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1.0 Purpose of and Need for the Proposed Action
1.1 Introduction and Background

TheRed Rock and LimaVatersheds, as defined in the Dilloed®urce Management
Plan (RVIP), are two geographically separate but adjacent watersheds that are being
combined into one Watershed Assessment document due to their relatively small amount
of BLM adminisered land. Along with Red Rock and Lima Watersheds allotmens
which are located in the Medicine Lodge Watersaeincluded in tls watershed
assessmentTheseallotmens, Ellis Peakand Hildreth Livestockwerenot assessed in
any prior watershedssessment due to logistical straints. TheRed Rock Watershed,
Lima WatershegEllis PeakAllotmentand Hildreth Livestoclllotment will collectively
be referred to as RRLW in this documantl are shown oAppendix A,Map 1. All the
allotments asssed in the RRLW aillecated in Beaverhead CoyntMontana and drain
portions of theLima PeaksTendoy and Blacktail Mountairadthe Rocky Hills area
Theallotments inthe RRLWall lie within Townships8-15 South and Ranges-12 West,
Montana Principl Meridian. All legal descriptions are based off thfe Montana
Principle Meridian (MPM).

TheRRLW covers public lands administered by the BbIfar north as the Clark
Canyon Reservoir region whiahcludes Clark Canyon to the east and a portion of the
Rocky Hills to the west. The watershed assessment then faltmwtis tothe Idaho State
line and includes the Snowline areghe allotments in thRRLW, except for Ellis Peak
and Hildreth Livestockare found within a seven mile corridor of Interstéieathd most
are within four miles. Watersheds are defined and designated orbynaptuiral
topographical boundariesdi ridgelines/ drainages). Grazing allotment boundaries are
determined by land ownership and these artificial boundaries may not follow
topographical features. Therefore, some of the grazing allotmentsRiRib fall

within one or more watersheds or hydrologic units.

Within theRRLW thereare approximatel$17,033total acres of land, of whichb,872

are public lands administered the BLM. Of the public land totak5,718 acres are
allotted for livestock grazingnd154acres areinleased This environmental assessment
(EA) addresses only land health conditions on Badininisteredands.

In 2007, a BLM interdisciplinary teandDT) assessed thgublicland health in the

RRLW. The IDT assessefive Rangeland (Land) Health Standards: Upland Health,
Riparian Health, Water Quality, Air Quality, and providing for Biodiversity. The
Watershed Assessment reported the condition/fomatf resources within tieRRLW to

the Authorized Officer. The Authorized Officer considered the Assessment Report to
determine whether Land Health Standards (Standards) were met, and thenrsigned a
Executive Summary andetermination of Standards docurtiag where Standards were
or were not met. The Assessment Report and associated Determination of Standards
were completed and released to the publibeécember2007, and are available at the
Dillon Field Officeor ontheinternetat
http://www.blm.gov/nt/st/en/fo/dillon_field_office.html
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The assessed condition/function and recommendations in the Assessment Report and
Determination of Standards, along with comments received through public sdopreg

been used to develop alternatives to initiateypss towards Proper Functioning
Condition(PFC)and address site specific resource concerns where needed. This EA was
completed in accordance with established procedures to analyze and implement area,
allotment or site specific changes.

By working ona watershed basis, a broader landscape is considered and more consistent
management can be applied. Itis the BLM's intent to implement watershed management
cooperatively. Anyproposecthanges in managemestructural projects or vegetative
treatmentsvould be implemented throughh e BLMG6s Deci si on processe

1.2 Proposed Action

The BLM Dillon Field Office proposes to improlend health aneénhance biodiversity
within theRRLW. BLM also proposes teenew Term Grazing Permits @b grazing
allotmentswithin the Watershed. Land health would be improved on public lands within
the Watershed by:

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

- Restoring/maintaining riparian, wetland and aquatic habitats (vegetation
composition, structure, streambank stability, channel morphology) through
revised livestock grazing management, structural projects, vegetative treatments
andworking cooperatively with Montana Fish, Wildlife and Parks (FWP) on
wildlife management

. Restoringmaintaining historic densitygructure and species composition of
forest, woodland and aspen habitats through mechanical treatmensescribed
fire.

This EA analyeslivestock graing management revisions in additiorattalyzing
proposals t@address forest and woodland health isswagel management, recreation
and wilderness opportunitiesnd wildlife resourcesManagement revisiorend/or
vegetative or structural projeatsll be considered on the followirgjlotments

1. Bell Canyon 2. Little Sheep

3. Cedar Creek 4. Roe Isolated

5. Clark Canyon 6. Snowline AMP Custodial
7. Ellis Peak 8. Phalarope West

9. Lima Peaks 10. Roe West

11. Hildreth Livestock 12. Shoshone Cove

13. Snowline AMP 14. Williams

15. Clark Canyon Isolated

1.3 Needfor the Action
The Fundamentals of Rangeland Health and subsequent Land Health Standards require
the BLM to initide management actions that ensaréVat er sheds ange i n, ofr
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significant progress towamtoperly functioning condition, including their upland,
riparianwet | and, and aquatic c o mpaoassessment 0 ( 43
determines one or mocé the Land Health Standards are not being met. IRERieW
Assessment Report, the TRIescribed several causal factors combining to negatively

impact the biological, physical, and ecological processes iWttershed As a result,

the Authorized Offier determined that one or more of the Standards are not Sef in

the24 allotments assessed. Tablksisthe determination of each standard by allotment.

Table 1: Determination of Standards by Allotment

ALLOTMENT, ARE LAND HEALTH STANDARDS MET?
NUMBER,

CATEGORY* WATER AIR

& B UPLANDS | RIPARIAN | GUALITY | QUALITY | BIODIVERSITY

Bell Canyon
20193 (1)

Acres: 7095 YES NO 1 YES NO

Cedar Creek
10124 (1))

Acres: 4708 YES NO 1 YES YES

Clark Canyon
30002 (1)

2
Acres: 8526 YES NO NO YES NO

North McKnight
20746 (1) YES NA NA YES YES
Acres: 682

Snowline AMP
30029 () YES YES 1 YES YES
Acres: 9427

Williams 20195
(M) YES NA NA YES YES
Acres: 1626

Lima Peaks
30270 (M) YES YES 1 YES YES
Acres: 1543

Norris Canyon
20109 (M) YES NA YES YES YES
Acres: 317

Radio TV 00150
(M) YES NA NA YES YES
Acres: 1822

Roe 20727 (M)

Acres: 2557 YES YES 1 YES YES

Roe West
20728 (M) YES NA NA YES YES
Acres: 5972

Shoshone Cove
20192 (M) YES NA NA YES YES
Acres: 1655

Allotment E
10149 C) YES NA NA YES YES
Acres: 1537




ALLOTMENT,

ARE LAND HEALTH STANDARDS MET?

NUMBER,
CATEGORY?*
& BLM
ACRES

UPLANDS

RIPARIAN

WATER
QUALITY

AIR
QUALITY

BIODIVERSITY

Clark Canyon
Isolated
20206(C)
Acres: 140

YES

NO

YES

NO?

Ellis Peak
10126 (1)
Acres: 3252

YES

NO

YES

NO

Hildreth
Livestock
10127 (C)
Acres: 290

YES

NO

YES

NO

Little Sheep
1062Z2C)
Acres: 121

YES

NO

YES

NO

Phalarope Wesi
30204(C)
Acres: 1029

YES

NO

NA

YES

YES

Roe Isolated
20729 (C)
Acres: 80

YES

NO

YES

NO

Seybold Ind.
20686 (C)
Acres: 162

YES

NA

NA

YES

YES

Seybold Non
AMP 20187 (C)
Acres: 80

YES

NA

NA

YES

YES

Snowline AMP
Custodial 20607
(C) Acres: 1440

YES

NO

YES

YES

Snawline
Isolated Tracts
20719 (C)
Acres: 350

YES

NA

NA

YES

YES

Straight Creek
10697(C)
Acres: 1084

YES

NA

NA

YES

YES

Truax Creek
20642 (C)
Acres: 377

YES

NA

NA

YES

YES

Unleased

Acres: 154

YES

NA

NA

YES

YES

* Categories are assigned to allotments Baseresource management goals: I=improve, M=maintain, C=custod
! The State of Montana, Department of Environmental Quality (DEQ) has been given the responsibility for makir
quality determinationand has completed its evaluation of 303{sted Streans. TributaryStreans in the RRLW are
not on the 303(d) list, are not prioriBtreans and are not scheduled to be evaluated by DEQ.
2 The scope and scale of forest health, conifer expamsidrneavy fuel loading affected the biodiversity of the
landscape.

Since landHealthStandards were not met some areague to unhealthy forest and
hazardous fuels condition$,ot h e r

program guidance for
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takend to make progress towardd8dhedudesng St and

theHealthy Forests Restoration Act, the Healthy Forests Initiative, the National Fire Plan
and the Dillon Fire Management Plan to implement appropriate treatnignetscribed

fire andmechanicatreatments are being propos&dere appropriatéo restore some
measure of resiliency in these stan@e of the emphasisins of the National Fire

Plan, tke HealthyForests Initiativeand the 16year ohesivestrategy is to reduce

hazardous fuel accumulations and restore the health and naturalge®weathin forests

and rangelandsThe objectives are to reduce the risks of stadahic wildland fire to

people, communities, and natural resources while restoring forest and rangeland
ecosystems to closely match their historaalcture function, dversity and dynamics.

Livestock management withgevenallotments included in this EAas been determined

by the Authorized Officer to be a significant causal factor in failing to meet one or more
of theLandHealth StandardsThe allotments requirg livestock management changes

are: Bell Canyon, Little Sheep, Cedar Creek, Roe Isolatdark Canyon, Snowline

AMP Custodial and Ellis PeakRursuant to 43 CFR 4180.2(tiyestockcaused failure

to meet any of th&tandards mandates BLM changeheterms and conditions of the

grazing permifor the applicable grazing allotmemtor to the next grazing season and
implement actions that will result in significant pregs toward fulfillment of the
Standards.Further, BLM guidance stipulates thabther actions are necessary and

cannot be implemented before the next grazing season interim adjustments will be made
prior to the next grazing season and a schedule for final changes must be developed and
documented (H1180G1). Practices and activitiesiject to standards and guidelines

include the development or revision of Allotment Management Plans §AMP
establishment of terms and conditions of permits, leases and other grazing authorizations,
and range improvemeptojectssuch as vegetatidneatments fence costruction and
development of watesources

1.4  Scope of this Environmental Analysi§ Scope, Plan Conformance,
Critical Elements, Issues

1.4.1 Scope

The scope of the proposed action includes implementing specific use of herbaceous
vegeation through authorizing livestock management and implementing vegetation
treatments to restore specific habitats on public lands. The proposed action also includes
installation, construction, removal or modification of specific structural projectsasuch
fences and water developments. The proposed action is notiaciwgive 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 Faies

The public lands included in tHRRLW aremanaged according to decisions in the Dillon
RMP approved in 2006. The proposed action is in conformance wikMireand

applicable guidance is in the Record of Decision and Approved Dillon RMP on pages 24
through 74. The Dillon RMP can be accessed using the internet at



www.mt.bim.gov/dfo/rmp/index.htmIThis document is tiered to the Proposed Dillon

RMP and Final Environmental Impact StatemenS{El

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 UndeWilderness Revievand 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

Agreemen for Westslope Cutthredrouti n

Mont ana,

t he -gbouddo s

Strategy, and the 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 BLMWah7901, must
be considered in all BLM &s and EBs The scoping process indicated which Critical
Elements may be affected by the alternatoefgsned in Chapter.2

Table 2: Critical Elements of the Human Environment

Critical Element Not Present, but | May be Comments
present | not affected | affected*

Air Quality X Seesectiors4.21 and 4.2.3

Areas of Critial X

Environmental Concern

Cultural Resources X Cultural resources are discussadler Critical
Element: Cultural Resourca@sChaptersl, 3& 4

Environmental Justice X

Farmland-primegunique X

Floodplaind X Discussed unddssue 21 Riparian, Wetland and
Aquatic Habitat and Associated Species

Hazardous and Solid An old unauthorized landfill is located 1 mile south o

Wastes X Lima, MT on BLM administered land. Specific typeg
hazardous materials are unknown

Invasive Nornative Discussed under Issue #Upland Health, Sagebrush

Species X Steppe Habitat, and Associated Speaied Issue # 2
Riparian, Wetlan& Aquatic Haitat& Associated Sp

Native American

i X

Religious Concerns

Threatened & Endangere See Biological Evaluation (inetlesBLM sensitive

(T&E) species X speciespnd also discussed under
ResourceConcerr# 21 Special Status Species

Water Quality (dinking or X Discussed unddssue #1 Riparian, Wetland and

ground) Aguatic Habitat and Associated Species

Wetlands/Riparian Zones X Discussed unddssue #1 Riparian, Wetland and
Aquatic Habitat and Associated Species

Wild and Scenic Rivers X

WildernessCharacteristics TheBell-Limekiln Canyon Wilderness Study Aréa

X discussed undegritical Element: Wilderness

Characteristics in Raptes 1,3 & 4

*An fiX0 in this box means that t he onneestandenvi®nmergal impadtstsdctons.

! Floodplains are part of stream systems. Actions which improve streams and riparian habitats will comply with Executive
11988 in that they are designed to restore and preserve the natural and benkfesalerzed by floodplains.



http://www.mt.blm.gov/dfo/rmp/index.html

1.4.4 Description of Issues Resource Concerns and Objectives

Issuesas dscribedbelow,have a direct bearing upon the proposed action and the
process of howhepurpose and needlill be achieved The identified issueareused to

drive development of alternatives, agftectsor impactgo 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 andceesoncerns were
identified through the Watershed Assessment and scoping prddetsall issues
identifiedbeloware applicable to all allotments and the unleased tracts in this EA.

Issue #1: Upland Health, Sagebrush Steppe Habitat and Associated 8gies

AUp | an d sopeaFunetioningCorlitiord i s i denti fied as one of
Montana Standards for Rangeland Health. The determination of upland health was based

on the evaluation of three criteria: degree of soil stability and watershedfunatitrient

cycles and energy flows, and available recovery mechanisms. The indicators used to

determine upland health are discussed irRR&W Assessment Report.

The Upland Health Standard was met on all allotments iRRI&N, however site
specific oncerns for upland health and sagebrush steppe habitat were identified in the
Watershed Assessment Report.

Objectives

. Increase cover and frequency of native perennial herbaceous species where
concerns were documented.

. Maintain residual herbaceous cover gpound nesting birds, specifically sage
grouse.

. Manage big sagebrush communities in\Watershedo that at least 70% provide
the vegetation composition astfucture to sustain sage grouse populations and
other sagebrush obligate species such asogeteind pygmy rabbits.

. Maintain 1525% of taller sagebrush canopy cover (primarily big sagebrush
subspecies), as applicable within site potential.

. Prevent spread of noxious and invasive spdeigscheatgrasspto and within
the watershed and reduceavadicate existing infestations.

« Reduce wildlife entanglement hazards within the RRLW.

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

ARiparian and Wetland Areas areRroper Functioning Conditien i s i dent i fi ed a
the 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

filtering, bank building, water storage, aquifer recharge and hydrologic energy

dissipdion. Streams or wetlands that are categorizdeF&3 orFunctioningat-Risk

(FAR) with an upward trend meet thepRrianHealth Standard. The indicators used to

determine riparian health are discussed irRR&EW Assessment Report.

The riparian healtBtandard wasot met innineallotments. The RRLW Assessment
Report documents several contributoapsafactors includindire exclusion, livestock
grazing,roads,wildlife browsingand on specific reaches reduction in beaver populations



and an historidump (landfill) Independently om combination, these causal factors
have resulted iexpansion of conifers into riparian habitat, decreasing deep rooted
riparian vegetationack of recruitment of woody riparian species such as aspen and
willows, stream channel alteratiostreambank impactsedimentationand/or presence
of noxious and invasive species within specified stream reaches.

Objectives

. Restore, maintain or enhance native vegetation and hydrology to springs, seeps
and wet meadows with emasis on ecological function, biodiversity, and rare
plant species and their habitats.

« Protect springs and spring brooks from excessive ungulate impact.

. Restore deciduous woody habitat types (aspen, willow) in ripariantheddsave
been invaded by coniférees.

. Increasaleep rootediparian vegetation (sedges, willows) where decreased
composition was documented.

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

« Reduce sediment loads where usegublic lands are causing increased sediment
(eg. cattle loitering, road maintenance, etc)

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

. Prevent spread of noxious and invasive species into and withivateeshed and
reduce or eradicate existing infestations.

Issue # 3:  Forest andWoodland Health

Evidence of historically recurring fire is found throughout the analysis area in forests and
woodlands. Fire exclusion, caused primarily by fire suppressiomigestock

management on rangelands over the last century, has changed the structure, density, and
species composition within forest and grassland commuliitieiependent

ecosystems) Conifers are expanding into riparian and grassland/sagebrushucities)
conifer densities have increased within stands, and aeke increased within areas
historically maintained by moderate to high fire frequencies. High intensity fires are now
more likely to occur in areas that historically experienced low sitigrfrequent to
moderately frequent fired-orested stands have also become more susceptible to
epidemic insect/disease activity.

Fuels conditionsforest healttand conifer encroachment have been determined to be
contributingcausal factors inot meeting Standards dwo allotments(Clark Canyon
and Clark Canyoisolated, and were also concerns thmeeadditional allotmentsBell
Canyon, Roe West, Lima PeakstheRRLW.

Objectives
« ReduceDouglasfir encroachment into formeagebrusiyrasslandiominated
communitiedo restore sagebrush steppe halffatticularly common in
mountain big sagebrush/ldaho fescue shrublands).
. Maintain/enhance existing aspen stands and promote successful regeneration of



aspen.
. Promote plant and wildlife biodiversityy shifting portions of existing plant
communities from late seral to early seradating a mosaic of successional and
structural stages
. Where possible, salvage dédyng forests stands from epidemic insect activity
and treatemaining stands to increatheir resienceto insect activity. Utilize
resulting forest products where feasible.

Resource Concern #1Special Status Species

ASpeci al Status Specieso r ef egpesiestlisiedasot h
threatened or endangered (T&k)der the Endangered Species Act (ESA), species
proposedor listing under the ESA, candidates for listing under the E&eksted
speciesandBLM SensitiveSpecies (USDI 2001).

With the delisting othegray wolf and bald eaglehereare currentlyno knownT& E
species in the RRV. Thereis thepotential fortransientgrizzly bearuseto occur within
the RRLW, primarily in the Lima Peaks and Tendoy Ran@eurrently, there arem
known grizzly bears in the RRV.

Sage grouse and pygmy rabbits sagebrush obligate specesd are currently being
petitionedfor federal listingunder the ESA Theyarebothcurrently BLM Sensitive
species. Objectives for sagebrush habitat are listed abovelssuerI Upland
Health, Sagebrush Steppe Habitat Asdociated Species

Objectives
. Maintain or enhance habitat fepecial statuplant species while providirgmple
opportunity for reproduction and seedling establishment
. Maintain or enhance habitat fepecial statusvildlife and fish species while
providing ample opportunity for reproduction and recruitment.

Resource Concern #2Socioeconomics

Many ranches that hold grazing permits on public lands administered by the BLM have
developed operations that tightly weave public land grazing preferenetisaogith

private land management. For these ranatedsing, breeding, haying, feeding,

shipping, summer pasturing, and marketing schedules have evolved in tandem with the
stocking rates and season of use on the public land allotments.

Businesses ihima, Dell and Dillonare likely to profit from recreational uses that occur
in theRRLW. Big game hunting activities provide important economic benefits to the
Dillon, Lima, and Dell economieslue tothe close proximity of these communities to
these ppular hunting areasThe BLM currently authorizethreecommercial operators
who provide outdoor recreation opportunitiesstly outfitted big game huntintp the
public in theRRLW.
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Utilization of timber resources from public lands has historicalbuited in an economic
benefit to Beaverhead County. The potential for utilization of commercial forest
products still exists.

Table 56 on page 286 of the Proposed Dillon RMP and Final EIS shows employment and
labor income response related to livestgokzingmanagement, timber managemant
recreation use for the area influenced by the Dillon Field Office.

Objective
. Continue to contribute to the local economy by providing an opportunity for
sustainable uses on public lathdoughlivestock grazing, tilization of forest
products, and recreational opportunities.

Resource Concern 8: Recreatioral Activities and Public Access

There are approximatell24 miles of designated motorized vehicle routes within the
RRLW. Public recreational use of these msibccurs primarily during the big game
hunting seasoprovidingaccess to large areas of the Tendoys, Rocky Hills, and Blacktall
Mountains

Objectives

« Implement the Dillon RMP Travel Management Plan.

. Maintain motorized wheeled vehicle access to tlaweas where it already exists,
and improve accege public landsvhere opportunities are currently limited.

. Maintainor improveopportunities for big game hunting, fishing, wildlife
viewing, horseback riding, and other backcountry recreation.

. Reduce unahorized(non-designated route travaf)otor vehicle use, especially
during the hunting season

1.5 Decisions to be Made

The BLM is preparing this EA to allow the Authorized Officer to make a reasoned and

informed decision regarding improving riparian andamplhealth enhancing

biodiversity and revision or renewal of Term Grazing PerniRevised Term Grazing

Permits will contairappropriate Terms and Conditions to initiate significant and

measurable progress towards achieving the Land Health Standaetsarighed goals

and objectives within thRRLW, whi | e achi evi ngsoB.LMéds mul ti pl

The Dillon Field Manager will choose the alternative that best addrdesessues and
resource concerns identifiésrough public scoping and in the RRLW Assment
Report

The Dillon Field Manager must also determine if the selected alternative is a major
Federal Action that significantly affects the quality of the human environment. If he
determines that it is, then an EIS must be prepared befoRRh®/ Management Plan
can proceed.
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Implementation of the Decisions resag) from this EA will begin i2008. However,

revised grazing rotations and/or range improvement projects associated with these plans
may takeup tofive yearsand are subject to budgeirstraints.Due to thdogistical

constraints involved with vegetative treatments emmiplexity of the forestry products
marketand timber vale, vegéative treatmentmay take up to ten years to complete.

The new plans will be developed and implemdnteconsultation and coordination with

the affected permittees, the agencies having lands or managing resources within the area
and other interested parties. As with all similar BLM decisions, affected paifliésve

an opportunity to protest and/go@eal these decisions.

1.6 Applicable Legal and Regulatory Requirements
. Title 43, Code of Federal Regulation, Part 4100
. Taylor Grazing Act of June 30, 1934, as amended
. Sikes Act of 1960, as amended (Habitat improvement on Public Land)
. National Historic Peservation 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 &hagement Act of 1976 (FLPMA)
. Fishery Conservation and Management Act of 1976
« Clean Water Act of 1977
. Public Rangelands Improvement Act of October 25, 1978
« Fish and Wildlife Improvement Act of 1978
. State of Montan&treanside Management Zone Law of Jul§Qil
. National Fire Plan of 2000
. Healthy Forests Initiative of 2002
. Healthy Forests Restoration Act of 2003
. Dillon Resource Management Plan of 2006

1.7 Coordination Requirements

According to 43 CFR subparts 4110, 4120, 4130 and 4160, coordination requgeme
include 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 ResourceAdvisory Council.

Al nt er e st and angndildual, group on erganization 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
allotments or hasubmitted written comments to the Authorized Officer regarding the
management of livestock grazing on a specific allotment.

Following theRRLW WatershedAssessment Report and Determination of Standards,
BLM met with other federal agencies, state agen@ermittees and the interested public
while developinglternative forthis EA. A full list of persons and agencies consulted is
shownin Chapter 5.
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2.0 Description of Alternatives

This chapter describes the alternative development process, alesratnsidered but
eliminated from further analysis, and alternatives that will be carried forward and fully
analyzed. At least three management alternatives will be fully analyzed: the No Action
Alternative (continuation of current management) and twiomaetiternatives. In some
allotments more than three alternatives may be considered. Various combinations of
tools, allowable use levels, grazing strategies and projects were discussed at length and
carefully considered during scoping and during the tdation of the alternatives by the

IDT.

2.1 Process Used to Formulate Alternatives

The development of management alternatives for the RRLW was guided by provisions of
FLPMA, NEPA, and the planning criteria listed in Chapter 1. Other laws and BLM

plannirg regulations and policy also directed alternative considerations and focused the
alternatives on appropriate watershedel decisions. Chapter 1 discusses the driving

issues and resource concerns considered during alternative development. The Affected
Environment (Chapter 3) discusses resource concerns and other factors considered during
alternative development.

Priority areas for forest health treatments (commercial harvest) within the RiRe.W
identified in Alternative B.If this alternative is set#ed, mplementation of treatments

will require coordination with private landowners to provide access and additional field
work to determine unit boundaries and road locatiGugpplemental NEPA
documentation will be required to analyze site specifiaildedf forest health treatments
prior to implementation

2.2 Alternatives Considered but Eliminated from Further Analysis
Analysis of alternatives that would not matansiderablgrogress towards meeting the
objectives of the proposed action or altérres not consistent with the intent of current
BLM legal and regulatory requirements or policy are not carried through. Alternatives
proposing exclusive production or protection of one resource at the expense of other
resources were not considered. FLAMandates the BLM to manage public lands for
multiple use and sustained yield. This eliminates alternatives such as closing all public
land to livestock grazing or oil and gas leasing, or managing only for wildlife values at
the exclusion of other congdations. In addition, resource conditions do not warrant
watershed arewide prohibitions of any particular use. Each alternative considered in
this EA allows for some level of support, protection, and/or use of all resources present in
the planning a@

2.2.1 Elimination of Livestock Grazing

Eliminating livestock grazing from all BLMwdministered lands in the watershed was
considered but eliminated from detailed study because it does not meet the pacpbose
need of this EA and it was previouslyadyzed in the Mountain Foothills EIS (March
1980). The recently updated and approved Dillon RMP iden&ibg¥2acres of public

land in theRRLW as open for grazing, sonaatershed widd No Gr azi ngo altern
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would not be cosistent with the Dillon RIP, would not meet the objectives for this
planningeffort, andis not consistent with the intent of other applicable acts, laws, and
policies.

2.2.2 Creating a Reference Area for the Unleased BLM acres.

Both creating a Reference Area and eliminatimgstock grazing from the entire 154
acres of unleased BLMMdministeredands were considered, but eliminated from detailed
study. A fenced railroad right of way currently encloses 107 of the 154 BLM
administered acres. In order to achieve either okth#srnatives about one mile of
additional fence would be necessary to control livestock from adjacent private land
pastures from entering the BLM acres of uleased land Furthermore, cattle that graze
on private land adjacent to these unleased a&esnd on the water source found on
BLM. Because reaches 942 and 943 that flow through this unleased land tract were rated
as PFC by the IDT, it seems unnecessary to restrict livestock from grazing from all the
acres found within this small BLM tract.

2.2.3 Extend the Season of Use on the Ellis Peak and Morrison Creek Allotments
Expandinghe season of use from JuneoSeptember 15 on the Ellis Peak and Morrison

Creek allotmentsvas considered but elimiretfrom detailed study Up to 206 cow/calf

pars would havebeen grazed with for up to 60 days annually. Total time spent and

AUMs harvested in each pasture/allotment would not exceed the time/AUMs described

in Alternatives B, C & D. While this alternative has merit and would increase
managementéxibility, itdoesnot f it t he current permitteeds
alternative may be revisited and analyzed at a future date.

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 fi#? allotments determineid be
meeting Land Health Standards, had no identified site specific concerns related to
current management and needed no changes to facilitate improved management.

These allotmestinclude:

1. Allotment E 7. Seybold NorAMP

2. Norris Canyon 8. Truax Creek

3. North McKnight 9. Snowline Isolated Tracts
4. Radio TV 10. Straight Creek

5. Roe 11. Clark Canyon Isolated
6. Seybold Individual 12. Roe Wets

Term permits for other allotments may be modified as analyzed in this document.
. Temporary electric fence, livestock supplement placelfsait, protein block)

riding, and herding are encouraged and if warranted, may be required as a means
of improving livestock distribution in all alternatives. When used, livestock
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supplement should be placed on ridges or terracdat least ¥z mile from the
nearest livestock water source.

« Construct new boundary fence in the Clark Canyon Allotment in the Dry Gulch
and StateBuck Pastures.

Recreation Management

. Special Recreation Permits will continue to be considered on dygasese basis
with the exception of big game hunting. Outfitted big game hunting will continue
to be limited to existing permits and usedswill be based on historical use
levels. Opportunities fdsig game hunting, wildlife viewing, horseback riding,
and other backcountry recreatiail be maintained.Dispersed recreational
activities will continue to be managed consistent with otbsource 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 white arrow symbol 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 the extent possible (made uneatide), 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 impacts or user conflicts.

Spedal 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 actilitiase plants

are found in the course of the botanical sunadyerse impacts will be mitigated through

project abandonment or redesighctivities that disturb mineral soil (such as blading,
trenching, ripping, etc.) wonodét be all owed w
status plants.

Noxious Weeds
« Management of noxious weeds will continue in cooperation Badwerhead
County, federal and state agencies, private landowners and other partners.
« Allinvasive species on the Montana state noxious weed list will be trasted
resources allow
. Areas wheradjacentandowner support and cooperation is the highdsts
given the highest priority for treatment.

Wilderness
Manage théell-Limekiln CanyonWSA in accordance with the Interim Management
Policyfor Lands Under Wilderness Revie(BLM Handbook 850-1).
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Cultural Resources

As required by Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act, a Class llI
cultural resource inventory is required prior to the implementation of any
proposed range or habitat improvement projects. Should signiGchuatal
resources be identified, adverse impacts will be mitigated through project
abandonment or redesign. Care will be taken to avoid and protect significant
cultural resources and any standing structures during the course of any proposed
prescribed fie treatments. In addition, personnel from the BLM should be
notified of the presence and location of any cultural resources if encountered by
contractors or permittees during the course of operations on public lands.
Conduct a more detailed assessmetihethistoric dump located in the vicinity of
Junction Creek, Reach 933 (NW and NE ¥, NW %4, Section 15, T14S, R8W).
The assessment would survey the content and dimensions of the dump to
determine its nature and extent. Some or the entire dump woulthbead

based upon presence of hazardous materials and contamination risk to
groundwater and surface water quality.

Monitoring

Under all alternatives, resource monitoring will be conducted to measure progress
toward meeting sitgpecific objectives. Motoring will be done according to the
monitoring plan shown a&ppendixB.

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

Management)

No Action is defined as theontinuation of currentnanagementThis alternative will be
analyzel to serve as baseline information for the Authorized Officer to make a reasoned

and informed decisiorselection of the No Action Alternative may not be in
conformance with the Dillon RMP.

Livestock Grazing Management

Underthe No ActionAlternative,livestock management would continue as per the
currentTerms and Conditions all 25 grazing allotmentsNo new range improvement
projects would be catructed.

Table3: Livestock grazing allocation and management within the RRLW

ALLOTMENT
NI, SEASON OF GRAZING BLM BLM OTHER
N USE SYSTEM | AUMS | ACRES | OWNERSHIP | TOTALACRES
CATEGORY
*Allotment E
4/01-1/24
10149 (C) Season Long 59 1537 0 1537
Bell Canyon 5/15i 9/30
20193 (I) I Season Long 640 7095 3241 10336
Cedar Creek " Spring
5/1571 6/30
10124 (1) I Rotation 309 4708 457 5165
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ALLOTMENT

NAME
! SEASON OF GRAZING BLM BLM OTHER
NUANIL%ER USE SYSTEM AUMS ACRES | OWNERSHIP UOUL ACRES
CATEGORY
Clark Canyon Deferred
30002 (1) 5/15- 10/15 Rotation 1519 8526 8006 16532
Clark Canyon .
s0. 20206y ©) 5/15i 12/31 | SeasonLong| 15 140 530 670
Ellis Peak . Deferred
10126 (1) 6/0171 9/15 Rotation 567 3252 2542 5794
*Hildr eth
Livestock 5/15'11/30 Season Long 104 290 0 290
10127(C)
Lima Peaks . .
30270 (M) 7/117 10/15 Rest Rotation 236 1543 9302 10845
*Little Shee .
10625 (C)p 5/151 12/31 | Seasonlong| 8 121 0 121
North
McKnight 5/107 11/16 Season Long 61 682 0 682
20746 (1)
Norris Canyon | /011 6712 Deferred 108 317 319 636
20109(M) | 19/067 11/11 | Rotation
Phalarope Wes{ 3/017 5/01 )
202008 © e aas | RestRotation| 75 1029 1274 2303
Radio T.V. . Deferred
00150 (M) 10/017 11/30 Rotation 413 1822 2036 3858
Roe 20727 (M) | 7/01i 10/15 | Rest Rotation| 351 2557 2667 5224
*Roe Isolated .
20729 (C) 6/011 2/28 Season Long 12 80 0 80
Roe West Earl
Pasture 20728| 4/107 5/10 arly Season| g4 5972 696 6668
(M) Rest Rotation
* Id Ind. .
%%%%%1&” 5/0171 11/30 | Seamon Long 7 162 0 162
*Seybold N .
AM?Dy28187(Z(HZ) 5/017 11/30 | Season Long 6 80 80 160
Shoshone Cove . Spring
20192 (M) 5/1571 6/30 Rotation 170 1655 1110 2765
S line AMP .
" 20029 0 6/067 10/21 | Rest Rotation| 1989 9427 10909 20336
*Snowline
AMP Cust. 6/17 10/31 Season Long| 632 1440 0 1440
20607 (C)
*Snowline Iso.
Tracts 20719 6/17 10/31 Season Long 164 350 0 350
©
*Straight Creek
Non-AMP 5/157 12/31 Season Long 98 1084 0 1084
10697 (C)
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ALLOTMENT
NAME
X SEASON OF GRAZING BLM BLM OTHER
NUAN,L%ER USE SYSTEM AUMS ACRES | OWNERSHIP TOIAL ACiRES
CATEGORY
*Truax Creek .
20642 (C) 7/17 111 Season Long 77 377 0 378
Williams 201951 gq; g3 Spring 230 1626 1706 3332
0] Rotation
Totals 9,036 55,872 44,875 100,747
*The ACO cat e gmadeyup afMostipprivatelynawsed land with small dedscattered amounts of

BLM administered land. This table does abways reflect theorrectnumber of private land acres owned within these

iCo

all ot ments.

Underthe No Action Aternative, all othecurrently authorizedctivities(recreation
permits, mineral development, etc.) would continue as permidedvegetéion
treatments would be completed under the No Action Alternative.

2.3.3 Features Common toAction Alternatives (B; C and D where applicable)
Livestock Management

« AUMSs reduced from current active use would be held in suspendedseoon
the revised TernGrazing Permits.
. Annual utilization guidelines on cool season bunch grasses would be 50% (to

maintain plant health/vigor) OR when livestock use on sedges averages 4 inches
along the greenline (to prevent excessive trailing along streams) streams. These
annual use guidelines would be applicable to all allotments included in the RRLW
as a tool to help determine moves between pastures and in conjunction with long

term trend data to determine management effectiveness.
« Maintain 107 of the 154 acres of unleagd\ land located near Snowline
allotment as unleased, where only periodic livestock trailing would be allowed in
upland habita(See Appendix A, Map 2 for unleased tract locatioNp cattle
grazing or trailing would be allowed in riparian areas of thleased BLM land.

The 107 acres are currently fenced in the railroad right of way and unavailable to

livestock grazing.

Prescribed Fire

« A burn plan would be prepared and appropgdr to implementatiorf
prescribed burningActual prescribed burn unboundariesvithin the unit
boundaies shown on individual allotment maps in Appendiwaéuld be
determined duringreparation ofhe prescribed burn plan. If a need arises to

adjust unit bound#es beyond those identifiedupplementdNEPA

documentatio would becompletd.

. One season of rest from livestock grazing may be needed prior to prescribed
burning to allow sufficient fine fuels (grasses) to ensure a successful burn.
Generally, two growing seasons of rest will be required following burn$oww al
re-growth and reestablishment of vegetation in the treated areas.
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Units would be burned as fuel and weather conditions allow. Fire managers
would coordinate the timing of prescribed fire treatments (seasonally) and the
area treated per year to nmmke public resource use conflicts.

The implementation of prescribed fire tne&nts would occur over the next ten
years.

Riparian Vegetation Treatments

Seeding with native upland or riparian species may be completed following
juniper removal alongparian 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 streaamd would includenechanical anfdr chemicaltreatment
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 tremsvelpar Lapplied to the foliage

of smaler trees Spike 20P and Spike 80 DF would not be used where the ground
water is less thafive feet below the surface and Tordon 22K would not be used
below the high water mark or where there is standing water. Velpar L can be
used up to the waterods edge

Post treatment managemshbuld include a minimum of two growing seasons of
rest from livestock use to allow vegetative response from existing or seeded
understory vegetation. Other tools, suclo@esnting and leaving the felled

juniper, temporary fecing or hot tape may be used to allow the appropriate rest.
Effectiveness monitoring would be established in each treatmen®ppiefdix

B). Monitoring would be used to determine if additional rest is necessary to meet
objectives on specific units.

Noxious Weeds

Any new noxious weed infestations would be targetegfompteradication

before they havachance to geawell established.

Seed head weevijlsoot boring weevils, and root boring mothgyuid be released
as biological controls on larger adtations of spotted knapwetedreduce the
competitiveness and help control spread of knapweed.

Helicopter spraying would be used in conjunction with ground treatrretite

area around Bell Canyon as shown in the allotment project map in Appendix A.
Aerial spraying would only be used in areas that have been inventoried for special
status species and all concerns have been mitigated.

Pre and postreatment weed inventory/control would be completed for all conifer
treatments units (mechanical and/or prigsd fire).

Water Developments

Existing Projects

Evaluate the existing spring developmethest have not already been evaludted
determine ecological function, flow, and condition of infrastructure prior to moving
forward with new proposals for waatdevelopmentsThe BLM would document all
findingsand tke the following actions:
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Record flows, ecological function and infrastructure condition for spring
developments which are meeting all objectives as described above.

Expand exclosures where thag #ound 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 ecological function has been
negatively impacted by authzed uses.

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

Proposed Projects

All applicable State and Federadriits 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, wolddfenced to exclude livestock use on

all developed springs. Adequate water would be left at the spring source to
maintainwetland hydrology, hydric soils, and hydric vegetatiéiow

measurements would be gathered at springs proposed for new developmen
Springs that have inadequate flows to provide a reliable water source for
authorized livestock while maintaining existing wetland/riparian habitat would

not be developed.

Wildlife escape ramps would be installed ineadlsting and newvater troughs.

No new roads would be authorized as a result of water developniersit

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) ditwal cleaned up and
removed when springs aredeveloped or maintained.

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

Fences

Any new or replacement boundary fencemud typically be a 4wire fence and
any new interior (pasture) fences would normally consist of 3 wifesice
corstruction would bein conformance with BLM Fencing Handbook1H41-1.
Existing BLM fences that impede wildlife movemenwid be modified or
rebuilt to BLM specifications on a prioritized schedule

2.3.4 Description of Alternative B

This alternative would include adjustments to grazing management, addition afratruct
range improvement projects, and/or vegetative treatsnon allotments withithe

RRLW. Thel5allotmentsand one unleased traotluded in Alternative B are

1. Bell Canyon 9. Shoshone Cove
2. Clark Canyon 10. Snowline AMP
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3. Cedar Creek 11. Snowline AMP Custodial

4. Ellis Peak 12. Williams

5. Hildreth Livestock 13. Clark Canyon Isolated

6. Little Sheep 14. Lima Peaks

7. Phalarope West 15. Roe West

8. Roe Isolated 16. 154 Acres of Unleased BLM land

The following 12 allotments had no concerns related to livestadrgy: Allotment E,
Norris Canyon, North McKnight, Radio TV, Roe, Seybold Individual, Seybold Non
AMP, Truax Creek, Snowline Isolated Tracts, Straight Cr€ékk Canyon Isolatednd
Roe West These allotments woultbntinue to be maged as describechder

Alternative A (Section 2.3.2), with the addition of the allowable use guidelines defined
above undeFeature<Common toAll A ction AlternativegSection 2.3.3) The proposed
projects are shown on individual Allotment Maps in Appendix A

Livestock Management
This section inkudes livestock managemeamstisions and structural projects. The

percent public |l and is not included for cust
allotments are > 90% privately owned land where one or more small discontiraaiss t
of BLM land are found.
Clark Canyon #30002
Management
Number & Kind of Livestock Season of Use % Public Land AUMs
400 Cattle May 151 Oct15 35 1063
400 Cattle May 157 Oct15 15 456
. Atenyear,11 pastureestrotation systemvould be usedThese pastures are
divided into spring/summer units asdmmerfall grazing units.
. Cattle would be kept in the spring/summer unit for an additidived daysand
five days shorter in thiall pastures.
. TheSpring/Summegrazingrotation would be as fldws:
Pasture
vear Mcl\\;lve enscgmy Mcl\:/llgglc?my Dry Gulch Mcl\I/?:ritony Horse Creek State Buck
1 May 15- July 7 REST REST REST
2 REST REST | REST May 15- July 7 REST
3 REST May 15- July 7 REST REST May 15- July 7
4 | May15-July 7 REST REST REST May 15- July 7 REST
5 REST May 15- July 7 REST May 15- July 7 REST May 15- July 7
6 May 15- July 7 REST May 15- July 7 REST REST May 15- July 7
7 REST REST REST May 15-July 7 | May 15-July 7 REST
8 REST May 15- July 7 REST REST May 15- July 7
9 May 15- July 7 REST REST REST May 15- July 7 REST
10 REST REST REST REST May 15- July 7 REST
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The Summer/Fall grazing rotation would be as follows:

Pasture
vear Horse Mountain | Clark Canyon #2 | Clark Canyon #3 | Clark Canyon #4 | Clark Canyon #1
1 July 81 July 30 July31i Aug29 | Aug30i Septl4 Sept 51 Octl Oct2i Oct15
2 Oct271 Oct15 Sept b1 Octl | Aug30i Septld | July31li Aug29 July 87 July 30

r0|ec ts(SeeMap 3, Appendix A)

Developanew livestockpipeline system on BLM and igate land (T9S, R10W
Section 29) to better distribute livestock in the WdsMenomy Pasture
. Developanew spring with trough o8tate land$ection 36, T9S, R10Wn the

Horse Mountain Pasture.

« Develop a spring in the S¥2NW¥4 Section 31, T9S, ROW to anigH@se
Mountain Spring #1 (#470713), in the Horse Mountain Pasture of the Clark
Canyon allotment, and to provide livestock water in the Clark Canyon pasture of
Gallagher Mountain AMP #30013 allotment. The project would include burying
up to ¥ mile of gpe and installing a new water trough. Water would be
controlled with a float system. A livestock exclosure would be constructed
around the spring source. (Gallagher Mountain AMP is within the Beaverhead

West Watershed).

. Replace dilapidated pipeline (TR0R10W, Section 9 and 10) to provide water in
underutilized portion oHorse Creek and State Buplsture.
« Replace dilapidated pipeline on private lai®k¢tion 12T10S, R10VY to provide
water in underutilized portion of Clark Canyon #1 pasture.
. If feasible, develop off site water from reach 930sadtion 7T10S, R9W) and
pipe to a nearby trough Clark Canyon #1 pasture
. Replace the 1/4 mile of wildlife barrier woven wire fence founsection 8
T10S, R9W and 2 miles found in sections 9 and 4.

Clark Canyon Isolated# 2206
Management

Number & Kind of Livestock Season of Use AUMSs
2 Cattle May 151 Dec 31 15
Phalarope West # 30204
Management
Number & Kind of Livestock Season of Use % Public Land AUMs
40 Cattle Oct 17 Apr 30 45 75

Projects(SeeMap 4, Appendix A)

« Install a wildlife guzzler in T14S, R8W, Section 12 or 14 and build a fence to

exclude livestock.

Roe West# 20728
Management

Number & Kind of Livestock

Season of Use

% Public Land

AUMs

1164Cattle

Apr 107 May 10

100

1186
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Projects(SeeMap 5, Appendix A)
« Aerially treat up to 200 acres of spotted knapweed within the Roe West and Bell
Canyon Allotments.

Roelsolated # 20729

Management
Number & Kind of Livestock Season of Use % Public Land AUMSs
2 Bison May 157 Feb 28 95 12

Projects(SeeMap 6, Appendix A)
. Construct &-wire high tensile electric fende exclude livestock from reach 987
Fence would be let down during the year except when bison are in the pasture.

Snowline AMP Allotment # 30029

Management

Number & Kind of Liv estock Season of Use % Public Land AUMs
1044 Cattle June 6 Oct 21 42 1989

« Dutch Hollow Pastures
o Mitigate unauthorized livestock uf®m adjacentUnited States Forest
Service Permit by increasing compliance cheaid by inspecting and
maintaining boadary fences
o Increase riding in riparian areas during grazing period.
o Salting locations must be at least ¥4 mile from any riparaa.

Projects(SeeMap 4, Appendix A)

« Move trough fed by Dutch Hollow Spring in SE ¥4 of Section 35 to the NE ¥ of
Section 3 in Dutch Hollow Pasture

« Repair lower portion of pipeline that is nfumctionalin Dutch Hollow Pasture

. Construct a 3nile pipeline with multiple troughs on State, private and BLM
administeredand in Sections 4, 5, 8 and 17, TI&W in Pasture #6Pipeline
would be funded by NRCS, BLM, and private landowner.

. Modify/replacefencesin T14S, R8W sections 23, 24, and 85BLM
spedfications.

. Treat up to 200 acres of cheatgrass in the Dutch Hollow Pasture in T14S, R8W
Section 35.

Snowline AMP Custodal # 20607
Management

Number & Kind of Livestock Year Season of Use AUMSs
1 Sept 15 Oct 31
126 Cattle 5 June T Oct 31 632

. Livestock grazing would be authorized for up to 15 days annually iBithe
Beaver Creelpasture.
. Permittee wuld eliminatetrailing livestockin the Big Beaver Creek pasture
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along riparian reach 946.

Ellis Peak #10126

Management
Number & Kind of Livestock Season of Use % Public Land AUMSs
206 Cattle June Ii July 31 310

* The airport pasture would be billed @ 75% [icband and the east side pasture would be billed @ 50%

public land

. The Ellis Peak allotment would be grazed with up to 206 cow/calf pairs under a

two treatment deferredbtation grazing system for up to twonths annually.

The Law Creek riparian pastwuld be closed to all livestock grazing.
Pasture
Year Airport East Side Law Creek
FS/BLM/PVT Riparian
1 June 1 June 21 June 22 July 31 CLOSED
2 July 107 July 31 June 1i July 10 CLOSED
3 June I June 21 June 227 July 31 CLOSED

Pr0|ect (SeeMap 7, Appendix A)

Removedams, dikes and old spring boxes and pipe on stream reach 721 and wet
meadow 735

. Replacethtiomest ead Fence #470261 (113 -miles 26
strands of barbed wire) with 1% miles e$#tand barbed wire builo BLM
wildlife specifications.

« Construct the.aw Creek ripariaexclosurewith four miles of new fence (Two
miles of 4strand barbed wire &vo miles of 3strand barbed wire).

« Repair he 2track road (the designated route) through the airport pasttire
rock &/or gravel where washing has occurred in the vicinity of stream reaches
719, 720, and 795.

Hildreth Livestock #10127
Management
Number & Kind of Livestock Season of Use % Public Land AUMs
19 Cattle June 15 Nov 30 100 104
. Livestock would be grmitted to graze within the listed seasons provided that at
|l east 40 of sedge stubble height remains
of key forage grasses on upland sites (bluebunch wheatgrass and Idaho fescue)

would be limited to 50% orlessbfh e current year 6s growth.
Williams #20195, Shoshone Cove #20192, and Cedar Creek #20621
Management
Allotment Number & Kind of Livestock Season of Use | % Public Land | AUMs
Williams 52 Cattle June 15 Oct 31 97 230
Shoshone Covs 72 Cattle June 15 Oct31 50 164
Cedar Creek 67 Cattle June 15 Oct 31 100 306

. The Williams,Shoshone Cove and Cedar Creek allotments would be grazed with
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up to 250 cow/calf pairs under a spring, fall, rest, grazing schedule for up to 45
days annuallyas follows:

Year _ Allotm ent
Williams Shoshone Cove Cedar Creek
1 June 571 June30 Oct 17 Oct 31 REST
2 Oct 17 Oct 29 REST June 15 June 30
3 REST June 15 June 30 Oct 17 Oct 31

Projects(SeeMap 8, Appendix A)
« Cedar Creek Allotment:
o Constructhe Spring Gulch ripaanexclosurewith % mile of 4strand
barted wire fence.

Features &/or Projects Common to Alternatives B, C &iaddition to those listed
above)
. Williams Allotment

o Pipe vater from a private well to the existing tank in section 32 and to a

new 10 fiberglassitand in the saddle in section B10S, R10W.
« Cedar Creek Allotment:

o Abandon theCedar Hill Spring (project number 47673R8emoveold
springbox and tanks associated with the spring developntenutect the
reclaimed spring source with jaékrail fence f natural freeflowing
water and associated riparian and wet meadow habitat can be restored
during salvage operations.

o Constructhe Celar Creek riparian exclosure with %2 mile es#and
barked wire fence.

Bell Canyon #20193
Management
Number & Kind of Livestock Season of Use % Public Land AUMs
250 Cattle May 157 Sept 30 56 640
. The allotment would be grazed with up to 250 cow/calf pairs under a four
treatment deferredbtation grazing system for a maximum of 640 AUMs. The
rotation showndr years 1, 2, 3 and 4 would be repeated beginning in year 5.

vear Pasture . :
North Flats South Flats Hills Pasture Mountain Pasture
1 May 157 June 14 June 15 July 14 July 157 Aug 28 | Aug 297 Sept 30
2 June 15 July 14 May 157 June 14 | Aug 171 Sept30 | July 157 Aug 16
3 May 157 June 14 June 15 July 14 July 157 Aug 28 | Aug 297 Sept 30
4 June 15 July 14 May 151 June 14 | Aug 177 Sept 30| July 151 Aug 16

Projects(SeeMap 5, Appendix A)

Enclose lhe spring sources and at least 300 feet ai@at®d spring brook on

riparian reaches 900, 902, 931 and @& 4-strand barbed wire fence. This
would creatdour new ripariarexclosure and would require ¥1 mile of fence.
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Features &/or Projects Common to Alternati@&C (in addition to thoséisted above)
« Rebuild gproximately 1¥ mile of 4trand barbed wire fence between the north
and south flats pastures (+ % mile would be on BLM in section 21; T11S, R10W).
« Pipevater to a 106 round fiberglass trough
wells in either section 15 or 22 (T11S, R10W). Well selection and final pipeline
location and design would be determined by BLM engineering staff.
« Build gpproximately ¥2mile of 3-strand barbed wire fence in section 24 (T11S,
R11W) to create the Mountain Ra® (upper Bell Canyon). The middle 20 rods
woul d be designed as fl et downo fence to
« Close and rehabilitatéa¢ jeep trail in the NW¥4 of section 20 and SW¥%. of section
17 (T11S, R10W).Reroute ttaffic along the Arack appraimately %2 mile east
which isdesignated as an open road.
. Aerially treat up to 100 acres of cheatgrass.
. Aerially treat up to 200 acres of spotted knapweed within Bell Canyon and Roe
West Allotments.

Li ma Peaks#30270

Management
Number & Kind of Livestock Season of Use % Public Land AUMSs
264 Cattle July 117 Oct 15 28 236

. All use would be in accordance with the BeaverkadrlodgeNational Forest
Lima Peaks allotment management plan

Little Sheep #10622

Management

Number & Kind of Livestock Season of We % Public Land AUMs
2 Cattle June 15 Oct 20 100 8

Projects(SeeMap 9, Appendix A)
. Constructhe Little Sheep Creek ripariaxclosurewith about’z mile of 4-strand
barbed wire fence.

154 Acres of Unleased BLM land
Management
« Incorporate 47 acred anleased BLM land located near the Snowline Allotment
into the newly created Pinetop Hill Allotment #03192.
. Authorized grazing use for the Pinetop Hill Allotment would be as follows:
Number & Kind of Livestock Season of Use AUMs
2 Cattle June 2 Sept29 7

Conifer Treatments

Alternative B would implement mechanical treatments (commercial and/er non
commercial), prescribed fire treatments, and/or chemical treatments in 12 units within the
RRLW to improve forest health and reduce conifer encroachmint i
sagebrush/grasslands, forest meadows/openings, aspen and riparian areas.
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In areas ofuipland conifeencroachment, a combination of prescribed fire and/or non
commercial mechanical methods would be used with the goal of killing/removing 60% or
more of onifers less than 30 feet tall that are encroaching into sagebrush/grasslands,
forest openings and/or aspen clones. Where conifers are encroaching into
sagebrush/grasslands, an emphasis would be placed on maintaining 50% of the mature
sagebrush cover ondaainage basis. Where conifers are encroaching into aspen, some
conifers (generally taller than 30 feet) may be cut and left on site to protect aspen sprouts
from browsing.

Up t0 1,685 acres in the Clark Canyon Allotment would be proposed for catraher

harvest treatment under Alternative B (See Map 3). Specific unit boundaries, road
locations, and silvicultural prescriptions within the boundaridgrofs Clark Canyon 1

and 2 would be determined and analyzed in subsequent NEPA document(s).ashe are
identified for commercial harvest treatment are composed of printzwilglasfir with
intermixed subalpine fir, Engelmann spruce, and aspen. Silvicultural prescriptions would
be further refined in subsequent analysis, but would thayeestand remeal of

dead/dying trees, arftarvest of conifers in and around aspen stahtigsvest treatments
would aim to restore the structural diversity that occurred within the historical fire
regimes. Treatments would include selective thinning arstiiadl patcrcuts(up to 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 pravildéfe screening cover

and reduce sighting distances.

Cable and/or helicopter yarding would be consideredgionswith slopes greater than
45%,areas with soil instabilitgoncerns, and/grlaces withroad construction limitations.
Tractor yardingvould also be considered where feasillfanarket conditions permit,
biomass material may be removed from within commercial harvest unitsci&uiffi
residual biomass materiafould be left on site to maintain nutrient recycling and
desirable micresite conditions. Residual slasimaybe burned within thregears
following the completion of harvest operations.

In Clark Canyon Isolated and Clark Canyon allotments, BLM woult &te8 miles (3

acres) of riparian habitat to reduce/remove Rocky Monfuaiper and to restore
deciduous woody and herbaceous species on the lower ré826e9828 and 93mf

Clark Canyon Creek. The goal would be to treat (kill or remove) all juniper trees within
the riparian zone. Depending on the treatment type aseage of 80 95% control

would be considered successful.

Table 4 outlines the proposed units, objectives, treatment types and the affected

allotments under Alternative B. Unit locations and boundaries arensbiowndividual
allotment maps numb&; 5 and 11 in Appendix A.
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Table 4: Conifer Treatments, Alternative B

Unit Allotment Acres Objective(s)* UIREEHmE)!
Type(s)
. . Non-commercial
Bell 1+ Egﬁ \g/r? st Pasture & el 534 ito gaoegrLsL/ erarssla(ric mechanical
y 9 9 Prescribed fire
5 conifer e Non-commercial
Bell 2** Bell Canyon 423 into sacebrush/arassland mechanical
9 9 Prescribed fire
5 conifernte Non-commercial
Bell 3** Bell Canyon 242 . mechanical
into sagebrush/grassland : :
Prescribed fire
5 conifer e Non-commercial
Bell 4** | Bell Canyon 563 : mechanical
into sagebrush/grasslang . ,
Prescribed fire
N Commercial
C;:rlla;kn 1 Clark Canyon 620 )r/e eLe?ﬂgne st he harvest
y g Prescribed fire
N Commercial
Clark Clark Canyon 1065 |7 fo rest he harvest
Canyon 2 regeneration : .
Prescribed fire
Z conifer e | Non-commercial
East Fork | Lima Peaks 366 i nto aspen; | mechanical
regeneration Prescribed fire
Limekiln | Roe West Pasture & Bell 248 Z conifer e rl:l]zz-ﬁgrwglermal
*%* 1
1 Canyon into sagebrush/grasslang Prescribed fire
5 conifer e Non-commercial
Limekiln 2 | Bell Canyon 105 : mechanial
into sagebrush/grassland ) ,
Prescribed fire
Clark Canyon Isolated Z conifer e Non-commercial
R926 6 : L mechanical
(Reach 926) into riparian area S
Herbicide
Clark Canyon 10 Z conifer e Nor-commercial
R923 (Reach 928) into riparian area mechanical
P Herbicide
Clark Canvon Z conifer e|Noncommercial
R930 y 15 into mechanical
(Reach 930) L .
riparian area Herbicide
* Abbreviations: 9y=increase Z=decrease

** Includes BLM-administered and private lands

2.3.5 Description of Alternative C

Live

stock Managanent

Clark Canyon #30002

Management
Cattle would be kept in the spring/summer unit for an additional 5 days,

shortening the time the cattle are in soenmerfall pastures by five days.
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« Authorized season of use would be the sanmftasnativeB.

. Thespringlsummer grazing rotation would be the same as Alternative B.

. Thesummerfall grazing period would be a resitation grazing system. The
summerfall period would begin on July 8th and end October The
summer/fall grazing rotation would be adda/s:

Pasture
vear Horse Mountain | Clark Canyon #2 | Clark Canyon #3 | Clark Canyon #4 | Clark Canyon #1
1 July 87 Aug 2 Aug 371 Sept 2 REST Sept 2l Sept 28 | Sept 28 Oct 15
2 Sept 18 Oct 15 | Aug 201 Sept 17| Aug 37 Aug 19 July 87 Aug 2 REST

Projects (in addition to projects in Alternative B)
« Construct exclosure fence aroumgich 930

Snowline AMP Allotment #30029

Management
. Same ag\lternative B

Projects(in addition to projectm Alternative B)
« Construct exclosure fence aroursdiches 906ral 937

Snowline AMP Custodial #20607

Management
. Authorized grazing management would be the same as Alternative B.

Projects (Mapl0, AppendixA)
« Construct exclosure fence aroumgich 946

Roe West Allotment # 20728

Management

Number & Kind of Livesto ck
700 Cattle

% Public Land
100

AUMs
700

Season of Use
Apr 17 Dec 31

. Grazing management for Roe West would be as follows:

Year Pasture :
Low Pasture High Pasture
1 Graze for up to 21 day REST
2 REST Graze for up to 21 days

Ellis Peak #10126

Managenent
Allotment Number & Kind of Livestock Season of Use | % Public Land | AUMs
Ellis Peak 206 Cattle June 11 July 31 75 310
Morrison Creek 90 Cattle June i July 31 100 180
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Note: This alternative would require the permittee of the Ellis Peak allotmexijigre

the grazing privileges for the Morrison Creek allotment, either permanently or through a

base property lease.

. The Ellis Peak and Morrison Creek allotments would be grazed with up to 206
cow/calf pairs for up ttwo months annually. Livestock walibe permitted to

graze

within the f

ol | owi

ng | i

sted

seasons

height remains along Morrison Creek, Erickson Creek, Law Creek and their
tributaries. Utilization of key forage grasses on upland sites (bluebunch
wheagrass and Idaho fescue) would be limited to 50% or less of the current

year 0s

gr owt h.

« The Law Creek pasture of the Ellis Peak allotment would be rested for three
consecutive years. Beginning in year four each pasture would receivierygar
rest once evgrthree years.

Allotment Ellis Peak Morrison Creek
Pasture Airport Law Creek Morrison Erickson
Year 1 June 1i June 20 REST June 2T July 4 | July 57 July 31
Year 2 June 23 July 15 REST July 157 July 31| June 1i June 21
Year 3 July 1071 July 31 REST June 1- 17 June 18 July 9
Year 4 June 1 June 21 June 22 July 6 REST REST
Year 5 July 97 July 31 REST June 22 July 8 | June Ii June 21
Year 6 REST June 67 June 30 | July 177 July 31| July 17 July 16

Projects:

. Removedams, dikes and olgbeng boxes and pipen stream reach 721 and wet

meadow 735 Enclose he sources and associated ripasaa t | and habit at
down slope from each source wittstand barbedire fence. This would create
two new riparianwetlandexclosurs and would regjre approximately % mile of
fence.
« Replacethtiomest ead Fence # 470261 (113 miles
3-strands of barbed wire) with 1% miles e$##tand barbed wire built to BLM
wildlife specifications.
Williams #20195, Shoshone Cove #20192, aGedar Creek #20621
Management
Allotment Number & Kind of Livestock Season of Use | % Public Land | AUMs
Williams 136 Cattle May 97 June 30 97 230
Shoshone Cree 195 Cattle May 97 June 30 50 170
Cedar Creek 176 Cattle May 97 June 30 100 307

« The Williams, Shoshone Cove and Cedar Creek allotments would be grazed with
up to 250 cow/calf pairs under a three treatment (early spring, late spring, rest)

grazing schedule for up to 53 days annually. The rotation shown for years 1, 2 and

3 would be repeated bewjiing in year 4.
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Allotment

Year Williams Shoshone Cove Cedar Creek
1 May 971 June 5 June 6 June 30 REST
2 June 6 June 30 REST May 97 June 5
3 REST May 97 June 5 June 6 June 30

Bell Canyon #20193

Management
Number & Kind of Livestock Season bUse % Public Land AUMSs
250 Cattle May 151 Aug 19 56 446

« The allotment would be grazed with up to 250 cow/calf pairs under a four
treatment rotational rest grazing system for a maximum of 446 AUMBe
allotment is stocked with full numbers theaging season would be shortened to
stay within available AUMs while still resting one pasture annually.

Rotation with 174 cow/calf pairs:

vear Pasture : :
North Flats South Flats Hills Pasture Mountain Pasture
1 May 157 June 14 June 15 July 31 Aug 17 Sept 30 REST
2 June 15 July 31 May 151 June 14 REST Aug 11 Sept 30
3 May 157 June 30 REST Aug 157 Sept 30| July 17 Aug 14
4 REST May 157 June 30 July 17 Aug 14 Aug 157 Sept 30
Rotation with 250 cow/calf pairs:
Year Pasture . :
North Flats South Flats Hills Pasture Mountain Pasture
1 May 151 June 4 June 5 July 4 July 57 Aug 19 REST
2 June 17 July 9 May 157 June 10 REST July 107 Aug 19
3 May 157 June 4 REST July 11- Aug 19 June 5 July 10
4 REST May 157 June 4 June 5 July 15 | July167 Aug 19

Lima Peaks#30270
Management

Number & Kind of Livestock

Season of Use

% Public Land

AUMs

None

28

236

. If the current grazing lessee loses control of the grazing privileges on the Forest
Service Lima Peaks allotment, the BLM grazing peiges associated with the
Lima Peaks allotmemould becancelled. Any future livestock use would be
coordinated with th&eaverheadeerlodge\ational Forestand authorized
through theLima Peaks allotment management plan

154 Acres of Unleased BLM land

Management
« No livestock grazing

31




Projects(SeeMap 2, Appendix A)
« Construct ¥2 mile of fence to exclude 47 acres of unleased BLM land from
livestock grazing.

Conifer Treatments

Under Alternative C all of the conifer treatments proposed in Alternatiesdding the
commercial harvest in Clark Canyon 1 and 2 would be carried forward. Additional
upland conifer treatments are also proposed under Alternative C. Treatment descriptions
and objectives would be the same as described under Alternative B STainllines the
proposed units, objectives, treatment types and the affected allotments under Alternative
C. Unit locations and boundaries are shown on individual allotment maps in Appendix

A.

Table 5: Conifer Treatments, Alternative C

Unit Allotment Acres | Objective(s)* Treatment
) Type(s)
Bell 1** Roe West Pastureg 534 Z coni fer e Non-commercial
& Bell Canyon sagebrush/grasslands mechanical
Prescribed fire
Bell 2** Bell Canyon 423 Z conifer e Non-commercial
sagebrush/grasslands mechanical
Prescribed fire
Bell 3** Bell Canyon 242 Z conifer e Non-commercial
sagebrush/grasslands mechanical
Prescribed fire
Bell 4** Bell Canyon 563 Z conifer e Non-commercial
sagebrush/grasslands mechanical
Prescribed fire
Clark Clark Canyon 1351 |Z conifer e Non-commercial
Canyon3 aspen; Yy asp mechanical
Prescribed fire
Dutch Snowline AMP & | 128 Z conifer e Non-commercial
Hollow Lima Peaks aspen; § asp mechanical
Prescribed fire
East Fork | Lima Peaks 366 Z conifer e Non-commercial
aspen; y asp mechanical
Prescribed fire
Limekiln Roe West Pastureg 248 Z conifer e Non-commercial
1** & Bell Canyon sagebrush/grassids mechanical
Prescribed fire
Limekiln 2 | Bell Canyon 105 Z conifer e Non-commercial

sagebrush/grasslands

mechanical
Prescribed fire
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Unit Allotment Acres | Objective(s)* Treatment
: Type(s)
R928 Clark Canyon 10 Z conifer encr ogqNoncommercal
(Reach 928) area mechanical
Herbicide
R930 Clark Canyon 15 Z conifer encr og{Noncommercial
(Reach 930) area mechanical
Herbicide
* Abbreviations: 9Y=increase Z=decrease

** Includes BLM-administered and private lands

2.3.6 Description of Alternative D

Alternative D includes only the following five allotments gratentialprojects

found within the allotments.

Williams #20195, Shoshone Cove #20192, and Cedar Creek #20621

Management

Allotment Number & Kind of Livestock Season of Use | % Public Land | AUMs
Williams 160 Cattle June 1- July 15 97 230
Shoshone Cree 222 Cattle June 1- July 15 50 164
Cedar Creek 207 Cattle June 1- July 15 100 306

The Williams, Shoshone Cove and Cedar Creek allotments would be grazed with up to
250 cow/calf pairs wter a three treatment rasttation grazing system for up to 45 days
annually. The rotation shown for years 1, 2 and 3 would be repeated beginning in year 4.

Year _ Allotment
Williams Shoshone Cove Cedar Creek
1 June 1 June 20 June 27 July 15 REST
2 June 27 July 15 REST June 1i June 20
3 REST June 1 June 20 June 21 July 15

Bell Canyon #20193

Management
Number & Kind of Livestock Season of Use % Public Land AUMSs
250 Cattle May 157 Sept 15 571

« The allotment would be grazed with up @®02cow/calf pairs under a four
treatment deferredbtation grazing system for a maximum of 571 AUMs. The
Mountain Pasture (upper Bell Canyon) would be closed to all livestock grazing.
The rotation shown for years 1, 2, 3 and 4 would be repeated begimyear 5.

Year _Pasture :
North Flats South Flats Hills Pasture Ma c 6 s C| Mountain Pasture
1 May 157 June 14| June 15 July 14 | July 157 Aug 31 | Sept 1i Sept 15 CLOSED
2 June 15 July 14 | May 157 June 14| Aug 11 Sept 15 | July 15i July 31 CLOSED
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3 May 157 June 14| June 15 July 14 | July 15i Aug 31 | Sept 1i Sept 15 CLOSED
4 June 15 July 14 | May 157 June 14| Aug 11 Sept 15 | July 15i July 31 CLOSED
ProjectsCi n addition to those |isted under ACoOomMmM
- Build approximatelythreemiles of 3strand barbed wire fence in sections 11, 13
& 14 (T11S, R11W) to create the Macbés Cab

« Build gpproximately 1 mile of 3trand barbed wire fence between sections 24
(T11S, R11W) and 19 (T11S, R10W) in lieu of building the fenceatien 24
(T11S, R11W) to create the Mountain Pasture.

« Build an optional+ 1 mile of 3strand barbed wire fence between sections 15 and
16 (T11S, R11W) to isolate the State Pasture from the Mountain Pasture.

Ellis Peak #10126

Management
Allotment Number & Kind of Livestock Season of Use | % Public Land | AUMs
Ellis Peak 206 Cattle June 1- July 31 75 310
Morrison Creek 90 Cattle June 1- July 31 100 180

Note: This alternativdike Alternative Cwould require the permittee of the Ellis Peak
allotment toacquire the grazing privileges for the Morrison Creek allotment, either
permanently or through a base property lease.
. The Ellis Peak and Morrison Creek allotments would be grazed with up to 206
cow/calf pairs for up ttwo months annually. The Morrisoragture of the
Morrison Creek allotment and the Airport pasture of the Ellis Peak allotment
would be combined into one management unit. Livestock would be permitted to
graze within the following |isted seasons
height remains along Morrison Creek, Erickson Creek, Law Creek and their
tributaries. Utilization of key forage grasses on upland sites (bluebunch
wheatgrass and Idaho fescue) would be limited to 50% or less of the current
year 6s growt h.
. The Law Creek pastarof the Ellis Peak allotment would be rested for three
consecutive years. Beginning in yéaur each pasture would receive ydang
rest once every three years. The rotation shown for years 4, 5 and 6 would be
repeated beginning in year 7.

Allotment Ellis Peak Morrison Creek
Pasture Law Creek Airport Morrison Erickson
Year 1 REST June 1 July 10 July 117 July 31
Year 2 REST June 22 July 31 June 1i June 21
Year 3 REST June 1i July 10 July 117 July 31
Year 4 June 28 July 12 REST June 1 June 27
Year 5 REST June 1i July 4 July 57 July 31
Year 6 June 67 June 30 July 17 July 31 REST
Projects:

« Removedams, dikes and old spring boxes and pipe on stream reach 721 and wet

meadow 735.Enclose he sources and associated rigav e t | an d

habi

down slope from each source witlts#and baved wire fence. This would create
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two new riparianwetlandexclosure and would require approximately ¥2 mile of

fence.

. Capture water at the lower end of the spring brooks associatedeathes 721

and

735 i

nsi de

t he

excl

osur e

fence

the fence. Design the developments as open systems and direct all overflows
back into the natural drainage downstream from the stock tanks. Remeove t
northwest % mile of Homestead Fence # 470B&lveen the Morrison pasture of

the Morrison Creek allotment and the Airport pasture of the Ellis Peak allotment.

Replacehe remaining 1 mile of Homestead Fence with 1 mile-stirdnd barbed

wire built to BLM wildlife specifications.

. Optional / Conditional if the Ellis Peak allotment permittee loses control of the
grazing privileges for the Morrison Cre@kiotment or if resource conditions start
to decling reconstructhe northwest % mile of Homestead Fence td/BAildlife
specifications.

2.4 Summary Comparison of Alternative Actions

Table 6: Comparison of Conifer Treatments

Conifer Treatment Method Alternative A Alternative B Alternative C
Non—commerc_lal m_echanlca 0 2481 3960
and/or prescribed fire

Comm'ercal _harvest and 0 1685* 0
prescribed fire

Non-commercial mechanica

and/or chemical treatment 0 31 25
(Riparian)

TOTAL 0 4197 3985

*Would require additional sitgpecific NEPA documentation

Table 7: Comparison of Livestock Management, Projects & \atigat Treatments
Summarized by Grazing Allotments

Clark Canyon
# 20489

Alternative A

Alternative B

Alternative C

Alternative D

Permitted Season
of Use

5/15 to 10/15

Livestock
Numbers

650 cattle

400 cattle

Active BLM
AUMs

1519

935

(584 suspended)

No Alternative D
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+ Restrotation in 6
Springpastures
« Deferredrotation

Restrotation in
Spring pastures
Deferredrotation

Restrotation in 6
Springpastures
Restrotation in 2

Grazing in 5 Fallpastures in Fall pastures, Fall pastures with
Management cattle kept in stream reaches th¢
summer pastures failed standards
extra 5 days. « Deferred rotation
in 3 fall pastures
e 2- mile pipeline Same as B but in
« Relocate 1 milef |addition:
pasture fence « Fence reach 930
« Develop offsite
water near reach
Projects No new projects 930
« Redevelop an
additional sprig
near Horse Mtn
Spring to augment
existing
development
o Commercial o Non-commercial
timber harvest mechanical
prescribed fire p prescribed fire on
up to 1,685 acres up to 1,351 acres
Vegetative N _ . Noncommercial . Noncommercial
Treatments 0 new projects mechgmcal/ mechgmcal/
chemical chemical treatmen
treatment a 25 on 25 acres of
acres of riparian riparian conifers
conifers (reaches (reaches 928&930
928& 930)
Clark Canyon

Isolated # 20206

Alternative A

Alternative B

Alternative C

Alternative D

Permitted Season

5/15 to 12/31

of Use
Livestock 5
Numbers
Active BLM 15
AUMs
Cirlil Season long
Management
Projects No new projects
« Non-commercial
mechanical/
Vegetative No new progcts chemical treatmen
Treatments on 6 acres of

riparian conifers
(reach 926)

No Alternative C

No Alternative D

Phalarope West

Alternative A

Alternative B

Alternative C

Alternative D

# 30204
Permitted Season 3/01 to 5/01 _ )
of Use 12/26 to 2/28 10/01 to 4/30 No Alternative C | No Alternative D
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Livestock

40
Numbers
Active BLM 75
AUMs
Grazing Deferred
Management
« Install wildlife
guzzler
« Conduct detailed
Projects No new projects assessment of
dump site
« Treat noxious
weeds
Roe Isolated : . : .
Alternative A Alt ernative B Alternative C Alternative D
#20729
Permitted Season| ) ;508 5/15 to 2/28
of Use
Livestock 2
Numbers
Active BLM No Alternative C No Alternative D
12
AUMs
Grazing
Management Season long
Projects No new projects |« Fence reach 987
Snowline AMP Alternative A Alternative B Alternative C Alternative D
# 30029
Permitted Season 6/06 1o 10/21
of Use
Livestock
1044
Numbers
Active BLM
AUMS 1989
Grazing Rest Rotation
Management :
« Move trough¥ | Same as B butin No Alternative D
mile addition:
« Construct 25 mile [« Fence out reach
. . pipelinewith 4 906
Projects No new projects troughs
« Modify/replace
wildlife barrier
fences
VepEiElve No new projects |e Treat up to 200 acres of cheatgrass
Treatments
Snowline AMP
Custodial Alternative A Alternative B Alternative C Alternative D
#20607
Permitted Season 6/01 to 10/31 No Alternative D
of Use
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Livestock

126
Numbers
Active BLM
2
AUMs 63
Grazin o Deferred rotatiorfearly, late)
M 9 t Season long « Up to 15 days in northwest pasture
Ut « No trailing in norhwest pasture
o Construct
Projects No new projects exclosurearound
reach 946
Roe West : , , .
Alternative A Alternative B Alternative C Alternative D
#20728
Permitted Season| ;. 1, 519 4/01 to 12/31
of Use
Livestock 1164
Numbers 200
Active BLM 1186
AUMs
o Earlyseasonfwo [¢ Two pasturerest
pasturerotation rotation (up to 21
: April 10 - May 10 days of grazing in
M Grazing t (up to 30 days of one pasture and
Gzl total grazing, 15 other pasture resteq ) )
days total grazing annually) No Alternative C No Alternative D
each pasture)
Projects No new projects
« Non-commercial
mechanical
prescribed fire on
: up to435acres
_I\_/eg(t-:‘tatlvF No new projects |« Aerially treat up to
TS 200 acres of spotte
knapweed within
Roe West and Bell
Canyon Allotments
Ellis Peak , , , ,
Alternative A Alternative B Alternative C Alternative D
#10126
Permitted Season June Il Sept. 15 June i July 31
of Use
Livestock
215 Up to 206
Numbers P
Active BLM Same as Alternativg
4 1 1
AUMS 56 310 Up to 310 C
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