FOIA001:01672782

To: Rachel Wootton[rwootton@blm.gov]

Cc: Holmstrom, Donald[dholmstr@blm.gov]; Tyler Stewart[twstewart@blm.gov]; Kristi
Mastrofinilkmastrof@blm.gov]

From: Austin, Terry

Sent: 2017-07-07T12:45:59-04:00

Importance: Normal
Subject: Re: Follow-up on CSNM Grazing Question from DOI
Received: 2017-07-07T12:46:07-04:00

AUMs data call 5 25 17 final TWS edits.xlIsx
Range EO 13792 Data Call.xlsx

Hi Rachel,
Great talking to you this morning!

Here is the corrected spreadsheet that Kristi had emailed, as well as Tyler's spreadsheet which
has a little more detail. The data may have been copied over with a few typos when Medford's
and KFalls range data were combined? Or perhaps the data was incorrect in the pre-RAS system
as Tyler had mentioned?

Also, you didn't ask about this but just in case - in 2015 and 2016, the Sold AUMs were less
than the Permitted Use for Dixie due to the Oregon Gulch Fire of July/Aug 2014.

Let me know if you have any other questions and have a great weekend!

Thanks! ~Terry

Terry Austin

Planning & Environmental Coordinator
Klamath Falls Resource Area, Lakeview BLM
(541) 885-4142, taustin@blm.gov

On Thu, Jul 6, 2017 at 3:06 PM, Rachel Wootton <rwootton@blm.gov> wrote:

Hi Terry,

Thank you so much for your note! If it is just a simple easy to resolve question, it would be
great to see if Tyler could take a look when he has a minute and let us know. My guess it was
just an typo in the permitted AUMs for Dixie from 1995-2001.

[ understand if we can't get it until Monday though.

Best,

Rachel Wootton

Planning and Environmental Specialist
National Conservation Lands

Bureau of Land Management
(202)912-7398
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On Jul 6, 2017, at 5:56 PM, Austin, Terry <taustin@blm.gov> wrote:

Hi Rachel,
Tyler is out in the field until 5 but I left a note on his desk about this in case he is
off tomorrow. Don is on leave and will be back Monday.

Would it be acceptable to get back to you on Monday, or do you need that verification
sooner?

Thanks! ~Tevrry

Terry Austin

Planning & Environmental Coordinator
Klamath Falls Resource Area, Lakeview BLM
(541) 885-4142, taustin@blm.gov

On Thu, Jul 6, 2017 at 2:19 PM, Wootton, Rachel <rwootton@blm.gov> wrote:

Hi Don, Terry, and Tyler,

I hope you all are doing well! The folks at DOI had a question regarding the
AMUs provided for the National Monument Review for Cascade-Siskiyou
National Monument.

Could you clarify the permitted vs. sold AUMs for Dixie?

Thank you! Feel free to let me know if you have any questions or would like to
discussion over the phone!

Best,

Rachel

Rachel Wootton

Planning and Environmental Specialist
National Conservation Lands (WO-410)
Bureau of Land Management

20 M Street SE Washington, DC 20003
rwootton@blm.gov

desk - (202) 912-7398

cell - (202) 774-8791

Visit us online!
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From: Mastrofini, Kristi <kmastrof@blm.gov>

Date: Thu, Jul 6, 2017 at 3:58 PM

Subject: Re: Follow-up on CSNM Grazing Question from DOI

To: "Wootton, Rachel" <rwootton@blm.gov>

Cc: "Gerald (Jerry) Magee" <gmagee@blm.gov>, Joel Brumm <jbrumm(@blm.gov>,
Timothy Fisher <tjfisher@blm.gov>, Jason Tarrant <jtarrant@blm.gov>,
"Holmstrom, Donald" <dholmstr@blm.gov>, "Austin, Terry"
<taustin@blm.gov>, Tyler Stewart <twstewart@blm.gov>

Rachel,

My Range Management Specialist, Jason Tarrant, made some corrections in the spreadsheet to the permitted
AUMs (Lake Creek Summer) and sold AUMs (Grizzly); the corrections are noted in red next to the
original numbers. When they first responded to the data call they were attempting to proportion the
AUMs based on the percentage of the allotment in the CSNM. When they changed to just report the
totals for the allotment, they missed correcting some of their numbers. One number for sold AUMs
(Grizzly) came in the original table and we missed correcting it. We apologize for the confusion and
extra work this may have caused on your end.

Deadwood is correct with one AUM higher sold than what is permitted. It is a result of how the AUMs sold are
calculated which ends up at 222.6. This is then rounded up to 223.

I sent your email on to Don Holmstrom at Klamath Falls as we are unable to access their data for Dixie. If you
or Jerry could work directly with them (if you haven't already) that would be helpful.

I hope this clears things up, and let me know if you still have questions.

Thank you,
Kristi

On Thu, Jul 6, 2017 at 6:12 AM, Wootton, Rachel <rwootton@blm.gov> wrote:

Hi Kristi,

I hope you had a great 4th of July. I was asked to follow up on this, any ideas
why this might be the case? Feel free to let me know if there is someone else |
should contact or work with on this.

Thank you so much for all of your help and I hope things are going well in Medford!
Best,

Rachel

Rachel Wootton

Planning and Environmental Specialist
National Conservation Lands (WO-410)
Bureau of Land Management
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20 M Street SE Washington, DC 20003
rwootton@blm.gov

desk - (202) 912-7398

cell - (202) 774-8791

Visit us online!

On Mon, Jul 3, 2017 at 11:30 AM, Wootton, Rachel <rwootton@blm.gov> wrote:

Thanks!
Best,
Rachel
Rachel Wootton

Planning and Environmental Specialist

National Conservation Lands (WO-410)
Bureau of Land Management

20 M Street SE Washington, DC 20003
rwootton@blm.gov

desk - (202) 912-7398

cell - (202) 774-8791

Visit us online!

On Mon, Jul 3, 2017 at 11:29 AM, Kristi Mastrofini <kmastrof(@blm.gov> wrote:

Rachel,
I will get with our Range Specialist on Wed and work on this.

Sent from my iPad

On Jul 3, 2017, at 7:44 AM, Wootton, Rachel <rwootton@blm.gov> wrote:

Hi Jerry, Joel, and Kristi,

I thought we had already cleared this up, but the folks at DOI
had a follow up question regarding the grazing permitted in the
expanded CSNM. The reported numbers for sold AUM were
actually higher than permitted AUMs in a few instances (Lake
Creek Summer. Deadwood, and Grizzly - 2015). Do you know
why this is the case? Thank you!

FYT - In response to another grazing question, we sent this along from review
report.
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Here is the information from the CSNM Review report (pg. 26):

Background: The Proclamation states that the Secretary of the Interior shall study
the impacts of livestock grazing on the objects of biological
interest in the Monument with specific attention to sustaining the
natural ecosystem dynamics. The CSNM RMP sets up a
framework to study and make decisions about livestock grazing.
The CSNM RMP deferred many decisions regarding grazing of
livestock within CSNM until the results of a grazing study were
completed. The CSNM RMP states that for newly acquired
lands, “applications for grazing leases or temporary grazing use
on newly acquired (after approval of this RMP) lands that had
previously been used for authorized livestock grazing at any time
since the Proclamation will be analyzed (with information
including the determinations from the Livestock Impacts Study)
to determine if the grazing would be consistent with protecting
Monument objects. The BLM will not authorize those
applications that are found to be incompatible with protecting
Monument objects. The BLM may authorize those applications
that the BLM finds compatible with protecting Monument
objects and which do not pose other land use conflicts. ”(29) A
grazing study was conducted to meet this requirement. Most of
the existing grazing leases within the CSNM(30) were retired
through a third party buy-out action as authorized through the
Omnibus Public Lands Management Act of 2009 (OPLMA). The
OPLMA ensured a permanent end to grazing on the grazing
allotments covered by those donated leases. The removal of
livestock grazing from roughly 93 percent of the Monument in
2009 has allowed for ecological changes on CSNM lands that
had been grazed for decades. (31) Some grazing continues to
occur on the CSNM and is administered by the Klamath Falls
FO.

The notes in this section were (29) Decision GRA-8, p. 72 CSNM RMP, (30) The
grazing leases which were purchased were all permitted out of
the Medford FO, and (31) CSNM Manager’s Annual Report,
2014 and 2015.

Best,

Rachel

Rachel Wootton
Planning and Environmental Specialist
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National Conservation Lands (WO-410)
Bureau of Land Management

20 M Street SE Washington, DC 20003
rwootton@blm.gov

desk - (202) 912-7398

cell - (202) 774-8791

Visit us online!

Kristi Mastrofini
Ashland Field Manager
Medford District Office
541-618-2438

3040 Biddle Road
Medford, OR 97504
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Klamath Falls Resource Area Response to CSNM Expansion Data Call Grazing

Question 2e Question 3e Question 4e
Allotment Year Permitted  Billed Allotment Year Permitted Billed
2000 413 413 Dixie 1995 413 413 Dixie Allotment
2001 413 413 Dixie 1996 413 413
2002 320 320 Dixie 1997 413 413 If the CSNM had not been designated the annual AUMs permitted and billed would likely have
2002 320 320 1998 413 413 been the same as the grazing leases did not change from the original (2000) and the expansion
2003 320 320 1999 413 413 (2017) designations The reduction in permitted AUMs is from a Rangeland Health Assessment
2004 320 320
2005 320 320
2006 320 320
2007 320 320
2008 320 320
2009 320 320
2010 320 320
2011 320 320
2012 320 320
2013 320 320
2014 320 32
2015 80 77
2016 80 77
2017 320 320
Question 2e Question 3e Question 4e
Allotment Year Permitted  Billed Allotment Year Permitted Billed Buck Mountain Allotment
Buck Mouma?n 2000 0 Buck Mountain 1995 No grazing The Buck Mountain Allotment would likely remain the same as billed since no changes to the
Buck Mountain 2001 o 2 199 1oase infile. Nothing in annual permitted AUMs is documented due to the 2000 designation No changes to the annual
Buck Mountain 2002 204 12 1997 “torthis  RAS or file AUMs has oceurred for the 2017 designation at this time cither
Buck Mountain 2003 204 122 1998 period
Buck Mountain 2004 204 122 1999
Buck Mountain 2005 204 122
Buck Mountain 2006 204 122
Buck Mountain 2007 204 108
Buck Mountain 2008 204 108
Buck Mountain 2009 204 108
Buck Mountain 2010 204 108
Buck Mountain 2011 204 108
Buck Mountain 2012 204 108
Buck Mountain 2013 204 108
Buck Mountain 2014 204 108
Buck Mountain 2015 204 108
Buck Mountain 2016 204 108
Buck Mountain 2017 204 108
Question 2e Question 3e Question 4e
Allotment Year Permitted  Billed Allotment Year Permitted Billed Buck Mountain Allotment
Buck Lake 2017 279 174 Buck Lake 2012 279 153
Buck Lake 2013 279 153 Buck Lake Allotment was not within the 2000 designation only the 2017 expansion At this time
Two operators are on this allotment As of 5 25 17 only Buck Lake 2014 279 153 no changes to the annual AUMs has changed
one operator has been billed for 2017 grazing use The Buck Lake 2015 279 259
other has not responded to multiple inquiries to Buck Lake 2016 279 153
determine intentions for this season and as such has not
been billed
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