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1.0 Purpose of and Need for the Proposealkction

1.1 Introduction and Background

The BeaverheadVestWatershed (BWWis primarily located in Beaverhead County, Montana
and drains portions of the Blacktail and Pioneer mountain ranges. The watershed lies within
Townships 510 South and Rangesl3 West, Montana Principal Meridian (MPM Al legal
descriptions in this document are based off of the MPM.

TheBWW covers public lands administered by Bwreau of Land Managemeril(M ) from

Big Hole Pass in the west to Beaverhead Rock in the eastraan Birch Creek and the Big

Hole River in the north, south to Divide Creek in the Blacktail Mountains. The assessment area
boundary, shown oNlap 1,Beaverhead Wegtllotments, inAppendix follows grazing

allotment boundaries and includes some allotméhat are only partially within the watershed.
Technically, the assessed area is not a distinct watershed. Watersheds are defined, and
designated on maps, by natural topographical boundariesifigelines drainages). Grazing
allotment boundarieare determined by land ownership and these artificial boundaries may not
follow topographical features. Therefore, some of the grazing allotments in the assessment area
fall within one or more watersheds or hydrologic units. Grazing allotments witse th

watersheds have been completed in other assessments (e.g., East Grasshopper, Reservoir Creek,
and Blacktai).

Within the BWW there are approximately 158,685 total acres of land, of which 92,109 are public
lands administered by the BLM. Of the totdlNB-administered lands, 90,076 acres are allotted
for livestock grazing and 2,033 acres are unallotted.

In 2007, a BLM interdisciplinary (ID) team assessed the land health of BLM administered land

in the BWW. The ID team assessed the following 5 Rlange(Land) Health Standards: Upland
Health, Riparian Health, Water Quality, Air Quality, and providing for Biodiversity. The

Watershed Assessment reported the condition/function of resources within the assessment area to
the Authorized Officer. The Audrized Officer considered the Assessment Report to determine
whether Land Health Standards (Standards) were met, and then signed a Determination of
Standards documenting where Standards were or were not met. The Assessment Report and
associated Determinah of Standards for the BWW were completed and released to the public

in December, 2007, and are available at the Dillon Field Office or can be accessed online at
http://www.blm.gov/mt/st/en/fo/dillon_field_office.html

The assessed condition/function asdommendations in the Assessment Report and
Determination of Standards, along with comments received through public scoping, have been
used to develop alternatives to initiate progress towards Proper Functioning Condition (PFC) and
address site specifresource concerns where needed. This Environmental Assessment (EA) was
completed in accordance with established procedures to analyze and implement area, ,allotment
or site specific changes.

By working on a watershed basis, a broader landscape islecggiand more consistent
management can be applied. It is the BLM's intent to implement watershed management



cooperatively. Changes in management will be
process.

1.2 Purpose of the Proposed Action
The BLM Dillon Field Office proposes to improve land health and enhance biodiversity in the
BWW. Land health would be improved on public lands within the BWW by:

« Restoring/maintaining upland health and sagebrush habitats (species composition and
structure) throgh revised livestock grazing management, structuraéptsjand
vegetative treatments.

« Restoring/maintaining riparian, wetland and aquatic habitats (vegetation composition,
structure, streambank stability, channel morphology) through revised livestmhgyr
management, structural projects, vegetative treatments, working cooperatively with
Montana Fish, Wildlife and Parks (FWP) on wildlife management and improved road
maintenance practices.

. Restoringand/ormaintaining historic densitgtructure and spcies composition of
forest, woodland and aspen habitats through mechanical treatmnensescribed fire

This EA analyzes livestock grazing management revisions, in additeomatgzing proposals to
address forest and woodland health issagelmanagement, recreation and wilderness
opportunities, and wildlife resourceBLM also proposes to renew term grazing permits on 51
allotments. Management revisions and/or vegetative or structural projects will be considered on
the following 26allotmentsand unallotted parcels

1. Anderson Field 14.Holland-Carrol Isolated
2. Antelope Butte 15.Kennison Spring

3. Argenta Flats 16.Krueger Creek

4. Beaverhead Rock 17.Meine Cow Camp

5. Bell Ranch 18.PHW Allotment

6. Big Hole Road 19.Polaris

7. B-Rock 20. Rattlesnake

8. Burns Mountain 21.Rebich #2

9. Conover AMP 22.Red Mine

10.Farlin Creek 23.Red Spring
11.Flynn Draw 24.Rocky Hills
12.Frying Pan 25.Scudder Creek AMP
13. Gallagher 26.West Big Hole Road

1.3 Need for the Action

The Fundamentals of Rangeland Health and subsequent Land Health Standards require the BLM
to initiate management actions that ensure, i
progress toward, properly functioning condition, including their uplandriagpwetland, and

aqguati c c o(MBCsHRA80tLl ¢apf@an assessment determines one or more of the

Land Health Standards are not being met. IBWAV Assessment Report, the ID team

described several causal factors combining to negatively irttpabiological, physical, and

ecological processes in the watershed. As a result, the Authorized Officer determined that one or
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more of the Standards are not met@of the 51 assessed allotments and tredlottedEli
Spring and Ney Ranch parcel$ale 1.1 lists the 51 allotmentss well as the unallotted
parcels and shows the determination of each standard by allotment.

Table 11: Determination of Standards by Allotment

ALLOTMENT NAME,

ARE LAND HEALTH STANDARDS BEING MET?

NUMBER, CATEGORY, RIPARIAN WATER AIR BIO-
& BLMACRES UPLAND |  WETLAND QUALITY | QUALITY | DIVERSITY
gggze:cz:/l)lz,lzgr’es: 6,194 es Yes ' Yes Yes
?giellg,r)fzcliu:(?r’es: 414 No N/A N/A Yes No
?(r)%%n?t,a(gl)?t;'cres: 1,445 Yes N/A N/A Yes Yes
Egggglczrcl;ﬂ%cr;?smss Yes N/A N/A Yes Yes
;B’g(r)ff:fs(,M), Acres: 1,592 Yes N/A N/A Yes Yes
53?5? T?:?,d Ai?gsk:, 124 No N/A N/A Yes Yes
ggggi?r(];,h’/xcres: 2,328 ves Yes ' Yes Yes
?églgg,lﬁg)?aA%res: 795 Yes N/A N/A Yes Yes
gogggk(C) Acres: 44 No N/A N/A Yes No
ggivng(cc:;nxgpés: 123 es N/A N/A Yes Yes
?63235% (), Acres: 911 Yes Yes No Yes Yes
?gig;,hﬂ(gl;,nﬂ?és: 1,158 Yes N/A N/A Yes Yes
Egiéfl(,@, Acres: 551 Yes N/A N/A Yes Yes
f(())ff;/,e (rl\l/%l,lePc'res: 4,268 Yes Yes ' Yes Yes
gg;l;anlf:(rs,e :cres: 1,906 Yes No No Yes No?
;gSnQSI,D(r?Z\)A,I,Acres: 420 Yes No ' Yes Yes
EE))Qgig)a,‘rj&cres: 2,785 No N/A N/A Yes Yes
ggﬁg?,igg, E;?:?Iens:: 131 Yes N/A N/A Yes Yes
Sgilfih(e'\;"), Acres: 5,045 es No ' Yes Yes
gc?cl)lfg,hg)r, l\itcnr'eiMlz’,zm Yes Yes ' Yes Yes




ALLOTMENT NAME,

ARE LAND HEALTH STANDARDS BEING MET?

NUMBER, CATEGORY, RIPARIAN WATER AIR BIO-
& BLM ACRES UPLAND WETLAND QUALITY QUALITY | DIVERSITY
Séggzr??lf)ﬂr)),e;cres: 602 ves ves ' Yes Yes
:loailgj,n('(:), Actes: 33 Yes N/A N/A Yes Yes
?gggzbg;?/:&cl?egse: fé‘;"’ Yes N/A N/A Yes Yes
etz e | | w | e | e
gtl)lgtr)est,h(g]flxgrueasl; 616 ves NIA N/A ves ves
Hogback, Yes N/A N/A Yes Yes
20486, (M), Acres: 2,393

gg gigf}(cczirfgrlesgjf: ' Yes Yes No Yes Yes
gg;g'zscz\lﬂ)sirr%s 1173 Yes N/A N/A Yes Yes
T(;liz%(,ar(l\(/lz)r,ezlé,res: 146 ves ves ' ves No*
;8;%': E‘SNX;Z‘QAZZ 9 Yes N/A N/A Yes Yes
';g‘(’)",e(rcF;fZi:‘e’girgl” Yes N/A N/A Yes Yes
gﬂoerizz', (C), Acres: 71 ves ves ' Yes Yes
2"061'22?&‘? i‘i‘g‘; 433 Yes N/A N/A Yes Yes
03146, (0), Acres: 56 Yes Yes 1 Yes Yes
gg‘ovgl,Al(lgfn;i?é’s: 9,067 Yes No ' Yes Yes
E(I)plelgr(gﬁ? igfeks 1,078 Yes N/A N/A Yes Yes
ggllaSr(';’ (). Acres: 198 Yes N/A N/A Yes Yes
?g;tlzs,rzg?:b\cres: 1,642 No ves No Yes Yes
?gf;(i],(C), Acres: 309 ves ves ' ves ves
sgfgzlh ;(#CZ) Acres: 1,069 ves NIA N/A ves Yes
EggaT,"ESZ Acres: 3,705 ves No No ves ves
?szi,piﬂ?ﬁ Acres: 1,705 ves NIA N/A ves ves




ALLOTMENT NAME, ARE LAND HEALTH STANDARDS BEING MET?

NUMBER, CATEGORY, RIPARIAN WATER AIR BIO-

& BLM ACRES UPLAND WETLAND QUALITY QUALITY | DIVERSITY
Rocky Hills, 1

10148,(1) Acres: 15,906 ves No ves ves
Scudder Creek AMP,

30028, (I) Acres: 666 No N/A N/A ves No
Selkirk,

20188, (C), Acres: 471 Yes N/A N/A Yes Yes
Shale Creek, 1 2
20718, (C), Acres: 285 ves Yes vyes No
Slanger,

20712, (C), Acres: 266 Yes N/A N/A Yes Yes
Small Horn Canyon,

20722, (M), Acres: 504 ves NIA NIA ves ves
Timber Butte Isolated,

30632, (C), Acres: 249 ves NIA NIA ves ves
Tucker Creek, 1

20480, (C), Acres: 41 ves Yes Yes ves
West Big Hole Road,

10503, (C), Acres: 782 Yes N/A N/A Yes Yes
Unallotedi Eli Spring

Acres: 643 Yes No N/A Yes Yes
Unallotedi Ney Ranch

Acres: 234 Yes Yes No Yes Yes
Unalloted

Acres: 1.156 Yes Yes N/A Yes Yes

! The Montana Department of Environmental Quality (DEQ) has been given the responsibility for making wa
quality determinationand has completed its evaluation of 30d{sked streams. Tributary streams in the BWW
not on the 303(d) list, are notiprity streams, and are not scheduled to be evaluated by the DEQ.

2 The scope and scale of forest health, conifer expansion, and heavy fuel loading affected the biodiversity o
landscape.

Since landHealthStandards were not mi&t some areadue to unhealthy forest and hazardous
fuels conditionsi ot her program guidance for the approp!
toward meeting Standards (as referenced-#1B0-1) includes thédealthy Forests Restoration

Act, the Healthy Forestsiitiative, the National Fire Plan and the Dillon Fire Management Plan

to implement appropriate treatmeni&eatment of hazardous fuels and salvage ofkilled

timber in the Shale Creek akduegerCreek Allotments was previously analyzed in the Forest
Service Grasshopper Fuels Management Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) completed in
2005. Additional prescribed fire, commercad norRcommerciaimechanicatreatments are

being proposedvhere appropriatép restore some measure of resiliencytimer areas of the
watershed One of the emphasiiins of the National Fire Plan gidealthyForests Initiative,

and the 16year ohesivestrategy is to reduce hazardous fuel accumulations and restore the
health and natural processes within forests angalands.The objectives are to reduce the risks

of catastrophic wildland fire to people, communities, and natural resources while restoring forest
and rangeland ecosystems to closely match their historical structure, function, diversity and
dynamics.



1.4 Scope of this Environmental Analysig Scope, Plan Conformance,
Critical Elements, and Issues

1.4.1 Scope

The scope of the proposed action includes implementing specific use of herbaceous vegetation
through authorizing livestoarazingand implementig vegetation treatments to restore specific
habitats on public lands. The proposed action also includes installation, construction, removal or
modification of specific structural projects such as fences and water developments. The
proposed action is nain altinclusive management plan for the area or a programmatic EA, but

it addresses several program areas that affect land health.

1.4.2 Conformance with BLM Land Use Plans, Programs, and Policies

The public lands included in the BWW are managed agogtd decisions in the Dillon

Resource Management Plan (RMP) approved in 2006. The proposed action is in conformance
with the RMP and applicable guidance is in the Record of Decision and Approved Dillon RMP
on pages 24 through 74. The Dillon RMP cambeessed using the internet at
http://www.blm.gov/mt/st/en/fo/dillon_field_office/rmp.htmIThis document is tiered to the
Proposed Dillon RMP and Final EIS.

The proposed action is also in conformance with the Federal Land Policy and Management Act,
the Taylor Grazing Act, the Standards for Rangeland Health and Guidelines for Grazing
Management (43 CFR 4180), the Interim Management Policy for Lands Under Wégder

Review and with BLM policies and Federal regulations.

The proposed action was developed while considering the goals, objectives and management
recommendations in the Memorandum of Understanding and Conservation Agreement for

Westslope Cutthroat Twot i n Mont ana, t hgoud® GtM@egy, adldahei onal S
Management Plan and Conservation Strategies for Sage Grouse in Montana.

1.4.3 Critical Elements of the Human Environment

Critical Elements of the Human Environment, as defined by BLM Mani&0-1, must be
considered in all BLM EAs and EISs. The Critical Eleménédmay be affected by the
alternativeslescribed in Chapter 2 were identified throughstt@ping procesand are presented
in Table 1.2

Table 1.2: Critical Elements of the HumanEnvironment

PRESENT,
CRITICAL NOT BUT NOT MAY BE
ELEMENT PRESENT | AFFECTED | AFFECTED* | COMMENTS
Air Quality X Discussed under Sectiod®.1 and 4.2.3
Areas of Critical TheBeaverhead Rock and Block
Environmental X Mountain ACECsrediscussed under
Concern (ACECs) Critical Element: Areas of Critical

Environmental Concern

Cultural Resources X Discussed under Sections 2.3.1 and 3.2
Environmental Justice X
Farmlands (prime or X
unique)




PRESENT,
CRITICAL NOT BUT NOT MAY BE
ELEMENT PRESENT | AFFECTED [ AFFECTED* | COMMENTS
Floodplains Discussed under Issue #Riparian,
X Wetland and Aquatic Habitat, and
Associated Species
Hazardous and Solid X
Wastes
Invasive Nonrnative Discussed under Issue #1Jpland Health,
Species X Sagebrush Steppe Habitat, and Associa
Species
Native American
L X
Religious Concerns
Threatened, & X See Beaverhead West EA Biological
Endangered Species Evaluation (incl. BLM sensitive species)
Water Quality Discussed under Issue #Riparian,
(drinking or ground) X Wetland and Aquatic Habitat, and
Associated Species
Wetlands/Riparian Discussed under Issue #Riparian,
Zones X Wetland and Aquatic Habitat, and
Associated Species
Wild and Scenic
. X
Rivers
Wilderness TheFarlin Creek andienneberry Ridge
Characteristics X WildernessStudy Areas are idcussedn
Chapters 1, 3, and 4.
* An fAiX0 in this box means that the resource is
impacts sections.
! Floodplains are part of stream systems. Actions which improve streams and riparian habitats will comply
Executive Order 11988 in that they are designed to restore and preserve the natural and beneficial values g
floodplains.

1.4.4 Description of Issues, Resource Concerns, Critical Elements and Objectives

Issues, as described beldvave a direct bearing upon the proposed action and the process of

how the purpose and need will be achieved. i@astified issuegare used to drive delopment

of alternatives, and effects to these issues are analyzed in detail. Resource concerns do not drive
the development of alternatives, but are used to analyze and disclose the effects of various
actions. Issues and resource concerns were igghtifrough the Watershed Assessment and
scoping processNot all issues identifiebeloware applicable to athe allotmentsor unallotted

tracts in this EA.

Issue #1: Upland Health, Sagebrush Steppe Habitat and Associated Species

AUpl ands aFruencitni orionpgerCondi ti ondo is identified
Standards for Rangeland Health. The determination of upland health was based on the

evaluation of three criteria: degree of soil stability and watershed function, nutrient cycles and

enegy flows, and available recovery mechanisms. The indicators used to determine upland

health are discussed in the BWW Assessment Report.

Objectives:
« Increase cover and frequency of native perenniatseason herbaceous species where
concerns were documtad.



« Prevent spread of noxious and invasive species into and within the watershed and reduce
or eradicate existing infestations.

« Maintain residual herbaceous cover for ground nesting birds, specifically sage grouse.

. Manage sagebrush habitats so that @@%hore of potential big sagebrush communities
provide the vegetate composition and structure to sustain sage grouse populations and
other sagebrush obligate species sugbrasghornantelope and pygmy rabbits.

« Maintain15-25% sagebrush canopy coveddrerbaceous cover conducive to megt
and brooerearing success surrounding leks, as applicable within site potential.

« Restore or maintain grassland and shrubland habitat types affected by conifer expansion.

« Where possible, salvage dead/dying forestdstdrom epidemic insect activity and treat
remaining stands to increase their liesceto insect activity. Utilize resulting forest
products where feasible.

Issue #2: Riparian, Wetland, and Aquatic Habitat and Associated Species

fiRiparian and Wetlandreas are irProper Functioning Conditien i s i denti fi ed as
Western Montana Standards for Rangeland Health. PFC is defined as the ability of a stream or
wetland to perform its riparian functions. These functions include sediment filterirkg, ban

building, water storage, aquifer recharge and hydrologic energy dissipation. Streams or wetlands
that are categorized &-C orFunctioningat-Risk (FAR) with an upward trend meet the riparian

health Standard. The indicators used to determine ripagalth are discussed in the BWW

Assessment Report.

The riparian health standard wast met in six allotments and the unallotted Eli Spring parcel.

The BWW Assessment Report documents several contributing causal factors including fire
exclusion, livestok impacts, historic mining, OHV use, roads, and wildlife browsing.

Independently or in combination, these causal factors have resulted in expansion of conifers into
riparian habitat, decreasing deep rooted riparian vegetation, lack of recruitment of woody

riparian species such as aspen and willows, stream channel alteration, streambank impacts,
sedimentation, and/or presence of noxious and invasive species within specified stream reaches.

Objectives

. Restore deciduous woody habitat types (aspen, willowiparian areas that have been
invaded by coniferous treés.g., Gallagher Creek and Grasshopper Creek tributaries).

. Increase deepoted riparian vegetation (sedges, willows) where decreased composition
was documented.

. Restore stream dimension, patteand profile to the natural range of variation where
concerns were documented.

. Restore, maintain or enhance native vegetation and hydrology to springs, seeps and wet
meadows where concerns were documented.

« Reduce sediment loads where uses on public larmsausing increased sedimeng.(e
cattle loitering, road maintenarjce

« Maintain or enhance habitat for cold water fisheries in occupied streams within the
watershed.

« Maintain or improve conditions in riparian/wetland habitats that are in PFC

« Prevent pread of noxious and invasive species into and within the watershed and reduce
or eradicate existing infestations.



Resource Concern #1: Special Status Species

ASpeci al Status Specieso ref espesiestistedasot h pl ant

threat@ed or endangered (T&E) under the Endangered Species Act (ESA), spepesedor
listing under the ESA, candidates for listing under the ES#eksted speciesandBLM
SensitiveSpecies (USDI 2001).

No T&E species are known to occur in the BWWag8 grouse and pygmy rabbits are
sagebrusiobligate species that have been petitioned for federal listing in the past and are
currently BLM sensitive species. Objectives for sagebrush habitat are listed abovissuneler
#1. UplandHealth Sagebrush StepgHabitat and Associated Species

Westslope cutthroat trout (WCT) are currently found in three drainages within the BWW.
Extremely limited habitat and namative salmonids place these populations at very high risk of
extirpation. Objectives foriparianhabitatand aquatic speciese listed above undeparian
health.

The upper reaches of the Big Hole River support the lassgstaining population of strictly

fluvial Arctic grayling in the lower 48 states. A petition to list the fluvial Arctiayding species

under the ESA is currently being reviewed, and they are a Montana Species of Special Concern.
The current distribution of this species represents only 5% of historic range. Historically grayling
were found throughout the river. Non natsecies, low water levels and degraded habitat are
thought to be the primary factors influencing distribution. Recent population surveys have found
historic low numbers in traditional upper river survey reaches for this population. Recent fishery
surveys have not found grayling in the Big Hole reaches that lie within the BWW.

Objectives

« Maintain or enhance habitat for sensitive plant species while proadipde opportunity
for reproduction and seedling establishment

« Maintain or enhance habitat for sensitwidlife species while providingmple
opportunity for reproduction anécruitment

« Maintain or enhance habitat for WCT on Farlin and Taylor Creeks, and other suitable
habitat within the watershed.

« Augment WCT poplations by reintroducing WCT into suitable habitat within the
watershed (e.g. BLM reaches of Taylor Creek)

« Protect the population of WCT in Farlin Creek from hybridization and competition from
non native salmonids.

« Enhance native fluvial arctic graylingbitat on the Big Hole River.

Resource Concern #2: Recreational Opportunities and Public Access

There are approximately 230 miles of routes designated open to wheeled motorized vehicles in
the BWW either yearlong or seasonallp. accordance with theillon RMP, these routes may

be evaluated and adjusted to correct mapping errors, refine decisions, and further evaluate routes
that may have been missed in the original inventory effort. Decisions related to designated

routes would be evaluated and addessthrough environmental assessment efforts such as this.
Preserving, and when possible improving, public recreation access in this area is important to the
local community for economic reasons as well as quality of life for the local residents.



Objectives
« Implement the Dilbn RMP Travel Management Plan.
. Maintain motorized wheeledehicle access to those areas where it already exists, and
improve accest publiclands where opportunities are currently limited.
. Maintainor improveopportunities for big gae hunting, fishing, wildlife viewing,
horseback riding, and other backcountry recreation.
« Reduce unauthorized motor vehicle use, especially during the hunting.season

Resource Concern #3: Socioeconomics

Many ranches that hold grazing permits on Balministered lands have developed operations
that tightly weave public land grazing preferences together with private land management. For
these ranches, calving, breeding, haying, feeding, shipping, summer pasturing, and marketing
schedules have evolvadtandem with the stocking rates and season of use on the public land
allotments.

Three commercial outfitters are authorized under Special Recreation Use Permits to conduct big
game hunting and/or summer horseback riding in all or part of this aotal commercial use

days associated with these permits is approxima@hclient days. Norn-commercial hunting

and fishing opportunities on BLM lands in the BWW provide an important economic

contribution to the local economieBusinesses iGlen Polais, Melrose, Grant, Twin Bridges,

and Dillon are likely to profit frommecreatiorthat occurs in the BWW.

Utilization of timber resources from public lands has historically resulted in an economic benefit
to Beaverhead County. The potential for utii@a of commercial forest products still exists.

Please refer tdable 56 on page 286 of the Proposed Dillon RMP and FinaM#iigsh shows
employment and labor income response coefficients related to livestock grazing and recreation
use for the area ihfenced by the Dillon Field Office.

Objective
« Continue to contribute to the local economy by providing an opportuniguiiainable
uses on public land

Critical Element: Areas of Critical Environmental Concern (ACECS)
Beaverhead Rock ACEC includ&20 acres of public land. Beaverhead Rock is one of a few
physiographic features mentioned specifically in the journals of Lewis and Clark and is a
prominent and important feature of the Lewis and Clark National Historic Trial. The applicable
special maagement from the Dillon RMP states:
. Evaluate any other proposals against the need to protect this recognizable landmark along
the Lewis and Clark National Historic Trail.

A portion of the Block Mountain ACEC (Hogback) occurs within the BWW. Block Moantai

was designated as an ACEC because the area contains exceptional fold and thrust belt structure
that is easily visible, making it a premier location to teach geologic field mapping. The

applicable special management from the Dillon RMP states:
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« Evaluate tlk density and placement of any facilities or land use authorizations proposed
in the area and require measures to protect the integrity of the geologic features.

For more information on the Beaverhead Rock and Block Mountain ACECs, see pages 19 and 20
of the Dillon RMP.

Critical Element: Wilderness Characteristics

The BWW contains portions of the Henneberry Ridge and Farlin Creek Wilderness Study Areas
(WSA) which are managed in accordance withltierim Management Policy (IMP) for Lands
Under Wildernes Review(BLM Handbook H85531). The Henneberry Ridge WSA contains a
total of 9,806 acres and the Farlin Creek WSA contains 1,139 acres identified to complement to
the USFSO0s WenwisWBA. oneer M

The objectives for wilderness characteristics are:
. Maintain or improve the wilderness characteristics that were present at the time of the
wilderness inventory (19780).
« Reduce occurrence and impacts of unauthorized motor vehicle use.

1.5 Decisions to be Made

The BLM is preparing this EA to allow thReuthorized Officer to make a reasoned and informed
decision regarding improving unhealthy riparian and upland conditions, enhancing biodiversity
and revision or renewal of Term Grazing Permits (i.e. changing livestock management) with
appropriate Terms ar@onditions to initiate significant and measurable progress towards
achieving the Land Health Standards and established goals and objectives within the BWW,
while achieving BLM6s multiple use mission.

The Dillon Field Manager will choose the alternatikiattbest addresses resource concerns
identified by the BLM and issues identified through scoping, and allows for multiple use.

The Dillon Field Manager must also determine if the selected alternative is a major Federal
Action that significantly affects thquality of the human environment. If he determines that it is,
then an EIS must be prepared before the BWW Management Plan can proceed.
Implementation of the Decisions resind) from this EA will begin ir2008. Howeveryevised
grazing rotations and/@ange improvement projects associated with these plans mayptake
five yearsand are subject to budget constrairidsie to the logistical constraints involved with
vegetative treatments and complexity of the forestry products market and timber value,
vegetative treatments may take up to ten years to compléte.new plans will be developed
and implemented in consultation and coordination with the affected permittees, the agencies
having lands or managing resources within the area and other ietepesties. As with all

similar BLM decisions, affected parti@sll have an opportunity to protest and/or appeal these
decisions.

1.6 Applicable Legal and Regulatory Requirements
Title 43, Code of Federal Regulatgirart 4100
Taylor Grazing Act oflune 30, 1934, as amended
Sikes Act of 1960, as amended (Habitat improvement on Public Land)
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National Historic Preservation Act of 1966, as amended
CarlsonFoley Act of 1968 (Weed Control on Public Lands)
National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (NEPA)

Endangered Species Act of 1973

Federal Noxious Weed Act of 1974, as amended in 1988, 1994
Federal Land Policy and Management Act of 1976 (FLPMA)
Fishery Conservation and Management Act of 1976

Clean Water Act of 1977

Public Rangelands Improvement Act Gfictober 25, 1978

Fish and Wildlife Improvement Act of 1978

State of Montana Streamside Management Zone Law of July 1991
National Fire Plan of 2000

1.7 Coordination Requirements

According to 43 CFR subparts 4110, 4120, 4130 and 4160, coordination rezptsencliude

affected permittees or lessees, the interested public, the State having lands or responsible for
managing resources within the area, other Federal or State resource management agencies, and
the resource advisory council.

Al nt er e s tearks arpindiidual, group or organization that has submitted a written
request to the Authorized Officer to be provided an opportunity to be involved in the decision
making process for the management of livestock grazing on specific grazing allotmeags or h
submitted written comments to the Authorized Officer regarding the management of livestock
grazing on a specific allotment.

Following the Watershed Assessment Report and Determination of Standards, BLM met with

other federal agencies, state ages\geermittees and the interested public while developing this
EA. Afull list of persons and agencies consulted is in Chapter 5.
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2.0 Description of Alternatives

This chapter describes the alternative development process, alternatives considered but
eliminated from further analysis, and alternatives that will be carried forward and fully analyzed.
The alternatives that will be fully analyzed are the No Action (continuation of current
management) Alternative arngb to threeaction alternatives. Variow®mbinations of tools,
allowable use levels, grazing strategies and projects were discussed at length and carefully
considered during scoping and during the formulation of the alternatives by the ID team.

2.1 Process Used to Formulate Alternatives

The derelopment of management alternatives for the Watershed was guided by provisions of
FLPMA and NEPA, as well as planning criteria listed in ChaptandL.public input received
during scoping Other laws, as well as BLM planning regulations and policy,ditsoted
alternative considerations and focused the alternatives on appropriate wakevehddcisions.
Chapter 1 discusses the issues and resource concerns considered during the alternative
development. The Affected Environment (Chapter 3) discussesirce concerns and other
factors considered during alternative development.

Priority areas for commercial harvésgatments to improve forest heatltithin theBWW are
identified in Alternative B. Implementation of treatments will require coordination with private
landowners to provide accessd/oradditional field work to determine unit boundaries and road
locations. Additional NEPA documentation will be required &malyze site specific details of
forest health treatments once they@egrmined.

2.2 Alternatives Considered but Eliminated from Further Analysis

Analysis of alternatives that would not make significant progress towards meeting the objectives
of the proposed action or alternatives not consistent with the intent of current BLM legal and
regulatory requirements or policy are not carried through.ridteses proposing exclusive
production or protection of one resource at the expense of other resources were not considered.
FLPMA mandates the BLM to manage public lands for multiple use and sustained yield. This
eliminates alternatives such as closatigpublic land to livestock grazing or oil and gas leasing,

or managing only for wildlife values at the exclusion of other considerations. In addition,
resource conditions do not warrant watershed-aida prohibitions of any particular use. Each
altemative considered in this EA allows for some level of support, protection, and/or use of all
resources present in the planning area.

2.2.1 Eliminating livestock grazing from all BLM -administered lands in the watershed.
Eliminating livestock grazing fro all BLM-administered lands in the watershed was considered,
but eliminated from detailed study because it does not meet the pargbseed of this EA and

it was previously analyzed in the Mountain Foothills EIS (March 1980). The recently updated
and gproved Dillon RMP identifie®0,076acres of public land in theMBW as operio
livestockgrazingand 2,033 acres of land closed to livestock gragongwatershed widé N o
Grazingo al t er nmsistenywith thediidn @MRyauld nobneeettte o

objectives for this planningffort, andis not consistent with the intent of other applicable acts,
laws, and policies.
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222 Restoring Gall agher Creeko6s natur al connec
Restoring a natural connection between Galla@lieek and the Beaverhead River was

considered, but eliminated from detailed study because it is outside the control of the Authorized
Officer. A Water Quality Restoration Plan with associated Total Maximum Daily Loads has not

been prepared for the Beavedd River Watershed and Gallagher Creek is not on the most

current Montana DEQ 303d list of Water Quality Impaired Streams. Montana DEQ was advised

of BLMG6s findings and our willingness to worKk

2.3 Description of Alternatives

2.3.1 Features Common to all Alternatives, Including the No Action
Livestock Management:

. Term Grazing Permits will be renewed for those 31 allotments determined to be meeting
Land Health Standardbad no identified site specific conceretated to current
management, and needed no changes to facilitate improved managéhesd.
allotmentsinclude

1. Bachelor Mountain 17.Krueger Creek

2. Barretts 18. Lovells Lk. NonAMP
3. Bell Ranch 19. Lower Reservoir Cr.
4. Big Hole Road 20. Meine

5. Browndés Canyon 21. Meine Homestead
6. Bryan 22. Pipe Organ Rock

7. Buzztall 23. Rebich

8. Conover AMP 24. Rebich #2

9. Frying Pan Basin 25. Red Spring

10. Gallagher Mtn. AMP 26. Selkirk

11. Grasshopper 27. Slanger

12. Hayden 28. Shale Creek

13. Henneberry Ridge Cust. 29. Small Horn Canyon
14. Henneberry Ridge #2 30. Timber Butte Isolated
15. Hildreth Individual 31. Tucker Creek

16. Hogback

Term permits for other allotments may be modified as analyzed in this document.

. Temporary electric fence, livestock supplem@ng., salt, protein blocljlacement,
riding, and herding are enc@aged andif warranted, may be required as a means of
improving livestock distribution in all alternatives. When used, livestock supplement
should be placed on ridges or terraces at least %2 mile from the nearest livestock water
source.

« The Eli SpringgSY2 Section 3 N%z Section 10, T9S, R11WNey Ranch (SW¥4 Section
2, NW¥%; Section 11, T9S, R10W), and Small Horn Canyon (portions of Sections 23, 24,
25, and 26, T9S, R9W) unallotted parosl8 continue to be managed as unavailable for
livestock grazing ando term grazing perngr leass will be issued for thse area.

« Amend term grazing permits to state that depredation losses from wolves may occur.
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« The BLM will coordinate with the Montana Department of Livestock and Beaverhead
County Sheriff to determanthe ownership and/or remove feral goats observed on Public
Lands in the Barretts #30014 allotment.

Forest Management:

. Implement forest management activities in Shale Creek and Krueger Creek as analyzed in
the Grasshopper Fuels Management EIS completed in June, 2005. Treatment in Shale
Creek is anticipated to take place in 2ZI8.1; treatment in Krueger Creek is depemden
on acquiring access across private property.

Recreation Management

« Special Recreation Permits will continue to be considered on dyasese basis with
the exception of big game hunting. Outfitted big game hunting will continue to be
limited toexisting permits and use levels will be based on historical use levels.
Opportunities fobig game hunting, wildlife viewing, horseback riding, and other
backcountry recreatiowill be maintained.Dispersed recreational activities will continue
to be maaged consistent with other resource management objectives.

. Travel management will be in accordance with the Dillon RMP Travel Management
Plan. Roads designated open to public motorized vehicle travel in the RMP will be
signed as open, using a whitecavrsymbol on a flexible sign post (see Travel
Management Map 2, Appendix A). Roads not identified as open to public use will be:

. Left unsigned unless there is evidence of regular use.

- Signed closed if there is evidence of regular use.

. Obliterated to thexdent possible (made unnoticeable), at least at the intersection
with an open route, if signing is ineffective to discourage regular use.

. Physically closed to prevent vehicle traffic only when continued use is causing
significant unacceptable resource irofzeor user conflicts.

Special Status Species:
. In habitats likely to support rare plants, field inspections will be conducted to search for
special status plant species prior to authorizing surface disturbing actiVitiase plants
are found in theaurse of the botanical survey\erse impacts will be mitigated through
project abandonment or redesighctivities that disturb mineral soil (such as blading,
trenching r i ppi ng, et withinthewoundaties dopulatidnd 0bspezidl
staus plants.

Noxious Weeds:

. Management of noxious weedswd continue in cooperation witBeaverhead and
Madison County, federal and state agencies, private landowners and other partners.

. All invasive species on the Montana state noxious weed lisbeilieateds resources
allow.

. Work with Beaverhead and Madison County on the continued monitoring and possible
collection and redistribution of biological controls found on noxious and invasive species,
as applicable.

. Areas where adjacent landowrseipport and cooperation is the highest will be given the
highest priority for treatment.
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Cultural Resources:
« As required by Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation@ass Il cultural

resource inventory is required prior to the implementaticemy proposed range or
habitat improvement projects. Should significant cultural resources be identified, adverse
impacts will be mitigated through project abandonment or redesign. Care will be taken to
avoid and protect significant cultural resouraesl any standing structures during the
course of any proposed prescribed fire treatments. In addition, personnel from the BLM
should be notified of the presence and location of any cultural resources should they be
encountered by any permittees during tourse of operations on public lands.

Monitoring:
« Under all alternatives, resource monitoring will be conducted to measure progress toward

meeting sitespecific djectives. Monitoring will be done according to the monitoring
plan shown as Appendix B.

2.3.2 Description of Alternative A - No Action (Continuation of Current Management)

No Action is defined here ake continuation of curremhanagementThis alternative will be
analyzed to serve as baseline information for the Authorized Officer to ana&esoned and
informed decision Selection of the No Action Alternative may not be in conformance with the
Dillon RMP.

Livestock Grazing Management

Under Alternative Alivestock management would continue as per the Terms and Conditions
contained in the current Term Grazing Permits. No new range improvement projects would be
constructed.Existing livestock grazing management, as shown in Talll@vould continue on

51 allotments.

Table 2.1: Livestock Grazing Allocation and Managementwithin the Beaverhead West
Watershed

[0)
ALLOTMENT NAME, LIVESTOCK SEASON OF | GRAZING % BLM BLM
NUMBER, AND NUMBER & USE SYSTEM? PUBLIC AUMS ACRES
CATEGORY* KIND ? LAND
50Y 10/0%:-11/19 100 82
) 10H 03/0%:11/12 100 84
Anderson Field, 3002¢M) RR 6194
274 C 05/1506/20 70 233
281 C 11/01-02/01 70 601
Antelope Butte, 10118, (C) 8C 05/1601/12 Cu - 63 414
1C 04/01-01/31 - 10
Argenta Flats, 10687, (C) Cu 1445
11C 10/01-06/30 - 99
(Béi)chelor Mountain, 30608, 1¢c 05/01-11/30 cu i 8 85
Barretts, 30014, (M) 60 C 05/1011/24 RR 65 255 1592
?(:e)averhead Rock, 20537, 4cC 05/1506/20 cu - 5 124
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ALLOTMENT NAME, LIVESTOCK | cercon oF | cRAZING % e i
NUMBER, AND NUMBER & e systen? | PUBLIC | sims | acrEs
CATEGORY! KIND 2 LAND
Bell Ranch, 20197, (1) 67 C 06/01-10/31 SL 85 286 2328
_ 43 C 10/1204/01 DS 10 25
Big Hole Road, 10135, (C) 795
115C 05/01-06/15 SL 59 103
B-Rock, 20599, (C) 2C 06/01-09/20 CuU - 7 44
Browns Canyon, 20194, (C] 5C 06/01:11/12 Cu - 27 123
Bryan, 10459, (I) 37H 10/1505/01 DS 50 121 911
Burns Mountain, 10160, (C) 320C 05/01-05/31 CuU 47 153 1158
Buzztail, 20161, (C) 60 C 10/1-12/31 DS 38 69 551
720S 7/1511/10 39 220
Conover AMP, 10117, (M) DU 4268
50 C 09/1511/10 39 56
_ 14 C 05/1710/11 100 68
Farlin Creek, 20191, (1) RR 1906
7C 06/16:09/30 100 25
Flynn Draw, 20538, (C) 8C 06/01-11/30 CuU - 48 420
Frying Pan, 10131, (1) 170C 05/01:11/30 SL 28 335 2785
(Fg)"”g Pan Basin, 30691, 3C 05/0%:11/30 cu ) 21 131
Gallagher, 20114, (M) 140 C 06/01-10/07 RR 90 534 5045
0] 15H 12/01-05/15 DS 45 37
Grasshopper, 30600, (M) 122 C 06/01-07/15 SL 29 52 602
Hayden, 10134, (C) 1C 04/1609/15 cu - 5 33
Henneberry Rdg Cust, i
20634, (C) 9C 06/2507/24 DU 9 103
i 20Y 07/2510/06 98 48
Henneberry Ridge #2, DU 1146
20171, (M) 45C 07/2510/06 98 107
Hildreth Individual, 30103, 64 S 11/01-02/28 - 51
DS 616
©) 12C 11/01-02/28 - 47
11C 03/01-02/28 cu - 132
Hogback, 20486, (M) 2393
19C 03/01-02/28 cu - 228
(H(;))IIand-Carrol Iso., 30618, oC 06/01-10/15 cu i 9 468
(KI\;")””'SO” Spring, 20182, 124 C 10/0102/28 RR 29 179 1173
Krueger Creek, 10139, (M) 2C 06/01-09/30 SL 100 8 146
Lovells Lk NonAMP, 4cC 05/01-11/30 cu - 28 229

30605, (C)
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: 3C 10/21-02/28 ] 13
Lower Reservoir Cr., 760, DS 231
©) 2C 03/01-04/30 -
Meine, 20544, (C) 1C 06/01-11/30 cu - 71
(MMe)'”e Cow Camp, 20113, 130 C 10/01:02/28 DS 7 45 333
?/'Ce)'”e Homestead, 03148, 1c 06/0:11/30 |  CU . 5 56
320C 05/1608/30 26 1081
PHW Allotment, 30031, (1) RR 2067
46 C 05/1608/31 100 163
- 7¢C 05/1511/30 - 46
Pipe Organ Rock, 10110, cU 1078
(M) 25S 05/1511/30 - 33
Polaris, 20186, (C) 3C 05/01-11/30 cu - 21 198
Rattlesnake, 10510, (C) 16 C 11/2506/08 Cu - 103 1642
Rebich, 20174, (C) 10C 05/0911/14 cu - 62 309
Rebich #2, 20184, (C) 5C 06/01-09/30 cu - 29 1069
Red Mine, 30034, (1) 150 C 06/01-09/30 RR 83 499 3705
Red Spring, 10120, (M) 234 C 11/1612/15 DS 97 224 1705
_ 1343 Y 05/01-06/20 72 1621
Rocky Hills, 10148, (1) RR 15906
286Y 05/01-05/10 26 311
(SI)CUdder Creek AMP, 3002¢ 535y 05/21:06/20 sL 94 225 666
_ 2C 06/01-10/31 cu - 10
Selkirk, 20188, (C) 471
150 C 09/1509/27 DU - 64
Shale Creek, 20718, (C) 1C 05/1510/14 cu - 4 285
Slanger, 20712, (C) 8C 06/01-08/30 cu - 24 266
(Sl\;l‘;a” Horn Canyon, 20722 24 C 06/01:11/10 DR 70 90 504
(T(':')"ber Butte Iso., 30632, 13C 10/01-02/02 DS ; 53 249
Tucker Creek, 20480, (C) 2C 06/0112/14 cu - 13 41
West Big Hole Road, 10503 149 C 05/01-06/15 6 14
RR 782
©) 163 C 05/01-06/15 52 128
10657 C,
2287 Y,
BLM Totals 045 | 90076
242 H

IAllotment Category: I=improve, M=maintain, C=custodial
2 ivestock Kind: C=cattle, Y=yearlings, S=sheep, H=horses

3Grazing System: SL=season long, RR=rest rotation, DR=defeatation, DU=deferred use, DS=dormant season use,

CU=custodial use

Al |l ot ment

category
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frequently. Allotments in the maintain (M) category are usually at a desired condition and are
managed to maintain that condition. Custodial (C) category allotments are usually isolated

parcels with few resource concerns, are managed in conjunction with theg@endits / | es see 0 s
normal livestock operation, and are monitored less frequently.

Under this alternative, all otheurrently authorizedctivities(recreation permits, mineral
development, etc.) would continue as permittia. forest health, fuels reductioor, other
vegetation treatments would be completed under the No Action Alternative.

2.3.3 Features Common toall Action Alternatives
Riparian Vegetation Treatments
« Seeding with native upland or riparian species may be completed following juniper
removalalong riparian areas that do not have adequate understory of desirable native
deciduous woody or herbaceous species.
« Treatments would extend a maximum of 100 feet from the stream centerline on each side
of the streanand would includenechanicalchemicaland/or prescribed fire treatment
« Mechanical or manual treatments would include chainsaws or other hand tools.
« Chemical treatment may include Spike 20P or Spike 80DF under the drip line,
Tordon 22K around the base of individual tremsvVelpar Lappliel to the foliage
of smaller treesLabels would be strictly adhered to and recommended distance
from water would be followed. Spike 20P and Spike 80 DF would not be used
where the ground water is less tHime feet below the surface and Tordon 22K
would not be used below the high water mark or where there is standing water.
Vel par L can be used up to the wateros
« Post treatment management would include a minimum of two growing seasons of rest
from livestock use to allow vegetative response from existing or seeded understory
vegetation. Other tools, such@enting and leaving the fellgdniper, temporary
fencing or hot tape may be used to allow the appropriate rest.
. Effectiveness monitoring would be established in each treatment unit (Appendix B).
Monitoring would be used to determine if additional rest is necessary to meet objectives
on specific units.

Prescribed Fire

« A burn plan would be prepared and appropgdr to implementatiof prescribed
burning Actual prescribed burn unit boundarigghin the unit boundaes shown on
Map 13would be determined duringeparation othe prescribed burn plan. theneed
arises to adjust unit boundaries beyond those identified orilBlagupplementdNEPA
documentation would beompleed.

. One season of rest from livestock grazing may be needed prior to prescribed burning to
allow suffigent fine fuels (grasses) to ensure a successful burn. Genatddlgistwo
growing seasons of rest will be required following burns to allegrosvth and re
establishment of vegetation in the treated areas.

« Units would be burned as fuel and weatt@nditions allow. Fire managers would
coordinate the timing of prescribed fire treatments (seasonally) and the area treated per
year to minimize public resource use conflicts.
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« Fire Use opportunities and Appropriate Management Responses (AMR) in tine Farl
Creek WSA would be evaluated in conjunction with the Forest Service.

« The objectives of prescribed fire treatments would be to kill at least 60% of conifers less
than 30 feet in height, and kill less than 10% of conifers greater than 30 feet in height i
all units where prescribed fire treatments will be implemented.

Structural Projects
Existing Water Developments

. Evaluate the existing spring developmeihtst have not already been evaluated
determine ecological function, flow, and condition ofastructure prior to moving
forward with new proposals for water developments. Document all findings. Take the
following actions:

- Record flows, ecological function and infrastructure condition for spring
developments which are meeting all objectivesesxidbed above.

. Expand exclosures where they are found to be insufficient to protect spring
sources and spring brooks.

- Build new exclosures where flows are sufficient and infrastructure is in good
condition, but where exclosures do not exist and ecolofgination has been
negatively impacted by authorized uses.

. Remove developments where they have deteriorated and have little or no potential
for redevelopmentFence exclosures needed to protect the spring source may be
retained and/or maintained.

ProposedProjects

. All applicable State and Federal Permits would be obtained and all permit conditions
would be followed.

« Springs and natural wet meadows would be protected when developing or redeveloping
water for livestock. Spring sources and in most situations, associated riparian wetland
habitat, would be fenced to exclude livestock use on all developed springs. A&dequat
water would be left at the spring source to maimetiand hydrology, hydric soils, and
hydric vegetation Flow measurements would be gathered at springs proposed for new
development.Springs that have inadequate flows to provide a reliable waterestor
authorized livestock while maintaining existing wetland/riparian habitat would not be
developed.

. Wildlife escape ramps would be installed inexlsting and newvaterdevelopments

« No new roads would be authorized as a result of water developniensit holders
may be authorized to travel along pipeline routes to perform maintenance as defined in
the term grazing permit.

. All old materials (pipeline, troughs, head boxes, etc) would be cleaned up and removed
when springs are fdeveloped or maintaed.

. Soil disturbance resulting from pipeline installation would be seeded with a native seed
mix during the fall following costruction.

. Existing BLM fences that impede wildlife movement would be modified or rebuilt to
BLM specifications on a prioritizéschedule Modify old sheep fences and remove old
fencing to facilitate wildlife passage the Big Hole Road, Bell Ranch, Kennison Spring,
Gallagheyrand PHW allotments.
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. All new fences and livestock exclosures would be constructed to specifications for
wildlife, as per BLM Handbook H.741-1, consisting of a smooth bottom wire, and wire
spacing of 160, 220, 2 3vioefemaedorwir® spacingodb m t he
160, 260, and 38-wireffencesn t he ground on 3

Livestock Management

. AUMSs reducedrom current active use would be held in suspendeeuseron the
revised Term Grazing Permits.

. Annual utilization guidelines on ceskason bunch grasses would be 50% (to maintain
plant health/vigor OR when livestock use ondges averages 4 inchaeng the
greenline (to prevent excessive trailing along streams) offistogries or nomative
fisheries streams andiicheson WCT streamsyhichever occurs first. These annual
use guidelines would kegpplicable to all allotments included in the BWWatoolto
help determinenoves betweepasture andin conjunctionwith long term trend data to
determinananagemenrgffectiveness

« With prior approval, more livestock may be grazed for a shorter period or fewer livestock
for a longer period, within thauthorized dates, so long as the active AUMs are not
exceeded.

Fisheries

« Collect genetic samples from WCT in Farlin Creek to determine purity of the population.

. Dependent on purity of the WCT population, install a wooden pin and plank style fish
barrier within the road culvert on Farlin Creek at Section 6, T6S, R12W.

. Dependent on purity of the WCT population, and in cooperation with Montana FWP and
the Beaverhea®eerlodge National Forest, conduct a non native eastern brook trout
removal in Farlin Creek to eliminate the threat of extirpation to the WCT population by
the expanding eastern brook trout population. The non native fish removal will be
dependent on prate landowner approval. Without approval this project is not likely to
proceed.

Noxious and Invasive Species
. Weed management would be completed in coordination with the riparian vegetation

treatments.
. The three leafy spurge infestations located withinGa#tagher and Beaverhead Rock

allotments, and an unallotted parcel on the Big Hole River, would be targeted for
eradication due to their small size.

2.3.4 Description of Alternative B

This alternative would include adjustments to grazing managethebnstriction or
modificationof structiral range improvement projects, andtog implementation ofegetative
treatrments on allotments within the BW. The26 allotmentsand three unallotted tracts
included in Alternative B are

1. Anderson Field 4. Beaverhead Rock
2. Antelope Butte 5. Bell Ranch
3. Argenta Flats 6. Big Hole Road
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7. B-Rock 19. Polaris

8. Burns Mountain 20. Rattlesnake

9. Conover AMP 21.Rebich #2

10.Farlin Creek 22.Red Mine

11.Flynn Draw 23.Red Spring

12.Frying Pan 24.Rocky Hills
13.Gallagher 25.Scudder Creek AMP
14.Holland-Carroll Isolated 26.West Big Hole Road
15.Kennison Spring 27.Unallottedi Eli Springs
16.Krueger Creek 28.Unallottedi Ney Ranch
17.Meine Cow Camp 29.Unallottedi Other

18.PHW Allotment

The following five allotments had no concerns related to livestock grazing and no requests to
change management: Bell Ranch, Big Hole Road, Conover AMP, Rebich #2, Red Spring, and
Krueger Creek. These allotments woatthtinue to be maged as describechder Alternative

A (Section 2.3.2), with the addition of the annual utilization guidelines defined above under
Feature€Common toAll A ction AlternativeqSection 2.3.3) The proposed projects are shown

on individual Allotment Maps in Appendix.A

Livestock Management:
Anderson Field #30026
Management
. Authorizeduse would be as follows:

Livestock Number & Kind | Begin & End Dates | % Public Land | Active AUMs
*250 Cattle *5/17 7/1 70 385
**279 Cattle *10/17 11 70 531
10 Horse 8/157 4/30 100 84

*The early grazing period may extend up to 7/15 as longBasa8thorized AUMs are not exceeded.
**The late grazing period may extend up to 2/28 as long as AUMSs authorized fogribe are not
exceeded.

. Grazing management on the allotment would consistlofegyear, restotation system
for six pastures. Two pastures would be grazed during the Early period for up to 30 days
with the entire herd. Maximum time grazed during the spring season would be 60 total
days. During dry years when water availabiirtyspecific pastures is limited, the herd
would be split in half and each Early period pasture would be grazed for a maximum of
60 days.
. Every time the Northeast/Middle Chandler Pastaregrazed during the Early period
and the herd is split in half, @s$n the Middle Chandler pasture would not exceed 45 days
of total use. Cattle from the Middle Chandler pasture would be moved to one of that
year6s Late grazing pastures for the remai
. The Beacon Hill pasture woulze usedduringthe Late grazing period (10/1 to 2/28) as

needed.
. The grazing schedule would be as follows:
Year Northwest/Lower Creek Grasshopper/ Henneberry Northeast/ Middle Chandler
1 Early (5/17 7/1) REST Late ( 1017 2/28)
2 Late (1017 2/28) Early (5/1- 7/1) REST
3 REST Late (1017 2/28) Early (5/11 7/1)
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Projects(See Map #2):
. Consider piping overflow water from School Section Spring in Section 16, T8S, R10W
to Section 20 or 21, T8S, R10W, in the Northwest pasture.
« Maintain SchooBection Spring and treat invasive weeds.

Antelope Butte #10118
Management:
« Active authorized use would remain at 63 AUMs, with 0 AUMs suspended.

« Authorized use would be for 16 cattle from 9/1 to 12/31 annually.
Livestock Number & Kind | Begin & End Dates | % Public Land | Active AUMs
16 Cattle 9/17 12/31 Custodial 64

. Cattle may be grazed between 4/15 and 6/15 for not more than one grazing season in a
threeyear period

Argenta Flats #10687
Management:
. No change from existing livestock management.
« Horses maye grazed on this allotment during the authorized season, so long as the
number of authorized AUMs is not exceeded. The stocking rate conversion for horses is
1.5 AUMSs per horse.
o Pursue disposal of the 4&re parcel in the NEY4aSWY4 Section 17, T7S, R9\& saie or
land exchange.

Beaverhead Rock #20357
Management:
« Cancel the current livestock grazing permit and designate thact2Beaverhead Rock
ACEC as unallotted for livestock grazing.
Projects(See Map #4)
« Construct up to 0.75 miles of steel pastyire fence along the north and east boundaries
of the N%2NWY4 Section 22, T5S, R7W, and provide a livestock lane to allow the adjacent
landowners access across public land to water on their deeded property. The fence may
be continuous, or a series of tfénces at strategic locations, whichever eliminates
livestock impacts at the least expense.
Bell Ranch #20197
Management:
. No change from existing livestock management.
Projects(See Map #5)
. Enlarge the livestock exclosure at Albers Spring up to ¥z acre.
« Modify about 3.5 miles of perimeter fence to allow for wildlife passage.

Big Hole Road #10135
Management:
« No change from existing livestock management.
Projects(See Map #8)
« Construct a wildlife guzzler in Section 32, T6S, ROW.
. Remove about one mile ohnecessary fence.
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B-Rock #20599
Management:

Cancel the current livestock grazing permit and pursue disposal of-teeParcel via
sale, land exchange, or conveyance to Beaverhead County.

Burns Mountain #10160
Management:

Active authorized use woulcedl76AUMSs, which would include the 23 AUMSs that were

previously suspended.

Authorized use would be for 186 dry cows from 10/1 to 11/30 annually.

Livestock Number & Kind

Begin & End Dates

% Public Land

Active AUMs

186 Cattle

10/17 11/30

47

176

Farlin Creek #20191
Management:

This allotment is cananaged with the USFS Fari®yer allotment as per the Agreement

for Coordinated Management of Rangelands between the Forest Supervisor, Beaverhead

Deerlodge National Forest and the Field Managers of .M Di | | on
Offices, signed April 10, 2007. The USFS has lead management responsibility and

and

grazing is conducted in accordance with the USFS Faney Allotment Management
Plan. This plan currently authorizes 195 cow/calf pairs to beedniaza thregasture

restrotation grazing system. Beaverhead National Forest Plan upland and riparian
utilization standards apply to all BLdddministered lands within the Fari®yer

allotment. Under these standards, upland utilization is limited%a @file riparian
utilization is limited to 45% on Scudder Creek and 35% on Farlin Creek, a WCT fishery.
The BLM would work with Forest Service staff to coordinate use and mitigate resource

concerns on BLMadministered lands through the FS annual operatiageqgy.
Active authorized use would remain at 93 AUMs, with 0 AUMs suspended.
BLM authorized use would remain as follows:

Livestock Number & Kind | Begin & End Dates | % Public Land | Active AUMs
7 Cattle 6/161 9/30 100 25
14 Cattle 5/171 10/11 100 68

Projects(See Map #7)

Coordinate with the USFS to design and construct a sfethjvestock water

development on USF&dministered land in the S%2SW%¥%4 Section 10, T6S, R12W.
Coordinate with permittee to develop a spffad livestock water development on

deeded property in the S¥2NEY4 Section 33, T5S, R12W. BLM may provide engineering
support or assist with materials to improve livestock distribution.

Flynn Draw #20535
Management:

The proportion of public land within the allotment would be decreased @)% to
49%, based on the proportion of available AUMs within the current allotment boundary.

Active authorized use would remain at 52 AUMs, with 0 AUMs suspended.
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Authorized use would be as follows:

Year | Livestock Number & Kind | Begin & End Dates | % Public Land | Active AUMs
1t 25 Cattle 6/151 10/10 49 48
2° 75 Cattle 9/17 10/10 49 48
3 75 Cattle 9/17 10/10 49 48

! Not to exceed 45 days use with up to 65 head of livestock within the authorized season.
2 Authorization allows up to 75 head of livestock during the authorized season.

Up to 200 head of cattle can be grazed, NOT to exceed 15 days of use within the
authorized season.

Frying Pan #10131
Management:

Active authorized use would remain at 388Ms, with 87 AUMs suspended.

Authorized use would be for 100 cattle from 3/15 to 5/31 annually in the North Guich
and South Gulch pastures and for 314 cattle from 9/1 to 11/30 annually in the North and
Center pastures.

% Public Active
Pasture Livestock Number & Kind | Begin & End Dates Land AUMs
North Gulch & South Gulch 100 Cattle 3/15i 5/31 28 72
North & Center 314 Cattle 9/171 11/30 28 263
Gallagher #20114
Management:
« Active authorized use would remain at 584Ms, with 0 AUMs suspended.
« Authorized usavould be for 140 cattle from 6/1 to 10/7 annually.
Livestock Number & Kind | Begin & End Dates | % Public Land | Active AUMs
140 Cattle 6/17 10/7 90 534
« The grazing rotation would be as follows:
Lower Bill | Upper Bill North South
Year Hill Hill Gallagher Gallagher Gravel Pit | Beacon Hill Meadow
1 REST 8/101 9/10| 7/61 819 6/11 7/5 9/117 9/17 | 9/18i 9/30 | 10/1i 10/7
2 6/11 7/5 REST 8/107 9/10 7/61 819 9/117 9/17 | 9/18i 9/30 | 10/1i 10/7
3 7/81 8/14 6/11 717 REST 8/1571 9/14 REST 9/157 9/27 | 9/2871 10/4
4 8/10i 9/10 7/61 819 6/11 7/5 REST 9/117 9/17 | 9/18i 9/30 | 10/1i 10/7

As determined by BLM staff, and with prior written approval, a temporary, non
renewable grazing authorization may be issued to graze between 10/7 and 12/15 for
vegetatiormanagement on the north end of the Meadow pasture, which can only be
grazed when the ground is frozen.

Projects(See Map #8)

Install an additional water trough at Truckbox Spring to provide for greater water storage
in the Upper Bill Hill pasture (SWY.SW=&ection 6, T9S, R9W).

Reconstruct the existing corrals in the Meadow pasture in the same location (Section 2,
T9S, R10W) under a Range Improvement Permit to be no larger than 9100 square feet
(130 x 70 feet).

Redevelop Beacon Spring in SW¥%SWY4 Section &, FALOW, and construct a livestock
exclosure around the spring source and spring brook.

Extend the fence between Beacon Hill pasture and Pipe Organ Rock allotment with about
Y+mile of electric fence, which would be removed after each grazing season.
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« Mechancally cut/remove junipers from the hill above Upper Bill Hill Spring and enlarge
the livestock exclosure around the spring source in E¥2 Section 6, T9S, ROW.

« Enlarge the livestock exclosure around the spring source at Lower Bill Hill Spring in
W¥2NW¥4 Sectio 6, T9S, ROW.

Holland-Carrol Isolated #30618
Management:
« No change from existing livestock management.
Projects(See Map #7):
. Remove approximately 0.5 miles of fence along the south and west bourndanes
SWY4SEY4 Section 18, T6S, R11W.

Kennison Spring #20182
Management:
« The proportion of public land within the allotment would be increased from 29% to 63%,
based on the proportion of available AUMs within the current allotment boundary.
« Active authorized AUMs would be 179, with 0 AUMs suspended.
« Authorized use would be for 95 cattle from 9/1 to 11/30 annually.

Livestock Number & Kind | Begin & End Dates | % Public Land | Active AUMs
95 Cattle 9/17 11/30 63 179

. In cooperation with the USFS, the Kennison Spring allotment will continue to be rested
everyfour years, in conjunction with the Argenta Springs pasture of the USFS Dutchman
Mountain allotment, to provide for elk winter range. This rest is scheduled for 2009,
2013, 2017, and 2021.

Projects(See Map #5):
« Construct a wildlife guzzler in Section 186S, R10W.

Meine Cow Camp #20113
Management:

« The proportion of public land within the allotment would be increased from 7% to 21%,
based on the proportion of available AUMs within the current allotment boundary.

. Active authorized AUMs would be 45, withAUMs suspended.

« Authorized use would be for 15 cattle and 10 horses, or any combination thereof, NOT to
exceed the number of active AUMs from 9/1 to 3/31 annually. The stocking rate
conversion for horses is 1.5 AUMSs per horse.

Livestock Number & Kind | Begin & End Dates | % Public Land | Active AUMs

15 Cattle 9/171 3/31 21 22
10 Horses 9/171 3/31 21 22

Projects(See Map #5):
. The permittee would construct a water development that originates on deeded property
and bury pipeline across State Lands and Buialic Land where a water trough would
be located in the S¥2SEY4 Section 25, T5S, R10W.

26



PHW #30031
Management
. Active authorized use would be as follows:

Livestock Number & Kind | Begin & End Dates | % Public Land | Active AUMs
320 Cattle 5/167 8/30 96 1081

. Livestock management would consist of apa&ture rest rotation grazing system. Two
to three pastures would be rested annually in the rotation while the time each pasture is
grazed would vary each year. The proposed riparian pasture would be grazedemyce
three years for no more than 5 days.

. The grazing schedule would be as follows:

South North 3-Deer 3-Deer North South Bachelor

Year Seeding Seeding (A) (B) Cross Cross Mountain | Riparian
1| mest | S8 | S| ejei 7ia | 751731 | im0 | REST | REST
2 |smeisie| Rest | Rest | 5| 7i0ie14 | enoi7as | %00 | Rest
3 | serien | 0S| ResT | Rest | siosieso | 7imoisoa| O | emsi 613
4 REST 5526; 5517 , 6;}3; REST | 7/03i 8/01 85/;?323 REST
5 |5n6i526| ResT | 904 eIt | eizsi 723 | REST e | mest
6 | 51161 5126 | 5/271 6/7 | 6/81 6/23| REST | 6/247 7/24 | 7/25i 8/25 | ResT | 2
7 | rest | LS| mest | S0 | enoivios | 7ioeisos | 8000 | REST
8 |sneisze| rest | S04 e REST | 61261 7/26 | 201 | REST
o |szzien | o0 | mest | 8030 | 7nsienz| Rest orl | ersi 613
10 | REST 5526; 55171 6/151 7/2 | 73181 | s/2i 830 | REST | REST

Projectg(See Map #9):

. Construct dence (Section 2, T9S, R13Wd Section 35, T8S, R13W) that wowlivide
3-Deer pasture into two sytastures.Construct a riparian pasture fenoethie Bachelor
Mountain Pasturéo exclude grazing in reach 61 and a portion of reach 92.

« Add an additional trough iBections 12 and 239S, R13Wo an existing stockwater
pipeline system.

Polaris #20186
Management:
« No change from existing livestock management.
. Horses may be grazed on this allotment during the authorized season, so leng as t
number of authorized AUMs is not exceeded. The stocking rate conversion for horses is
1.5 AUMSs per horse.
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Rattlesnake #10510

Management:
« Active authorized use would remain at 18@Ms, with 0 AUMs suspended.
« Authorized use would be for 88 cattlerimagl/25 to 5/31 annually.

Livestock Number & Kind | Begin & End Dates | % Public Land | Active AUMs
88 Cattle 4/251 5/31 Custodial 107

« During the authorized season, up to 232 cattle may be grazed for a maximum of 14 days
(6 days in the North pasture, 8 dayshe South pasture).

Red Mine #30034
Management:
« No change from existing livestock management.
Projects(See Map #10):
« Construct a livestock exclosure around the wetland area (56) in Pasture 1, not to exceed 5
acres.
« Install up to 4 water troughs to vahi the permittee can haul water in Pastures 3 and 4.
« Construct fence along BLM boundary on the west side of Taylor Creek (44) and provide
up to two water gaps for the adjacent landowner.
« Construct up to 600 feet of drift fence on State of Montana and-Bdinistered lands
along the boundary of sections 9 & 16, T7S, R12W. The fence would extend westward
from an existing fence, west of the dumpsters, and tie in to a natural barrier.

Red Spring #10120
Management:
« No change from existing livestockanagement.
Projects(See Map #2):
« Construct wildlife guzzlers in Sections 7 and 9, T8S, R10W.

Rocky Hills #10148
Management
. Livestock management would consist of-pdsture grazing schedule that will begin on
May 1 and end on June 20.
« Authorized usavould be as follows:

Livestock Active
Pasture Number & Kind Begin & End Dates % Public Land AUMs
Grasshoppemadigan Gulch, .
Windmill West, Windmill East| 1343 Catle S/11 6/20 ? 1621
Brownods 986 Cattle 5/17 6/20 96 311
« The grazing schedule would ke follows:
Year Grasshopper Madigan Gulch | Windmill West | Windmill East Br ownod
1 5/11 5/25 5/261 6/20 5/17 6/20 REST 5/171 6/20
2 5/261 6/20 5/11 5/25 REST 5/11 6/20 5/17 6/20

« In the Windmill West and Windmill East pastures, grazing is permittedp to 10 days
pastures is

whi |l

e the

authorized season.

Br ownos
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Projects(See Map #11):

Construct a jack and rail livestock exclosure around the source of Rocky Point Spring
(SEY4SEYSection 20, T8S, R11W)

The existing Canyon Spring developmé&i05249would be abandoned and natural free
flowing water would be restored to the Canyon Spring drainage (NW%.SW%Y4 Section 21,
T8S, R11W). The spring box, pipeline astdcktanks associated with the original
development would be removed. The reclaimed spring source and approximately 1000
feet of associated spring brook plus an additional 500 feet of riparian habitat in a tributary
to the Canyon Spring drainage would be enclosiéal - % mile of 4strand barbed

wire fence.

A new spring box would be located at the lower end of the spring brook (inside the
livestock exclosure) and water would be diverted from the$beasible point along the
spring brook to provide livestockomghs on upland benches below the canyon to replace
the existing troughs within the canyon. Engineers would work with the Dillon Field
Office Wilderness Specialist to determine a suitable location for placement of new
troughs Use of motorized vehiclesilivbe limited to existing vehicle ways and washes,
and if necessary, materials will be shlogdedinto the site to ensure compliance with the
norrimpairment stanard.

Scudder Creek AMP #30028
Management:

Active authorized use would be 221 AUMs, withOMs suspended.
Authorized use would be for 230 yearling cattle from 6/5 to 6/20 and for 56 dry cows
from 9/15 to 11/15.

Livestock Number & Kind | Begin & End Dates | % Public Land | Active AUMs
230 Yearlings 6/57 6/20 94 114
56 Cattle 9/15i 11/15 94 107

Spring use would alternate between the East and West pastures, with the East pasture
used in the spring of evatumbered years. Grazing in the sprirgg pasture will not
exceed 15 days.

Projects(See Map #7):

Maintain the Marchesseau Reseeding #4704@@¢rby reseeding up to 600 acres with
a mix of introduced grasses and forbs. The allotment would be rested for a minimum of 2
years to allow for establishment.

West Big Hole Road #10503
Management:

Active authorized use would remain at 14@Ms, with 0 AUMs suspended.
Authorized use would be for 90 cattle from 3/15 to 5/31 in the East pasture and for 96
cattle from 3/15 to 5/31 irhe West pasture.

Pasture | Livestock Number & Kind | Begin & End Dates | % Public Land | Active AUMs
East 90 Cattle 3/15i 5/31 6 14
West 96 Cattle 3/15i 5/31 52 128

The East pasture would continue to be grazed in-auembered years and the West
pasture grazed in odilmbered years.
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Projects(See Map #6):
« Construct a wildlife guzzler in Section 4, T7S, ROW.

Unallotted i Ney Ranch
Management:
« The Ney Ranch parcel will remain unallotted for livestock grazing.
Projects(See Map #8):
« Atemporary, nofrenewable (TNR) grazing authorization may be issued as a vegetation
treatment, if deemed necessary by the authorized officerhievacthe resource
objectives of reducing fuel loading and limiting willow expansion into the wetland. This
TNR grazing authorization would likely be a higtiensity, shortduration treatment,
using a large number of livestock for a short period of tonmeduce forage selectivity,
during the late fall or early winter when the soils are frozen. If feasible, prescribed fire or
mechanical treatments may also be employed to achieve management objectives.

Unallotted i Eli Springs
Management:

. Applications br trailing permits would be considered on a case by case basis. Any
trailing through the area would be in a nor8outh direction and livestock would be kept
within ¥4 mile of the west boundary.

Projects(See Map #11):

. Replacelie 3barbedwire gates amssthe designated routes (open roads) entering the Eli
Springs area with 16060 metal gates.

« Maintain and/or reconstruabout 4miles of 4strand barbed wirtence around the
section, as necessary.

Conifer Treatments:

Alternative B would implement mechanical treatments (commercial and/ecaromercial) and
prescribed fire treatments in 7 units within the BWW to improve forest health and reduce conifer
encroachment into sagebrush/grasslands, forest meadows/openirgs aasfriparian areas.

Any prescribed burn plans that would affect lands within WSAs would be prepared in
consultation with the Field Office Wilderness Specialist to ensure that any impacts associated
with mechanical préreatment or prescribed fire cooltactivities are designed to minimize
evidence of manés activities in the area.

In areas ofipland conifeencroachment, a combination of prescribed fire and/or non
commercial mechanical methods would be used with the goal of killing/removing 60%er mor
of conifers less than 30 feet tall that are encroaching into sagebrush/grassfanelst

openings. Where conifers are encroaching into sagebrush/grasslands, an emphasis would be
placed on maintaining 50% of the mature sagebrush cover on a draisege ba

Up to 1385 acres in the Small Horn Canyon area and up to 290 acres in the Black Mountain area
would be proposed for commercial harvest treatment under Alternative B. Specific unit
boundaries, road locations, and silvicultural prescriptions within thedaoi@s shown on Map

12 would be determined and analyzed subsequent NEPA documéimtisyket conditions

permit, biomass material may be removed from within commercial harvest units. Sufficient
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residual biomass material would be left on site to maimtairient recycling and desirable
microsite conditionsResidual slasimaybe burned within 3 yeafsllowing the completion of
harvest operations.

The commercial harvest treatment units in Small Horn Canyon are composed primarily of
Douglasfir with intermixed lodgepole pine, subalpine fir, Engelmann spruce, and scattered
patches of aspen. Silvicultural prescriptions would be further refined in subsequent analysis, but
would targeharvestand removal of dead/dying trees, thinning of high densitjfer stands,

and harvest of conifers in and around aspen staddsrest treatments would aim to restore the
structural diversity that occurred within the historical fire regimes. Treatments would include
selective thinning and/@mall patch cutéupto five acres) At the minimum, an average of two

to five existing snags or green recruitment snags would be left per acre in all commercial harvest
units. Retention patches of uncut timber would be scattered throughout harvest units to provide
wildlife screening cover and reduce sighting distan@eactor and/or cable yarding would be

the primary systems used, however helicopter yarding would be considered in areas-with site
specific concerns.

The commercial harvest treatment units in the BlackiMain area are composed primarily of
lodgepole pine, with some scattered Doudias Treatment in this area would be a combination

of salvage and sanitation harvest targeting areas of insect and/or disease activity. Treatments
would include patch cleautting, clearcutting with reserve trees and/or thinning in mixed
lodgepole pine conifer stands. Areas previously harvested in the Black Mountain timber sale of
the early 90s would not be treated and skid trail disturbance would be avoided. Tractw yardi
would be the primary system used.

Table 2.2 outlines the proposed units, objectives, treatment types and the affected allotments
under Alternative B. Unit locations and boundaries are shown on Maps 12 and 13 in Appendix
A.

Table 2.2:Proposal Conifer Treatments in Alternative B

UNIT ALLOTMENT ACRES | OBJECTIVE(S)* TREATMENT TYPE(S)
BlackMtn1 Holland-Carrol 290 y forest heal| Commercial harvest
Isolated killed timber Prescribed fire
Holland Holland-Carrol 40 Maintain sagebrush/grasslan| Slash, Pile, Prescribed Fire
Carrol Isolated park characteristics
Krueger Krueger Creek 20 Remove conifer understory, | Slash, underburn prescribeq
Zfuel | oadi ng|fire
RH1 Rocky Hills 394 Z conifer enc|SlashPrescribed Fire
sagebrush/grasslands
RH2 Rocky Hills 685 Z coni fer enc|Slash, Prescribed Fire
sagebrush/grasslands
SmallHornl | Conover AMP 1100 gy forest heal]|Commercial harvest
Rebich #2 Prescribed fire
Unallotted
SmallHorn2 | Conover AMP 285 y forest health Commercial harvest
Rebich #2 Prescribed fire
* Abbreviations: 9y=increase Z=decrease
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Noxious and Invasive Species

Approximately 500 acres of spotted knapweed in Sections 22 and 23, T8S, Rdd\WV,
Grasshopper Creek, would be aerially treated artd @p0 acres of cheatgrass would be treated
within the Gallagher and Gallagher Mountain AMP allotments. These areas would then be
reseeded with native grasses if it were determined to be necessary.

Travel Management:

Approximately 1 mile of road aloripe north side of the Reservoir Creek AMP allotment, not
designated open to motorized vehicle use in the RMP, would be designated as open from April 1
to April 30 to allow people interested in viewing sage grouse an opportunity to view them on
their lek.

2.3.5 Description of Alternative C

This alternative would include adjustments to grazing managethexbnstruction or
modificationof structral range improvement projects, andtoe implementation ofegetative
treatnments on allotments within the BW. Thel4 allotmentsand one unallotted trasicluded
in AlternativeC are

1. Anderson Field 9. Meine Cow Camp

2. Antelope Butte 10.PHW Allotment

3. Argenta Flats 11.Rattlesnake

4. Burns Mountain 12.Red Mine

5. Flynn Draw 13.Rocky Hills

6. Frying Pan 14.Scudder Creek AMP
7. Gallagher 15.Unallottedi Eli Springs
8. Holland-Carroll Isolated

Livestock Management
Anderson Field #30026
Management
. Authorizeduse would be as follows:

Livestock Number & Kind | Begin & End Dates | % Public Land | Active AUMs
274 Cattle 5/1571 6/20 70 233
*308 Cattle *10/17 1/5 70 683
10 Horse 8/1571 4/30 100 84

*The late grazing period may extend up to 2/28 as long as AUMs authorized for the
period are not exceeded.

. Grazing management on the allotment would consist of a-jle@e restotation system
for six pastures. During the spring period, the herd would be split in half and each
pasture would be grazed during the early period for up to 35 days.

« Horses are dborized on an annual basis for 84 AUMs from March 1 to February 28.

. The grazing schedule would be as follows:

Year Northwest/Lower Creek Grasshopper/ Henneberry Northeast/ Middle Chandler
1 5/151 6/20 REST 11117 2/1
2 1147 211 5/151 6/20 REST
3 REST 11A7 2/1 5/1571 6/20
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Projects(See Map #2):
+ Same as Alternative B.

Antelope Butte #10118
Management:
« Same as Alternative B.
Projects(See Map #6):
« Construct up to 1.5 miles of steel postyie fence along the north and east boundaries
of Section 3, T7S, R9W and in the S¥2SEY4 Section 34, T6S, R9W. The fence may be
continuous, or a series of drift fences at strategic locations, whichever controls livestock
from accessing public lands at the least expense.

Argenta Flats #10687
Management:
. Active authorized use would remain at 106 AUMs, with 0 AUMs suspended.
« Authorized use would be for 16 cattle from 10/1 to 3/31 and for 1 cattle from 4/1 to 1/31,

annually.
Livestock Number & Kind | Begin & End Dates | % Public Land | Active AUMs
16 10/17 3/31 Custodial 96
1 4/17 1/31 Custodial 10

« Pursue disposal of the 4@re parcel in NE¥4SWY4 Section 17, T7S, ROW, via sale or
land exchange.

Burns Mountain #10160

Management:
« Active authorized use would remain at 83Ms, with 23 AUMs suspended.
« Authorizeduse would be for 162 dry cows from 10/1 to 11/30 annually.

Livestock Number & Kind | Begin & End Dates | % Public Land | Active AUMs
162 Cattle 10/17 11/30 47 153

Flynn Draw #20535
Management:
« The proportion of public land within the allotment woulddeereased from 100% to
49%, based on the proportion of available AUMs within the current allotment boundary.
. Active authorized use would remain at 54 AUMs, with 0 AUMs suspended.
« Authorized use would be for 75 cattle from 9/1 to 10/10 annually.

Livestock Number & Kind | Begin & End Dates | % Public Land | Active AUMs
75 Cattle 9/17 10/10 49 48

. Upto 200 head of livestock can be grazed, NOT to exceed 15 days of use within the
authorized season.

Frying Pan #1031
Management:
« Same as Alternative B, but addition:
. Cattle may be grazed in the North and Center pastures between 3/15 and 5/31 for not
more than one grazing season in a tyear period
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Projects(See Map #5):
Construct a wildlife guzzler in Section 19, T6S, ROW.

Gallagher #20114
Management:
Active authorized use would be 4A&/Ms, with 58 AUMs suspended.
Authorized use would be for 140 cattle from 6/15 to 10/7 annually.

Livestock Number & Kind | Begin & End Dates | % Public Land | Active AUMs
140 Cattle 6/151 10/7 90 476
. The grazing rotatiowould be as follows:
Lower Bill Upper Bill North South
Year Hill Hill Gallagher Gallagher Gravel Pit | Beacon Hill Meadow
1 REST 8/167 9/10 | 7/167 8/15 6/1571 7/15 9/117 9/17 | 9/187 9/30 | 10/17 10/7
2 6/157 7/15 REST 8/167 9/10 7/167 8/15 9/117 9/17 | 9/187 9/30 | 10/17 10/7
3 7/167 8/20 | 6/151 7/15 REST 8/2171 9/14 REST 9/1571 9/27 | 9/2871 10/4
4 8/161 9/10 | 7/167 8/15| 6/157 7/15 REST 9/117 9/17 | 9/187 9/30 | 10/17 10/7

« With prior written approval, a temporary, rognewable grazing authorizatiomy be
issued to graze between 10/7 and 12/15 for vegetation management on the north end of
the Meadow pasture, which can only be grazed when the ground is frozen.
Projects(See Map #8):
« Same as Alternative B.

Holland-Carrol Isolated #30618
Management:
« Nochange from existing livestock management.
Projects(See Map #7):
« Reconstruct up to 0.75 miles of steel posuire fence along the south and west
boundaries ofhe SW¥%SEY4 Section 18, Township 6 South, Range 11 West. Jack and
rail fencing would be usegkcross wetland areas.

Meine Cow Camp #20113
Management:
« The proportion of public land within the allotment would be increased from 7% to 21%,
based on the proportion of available AUMs within the current allotment boundary.
« Active authorized use would b& AUMs, with 12 AUMs suspended.
. Authorized use would be for 20 cattle and 21 horses, or any combination thereof, NOT to
exceed the number of active AUMs from 10/1 to 2/28 annually.

Livestock Number & Kind | Begin & End Dates | % Public Land | Active AUMs
20 Cattle 10/17 2/28 21 21
21 Horses 10/17 2/28 21 22

. The stocking rate conversion for horses is 1.5 AUMs per horse.
Projects(See Map #5):
. Same as Alternative B.
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