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Looking in the FRN folder I don't have the most recent copy of the Briefing Paper that Larry sent

to Lola. So I attached the previous one highlighting the section that discusses the preferred

alternative starting on page 3.  I've asked Larry to email or place the document in the Z drive

where I have access.

I also uploaded chapter 2 so you don't have to go searching for it.

Talk with you all later.

Amber

Amber L Hughes
****************************************
Planning and Environmental Coordinator

Grand Staircase Escalante National Monument

Bureau of Land Management

PO Box 225

Escalante, UT 84726

435 826 5602

435 826 5650 fax

*****************************************

"Between stimulus and response there is a space.  In that space is our power to

choose our response.  In our response lies our growth and freedom"  Viktor E

Frankl
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Briefing Paper

1. State Office

Utah State Office.

2. What is the title of this notice?

Notice of Availability for a Draft Livestock Grazing Monument Management Plan Amendment

and Associated Environmental Impact Statement (MMP-A/EIS) for the Grand Staircase-

Escalante National Monument, Utah.

 

3.  What are the key issues raised by the underlying decision documents for this notice?

Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument (GSENM) has prepared a draft Environmental

Impact Statement and Livestock Grazing Management Plan Amendment (MMP-A/EIS). It is

provides management direction for BLM lands in GSENM, as well as lands for which GSENM

has administrative responsibility for livestock grazing, specifically portions of the BLM’s Kanab

and Arizona Strip Field Offices and National Park Service (NPS)-managed lands in Glen Canyon

National Recreation Area (Glen Canyon).

 

The approved MMP-A/EIS would amend the 2000 GSENM Management Plan (MMP) to

incorporate management of livestock grazing, and will supersede the existing Escalante, Paria,

Vermillion, and Zion regional management framework plans (MFP) signed in 1981  and a

subsequent plan amendment of the Escalante MFP completed in 1999, under which livestock

grazing in GSENM is currently administered. Current land use plan decisions governing the

management of livestock grazing in the GSENM provide an inadequate framework for future

administration.  The 2000 MMP established a grazing management process but did not make

land use plan-level decisions for livestock grazing.

 

The MMP-A/EIS would make appropriate land use planning decisions, including establishing

goals and objectives for livestock grazing and rangeland management. Establish broad-scale

decisions that set the stage for site-specific implementation decisions, such as timing (season of

use), duration (length of time), frequency of livestock grazing (how often), and magnitude

(number of animal unit months (AUMs)) of livestock grazing. Identify where grazing uses are

allowed, restricted, or prohibited (i.e., available or unavailable for livestock grazing). Identify

grazing management practice and provide the land use plan level decisions needed to integrate

livestock and rangeland management with the management of the GSENM objects and other

resources.

 

This amendment could impact grazing permittees through temporary and permanent reduction of

AUMs, loss of forage, potential restrictions on access and/or movement of livestock, and

potential modification of range improvements.

 

The GSENM is under pressure from environmental groups to ensure current grazing practices

are in conformance with the purposes for which the GSENM was established pursuant to the

Presidential Proclamation 6920.
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4.  Who are the primary users affected by or parties interested in the underlying decisions or

actions?  What are their concerns?

The BLM’s decision area for this planning effort is all of the BLM grazing lands that GSENM
administers, including some lands in the BLM’s Kanab Field Office (65,500 acres) and Arizona

Strip Field Office (2,300 acres); the NPS - Glen Canyon (318,800 acres); along with 1,855,400

aces of GSENM.  The total acres for the decision area include 2,242,000 acres. The planning

area consists of 2,316,100 which include State and private lands.

 

GSENM manages 91 permits on 96 allotments; 79 active allotments are available for and

managed for grazing; 17 allotments are wholly or partially unavailable. The people who have

been granted grazing permits are strongly supported by local, county, and state government

representatives who will be very sensitive to any reduction of AUMs.  

 

Environmental groups are also extremely interested in the management of GSENM:  Wild Utah

Project, The Wilderness Society, The Grand Canyon Trust, The Great Old Broads for

Wilderness, and Western Watersheds Project, have established “Interested Party” status for

many, and in some cases, all, of the GSENM’s grazing allotments. A few of these environmental
groups have also established monitoring plots on GSENM for comparison with GSENM range

staff monitoring results.  

 

Conflicts between livestock and recreationist to GSENM are increasing and GSENM is receiving

complaints about livestock use from recreational users.

 

Concerns include:

 Effects of livestock grazing management on GSENM proclamation-identified scientific

and historical objects

 Effects of livestock grazing management on the resources and values for which Glen

Canyon was established (e.g., public outdoor recreation use and enjoyment and scenic,

scientific, and historical features)

 Lands available for livestock grazing in the decision area

 Forage currently available on an area-wide basis for livestock grazing and available for

future anticipated demands

 Guidelines and criteria for future allotment-specific adjustments, such as the amount of

forage available for livestock, season of use, or other grazing management practices

 Management of existing range improvement seedings and opportunities for future range

improvements

 Effects of livestock grazing management on vegetation, including riparian vegetation

 Effects of livestock grazing management on soils, including biological soil crusts

 Effects of climate change and drought on forage availability

 Effects of livestock grazing management on local custom and culture

 Effects of livestock grazing management on the area’s economy

 Effects of livestock grazing management on recreation

 Effects of livestock grazing on cultural resources
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12.  List the names and positions of the people who have prepared, reviewed, and approved the

notice and the underlying decisions and documents.

 

Cynthia Staszak, Monument Manager

Matthew Betenson, Associate Monument Manager

Vacant, Assistant Monument Manager, Planning and Support Services

Larry Crutchfield, Monument Public Affairs Officer

Amber Hughes, Planning and Environmental Coordinator

Deborah “Robin” Croft External Affairs Chief

Vacant, External Affairs

Alan Bass, Lead Rangeland Management Specialist

Pamela Jarnecke, Branch Chief, Planning and Environmental Compliance

Kerry Schwartz, Branch Chief, Resources

Abbie Jossie, Deputy State Director for Natural Resources

Gary Torres, Acting Associate State Director

Edwin Roberson, Utah State Director
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