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A1 

1 
A1-1: BLM has revised the WUI-Fire Use map (see Map 5) 

to include the Rochat Creek watershed.  

A2 

1 

2 

3 

4 

A2-1: In response to this comment, BLM  prepared a set  of 
maps with the Reservation boundaries for the Tribe.   

A2-2: As requested by the Tribe, BLM has met with them to 
discuss this, and other concerns.  

A2-3: As requested by the Tribe, BLM has met with them to 
discuss this, and other concerns.  BLM has also reviewed 
the Preferred Alternative of the Tribe’s Integrated Re-
source Management Plan, and found nothing in the Pro-
posed RMP/Final EIS that was inconsistent.  BLM will 
work closely with the Tribe to identify ways to make the 
plans more complementary.  

A2-4: As specified under all alternatives, BLM would coor-
dinate activities affecting air quality with the Montana/ 
Idaho Airshed Group, of which the Tribe is a member.  
BLM has also added an objective and action to the Air 
Quality section (Objective AQ 1.4 and AQ 1.4.1) that 
would require BLM to coordinate directly with the af-
fected Tribe, regarding prescribed fire and wildland fire 
use within reservation boundaries.  
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A2 (Cont.) 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

A2-8: Alternative A does not have more monitoring and in 
fact proposing the development of a monitoring schedule 
in the other alternatives will allow a more focused ap-
proach in the future.  Development of a cultural resource 
monitoring schedule allows  BLM to  prioritize those sites 
or areas, including TCPs, that takes into account current 
or potential impacts as well as the significance of those 
resources.  Thus, by developing a schedule more impor-
tant sites will be monitored more frequently and the initial 
development of the schedule can also be coordinated 
with the Tribes and Idaho State Historic Preservation 
Office. 
 
Because of workloads and funding limitations 100% of all 
sites can not be monitored.  Establishing a schedule will 
focus the monitoring efforts to those sites or areas with 
the greatest need. 

 
TCPs are considered cultural resources but not all cultural 
resources are  TCPs.  See the definition that BLM added 
to the glossary. 

A2-7: These are subjective qualifiers that BLM used to dis-
tinguish what it determined to be lesser impacts from 
greater ones.  BLM understands that Tribal members’ and 
staff’s opinions may differ from BLM’s.  

A2-6: BLM is coordinating with the Tribe to determine the 
best means to accomplish this.  

A2-5: A specific reference to coordination with  the Tribe 
has been added to Action RC-D1.2.9.  

10 

A2 (Cont.) 

12 

11 

13 

14 

15 

16 

A2-11: This sentence has been deleted from the Proposed 
RMP/Final EIS.  

A2-12: The term ‘subsistence’ has been deleted from the 
paragraph.  

A2-13: This change has been made. 

A2-14: The American Indian Religious Freedom Act 
(AIRFA) is referenced in the first sentence on page 4-111 
at the end of the paragraph listing the primary statutes to 
which the Antiquities Act of 1906 was added. Also, “any” 
and “slightly” have been deleted. 

A2-15: Before any introduction of a new species the BLM, 
Idaho Fish and Game, the affected Tribes, and any other 
interested parties would be consulted.  

A2-16: “Are” would pertain to current management; “need 
to be” would pertain to future management. 

A2-9: Cultural resources are assigned to use categories.  It is 
a  mechanism to  help guide future  uses of  the  resource. 
The only category that may be of question is the Dis-
charged from Management.  This category is only for 
those sites that have been destroyed.  Cultural resource 
Action CR-B1.3.1 recommends establishing a schedule to 
collect the necessary data to make informed use alloca-
tions.  This also allows the BLM to coordinate these deci-
sions with the affected Tribes and the Idaho State His-
toric Preservation Office. 

A2-10: BLM has made these corrections and will coordinate 
with the Tribe to acquire accurate data in the future.  
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A2 (Cont.) 

16 

17 

18 

19 

22 

20 

21 

A2-17: The word “subsistence” has been deleted. 

A2-18: Correction made. 

A2-19: BLM feels that this paragraph is very specific.  

A2-20: Thank you for your comment. 

A2-21: The RMP provides general guidance for actions that 
may occur on BLM-administered lands.  The plan itself, 
and the alternatives, are intentionally non-specific.  There-
fore, it is not possible to be more detailed than the de-
scription provided.  

A2-22: The waiver statement has been changed to indicate 
that there may be multiple “concerned Tribal Councils.” 

25 

A2 (Cont.) 

23 

24 

27 

26 

A2-23: Correction made. 

A2-25: Please see response A2-24. 

A2-26: Please see response A2-24. 

A2-24: Eligibility criteria listed in the Wild And Scenic Riv-
ers Act specifically includes “cultural” and “historical”.  
The criteria definitions used in the RMP Appendix J are 
paraphrased from BLM Manual 8351 – Wild and Scenic 
Rivers.  

A2-27: This wording was paraphrased from the BLM Man-
ual 8351 – Wild and Scenic Rivers.  

22 
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A2 (Cont.) 

28 

29 

30 

31 

32 

A2-30: The boundaries on this map are simply an estimate 
of the lands BLM currently manages that meet the criteria  

A2-29: If a recreation site development is proposed a cul-
tural resource inventory would be completed, consulta-
tion initiated with affected Tribal groups, and the appro-
priate environmental review document completed. 

 
By actively managing recreation the BLM will be better 
able to proactively protect cultural resources.   

A2-28: BLM has removed backcountry byways from all 
alternatives in the PRMP/FEIS.  

A2-31: Some proposed ACECs were identified for cultural 
values.  Indirect effects of designation on cultural re-
sources are discussed in Chapter 4, Section 4.2.11.2.  for 
retention and acquisition.  The criteria themselves would 
be used to determine whether to acquire new lands.  

A2-32: BLM has coordinated with the Tribe as requested.  

A3 

1 
A3-1: Please see responses A3-3, A3-4, A3-5 and A3-6. 
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A3 (Cont.) 

3 

5 

A3 (Cont.) 

A3-5: Because of the generally low percentage of BLM-
administered lands within many of the TMDL water-
sheds, in most cases the activities outlined in the RMP 
will help, but not necessarily achieve, the goals of the 
TMDL.  On the project level, BLM will coordinate with 
IDEQ to design site-specific BMPs in TMDL watersheds. 
This currently involves jointly consulting with IDEQ and 
the Army Corps of Engineers on 404 permit applications 
within TMDL watersheds.  The Corps issues a 404 permit 
and IDEQ issues a letter of consent.  BLM will continue 
to comply and stay current with IDEQ or EPA regula-
tions regarding TMDLs  as the process evolves.  

A3-4: In addition to the overall air quality program guidance 
and IDEQ coordination provided by the Idaho-Montana 
Airshed Group, BLM prepares a  site-specific, project- 
level smoke management plan for each prescribed burn.  

A3-3: Each allotment is reviewed during the Standard and 
Guideline process where specific information is gathered, 
reviewed, and resolved.  An RMP gives BLM overall 
direction; specific allotment detailed evaluation is not part 
of this process. 

4 

2 

A3-2: Thank you for your comment. 
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6 

A3 (Cont.) 

A3-6: Source water suggestions have been incorporated into 
the Proposed RMP/Final EIS, particularly the coordina-
tion with IDEQ.   BLM added the BMPs in the draft list 
from EPA to Appendix A. 

 
BLM uses the source water database provided to us by 
IDEQ.  BLM also continues to notify and coordinate 
with the  public water system operator for proposed ac-
tivities within a source water areas.  

 
Specific potential contaminants and protective measures 
for a proposed activity will be identified during project 
level planning. 

A4 

2 

1 

A4-1: Table 3-2 and subsequent analysis were revised ac-
cording to this comment.  

A4-2: Thank you for your comment. This and all comments 
submitted were considered when BLM prepared the 
FEIS.  
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3 

A4 (Cont.) 

2  

A4-3: BLM is aware of special requirements within TMDL 
watersheds, and has designed BMPs for road building and 
other activities with these requirements in mind. BLM 
will continue to work with EPA to refine our BMPs for 
activities in TMDL watersheds. 

A5 

1 

2 

3 

4 

A5-1: BLM modified the CNFISH RMOs that appeared in 
the Draft RMP/EIS (see Appendix D of the Proposed 
RMP/EIS).   The   six  INFISH  RMOs  are  included   in 
CNFISH, though some have been modified, and addi-
tional RMOs have been added.  BLM made these changes 
to better reflect current information and science.   

A5-2: Thank you for pointing out this oversight. The acro-
nym list has been updated accordingly.  

A5-3: We intend to keep Idaho Department of Fish and 
Game   fully   engaged  with   travel    and   transportation   
implementation planning.  

A5-4: CNFISH has been revised to accommodate this re-
quest.  
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A5 (Cont.) 

5 

6 

7 

9 

10 

A5-8: CNFISH has been revised to accommodate this re-
quest.  

A5-9: BLM has added this conservation measure to 
CNFISH.  

A5-7: CNFISH has been revised to accommodate this re-
quest.  

A5-6: This conservation measure already states that range 
project  plans, allotment  management  plans, and  annual 
plans of operation would be developed revised and main-
tained to achieve RMOs.  The RMOs include objectives 
for water temperature, water quality and riparian vegeta-
tion, so we would be protecting waterways and riparian 
vegetation.  The conservation measure does not preclude 
the use of fencing to achieve the RMOs.     

A5-10: CNFISH has been revised to accommodate this 
request.  

A5-5: CNFISH has been revised to accommodate this re-
quest.  

8 

11 

A5 (Cont.) 

12 
A5-12: This guideline has been modified.  See Appendix I.  

A5-11: BLM will adhere to guidelines for buffers and secu-
rity areas per recommendation #18.   
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A5-15: Change made as requested.  Two site distances equal 
400 feet.  

A5 (Cont.) 

13 

15 

16 

17 

A5-16: Currently, IDFG has not identified any calving and 
rearing areas on BLM-administered lands.  The BLM will 
continue to consult with IDFG to identify new areas.   

A5-17: Change made as requested.  Two site distances equal 
400 feet.  

A5-14: Change made as requested.  Definition comes from 
Thomas et. al. (1979: p. 109).  

A5-13: This guideline has been modified.  See Appendix I.  

14 
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