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Twin Fall$ Management Framework Plan 

Record of Decision 

Decision: 	 It is my deci2.ion to implement ,the Preferred Alternative a 
.:~mend the T1dn Fallr; ~lana<;.~ement Framm10rk Plan to 
the Playa.s a:~ AC'EC. Two seperate Playas, each 30 acres 
size, are .i.nclucl<:?r:l in thi:=. 2mendment. Both areas shall be 
clesiqnal:erJ ACF.C. 

Rationale: 	 The subject J.aw.ls meet the planning criteria for ACEC 
desJgn<'ltion. Tht:·Rn PlC~ya..s have been found to be important 
habitat: for the U01vi8 pl<'ly<J. tnusta.rd, ~~g_p_j.diul!)_ davisii. ACEC 
des.i.~ntat:Lon nf I h<~:3e Playcw wi.ll protect th.ese endangered 
p.Lants. 

Finding u( NQ_§j,g_r_lj_f:ic~.t.!..~.-j,t!IJ??..~l: The Environmf.~ntal Assessment has been 
a.nalyzed rJ.nd 8 finding c•f. no significant impact has 
resulted. It is concluded that ·the proposed action will not 
.o>.dv,?L·sely ;;~ff<?cl: !.:he qu<1.Jity of the human environment. 
Preparat: i.on of <lit envlr:onmental impact statement pursuant to 
Section 102 C2J(c) of the National Environmental Policy Act 
of 196? is nol r:equ.i.rr~J for th:is action. 

RecommendeJ: 

Twin Fall$ Management Framework Plan 

Date 

·.Approved: 

/- d/- J>tr' 
Date 	 Idaho State Director 
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Twin Falls Management Framework Plan 

Area of Critical Environmental Concern 


Amendment and Environmental Analysis 


I. Introduction 

A. Purpose and Need 

The Twin Falls Management Framework Plan (MFP) was completed on 
September 16, 1982. The plan made no decisions to designate Areas 
of Critical Environmental Concern. 

A Burley District Range Conservationist has recommended that an area 
called the Playas be given ACEC designation to protect a candidate 
threatened species, Lepidium davisii. 

In order for the Playas to be designated as Areas of Critical 
Environmental Concern, the Twin Falls MFP will need to be amended. 

B. Location 

Appendix 1 shows the general and specific locations. The Playas are 
located within the Snake River Resource Area, Burley District. 

The specific location is as follows: 

The two playas are located in T14S, RISE, Section 31, NE 1/4 and 
Section 32 SW 1/4. The boundary for each area is 330 feet from the 
outer most edge of the playa structures. The playas are 
approximately 30 acres in size each. 

C. Planning Process 

The Twin Falls MFP was prepared in accordance with BLM manual 
procedures and involved public participation. The MFP was approved 
by the Idaho State Director on September 16, 1982 and has been 
published and distributed to all interested parties. 

The MFP made no specific recommendations for the subject lands 
regarding ACEC designations. These lands are presently being 
managed in a manner which offers some protection. These are items 
WS-6.2 and CRM-1.5 <Appendix 2l. 

Upon concurrence of this plan amendment by the State Director, a 
public notice summarizing the amendment and probable environmental 
impacts will be published in the local newspaper. If no protests 
are filed, the decision will be made part of the Twin Falls MFP, 
clearly ide11tified as an amendment and implementation will follow. 
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D. Conformance: 

. '• 

D. Conformance: 

This Twin Falls MFP amendment is consistent with Twin Falls County's 
Comprehensive Plan. This amendment meets the "consistency" 
requirements found in 43 CFR 1610.3-2. 

II. Plannin~ues and _Criteria 

A. Planning Issues 

The planning issue here is whether the proposed areas meet the 
criteria for ACEC designation. 

The Federal Land Policy and Management Act CFLPMA> defines ACECs as 
"areas within the public lands where special management attention is 
required (when such areas ~re developed or used or where no 
development is required) to protect and prevent irreparable damage 
to important historic, cultural, or scenic values, fish and wildlife 
resources or other natural systems or processes, or to protect life 
and safety from natural hazards." (Section 103 (a).) 

B. Planning Criteria 

To be considered as an ACEC an area must meet the Relevance and 
Importance criteria as defined by the CFR. 43 CFR 1610.7-2 defines 
"Relevance" and "Importance" as follows: 

"(11 Relevance. There shall be present a significant historic, 
cultural, or scenic value; a fish and wildlife resource or other 
natural system or process; or natural hazard." 

"(2) Importance. The above described value, resource, system, 
process, or hazard shall have substantial significance and values. 
This generally requires qualities of more than local significance, 
meaning, distinctiveness, or cause for concern. A natural hazard 
can be important if it is a significant threat to human life or 
property." 

This area has been determined to meet the "relevance" and "importance" 
requirements as outlined in 43 CFR 1610.7-2. 

The Playas 

Relevance 
The Playas are the habitat for the Davis playa mustard, Lepidium 
davisii. This plant is a candidate for Federal Category II list­
threatened species. This species has not been processed and listed 
to date due to the limited funding the Fish and Wildlife Service 
received for this purpose. In the State of Idaho, this species is 
listed as threatened. 
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Importance 

Lepi_Qium davisii is known to exist in only nine populations in 
Oregon and Idaho. The playas, proposed in this document, represent 
two of the Idaho populations. The distribution of this plant is 
uneven and spotty. The present land use plan may not adequately 
protect Lepidium davisii. 

III. Justification ani_~Dalysis 

The two Playas, nearly level areas at the bottom of a desert basin, 
sometimes temporarily covered with water, lay near Salmon Falls Creek 
Reservoir. These playas are the habitat of Davis' playa mustard, 
Lepidiu_!! davisii. A Burley District Range Conservationist nominated 
these two playas for ACEC designation in February 1987. 

The primary concern on these playas is the Davis playa mustard. This 
plant was proposed as an endangered species on June 16, 1976; however, 
it was later dropped as a candidate. Currently, nina populations are 
known. These occur in Oregon and Idaho. The distribution of this plant 
is uneven and spotty. No playa known to support Davis' playa mustard is 
intact. Protection of these playas is necessary to protect this 
species. ACEC designation of these playas is needed to assure 
protection of the small population of mustard plant. 

IV. Alternative~ncludir_!g___the Proposed Action 

A. Alternative 1- Preferred Alternative !Amend the Twin Falls MFP> 

This alternative would amend the Twin Falls MFP and designate the 
Playas as an ACEC. 

Two playas, each approximately 30 acres in size, as described in 
Fig. 2, Appendix l, shall be designated an ACEC. 

The Twin Falls MFP WS-6.2, shall be amended to read: 

"Multiple Use Recommendation: 
Accept WS-6.2­

Designate the playas ACEC. No surface occupancy or ORV use will be 
permitted on the playas. No vegetation manipulation will be 
permitted unless biological studies indicate the replacement 
vegetation will provide suitable habitat for Davis playa mustard 
pollinizing insect life. 

Reasons: 
ACEC designation is necessary to adequately protect the populations 
of Davis' Playa Mustard. This species is listed as nthreatenedn in 
the State of Idaho. This species is also being processed and listed 
as a Federal Category II- threatened species. 
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Alternatives Considered: 

' . . ' .. 


Alternatives Considered: 
1. Reject WS-6.2 

Decision: 

Accept the recommendation." 


B. Alternative 2- <No Action) 

This is the no action option. The Twin Falls MFP requires the 
protection of the playas as discussed in this document. The. Draft 
ORV plan should be amended to include the closure of the playas 
year-round. If this change is made in the Draft ORV plan, no 
further designations of the areas will be needed at this time. The 
MFP provides for ACEC designation in the event that Lepidiu~ davisii 
is placed on the threatened and endangered list again. At this 
time, is is felt that the provisions in the Twin Falls MFP and the 
amended ORV plan will adequately protect the playas and the Davis' 
playa mustard from destruction. 

V. Affected Environment 

Bo·t.anic: The Lepidiu!!!_ Q_avisii plant is known to exist in only nine 
populations. They occur in Oregon and Idaho. The elevational range of 
this plant is 2900 feet to 5125 feet. No playa that is known to support 
Davis' playa mustard in intact. The playas are being used for things 
like: irrigation holding ponds, race tracks, cattle reservoirs and 
reservoirs to 1qater feral horses. Multiple use of the playas 
constitutes a threat to the Davis' playa mustard. Continued use of the 
playas may cause the mustard to become endangered in the near future. 

Grazing: The playas are part of a rest-rotation or a deferred-rotation 
on some of the allotments. No range land treatments are identified for 
the vicinity of the playas. 

Watershed: Twin Falls MFP decision 6.1 calls for the protection of 
playas that support Lepidium gavisii. This is to be accomplished by 
allowing no developments or improvements and no ORV use in the playas or 
surrounding area in Sections 29, 30, 31, and 32, Tl4S, RISE. 

The rat:ionale, as discussed in the MFP, is that ~epidiu.!!l_ davisii can 
withstand a moderate amount of disturbance. The multiple use 
recommendation and decision is to allow no future improvements near the 
playas that would endanger Davis' playa mustard. 

Cultural: The MFP CRM 1.5 multiple use recommendation and decision is 
to restrict ORV use when monitoring shows that cultural sites are being 
seriously threatened or damaged. 
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Small lithic scatters have been found in the vicinity of the playa in 
section 31, on a preliminary inspection. The District Archaeologist 
expects 1 to find more sites with a more detailed inspection. The playas 
attract waterfowl and animals when they lJbld water. The Archaeologist 
feels that the local Indians who occupied this area used the playas for 
hunting game and waterfowl. 

VI. Environmental Consequence~ 

A. Preferred Alternative 1- Amend Plan 

Grazing: The playas are in two allotments; one has a rest-rotation 
and the other has a deferred-rotation grazing system. The Twin 
Falls MFP excludes chemical treatment and seeding within one-half 
mile of these areas. Designating these playas will have little 
impact on the livestock users. These areas do not provide forage 
for the animals. However, if a spray program were to be implemented 
in the vicinity, Davis' playa mustard would be adversely affected. 

Recreation: The MFP requires that a plan for ORV use be developed 
for the planning unit. This plan is to designate ORV use areas and 
to write an environmental assessment of the plan. The archaeologist 
is to provide input for the environmental assessment and provide 
monitoring of these sites to determine ORV impacts. 

Presently, the ORV plan is in the draft stage for this area (see 
Appendix 3). The draft ORV plan for area C, excludes the playas 
from ORV use. The purpose for the closure is said to be due to 
critical winter habitat for sage grouse. ~ The limitation on wheeled 
vehicles from mid-March to mid-June protects sage grouse when they 
are nesting and broodrearing." In addition to the protection of 
sage grouse, the closure is necessary year around to protect the 
Davis' playa mustard. ACEC designation is expected to have a 
negative affect on ORV use in this area. 

Watershed: The MFP decision 6.1 calls for the protection of playas 
that support Lepidium ~avisii. This is to be accomplished by 
allowing no developments or improvements and no ORV use in the 
playas or surrounding area in Sections 29, 30, 31, and 32, Tl4S, 
RISE. 

ACEC designation will not have an adverse affect on the playas 
watershed program. 

Cultural: The MFP CRM 1.5 multiple use recommendation and decision 
is to restrict ORV use when monitoring shows that cultural sites are 
being seriously threatened or damaged. ACEC designation will have a 
positive affect on the protection of cultural resources. 
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A. Alternative 2- (No Action) 

This alternative will allow the current Twin Falls MFP to guide 
management of the Playas. A decline in the populations of Lepidium 
davisii may result. 

VII. Management Guidelines 

A. Alternative 1- Preferred Alternative, Amend Plan 

Management plans for this area includes the pos~ible construction of 
a barbed wire fence around both playas. These fences will also 
require the posting of signs. Fences may be required to protect the 
playas from disturbance by ORVs, cattle and other animals. 

B. Alternative 2- No Action Alternative 

No further management guidelines will be required for this 
alternative. 

VIII. Coordination, Consistency, and Public Participation 

A Notice of Intent to amend the Twin Falls MFP was published in the 
Federal Register on April 23, 1987. Local newspapers ran advertisements 
during the last two weeks of April as well. 

IX. List of Prepares 

Lynda Boody, Forester 

Melanie La Chapelle, Editor 


X. Consultants 

Ken Fuller, Range Conservationist 
Duane Wilson, Range Conservationist 
Terry Costello, Snake River Area Manager 
Linda Parsons, Wildlife Biologist 
Bill Boggs, Recreation Planner 
Sharon LaBrecque, Realty Specialist 
Pete Laudeman, Archaeologist 
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Appendix 1 Maps 
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Appendix 1 Maps 

Fig. 1- Twin Falls Planning Unit Map 
Fig. 2- Playas, 1:24,000 
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UNITED STATE.'> 

I
/ 

UNITED STATE.'> j !'la:r.e ','.fi-· P J 

DEPART:VIENT OF THE INTER!Ol< : 
I 

Twin Falls 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT IActiviry 

' Lanrls 
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN -STEP 1 rObjective Number 

ACTIVITY OBJECTIVES L-1 

Objective: 

Encourage city and county government officials to confine Urban or Suburban 
expansion to vacant lands within the city limits or to lands that are 
contiquous to existing communities. 

Rationale: 

The Twin Falls County Population projections and anticipated Urban-Suburban 
expansion needs indicate that no public lands would be needed within the 
foreseeable future to accommodate urban or suburban expansion. The Twin Falls 
Comprehensive Plan has as a goal to "Encouraqe urban qrowth to areas contia­
ous to existinq urban centers ••• " and to "Encourage rlevelopment and re-use of 
vacant or underutilized urban land. BLM's support of these goals will help 
the county achieve their planninq ooals. 

\ 
I 

(fnstructiotJS on reverse) 



Recommendation: L-1.1 ( Dec.fs(on) 

.. •:. ' ' 

. . · ... ~.• ' . ··' . ·.·· 
. ... 

.. ~·· :. . 

UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

Name (MFP) 

Twin Falls 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity 

Lands 
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 

RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-OECISION 

Overlay Reference 

Step 1 L-1.1 Step 3 

Recommendation: L-1.1 ( Dec.fs(on) Rationale: 

Encourage City and County government The Twin Falls County population 
officials to confine urban-suburban projections and urban-suburban 
expansion to vacant land within the expansion needs indicate that 
city limits or to lands that are no public lands will be needed 
contiguous to existing communities. to accommodate community expansion. 

ELM's eocouragement to the county 

to attain the goals set in their 


Support Needs: Comprehensive Plan will help to 

achieve orderly and cost-efficient 

Public Affairs Specialist and urban development. 
Planning Coordinator to work 
with Twin Falls County on 
implementing the Comprehensive 
Plan. 

Multiple Use Analysis 

This recommendation does not require a land use allocation decision so it will 
not be analyzed further. The BLM is presently working with the county to 
include all 'Cooperative requests to meet the needs of the county when 
possible. 

Decision: Rationale: 

Accept recommendation to encourage While no public lands are presently 
urban-suburban expansion to private needed for community expansion, future 
rather than public lands for now. county needs as guided by their~ comprehensive plan may include both 

private and public land requests.O•l~ 
~-(l

fA'~' 

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed 

U11Siructions on reverse) 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

Name t.I!FPJ 



 Twin Falls 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGE:\1ENT ActivitvI Lande

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN -STEP 1 
ACTIVITY OBJECTIVES 

Objective: 

Provide 8,300 acres of public land to accommodate public purpose projects 
in Twin Falls county. 

Rationale: 

Although Twin Falls County is in the process of building a thermal solid 
waste processing and steam generating plant, a need will still exist for 
landfill sites. Rocks, dirt, debris left from the thermal processing 
plant, inflammable products, and bulky wastes will still be disposed of 
in a landfill. The county is also using a transfer station concept at 
the Filer dump area and hope to use one for the Murtaugh dump. Even 
with these facilities, some of the debris, rock, dirt, etc., will have 
to be deposited in a landfill. The dump at Rogerson is unauthorized and 
a need exists to have a dump site in this area. 

Providing landfill sites close to the outlying communities, especially 
considering the critical energy shortage and high fuel costs, is a 
must if indiscriminate dumping is to be controlled. 

The Water Power Resource Service (formally the Bureau of Reclamation) 
has proposed the Salmon Tract Irrigation project. This project is to 
provide 35,840 acres of private land with supplemental water and full 
irrigation service to 21,370 acres. Approximately 7,900 acres of 
public land has been requested for the project. 

·- :· 

(Instructions Otl reverse) ... ; 



suitability. 
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UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

Name (MFP) 

Twin Falls 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity 

Lands 
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 

RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Overlay Reference 

Step 1 L-2 .1 Step 3 

Recommendation: L-2.1 

Designate 120 acres of public land 
adjacent to the Twin Falls main 
landfill for public purposes. 
This land should be reserved for 
future landfill expansion and 
managed so as to not impair 
its suitability for landfill 
purposes. The installation 
of underground pipelines or permanent 
improvements would impair its 
suitability. 

Rationale: 

The Twin Falls County Solid Waste 
Management Department has 
expressed a need for additional 
dump area. They indicate that 
the soils are deep enough for 
good landfill operation and are 
in a favorable location for 
county use. Even though the 
county will be developing 
a thermal solid waste processing 
plant and is utilizing a transfer 
station concept, a need exists 
for landfill sites. The landfill 
would still be used to dispose of 
rock, dirt, inflammable materials, 
bulky items, etc. 

Multiple Use Analysis 

The Twin Falls County Commissioners and the Solid Waste Manaqement Department 
have repeatedly expressed a need for additional areas for future expansion of 
the landfill. One of the problems they have encountered is findinq sites with 
soils deep enouqh to accommodate their needs. The areas they have identified 
are adjacent to their present sites and have adequate soil depths. 

The conflicts with ranqe can be eliminated by determining when the sites will 
be needed for the landfills. Plan the ranqe development schedule around that 
time frame. The Proposed range seedinq maintenance should proceed if the 
landfill needs are 10 or more years away from the proposed treatment date, and 
if 10 years allows a positive benefit cost. If 10 years is not enough then 
use the number of years that is needed to vield a positive ratio. 

The conflicts with implementinq qrazinq systems could be eliminated the same 
way. As the lanrls are filled and reclaimed by reveqetation practices they 
would be returned to multiple resource management. 

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed 

Uu.•,:truc/lOn!i; on reverse) 



Name (\JFPJ 
~-	 UNITED STATES( DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Twin 	 Falls 

BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity 

Lanrls 
Overlay ReferenceMANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 

RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION Step 1 L-2. l Step 3 

Multiple Use Recommendation: 

Accept the L-2.1 and make the suitable 
portions of the described lands avail ­
able for future lann fill expansion. 
The site in T. 8 S., R. 14 E., Sec. 29 
would be used for garbage transfer 
station. 

Support neeris: 

R.A. 	 Staff 
Coorrlinate with County nfficials to 
determine a scherlule and coordinate 
ranoe manaqement prooram and 
maintenance nroposals. 

Realty 
Process R &PP applications and 
assist RA in monitorinq compliance. 

~/·
1-	 1-'-\

f"\(PiJ/ 
Oecisio~: / ;V 

{ j~Accept ~~~1~ use recanmendation to 
r~ ~ use 120 acres of public land as 

!b'':.~v identified for land fill expansion.­
~ .·..· \>b unform the county of the Assetf. 

Management Program, the Property 
~ Review Board and their procedures and 

\ ublic land disposal. 
l~ ";/ ·; 

R.A. 	 Staff 
Coorrlinate wi

f.,.~1
4·v 

Reasons: 

There has been a demonstrated concern 
for future solid waste disposal sites 
and these sites have heen tested and 
shown as suitable. 

Alt~rnatives Considered: 

1. 	 Reject LM-2.1 ann not make the 
sites available. 

2. 	 Modify LM-2.1 hy makino oart of 
the area available. 

Rationale: 

A need exists in the county for future 
solid waste disposal. The selected 
site appears suitable for this 
purpose. However, land acquisition 
procedures have changed so that the 
county may have to canpete wth private 
interests for the tract. Public lands 
are no longer easily obtained at a 
nomina1 fee. 

Note: 	 Attach additional sheets, if needed 

Uns/ruclions on reuerse) For::-_ 1000-21 (April 1975· 



The analysis given 
sites are the curre

UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

Name (\IFPJ 

Twin Falls 
Activity 

Lands 
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 

RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Overlay Reference 

Step 1 1-2. 2 Step 3 

Recommendation: L-2.2 Muf-0 	 Rationale: 

Retain the present dump sites These dump sites when used in 
at Filer, Murtaugh, and Twin conjunction with the county 
Falls for solid waste disposal. transfer station concept and 
The Filer & Murtaugh dumps should with the proposed thermal solid 
be confined to 40 acres each and waste processing and stream 
the Twin Falls Main landfill genera~ing facility will 
should be confined to 260 acres as accommodate landfill needs for 
currently authorized in the R&PP the foreseeable future. 
lease. 

Additional land at the Twin Falls 
main landfill will be required 
(See L-2.1), however, the additional 
land would not be needed in~ediately. 

Multiple Use Analysis 

The analysis given 
sites are the curre

in L-2.1 is applicable for this recommendation as these 
ntly used landfill sites and include expansion ability. 

These sites are currently being used for solid waste disposal in the Twin 
Falls County Landfill system. The authority for this use is a R&PP lease. 
The lonq range plan on the landfill areas is to rehabilitate them and return 
them to multiple resource management. 

Multiple Use Recommenrlation:(L~ 	Reasons: 

Accept the L-2.2 and continue the 	 There is an undisputed need for solirl 
present use as planned. 	 waste di sposa 1 sites. These sites ar 

s~itable and currently authorized and 
being used. 

Support Needs: Alternatives Considered: 

R.A. Staff and Realty Specialist 
Continue to work with County and 
State Officials. 

1. Reduce the acreage. 

·Realty( Assist the RA in compliance monitor~ 
i ng. 

Note: Attach additional sheets. if needed 

([liS/ructions on reverse) Form 1600-21 iApr'~ 19-·' 
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Name (.\IFf')------ UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Twin Falls 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity 

Lanrls 
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference 

RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION Stepl-2.3 Step 3 

Recommendation~ L-2.3 

Authorize the use of 40 acr
Rogerson for public purpose

es near 
s of a 

sanitary landfill. The present dump 
site is unauthorized and is on a 
material site right-of-way. The 
material site R/W should be 
relinquished and a Recreation and 
Public Purpose Classification 
initiated. 

Rationale: 

Except for the present dump site, the 
Rogerson dump is the only one that 
serves the southern portion of the 
planning units. Considering the 
high cost of fuel, an approved dump site 
must be close enouqh to populated areas 
that people will take their refuse there 
rather than dump it in public land. A 
classification for R&PP would allow the 
county to file for a R&PP lease and thus 
would allow the present dump site to be 
leqalized. 

Multiple Use Analysis 

The 40 acres near Rogerson have been used for a dump site for several years. 
This is the only dump site in the southern end of the Planning Unit. The dump 
is being used for a sanitary landfill under the regulation of the State of 
Idaho Department of Health and Welfare. 

The dump site is being used without proper authorization from the Bureau. The 
site is on a material site right-of-way. The way to authorize the use of the 
site for a county land fill is to classify the land as suitable for public 
purposes, then have the county apply for a Recreation and Public Purposes 
Permit. 

The conflict with range can be worked out by coordinating the schedule of 
surface distubance and rehabilitation to determine a beneficial economic 
return from any maintenance or development work performed on the site. 

The dump and landfill needs outweigh the wildlife habitat value. When the use 
terminates, and the site is ready for rehabilitation, vegetative species that 
meet the wildlife habitat needs should be incorporated into the seed mix. 

Authorize the use of 40 acr
Rogerson for public purpose

Note: Attach additwnal sheets, if needed 

U11slructions on reuerse) 
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UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Multiple Use Recommendation: 

Accept L-2.3 
Authorize the use by a R&PP lease 
as soon as possible. Try for the 
rfqht-of-way relinquishment by July 
31, 1981. 

Support Needs: 

Resources -Realty 
and Miner

Soecialist 
als Soecialists 

-Get material site R/W relinquished 
-Get county R&PP application 
-Process EA, Land report, etc. 

Resource Area 
Issue the R&PP Lease 

Decision: 

Accept the multiple use recommendation 
to authorize use of the Rogerson 40 
acres for a sanitary landfill. 
Apprise the county of the R&PP 
procedures in light of the Assett 
Management Program. 

Resources -Realty 
and Miner

Name (,\1/_.1' J 

Twin 	 Falls 
Activity 

Overlay Reference 

Step 3 

Reasons: 

The use of the site for a landfill 
apoears to be the most urgent and 
important use at the present time. 

Alternatives Considered: 

1. 	 Re~ect L-2.3 and disallow dumpinq 
on the site. 

Rationale: 

The southern end of Twin Falls County 
needs a land fill site to accanmodate 
demand from local residents. Presently 
this appears to be the highest and 
best use of the site. However, 
acquisition may be inhibited by the 
Assett Management Program as mentioned 
under L-2.1. 

( 

Note: 	 Attach additional sheets, if needed 

(/ustmctions on reverse) Form 1600-21 \Aprll 197~ 

............-......--· ..·-~- ~---- ...,, .. -------- ·---:-.-··-----...~~----~------------·-~ -·· - --~--- ----- _.. ·····-· ... - -----~ ---· ·-·-~ 




are involve

UNITED STATES Name (\IFP) 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Twin Falls 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity 

Lands 
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference 

RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION Step 1 L-2. 4 Step 3 

Recommendation: L-2.4 

Require that Twin Falls County 
clean up all dump sites that were 
under R&PP lease (I-013457), but 
that are now closed, to the 
satisfaction of the Burley 
District Manager. Three sites 
are involved, the Clover site, 
Lilly Grade site, and the site 
south of Kimberly near the 
mouth of Dry Gulch. 

The three sites involve 240 acres 
and should be completely cleaned 
up and the land rehabilitated by 
1982. 

Rationale: 

A condition of an R&PP lease is 
that " ••• upon termination of this 
lease •... the Lessee shall surrender 
possession of the premises to the 
United States in good condition and 
shall comply with such provisions ..•. 
as may be made by the Authorized 
Officer.... ". These sites have 
had some rehabilitation work, but 
there is still debris scattered 
about and a need for rehabilitation 
work. 

Multiple Use Analysis 

This recommendation is not a land use allocation and a Multiple Use Recom­
mendation is not beinq developed. 

The three sites referenced in this recommendation do need to be cleaned up 
accordinq to the conditions of the R&PP lease. Coordination efforts with the 
county officials will need to be continued to achieve this end. 

This rehabilitation is nearly completed on the Lilly Grade and Kimberly sites. 
The three sites need be examined with a county official and agreement made on 
how the rehabilitation will be completed.· · 

A cultural examination is needed to determine the boundaries and significant 
value of cultural site number ID-2-TF-52. 

\_ 

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed 
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UNITED STATES Name IMFPJ 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Twin Falls 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity 

Overlay ReferenceMANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION Step t-2 •4,: Step 3 

Decision: 

Accept the recommendation to clean up 
the now defunct dumps covering these 
sites and 240 acres by
cooraination with Twin 

 close 
Falls County 

officials. 

sites and 240 acres by
cooraination with Twin 

Rationale: 

Rehabilitation work is part of the 
R&PP lease provisions and need to be 
enforced. However, coordination 
between all involved parties is the 
best approach for a ssuccessful 
rehabilitation job • 

. .·· 

( 

Note: Attach additional sheets. if needed 
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UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

Name (.\JFP) 

Twin Falls 
Activity 

Lands 
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 

RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 
Overlay Reference 

Step 1 L""' 2,; SJ\ Step 3 

Reconunendatj_onll L-2. 5 
.:' . 

Allow the Water Power Resource 
Service (fo~ly the Bureau 
of Reclamation) to acquire 
7,900 acres of p
irrigation canals

ublic land for 
, irrigated 

farmland, and irrigated and 
non-irrigated wildlife habitat. 

Rationale: 

The Water Power Resource Service has 
had a pending withdrawal application 
with the Bureau of Land Management 
since 1967. They deleted 3,372 
acres of public land from their 
application on February 22, 1980. 
The present lands selected by the 
WPRS have been reviewed jointly 

_by the BLM, Fish and Game Depart­
ment and the WPRS and tentatively, 
the lands appear to be suitable 
for development. 

The Salmon Tract has a shortage of 

water and much of the private 

lands do not have a full water 

supply. The Salmon Tract project 

would supply approximately 35,840 

acres of private land with 

supplemental water supplies. 

The project would also bring into 

private ownership about 1,900 

acres of public land that would 

be developed for irrigated 

agriculture. 


Multiple Use Analysis 

This recommendation does not actually allocate the described lands. The 
pending withdrawal application and accompanying environmental assessment and 
development plan are the authorities used to hold these lands in their 
presently withdrawn status. The plan describes, hy legal subdivision, the 
exact lands that would be used for canals, developed for agricultural 
production, irrigated for wildlife habitat, and left non-irrigated for 
wildlife. 

The WPRS has modified their withdrawal in the past. The recent change was in 
February 1980, when they deleted 3372 acres of public land. The lands 
presently in the application have been reviewed by the BLM, Fish and Game 
Department and WPRS and agreed that the land appears suitable for development. 

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed 

(/ustmctions on reverse) Form 1600-21 {April 1975·, 
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UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Name (.\JF P) 

Twin Falls 
Activity 

Lands 
Overlay Reference 

Step 1!:.-2. 50' Step 3 

The proposed Salmon Tract project is intended to pu~p water from the Snake 
River near Milner Dam and run it in a canal system to the Salmon Tract 
irrigation district. The water is to be used to supplement the irrigation 
system on about 35,840 acres of private land that is presently under 
irrigation, but has a water shortage. There would be enough water to bring 
about 1900 acres into private ownership for irrigated agricultural purposes. 

The delay on the project is that the canal comoany has not been able to qet 
water or water rights. Until they qet water, the project is at a stand still. 
There is still strona noinion from people wbrkinq on the project that they 
willeventually qet the water and qo ahead with the proposed development. 

WPRS has withdrawn 7900 acres and would turn 1900 of these acres in orivate 
i rri qated farm l anrl. The other 6000 acres waul d be can a 1, anrl wi 1 dl ife 
habitat. 

Multiple Use Recommendation: 

Modify L-2. 5 
Allow the canal on a R/W. Issue the 
withdrawal on the 1900 acres that 
would become private land. Retain 
and manage under co-op agreement all 
the other land according to the 
plans currently in effect. 

Support Needs: 

Reasons: 

It appears that irrigated agriculture 
is one of the highest and best uses of 
these lands when water is available. 

Alternatives Considered: 

-R.A. Staff and District Realt~ Spe- 1. Reject L-2.5. 
Accept L-2.5. cialist and Mineral Special- 2: 

ist -
Provide an interdisciplinary 
approach for the land disposals and 
for the development of the coopera­
tive agreements. 

\ (;, __ ·. 
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UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

Name (.\If-' P) 

Twin Falls 
Activity 

Lands 
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 

RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Overlay Reference 

Step 1 L-2 • 5 ; Step 3 

Oeci si on :t ~ ~/Z-'<{1 

Accept multiple use recommendation 
with the following modifications: 

1. 	 Require that a water right be 
granted by the State to the Canal 
Company prior to R/W approval from 
the BLM for the proposed canal • 

2. 	Request that the Bureau of 
Reclamation (WPRS) further modify 
their withdrawal application to the 
1,900 acres that would become 
private 1and. 

Rationale: 

Evidence of water right approved by 
the State Department of Water 
Resources must be filed in order to 
allow a R/W on public lands for 
irrigation facilities, including 
canals. 

The remainder of the 7,900 acres can 
affectively be managed for wildlife 
habitat under Cooperative Agreement. 
With reference to the withdrawal 
application, it segregated the lands 
from all entry under 1and 1aws and 
mining, but not mineral leasing. This 
application must be processed and 
adjudicated to conclusion within 15 
y~ and will terminate unless so 
processed. !S~~~? 

Note: Attach additional sheets, .if needed 

(Ins/ructions on reverse) Form 1600-21 (April 1975) 
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UNITED STATES 

DEPART:\IENT OF THE INTERIOR 
IName 1.\lF P! 

Twin Falls 
BUI~EAU OF LA:\'D :\lA:'-iAGE:\lENT Activity 

Lands 
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN -STEP 1 

ACTIVITY OBJECTIVES 
Objective Number 

V-3 <;'; 

/ 

Objective: 

Reserve 16,500 acres of public land for agricultural development. As 
adequate water supplies, energy supplies, and economic feasibility are 
proven, classify the public land as suitable for desert land entry or Carey 
Act development. 

Rationale: 

Approximately 23,000 acres of public land within the planning unit have 
soils and climatic conditions that are suitable for agricultural development. 
About 16,500 acres of the 
blocks that adjoin private 
soils. As the economy of 

23,000 acres can be blocked into logical farm 
lands and that have a majority of Class II 

Twin Falls is based on agriculture, it is 
important to reserve suitable land for future agricultural development. 
It is anticipated that approximately 3,700 acres of farm land would be 
needed by the year 2000 to replace that lost to urban-suburban development. 

Population projections for Twin Falls County indicate that about 3,700 
acres of land will be needed for urban expansion. These lands are 
generally adjacent to urban areas and are mostly agricultural land. With 
available water and energy supplies and with proven agricultural feasibility, 
the public lands could maintain the agricultural land base for the planning 
unit within the foreseeable future. 

About 16,500 acres of the 
blocks that adjoin private 
soils. As the economy of 

(Instructions on reverse) F orrr. 1600-20 (April 1975) 
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UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

Name O!FPJ 

Twin Falls 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity 

Lands 
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 

RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-OECISION 

Overlay Reference 

Step 1 iE~3 .1~ Step 3 

Recommendation~ L-3.1 

Reserve 12,500 acres of public 
land for future agricultural 
development. These lands should 
be managed as to not impair their 
suitability for agricultural 
development. Permanent structures, 
power lines, sevepower lines, severe erosion, or 
shallow buried pipelines would impair 
the land for agriculture. 

Rationale: 

Approximately 23,000 acres of public 
land within the planning unit 
have soils and climatic conditions 
that would favor agricultural 
development. However, the lack of 
a reliable water source has 
prevented their previous development. 
As the economy of Twin Falls County 
is based on agriculture with 
indications that it will remain 
that way, it is important to 
reserve public land for future 
agricultural development. 

Management geared towards not 
impairing the land's agricultural 
suitability will assure their 
availability when adequate water 
supplies, energy supplies and 
economic feasibility are proven. 

Multiple Use Analysis 

This area contains soils that are suitable for irriqated agricultural 
development.~ The soils are Class II and III soils. These soils are mixed 
with soils tht are not suitable. This area is not as suitable as area L-3.2 
shown on the iands MFP overlay. This area is not located as well for gettinq 
water out of the High Line canal in the Twin Falls Irrigation Co. 

Interest in lands suitable for farming is intense from a few indivirluals who 
are desirous of obtaininq these lands for aqricultural rlevelopment. Interest 
aqainst aqricultural development is also intense from the people who depend on 
the area for grazinq. The area is crested wheat grass seedings and is manaqed 
accordinq to intensive grazing manaqement plan and produces about 320 AIIM's 
per ~40 acre section. 

development

In conversation with the Twin Falls County Commissioners on April 23, 1981, 
they recommended that the land be retainerl in public ownership and current 
usereont i nue. They further recommended that the 1 ands not be altered in their 
agricultural ability. Events and priorities are rapidly changing from year to 
'lear and no one can know if water and power will be avail ab1 e someday in the 
ruture. 

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed 

(/nstmctions on reverse) Form 1600-21 (April 1975) 
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UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

Name (:\!FPJ 

Twin Fa 11 s 
Activity 

Lands 
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 

RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECJSION 

Overlay Reference 

Step 1L-3 .1.~ Step 3 

Presently there is no water available for oeveloping these sites into 
agricultural production. There are no indications that water will be 
available in the next several years. 

Multiple Use Recommendationc 

Modify L-3.1. 
Keep these lands in multiple use 
resource management. Continue the 
present level and intensity of use and 
management with emphasis on range and 
wildlife according to those 
recommendations. 

Support Needs: 

None. 

Decision: 

Accept multiple-use recommendation to 
manage 12,500 acres of public land 
under a multiple use concept without 
speci fie reserve for future 
agricultural development. 

present level

Reasons: 

The soils cannot be farmed without 
water. Presently in Tv-1in Falls County 
Class I land that is in agricultural 
production is being removed from 
production at a stead_v rate indicating 
that additional land is not needed for 
production. Also, these lands are 
currently producing an agricultural 
producf that is important to the 
economy and we 11 bei nq of the 
operators and the people. 

Alternatives Considered: 

1. 	 Put the lands up for sale. 
2. 	 Make the lands available for 


exchange. 

3. 	 Encourage transfer of ownership 


throuqh OLE or Carey Act. 


Rationale: 

Agricultural development of these 
lands are limited by lack of reliable 
water and power and opposition from 
local government and livestock 
operators using the area for grazing. 
Present management and land uses are 
compatibly with the resource and 
public, and should be continued. 

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed 

(lustructir ·.I Form 1600-21 (April 1975) 
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UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-OECISION 

(~) 
Multiple Use Ri:koriimefidati on :if 

Reject L-3.2 
Retain the lands for multiple use. 
Continue the present use of the 
1 ands and do not alter the character 
of the land to change the suitabil ­
ity for intensive agriculture. 

tJlL 

t10 \_

'"~ ~-V 

Support Needs: 

None. 

Name (.\fF P) 

Twin F 11 
Activity 

Overlay Reference 

Step 1 .: 

Support Needs: 

Reasons: 

These lands have been extensively de­
veloped by seeding, an extensive water 
system, and intensive grazing manage­
ment systems. The livestock forage 
produced on these lands has been 
allocated and the users have developed 
a dependency on this production. 

Chanqinq the use from qrazinq to irri ­
~ated agriculture would increase the 
yield in pounds of biomass per acre. 
The change would cause a hardship on 
the agricultural segment presently 
usinq these lands. Not changing the 
agricultural use eliminates the hard­
ship at the cost of the increased 
production. 

Alternatives Considered: 

Refer to the Multiple Use Analysis. 
If the land has to be made available 
for intensive agricultural develop­
ment and the state is not interested 
in an exchange the PUBLIC SALE option 
would be the most expedient transfer 
at the least cost to the public and 
with the greatest return to the 
Federal Treasur~y. 

( 
( 


Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed 
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UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN- STEP 1 
ACTIVITY OBJECTIVES 

Name (MFPj 

Twin Falls 
Activity 

Lands 
·Objective Number 

~.::.4 ' 

Confine future power transmission lines and oil and gas pipelines to 
designated corridor locations. 

Rationale: 

Two major electrical power transmission lines cross the planning unit. 
These lines are located where the impact to private agricultural lands are 
a m1n1mum. There are no physical constraints that would prevent other 
lines from being installed alongside the existing lines. By confining 
future power transmission lines to designated corridors, the adverse 
impacts to aesthetics and to land use can be minimized. 

·,.:· 



alternative.

.. 

UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

Name (.\IFPJ 

Twin Falls 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Overlay Reference 

Step 1 .L-4. 1 Step 3 

·... '·:. 

:· .. , 

/"' 
:.-.- L .

'-­

Recommendation L-4.11 Rationale: 

Confine all future power Confining transmission lines to 
transmission lines to the corridors allows for a better 
designated corridor locations. utilization of land. The impacts 

to the aesthetics and to agricultural 
land are minimized. 

Multiple Use Analvsis 

Power producinq companies usually request routes for their lines that are the 
most direct route and in the most accessible sites to provide the least costly 
alternative. These route qenerally conflict with various resource values if 
the site does not already have a similar intrusion on it. 

The corridors shown contain existinq facilities so additional lines will not 
add as much intrusion as they would on sites that do not have exiting 
faciliies. The present power lines that cross the planninq unit are located 
where the impact to private aqricultural lands are minimal. There are no 
physical constraints that would prevent future lines from beinq installed 
beside them. 

Multi p 1e tJ se Recomenctat i om Reasons: 

Accept L-4.1 To avoid additional adverse resource 
Confine future power transmission impacts by havinq these intrusions 
lines to the desiqnated corridor scattered through the planninq unit. 
locations. Refer to L-4.1 Impact 
Analysis for modifications and 
specific locations for VRM-1.1, 
VRM-1.7 and R-1.3. 

Support Needs: Alternatives Considered: 

Cultural examination 
construction. 

for all 1. 

2. 

Allow lines to be put wherever 
the companies want them. 
Establish additional corridors. 

;~:._ /
:··.:::'\ 
;.;:;~--~~-.,~>:.__. ·. ....-... 
\_.:;_:·::~::·~. ·_:·: 
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Name (MFT'JUNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Twin Falls 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity 

Lands 
Overl?Y ReferenceMANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 

RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-OECISION Step tl;o;.4. 1 ~ Step 3 

Modify the multiple-use recOTimenda­
tion. Allow future major power trans­
mission lines (lines of at least 
46-138RV which originate and 
terminate outside of'the MFP area) to 
be constructed within the recommended 
corridors. Also allow construction of 
transmission lines between the 
corridors. IX> not permit power lines 
to the west or the east of the two 
corridors. Exempt service lines fran 
this restriction. 

be constructed within 

Rationale: 

Utility corridors serve to acc011moda te 
major power lines in a designated 
route which minimized environnental 
impacts from construction and provides 
a feasible, econanical route for power 
transmission. 

Major transmission lines could cause 
serious adverse environnental impacts 
in the Foothills area, the Shoshone 
Basin, and along Salmon Falls Creek 
and Reservoir. For this reason, 
construction of major lines to the 
east and west of the two corridors is 
prohibited. Although it would be 
best to have all future 1i nes confined 
to the corridors, allowing power lines 
betw.een the corridors will provide for 
additional routes which may be more 
feasible than the two corridors. 

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed 
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UNITED STATES

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN

RECOMMENDATIONANALYSISDECISION

Recommendation L4 Rationale

Confine future oil and gas

pipelines to the designated
corridor location

Confining pipelines to designated

corridors will allow for better

utilization of land The impacts

to the aesthetics and to agricultural
land would be minimized

Multiple Use Analysis

The corridor proposed in is the present location of natural gas

oipelines By continuina to use this existing location for corridor the
adverse imoacts will he kept in one location This corridor would minimize

the adverse impacts to all resource values encountered

The corridor is the preseent location

of two natural gas pipelines Keeping

pipelines in this corridor will mini
mize adverse impacts to the resources

and land uses

Support Needs Alternatives Considered

None Not to limit pipelines to

corridor

Establish corridor in

different location

Decision Rationale

Accept the multiple-use recommenda Impacts to resource values can be

minimized by routing future oil and

gas pipelines to corridors where this

use exists and is established

Name .%IPP

Twin Falls

Act ivitv

Lands

Overlay Reference

SteplL4.2f Stcp3

Multiple Use Recommendation Reasons

Accept --

Confine oil and gas pipelines to the

designated corridor locations

tion

Note Attach additional sheets if needed
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 UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

Name (MFPJ 

Twin Falls 
Activity 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Overlay Reference 

Step l 't:::24'~··3,;:; Step 3 

Recommendati'OllJA L-4. 3 

Should the Department of Highways 
choose to route the Twin Falls 
"Belt Route" across public 
lands northeast of Hollister,, 
make the land available for 
highway R/W purposes. 

Rationale: 

The Idaho Transportation Department 
is proposing to construct a "belt" 
highway around the city of Twin Falls. 
This highway would allow traffic to 
move from Perrine Bridge around the 
city to highway 93, the main highway 
from Idaho to Wells, Nevada. One 
of the proposed routes involves 
puolic lands near Hollister. This 
route as well as any of the other 
routes may be used. It is not known 
which .route will be selected. 

Multiple !Jse Analysis 

The Idaho Department of Highways is proposinq to construct a highway around 
the city of Twin Falls from the Perrine Bridge to Hwy 93. to Nevada. One of 
the routes being studied involves public lands north east of Hollister. 

The BLM should be involved with the Department of Highways in selecting the 
best route for the highway location. 

w~>
Mul t iple":tfse~~Recommendat ion: Reason: 

Accept L-4.3 BLM needs to be instrumentatal in 
Make the land available for the 
highway R/W when the best route has 

facilitating puhlic neerls. 

~ been determined. 

t?~;lfl\ 
Support Nee<is: Alternatives Considered: 

RA Staff 
Coordination and planning. 

1. Do not let the highway cross 
public land and keep it on the 

Realty Specialist 
current Hwy. 93 R/W. 

R/vJ processing. 

lands northeast 

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed 

U11stmctions on reverse) Form 1600-21 (April 1975) 
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UNITED STATES IName 1.\!FP! 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Twin Falls 
BUREAU OF LAND :\IANAGE:\!ENT Activity 

Lands 
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN -STEP 1 Objective Number 

ACTIVITY OBJECTIVES 

Objective:\l 

Grant Communication site rights-of-way only when the facility has the 
capability for multiple occupancy (modular design concept) and the color 
and design is such that it blends with a mountain-top setting. 

Rationale: 

Mountain-top communication sites can become easily congested with many 
small buildings and 
of the area and resu

numerous antenna structures. This impairs the aesthetics 
lts in poor land utilization. Multiple occupancy of a 

building allows for better land utilization, ~mproved aesthetics, and more 
cost-effective construction and maintenance programs. 

small buildings and 
of the area and resu

•..-~"./.\ 
. -. . . -.}... ~:.. ,/ 
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UNITED STATES Name (,\IF P) 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Twin Falls 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN. Overlay Reference 

RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-OECISION Step 1 'l!i:I'?'S'~}Jl'i>tep 3 

Recommendaliorf:i L-5.1 Rationale: 

Require Autophone Inc. to construct A building of a modular desiqn and 
a communication site on sugarloaf painted a color that would blend into the 
butte large enough to house natural landscape will help mitigate 
multiple users, in a location adverse environmental impacts. A 
approved by the Burley District, buildinq larqe enough to accommodate 
and painted a color approved by Autophone's equipment plus several other 
the Burley District. users will allow the use of one buildinq 

for several years. Other than Autophone, 
Should the first bui
overcrowded allow an

lding become there has been no demand for communica­
other building tion sites on public land wihtin the 

to be built on to the Autophone foreseeable future. 
building following a modular riesiqn 
concept. 

Support: 

Landscape Architect to recommend 
the design and settfng for a 
communication building. 
District Enqineer to evaluate 
building desi qn. 

Multiple Use Analysis 

A location on Sugarloaf Butte has been examined and determined to be a 
desirable site for radio communication facilities and equipment. The location 
would provide good communiction access over a lot of the Magic Valley area and 
is close enough to the Twin Falls area to 'facilitate access for maintenance. 

A facility could be constructed that would accommodate several users, and 
could be added to if needed in the future. 

A right-of-way for a Communication Site R/W has been granted for the site. 

Note: Attach additional sheets, i,f needed 

(/nstructions on reverse) Form 1600-21 (April 1975'1 
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construction 
on Sugarloaf 
building be n

I~ 
I UNITED STATESi 
\ 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Multiple Use Analysis 

Name (.I!FPJ 

Twin Falls 
Activity 

Overlay Reference 

Since the application is analyzed and a decision has been made to allow the 
use, a land use decision is not needed for this recommendation. 

All communication site needs for this general area will be directed to this 
site until it can be clearly shown that another site is better. 

Decision~ 

Accept recommendation to allow 
construction 
on Sugarloaf 
building be n

of a communication site 
Butte. Should a second 
eeded, it should be 

located a short distance away from the 
first, utilizing the same site. 

Rationa.Je: 

Experience with communications sites 
in other locations show a rapid demand 
by other users develops after a site 
is established. The most canmon con­
fl.i ct deve 1 ops between two way cOOlmu­
nication and FM Stations that are not 
compatible even with shielding. For 
this reason, a second building apart 
from the first, is often the most 
practical solution to the problem. 

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed 

(lllstructions on reuerse) Form 1600-21 (April 1975) 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

Name f.\IF P j 

Twin Falls 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEi\IENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN -STEP 1 
ACTIVITY OBJECTIVES 

Activity 

Lands 
Objectiy,e Number 

r;.::.6'l 

Objective:·, 

Revoke or partially revoke all withdrawals on lands where the withdrawal is 
not serving the purpose for which they were withdrawn. 

Rationale: 

The Federal Land Management Policy Act requires the review of all withdrawals. 
The withdrawal 
on the use of w

review program is to be directed toward minimizing restrictions 
ithdrawn lands, reduction in total acreage withdrawn, or the 

elimination of withdrawals. All withdrawals which, upon review and analysis, 
lack a demonstratable justification for continuation or extension must be 
recommended for either total or partial revocation . 

. : t 

The withdrawal 
on the use of w

(Instructions on reverse) Form 1600-20 (April1975) 
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UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

Name O!FPJ 

Twin Falls 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity 

Lands 
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 

RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Overlay Reference 

Step l!l26;'.:1~ Step 3 

Recomme~dation"J L-6.1 

Revoke the·following withdrawals 
in their entirety: 

1. Livestock Driveway Withdrawal 

T.llS., R.l8E., B.M. 

Sec. 35: SW~E!.;; 


2. Twin Falls Military Reservation 

T. llS. , R. 17E. , B. M. 
. Sec. 29: E!z 

3. Buhl Military Range 

T.9S., 	R.l3E., B.H. 
Sec. 25: S!zS!z 

Rationale: 

1. The livestock driveway withdrawal 
near Rock Creek is an isolated 40 
acre tract of land cut diagonally 
by a county road. Part of the tract 
is a gravel pit and is unuseable by 
livestock. Part of the tract is 
under agricultural trespass and is 
very close to a milking barn. No use 
of-the tract by trailing livestock 
has been made in the recent past. 
Use of the tract in the future seems 
unlik~ly. 

2. & 3. Both the Twin Falls and Buhl 
military reservations are used one or 
two weekends each year by the national 
guard for small arms target practice. 
The shooting facilities are in poor 
repair and have been that way for at 
least 5 years. Some other method of 

authorization 	could accomplish the 
intented use. A Temporary Use Permit 
for the intended weekend use could 
accomplish the same purpose of the 
withdrawal. 

Multiple Use Analysis 

Preliminary analysis of the withdrawals in Twin Falls MFP area shows that the 
three areas described in L-6.1 are either .not beinq used for the purpose of 
the withdrawals or the use could be authorized by permit. The stock driveway 
withdrawal on T. 11 S., R. 18 E., Sec. 35: SW1/4NE1/4 is not used for 
livestock trailing. The two Military Reservation withdrawals are not needed 
to authorize the use that the military is makinq. A Temporary Use Permit for 
t'he specific needs could accomplish the needs on the military ranqes. 

~ ... · 

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed 

Unstructions on reverse) Form 1600-21 (April 1975 

3. Buhl Military Range 



Note: 

·-­

Multiple Use Recommendatiorl: 

Accept L-6.1 
Revoke the withdrawals as listed in 
L- 6. 1. 

Support Needs: 

Realty 
\oii thd rawa1 review and accompany; nq 
reports. 

... ·\_ 

Decision: 

Accept multiple-use recommendation to 
revoke the existing withdrawals. 
Authorize military use of the tracts 
with a Memoradum of Understanding, if 

appli~/;PP 

Multiple Use Recommendatiorl: 

~~-~-
-(.~f ~'l· 

( 

UNITED STATES 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

Name (\IFP) 

Twin Falls 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity 

Lands 
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 

RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Overlay Reference 

Step·f-6.f Step 3 

Reasons: 

The withdrawals are not needed for the 
uses that the tracts are withdrawn 
for. The stock driveway is not useo, 
and the milita~y needs could be 
authorized hy a TlJP. 

Alternatives Consirlered: 

1. 	 Reject L-~.1. 
2. 	 r~odifv L-~.1 by revok i nq the 


wi{hrlrawal on the stock driveway 

tract and continuing it on the 

military reservations . 


Rationale: 

The 	 livestock driveway tract is not 
being used for the need that the 
withdrawal was originally made. The 
Idaho National Guard and BLM now use a 
Memorandum of Understanding to 
authorize mi 1 i tary needs for several 
years on public lands which is more 
convenient and applicable than a TUP. 

Attach additional sheets, if needed 

(/nstructions on reverse) Form 1600-21 (April 1975) 
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appropriation unde

UNITED STATES 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 


MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECIS!ON 

Name (MFPJ
Twin Falls 

Activitl dan s 
Overlay" ~efe"rence 

Step 1 L-6 • 2 1 Step 3 

Recommendation~ L-6.2 

Revoke that portion of theTwin falls 
Multiple Use Classification that 
segregated the public lands from 
appropriation under the Homestead 
Laws, Public Sale Laws, and the 
General Mining Laws (see attached list 
of lands that were segregated from 
operation of the mining laws). 

Rationale: 

The Federal Land Policy and Management 
Act replaced the Homestead Law and the 
Public Sale Law (KS2455). The Public 
Sale Act of 1964 expired on its own 
provisions on June 30, 1969. Since 
these Acts were repeated by FLPMA, 
there is no- need to carry the segrega­
tion on the records. As the Desert 
Land Act and Indian Allotments Act is 
still in force, the segregation 
against the filing of these applica­
tions is still appropriate. The lack 
of adequate water supplies within the 
planning unit prevent any developments 
under these laws. The acreage limita­
tions in the Indian allotments would 
prevent the development of economic 
units within the planning unit. Also, 
the segregation against OLE and Indian 
allotments assist greatly, adminis­
tratively, in handling any applica­
tion. 

Several tracts of land were segregated 
from operation of the mining laws. 
These lands were recreation sites, 
potential recreation sites on propsed 
natural areas. The present 43 CFR 
3809 regulations provide adequate 
protection to the surface resources. 
There is little need to maintain this 
segregation. 

Multiple Use Analysis 

Recreation, Natural History, Cultural Resources, and Minerals have identified 
specific sites that need protective withdrawals to ensure that they are 
protected from damage ~nd destruction from mining activities under authority 
of the mining laws. These sites have various resource and economic investment 
values that would be lost or destroyed through mining activity according to 
existing mining laws. 

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed 

flnstructions on reuerse) Form 1600-21 (April 1975) 
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UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

Name (MFP) 

Twin Falls 
Activity 

Lands 
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 

RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Overlay Reference 

Step 1 L;.;. 6 • 2. ~Step 3 

Multiple Use Analysis (cont.) 

(1) Drytown, Springtown, and Culdron Linn need protection from surface 
mining activity that could destroy the cultural resoruce and natural 
history values. 

(2) Rabbit Springs needs a protective withdrawal to avoid having a 
mining claim placed on the geodes that the minerals activity has 
recommended be kept available for rockhounding. 

Multiple Use Recommendation: 

Modify L-6.2 
1. Revoke that portion of the Twin 

Falls Multiple Use Classification 
that segregated the public lands 
from appropriation under the 
Homestead Laws, Public Sale Laws 
and Mining Laws other than the 
exceptions listed below in part 2. 

2. Retain a segregative classifica­
tion against mineral entry or 
initiate a protective withdrawal 
on the five sites identified in 
the M. u. analysis and described 
as: 

T16S,R15E,Sec.2:SW1/4 Rabbit Sprg. 
Rec. Site 

T9S,R18E, Sec.32: Lot 7,8 
Sec .33: Lot 2 

T10S,R18E,Sec.4: Lot 4 
Dry Cataracts 

T10S,R18E,Sec.11: Lots 3,4,7,8. 
NW12/4SW1/4 Springtown 

T11S,R20E,Sec.4:Lot 3 Cauldron Linn 
Sec.6:Lot 1 Drytown 

Reasons: 

The Homestead Law and Public Sale Law 
were replaced by FLPMA. The Public 
Sale Act of 1964 expired on June 30, 
1969. The segregation against OLE and 
Carey Act is no longer needed. Lands 
are identified for retention or 
disposal through the land use plan 
decisions. 

These sites identified for protective 
withdrawal are subject total destruc­
tion through mining activity according 
to the mining laws. These sites have 
potential to contain minerals or 
mineral material that could be claimed 
and removed resulting in the loss of 
cultural,' natural hi story, and 
recreational values. 

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed 

Form ln0\~-:21 April 1975) 
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UNITED STATES 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Name (MFP) 

Twin Falls 
ActivitY.

Lands 
Overlay Reference 

Step 1 L-6 •21$ Step 3 

Support Needs: Alternatives Considered: 

Realty 1. Reject L-6.2. 
Prepare detailed farm unit manage- 2. Accept L-6.2. 
ment plans according to th
plan decisions. 

e land use 3. Recommend other sites for protec­
tive withdrawal. 

Decision: 

Accept multiple-use recommendation 
that revokes multiple use classifica­
tion on public lands except for Rabbit 
Spring, Cauldron Linn, Spring Town, 
Drytown, and Dry Cataracts as 
described by legal subdivision. 

ment plans according to th
plan decisions. 

Rationale: 

Lands are identified in a land use 
plan for retention or disposal and 
FLPMA repealed several disposal laws; 
therefore, the C&MU classification is 
no longer needed on most public lands~ 
However, there are significant 
geological, historical, cultural and 
recreation values on the excepted 
tracts that require additional 
protection to prevent damamge and 
destruction from mining activity. 
C&MU can continue to segregqte and 
protect these areas from undue 
degradation. 

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed 

(/nstructions on reverse) For"' 1600-~l (April 1975) 



UNITED ST r\ TE .3 I~a:ne (I!FP• 

DEPART:\1ENT OF THE INTERIC!~ Iwi n Fa 11 s 
BUREAU OF Li\!,;D \1ANAGE!\1E~\T 1 

1Act!~.-~;._· 

' 
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN -STEP 1 Objective Number 

ACTIVITY OBJECTIVES ~,f!f, .·fF 

Complete the written exchange proposals currently in the District files. 
Proceed with the exchanges that are in the public interest and reject those 
that are not. 

Rationale: 

As the various resource plans are developed they will show the areas that have 
resource values. When these values are determined the exchange proposals can 
be evaluated. The proposals that have no public values will be dismissed and 
the applicants so notified by letter. 

The cases in the District files represent a backlog upwards of 15 years or 
more in some cases. Action should be taken to process or dismiss every 
proposal that exists. Guidance based on resource, social, and economic values 
should be developed that more readily allows the manager to evaluate when an 
exchange proposal has public value. I 

I. 

resource values.

Form 1600-2ll (Apnl 19.75(Instructions on reverse) 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

Name (.\IFPJ 

Twin Falls 
Activitv 

Lands 
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 

RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-OECISION 

Overlay ~eference 

Step 1L..:.7 .1 j Step 3 

Recommendation: L-7.1 

Complete Exchange I-6561 (Steve 
Ellis) as proposed in the 
application. 

·' 

Rationale: 

The Selecterl public lands are classified 
for exchange and a formal application 
harl been filed with the BLM prior to the 
Federal Land Policy and Management Act. 
Althrouqh the exchange was held up 
pending evaluation of the selected land 
for inclusion in the Cassia-Twin Falls 
isolated tract wildlife management 
program, it has been determined that no 
wildlife or public values are present on 
the tract. Exchanges of the public land 
is consistent viith the Twin Falls t1FP 
that was completed in 1974. 

Acquisition of the offered land will 
block the public land, provide improved 
livestock management opportunities and 
would bring into public ownership the 
ruins of a historic rock homesteaders 
home. 

., Multiple Use Analysis 
.. .•.· 

The Exchange I-6561 is nearly complete and is proposed to be completed 
according to the values identified in the exchange process. 

No Multiple Use recommendation is needed. 

for inclusion in the C

Decision~ 	 Rationale: · 

Accept recommendation to consummate 	 Public benefit would be derived from 
exchange I-6561. 	 the exchange which has been identified 

as favorable in previous land use 
plans.

•:' . 
;, l ....~< •l..:!<__.-

. 

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed 

Unstruclions on reverse) Form 1600-21 (April 19751 



Name O!F P)UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Twin Falls 
BUREAU OF LAND l\1ANAGEMENT Activitv 

Lands 
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 

RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Recornmeridation~4 L-7.2 Rationale: 

Within one year after the MFP is 
approved, process all exchange 
proposals in li~ht of the other 
resource activities to determine the 

All exchanges made must be in the public 
intere~t a~d the values ~nd objectives 
which the Federal land to be conveyed 
may serve if retained in Federal owner­

initial feasibility of the exchange. ship must not be more than the values of 
the non-Federal lands and the public 
objectives they could serve if acquired 
(Sec. 206(a) Federal Land Manaqement 
Pol icy Act). 

Multiple Use Analysis 

All exchange proposals on record in the District files have been evaluated by 
each resource activity. In t
the offered private lands wou
dropped. The individual appl
exchange proposal is being dr
evaluation of the proposal thr
the exchange would have littl
clearly in the public interes

he cases where no values have generated shmving 
ld benefit the Bureau programs they are being 
ications will be notified in writing that their 
opped. The reason for dropping it is that 
ough our land use planning process shows that 

e or no public value~ Specifically it is not 
t for the government to acquire the offered 

private lands. · 

The cases where the offered private 1 ands are shown to have resource va 1 ues 
that benefit the Bureau programs and values will be further evaluated and the 
exchange application processed according to procedures. 

As a consequence of the MFP-Step II public meetings, the Idaho Department of 
Lands has responded to the Bureau with a showing of their lands classification 
for the State lands in the planning unit. This classification shows their 
proposed land tenure adjustments. They have identified State owned parcels 
that they would like to exchange to BU1 for addition to existing State owned 
blocks. It appears that all the lands they have idenfified for exchange to 
BU1 would add to the public values already existing thereon. The values are 
quite variable from tract-to-tract such as public access, perennial streams, 
~prings, riparian habitat, wildlife ranges, livestock forage, and a 
combination of all resource values. These State owned lands should be 
acquired by the government through an exchange of public lands having less 
values. 

each resource activity. In t
the offered private lands wou
dropped. The individual appl
exchange proposal is being dr
evaluation of the proposal thr
the exchange would have littl
clearly in the public interes

Multiple use R·ecommen<fation: Reasons: 


Modify L-7.2 The patented lands in these proposals 

A. Proceed with processing the have, or appear to have, greater 

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed 

OilS/ructions on reuerse) Form 1600-21 (Apnl 1975·1 
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UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

Name f.IIFPi 

Twin Fa11 s 
Activitv

Lands 
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 

RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-OECISION 

Overlay Reference 

SteJ-r7 • ~ ( COSJti;;I' 1 

7M.u1 Ffple use Recommendation; ( cont ~·) : 

following list of exchanges to 
acquire 	the patented lands 
ide n t if i ed • 

1. 	Neil Larsen (E-22) 
T.l2 S,R.l8 E., Sec. 15 

E l/2E1/2 
Recommended by wildlife and range. 

2. 	 Ralph Schnell (E-33 and E-71) 
-r. 15 .s..) ,:;?". i (a ti . ' c 	 . / 

--- c l·z ..-ieQ. 

Sec. 5: 	~ '-1-) sw~NW~ \N'$1)..)) SE'(Sv.f1 

3. ~ ~ :fo f: 1 S E <t-nc 1 
1 

8: 	r-,w4 E ~w"J w'l.C: ~ f"'r+" ~ 
J ~ ...£ .. w. ~ J;...~ 

18: 5 2. '(Sf: i 

I '1 : 	"'}12:. " 
) 

[_ ~C:..'f 

;)....t:J: .Aw"nwc( 
T.l5 S.,R.l6 E., Sec.16 &36 (M.U.) 
T.15 S.,R.17 E., Sec.16 (wlife) 
T.16 S.,R.15 E., Sec.16 &36(wlife) 
T.16 S.,R.l6 E., Sec.16 &36 

(M.U. H20)
T.16 S. ,R.17 E., Sec.16 &36 (M.U.) 

4. 	 David Chadwick (E-81) 
T.16 S. , R. 18 E. , 

Sec. 3: 40 acres 
Sec. 10: Lot 2 (SE1/4 NWl/4) 
Sec. 11: Sl /2 SWl/4 
Sec. 14: NEl/4 SE 1/4 
Sec. 15: Lot 1 (NEl/4 NWl/4) 

S1/2 NW 	 1/4 
SEl/4 NE1/4 

( SE1/4 SE1/4 
~~- Sec. 22: NEl/4 SE1/4

Sec. 23: 	SW1/4 SW 1/4, 

NWl/4 NEl/4 


Note: Attach addition~fhtoe6? if rUlJ,k NW 1/4 


Reasons 	 (cont.): 

resource values for public land 
management than public lands being 
desired for exchange. The values are 
specific for each case or tract and 
will have to be evaluated through the 
exchange process to determine the 
specific values and extent thereof. 

1. These lands 	have mule deer winter 
range habitat. They also contain a 
water source that would be valuable 
for better management of all 
resource values in the area. 

2. 	 These lands have sagegrouse and 
mule deer habitat values and con­
tain a valuable water source that 
waul d add to the total resource 
management success of the area. 

3•. These lands have been proposed for 
exchange to the BLM by the Idaho 
Department of Lands. These tracts 
have all been identified as con­
taining resoruce values that would 
add to the values of adjacent 
public lands. The identified 
values are recreation, wildlife 
habitat, stock driveway, grazing 
management, water, and total 
multiple resource management. 

4. These 	 lands lie within the USFS 
boundary and are identified as 
having .grazing, wildlife, and 
visual values as well as sources of 
water that would allow better 
management of all resources present 
in the area. 

(Instructions on reverse) Form 1600-21 (April 1975) 
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UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

Name (,I!FPI 

Twin Falls 
Activity 

Lands 
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 

RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Overlay Reference 

StepJL'J;]~ 2~'~C31Bi£ ~) 

Multiple Use Recommeridatiorl {ttrr1t~)t 

5. 	 W. T. Williams (E-39) 
Proceed according to the applica­
tion and acquire the offered lands 
for their wildlife and recreation 
values. 
T.l2 S.,R.l7 E., Sec.28 Sl/2 SWl/4 

SWl/4 SEl/4 
Sec.33 NWl/4 NEl/4 

Nl/2 NWl/ 4 
Sl/2 Nl/2 
t!l/2 Sl/2 

Sec.34 	SWl/4 ~Wl/4 
Nl/2 S\~ 

SEl/4 SWl/4 
Hl/2 SEl/4 

6. 	 J. D. fkCollum (E-41) 
Proceed with the proposed exchange 
and acquire the private land west 
of the public land tract
Perrine Bridge. 

 under the 

T.9 S.,R.l7 E., Sec. 33:Lot 8 and 
; .· 

access from the Canyon Rim Road 
7. 	 Erich Wegener (E-46) 

Proceed with the proposed exchange 
and acquire the patented land 
offered. 
T.ll S.,R.l5 E., Sec.3: SWl/4 SEl/4 

··. ~· . .·. . 

of the public land tract
Perrine Bridge. 

B. 	 Public lands to exchange and 
public lands to retain and manage 
for resource values identified in 
the land use plan (MFP-1 and 2) as 
shown in the MFP-2 multiple use 
recommendations. After the pro­
posal has been evaluated and 
processed the lands not ecxchanged 
will be retained for multiple 
resource management according to 
the Land Use Plan. 

All other lands in the Planning 
Unit will be retained in public 
ownership for multiple resource 
management. 

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed 

Reasons (cont.): 

5. 	 These lands contain sage grouse, 
quail and mule deer habitat. 
Cottonwood Creek flows across a 
portion of the allotment. Acquisi ­
tion of this land would also block 
up a portion of the public land and 
add to the public acces to the area 
and to the National Forest. 

6. 	 This property is to be added to the 
existing parcel of public land and 
provide legal access to the tract 
from the Canyon Rim Road. The tract 
to be developed for a recreation 
site when funds are available as a 
cooperative BLM and County venture. 

7. 	 The resource values appear equal. 
The advantage is better range and 
livestock management and a~ even 
property boundary which would 
improve the total resource manage­
ment on the area. 

Unstructions on reverse) Form 1600-21 (April 197.5·, 
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 UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

Name (,\J F f') 

Twin Falls 
BUREAU OF LAND \IANAGEMENT Activit v

La·nds 
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 

RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECJSJON 

Overlay Reference 

s/~P4~7 .2 ~c03ltr j 

Mul t; p 1 e use/ReCornmendat ion (cont. )p: Rea sons (cont.) : 

1. 	Neil Larson (E-22) 

Proceed as applied. 

Exchange to private: 

T.ll S. ,R.l8 E., Sec.33:NE1/4 SEl/4 


Sec.35:SW1/4 NEl/4 
T.l2 S.,R.l8 E., Sec. 5: El/2 NEl/4 

NEl/4 SEl/4 
Supported by Wildlife, Range, 
Recreation. Retail access up 
McMullen Creek. 

2. 	 Ralph Schnell (E-33 and E-71) 

Modify selected la
tranferred to pri
Retain lands that 
public land block 

nds that can be 

vate ownership. 


are part of a 

or part of a 


block of critical mule deer or sage 

grouse .habitat. 


Exchange to private: 
T.l4 S.,R.l5 E., Sec.l3:NW1/4 

Sec.l4:SE1/4 SEl/4 
Sec.l5:NW1/4, 

Nl/2 NEl/4 
Sec.26:Sl/2 NWl/4 
Sec.27:Wl/2 SEl/4 
Sec.35:El/2 El/2 

T.l4 S.,R.l6 E., Sec.20:SW1/4 
T.l5 S.,R.l6 f., Sec.3:El/2 NEl/4, 

SEl/4 NWl/4, 
NEl/4 SWl/4, 
Nl/2 SEl/4 
SEl/4 SEl/4 

Sec.4:NE1/4 
T.l5 S.,R.16 E., Sec.lO:El/2 NEl/4 

Sec.2l:Wl/2 SEl/4 
Sec.22:Sl/2 SWl/4, 

NEl/4 SEl/4 
Sec.23:Wl/2 NWl/4, 

NWl/4 SWl/4 
f 

{
{ .. 

. 
Sec. 27: Nl/2 NWl/4, 

SWl/4 NWl/4
l Sec.28:NE1/4 SEl/4 

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed 

llnstructions on reverse) 	 Form 1600-21 (April 1975) 
*.• •.	 ...... > 

Modify selected la
tranferred to pri
Retain lands that 
public land block 



UNITED STATES Name r.IIFPj 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Twin Fa 11 S 

BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity
Lands 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay,_Reference 

RECOMMENDATION -ANALYSIS-DECISION Stepll-7 • 2' ( Q:ftl~t:J ) 

'M'Gi'ti~le Use Recommendat-ion (cont.)': 

Retain in public ownership: 
T.l4 S.,R.l6 E., Sec.29:NW1/4 

Sec.32:El/2 NEl/4, 
NEl/4 SEl/4 

'T.l4 S.,R.l6 E., 	Sec.S:El/2 Wl/2 
North of fence 
Sec.l?:SWl/4 NEl/4 

NiH/ 4 SEl/ 4 
Sl/2 NEl/4 

T.l5 S.~R.l6 E., Sec.32:NE1/4 
East of fence 

Critical deer habitat and part of 
public block. 

3. 	 David Chadwick (3-81) 
This exchanqe involves orivate 
lands in the Sawtooth National 
Forest. A lot of the selected land 
is critical mule deer winter range 
and will be retained in public 
ownership. 

Exchange to private: 
T.l4 S.,R.l6 E., Sec.9:Sl/2 SEl/4 

Sec.lO:Nl/2 SWl/4, 
SWl/4 SWl/4 

T.l4 S.,R.l? E., Sec. 20:El/2 NWl/4 
T.l5 S.,R.l8 E., Sec.32:Sl/2 SWl/4, 

SEl/4 
Sec.33:Wl/2 SWl/4 

T.l6 S.,R.l7 E., Sec.23:El/2 SWl/4 

-Retain in public 
T.l4 S.,R.l6 E., 

ownership: 
Sec.l3:Wl/2 SWl/4, 

SWl/4NEl/4SWl/4
Wl/2SE1/4SW1/4, 

Reasons (cont.): 

r,, 1;. ' . •.l.t 

Sec.23:El/2 SWl/4 '{'\'0 fi-"·j)J_..; kc~~L"''-'·'-"'-1 r 
Sec.24:Wl/2 Wl/2 v.;..,.} ,&, &_.,_....u..';r ( ..... rl 
Sec.25:SW1/4 NEl/4 

SWl/4 SWl/4 
Sec.26:Sl/2 SEl/4 

NWl/4 NEl/4 

1.:· ... , "' 
/ ' 

~""''-'-'-

is critical mule 

Note:. Attach. additional sheets, if needed 

(Instructions on reverse) Form 1600-21 (April 1975) 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

Name (.\JFP J
Twin Falls 

BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Multiple Use Recommend~t{on':'(cont.) :f Reasons (cont.): 

Sec.27:Sl/2 El/2, 

NWl/4, 

El/2 SWl/4, 

NWl/4 SWl/4 

NEl/4 SWl/4 

SWl/4 


Sec.28:Nl/2 -····, 

Critical mule deer winter range. 


4. 	 W. T. Wi 11 i ams (E- 3 9 ) 
Proceed with the aplication as 
filed and transfer the lands to 
private ownership. 

T.12 S.,R.17 	E., Sec.3: Lot 3 

SEl/4 ilWl/4, 

Nl/2 SWl/4 


Sec.9:NW1/4 NWl/4 
Sec.lO:Sl/2 Nl/2, 

Nl/2 Sl/2, 
Sl/2 SWl/4, 
SWl/4 SEl/ 4 

Sec.15:NW1/4 NEl/4 

Nl/2 NWl/4 


Sec.21:NE1/4 NEl/4 


5. 	J. D. f·1cC
Exchange t
offered pr

ollum (E-41) 
he selected lands for the 
ivate lands and access 

from the Canyon Rim Road. 
T.9 S.,R.17 E., Sec. 33: Lot 3 

6. 	Erich Wegener {E-46) The resource values appear about 
Exchange the selected lands for the equal. The advantage is better range 
offered potential lands. and livestock management and a uniform 
T.ll S.,R.15 E., Sec. 3:NE1/4 SEl/4 property boundary. 

c~ 	 Land exchange applications on Through the 1and use planning process 
record (E-7, E-23, E-34, E-55, 1 it has been shown that these exchange 
E-56, E-58, E-62, and E-64) in the proposals are not in the public 
District files that are not advan­ interest. The public lands have more 
tageous for resource management. public resource value than the private 
These cases will be closed and the 1 ands offered for exchange. The 
applicants 'notified, in writing, values considered are range manage­
that their proposals are being ment, widlife habitat, visual 

Note: 	 Attach additional sheets, if needed 

U11struc/ions on reuerse) Form 1600-21 (April 1975) 
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Name (\IFP)UNITED STATES 
Twin 	 FallsDEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 


BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 
 Actilit v . anas 
Overlay Reference 

RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
step4;.,7 • 2~(ccmtp"1 

. MultipTeYUse Recommendation· (conL) :' 

rejected and the public lands they 
applied for are not available for 
disposal by exchange and are 
identiifed for retention in public 
ownership for multiple use resource 
management. 

Reasons (cont.): 

resources, cultural resources, 

watershed values, recreation values, 

acess, existing land ownership of 

adjacent lands, and the proposed 

ownership of adjacent lands. 


The selected lands contain more of 
the identified values than the offered 
lands or the offered lands lie in an 
area where public lands have been 
identified for disposal. 

Specific reasons by case are: 

E-7 	 The~offered lands are mixed with 
PL identified for disposal. The 
selected lands are no management 
problem and are adjacent to PL 
block. 

E-23 	 There is no advantage and the 
resource values appea

ual. 
e se 1 ected 1 ands ap

reater resource valu
e canal • Even if a
ere equal there woul

r to be about 
eq

E-34 	 Th pear to have 
g es because of 
th ll things 
w d be r)O bene­
fits. Also, Schutte has sold out 
so the application should be 
discarded. 

E-55 	The resouce values appear about 
equal and would fragment the PL 
boundary. 

E-56 Oi smi ssed - 1etter 4/26/76. No 
, advantage to the public are 

identified. 
E-58 	 The selected lands have wildlife 

values and the offered lands are 
isolated and in an area where the 
public land is identified for 
exchange out of public ownerhsip. 

E-62 	 No resource values have been iden­
tified that require public acquis­
tion of this private land and no 
public lands were selected in the 
application • 

source values appea
ual. 
e se 1 ected 1 ands ap

reater resource valu
e canal • Even if a
ere equal there woul

. \ 

Note: 	 Attach additional sheets, if needed 

(/us/ructions on reverse) Form 1600-21 (April 1975) 
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I UNITED STATES 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

Name (\IFf')
Twin Falls 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

I 
. \ 

..·· ,. 

._;..·'. 

Multiple Use Recommendation (cont':·y: 

Support Needs: 

Realty Specialist 
Appraiser 

Decision: 

Modify as follo
recommendation 
proposed exchan

ws the multiple-use 
(A) to process the 
ges to acquire the 

lands identified: 

1. 	Prioritize in Step 2 each tract 
based upon the public benefit to be 
derived on those lands that will be 
acquired and managed by BLM. 

2. 	 Proposed acquisitions that result 
in lands being conveyed to another 
Agency will be processed last. 

Reasons (cont.): 

E-64 	The tract of land is identified as 
needed for future community expan­
sion for solid waste sanitary 
landfill after the present is 
used. The trai 1 also has ranqe 
forage and wildlife habitat 
values. 

Alternatives Consirlererl: 

1. 	 Reject all exchanqe proposals. 
2. 	 Continue as the last 10 years and 

address each case as funding, man­
power, and priorities allnw. 

3. 	 Process all exchange proposals as 

applied. 


Rationale: 

Land. exchanges are a lengthy process 
at best, and to consummate all the 
proposals would take several years. A 
priority rating would assure that 
those with the most public beneift 
would be considered first. 

Patented lands acquired within USFS 
boundaries by the U.S. government are 
administered and managed by USFS. 
That agency should process their own 
exchanges since manpower and funds in 
the lands acitivity in BLM is 
insufficient for their own needs • 

Modify as follo
recommendation 
proposed exchan

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed 

· 
-. . . . 

(Instructions on reverse) Form 1600-21 (Apri11975 
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UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

Name OIFPJ 

Twin Falls 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity

Lands 
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 

RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-OECISION 

Overlay ReJerence 

Step it:l:J: zj Step 3 

Accept multiple-use recommendation 
(B) that identifies public lands to 
exchange and those to retain and '('c.h­

age unless specifically needed for 
disposal under the Asset( Management 
Program. 

Accept multiple 
that rejects in 

use recommendation (C) 
writing the applicants 

change proposal as identified. 

Accept multiple 
that rejects in 

I 
I 

\__. 

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed 

The lands to be exchanged appear to 
have less public value than those to 
be acquired by BLM. Retention of man­
designated tracts is for a specific 
resource need or for pbulci beneift. 

Thes~ lands exchange have been 
analyzed in the land use planning ex­
process and have been determined not 
to be in the public interest. 

(Instructions on reverse) Form 1600-21 (April 19751 
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UNITED STATES 
DEPARD1ENT OF THE INTERIOR 

Name (:\fFPJ 

Twin Falls 
BUREAU OF LA:"<D :\IANAGEi\JENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN -STEP 1 
ACTIVITY OBJECTIVES 

Activity 

Lands 
Objective Number 

L-8 1.§j 

::::objective: if 

Terminate all unauthorized uses (indiscriminate dumps, agricultural 
trespass, occupancy trespass, and utility line trespass) occurring on 
the public lands,(and collect fair market value for the unauthorized 
uses that have taken place. 

Rationale: 

The use of public lands without proper authority is unauthorized and 
will subject the 
prosecution and l
would comply with
dump areas will i

person or persons occupying or using the land to 
iability for trespass. Settlement of the trespass 
 Bureau policy and the termination and clean-up of the 
mprove the lands quality of the affected area. 

will subject the 
prosecution and l
would comply with
dump areas will i

:/.: ~::::1 : 

:/;g;(·f~£ 

'l~t'tl~(::=:=s:t:=._r=.~=c':"t:~:=;=.~=~.=-;~:=.,n=. .._·_=._=-•·:_=._======_=_.= ..=:_=._=;=.•==.~_=;_'_:-_.=:=:_=.=_=,=.,=.,.=.=.,=.=.~= .. =.=.==._=,=_=_=, __,-­__ =:e=.,~=_.~=-~~=.:~=;_:_t.,~~.;_;_._._.. .. ___ •.,_=.~= .• __ ...= __ =_==F=o=r=m=l=6=0=0=-=2=o_=~A=p=r~il~=1..,.9:.~~5),...•'"']!,..-_=:,?_.,.·.-.=-_ 
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UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

Name (MFPJ

Twin Falls 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Overlay ·Reference 

Ste;~-8~3(A) Step 3 

Recommendation: L-8.3(A) Rationale: 

Determine the public land boundary The use of public land without proper 
wherever agricultural trespass is authorization is unauthorized and will 
present and determine the party that subject the person or persons occupy­
is u~ing the public land without ing or using the land to prosecution 
authority. Collect fair market value and liability for trespass. Settle­
for the past use of the land, and make ment of the trespass will return fair 
appropriate rehabilitation of the market rental to the public for the 
land. past use of the land. It would also 

allow perennial vegetation to be 
Sign the boundary of the public land re-established on the tract which 
to prevent future trespass. would protect watershed values and 

improve wildlife habitat. 

Support: Some settlements would also re­
establish small areas of vegetation 

Cadastral Survey that would be in grazing allotments, 
thus making more livestock forage 
available. 

Multiple Use Analysis 

A land use allocation is not needed for this recommendation as the current 
trespass regulations provide the authority and di re.ct ion for reso 1 vi ng tres­
pass. BLM Manual 9234 provides policy and procedures applicable to agricul­
tural trespass. Objectives are to facilitate achievement of Bureau missions 
and objectives identified in BLM manuals 1602 and 1603 and 43 CFR 1725. 

Each case has to be evaluated on its specific conditions to determine the best 
solutions and management of the lands after restitution has been made. 
Example are: cooperative farm agreements for wildlife, agricultural leases, 
rehabilitation, and disposal by public sale. 

As the trespass cases are examined and resolved, decisions will be needed 
concerning the future use of the land. Options available include: 

1. Cooperative wi 1 dl i fe farming agreements; 

2• Agricultural leases; 

3. Rehabilitation; 

to prevent future t

. -..-. 4. Public Sale. 1 

·Other options can be added to this list when they become apparent. 

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed 

(/lis/ructions on reverse) Form 1600-21 (April 1975) 
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UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

Name (MFPJ 

Twin Falls 
Activity 

Lands 
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 

RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-OECISION 

Overlay Reference 

Step 1 L~8. 3'. A tep 3 

Determine the boundary of each 
agricultural trespass, determine the 
party in violation, settle the 
damqges due the government based on 
fair market value. 

Terminate the unauthorized use by one 
of the following actions. 

1. 	Restore the la
for multiple r

nd to its prior state 
esource management. 

2. Enter into a cooperative wildlife 
farming agreement. Use the Sikes 

f
/ Act authority where applicable. 

(
I.

'-<.... 3. 	 Enter into an agricultural 1ease 
with multiple resource values 
identified and collect fair market 
value rental for the government. 

·,.,. 

4. 	Dispose of the farmed 1and to the 
private sector through public sale. 

Sites containing any of the following 
criteria will be retained in public 
ownership for multiple use resource 
management. 

·.. ,_... 

1. 	Restore the la
for multiple r

1. cultural or archeological 
2. natural hi story values 
3. 	threatened or endangered plant 

species 
4. 	threatened or endangered animal 

species and their habitats. 
5. critical 	wildlife habitat such as 

-; .. ··.·,. mule deer winter, sage grouse 
winter, pheasant winter, pheasant 
nesting, etc. 

. ·. .~ 6. located on a fioodplain 
.. 7. contains riparian habitat 

~·::~/···_·;· 
... " 

. :-;.~~:: ;.:~: :~-; _·._· 
Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed 

. -.,,.· ...-.. 

Rationale: 

All agricultural trespass sites will 
ultimately be discovered and 
identified. Each site will be 
evaluated to determine the existance 
or 	absence of the resource values 
stated in this decision. Sites 
containing identifed resource values 
will 	 be retained in public ownership 
for 	multiple use management. 

If a tract clearly and obviously does 
not contain any resource values other 
than intensive farming its should be 
offered for public sale. 

This criteria will be applied during 
the activity process to ensure that 
the benefits received or gained equal 
or exceed the benefits foregone. 

(Instructions on reverse) Form 1600-21 (April 1975) 
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r UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND :\IANAGE:\lENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN -STEP 1 
ACTIVITY OBJECTIVES 

Objective: M-1 

!

Name(:\IFP! 

. Twin Falls 
'Acti•;ity 

Minerals - Locatable 
Objective Number 

M-1 

Promote production of locatable minerals by encouraging exploration within 
the planning unit, particularly along the Snake River and in those areas 
near or adjacent to the Sawtooth National Forest. 

Rationale: 

The Mining and Minera
t is the "policy of t
oster and encourage 

ls folicy Act of 1970 (84 Stat. 1876) states that 
i he Federal Government in the national interest to 
f private enterprise in (1) the development of 
economically sound and stable domestic mining, minerals, metal and 
mineral reclamation industries, (2) the orderly and economic development 
of domestic mineral resources, (and) reserves, ... " 

Industry and government mineral authorities predict that requirements 
and demands for mineral commodities in the future will far exceed 
all of the minerals consumed by mankind to date. This will necessitate 
the continued exploration and development of much lower grade deposits 
as well as those deposits which lie at greater depths and have to 
date been inaccessible. 

The PAA indicates that the U. S. will have a moderate to major Reserve 
inadequacy to the year 2000 in 45% of the 99 nonfuel minerals listed 
with a vulnerability to foreign disruptions of 31% of these commodities. 

(Instructions on reuerse) FGrm 1600-20 Ape:::·~~;, 
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UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-OECISION 

Name(MFPJ 

Twin Falls 
Artivitv 
Minerals 

Overlay Reference 

~' 1 ( contst}p 3 

Multiple Use Recommendation (cont.): Reasons (cont.): 

Retain the classification and multi ­ These sites have resource values 
ple Use classification that segre­ that are subject to being destroyed 
gates the followintg sites from by normal mining activity under the 
appropriati
mining law

on under the general mining laws since they contain min­
s. eral values that are subject to 

appropriation. These resource 
Tl4S,Rl5E, 	 Sec.l7:Lots !• ~· 3 values are mostly natural hi story, 

El/2Wl/2, NW NW cultural, and general recreation 
Sa 1mo n Dam- , developments. If they are des­

(_ / 	
troyed or lost they are not replace­

Tl5S,Rl5E, 	 Sec.8:SW1/4SW1/4 able or repairable. 
El/2SI<il/4 Gray's Lancttng 
Sec. 19: NEl/~Norton B~~ 

Tl6S,Rl5E, Sec.2:SW1/4 Rabbit Spg. 
Sec.6:Lot 7, SE1/4SW1/4

China Creek-) _ ~f)f)J'-_~-
~---- ~~~'--~~-

Tl0S,R18E, Sec.ll:Lots~,u:B] ~JZ~ 
-NW~pnngtown_:) ~ - qq2.

1

Tl1S,R20E, 	 Sec.4:Lot ~-~~-1-~~hJ~i_) cy01't,
Sec • 6 : Lot L u~town____) 

Support Needs: 	 Alternatives Considered: 
·.· .. : 

Minerals 1. Reject M-1-1. 
To coordinate with miners and the . ' ·~ . 
affected activities in order to 

mitigate permanent damage to the 

resources and ensure rehabilitation. 


Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed 

(/nstmclions on reuerse) 	 Form lfi00-21 (Aprrl 197:;·, 

appropriati
mining law



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

Name (.\IFPJ 

Twin Falls 
Ar.tivitv 
Minerals 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-OECISION 

Overlay Reference 

Stepf'!1-l.l Step 3 

Decision: 

Modify the multiple use recommendation 
as follows: 

--z 
a) 	Revoke the ·c&MU classifications on 

the ~m-. Grays Landing, 
Norton Bay and China Creek Sites. 

b) 	 Maintain 
 Rabbi
ldron 

the C&MU classifications 
for t Spring, Springtown, 
Cau Linn and Drytown. 

c) 	Retain the C&MU classification that 
segregates a portion of Dry 
Cataracts from appropriation under 
the general mining laws. Those 
lands to be included are: 

T.9 S., R.18 E., Sec. 32: Lots 7, 8 
Sec. 33: Lot 2 


T.lO S., R.18 E.,Sec. 4: Lot 4 


Rationale: 

The Salmon Dam, Grays Landing, Norton 
Bay and China Creek sites have only 
nominal mineral values. There is lit ­
tle likelihood of significant mining 
activity in these areas. Should mining 
occur management of this activity 
through 43 CFR 3809 provides adequate 
procedures to prevent unnecessary and 
undue degradation of non-minerai 
values on the public lands and 
provides for reclamation of disturbed 
areas. Cancellation of these 
segregations is consistenet with the 
cancellation criteria outlined in 
Organic Act Directive 81-112, 2.d. 

Retention of the C&MU classification 
for Rabbit Springs, Springtown, 
Cauldron Linn and Drytown is necessary 
to protect the significant recreation, 
cultural and historical values 
associated with these areas. There 
are strong indications that removal of 
the segregative effect could cause 
significant management problems. 

Dry Cataracts has been deemed to be of 
national 
area was 

geological significance. 
officially proposed as a 

The 

National Natural Landmark in the 
Federal Register on December 18, 1979. 
Mi'neral development would impact the 
areas geologic character. CK1ce 
destroyed the area's value and 
national significance is 1ost forever. 
The Classification and Multiple Use 
Act segregated portions of the area 
from appropriation under the general 

intain 
 Rabbi
ldron 

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed 

ll11s/mctions on reverse) 

mining laws. This segregation 
protects the character and potential 
of Dry Cataractrs till it receives 
final designation as a National 
Landmark. 

Form 1600-21 :Apr:! 197 



l. Springtown- Histor

T. 	 10 S., R. 18 E., 

The Rabbit Springs site is a well known rockhounding area. Unrestricted 
mining could conflict with this use. Half the site is partially pro­
tected from mining through PWR I-15379. The PWR status does not provide 
as complete protection as the C&MU classification since it only limits 
location of non-metalliferous metals. In addition to limiting mining, 
however, the PWR status also protects the federal water right to the 
springs on this site. Since BLM plans call for future development of the 
site as a recreation area, continued protection of the water right is 
necessary until development allows filing for a State water right. 

The Springtown site is actually located only in Lots 7 and 8 of Sec. 11. 
There are no known cultural values in Lots 3, 4 or NW~SW~ of Sec. 11 
which require continued protection from mining. 

B. Recommendation: Modify Alternative C. 

I recommend that the Twin Falls C&MU classification be terminated on 
230,745.26 acres. These lands should be reopened to appropriation, -sale 
and mineral location in order to allow development of all resources 
under multiple-use management. 

The C&MU classification should be continued on the following lands: 

l. Springtown- Histor

T. 	 10 S., R. 18 E., 

ical Site 

B.M. 
Sec. 11 : Lots 7, 8 23.90 acres 

2. Dry Town - Historical Site 

T. 	 11 S. , R. 20 E. , B. M. 
Sec. 6: Lot 1 42.74 acres 

3. Cauldron Linn- Historical and Geologic Site 

T. 	 11 S., R. 20 E., B.M. 
Sec. 4: Lot 3 39.80 acres 

4. Rabbit Springs - Geologic Site 

T. 	 16 S., R. 15 E., B.M. 
Sec. 2: SW~ 160.00 acres 

5. Dr~ Cataracts - Geologic Site; Proposed Natura 1 Landmark 

T. 	 9 S., R. 18 E., B.M. 
Sec. 32: Lots 7, 8 52.60 acres 
Sec. 33: Lot 2 2.00 acres 

T. 	 10 s.' R. 18 E., B.M. 
Sec. 4: Lot 4 33.70 acres 

Total: 354.74 acres 

5 
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UNITED STATES 
DEPART:\lENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUI~EAu OF LAND :VlANAGBIENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN -STEP 1 
ACTIVITY OBJECTIVES 

Objective: M-2 

I 
Name !.IIFPJ 

. Twin Falls 
Activity 

Minerals - Oil & Gas 
Objective Number 

M-2 

Promote the production of oil and gas by allowing continued leasing and 
exploration activities within the planning unit. 

Rationale: 

Demand for crude oil is expected to rise at an annual rate of 4.5% through 
the 1980's, while domestic production is expected to continue to decline 
unless exploration for new reserves is highly encouraged. Tt<e current 
policy of the United States is to decrease its dependency on foreign oil 
by promoting domestic production. 

Rock units underlying the planning unit may provide favorable environments 
for the accumulation of hydrocarbons. The U. S. Geological Survey has 
classified the entire planning unit as prospectively valuable for oil 
and gas. 

Oil and gas leasing and exploration activities are governed by the 
regulations published in 43 CFR 3045 and 3-100 and 30 CFR 221. These 
regulations also provide a mechanism for the protection of the environment 
and other surface resource values. 

(Instructions on reverse) 
; ~-_;-;;;:.,.-,~1"7'"......,....,.,..,..,..,..._ . ....,..~.~·."""'":· , ...... ""'./:-~...,.yoo.,.,_,...._.....,...,..,..,_..,,..,. __ __,_.,..,.,.-__ _ ·-·--~~-~-----...... ---~ ......... ~ .. "''"~--. 
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---

UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

Name (:\fFPJ 
Twin Falls 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

o:e~lar ~eference 
~ep t '' Step 3 

Multiple Use Recommendation: 

Accept t~-2 .1 
All public lands are open for oil 
and gas exploration and development, 
subject to the surface protection 
requirements shown in the multiple 
use analysis. 

Support Needs: 

Geoloqist and R. A. Staff 
Issue stipulations on surface 
disturbing operations. 

W L -1. 2 , WL- 2. 12 

Decision: 

Accept the multiple use 
recommendation. 

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed 

Unstruc:tions on reverse) 

Reasons: 

Oil and gas exploration can and should 
be allmved in a way that does not dam­
aqe other resource values. Seasonal 
closures will take care of all the 
wildlife conflict. 

Alternatives Considered: 

1. Allow oil and qas exploration and 
development without stipulations 
without reqard for other resource 
values. 

2. Oo not allow oil and qas explora­
tion and development. 

Rationale: 

With appropriate surface protection 
measures the oi 1 and gas resource can 
be developed while other resource 
values are protected. The following 
surface protection requirements have 
been drawn from non-minerals portions 
of the MFP. These protective measures 
should become standard surface 
protection stipulations: 

RM-2.1 
RM- 2. 2 
RM-2.5 
WS-2.1 
WS-3.1 

Require reclamation of 
disturded sites to minimize 
soi 1 1 os s. 

Form 1600-21 (Ap::~ ; .. ,, · 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Name (MFPJ
Twin Falls 
A~t ;,.;,,.

M1 neral s - Oil & Gas 
Overlay Reference 

~re?,4.1 Step 3 

Recommendation: M-2.1 

Continue to keep all public lands as 
open for oil and gas exploration and 
deve1opment. 

Rationale: 

The conflicts with other resource 
values within the planning unit have 
been analyzed. There are no reasons 
not to make recommendations within a 
reasonable period of time. This is 
beneficial to the companies so they 
can begin planning exploration, to the 
government in that revenues are ob­
tained sooner, and to the economy as a 
whole by promoting reduction in 
foreign oil dependence. 

Make recommendations on Oil and Gas 
lease offers within 20 days of receipt 
of request, based on the ccmbined 
Idhao Falls - Burley District EA and 
supplements. Review EA periodically 
for necessary updates and changes. 

Multiple Use Analysis 

All lands should be open for oil and gas exploration, but all activity is ,, 
subject to 
Burley Dist

surface protection stipulations developed cooperatively by the 
rict BLM, the United State's Geological Survey (USGS) and--Mt-A.acals 

~emetn Service (MM5-7. All operations that disturb the surface or affect 
the environment, "surface disturbing operation," shall be subject to prior 
approval by the Oil and Gas Supervisor in consultation with the appropriate 
surface management agency and to such reasonable conditions, not inconsistent 
with the purposes for which the lease is issued, as the Supervisor may require 
to protect the surface of the 1eased 1ands· and the environment. The Burley 
District stipulations are specific for existing situations to protect the 
resource values. The values include cultural and paleontological or 
antiquities, critical upland game habitat, critical deer winter range, 

subject to 
Burley Dist

historic trails, timber areas, raptor nesting sites, archaeological sites, 
wilderness protection, and stipulations required by Idaho National Guard. 
This current land use plan will add stipulations for critical erosion­
susceptible soil, critical deer fawning range, wetland/riparian areas, and 
water courses..,···.·.,;-.·. 

C.._· 

:". 

Form lri00-21 (Aprll J 9~' 

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed 
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UNITED STATES Name f.\1 F P). 


DEPART:\lENT OF THE INTERIOR . Twl.n Falls
I 
BUREAU OF LAND :YIANAGE:IIENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN -STEP 1 
ACTIVITY OBJECTIVES 

Actlvity 

Minerals - Geothermal 
Objective Number 

M-3 

Objective: M-3 

Allow and encourage the exploration for and development of geothermal 
resources within the planning unit. 

Rationale: 

Considerable exploration and development work is required to adequately 
establish the commercial potential of the planning unit's geothermal 
resources. 
resources wi

Demands for utilization of warm and hot water geothermal 
ll markedly increase as the traditional sources of energy and 

fuels become more costly. 

Geothermal leasing and exploration activities are governed by the regulations 
published in 43 CFR 3000 and 3200, 30 CFR 270, and the Geothermal Resources 
Operational Orders of the USGS. These regulations and orders provide for 
the protection of the environment and other surface resource values. 

,,· .. 

· ...'·. 

.· . ...: ·. 

resources. 
resources wi

F crr.c i bOO-_ 
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UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

Name (A!FP! 

Twin Falls 
Act i'·ity

Minerals - Geothennal 
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 

RECOMMENDATION-ANAL YSIS-OECISION 

Overlay Reference 

Step 1 M-3.1 Step 3 

Recommendation: M-3.1 

Allow geothennal exploration, leasing, 
and development on those lands 
identified on the MFP Step 1 Overlay 
as being prospectively valuable for 
geothennal resources for exploration, 
leasing, and development. Those areas 
labeled M-3.la have the highest 
potential for development. 

Support Needs: 

Archaeological 
be disturbed. 
Specialist to 
checks. 

\. 
·,_ 

clearance for areas to 
Surface Protection 

provide compliance 

Multiple Use 

Rationale: 

Alternate energy sources are becoming 
more economically attractive. In 
order to carry out U. S. policy to 
develop these resoruces, public lands 
must be left open to leasing, explora­
tion and development. 

All geothermal leasing and exploration 
activities are governed by regulations 
in ~3 CFR and 30 CFR and the standing 
G. R. 0. Orders. These rules state the 
operational standards, procedures, and 
environmental protection req ui ranents 
that are required on all geothermal 
operations. 

Analysis 

This recommen
rearing areas, 

dation conflicts with identified sage grouse nesting-brood 
pheasant habitat areas and deer winter range. The Watershed 

Recommendation for protection of high erosion susceptible soils conflicts with 
this recommendation. Range conflicts all relate to disturbance of vegetation 
and improvements. 

(J};v:·MkJ.~) 
Multiple Use Recommendation: 

(· 

This recommen
rearing areas, 

t 
---~ 

M-3.1 __:::../ 
:-hermal--leasing and exploration 

activities are regulated by 43 CFR 
3000 and 3200, 30 CFR 270 and 
Geothermal Resources Operational 
Orders of the USGS stating opera­
tional standards, procedures, and 
evi ronmental protection require­
ments. An environmental assessme;Jt 
will be needed for Geothennal 
Leasing in the Twin Falls Planning 
Unit. 

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed 

Reasons: 

Geothermal resources should be de­
veloped if possible. The country is 
definitely in an energy shortage 
situation and all sources are going to 
need to be utilized when they are 
economically and physically feasible. 

1
rJ~+c~o"'e 
.- ~- {­
~ ~-
~~~ 
~~y tl,.l 
~r q-r1-r 

(Instructions on reverse) Form 1600-21 (Apr!l 197~ 



UNITED STATES 
DEPART:\IENT OF THE INTERIOR 

Name (,\lFPJ 

Twin Falls 
BUREAU OF LAND IYIANAGE:\IENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN- STEP 1 
ACTIVITY OBJECTIVES 

' 

Activit~· 

Minerals - Saleable 

Objective Number 

M:-4 

Objective: M-4 

Provide for local needs of sand and gravel, borrow, and other varieties of 
saleable mineral materials to meet the requirements of the building 
construction industry, for road construction and maintenance, and for 
other private non-commercial use. 

Rationale: 

The population of the planning unit is expected to increase by at least 
SO% over the next two decades. Demands for sand and gravel and other 
construction materials will deplete the currently producing deposits. 
This will nece
sources of mat

ssitate the development of new deposits and alternate 
erial. The expanding population, a potential influx of 

industrial development, and continued construction and maintenance of 
( county and state roads will require a constant supply of sand and gravel, 
\ crushed stone, and other construction materials to meet these needs. 

( 

This will nece
sources of mat

(lnsJrucJions on reverse) 
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UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Name OIFPJ 

Twin Falls 
Activitv 

Minerals - Saleable 
Overlay Reference 

Step 1 ·M-4. 1 Step 3 

Recommendation: M-4.1 

Establish 20 to 30 acres along 
Desert Creek near Hollister as 
a community pit for sand and 
gravel. Location is T.l2S., 
R.l6E., B.M. Section 1: SW~SE~. 

Establish 
Road as a 
and gravel

80 acres along Foothills 
community pit for sand 
. Location is T.llS., 

R.l8E., B.M. Section 32: E~SE~. 

Establish 40 to 80 acres west of Buhl 
near Salmon Falls Canyon as a 
community pit for sand and 
gravel. Location is in T.9S., 
R.l3E., B.M. Section 25. 

I Suoport Needs:\ 

The last site is within a temporary 
withdrawal to the Idaho National 
Guard and a Withdrawal Revocation 
will need to be initiated prior 
to establishment of the pit. 

Rationale: 

No community pits within the Twin 
Falls Planning Unite Sand and 
gravel have been taken without 
authorization from federal lands. 
Establishing a controlled area 
for the removal of sand and 
gravel for construction and 
maintenance purposes will provide 
an acceptable and convenient method 
of selling material and producing 
income from a location that is 
environmentally acceptable. 

Multiple Use Analysis 

Sand and gravel are in short supply in Twin Falls Planning Unit. Sources are 
available for development but have not been established in useable pits. The 
establishment of the community pits could neutralize two problems of today. 
First, it would provide three locations in the county where the public could 
acquire sand and gravel for a minimial charge. Second, ready access to 
inexpensive sources of material should reduce the occurrence of unauthorized 
removal of material from public land. There are no substantial conflicts wit~ 
other acitivities, as long as the excavated areas are rehabilitated after use . ...---/ 

Establish 
Road as a 
and gravel

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed 

Unstructions on reverse) Form 1600-21 (Apnl 19'7' 
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UNITED STATES

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN

RECOMMENDATIDNANALYSI5DECISION

Accept M-4.1

Establish community sand and qravel

pits at the areas listed in the

recommendation

Suoport Needs

Sand and qravel is needed by the

public at increasina rates We qet

frequent requests for the materials

The materials are avail able so they

should he made accessible

Alternatives Considered

Lands

Initiate withdrawal revocation of

the withdrawn 160 acres in

13 Sec 75

Reject M_d.1

Establish only one or two the

pits

Decision Rationale

Allocation of the recommended lands

near Hollister and Buhl for

community sand and gravel source will

reduce the occurence of unauthorized

____ removal of these materials fran

public lands In addition this

allocation would satisfy an expressed

public demand for the need of sand and

gravel in these local areas

The Foothills road site is unsuitable

for consideration as community pit
Gravel size material is overlain by up

to two feet of overburden and four

feet of cobble which requires

crushing prior to its use as gravel
The gravel source itself is unclean

containing high percentage of clay

fines rendering it unsuitable for

community use Specifics about this

are contained in Mineral Report P-33

dated August 14 1981

Minerals

Technical exams and environmental

assessments

Note Attach additional sheets if needed

Instructions on reverse
orr fCjfl 21 ru

-- -.

Name 111-C

Twin Falls

Arti vu

Mineral

Multiple Use Recommendation Reasons

Overlay Reference

Step M4 Step

_ºccap.t those portions

use recommendation

of the multiple

calling for

establishment of community sand and

gravel pits near Holltstenaong
Desert Creek and west of Buhl_near

ThThls nyon

R.ject_that portion of the multiple

use recommendation calling for

community sand and gravel pit alon
Foothills Road locaton R.11 R.18

E.B.M._Section

_ºccap.t those portions

use recommendation

32 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

Name (.\IFPJ 

Twin Fa 11 s 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Activitv 

inerals - Saleable 
Overlay Reference 

Step 1 M-4. 2 Step 3 

Recommendation: M-4.2 

Designate those areas indicated 
as having potential for building 
stone as building stone extraction 
areas. 

Ratio na 1e: 

With continued growth in the planning 
unit, demand for building stone should 
increase also. Having areas from 
which stone may be removed may help 
abate trespass and will provide an 
acceptable and convenient method of 
selling material. 

t~ultinle !Jse Analysis 

This recommendation conflicts with Recreation 1.2, Visual Resources 1.2 and 
Watershed 6. 3. 

Recreation 1.2 recommends providinq camping facilities at Greys Landing and 
Norton Bay. The con
community pits cause 
are often incorporate

flict arises if extraction efforts from the existing 
damage to campinq facilities. Stone gatherinq activities, 
d with family outings to the Salmon Falls Reservoir. 

Visual Resources recommends a Class II visual area for a portion of the areas. ~ 

The major conflict centers around disturbances visible from the reservoir by -­
boaters. The existing stone extraction areas provide the most potential for ~ 
impacting the view from the reservoir. No impacts from the existing use have 
been identified. 

Watershed Recommendation 6.3 calls for protection of habitat of Allium anceps. 
This plant is included on the Idaho sensitive species list. The area included 
in the south 1/2 of section 8, T. 15 S., R. 15 E. for stone extraction is 
included in the Allium anceps habitat areq. 

(JJ~)
Multiple Use Recommendation: 

:,.· Modify 4.2 as follows 
Exclude the SE 1/4 section 8, T. 15 
S., R. 15 E. from the recommenda­
tion. Designate the remaining areas 
as future building stone extraction 
areas. 

Norton Bay. The con
community pits cause 
are often incorporate

/ ~~ 

~~· 
?4 rt-~_(l 

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed ~,1 

Reasons: 

The habitat for Allium anceps should 
be protected from undue disturbance. 
Proper coordination with the recrea­
tion specialist to find a different 
location for the recreation facility 
will alleviate conflicts between 
campgrounds and visual intrusions. 

Unstructions on reverse) Form lti00--21 iApc:l J07" 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

Name 1.11/-"PJ
Twin Falls 

AuM'fAerals -Saleable 
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 

RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Overlay Reference 

Step 1 M:-:4 •3Step 3 

Recommendation: M-4.3 

Establish a rockhoundinq area at 
Rabbit Springs for collecting of 
geodes. Location is T.16 S. ,R.15 E., 
B.M., Section 2: SW 1/4 

Support: 

Durinq withdrawal review, retain the 
existing Public Water Reserves and 
C &MU Classification. 

Rationale: 

Collect on of geodes and genera1 rock­
hounding have been occurring on this 
site for many years. Establishment of 
an official site will help eliminate 
abuses by commercial rock collectors 
ann sellers in takinq large amounts of 
these minerals. In addition, the 
formal recognition of this site will 
basically be qood public relations for 
the. BU·1. 

Multiple Use Analysis 

The Rabbit Sp
significant a
ground has bee

rings area is the only identified site in the Planning Unit where 
mounts of rockhounding occur. Upgrading the Rabbit Springs camp­
n recommended under Recreation R-1.2. Recreation recommendation 

R-1.7 supports an official rockhounding area. The Rabbit Sprigns area also 
includes a cultural resources site. 

(A~
Multiple'Use Recommendation: Reasons: 

Retain the existing water reserves and The Rabbit Springs area is the only 
C &MU Classification. Designate the known location where specific provi­
area as a rockhounding area. Take the sion for the rockhounding activity can 
necessary management actions to insure be made. This rockhoundi ng use wi 11 
the integrity of the cultural resoures be coordinated with proposed camping, 
sit e. picnicing and RV facilities. All 

these uses will be coordinated to 

The Rabbit Sp
significant a
ground has bee

avoid adverse impacts to the known 
cultural sites • 

.··.·.... 

·~ : .: '.. :. 

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed 

Unstructions on reverse) Form 1600-21 (Aprll 197' 
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UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

Name (IIFI'J 

Twin Falls 
Activitv 

Minerals - Saleable 
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 

RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Overlay Reference 

Step 1 M-4. 4 Step 3 

/
\ 
( 
\t-_ 

· ..· 
'.. -~ :. 

. ;i 

I'; 

t": Note: 

Recommendation: M-4.4 Rationale: 

Reserve material source areas Providing adequate supplies of 
identified on the overlay for mineral materials from designated 
anticipated future needs in sites will reduce mineral trespass, 
the Planning Unit. save time and minimize the adverse 

impacts of mineral development, 
and ease the continuing pressure 
for mineral develop~ent on public 
lands. 

Multiole Use Analysis 

t~any of tf-]e identified materal source areas are imoortant areas for other uses 
also. Six sites are alonq hiqhways that have recor1mended visual corridors 
that preclude qravel pits. Four source areas are in locations that are 
recommended for campsite development. The material site immediately north of 
Salmon Falls Dam could imoact the proposed natural area. Seven sites are in 
areas proposed for VRM Class II designation. Two material sites are currently 
beinq used as dump sites. Two sites occur within the recommended oil and qas 
corridor. Four locations have been recommended for disposal for agricultural 
or exchange purposes. A number of sites occur on isolated tracts that provide 
important h
been r~comme

abitat for wildlife. Many source locations are in areas that have 
nded for rangeland treatments to improve qrazinq. Many cultural 

resource sites coincide with the proposed material source locations. Extrac­
tion of material would seriously damage these cultural sites. Development of 
sites along the Snake River could impact the Oreqon Trail, Cauldron Linn, Dry 
Town and a portion of the Porpose Dry Cataract National Natural Landmark. 

(cO_U~) 
Multiple Use Recommendation: Reasons: 

Utilize existing material sites. Material sources are 1 imited in Twin 
Maintain the other identified loca­ Falls County. The development of 
tions in their current condition until gravel pits and other material sites 
demand warrants their development. is important for road maintenance and 
Development of each new site will re­ other local needs. Material extrac­
quire an environmental assessment and tion has the potential of seriously 
technical examination. The relative impacting many other resources. In 
values of a material pit and other order to mitigate these potential 
alternative uses can be better evalu­ problems, adequate stipulations will 
ated at that time. be needed for each development. 

Attach additional sheets, if needed 

important h
been r~comme

·•.·· .. ll>!S/ructions on reverse) Form 1600-21 (Apnl 107:' ··... 
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( 
UNITED STATES 


DEPART:\!ENT OF THE INTERIOR 

BURE:\U OF LAND MANAGDIENT 
 j ..~.~'t n·p ·~· 

!Cultural Resources 
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN -STEP 1 

ACTIVITY OBJECTIVES 
Objective Number 

CRM-1 

Objective: 

Maintain and enhance cultural resource values associated with socio-cultural, 
current scientific, management, conservation, potential scientific, and pro­
tection uses. 

Rationale: 

Bureau policy states that the Bureau "... protects and manages the cultural 
resources under its jurisdiction or control, and avoids inadvertent loss 
or destruction of cultural resources" (BLM Manual 8100.06A). It is Bureau 
policy to develop and maintain the capability needed to manage cultural re­
sources located on Bureau lands (BLM Manual 8100.06B). 

Bureau responsibilities involve cultural resources located on both Bureau 
administered land and cultural resources located on non-Federal land when­
ever a Bureau action may involve or impact a cultural resource located on 
non-Federal land. This responsibility is dictated by Federal law and Bureau 
policy summarized in the following paragraphs. 

Antiquities Act of 1906 (P.L. 59-209; 34 Stat. 225; 16 U.S.C. 432, 433) is 
the basic legislation for the preservation and protection of antiquities on 
all Federal land. It provides penalties for those who excavate or appro­
priate the values without Secretarial permits; provides for the establish­
ment by Presidential proclamation of national monuments from the public lands; 
and provides for permits for investigation of cultural and scientific resources 
to be issued to public, scientific, and educational institutions. 

Uniform Rules and Regulations (43 CFR Part 3 and OM Part 310.7.6) have been 
issued by the Secretaries of the Interior, Agriculture, and War (now Defense) 
to c_arry out the provisions of the Antiquities Act. 

: ...·. 

Recreation and Public Pur oses Act of June 14, 1926 (P.L. 69-386; 44 Stat. 
741; 43 U.S.C. 869 , as amended, authorizes the lease or sale of lands for re­
creational and public purposes, including historic sites under certain condi­
tions. (See 43 CFR 2740). 

(­

Historic Sites Act of 1935 (.P.L. 94-292; 49 Stat. 666; 16 U.S.C. 461 et seq) 
declares it a national policy to identify and preserve for public use historic 
sites, buildings, objects, and antiquities of national significance for the 
inspiration and benefit of the people. 

' 

(lnstructiotJS on reuerse) Form lb00-20 (Apnl 1<'1~' 
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UNITED STATES

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

Name MFP
Twin Falls

Activity

Cul ttir1 Pcniirrne
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN

RECOMMENDATIONANALYSISDECISION
Overlay Reference

Stepi A.4 Step3

Recommendation

CRM-1. Protect the historic structures
at Dry Town Spring Town 1D2 TF

Salmon Dam Kilns 1D2 TF 89 Ellis Ex
change House 1D2 TF 82 and Mr Jeffs
House 1D2 TF 80 by cleaning and stabi
lizing to prevent further deterioration

Support Needs

Inc nicUon Ofl re terse

Rationale

The sites have general heritage values
associated with early developments in

mining irrigation and homesteading
Dry Town Spring Town and the Salmon

Dam Area are specifically mentioned in

the Twin Falls County Comprehensive
Plan
Can von
____ mentioned in the

Use Study Plan
They are vulnerable to adverse impacts
frQm weathering and vandalism Socio
cultural values associated with them

could best be developed through recon
struction and interpretation However
these are functions of the Recreation

Program See Recreation recommendation

R-2.2

Spring Town is

Rim Area Land

State Office State Archaeologist to

provide physical protection expertise
Other Local historical societies to

provide photographs and other forms of

documentation pertaining to structural

details

YACC and YCC Crews To assist with

the labor.
Note ttacti additional sheets if needed

Form bOO 21



UNITED STATES 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 


MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Name 1.\IPPJ 

Twin Falls 
Activity

Cultural Resource Mqmt. 
Overlay Reference 


Step {:RM-1. 1 Step 3 


Multiple Use Analysis 

The identified sites contain structures that have been subject to deteriora­
tion from various causes. The reco~mended protection does not conflict with 
other resource activities except minerals development. Mininq of locatable 
minerals in the Snake River Canvon could affect Sprinq Town and nry Tovm. 
Extraction of salable materials could impact nry Town and the Salmon Dam 
Kilns. 

/~1'-,6) 
Multiple Use Recommeridation: 

Accent CRt~-1.1 
Provide protection for the identi ­
fied sites. Stabiliz
tures to prevent furt
tion. Initiate resto
terpretation of Sprin

e the struc­
her deteriora­
ration and in­
a Town and Dry 

Town so that these sites can he 
included in a heritaqe system with 
Cauldron Linn and the Milner 
Bicentennial Site. Work with miners 
to provide for cultural resource 
protection in mininq plans. Provide 
intense monitorinq of any salable 
or locatable mineral operations near 
Spring Town ancl Dry Town to insure 
protection of these sites. 

Support Needs: 

District Archaeologist 

fied sites. Stabiliz
tures to prevent furt
tion. Initiate resto
terpretation of Sprin

Direct protection and monitoring 
activities. 

District Geologist 
Help incorporate site protection 

into mining plans. 

Reasons: 

Historic structures are a nonrenewable 
resource. To obtain the benefits that 
these sites can provide, the sites 
require protection and interpretation. 

Alternatives Considered: 

1. 	 Reject CRM-1.1. 
2. 	 Reject R-2.2. 
3. 	 Accept M-1.1, 4.4 without limita­

tions. 
4. 	 Disreqard L-7.1. 
5. 	 Disregard WL-2.1. 

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed 

((nslruclions on reuerse) 
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( UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMEt;T FRA!.\EWORK ?LAN 
REC:OMMENDATION-ANAL YSIS-OECISION 

Recommendation: ( ~.) 

CRM-1.2 Establish trend study plots at 
sites ID2 TF 92 and 93, and adjacent 
areas of the Basin Well Fire Rehab seed­
ing jn order to determine the· rel~tive 
effects of drill and broadcast seeding. 

Support Needs: 

Distirct Resources Staff: Range Conser­
vationist to do the trend readings. 

Name (MFPi 

Activity 

Step Step 3 

Rationale: 

Objective data on which to base decisic 
concerning conflicts between fire 
rehabilitation projects and cultural 
resources is currently·lacking. The 
trend studies will help to determine if 
the surface stability provided for 
a cultural resource site by broadcast 
seeding is sufficient to eliminate 
drill seeding of sites in the future. 

Multiple Use Analysis 

The recommended study plots would not conflict with a~y other resource 
activity. Data obtained from these plots would help determine appropriate 
seedinq methods to be used in future ranqe, wildlife and fire rehabilitation 
plantinqs. 

This recommendation does not require a land use allocation decision so no 
Multiple Use Recommendation will be made. 

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed 

(/ll.•·:lrurlion.'• on reperse) Form 1600-21 (AprlJ !Y7~ 



UNITED STATES Name I.'.JFP) 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Twin Falls 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activlty 

MANAGEM;;NT FRA;-.IEWO~K :'LAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYS!S-DECIS!ON Step 1 Step 3 
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Recommendation: 

-CRM-1.3 Install unobtrusive signs at 
Boggs• 
site (!0

Hole (ID2 TF23) and the Hendrix 
2 TF83) warning of the penalties 

for unauthorized excavation. 

Support Needs: 

None. 

Rationale: 

These sites are being vandalized by po1 
hunters. They are located in areas 
such that signs can be installed with­
out attracting much attention from the 
general public. It is felt that the 
majority of sign observers will be van­
dals, and that the signs will not di­
rectly lead to additional pothunting. 
It is assumed that the signs will dis­
courage further vandalism. This as­
sumption will have to be validated 
through periodic monitoring. 

Multiole Use Analysis 

The installation of signs would not impact any other resource or resource 
activity. 

Boggs• 
site (!0

·: 
· Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed 

. _--._:·:__ . 
··.··:· U11slructions 011 reuerseJ Form 1600-:21 (April \CJ~ 
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UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

Name (.\IF!') 

win Falls 
Activity 

ultural Resource M mt. 
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 

RECOMMENDATION-ANAL YSIS-OECISION 

Overlay Reference 

Ste£RM -1. 3 Step 3 

Multiple Use Analysis 

The installation of signs would not impact any other resource or resource 
activity. 

(~) 
Multiple Use Recommendation: 

Modify CRM-1. 3 
Protect the sites by eliminating 
unauthorized excavation of pot 
hunting and genera 1 · vanda 1 ism at the 
two sites known as Boqgs Hole (ID2 
TF23) and Hendrix (ID2 TF83). 

Support Needs: 

0 i strict Arch a eo 1 ogi st 
Monitor sites to determine if more 
protective measures are needed. 

Admi ni st rat ion 
Acquire signs. 

Operations 
Install signs. 

Decision: 

Accept multiple-use recommendation. 

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed 

!Instructions on reverse) 

Reasons: 

The sites are deteriorating due to 
illegal vandalism and pot hunting. 
Protection is warranted. 

Alternatives Considered: 

l. Reject CRM-1. 3. 

Rationale: 

Unauthorized excavation of 
archaeological sites and vandalism 
from the public can be reduced through 
protection measures such as sign 
installation. 

Form 1600-21 (Apnl 1 ''~' 
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( IUNITED STATES Name (:IfF P .1 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Twin Falls 
BCREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT !Activ1ty 

Resourr
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlav Reference 

RECOMMENDATICN-ANALYSIS-OEC!SION Step 1 A 4 Step 3 

___ .:::. -- --·---. ---- .. - ----~---~-------~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~-~--~-~~=-~-~--~-~-~--:=-~----~-~--~--~--~-~..=-~---~-~--~--~--:·~--~-=--~-~-·~-~-=.~--~.-~:_=-~--

Recommendation: :~) Rationale: 

CRM-1.4 Designate the following pre­ Information contained in these sites wou 
sumably deep and/or stratified sites add considerably to the achievement of tr 
as test excavation sites in nrder to general research goals mentioned in URA' 
determine the nature of their cultural The information would also encourage the 
remains: preparation of adequate evaluations, whi( 

would, in turn, encourage the more effec­
10 TF 154 ID2 TF 19 ID2 TF 28 tive management of cultural resources. 
10 TF 253 ID2 TF 23 ID2 TF 29 
ID2 TF 1 ID2 TF 24 ID2 TF 78 
102 IF 5 ID2 TF 25 ID2 TF 79 
I02 TF 9 

sumably deep a

Support Needs: 

State Office: State Archaeologist to /"'" 

assist with excavations. 

Other: YACC and other district 

archaeologists to 
cavations. 

assist with ex­

Excavation and 

Mult

utilization of the 

iple Use Analysis 

recommended sites would prevent damaqe to 
the resource from other activities. Collection of the info~mation contained 

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed 

(fllslruction.\ on refleTSC'J Form 1600 21 (Aprll 1'· 
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UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEl\!ENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMEND AT ION- ANALYSIS-DEC lSI ON 

Recommendation: 

CRM-1.5 Restrict ORV use in Salmon Falls 
Creek and Snake River canyons, their ad­
jacent rims, and Shoshone Basin. 

Support Needs: 

District Resources and Area Staffs -
Outdoor Recreation Planner and ORV 
Specialist to coordinate cultural 
resource input for designation plan. 

Name {.~fFP! 

Twin Falls 
Activity 

Cultural Resource: 
Overlay Reference 

Step 1 A. 4 Step 3 

Rationale: 

Uncontrolled and unrestricted use of OR' 
is detrimental to the protection and pr( 
servation of cultural resources. Numer 
ous sites have already been irreparably 
damaged by them. The recommended rest­
rictions apply to areas of high site 
density. 

Multiple Use Analysis 

Off-road vehicle (ORV) use is an important concern of many resources. Wild­
life and Watershed recommendations support ORV restrictio~s. Range, Minerals, 
and Recreation activities require the allowance of ORV use. Impacts can occur 

Note: Attach additional ''heets, if needed 

(fll.o..·Jructions on revers(?/ Forrr. lG00-21 (ApT!! 



( UNITED STATES 
I 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANAL YSIS-OECISION 

Name (MF P) 

Twin Falls 
Activity 

ultural Resource Mgmt. 
Overlay Reference 

Step lCRM-1. 5,Step 3 

Twi
Multiple Use Analysis (cont.) 

to cultural resource sites from the responsible use of ORVs. Without knowing 
how to identify sites or knowing site locations, ORV users can damage sites 
and not realize any problem has occurred. Most vehicle use, however, occurs 
on ·existinq roads and trails due to terrain. Use of areas that have not 
already been impacted appears to be minimal. 

{~) 
Multiple Use Recommendation: 

Reject CRM-1. 5 
ORV restrictions
mented at this ti
resources protec

 will not be imple­
me for cultural 
tion. When monitor­

ing shows that sites are being 
seriously threatened or damaged, 
restrictions or closures will be 
implemented. 

Support Needs: 

Area Recreation Planner 
Develop designation plan for ORVs 
and write environmental assessment 
on plan. 

Di strict Arch a eo 1ogi st 
Provide input for environmental 
assessment and provide monitoring of 
sites to determine ORV impacts. 

Reasons: 

The benefits of implementing ORV 
designations for cultural resource 
protection do not exceed the cost of 
such regulations at this time. Cost, 
in this context, is defined to be the 
loss of freedom to the public land 
users and the burden of additional 
regulation on these users. When 
anticipated cultural resource damage 
approaches this cost, ORV designations 
will need to be planned and 
imp l erne nt ed. 

Alternatives Considered: 

1. Accept CRM-1.5. 

eject CRM-1. 5 
ORV restrictions
mented at this ti
resources protec

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed 
'-: -:--. 

(/nstmctions on reverse) Form 161)0-li iApnl Jq7" 
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UNITED STATES 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 


MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Name d!FPJ 

Twin Falls 

ultural Resource M mt. 
Overlay Reference 

Step I A.4 Step 3 

Recommendation: ( ~) 

CRM-1.6 Protect cultural resource 
sites by incorporating them into 
wildlife an~dfahge fencing projects, 
when possible. 

Support Needs: 

District Resources and Area Staffs 
Wildlife Biologists and Ranch 
Conservationists to coordinate 
fencing projects. 

Rationale: 

Wildlife and range fencing projects 
often involve riparian zones, seeps 
and sprinqs - water resources that 
atttract man, as well as wildlife. By 
including cultural resource sites, 
when present, within a fences area, 
trampling impacts can be largely 
eliminated. 

Multiple Use Analysis 

Multiple use recommendation is not needed as the fencing of cultural sites in 
conjunct fen -wlth other projects fs standard operating procedure and is not an 
additional resoruce allocation. 

·--· -------···-------------·-- ­

Decision: Rationale: 

Accept recommendation and multiple use Disturbance to cultural resource sites 
analysis that utilizes multiple use 
fencing to protect cultural resources. 

can effectively be reduced and 
possibly eliminated by locating 
protective fence projects for wildlife 
and other purposes while considering 
c u ltu r a 1 a s pe ct s • 

l_, __ -" 


Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed 

(/nstmctions on reverse) Form 1600-21 (Aprl! 197< 
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Cabin Spr
the effec

UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

Name (\fFPJ 

Twin Fa 11 s 
Activit·< 

Cultural Resources 
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 

RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Overlay Reference 

Step 1 A. 4 Step 3 

Recormnendation: { ~) 

CRM-1.7 Establish fenced study plots at 
Three-Mile Spring (ID2 TF 41) and Rock 
Cabin Spr
the effec

ing (ID2 TF 12) to determine 
ts of livestock trampling. 

Support Needs: 

District Operations - Fencing crews 
to erect the fences. 

Rationale: 

The information derived from these study 
plots will provide for more effective 
resolution of rangeland use projects. 
Much discussion has surfaced concerning 
the effects of livestock trampling on 
archaeological sites. However, very 
little objective data is available upon 
which to base these discussions. By 
fencing portions of the sites, mapping 
their surface features (both physical 
and cultural), and making periodic 
evaluations of both fenced and unfenced 
portions, some objective data necessary 
for the inteiligent discussion of the 
effects of trampling will be provided. 

Multiple Use Analysis 

Objective data from effective studies will enhance management capabilities. 
/ Without supportive facts, objective evaluation of livestock damage to cultural 

sites is difficult to attain. Fencing the two study plots would also benefit
"---· wildlife and watershed resources by protecting riparian veqetation. 

Note: Attach additional sheets, if neeJed 

1/ns/ructions on rev<'rse) Form lnll0-21 (Apnl 197S 



UNITED STATES 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 


MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Name (M!-'P) 

Twin Falls 
Activity 

ultural Resource Momt. 
Overlay Reference 

Step 1 A, 4 Step 3 

Recommendation~ 
)'"-"' 

CRM-1.8 Acquire through exchange or 
donation, significant cultural 
resoruce properties, when available, 
for conser
properties 
Strire, Ore

vation purposes. These 
might include the Stricker 

gon Trail segments, parcels 
adjacent to Spring Town and Dry Town, 
rock-shelters, village sites, and 
fishing stations. 

Support Needs: 

District Resource Staff ­
Realty Specialist to assist with 
acquisition procedures. 

Rationale: 

Currently recorded cultural resources 
in the planning unit are of limited 
diversity. Bureau objectives include 
the protection and preservation of a 
representative sample of the full 
array of cultural resources. Aquisi­
tion of significant, diversified 
resourses will help to meet this 
objective. 

Multiple Use Analysis 

Acquisition of lands that have cultural resource sites will provide site 
protection for public benefit. Such acquisitions can be in conjunction with 
acquisition for other purposes such as the proposed acquisition near Spring 
Town for wildlife habitat protection (see WL-2.1). A variety of cultural 
sites exist on private land. Many of these sites could enhance the sites 
already contained on public land. ' 

Multiple Use Recommendation:_ Reasons: 

Accept CRM-1. 8 By acquiring additional sites, the 
Acquire cultural resource proper­ Bureau can conserve a greater diver­
ties, when available, and coordinate sity of cultural resources. Cultural 
resource management of all values resource acquisition may provide a 
present on the sites. basis for future land exchanges. Such 

land exchanges would probably include 
isolated parcels which could be manag­
ed to protect visual resources and 
wildlife habitat as well as cultural 

for conser
properties 
Strire, Ore

resource sites. 
Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed 

U11structions on reverse) Form 1600-21 ,·Apr:! Jc;-_c 



( Name (MFPJUNITED STATES
\ 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR . Twin Falls 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT I 

Cul~~~·~y Resource Mgrrrt. 
Overlay ReferenceMANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 

RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION Step 1 A. 4 Step 3 

Support Needs: 

District Realty Specialist ­
Assist with acquisition procedures. 

c 72.1~+1.~ 
Decision: 

Modify multiple-use recommendation to 
coordinate cultural resource property 
acquisitions with land L-7.2. 

Alternatives Considered: 

1. Reject CRM-1.8. 
2. Disregard L-7.1. 
3. Disregard WL-2.1. 

Rationale: 

This will assure that significant 
cultural resource properties are 
considered by priority with all other 
identified acquisitions. 

Modify multiple-

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed 

(/nstmctions on reverse) Form 1600-21 !April jQ";"< 



UNITED STATES 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 


Ct 
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 

RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION 

Name !MFP) 

Twin Falls 
Activity 

ltural Resource t1gmt. 
Overlay Reference 

Step:CRt1 1-9 Step3 

(C[]u:~~--) 
Multiple Use Reco~nendation: 

Accept CRM-1. 9 
Conserve all known cultural re­
sources. Coordinate all development 
activities with staff Archaeologist 
so that project impacts can be 
mitigated. Excavate sites that are 
seriously threatened by development 
projects. Complete Class III inven­
tories before authorizing surface-
disturbing activities. Provide 
adequate monitoring of such activi­
ties to ensure minimization of 
cultural resource uamage. 

Support Needs: 

projects

Coordination between resource activity 
specialists and Archeologist during 
planning and implementation of 
projects. 

Archaeologist to provide adequate 
monitoring of development activities 
to ensure minimization of cultural 
resource damage. 

Decision: 

Accept multiple-use recommendation. 

Reasons: 

Cultural resource sites are nonrenew­
able resources that need to be pro­
tected. Site protection will help 
optimize the benefits that can be re­
covered from these sites. 

Conserving sites for use over time 
will allov.r excavation of threatened 
resources. By limitinq excavation to 
sites endangered by development, the 
majority of cultural resources can be 
allocated to lonq-term future use. 
Thus, known cultural resources will be 
used gradually over time. 

Alternatives Considered: 

1. Reject CRM-1.9. 

Rationale: 

Protection of cultural sites through 
prov1s1ons such as EAs, cultural 
clearances, site excavations, 
inventories, and monitoring can 
minimize damage that might otherwise 
be done by surface disturbance. 

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed 

Unslructions on reverse) Fnrr:~ thnn-21 (Apr!l 1CJ7.~ 



ing and li~ited 
sustained yield. 

U~ITED STATES I:lame i.I!FPJ 


DEPART:IlENT OF THE INTERIOR Twin Falls 

BUl~L\lJ OF LA:-<D :\IANAGE:\11:::\T Actn·n y 

Forest~.,r 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN- STEP 1 Objective Number 

F -1ACTIVITY OBJECTIVES 

Objective: 

Protect and maintain the stand in its current and existing state for purposes 
other than the production of minor forest products i.e., wildlife habitat, live­
stock cover, and/or watershed protection. Defer 2:1'-' consumptive management for 
forest products. 

Objective Rationales: 

The prir::ary reason for deferring consumptive manage!!lent of the e:dsti:1g stand 
for minor forest products is its small size (approximatelv L8 acres), low stock­
ing and li~ited 
sustained yield. 

regeneration capabilities which would restrict its capacity for 
Such consumptive r::anagement ~oulc, in all probability, risk 

depleting the stand beyond its natural capability to reproduce. Since this small 
juni~er stand provides the only forest cover for several miles arounci, it could 
~easonably serve as useful cover for livestock or ~ildlife. 

Revision 1/18/80 

For;,: 1600-20 (Apnl l0/ 0 



The small f
ooportuniti
benefits in 

:-lame t.llf'f'JUNITED STATES/
\ DEPART\lE:.<T OF TilE INTERIOR Twin Falls 

BUREAU OF LAND :'v1ANAGD1ENT 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN 
RECOMMENDATION -;.\NAL YSIS-DEC!SION 

Recommendation: F-1, I 

Designate the juniper stand 
as a protective forest management 
zone, disallowing use of the area 
for minor forest product sales. 

Support Needs: 

None. 

Rationale: 

The juniper stand's small size, 
low stocking and limited regen­
eration capabilities, would re­
strict its capacity to yield 
minor forest oroducts on a sus­
tained yield basis. 

Maintaining the stand in its 
existing state would provide 
important alternative management 
potential for wildlife habitat, 
livestock cover and/or watershed 
protection. 

Multiole Use Analysis 

The small f
ooportuniti
benefits in 

orestry resource within the Planning Unit rioes not provirle many 
es for resource develooJTJent. The .iunioer stand provides more 

its current state than it would if it were rleveloped for forest 
products or converted to vegetation for qrazinq. Benefits orovided by the 
stand include ~~ildlife habitat, visual diversity, and v1atersheri orotection. 

' ,__. ,. ' '\
(/.)A?-(".-<_1/c(".'<) 

Multiole Use Recommendation: Reasons: 

Acceot F<9-L I ­ The stand is small anrl unique. No 
Maintain the juniper stand in its other forest cover is found within 
existinq state. several miles of the stand. Any 

development would result in depletion 
of the stand as the regeneration 

I '. capability of the stand is low. 

·i 

Support Needs: Alternatives Consirlered: 

None 1. Re.iect FP-l. 
2. Oisreqard WL-2.8. 

( 

Note: Attach additional sheets. if needed 1/18/80 
tlnstructirnJS ()n reucr'5c} 
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