbers by 1995 through improved rangeland condition . i
expected from intensive livestock management.

ANTELOPE NUMBERS, PRESENT POPULATION

Allotment Winter Spring Summer Fall
AEC Riverfield 0 10 10 10
Quaking Aspen 0 100 125 75
Sunset 0 15 15 10
Smitk 0 10 5 5
Big Butte 50 25 75 50
i Cedar Butte 30 10 10 15
o Cinder Cone 0 5 5 5
= Rock Corral 0 5 5 5 o
3y Cox's Well 0 10 10 10 \ ,///
" Houghland 15 50 30 30 @,3 p
] Springfield 75 35 20 20 ~
Number 2 Well . 20 20 20 20 '
East Butte : .0 10 10 10
Moonshine 0 5 5 5 *
Carter 0 5 5 5 :
Katseanes 0 5 5 5 i
Nipples 0 10 10 10 , !
Whitehead 0 10 10 10 ~ :
Big Desert , 200 125 140 140 |
Rudeen _25 _25 25 25 |
TOTAL 415 490 540 465 i

Support Needs

Range N
Watershed N

Rationale:

i
|

Idaho Fish and Game has identified the goal to increase the antelope population
statewide. Insuring adequate forage to support present populations would
provide consideration in grazing plans. Future population increases-expected from
water development and intensive livestock management will require additiomal -
. forage to be allocated for antelope. Future reallocations should becbased on
d updated antelope population estimates. Increased vegetative production expected o
PR \} from improved livestock management should provide for future antelope populations.

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed Big Desert (5/3) R. McCarty

thnstructions on re verse)

Form 1690—-21 (April 1975)
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UNITED STATES Name (MFP) ;
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Big Desert ‘
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity

Wildlife
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION~ANALYSIS-DECISION Step1 Wy, 1.1Step 3WL 1.1

Multiple Use Analysis:

No conflicts identified. . ’ 5

Multiple Use Recommendation:

Accept Step 1 recommendation.
Reasons:

Forage production is not a limiting habitat factor for antelope in the

Big Desert. Adequate non-competitive forage is available for a signifi-
cant increase in populations. Water availability is the limiting factor
expansion of range and numbers would occur if water were provided. A
doubling of antelope population would most likely double the use made of
private farmlands. It is not known if this would create a predator problem.

Mnltipéélﬁse‘DeciSiOn;

Accept Multiple Use recommendation.

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed Big Desert (5/3) R. McCarty

(Instructions on reverse) Form 1600=21 (April 1975) .




INSTRUCTIONS

" Prepare a separate form for each Activity Recommendation.

. Code each recommendation to the specific objective for which
it was prepared; i.e., Wildlife objective 1, Recommendation 3
would be W/L 1.3; Lands objective 4, Recommendation 2
would be L 4.2 etc.

Entries are made as described in BLM Manual Sections 1608.3
and 1608.4. See BLM Manual section 1608, Illustration 2
- for a sample format of theheadings and additional instructions.
- Use additional sheets for each recommendation as necessary.
. File recommendation sheets behind the sheet for the objective

they are supporting (Form 1600—20) Management Framework
Plan — Step 1 in the MFP narrative.

GPO 836-084
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UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Big Desert

BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity
' Wildlife
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION Stepl W 1.2 Step 3WL 1.2

Recommendation:

Maintain the existing vegetative composition on 167,620 acres of good
condition antelope habitat as outlined on overlay #1.

Rationale:

These areas are antelope fiwning grounds and are currently in good
vegetative condition for this purpose. These areas are crucial to antelope
survival in the PU. Use of these areas has developed over several years
because mecessary habitat components are present. These areas need to be
maintained in their present condition and not manipulated in any manner

for the present. However, in the future some manipulation may be warranted,
%ut not until intensive wildlife and range inventories hawve been undertaken.

i Support:

Range, Operations and Watershed.

Multiple Use Analysis:

Conflicts with Range 1.1 A5h which proposes plow and seed 4,500 acres;

320 of this is in antelope fawning. range. Range l.1B4a propose spraying
4,400 acres; all of this is in antelope fawning range. RI1.1F4e and R1.2E4h
propose some 9,000 acres of burning within antelope fawning range. Water-
shed 3.4 says to reseed 12,800 acres within the antelope fawning area to
reestablish watershed cover. ~

Idaho Fish and Game opposes spraying.

Multiple Use Recommendations:

Modify:

1. Within the Sunset allotment limit spraying to the acreage needed
to reasonably restore grazing reductions (approximately 2,500 acres).
Limit spraying to three-tip sagebrush invasion areas. Do not spray sites
dominated by Wyoming sagebrush.

2. Do not plow and seed unless the area has low sagebrush density
which does not provide good fawning cover. If this is the case "include
sagebrush in seeding mixture to improve antelope cover. ' s -
' 3. Work out actual treatment method, acreage and location with range

i ' and watershed.

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

(Instructions on reverse) . Form 160021 (April 1975)



INSTRUCTIONS

. Prepare a separate form for each Activity Recommendation.

. Code each recommendation to the specific objective for which

it was prepared; i.e., Wildlife objective 1, Recommendation 3
would be W/L 1.3; Lands objective 4, Recommendation 2
would be L 4.2 etc. '

. Erdtries are made as described in BLM Manual Sections 1608.3

and 1608.4. See BLM Manual section 1608, Illustration 2
for a sample format of theheadings and additional instructions.

. Use additional sheets for each recommendation as necessary.

. File recommendation sheets behind the sheet for the objective

they are supporting (Form 1600-20) Management Framework
Plan - Step 1 in the MFP narrative.

GPO 836-084
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UNITED STATES Name (MEP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Big Desert

BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

Activity
Wildlife
MANAGE_MENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION—ANALYSIS~-DECISION Step 1IWL 1.2 Step 3 ‘

)

e

Reasons:

Conflicts are difficult to resolve due to the crucial needs of wildlife,
Range and Watershed on the same areas. Substantial reduction in live-
stock stocking rate is proposed (35%). The sites proposed for spraying

are old natural burn areas invaded by three-tip sagebrush, a sprouter which
increases in burns. Spraying is the only effective control method.

The plowing and seeding proposal along the Big Lost River is an area of
low production due to overuse near this water source. The area is not to
be plowed if adequate fawning cover exists.

Range, Watershed, and Wildlife all recommend vegetative manipulation within
the antelope fawning areas within the Springfield and Big Desert allotments.
Actual treatment acreages, methods and areas should be determined on the
ground by the resource activities involved.

Multiple:Use Decision:

1. Modify -~ Vegetation manipulation would be as proposed by range and pre='-
sented as alternative 4 of the Big Desert EIS. The primary means of con-
trol will be through burning. Other methods will be considered at the time
of project lay out if burning is not feasible. An FA will be written and
routed on any changes from the EIS,

2, Accept

3. Accept

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

(Instructions on reverse)

Form 1600—21 (April 1975)
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INSTRUCTIONS

. Prepare a separate form for each Activity Recommendation.

- Code each recommendation to the specific objective for which

it was prepared; i.e., Wildlife objective 1, Recommendation 3
would be W/L 1.3; Lands objective 4, Recommendation 2
would be L 4.2 etc.

. Entries are made as described in BLM Manual Sections 1608.3

and 1608.4. See BLM Manual section 1608, Illustration 2
for a sample format of the headings and additional instructions.

. .Use additional sheets for each recommendation as necessary.

. File recommendation sheets behind the sheet for the .objective ,
.they are supporting (Form 1600—20) Management Framework ‘

Plan — Step 1 in the MFP narrative.

"'GPO 836-084
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UNITED STATES Name (MFP) "
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Big Desert
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

g

Activity
Wildlife
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION—-ANALYSIS-DECISION Step WL 1.3 Step3WL 1.3

Recommendation:

: o
Convert 67,740 acres of shrubland to grass-forb-shrub composition by
.
single chaining and controlled burning. Limit areas to no more than 1000
acre blocks with appropriate VRM standards and leave areas. . The leave

areas will be designed to provide the maximum amount of edge and will be

reseeded with a mixture of grass, forbs and shrubs. (See WL 12.2 for

- _ ComPLlETED  FrrseriBED Bunys
suggested mixture) J < SPVI"?&/ ’(;.&/J
Noz well

Rationale: ' | /7?6/5’7 Sm /rH/Sansc‘f
) -14-8 7 d/

Shrub cover is dense in this area and understory production is poor.
Chaining is necessary for so6il disturbance to provide seedbed preparation.
Seed mixture should be applied before dragging the chain. Double chain-
ing has a history of more complete kill on sagebrush but also it kills
highly preferred forbs. Singlé chaining reduces the percentage ofiysage-
brush killed and does less harm to beneficial and necessary forbs. Single
chaining with a reseeded mixture of grasses and forbs would maximize ante-
lope wvalues.

Control in blocks larger than 1000 acres éan be detrimental to antelope
when it creates a monoculture of vegetation. Antelope do best on a
diversified habitat. Controlled burning will create a mosaic of habitat
types and reduce the density of shrubs. This will make these areas more

available and useable by antelope.

P

Big Desert Wildlife-McCarty/McFarling 4/80

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

thnstructions on reverse) ‘ Form 1600-21 (April 1975)
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INSTRUCTIONS

. Prepare a separate form for each Activity Recommendation.

Code each recommendation to the specific objective for which

it was prepared; i.e., Wildlife objective 1, Recommendation 3°

would be W/L 1.3; Lands objective 4, Recommendation 2
would be L 4.2 etc.

Ertries are made as described in BLM Manual Sections 1608.3
and 1608.4. See BLM Manual section 1608, Illustration 2
for a sample format of theheadings and additional instructions.

. Use additional sheets for each recommendation as necessary.

-5, File recommendation sheets behind the sheet for the objective
.. ,they..are supportmg (Form 1600-20) Managament Framawork
Plan;— Step I.in, the MFP narratwe o - - :

GPO 836-084
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UNITED STATES ;_ Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Big Desert
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity
Wildlife
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference ‘
RECOMMENDATION—-ANALYSIS-DECISION Step 1WL 1.3 step3 WL 1.3

Recommendation WL 1.3

Multiple Use Analysis:

Wildlife, Watershed and Range all propose vegetative manipulation projects.
The allotments involved are:

Rudeen Cinder Cone .
Big Desert Big Butte
Springfield Quaking Aspen
- Sist- 9 No. 2 Well . Riverfield
. Houghland AEC Riverfield

Exact locations and manipulation methods differ, however.

Mulltiple Use Recommendation:

_ Modify as follows:

Proceed with plans for vegetative manipulation. Determine exact locations, ]
acreage and methods to be used through joint on-the-ground investigation R
involving wildlife, watershed .and range specialists. Limit acreage mani- Co
pulated to amount to achieve resource goals. Consider benefit/cost.

Reasons:

The needs for providing watershed cover, improving range conditign and
improving wildlife habitat override visual considerations. Treatment
areas can be designed to reduce visual impact through aid of VRM specialist. .

Multiple Use Decision:

Accept Multiple Use Recommendation.

{
:
<
:
§
t

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

tlustruciions on reverse) Form 1600—21 (April 1975)
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INSTRUCTIONS

Prepare a separate form for each Activity Recommendation.

. Code each recommeridation to the specific objective for which

it was prepared; i.e., Wildlife objective 1, Recommendation 3
would be W/L 1.3; Lands objective 4, Recommendation 2
would be L 4.2 etc.

Entries are made as described in BLM Manual Sections 1608.3
and 1608.4. See BLM Manual section 1608, Illustration 2
for a sample format of the headings and additional instructions.
Use additional sheets for each recommendation as necessary.
File recommendation sheets behind the sheet for the objective

they are supporting (Form 1600-20) Management Framework
Plan — Step 1 in the MFP narrative.

GPO 836-084



UNITED STATES . Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR +
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity
Wildlife
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION Step1 WL 1.4 Step syL 1.4

Recommendation:

Do not allow plowing for vegetative manipulation.
Rationale:

Plowing adversely affects antelope habitat more than any other treatment
method.

Support:

Range, Operations, and Watershed.

-

Multiple Use Analysis:

Conflicts with Range 1.1A5h seed 4,500 acres, 1.1D5a plow and seed 2,100
) acres, 1.1F4d seed 3,000 acres, 1.1M5a plow and seed 600 acres, 1.10 4a
'*D plow and seed 4,000 acres, 1.2C3a plow and seed 350 acres, 1.2D3a plow and
¥ seed 30 acres, 1.2E4f plow and seed 4,800 acres on stock driveway, 1.2G3a
plow and seed 100 acres, also conflicts with Watershed W2.2 and 3.4

Multiple Use Recommendation:

Reject,

Reason: <

Plowing will be done where conditions warrant such as poisonous plant control §
on stock driveway and other areas wheré species conversion and proper
seed bed preparation is needed. Plowing significantly increases initial
forb production as well as other species. Of the 19,480 acres proposed
for plow and seed by range, much of the same area is also proposed for the
same treatment by Watershed 4.4 which says to reseed poor condition range _
to establish watershed cover and improve conditionm. IR

This recommendation is supported by VRM 2.6 which says allow no plowing,
brush control,- spraying or chaining. i

Multiple Use Decision:

Accept Multiple Use Recommendation. . . ;

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

(Instructions on reverse) Form 160021 (April 1975)



INSTRUCTIONS

1. Prepare a separate form for each Activity Recommendation.

2. Code each recommendation to the specific objective for which
it was prepared; i.e., Wildlife objective 1, Recommendation 3
would ‘be -W/L . 1.3; Lands objective 4, Recommendation 2
would be L 4.2 etc.

3. Entries are made as described in BLM Manual Sections 1608.3
' a_nd 1608.4. - St_ee 'BLM M»ar’_lii'al séqti657“IGQS';"I'llmtraﬁibn 2. i
N " for a'sampleformat of the headings and additional instructions.

4. Use additional sheets for each recommendation as necessary.

5. File recommendation sheets behind the sheet for the. objective
they are supporting (Form ;1600-20) Mapage_mezzi -Framework .
. Plan < Step 1 in the MFP narrative,, = . e e e

GPO 836-084




UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR V Big Desert ER
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT S

Activity
Wildlife
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION Step1 WL 1.5 Step3 WL 1.5

Recommendation:

Restrict livestock use of available forage to allow for 50% utilization
by livestock. Deferred grazing systems are preferred to rest rotation
grazing systems in antelope use areas.

Rationale:

This will allow for sufficient residual plant cover to protect the soil
surface from erosion, promote percolation, maintain soil humus for
seeding establishment and maintain plant vigor. Antelope will benefit
from the light to moderately grazed areas by making use of the residual
forbs and herbaceous cover. Rest rotation systems concentrate live-
stock in one or two pastures. This causes a reduction in available
forbs and reduces the vigor of the plants. Both of these directly ad-

. versely affect the antelope. Concentration of livestock also affects

t favning in that fawns can be separated from the does making the fawns
more susceptible to predatiom. :

Support:

Range and watershed.

Multiple Use Analysis:

Conflicts with Multiple Use Recommendation on Quaking Aspen {R 1.1 A)
and Sunset (R 1.1 B) allotments which are changed to rest rotation grazing
systems. -

Multiple Use Recommendation:

Modify as follows:

1. Degree of utilization allowable will depend upon annual monitoring
of condition, trend, species dynamics, actual use and grazing system used.

2. Quaking Aspen and Sunset allotments will have rest rotation
grazing systems; the remaining 28 allotments will be seasonal or deferred
systems. o

Reasons: ) : .

o) Information gathered through annual monitoring and studies is more important
o g

R4 in establishing desired utilization rates than is an arbitrarily established
’ figure. AMP's will provide for wildlife habitat needs along with other

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

tlnstructions on reverse)

Form 1600—21 (April 1675)
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INSTRUCTIONS

Prepare a separate form for each Activity Recommendation.

Code each recommendation to the specific objective for which
it was prepared; i.e., Wildlife objective 1, Recommendation 3
would be W/L 1.3; Lands objective 4, Recommendation 2
would be L 4.2 etc.

Eritries are made as described in BLM Manual Sections 1608.3
and 1608.4. See BLM Manual section 1608, Illustration-2
for a sample format of the headings and additional instructions.
Use additional sheets for each recommendation as necessary.
File recommendation sheets behind the sheet for the objective

they are supporting (Form 1600-20) Management Framework
Plan — Step 1 in the MFP narrative.

GPO 836-084
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UNITED STATES Name (MFP) E
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Big Desert :
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity

Wildlife
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION~ANALYSIS-DECISION Step1 WL, 1.5 Step3WL 1.5

multiple use goals. Grazing use levels will proceed in accordance with |
stocking rates established as a result of the 1979 SVIM inventory which |
provides the basis for proper forage allocation. Present utilization

is very uneven in most allotments due to poor water distribution. AMP

development should include provisions to improve distribution.

Multiple Use Decision:

Accept Multiple Use Recommendation.

h

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

thistr ]
nstructions on reverse) Form 1600—21 (April 1975)

P



. INSTRUCTIONS

Prepare a separate form for each Activity Recommendation. -

"Code each recommendation to the specific objective fbr.Which

it was prepared; i.e., Wildlife objective 1, Recommendation 3
would be W/L 1.3; Lands objective 4, Recommendation 2
would be L 4.2 etc.

Entries are made as described in BLM Manual Sections. 1608.3
and 1608.4. See BLM Manual section 1608, Illustration 2

~ for al‘sa?;ri.ple format of the _};é.a.a'ings,véﬁd avgllditional‘ix:‘1§t:_ﬁétidhs;'

Use additional sheets for each recommendation as necessary.

File récommendation sheets behind the sheet for the objective”

they are supporting (Form 1600-20) Management Framework

-+Plan ~-Step 1 in the MFP narrative.

GPO 8368-084
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UNITED STATES Name (MFP) l
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Big Desert |
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity
Wildlife
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION—-ANALYSIS~DECISION . |Step1WL 1.6 Step3WL 1.6
Recommendation: %

Eliminate trailing of sheep through fawning areas for 15 days prior
to and 15 days after the peak.of fawning (approximately May 15 - June 15).
Refer to overlay #3.

Rationale:

Sheep and antelope diets overlap to the extent that during this period of
time they consume forage necessary for successful parturition and initial
milk production for the does. This will also allow for undisturbed Lo
fawning and a higher percentage of fawns produced and a corresponding e
4ncrease in fawn survival. Overcrowding of does on fawning grounds will S :
also be eliminated allowing lessstress on them and a corresponding birth EESE
success. :

Support:

Range.

Sat

Multiple Use Analysis:

This conflicts with R 1.2E2 which sets a turn out date of April 10.

Multiple Use Recommendation: ~

. Reject. |
Reasons:

The grazing in the Big Desert allotment has been April 1 through June 30.
Turn out date has been delayed until April }&LIS Elimination of sheep
trailing during May 15 to June 15 would only be possible by closure to
livestock grazing. This is a critical period for lamb growth. Viability
of a closure proceedings would be questionable. This situation has existed
since before establishment of the Grazing Service in 1934. It is recog-
nized the situation exists, but actual magnitude of the problem is unknown.

Multiple Use Decision:

Accept Multiple Use Recommendation.

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

(Instructions on reverse) Form 160021 (April 1975)
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INSTRUCTIONS

Prepare a separate form for each Activity Recommendation.

Code each recommendation to the specific objective for which
it was prepared; i.e., Wildlife objective 1, Recommendation 3
would be W/L 1.3; Lands objective 4, Recommendation 2
would be L 4.2 etc.

Entries are made as described in BLM Manual Sections 1608.3
and 1608.4. See BLM Manual section 1608, Illustration 2
for a sample format of the headings and additional instructions.
Use additional sheets for each recommendation as necessary.
File recommendation sheets behind the sheet for the objective

they are supporting (Form 1600—20) Management Framework
Plan — Step 1 in the MF P narrative.

GPO 836-084
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UNITED STATES Name (MFP)

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Big Desert
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity
Wildlife
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION Stepl WL 1.7Step3 WL 1.7
Recommendation:

Allow no surface occupancy for oil and gas exploration and development in
antelope fawning areas as shown on overlay #3 from May 15 to June 30.

Rationale:

By restricting surface occupancy on these areas, does will not be dis-
turbed during this crucial time. Does will then be able to care for

their fawns and reduce the possibility of predation. This allows a greater
fawn survival and an increase in population.

Support:

Minerals.

Multiple Use Analysis:

Conflicts with M 1.1 keep entire area open to leasable mineral development.

Multiple Use Recomméndation:

Accept.

Reasons: ¢
Restricting period of occupancy allows mineral exploration even though
under constraint and provides for wildlife need at the same time.

Multiple Use Decision:

Reject Multiple Use Recommendation.
Reasons:

0il and gas leasing and exploration potential is low. Due to the dispersed
nature of O&G exploration, little‘artelope fawning disturbance is expected.

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

(Instructions on reverse) Form 1600—,.2'1~(Apri1 1975)
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INSTRUCTIONS

. Prepare a separate form for each Activity Recdmrﬁendétion.

Code each recommendation to the specific objective for which
it was prepared; i.e., Wildlife objective 1, Recommendation 3 .

would be W/L 1.3; Lands objective 4, Recommendation 2
would be L 4.2 etc.

Erdtries are made as described in BLM Manual Sections 1608.3
and 1608.4. See BLM Manual section 1608, Illustration 2
for a sample format of the headings and additional instructions.
Use additional sheets for each recommendation as necessary.
File recommendation sheets behind the sheet for the objective

they are supporting (Form 1600-~20) Management Framework
Plan — Step 1 in the MFP narrative.

GPO 836-084
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UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

Big Desert
Activity

. Wildlife
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN ~ STEP 1 Objective Nomber

ACTIVITY OBJECTIVES WL 2

Objective: |

Improve 281,600 acres of mule deer range through water development,

vegetative treatment and by allowing no more than 50 percent utilization
of available forage by livestock during the summer months to support an
increased population of 100 percent over the present population by 1995.

Rationale:
The Idaho Fish and Game has a statewide objective to increase the mule

deer population. Also, the habitat is capable of supporting the recom-
Jended numbers. See WL 13.8 for water development.

(Instructions on reverse) Form 1600—20 (April 1975)



“ INSTRUCTFIONS -

- Prepare a separate form for each Activity Recommendation.

. Code each recommendation to the specific objective for which

it was prepared; i.e., Wildlife objective 1, Recommendation 3
would be W/L 1.3; Lands objective 4, Recommendation 2
would be L 4.2 etc.

. Eitries are made as described in BLM Manual Sections 1608.3

and 1608.4. See BLM Manual section 1608, Illustration 2
for a sample format of theheadings and additional instructions.

. Use additional sheets for each recommendation as necessary.

. File recommendation sheets behind the sheet for the objective

they are supporting (Form 1600—20) Management Framework
Plan — Step 1 in the MFP narrative.

GPO 836-084
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o forage to be allocated for mule deer. Future reallocations should be based on

o UNITED STATES Name (MFP) i
S _ DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Big Desert |
I BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

Activity
Wildlife
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION-ANALY SIS=DECISION Step1 WL 2.1Step 3WL 2.1

Recommendation:

Allocate forage to support present numbers of mule deer as estimated below
by season and grazing allotment. Provide sufficient forage to support a
100% increase in mule deer numbers by 1995 through improved rangeland
condition expected from intensive livestock management.

Allotment Winter Spring Summer Fall
AEC Riverfield 10 5 5 5
Quaking Aspen 25 25 10 25
Sunset 10 5 5 5
Smith 15 5 5 5.
Big Butte . 50 25 25 25
Cedar Butte 15 10 5 10
Cinder Cone 15 5 5 5
Rock Corral 15 5 5
‘ Cox's Well . 20 5 5 5
©\ . Houghland 30 10 5 5
QIL'Springfield 15 5 5 10
© No. 2 Well 10 0 0 0
East Butte. 5 5 5 5
Moonshine ' 15 5 5 5
Carter B 5 5 5 5
Nipples 5 5 5 5
Whitehead 10 5 0 5
Big Desert 40 35 35 35 <
Rudeen _1> _10 _10 10 i
175 145 175

TOTAL 325

Support Needs

Range
Watershed

Rationale:

. Idaho Fish and Game has identified the goal to increase the mule deer population
statewide. Insuring adequate forage to support present populations would provide
consideration in grazing plans. Future population increases expected from

water development and intensive livestock management will require additional .

. updated mule deer population estimates. Increased vegetative production expected
y/ from improved livestock management should provide for future mule deer populations.

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed Big Desert (6/3) R. McCarty

tnstructions on TE!/?TS?)

Form 1600—21 (April 1975)



INSTRUCTIONS
Prepare a separate form for each Activity Objective.

Under a heading ‘‘Objective,” enter a concise quantified
statement of the specific activity objective.

Under a heading ‘‘Rationale,’’ enter a detailed statement fully
covering all the reasons necessary to justify the proposed
action in the objective. Also describe all anticipated positive

and negative impacts. (See BLM Manual section 1608 for
additional instructions)

i

GPO 846 - 187



UNITED STATES _
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION

Name (MFP)
Big Desert

Activity

Overlay Reference

Step 1 W, 2.1Step3 WL 2.1

Multiple Use Analysis:

No conflicts identified.

Multiple Use Recommendation:

Accept.

Reasons: .

Forage supply is not a limiting habitat factor for mule deer in the Big
Desert. Adequate supply exists for doubling of deer population.

Limiting factors are the almost total lack of cover,

(sagebrush with

¥ few juniper is the highest growing vegetation) and the scarcity of

water.

Multiple Use Decision:

Accept Multiple Use Recommendation.

N
L

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

(Instructions on reverse)

Form 1600==21 (April 1975)
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INSTRUCTIONS

. Prepare a separate form for each Activity Recommendation.

. Code each recommendation to the specific objective for which

it was prepared; i.e., Wildlife objective 1, Recommendation 3
would be W/L 1.3; Lands objective 4, Recommendation 2

. would be L 4.2 etc.

Entries are made as described in BLM Manual Sections 1608.3
and 1608.4. See BLM Manual section 1608, Illustration 2
for a sample format of theheadings and additional instructions.

- Use additional sheets for each recommendation as necessary.

. File recommendation sheets behind the sheet for the objective

they are suﬁporting (Form 1600-20) Management Framework
Plan — Step I in the MFP narrative.

GPO 836~ 084
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UNITED STATES ‘ Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR £
Big Desert
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activi%y
Wildlife
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS~DECISION Step 1 WL, 2.2 Step 3WL 2.2

Recommendation:

Improve 30,720 acres of mule deer range through controlled burning
(refer to overlay #1).

Rationale:

Mule deer favor a diversified habitat, and controlled burning can bring
this about. Resprouts of bitterbrush and rabbitbrush following fire
would provide high quality winter browse for deer. Improved forb cover
and early green upgrass would be expected to provide spring and summer
forage for resident deer.

éuggort:

' Range, watershed, and fire.

Y Multiple Use Analysis:

No conflicts identified.

Multiple Use Recommendation:

Modify as follows:
1. Consolidate mule deer needs in burning proposed by rq&ge.

2. Burn additional areas shown to have mule deer values and where
species diversity or quality can be improved. This would include
areas capable of supporting bitterbrush and other desirable species.
Limit acreage to reasonable amount recognizing that water and cover
are limiting factors not forage.

Reasons:

Forage supply is not a limiting factor for mule deer in the Big Desert.
The acreage proposed for treatment for providing additional mule deer
habitat iS - excessive. Burning to improve quality on limited acreage
is justified.

Multiple Use Decisden:

Accept Multiple Use Recommendation.

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

tnstructions on reverse)
Form 1600—21 (April 1975)
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INSTRUCTIONS

. Prepare a separate form for each Activity Recommendation.

. Code each recommendation to the specific objective for which

it was prepared; i.e., Wildlife objective 1, Recommendation 3
would be W/L 1.3; Lands objective 4, Recommendation 2
would be L 4.2 etc.

. Entries are made as described in BLM Manual Sections 1608.3

and 1608.4. See BLM Manual section 1608, Illustration 2
for a sample format of theheadings and additional instructions.

. Use additional sheets for each recommendation as necessary.

. File recommendation sheets behind the sheet for the objective

they are supporting (Form 1600-20) Management Framework
Plan — Step 1 in the MFP narrative.

R - GPO 836-084
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UNITED STATES - Name (MFP)
o) DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

Bi T
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT ig Desert

Activity
Wildiff
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Owlr-erlay Reeference
RECOMMENDATION~ANALYSIS-DECISION Step I, 2.3 Step3WL 2.3

Recommendation:

Confine livestock grazing to the period from May 1 to October 30 in
mule deer habitat shown on URA 3 overlay #5.

Rationale:

Competition for forage would be reduced by manipulation of livestock
season of use. Livestock summer use is concentrated on grasses. The
major mule deer diet is forbs and shrubs. Livestock use of forbs is
significant in early spring. Shrubs are used in late fall and winter.
Forage quality and quantity for deer would be increased by restricting
livestock use to the summer period when dietary overlap im insignificant
ufider proper grazing management. ‘

Support:

Range and watershed.

e

T P4

Multiple Use Analysis:

This conflicts with grazing seasons set on nearly all allotments. Average
season is 4/1 to 7/15 with three allotments having use after 10/31.

Multiple Use Recommendation:

'

N

Reject.

Reasons:

Competition for forage between livestock and mule deer is insignificant S ;
in the Big Desert. Forage competition is not a factor in mule deer SR
populations. Water and cover are the limiting factots. :

Multiple Use Decision:

Accept Multiple Use Recommendation.

)

[P

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

tlistructions on reverse)

Form 1600-=21 (April 1975)
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INSTRUCTIONS

. Prepare a separate form for each Activity Recommendation.

. Code each recommendation to the specific objective for which

it was prepared; i.e., Wildlife objective 1, Recommendation 3
would be W/L 1.3; Lands objective 4, Recommendation 2
would be L 4.2 etc.

. Entries are made as described in BLM Manual Sections 1608.3

and 1608.4. See BLM Manual section 1608, Illustration 2
for a sample format of theheadings and additional instructions.

. Use additional sheets for each recommendation as necessary.

. File recommendation sheets behind the sheet for the objective

they are supporting (Form 1600-20) Management Framework
Plan — Step 1 in the MFP narrative.

GPO 836-084
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UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR .
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Actf;f Resert
Wild1lif
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Gverlay Referonce
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS—-DECISION Step 1 WL 3.1 Step 3WL 3. 1

Recommendation:

Maintain the current predator control program in the unit.
Rationale:

This program is providing recreational use of wildlife and other benefits
to range and recreation are being achieved. ’

Support: lf = f
Range |

-

Multiple Use Analysis:

Nd'conflicts identified.

s Multiple Use Recommendation:

Accept.
Reasons:

Present system seems to remain viable.

.Multiple Use Decision:

Accept Multiple Use Recoﬁmendation;

5
i
5
N
N
X
S
L9

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

thstructi ’
nstructions on reverse) Form 1600=21 “(April 1975)
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INSTRUCTIONS

. Prepare a separate form for each Activity Recommendation.

-

. Code each recommendation to the specific objective for which

it was prepared; i.e., Wildlife objective:1, Recommendation 3
would be W/L 1.3; Lands obJectwe 4, Recommendatmn 2
would be L 4.2 etc. :

. Entries are made as described in BLM Manual Sections  1608.3

and 1608.4. See BLM Manual section 1608, Illustration 2

for a sample format of theheadings and additionalinstructions.
. Use additional sheets for each recommendation as necessary.

#:File réecommendation sheets behind the sheet for the. queqtivg_;f,»\;;_. L

they are supporting (Form 1600—20) Management Framework

" Plan - Stép°1 in the MFP narrative.

B N GPO 836 -084
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UNITED STATES Name (MFP)

0 DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Big Desert
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT pyve
Wildlife

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN — STEP 1
ACTIVITY OBJECTIVES

Objective Number

Objective:
Maintain the current population levels of furbearers in the unit.
See WL /03 and 0.4 for recommendations on retention of Omitted Lands 52};;

and isolated tracts in public ownership.

Rationale:

Thes¥ lands are important wildlife habitat and should be retained for

wildlife use. Furbearers provide some economic relief for trappers in

this area and provide an aesthetically pleasing additon to the environment.

Js
\ oY

v N ) |

Big Desert Wildlife-McCarty/McFarling 4/80

(Instructions on reverse) R Form 1600-20 (Anrit 1975)
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INSTRUCTIONS

Prepare a separate form for each Activity Recommendation.

Code each recommendation to the specific objective for which
it was prepared; i.e., Wildlife objective 1, Recommendation 3
would be W/L 1.3; Lands objective 4, Recommendation 2
would be L 4.2 etc.

. Entries are made as described in BLM Manual Sections 1608.3
~and 1608.4. See BLM Manual section 1608, Illustration 2

for a sample format of the headings and additional instructions.
Use additional sheets for each recommendation as necessary.
File recommendation sheets behind the sheet for the objective

they are supporting (Form 1600-20) Management Framework
Plan — Step 1 in the MF P narrative.

GPO 836-084
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UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
! DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

Big Desert
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

Activity
wildlife _
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN — STEP 1 e tive e
ACTIVITY OBJECTIVES WL 4 L

Objective:

Maintain and enhance sage grouse habitat to support an increase in the

sage grouse population of.28 percent by 1990. This is to be accomplished
through water development, vegetation manipulation and harassment reduction.
See WL 13.8 for water development.

-
Rationale:

Sage grouse is the second most popular species for hunters in the Big

Desert PU. The Idaho State Game Commission has indicated a desire to

increase the population of sage grouse in the State of Idaho. The

habitat is capable of carrying the proposed increase.

O T

. .

/ . : .
S . P TR

Big Desert Wildlife-McCarty/McFarling 4/80

(Instructions on reverse) Form 1600-20 (April 1975}



~—

Q“ .

INSTRUCTIONS
Prepare a éeparate form for each Activity Objective.

. Under a heading ‘‘Objective,’’ enter a concise quantified
statement of the specific activity objective.

Under a heading ‘‘Rationale,’’ enter a detailed statement fully
covering all the reasons necessary to justify the proposed
action in the objective. Also describe all anticipated positive
and negative impacts. (See BLM Manual section 1608 for
additional instructions)

GPO 846 - 157



UNITED STATES Name (MFP) -
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Big Desert
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

Activity
Wildlife
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION—-ANALYSIS-DECISION Step 1 WL, 4.1 Step3WL 4.1

Recommendation:

No vegetation manipulation projects will be undertaken within Y% mile
of strutting grounds.- (shown on overlay #1).

Rationale:

The grouse have developed their use of these areas over several years,
and, therefore, these areas must contain the habitat components that make
these areas more desirable than others. These areas are essential to

the survival of the sage grouse population in the PU. There is increas-
ing evidence that the strutting ground is the center of yearlong social
activities by sage grouse. The Western States Sage Grouse Committee has
ecommended that no control be allowed with 2 miles of strutting grounds.
A buffer of % mile should provide cover to strutting grouse during the
day. Brush control would be beneficial to grouse if properly done outside
the % mile buffer area as recommended later.

Support:

\
// ; Range, Operations and watershed.

Multiple Use Analysis:

No conflicts identified.

Multiple Use Recommendation:

i
i
‘
i
|
}
H

Accept.

Reasons:

This is a standard operating procedure - Vegetative manipulation projects
will conform to recommendations of the Sage Grouse Symposium and IM
ID 80-30 requiring consultation with Idaho Fish and Game.

Multiple Use Decision:

Accept Multiple Use Recommendation.

¢
f
i
i

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

thist j 2
nstructions on reverse) Form 1600=21 (April 1975)



INSTRUCTIONS
Prepare a éeparate form for each Activity Objective.

Under a heading ‘‘Objective,” enter a concise quantified
statement of the specific activity objective.

Under a heading ‘‘Rationale,’’ enter a detailed statement fully
covering all the reasons necessary to justify the proposed
action in the objective. Also describe all anticipated positive
and negative impacts. (See BLM Manual section 1608 for
additional instructions)

i

GPO 846 - 157



_ UNITED STATES Name (MFP) .
! DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Big Desert f
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT ’

Activity
. Wildlife
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION—-ANALYSIS-DECISION Step 1WL 4.5 Step3WL 4.2

Recommendation:

No vegetation control will be allowed within 100 yards on either side
of water sources or intermittent stream courses. _?

Rationale:

This recommendation would provide sufficient cover areas necessary for o
unhindered sage grouse use of the water sources. These cover areas will T
provide protection for broods from predators and allow a greater sur- i
vival of birds and allow the population to increase.

Support:
-

Rénge, Watershed, Operations and VRM. : S

Multiple Use Analysis:

No conflicts identified.

Multiple Use Recommendation:

Modify as follows: Do not allow vegetation control within 100 yards of
water sources. Vegetation control will be allowed along intermittant
stream courses.

N
Reasons:

The Big Desert being an 0ld lava flow does not have a well defined drainage
pattern. Drainage is internal and very few intermittant streams exist.
The few in existance do not provide any special habitat.

Multiple Use Decision:

Accept Multiple Use Recommendation.

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

thistructions on reverse) Form 1600—21 (April 1975)
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INSTRUCTIONS

Prepare a separate form for each Activity Recommendation.

Code each recommendation to the specific objective for which
it was prepared; i.e., Wildlife objective 1, Recommendation 3
would be W/L 1.3; Lands objective 4, Recommendation .2
would be L 4.2 etc.

Entries are made as described in BLM Manual Sections 1608.3
and 1608.4. See BLM Manual section 1608, Illustration 2
for a sample format of the headings and additional instructions.
Use additional sheets for each recommendation as necessary.
File recommendation sheets behind the sheet for the objective

they are supporting (Form 1600~20) Management Framework
Plan — Step 1 in the MFP narrative.

GPO 836-084
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UNITED STATES Name (MFP) '
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Big Desert ‘f

BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity
. Wildlife .
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference .
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYS|S-DECISION Step 1 WL 4.6 Step 3WL 4,3 :
Recommendation: ;

Maintain through proper grazing practices a mixture of grasses, forbs
and sagebrush of 25/25/50 percent. Deferred grazing systems would be
better than rest rotation system in sage grouse habitats.

Rationale:
Good habitat for grouse can be achieved through proper grazing practices.
Deferred grazing should allow for more early growth of forbs and cool

season grasses. This increases food availability and cover for brood
of sage grouse.

Sdzgort:

Range and watershed.

Q ) Multiple Use Analysis: RS

No conflicﬁs identified.

Multiple Use Recommendation:

Modify as follows:

1

1. Wildlife input to AMP's should include consideration of‘species
diversity. :

2. One of the 30 allotments in the Big Desert will have rest rota-
tion grazing systems.

Reasons:

While the vegetative species diversity goal of 25/25/50 may be desirable,
it is probably impossible to achieve; a close approximation is all that
could be expected. See RM 1.1 A and B for justification on grazing
systems.

Multiple Use Decision:

Accept Multiple Use Recommendation.

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

tinstructions on reverse) Form 1609-_—2} (April 1975)
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INSTRUCTIONS

Prepare a separate form for each Activity Recommendation.

Code each recommendation to the specific objective for which
it was prepared; i.e., Wildlife objective 1, Recommendation 3
would be W/L 1.3; Lands objective 4, Recommendation 2
would be L 4.2 etc. : ‘ :

Entries are made as'described i BLM Manual Sections 1608.3
and 1608.4. See BLM Manual section 1608, Illustration 2
for a sample format of the headings and additional instructions.

. Use additional sheets for each recommendation as necessary..

" File recommendation sheets behind the sheet for the objéctis}e

they ‘are supporting .(Form 1600~20) Management Framework
Plan — Step 1 in the MFP narrative.

GPO 836-084
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UNITED STATES Name (MFP) ;
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Big Desert

Activity
Wildlif
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION—~ANALYSIS~DECISION Step 1 yr 4 7 Step 3WL 4.4

Recommendation:

Allow no sheep trailing through the common sheep allotment from March 15
to June 15.

Rationale:

Concentrated livestock use on sage grouse nesting and brood rearing _-7~"’
areas during the nesting season can result in nest desertion. Nest B
desertion would result in lower brood production. Livestock grazing

systems designed to concentrate use on sage grouse nesting and brood

rearing areas before June 15th would be adverse to sage grouse production.

-

Support:

Range.

P

Multiple Use Analysis:

Conflicts with R 1.2E. Grazing season in the Big Desert allotment is
4-10/6-30.

Multiple Use Recommendation:

Reject. N
Reasons:

The only method possible to eliminate this conflict would be closure to
livestock grazing. This would only allow a 2 week grazing season between
6-16 and 6-30. This is not practical nor justified. The present situation
has existed since prior to 1934 and sage grouse populations are high.
Increased populations could best be promoted by developing additiomnal
water.

Multiple Use Decision:

Accept Multiple Use Recommendation.

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

nstruction:
ructions on reverse) Form 160Q‘:271 (April 1975)
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’; INSTRUCTIONS
N o L Prepare“é‘§eparété f_oxm;._-for, .ea-ch ACtiﬁYity:Recjomn_ie;, dat._iq,n:. |
2. Code each recommendation to the specific -o-bject‘ive for which™
; it was prepared; i.e., Wildlife objective 1, Recommendation 3
would be W/L 1.3; Lands objective 4, Recommendation 2
: would be L 4.2 etc. )
3. Entries are made as described in BLM Manual Sections- 1608.3
. " and’ 1608.4. See BLM Manual section (1608, Illustration 2
| "™ " 'for a sample format of the headings and additional instructions.
. 4. bUseﬂ. additional sheets for each recommendation as necessary.
5. File récommendation sheets behind the sheet for the objective
So- et it .they:-are. supporting (Form 1600—20) Management Framework
Plan — Step 1 in the MFP narrative.
GPO 836-084
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UNITED STATES Name (MFP)

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Big Desert
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT [ Activity
Wildlife
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION—-ANALYSIS~DECISION Step 1 WL, 4.8 Step 3WL 4.5

Recommendation: ‘ §

Restrict mineral exploration and surface occupancy in strutting areas
to the period of the year when strutting does occur, about February 1
to April 15 and on nesting areas from April 1 to June 15. (Refer to
overlay #3)

Rationale:

This will reduce probability of disruption of sage grouse breeding and
nesting to increase the probability of nest success and brood survival.

Support:

Minerals.

Multiple Use Analysis:

Conflicts with minerals M 1.1 which says all lands should remain open for
mineral development.

Multiple Use Recommendation:

Accept.
Reasons:

" Restriction of occupancy period does not prevent exploration yet provides
for sage grouse needs.

Multiple Use Decision:

Reject Multiple Use Recommendation.
Reasons: .
01l and Gas leasing and exploration potential is low. Due to the dispersed ' |

nature of 0il and Gas exploration little sage grouse strutting and nesting
disturbance is expected. .

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

tlustructions on reverse) Form 1600=21 (April 1975)
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INSTRUCTIONS
Prepafe a separate form for each Activity Recommendation.

Code each recommendation to the specific objective for which
it was prepared; i.e., Wildlife objective 1, Recommendation 3
would be W/L 1.3; Lands objective 4, Recommendation 2
would be L 4.2 etc.

Entries are made as described in BLM Manual Sections 1608.3
and 1608.4. See BLM Manual section 1608, Illustration 2
for a sample format of the headings and additional instructions.
Use additional sheets for each recommendation as necessary.
File recommendation sheets behind the sheet for the objective

they are supporting (Form 1600-20) Management Framework
Plan — Step 1 in the MF P narrative.

GPO 836-084
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UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Big Desert
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity
: wWildlife
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION—-ANALYSIS-DECISION Step IWL5,6,7 S8ep 3WL 5.1
Recommendation: o g\ 2N C‘f:\ . i
el

Plant wind breaks consisting of at least four species adjacent to
agricultural lands to protect chucker broods and adult birds near
feeding areas. These species could consist of lodgepole pine, pinon
pine, Russian olive and some persistent fruit bearing shrub such as
squaw apple, buffaloberry or serviceberry. Areas to be planted will
not be less than 1 acre in size and fenced to exclude livestock.

Rationale:

Cover is limited near agricultural areas. Increased cover would
result in higher brood success for pheasants, huns, and other upland
and non-game species. This would result in increased population
levels over the long term. The introduction of trees and shrubs
would improve vertical diversity in these areas and provide a food
source above the snow.

.) Support:

Range, Lands, Operatioms.

Multiple Use Analysis:

Conflicts with VRM 2.5 and WL 10.1 - revegetation projects shOulﬁ be
only native or indigenous species. A

Multiple Use Recommendation:

Modify - Make trial plantings - two selected areas to determine success.

Reasons:

This would be nice to have, but does not appear practical. The species
suggest are not suited to the Big Desert area and will need to select
better adapted species.

Multiple Use Decision:

Accept Multiple Use Recommendation. ' .

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

tinstructions on reverse)

Form 1600-21 (April 1975)



CNSTRUCTIONS. - . .

Prepare a separate form for each Activity Recommendation.

Code_each recommendation to the specific objective for which
it was prepared; i.e., Wildlife objective 1, Recommendation 3

~would be W/L 1.3; Lands objective 4, Recommendation 2

would be L 4.2 etc.

- “Entries are made as: described if'BLM Manual Sections- 1608.3

and 1608.4. See BLM Manual section 1608, Illustration 2
for a sample format of the headings and additional instructions.

Use additional sheets for each recommendation as necessary. .

LR

Fi1e>re‘comme‘n<':1ation sheets behind the sheet for the objective

. they.are supporting (Form 1600-20) Managemenz Framework
- . Plan.~ Step.l in the MFP narrative. = = <. . ©i.oy:

- e e .GPO-836-084
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UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Big Desert ‘
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity

| Wildlife
' MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference o
RECOMMENDATION~ANALYSIS-DECISION Step Iy, 5  Step 3

Objective:

Improve upland game bird habitat by developing water, maintaining
existing cover in unique habitats and by cover plantings. Increase
populations as shown below by 1990.

Mourning Dove cor 0 20%
Chuckar Ceer 207
Hungarian Partridge 157

Pheasant 50%
Develop water sources to benefit all wildlife species.
Rationale:

Population increase goals are established by Idaho Fish and Game Dept.

N o oK S

Rl Ewﬂ%“ms

| A
UL R
]MVW“Q { o

}

!
1] S
/

=

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

tInstruciions on reverse) Form 1600-21 (April 1975)
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INSTRUCTIONS

. Prepare_. a_separate form for each Activity Recommendation.

. Code each recommendation to the sbecific clul;;iec-':t‘i.\}'e for which

it was prepared; i.e., Wildlife objective 1, Recommendation 3

would be W/L 1.3; Lands obJect1ve 4, Recommendation 2
- would'be L. 4.2 etc. - Ce :

E‘ritriés are made as described in BLM Manual Sections 1608.3
and 1608.4. See BLM Manual section 1608, Illustration 2

for a sarnple format of the headmgs and addxtxonal mstrucnons

e
BN

4. Use additional sheets for each recommendation as necessary.

. File récommendation sheets behindthe -sheet for the objective

they are supporting (Form 1600-20) Management Framework

" Plan. = Step .1 .in the MFP narrative.

GPO 836 - 084
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UNITED STATES . Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Big Desert
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

Activity
Wildlife
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION—ANALYSIS—DECISION Step 1 WL 8.1 step3WL 5.2

Recommendation:

I
Allow no vegetation control within one-half mile of agricultural lands.

Rationale:
Restriction of vegetative control will allow cover to grow up and provide

for more nest and brood cover. This will increase the number of poults
that will survive, thereby increasing the population of pheasants.

Support:

Range, Watershed, Operatioms.

Multiple Use Analysis:

No conflicts identified.

Multiple Use Recommendation:

Modify as follows: allow vegetative control where annuals or poisonous
plants dominate.

¢

Reasons:

Vegetative control is necessary on sites invaded by poisonous or low value
annual vegetation. These sites should be treated in most cases regard-
less of locationm.

Multiple Use Decision:

Accept Multiple Use Recommendation.

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

tinstructions on reverse)

Form 1600=21 (April 1975)
Sl Tt
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INSTRUCTIONS

- Prepare a separate form for each Activity Recommendation.

. Code each recommendation to the specific objective for which

it was prepared; i.e., Wildlife objective 1, Recomméndation 3
would be W/L 1.3; Lands objective 4, Recommendation 2
would be L 4.2 etc.

. Entries are made as described in BLM Manual Sections 1608.3

and 1608.4. See BLM Manual section 1608, Illustration 2
for a sample format of theheadings and additionalinstructions.

- Use additional sheets for each recommendation as necessary.

. File recommendation sheets behind the sheet for the objective

they are supporting (Form 1600-20) Management Framework
Plan — Step 1 in the MFP narrative.

GPO 836 -084
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UNITED STATES ‘ Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Big Desert
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

Activity
» Wildlife
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION—ANALYSIS~DECISION Step 1 WL, 13.7Step3 WL 5.3

Recommendation:

Develop wildlife water sources throughout the unit to enhance existing
habitat, improve habitat and allow for expansion of wildlife into
previously unused areas. These developments will include a fenced area .f}f;
of not less than one acre t§ provide cover for small géme species.
Rationalé:

JPermanent water sources are lacking in certain portions. of the planning
unit and are a major factor in proper distribution and utilization of
habitat by certain wildlife species. These developments will benefit

RN all wildlife species in the unit including antelope, mule deer, sage

grouse, chukar, dove, Hungarian partridge and rabbits. The protected
areas will enhance brood habitat which will be éxtremely beneficial

to the area's gallinaceous birds. Spring sources and seep areas should

be excluded from livestock grazing because of the damage incuifed from
stock concentrating on succulent vegetation in these areas. Cover
requirements and food for upland and big game are reduced and often

times sacrifice areas are created as a result of these concentrations.

Multiple Use Analysis:

No conflicts identified.

Multiple Use Recommendation:

Accept.

Develop a priority listing of water developments for planning’ and program-
o ming purposes. o
Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed 5 L)J (7 ) ( @

tlustruciions on reverse) Form 1600—-21 (April 1975)
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INSTRUCTIONS

Prepare a separate form for each Activity Recommendation.

Code each recommendation to the specific objective for which
it was prepared; i.e., Wildlife objective 1, Recommendation 3
would be W/L 1.3; Lands objective 4, Recommendation 2
would be L 4.2 etc.

Entries are made as described in BLM Manual Sections 1608.3
and 1608.4. See BLM Manual section 1608, Illustration 2
for a sample format of theheadings and additional instructions.
Use additional sheets for each recommendation as necessary.
File recommendation sheets behind the sheet for the objective

they are supporting (Form 1600—20) Management Framework
Plan — Step 1 in the MFP narrative.

GPO 836-084



UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Big Desert
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity
Wildlife
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION—-ANALYSIS-DECISION Step 1 W, 13.7Step3 WL 5.3

Reasons: o

Lack of water is the limiting habitat factor in the Big Desert.
Installation of guzzlers and other water developments will allow -
wildlife to establish residency in areas where natural water dries

up and forces relocation. It will also aid in expanding the range of
most species. This is probably the most important factor in meeting R
the goals of inereasing populations of all wildlife species in the : '
Big Desert. ' S

Multiple Use Decision:

Accept Multiple Use Recommendation.

et s 25 s

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

thistructions on reverse) Form 160021 (April 1975)




INSTRUCTIONS

. Prepare a separate form for each Activity Recommendation. -

. Code each recommendation to the specific objective for which
it was prepared; i.e., Wildlife objective 1, Recommendation 3-

would be W/L 1.3; Lands objective 4, Recommendation 2
would be L 4.2 etc.

. Entries are made as described in BLM Manual Sections 1608.3

and 1608.4. See BLM Manual section 1608, Illustration 2
for a sample format of theheadings and additional instructions.

. Use additional sheets for each recommendation as necessary.

. File recommendation sheets behindthe sheet for the objective

they are supporting (Form 1600-20) Management Framework
Plan — Step 1 in the MFP narrative.

GPO 836~084
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UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Big Desert
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

Activity

: Wildlife
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN ~ STEP 1 Objective Number

ACTIVITY OBJECTIVES WL 6

Objective:
Enhance waterfowl production areas to support an increase in the local

duck production by 20 percent and local goose production by 35 percent

by 1990. See WL 13.4 for Omitted Lands.

Rationale:

L3
This is in keeping with the Idaho Fish and Game objectives to increase

waterfowl production in the state., The public lands can imncrease the

enjoyment of the public by increasing the waterfowl production.

§
£
&

Big Desert Wildlife-McCarty/McFarling 4/80

{Instructions on reversel Foarm 1ANO_IN 78 aeit 1078)



INSTRUCTIONS

Prepare a separate form for each Activity Recommendation.

Code each recommendation to the specific objective for which
it was prepared; i.e., Wildlife objective 1, Recommendation 3-
would be W/L 1.3; Lands objective 4, Recommendation 2
would be L 4.2 etc.

Entries are made as described in BLM Manual Sections 1608.3
and 1608.4. See BLM Manual section 1608, Illustration 2
for a sample format of the headings and additional instructions.
Use additional sheets for each recommendation as necessary.
File recommendation sheets behind the sheet for the objective

they are supporting (Form 1600-20) Management Framework
Plan — Step 1 in the MFP narrative.

GPO 836-084



UNITED STATES Name (MFP) |

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Big Desert ! 5
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity
Wildlife .
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS=DECISION Step 1WL 9.2 Step3 WL 6.2
Recommendation:

Islands that are overgrown with willows and rank vegetation should be
burned to facilitate waterfowl use. (Refer to fisheries overlay)

Rationale:

Rank vegetation precludes waterfowl use because they cannot get through
it. Burning will reduce this vegetation and allow for increased nesting.
Care should be taken to leave enough vegetation to provide cover for the.
birds and brood. -

Support:
-

Fire management, Range.

Multiple Use Analysis:

s No conflicts identified.

Multiple Use Recommendation:

Accept.

Reasons @ ,
- , N
Vegetation is too dense to be an ideal nesting and brood rearing area.

Multiple Use Decision:

Reject the Multiple Use Recommendation.

Manipulate the vegetative resource through regulation of grazing use.

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

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



INSTRUCTIONS
Prepare a séparate form for each Activity Objective.

Under a heading ‘‘Objective,”” enter a concise quantified
statement of the specific activity objective.

Under a heading ‘‘Ratioriale,’” enter a detailed statement fully
covering all the reasons necessary to justify the proposed
action in the objective. Also describe all anticipated positive
and negative impacts. (See BLM Manual section 1608 for
additional instructions)

GPO 846 ~ 157
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UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Big Desert o
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity

’ Wildlife
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
'RECOMMENDATION~ANALYSIS~DECISION Step 1 WL, 9.3 Step 3 WL 6.3

Recommendation:

Goose nesting platforms should be placed on some islands to provide arti-
ficial nesting areas to increase nesting success. (Refer to fisheries
overlay)

Rationale:

These nesting platforms will allow for increased nest success, and thereby
increase the number of geese produced by reducing predation on eggs.

Support:

YACC and Operations.

Multiple Use Analysis:

No conflicts identified.

Supported by Idaho Fish and Game Dept. and U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service.

Multiple Use Recommendatiom:

Accept.

Reasons: <
This has been shown to be an aid to goose production.

Multiple Use Decision:

Accept Multiple Use Recommendatiom.

) ﬁmmv\osﬁ? "-”‘NW s
| 2 1o { = o ba :\“S‘f“ﬁw{ﬁﬂ )
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Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

tnstructions on reverse)

Form 1600=21 (April 1975)
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INSTRUCTIONS

Prepare a separate form for each Activity Recommendation.

. Code each recommendation to the specific. objective for which

it was prepared; i.e., Wildlife objective 1, Recommendation 3

would be W/L 1.3; Lands objective 4, Recommendation 2

would be L 4.2 etc.

Entries are made as described in BLM Manual Sections- 1608.3
“and 1608.4. “ See’ BLM Manual section - 1608, -Illustration 2

for a sample format of the headings and additional instructions.

Use additional sheets for each recommendation as necessary.

. File récommendation sheets behind the sheet for the objective

they are supporting (Form 1600-20) Management Framework
«Plan = Step 1.in the MF P narrative.

.- - B - GPO 836 -~084..



UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Big Desert
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

Activity
Wildlife
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN : Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION~ANALYSIS-DECISION Step 1WL 13.4Step 3WL 10.3

Recommendation:

Protect and enhance riparian and aquatic habitat areas of the Snake

River Omitted Lands. Hm? DB\'—Q - }?8 D\

Rationale:

The value of these lands for wildlfie is indisputable and a comprehensive

HMP would allow better management for all species associated with these

lands. Idaho Fish and Game and U. S. Fish and Wildlfie Service have ex-
pressed high interest in the management of the omitted lands to maximize wild-
life values, especially waterfowl. The omitted lands are currently under
withdrawal application by U.S. Fish and Wildlife SErvice to be designated

aa ‘a Waterfowl Management Area. A cooperatively developed HMP could lead

to Sikes Act funding to improve this area's habitat value to wildlife.

Support:

\?*\ Range, Operations, Lands, Minerals and Recreation.
i

Multiple Use Analysis:

This recommendation is supported by WLA and is stromgly endorsed by
the U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service, and Idaho Fish and Game.

<
Multiple Use Recommendation:

Accept thk recommendations. Develop a HMP if need is shown.
Reasons:

While the omitted lands are managed under multiple use principles, it is
recognized their highest value is for wildlife habitat, primarily
waterfowl nesting. U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service personnel would con-
sider retraction of their withdrawal application on these lands dependant
upon the direction of BLM's management plan for the area. (See RM 3.1
for range management proposals).

Multiple Use Decison: -

Accept Multiple Use Recommendation.

e

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

tlnstructions on reverse) : Form 1600—21 (April 1975)
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INSTRUCTIONS

Prepare a separate form for each Activity Recommendation.

Code each recommendation to the specific objective for which
it was prepared; i.e., Wildlife objective 1, Recommendation 3
would be W/L 1.3; Lands objective 4, Recommendation 2
would be L 4.2 etc.

Entries are made as described in BLM Manual Sections 1608.3
and 1608.4. See BLM Manual section 1608, Illustration 2
for a sample format of the headings and additional instructions.
Use additional sheets for each recommendation as necessary.
File recommendation sheets behind the sheet for the objective

they are supporting (Form 1600~20) Management Framework
Plan — Step 1 in the MF P narrative.

GPO 836-084



g UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
i DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Big Desert
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

Activity
Wildlife

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN — STEP 1 : Objective Number
ACTIVITY OBJECTIVES - WL 7

Objective:
Maintain raptor nesting and hunting habitat in théir present

condition (MFP step 1 overlay #1). See WL 14 for unique habitat.

Rationale:

Raptors are important indicators of environmental contamination as

th&ir food consists of primary and secondary consumers which may concen=
i trate some pollutants (Raptors of the I.N.E.L. site, Craig 1977). Birds

of prey have significant aesthetic, observation, educational and

scientific values. Raptors can exert a significant influence on control

of small prey species.

Idaho State Game Commission has identified the goal to devélop programs

to maintain or increase raptor numbers in Idaho. Raptors are pfotected
under the Migratory Bird Treaty Act and are subject to federal Téw
and state regulation. At a later date, some vegetation manipulation

might be useful to enhance these areas.

Big Desert Wildlife-McCarty/McFarling &/80

(Instructions on reverse) Form 1600-20 (April 1975)
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:Code each recommendation to the spe
- it was prepared; i.e., Wildlife objective 1, Recommendation 3

" Plan — Step 1 in the MFP narrative.

. INSTRUCTIONS

cif_ig objective for which

would be W/L 1.3; Lands objective 4, Recommendation 2
would be L 4.2 etc.

“Entries ate made as described  in BLM-Manual Sections“1608:3-
-and 1608.4. See BLM Manual section 1608, Illustration 2
" for a sample format of the headings and additional instructions.

‘'Use additional sheets for each recommendation as necessary.

L aFile fg‘c’o:’nmendation sheets behind the sheet for the objective
they are supporting (Form 1600—20) Management Framework

- - -
GPO 8365-084
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UNITED STATES Name (MFP) !
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Big Desert
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity
: Wildlife
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION Step 1WL 9.1 Step3 WL 6.1

Recommendation:

Restrict grazing on the Omitted Lands to the period between June 15th :,big
and October lst at a rate that will not exceed 50 percent of available |
forage as determined in the 1979 survey of the Omtited Lands.

Ratjonale:

Wildlife values on these lands are extreﬁely high but livestock grazing
on an over obligated basis reduces this value. By restricting livestock
use and reducing allowable AUM's to the range indicated, wildlife values

will increase on these areas. Adherence to the 50 percent available

forage rule of thumb would provide nesting and loafing cover to waterfowl.

Restricting grazing to the period of Jume 15th to October lst would reduce

conflict during the nesting period and winter period and would result in
higher waterfowl production.

Support: o

Range.

Multiple Use Analysis:

Conflicts with RM 3.1 which calls for authorizing grazing use of the
Omitted Lands. Idaho Fish and Game Department has stated (Dale Jensen)
that a heavy livestock rate would benefit waterfowl nesting and brood
rearing.

Multiple Use Recommendation:

\ ) Modify - Authorize livestock grazing during seasons and at stocking

rates listed under RM 3.1 for the Omitted Lands.
Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

tInsiruciions on reverse) Form 1600-21 (April 1975)
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INSTRUCTIONS
Prepare a separate form for each Activity Objective.

Under a heading ‘‘Objective,” enter a concise quantified
statement of the specific activity objective.

Under a heading ‘‘Rationale,’’ enter a detailed statement fully
covering all the reasons necessary to justify the proposed
action in the objective. Also describe all anticipated positive

and negative impacts. (See BLM Manual section 1608 for
additional instructions)

]
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UNITED STATES ' ' Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Big Desert
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

Activity

Wildlife ;

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN -Overlay Reference f
RECOMMENDATION—-ANALYSIS-DECISION Step 1 WL 9.1 sStep3 WL 6.1 ;

Reasons:
Seasons and stocking rates have been reduced from past use. Idaho Fish ‘ "E
and Game has indicated that livestock grazing is not detrimental to
waterfowl nesting and brood rearing.

Multiple Use Decision:

Accept Multiple Use Recommendation.

-

)

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

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



INSTRUCTIONS

Prepare a separate form for each Activity Recommendation.

Code each recommendation to the specific objective for which
it was prepared; i.e., Wildlife objective 1, Recommendation 3
would be W/L 1.3; Lands objective 4, Recommendation 2
would be L 4.2 etc.

Entries are made as described in BLM Manual Sections 1608.3
and 1608.4. See BLM Manual section 1608, Illustration 2
for a sample format of the headings and additional instructions.
Use additional sheets for each recommendation as necessary.
File recommendation sheets behind the sheet for the objective

they are supporting (Form 1600-20) Management Framework
Plan — Step 1 in the MF P narrative.

GPO 836-084
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UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Big Desert

BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity

Wildlife

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN | Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION-ANAL YSIS-DECISION Step 1 WL 10.1step3 7.1

\
) .

)

F

Recommendation:

Maintain 17,600 acres of juniper woodlands for raptor nesting and hunting
habitat by allowing no habitat alterations through vegetative manipulation
which would result in reduction of wvegetative diversity or elimination of
the sagebrush aspect within three and one-half miles of the identified
potential raptor nest site (refer to MFP Overlay). Minimize human
disturbance within 1 mile of potential nest sites during nesting season
(February 1 - July 1)

Rationale:

Some species of raptors show very little flexibility or adaptability in
“utilizing a diversity of nesting sites or habitats. Prey abundance and
an appropriate nesting site are both key factors in determining the suit-
ability of an area for nesting. The following table shows the average
hunting territory distance from the nest as determined at the Birds of
Prey Study Area. '

Species Distance
Golden Eagle _ 3 % miles
Red Tailed Hawk 1 % miles
Ferruginous Hawk 1 % miles <
Swainson's Hawk 1 % miles

Support:

Range, Watershed.

Combined with 10.2 and 10.3

Multiple Analysis:

No conflicts identified.

Multiple Use Recommendation:

Accept

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

tlnstruciions on reverse)

Form 1600~21 (April 1975)
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INSTRUCTIONS

Prepare a separate form for each Activity Recommendation.

Code each recommendation to the specific objective for which
it was prepared; i.e., Wildlife objective 1, Recommendation 3
would be W/L 1.3; Lands objective 4, Recommendation 2
would be L 4.2 etc.

Entries are made as described in BLM Manual Sections 1608.3
and 1608.4. See BLM Manual section 1608, Illustration 2
for a sample format of the headings and additionalinstructions.
Use additional sheets for each recommendation as necessary.
File recommendation sheets behind the sheet for the objective

they are supporting (Form 1600-20) Management Framework
Plan — Step 1 in the MF P narrative. .

GPO 836-084
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UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Big Desert
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

Activity
Wildlife
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION | Step 1WL 10.1sStep3 7.1

Reasons: i

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service raptor specialist indicated that value of
this juniper woodland for raptor nesting was not high, but was used as
a hunting area. Probably of more value to songbirds. However, no
conflicts were identified nor anticipated.

Multiple Use Decision:

Accept Multiple Use Recommendation.

h

SR

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

tnstructions on reverse) Form 1600~21-(April 1975)




INSTRUCTIONS

Prepare a separate form for each Activity Recommendation.

Code each recommendation to the specific objective for which
it was prepared; i.e., Wildlife objective 1, Recommendation 3
would be W/L 1.3; Lands objective 4, Recommendation 2
would be L 4.2 etc.

Entries are made as described in BLM Manual Sections 1608.3
and 1608.4. See BLM Manual section 1608, Illustration 2
for a sample format of the headings and additional instructions.
Use additional sheets for each recommendation as necessary.
File recommendation sheets behind the sheet for the objective

they are supporting (Form 1600-20) Management Framework
Plan — Step 1 in the MFP narrative.

GPO 836-084
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UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
i DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Big Desert
: BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

Activity

Wildlife
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN - STEP 1 Shiective Nomies

ACTIVITY OBJECTIVES WL 8

Objective:
Maintain existing populations of sénsitive species by prohibiting
vegetation manipulation projects until inventories are completed on

proposed sites.

Rationale:

Séﬁsitive species are by definition not efficially listed as endangered
but which are undergoing a status review. 'They are animals whose pop-
ulations are consistently small and widely dispersed or whose ranges are

restricted to a few localities, such that‘any appreciable reduction in

numbers, habitat availability, or habitat condition might lead toward
extinction. They are also animals whose numbers are declining so

rapidly that offical listing may become necessary. Declines may be

s P . . . . N,
the cause of destruction, modification, or curtailment of the species’

habitat or range.

\)
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Big Desert Wildlife-McCarty/McFarling 4/80

(Instructions on reverse) : Form 1600-20 (April 1975)
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INSTRUCTIONS

Prepare a separate form for each Activity Recommendation.

Code each recommendation to the specific objective for which
it was prepared; i.e., Wildlife objective 1, Recommendation 3
would be W/L 1.3; Lands objective 4, Recommendation 2
would be L 4.2 etc.

Entries are made as described in BLM Manual Sections 1608.3
and 1608.4. See BLM Manual section 1608, Illustration 2
for a sample format of the headings and additional instructions.
Use additional sheets for each recommendation as necessary.
File recommendation sheets behind the sheet for the objective

they are supporting (Form 1600-20) Management Framework
Plan — Step 1 in the MFP narrative. .

GPO 836-084
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UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Big Desert
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

Activity
Wildlife
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION-~ANALYSIS-DECISION Step 1IWL 11.1Step3 WL 8.1

Recommendation: : !

Improve 36,000 acres of hunting/wildlife habitat for bald eagles as
shown on overlay #1 by reducing the amount of dense sagebrush through
burning and 15,000 acres by single chaining. Formal consultation with
U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service is required.

Rationale:

Bald eagles habitat could be improved by making more animals available
for eagles to hunt. These manipulations must be designed to provide the
maximum amount of edge and, if necessary, reseeded with native species
Of grasses, forbs and shrubs. ‘ ‘

Support:

Range, Lands, Minerals and VRM.

Multiple Use Analysis:

U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service raptor specialist made statement that o 5
this would not necessarily benefit the Bald Eagle. o :

Multiple Use Recommendation:

Reject.

i
{
i
b
X
i
4

Reason:

-

Questionable benefits. U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service raptor specialist
in Boise indicated Bald Eagles obtain most of their food from the water.

Multiple Use Decision:

Accept Multiple Use Recommendation.

NPT I TS 45 R e £ 7
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Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

thistructions on reverse) Form 1600—21-(April 1975)




INSTRUCTIONS
Prepare a separate form for each Activity Objective.

Under a heading ‘‘Ohjective,’”” enter a concise quantified
statement of the specific activity objective.

Under a heading ‘‘Rationale,’’ enter a detailed statement fully
covering all the reasons necessary to justify the proposed
action in the objective. Also describe all anticipated positive
and negative impacts. (See BLM Manual section 1608 for
additional instructions)

GPO 846 - 157



UNITED STATES Name (MFP)

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Big Desert
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity
Wildlife

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN — STEP 1 NI —
ACTIVITY OBJECTIVES WL 9

Objective:

Improve winter hunting habitat for bald eagles by reducing the over-
story canopy of brush to allow better access to small mammals. Maintain
bald eagle habitat by screening activities that could have an adverse
effect on the birds such as mineral exploration, powerline construction,
degatering of streams and rivers, and cutting of rooSt trees. All
projects within the bald eagle habitat shown on overlay #3 must be

cleared through formal consultation with U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service.

Rationale:

Bald eagles are officially listed as an endangered species. Efforts
to improve or maintain existing habitat could result in increased
population levels. If populations increase enough, the bald eaéle could
be removed from the Endangered Species List. The Endangered Spééieg

"~ Act of 1973-specifiés that formal consultation be made with U.S. Fish
and Wildlife Service before any project is done within an endangered

species habitat, that may or may not effect the species.

Big Desert Wildlife-McCarty/McFarling 4/80

(Instructions on reverse) Form 1600-20 (April 1975) $



INSTRUCTIONS

Prepare a separate form for each Activity Recommendation.

. Code each recommendation to the specific objective for which

it was prepared; i.e., Wildlife objective 1, Recommendation 3
would be W/L 1.3; Lands objective 4, Recommendation 2
would be L 4.2 etc.

Entries are made as described in BLM Manual Sections 1608.3
and 1608.4. See BLM Manual section 1608, Illustration 2
for a sample format of the headings and additional instructions.
Use additional sheets for each recommendation as necessary.
File recommendation sheets behind the sheet for the objective

they are supporting (Form 1600—20) Management Framework
Plan — Step 1 in the MFP narrative. .

GPO 836-+084
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UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN
RECOMMENDATION—-ANALYSIS.—DECISION

Name (MFP)
Big Desert

Activity
Wildilife

Overlay Reference

Step1 WL 12.Btep3 9.1

Recommendation:

Allow no surface occupancy in the bald eagle wintering area shown on
overlay #3 for oil and gas exploration and development from November 1

through April 1.

Rationale:

* This is an important area for this endangered species and protection
of their hunting areas is necessary for the enhancement of this species

in this area.

Support:

Minerals and Lands.

Multiple Use Analysis:

Conflicts with M 1.1 which says keep entire planning unit open to mineral

development.

Multiple Use Recommendation:

Reject.

Reasons:

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service raptor specialist claims the oil and gas
exploration would not be detrimental to wintering bald eagles on their
hunting range due to the dispersed nature of oil and gas exploration

activity.

Multiple Use Decision:

Accept Multiple Use Recommendation.

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

tlnstructions on re verse)

Form 1600-21} (April 1975)
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INSTRUCTIONS
Prepare a separate form for each Activity Objective.

Under a heading ‘‘Objective,”” enter a concise quantified
statement of the specific activity objective.

Under a heading ‘‘Rationale,’’ enter a detailed statement fully
covering all the reasons necessary to justify the proposed

action in the objective. Also describe all anticipated positive.

and negative impacts. (See BLM Manual section 1608 for
additional instructions)

]
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UNITED STATES Name (MFP)

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Big Desert
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity
Wildlife

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN - STEP 1 Objective Number
ACTIVITY OBJECTIVES WL 19

Objective:

Enhance wildlife species habitat through the development of management
plans and water sources; maintaining all omitted lands and isdlated
tracts in public ownership; and te the degree possible by reseeding

all disturbed areas with a mixture of native grasses, forbs and shrubs.

Rationale:
Upland game and non-game contributé considerable aesthetic value to the
planning unit through observation, photography, educational and scientific

study. Upland game hunting provides a source of income to local busi-

nesses as well as thousands of public recreation man-hours. Predator -
prey relationships are dependent upon proper management of upland game

’

and non-game species. Carnivorous mammals and raptors require upland

. . . N
game and non-game population maintenance to insure adequate food avail-
‘ability maintenance of habitat diversity and insurance of adequate cover

and forage is necessary to provide habitat requirements to upland game

and non—-game wildlife species.

T A n s S 2L o i T Een A

(Instructions on reverse) Form 1600—20 (April 1975)
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INSTRUCTIONS

Prepare a separate form for each Activity Recommendation.

Code each recommendation to the specific objective for which
it was prepared; i.e., Wildlife objective 1, Recommendation 3
would be W/L 1.3; Lands objective 4, Recommendation 2
would be L 4.2 etc.

Entries are made as described in BLM Manual Sections 1608.3
and 1608.4. See BLM Manual section 1608, Illustration 2
for a sample format of the headings and additional instructions.

Use additional sheets for each recommendation as necessary.
File recommendation sheets behind the sheet for the objective

they are supporting (Form 1600-20) Management Framework
Plan ~ Step 1 in the MFP narrative.

GPO 836-084
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UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Big Desert

Activity
! | Wildlife
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION—-ANALYSIS-DECISION Step 17 13,9 Step 3WL 10.1

Recommendation:

Vegetative control projects, prescribed burns and reclamation of fires
to the degree possible, will be reseeded with a mixture of native
grasses, forbs, and shrubs. Seediqgs should be protected from live-
stock grazing for 2 growing seasomns to allow»for establishment of the

plants.

Rationale:
A diversity of plants is more beneficial for wildlife species and by
') planting a seed mixture more benefits can be accrued than from a

monoculture of one species. A suggested mixture would be as follows.

Russian wildrye (Elymuys junceus) 1 1b/acre
Siberian wheatgrass (Agropyron sibericum) 2 "
Indian Rice grass (Oryzopsis hymenoides) 1 ™ ;

Gooseberry leaf globemallow (Sphaeraea grossulariaefolia) 1

Small burnet (Sainguisorba minor) 1"

Winter fat (EBurotia lanata) 1 " :

Fourwing Saltbush (Atriplex cinescens) 1" é
Total 8 1b/acre 'g

Support: o

Range, Operatiomns, Lands, Minerals and -VRM.

e

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

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



) INSTRUCTIONS

Prepare a separate form for each Activity Objective.

Under a heading ‘‘Objective,’”” enter a concise quantified
statement of the specific activity objective.

Under a heading ‘‘Rationale,’’ enter a detailed statement fully
covering all the reasons necessary to justify the proposed
action in the objective. Also describe all anticipated positive
and negative impacts. (See BLM Manual section 1608 for
additional instructions)

"
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UNITED STATES Name (MFP) f

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Big Desert
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity
. Wildlife
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION—-ANALYSIS—-DECISION Step 1 WL 13.2step 3WL 10.1

Multiple Use Analysis:

Supported by VRM 2.5 which say to use indigenous species in rehabilitation
and reseeding projects.

Conflicts with ‘the species list provided in this recommendation. Several
are exotics.,

Multiple Use Recommendation:

WMHJM‘

Plant native and #ndigenous species 1f they are available and are

adaptable to the site. Specific species to be planted and rates of seeding
should be developed on a site specific basis to insure the best chancez%uc-
cess.

Modify:

Reasons:

)73 Many indigenous species are very expensive due to limited seed supply. ) ,

o They also have low seed viability and low seeding vigor, making estab- i
lishment marginal. There is no problem in having a representative .
percentage of indigenous species in seed mixtures, but hybrids and i
introduced (Ager) are essential to success. '

The value of vegetative species diversity is recognized and all revege-
tation projects should have a seed mixture of grasses, forbs and shrubs.
Two growing season deferment from grazing for seeding establlshment is
standard operatlng procedure.

Multiple Use Decision:

Acéept Multiple Use Recommendation.

.
R,

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

tInstructions on reverse) Form 1600--21 (April 1975)
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INSTRUCTIONS

Prepare a separate form for each Activity Recommendation.

Code each recommendation to the specific objective for which
it was prepared; i.e., Wildlife objective 1, Recommendation 3
would be W/L 1.3; Lands objective 4, Recommendation 2
would be L 4.2 etc. )

Ertries are made as described in BLM Manual Sectic;ns 1608.3
and 1608.4. See BLM Manual section 1608, Illustration 2
for a sample format of the headings and additional instructions.
Use additional sheets for each recommendation as necessary.
File recommendation sheets behind the sheet for the objective

they are supporting (Form 1600-20) Management Framework
Plan — Step 1 in the MFP narrative.
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UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Act]?ify Desert
11d14if
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN T —

RECOMMENDATION~-ANALYSIS—-DECISION

Step 1 g7, 13, §tep 3 WL 10.2 o

Recommendation:

Water will be maintained in all livestock watering facilities from the
period of May 1 to October 15.

{
H
|
i
i
H
{
!
¢
i
{

Rationale:

Free water in the desert is the limiting factor for habitat for all
wildlife species. Wildlife becomes used to a water source while live-
stock are present in the area but are then left "high and dry" when the
livestock leave and the water is shut off. Maintaining this water
source for wildlife will enhance existing use areas and allow for
population expansion through greater survival of young.

-

Support:

Range and Operations.

Multiple Use Analysis:

No conflicting recommendations identified.

Multiple Use Recommendation:

Modify as follows:

. . % !
1. Make water available to wildlife on all livestock watering
facilities.

2. Work with ranchers and Idaho Fish and Game to provide needed
water. September 1 to 15 is the latest water will be available due to

freezing problem.

Reasons:

BLM does not have full comtrol of this situation. Pumping facilities
are often removed by ranchers after the grazing season to prevent theft
and vandalism; this may be as early as July 1. The procedure has been
to leave storage tanks full at wells when pumping equipment is removed.
The water is then controlled by float valve at wildlife watering facili- o
ties. This has resulted-in freezing damage to pipes and valves '
. BIM and the rancher must replace. In order to prevent the freezing

N damage, the tanks are being drained when pumping equipment is removed.
Idaho Fish and Game has volunteered to drain storage tanks before freezing
to alleviate this problem.

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

tInstructions on reverse)

Form 1690-2T (April 1975)
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INSTRUCTIONS

Prepare a separate form for each Activity Recommendation.

Code each recommendation to the specific objective for which

it was prepared; i.e., Wildlife objective 1, Recommendation 3

~.would be W/L 1.3; Lands objective 4, Recommendation 2

would be L 4.2 etc.

Entries are made as described in BLM Manual Sections 1608.3
and 16084 “See BLM Manual section 1608, Illustration 2

o for a sample format ‘of the headmgs and add1t10na1 1nstruct10ns .

“Use addi'tibh'él shéets for each tecommendation as rieééésar'y'.

. _v'Flle recommendanon sheets behmd the sheet for the objective .
...,'_they are supporting . (Form _ 1600—20) Management Framework G
i .Plan. —~Szep 1 1n4the MFP narrative. A
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UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN
RECOMMENDATION~ANALYSIS—-DECISICN

Name (MFP)
Big Desert

Activity
Wildlife

Overlay Reference

Step 1YL, 13.3Step 3 WL, 10.2

Multiple Use Decision:

Accept Multiple Use Recommendation.

\\.}

[
L™
S

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

tInstructions on reverse)

Form 1600-21 (April 1975)
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INSTRUCTIONS

Prepare a separate form for each Activity Recommendation.

Code each recommendation to the specific objective for which
it was prepared; i.e., Wildlife objective 1, Recommendation 3
would be W/L 1.3; Lands objective 4, Recommendation 2
would be L 4.2 etc..

Entries are made as described in BLM Manual Sections 1608.3
and 1608.4. See BLM Manual section 1608, Ilustration 2
for a sample format of the headings and additional instructions.
Use additional sheets for each recommendation as necessary.
File recommendation sheets behind the sheet for the objective

they are supporting (Form 1600-20) Management Framework
Plan — Step 1 in the MFP narrative.

GPO 836-084
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UNITED STATES Name (MFP)

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Big Desert

BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

Activity
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION ) StepaWL, 13.5 Step 3WL 10.4

Recommendation: .

Maintain all isolated tracts of public land in the public ownership.

Rationale:

The significance of these areas may not be evident at present but in

the future with increased agricultural development, human population
expansion, and further degradation of surrounding lands theée areas

may become the only areas remaining for wildlife habitat. As such

they should be managed today for tomorrow's uses. According to ILdaho

Fish and Game, 50 to 100 hunter days per acre are currently spent on the
isolated tracts. Pheasant'populations of 9-15 birds per acre are dependent
on cover provided in these areas. Estimates of Hungarian partridges are

3 - 5/acre, jackrabbits 10 - _15/acre, cottontailed rabbits 5/acre. A

special pheasant stamp is required in Idaho to provide funds for Nm-

- proving pheasant habitat and isolated tracts have already been identified

as important upland game areas in the Burley, Boise, and Shoshone
Districts. Sikes Act funding has been used in these districfs to provide
accessbto hunters and improve upland game habitat. These areas are
presently receiving heavy hunter use and disposal could result in public
furor. Idaho Fish and Game hés expressed the desire to retain these
lands in public ownership to insure perpetuation of this wvaluable

resource to hunters and sportsmen.

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

(Instructions on reverse) Form 1600—21 (April 1975)
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INSTRUCTIONS

Prepare a separate form for each Activity Recommendation.

Code each recommendation to the specific objective for which
it was prepared; i.e., Wildlife objective 1, Recommendation 3
would be W/L 1.3; Lands objective 4, Recommendation 2
would be L 4.2 etc.

Entries are made as described in BLM Manual Sections 1608.3
and 1608.4. See BLM Manual section 1608, Illustration 2
for a sample format of theheadings and additional instructions.
Use additional sheets for each recommendation as necessary.
File recommendation sheets behind the sheet for the objective

they are supporting (Form 1600-20) Maragement Framework
Plan — Step 1 in the MFP narrative.
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UNITED STATES Name (MFP) :
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Big Desert ‘
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity

wWildlife
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS~DECISION Step WL 13.5 step3 WL 10.4

Multiple Use Analysis:

Conflicts with L 6.1 which says dispose of isolated tracts which are
difficult to manage. U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service said the isolated .
tracts must be over 40 acres in size to have significance for wildlife
habitat., Idaho Fish and Game (Pocatello) said even tracts of 40 acres
have significant value as pheasant habitat.

i
. !
Multiple Use Recommendation: ' v |

Modify as follows:

Retain isolated tracts that have wildlife or other resource values. If
These values are not evident or anticipated, dispose of the tracts,
Consider private exchange as a first priority disposal m#aﬁOd'

Reasons:

_ Some of these tracts have been abused and now only support annual vegetation. . Cd
) Some have no public access and are used as dumps, farmed or other trespass
uses. Some of these may have no resource values and should be disposed of,
Disposal or retention decisions on specific tracts is deferred because
resource vlues are not fully known on these lands,

RN

Multiple Use Decision:

Accepf Multiple Use Recommendation. )

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

tInstructions on reverse) Form 1600=21 (April 1975)
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INSTRUCTIONS

Prepare a separate form for each Activity Recommendation.

Code each recommendation to the specific objective for which
it was prepared; i.e., Wildlife objective 1, Recommendation 3
would be W/L 1.3; Lands objective 4, Recommendation 2
would be L 4.2 etc.

Ertries are made as described in BLM Manual Sections 1608.3
and 1608.4. See BLM Manual section 1608, Illustration 2
for a sample format of the headings and additional instructions.
Use additional sheets for each recommendation as necessary.
File recommendation sheets behind the sheet for the objective

they are supporting (Form 1600—-20) Management Framework
Plan — Step 1 in the MFP narrative.
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UNITED STATES ' Name (MFP) ;
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR : 5
Big D
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Acivnjsert
: Wildlife
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS~-DECISION Step 1 WL 13.6Step3 WL 10.5

Recommendation:

Provide for the habitat requirement of all wildlife species particularly - :;
antelope and sage grouse.

Rationale:

There is a need to enhance the wildlife values on the
public lands and provide a vehicle to allow projects and vegetative
manipulations for wildlife benefits.

Support:

<Range, Watershed, Lands and Minerals.

Multiple Use Analysis:

}fu No conflicts identified.

Multiple Use Recommendation:

Modify the recommendation:

Do not develop a comprehensive HMP for this area beyond plamning for pro-
viding wildlife water.

<
Develop a priority listing of water developments for construction and

planning.

Multiple Use Decision:

Accept Multiple Use Recommendatiom.

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

(Instructions on reverse) Form 1600=21 (April 1975)
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INSTRUCTIONS

Prepare a separate form for each Activity Recommendation.

Code each recommendation to the specific objective for which
it was prepared; i.e., Wildlife objective 1, Recommendation 3
would be W/L 1.3; Lands objective 4, Recommendation 2
would be L 4.2 etc.

Entries are made as described in BLM Manual Sections-1608.3
and 1608.4. See BLM Manual section 1608, Illustration 2

for a sample format of the headings and additional instructions.

Use_additional sheets for each recommendation as necessary.

File recommendation sheets behind the sheet for the objective

o they ‘are supportmg (Form 1600-—20) Management Frameworkb. L
Plan —Step 1in the MFP narratlve T T T
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UNITED STATES Name (MFP)

e’

L

. Recommendation:

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR ) Big Desert
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity f

_ Wildlife :

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN ‘ Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION—-ANALYSIS-DECISION Step 1 WL 13. 8step 3WL 10.6
f

Do not exceed 50 percent utilization of livestock forage species to ;
insure upland game and non-game wildlife species food and cover
requirements are provided.

Rationale:

Allocation of forage for upland and non-game wildlife species would
vary annually d&é to the cyclic nature of these species. Adhering
to 50 percent proper use of all forage species would help provide
food and cover requirements to these animals during most periods of
these cycles. : :

Support:

Range and Watershed.

Multiple Use Analysis:

No Conflicts.

Multiple Use Recommendation:

Reject : o
Reasons:

Forage allocations while not receiving a specific amount for upland game
and non-game wildlife provide for these species in the forage not allocated
to livestock and Big Game. Forage production is not a limiting factor

for upland game and non-game. There may be a lack of the ideal mixture

of food species for them however.

Multiple Use Decision:

Accept Multiple Use Recommendation.

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

(Instructions on reverse) Form 1600—21 (April 1975)
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INSTRUCTIONS

Prepare a separate form for each Activity Recommendation.

Code each recommendation to the specific objective for which
it was. prepared; i.e., Wildlife objective 1, Recommendation 3
would be W/L 1.3; Lands objective 4, Recommendation 2
would be L 4.2 etc.

Entries are made as described in BLM Manual Sections 1608.3 -

and 1608.4. See BLM Manual section 1608, Illustration 2
for a sample format of theheadings and additional instructions.

Use additional sheets for each recommendation as necessary.
File recommendation sheets behind the sheet for the objective

they are supporting (Form 1600-20) Management Framework
Plan — Step 1 in the MF P narrative.
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