United States Department of Interior
Bureau of Land Management

October 2001

Malta Field Office

BEAUCHAMP WATERSHED PLAN




FINAL

BEAUCHAMP WATERSHED
MANAGEMENT PLAN

October 2001

Recommended

eyl (L Iy /0~ /5=~ 0/
1&<.;/\zﬁ\s:~*,1zint igld Manalger, Malta Date
P
Approved by:
. / }jfl%&uc,u//éﬁ / P K ;//4 é’c =L/
Fileld Manager, Malta Date



TABLE OF CONTENTS

INTRODUCTION oottt e i et et et ettt ettt ettt et e e 1
WATERSHED DESCRIPTION ..t i ittt e i v it i iiaaae s 2
RESOURCE INFORMATION, ISSUES, AND KEY QUESTIONS .................. 4
T3 o= 1 809 o S 4
People Influx.(Watershed) ........ .. oo i 4

L2 7/ 4
ACCESS ot vt etn e i e e e e e 4
Additional county road Maintenance ...ttt e s D
Upland health . ..ot i i i i e et e e e e 5
Noxious weed infestations{watershed) ........ .ttt 3
Prairie dog populations, damage, and encroachment on private lands. ........... 3
Unproductive clubmossareas ... .. ittt i i it 6
Wildlife damage t0 CrOPS vt v ittt it e ettt e e 6
Livestock distribution .. ... it i i i i i st e e 6
Fence maintenance/Modification ........ ... it i it 6

84 72T P2 L 6
Streamn Health ...t i it i ittt et eae st s i s eane e 6
Reservoir/ Pothole Health . .. .. . i i it e e ineenn s 7
Water Quality ... oot i i ettt e i e e e e s 7
Shortage of Water forlivestock. ...... ..o i i e 7
ANALYSIS AND PROPOSED WATERSHED ACTIONS ... oo i e 7
Recreation .. .vv ittt i i s e i s e 7
People Influx .ot i i i et e i e e 7

15 2 8

A LRSS 4ttt ts it ar st i et e e et e 8
Additional County Road Vaintenance . ...... v iiit it et innnnn e iennns 8
Uplands . oot i e e e e G 9
Current Conditions . ... .ttt ettt e ern e etean s 9
Noxious weed infestations ... it e e 9
Prairie dog populations, damage, and encroachment on private lands .....,..... 9
Unproductive clubmoss areas ... ..ot e e 1o
Wildlife dantage to Crops . ..o oo i e e 10
Livestock distribution . ... ... ... e e e e 10
Fence Maintenance /Modification ... .. o e e Il
Riparian ... o e R 11

Stream Health oo 11



Reservoir/Pothole Healtll ... e i i it ittt s ee e e s 11

Shortage of Water forlivestock ........ .. . i i i 12
GOALS/STANDARDS, GUIDELINES, CONSTRAINTS, AND MONITORING ...... 12
SUMDM A RY oo e i it i e e et 14
PARTICIPANTS IN BEAUCHAMP WATERSHED PLAN ... .. ... oo, 15
Comments and Changes to Draft Beauchamp Watershed Plan .................. ... 16
Appendix 1. Watershed Map. ... oo it e i e 17
Appendix 2. Allotment Concerns, F.indings, and suggested Management ............. 18
Appendix 3. Grazing Information by Allotment in Beauchamp Watershed ........... 27
Appendix 4. Ecological condition by allotment for Beauchamp Watershed. ........... 28
Appendix 3. Upland Health Data for Biotic Environment for Beauchamp Watershed ... 29
Appendix 6. Wetland Health Information for the Beauchamp Watershed. ........... 30
Appendix 7. Functioning Condition of Streams in Beanchamp Watershed ........... 31
Appendix 8. Prairie Dog Data for BLM Lands in Beauchamp Watershed ............ 32
Appendix 9. Trend Plot Locations and Health Assessments........................ 33
Appendix 10. Soil Legend for Beauchamp Watershed. ......................... ... 37
Appendix 11. Guidelines for Livestock Management. ........... ... .. ciiiuiin.., 44
Appendix 12. Potential Natural Communities for Ecological Sites. .................. 45

Appendix 13. Disposal Tracts .. ... . i e e 47



INTRODUCTION

Tiits decument details how BLM will accomplish the decisions of the judith -Valley -Phillips Resource Management
Plan (JVP-RMP) in the Beauchamp Watershed area in southern Phillips County. This decument provides information
1o the interested public and land users on current resource conditions and issuves in the watershed and provides

BLM a clear plan for implementing the JVP-RMP on a watershed basis,

The following resource concerns (issues) were identified and discussed in public meeungs heid on Fanuary 06, 2000
and during mdividual meeungs with operators,

1) Increase of recreationists in watershed
*People influx
=Access
=Additienal county road maintenance cost due (o increases in hunting/recreational activilies

2} Upland Health

3)  Noxious weed infestations ( spurge, knapweed, and Canada thistle) {watershed wide).
4y Praire dog populaticns {watershed wida)

5)  Unproductive clubmess dominaied areas

6y  Elk and/or antelope damage to crops

7y Livesteck Distribution {some allotments).

8) Riparan streams/reservotrs/potheles at fisk (watershed wide).
= Improving streamn health and achieving Potential Nataral Community

& eservoir and pothole health.
*Shortaze of waier for Livesteck,

10y Fence Maintenance/Modification

Past grazing in Beauchamp Watershed has varied from heavy use with little management to what we have tcday with
allocated seasons and AUMs and agreed on management plans. In the period from the early 1900s to 1934 excessive
numbers of sheep, cattle, and horses roamed freely with livtle consideration of zrazing impacts on the range. During
this peried of time there were few range improvements and consequently portiens of the Federal range that were near
water were heavily grazed while other areas received little use.  With the passing of the Taylor Grazing Act of 1934
regulations for grazing on 1he public lands became available for the contral of livestock numbers, season or use, and
rehabililation.

In the 1550% range survevs were done jor the first time in the watershed in cooperation with the Fish and Wildlife
Service. These survevs established zrazing capacities for biz zame and livestock that later resulted in the adjudicanion

of AUMs to grazing permittees, Inthe 1960s and 19705 allotment manazement plans were implemented 10 improve fair
and poor range conditions that were identified in the survevs or through montenng.

: |2le 19705 the public wers becomuing concerned ahout the condition of the public raneelands for livestack.

- watershed and recreavon. This concemn resulted in-anantensivenventonead the rapssiands-snd

Environmental Impact Statements (ELS) on the impacts of livesiock o on the public lands, Al

ALmEm

munaeement plans were nnplementad and/or revised in the [980s 1o enhance ol tesoures values and 1o correct ranee



The imporiance of riparian areas only came to the forefront in the fast 10 vears and very little monitoring and record
keeping was done price to that time. It 1s only within the last ten years that we have intensively inventoried npaman
arcas with specific objectives in mind. In these inventories we found that some streams, reservoirs, and potholes are
functicning at risk and could possibly be improved (See appendixes & and 7). Hecause this was a one time inventory
with few histoncal records we did not give a trend rating 1o most riparjan areas.

Ower e years, range study siles and technigues have been set up to monitor trend in the watershed. Because
monitoring technigues have changed over the vears, climatic changes in some vears have greater impacts than

grazing . and some study sites are on the mos: unpreductive soils, iLis extremely hard to measure trend especially
over the short term (less than 20 years), However, there are trend indicators such as range condition that give us an
ideu if the range is improving (See appendix 4 and 5. Over the long term when cne considers improved management
metheds, construclion of numerous range improvements, and fewesr numpers of livesiock grazing the public lands
tcday along witi: our monitoring records, we find overall range conditions have improved and trend is up in the

watersied.

WATERSHED DESCRIPTION

Tne Beauchamp watershed area is compnised of the Tands within the Missouri River Basin bordering the Charies M.
Russell Nanonal Wildlife Refuge (CMR) in South Phillips County.  The natural watershed boundary roughly
corresponds with grazing allotment boundarics and the allotment boundaries form the legal watershed boundary (see
map in Appendix 1)

Annual Precipitation is around 12 inches. Eighiy percent of this precipitaticn comes between Apnl and September.
Temperatures range from -30 degrees F. 10 109 degrees F. The frost free pered is generally about 130 days from May
13 10 September 21. Drought conditions ocour frequently in the watershed.

The Beauchamp watershed encompasses 188,921 acres of Bureau of Land Management (BLM) administered public
lands and 34,002 acres of private and state lands in BLM alleiments in the watershed (Appendix 3). On the BLM lands
there are 770.6 acres of reservoirs and petholes and 85,1 miles of riparian drainages {mostly ephemeral streams) that
are used for livestock forage and water, wildlife habitat, and recreation {appendixes 6 and 7 ).

The zzomerphic sail subgroups, soil descriptions, dominant soils, and asscoiated vegetation 1n the watershed are:
= X g & (=}

Loamy glacial iil] uplands are dominated by the Ethiridge, Telstad. Scobey and Phillips series.  Vegetation
on this silty ranze site 1 dominated by western wheatgrass, needle and thread grass, blue srama grass,
junegrass, Amcrican vetch, and sedge sp.

Clavpan soils on the giacial tull uplands arc dominated by Tneeny, Elloam, and Absher senes. Vegetation on
claypan sites are domimated by western/thickspike whealgrass, green needlegrass, Sandberg biuegrass, big
sagebrush, American vetch, and cacius.

Poorly drained to very poorly drained clayey sol m basing or potholes are dominated by Dirmnick and
Nishon senes. Vezetauon on these wet mexdow/overliow siies is dominated by sedges, reeds, westem
wheatgrass, bluegrasses, and silver sage,

Medium textured alluvial zoils on terraces, fans, and footsiopes are dominated by the Famuf, Marva

d by western whealgrass, zreen nesdlegrass. and

Yamac seres, Vegetation on 1his ity sie s dominale

1

sard-fans are-dommated -by-the Vaedaond- Y amla-tanesrm——- -

range ;e 1s dominated ‘.\ WesIom W calgrass, e ‘-;Elﬁ:!{iIFLﬁl"l. FrEASLWN0O,




Nutialls saltbush, Sandperg bluegrass, cactus. and wild onicn.

Shallow 1o deep soils on the dissected shale upland slopes are dominated by the Bascovy, Dilts, Julin, and
Neldore senies. Vegetation on this clavey range site s deminated by western wheatgrass, green
necdlegrass, Amercan vetch, big sagebrush and Ponderosa pine and juniper.

Loamy and clayey alluvial scils on flocd plains and along drainages are dominated by the Harlake and
Havre, series. Vegetation on this overflow site 1s dominaled by westem wheargrass, green necdlegrass,
silver sagebrush, and bluegrass sp.

‘The principal types of wildlife habitats found in the watershed are; coniferous tree habitat (Ponderosa pine areas,
Juniper and shrub habitat, weedy draw deciduous trez and shrub habitat, sagebrush-grass habitat, and grassiand
habital. Less common habitats present are the seep and ten wetland habitat, cottonwood-wiliow riparian forest
habitat, reservoir wetland habitat, sparsely vegetated hardpan, and rezky outcrops. Most of the wildlife species that
are found in Beauchamp watershed can also be found over much of Phillips County { for more detail see list in JVP-
RMP),

The combinations of forested areas, woedy draws, wetlands, and grasslands provide habitat for elk, along with mule
deer, white tailed deer, coyotes, bobcats, beaver, mouming deves, pheasants, and sharp-tailed grouse. The
sagebrush-grass shrub habitat provides habitat for pronghern antelope, sage grouse, waterfowl, shorebirds,
neotropical migrants, ete.

Crucial winter habitat for elk, mule deer, and antelope is scattered throughout the watershed. Qccasionaily bighom
sheep are sighted in the western portien of the watersied. but they spend a large majority of their time in the Little
Rockies outside of the Beauchamp watershed.  The rough country with recky outcrops and riparian trees provides
labitat for raptors such as golden cagles. Swainson's hawks, and prairie falcons. Other raptors found in the area are
northern harrier, ferruginous hawk, red tailed-hawk and rough-legged hawk.

Small mammals that are commonly found in the watershed include mountain cottontail, white-tatled jack rabbii, mink,
stoped skunk, badger, porcupine and shorttail weasel. Tnere are 75 black-tailed prairte dog towns (1998 inventory) on
BLM-administered land in the watershed. The natural waterfow! habitat for geese and ducks is jimited o the peols in
the streams and shallow potholes. 311 reservoirs and natural petholes are lccated on the surrounding uplands,
providing habitat for numerous waterfow! species. The woedy draws and wetlands provide habital for neotropicai
migratery birds and other land birds. Some of the amphibians and reptiies include: great plains toads, leopard frogs,
tiger salamanders, garter snakes, bull snakes, and western rattlesnakes.

There are no known resident threatened or endangered plant species in Beauchamp watershed.  Bald eagles
occasionally migrate through the area. Black-focted ferrets are not known to live in the watershed but will likely be
reintroduced to the area within the lifetime of this decument. Gfihe presently hsied candidate species; swift fox
could be found in the area, white mountain plover are present in the watershed.  The mountain plover is found on
praire dog towns and sparsely, vegalaled unpreductive sotls. Black-tailed praine dogs, a recently lisied candidate
species occur in the planning area. In order Lo protect habitat for the black-feoted ferrer and other species associated
with black-tailed prarie dogs, BLM has closed an area within Beauchamp watershed Lnown as ihe 40 complex to
recreational shoming of prairie dogs. The following former candidale species use the arza; ferruginous hawk,
nonbern goshawk, westem burrowing owl, lozzerhead shrike. and easiern shont-homed lizard.

Mhere are 19 reservorrs (Wedding, Plutz, Suddy, Bresavlor. Rotalor Cup, Batesh, Rebate, Loader, Shoulder Blade,
Spanky, Lark. Sentinzl, Pale Face, Wiiie Fuace, Sagebrush, Taint, Current, Wrangier and Thundercloud b that are

managed for fisheres in the watershed,

The larze amount of public lands with Jegal nccess in thig watershed auract locai and oul of county recrealionists.

Every 1all bunters pursue mule deer, antelope, elk, waterfowl, sage crouse, and sharp-lailed prowse. Other visitors 1o

the ared value walching the samewsldife-—plus-ather-specizs-Hrommatorroads Urans o Tasoless Jeds.

Seventy e1ght percent | 189,209 acres) of the land in the Beauchamp watershed is lederaily gwned, denculture 1s the



primary Jand use dominated by ranching and hay preduction with & small amount of cercal grain preduction. Hunting
and other recreational activities are the only other significant use. Some mining claims have been staked but no
mineral or oil preducucen is eccurming or has occurred in the watershed.

Lands in the watershed are imgortant as a forage base for abour 13 families mn the livesteck business in Phillips
County. Approximately 34,105 animal-unit-rnenths (AUMs ) of vegetation are preduced annually on BLM land. Forty
percent of the otal vegetation is allccated to livestock grazing {13,642 AUMSs | Appendix 3) and sixty perceni is
allczated to watershed pretection and wildlife habitat (20,463 AUMs). There are 34 allotments and 15 BLM permittees
in the v itershed

Addiunnal descriptive and historical information for South Phillips Ceunty which includes the Beauchamp Watershed
can be found in the 1979 Missour Breaks EIS, 1992 JVP-RMP and in the individual AMPs.

RESOURCE INFORMATION, ISSUES, AND KEY QUESTIONS

Recreation

Recreational activities in the Beauchamp watershed are mainly assceiated with hunting, Sshing, wildlife viewing, and
QOHV (Off Highway Vehicles) travel. Hunting oppertunities are good for elk, deer, antelepe, waterfowl, and sage
erouse and fair too poor for the other game species. Hunting of non game species such as prairie dogs and coyotes

15 generally good in the watershed,  The BLM currently prohibits hunting praine dogs in a portien of the walershed
Xnown as the 40 Complex. The Beauchamp watershed affords wildlife viewing for a varicty of wildlife species. {See
wildlife under watcrshed descriplion section for species).  Fishing oppornunities in the 19 reserveirs range from fuir to
gced, OHV trave! has mainly been associated with the previousiy mentioned recreational activitics,

People Influx.(Watershed)

As recreational opportunities become more limited on private land, more people use public lands for recreation.
Conseguently the recreational quality to seme land users decreases as more peopie use the public lands, Alsg,
adverse impacts on different resources tend to increase.

Kezy questions to address include:  Is there 2 need to control the influx of recreationists and how do we reduce
adverse impucts and sustain resource values?

OHY

Increased use of public lands in recent vears has resulted in an increase in user conflicts. OHV use is becoming more
common and as a resulit, resource damages may be increasing.

The key guestion to be answered is: How can the BLM best accommedate public land users while iaintaining
resouree values and recreation guality?

Access

some roads commenly used by the public while visiting public lands cross pnivate Jands, To date, cur oifice has not

erved complaims front the land owners about the tratfic across the privately owned portions of the road.




Kev guestions o pe answered: 1) Which roads cross privately owned land but are commonly used to access public
lands? 2% Can the BLM abtain an sasement across tness stretches of prvately owned land?

Additional county road maintenance

The county 15 concerned about the additional road maintenance costs due to increases and promotion of hunting
ang reersational activities in the area. All weather access into the area has been made easier with improved OHY
vehicles. An increass in the numbper of hunters using four wheel dove vehicles on county roads during wet
conditions has led to increased road maintenance costs.

The mmain questicn to be answered is: Who shouid abserb the road mainienance costs from the additienal recreational

acrivities?
Upland health

The array and landscape pattern of soils and vegetation in the watershed arca is mainly a function of climate, geology,
and time, Current grazing management has a relaively miner influence (Miller. 1987). However, areas of poor {early
saral) or fair {mid seral) range condition can accelerate and increase everland flow (Miller, 1987) and could lead 1o
upland erosicn problems and less vegelation production and cover (Appendixes 5 and 11).

Key guestion to be angwered inciude: 1) What are the current conditions of the uplands? 2) What do we do about
uplands rated unhealthy especiaily those with soils that are so peer that vegetative preduction and comgposition do
not significantly respond 10 management changes?

Noxious weed infestations(watershed)

The conzemn here is the controlling of noxicus weeds ( mainiy Canada thistle, leafy spurge, and knapweed) before
they get out of hand. At the present time BLM does net have 3 major weed problem in Beauchamp Watershed,

Kev questions to answer include: 1) Metheds of contrel? 2) Who 1s responsibie? 3) Monitoring and inventorying ?

Prairie dog populations, damage, and encroachment on private lands.

A JVP-RMP decision states that BLM will manage prainie dogs at the 1988 inventory levels (See Appendixes § for the
1988 and 2000 praire deg acreage). The JVP-RMP also staies the BLM will supply the habitat {praide dog 1owns) for
reintroduction of the black-footed ferret. The JVP-RMP also designated an area known as the 7km Complex as an
ACEC, The 7 km Complex is based on the US Fish and Wildlife Service habitat assumpriens for ferret management:
“the area encompasses two or more praife dog towns that are net more than 7 kilometers apart.™  Seven Kilometers s
the average distance that a ferret can be expected to ravel durng normal activities. A pertion of the 7 km Complex is
located within the Beauchamp Walershed,  The 40 complex, a subpart of the 7 km Complex is a series of prainc dog
towns that have been idenufied as a releaze sight for black-footed ferrets. The 40 Complex lies entirely within the
Beauchamp Watershed.

Ranchers and some resource specialists are concerned that bealthy populations ¢f praige dogs denude vegstanon
from large areas of land thus reducing the AUMs for livesiock and exposing soi] o erosion. They alsg voice the
lands causing resource damage {loss of crops.

rairie dog lowns are peaded habstat far

¢opecem on the expansion of prairie dogs from pudlic land unto privale

AUMs, erosion. ec.). Other wildlife onentat
f i tdered to be warranted for #sung as o

several wildlife species, The black-tanl

threarered < me by
| R e al

bur was fuded 1

AUMs? 2 reduce erosion? 7

: Terrel rewntmoduction and habits for

whar ipecies? 3) Are there (radeoffs or compensanons 5! ) Ban en discharee of fireanms



in the 40 Complex reduces ranchers ability to contrel coyotes during winter months.

Unproductive clubmoss areas

Clutmoss is generally associated with sihv soils.  Areas covered by elubmess reduce plant viger and forage
preduction even on preductive seils. Clubmoss also reduces water infiitration. decreases plant competition, makes it
mare ditficult for plants to reintreduce themselves, and increases runoff all of which adversely impact plant health and
diversity.  On the plus side, there 1s very little to no eresion ceourring on the clubmoss covered areas because it
protects the soils from runoff.

{ev questions to be answered include: 1) How do we make clubmoss covered soils mere preductive? 2) Whar type
of areas do we treat (Do we treal the best solls first and the peorest scils last)? 3) What treatments do we usz?
4 How do we manage these sites after treatment?

Wildlife damage to crops

Elk, whitetail deer, mule dezr, and antelope tend to congregate on private crop lands and hayfieids at various umes
during the vear. They not only eat vaiuable hay and crops but do physical damage through trampling and bedding.

Key gquestion to be answered: 1) What can be done 10 mitigate the damage?

Livestock distribution
The main concern here is overgrazing/heavy use in some portions of castures/allotments and light use in other parts.

Key guestion to be answered: 1) What kind of management and improvements are needed to mitigate distribution
preblems for the overail benefit of all resources?

Fence maintenance/Modification

Some allotments have fences that are old and in nead of repair cr replacement. Several allotments have fences
designed for sheep cperations. Changes from cattle/sneep 1o a straight cattle operation has reduced the need for the
more restrictive sheep fences. These sheep fences inhibit pronghom migration but are sull sound fences.

Riparian

Stream Health

The need for this analysis was tnggered by the IVP decisions and the standards and guidelines (S&Gs) contained in
the grazing regulations. The RMP objectives address three issues 1) improvement of ripafian areas to proper
functioning conditen, 2) achieving a desired plant community (including age structure of woody species where there
s the potenual) and, 3) leaving adeguate reueuql cover to protect streambanks (pages 12, 13, and 14 of the Phillips
Resource Ared Resource Management Plan, 19943, Since the IVP-RMP was final, two actions have affecied the
proposed action; (1.} The 1995 and 1996 Apanan inventcres and {2.) The revision of the grazing regulanons and the
development of national standards and gusdelines (S&Gs) for management of rangelands. Regional S&Gs have been
developed by the Lewistown District Resource Advisory Counctl and were in effect in September 1997, The SV
ccizions concerring riparian, uplands and wildlife habitar are consisient with these S5&Gs. (See appendix 111

MG
-
132
e

S&GT

Ripanan ptant comipunily paliems are related 1o sule potential (zeology, soils, & water), distarbance history, and



current grazing practices. Nature's forces can exert a powerful :nfluence on the riparian resource in the watershed.
The Beauchamp watershed is known for periedic high runefi events which ercde streambanks , uptands, and flatten
riparian vegetation, Drought also has been known to adversely affect both siparian and upland vegetation.

Changes to the flow regime and sediment supply from the watersiied are difficult 1o assess duc 1o the amount of dams
and other alterations 1o the basin's hvdrology. There have been no overall hvdrology studies for the watershed,

Based on public contacts via field tours and meetings with permitiees and environmental groups there i general
support for healthy nparian areas. Permitlees in the watershed are concemed and see the value of maintaining and

enhancing riparian conditions.  They want jo demenstrate sound stewardship and maintain current AUM allocations.

The main question isl). How can we improve the functianing at risk and non -functioning riparian streams?

Reservcir/ Pothole Health

A number of reservoirs and potholes are functioning at risk or non functioning due to soils, grazing, watershed
conditicn, ¢tc. {See appendix 6).

The main question is [}. How can we improve the functioning at risk and the non functioning reservoirs/potholes ¢ a
healthy conditon for wildlife, livestock, watershed, and recreational activities.

Water Quality

Parts of the watershed are naturally erosive resulting 1n high sediment loads. The trend of water quality is unknown
as is the crigin of sediment, how much is from channels and how much from uptand sheet and 6l erosion. However,
stream riparan areas and uplands that are functioning properly will reduce excessive sediment to the system thereby
improving water quality.

Based oo running and standing water inventories in 1995 and 1996 and cbserved plant and ammal life in and around
these waters, the quality of water is meeting acceplable stundards. Runoff that fills reserveirs, potholes and streams
is chemically good water (Soiseth 1973 We also have 19 successful fishenes that confirm the good quality of water
n the watershed. However, runoff and ponded waters can be turbid (cleudy) when asscciated with highly erosive
and sodic soiis due 1o sediment and dispersed clavs.  Also as water levels drop from evaperation, waters in some
ponds could become mederately saline, Coliferm bactena could also inerease in gonds where livestock/wildlife

congregate especially when walter levels are decreasing.

Daia Gap: (1) long term waler guality data, (2) current water guality dala.
Shortage of Water for livestock.

Several allotments have pastures without enough water or poor distnbution of walering sites.

ANALYSIS AND PROPOSED WATERSHED ACTIONS
Recreation

People Influx




There is no cookbeok solution to control the number of peopie coming into the watershed. Tne major influx ino thiz
walershed has been for hunting and prairie dog shooting.  People using the public lands for thess activites wilt
fluctuaie with wildlife populations. Recreational standards may be implemented if resource or sczial conflicts

develop.

Action Steps

{. Communicate and keep people informed on the impacts of people on the varicus resources,
2. New OHV Travel Plan

OHYV

Resource damage, changes in landseape, and user conflicts would be considered in opening or closing roads and
trails. Hunting in an area where vehicles are restricted to the designated roads gives those hunters who like to walk

more sohtude.

Implement a signing program and publish maps that delineate boundaries and wavel restrictions. Areas designated
as iimited will be signed, identifying those roads and trails not open to metorized travel and an explanation of allowed

uses.

Action steps

The BLM is currently undergoing the process of a nation wide Off Highway Vehicle Management Strategy that will
have an effect on OHV use in the watershed but this plan is currently under protest and will not be implemented until
these protests are resoived. At that time the Malta Field Office will implement its OHVY management via the
walershed process. However, OHV travel s cerrently restricted during the fall hunting season south of the Dry Fork

o

Road {(see Phillips Resource Area Resource Management Plan, 1994 for specific details).

Access

The BLM has identified a few areas were the public would benefit from an easement across privately owued land. The
land owner may alsc benefit from the eusement because the BLM would be able to maimain these roads and improve
creek crossing where applicable.

Action steps

The BLM will attempt 1o cbiain easements across povately owned lands (o identified areas. Maintenance and cresk
crossings wall be added once vaserments are obtained.

Additional County Road Maintenance

At the present 1ime BLM has not recetved any sfficizl requests or tnformation from the county on the amoums of
dzmape and eosts that are attibated 10 increased recreational activitics promoted /sponsorcd by BLWL

Action Steps:

I, Set up nmeeuneg with the County Commissioners and discuss (o wiyal extent the BLM is contribiing 1o adgditipnal

manitenance costs-and-lodiscuss-funding, e e




Uplands
Cutrent Conditions

Upland standards ¢f 80% Petential Natwral Community (PNC) and Late Seral are currently exceadad in Beauchamp
watershed, Nearly 100 percent of the BLM acreage is rated at PNC or Late Seral Ecolegical condition. Some of the
uplands that were rated mid seral and {ate seral are associated with unpreductive scils {dense clav and claypan range
sites). These arcas respond very slowly to grazing methods even under ideal climatic condition. A key question is
what do we do 10 maintain or irnprove dense clay and claypan range sites and areas with dense clubmoss?

Action Steps:

In most cases we should conljnue current grazing management and AUM allecation and monitor key upland sites to
insure maintenance of upland habitats. Where changes are needed, land treatments (chiseling, furrowing, erc.),
grazing methods and livestock distribution technigues (new walters and fences, piacement of sait efc.) are
management practices that could be implemented. Management actions for special concerns are addressed in the
following sections.

Noxious weed infestations

At the present time BLM is working coeperatively with the Phillips County Weed Distocr in the location and control
of noxious weeds. An intensive inventery has not been done in Beauchamp Watershed,

Action Steps:

1. Ser up a ccoperative effort with county, BLM and private land owners for identifying, inventorying, and
documenting weed infestations in the Beauchamp Watershed along with the rest of the ccunty.

2. Continue working ccoperatively with county weed beard 1n the control of noxicus weeds.

Prairie dog populations, damage, and encroachment on private lands
A

There are currently 2788.83 acres of prainie dog towns (See Appcndix%) in Beauchamp Watersned thal are occurning
on public lands. In 1988, there were 3423 acres of praire degs on public lands in the watershed, However, acreage in
some allotments exceeds the 1988 rarget levels. Managing these towns at the 1988 levels and providing habitai for

the black footed ferret as stated in the JVP-RMP decision is the challenge. Metheds used 1o manage prairie dogs at
these Jevels may change. Some of the metheds the BLM has chosen to use or may decide 1o use in the future are

listed below.

In the spnng 1999 the BIM established a voluntary closure of prairie dog sheoting in the area referred 1o as the 40
Complex. The 40 Complex is a series of praine dog towns within the Beauchamp Watershed that are considered
assential to the black-footed ferret reintroduction efforts. The voluntary closure was coticized by the US Fish ang
Wildlife Service and several environmemal groups for falling shord of protecting the biack-focted ferret habital, As a
rasult, in Octaber of 1999, the BLM officially closed the 40 Camplex 1o the discharge of firearms for al] purposes other
than the Jawfu} take of 4 2ame anvnal. upiand came birds and waterfow|. This closure will remain in efect unil further
gotice,  Spme concern has been shown that the ban on discharging firearms Jimids the ranchers abulity to control

covotes dumng the winter months.
Action Steps:

Work coaperasively with the tand nwners in identifving numbers and ©ize of prarie doe towns. Acree on tradeaifs

IVERMP rules on owns torkeen and 1ot orow, TS W elitifale, Jnd towns (@ conirol,”



3. Have concerned ranchers contact the Depanment of Agriculiure’s Wildlife Services to ald in controlling coyotes.

4. In September of 2001, the BLM along with volunteers from the Nature Conservancy, Predater Project and the
World Wildlife Trust completed an effort 1o dust praife dog tewns in the 40-complex Lo prevent spread of plague.

5. The BLM will request MTFWDP establish 2 year round closure 1o sheeting on BLM lands within the 40 Complex.

6. The BLM will continue 1o participate in the Montana Black-tailed Praine Dog Working Group, the Montana Black-
footed Ferret Working group, Prairte Evosystem Action Council (PEAC) and the Nature Conservancy’s efforts.

Unproductive clubmoss areas
Locations and amounts of ¢clubmoss in Beauchamp watersiied have not been deccumented at this e, Clubimoss
infested areas are not as prevalent as they are in other watersheds. One site has been identifted in the Upper Garey

Coulee Allotment (3618) which is impacting producticn and species composition. Clubmoss cccurs both on large
blecks of lands with preductive soils and alse in mosaic patterns on the less preductive scils.

Action steps:

1. Work ceoperatively with land users and ideniify and prontize (consider benefiv/costs) clubmoss areas to be
treated.

. Work on the nesded environmental clearances based on the above priorities.

=

3. As funds become available, chisel/bum and apply appropriate grazing treatment (graze after second growing
seasen).

Wildlife damage to crops
Since titts is maily a pavate landowner and Montana Fish, Whldlife, and Parks problem they will have 1o take the

initiative to mitigate it. On the other hand if BLM can initiate some action on public land that will help alleviate the
problem, it should be considered.

Action Plan:

I. Meet with land users, and Montana Fish, Wildlife, and Parks and come up with an action plan to mitigate the
preblem.

2. Implement the planned actions.
Livestock distribution
Overgrazing/heavy utiiizanon is cccurming in certain areas of pastures i some allorments. This is cavsed by

livesiock/wildlife conerezatng for long penods of time in choice areas. These areas maybe close 1o water, mayv have
more desirakle vegetanon, physical access maybe easier, or plants may be more nutritious. In many cases

management actiens such as herding, stratemic placemend of salt ete,, are needed 10 reduce heavy unlizauen in these

ound on the AMP vilizanons maps for allotments in this watershed isee

ureds. _-_-'.'."\,lilif-l'l\ H[’ :i'n'x'EC 4

AMP monstonne fles o tn 1he Malla office).

Action plan:

e,



1. Work ceoperatively with land users and priontize probiem arzas for implementng management actions.

2. Managemient aclions o use are construction of new fences and waters, use different grazing methods, develop
early use pastures, winter grazing, and asscciated walter developmert.

3. Move salt and mineral blecks 1/4 mile {rom riparian zones and watering sites,

Fence Maintenance /Modification

Allotments that have boundary fences that are in need of reparr or replacement have besn identified in appendix 2.
Fences will be replaced as money is avatlable. Sheep type woven wire fences {lecated in Parrot Coulee, Parrot Lake,
Camp Creek and West Dry Fork allotments) that are neo longer necessary due to change in livestozk use, will be
replaced with standard antelepe type fences as money becomes available. This will likely involve replacing short
sections woven wire fence throughout the allotments over a pericd of ttme uniil it is determined that antelope have
sufficient areas to migrate freely. The BIM will work with The Nature Conservancy on this project,

Riparian

Stream Health

The JVP-RMP, the grazing regulations, and State of Montana’s Graging Best Management Practices (BMPs) (USDA
NRCS,1996) all dictate change in zrazing management where current conditions are not meeting the standards. The
nparian standard of proper funetiomng condition (6.0 miles) or funcioning at risk with an upward rend (11.36 miles)
are met on 20 % of the stream miles and are unmet on 80 % of the drainages (25.88 miles that are functioning at risk
with unknown or static trend and 33,1 miles that are non-functioning.)

BLM has completed a nparian inventory for streams on public lands in Beauchamp Watershed. For detailed
information on streams and their inventory classifications, see Appendix 7.

Action plan:

{. Riparian arcas not meeting the standards are all within alioiments with management plans where, in most cases,
only miner changes in management practices and more vigilant monitoring of degree of utlization on dparian areas are
needed to bring abeut an upward trend towards PEC. However, riparian poiential in some stretchies of the streams are
sometimes fimited due to uncontrellable characteristics such as soil chemistey and moisture avaitability.

2. Implement vegetaton treztments and structures to reduce grazing impacts and 1mprove vegetalion o) riparian
areas. Some treatments and structures to consider are; Fence o controf grazing, no hiot seasen erazing iluly,
August. & September), change grazing methed, change (o winter zrazing, apply land treatments on uplands,

comstruct reservoirs away from streams, deferment with early use pastures, huild shade structure on uplands to draw

estock out of ripanan areas. water spreading developments (o improve fipanan areas, and reduce companinom

between grasses and trees. (Sce appendix 2 for suggested manacement cpuons for individual alloiments.)

Reservoir/Pothole Health



Tnere were 311 multiple use piv/fill reservoirs, fill reservoirs and potholes assessed for functioning cendition in 1997
and 1998 { Appendix 6). Based on this inventory, 0% cf the acres in these reservorrs and petholes were healthy
and properly functioning, [6% of the acres were functoning at risk with an unknown trend, and 4% of the acres were
non functonng with an unknowa trend. Pit reservoirs were also inventorad but because they were mainly
constructed for livestock water they were not included or evaluated for riparian value in this watershed plan.

Action Plan:
1. Censtruct all new pit reservoirs with 4 @ | siopes and 6 1 | end slopes.

. Placa all salt/mineral biccks and scratehers 1/4 mile or more away {rom reservolrs to avoid conceniration and
lessen the 1mpacts on ripadan vegelaticn.

-2

3. Construct more reservoirs to keep livestock from concentrating on one reservotr.
4. Move livestock to avold long term concentrations.

5. CMR National Wildlife Refuge 15 cusrently protesting water rights applications for all reservoirs that would
impeund waler that drains into the wildlife refuge, This limits BLM's ability 1o construct new reservoirs to provide
additional water for livesteck where needed. The BLM 1s lecoking mio wransfarring water rights held on reservoirs
which have silted full or washed out and appiving them towards the construction of new reservoirs in nearby

lozations,
Water Quality

The BLM will continue to monitor water quality in the watershed (© insure that water quality remains above the
accepizble standards.

Shortage of Water for livestock

The BLM will sesk 1o develop additional water sources for livesteck and wildlife. As mentioned in the
reservoir/pothole health section, CMR National Wildlife Refuge s protesting water rights applications on drainages
flowing in1o the wildlife refuge. This limits our ability to develop new reserveirs in this watershed, In addition to
transferring water dghts from abandoned reservoirs, the BEM would also fike to work with operators to develop
springs cr water wells.

GOALS/STANDARDS, GUIDELINES, CONSTRAINTS, AND
MONITORING

(Grazing term permits and leases wili be revised to include appropnate zoals/standards. guidedines, and management

actions (Appendix 2) to mest JVP-RMP decisions and the standards for rangeland heaith. Achieving or making
sienificant apd measurable progress lowards the rangeland hiealin standards is required of all uses of public
rangelands, These standards are:

Uplands are in proper funciioning condition.

2. Riparian and wetland areas are in proper THnctioning conailig.

2. Water gquality meets Montana staie slandards,



4. Alr quality meets Montana state standards.

3. Habilats are provided o maintain healthy, preductive and diverse popuiations of native piant and animal
species, including special status speciesifederaily threatened, endangered. candidate or Montana species
of special concern as defined in BLM Manual 6840, Special Status Species Management).

Condition: (health) of uplands, streams. and wetlands are defined in the following way:

i Proper Functiening Condition - are arcas where the interaction of geology, soil, water, and vegelation are at
an acceptable level.

2. Functioning At Risk - These areag are functiona) but they have an existing soil, water, vegetation attribute

that makes them susceptible to degradation.

Nonfunetional - These are areas that are clearly not providing adequate vegetation, litter, or land form to

dissipate runoff/stream energy, reduce erosion, improve waler quality, and/or improve vegetative cover and

Le)

plant composition

The Phillips Resource Management Plan has a riparian geal that states that we achieve desired plant communities
{including age structure of wcody species where there is the potential) and that we leave adequate residual eover o
protect streambanks.  An example of a goal for attaining desirable plant commun:iies could be the potenuial natural
plant community for a specific ecological site (Appendix 13}, On the other hand , the desirable plant communuy geal
for an ecological site could be adjusted for management of specific resources in cach allotment and/or watershed.

The TVP-RMP also requires that "The BLM will initiallv accomplish ripanian-wetland goals through livestcek grazing
metheds at current stecking levels.” The preferred management gwidelines for Malta Field Office ( The RECORD OF
DECISION FOR THE STANDARDS FOR RANGELAND HEALTH AND GUIDELINES FOR LIVESTOCK
MANAGEMENT FOR MONTANA, NORTH DAKOTA, AND SOUTHDAKOTA ) include suggested grazing
metheds for meeting both the standards and the RMP objectives { See Appendix 12 ).

Vegetalicn management is the single most important manageable facter in restering/pretecting hydrologic and
riparian functions. In some areas, effects of Jivesteck grazing are readily noticeable by the amounts and compoesitions
of low seral stage plants. For exampie, foxtail bartey and cocklebur dominating on heavily trampled banks instcad of
bulrush and sedges.

Monitornng of changes in ripanan and upland cenditiens will be accomplished by using the latest inventory data and
sites as benchmarks ( See Appendixes 4, 5,6, 7, and 10), Amounts of bare ground and streamn bank aileration caused
by excessive grazing and other land disturbance activities, can be quickly addressed py limiting the tocatiens, time,

and degree of use.

If coals and standards are not met, the BLM will take the necessary action w achieve them. This would include but is
nol limited 1o, fercing npanan-wetland areas, reducing livestack numbers and use and renabilitating degraded
pparian-wetiand arsas. When trend is improving, 1he prescribed grazing method should be continued even if the
nparian-wetland objectives are not achieved in the stated ume frame.” (PRA-RMP Final, page [3).



SUMMARY

After analysts of all concenis and inventory data. the BLM finds the Beavchamp Watershed to be in good health.
The 1997-1998 ecological inventory data showed most of the uptands in an upward trend. Currently, we have only
one allotment in a downward trend.

In our upland health mveniory for the biotic environment (plant compesition and health) we found nearly 100%
{189,417 acres) of the BLM lands were properly functioning. There were 170 acres that were non-funciioning  which
had a downward trend. These lands were all within one allotment which has hicavy summer use. This allotment is
categonzed as a “C” allotment. This designation limits the BLM's ability to construct range improvement projects.
The 170 acres are part of a disposal tract that the BLM will likely look at dispesing in a land trade. In some areas,
functicning at risk uplands may be considered gcod habitat for wildlife species such as praine dogs, mountain plover,
etc., and should be managed at that level to protect sensitive species. Consequently, Standard One (180% of
uplands in proper functioning condition) may never be met due to wildlife habitar needs. In the same upland
inventory we found the physical envircnments (soil characteristics, erosion, etc.,) on the BLM lands in the watershed
10 be in proper functioning conditien.

In our riparian stream inventories we found 6.0 miles of drainages that were Properly Functioning and 11.36
functicning at risk (upward trend) in the watershed that met the grazing standard. There were 23.88 miles FAR with a
static or unknown trend and 33,1 miles thal were non functioning.  Portions cf these streams cculd be improved
through management actions while some segments have pcor unproeductive erosive soifs that would respond very
siowly or not at all 1o livestock grazing practices.

The watland (stillwaler) npafan inventory was limited to pit/fill reservoirs, fiil reservoirs and petholes that were not
primarly planned for livestcck water in the watershed. Our data showed that 80% of these wetlands acres were in
proper functioning condition, 16% were functioning at risk, and 4% were non functioning. Again, just like in the
vplands and streams, some of the functioning at nsk and non-functioning wetlards are on unpreductive soils, where
vegetation growth or establishment of plant cover may be slow and sparse at best.

We believe the proposed management tor each allotment in the Beauchamp Watershed (See Appendix 23 will move
the functioning at sk and nen-functioning areas/segments of uplands, wetlands, and streams that have the potential
te improve 1o proper functioning condition or to an upward trend in a reasonable period of time (5 to 10 vears with the
proposed management and normal climatic conditions).

We believe most of the watershed concems breught up in varicus meetings (recreation problems. access, noxious
weeds, ete.,) are being or can be improved through better communicaticns, management , and cocperation with all
interested parties before actions are tazen. The action steps that the watershed planning parniicipan!s addressed as
management solations for these concems are listed in the Analysis and Proposed Walershed Action section of this
plan. Because of the controversy of some concemns such as praine deg management, current policy and budgets may
dictare or restrict what can or cannol te done. In the case of praine degs, we wall attempt to manage them at the 1988
leveis as stated in the Phillips RMP.

In some cases, BLM policy and budget constraints may limit implementation of some management actions, Currently,
the following constraints may limit implementation of some manazement actions: {1) Consimiction of reservorrs will
depend on acquinng water fghts, (2} Application of mechanical (chiseling, rurrowing, eic.}, burming, and chemical
(fertilizing, spraying) reatments will follow current poticy and regulatiens, 123 Boundary fences will be constructed
on a case by case basis taking into consideration, who will construct, age of fence, present condition (does fence

d past maintenance responsibilities, and (<)

meel current specs |, who awns the fence, land status of fery
ianagement will be prorated according 1o resaurce needs

Allacoion of increases i forage production from improved

in the allotment.

[



PARTICIPANTS IN BEAUCHAMP WATERSHED PLAN

In 1998, BLM sent out 300 invitations asking individuals, greups, and apencies if they would like to panicipate i the
development of the pian. We asked them to contact us if they wers interested. Grazing permiliess in the watershed
were automalically on the list. We alse placed a pubiic announcement in the local paper each time we had a meeting.
The following is a list of people that requested to be contacted tnrough ut the process and/or actively participatad in

the plan.

Clvde Robinson, Rancher

Jim Robinson. Rancher

Manson Frye, Rancher

Gerrv Williams, Rancher

Winston Mitchell, Rancher

Bill Mirchell, Rancher

Jim Manrin, Rancher

Francis Kolczak, Ranche

Clarence Jacobson, Rancher

Drr. Ned Tranel, Rancher

Linda Pcole, Nature Censervancy

Bnan Martin, Nature Conservancy

Russ LaFond, Secretary - Square Butte Grazing Assc.
Charlie Schwenke, Prasident -Square Bulte G. Assc,
Ken Bluni, Rancher

Fred Itcaina, Rancher

Bob Frye

Gene Bamard, Rancher and RAC member

Jedy Jones, CMR National Wildlife Refuge

Matt DeRosier, CMR National Wiidlife Refuge
Marawn Vesath, Rancher

Kevin Koss, Rancher

Jess Robinson, Rancher

Don Rebingson, Rancher

Francis Jacobs, Rancher

Lea Jacobs, Rancher

Dean Kienenberger, Rancner and Pres. NPCSGD
Darrell Seeley, Banker and RAC member

Anne Boothe, Malta Chamber of Comrmerce

Wayne Worthinzton. Sec./Treas.-Flathead Wildiife Inc,

Marco Manoukian, County Agent
Jeanne Bameard, Big Flat Elecinic Coop
Loma Stolen Natural Resources Conservation Service

Mark Sullivan, Montana State Fish, Wildiife, and Parks

Fritz Prellwitz, Bowdowm Natienal Wildlife Refuge

Jee Goulet, County Weed Board

JTohn Crensten, BLM T & E Wiidiire Biologist
Tim Novorny, BLM Wildlife Biologist

Huey Long, BLM Soil Scientist

Dennis Lingohr, BLM Range Management Specialist
Roy Taylor, BLM Range Management Specialist
Jon Kaurtt, BLM Range Management Specialist
Mike Gilkerson, BLM Range Technician

Jenny Jennines, BLM Hydrologist

Thora Prellwitz, BLM Range Assistant

Bonme Wiederrick, Administrative Assistant
Ron Soiseth, BLM Ecosystem Specialist

Rick Hotaling / Bruce Reed, BLM Field Manager
Ramene McCoy, BLM Assistant Field Manager
Jody willler, BLLM Archeologist

Robernt Padilla, BLM Reality Specialist

Mary Skordinsky, BLM Recreaticn Specialist
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Comments and Changes to Draft Beauchamp Watershed Plan

Dauring the 30 day comment peried, the BLM received one letter commenting on the draft Beauchamp Watersied
Manazermnent Plan. The letter was from the Natonal Wildlife Federation's Northemn Reckies Office. Their comments
have been taken into consideration and approprizie changes have teen made to sections regarding prairie dog and
black-feoted ferret management sections of the final watershed plan.

The National Wildlife Federation has requesied the fellowing te included in the Final Watersied Plan:

1. Expansion of the sheoting restactions to cover more of the 40 complex in the Management Unic and that the plan
specifies that the BLM request's MTFWP to eswablish year long closures to liie 40 Complex.

BLM Response: The entire 40 complex is already covered by the BLM's sheoting closure. The BLM is net going to
increase shooting closures o other areas, The BLM wi]l request MTTWP to esiablish a year long shcoting closure
similar 1o the one that is already in place.

2. Dusting of prairie dog colonies to reduce adverse impacts of plague.
BLM Response: The BLM has compieted dusting the praife deg tewns within the 40 Complex in September of 2001,

3. Methods to encourage leaseholder tolerance for increased praide dog numbers on BLM lands needed for ferret
acovery.

BLM Respanse: The BLM will contdnue to manage prairie dogs at the 1988 levels. No decrease in AUMs is
necessary 10 maiutain praire dogs at this level, Loss of prairie dog habitat on private land may be compensated for
oy additional habitat on BLM land in the vicinity of the habitat loss. Praine dog expansion within the 7 km Complex
above the existing levels (1988 survey) would not be allowed on BLM lang without AUM mitigaticn. Anv loss of
l1vestock forage due to pratrie dog habitat increases on BLM land above the existing level (1988 survey) would be
mitgated through land treatments {mechanical, fire, ete.). The BLM will continue to participate in related working
grouips such as the Montana Prairte Dog Working Groug, Montana Black-feoted Ferrat Working Group, Praide
Ecosysiermn Action Ceunci] and The Nature Conservancy's efforts.

4. Actions thal will be taken o facilitate connectivity and communication betwesn the ferret population in the CMR
NWR and the 40 Complex.

BLV Response: The 40 Complex is part of the overall 7 km Complex. The 7 xm Compilex is itself a connected
population in that it consists of praife deg tewns that are witlun 7 kilometers of zach other (the average distance that

a ferret will travel during nermal activities. The BLM will continue to manage the 40 Complex and the 7 km Complex at
the 1988 levels.

5. The plan should be clear thar on BIM lands, that ferret recovery and the need to resiore praire dogs to 1988 levels
wil be a higher prority than maintaming existing AUM's.

BLM Response: The BLM (s commitied te managing praice degs at the (988 levels. Al these Jevels, no ATM
rediuctions are necessary. The JVP decision states that the BLM will not reduce AUM s in the 7 km Comples due (o

rr & ol
I 2

gipansion. Anyincreases in prane dog numbers above the 88 levels fon a fong Lerm basis) will only be
=d after a tand treaiment has been completed 10 increase forage production.

Other Changes Sinee Draft Plan was released:
In addition to responding to these commernds, an errer in Appendix 2 v

i in calculaions of Standards ona
sendix, Once again, the BLM

ulied 1n small changes 10 some of the FFC ¢
nk all of those u

and fve. This

participated in this process and we would like to encourage vou o continue




Appendix 1. Watershed Map.
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Appendix 2.

Allotment Concerns, Findings, and suggested Management

Allotment Concerns/Tindings Rangeland Health Standards Suggested Manazement
5446 Standard 1 (Uplands) 1 Replace woven wire w/

Parrot Coulee

5447
Garey Coulee
{home)

5448
Garey Coulee

3600
Parrot Lake

Protect sagebrush habitat, _

2 disposal tracks (P-175) °

‘1 Lentic 679 PFC

- 33% NF
Change Fenciﬁg {shcep wire)

Prairie dogs

Lentic 65% PFC
359 FAR/NF

Prairie dogs

More water needed -

Small Dog towns (2 acres)

Remove sheep fence

sheep herders monuments -
cultural sites

99 % PFC

Standard 2 {Riparian)
67 % WL PFC

0% STPFC -
Standard 3 (Water)
100 % PFC

Standard 4 (A1r)

100 % PFC
Standard 5 (Habitar)
99 % PEC

Standard 1 (Uplands)
96 & PEC

Standard 2 (Riparian}
65 % WL PFC

100 % ST PFC
Standard 3 (Water)
100 % PFC

Standard 4 {Air)

100 % PFC

Standard 5 (Habitat)
100 % PFC

Standard | {Uplands)
99 & PEC '
Standard 2 (Riparian)
100 % ST PFC
Standard 3 (Waler)
100 % PEC
Standard 4 (Air)
100 % PEC
-Standard 3 (Habitat)
100 % PFC '

Standard | (Uplands)
o0 % PEC

Standard 2 (Ripanan)
| @7 % WL PFC

| Srandard 3 (Water)

10 % PFC

| Standard 4 (Al

| 100 % PFC

| Standard 5 (Habitan)

100 % PFC

antelepe type fence.

Manage Prairic dogs at 88
levels

Proposed expansion of Pdeg
acres may lead to grazing

mgmt medifications

Locate additional water sites

Find additicnal water sites

Manage Pdog acres at 88
levels

Find additicnal water sites,

Manage Pdog acres at 88
“levels

Maintain current grazing mgmt

Replace woven wire w/
antelops {ype fence,

| Manage Prairte dogs al 83
1‘ levels

|

{ Proposed expansion of Pdog
acres may dead o grazing
mgmt modificanons




Allotment

Concerns/Findings

Ranegeland Health Standards

Sugzested Management

3601 -
Best Coulee

3604
Upper Bull Creek

Sa0sEE TS
Upper Cabin -
Cresk :

5606
Squaw Creak

Remove sheep fence & -
Lentic 100% FAR - -
More water needed

Prairie Dogs

Disposal Track (P-182}
Elk & deer habitat

Ng public access

Disposal (P-182)

Dispesai (P-182)

Standard I (Uplands)
100 % PFC '
Standard 2 (Riparian)
0% WL PFC
Standard 3 (Water)
100 % PFC-
Standard 4 (Air)

190 ¢ PFC

Standard 3 (Habitat)
100 % PFC

Sandard | (Uplands)
100 % PEC

Standard 2 (Ripanan)
NONE

Standard 3 (Water)
100 % PEC

Standard 4 {Ain

100 % PFC

Standard 3 (Habrtal)
100 % PFC

Standard 1 (Uplands)
100 % PEC

Standard 2 (Riparfan)
NONE- . =
Standard 3 (Water)

100 % PFC

Standard 4 (Air)

100 % PFC

Standard 5 (Habitat)
160 % PFC

Standard 1 (Upiands)
100 % PFC

Standard 2 (Riparian)
NONE

Standard 3 (Water)
100 % PFC

Standard 4 (Ar)

100 % PFC

Standard 3 (Habital)
100 ¢ PRC

Manage Prairie-dogs at 88

levels

Proposed expansion of Pdog
acres may lead o grazing
mgmt modifications

Locate more water sites 10

improve livestock distribution

Continue current grazing
megmt

Continue current grazing -
mgmt -

Continue current grazing
mgmyi

0



Allotment

Concerns/Findings

Suggested Management

3607 ;
North Cabin
Creek 7

5608
Lower Squaw
Creek

5609
Cabin Creek -

3610
Antelope Creek

Heavy use by livestock around
reservoirs - currently all rate as

| NForFAR

Disposal (P-183)

Uplands in peor condition

Lentic 50% PFC
226, FAR
27% NF

{ 8Réstoml-old

Horse trap interpretive sign

Lentic 21% PFC
48% FAR
31% NF

Acquiring Kid Cary Hideout
with land trade (1A acras)

Rungeland Health Standards

Standard 1 (Uplands}
100 % PFC .
Standard 2 (Riparian)

0 <% WL PFC -
Standard 3 (Water)

100 % PFC

Standard 4 (Alr)

100 % PFC -
Standard 5 (Habitat)
100 % PFC

Stapdard 1 (Uplands)
0 % PFC

Standard 2 (Riparian)
NONE

Standard 3 (Walery
100 5 PFC

Standard 4 (A

100 % PFC

Standard 3 (Habitat)
100 % PFC

Standard 1 {Uplands)
100 % PEC .
Standard 2 (Ripacian) -
50% WLPFC.. -
Standard 3 (Water)
100 %6 PFC

Standard 4 {Air)

100 % PFC

Standard 5 (Habitar)
100 % PFC:

Standard | (Uplands)
100 % PFC

S1andard 2 (Riparian)
21 % WL PFC

0 ¢ ST PFC
Standard 3 (Water}
100 % PFC

Standard 4 (Air)

100 ¢ PFC

Standard 5 (Hapitat)

Locaie additional water sites

Change grazing management
te improve lentic cendition.

This allotment is classified as
o custcdial allotment and has
been jdentified as a disposal
parcel. For these reasons,
range jrmprovement projects
that may be proposed for this
allotment will receive lower
prionty.

WSA rules limit options for
soils may limit riparian.veg.-
: : i

Continue clrent grazing
mgmt

Lentic Ripanan firnited by
soils. sleep slopes, and
fluctuating walter leveis

topography and WSA
resInenons.

Possible spnng development
(rmud spring)

Possible change 1n season of

ase

| improving lentic conditions .

el

Lotic ripanan limited by soils,




Ir

! Sguare Butte

56137k

5614
Upper
Beauchamp
Craek

Camp Cresk .. .

179% FAR
+ 10 or Il 1anks from pipeline
Prairie dog acreage low

Lot¢ riparian is FAR or NF
(upward trend 7)

Prairie dogs

Disposal track {?;177-)..
éreék '-Cmssingr

Public .ﬂLccgss ;

Prairie dogs

Sheep fence - T

| Praine dogs

100 % PFC

Standard 2 (Riparian)
23 % WL PFC

0% STPFC
Standard 3 (Water)
100G % PFC

Standard 4 (Air)

160 % PEC

Standard § (Habiat)
99 7% PFC

Standard 1 (Uptands)
99 ¢ PFC L=t
Standard 2 (Riparian)
100 % WLPFC™
Standard 3 (Water) _
100 % PFC

Standard 4 (Air)

100 % PFC

Standard 3 {(Habitat)

100 % PFC

Standard | (Uplands)
110 % PFC

Standard 2 (Riparian)
| 100 % WL PEC
Standard 3 (Waier)
100 % PFC

Standard 4 1 Air)

100 % PFC

Standard 3 (Habiau
| 100 % PFC

Allotment Concerns/Findings Rangeland Health Standards Suggested Management
3611 Additional water Standard 1 (Uplands) . - A Continue current grazing
Upper Cypdan . 100 % PFC i ey mgmt
Cresk * ° : = | Prescribed Fire Standard 2 (Riparian) -

_ o 100 %2 WL PFC ’ Study prescribed fire site
Disposal (P-180) - = 0% ST PFC : :
-Potential exchange for Kid - Standard 3 (Water) |
 Curry Hideout T 100 $ PFC .~
; T “Standard 4 (Air)
100 % PFC
3 5 Standard 3 (Habitat)
160 % PFC
3612 Lantic 83% PFC Standard ! (Uplands) Manage water pipehine system

transfer water rights of oider
silted in reservoirs and butld
NEW Teservolrs

Manage pdogs at 88 levels
Continug current grazing

mgmt

Improve cresk crossing

Replace woven wire w/ |

antelope type fence. -~

Manage pdogs at 38 levels

Continue ctirrent grazing

mgmt

Manage pdogs at 88 levels

Conunue current grazing
mermt




—
f Ajlotment

Concerns/Findings

Rangeland Health Standards

Suggzested Management

5615
West Dry Fork

1

3616
French Coulee

5617 w2
East Dry Fork

Lentic (27 reservolrs)
79% PFC .
209 FAR
1% NF-

Improve creek crossing
Remove sheep fence ©

Ferret reintreduction
Shooting closure”

Spillway at Wmngler Res.”

Combine inte other alloiments
when fence replaced

Lentic (31 res.)
§7% PFC
8% FAR-
- 4% NF
Keep new water aWay from

creek

Boundary fence in poor
condition .

" | Praine dogs

Clubmoss

| Crested wheatgrass

| (320 acres)

Standard | (Uplands) = -

93 % PFC

Standard 2 (Riparian).. -
79 % WL PEC

100 % STPEC -
Standard 3 (Water)

100 % PFC -
Standard 4 (AIn

100 %6 PFC ;s
Standard 5 (Habitat)

100 % PFC '

Standard 1 (Uplands?
160 ¢ PFC

Standard 2 (Riparian)
NONE

Swandard 3 (Waten)
100 46 PFC

Standard 4 (Ain

100 5 PFC

Standard 3 {Habiat)
100 % PFC

Standard 1 (Uplands). =

97 %% PFC -~ - s
Siandard 2 (Riparian)
87 % WL PFC -
0%STPFC
Standard 3 (Water)

100 % PFC

Standard 4 (Ait)

100 % PFC

Standard 5 (Habitat}
95 ¢ PFC :

Standard | {Uplands;

96 ¢z PFC

Standard 2 (Riparizn)
00 % WL PFC

Standard 3 (Waten?
100 % PFC

Standard < (AL

100 5 PFC

Proposed tncrease in pdog
acres may lead o medification
of grazing mgzou

| 3 ereek crossing

improvements

Replace woven wire w/
antelope type fence.

Repair spillway (completed)

Combine into East Dry Fork
allotment

= L~ il . 13
keep new water developments
away from creek - :

Repair boundary fence &

look at double rotation grazing

| schedule-

Create riparian pasture,
Passible 6 pasiure system -
Manage pdogs al 88 levels

Chisel plowing {buffzr around
pdegs town)

Continue curent grazing

| mgzmt

| Leok ima converting crested

| ".‘r'i\|'_'.'l.'!E‘.'E'§E. 1IN0 natives or
with tand

improving

tredlmenis,

—_—




Sugoested Manmagement j!

Fourchette Creek

5621 i
Upper. CK Cresk

3622
Grouse Creek

Disposal (P-174)

Prairie dogs

Combine into other allofients?

Disposal Track for 107
(P-179

Allotment Concerns/Findings Rangeland Health Standards

1'5619 Prairie dogs Standard 1 (Uplands) manage pdogs at 82 levels . |
| Lower-Garey 100 % PFC P s & :
Coulee Standard 2 (Riparian) . Continie current grazing

- 4 NONE  ~ . - mgmt :
| Standard 3 (Water)
| 100 9 PEC
i Standard 4 (Air)
| 160 % PFC
| Standard S (Habitar)
'l s 100 % PFC '
13620 Access 10 plowed road Standard 1 {(Uplands) look into possibie casement
| Uprper 95 % PFC

Standard 2 (Riparian)
1C0 % WL PFC
Standard 3 (Water)
100 % PFC

Standard 4 (Air)

100 % PFC

Standard 5 (Habitay)
§3 % PFC

Standard 1 (Uplands) .
98 % PFC .
Standard 2 (Riparian]
NONE

Standard 3 {Water)
1800 % PFC -
Stapdard 4 (Air)

100 % PFC.

Standard 5 (Habi!a[)
100 % PEC

Standard 1 (Upiands)
96 % PFC

Standard 2 (Riparian}
100 5= WL PFC
Standard 3 (Water)
100 % PFC

Standard 4 (Air)

| (00 % PFC

Standard 3 (Habitan)

| 100 % PFC

manage pdogs at §8 levels

Look at possible switch o 3 or
4 pasture grazing svsiem

Continue current grazing
mgm} ;

Fence rcalignment after land |
dispasal - move remaining |
lands inlc allotment 3623 |




Allotment

Concerns/Tindinzs

Rangeland Health Standards

Suggested Management

5623
Upper Sevenmile
Cres

5624
East Reck Creek

5625
Lavelle Creek

5626
Rock Creck

Name Change to Luger Butles

‘Prairic dogs

More water needed in section
5.8.15.22

Aquifer W/ Tanks

Reservoirs silted full
Need more waler

Lentic 87 % PFC

12 % FAR
.2 % NF

creck crossing
Lentic {20 Res)
63 % PFC
32 % FAR
06 % NF

More waler needed

Prairie Dogs

| Siandard 1 (Uplands)
| 96 % PFC

Standard 2 (Ripanan)
84 % WL PFC
Standard 3 (Water)
100 % PFC '
Standard 4 (Air)

100 % PFC B
Standard 5 (Habitat)
100 % PFC

Standard 1 (Uplands)
99 % PFC

Standard 2 (Riparian)
100 % WL PFC
Standard 3 {Water)
100 % PFC

Standard 4 {Air)

100 % PFC

Standard 5 (Habitat)
100 % PFC

Standard [ (Uplands)
99 % PFC :
Standard 2 (Riparian)
86 % WL PFC

0 % STPFC
Standard 3 {Water)
100 % PFC .
Standard 4 (Air)

100 % PFC

-Standard 5 (Habitat)

100 % PFC

Siandard ! (Uplands)
98 ¢ PFC

Standard 2 (Riparian)
531 % WL PFC
Standard 3 (Waler}
100 % PFC

Standard 4 (Ain)

100 e PFC

Standard * {Habian
100 % PFC

Name change accepted

Manage pdegs at 88 leveis

locate additional water sites
potentially comoine allotments
5622, 5623, 5624, 3626, 3633

into one alletment

Continue current grazing
mgzml

Locate new waterin SE
Monitor pipeline and aquifer
improve creck crossing

Continue current gruzing
mgmt

Manage pdogs at 88 levels
locate new waler s11es

Continue current grazing
mgmt

e

S}



|r Allotment

Concerns/Findings

Suggested Management

56277
Current .’

5628
Beauchamp
Creek

|
5629 e
Codl Mine
Coujee

LAy

631
| Cratkschank
]

More waler needed-

Lentic (27 Res)
98 % PFC
1.5.9% FAR .
0.5 % NF

Prairie Dogs

Lentic (4 Ras)
56 % PEFC
44 % FAR

Lotic FAR & NF

Praine dogs

Poor creek Crossing

Lantic {18 Res?
22 G PFC
a7 % FAR

More water needed
stav away from Eeauchamp

Creek

1

Rangeland Health Standards

Standard 1 (Uplands)
96 % PFC © 7
Standard 2 (Ripanan)
9§ % WL PFC B
Standard 3 (Water) -
100 % PFC
Standard 4 {Alr) -

100 % PFC :
Standard 5 (Habitat)
100 % PFC

Standard [ {Uplands]
1GO % PFC

Standard 2 (Riparian)
36 % WLPFC

0% STPEC
Standard 3 (Waten)
1C0 % PFC

Standard 4 {AID

100 &% PFC

Standard 3 (Habnat
99 % PFC

Standard 1 (Uplands)
100 % PFC
Standard 2 (Riparian)
NONE 1
Standard 3 (Water) -
100  PIC s
Standard 4 (Alr)
100 ¢ PEC

Standard 5 (Habitat)

100 % PFC . _ .

Standard | (Uplands)
9% % PFC

Standard 2 (Riparian)
3% WL PEC

{4 % ST PFC
| Standard 2 (MW ater)

100 % PFC
Standard 4 14810
100 5 PRC

| Standard 3 1Habtan

39 ¢ PFC

‘| Transfer water nghts from 2

ZMI reservoirs that were
never built

Manage pdogs at 88 levels

install ripartan fence

manage pdogs at 88 levels

Continue curren? grazing
mgmt

Possiblv combine into 3610

install creck crossing
focale naw reservoir siles

Continue current grazing
rngime




Alintment Concerns/Findings Rangeland Health Standards Suggested Management
5632:- = " |.Lentc -All4 ResFAR ™ = | Standard 1 (Uplands) -~ combine with 5625~ -
Thomhill == . = T Cehaeme| 1006 PEG : e | eI e

re—=tamaaale ) Tiolated tradks Dispesal- | Standard 2 (Ruparian)e. S5t 20 -Continue current grazing
i otracts (P180) 7 L SEE S ST DR WLEFC T Th - L mgm¢
- ; Standard 3 (Water) * =~ ~
FSHE ke ' et | 100 % PECH - 2=l
| ] - | Standard 4 (Air) -~
: : : : 1100 B PFC %
.~ | Standard 5 (Habitat)
| 100 % PFC - g
5633 2 creek crossings neud Standard 1 (Uplands) install creek crossings
C.K.Craek development and casements 9% % PFC |
Standard 2 (Ripanan) lczate new water sites
Lentic (27 Res) 86 9% WL PFC
86 % PFC Standard 3 (Water) manage pdogs a1 88 levels
9% FAR 100 % PFC
5 % NF Standard 4 (Air) Continue current grazing
100 % PEC mgomi
New Water needad Standard 3 (Habitat; {
100 96 PFC
Praine Dogs

PFC BLM acres = Total BLM acres minus FAR/NF BLM upland acres minus BLM prairie dog acres
(bv allotment)

PFC BLM Habitat acres = Total BLM acres minus FAR/NF BLM wetland acres, minus FAR/NF
BLM Stream acres, minus crested wheatgrass acres, minus noxious weed acres (less than 3
acres per allotment)



Appendix

il

D

Grazing Information by Allotment in Beauchamp Watershed

T Allotrment Allotmant Namne MGMT Season ¢ Season . Grazing Pablic Pubhc
Mumter Cat.: from: e Melh. AUM's Aeres
5445 Farre: Coulee ] Ga-0F 10-03 S t &7 r 26934
1 2447 Garey CO;J.]L'L! {home} 1 0501 11-30 S. i 61 r 3020
! 5448 Garey Couive C 03-01 0%.28 8 l 173 ]
5600 Parret Lake 1 03-01 02-28 S l 715G 3070
160] Best Coules l o400 Li-30 S 332 2733
3604 . Upper Bull Creek C 03-01 02-2§ S 36 36D
3605 Upper Cabin Creek C 03-01 0z2-24 $ 48 160
506 Squaw Creek C- 0301 0228 s 45 255
607 Nerth Cabin Cregk M 03-14 0g-15 N 247 IR
5508 " Lowar Squaw Creek C 02-01 02-28 S 43 170
603 Cabin Creck M 05-01 1G-31 DR 762 H734
610 Antetope Creek I 05-01 12-3) S 43520 - 42108
6 Ugper Cyprian Creek M 03-01 02-28 S 046 1779
512 Square Butte I 05-31 10-31 § 1008 9599
3613 Camp Creek I £6-26 12-15 DR 605 2751
TGS Upper Beauchamp Creek M 09-15 07-15 DR 503 308t
ats West Dry Fork ! 053 1120 DR 1923 148754
5616 French Coulee c 03-01 02.28 3 7 %0
5417 East Dry Fork ] 0504 11-30 DR 2657 18472
5618 Upger Garey Coules 1 04.08 1120 DR a8 1551
5619 Lower Garey Coules C 430 02-28 S 63 145
2620 Uprer Fourchette Craek I 06-01 1015 S 662 3266
“52l Upper C K. Creek C 0731 02.28 S 3l 204
FA22 Greuse Creek C 0301 02-28 S 1ie 242
413 Upper Seven Mije Creex | 0--01 12.3] DR 794 ! Y
ih24 Eagl Rock Creek 1 C6-01 04-30 DR 672 ' 4137
6525 Lavelle Creek 1 (5-11 J.3] R]R 139 ! 5726
II -24 Rook Creek ! 0501 I-1s 3 l :10M] ! 3774
[ ena7 F Cument 1 301 1A DR l Cled | TAT2A :]
50y l B By 3.0 031 s J 2832 1738
— T —
| Coal Miae Con ¢ & -z g | 3 i 223 |
| ik et nank ! 1-20 JR ] QRG TR I
T 1 Tharmhil c e 2.4 8 53 %8
] i
C W Creek i} [ g afa | 35
TOTAL | SRR
- DR =Deterred Fotat . R i iy 1o afirit,



Appendix 4. Ecological condition by allotment for Beauchamp Watershed.

| I !
All ll baC Excellent Late Seral | Mid Seral [fary Early Seral 5 Prior Event Do Trend
| ! . |
. ;- [ 4 ey o i 1 s
Number Acres {good) Acres AcTes [ (poors Acres Acres ! Data
444 1 N | 4] .0 1 6518 i
447 l Mz 3] ! I i n 1| LIz ]
pEEL i n Ry - ' it ] 1 B9 3]
| i s
T n T | H 7] ] M
e T - .o J N o 2735
Cv 0 30 ! 0 b g
s 160 o v 0 ST
Sy 0 18X 3] n 288
L 11 V] i o] u 1H1
SALR 3 1 3 170 " iTi
hiie] - ' 0. 5714 | il oo DOATA
410 il EATE) 1 & 1 L2
LT Bt S ! 0 a Ty
AL ] oz | 0 u PR
LIk ; : ] 2786 o a t 5
LAt 1) RIS n 4] J Kiny|
“SE)S LA L 0 i PR Y. L= o . oE -7 l 14554
511 n Wy ‘ i I =)
S61T il 0 ARKTE - 1 Y B s i BETZ =T
LRI n H n 0 l 1554
418 - ’ e : Bl ] 0 ] 1 345
20) n 2 l i n ’ v [
3621 0 . 0 J 0 8 l s o {
$RLZ il 243 B n | i h
M3 Y sy 0 { ‘ R !
| i
| fal4 n URY 0 1 F L1137 ;
i
| |
| 128 n l Y724 | 3} 0 i Crald
l L a T 1 1 ' Ear2] i
l 557 n ' 13725 1 0 n 13134 |
1 ! ] 1
1 =A% b | T | it 1 i | S , ' !
| | i
] | !
™ a0 g | 0 i o 413 i '
£ | « 1 e : o L ) : S oan ! i
| | ‘
13 ‘ " g o | a T | ]
I I .- I . |
| RS PR
| ! - i . N 1
i .
TOTALS a7 : AR el n LRETUT



Appendix 5. Upland Health Data for Biotic Environment for Beauchamp Watershed

A0 Rk Acres by Soul Geoup (1)

Aslon Public PFC Trzad B lue | Brown Magenia
o Acres Actes ',
46 2692 2493 up |
5447 3020 620 up
447 8CO 80 ug
680 3079 3079 op 4
601 2733 2735 p
S604 360 igo up
5603 160 160 o
5606 238 255 up
5607 IRRN 11 un
5608 170 0 down 95 a8
3600 6714 6734 ap
5610 42106 42106 up
811 3779 3779 1p
5612 0599 0sgs s
3613 2751 2751 up
614 3051 051 D
G 14334 14854 up
5616 80 &0 up
5617 18672 18672 up ’
5618 1551 1551 up 1
| 5619 345 245 up
5620 3296 3296 v
5621 204 204 up
3632 242 242 up i 4
Qi 809 1809 up | )
4624 5117 4137 Lp ‘ ’
tazs 9726 9726 ur ’ ’ ]
\ ]
5626 <574 5774 ur E |
3627 P 725 i ' | l
628 2715 2738 up I i ‘
al'l 423 121 0 I :
| H
080 7030 o . :
g7 <338 -
) EREPET. W LéAsa N B S 1
11 For descriptions on soll color codes, see appendix ]




Appendix 6. Wetland Health Information for the Beauchamp Watershed.

]
;
i

! Fill Reservoers Poikoles
|, Allot, ¢ Wettand PFC FARL NF PFC FAR NF |
| Acres . |
S46 1854 062 0 534 1153 0 0
5447 3575 328 743 0 2000 504 0
Sa4y i C 0 b 0 0 o
$6C0 23.17 1462 0 a 7.85 0
5601 6.30 o 6.30 0 0 0 O
s€0a 0 o 0 0 ) o a
$¢035 I i 0 I b o n
56G6 i 0 o 0 0 0 © 0
$607 1.29 o 0.5 0.78 b 0 0
5608 O] a o " 0 0 0
5609 6.22 313 jan 170 b 0 u
5610 3261 .54 16,80 8.57 0 0 o
5611 4.9 396 0 0 n a 0
T oss1n 41.89 14,96 693 0 o 0" o
5613 15.26 1524 0 0 o 0 0
5614 8.57 §.57 o 0 0 e 0
5615 6048 4791 1.2 145 o 0 0
5616 () o o o 0 0 ¢
$617 10175 4] 88 736 541 7.8 0 0
5613 28.03 %3 b a 2477 0 ol
5619 0 o | 0 )] 0 0 )
$520. 12.95 1295 0 h 0 0 0
5621 0 o | 2 0 0 0 0
622 712 12 ) 0 o "9 0
5623 2238 853 28 131 o o 0
s62a 1218 1143 o | 0 8 0 0
| I 1
1 -
2523 Ty s1se | 5 | 108 0 | o 5
i | I
43¢ 1728 243 L5 | 118 0 0 ¢!
. 1 i
5a27 ‘ N is 38.59 | I8 04y 1146 Bl ot
i 7 : Bl
S50 ‘ 803 152 | 151 | a | a | 5 -
1 t \ |
5629 ! 4 o | a | ¢ O U |
L |
2431 ; 25 52 034 | 440 4 3 B K
1n12 | 52 £71 i 5| ;
p: ! |
£33 | G 65 LR Lo A0 ; ) "
i '
roTaLs 70,64 T14.30 112.62 343 92,26 "7 "




Appendix 7. Functioning Cendition of Streams in Beauchamp Watershed

| Allotment | Drainage / Stream Length Veg r] Soil : Hydro | Funcucn
No. ' (Milesy | Cond | Cond | Cond | condien
5446 .| Sevenmile Creek _ 34 67 83 75 | FAR
3447 Fk of Dry Fork X 83 100 100 PFC
5443 Fk of Dry Fork I e A I [ 160 PFC I
| 5610 Antejope Creek 10.9 61 30 38 NFC U
I 5610 Bull Creck : 6.68 67 67 67 | FAR U
3610 Bull Creck 4.35 67 67 67 FAR S
5610 Bull Creek o 476 | 67 67 58 FAR
3610 Winter Creck 9.2 78 66 5 FAR
5611 - Siparyann Creele 109 67 §3 |75 | FAR
5612 Siparyann Creek ) 56 79 38 NF
5612 Siparyann-Creek 4.6 60 69 54 FAR |1
5612 Duval Cresk 44 52 67 25 NF U
5615 | DryFork - i 3.5 65. (100 |75 PFC U
5617 Drv Fork i 40 83 42 NF S
5617 Dry Fork B 58 |m 100 | 67 FAR
5617 Dry Fork 34 66 83 50 FAR
5625 Linle Cotronwaod Creek | 11 72 83 |75 FAR
| 3625 Little Cottonwood Creek 1.7 72 23 66 FAR
5625 Little Cotonwocd Creek 13 56 66 66 - | FaR
S628 Beauchamp Creek 2.3 61 33 41 NF U
5631 Beauchamp Creck ' 1.6 61 1 16 33 NF D
: 5631 | Beauchamp Creek 1.4 6l ! 66 <2 NF D
5631 Beauchamp Creek 19 61 ; 50 |33 NF D
| 5631 Beauchamp Creck 1.5 ‘ o1 ; 100 ‘ T3 AR

L) = Unknown
I = Impreving
5 = Stic

D = Downward



Appendix 8. Prairie Dog Data for BLM Lands in Beauchamp Watershed

Allsment 3 1383 Acres 2000 Acres Difference betwecn 1985 &
_ 2000

5446 40 15.55 1, 544 ;
5347 32 3030 17

Sadb 2 7.08 5.05

360 0 0 0

t 5601 150 .8350 175,18

| 5604 0 0 0

| 3605 Iy 0 0

' SECH 0 0 0

5607 0 0 0

1 3608 0 0 ¢

5609 9 0 a

3610 0 122.36 1323

56:1 0 0 0

5612 134 289 REINN

5613 73 20.63 §2.37

36514 0 o 0

5615 1218 731.88 486.12

8616 0 0 0

5617 1085 401,33 593.97

5618 19 9.01 -109.99

3619 7 0 7

3620 4z 164.27 12237

5621 10 410 -5.3

5622 0 2244 22,14

623 22 ‘ 163,77 138,77
| 5624 4 1762 1102 |
| $628 150 54.23 114,77 ‘
e |
. 3626 87 1 5765 | 256,35
! 627 { %9 | 5456 | 506.24 !
| 618 | <9 * o | i |
fu35 | 0 o | !

7] : 34 i 3374 ‘I 91.26

232 ‘ 1 3. |

174 bl 4341 |

roTAL 425 278883 636,17

vears 1580, 1934 50 Gam thuTe 1002 [e0as

[
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Appendix 11. Guidelines for Livestock Mana

Lewistown Guideline #1: Grazing will be managed in 2
er that will maintain the proper balance between soil,
ind vezetation over ume. This balance varies wiih
location and managzement chjectives, historic use, and
natural [uciuaticns, but acceptable levels of use cap be
developed that are compatible with resource objectives.

Lewistown Guidehne #2: Manage grazing to mamntain
watershed vegetation, species richness, and feed plan
funcuon, Maintain fparian vegelative cover and siructure
1o trap sediments during run-off events to build
streambal.ks, recharge aquifers, and dissipate flocd
energy, Grazing management shouid premole deep-rocted
herbacecus vagetaticn Lo enhance streambank stability.
Where non-nalive species are contributing {o proper
functioning conditions, they are acceptable. Where
potential for palatable wocdy shrub species {willows.
doowood, elc.) exists, promote their growth and expansion
within ripanian zones.

Lewistown Guideline #3: Pastures and allotments will he
manazad based on their sensitivity and sunability for
livesiock grazing., Where determinaticns have not been
previoustv documented, suitability for grazing will be
determined by: topography. slope, distance from water,
vegetation habitar types and soils 1ypes must be
considerad when determining grazing suitability,
Unsuitable areas should be excluded from grazing.

Lewisiown Guideline #4: Management strategies for
livestock grazing wiil ensure that long-term resource
capabilities can be sustained. End of season stubble
heights, streambank moisture content, and utilization cf
herbaceous and woody vegetation are critical factors
which must be evaluated in any grazing strategy.  These
considerations are sssential to achieving long-term
verelation or stream channel ohjectives and should he
identified on a site-spucific basis and used as terms and
condiuans.

Lewistown Guideline #5: Grazing will be managed to
promaote desired plants and plant communities of various
age classes, based on the rate and physiolcgical
condiuans of plant growth. Management approaches will
be idenufied on a site-specific basts and implemented
through terms and conditions. Caution should be used 1o
avoid early spring grazing use when soils and sireambanks
are wel and susceptible to compaction and physical
damage that cccurs with arnimal rampling. Likewise, late
summer and fall treatments in weedy shrub communities
shotld te monitored closely 10 avoid excessive utilization.

Lewistown Guideline #5: The development of springs and

seeps or ather projects affecting waier and associated
urees shall be designed to protect the ccological

munctions and processes of those sites.

Lewistown Guideline #7; Lecate facilities (e.g., comals,

water developmenis) away from riparian-wetland areas.

Lewistown Guideline #8: When provided, supplernental
salt and minerals should not be placed adjacent to
watering locations dr in npanan-wetland areas so not to
adversely impact streambank stability, ripanan vegetation,
waler guzliy, or ether sensitive areas /i.e. key wildiife
wintering areas). Salt and munerals should be placed in
upland sitos o draw livestock away lrom watenng nreas or
ilive areas and 1o comabule 1o more unifom

: distribution.

gement.

evastewn Guideline #11: Grazing managermeant should
matntaip or improve habitar for federally listed threatened,
or endangered, and sensitive plant and animals.

Lewistown Guideline #12: Grazing management should
maintain or promote the physical and biological condiuons
Lo sustain native populalions and communifies.

ewistown Guideline #13: Grazing management should
give priority 1o native species. Nen-pative plant species
should only be used in those situauons where native seed
1s not readily available in sufficien! quantities, where
native plant species cannot maintain or achigve the
standards, or where non-native plant species provide an
alrernative for the management and protection of native
rangeiands,

Lewistown Guideline #14: Allotment monitoring
determines how on-going management practices are
affecting the rangeland. To do se. the evaluations should
be based on: 1. Measurable management cbjechives; 2.
Permanent and/or repeatable monitoring lozations; and, 3.
Short-lerm and long-1enm data.



Appendix 12

Potential Natural Communities for Ecological Sites.

f

Ecological Site

Soils Series

Desirabie Plant
Community

Desirable Plant
Species

Shallow Clay (SwC)

Dense Clay (DC)

Cia.yty(.C}-'}

{ Claypan (Cp)

Saline Upland (SU)

Saline Lowland (SL}

|
| Thin Clayey (Tcy)

1 Shzllow (5wi

Dilts

Lisam

Vaeda
Tealelre
Bowdrin
Vanda

Bascovey
Julin
Marvan
Harlem
Ethndge

Elicam
Thoeny
AD'-T]II\_‘
Welnoart
Gerdrum
Creed

Nobe

MNabe
Absher

| Sunburst

_apban

0 % Grass
0 % Forbs
0 % Shrubs

85 % Grass
3 % Farbs
10 % Shrubs

85 % Grass -
10 5% Forbs -
3% Shmbs

] .65 % Grass

5 % Forbs
30 % Shrubs

73 % Grass
‘5‘ ':0’"-5
2

20 %% Shrubs

Western Whearzra.ss
Plains Resdgrass
Plains Muhly

Green Needizorass
Amerizan Veich
Praine Clovers
Winterfat

Nutzall Saltbush

Westem Wheatorass
Green Needleorass
Nutt Alkali Grass
Cusick Bluepass
Armercan Vetch
Nuttails Saltbush
Big Sagebrush

Western Wheatorass -
Green Nezdlerorass
Thickspike Wheatgrass
Blusbunch Wheatgrass
Plains Muhlv 3
American Veich
Twogrooved Milkvetch
Winterfat

Western Wheatzrass
Thickspike W Ih_au"r.-_u.s
Grasn \Lhdn"rrass
Prairie Junegrass
Needle & Thread
Alkah Sakoton
American Veatch
Nuuall Saitbusn
Greasewood

Alkaii Saceton
Western Wheatgrass
Inland Saligrass
Nuuall Salﬁjusn

" Greasewoed

Alkali Sacoton
Westemn Wheatgrass
Nut Alkali Grass
Bazin Wiidrve
Greasewood

Nuttall Saltoush

Western Wheaterass
Creen Needlezrass
Bluebunch Wheatgrass
Little Bluestem

Plamns Munly

i Bluebunch Wheatgrass

esterm. \In 11 2rass




Ecological Site

Soils Series

Desirable Plant
Community

Desirable Plant
Species

Oveitlow (OV) +

Wer Meadow (WM)

Silty (SI)

‘Thin Silty (Tsi)

Sandy (SY) -

Harlem
Marvan
Mishon
Havre

Pimmick

Kevin
Scobey
Phillips
Telstad
Joplin
Yamac

Evanston -.

Havre
Atlewan

Hillon

| Twilight

80 9% Grass
5 % Forbs
15 % Shrubs

Grass
Forbs -

5 % Grass
% Forbs
% Shrubs
%o Trees

he— L~}
[¥4]

% Crass
% Forbs
% Shrubs

f==R W]

8
-1
5

Green Needlegrass
Western Wheatgrass
Basin Wildrye :
Slender Wheatgrass
Canby Bluegrass
Sedges

Amercan Vetch

Twe Greove Milkvetch
Perennial Sunflower
Silver Sagebrush
Chekecherry
Serviceberry

Slough Grass
Spike Sedge
Reeds

Waestern Wheatgrass
Needle& Thread
Gireen Needlegrass
Plains Muhly .
Bluebunch Wheatgrass
Little Biuestern
Amencan vetch

.| Winter Vetch

Silver Sage

Western Wheatgrass
Neadle & Thread
Green Needlearass
Plains Muhty

Littte Bluestem
Amencan Vetch
Praine Clover
Wintarfat

Western Wheatgrass

7 | Needie & Thread

Prairie Sandreed
Indian Ricegrass
Little Bluestern

- Praice Clover
-Skunkbush




Appendix 13. Disposal Tracts

. Parcel Nc. Acres Exchange Acres ;.
s 94180
174 120.00
Pa7s ol 8000
176 40.00
|p-177 | 44011 | 3rd phase CBSA sy ,"440.'11
| P-179 360.00 | 3rd phase CBSA 360.00
piso 241452 [3dphaseCBSA | 640.00
P-181 600.00

P-182" : : . 81523

P-183 245.04

B, 605670 | - L radoal

ibove table shows the public land within the Brauchamp Watershed that were idenified for disposal by the approved
ips Resource Arca Resource Management Plan (September, 1994). The table also shows if the disposal parcel is involved
... « current land exchange. Parcels P-177, P-179 and a porhion of P-180 are currently involved in the third phase of an exchange
with the Department of Natural Resource and Conservation {formerly know as the Department of State Lands) in support of the
Crow Boundary Settlement Act of 1994 (CBSA). On February . 1999 individuals holding grazing avthorizations for parcels P-
77, P-179 and P-180 were neuified about the CBSA projeet, given seme background information and provided with a 2-year
prior natificavion that the grazing authorization may be canceled.



