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Management Plan will then be prepared.
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PROPOSED RESOURCE MANAGEMENT PLAN
AND
FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT

Draft () Final (X)
Lead Agency: The United States Department of the Interior, Bureau of Land Management.
Type of Action: Administrative (X) Legislative ()

Abstract: This is the Proposed Resource Management Plan and Final Environmental Impact Statement
for the Gunnison Planning Area of the Gunnison Resource Area. Included as Appendix I is the retitled
Wild and Scenic River Study Analysis For The Lake Fork of The Gunnison River and Other Streams in
The Planning Area.

_ This document responds to public comments on the Draft Gunnison Resource Management Plan and
Environmental Impact Statement (DRMP), and the Wild and Scenic River Study Report for the lake Fork
of The Gunnison River (Included as Appendix I of the DRMP). This document corrects errors found in
the DRMP and, based on public comments and internal BLM review, adopts a refined and modified
version of the Preferred Alternative, and accompanying environmental consequences, that was presented
in the DRMP. The modified Preferred Alternative is the Bureau of Land management’s Proposed
Resource Management Plan.

This document incorporates by reference the DRMP which was released in March, 1991; the DRMP must
be used in conjunction with this document.

For further information on this PRMP, contact Bill Bottomly, RMP Team Leader, Bureau of Land
Management, 2505 South Townsend Avenue, Montrose, Colorado 81401; telephone commercial
(303)249-6047 or FTS 322-7327.

Protests to this PRMP must be received within 30 days of the date of the publication of the Notice of
Availability by the U. S. Environmental Protection Agency in the Federal Register.
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PROTEST PROCEDURES

The resource management planning process includes an opportunity for administrative review via a plan protest to
the BLM Director if you believe the approval of the Proposed Resource Management Plan and Final Environmental
Impact Statement (PRMP) would be in error. (See 43 CFR 1610.5-2) Careful adherence to these guidelines w111
assist in preparing a protest that will assure the greatest consideration to your point of view.

Only those persons- or' organizations who participated in our plannmg process leading to this PRMP may protest.
If our records do not indicate that you had any involvement in any stage in the preparation of the PRMP, your
protest will be dismissed without any further review.

A protesting party may raise only those issues- which he or she submitted for the record during the planning process.
New issues raised in the protest period should be directed to the Montrose District or Gunnison Area Manager for
consideration in plan implementation, as a potential plan amendment, or as otherwise appropriate.

The period for filing a plan protest begins when the Environmental Protection Agency publishes in the Federal
Register its Notice of Avaxlabnhty of the Final environmental impact statement containing the PRMP. The protest
period extends for 30 days. There is no provision for any extension of time. To be considered "timely", your
protest must be postmarked no later than the last day of the protest period. Also, although not a requirement, we
suggest that you send your protest by certified mail, return receipt requested .

Protests must be in writing to:

Director (760)
Bureau of Land Management
1849 "C" Street, NW
Washington, D.C. 20240

In order to be considered complete, your protest must contain, at a minimum, the following information:
1. The name, mailing address, telephone number, and interest of the person filing the protest.
2. A statement of the issue or issues being protested.

3. A statement of the part or parts of the PRMP béing protested. To the extent possible, this should be
done by reference to specific pages, paragraphs, sections, tables, maps, etc., included in the document.

4. A copy of all documents addressing the issue or issues that you submitted during the planning process,
or a reference to the date the issue or issues were discussed by you for the record.

5. A concise statement explaining why the Colorado BLM State Director’s proposed decision is believed.
to be incorrect. This is a critical part of your protest. Take care to document all relevant facts. As much
as possible, reference or cite the planning documents, environmental analysis documents, or available
planning records (i.e., meeting minutes or summaries, correspondence, etc.). A protest which merely
expresses disagreement with the Colorado BLM State Director’s proposed decision, without any data, will
not provide us with the benefit of your information and insight. In this case, the Director’s review will
be based on the existing analysis and supporting data. :

At the end of the 30-day protest period and after the Governor’s consistency review, the PRMP, excluding any

portions under protest, will become final. Approval will be withheld on any portion of the PRMP under protest
until final action has been completed on such protest.
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CHAPTER ONE

' SUMMARY OF THE PROPOSED RESOURCE MANAGEMENT PLAN

This Gunnison Propésed Resource Management Plan
and Final Environmental Impact Statement (PRMP)
identifies and describes the future management of the

lands ad_ministered by the Bureau of Land.

Management (BLM) in the Gunnison Planning Area
and Gunnison Resource Area, in west-central
Colorado for the next 10-12 years. The plamiing area
encompasses a total of approximately 960,730 acres
in the BLM’s Montrose District. The BLM has
administrative responsibility for the land and

resources on 585,012 surface acres and 726,918 acres

of mineral estate within the planning area.

A summary of the description of the proposed plan,
presented under resource or resource use headings,
follows. Please refer to Chapter Four of this PRMP
for the complete description of the PRMP. Table 1-1
in this chapter compares the management under the
proposed plan and Alternatives A (Continuation of
Current Management), B, C, D, and E (Preferred
Alternative), as presented in the March, 1991, Draft
Gunnison Resource Management Plan and
Environmental Impact Statement (DRMP).

The PRMP is an abbreviated document, in that the
entire DRMP is not reprinted in this document. The
DRMP may have to be referred to during review of
this document. '

NARRATIVE SUMMARY

Air Quality. Existing air quality would be
maintained. Activities and projects would comply
- with all air quality regulations. :

and Geothermal Resources.

Oil, Gas,

" Approximately 623,416 acres of federal oil, gas, and

geothermal estate would be open to leasing with
standard terms; about 26,205 acres would be open to
leasing with yearlong, no surface occupancy
stipulations; about 13,166 acres would be open to
leasing with controlled surface use stipulations; and
about 11,823 acres would be open to leasing with
seasonal stipulations. About 46,007 acres in the
Powderhorn Primitive Area SRMA would be closed
to oil and gas exploration, development, and leasing.

1-1

Locatable Minerals. Approximately 672,891 acres
of Federal mineral estate would be open to mineral
entry and location. About 54,047 acres would be
withdrawn from mineral entry and location, including
lands within the Alpine Loop National Backcountry
Byway, Red Bridge and The Gate campgrounds,
Powderhorn Primitive Area Special Recreation
Management Area (SRMA) and Cochetopa Canyon
SRMA, the recommended Slumgullion Earthflow
National Natural Landmark, the American Basin, and
the Dillon Pinnacles Areas of Critical Environmental
Concern (ACECs), isolated parcels -along Cebolla
Creek, plus BLM and other agencies’ miscellaneous
withdrawals. 3

Saleable Minerals. Disposal of mineral materials
would be authorized on 505,900 acres of public land
with federal mineral estate. Disposal on 173,221 of
these acres would be subject to seasonal restrictions.
Disposal on lands within other agency withdrawals
would require approval of these agencies. Disposal
would not be authorized on 61,855 acres.

Soil and Water Resources. Soil and water resources
would continue to be monitored to define problem
areas, and to determine effectiveness of solutions.
Measures to reduce erosion and increase plant basal
cover on soils with moderate to severe erosion
potential would be designed and incorporated into
vegetation or land treatment plans. Best management
practices, and other measures designed to reduce soil
erosion and water quality deterioration would be
required in all plans involving surface disturbance.
Water rights would be applied for where appropriate.
All actions under the proposed plan would comply
with federal and state water quality standards and
regulations. New water source developments would

~ consider riparian values, and existing water source

developments would be maintained, improved, or
reclaimed.

Implementation and intensive management of Long
Gulch Sediment Control and Riparian Habitat
Improvement Plan, and other such plans, would
continue. About 320 acres in the Wildcat Creek
drainage would continue to be managed to maintain
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the quality of Crested Butte’s water supply. Soil
erosion and watershed improvement projects would
be permitted on 28,215 acres in the recommended
West Antelope Creek ACEC if compatible with
management of crucial big game winter range, and
within the recommended 4,565 acre South Beaver
Creek ACEC if compatible with protection and
managerent of skiff milkvetch (Astragalus
microcymbus), or management of other special status

species.

* Vegetation. Vegetation would generally be managed
to achieve at least a late seral ecological status.
Specific, desired plant communities would be
identified in activity plans, as would any exceptions
for managing vegetation to achieve other than a late
ecological status. In riparian areas, vegetative
management objectives would be aimed at
maintaining, restoring, or improving the diversity,
vigor, and quality of herbaceous and woody plants
necessary for, (1) the hydrologic functioning of
riparian systems, (2) the control of accelerated soil
erosion and (3) sustained high quality livestock forage
and wildlife habitat.

Riparian Zones. Existing riparian demonstration
areas and improvements would continue to be
managed and maintained. Riparian areas would be
inventoried and prioritized where necessary to
determine site-specific management strategies.
Strategies, projects, or improvements would be
included in activity plans, such as Coordinated
Resource Management Activity Plans (CRMAPs) and
would be implemented first in high priority areas.
Measures designed to minimize site-specific riparian
deterioration would be required in all plans for
surface-disturbing activities. Special road construction
standard_s and protective measures would apply in
riparian areas, in order to retain and protect as much
riparian vegetation, soils, and water as possible. No
commercial timber harvesting, logging decks, or
staging areas would occur in riparian areas or within
an adjacent 30-foot area either side of riparian zones,
unless wildlife or riparian values would be improved.
Existing water source developments or roads that
occur within riparian areas would be relocated,
redesigned, or modified if study shows that the
hydrologic condition or riparian system is being
negatively impacted. New water sources would be

developed with concern for the protection of riparian
areas.

About 56 miles (1,000 acres) of riparian areas in
Management Units 11 and 14 would be managed to
improve and maintain vegetation to help optimize
sage grouse populations. About 99 miles (1,800
acres) of riparian zones in Management Unit 12,
crucial big game winter range, would be managed to
increase production and diversity of vegetation to
help support wintering big game. A Habitat
Management Plan (HMP) would be prepared for
Management Unit 12, and would include riparian
Zone management strategies. Riparian improvement
projects would be permitted along 58 miles of
riparian areas containing fisheries or potential
fisheries in Management Unit 15, if compatible with
fishery management.

Special Status Plant and Animal Species and
Habitat. Habitat supporting existing populations of
threatened and endangered species (T & E spp.)
would be maintained and protected to insure suitable
habitat conditions and viable populations. Monitoring
and inventories would continue to be conducted to
provide information for future management.
Measures to protect T & E spp. and their existing or
potential habitat would be required for surface-
disturbing activities, including mining, drilling,
facility construction, mineral material disposal, and
similar activities. Pre-disturbance clearances and
consultations with the United States Fish and Wildlife
Service (USF & WS) would continue to be
conducted. Supplemental releases or the
reintroduction of T & E spp. could be authorized.

Redcloud Peak and South Beaver Creek Areas of
Critical Environmental Concern (ACECs),
Management units S and 8 respectively, totalling
10,512 acres in size, would be designated and
managed to protect and enhance skiff milkvetch and
Uncompahgre fritillary butterfly populations and
habitat.

Wildlife Habitat Management. The HMP for the
Planning Area would be revised and implemented in
accordance with BLM’s Fish and Wildlife Plan for
Colorado-Program for the Future. Public lands
would be managed for the mutual benefit of wildlife,




include, but would not be limited to, methods to
manage public lands to help meet CDOW long range
herd goals, within carrying capacities of the habitat,
and maintain or improve vegetation communities to
benefit both game and non-game wildlife. New or
additional forage made available as a result of
wildlife management projects or treatments would be
used first to satisfy watershed objectives, as defined
in the Montrose District Soil Erosion Monitoring
Guidelines. See Appendix N for more detail
regarding meeting watershed objectives. Any excess

available forage would then be used to meet -

objectives of individual wildlife projects.

The BLM would continue to participate in the
Colorado Habitat Partnership Program, aimed at
helping eliminate or mitigate conflicts between
livestock and wildlife forage utilization. -

Terrestrial Wildlife and Habitat

Elk and Deer habitat: Measures to increase
important deer and elk winter shrub species on
uplands and riparian areas on public lands within
crucial deer and elk winter ranges would be
determined and implemented to help achieve, within
carrying capacities of the habitat, Colorado Division
of Wildlife (CDOW) long-range herd goals of 9,000
elk and 16,600 deer. Crucial winter ranges and
commercial forest lands would continue to be
inventoried and monitored to gather information
pertinent for big game management. Public lands
would be inventoried to identify elk calving areas.
Temporary reductions in big game numbers would be
recommended if necessary in order to achieve proper

use levels and better forage conditions on habitat -

receiving heavy utilization by wildlife. Temporary
reductions in CDOW'’s long-range herd goals would
be recommended in certain Game Management Units
(GMUs) until the vigor and production of important
habitat species increases such that long-range goals
could be supported. Permanent reductions in elk and
deer numbers in GMU 64 south and east of
Cimarron, in Management Unit 12, would be
. recommended and implemented in order to reduce
resource  conflicts. West Antelope ACEC,
Management Unit 7, totalling 28,215 acres, would
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be designated and managed to improve habitat for
wintering elk, deer, and bighom sheep. A HMP
would be prepared for 76,192 acres of crucial deer
and elk winter range in Management Unit 12.

Pronghorn Antelope and Bighorn Sheep: Pronghom
antelope and bighom sheep habitat would be managed
for 500 animals of each species. Inventories would
be completed to identify bighorn sheep lambing areas
and suitable winter ranges, and suitable areas in
which to establish new populations of bighorn sheep
and pronghorn antelope.. Supplemental releases and
reintroductions could be authorized. Monitoring
studies would be established within pronghorn
antelope ranges. Management Unit 10 would be
managed to minimize disturbance to bighorn sheep
and potential lambing areas along Cebolla and
Cochetopa Creeks, and a HMP would be prepared
for these lands.

Sage Grouse and Other Upland Game Bird Habitat:
Sagebrush and riparian vegetation on public lands
would be managed to support approximately 9,000
sage grouse. Identified sage grouse habitat, including
nesting, brood-rearing, and wintering areas, would be
maintained or improved. Sage grouse struiting
grounds, or leks, would be protected by seasonally
restricting or excluding surface-disturbing activities.

The introduction of Merrians’ turkey and Columbian
sharp tailed grouse would be considered for lands
with suitable habitat.

Non-game Wildlife Habitat: Non-game species
habitat would be enhanced by improving or
maintaining a variety of vegetation communities, and
management within commercial forest lands. Raptor
nesting inventories and monitoring would be
conducted or updated to identify nesting areas and
establish population trends. Disturbance to or near
raptor nest sites would be excluded or restricted,
depending on the species.

Other Terrestrial Wildlife: The introduction of moose
would be considered within the Powderhorn Primitive
Area Special Recreation Area (SRMA), Management
Unit 2, if Congress does not designate the unit as a
wilderness area.
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Fishery Resources (Aquatic Habitat)

Fishery streams and associated riparian areas would
be managed to improve their overall condition in
order to enhance fisheries. Streams and aquatic
habitat would be inventoried and monitored to
determine site-specific management strategies that
would be implemented as activity plans are carried
out. The BLM and Forest Service Recreational
Fisheries Policy, 1990, would be implemented.
Measures designed to prevent fishery stream or
riparian zone deterioration would be required in all
plans for surface-disturbing activities.

Instream water flow appropriations would be pursued
on 113 miles of fishery streams in order to ensure a
sufficient amount of water for fisheries maintenance
and protection. About 57 miles of streams in
Management Unit 15 would be mtensnvely managed
to improve fishery conditions.

Livestock grazing would be temporarily eliminated
along North Willow Creek in grazing Allotment 6202
(in the West Antelope Creek ACEC, Management
Unit 7), and within 1/4 mile of Los Pinos Creek in
unit 13 in order to allow riparian conditions to
recover. Fishery improvement projects would be
permitted in the Powderhomn Primitive Area SRMA,
Management Unit 2, if compatible thh the objectives
of the unit.

Livestock Grazing Management. About 470,460
acres of public land suitable for grazing would be
available for grazing in existing allotments, with
about 46,904 Animal Unit Months (AUMs) being
available for allocation. Public lands unsuitable or
unavailable for livestock grazing would continue to be
excluded from livestock grazing unless monitoring or
other sources of data indicate that the areas may be
used for grazing. Public lands suitable for grazing is
defined in this document as those lands that contain
those physical features that are conducive to domestic
livestock grazing, regardless of whether grazing is
currently permitted. Lands unsuitable for domestic
- livestock grazing do not possess these features.
About 64,192 acres have been identified in the
Planning Area that are not suitable for grazing.
Livestock use would be restricted, either seasonally
or otherwise, on approximately 201,644 acres

of public land. Allotment categorization would be
re-examined as needed based upon a change in
categorization factors identified from monitoring data
or other management and resource information.
Allotment categorization and management levels in
the 1987 Rangeland Program Summary update would
continue for all "M" and "C" allotments, unless
monitoring data or other management or resource
information indicate adjustments are necessary. On
category "I" allotments, existing management and/or
forage allocation levels would be adjusted if
necessary to achieve or maintain a desired plant
community and to meet the following resource needs:

1) a forage utilization level in uplands would
be maintained during the grazing period of
use that would allow for plant health or
maintenance, watershed cover needs, and
that would provide quality forage and
wildlife cover.  Within allotments not
covered by activity plans or grazing
agreements that prescribe grazing strategies
designed to meet these needs, the maximum
use level in uplands during the grazing
period of use would be 40-60% of the
current year’s production by weight on key
forage species.

2) forage utilization levels in riparian zones,
except those in units 14 and 15, would not
exceed 40% to 60% of key herbaceous
forage species, with a 2-1/2 inch minimum
stubble height that would be maintained
throughout the grazing period of use.

3) a minimum stubble height of 4" within all
riparian zones in Management Unit 14
would be maintained from June 15 through
July 31, and a minimum stubble of 2 1/2"
would be required at all other times.

4) a minimum stubble height of 4" in all
riparian zones in Management Unit 15, and
some in unit 2, would be maintained during
the grazing period of use.

Livestock grazing in some Management Units would
be further modified to resolve resource conflicts, and



additional modifications could occur if studies
indicate changes are necessary, particularly in
riparian areas. Refer to Management Unit
prescriptions and the Livestock Grazing section of
Standard Management, Chapter Four, for details on
livestock grazing and exceptions or flexibility to these
measures. :

Throughout the Planning Area, range readiness
criteria in Table B-1, Appendix B, would be
considered when earlier-than-permitted turnout dates
are requested, and would be implemented and
incorporated according to Livestock Grazing Standard
. Management. '

.

Additional forage made available for livestock would
be allocated in accordance with 43CFR 4100, with
consideration given to meeting basic soil and

watershed needs- as defined in the Montrose District
Soil Erosion Monitoring Guidelines. See Livestock
Grazing Management, Page 4-9 in Chapter Four, and
Appendix N for more detail. Any additional forage
available for livestock would be considered in
reactivating suspended use or as a means to avoid
suspending active use. '

Existing livestock facilities would be maintained, and
new improvements would continue to be identified in
activity plans or agreements. Range improvements
identified in the Gunnison Basin MFP Record of
Decision for grazing would not be incorporated into
the PRMP. However, any range improvements
identified in the MFP ROD that were not
implemented, and would enhance or facilitate
resource management objectives would be considered
for development. The BLM’s livestock improvement
funds would be prioritized according to the Livestock
Grazing section of Standard Management in Chapter
Four. Vegetation or land treatments, and facility
development would be restricted in some manner on
about 201,644 acres of public land, and would be
excluded on about 4,294 acres. Monitoring data
" collected would include, but would not be limited to,
1) actual use data, 2) utilization data, including
forage consumption and stubble heights, and 3) trend
data. . : : '

New or existing activity- plans, such as AMPs or
CRMAPs, would be developed, modified, or revised,
based on available staffing, using an-interdisciplinary
approach that would include input from permittees
- and other interested parties. A cooperative noxious
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weed control program would be initiated with county
governments. :

Forest Management. About 41,347 acres of suitable
commercial forest lands and 23,615 acres of suitable
woodlands would be available for harvest, and a
possible annual harvest of 1,200 MBF of commercial
timber would be considered, depending on staffing
capabilities, management priorities, and other factors.
Approximately 490 cords of fuelwood, 400 wildings,
and, on average, 300 Christmas trees would also be
available for harvest annually. Backlog reforestation
would occur as funds become available. One Forest
Management Plan (FMP) would be prepared. Harvest
restrictions, including total exclusions, design
requirements, or seasonal restrictions would apply or
would be considered in riparian areas, existing
Wilderness Study Areas (WSAs), Slumgullion

" Earthflow National Natural Landmark ACEC, areas

exhibiting erodible soils, crucial big game winter
range, elk calving areas, within SRMAs, on areas
where slopes exceed 35 percent, or for non-game
wildlife habitat and recreation management.

Recreation Management. Public lands in the
Planning Area would be managed according to

.BLM’s Recreation 2,000: A Strategic Plan.

Management would focus on resource protection,
visitor ‘services and information, and recreation
facility construction, operation, and maintenance in
order to provide a variety of recreation opportunities
and experiences. Cooperative partnerships with
agencies, the private sector, and volunteers would be
expanded and strengthened to enhance local and
regional recreation opportunities and tourism.

Cochetopa Canyon SRMA: Cochetopa Canyon
SRMA, Management Unit 3, would be managed
according to the existing activity plan, The BLM"
would continue to manage resources in the unit to
provide and improve the existing diversity of
recreation opportunities, emphasizing fishing and
overnight camping in a Roaded Natural Recreation
Opportunity Spectrum (ROS) setting.

Alpine Triangle SRMA: Alpine Triangle SRMA, '
composed of several Management Units, would be
managed for a variety of ROS settings and
opportunities, including historical, scenic, and natural
values, hiking, sightseeing, motorized recreation,

. camping, winter recreation, hunting, fishing, and

floatboating. A joint BLM and United States Forest
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Service (FS) visitor center in Lake City would be
pursued. A CRMAP would be prepared. Two
campgrounds would be upgraded and fees charged, if
feasible.

Powderhorn Primitive Area . SRMA: Powderhorn
Primitive Area SRMA, Management Unit 2, would
be managed for enhancement of natural values and
primitive recreation opportunities in Primitive and
Semi-Primitive ROS . settings. A Recreation Area
Management Plan (RAMP) would be prepared.
Commercial recreation permitting would continue,
and use levels would be established if necessary. If
necessary, use levels and a permit system for private
recreation use would be implemented. The existing
primitive area boundary would be adjusted to include
all public lands in Management Unit 2. Acquisition of
40 acres of private land and all state-owned minerals
would be pursued.

Throughout the Planning Area, cleanup and periodic
patrols would be conducted, and commercial
recreation permitting would continue on a case-by-
case basis.

Gunnison Extensive Recreation Management Area:
The remainder of the Planning Area would continue
to be managed as the Gunnison Extensive Recreation
Management Area (ERMA). Potential recreation
projects at Hartman’s Rocks, Slate River, and High
Mesa would be considered. ROS settings would be
determined. If proposed for development, these
projects would be addressed in Recreation Project
Plans. .

The 1,595-acre American Basin recommended
ACEC, Management Unit 4, and the 532-acre Dillon
Pinnacles recommended ACEC, Management Unit 9,
would be designated and managed for scenic and
recreation values. The 1,407-acre Slumgullion
Earthflow National Natural Landmark recommended
ACEC, Management Unit 6, would be designated and
managed for geological interpretation.

About 48,877 acres of public land, including
Powderhomn Primitive Area SRMA, would be closed
to off-highway vehicle use (OHV); OHV use on
74,428 acres would be limited seasonally, if
necessary for wintering elk and deer;" OHV use on
97,714 acres would be limited to designated routes
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yearlong; and 363,993 acres would be open to OHV
use.

Wild and Scenic River Study Segment. No portion
of the Lake Fork of The Gunnison River, including
the 13.3 mile long Study Segment A, which BLM
determined to be eligible for inclusion into the
National Wild and Scenic Rivers System (NWSRS),
would be recommended as being suitable for
designation and inclusion into the NWSRS. Values
and resources within Study Segment A would be
managed according to the prescriptions for
Management Units 1, 4, and 15 and STANDARD
MANAGEMENT in Chapter Four of this PRMP,
Please refer to Appendix 1 for the wild and scenic
river analysis of streams in the Planning Area.

Visual Resource Management. Public lands would
be managed according to the objectives for the
following Visual Resource Management (VRM)
Classes: VRM Class I: 49,872 acres; VRM Class II:
169,614 acres; VRM Class I11: 135,738 acres; VRM
Class IV: 225,776 acres. Rehabilitation would be
considered on 4,812 acres classified as VRM Classes
IIR, IIIR, and IVR. The 1,595-acre American Basin
recommended ACEC and the 532-acre Dillon
Pinnacles recommended ACEC, Management Units
4 and 9 respectively, would be designated and
managed for scenic and recreation values. Federal
mineral estate in these recommended ACECs would
be withdrawn from mineral entry and location. Any
public lands in the Planning Area designated as
wilderness by Congress would be also designated and
managed according to VRM Class 1 objectives.

Wilderness Study Areas. The six Wilderness Study
Areas (WSAs) in the Planning Area, totalling about
114,247 acres, would be managed according to
BLM’s Interim Management Policy and Guidelines
for Lands Under Wilderness Review (IMP) until
Congress decides on their designation or non-
designation into the wilderness system. Any areas
acted upon by Congress and not designated into the
system would be managed according to Standard
Management and the Management Unit prescriptions
in which they occur in this PRMP. Until Congress
acts, actions in WSAs would be limited to those that
could occur under BLM’s IMP. Areas designated as
wilderness would be managed as such, and a
management plan would be written for those areas.



Archaeological and Historical Resources (Cultural
Resources). Cultural resources would be managed
according to existing legislation and policies.
Measures would be included in all plans involving
surface disturbance to mitigate, protect, interpret, or
othérwise enhance significant cultural resources.
Class I and III inventories, and clearances, would be
conducted prior to disturbances. Inventories to

discover historic sites on public lands would continue, -

and inventories would also be conducted to determine
archaeological site density, diversity. and distribution
in order to build a data base for management of
archaeological resources. Cultural resources
identified or discovered would be evaluated according
to BLM’s Cultural Resource Use Categories and/or
considered for mitigation.  Stabilization would
continue on significant historical sites or to eliminate
public safety hazards. Cooperative management of
historic sites with the National Park Service in the
Alpine Triangle SRMA would continue.

Paleontological Resources. Prior to any surface-
disturbing activity occurring in areas containing
potential for the occurrence of paleontological
values, inventories would be completed, and protective
measures would be taken for known or discovered
fossil values. '

Transportation and access. The existing 333 miles
of roads, 110 miles of trails, and 32 easements would
continue to be provided and maintained as funds are

available. New access to public lands would be
pursued into eleven (11) areas. The transportation
plan map would be updated.

Disposal of Public Lands. A total of 43 tracts of
public land containing about 3,120 acres would be

classified as Category I lands and would be identified
as being available for disposal by public sale under
criteria in Section 203 of the Federal Land Policy
and Management Act (FLPMA) of 1976.
remainder of the public lands in the Planning Area
would be classified as Category II lands that would
be managed for multiple use purposes., These
Category II lands would not be available for public
sale, but, on a case-by-case basis, could be disposed
of through exchange, boundary adjustments, state
indemnity selections, Recreation and Public Purpose
Act (R&PP) applications or other appropriate
authority, if disposal complies with legislation and
policy, and serves the public interest. All disposal

The .

SUMMARY OF THE PRMP

would comply with the requirements of the National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) of 1969. A land
disposal activity plan would be prepared. Disposal of
public lands with T&E plants would occur only if the
viability of overall populations would not be
jeopardized. :

Acquisition. of Non-Federal Lands. Non-federal
lands surrounded by or adjacent to Category II lands
or lands unavailable for disposal would be considered
for acquisition on a case-by-case, willing seller-
willing buyer basis. Acquisition would be contingent
on potential proposals meeting NEPA requirements
and one or more of the criteria for acquisition as
established for this PRMP. If available, acquisition
of the following non-federal lands would be pursued:
40 private acres, and all state-owned mineral estate
within the Powderhorn Primitive Area SRMA,
Management Unit 2; private lands within the Alpine
Triangle SRMA, Management Unit 1; 40 private
acres in American Basin ACEC, Management Unit 4;
private lands in South Beaver Creek ACEC,
Management Unit 8; and 270 private acres in Dillon
Pinnacles -ACEC, Management Unit 9.

Rights-of Way. About 448,219 acres of public land
would be open to the location of rights-of-way, on a
case-by-case basis, and seasonal construction
restrictions would apply to 155,870 of these acres.
About 85,387 acres and 51,406 acres would be
designated rights-of-way avoidance and rights-of-way
exclusion areas, respectively.

Rights-of-Way Corridors. A right-of-way (ROW)

" corridor one-mile wide would be designated along the

existing Western Area Power Association (WAPA)

230 Kv Curecanti to Salida electrical "transmission
line in Management Units 8, 11, 12, 13, and 17. A
ROW window 1,000 feet in width (500 feet either
side of the centerline) would be designated where the
existing WAPA line crosses Management Unit 8. A
similar one-mile wide ROW corridor would be
designated along the Colorado Ute Electric
Association’s existing 230 Kv Blue Mesa to Lake
City line across Management Units 1, 13, and 16.

Fire Management. Wildfires on about 508,388
acres of public lands would be suppressed according
to a conditional suppression policy and according to
a full suppression policy on about 76,624 acres.
Within conditional suppression areas some wildfires,
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such as those on public lands adjacent to private lands
or in recreation areas, would be fully suppressed to
protect valuable resources, investments. facilities, and
property, life, and safety on non-federal and federal
lands. Prescribed fires for resource enhancement or
fuel hazard reduction could occur throughout the
Planning Area in accordance with approved
prescribed burn plans. A site-specific burn plan and
Environmental Anpalysis (EA) would be prepared
prior to authorizing any prescribed burns.

Withdrawals and Classifications. Public lands
currently under withdrawal would continue to be
withdrawn, unless modified in a management unit
prescription. Periodic review of existing withdrawals
would be conducted to determ_ine the need for each.
About 54,047 acres would be withdrawn from
mineral entry and location through BLM protective
withdrawals within the following areas: Alpine Loop
National Backcountry Byway; Red Bridge and The
Gate campgrounds; Powderhorn Primitive Area and
Cochetopa Canyon SRMAs, Management Units 2 and
3 respectively; the American Basin, the Slumgullion
Earthflow National Natural Landmark, and the Dillon
Pinnacles ACECs, Management Units 4, 6, and 9
respectively; and isolated parcels along Cebolla
Creek. '

Other agencies’ miscellaneous withdrawals would
continue until relinquished. If relinquished, and if
‘the lands are determined to be suitable for BLM
management, these withdrawals would be revoked. If
opened for BLM management, these lands would be
managed according to this PRMP.

Waterpower and Storage Reservoir Sites. Lands
withdrawn for these purposes would be managed for
potential water power and storage purposes. Before
uses occur or facilities are developed that could be
jeopardized by water power or storage reservoir
projects on public lands withdrawn for those
purposes, the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission
(FERC) would be consulted regarding withdrawal
status and the need for the withdrawal. Inventoried
and potential sites would be managed for future water
power purposes unless higher priority resource uses
would be implemented. Management Units 1, 3, 10,
14, and 15 would be recommended to be closed to
the development of water power or storage reservoir
projects.
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Areas of Critical Environmental Concerm. Six
separate areas on public land, totalling about 42,261
acres in Management Units 4 through 9 respectively,
would be designated as the American Basin,
Redcloud Peak, Slumgullion Earthflow National
Natural Landmark, West Antelope Creek, South
Beaver Creek, and Dillon Pinnacles ACECs. These
ACECs would be managed according to their
respective prescriptions. A management plan would
be prepared for each ACEC, or their management
direction would be included in an activity plan for a
larger, adjacent area.

Hazards Management. Hazard sites or areas would
be reviewed on a case-by-case basis and remedied to
the degree mecessary to protect public safety and
health. Activity plans would consider the remediation
of known hazards. Coordination and cooperation
with appropriate state or other agencies to remedy
hazard sites would continue.

Hazardous Materials Management. Locations on
public lands showing evidence of hazardous materials
would be inventoried and examined on a case-by-case
basis, and remedied to the degree necessary to protect
public health, safety, and public or private property.
Coordination and cooperation with appropriate state
or other agencies to properly manage hazardous
materials would continue. Activity plans would
consider the remediation of known hazards.

Trespass dumping and littering on public lands would
be controlled through public awareness, signing, and
monitoring.

Law Enforcement. Bureau patrols and law
enforcement activities would be conducted on a
priority basis. Information dissemination and
education would be carried out by BLM rangers
during regularly scheduled patrols or public contacts.

COMPARISON TABLE OF THE PRMP
AND ALL ALTERNATIVES

Table 1-1 compares the key points for each resource
or resource use within each alternative in the DRMP
and the PRMP. If management of a resource in the
PRMP is identical to that in the Preferred or another
Alternative, that management would be simply
referenced.



Table 1-1

SUMMARIZED COMPARISON OF THE PROPOSED PLAN AND THE MANAGEMENT ALTERNATIVES

RE-
SOURCE/
RE-
SOURCE
USE

ALTERNATIVE A
(Continuation of
Current’
Management)

MANAGEMENT UNDER EACH ALTERNATIVE

ALTERNATIVE B

ALTERNATIVE C ©  ALTERNATIVED  ALTERNATIVEE

(Preferred
Alternative)

PROPOSED
RESOURCE

' MANAGEMENT PLAN

OBJECTIVES: Continue the

OBJECTIVES: To empha-
size or be compatible with
those resources which pro-
mote outdoor recreation
opportunities, tourism, eco-
nomic stability, and the
quality of life.

OBJECTIVES: To empha-
size a high degree of aco-
nomic return and resource
production, while maintain-
ing, or protecting, or en-
hancing the natural environ-
ment at a compatible and
nan-restricting level.

OBJECTIVES: To empha-
size a high degree of protec-
tion, enhancement, and
maintenance for natural val-
ues, while sustaining a
compatible level of produc-
tion for renewable and non-
renewable resources.

OBJECTIVES: To empha-
size the mix and variety of
actions that best resolves
the issues and manage-
ment concerns of this
RMP/EIS; to achieve a bal-
ance between competing
demands on uses of public
land.

OBJECTIVES: To emphasize
the mix and variety of ac-
tions that best resolves the
issues and management con-
cerns of this RMP/EIS; to
achieve a balance bstween
competing demands on uses
of public land.

LOCAT-
ABLE
MINERALS

present levels, methods,
and mix of multiple use
resource management,
maintaining existing uses,
outputs, and protection
activities.

Allow mineral entry and

location on 683,285 acres;
currently 45,282 acres are
withdrawn from mineral entry
and location. )

670,198 acres would be open to
mineral entry and location;
58,369 acres would be with-
drawn from entry and location
(includes Powderhorn SRMA,
Slumgullion Slide, American
Basin drainage, Alpine Loop
National Backcountry Byway,

_ Red Bridge Campground, Gate

recreation area, Cochetopa
SRMA, Cebolla Creek isolated
withdrawal, and miscellaneous
other agency withdrawals).

Allow mineral entry and
location on the entire federal
mineral estate, 728,567 acres.
Recommend revocation of all
withdrawals that segregate lands
from mineral entry and location
on public land, and no new
withdrawals would be
approved.

Allow mineral entry and
location on 649,645 acres;
78,922 acres would be
withdrawn from entry and
location _(includes S. Beaver
Creek and Redcloud Peak
RNA/ACECs and Haystack
Cave, Cebolla Creek,
Slumgullion Slide, American
Basin, Lake Fork, and Dillon
Pinnacles ACECs, units D-13,
D-19, D-22- (262 acres), plus
miscellaneous existing
withdrawals).

Allow mineral entry and
location on 674,540 acres;
54,027 acres would be
withdrawn from entry and
location. Includes Alpine Loop
National Backcountry Byway,
Red Bridge and The Gate
campgrounds, Powderhorn
Primitive Area and Cochetopa
Canyon SRMAs, Slumguilion
Earthflow National Natural

Same -as Alternative E, except
that an additional 20 acres would
be withdrawn from entry and
location at Mill Creek
Campground, resulting in a total -
of 54,047 acres to be
withdrawn.

Landmark, American Basin, -

and Dillon Pinnacles ACECs,
Cebolla Creek, plus BLM and
other agencies’ miscellaneous
existing withdrawals.

OIL, GAS,
AND GEO-
THERMAL
RE-
SOURCES

Open to leasing: (a) 610,169
acres; (b) with a seasonal
stipulation, 288,640 acres; (c)
with standard terms, 321,529
acres. Closed to leasing,
110,007 acres (includes federal
oil and gas estate in WSAs).

Open to leasing: (a) 672,639
acres; (b) with a no surface
occupancy stipulation, 30,856
acres; (c) with seasonal
stipulations, 177,311 acres; (d)
with standard terms, 464,472
acres.

Allow leasing on 720,176 acres
of federal oil, gas, and
geothermal estate with standard
terms.’

Open to leasing: (8) 667,422
acres, (b) with a no surface
occupancy stipulation, 114,430
acres; (c¢) with seasonal stip-
ulations, 202,678 acres; (d)
with standard terms, 350,314
acres.

Open to leasing: (a) 674,169

acres; (b) with a no surface
occupancy stipulation, 35,605
acres; (¢) with seasonal
stipulations, 47,545 acres; (d)
with controlled surface use
stipulation, 2,417 acres;

Open to leasing: (a)- 674,169
acres; (b) with a no surface
occupancy stipulation, 26,205
acres; (c¢) with seasonal
stipulations, 11,823 acres; (d)
with controlled surface wuse.
stipulation, 13,166 acres;
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Table 1-1 (Cont’d)

SUMMARIZED COMPARISON OF THE PROPOSED PLAN AND THE MANAGEMENT ALTERNATIVES

MANAGEMENT UNDER EACH ALTERNATIVE

RE- ALTERNATIVE A : . :
SOURCE/ (Continuation of ALTERNATIVE B ALTERNATIVE C ALTERNATIVE D ALTERNATIVE E PROPOSED
RE-- Current : : (Preferred RESOURCE
SOURCE Management) : Alternative) MANAGEMENT PLAN
USE .
OBJECTIVES: Continue the OBJECTIVES: To empha- OBJECTIVES: To empha- OBJECTIVES: To empha- OBJECTIVES: To empha- OBJECTIVES: To emphasize
present levels, methods, size or be compatible with size a high degree of eco- size a high degree of protec- size the mix and variety of the mix and variaty of ac-
and mix of multiple use those resources which pro- nomic return and resource tion, enhancement, and actions that best resolves tions that best resolves the
resource management, mote outdoor recreation production, while maintain- maintenance for natural val- the issues and manage- issues and managemsnt con-
maintaining existing uses, opportunities, tourism, eco- ing, or protecting, or en- ues, while sustaining a ment concerns of this cerns of this RMPJEIS; to
outputs, and protection nomic stability, and the hancing the natural environ- compatible level of produc- RMP/EIS; to achieve a bal- achieve a balance betweaen
activities. quality of life. ment at a compatible and tion for renewable and non- ance between competing competing demands on uses
non-restricting level. renewable resources. demands on uses of public of public land.
land.
OIL, GAS, Closed to leasing: 47,537 Closed to leasing: 52,754 acres (¢) with standard terms, (e) with standard terms, 623,416
AND GEO- acres (includes Powderhorn (includes Slumgullion Slide 588,602 acres. Closed to acres. Closed to leasing, 46,007
THERMAL ACEC, American Basin drain- ACEC, Lake Fork ACEC, leasing, 46,007 acres (includes acres (includes the Powderhorn
RE- age, Red Bridge campground). Dillon Pinnacles ACEC, and the Powderhorn Primitive Primitive Area SRMA).
SOURCES Powderhorn SRMA). Area SRMA).
(Cont’d)
SALEABLE 683,275 acres available for Available for disposal with 720,881 acres available for Awailable for disposal with Available for disposal with Available for disposal with
MINERALS disposal; disposal on 45,282 federal mineral estate: 670,065 disposal; disposal on the federal mineral estate: 579,309 federal mineral estate: 666,530 federal mineral estate: 665,712
acres currently withdrawn from acres; disposal on 179,063 of remainder of federal mineral acres; disposal on 199,054 of acres; disposal on 188,970 of acres; disposal on 172,087 of
mineral entry and location these acres would be subject to estate would not be permitted these acres would be subject to these acres would be subject to these acres would be subject to
would .require approval of seasonal restrictions; disposal for a variety of reasons (7,686 seasonal restrictions; disposal seasonal restrictions; disposal seasonal restrictions; disposal on
withdrawing agency; disposal on lands withdrawn would acres). on lands withdrawn would on lands withdrawn would lands withdrawn would require
would also not be permitted on require the approval of the require approval of withdrawing require approval of with- approval of withdrawing agency;
10 acres withdrawn from withdrawing agency; disposal agency; disposal not permitted drawing agency; disposal not disposal not permitted on 61,855
mineral leasing. would not be permitted on on 149,258 acres. permitted on 62,037 acres. acres.
58,502 acres.
SOIL AND Continue implementation and Continue implementation and Continue implementation and Continue implementation and Continue implementation and Same as Alternative E.
WATER RE- intensive management of Long intensive management of Long intensive management of Long intensive management of Long intensive management of Long
SOURCES _Gulch Sediment Control and Gulch Sediment Control and Guich Sediment Controi and

Riparian Habitat Improvement
Plan.

Riparian Habitat Improvement
Plan.

Riparian Habitat Improvement
Plan.

Gulch Sediment Control and
Riparian Habitat Improvement
Plan.

Gulch Sediment Control and
Riparian Habitat Improvement
Plan.
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SOIL AND
WATER RE-

_SOURCES

(Cont’d)

Require mitigation to minimize
accelerated soil erosion and
water quality deteriorationin all
plans involving surface dis-
turbance.

Pursue, through state water
court, water rights where
necessary and
Montrose District water use as-
sessment, including on 113
miles of fisheries.

Manage 320 acres in Wildcat
Creek drainage to help protect
Crested Butte’s water supply.

Maintain watershed improve-
ment developments in good
physical condition. Maintain
roads as scheduled, with poorly
located roads receiving - first
priority. ’

identified in’

Measures for erosion reduction
and increasing plant basal cover

incorporated into vegetation
treatments on soils with
moderate to severe erosion
potential.

Water rights applied for where
appropriate, including along
113 miiles of fishery streams.

Measures designed to- reduce
soil erosion and water quality
deterioration required in all
plans involving surface distur-
bance.

Manage 320 acres in Wildcat
Creek drainage to help protect
Crested Butte’s water supply.

Erosion control and watershed
improvement projects on 4,625
acres would be developed if
compatible with T&E species
management; soil and water
improvement projects would be
developed on 29,060 acres of
big game crucial winter range;
measures 10 improve overall
hydrologic conditions on
21,870 acres of sage grouse
habitat in riparian areas would
be implemented.

Increased plant basal cover
would be accomplished on soils
with a moderate to severe
erosion potential during
vegetation treatment implemen-
tation to reduce erosion.

Water rights would be appiied
for where appropriate.

Manage 320 acres in Wildcat
Creek drainage in unit C-2 to
help protect Crested Butte’s
water supply.

New available forage from
wildlife treatrnents on 351,837
acres would be wused for
watershed protection in units
C-4 through C-12.

No public lands, other than
those mentioned above, would
be intensively managed for soil
or watershed management.

Erosion reduction and
increasing plant basal cover
incorporated into vegetation
treatments on soil with mo-
derate to severe erosion
potential.

Water rights applied for where
appropriate, including along
113 miles of fishery streams.

Compatible measures designed
to reduce soil erosion and water
quality deterioration required in
all plans involving surface
disturbance. :

Manage 320 acres in Wildcat
Creek drainage to help protect
Crested Butte’s water supply.

Water source developments
would be maintained, im-
proved, or reclaimed. :

Erosion control projects
restricted to prevent accidental
destruction in unit D-1 on
9,562 acres to - prevent
accidental destruction of T&E
species.

- improvement

Measures for erosion reduction
and increasing plant basal
cover incorporated into vege-
tation treatments on soils with
moderate to severe erosion
potential.

Water rights applied for where
appropriate, including along
113 miles of fishery streams.

Measures designed to reduce
soil erosion and water quality
deterioration required in all
plans involving surface
disturbance.

Manage 320 acres in Wildcat
Creek drainage to help protect
Crested Butte’s water supply.

New water sources developed
would consider - riparian
values. Existing developments
would be maintained,
improved, or reclaimed.

Soils and watershed projects
permitted on 28,215 acres in
West Antelope ACEC if com-
patible with crucial big game
winter range management.

Erosion control and watershed
projects on
4,565 acres
developed if compatible with
T&E species management.

would ~ be

RIPARIAN
ZONES

Continue intensive management
in Long Guich riparian zone as
per management plan.”

Require measures to minimize
deterioration in riparian areas
for all plans involving surface
disturbance.

Determine high priority riparian
areas where improvement
strategies and projects would be
implemented.

Continue intensive management
in Long Guich riparian zone as
per management plan. '

Riparian improvement projects
designed and required in high
priority arcas and would be
included in other resource
activity plans.

New permanent roads excluded
in North Willow Creck and
Stevens Creek riparian zones.

Continue intensive management
in Long Gulch riparian zone as
per management plan.

Modify existing water source
developments in riparian zones
if hydrologic condition is being
impacted. Nonconflicting
riparian projects incorporated

into activity plans or CRMAPS

and implemented in
priority riparian areas.

high

Continue intensive management
in Long Gulch riparian zone as
per management plan.

Riparian improvement projects
designed and required in high
priority areas and included in
other resource activity plans.

Measures to minimize riparian/
aquatic zone deterioration
required in all plans involving
surface disturbance.

Continue intensive man-
agement in Long Gulch
riparian zone .as per
management plan.

Riparian improvement projects
designed and required in high
priority areas and included in
other resource activity plans.

Measures to minimize
riparian/aquatic zone deteri-
oration required in all plans
involving surface disturbance.

Same as Alternative E, except
management units would not be
prefixed with the letter E.
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Table 1-1 (Cont’d)

SUMMARIZED COMPARISON OF THE PROPOSED PLAN AND THE MANAGEMENT ALTERNATIVES

RE-
SOURCE/
RE-
SOURCE
USE

ALTERNATIVE A
(Continuation of
Current
' Management)

MANAGEMENT UNDER EACH ALTERNATIVE

" ALTERNATIVEB -~ ALTERNATIVEC  ALTERNATIVE D

ALTERNATIVE E
.(Preferred
Alternative)

PROPOSED
RESOURCE
MANAGEMENT PLAN

OBJECTIVES: Continue the
present levels, methods,
and mix of multiple use
resource management,
maintaining existing uses,
outputs, and protection
activities.

OBJECTIVES: To empha-
size or be compatible with
those resources which pro-
mote outdoor recreation
opportunities, tourism, eco-
nomic stability, and the
quality of life.

OBJECTIVES: To empha-
size a high degree of eco-
nomic return and resource
production, while maintain-
ing, or protecting, or en-
hancing the natural environ-
ment at a compatible and
non-restricting level.

OBJECTIVES: To empha-
size a high degree of protec-
tion, enhancement, and
maintenance for natural val-
ues, while sustaining a
compatible level of produc-
tion for renewable and non-
renewable resources.

OBJECTIVES: To empha-
size the mix and variety of
actions that best resolves
the issues and manage-
ment concerns of this
RMPJEIS; to achieve a bal-
ance between competing
demands on uses of public
land.

OBJECTIVES: To emphasize
the mix and variety of ac-
tions that best resolves the
issues and management con-
cerns of this RMP/EIS; to
achieve a balance between
competing demands on uses
of public land.

(AN}

RIPARIAN
ZONES
(Cont’d)

Accomplish riparian manage-
ment objectives in current
Resource Area Habitat Manage-
ment Plan at current rate.

Timber harvests excluded in all
riparian areas.

Existing water source develop-

ments modified, if riparian
zones are being negatively
impacted. :

Projects implemented in some
riparian areas on 21,870 acres
of sage grouse riparian habitat

for improved riparian
vegetation.
Improve overall riparian

conditions on 14,933 acres of
riparian areas, and in riparian
areas in unit B-11.

Rehabilitate  riparian  zones
where ecological or hydro-
logical condition is deteriorated

Riparian improvement projects
permitted in unit C-9 (1,117
acres). Area-wide HMP
revised to include riparian zone
management from units C-9,
C-10, C-11.

Improve overall riparian con-
ditions on 1,839 acres in units
C9, C-10, and C-11 and
rehabilitate- zones in unit C-10
where hydrologic condition is
below potential.

Compatible projects designed to
achieve abundant vegetative
cover, an increase in diversity
of herbaceous plants and in the
proportion of native bunch-
grasses for sage grouse on 5
miles in unit C-10 (602 acres)

Timber harvests excluded in all
riparian areas.

Existing water sources in
riparian - areas modified or
relocated if riparian zones are
being negatively impacted.

Improve overall riparian
conditions on 14,933 acres of
riparian areas, including in
riparian zones in unit D-14
(76,752 acres of sage grouse
habitat) and D-22 (108,335
acres of "I" allotments).

Compatible projects designed to
achieve abundant vegetative
cover, an increase in diversity
of herbaceous plants and in the
proportion of native bunch-
grasses for sage grouse in high

Special road  construction
objectives adhered to.

Timber harvests permitted in
riparian areas if riparian and
wildlife values improved.

Existing water sources and
roads in riparian areas
modified or relocated if
riparian zones are being
negatively impacted.

Manage riparian zones in units
E-11 (31 miles) and E-14 (25
miles) to improve and
maintain vegetation to
optimize sage grouse popula-
tions.

Same as Alternative E, except
management units would not be
prefixed with the letter E.
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RIPARIAN
ZONES
(Cont’d)

and require measures to reduce
deterioration of riparian eco-
systems in surface disturbing
plans on 7,298 acres of an sage
grouse habitat.

Area wide HMP revised to
include riparian zone
management.

are permitted; vegetation
production and diversity would
be increased for big game and
other wildlife on 10 miles of
riparian zones in unit C-9.

In unit C-11 (120 acres),
compatible improvement
strategies and projects would be
permitted.

priority areas on 99 miles in
unit D-12 (9,657 acres)_would
be permitted.

Vegetation production and
diversity would be increased for
big game and wildlife on 76
miles of crucial big game
riparian zones in unit D-11
(12,462 acres).

Revise arca-wide HMP to
include riparian zone manage-
ment. :

About 99 miles of riparian
zones in 91,547 acres of big
game ‘crucial winter range in
unit E-12 would be managed
to increase production and
diversity of vegetation to help
support wintering big game; a

HMP for E-12 would include

riparian zone management.

Compatible riparian im-
provement projects permitted
along 58 miles of riparian
zones containing fisheries or
potential fisheries in unit E-15.
Revise area-wide HMP to in-
clude riparian zones manage-
ment for unit E-15.

SPECIAL
STATUS
PLANT
AND. -,
ANIMAL
SPECIES
AND
HABITAT

Requires measures to protect
T&E species, individuals, and
habitats in plans for all surface
disturbing activities. '

Continue to inventory and
monitor T&E plant and animal
habitats. Continue T&E
clearances and Section 7 con-
sultations with the USF&WS.

Require measures to protect
T&E species, individuals, and
habitats in plans for all surface
disturbing activities. )

Continue to inventory and
monitor T&E plant and animal
habitats. Continue T&E
clearances and Section 7 con-
sultations with the USF&WS.

Require measures to protect
classified or listed T&E species
and habitat and potential
habitat, from mineral leasing
and disposal activities and
disturbance, and other surface
disturbance. :

Designate South Beaver Creek
ACEC/RNA (4,625 acres) to
protect and - enhance skiff
milkvetch populations.

Require measures to ~ protect
T&E species, individuals, and
habitats in plans for all surface
disturbing activities.

Continue to inventory and
monitor T&E plant and animal
habitats. Continue T&E
clearances and Section 7 con-
sultations with the USF&WS.

Require measures to protect
classified or listed T&E species
and habitat, and potential
habitat from mineral leasing,
mining and mineral material
disposal ‘activity and other
surface disturbance.

Designate South Beaver Creek

and Redcloud Peak RNA/.

ACECs (15,512 acres) to
protect and enhance skiff
milkvetch and Uncompahgre
fritillary butterfly populations
and habitat.

Require measures to protect
T&E species, individuals, and
habitats in plans for all surface
disturbing activities.

Continue to inventory and
monitor T&E plant and animal
habitats. - Continue T&E
clearances and Section 7 con-
sultations with the USF&WS. |

Require measures to protect
classified or listed T&E species
and habitat, and potential
habitat from mineral leasing,
mining and mineral material
disposal activity and other
surface disturbance.

Designate South Beaver Creek
and Redcloud Peak RNA
/ACECs (15,512 acres) to
protect and enhance skiff milk-
vetch and Uncompahgre
fritillary butterfly populations
and habitat.

Require measures to protect
T&E species, individuals, and
habitats in plans for all surface
disturbing activities.

Continue to inventory and
monitor T&E plant and animal
habitats. Continue T&E
clearances and Section 7 con-
sultations with the USFWS.

Same

Require measures to protect

classified or listed T&E
species and habitat, and
potential habitat from mining,
mineral leasing and .mineral
material disposal activity and
other surface disturbance.

Designate South Beaver Creek -

and Redcloud Peak ACECs
(10,512 acres) to protect and
enhance skiff milkvetch and
Uncompahgre fritillary but-
terfly populations and habitat.

as

Alternative

E.
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Table 1-1 (Cont’d)

SUMMARIZED COMPARISON OF THE PROPOSED PLAN AND THE MANAGEMENT ALTERNATIVES

'MANAGEMENT UNDER EACH ALTERNATIVE

RE- ALTERNATIVE A | S :
SOURCE/ .. (Continuation of ALTERNATIVE B ALTERNATIVE C ALTERNATIVE D ALTERNATIVE E PFROPOSED
RE- Current : (Preferred RESOURCE
SOURCE Management) Alternative) MANAGEMENT PLAN
USE .
OBJECTIVES: Continue the OBJECTIVES: To empha- OBJECTIVES: To empha- OBJECTIVES: To empha- OBJECTIVES: To empha- OBJECTIVES: To emphasize
present levels, methods, size or ba compatible with size a high degree of eco- size a high degree of protec- size the mix and variety of the mix and variety of ac-
and mix of multiple use those resources which pro- nomic return and resource tion, enhancement, and actions that best resolves tions that best resolves the
resource management, mote outdoor recreation production, while maintain- maintenance for natural val- the issues and manage- issues and management con-
maintaining existing uses, opportunities, tourism, eco- ing, or protecting, or an- ues, while sustaining a ment concerns of this cerns of this RMP/EIS; to
outputs, and protection nomic stability, and the hancing the natural environ- compatible Isvel of produc- RMP/EIS; to achieve a bal- achieve a balance between
activities. ' quality of life. ment at a compatible and tion for renewable and non- ance between competing competing demands on uses
non-restricting level. renewabls resources. demands on uses of public of public land.
land.
WILDLIFE Continue management of habitat Revise HMP for Resource Revise HMP for Resource Revise HMP for Resource Area Revise RA HMP and Revise RA HMP and implement
HABITAT according to HMP for Resource Area. Area, and emphasize crucial winter implement consistent with consistent with BLM’s Fish and
MANAGE- Area, at current rate of imple- ) : range management. BLM’s Fish and Wildlife Plan Wildlife Plan for Colorado -
MENT mentation. : Generally maintain  wildlife New, additional available

Maintain big game forage
allocations at present levels;
future increases/decreases
would be divided evenly
between big game and
livestock.

Initiate shrub-seedling planting
program to improve crucial
winter range.

Planning Area open to habitat
treatments. Maintain existing
facilities and treatments.

Modify 10 miles of fence to
facilitate antelope access to
habitat. Wildlife forage
allocations would be adjusted to
allocate more for antelope as
needed.

forage allocations at current
levels, including for big game.
All future additional forage
would be allocated in priority
order, for watershed needs,
wildlife habitat, and livestock
grazing.

Minimize, or exclude
disturbance at raptor nest sites,
and on crucial big winter game
ranges, elk calving areas, and at
sage grouse leks and on sage
grouse habitat, by seasonal or
other stipulations, OHV
designations, and rights-of-way
avoidance and exclusion areas.

Temporary long-range herd
goal reductions in cenain
GMUs recommended to
increase vigor and production
on crucial big game winter

forage to
watershed.

livestock, then

Elk calving areas would not be
intensively managed and except
for rights-of-way avoidance and
seasonal rights-of-way related
construction stipulations, no
land use restrictions apply.

Long-range herd goal
reductions in certain GMUs
recommended temporarily to
increase vigor production of
crucial big game winter range
in order to help support CDOW
long-range herd goals of 9,000
elk and 16,600 deer.
Compatible treatments also
designed and implemented, on
uplands and riparian areas,
through activity plans to help
achieve CDOW herd goals for

Maintain -wildlife forage
allocations at current levels.
All future additional forage
would be allocated to watershed
needs.

Disturbance would be
seasonally restricted on all elk-
calving areas. Measures to
prevent raptor disturbance re-
quired in all plans involving
surface disturbance.

Temporary reductions in
CDOW long-range herd goals
in certain GMUs recommended
to help support herd sizes of
9,000 elk and 16,600 deer.
Measures (treatments) would
also be implemented through
activity plans on uplands and
riparian zones to help achieve
these herd goals.

for Colorado - Program for Program for the Decade,

the Decade.

Maintain  wildlife
allocations at current levels,
including for big game. All

forage participate

BLM would continue to
in the Colorado
Habitat Partnership Program.

future additional forage would Big game numbers would be
be allocated for watershed reduced temporarily if needed to
needs, then for wildlife habitat achieve proper use levels and

or livestock grazing.

Minimize, or
disturbance at raptor nest sites,

exclude wildlife

better forage conditions. All
future additional forage from
projects would be
allocated for watershed needs,

and on crucial big game winter then for wildlife habitat.

ranges, elk calving areas, and

at sage grouse leks and on Minimize,

sage grouse habitat, by

or exclude
disturbance at raptor nest sites,

scasonal or other stipulations, and on crucial big game winter

OHV designations, and rights-
of-way avoidance
exclusion areas.

ranges, elk calving areas, and at

and sage grouse leks and on sage

grouse habitat, by seasonal or
other stipulations, OHV
designations, and rights-of-way
avoidance and exclusion areas.
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WILDLIFE
HABITAT
MANAGE-
MENT
(Cont'd)

Existing projects and facilities
in riparian zones for sage
grouse broodrearing habitat
would be maintained; planning
area open to additional sage
grouse habitat improvement
projects.

- bighomn sheep,

range to help support CDOW
long range herd goals of 9,000
elk and 16,600 deer. Measures
(treatments) would also be
implemented through activity
plans on uplands and riparian
arcas to help achieve CDOW
long-range herd goals for elk
and deer. :

Maintain existing treatmenté,
generally. :

Wildlife would be allocated use
on 198,526 acres of wildlife
funded treatments to increase
quality and/or quantity of
forage. :

In GMU 64 south and east of
Cimarron, temporary reductions
in elk and deer numbers would
be recommended.

Designate  West  Antelope
(29,060 acres) and East
Gunnison (37,503 acres)

ACECs to improve capability of
habitat to support wintering
deer, elk, and bighorn sheep.
Land uses would be permitted
that do not remove or damage
elk and deer crucial winter
range.

A site-specific plan (HMP)

-would be developed for 60,715

acres of crucial elk and deer
winter range in unit B-11.

Compatible treatments and
management permitted on
crucial big game winter range
in unit B-11.

Maintain or improve habitat on
public land to support 500
pronghorn antelope,
9,000 sage
grouse, and for various non-
game species, including raptors.

elk and deer.

New, available forage
developed from wildlife
treatments .in units C-4
(326,735 acres) and C-12
(25,102 acres crucial winter
range) would be wused for
watershed needs then allocated
for wildlife.

In unit C-12, manage resources
in GMU 54 and 55 for benefit
of elk and deer crucial winter
range. In GMU 64, east and
south of Cimarron, temporary
reductions in elk and deer
numbers would be implemented
to achieve 50% utilization rate
of current year’s growth of
mountain mahogany.

Maintain/improve habitat on
public land to support 500
pronghorn antelope, S0 bighorn
sheep, 6,000 sage grouse, and
various non-game species. No
measures to prevent disturbance
to raptors or nest sites are requ-
ired.

Wildlife would be allocated new

forage in unit C-14, from
wildlife treatments for
pronghorn antelope.

Fence modification (10 miles)
within pronghorn antelope
ranges permitted to facilitate
access to yearlong habitat.

Non-conflicting sage grouse
habitat improvements and
treatments permitted in unit C-
12.

Sagebrush treatments for sage

500 grouse habitat maintenance and

improvement to be considered
in all activity plans or
CRMAPs. All leks would be
protected and seasonal surface
disturbance restrictions apply
within 1/4 mile of all leks.

On crucial big game winter
range, intensively manage
riparian zones in unit D-11 for
increased production and
diversity of vegetation for big
game and non-game wildlife.

Minimize disturbance to
wintering elk and deer in unit
D-11, 38,315 acres in unit D-
14, 40,812 acres in Unit D-15,
and on 1,900 acres in Unit D-
22,

Intensively manage and
minimize disturbance on big
game crucial winter range in
unit D-16 and prepare a HMP
or CRMAP (101,507 acres). In
GMU 64 south and ecast of
Cimarron, temporary reductions
in elk and deer numbers would
be implemented.  Additional
forage to be allocated to
wildlife from wildlife habitat
treatments in unit D-16.

Pronghorn antelope forb
production would be increased
in unit D-15 (42,568 acres).

Maintain or improve habitat on
public land to support sclf-
sustaining populations of
bighorn sheep and pronghorn
antelope, 9,000 sage grouse,
and to support various non-
game species.

Improve or maintain non-game
habitat as timber harvests are
implemented.

Unit D-17 (22,365 acres) would
be managed to minimize
disturbance to bighorn sheep
habitat, and lambing bighorn
sheep seasonally, and to prevent
disease transfer from domestic
sheep to bighorn sheep. Forage
would be allocated to wildlife.

Sage grouse lek areas protected
from surface disturbance
seasonally for mating grouse.

Temporary, long-range herd
goal reductions in certain
GMUs recommended, to
increase vigor and production
on crucial big game winter
range to help support CDOW
long-range herd goals of 9,000
elk and 16,600 deer.
Measures would also be
implemented (treatments)
through activity plans on
uplands and riparian areas to
help achieve CDOW long-
range herd goals for elk and
deer.

Maintain existing treatments.

In GMU 64 south and east of
Cimarron, temporary
reductions in elk and deer
numbers would be

recommended.
Designate West Antelope
ACEC (unit E-7, 28,215

acres), and manage to improve

capability of habitat to support
wintering elk, deer, and
bighom sheep. Land uses

would be permitted that do not
degrade. elk and deer crucial
winter range.

Improve or maintain non-game
habitat as timber harvests are
implemented.

A site-specific activity plan
(HMP) would be developed
for 76,192 acres of crucial elk
and deer winter range in unit
E-12. Compatible wildlife
treatments and management
actions permitted.

Maintain or improve habitat
on public land to support 500
pronghorn antelope, 500
bighomn sheep, and 9,000 sage
grouse, and to support various
non-game species, including
raptors.

Temporary, long-range herd goal
reductions in certain GMUs
recommended, to increase vigor
and production on crucial big
game winter range. BLM would,
within proper use levels,
continue to manage and provide
wildlife habitat on public lands
to help support CDOW long-
range big game herd goals.
Measures would be implemented
(treatments) through activity
plans on uplands and riparian
areas to improve wildlife habitat
quality.

Maintain existing treatments.

In GMU 64 south and cast of
Cimarron, temporary reductions
in elk and deer numbers would
be recommended.

Designate West Antelope ACEC
(unit 7, 28,215 acres) and
manage to improve capability of
habitat to support wintering elk,
deer, and bighorn sheep. Land
uses would be permitted that do
not degrade crucial elk and deer
winter range. '

A site-specific activity plan
(HMP) would be developed for
76,192 acres of crucial elk and
deer winter range in unit 12.
Compatible . wildlife treatments
and management actions
permitted.

Maintain or improve habitat on
public land to support 500
pronghorn habitat, 500 bighorn
sheep, and 9,000 sage grouse,
and to support various non-game

" species, including raptors.

Consider the improvement or
maintenance of non-game habitat
as timber harvests are
implemented.
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_ Table 1-1 (Cont’d)

SUMMARIZED COMPARISON OF THE PROPOSED PLAN AND THE .MANAGEMENT ALTERNATIVES

MANAGEMENT UNDER EACH ALTERNATIVE

ALTERNATIVEB = ALTERNATIVE C . ALTERNATIVE D

ALTERNATIVE E
(Preferred
' Alt_emative)

PROPOSED
RESOURCE

'MANAGEMENT PLAN

OBJECTIVES: To empha-
size or ba compatible with
those resources which pro-
mote outdoor recreation
opportunities, tourism, ece-
nomic stability, and the
quality of life.

OBJECTIVES: To empha-
size a high degree of eco-
nomic return and resource
production, while maintain-
ing, or protecting, or en-
hancing the natural environ-
ment at a compatible and
non-restricting level,

OBJECTIVES: To empha-
size a high degree of protec-
tion, enhancement, and
maintenance for natural val-
ues, while sustaining a
compatible level of produc-
tion for renewable and non-
ranewable resources.

OBJECTIVES: To empha-
size the mix and variety of
actions that best resolves
the issues and manage-
ment concerns of this
RMP/EIS; to achieve a bal-
ance between competing
demands on uses of public
land.

OBJECTIVES: To emphasize
the mix and variety of ac-
tions that best resolves the
issues and management con-
cerns of this RMP/EIS; to
achieve a balance between
competing demands on uses
of public land.

RE- ALTERNATIVE A

SOURCE/ (Continuation of

RE- Current

SOURCE Management)

USE
OBJECTIVES: Continue the
present levels, methods,
and mix of multiple use
resource management,
maintaining existing uses,
outputs, and protection
activities.

WILDLIFE

HABITAT

MANAGE-

MENT

(Cont’d)

Improve or maintain non-game

" habitat as timber harvests are

implemented.

Implement treatments and other
measures to increase forb
species, and shrub species on
elk and deer crucial winter
ranges, as activity plans are
implemented.

Manage sage grouse
broodrearing habitat in riparian
areas to improve or provide
forage and hiding/cover for
young chicks.

Consicier moose introduction in
Powderhorn ACEC. -

New, compatible wildlife
treatments permitted, and
existing treatments maintained,
if the timber base or livestock
forage is not decreased on
457,692 acres in units C-1,
C-4, C-5, and C-7.

Vegetation improvement
projects permitted in riparian
zones for wildlife and bald
eagle habitat in units C-9, C-
10, and C-11 (1,839 acres).

Intensively manage and
minimize disturbance to sage
grouse brood-rearing habitat
and minimize disturbance to
sage grouse in riparian areas in
unit D-12 (9,657 acres);
intensively manage unit D-14
(76,752 acres) for sage grouse
nesting/high production areas,
minimize disturbance to grouse,
and protect all leks.

Designate Bighorn-A, Bighorn-
B, and Cebolla Creek ACECs
(18,486 acres) and manage to
minimize disturbance to bighorn
sheep, to protect lambing
bighorn sheep, and to prevent
disease transfer from domestic
sheep to bighorn sheep. Coop-
erative livestock grazing
pursued on Forest Service lands
adjacent to Bighorn-A/B AC-
ECs. :

Improve or maintain non-game
habitat as timber harvests are
implemented.

Implement treatments and
other measures to increase
forb and shrub species on elk
and deer crucial winter ranges,
as activity plans are imple-
mented.

About 7,122 acres of habitat
in unit E-10 would be
managed to minimize
disturbance to bighorn sheep
and potential lambing areas
along Cebolla Creek and
Cochetopa Creek. A HMP
would be prepared for the
unit.

Manage sage grouse brood-
rearing habitat in riparian
areas (about 35 miles in E-14)
to improve or provide forage
and hiding cover for young
chicks. Improve and maintain

Implement treatments and other
measures to increase forb and
shrub species on elk and deer
crucial winter ranges, as activity
plans are implemented.

About 7,122 acres of habitat in
unit 10 would be managed to
minimize disturbance to bighorn
sheep and potential lambing
areas along Cebolla Creek and
Cochetopa Creek. A HMP
would be prepared for the unit.

Manage sage grouse brood-
rearing habitat in riparian areas
(about 35 miles in unit 14) to
improve or provide forage and
hiding cover for young chicks.
Sagebrush management guide-
lines in Appendix A would be
incorporated for improvement of
sage grouse habitat. .

Consider moose introduction in
Powderhorn  Primitive  Area
SRMA if area is acted upon but
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WILDLIFE -
HABITAT
MANAGE-
MENT
(Cont’d)

Lake Fork ACEC (4,800 acres)
managed to prevent disturbance
to wintering elk and deer, and
seasonal disturbance to lambing
bighorn sheep.

sagebrush to optimize
populations in unit E-11, and
incorporate sagebrush treat-

ments and other habitat
improvements in AMPs,
CRMAPs, etc.

Consider moose introduction
in Powderhorn Primitive Area
SRMA, if not designated as
wilderness.

not designated as wjldémess by'
Congress.

Reintroduction or introduction of

sharp-tail grouse and Merrian’s .~ -

turkey would be considered.

- FISHERY

RE-
SOURCES
(AQUATIC
HABITAT)

Revise area-wide HMP to
include site specific fishery
improvement projects or
strategies developed from
inventory information to first
prioritize, then restore and
enhance fisheries.

Intensively manage 74 miles of
fishery streams on public land
in Management unit B-9 to
improve conditions.

North Willow Creek in
Allotment 6202 allowed to
recover by temporarily

eliminating livestock grazing.

Require measures to prevent
deterioration and damage to
fishery streams in all plans
involving surface disturbance.

Same as Alternative A, and in
unit C-9, conditions in and
along 10 miles of streams
within 1,117 acres of big game
riparian  zones would be
improved.

Same as Alternative A, and
within Lake Fork ACEC,
emphasize with other resources,
the fishing recreation oppor-
tunity. ) :

[ﬁlenéively manage and improve
conditions along fishery streams

in unit D-11 and D-13
containing 116 miles of riparian
zones (12,654 acres).

Install compa!iblé fishery
improvement projects in unit
D-19. ‘

Require measures to prevent
deterioration and damage to
fishery streams in all plans
involving surface disturbance.

Same as Alternative A, and -
fishery streams and associated
riparian areas managed to
improve overall conditions and
to enhance fisheries. Projects

Same as Alternative E except
management units would not be -
prefixed with the letter E.

for fishery improvement to be -

included in activity plans as
they are prepared or revised.

Intensively manage 58 miles of
fishery streams on public land
in Management Unit E-15 to
improve conditions.

North Willow Creek in
Allotment 6202 would be
allowed to recover by
temporarily eliminating
livestock grazing.

Compatible projects permitted
in unit E-2, Powderhorn
Primitive area SRMA.

Require measures to prevent
deterioration and damage to -
fishery streams in all plans
involving surface disturbance.

LIVESTOCK
GRAZING
MANAGEMENT

About 474,600 suitable acres
would be available for grazing
in existing allotments and
47,256 AUMs would be
available for allocation. About
46,200 suitable acres would not
be available for grazing (2,585
acres would be disposed of).
About 64,192 acres throughout
the Planning Area are not
suitable for grazing in all
alternatives.

About 445,912 suitable acres
would be available for grazing
in existing allotments and about
41,948 AUMs would be
available for allocation. About
31,273 suitable acres would not
be available for grazing, in
addition to suitable unavailable
acres in Alternative A.

Livestock management to be
generally as per 1987 RPS and
updates. Some Management
units modify existing allocations
to resolve resource conflicts.

About 519,146 suitable acres
would be available for grazing
in existing allotments and on
lands not currently allotted or
grazed. About 51,684 AUMs
would be available for
allocation. Only 1,674 suitable
acres would not be available for
grazing.

Livestock grazing generally
managed as per 1987 RPS and
updates. .

About - 443,120 suitable acres
would be available for grazing
in existing allotments, and
about 35,022 AUMs would be
available for allocation. About
34,065 suitable acres would not
be available for grazing, in
addition to suitable unavailable
acres in Alternative A.

Livestock management to be
generally as per 1987 RPS and
updates. Some Management
Units modify existing
allocations to resolve resource

_unavailable

About 470,828 suitabie acres
would be available for grazing
in existing * allotments, and
about 46,526 AUMs would be
available for allocation.
About 6,757 suitable acres
would not be available for
grazing, in addition to suitable
acres in
Alternative A.

Livestock management to be
generally as per 1987 RPS and
updates. Some Management
units modify existing

About 470,460 acres of suitable
public lands would be available
for livestock grazing and- about
46,904 AUMs would be-
available for allocation. Public
lands unsuitable or unavailable
for livestock grazing would
continue to be excluded from
livestock grazing unless
monitoring or other data indicate
that the areas may be grazed.
Allotment categorization would
be re-examined as needed based
upon a change in categorization
factors identified from
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Table 1-1 (Cont’d)

SUMMARIZED COMPARISON OF THE PROPOSED PLAN AND THE MANAGEMENT ALTERNATIVES

MANAGEMENT UNDER EACH ALTERNATIVE

RE- _ALTERNATIVE A S , . .
SOURCE/ (Continuation of ALTERNATIVE B ALTERNATIVE C ALTERNATIVE D ALTERNATIVE E PROPOSED
RE- Current : ' - (Preferred RESOURCE
SOURCE Management) Alternative) MANAGEMENT PLAN
USE )
OBJECTIVES: Continue the OBJECTIVES: To emphs- OBJECTIVES: To empha- OBJECTIVES: To empha- OBJECTIVES: To empha- OBJECTIVES: To emphasize
present levels, methods, size or be compatible with size a high degree of eco- size a high degree of protec- size the mix and variety of the mix and variety of ac-
and mix of multiple use those resources which pro- nomic return and resource tion, enhancement, and actions that best resolves tions that best resolves the
resource management, mote outdoor recreation production, while maintain- maintenance for natural val- the issues and manage- issues and management con-
maintaining existing uses, opportunities, tourism, eco- ing, or protecting, or en- ues, while sustaining a8 ment concerns of this cerns of this RMPJ/EIS; to
outputs, and protection nomic stability, and the hancing the natural environ- compatible level of produc- RMP/EIS; to achieve a bal- achieve a balance hetween
activities. quality of life. ment at a compatible and tion for renewable and non- ance between competing competing demands on uses
non-restricting level. reanewabla resources. demands on uses of public of public land.
tand.
LIVESTOCK Livestock grazing use and Livestock allocations could be Future forage allocations conflicts. Livestock allocations allocations (o resolve resource monitoring data or other
GRAZING allocations to be generally as modified further if studies or generally would be for livestock could be modified further if conflicts. Livestock management and resource data.
MANAGEMENT per 1987ARPS and updates. data indicate changes are grazing management, then for studies or data indicate changes allocations could be modified
(Cont'd) necessary. watershed resources. are necessary. further if studies or data Categorization and management
Riparian areas  consistently indicate changesare necessary. of "M" and "C" allotments in

utilized in’ heavy range would
be examined and adjustments

made to less-than-heavy
utilization untii AMPs are
revised or developed.

28 AMPs to be revised; 10-20
new AMPs or CRMAPs to be
developed.

A cooperative noxious weed
control program would be
initiated.

Existing treatments and
facilities ‘maintained; new
treatments and facilities

developed if needed to achieve
AMP objectives.

No livestock grazing would
continue on 320 acres in

New or additional available
forage would be allocated or
used to meet watershed objec-
tives, then for wildlife or
livestock grazing.

A cooperative noxious weed
control- program would be
initiated.

IGMCs would be implemented
[range readiness on all lands
grazed, minimum stubble height
in riparian areas (6", 4" and 2-
1/27) maximum total forage
utilization rate 40-60% on
uplands] on entire planning
area. )

AMPs or CRMAPs would be
developed on "I" allotments
according to schedules in the

A cooperative noxious weed
control program would be
initiated.

IGMCs would be implemented
(range readiness on all lands
grazed, and total forage
utilization on all lands grazed of
40-60%) in the Planning Area.

AMPs or CRMAPs would be
developed or revised for "I"
allotments as scheduled in 1987
RPS and updates. Existing
categorization to be reviewed
and changes made if necessary.

Existing livestock treatments
would be maintained, and new
facilities would be developed
according to AMPs and
CRMAPs.

New or additional available
forage would be allocated or
used to meet watershed objec-
tives.

A cooperative noxious weed
control program would be
initiated.

IGMCs (20-40% total forage
utilization levels on uplands, 4"
minimum stubble height in
riparian areas, and range readi-
ness) would be implemented on
all allotments.

AMPs would be developed or
revised based on the objectives
of this alternative and . the
schedule in the 1987 RPS and
updates.

New or additional available
forage would be allocated or
used to meet watershed objec-
tives.

A cooperative noxious weed
control program would be
initiated.

Implement a total forage
utilization level of 40-60% on
all uplands; 4" minimum
stubble heights in riparian
zones units E-14 and E-15,
and about 92 miles of riparian
zones in units E-1, E-2, and
E-13; 2-1/2" stubble heights
in all other riparian zones, and
range readiness would be
implemented on all allotments.

the 1987 RPS would continue
unless monitoring data and/or

other resource information
indicates: adjustments are
necessary. On category "1"

allotments, existing management
or forage allocation levels would
be adjusted to achieve or
maintain desired plant
communities and to help meet
the following resource needs.

1. On uplands -
utilization of key forage species
managed to allow for plant
health or maintenance,watershed
cover, and quality forage and
wildlife cover. Maximum use
on allotments without activity
plans/agreements designed to
achieve above goals would be
40-60% of current year’s
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Wildcat Creek Drainage to 1987 RPS and updates.
maintain Crested Butie’s water Existing categorization to be

supply.

reviewed and changes to

6,909 acres (about 1,100
suitable acres) in Unit C-7
would be made available for

categorization made if livestock grazing.

necessary.

No livestock grazing would
continue on 320 acres to
Wildcat Creck drainage to
maintain Crested Butte’s water
supply.

Existing livestock facilities
would be maintained, and new
facilities and treatments
developed according to AMPs
or CRMAPs.

Land treatments, maintenance,
and facility developments would
be restricted on about 229,585
suitable acres in various
management units. Treatments
and facilities would be excluded
on 3,242 acres.

Livestock use would be
restricted, in addition to that
from IGMCs, on about 112,395
acres (80,918 acres seasonally,
31,077 acres for ROS seiting
maintenance; and on 400 acres

for reforestation in unit B-16.

No livestock grazing would
continue on 320 acres in
Wildcat Creek drainage to
maintain Crested Butte’s water

supply.

Domestic sheep bedding would
not be permitted in unit C-10.

A fenced tract of public land
along the Slate River in
Allotment 6401 would be
unavailable for livestock
grazing in order to maintain
recreation resources (about 320
suitable acres).

Existing allotment cate-
gorization would be reviewed
for possible recategorization.

Existing livestock facilities
would be maintained.

No livestock grazing would
continue on 320 acres in
Wildcat Creek drainage to
maintain Crested Butte’s water

supply.

Land treatments and facility
developments would be
restricted on 362,320 acres.

Treatments and facilities would
be excluded on 69,634 acres.

Cooperative U.S.F.S. manage-
ment on Forest Service lands
adjacent to units D-4, D-5, and
D-17 would be pursued for
enhanced bighorn sheep
management.

AMPs or CRMAPs would be
revised or developed at the
rate of about 1-2 plans

-annually.  Existing catego-

rization for all allotments to
continue.

Existing livestock facilities
would be maintained, and new
facilities and treatments
developed according to AMPs
or CRMAPs.

No livestock grazing would
continue on 320 acres in
Wildcat Creek drainage to
maintain Crested Butte’s water

supply.

Land treatments and facility
developments would be
restricted on 201,644 acres.
Treatments and facilities
would be excluded on 4,294
acres.

Livestock use would be
restricted on about 207,951
acres of suitable public lands.

production during period of use.

2. In riparian areas
except in_units 14 or 15 -
utilization of key forage species
limited to 40-60% current year’s
production, with 2-1/2"
minimum stubble height during’
period of use. Utilization levels
less than 40% may be prescribed
in severely degraded riparian
areas. Flexibility permitted for
stubble height if management

strategies defined in activity . .

plans/agreements would achieve
riparian management objectives.
See Livestock Grazing
Management STANDARD
MANAGEMENT in Chapter 4
for more detail. .

. 3. In riparian areas
in _Management Unit 14 -
Maintain a 4" minimum stubble
height from 6/15 through 7/31
for protection of sage grouse
during brood rearing. A 2-1/2°
minimum required at all other
times.

: 4. In riparian areas
in Management Unit 15 -
Maintain a 4" minimum stubble
height.

See Livestock Grazing
Management in . STANDARD
MANAGEMENT, Chapter 4 for
more detail. Minimum stubble
requirement would be flexible in
arcas covered by activity plans/
agreements that would achieve
unit 14 or 15 management goals.

_ Flexibility would be allowed also

in areas where a 4" height would
not be achieved immediately.

Riparian concerns would be
addressed utilizing above
guidance as needed when
revising or preparing new
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‘Table 1-1 (Cont’d)

SUMMARIZED COMPARISON OF THE PROPOSED PLAN AND THE MANAGEMENT-ALTERNA’I;IVES

MANAGEMENT UNDER EACH ALTERNATIVE

RE- ALTERNATIVE A '
- SOURCE/ (Continuation of ALTERNATIVE B ALTERNATIVE C ALTERNATIVE D ALTERNATIVE E PROPOSED

RE- Current ' (Preferred RESOURCE

SOURCE Management) Alternative) MANAGEMENT PLAN

USE - : '
OBJECTIVES: Continue the OBJECTIVES: To empha- OBJECTIVES: To empha- OBJECTIVES: To empha- OBJECTIVES: To empha- OBJECTIVES: To emphssize
present levels, methods, size or be compatible with size a high degree of eco- size a high degree of protec- size the mix and variety of the mix and variety of ac-
and mix of multiple use those resources which pro- nomic return and resource tion, enhancement, and actions that best resolves tions that best resolves the
resource management, mote outdoor recreation production, while maintain- maintenance for natural vel- the issues and manage- issues and management con-
maintaining existing uses, opportunities, tourism, eco- ing, or protecting, or en- ues, while sustaining a ment concerns of this cerns of this RMP/EIS; to
outputs, and protection nomic stability, and the hancing the natural environ- compatible level of produc- RMP/EIS; to achieve a bal- achieve a balance between
activities. quality of life. ment at a compatible and tion for renewable and non- ance between competing competing demands on uses

non-restricting level. ranewable resources. demands on uses of public of public land.
land.

LIVESTOCK activity plans. Guidance above

GRAZING would be incorporated into all

MANAGE- existing activity plans.

MENT

(Cont’d)

Additional forage available for
livestock as a result of range
improvements or treatments
would be allocated according to
43CFR 4100, afler considering
basic soil and watershed needs
as defined in the Montrose
District Soil Erosion Monitoring
Guidelines (See Appendix N).
Additional forage would be
considered in  reactivating
suspended use, or as a means to
avoid suspending active use.

A cooperative noxious weed
control program would be
initiated.
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Range readiness criteria would
be considered when requests for
livestock turn-out dates are
earlier than dates specified in
permits and when vegetation
growing conditions are affected
by drought or other natural or
man-caused influences, such as:
fire.

Range readiness would be
incorporated into existing AMPs
utilizing criteria in Appendix B.
Range readiness Criteria in
Appendix B would be used until
specific criteria can be written
into each AMP or other activity
plan. See Appendix B for more
detail.

Existing activity plans (AMPs,
CRMPs, etc.) would be
evaluated and either modified or
revised using a coordinated
interdisciplinary approach, and
new activity plans would also be
developed with interdisciplinary
input and consultation with
permittees and other affected
interests. :

" Range improvements such as

fences, . water developments,
burns, spray treatments, and
others would continue to be

-identified and prescribed in

activity plans or agreements.
Existing range . improvements
would continue to be maintained
as assigned in cooperative
agreements and range improve- -
ment permits.

No livestock grazing would -
continue on 320 acres in Wildcat
Creek drainage to maintain
Crested Butte’s water supply.

Land treatments and facility
developments would be
restricted on 201,644 acres.
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Table 1-1 (Cont’d)

SUMMARIZED COMPARISON OF THE PROPOSED PLAN AND THE MANAGEMENT ALTERNATIVES

MANAGEMENT UNDER EACH ALTERNATIVE

RE- . ALTERNATIVE A

SOURCE/ (Continuation of ALTERNATIVE B ALTERNATIVE C ALTERNATIVED . ALTERNATIVE E PROPOSED

RE- Current (Preferred RESOURCE

SOURCE Management) Alternative) MANAGEMENT PLAN

USE :
OBJECTIVES: Continue the OBJECTIVES: To empha- OBJECTIVES: To empha- OBJECTIVES: To empha- OBJECTIVES: To empha- OBJECTIVES: To emphasize
present levels, methods, size or be compatible with size a high degree of eco- size a high degree of protec- size the mix and variety of the mix and variety of ac-
and mix of multiple use those resources which pro- nomic return and resource tion, enhancement, and actions that best resolves tions that best resolves the
resource management, mote outdoor recreation production, while maintain- maintenance for natural val- the issues and manage- issues and management con-
maintaining existing uses, opportunities, tourism, eco- ing, or protecting, or an- ues, while sustaining a ment concerns of this cerns of this RMP/EIS; to
outputs, and protection nomic stability, and the hancing the natural environ- compatible level of produc- RMP/EIS; to achieve a bal- achieve a balance between
activities. quality of life. ment at a compatible and tion for renewable and non- ance between competing competing demands on uses

non-rastricting level. renewable resources. demands on uses of public of public land.
land.

LIVESTOCK Treatments and facilities would

GRAZING be excluded on 4,294 acres.

MANAGEMENT

(Cont’d.) Livestock use would be

restricted on about 201,644 acres
of suitable public lands.

Monitoring would be conducted
through interdisciplinary co-
ordination and would be used
when evaluating stated objectives
or actions on an allotment or
gpecific area.
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FOREST
MANAGE-
MENT

About 44,062 acres of suitable
commercial forest lands and
19,262 acres of suitable
woodlands would be available
for harvest, resulting in a
possible annual harvest of 1,200
MBF of commercial- timber,
400 cords of fuelwood, 400
wildings, and, on average, 300
Christmas trees; 50 acres of site

_preparation and 50 acres of

reforestation would be
completed annually.

One FMP would be written.

Seasonal restrictions apply in
elk calving areas; harvest in
riparian areas restricted or ex-
cluded on a case-by-case basis.

About 39,442 acres of suitable
commercial forest lands and
24,405 acres of suitable wood-
lands would be available for
harvest, resulting in a possible
annual harvest of 1,180 MBF of
commercial timber, 505 cords
of fuelwood; 250 acres of
reforestation completed annual-
ly. Other forest products (400
wildings, and, on average, 300
Christmas trees) would be
harvested or would possibly be
available.

One FMP would be written.

Restrictions apply on crucial elk
and deer winter range
(seasonal) and elk calving areas
(seasonal and leave areas).

About 58,959 acres of suitable
commercial forest lands and
19,262 acres of suitable
woodlands would be available
for harvest, resulting in a
possible annual harvest of 1,770
MBF of commercial timber,
approximately 400 cords of
fuelwood, 400 wildings and, on
average, 300 Christmas trees.

Timber

About 34,679 acres of suitable
commercial forest lands and
27,352 acres of suitable wood-
lands would be available for
harvest resulting in a possible
annual harvest of 1,040 MBF of
commercial timber, 565 cords
of fuelwood, 400 wildings, and,
on average, 300 Christmas
trees. 500 acres of reforestation
would be accomplished in unit
D-21.

harvests would be
designed to be compatible with
these alternative objectives.

One FMP would be prepared..

Harvest or design restrictions
apply in riparian zones,
Slumgullion slide, areas
exhibiting erodible soils, crucial
big game winter range, within
SRMAs, on areas where slopes
exceed 35 percent, or for
nongame wildlife habitat and
other recreation resources
(harvest restrictions are
seasonal or exclusion).('

About 41,347 acres of suitable
commercial forest lands and
23,615 acres of suitable wood-
lands would be available for
harvest, resulting in a possible
annual harvest of 1,200 MBF
of commercia]l timber, 490
cords of fuelwood, 400 wild-
ings, and, on average, 300
Christmas trees. Backlog
reforestation would be accom-
plished as funds become avail-
able.

Timber harvests would be
designed to be compatible with
these alternative objectives.

One FMP would be prepared,
incorporating existing FMPs.

Harvest restrictions  (total
exclusions, design require-
ments or seasonal restrictions)
apply in riparian Zones,
existing WSAs, Slumgullion
Earthflow, on areas exhibiting
erodible soils, crucial big
game winter range, elk calving
arecas, within SRMAs, on
areas where slopes exceed 35
percent, or for nongame
wildlife habitat and other
recreation resources.

Same as Alternative E.

RECRE-
ATION
MANAGE
MENT

Continue within limits of
Alternative A, implementation
and management of San Juan
Triangle and Cochetopa Canyon
SRMASs according to  activity
plans for a diversity of
opportunities. '

A joint BLM/USFS visitor
center in Lake City would be
pursued.

Powderthorn SRMA would be
managed for non-motorized
primitive recreation experi-
ences. Develop activity plan if
not designated as wilderness,

Fully implement activity plans
for San Juan Triangle and
Cochetopa Canyon SRMAs
according to activity plans, and
manage for a diversity of
opportunities, motorized/non-
motorized.

Designate Powderhorn SRMA
as an ACEC and manage for
primitive non-motorized recre-
ation opportunities and exper-
iences. Restrict use to
designated  sites. Pursue
acquisition and eventual
withdrawal of state-owned
minerals. Drop "primitive"

RAMPs for San Juan Triangle
and Cochetopa SRMAs would
be revised to reflect this
alternative. Non-conflicting
facilities would be developed.
ROS settings would be revised,
if needed, to reflect revised
RAMPs.

San Juan Triangle SRMA:
Maintain a variety of ROS set-
tings; compatible small scale
recreation developments would
be permitted; floatboating,
sight-seeing, fishing, and some
historic site stabilization would
be emphasized.

Existing RAMPs for Cochetopa
and San Juan Triangle SRMA
would be revised. Actions in
RAMPs would be implemented
to minimize conflicts of
recreation use and facility
development with natural
values, ROS settings to be re-
determined for SRMAs if
needed. Patrols are to be con-
ducted and signing is to be in-
gtalled.

Powderhorn SRMA Unit D-19
(44,767 acres) managed to
enhance natural values and
primitive recreation opportu-

Cochetopa Canyon SRMA
would be managed to continue
to provide and improve the
existing diversity of recreation
opportunities  emphasizing
fishing and overnight camping
in a Roaded Natural ROS
setting. A CRMAP would be
prepared.

Alpine Triangle SRMA would
be managed for a variety of
ROS settings and opportuni-
ties, including interpretation,
historic, scenic, and natural
values, and hiking, sight-
seeing, motorized recreation,

Same as Alternative E., except
Recreation resources in
Cochetopa Canyon SRMA would
be managed according to
existing activity plan, and no
CRMAP would be prepared. No
RAMP would be prepared for
the Gunnison ERMA, and ROS
settings would not be
determined. Recreation project
plans would be developed in the
ERMA for sites proposed for
construction. Management units
would not be prefixed with the
letter E.
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" Table 1-1 (Cont’d)

SUMMARIZED COMPARISON OF THE PROPOSED PLAN AND THE MANAGEMENT ALTERNATIVES

" ALTERNATIVE A

MANAGEMENT UNDER EACH ALTERNATIVE

RE- . . , ' :
SOURCE/ (Continuation of - ALTERNATIVE B ALTERNATIVE C ALTERNATIVE D ALTERNATIVE E PROPOSED
RE- - Current o o ' (Preferred RESOURCE
SOURC Management) Alternative) MANAGEMENT PLAN
USE : : :
OBJECTIVES: Continue the OBJECTIVES: To empha- OBJECTIVES: To empha- OBJECTIVES: To empha- OBJECTIVES: To empha- OBJECTIVES: To emphasize
present levels, methods, size or be compatible with size a high degrea of eco- size a high degree of protec- size tha mix and variety of the mix and variety of ac-
and mix of multiple use those resources which pro- nomic return and resource tion, enhancement, and actions that best resolves tions that best resolves the
resource management, mote outdoor recreation production, while maintain- maintenance for natural val- the issues and manage- issues and management con-
maintaining existing uses, opportunities, tourism, 8co- ing, or protecting, or en- ues, while sustaining a ment concerns of this cerns of this RMP/EIS; to
outputs, and protection nomic stability, and ths hancing the natural environ- compatible levs! of produc- RMP/EIS; to achieve a bal- achieve a balance betwseen
activities. quality of life. ment at a compatible and tion for renewable and non- ance between competing competing demands on uses
non-restricting level. renewable resources, demands on usses of public of public land.
land.
RECRE- and continue Primitive Area title upon designation. Trails Cochetopa SRMA: A Roaded nities in Primitive and Semi- camping, winter recreation, Same as Alternative E., except
ATION status. would be constructed and main- natural ROS setting would be Primitive Non-Motorized ROS hunting, fishing and Recreation resources in
MANAGE- tained. maintained, emphasizing fishing settings. Commercial use levels floatboating. A CRMAP Cochetopa Canyon SRMA would
MENT Remainder of planning area, in and camping along Colorado would be established. A would be prepared for this be managed according to
(Cont’d.) the Gunnison ERMA, to be The Gunnison ERMA would be Highway 114. Signing would

managed for extensive
recreation use and a variety of
opportunities.

Off-highway vehicle (OHV)
designations (373,916 acres
open, 92,927 acres limited to
designated routes yearlong,
74,707 acres limited seasonally
to designated routes if neces-
sary for wintering elk and deer,
and 43,462 acres closed) would

managed for a diversity of
recreation opportunities.
Prepare an activity plan and
determine ROS settings.

Designate Alpine ACEC
(88,663 acres) and manage for
a diversity of motorized/non-
motorized recreation uses; Em-
phasize . facility development
and intensive recreation
management.

be installed, as well as non-
conflicting facilities for
camping, parking, sanitation,
and picnicking.

Powderhorn SRMA:
Emphasize compatible
backcountry and scenic, semi-
primitive, recreation oppor-
tunities (hiking, camping, fish-
ing, hunting, mountain biking,
sight-seeing, and backpacking).
Prepare RAMP.

private recreation permit
system, with use levels, would
be initiated if recreation
activities result in adverse im-
pacts to natural values.
Camping limited to designated
sites. Prepare RAMP for the
SRMA.  Conduct patrols.

Designate Slumgullion Slide
ACEC (1,270 acres) and
restrictively manage for natural
value protection, including
scenic resources and water

SRMA. A joint BLM/FS
visitor center in Lake City
would be pursued. If feasible,
facilities at Red Bridge and
The Gate campgrounds would
be upgraded and fees charged.

Powderhorn Primitive Area
SRMA would be managed for
enhancement of natural values
and primitive recreation
opportunities in Primitive and
Semi-Primitive ROS settings.
Commercial recreation per-

existing activity plan, and no
CRMAP would be prepared. No
RAMP would be prepared for
the Gunnison ERMA, and ROS
settings would not be
determined. Recreation project
plans would be developed in the
ERMA for sites proposed for
construction. Management units
would not be prefixed with the
letter E.
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continue with minor changes to
be made,

No eligible - éegments of the

Lake Fork of the Gunnison
River would be recommended
as being suitable for inclusion
into the National Wild and
Scenic Rivers system.

Designate Lake Fork ACEC
(4,685 acres) and manage for
recreation, scenic, and historic
resources. Emphasize fishing,
float-boating, and historic site
stabilization and interpretation.

Develop and manage a 400 acre
tract site along the Slate River
for day-use and overnight use.
Develop an overnight
campground on High Mesa.
Construct a hiking trail into the
Rock Creek area.

Continue to manage OHV use
as in Current Management with
these exceptions: close the
Powderhorn ACEC (48,033
acres), and close 600 acres
adjacent to Sapinero State
Wildlife Area. Approximately
368,745 acres would be
designated open to OHV use;
OHV use on 92,927 acres
would be limited to designated
routes yearlong; OHV use on
74,707 acres would be limited
seasonally, if necessary, in
crucial winter mnge, and 48,-
633 acres would .be closed to
OHV use.

Patrols would be conducted

periodically, and facilities
would be maintained in
SRMAs.

Remainder of public lands
would be - managed for
extensive, dispersed recreation
uses.’

Public lands would be
designated, regarding OHV use,
as closed (600 acres), limited
seasonally to designated routes,
if necessary for wintering elk
and deer (74,707 acres) and
open (509,705 acres).

quality, and interpretation of
geologic phenomena. No
surface disturbance permitted.

Designate the 4,800 acre Lake
Fork ACEC and manage for
fishing, floatboating, and histor-
ic site stabilization and
interpretation. Manage historic
sites cooperatively with the
NPS.

The remainder of the Planning
‘Area would be managed - for
extensive recreation use, within
the Gunnison ERMA. Small
scale day use and overnight

facilities would be developed at .

High Mesa and on a tract on
the Slate River.

Public lands would be
designated, regarding OHV use,
as closed (57,851 acres),
limited seasonally, if necessary,

. for wintering elk and deer,

(79,995 acres), limited to
designated routes yearlong
(127,870 acres) and open
(319,296 acres).

mitting would continue, and
use levels established if neces-
sary. If necessary, use levels
and a permit system for
private recreation use would
be established. A RAMP
would be prepared. The
Primitive Area Boundary
would be adjusted to include
all public lands in unit E-2.
Pursue acquisition of 40 acres
of non-federal lands, and state-
owned minerals.

Designate and manage
American Basin ACEC (1,595
acres) and Dillon Pinnacles
ACEC (532 acres) for scenic
and recreation values;
designate and manage
Slumgullion Earthflow
National Natural Landmark
ACEC (1,407 acres) for inter-
pretation.

The remainder of the Planning
Area would be managed for
extensive recreation use,
within the Gunnison ERMA.
A RAMP would be prepared
and ROS settings determined.
Small scale recreation facilities

would be considered at
Hartman’s Rocks, High Mesa
and the Slate River. '

Public Lands would be

designated regarding OHV
use, as closed (48,877 acres),
limited seasonally, if
necessary, for wintering elk
and deer, (74,428 acres),
limited to designated routes-
yearlong (97,714 acres) and
open (363,993 acres. The
Powderhorn Primitive Area
SRMA would also be closed to
mountain bike use.




CHAPTER ONE - COMPARISON TABLE, PRMP AND ALTERNATIVES

Table 1-1 (Cont’d)

SUMMARIZED COMPARISON OF THE PROPOSED PLAN AND THE MANAGEMENT ALTERNATIVES

MANAGEMENT UNDER EACH ALTERNATIVE

RE- ALTERNATIVE A .

SOURCE/ (Continuation of ALTERNATIVE B ALTERNATIVE C ALTERNATIVE D ALTERNATIVE E PROPOSED

RE- " Current : (Preferred RESOURCE

SOURCE Management) Alternative) MANAGEMENT PLAN

USE
OBJECTIVES: Continue the OBJECTIVES: To empha- OBJECTIVES: To empha- OBJECTIVES: To empha- OBJECTIVES: To empha- OBJECTIVES: To emphasize
present levels, methods, size or be compatible with size a high degrees of eco- size a high degres of protec- size the mix and variety of the mix and variety of ac-
and mix of multiple use those resources which pro- nomic return and resource tion, enhancement, and actions that best resolves tions that best resolves the
resource management, mote outdoor recreation production, while maintain- maintanance for natural val- the issues and manage- issues and management con-
maintaining existing uses, opportunities, tourism, eco- ing, or protecting, or en- ues, while sustaining a ment concerns of this cerns of this RMP/EIS; to

- outputs, and protection nomic stability, and the hancing the natural environ- compatible tevel of produc- RMP/EIS; to achieve a bal- achieve a balance between
g activities. quality of life. ment et a compatible and tion for renewable and non- ance between competing competing demands on uses
non-restricting level. renewable resources. demands on uses of public of public land.
land.

ELIGIBLE 13.3 mile Segment A of Lake 13.3 mile Segment A of Lake Same as Alternative A. Same as Alternative B. Same as Alternative A. Same as Alternative A.

WILD AND Fork of the Gunnison River not Fork of the Gunnison River .

SCENIC recommended as being suitable recommended as being suitable

RIVER for inclusion into National Wild for inclusion into National Wild

STUDY and Scenic Rivers System. and Scenic Rivers System under

SEGMENTS the "Recreation” classification.

VISUAL Visual resources would be Public lands would be managed Public fands would be managed Public lands wouid be managed Visual resources would be Same as Alternative E.

RE- managed according to existing according to the following according to the following according to the following managed according to VRM

SOURCES VRM classes: VRM classes: VRM classes. VRM classes. classes:

VRM Class I - 43,590 acres
VRM Class II - 173,510 acres
VRM Class HI - 126,645 acres
VRM Class IV - 236,845 acres
VRM Class IR, IIIR, and IVR
- 4,422 acres

VRM Class I - 48,033 acres
VRM Class II - 170,567 acres
VRM Class III - 132,560 acres
VRM Class IV - 229,610 acres
VRM Class IR, IR, and IVR
- 4,242 acres

VRM Class I - 7,840 acres
VRM Class IT - 37,877 acres
VRM Class ITI - 10,811 acres.
VRM Class IV - 528,309 acres
VRM Class IIR, IIIR, and IVR
- 175 acres.

VRM Class I - 47,904 acres VRM Class I - 49,872 acres
VRM Class IT - 311,598 acres VRM Class II - 169,614 acres
VRM Class I - 219,964 acres VRM Class III - 135,738 acres

VRM Class IV - 1,200 acres VRM Class IV-225,776 acres
VRM Class IIR, HIR, and VRM Class IIR, HIR, IVR -
IVR - 4,346 acres 4,012 acres



LTt

Mitigation required in all plans
for surface disturbance in
88,663-acre Alpine ACEC.

Designate Lake Fork ACEC

Designate  American
ACEC (1,577 acres)

Basin Designate American Basin
and ACEC (1,595 acres) and

manage to protect and enhance Dillon Pinnacle ACEC (532

visual and other natural acres) and manage for scenic
resources. Surface disturbance and recreation opportunities.

(4,685 acres) and manage for not permitted. Federal mineral estate in these
visual resources, recreation ACECs would be withdrawn
opportunities, historic site Designate Lake Fork ACEC from mineral entry and loca-
stabilization and interpretation. (4,800 acres) and manage for tion.
: visual resources, recreation
opportunities, historic site

stabilization and interpretation..

Designate Dillon Pinnacles
ACEC (190 acres) and manage
to protect scenic resources and

recreation opportunities.
Surface disturbing activities not
permitted.
WILDER- Six WSAs (114,247 acres) Same as Alternative A. Same as Alter- Same as Alter- Same as Alternative A. Same as Alternative A.
NESS managed according to BLM’s native A. native A. ’
STUDY IMP; 49,479 acres are recom-
AREAS mended as being suitable for
(WSAs) wilderness designation in four
WSAs. Areas acted on and not . )
designated c‘:ﬂj’;{:;sjo‘”:;‘s‘;:; MANAGEMENT OF LANDS IN WSAs IN ALTERNATIVES B, C, D & E AND THE IMPACTS OF THESE ALTERNATIVES
laws,gpolicy and regulations. ON LANDS WITHIN EXISTING WSAs ARE PRESENTED AND ANALYZED IN CHAPTERS THREE AND FOUR OF THIS
Areas designated as wilderness RMP/EIS IN THE EVENT CONGRESS ACTS UPON AND DOES NOT DESIGNATE PARTS OR ALL OF WSAs AS
would be managed as such, and WILDERNESS. UNTIL CONGRESS ACTS, IMPACTS IN WSAs WOULD BE LIMITED TO THOSE THAT COULD
a management plan written. OCCUR UNDER BLM'’s INTERIM MANAGEMENT POLICY FOR LANDS UNDER WILDERNESS REVIEW (IMP).
ARCHAE- Managed according to existing Same as  Alternative A and Same as Alternative A. Same as Alternative A. Same as Alternative B. Same as Altenliative B.
OLOGICAL legislation and policies that inventory for site information to

RE- require measures to protect build archae-ological data base
SOURCES significant resources in all plans for management.

involving surface-disturbing

activities. Class 1 and III

inventories and clearances

conducted prior to disturbance.




CHAPTER ONE - COMPARISON TABLE, PRMP AND ALTERNATIVES

Table 1-1 (Cont’d)

SUMMARIZED COMPARISON OF THE PROPOSED PLAN AND THE MANAGEMENT ALTERNATIVES

RE-

 ALTERNATIVE A -

- MANAGEMENT UNDER EACH ALTERNATIVE

SOURCE/ - (Continuation of . 'ALTERNATIVE B - ALTERNATIVE C ALTERNATIVE D ALTERNATIVE E PROPOSED
RE- Current o _— o ' (Preferred RESOURCE
SOURCE - Management) Alternative) MANAGEMENT PLAN
USE . : . S
OBJECTIVES: Continue the OBJECTIVES: To empha- OBJECTIVES: To empha- OBJECTIVES: To empha- OBJECTIVES: To empha- OBJECTIVES: To emphasize
present levels, methods, size or be compatible with size a high degree of eco- size a high degree of protec- size the mix and variety of the mix and variety of ac-
~and mix of multiple use those resources which pro- nomic return and resource tion, enhancement, and actions that best resolves tions that best resolves the
resource management, mote outdoor recreation production, while maintain- maintenance for natural val- the issues and manage- issues and management con-
maintaining existing uses, opportunities, tourism, eco- ing, or protecting, or en- ues, while sustaining a ment concerns of this cerns of this RMP/EIS; to
- outputs, and protection nomic stability, and the hancing the natural environ- compatible level of produc- RMP/EIS; to achieve a bal- achisve a balance between
I\ activities. quality of life. ment at a compatible and tion for renewable and non- ance between competing competing demands on uses
% non-restricting level. renewable resources. demands on uses of public of public land.
land.
HISTOR- Managed according to existing Managed as in Alternative A Same as Alternative A. Same as Alternative A. In Same as Alternative B, except Same as Alternative E.
ICAL RE- legislation and policies that and appropriate sites intensively general, historic sites would be no ACECs designated
SOURCES require measures to protect managed and stabilized,

significant resources in all plans

involving surface disturbing
activity. Class T and II
inventories and clearances

conducted prior to disturbance.
Stabilization would continue on
significant sites or to eliminate
public safety hazards. Historic
site inventories would continue.

inventory to determine new
sites conducted, interpretation
emphasized, and mitigation for
historic sites required in all
plans involving surface distur-
bance.

Designate Alpine ACEC
(88,663 acres); special
management attention to be
given to  historic sites,

interpretation, and recreation.
Inventory additional sites.

allowed to become subject to

the forces of nature.
Designation of Lake Fork
ACEC (4,800 acres) and

management for special atten-
tion would be same as for
Alternative B.

specifically for historic
resource management.

The Alpine Loop .CRMP
would be prepared.
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Designate Lake Fork
ACEC(4,685 acres). Manage
historic sites with NPS and
inventory for additional sites.

A Cultural Resource
Management Plan would be
prepared for Alpine
ACEC.ACEC(4,685 acres).
Manage historic sites with NPS
and inventory for additional
sites.

A Cultural Resource
Management Plan would -be
prepared for Alpine ACEC. |

PALEONT-
OLOGICAL
RE-
SOURCES

~ taken

Protective measures would be
and site specific
inventories made before
surface-disturbing activity oc-
curs in areas containing
potential for the occurrence of
paleontological resources.

Same as Alternative A.

Same as Alternative A.

Same as Alternative A, plus
inventories and eventual moni-
toring conducted to identify and
protect pale-ontological resour-
ces in areas containing potential
for their existence.

Same as Alternative A.

Same as Alternative A.

‘TRANSPORTA-

TION
AND
ACCESS

Continue to provide 333 miles
of road access, 110 miles of
trails, and 32 easements.
Acquire access into 10 new
areas on a priority basis within
limits of alternative.

Manage and provide roads,
trails, and easements as in
Alternative A; except acquire
access into 14 areas for road
and trail access. '

Manage and provide roads,
trails, and easements as in
Alternative A, except acquire
access into 12 new areas for
road and trail access.

Same as Alternative A, with
priority given to access to
facilitate and enhance man-
agement and protection of
natural values, except acquire
access into 13 areas.

Road density would be limited
to 1.5 linear miles/sq. mile in

. elk calving areas.

Same as Alternative A, except
acquire access into 12 areas
for road and trail access.

Same as Alternative A, except
acquire access into 11 areas for |
road and trail access.

DISPOSAL OF

- PUBLIC LAND

27 tracts (2,585 acres)
identified in MFPs for potential
disposal by any method; 3 or 4
tracts (1,500 acres) potentially
could be disposed through ex-
change, though none 'speci-
fically proposed.

41 tracts (3,049 acres)

considered for disposal via
public sale (other means not
precluded). Prepare disposal
activity ‘plan. Remainder of
lands are Category II lands.

Disposal of public lands with .

T&E plants (skiff milkvetch)
only if overall population not
jeopardized. ’

63 tracts (7,986 acres)
considered for disposal via
public sale (other means not
precluded). Prepare disposal
activity plan. Remainder of
public lands are Category NI
lands.

All public lands classified as
Category II lands.

Disposal of public lands with
T&E plants (skiff milkvetch)
only if overall population not
jeopardized. )

Same as Alternative B.

Same as Alternative B, except
that 43 tracts Wwould be
considered for disposal (3,120
acres) via public sale.
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,Table_ 1-1 (Con_t’_d)

SUMMARIIZED.COMPARISON OF THE PROPOSED PLAN AND THE MANAGEMENT ALTERNATIVES

MANAGEMENT UNDER EACH ALTERNATIVE

RE- ALTERNATIVE A : _
SOURCE/ (Continuation of ALTERNATIVE B ALTERNATIVE C ALTERNATIVE D ALTERNATIVE E PROPOSED
RE- Current : : (Preferred RESOURCE
SOURCE Management) Alternative) MANAGEMENT PLAN
USE .
OBJECTIVES: Continue the OBJECTIVES: To empha- OBJECTIVES: To empha- OBJECTIVES: To empha- OBJECTIVES: To empha- OBJECTIVES: To emphasize
prasent levels, methods, size or be compatible with size a high degree of eco- size a high degree of protec- size the mix and variety of the mix and variety of ac-
and mix of multiple use those resources which pro- nomic return and resource tion, enhancement, and actions that best resolves tions that best resolves the
resource management, mote outdoor recreation production, while maintain- maintenance for natural val- the issues and manage- issues and managemaent con-
maintaining existing uses, opportunities, tourism, eco- ing, or protecting, or en- ues, while sustaining a ment concerns of this cerns of this RMPJEIS; to
outputs, and protection nomic stability, and the hancing the natural environ- compatible level of produc- RMP/EIS; to achieve a bal- achieve a balance between
activities. quality of life. ment at a compatible and tion for renewable and non- ance between compating competing demands on uses
non-restricting level. renewable resources, demands on uses of public of public land.
land.
ACQUISI- No tracts identified; acquisition If available, acquire non-federal If available, acquire non-federal All non-federal lands Same as Alternative B; if Same as Alternative E, except
TION OF would be accomplished as lands adjacent to Category Il or lands adjacent to Category II considered suitable for acqui- available, pursue acquisition of management units would not be
NON- opportunities arise  through unavailable lands, according to lands, according to BLM and sition on a case-by-case, willing 40 acres of private land and prefixed with the letter E.
FEDERAL exchange, or willing seller- BLM and FLPMA criteria or to FLPMA criteria, or to enhance seller/willing buyer basis with state-owned minerals in
LANDS willing buyer basis; FLPMA enhance management effective- management effectiveness. Powderhorn Primitive SRMA

criteria and BLM criteria to be
followed.

ness.

Pursue acquisition of: 40 acres
of private land and 1,980 acres
of state-owned mineral estate in
Powderhorn ACEC; non-federal
lands: in Alpine ACEC (scenic
quality and historic sites); with
T&E species; with crucial elk
and deer winter range; for
fishing recreation access, and
crucial big game winter range
along Lake Fork of The

emphasis placed on lands to
enhance, maintain or improve
management of soils, T&E

plant and animal habitat,
riparian  vegetation, pale-
ontological resources, visual

resources, and wildlife habitat.

Acquisition would meet BLM
and FLPMA criteria.

If available, acquire: 40 acres
in Unit D-8, and 40 acres in
Unit D-10, to facilitate

(E-2), selected private land in
Alpine Triangle SRMA (E-1),
40 acres of private land in
American Basin ACEC (E-4),
private lands in South Beaver
Creek ACEC (E-8), and 270
acres of private lands in Dillon
Pinnacles ACEC (E-9).



Gunnison River (6,500 acres);
with elk-calving areas; and with
bighorn sheep ranges or habitat.

management effectiveness of
visual and recreational
resources on public land; and
40 acres of surface estate in
Unit D-19 to facilitate primitive
recreation opportunities on
public land, and 1,920 acres of
state-owned mineral estate for
the same purpose.

RIGHTS-OF-
WAY AND
RIGHTS-OF-
WAY COR-
RIDORS

Ie-1

Planning Area would be open to
rights-of-way, including for
major utilities and  trans-
portation; no corridors would
be designated.

Public lands on 369,705 acres
would be open to the location
of rights-of-way, subject to
case-by-case analysis; 134,970
acres contain  rights-of-way
related seasonal construction
restrictions; 161,283  acres
would be designated rights-of-
way avoidance and 54,024
acres would be rights-of-way
exclusion areas.

‘Desigmte a 1-mile wide rights-

of-way corridor within or
across all or parts of units B-9,
B-10, B-11, B-14, B-15, and B-
20- along WAPA’s ecast-west
230 Kv line. Designate a
1,000-foot wide rights-of-way
window across Unit B-3 and B-
4 along same route.

* Mesa-Lake City line).

Public lands on 573,801 acres
would be open to the location
of rights-of-way, subject to
case-by-case analysis; 8,322
acres contain rig