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APPENDIX F
COMMENT DOCUMENTS

This appendix includes all unique scoping comment documents received and at least one copy
of each form letter document received. Scoping comment documents are logged and assigned
a document numbered as they are received by the Bureau of Land Management. Document
numbers are stamped at the top right of each page. To locate your comment document, refer
to Appendix E. Table 2 in Appendix E lists commenters in alphabetical order by last name and
their corresponding document number.
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G. Anne Guenzel, CMM

700 Huron Ave, Apt 18D
Cambridge, MA 02138
October 31, 2008

Eddie Bateson, Manager
Wind/River Bighorn Basin District
P.0. Box 119

Worland, WY 82401

Dear Mr. Bateson and BLM Planners,

| am writing as a Certified Minerals Manager who has overriding royalty interests on
federal lands in Wyoming. | am deeply concerned that drilling and energy development
be done in ways that protect air and water quality and wildlife habitats. 1 am convinced
that responsible development of oil and gas interests is not incompatible with
protection of wildlife and the environment.

With respect to the Bighorn Basin, | urge you to develop a revised RMP that will:

* Require phased leasing and development so that only a minority of the Basin can be
committed to oil and gas drilling at any one time;

* Give notice when federal minerals are leased and require landowner approval of
drilling and make public compositions of all drilling and frac'ing fluids used;

* Mandate minimum-footprint directional drilling for all projects to reduce impacts;

* Require "No Surface Occupancy" for oil and gas development within three miles of
sage grouse leks and in crucial big game winter ranges and calving sites;

* Protect potential wilderness such as McCullough Peaks and Bobcat Draw;

* Minimize CBM impacts, require waste-water to be re-injected to protect aquifers; and
* Manage livestock grazing to ecologically sustainable levels.

Pursuant to 5 U.S.C. Section 555(e), | petition the BLM to extend the comment period
for the Bighorn Basin RMP scoping process to allow the public sufficient time to have
meaningful input into the process. Public participation and comments are an integral
and critical part of the RMP process. Although the BLM is hosting six public scoping
meetings, the deadline for the public to submit comments is November 17, 2008, only
three days after the last public meeting. Three days does not give the public time to
digest the many, complex issues of the Bighorn Basin and produce the detailed and
thoughtful comments this important process requires. Thank you.

Sincerely,

///cha,/ “,{Té/
G. Anne Guefizel, CM

Bighorn Basin RMP Revision F-1
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Nov 1, 2008
1649 W. Ward Ave
Ridgecrest
CA 93555

Dear Mr. Bateson,

We taught school in Encampment, WY for 15 years, and we greatly enjoy the natural
beauty of the Bighorn Basin, which we visit in the summers. The Bighhorn Basin is rich
in cultural and historical resources, and outstanding desert recreation opportunities. It is
also home to the only sage grouse population in the state that is currently expanding, and
crucial big game winter ranges for elk, bighorn sheep, mule deer and pronghorn,
including some used by the Yellowstone herds. I urge you to develop a revised RMP that
will:

* Require phased leasing and development so that only a minority of the Basin can be
committed to oil and gas drilling at any one time;

* Give notice when federal minerals are leased and require landowner approval of
drilling and make public compositions of all drilling and frac'ing fluids used;

* Mandate minimum-footprint directional drilling for all projects to reduce impacts;

* Require "No Surface Occupancy" for oil and gas development within 3 miles of sage
grouse leks and in crucial big game winter ranges and calving sites;

* Protect potential wilderness such as McCullough Peaks and Bobcat Draw;

* Minimize CBM impacts, require waste-water to be re-injected to protect aquifers; and
* Manage livestock grazing to ecologically sustainable levels.

In addition, we urge the BLM would extend the comment period to allow the public
sufficient time to have meaningful input into the process. Public participation and
comments are an integral and critical part of the RMP process. Although the BLM is
hosting 6 public scoping meetings, the deadline for the public to submit comments is
November 17, 2008, only 3 days after the last public meeting. Three days does not give
the public time to digest the many and complex issues of the Bighorn Basin and produce
the detailed and thoughtful comments this important process requires. Pursuant to 5
U.S.C. Section 555(e), I petition the BLM to extend the comment period for the Bighorn
Basin RMP scoping process for the reasons I just mentioned above.

Sincerely, »_/(LL&((,:Y Cf,é(LJ
oAl ¥ 008

John and Shelley Ellis

F-2 Bighorn Basin RMP Revision
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Chuck Lanham

<clanham@cheyenne

city.org> To
BBRMP_WYMailGblm. gov

11/03/2008 07:20 oo

AM

Subject
BIGHORN BASIN RMP SCOPING

Caleb Hiner

It has come to my attention that yvou are currently in the process of
receiving comments on the management plan for the Bighorn Basin area.
Although I am the Preservation Planner for the City of Cheyenne; I am also
a Past President for the Wyoming State Historical Society and current
menber of their Management and Oversight Committee. I am also a Wyoming
native and sit on the Board of the group called TRACKS Across Wyoming; a
not for profit crganization that is interested in developing Heritage
Corridors in Wyoming and especially the southern corridor at this time.
Protection of our cultural heritage and the landscapes that are connected
to them is a number cne priority that is too often overlooked in our rush
for a cheaper this or that or more this or that.

The Federal Government, State Government, and many of our Cities and Towns
are working hard and spending what little money they have trying to develop
the State's cultural assets at a time of great needs in Energy. Although
the two seem incompatible; I kelieve that should you do your planning well
then both can coexist with little loss or extra cost to the develcopers of
the energy fields. The extra cost in finding and protecting our scenic and
cultural assets will in the leng run be worth your efforts and those of
others involved. Just for the sake of expediency is not a justifiable
reason for allowing the loss of the many one of a kind places. Everyone
says that Wyoming i1s large and there is "still so much open land™ why do
you care. If we do not care and plan there will be nothing left but scares
upon that land.

Please hear the call of those that came before us (the Native Americans,
the hunters and trappers, the pioneers and homesteaders, and those that
followed) and protect what you can while you can. There are many places
that offer the Energy resources sought without trying to tear them ocut of
the places that cannot cope with our crude technology.

I realize that one voice does not a groundswell of concern make but thank
you for your consideration. The future is ours to protect as well as

F-4 Bighorn Basin RMP Revision
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Robert A. Overton
PO Box 1188
Thermopolis WY 82443-1188
307 864 5342
307 921 1031 Cell

November 4, 2008

Subject: Proposed ideas for inclusion in Revised Bighorn Basin Resource Management
Plan.

Dear Ladies and Gentlemen:

Thank you for providing the opportunity to provide some ideas that will be found
helpful in the development of the Revised Bighorn Basin RMP. Below are my
suggestions for inclusion in the revised planning document:

» Management of Riparian Areas and Water Quality Issues The BLM should
increase their efforts to improve the utilization of the surface water. A
reduction in the administrative lag associated with permission to
construct surface water improvement projects would be of considerable
advantage. When a lessee desires to make a surface water improvement
the administrative procedure is construed to consist of roadblocks, not
assistance in the completion of the requested improvement. Not being
fully aware the all of the internal requirements of the BLM to complete
such projects, a review with the goal of simplifying and steam-lining this
process would be beneficial for the BLM and the lands that they have
stewardship responsibility.

Reducing the velocity of steam waters during peak flow condition will
result in numerous benefits to the watershed in question.
= As the velocity decreases the sediment carrying capacity of
the water decreases.
= Pooling of water permits contributes to an increase in the
water table and expands the associated riparian area.
=  The development of ponds will reduce the ability for head-
cuts to form leaving the top soil in place to develop grasses
and habitat for wildlife and domestic animals.

F-6 Bighorn Basin RMP Revision
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Robert A. Overton
PO Box 1188
Thermopolis WY 82443-1188
307 864 5342
307 921 1031 Cell

= Off-site water development will better utilize the range
resource and provide for increases in the range development
when partially harvested.

Where watershed owners, stewards and lessees have come together to
plan and develop a document showing their objectives their projects
should be given priority for the development of watershed improvement
projects. Watersheds that have an impaired status with the Wyoming
Department of Environmental Quality should be assisted in their efforts to
make improvements.

The BLM would be well advised to adopt a proactive status toward the
improvement of water quality on BLM lands that are not under lease.
Waiting for the lessee to suggest an improvement is not an appropriate
posture for a agency with the extensive stewardship responsibility of the
BLM. The BLM should act as a catalyst for the development of projects
and acquiring funding for both BLM and non-BLM sources.

» Access to Public Lands The BLM should encourage the recreational use
of public lands to permit tourists and local residents the opportunity to
enjoy the wildlife, history, geological formations, flowing steams present
on BLM lands.

| appreciate the opportunity to provide some suggested ideas for the
inclusion in the Revised Big Horn Basin Resource Management Plan. |
look forward to a continued dialogue as this process moves forward.

Robert A. Overton

Bighorn Basin RMP Revision F-7
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RICHARD ANDERSON
<rd,anderson@bres

nan.net> To
BERMP WYMail@blm.gov
11/05/2008 08:45 cc
FM
Subject

Bighorn Basin RMP Revision
Please respond to
rd.anderson@bresn

an.net

Please adopt a Resource Management Plan which:

* Protect such key landscapes as wilderness study areas, critical wildli
hakitat, migration corridors and areas important for their diverse
recreation values

* Where drilling is appropriate, do it right. This includes phased leasing

of development so only a minority of the Basin is committed to drilling at
r one time, and recquiring the gold standard of Best Management Practices
ect human health and air and water quality

Preserve cpen space and wild landscapes

RICHARD ANDERSON
3733 OTIS LANE
BILLINGS, MT 58102

F-10 Bighorn Basin RMP Revision
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Please Read
Names and addresses will be used 1o compie and update the mailing kst for distributing future information regarding Sha RMP nevision. Commants submitted to BLM for use in this planning effort, including names and
home of under the

ane subject Fresdom of indormation Act (FOLA) (5 US.C. 522). mmmmmmmmwmwmm
published as pan of the environmental analysis process. After the ciose of tha public scoping period, public comments submitied, including names, e-mail and street , will be available
for public review at the BLM Worand Office during regular business hours (7:45 a.m. 10 4:30 p.m.), Monday through Friday (except federal holidays)

Enter your mailing infi and below.

Click button to submit and to clear the screen Submit My
C

¥ Please add my name to the mailing list. once your have d your ( Print Comment
Today's Date: |11.r5 12008 MWDONYTT) o your comment here:

We are about the islands in the river south of Thermopolis. We want to make certain that the islands are not developed
[E"" IS_ IE""” and are peserved under some type of conservation plan or program. When we tried to contact the BLM Worland office about this,
First Name MI  Last Name we were told that BLM was not interested in the island and would offer no protection from development. At that time, islands in

Th is ware claimed, and another individual built a cabin on an island. My family land is across from Boyd island, and
|D|'mdnr [Hot Springs Greater Leaming somecne tried to buy a strip from us in an effort to reach the island. In an effort to save the island from some type of development,
Tithe OrglAgency we surveyed the isiand and then filed claim, clearly stating all we wanted to do was save it. The island is special because it is a

Heron rookery, plus nesting spot for Bald Eagles, as well as home to Wid Turkey and deer. W found ourselves in a lawsuit against
[505 Buffaio Creex Road BLM with o intent to do anything but make sure the island was not After we were informed that the case was being
Address Line 1 transferred 1o federal court and the attorney general toid us it would be pursued vigorously, we let the case lapse.

These islands are among some of the few places left where wild animals and birds make their home in our area of the Basin. The
Address Line 2 islands need to be under some type of protection. Hundreds of birds winter around the islands, flying back and forth from the park to

Boyd Island and the smaller islands around it. Canadian Geese have built nests there. Wi have watched their young hatch. | am
[Thermopois rﬁs'ommo [62aa3- certain that if Boyd Island were developed, there would be an impact upon the birds, even in the state park, as well as migration
Cty Stak 5 paths of wid animals and birds.

(307) 864-2381 (307) 864-2391 [_—__ | would be willing to work on a committee with BLM and other public entities to save the islands as public lands.

Home Phone Work Phane Fax Phone Our Foundation is helping develop a new interpretive center in Hot Springs State Park, and we hope to work with the BLM on
= ing the unigue sl.ary alm B;g Horn Basin region and its natural resources, Saving the islands would even make a good story
Email Address Iallensb@meanﬂm:t.nul o tell in the in
Thank you.
Sue
lEIIen Sue Blakey

Bighorn Basin RMP Revision F-11
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Teresa Lewis

Watts

<tlewlswatts@bres To
nan.net> BBRMP_WYMail@blm.gov

11/05/2008 07:11
M Subject
Bighorn Basin BMP Revision

Please respond to
tlewiswattsihresn
an.net

Dear Mr. Caleb Hiner---with all respect, =ir,
please adopt a Resource Management Plan which:

* Protects key landscapes as wilderness study areas, critical wildlife
habitat, migration corridors and areas important for their diverse
recreation values

* Where drilling is appropriate, do it right. This includes phased leasing
of development so only a minority of the Basin is committed to drilling at
any one time, and recuiring the gold standard of Best Management Practices
* Protect human health and air and water quality: Cody is well-known for
its great air guality; I know, because my severe asthma disappeared while
living there 4 months last year!

* Preserve open space and wild landscapes

In short, we love the Cody area; we're originally from

Indiana, & if we could have found jobs there, we'd live there. It's
beautiful, unigue, totally Western...let's preserve it for the gorgeous,
friendly gateway to Yellowstone that it has become, from Buffalc Bill down
to today---& beyond. Thank you for listening.

Teresa Lewis Watts
3229 Rosebud Drive
Apt. 12

Billings, MT 59102

Bighorn Basin RMP Revision F-13
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Written Comment Sheet

Public Scoping Meeting for the Bighorn Basin Resource Management Plan (RMP) Revision and
Associated Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)

Thank you for your input!

Please submit this comment form in person or by mail on or before NOVEMBER 17, 2008 to:

Bureau of Land Management
Bighorn Basin RMP

ATTN: Caleb Hiner
P.O.Box 119

101 South 23" Street
Worland, WY 82401

Electronic comments are encouraged and can be submitted at: BBRMP_WYMail@blm.gov.

All comments must be received or postmarked by November 17, 2008. For more information contact BLM RMP Project Manager,
Caleb Hiner at 307-347-5100 or via e-mail at BBRMP_WYMail@blm.gov.

NAME: O Wilco
ORGANIZATION: V - Lrwch
ADDRESS: Nyoé leb, Crk Road

[ 2
CITY/STATE/ZIP: Theamos e W E294s
Comments submitted to BLM for use in this plafining effort, including frames and home addresses of individuals submitting
comments, are subject to disclosure under the Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) (5 U.5.C. 522). Written comments received
during the public scoping process may be published as part of the environmental analysis process. After the close of the public
scoping period, public comments submitted, including names, e-mail addresses, and street addresses of respondents, will be
available for public review at the BLM Worland Office during reqular business hours (7:45 a.m. to 4:30 p.m. ), Monday through
Friday (except federal holidays).

PLEASE PRINT DATE: //- S -0 8§

/ N eRlon IN Supveciz [ Jinks nze Lesulled 14
'pﬁc'; [ Frer berwg ,@k-' (7 04,/ 2/3 a{lé Sorad . /'7%& petells 8 £
S Sy eve ‘yb&,,mjf ;772 ouc A ends o v & e safokmed
e  BLIY TA. < é.;‘,zf: H ppoLYgsns o F- ol
b bome on BAS Tond Tholpe wrc bozve £ lepse v add tou 25

“7’2"1 ff»z'«»z oo, Y. These T of s FounP e _peed Yo e
bl‘ A L /aa!C .«-ﬁ/ P ,‘7;;“*44%: a/ﬂ/g, 7%%} /L bdz;j C{a.uc VoL
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Andrew Blair

<ablair344@bresna

n.net> To
BBRMP WYMail@blm.gov

11/06/2008 09:01 {erl o]

AM

Subject
Bighorn Basin RMP Revision
Flease respond to
ablair344@bresnan
het

Dear Worland BLM,

As you welgh the demands placed on your field office during this Resource
Management Plan process count me in for coming down on the side of
wildlife.

Abundant wildlife is one of the things that brought me to Wyoming in the
early 90%s. It factors highly in my chosen profession as part of the
recreation and tourism industry. As you know recreation and tourism is
Wyoming?s second largest industry behind mineral extraction.

Over the last decade the rush te develop Wyoming?s mineral resources have
significantly impacted Wyoming?s wildlife habitat, especially in the areas
that serve as winter range, parturition range and wildlife migration
corriders. In conversations with Wyoming Game and Fish bkiclogists they have
expressed to me their concern for the future health of our wildlife
populations because of the emphasis on development at the expense of
habitat.

If you are familiar with the history of the mineral extraction industry,
for all the money and jobs it provides during the boom there i1s always a
bust that follows. We have lived through this many times in this state?s
histery. By protecting wildlife habitat and protecting wildlife we protect
the jobs of those who work in the recreation and tourism industry; an
industry that will exist long after the current boom in mineral extraction
is over. That is, if we protect habitat. If we continue the rush to develop
at the expense of habitat the eventual bust will be that much more
devastating to our state?s economy.

I ask that you consider the need to protect alr guality and water quality
for the same reason. The draw for recreation and tourism in our state is
dependent on the clear vistas, sparkling trout streams, and abundant
wildlife populations. Wo one I know chooses to recreate in a gas field.

Please consider the long term impacts to our state?s environment and, by
extension, our recreation and tourism industry when it comes to authorizing
any future development. As I understand it, FLEMA requires BLM to consider

Bighorn Basin RMP Revision F-15
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=
resource ¢

ide range of multiple while conserving the integrity of the
r time not a capitulation to a single use that degrades the

rfesource.

Thank you for your time,

Andrew Blair

F-16 Bighorn Basin RMP Revision
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November 6, 2008

P.O. Box 13
Ten Sleep. WY 82442

Mr. Caleb Hiner
Worland Field Office
Bighorn Basin RMP
P.O.Box 119
Worland, WY 82401

Dear Mr. Hiner:

I am writing this letter to be submitted as part of the Big Horn Basin Resource
Management Plan scoping process. As a surface lessee of BLM lands in the Worland
Field office area I have two primary areas of interest that I feel should be continued and
developed:

1) Continued livestock grazing at current levels or previous levels (prior to
decreases during drought)

2) Develop water sources for livestock and wildlife such as reservoir construction
or wells with solar pumps

[ personally developed a water well on private land surrounded by BLM lands for
livestock but it has provided a greater use for wildlife. As an agency responsible for
public lands, the BLM should allocate financial resources to wildlife welfare with the
added benefit to grazing lessees. Livestock generally uses BLM leases on a limited basis
but the wildlife lives there year round.

If you have any questions, I can be contacted at 307-366-2754.
Sincerely,
B ol TS o -
Bobby Blbakcr
Brubaker Sheep Co LLC

Bighorn Basin RMP Revision F-17
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Written Comment Sheet

Public Scoping Meeting for the Bighorn Basin Resource Management Plan (RMP) Revision and
Associated Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)

Thank you for your input!

Please submit this comment form in person or by mail on or before NOVEMBER 17, 2008 to:

Bureau of Land Management
Bighorn Basin RMP

ATTN: Caleb Hiner
P.O.Box 119

101 South 23" Street
‘Worland, WY 82401

Electronic comments are encouraged and can be submitted at: BBRMP_WYMail @blm.gov.

All comments must be received or postmarked by November 17, 2008. For more information contact BLM RMP Project Manager,
Caleb Hiner at 307-347-5100 or via e-mail at BBRMP_WYMail @blm.gov.

NAME:  micpace. D, Conners Mo ers @ f%gn('oum;y. U
ORGANIZATION: Parg Counvy , Wysmme
’ /

ADDRESS: /662 Susgipan Ave.
CITY/STATE/ZIP:  (o», 0/ 32414

Comments submitted to BLM for usé in this planning effort, including names and home addresses of individuals submitting
comments, are subject to disclosure under the Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) (5 U.5.C. 522). Written comments received
during the public scoping process may be published as part of the environmental analysis process. After the close of the public
scoping period, public comments submitted, including names, e-mail addresses, and street addresses of respondents, will be
available for public review at the BLM Warland Office during regular business hours (7:45 a.m. to 4:30 p.m.), Monday through
Friday (except federal holidays).

PLEASE PRINT DATE: //-0&-200F

Sce Arracned Comment SHEET,

F-18 Bighorn Basin RMP Revision



Scoping Report — Appendix F

1017

Michael D. Conners
Bighorn Basin RMP
Attachment to written comment sheet

Communications Sites:

The ability for government and commercial entities to gain long-term right-of-way permits and/or
leases for communications sites should be a top priority. The general public really has no idea how
important these sites on public lands are, and how many communications systems would not work in
our area if these sites were not available. The process for getting and maintaining these right-of-ways
and permits should be no more complex than they already are, and hopefully, could be simplified.

Some attention should also be given to the notices given for some of the paperwork processes. A good
example would be the requests sent for Communication Site Inventories. In some cases, no more than a
week’s notice has been given for these to be completed and returned. Individual situations can make it
very difficult to meet those short deadlines.

The recent effort of trying to “combine” communications sites can also be problematic. While this
seems to be a good idea in theory; the fact is that trying to combine some sites is not technically
desirable or even feasible. Allowances for these circumstances should also be considered.

Private Restriction of Public Lands:

There are several cases in this area where private land owners have restricted access to public lands,
and the BLM has been allowing it. There are instances of this where a public access road crosses a small
sliver of private land and the land owner will not allow people to cross. At times, some of these land
owners have decided to “police” the public portion of the road to their own misguided level of
satisfaction. They have even forced government agencies and private entities to pay them to allow
passage.

| believe that USC Title 43, Chapter 25, 1061 through 1066 still makes it illegal for a private landowner
to do this. If this will not be enforced as part of the new RMP, why not? If not enforced, would there be
some other alternative, such as re-routing some of these roads around private landowners?

END OF COMMENTS

Bighorn Basin RMP Revision F-19
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"Floyd, Ray"
<Ray.Floyd@woodgr

oup . com> To
<caleb hiner@blm.gov>
11/06/2008 12:05 ec
EM
Subject

Use Plan

I noted in today’s issue of the Cody Enterprise that the BIM is going to
write a new use plan for the Basin. I work in Oklahoma City, however I
maintain my heme in Cody. As a result of being cut of town, I won't be
able to attend any of the hearings planned on the proposed use plans, but I
do have something I would like considered.

On the Lower South Fork Road, there i1s a small area of BLM land bordered by
Beverly Lane and the Scuth Fork river. Tt is a nice spot with access to
the Ceody Canal and the river. People can enjoy picnics, fishing, and the
sinmple life of just being there. Unfortunately, the land is also open to
hunting which is my major concern. Fifteen years ago, it was a minor
prcblem, with few houses in that area. In the years that have passed, the
nunber of homes, while still relatively small, has increased. BAs a result,
regardless of the direction you look, there is one, or more, homes clearly
in view. That being the case, the probakility of damage to the home, or
even werse, an accidental sheeting of livesteck and family grows each year.

I recommend that the BLM look at this particular piece of land and consider
closing it to hunting. If not totally closed, perhaps restricting it to
shotgun and shot only (no rifles or shotgun slugs). It still retains all
the other public uses it has always enjoyed and cffers a much safer area to
raise families.

Ray Floyd

Principal Engineer

Wood Group ESP, Inc.
(d05) 671-2460

ray. floyd@woodgroup.com

B i
This email and any files attached to it contain confidential
information. Please notify the sender if you have received

this email in error. If you are not the intended reciplent,

any use or disclosure of this email or any attached files

is prochibited.
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Chuck Harris
<Wyocbowbenderfmsn

. Com> To
BERMP WYMail@blm.gov

11/06/2008 03:10 cc

PM

Subject
Bighorn Basin RMP Revision
Please respond to
Wyobowbender@msn.
com

As you know, this is SUCH AN IMPORTAMNT AREA.
I am contacting vou because you are OUR Guardian of this amazing place.

Please work as hard as is necessary to adopt a Resource Management Plan
which will

* Protect such key landscapes as wilderness study areas, critical wildlife
habitat, migration ceorridors and areas important for their diverse
recreation values

* Where drilling iz appropriate, do it right. This includes phased leasing
of development so only a minority of the Basin is committed to illing at
any one time, and requiring the geld standard of Best Management Practices
* Proteet human health and air and water guality

* Preserve open space and wild landscapes

Chuck Harris

1190 W Haysled Drive
Jackson

Jackson, WY 83001
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Working to Protect Native Species and Their Habitats
P.O. Box 1512, Laramie, WY 82073  (307) 742-7978 fax: 742-7989  www.voiceforthewild.org

Mr. Eddie Bateson November 6, 2008
Wind/River Bighorn Basin District

P.O.Box 119

Worland, WY 82401

Dear Mr. Bateson,

Pursuant to 5 U.S.C.Section 555 (e) we, the undersigned, are petitioning the BLM to
extend the comment period for the Bighorn Basin RMP scoping process.

The Bighorn Basin is huge and the issues are many and complex. These issues include the
impacts of oil and gas drilling, bentonite mining, the protection of sage grouse and
complete ecosystems. Setting a deadline for comments only 3 days after the last public
meeting certainly does not give the public enough time to digest these issues and produce
the detailed and thoughtful comments this important process requires.

Sincerely,
Carmi McLean Richard Kroger

Biodiversity Conservation Alliance Wyoming Wildlife Federation
Signing on behalf of: ¢ -

Hilary Eisen Jonathan B. Ratner

Greater Yellowstone Coalition Western Water Project B
Kevin Lind Liz Howell

Powder River Basic Resource Council Wyoming Wilderness Association
Deb Thomas : Jennifer Goldman

Clark Resource Council Earthworks

Sean Sheehan
Meadowlark Audubon

BOARD OF DIRECTORS: Perry Wechsler, Senior Atmospheric Scientist, University of Wyoming; Mark Jenkins, National Geographic Contributing Editor;
Jeff Kessler, founder of Biodiversity Conservation Alliance; Chip Rawlins, author and former employee of Bridger-Teton National Forest; Alyssa Wechsler,
co-founder, University of Wyoming Students for Sustainability; and Jason A. Lillegraven, Professor Emeritus of Geology/Zoology, University of Wyoming.
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Comment Document 1022 has been intentionally removed.
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FM

Greetings,

Thanks and best wishes,

Oskar

oskar@unm,.edu>

regarding

Form OB.rtf)

2= attached file: BLM Comments

1023

BERMP WYMaillblm.gov

1 attached
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Written Comment Sheet

Public Scoping Meeting for the Bighorn Basin Resource Management Plan (RMP) Revision and
Associated Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)

Thank you for your input!

Please submit this comment form in person or by mail on or before NOVEMBER 17, 2008 to:

Bureau of Laud Management
Bighorn Basin RMP
ATTN: Caleb Hiner

P.O. Box 119

101 South 23" Street
Worland, WY 82401

Electronic comments are encouraged and can be submitted at: BBRMP_ WY Mail@blm.gov.

All comments must be received or postmarked by November 17, 2008, For more information contact BLM RMP Project Manager,
Caleb Hiner at 307-347-5100 or via e-mail at BBRMP_WYMail@blm.gov.

NAME: Oskar Burger

ORGANIZATION: University of New Mexico

ADDRESS: 9809 Edith NE
CITY/STATE/ZIP: Albuquerque/NM/87113

Comments submitied to BLM for use in this planning effort, including names and home addresses of individuals submitting
comments, are subject to disclosure under the Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) (5 U.S.C. 522). Written comments received
during the public scoping process may be published as part of the environmental analysis process. After the close of the public
scoping period, public comments submitted, including names, e-mail addresses, and street addresses of respondents, will be
available for public review at the BLM Worland Office during reqular business hours (7:45 a.m. to 4:30 p.m.), Monday through

Friday (except federal holidays).

PLEASE PRINT DATE: 11/8/09

I am writing as a graduate student in archaeology with a history of doing fieldwork throughout the High Plains
and having been involved in many projects in and around the Bighorn Basin. My primary concern with this plan
as currently worded is the relatively low priority given to cultural resources. Cultural resources in this area
should be at least as high priority as natural resources — [ would argue truthfully that they should be a *higher*
priority because they decay at a much faster rate. The main point is that they are extremely valuable and the rate
at which they decay is directly related to management plans of this sort. Two specific areas that could be given
more attention here are: 1) the enforcement of antiquities laws complimented by the monitoring of archacological
sites. 2) the integration of cultural resources directly into the plan’s aim of “interpretation and environmental
education.” Archacological materials are one of our best routes to a comprehensive interpretation effort that links
directly to many other important goals in the realm of public education — ties to basic ecology, land disturbance,
the need for monitoring and stewardship — the need to balance research and management — ete.

I understand that preparing a document of this sort is an exceptionally difficult task and these comments are
definitely not intended to criticize the authors or any of its contributors. I do, however, think that the role of
cultural resources needs to play a much more prominent role. Best wishes,

Oskar Burger
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Written Comment Sheet

Please submit this comment form in person or by mail on or before NOVEMBER 17, 2008 to:

Bureau of Land Management
Bighorn Basin RMP
ATTN: Caleb Hiner

P.O. Box 119
101 South 23" Street
Waorland, WY 82401

Electronic comments are encouraged and can be submitted at: BBRMP_WYMail@blm.gov.
All comments must be received or postmarked by November 17, 2008. For more information contact BLM RMP Project Manager,
Caleb Hiner at 307-347-5100 or via e-mail at BBRMP_WYMail@blm.gov.

e Ty ] 4oy [ewais
ORGANIZATION: [ ) i e | P - Qv fos
ADDRESS: 3 5 £¢ R0~ (.

CITY/STATE/ZIP: JSNL\/,:- hel\ W Y. ED42¢

Comments submitted to BLM for use in this planning effort, including names and home addresses of individuals submitting
comments, are subject to disclosure under the Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) (5 U.S.C. 522). Written comments received during
the public scoping process may be published as part of the environmental analysis process. After the close of the public scoping
period, public comments submitted, including names, e-mail addresses, and street addresses of respondents, will be available for
public review at the BLM Worland Office during regular business hours (7:45 a.m. to 4:30 p.m.), Monday through Friday (except
federal holidays).
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"Craig and

Virginia

Griffith™ To
<cagriff@tctwest. <BBEMP WYMailBblm.gov>

net> {ajc
11/07/2008 06:16 Subject
AM BH Basin RMP

Please accept my comments concerning the Big Horn Basin RMP.

1) I believe BIM land should ke considered for any and all types of energy
and mineral development. Let the oll companies explore their leases to find
out what the potential is for oil reserves. I believe the U. 5. should
become more independent from oil sources imported from foreign nations. Let
the recreational public (those that utilize the land for recreation) pick
up the tab for the use of this land. Perhaps the recreational users should
pay taxes for this land or lease this land to preserve it from any
development.

2) By no means should we ever be involves in letting foreign nations have a
say in how the U.S. manages our lands for recreation or development
purposes.

3) Let the scientists detemmine if there is climate change due te
greenhouse gas emissions. Figure ocut how we can convince China, Russia and
other foreign nations to comply with emissions centrol.

4} Science tells us that livestock grazing is a necessary part of land
management. We can develop water sources in arid areas to promote both
wildlife and livestock. We need to manage wild horses to maintain a balance
between wildlife, livestock and wild horses.

5) I believe we need some roads in order for challenged and senior
individuals to see this land and it's resources.

6} If we have sensitive species we need to study that species through our
own State study program and neot by listing it on the "Endangered Species
Bct"™, Let Wyoming determine if that species is endangered.
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Written Comment Sheet
Please submit this comment form in person or by mail on or before NOVEMBER 17, 2008 to:

Bureau of Land Management
Bighorn Basin RMP
ATTN: Caleb Hiner

P.O.Box 119
101 South 23™ Street
Worland, WY 82401

Electronic comments are encouraged and can be submitted at: BBRMP_WYMail@blm.gov.
All comments must be received or postmarked by November 17, 2008. For more information contact BLM RMP Project Manager,
Caleb Hiner at 307-347-5100 or via e-mail at BBRMP_WYMail@blm.gov.

NAME: ) o smas -5 Myy o I EMAIL: £h !y neose @ fetfwes 7LP1€]L
ORGANIZATION:

ADDRESS: 3, 56 3
CITYSTATEZIP: A, <}, , )oY 354 /0

Comments submitted to BLM for use in this planning effort, including names and home addresses of individuals submitting
comments, are subject to disclosure under the Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) (5 U.S.C. 522). Written comments received during
the public scoping process may be published as part of the environmental analysis process. After the close of the public scoping
period, public comments submitted, including names, e-mail addresses, and street addresses of respondents, will be available for
public review at the BLM Worland Office during regular business hours (7:45 a.m. to 4:30 p.m.), Monday through Friday (except
federal holidays).
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"L Todd"”

<letodd@lamar.col

ocstate.edu> To
<BBRMP WYMailBblm.gov>

11/07/2008 12:45 cc

PM

Bighorn Basin RMP Comments

Comments attached

Lawrence C. Todd
reybull.org
Lakoratory of Human Faleoecology

nt of Anthropol

olorado State Universi
rt Collins, CO 80525
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Written Comment Sheet

Public Scoping Meeting for the Bighorn Basin Resource Management Plan (RMP) Revision and
Associated Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)

Thank you for your input!

Please submit this comment form in person or by mail on or before NOVEMBER 17, 2008 to:

Bureau of Laud Management
Bighorn Basin RMP
ATTN: Caleb Hiner

P.O. Box 119

101 South 23" Street
Worland, WY 82401

Electronic comments are encouraged and can be submitted at: BBRMP_ WY Mail@bIm.gov.

All comments must be received or postmarked by November 17, 2008. For more information contact BLM RMP Project Manager,
Caleb Hiner at 307-347-5100 or via e-mal at BERMP_WYMail@blm gov.

NAME: Lawrence Todd (letodd@lamar.colostate.edu)

ORGANIZATION:
ADDRESS: PO Box 70

CITY/STATE/ZIP: Meeteetse, WY 82433

Comments submitted to BLM for use in this planning effort, including names and home addresses of individuals submitting
comments, are subject to disclosure under the Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) (5 U.5.C. 522). Written comments received
during the public scoping process may be published as part of the environmental analysis process. After the close of the public
scoping period, public comments submitted, including names, e-mail addresses, and street addresses of respondents, will be
available for public review at the BLM Worland Office during regular business hours (7.45 a.m. to 4.30 p.m.), Monday through
Friday (except federal holidays).

PLEASE PRINT Date 10/7/2008

Members of my family have been living in the Bighorn Basin since eatly in the 20™ century. My great-
great grandparents, great grandparents, grandparents, and parents are all buried in the Basin and my attachment
to the landscapes and heritage of the Basin was instilled early and runs deep and I am deeply and sincerely
concerned about the region’s future and with what vestiges of its heritage will survive into my grandchildren’s
lifetime.

While I appreciate the need for long-term, sustainable management of all of the biophysical and cultural
resources in the Bighorn Basin, my most pressing, immediate concern with this RMP is with non-renewable
cultural resources. Sustainable use entails a balanced mix of economic, social. and ecological concerns. Many
resources that seem to receive the greatest attention (and funding for management) such as range, wildlife
habitat, riparian zones, hydrology, etc. all have the potential for ‘mistakes’ to be remediated or for restoration to
be undertaken if resource conditions are degraded. On the other hand, once cultural resources, particularly
prehistoric and historic archacological (and paleontological) sites, have been damaged or destroyed, restoration is
not possible. I was appalled that cultural resources were not listed as preliminary issues of concern in scoping
nformation (hup:/www bim goviwy/st/ ing/ inguml). This oversight seems a telling reminder of an
administrative culture that suldom views hcmagu resources as being on an equal standing with that of the
management of natural resources. Cultural resources lack the resilience of many other resources of concern and
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hence should be given a level of management protection commensurate with this fragility.

The BLM is doing a good job of dealing with large scale, direct impacts and the cultural resource
specialists seem to being the best job possible with a daunting task. Cultural resource programs dealing with
energy development are identifying and trving to avoid impacts to as many sites as possible. This is reasonable.
However, my concern is with the long-term cumulative impacts of small-scale damages to the cultural record
caused by either recreational or avocational artifact or fossil collection, off road vehicle travel, etc. Avoidance of
sites by large ground disturbing projects is an appropriate short-term solution, but does little or no good in the
long run if the resource is destroyed piece by piece over an extended period of time. Cultural resources need
much greater protection than they are currently receiving. Leaseholds on BLM land need to be given clear,
unambiguous warnings that if they or their employee’s engage in site looting, their leases (whether grazing,
mineral, timber) will be in jeopardy. The recreational public needs to be given legal examples that site damage is
not acceptable. Strict enforcement of existing laws (coupled with very aggressive public education programs)
needed to become an agency-wide top priority — not just for key sites, but until the message becomes clear to all
cultural materials. Many recreational users are not fully aware of the potential legal and ethical consequences of
artifact collection and site destruction — largely because at present there are neither effective information or
consequences.  Although damage to sites is very common, arrest and conviction is extremely rare to non-
existent, The agency must move cultural resource protection from what seems to be peripheral interest to a zero-
tolerance enforcement campaign. As both a professional archacologist and a resident of the Big Hor Basin, I
am deeply concerned that a business as usual approach to cultural resource protection over the next 15-20 years
will allow destruction of considerable portions of an internationally significant and locally resonant record of
North America’s irreplaceable heritage.
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Written Comment Sheet

Public Scoping Meeting for the Bighorn Basin Resource Management Plan (RMP) Revision and
Associated Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)

Thank you for your input!

Please submit this comment form in person or by mail on or before NOVEMBER 17, 2008 to:

Bureau of Laud Management
Bighorn Basin RMP
ATTN: Caleb Hiner

P.O. Box 119

101 South 23" Street
Worland, WY 82401

Electronic comments are encouraged and can be submitted at: BBRMP_WYMail@blm.gov.

All comments must be received or postmarked by November 17, 2008. For more information contact BLM RMP Project Manager,
Caleb Hiner at 307-347-5100 or via e-mail at BBRMP_WYMail@b1lm.gov.

NAME: Diane Chay
ORGANIZATION:

ADDRESS: PO Box 252

CITY/STATE/ZIP: Meeteetse, WY 82433

Comments submitted to BLM for use in this planning effort, including names and home addresses of individuals submitting
comments, are subject lo disclosure under the Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) (5 U.5.C. 522). Wiitten comments received
during the public scoping process may be published as part of the environmental analysis process. After the close of the public
scoping period, public comments submitted, including ;, e-mail add) , and street addresses of respondents, will be

available for public review at the BLM Worland Office during regular business hours (7:45 a.m. to 4:30 p.m.), Monday through
Friday (except federal holidays). \

11
PLEASE PRINT DATE: November 8, 2008

As a lifelong resident of northwestern Wyoming, I have several key concerns about the track that management of public lands
in the Bighomn Basin takes over the next several decades. First, I am concerned with loss of wildlife habitat and encourage
strengthening protection of both Sage Grouse habitat and expansion of protected areas for wild horses both in the McCullough Peaks
and in Fifteen Mile. As part of habitat protection, I fully support Wilderness designation for all 12 study areas.

A d issue of is the i in off-road motorized vehicle use. Not only are there clear impacts to vegetation and
soils, but the noise levels dn'mmsh my enjoyment of the open spaces. I support both restricting all motorized vehicles to existing roads,
and that only the most absol ional roads be built.

Finally, I have a growmg fear that any program to increase recreational, energy development, or grazing use of public lands
without very strict enforcement of laws to protect cultural resources will result in loss of major portions of the archaeological records of
the lives of the earlier inhabitants of the Basin. While it seems that the BLM does a good job managing the large, energy related
projects, they do a much poorer job protecting the archaeology from casual artifact collectors. I know from personal experience that
many people 1) don’t know that it is illegal to remove artifacts from BLM land or 2) don’t care that it's illegal and destructive since
they are confident that no one really cares or would take the time to stop them. Unless very active steps are taken to protect the
archaeological heritage of the Basin, we will lose the rich connection between present, past and future humanity. The BLM needs to
take serious steps to stop the selfish, destructive damage to the regions archaeology. Perhaps develop reward system for tips such as the
Game and Fish has for poaching. Engage in more public education. Increase signage and make enforcement patrols of highly
susceptible areas much more common. Hold lease holders (whether energy, grazing, or timber) responsible for their employees’s
actions such that if, for example a roughneck or cowboy is collecting artifacts, their boss could have their lease revoked.
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"Rick Hillhouse"

<rah71l@myway.com

> To
Caleb Hiner@blm.gov,

11/08/2008 09:25 cloganBducks.oryg

AM cc

Subject
RMP

Although I was unabkle to attend the puklic open house yesterday, I do want

to =55 my p concern as to the closing of g roads and trails

= pther efforts to render the pubklic lands inacce 10 MORE

L MANAGEMENT AREAS AND DO N ALLOW BLM PERSONNEL TO CLOSE OR PROHIBIT
THE USE OF EXISTING TRAILS AND ROADS. Please advise if these comments nead

to be made by letter of other means. Thank you.

Richard Hillhouse, 101 Country Drive, Worland

Paralegal Training

Start providing for your family by becoming a paralegal.
Click Now.

Click here for more informatieon

Bighorn Basin RMP Revision F-35



Scoping Report — Appendix F

1031

Laura Bredesen
<laurakbredesenfy

ahoo.com> To
BERMP WYMail@blm.gov
11/08/2008 01:46 cc
FM
Subject

Bighorn Basin BMP Revision
Please respond to
laurakbredesenlya
hoo.com

Dear Mr. Hiner,

As a landowner, I am very concerned about your review of the land arocund
Cody, My family has owned land outside of Cody for fifteen years. It is
the unique land that creates the beautiful landscape that we love. The
flora and fauna that survive the harsh climate need to be thought of as you
review the land. Cody lies in the midst of natural beauty that I do not
want te see impaired or even ruined by the impacts of oil and gas drilling.

I hope that your Resource Management Plan will protect the open spaces and
natural beauty that I have come to love. I prefer that no such activity
take place anywhere near Cody.

I hope that your Plain will respect and protect wildnerness study areas,
critical wildlife hakitat, migration ceorridors and areas important for
their diverse recreation values.

I hope you do not, but i1f you conclude that drilling is required, please do
it carefully. Please phase in potential leasing development so that a tiny
portion of the Basin is committed to drilling at any one time, and
regquiring the gold standard of Best Management Practices.

Recognize that many people live near the Cody area and we all deserve to
breathe quality air and drink safe water.

Thank you for thinking about this special area.

Sincerely,

Laura Eredesen

Laura Bredesen
2692 Becker Rd
Maple Plain, MN 55359
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Maxine Morris

From: "Maxine Morris" <maxinerm@tritel.net> NoV 13 2008 I
To: <WYMail@blm.gov>; "Maxine Morris" <maxinerm@tritel.net>
Sent: Sunday, November 09, 2008 4:50 PM

| ‘e
BUREAL

Subject: The Big Horn Basin: BBRMP

To the BLM people involved in this RMP Revision Process:

First, what on earth is your hurry about something that will be active for 15+
years? It couldn't be that we are, thank god, getting rid of the Bushies in the next 2
months and Kempthorne is doing whatever he can to give industry, NOT the people
of Wyoming and the United States to whom these lands ALL belong, everything
possible. I'm extremely thankful that our new president-elect, Barack Obama and
his people are already looking at the absolutely horrendous environmental edicts
that have come from the Bushies in the last 8 years. These edicts have come from
on high NOT from Wyoming and the people of the United States to whom all our
public lands belong! Bush and crew have just wanted a give-away to industry and
the energy industry specifically! Money! Money! Money! Greed! Greed! Greed!
Unparalled! Our public lands could NOT survive these attacks if they had
continued!

And you have not a clue how much the Big Horn Basin means first, to those of us
who have lived here for most of our lifetimes, who CHOOSE to live and work here,
even if economically it doesn't make sense at all whatsoever! For us, quality of life
is what life IS, and we choose the outdoor life with clean air, clean water, incredible
beauty, opportunities to hunt, fish, hike, backpack, climb, camp, bike, and
appreciate our precious and diverse wildlife whether for photography, observing or
hunting. We are also aware, being this close to Yellowstone Natl. Park, that people
from literally all over the world appreciate the Big Horn Basin and Wyoming, almost
as much as we do. People from all over the world have moved to the Big Horn
Basin for the quality of LIFE, certainly not for the money! The primary purpose for
keeping Wyoming untouched in the future is because the above values are the very
most important in a world that is getting paved over, losing entire wildlife species,
with people having to try to live with poor quality air and water, and people cannot
continue to do that and continue to call that LIFE!

Wyoming should NEVER be sacrificed for "energy needs", especially when the
people hooting and hollering won't seriously look at wind, solar, and other
renewable energies which we have in incredible abundance in Wyoming. There
is NO need to rape OUR public lands that belongs to ALL the people of the United
States for the short term GREED of a few. That is outrageous!

Human health and public safety are vital! This very special place on our
precious earth should be equally as magnificent to our children, grandchildren
great-grandchildren and on to the future, as it is to us. FIRST we should be good
stewards of this precious place, the Big Horn Basin in Wyoming. We have
unfortunately seen on the Clark's Fork near Cody what irresponsible companys who
say they will be responsible, what their despicable behaviors are, and they are just

11/9/2008
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full of B.S. They can only see to the end of their noses and the paychecks; they
care not a hoot for this country, its people, and the long term future of the Big Horn
Basin.

When considering these issues #1 should be the LONG TERM FUTURE! BLM,
that is your responsibility in some of our public lands in the Big Horn Basin and you
darned well should do such a superior job of PROTECTING the Big Horn Basin in
all its magnificence, that in 50 years you can be PROUD of the hard decisions you
have made. Do NOT be afraid to say NO to short term GREED, but say YES to a
bright, vibrant future in a land where the people of the Big Horn Basin truly CARE
about these public lands, even though we are well aware we share it with all
the citizens of the United States. But you are NOT working with private lands for
private gain. ALWAYS keep that in mind. You should be able to hold your heads
high and look in the eye proudly of every single American citizen in the Big Horn
Basin when you make wise, long term, healthy, intelligent decisions, NOT self-
serving decisions for private industry and private gain. Just do it!

e

No virus found in this incoming message.
Checked by AVG - http://www.avg.com
Version: 8.0.175 / Virus Database: 270.9.0/1778 - Release Date: 11/9/2008 2:14 PM
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Maxine Morris

From: "Maxine Morris" <maxinerm@tritel.net>
To: < WYMail@blm.gov=; "Maxine Morris" <maxinerm@tfritel.net>
Sent: Sunday, November 09, 2008 5:00 PM

Subject: BBRMP - Oops!

To the BLM people who just read my written comments! Sorry, | got so excited |
forgot to sign my long comments! Thank heaven | put my email

maxinerm@tritel.net at the top so | would get a copy of my written comments, so
you'll know it was me! Again, | deeply apologize for my extreme carelessness. | did
NOT mean to leave my comments unsigned! _

Maxine R. Morris ﬂ

547 Ave. E

Powell, Wyoming 82435 WJ V)

email address twice above
307-754-3107 so you can check me out. Thanks! J\[\ j '\
Long, long time resident and Big Horn Basin lover!

Recently retired (May 2008) Adjunct Instructor of English, Northwest College in
Powell

No virus found in this incoming message.
Checked by AVG - http://www.avg.com
Version: 8.0.175 / Virus Database: 270.9.0/1778 - Release Date: 11/9/2008 2:14 PM
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3122 Enfield Point
Marietta, GA 30068
11/10/2008

Eddie Bateson, Manager
Wind/River Bighorn Basin District
P.O. Box 119

Worland, WY 82401

Dear BLM Planners,
Please consider these comments regarding planning for the Bighorn Basin. The big Horn basin offers

excellent desert recreation. The only sage grouse population in WY that is increasing in numbers lives
there. It provides crucial big game winter ranges for elk, bighorn sheep, mule deer and pronghorn.

- Require phased leasing and development so a minority of the Basin is drilled at any one time
- Give notice when federal minerals are leased

- Require landowner approval of drilling
- Mandate minimum-footprint directional drilling for all projects to reduce impacts
- Require "No Surface Occupancy" for oil and gas development within 3 miles of sage grouse leks and in

crucial big game winter ranges and calving sites

- Protect McCullough Peaks and Bobcat Draw

- Minimize CBM impacts, require waste-water to be re-injected to protect aquifers

- Manage livestock grazing to ecologically sustainable levels

Please extend the comment period for the Bighorn Basin RMP scoping process. The November 17, 2008
deadline is only 3 days after the last public meeting.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Cymina Pattpoom

Cynthia Patterson

Raten |- Stnencd

Peter J. Schrand
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F’ESOURCE MANAGEMENT PLAN.REVISION

Written Comment Sheet
Please submit this comment form in person or by mail on or before NOVEMBER 17, 2008 to:

Bureau of Land Management
Bighorn Basin RMP
ATTN: Caleb Hiner

P.O. Box 119
101 South 23" Street
Worland, WY 82401

Electronic comments are encouraged and can be submitted at: BBRMP_WYMail@blm.gov.
All comments must be received or postmarked by November 17, 2008. For more information contact BLM RMP Project Manager,
Caleb Hiner at 307-347-5100 or via e-mail at BBRMP_WY Mail@blm.gov.

NAME: s = 200, Simoovsory | L L

ADDRESS: )5, 3 cipzr pizoi Dr.
CITY/STATE/ZIP: 4,100, o i, L e 2240/

Comments submitted to BLM for use in this planning effort, including names and home addresses of individuals submitting
comments, are subject to disclosure under the Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) (5 U.S.C. 522). Written comments received during
the public scoping process may be published as part of the environmental analysis process. After the close of the public scoping
period, public comments submitted, including names, e-mail addresses, and street addresses of respondents, will be available for
public review at the BLM Worland Office during regular business hours (7:45 a.m. to 4:30 p.m.), ‘Monday through Friday (except
federal holidays).
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OURCEMANAGEMENT PLAN,REVISIG

Written Comment Sheet

Please submit this comment form in person or by mail on or before NOVEMBER 17, 2008 to:

Bureau of Land Management
Bighorn Basin RMP
ATTN: Caleb Hiner

P.O. Box 119
101 South 23" Street
Worland, WY 82401

Electronic comments are encouraged and can be submitted at: BBRMP_WYMail@blm.gov.
All comments must be received or postmarked by November 17, 2008. For more information contact BLM RMP Project Manager,
Caleb Hiner at 307-347-5100 or via e-mail at BBRMP_WYMail@blm.gov.

NANEL sk rrirman (BN £, o e
ORGANIZATION:

CITY/STATE/ZIP: cgens fPocc/) 105 R2745

Comments submitted to BLM for use in this planning effort, including names and home addresses of individuals
submitting comments, are subject to disclosure under the Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) (5 U.S.C. 522).
Written comments received during the public scoping process may be published as part of the environmental
analysis process. After the close of the public scoping period, public comments submitted, including names, e-
mail addresses, and street addresses of respondents, will be available for public review at the BLM Worland
Office during regular business hours (7:45 a.m. to 4:30 p.m.), Monday through Friday (except federal holidays).
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Famela Sundstrom
<pamsundstrom@tct

west.net> To
BBRMP WYMail@blm.gov
11/11/2008 03:27 cc
EM
Subject

[Fwd: Bighorn Basin FMP Comments]

Pamela Sundstrom
984 Missouri Flat Road
Thermopolis, WY 82443

Comments regarding the Bighorn Basin BMP, November 11, 2008.

I value the practice and ideal of pubklic lands preservation for now and
for the generations to come. Setting aside Wilderness areas is important
and protects some of the more spectacular areas, but consideration of human
impact (motorized vehicles, cattle grazing, energy development) on all
public lands should be of utmost importance to those in stewardship of
those lands.

Vast open gpaces, recreation that does not mar the landscape or create
inordinate disturbance of the incredible variety of wildlife we enjoy,
clean air and water, and the peace and harmony we discover in the quiet of
this ageless land are what we trust our children's children will also ke
able to enjoy, appreciate, and preserve.

Crisscrosses of roads, noisy and dirty machinery, and "pads"™ which are
part of oll and gas production destroy the delicate nature of this land,
create visual and other sensory pollution, and contaminate the air quality
(smell that stuff!), water guality, and wildlife habitat (including

migration routes). This is not good stewardship of this basin--oil and gas
production does not benefit the good of all nearly as much as education,
nature- and culture-criented tourism, and clean energy would. (I am not

guilty of ambiguity here, as I use only solar and wind energy in my
home--and very successfully and comfortably, I might add.)

In addition, I find it appalling that when hiking, exploring, I am
forced to acknowledge the present-day practice of private cattle grazing on
public lands. Snaps me right out of appreciation for the natural beauty of
this arid land, because the cow flops don't go away-—-they harden and don't
even feed the land. I am all for restricting grazing on public lands.

Bighorn Basin RMP Revision F-43
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Written Comment Sheet
Please submit this comment form in person or by mail on or before NOVEMBER 17, 2008 to:

Bureau of Land Management
Bighorn Basin RMP
ATTN: Caleb Hiner

P.O. Box 119
101 South 23" Street
Worland, WY 82401

Electronic comments are encouraged and can be submitted at: BBRMP_WYMail @blm.gov.
All comments must be received or postmarked by November 17, 2008. For more information contact BLM RMP Project Manager,
Caleb Hiner at 307-347-5100 or via e-mail at BBRMP_WYMail@blm.gov.

NAME: 30408 /faiesy— | EMAIL: ]
ORGANIZATION:

ADDRESS:  )s3< Wumsey AS. Spr =3
CITYSTATE/ZIP: _ 0p0y 1 0d S Yyi)

L

Comments submitted to BLM for use in this planning effort, including names and home addresses of individuals
submitting comments, are subject to disclosure under the Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) (5 U.S.C. 522),
Written comments received during the public scoping process may be published as part of the environmental
analysis process. After the close of the public scoping period, public comments submitted, including names, e-
mail addresses, and street addresses of respondents, will be available for public review af the BLM Worland
Office during regular business hours (7:45 a.m. to 4:30 p.m.), Monday through Friday (except federal holidays).
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BB RMP Scoping Comment Form
Comments must be received or postmarked by November 17, 2008
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My comments on future BLM land use: 11/12/08

Randy Blackburn 84 South Fk. Rd. Cody, WY 82414

I would like to see a more even handed policy on dirt road
and two track closures on BLM lands. Presently, a plastic sign post
is placed in the middle of a closed two track to curtail any vehicle
use. This seems plain enough, but administrative vehicle use is
still allowed.

This administrative use of vehicles on a closed two track
includes BLM personnel, WY G&F, Wildlife Services (USDA),
USFWS(US Dept. of Int.),the County Sheriff’s Dept., the lease
holder (rancher with grazing lease, his hands and family), Bird
watching and scientific groups with special permission, and any
friend of the rancher just checking on the cows with a salt block in
the back of his truck, a deer license, a rifle, and two buddies from
Ohio........ I am not exaggerating.

The road closed sign does apply to me however, and other

ordinary folks. This fact is plain.
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I have heard that a handful of folks with something to gain
can call in to have a road, or two track closed. If that is true, this
practice has to stop. I do not want to see BLM lands turned into
some pseudo wilderness, grazing allotments with no vehicle
access, or scientific study areas that are deemed too sensitive for
the lowly members of the public.

[ have sold off my horses and mules. I do have an ATV. All
the agencies I have mentioned have fleets of ATVs. If ATVs are
really a problem I have a solution. You folks, myself, and
everybody else can go a horseback. If that seems impractical, |
agree. These public lands are meant for all of us to use. Modern
man uses vehicles here, in Africa, and at both Poles. These BLM
lands are not the sole domain of environmentalists or ranchers.
These two squeaky wheels always seem to get the grease forcing
the general public into playing defense just to keep the freedoms
we have.

A COMMON SENSE SOLUTION: Leave all existing two

tracks open. Use a bull dozer to reclaim any truly problematic two
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tracks. The Forest Service does this now. Call them for any insight
on the matter. Two government agencies can communicate on
things. Can’t they?

Reclamation practices like this are used by the oil and gas
industry every day at your insistence. Yes, there is the cost, as
there was a substantial dollar cost when the BLM started removing
woven wire fences. Good luck taking care of our land.

A sincere member of the silent majority,

ﬂz/ﬁ%yﬁ//\
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November 12, 2008

Caleb Hiner

Bureau of Land Management
P.O. Box 119,

Worland, Wyoming 82401

TE: Big Horn Basin Resource Management Plan Revision
Dear Mr. Hiner:

| would like to express my interest in participating in the BLM's Big Horn Basin Resource Management
Plan revision. | am interested in this process, both as a citizen and as an employee working in the oil and
gas business. Please accept my comments for the record, as the BLM moves forward in this process.

Some basic concerns and comments:

1. Irequest that the BLM adhere to the multiple use concept as it relates to oil and gas leasing,
exploration, and development, livestock grazing, and mining.

a. These natural resources are important to the well being of Wyoming citizens as well as
providing energy and other natural resources for our nation.

b. Natural resource development provides many job opportunities for citizens of the Big
Horn Basin.

c. Taxrevenues, royalty payments, and lease bonuses provide an important revenue
source for local, state, and federal governments.

2. laminsupport of Bill Barrett Corporations exploration activity and potential subsequent
development and production operations in the McCullough Peaks area east of Cody.

3. | request that the BLM continue to recognize and support the discharge of produced water from
oil fields in the Big Horn Basin.

a. This water source is extremely important to many species of big game, upland game
birds = including sage grouse, wetlands, waterfowl, and shorebirds.

b. The water is also important to many livestock producers who have BLM administered
grazing leases. Availability of this water provides the BLM and livestock producers with
additional opportunities for wise management of grazing resources. Water availability
over a larger area of the landscape allows dispersed grazing and utilization of pastures
that would otherwise have limited potential.

¢. The produced water in Dry Creek which originates from the Oregon Basin Oil Field is also
an important water source for the McCullough Peaks wild horse herd.

4. | am in support of wild horses on BLM administered lands. However, wild horses need to be
managed just like every other resource.

a. Populations of wild horses need to be kept in check, so as not to overgraze portions of
their range.

b. | believe the McCullough Peaks wild horse heard is above BLM management objective. |
support wild horse population control by round ups or sterilization techniques.
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5. Livestock grazing should have equal consideration as wild horses when considering grazing
range capacity. Wild horses should not be given preference when it comes to allocation of
available AUMs .

6. |support continuation of recreational opportunities for off road vehicle (ORV) use on BLM lands.

a. Special areas, specifically designated for ORV recreation, should be identified and
marked.

b. No additional road closures should be enacted, which will further restrict ORV or other
vehicle use on BLM lands. In fact, some road rehabilitation and maintenance of roads
needs to be given priority, so that vehicle access continues to be available in those areas
where current and past access has been allowed. In many instances this is simply
replacement of a culvert or other physical improvements which maintain access, yet
prevents erosion and subsequent resource damage.

7. | support rehabilitation and new construction of reservoirs on BLM lands.

a. Many existing reservoirs have silted in or washed out. These need to be replaced and
reconstructed so as to provide additional watering opportunities for livestock and
wildlife.

b. The NEPA analysis and permit authorization process needs to be streamlined so these
reservoirs can be reconstructed or rehabilitated in a timely manner. It seems ludicrous
that extensive delays and NEPA analysis have paralyzed reservoir reconstruction on
public lands. This should be a simple process and should be subject to a categorical
exclusion under the NEPA process.

8. |support continued access for hunting, fishing, shooting, and other outdoor recreational
opportunities on BLM lands.

a. |applaud BLM for past efforts in providing access to public lands, for recreational
opportunities.

b. Additional trails and trailheads need to be constructed to provide more access to public
lands, which are not currently accessible for various reasons.

9. | support additional BLM/private land exchanges which block up public lands and provide
additional public access.

a. Again, | applaud BLM for their past efforts and success.

b. Land exchanges benefit both the public and the private landowner, by providing public
access to previously inaccessible BLM lands, and making management of checkerboard
lands easier for the private livestock operators.

| thank you for the opportunity to comment. | look forward to participating in the Big Horn Basin RMP
revision process.

Sincerely,

Marvin Blakesley
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Written Comment Sheet
Please submit this comment form in person or by mail on or before NOVEMBER 17, 2008 to:

Bureau of Land Management

Bighorn Basin RMP
ATTN: Caleb Hiner
P.O. Box 119
101 South 23" Street
Worland, WY 82401

Electronic comments are encouraged and can be submitted at: BBRMP_WYMail@blm‘guv.
All comments must be received or postmarked by November 17, 2008. For more information contact BLM RMP Project Manager,
Caleb Hiner at 307-347-5100 or via e-mail at BBRMP_WYMail@blm‘gov.
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Comments submitted to BLM for use in this planning effort, including names and home addresses of individuals submitting
comments, are subject to disclosure under the Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) (5 U.S.C. 522). Written comments received during
the public scoping process may be published as part of the environmental analysis process. After the close of the public scoping

period, public comments submitted, including names, e-mail addresses, and street addresses of respondents, will be available for
public review at the BLM Worland Office during regular business hours (7:45 a.m. to 4:30 p.m.), Monday through Friday (except

federal holidays).
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3 Informatic

Please Read
MNames and addresses will be usad to compile and update the regarding the RMP revision. Comments
mmmormmanmbmmeonnm.-mmmmmmsmdmmwwmusc £22). W

received during the
jpublished as part of the environmental analysis process. Afler the close of the public scoping period, public commaents submitted, mmmlmmmmlmmuwmmm
for pubilic review at the BLM Waorland Office during regular business hours (745 am. bd.wp.m].wwfmimmwl

mmnmmmmmmm muﬂmnmlm

Enter your mailing inf: and below.
Click button to submit and to clear the m:reen Submit
¥ Please add my name to the mailing list. once your have entered your il Print Comement
Entor your here:
Today's Date, 1114212008 [There is use of the areas of the resource management area by OH\V's. Many areas are well
- known and see considerable use. Attempts to remove OHV use in these areas, where molorcycles are the primary use off of roads,
F‘OP"“ !-'_ IE* are not likely to be entirely succesful unless the BLM designates areas for use. The BLM should designate these high use areas as
First Name M Last Name JOHV use areas, mark traits, and set b ries to the future growth. Designating “sacrifice areas” will allow for
better of the whole
[Watershed Coordinator  [NRCS
Tithe OrglAgency BLM should take a significant look at planning related to water quality. Federal agencies have beent the source of suits and
— scrutiny on land use policy related to the Clean Water Act. Federal courts saw a law suit where a third party sued to remaove grazing
|Dick Cheney Federal Bidg jfrom public lands. The Forest Service dealt with the suit on the Pole Mountain Aliotment. In prevailing in the suit, it was critical that
Address Line 1 jthey showed that they were implementing Best Management Practices in good faith with the cooperation and support of local
. other agencies, and parmitees. Every Conservation District within this plan area has produced at least one watershed
100 East B Street level plan dealing with the imapaired stresams within your area (as defined by the WDEQ in the Wyoming 305(b¥303(d) repart.)
Address Line 2 [Planners should review these plans and work with loul govemnment and prml.e land owners to implement the BMP's identified and
to davelop efforts at d health, while g the viability of all activities on these Multi-Use
[Casper iﬁyummg |uzam- lands.
City Stk NRCS is compleeting the soil mapping of all lands in the basin. BLM should participats as a partner and advisor in the compolation
(307) 251-1333 |— of the new order 3 sofls data.
Home Phone Work Phone Fax Phone
Email Address: inspm.mau@wy.um.gm
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Written Comment Sheet
Please submit this comment form in person or by mail on or before NOVEMBER 17, 2008 to:

Bureau of Land Management
Bighorn Basin RMP
ATTN: Caleb Hiner

P.O. Box 119
101 South 23™ Street
Worland, WY 82401

Electronic comments are encouraged and can be submitted at: BBRMP_WYMail@blm.gov.

All comments must be received or postmarked by November 17, 2008. For more information contact BLM RMP Project Manager,
Caleb Hiner at 307-347-5100 or via e-mail at BBRMP_WYMail@blm.gov.

NAME: Dow (RrAn¢ | E-MAIL:  d-crane @ hres yaw.met
ORGANIZATION:  fuox  (ouury Res DenT

ADDRESS: /14 Sippre " Dr,
CITY/STATE/ZIP: (opy, Wy  §24/Y

Comments submitted to BLM for use in this planning effort, including names and home addresses of individuals submitting
comments, are subject to disclosure under the Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) (5 U.S.C. 522). Written comments received during
the public scoping process may be published as part of the environmental analysis process. After the close of the public scoping
period, public comments submitted, including names, e-mail addresses, and street addresses of respondents, will be available for

public review at the BLM Worland Office during regular business hours (7:45 a.m. to 4:30 p.m.), Monday through Friday (except
federal holidays).
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BB RMP Scoping Comment Form
Comments must be received or postmarked by November 17, 2008
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208 KoY 3
FLITNER RANCH *HEI A 8 3y

David A. Flitner W " IFlitner@aol.com

3208 Beaver Creek Rd. Tel (307) 765-2961
Greybull, WY 82426 Fax (307) 765-25224
12 November 2008

Bureau of Land Management
Big Horn Basin RMP
ATTN: Caleb Hiner

101 South 23™ Street
Worland, WY 82401

Dear Sir:

I attended the reception held in Cody today relative to the Big Horn Basin
Resource Management Plan (RMP) Revision project. [ am following up with
some comments I expressed verbally to the various staff members. I
appreciate the opportunity to discuss the various resource issues of interest
to me with your staff.

The Flitner Ranch operates on BLM grazing permits in both the Worland
and Cody District. We have been in continuous operation since 1906. We
have Federal and State grazing leases as well as private land in Big Horn
County.

Our goals and beliefs are:

1. To operate on both private, State and Federal lands in a fashion
that will enhance and sustain the resource for the longest period of
time in the future using the best management practices available.

2. To work closely with the various land managers in such a fashion
as to reflect a model of excellence that will set a positive example
for us and others in the livestock business as well as other multiple
use interests.
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Mr. Caleb Hiner
12 November 2008
Page Two

3. We believe strongly in the multiple use concept of the management
of our Federal lands.

4. That the Federal and State land managers should consider us as
partners in reaching specific resource management objectives and
that we plan and execute these ideals in such a fashion as to
become successful under varying climatic conditions.

5. That the BLM exercise flexibility in their day by day management
options, always taking into consideration local conditions and the
economic realities of the proper use of Federal lands.

6. That there is recognition by the BLM that local economies are
dependent on the Federal land resources. The proper utilization of
these lands are key to the economic vitality of agricultural, mineral
and recreational enterprises in our area.

7. That the BLM encourage flexibility in assisting grazing users to

adjust to constantly changing climatic conditions requiring field

personnel to make* on the spot” changes in grazing patterns and
other essential range protecting operational options.

In view of the above stated goals and objectives, the following are our
comments and suggestions relative to the BLM management of the resource
areas where we operate our livestock grazing operation.

Wild Horses

Our livestock operation, consisting of cow calf pairs and yearlings, co
habitate with the McCulloch Peak wild horse herd on our
Whistle Creek and Dry Creek permits. We consistently observe that:

1. The wild horse numbers are not maintained at their legally designated
numbers.

2. The result is that wild horse numbers reach a point in excess of 500 as
opposed to the maximum BLM policy stated numbers of 103 head.
These excessive horse numbers represent a threat to the renewable
grazing resource. In other words, over utilization of the available
forage by horses is a common phenomenon on our Cody area permits
and is very detrimental to the range.
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3. The BLM is extremely discriminatory relative to the reality of wild
horse overgrazing and then asks us for cuts in domestic livestock
numbers to offset this abusive use. If we, as livestock users, were to
abuse our allotted livestock grazing numbers, the BLM would initiate
serious trespass and other punitive action against us as livestock
producers. No such action has ever been initiated, to our knowledge,
which would penalize the BLM or its officers for such wreckless
practices with regard to wild horse management. We feel this is both
patently unfair and illegal. It also represents an abuse of
administrative prerogatives by the BLM.

4. During the last seven drought years, we hauled over one million
gallons of water to the dry reservoirs on the Whistle Creek grazing
allotment due to no water in most of the reservoirs. Often the wild
horses would run the cattle away until they had their fill of water. This
has been a common phenomenon. It is our belief that had it not been
for our contribution of water to the area, many of the wild horses
would have either perished or by necessity migrated to other areas
where there was water. To my knowledge, our ranch never received
one iota of appreciation for this contribution to helping preserve the
wild horse herd.

5. A number of years back, maybe eight or so, we, at our own expense,
rehabilitated over 105 washed out or silted-in reservoirs on the
Whistle Creek portion of our allotment. This represented an expense
of some $250,000.00. As it turned out, these reservoirs that were
fortunate enough to capture water during the seven or so drought
years were heavily used by the wild horses, which otherwise would
have had no viable water in large portions of the permitted area. We
were never given one dime or consideration by the BLM or any wild
horse interest for this investment that was a benefit to not only
livestock, but all wildlife and the wild horse herd.
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Pasture rotation on the Whistle Creek allotment

Each year, we attempt to defer grazing on one of the large Whistle
Creek pastures. This theoretically allows the range to rest and
rehabilitate and become more vigorous and viable. The problem is
that the wild horses invade these deferred areas and consistently
destroy the beneficial range goals by their excessive numbers and 24-
7 grazing. It is impossible to gain positive range improvement with
the excessive number of horses who violate the principle advantage of
the deferred grazing concept by entering and consuming most of the
forage available on these areas. The BLM history of allowing this
practice is not defensible. Again, this abuse would not be tolerated if
this overgrazing were to occur as the result of domestic livestock, but
is ignored by the BLM as it pertains to wild horses. What is patently
unfair is that after wild horse overgrazing occurs the BLM Cody
office then requests that we reduce our allotted number of livestock
AUMs. We strongly oppose any increase in the allotted horse
numbers as the result of the tragic history of this program in the
McCulloch Peaks/Dry Creek Resource area and its obvious negative
effect on the resource.

Mineral Development

1. Again, we strongly support the concept of Multiple Use. We feel
that oil, gas and other mineral exploration is a legitimate use of the
Federal Lands. Also, that other users, such as us as grazers, should
support such exploration and development in a time when our
nation is energy deficient to the point of creating a national
security threat and a potential economic depression resulting from
extremely high energy costs to all businesses in America.

2. We feel that using the existence of a wild horse herd to stall and
stop mineral development is unrealistic and unfair to the principles
of multiple use of Federal Lands.
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3. The wild horses as well as the domestic livestock grazed in these
areas will adapt to such activity. So called, competing users,
should not oppose mineral exploration or development for
protectionist purposes for livestock, wildlife or wild horses.

Oregon Basin produced water for Dry Creek

The water produced by the Oregon Basin oil fields makes up
nearly the entire flow of Dry Creek. This water source is vital to
the livestock, wild horse herd and other wildlife in the area. Itis a
great help in dispersing livestock along a number of miles of
riparian area where, during the drought years, there has been little
or no reservoir water captured. This water source should be
retained and maintained. Qur seven year records indicate that our
weaning weights from cattle coming off this area exceed those of
other areas where we operate during similar periods. It is essential
that unrealistic water quality standards do not eliminate this water
source.

Archeological issues

The current laws regarding archeological clearances have proven
very burdensome and tediously slow in attempting to implement
needed water development, mineral development, reservoir
maintenance or construction and other multiple uses. We have had
a BLM sanctioned project called the West Slope Pipeline
approved, but pending final archeological approval for over five
years. The pipe and funds that were set aside for this project have
been utilized by other projects due to the lack of a clearance that
would allow the project to go forward. This proved to be a very
expensive and counterproductive situation during the past seven
years of drought. The pipeline and supporting watering facilities
would have made livestock and wildlife dispersion ideal for
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surviving the drought and maintaining proper forage vigor. This
pipeline was to have originated at the Saban Lease and extend to
the Potato Ridge allotment. We eventually had to engage an
archeologist from the NRCS in order to move the project forward.
After some Indian tepee rings were discovered, there was no effort
to re route the line around this small culturally sensitive area.
Therefore this project which was very “range friendly” has died for
lack of attention and flexibility of BLM administration. This lack
of the professional BLM staff to effectively clear such areas is not
acceptable for making progress on proper resource management in
the grazing/wildlife area. This problem is also a major issue with
mineral development interests and often results in expensive and
unnecessary delays.

Flitner Ranch/BLM management options:

In summary, we feel our grazing program that is managed by two
BLM offices, could more practically be handled by one BLM
resource office. This would facilitate much efficiency for both the
BLM and us and promote more flexibility in range management
options. We would like to discuss this possibility with you as soon
as practical.

I hope you will accept these comments and suggestions in the spirit
in which they are offered. We place a high value on our long term
relationship with the many fine professionals within the BLM
administrative and management structure. We consider ourselves
partners with you in attempting to manage Federal resources in the
most responsible way possible, for the benefit of all Americans
who actually own these lands..

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on a variety of
management/resource issues.

Sincerely,
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David Flitner

cc: Mike Stewart, Cody Field Office Manager
Ed Bateson, District Manager, Washakie Resource Area
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