UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN

RECOMMENDATION—-ANALYSIS~-DECISION

Name (MF P}
Twin Falls

Activity
Ranage MMananement

Overlay Reference

Step 1 pM_2 73Step 3

%
(.

Note:

Multiple Use Recommendation:

Modify W-2.3 -

Treat the areas in the following
priority, eliminating those in the
Drop cateqory. Refer to the Multiple
Use Analysis for rationale. All
accepted treatments will be modified
as shown in the Impact Analysis for
RM-2.2, except HS-2.1. The treatments
that are on savere erosion-suscentible
soils will he examined during project
desian and lavout for steenness of
slope and present conditions. Areas
*hat can be improved for watershed
stebiiity will he included in treat-

ment.

Increase
No. Name Acres AUM's
Priority #1
4038 Kerr-Lost Creek 432 199
4106 Salmon Tract 150 38
4101 Magic Common 1,000 620
Priority #2?
4088 Schnell-Salmon 620 293
4042 Horse Creek 73 29
4044 South Mule Creek 285 138
4119 Ridge 230 102
Priority #3
4034 Point Ranch 277 131
4035 Whiskey Creek 987 835

Lo

Drop

4003 E1lis-Tews Berger
4019 Wrigley Berger

40353 Hub Butte-WSGA

4055 Hub Butte-Davis

4131 Western Stockgrowers

Attach additional sheets, if needed

Reasons:

These treatments can all be implemen-
ted without causing resource conflicts
and there is site potential for
increased foragqe production. There is
an anticipated increase in future
demand for all the resource values.
The sites that are improved and
maintained best meet current demands
and are in a positinn to hbetter meet
future demands. The acres shown are
modified from the proposals to meet
other resources needs, especially
wildlife habitat and visual.

(Instructions on reverse)
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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
Range Management
Overlay Reference

Step 1 RM-2,3Step 3

Support Needs:

Complete the EIS and benefit-cost
analysis.

R. A. Staff -
Planning layout, survey, design,
develop AMPs.

Advance coordination with IDFG.
Operations -
Treatment, cost data, survey,

desiqgn contracting.

Administration -
Contracting, procurement.

Archaeologist -
Cultural examination.

Decision:

Modify the multiple use recommendation
to use any best method or combination
of treatment methods that will meet
the stated management objectives.

When chemical treatment is selected it
will be carefully studied and
coordinated with user groups and in
consultation with all interested
groups.

Alternatives Considered:

1. Reject RM-2.3.

2. Accept RM-2.3.

3. Make additional or different modi-
fications.

Rationale:

These proposals will be closely
coordinated with other resource vaiues
in each area. Emphasis will be to
coordinate with identified wildlife
habitat values in the areas. Watershed
values are also high in some of these
areas. Wherever watershed values
(soil erosion) can be enhanced they
will be given highest priority for
improvement or protection. The
acreage values are results of the
conflict analysis and provide for all
the resource values in each of the
proposal areas.

(

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

(Inustructions on reverse) Form 1ANN-21 (Apr:it 107
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; UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN
RECOMMENDATION-~ANALYSIS~DECISION

Name (Mf P}

Twin Falls
Activity

Range Management

Overlay Reference

Step 1 RM—2 4 Step 3

Recommendation:

RM-2.4 Burn and seed 14,922 acres of nat-
ive rangeland to increase production of
lTivestock forage and improve grazing
condition on the areas described below:

¥ Name Acres AUM's

4001 Buhl Group-Berger* 402 141
4012 Lanting-Berger* 110 50
4013 Martens-Berger~® 124 54
4015 Parrot-Berger 76 30
4016 PVGA-Berger* 345 158
4018 Smith-Berger 38 21

. 4031 Western Stockgrowers 155 63

{ - 4034 Point Ranch 2163 876

;4035 Whiskey Creek 3599 1544
4044 South Mule Creek 295 153
4049 Peters 413 155
4066 Barton-Schutte 47 22
4074 Amsterdam-Kunkel 567 206
4098 Schnell-Salmon 3237 1508
4108 Lost Creek-U2* 79 20
4109 Salmon Tract-U2 280 84
4114 Squaw Joe 1140 313
4120 Gravel Pit-Salmon 700 97
4121 Section 22 160 43
4119 Ridge 269 139
4122 Highway Unit 113 43
4125 1SO Tract Kunkel 70 27
Support:
Resource Area Staff: (Layout)
Fire Crew: (Burning)

- Administration: (Contracting)
<f Operations: (Seeding)
N - Archeologist: (Cultural Clearance)

G

Note:

*Allotments with forage deficiencies

Attach additional sheets, if needed

Rationale:

The treatments included in this recom-
mendation will help to offset existing
forage deficiencies and will help to
meet the increases in demand for AUM's
predicted for the next 20 years.

Removal of sagebrush will reduce the
brush competition of the vegetation
and release moisture, space and light.
Seeding will provide the desirable for-
age species not present in the exist-
ing composition.

The expected increases in capacity
were determined by comparing the ex-
isting production of the proposed
treatment "areas with the production
of similar seeded sites in excellent
condition.

Burning was selected because of ex-
pected fuel availability to carry
fire and cost involved. Should the
expected fuel not materialize, spray-
ing would work on the areas listed.

Burning is less controversial than
spraying.

(Instructions on reverse)



( UNITED STATES Name ' MF )
. DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Twin Falls
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity
Rance Manaqement
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION—-ANALYSIS~DECISION Step 1 RM=-2.4 step 3

Multinle Use Analysis

Drop 4109 Salmon Tract-U2 -
4121 Section 22 -
4122 Highway Unit -
4125 Isolated Tracts-Kunkel -
These allotments are not in grazina management systems or proposed for
grazing management systems. If a grazina management system were
developed that provided for the physio- loaical needs of the desirable
vegetative species they would be moved up to priority 3.

4074 Amsterdam-Kumkel -

Analvsis of the cost of the proiects reauired %o implement the system
nroposed in RM-1.1 showed that it was excessive since the allotment is
currently producing at a level exceedina the arazina oreference. The
proposed system was dropped and recommended for continued seasonal use

management.
( 4001 Buhl Group-Berger -
(_ 4012 Lanting-Berger -

4013 Martens Berger
4014 Noh-Berger -

4015 Parrot-Berger -

4018 Smith-Berger -

These allotments are crested wheatarass seedings and the reccmmended
treatments are on islands of brush that were too shallow and rocky for
plowing treatment in the intial projects. These areas should be left
in sagebrush cover to help keep a desirable vegetation complex and
avoid developing a biological desert. Leaving these island will help
meet Wildlife and Visual Resource needs in the Berger treatment area.

i

4031 Western Stockgrowers -

4034 Point Ranch - -

4044 South Mule Creek -

Projects numbered 20, 80 and 82 on Range URA 4 overlay 1.7 treatments
are dropped as shown in the RM-2.4 Impact Analysis. Project 20 is a
severe erosion-susceptable soil, project 80 is severe erosion-suscep-
tible soil and sagegrouse winter range, project 82 is sagegrouse
winter range and Visual Resoure Management Class III.

Multipie Use Recommendation: Reasons:
%f' . Modify RM-2.4 - These proposals add to the total
: Treat the areas in the following management of these allotments. The
(\ priority and drop the ones in the Drop acres shown are estimates and are

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

{lusiructions on reverse) Form 160021 ‘April |
—21 iApril 1
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( UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
( DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Twin Falls
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity
Panne Manzaement
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION~ANALYSIS-DECISION Step1 RM-2.45s1cp 3
Multiple Use Recommendation (cont.): Reasans (cont.):
category. Refer to the Multiple Use reduced from the proposal to improve
Analysis for rationale. Al1l accepted other resoruce values in the
treatments will be modified as shown allotments, especially wildlife
in the Impact Analysis for RM-2.4. habitat and visual resource needs.
; Increase
No. Mame Acres AUM's
Priority #1
4016 PVGA-Rerqer - - 340 113
4049 Peters 207 73
4066 Rarton-Schutte a7 22
41082 Lost Creek-112 20 20
4114 Sgquaw Joe 570 157
4120 fGravel Pit-Salmon 500 24

Priority #2

: 4098 Schneil-Salmon 1,618 754
; 4119 Ridqge 202 104
Priority #3
4035 Whiskey Creek 1,800 772
Drop

4001 Buhl Group-Berger
4012 Lanting-Beraqer

4013 Martens-Berger

4014 Noh-Berger

4015 Parrot-Berger

4018 Smith-Berger

4031 Western Stockgrowers
4034 Point Ranch

4044 South Mule Creek
4074 Ansterdam Kunkel
4109 Salmon Tract-2

4121 Section 22

4122 Highway Unit

4125 Isolated Tract-Kunkel

O Supports Needs: Alternatives Considered:

Complete the EIS and benefit cost . Reject RM-2.4,
o analysis. Accept RM-2.4,

5 3. Different amounts of the recommen-
dation. :

N =
L ]

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

(Instructions on reverse) Form 1600-21 Apr:: 1072
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Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN

RECOMMENDATION-~ANALYSIS-DECISION

Nan_\e (MFP)
Twin Falls

Activity .
Panae “anaaement

Overlay Reference
Step 1 RM-2.4 Step 3

Supports ‘Needs (cont.):

R. A, Staff -
AMP development, project planning,

layout, desian,

Operations -
Treatment, cost-data, survey.
desiagn, contracting.

Administration -
Contracting and nrocurement.

Archaeoloqy -
Cultural examinations,

Decision:

Modify the multiple use recommendation
to use any best method or combination
of treatment methods that will meet
the stated management objectives.

Rationale:

These proposed projects will be
coordinated with identified wildlife
and watershed values to assure that
all the identified values are provided
for or improved. The acreages are
estimates derived through the conflict
analysis to mitigate adverse impacts
on all identified resource values in
each of the treatment sites.

(lustructions on reverse)

Form 16001 Agpr:l 1478
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UNITED STATES
DEPARTIHENT G THE INTokior
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN

P NLmve b

Twin Falls
’_:\\::vz:v

Range Management

Overiuy Retorence

RECCMMENDATION=-ANALYSIS-DECISION Step 1 RM=2.5 s:0p 3

Recommendation:

RM-2.5 Plow and seed 638 acres of native
rangeland to increase production and gra-
zing condition on the areas described be-

Tow:

# Name Acres AUM's
4034 Point Ranch 362 185
4124 Highway-Kunkel 276 107
Support:

Resource Area Staff: (Layout)
Archeologist: (Cultural Clearance)

Note: Attach udditional sheets, if nccdaed

’ll. st oy LETV I S AN IR Y

Ratjonale:

The treatments included in this recom-
mendation will improve the grazing
condition of the areas included. These
areas currently dominated by big sage-
brush, cheatgrass, and Sandberg's blue-
grass. Implementation of grazing sys-
tems will not improve the condition of
these areas. Land treatments will
provide for productive perennial forac:
species. The permittees involved have
expressed a desire to treat the areas
with plowing and seeding.

The expected increases in capacity wer:
determined by comparing the existing
production of the proposed treatment
areas with production of similar seed-
ed sites in excellent condition.

1. Hironaka, M. and Fosberg, M.A., 19
Non Forest Habitat Types of Southern
Idaho Interior Report. V of I Forest.
Wild1ife Range Experiment Station.




{ UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Twin Falls
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity
Ranne Miananemant
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION~ANALYSIS~DECISION Step 1 RM-2 . 5step 3

Multiple Use Analysis

The analysis for this recommendation is the same as shown in RM-2.3 which says
that the sites have potential to produce and can he planned and developed in a
manner that does not conflict with other resource uses. I[f these pronosals
have a positive benefit-cost ratio and fundina is made available they would
henefit the human environment. The benefit is not siaenificant hy itself, but
if enough insignificant benefits are added together they do centribute to the

whole,

:liLAMQMQKL)

Multinle Use Becommendation: Reasons: .

Modify RM-2.5 - The sites have the potential to pro-
Implement the recommendations with duce and can he develoned to henefit
the modifications shown in the wildlife at the same time. Ahout 75
Tmnact Analysis for PM-2.5, nercent of the area can he freated in

a hroken irregular pantern 70 create
4034 Point Ranch 181 acres “edge."
4124 Highway-Kunkel 235 acres

Support Needs: Alternatives Considered:

Complete the EIS and benefit-cost 1. Reject RM-2.5.

analysis. 2. Accept RM-2.5

3. Additional acres.
R. A. Staff - 4, QOther treatment methods.

Planning, design, layout.

Operations -
Cost-data, design, layout, treat-
ment, contracting.

Administration -
Contracting, procurement.

Archaeologist -
Cultural examination.

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

{lustructions on reverse) Form 150021 (April 1975




DR CART MR O i l”l. Ui i Twin Falls
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGESENT r;d —
: Range_Manigement
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN ()\-ruv Retos Tenoe
RECOMMENDATIZH-ANALYEIS-CECISICH Step IRM=2 .6 Steo 3

Recommendation: Rationale:

RM-2.6 Seed 600 acres of cheatgrass range The proposed treatment will improve
located in 4031 Western Stockgrowers. the grazing condition of 600 acres
’ burned in the Cottonwood fire of

1973. The area was scheduled for
rehabilitation after the fire, but
was never reseeded. In addition to
improving grazing condition, the fire
hazard inherent in pure stands of
cheatgrass will be reduced by renlace-
ment with less volatile perennial
species.

The expected increase in capacity was
determined by comparing the existing
production of the proposed treatment
area with production of similar seed-
ed sites in excellent condition."

Support:

Resource Area Staff: (Layout)
Operations: (Seeding)
Archeologist: (Cultural Clearance)

: Anuh nddnxona! <thls 1f nee d: (l L
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UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Twin Falls
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity

RPanae Manaaement
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION—-ANALYSIS-DECISION Step 1 RM=2.6 Step 3

Multinle fise Analysis

The area burned in 1973 was scheduled for rehabilitation, but the Bureau ran
out of seed. The site has potential to produce additional livestock and wild-
1ife foraqe. Perennial veqgetation would add to the stahilitv of the soils
from year to year. The increased foraae would support facilitation of the
proposed grazing system in the Western Stockarowers Allotment and help reduce
the grazing on McMullen Creek wetland/riparian habitat.

Multinle llise Recommendation: Reasons:

Reject BM-2.6 - finalvsis of the costs of projects
Nrop the nroposal and leave the area needed to imnlement the propnosed
as is unless future analysis shows system are too costly for the henefits
that more foraae is needed to heln that would be gained. Resource

keen stock out of McMullen Creek or nbiectives should he achieved hy
the watershed and wildlife resource continuina aond manaacement practices
values are needed. as described in RM-1.1 modification.

Support Needs:

Complete the EIS and benefit-cost Alternatives Considered:
analysis. _
1. Accept RM-2.6.
R. A. Staff - 2. Reduced acreage.
Project planning, layout, design. 3.  Add tillage.
4, Add acreaqe.

Operations -
Survey, design, treatment.

Administration -
Procurement,

Archaeologist -
Cultural examinations.

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

(lustructions on reverse) Form 1600-21 Apr:i 77
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( UNITED STATES Name (MFP}

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Twin Falls
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity
Range Management
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION—-ANALYSIS-DECISION Step RM-2 .6  Step 3
Decision: Rationale:
Modify the multiple use recommenda- Soils are the most important resource
tion. Evaluate the site to determine we manage and should be protected
if the watershed problem would be whenever there is an opportunity.

improved by seeding perennial species
on the unstable soils. Seed perennial
species that will stabilize or
increase the stability of these soils.

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

(Instructions on reverse) Form 1600-21 (Apr:l 1972
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( UNITED STATES
' DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN

Name “MI°P)

Twin Falls

Activity

Range Management

Overlay Reference [

RECOMMENDATION—-ANALYSIS—DECISION step 1 {MZ.F step 3

Recommendation:

RM-2.7 Initiate limited fire suppression

on 49,769 acres included in recommendations
RM-2.1 and RM-2.4, with limited suppression
defined as "taking whatever precautions the

firetechoician—ao fire boss deems necessary
to contain the fire within the boundaries of

the proposed project.”

Support:

Fire Organization

Rationale:

The areas included in this recommendation
have been recommended for treatment by
controlled burning. By allowing wildfire
to accomplish the treatment, money will
be saved.

Multiple Use Analysis

This recommendation is made to include

the existing seedings. It will be on

the areas maintained as seedings and the areas that are proposed for

| {\:, . conversion to seedings, RM-2.3, RM-2.4

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

and RM-2.5. These recommendations

(Instructions on reverse)
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UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Twin Falls

e~
RS

BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

Activity
Dands Manaagemant
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION—-ANALYSIS~DECISION Step 1 RM.2_ 7Step 3

have been modified to contain areas that are not to be converted from saqe-
brush cover. In the existing seedinags (RM-2.1) it is planned to keep the
areas of sagebrush that were omitted from treatment in the original project.
In the proposed burn and seed projects (RM-2.4 as modified) it is nroposed to
leave areas untreated by omitting strateqic areas and by strip spraving. The
Multiple Use Recommendations for RM-2.3, RM-2.4 and RM-2.5 have drooped some
projects and been modified to eliminate wildlife and visual conflicts.

The limited suppression areas should include the existing seedinas and the
areas proposed for veaetation conversion. In the various wildlife areas, fire
control measures will be taken to protect the important wildlife values that
have heen identified such as deer winter rance, sageqrouse winter habitat,
pheasant escane and winter habitat, saqearouse nesting habitat, stream bank
woordy hahitat, antelope winter ranae, and rule deer fawn rearing habitat.

(KﬁzA&L¢4éwc>

Multinle llse Recommendation: Heasons:

Modify RM-2.7 - Some of the existing seedings need
Practice limited fire suppression on maintenance and others will on a
the existing seedings and proposed recurring sequence. New projects will
seedings with modificatiins as shown need periodic maintenance to maintain
in RM-2.3, RM-2.4 and RM-2.5 Multi- the resource management objectives.

ple Use Recommendations that provide If wildfires start on these areas and
for normal fire suppression on sage can be manaqed to achieve these obiec-

~grouse ranges, antelope and mule tives the cost of the projects should
deer winter ranges, mule deer be reduced significantly. Analyisis
critical summer range and isolated of existing seedings that have had
tracts. wildfires shows that fire is an

effective seeding maintenance tool.

Support MNeeds: Alternatives Considered:
Complete the EIS and benefit-cost 1. Total suppression.
analysis. 2. Total area in limited suppression.

3. Do not consider wildlife habitat,.

R. A. Staff -
Fire Management Activity Plan.

Operations -
Fire Management Activity Plan.

Administration -~ -
Procurement of seed for rehabilita-
tion projects.

o~

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

{Instructions on reverse) Form 1600-21 Apri: 177
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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 )

Range Management
Overlay Refcrence

Step 1RM-2_§ Step 3

Recommendation:

RM-2.8 Treat existing seedings not
included in recommendation RM-2.1 and
any future seedings as the percent
composition of sagebrush exceeds 20%.

Support:

Resource Area Staff: (Monitoring, Layout)
Fire Crew: (Burning)
Archeologist: (Cultural Clearance)

C

Rationale:

This recommendation provides for
future successional changes which
will decrease the forage production
as sagebrush increases.

Implementation of this recommendation
will protect the existing and future
public and private investments in
Tand treatment involved.

Using the 20% sagebrush composition
as the treatment criteria will en-
sure that sufficient perennial for-
age species are present to provide
for natural reseedings.

Note: Attach additional sheets, if reded e

Unstractions an retversel

Form 100021 Apr



Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

UNITED STATES Name (M/7P}
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Twin Falls
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity

I Panne Manaaement
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION=—ANALYSIS~DECISION Step 1 RM=2.85tep 3

Multinle Use Analysis

Experience in seeding manaaement in the Twin Falls Planning Unit is showing
that periodic maintenance will be needed to keep the saaebrush from reestab-
Tishing in most treatment areas. Studies in .the Berqer area show that
saqebrush comes back into the areas no matter what the aqrazina treatment is.
Sagehrush often comes bhack in areas totally excluded from arazina more ranidly
than in many of the arazed areas. The method of treatment appears to
influence how lnna it takes for sagebrush to come hack. The niowed. areas take
lonaest to convert back to hrush and the spraved areas seem to convert back

“the quickest. The areas that were treated and a few vears later were hurned

maintain the grass tvpe the lonagest. Ranae studies and observatins are .
showinag that the climatic conditions durinag the 12970's nave heen condusive to
saqgebrush establishment at the cost of the qrass snecies. There have heen twn
years of extreme drouant, 1977 and 1979, Grazinag use was reduced in these
years hut oercent utilization was hiah, and in 1977 sreas cf crested wheat-
arass actually died and had 7o be reseeded. In 12380 areas were observed with
thick stands af saaebrush that is about 7 to 10 inches in heianht and thick
stands about 1 to & inches in height. These invasions often occur in areas
that have sparse scatterings of mature sagebrush plants.

It has been determined that if forage production is to continue at a level
that will satisfy the dependency shown by the grazing preference, periodic
maintenance will be needed to keep the sagebrush from reestablishing and
replacing the crested wheatqrass. There are studies (ARS) in the area that
show the relationship of diminishing pounds of grass production as sagebrush
cover increases. Decisions were made in the past to convert suitable sites to
a veqetative complex consisting predominantly of crested wheatqrass. In the
Berger area most of the treatment cost was funded under an agricultural
program to reduce the beet-leaf hopper insect that was a menace to some
aagricultural crops. The subsequent forage production has been formally
adjudicated as qrazing preference and allocated to livestock agrazina on a
sustained yield hasis managed according to the principles of range management
and directed through the initiation and adminsitration of allotment management
plans. Through this process the affected ranching operations have developed a
dependendcy on this forage production as demonstrated by the currently
recognized grazing preference. As intensive seeding management areas need
maintenance to meet resource management objectives, an interdisciplinary team
approach should be used to ensure that all resource needs continue to be
satisfied in the best way.

(hecicime)
Multiple lise Recommendation: Reasons:
Modify RM-2.8 - The multiple resource objectives need
Treat existing seedings as needed to to be maintained and experience has
keep sagebrush reduced so that the shown that sagebrush conversion to

(Instructions on reverse) . Form Inano 1 a0 0 .7F




r/
{ UNITED STATES [ Name - vF o,
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERICR Twin Falls
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Actvice
Range Management
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN — STEP 1 Objective Numoer :
ACTIVITY OBJECTIVES RM-3

Objective:

Allocate, over the next 5 years, livestock forage to livestock operators
currently using 7§ allotments in the Twin Falls Planning Unit within the limits
necessary to maintain the vegetative and soil resources.

Rationale:

Title 43 Code of Federal Regulations, Subpart 4110.2-2(a) states that
"Grazing preference shall be allocated to qualified applicants following
the allocation of the vegetation resources among livestock grazing, wild
free-roaming horses and burrcs, wildlife and other uses in the land use
plans'.

Section 2 of the Taylor Grazing Act provides in part that the Secretary of
the Interior shall regulate occupancy and use within grazing district: to
preserve the land and its resources from destruction or unnecessary injury,
to provide for orderly use, improvement and development of the range.

This objective is designed to correct present range management problems,
brought out in URA Step 3, caused by use of the vegetative resource at a
level which does not provide for meeting phenological needs.

This objective reflects the livestock use identified in URA Step 4.

Heady1 described the consequences of over utilization as, ''the individual
plant responds with fewer and smaller leaves, stems, seed stalks, and roots.
Energy capture and flow are interrupted, as also is the accumulation of
carbohydrates. Destruction of vegetation, where plants die and their re-
placement falters, continues',

Once the forage resource is lost, it may well prove uneconomical to ever
restore the production to mnormal levels. By maintaining the resource at
present levels, no further degradation will occur,

The desirable livestock forage species include bunchgrass and other herbaceous
species. The undesirable species include shrubs and forbs. The objective
is to at least retain the present production of these herbaceous species.

lHeady, H.F. 1975, Range Management, New York: McGraw-Hill Book Company,
Inc,

C

(Instructions on reverse)
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CUITED ST AT T e
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOW | Twin Falls
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT N

PActvry
! _Range Management
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN l Overtay Reterence
RECOMMENDATION=-ANALYSIS—DEC!3iON stept RM=3.1 50052
Recommendation: Rationale:
RM-3.1 ' The allocations listed are made in accor-

dance with 43 CFR 4110.2-2(a). These
Allocate forage on 75 allotments in the allocations will allow for use of avail-
Twin Falls Planning Unit as follows: able forage by livestock within the

1imits necessary to maintain the vege-
(See attached "Forage Allocation" table). tative resource.

The livestock forage allocations were
derived from the SVIM inventory, actual
use, utitization and trend data. The

Support: 22 allotments included in the Berger
T Resource Conservation Area were not in-
District Manager: (Decisions) cluded in the SVIM inventory. Allocatic
Resource Area Staff: (Consultations is based on actual use and utlizaticn
and Monitoring) corrected for proper use from 1975-1983.

The same is true for the Baker-Deep
Creek allotment.

Forage allocations for 4049 Peters, 405¢
Hub Butte, 4057 Fuller and 4079 Lilly
Grade were based on two years of actual’
use utilization due to large discrepan-.
cies between SVIM inventory figures and
actual use-utilization studies.

The forage allocation for 4054 Salmon
Tract Isolated was increased from 4 AUM'
as determined from the SVIM inventory tc
10 AUM's. This increase was based on ir
clusion of approximately 3 acres of
riparian area not included in the SVIM
inventory mapping.

Allotment 4021 Whiskey Creek Buffer is
a buffer pasture which is used in emer-
gencies. No privileges will be allocat-
ed in this allotment.

The forage allocation for 4031 Western
Stockgrowers is based on suitable AUMs.
An additional 893 AUMs are potentially
suitable due to lack of water.

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

L T SR | Sooeem Trea 1 i Apr:,



'(, UNITED STATES . Name (MFFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Twin Falls
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity
Range iManagement
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS—DECISION Step 1 RM-3.1 Step 3
Active 6 year Allotment % change % change
Number Name Preference  Average Use Production from Priv. Actual U<
4000  Babcock-Berger 420 336 443 +6 +33
4001 Buhl Grp-Berger 1904 1290 1753 -8 +36
4002  Kerr-Berger 1500 1285 1365 -9 +6
4003  Tews-Berger 5000 4357 4933 -1 +13
4004  Chadwick-Berger 900 889 1104 +23 +24
4005 Koch-Berger 660 506 687 +4 +36
4006  Kaster-Berger 910 670 768 -16 +15
4007 Kunkel-Berger - 825 733 947 +15 +29
4008 Lassen-Berger 420 324 - 363 -14 +12
4009  Lierman-Berger 420 340 545 +30 +6]
4010  M.Lierman-Berger 425 283 425 0 +50
4o0m Lierman-Wegener 1050 908 1035 -1 +14
4012  Lanting-Berger 2000 1434 1486 -26 +4
4013  Martens-Berger 400 357 318 =21 -1
4014  Noh-Berger 3223 2734 2590 -20 -5
-5 Parrott-Berger 798 789 790 -1 0
f . PVGA-Berger 3520 2750 2847 -19 +4
4u17  Schnitker-Berger 217 153 194 -11 +27
4018  Smith-Berger 210 144 208 -1 +44
4019  Wrigley-Berger 915 573 763 -17 +33
4020  Skeem-Berger 215 164 160 -26 -2
4021 Whiskey Cr. Buffer 0 289 0
4023  J.E. Baker Dp. Cr. 619 741 801 +29 +8
4024  J.E. Baker Lost Cr. 296 353 480 +63 +36
4031  Western Stock Gr. 2181 2600 4537 +67 +40
4034  Point Ranch 3580 4221 5427 +52 +29
4035 Whiskey Creek 1976 4209 4481 +127 +6
4036  Moore Lost Cr. 20 20 30 +50 +50
4037  North Big Cr. 40 160 282 +605 +76
4038  Kerr Lost Cr. 627 2379 1683 : +168 -29
4039  Noh-White Rock 333 253 313 : -6 +24
66 SD
4040  Noh-Sections 220 291 462 +110 +59
4041  Mule Cr.-PVGA 430 1177 1422 +231 +21
4042  Horse Cr.-PVGA 637 1015 746 +17 -26
4043  Frahm-PVGA 36 157 143 +297 -9
4044 S. Mule Cr. 226 257 323 +43 +26
4046  Griff 592 1280 1404 +137 +10
4049  Peters 298 405 515% +73 +27
4050 Coiner 50 50 180 0 0
A°81 Courtnay 68 102 145 +113 +42
<*~ Hub Butte-WSGA 576 1142 1284 +123 +12
~ 120 SD
4054  Salmon Tract Iso. 10 8 10 0 +25
4055  Hub Butte 180 196 156* -13 - =20

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

(Instructions on reverse) Form 1600—21 (Apr:i 197~
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(/— ' UNITED STATES Name (MFP)

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Twin Falls
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity
Range Management
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION—-ANALYSIS-DECISION Step 1 RM-3. ] Step 3
Active 6 year Allotment % change % change
Number Name Preference Average Use  Production from Priv.  Actual Use
4057  Fuller 354 353 300 -15 -15
4059  Green Private 48 48 118 +146 +146
4060 Salmon Tract 4 6 5 +25 -17
4063  Soldier Creek 22 49 34 +55 =31
4066  Barton-Schutte 121 312 483 +299 +55
4071 Jones-Goat Spring 66 478 441 +568 -8
4072 Kinsey-Lost Creek 50 40 40 -20 0
4073  West Kunkel 151 690 723 +379 +5
4074  Amsterdam-Kunkel 46 142 - 175 +280 +23
4076  Loughmiller 255 610 726 +185 +19
4077  Salmon Tract Ind. 10 10 14 +40 +40
4079 Lilly Grade 330 266 227 -31 -15
4085  Salmon Tract-McCoy 5 5 16 +220 +220
4092  South Big Creek 65 65 246 +278 +278
4095 Randall Isol. 30 31 10 -67 -68
3 Lemmon-Ring 30 24 29 -3 +21
Cameron 235 188 160 -32 -15
4uy98  Schnell-Salmon 1535 4633 4061 +165 -12
41061  Magic Common 480 723 890 +85 +23
4102  Sharp Lost Creek 120 378 319 +166 -16
4106  Salmon Tract Isol. 50 50 24 -52 ~52
4108 Lost Creek-U2 380 381 335 =12 -12
4109  Salmon Tract-U2 30 49 72 +140 +47
4114  Squaw Joe 476 898 577 +21] -36
4114  Squaw Joe Isol. 204 240 240 +18 0
4119 Ridge 999 882 1140 +14 +29
4119 Ridge Isol. 126 126 126 0 0
4120 Gravel Pit-Salmon 170 153 249 +46 +63
4121  Sect. 22-Salmon 40 44 44 +10 0
4122  Highway Unit 11 18 16 +45 -11
4123  East Kunkel 13 92 ‘ 80 +515 -13
4124  Highway-Kunkel 16 86 65 +306 -24
4125  Kunkel Isol. 30 108 77 +157 -29
4128  Hot Creek 0 47 94 -—- +100
Tews Isol. 0 0 194 _— ———
Big Creek Isol. 0 0 89 —— ————

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

(Instructions on reverse) Form 1AN0-_" (April




{ UNITED STATES Name (11£P)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Twin Falls
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity
Panane Mananemant
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN. Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION—~ANALYSIS—DECISION Step 1 RM-3.1 step 3

Multinle lUse Analvsis (cont.)

4098 Schnell-Salmon - The actual use and SVIM are about the same. There
are 429 AliMs of stock driveway and 106 AUMs Rogerson holding pasture
that are not to be allocated but are used hy Schnell according to
valid agreements made in the past. The agreements make the foraae
available to him that is not needed for stock driveway use hy

trailing stock.

4119 Ridage - Allocate present preference 999 AUMS.
Ridae Isolated - &41locate present oreference 126 AUMs.
The preference, actual use, and utilization are nearlv eaual s5 there
is no reason to change the allocation from the currently recoanized

preference.

4120 Salmon Tract Gravel Pit - The current preference is more than the
averaae licensed use and less than the SVIM inventory. 3ased on
tnese Aiffarences the current preference will remain unchanaed, IF
additional foraae is avaiable it can he licensed on a temporarv
non-renewable basis.

4121 Salmon Tract-Section 22 - The preference (40 AUMs) nearly equals the
average licensed use and SVIM inventory {44 AUMs). The current
preference will remain unchanged and the 4 AUMs will be a buffer
climatic and manaaement extremes.

4123 East Kunkel - This allotment produces 80 AUMs according to SVIM and
92 AUMs accordina to actual use. There are 13 AUMs of preference
attached to this allotment and the remainder is withdrawn for stock
driveway. The license can continue to use all the forage that is not
needed for trailing livestock. His use in excess of 13 AUMs should
be on a temporary non-renewable license.

4135 Tews Isolated - The tracts have heen licensed on a temporary non-
renewable license for several years and should be changed to

preference.
(Brcicere)
Multiple Use Recommendation: Reasons:
Modify RM-3.1 - This allocation satisfies as much

Allocate forage to grazing livestock grazing preference as possihle and
as shown in the table on the following still maintains a small margin that
- page. allows for climatic extremes and
( management needs.

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

(lustructions i L
tructions on reverse) Form 160007 Aoprol |-




MFP Step 2

Range Management

- RM-3.1
Proposea
Proposed Livestock Wildlife
Proposed Livestaock Grazing lse Ad justments{1}) Use {AuMs)
6 Year Short-Term Additfonal AUMs From Author- From 6-Year
Authorized Averaqe Initial Available From: Long-Term  ized Use: Averaqge:
Livestock Licensed Forage New Yotal XMs Short Long Short Long Long
Allotment AuMs Use Allocation Projects Maintenance Availsole Term Term Term Term Inttial Term
Aancock-Rerqer 420 336 417 19 496 -1 +18 +24 +48
guhl Sroup-Rerger 1,604 1,290 1,775 80 449 2,304 -7 +21 +38 +79
rerc-gserner 1,550 1,245 1,365 488 1,850 -9 +23 +6 +44
E1l15/Tews -Rerger 5,000 4,357 4,933 1,19% 6,129 -1 +23 +13 +4]
(nadwick -Berger U0 849 1 104 50 1,154 423 +28 +24 +30
Xoch-Serasr 660 506 687 34 721 +4 +9 +16 42
Kaster-leraer 910 670 768 124 892 -16 -2 +15 +33
yunrel -Reraer 1 825 733 964 80 1,044 +17 +27 +32 +42
Lassen-ierqer 420 J2a 363 25 338 -14 -8 +12 +20
Lierman-Heraer 429 340 545 545 +30 +30 +66 +60
M. Lierman-8eraer 425 283 425 42§ ] a +50 +50
Lierman/deqener-Berger 1,050 N 3n8 1,035 46 1,081 -1 +3 +14 +19
tantinqg-Berqer 2,000 1,434 1,486 252 1,739 -26 -13 4 +21
Martens-Reraer 4no 357 318 %) 368 -21 -8 -11 +3
Noh-3eruer 3,223 2,734 2,590 210 2,700 -20 -13 -5 -2
Parcort-fieraer 798 789 199 252 1,042 -1 +31 0 +32
g¢hid-Reraar 3,520 2,750 2.247 113 594 - 3,5%4 -19 <1 +4 +29
Sennitier-Terqger 217 153 194 129 314 -1 +45 +27 +105
-mthiRerger 210 144 208 218 -1 -1 ~44 rdd
drinley-Reraesr 945 573 643 34) 989 -31 +5 +13 +73
seeem-Baraer 215 164 160 160 -26 -26 -2 -2
. L. Raker-fNeeo Creev 619 953 741 362 1,193 +15 +73 -23 +16
J. £. Haver-Lost Creew 296 333 353 356 3 +19 +140 C 201 43 46
destern Stackarowers 2,114 2,600 2,600 350 361 3,751 +23 77 9 <44 1,544 2,977
lio1nt Ranch 3,839 4,221 4,221 378 4,595 +13 +28 ] + 9 127 217
mrteey Creec 1,975 4,205 4,209 1,157 Ail 5,177 113 «212 ¢} -3 9
Moora-fost Lreek 20 29 30 12 42 -50  +1ig +50 110 5 5
torin 8ig Cree &0 160 282 282 +605  +605 +76 +16 20 23
Yerr-Lost Creex 627 2,379 1,683 316 1,063 3,062 +168  +388 -29 +29 12 18
Noh-White Rock 333 253 333 15 104 452 1} +36 +32 +79 19 27
Hon-Sections ’ 220 291 291 28 319 +32 +45 0 +10 48 55
Myle Creex-FVRA 430 1,177 1,326 139 281 1,746 +208 4306 +13 +48 72 96
Horse Creek-PYGA 637 1,015 746 26 277 1,043 +17 +64 =27 +3 40 S1
Franm-PVGA 36 ‘ 167 143 143 4297 . «297 -9 -9 39 39
South HMule Creek 226 257 257 176 26 459 +14 4103 0 +79 59 76
Sriff 562 1,280 1,780 1,280 +116  +116 0 0
Peters 298 405 405 96 501 +36 +68 0 +24
4ocx Creek-Coiner 50 50 50 50 0 4] 0 o
Courtnay 68 102 102 102 +50 +50 0 s}
Hub Butte-WSHA 576 1,142 1,142 S0 561 1,753 +98  +204 0 +54
salmen Tract [so. (Danos) 10 8 10 10 0 0 +25 425
Hub Butte favis 160 196 156 16 129 301 -13 +67 -20 +54
Fuller 354 353 300 21 265 536 -15 +66 -15 +65
Greene 2rivate - 43 48 118 118 +146  +146  +146  +146 15 30
Salmon Tract-Stewart 4 § - ) +25 +25 -17 -17
Soldier Creek . 22 49 34 12 46 +55 4109 =31 -6 10 14
Rarton-Schutte 121 312 32 51 363 +158 4200 0 +16
Jones-Goat Spring 66 478 441 263 704 +568 +1,067 -8 +47
Kinsey-Lost Creek 50 40 40 40 -20 -20 0 0 5 5
West Kunkel 151 690 690 150 840 +357  +456 0 +22
Amsterdam-Kunkel 46 142 142 142 +209 +209 0 0
Louahmiller 255 610 610 610 +139  +139 0 0
Salmon Tract Ind. 10 10 14 14 +40 +40 +40 +40
Litly Grade 330 266 227 13 218 458 =31 +39 -15 +72
Salmon Tract-McCoy 5 S 16 16 4220 4220 +220 4220
South 8iq Creek 65 65 246 130 376 +278  +478 4278 418 7 7
Randall lso. 30 Kt 10 10 ~67 -67 -68 -68
Lemmon-Ring 30 24 30 30 4} 1} +25 +25 15 19
Cameron 235 188 160 160 =32 -32 -15 -1§ 50 50
Schnell-Salmon Tract 1,535 4,633 3,526 1,062 92 4,680 +130  «205 -24 + 1 28 39
Hagic Common 480 723 723 668 1,391 +51  +190 1] +92 54 83
Sharp-Lost Creek 120 378 319 15 110 444 +186 4270 -16 +17 35 53
Salmon Tract [so. (Stewart) S0 50 24 38 62 -52 +24 -52 +24
Lost Creek-uz 380 381 335 100 . 435 -12 +14 -12 +14 110 148
Salmon Tract-U2 30 49 72 72 +140  +140 47 7
Squaw Joe . 476 898 577 208 188 973 +21  +104 -36 +8 68 86
Sauaw Joe [so. 204 240 240 240 +18 +18 0 0
Ridoe - 999 882 999 206 1,205 0 +21 +13 +37 222 222
Ridge Iso. - 126 126 126 126 0 0 0 0
Gravel Pit-Salmon Trac 170 153 170 84 254 [t} +49 +11 +66
Section 22-Salmon Tract | 40 [ 40 40 0 0 -9 -9
Righway Unit 11 18 16 16 +45 +45 -11 ~11
£ast Xunkel 13 92 13 48 61 N +369 -86 =34
Highway-Kunkel 16 : 86 65 91 56 +306  +875 -24 +81
Kunkel 1so. 30 108 77 17 =29 -29
Hot Creek [1} 47 o . L %4 C4100 +l00 10 10
Tews iso. 4] ] 194 194 - -- )
8ia Creek Iso. ) 0 89 89 - - -- - B
T0TALS 45,392 54,472 55,076 6,129 10,005} 71,210 +21 +57 +1 +31 2,661 4,405

L An fncrease of 161 AUMs would result from maintenance of an existing land treatment on the Whiskey Creek Buffer Pasture. (10,166 AuMs total
fncrease from maintenance.)



/‘ UNITED STATES Name (MFP}
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Twin Falls
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT ( Activity
' Range Management
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overiay Reference
RECOMMENDATION—ANALYSIS-DECISION Step 1 RM-3.1 step 3

Multiple Use Recommendation (cont.):

The 1,280 acres of Buffer Pastures
will not be allocated to grazing
preference. These four pastures will
be managed for emergency use as needed
within the District. Examples of
emergencies are an allotment or pas-
ture with the annual forage destroyed
by fire, an allotment with a forage
shortage caused by drought, or an
allotment or pasture in non-use status
for rehabilitation.

Whiskey Creek Buffer Pasture 640 ac.

Berger Buffer North 160 ac.
Berger Buffer West 320 ac.
Berger Buffer South 160 ac.
Support Needs: ‘ Alternatives Considered:
Complete EIS. 1. Accept RM-3.1.
Implement decisions. 2. Reject RM-3.1 and make no changes.
3. Maximize the forage allocation to
1ivestock.
4. Minimize the allocation to live-
stock.
Decision: Rationale:
Accept the multiple use recommenda- Through the inventory, planning, and
tion. EIS efforts it has been determined

that the following table portrays the
best forage allocation according to
present production and long-temm
potential as evaluated through the
public participation process.

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

(Instructions on reverse) Form 160021 (April 1&7
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/ UNITED STATES Name (31 P)

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERICR Twin Falls
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity
Rangae Management
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN _ Overlay Reference 7
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS—DECISION Step1 3¢ Siep 3

Recommendation: : Rationale:
RM-3.2 Continue to use the existing with- During FY-1980 a total of 5925 sheep and
drawn stock-driveways for trailing live- 7868 cattle were trailed along the with-
stock herds. Maintain all existing with- drawn stock-driveways in the Twin Falls
drawals on these driveways. planning unit. These trails provide access

not only to allotments within the planning
unit, but also to adjacent allotments in
the Jarbridge resource area and the Elke
District in Nevada.

It is expected that as fuel costs continue
to raise, more use will be made of the
stock-driveways in lieu of trucking Tive-

stock.
{7 
o
. Support:

Resource Area Staff: (Issuance of
Trail Permits)

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

(Iustructions on reverse)
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UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Twin Falls
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity

Range Manaqement

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION

Overlay Reference
Step 1 RM-3.2Step 3

Multiple Use Analysis

Livestock trailing on existing withdrawals has occurred each year. During the
last two seasons the trailing use has increased and may continue to do so as
long as fuel prices continue to increase.

One ‘isolated tract of 40 acres (T. 11 S., R. 18 E., Sec. 35: SW1/4 NE1/4) is
removed from normal trail routes and is not needed for a stock driveway any
longer.

The area described 7. 14 S., R. 16 E., Sec. 10: N1/2 SW1/4 and SW1/4 SW1/4 is
allocated as part of the Lost Creek-i2 (4108) allotment and has not heen used
for stock driveway purposes. The allotment is recommended to -have a rest-
rotation grazing system implemented {RM-1.2).

(Metsivion)

Multiple Use Recommendation: Reasons:

Stock driveways are needed for moving
lTivestock across the. county. The

Modify RM-3.2 -
Continue to use the existing estab-
Maintain all

lished stock driveways.
existing stock driveways except T. 11
S., R. 18 E., Sec. 35: SWi/4 NEl/4 and
T. 14 S., R. 16 E., Sec. 10: N1/2
SW1/4, and SW1/4 SW1/4. If the with-
drawals are revoked these driveways
need to be segregated by classifica-
tion or designation through this MFP,

Support Needs:

R. A. Staff -
Manage the driveways to protect the
resource and issue trail permits.

Realty -
Withdrawal review.

forage and water are used by trailing
livestock. The tracts described to
drop from the withdrawal are no longer
used for stock driveway.

Alternatives -Considered:

1. Reject RM-3.2.
2. Add to RM-3.2.
3. Reduce RM-3.2

O

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

(Instructions on reverse) Form TR0 01 cAnr o
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Twin Falls

UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

|
i
|
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT | Activins
| _Wildlife - Big Game _
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN - STEP ] !'()'!)u?(‘lwv.' Nunmber
ACTIVITY OBJECTIVES w1

OBJECTIVE:

Improve and maintain terrestrial habitat for big game throughout the Planning Unit.

RATIONALE:

Basic Guidance (1602.13A) states that the Bureau, in deciding among alternative uses
of available resources and among management alternatives, will utilize both physical
and social data in evaluating the immediate and long-range impact of proposed actions
on environmental quality and ecological balance and will strive to maintain and
enhance environmental quality.

The Planning Area Analysis (PAR) indicates that by 1995 the demand for big game hunter
days on public land in the Planning Unit will increase 81 percent from the current
level. In 1995, it is estimated that the gross value of hunter days attributable to
public land wildlife habitat in the Planning Unit for big game hunting will be
$91,731.80.

BIM's Wildlife Program Activity Policy Statement (1603.12D) describes in the following
narratives, rationale for managing wildlife and their habitats.

1. Description of Program Activity. The Wildlife Program is primarily concerned with
the protection and use of mammals, birds, reptiles, amphibians, fishes, and
invertebrates through the enhancement and maintenance of their habitat components.

The program activity is closely coordinated with State wildlife agencies.

2. Long-Term Objectives.

a. Maintain a maximum diversity of wildlife species in sufficient numbers to meet
public demands. This will be accomplished by means of habitat management.

b. Sponsor or conduct the research, studies, and inventories necessary to insure
adequate data for decision making relating to the maintenance of habitat expressed in

as above.

3. Major Principles and Standards.

a. Maintain cooperative relations with States, other Federal Agencies, public
interest groups, and individuals interested in or responsible for wildlife use,
protection, and habitat management.

b. The essential requirements of wildlife -- food, cover, and water -- will be
maintained so as to provide optimum "edge effect" and interspersion of habitat
components in important wildlife areas.

RS A SR E Jol

{(Irustructions on rererse)
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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 K
Wildlife -~ Big Game

Overlay Reference

Step IWL—1 .1 Step 3

Vote: Attuch ad:rtional sheets, i nee

R N T R EPY R orets

RECOMMENDATION:

Allocate the following AUM's to mule deer
and pronghorn antelope during their
seasons of use in 26 livestock grazing
allotments for the present populations and
as the populations increase to a 1990

level. See the attached AUM allocation

tables.

SUPPORT:

Range =~ Allocation of AUM's to deer and
antelope and a reduction in live-

stock numbers and/or use if a
conflict arises.

Wildlife-Management of habitat to sustain
optimum populations.

1 1daho Depar tment of Fish and Game.
IDAHO'S FISH AND WILDLIFE RESOURCES.
1975-1990. IDFG. Boise, Idaho.

sedeedd

N

1978.
Volume I:

RATIONALE:

BIM and IDFG fully concur with the figures
on the following table. See the letter from
Region IV-IDFG, 1/9/81, in the Twin Falls
Public Participation Plan. The Forest Ser-
vice, Region IV-IDFG and Burley District
BLM jointly concur that the deer herd as-
sociated with the forest in Game Management
Unit #54 can be doubled by 1990 with proper
management (Gary Will, Region IV~-IDFG,
1/14/80, Personal Communication). This deer
herd winters on public land.

Game Management Unit #54 in the Twin Falls
MFP area is extremely popular for mule deer
hunting. Approximately 28 percent of the
mule deer habitat and 6 percent of the
hunting days are attributable to public
land in the Planning Unit. The Planning
Area Analysis (PAA) shows an 81 percent
increase in the number of hunter days from
1975 to 1995. BLM habitat includes 72 per-
cent of the critical summer and winter
range for Unit #54. Therefore, the popula-
tion increase or decrease is directly pro-
portional to management of these critical
habitats. Improved fawn survival in con-
juction with present harvest programs and
other management efforts, should, under
current management levels and habitat
trends, provide for a steady rebuilding of
mule deer numbers and harvest through 1990.
Success rates, while initially lower, will,
by 1985, improve over those currently ex-
isting, The PAA shows that $11,605.60

was spent in 1980 in the Planning Unit
hunting mule deer on BIM land. This will
increase to an estimated $91,731.80 by
1995, Forage competition between antelope
and other wildlife and/or domestic live-
stock does not appear to be a major pro-

A PLAN FOR THE FUTURE MANAGEMENT OF
GOAL'S, OBJECTIVES AND POLICIES
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UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Twin Falls
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity
Wildlife - Big Game
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION—ANALYSIS~-DECISION Step WL=1¢1  Step 3

Nofc-

RATIONALE (cont.):

blem. Nearly all of the land in the Plan-
ning Unit designated as habitat expansion
and habitat improvement areas is public
land, therefore, antelope would be a desir-
able species for which to manage.

Pronghorn antelope were not included in the
Twin Falls Planning Area Analysis (PAA) due
to insufficient data. Currently, the
demand for antelope far exceeds the supply.
Game Management Unit #47 will be closed

to antelope hunting starting in 1981 due

to iow antelope numbers. Every effort
should be made to build up the antelope
herd so an allowable harvest will once
again be available to the hunter. Region
IV-IDFG fully supports an antelope trans-
plant {(Gary Will, 4-4-80, Personal Communi-
cation). Through management practices,
antelope numbers will never exceed 150
animals over the total range. This would
result in a density of 2 animals per
section of public land in the designated
antelope range. Hunter demand in the
Planning Unit will increase in the future.

Multiple Use Analysis

Mule deer and pronghorn antelope numbers and forage demands by AUM's have heen
determined for each allotment by a cooperative effort of the Magic Resource
Area wildlife biologist and Region IV of the Idaho Department of Fish and
Game. The basis of the information for mule deer are aerial surveys, winter
counts, on the ground observations and demand projections to 1990. Carrying
capacity data shows adequate forage overall by allotment to support present
and projected deer demand. (Refer to WL-1.4 and WL-1.5 for detail.)

Pronghorn antelope demand and carrying capacities were determined the same as
were mule deer. There are sufficient AUM's to support present and proiected
antelope demand. (Refer to WL-1.7, WL-1.8 and WL-1.9 for detail.)

Data presented at a public meeting on March 31, 1980 in Twin Falls and on
April 1, 1980 in Buhl for both present and projected mule deer and antelope
AUM's hy allotment was acceptable by other agencies and the public
represented.

‘\ltuh i(ii nlmll] \.hLL’\ n m(\h(l
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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

Uildlife

Overlay Reference
Step 1 WL_]_. IStep 3

( /(M/‘u;l“x/\)

Multiple Use Recommendation:

Accept WL-1.1
Allocate the followinag forage to
mule deer and pronghorn antelope for
present numbers and allow increases
to the projected AUM's,

RN

Reason:

A SVIM conducted in 1979 shows

adequate forage overall by allotment
for both present and projected mule

deer and antelope numbers,

Mule Deer
Present Projected
No. Allotment 1980 AUMs 1990 AlUMs
T4024  J.E. Baker-Lost Creek 43 46
4031  Western Stockgrowers 1,544 2,977
4034 Point Ranch 120 204
4036 Moore-tLost Creek 5 5
4037 North Big Creek 20 23
4038 Kerr-Lost Creek 12 12
4039 Noh-White Rock 19 27
4040  Noh Sections 48 55
4041 Mule Creek-PVGA 72 an
4042 Horse Creek-PVGA 40 51
4043  Frahm-PVGA 39 39
4044 South Mule Creek 59 76
4059 Greene Private 19 30
4063 Saldier Creek 10 14
4072 Kinsey-Lost Creek 5 b
4092 South Pia Creek 7 7
4096 Lemmon-Ring 15 16
4097 Cameron 50 50
4098 Schnell-Salmon Tract 28 35
4101 Magic Common ~ 54 76
4102 Sharp-Lost Creek 35 53
4108 Lost Creek-UZ 110 148
4114 Squaw Joe 68 86
4119 Ridae 222 222
4128 Hot Creek 10 10
Pronghorn Antelope
Present Projected
No. Allotment 1980 AlUMs 1990 AUMs
4034 Point Ranch 7 13
4035 Khiskev Creek - 9
4038 Kerr-Lost Creek - 6
41098 Schnell-Salmon Tract - 4
4101 Magic Common _—— 7

Note: Attach additional sheets. if needed

tinstructions on reverse)



UNITED STATLES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOKR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAH

RECOMMENDATION—-ANALYSIS-DECISION

Name (M2

Twin Falls

Acfivity
Wildlife - Big

Qverlav Referrnce

Sle WL"“ . 2

Zame

Step 3

Yate o Attach additional sheets, if needed

e

RECOMMENDATION:

Permit oil and gas leasing, and vehicular
traffic to existing roads and trails that
have been established and/or used via
actual management intent. BAllow off-road
vehicle use on present and future big game
winter range areas from 5/1 to 10/31 and
in fawning areas from 6/15 to 4/15 as they

become identified.

SUPPORT :

Minerals - Restriction of oil and gas
leasing at critical times of
the year.

Recreation - Minimization and/or restric-
tion of ORV use at critical
times of the year.

Wildlife - Designation of restricted
areas and specific time
frame.

IDFG - Coordination with BLM in de-

signation of restricted
areas.

1 Idaho Depar tment of Fish and Game. 1978.
IDAHO'S FISH AND WILDLIFE RESOURCES.

1975-1990. IDFG. Boise, Idaho.

s tls o retiersed

Volume I:

RATIONALE:

Mineral development and recreational uses
have an adverse effect on big game during
the winter months and the fawning season.
Access roads have been developed over a
period of years by ranchers, hunters, other
recreational users and through BLM develop-
ments. Oil and gas leasing will bring
about even more access roads. The existing
roads already open up a wide area that has
previously been fairly inaccessible. They
create a situation where big game are quite
vulnerable to human intrusion and harass-
ment, especially during the winter months
when they are already stressed because of
adverse weather conditions. Stress during
the fawning period could cause a population
to decrease through die~offs from stress o
and loss of fawns.

There should be close coordination with
IDFG. IDFG actively supports the preser-
vation and protection of critical mule deer
habitat through restricting and/or minimi-
zing use on critical ranges at various
times of the year.1

A PLAN FOR THE FUTURE MANAGEMENT OF
GOAL'S, OBJECTIVES, AND POLICIES



UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN

RECOMMENDATION—ANALYSIS~DECISION

Name (MFFP)
Twin Falls

Activity
Mildlife

Overlay Reference
Step 1 WL—].."ZStep 3

Note:

Multiple Use Apalvsis

This recommendation conflicts with minerals recommendations for minerals
exploration and development throughout the Planning Unit in that exploration

often reauires off road travel.

use at any time anywhere on the public lands.

Conflicts with recreation center around 0ORV

The recommendation calls for

limiting all use to existina roads and trails and closing ORV use on deer from

winter ranae 11/1 to 4/30 and fawnina areas from 4/15 to 6/15.

The current

existing non restricted use has not been closely studied enough to actually
determine affect of ORV use on the survival of mule deer.

Multinle !lse Recommendation:

Modify the recommendation as follows:
Allow 011 and gas exploration and
development activities and vehicle
use on existing roads and trails on
critical big game winter ranges from
November 1 to April 30 and on deer
fawnina areas from April 15 to June
15. If future studi€es produce
evidence that the herd populations
are adversely affected an activity
plan will be developed and implemen-
ted to manage the resource uses as
determined to meet the wildlife :
needs.

Support Needs:

Wildlife --
Monitor mule deer activities to
determine location and times of deer
concentrations on winter range.

Recreation --
Monitor ORV use to identify any
problems resulting from open
~designations in the planning unit.

Attach additional sheets, if needed

r toc nrevent undue harassment
and stress to mule deer, vehicular
traffic should he retricted to exist-
ing roads and trails during ¢ritical
times of the year. There is reason to
suspect that harrassment is occurring
to g limited extent. There is no real
evidence to show that it is a real
problem to the deer herds at this
time. This recommendation will be
coordinated through M<2:1, —————~

— —

Alternatives Considered:

1. Accept WL-1.2.
2. Reject WL-1.2.
3. Leave entire area open.

(Instructions on reverse)

Form 1600-21 tApryt 1477



( UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
{ DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Twin Falls
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity
Witdlife
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION StedWl-1.2  Step 3
Decision: Rationale:
Modify the multiple-use recommenda- This action will allow unrestricted
tion, allow vehicular use, and o0il and vehicular use all the time except the
gas exploration without restriction periods November 15 to April 30 on big
except during: game critical winter range and April
‘ 15 to June 15 on deer fawning range.
1. November 15 to April 30 on big These restrictions will protect the
game critical winter range. deer needs during these critical

periods of their annual life cycles.
2. April 15 to June 15 on deer

fawning areas. The restrictive date was modified to
allow vehicle use to continue through
During these periods, and in the the hunting season.

applicable areas, vehicular travel
will be restricted to existing roads
and trails.

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

(Instructions on reverse) Form 160021 (April 1G7%
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UNITED STATLES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND JANAGEMENT

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN
RECCMMENDATION-AN/ALYSIS-DECISION

Name 1 [0

Twin Falls

Aotiviaty
Wildlifs - Big Game

Cveriay Keierence

! Step IWL—-1.3

Step

Note: Attuch additional sheets, if needed

s ira it

RECOMMENDATION:

Improve mule deer and antelope habitat by
making all existing and future livestock
water available to these species. Lower
existing livestock troughs in antelope
range to allow antelope fawn use. Provide
water even when livestock are not using
the water systems. Provide water for ex-
clusive use by big game. Install 12 big
game guzzlers in the critical mule deer
summer range and present and expansion
antelope range. Construct a 30-inch high
barbed wire antelope fence around the big
game guzzlers.

SUPPORT:

Assistance in livestock
trough modification and use
of troughs by big game when
livestock are not present.

Range -

Operations - Modification of existing
livestock troughs for use by
big game. Construction and
installation of big game

" guzzlers.

Recreation - Assistance in layout to

complement the landscape.

1 wilson, L.O. 1977.

Number T/N 305. U.S. Department of the In
Denver Service Center. Denver, Colorado.

2 Sundstrom, C. 1968. WATER CONSUMPTION BY
RELATED TO WATER IN WYOMING'S RED DESERT.
4:39-46.

M ar rererNe

RATIONALE:

Before deer can be expected to permanently
establish in an area, dependable water must
be available. Guidelines outlined in BLM
Tec?nical Note T/N 305 should be follow-
ed.

Pronghorn antelope densities are highest on
well watered ranges. The availability of
water every mile will improve habitat for
an increasing herd. 2antelope water at
least once each day and often twice. Ante-
lope cannot be re-established without per-
manent water sources. Free water can be
very important to antelope during the
mer and fall.?

sum-

The development of big game guzzlers would
provide a permanent water supply for big -«
game during the spring, summer and fall
periods. These water developments will im-
prove mule deer and antelope habitat and
allow them to make better use of their
range in the dry season. Protective fenc-
ing would prevent trampling damage or com-
petition for use of water by livestock.

GUIDELINES AND RECOMMENDATIONS FOR DESIGN AND MODIFICATION OF
LIVESTOCK WATERING DEVELOPMENTS TO FACILITATE SAFE USE BY WILDLIFE.

Technical Note

terior. Bureau of Land Management.

PRONGHORN ANTELOPE AND DISTRIBUTION
Antelope States Workshop Proceedings.




UNITED STATES | Name (r 7
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Twin Falls

BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT ACtivaty ]
Wildlife - Big Game

_1 . MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN “veer iy Refercnce
: RECOMMENDATION=ANALY SIS=DECISION Step FE™1+3 giep 3

RECOMMENDATION (cont.):

pa

: Wildlife - Layout and design of big game
' guzzler locations and live-
stock trough modification
areas in coordination with
range and operations. Prepar-
"ation of EA's.

Multinle Use Analvsis

This recommendation does not conflict with any other activity recommendation.
Increasing available water for bia qame will improve habitat conditions and
provide water for other wildlife at the same time. Pipelines in existina and
future antelope areas are operated and maintained hv livestock aperators.
Leaving water in the pipeline after livestock have left would need to be
coordinated with the users.

Multiple llse Recommendation: Reasons:
; - Accept WL-1.3 with the following Providing water for big qame animals
+ N modifications - will improve habitat conditions and
: As wells are shut down troughs provide benefits to other wildiife

; should be left full of water. Add species.
3 wildlife facilities to systems if it

is less expensive than altering

existing facilities or will avoid

creating a competitive conflict for

water. Install big game quzzlers as
described,

s s aaeianeatiilie. - o

Support Needs: Alternatives Considered:

Witdlife - 1. Reject WL-1.3.
Inventory existing water facilities 2. Modify WL-1.3 to add quzzlers,
and determine needed modifications. and not leave water in existing
Coordinate with users in regards to systems,

: leaving water in pipelines after
! Tivestock have left.

Operations -
Modify existing troughs as needed.
Install big game quzzlers.

\

L

Note: Attach additional sheets, 1f needed

tloostrectonns o revorse! e d
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UNITED STATES Name (4177
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Twin Falls
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

AF_ \ N
C MM d1ife - Mule Deer

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overluy Rewrence
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION Step™ 14 ciens

2 n
—==RECOMMENDATIONT REFTEONAEE=

Implement livestock grazing systems to The management of livestock grazing has the

insure adequate production of useable greatest potential for affecting mule deer

forage for mule deer. habitat. Intensive grazing systems com-
bined with moderate stocking rates are

The grazing dates for the following allot-~ needed to insure adequate production of

ments which lie in critical mule deer win- useable forage for mule deer.

ter range should not be extended past

9/30: Domestic livestock often compete with mule
deer for forage. Cattle use of browse dur-
4031 - Western Stockgrowers 4/16 - 5/26 ing later summer and fall can result in a
4036 -~ Moore - Lost Creek 5/1 - 5/31 shortage of deer winter forage. Management
4063 - Soldier Creek 6/15 - 8/14 should bhe aimed at providing maximum vigor
4097 - Cameron 7/1 = 9/15 and production of browse species on deer

winter range areas. Excessive grazing can
Restrict livestock use after 9/30 in that also eliminate grass and forbs that provide
portion of the following allotments which important spring and early summer deer for-
lie in critical mule deer winter range: age. Restriction of livestock use on na-

tive summer ranges until after 5/185 will

4034 - Point Ranch 3/1 - 2/28 allow the vegetation to be more developed
4037 - DNorth Big Creek 4/1 - 11/30 and will serve to reduce grazing pressure )
4040 - Noh Sections ' 5/5 = 11/21 on important forage shrubs later in the
4043 - PVGA - Frahm 5/1 = 10/31 grazing season. Management should be aimed
4098 -~ Schnell-Salmon Tr. 3/1 -~ 2/28 at providing the maximum succulent forage
4108 - Lost Creek ~ U2 4/20 - 1/7 possible during the spring/summer period.
4114 -~ Squaw Joe 3/ - 2/28

4119 - Ridge 5/1 - 11/30

Limit livestock utilization of important
winter forage shrubs to less than 20
percent of the annual growth on mule deer
winter ranges.

No domestic livestock grazing should be
allowed on native ranges prior to 5/15
each spring on the critical mule deer
summer range located in the following

allotments:

4034 - Point Ranch 3/1 - 2/28
4041 -~ 'PVGA - Mule Creek 5/1 - 11/30
4119 - Ridge 5/1 -~ 11/30

The turn-out date for 4102---Sharp-Lost
Creek 5/20-11/19 should not be made any
earlier.

Note: Attach additional sheets, af neede

Vs triie tions o reverset



UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Twin Falls
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activite

Wildlife
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION Step 1  WL-1.8tep 3

C

Note:

Support (cont.):

Livestock management on the
above allotments to agree
with the corresponding
dates.

Range -

Wildlife ~ Coordination with range on
designation of critical
ranges which need livestock
management.

Multiple Use Analysis

This recommendation conflicts with the existing fall use made on eight other
allotments which include Point Ranch, North Big Creek, MNoh Sections, PVGA-

Frahm, Schnell-Salmon Tract, Lost Creek U2, Squaw Joe and Ridge.

The portion

of the recommendation which calls for no use on mule deer summer range before

5/15 does not conflict with any existing or proposed use.

An analysis of

available forage based on biological use levels of forage and dietary
requirements of cattle and deer showed 34 competitive AUMs between 1980 deer

numbers and livestock.

An additional 37 competitive AUMs result from the
projected mule deer population increase by 1990.

Mule deer will receive the

AUMs through the forage allocation recommendation RM-3.1 and WL-1.1.

(ihecieqre)
Multiple Use Recommendation:

Modify the recommendation as follows:
Implement livestock grazing systems
to insure adequate production of
useable forage for mule deer on
their critical winter ranges. These
systems will be designed to elimi-
nate or minimize grazing after
September 30. Limit livestock util-
ization of important winter forage
shrubs to less than 20 percent of

" the annual growth on mule deer
winter range. No domestic livestock
grazing will be allowed on native
range prior to 5/15 each spring on
the critical mule deer summer range.

Attach additional sheets, if needed

Reason:

Intensive management systems will help
to ensure adequate production of
useable forage for mule deer. Elimina-
ting or minimizing grazing on
crtitical winter ranges along with the
AUM computations used to determine
competitive AUM's between cattle and
deer were based on 20 percent biolo-
gical use levels for shrubs. The
competitive AUM's will be allocated to
deer, so 25 percent use by cattle will
not conflict with existing or projec-
ted deer numbers. This allocation
process also insures that livestock
using critical deer winter range after
9/30 do not use more than is necessary
to sustain wintering mule deer.

{Instructions on reverse)

Form 100021 {Aprst 1477
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UNITED STATLS
DEPARTIENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN

RECOMMENDATION—-ANALYSIS-DECISICN

! s
{ Name Micf)

i Twin Falls

; Activet
| Wildlife - Mula Deer

f23vur1ay Ref{crence
t Stch;r-"1 «5 Step 3

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

RECOMMENDATION: ; I
(MvciZipte five ¢ Kocicern)

Provide high quality mule deer forage on
public land by:

(1) maximizing the "edge" effect;

(2) planting wheatgrasses, alfalfa,
four-wing saltbush and bitterbrush
as the primary plants used in all
reseeding efforts on mule deer

range.

SUPPORT:

Range - Provide the "edge" effect in
all land treatments and the
above seed mixture on all re-
seeding efforts on mule deer
range.

Lands - Inclusion of seeding mixture

and "edge" effect in all land
reports and EA's dealing with
vegetative manipulation on
mule deer range.

Operations - Layout and design, contract
work, and on-the-ground work
involving vegetative projects
on mule deer range should
include the "edge" effect and
above seed mixture.

Recreation - Assistance in design to com-
plement the natural landscape
characteristics.

wildlife Designation of "edge" effect
areas within a land treat-
ment area. Identification of
specific types and pounds of
seed for the seed mixture.
Close coordination with
lands, range and operations
in applying the above recom-
mendatione.

e b 5 o 8 St i 4 1
' B

(loestroe oS "n TOUCINE

RATIONALE:

Iand treatments are needed to set back
plant succession to a more "desirable" com-
munity with respect to mule deer. Great
plant species diversity is created when ex-
tensive big sagebrush stands and/or mono-
typic stands of crested wheatgrass seedings
are altered. When done properly there is
an increased "edge" effect. The size and
shape of the treated area has a significant
effect on the subsequent use of the area by
mule deer. Specific guidelines are out-
lined in the URA Step IV opportunities
wildlife narrative entitled "B.1. Mule
Deer".

The recommended seed mixture should bhe used
for the purpose of supplying succulent for-
age over a longer period. Sagebrush may
have to be reseeded for range rehabilita-
tion on some winter ranges. Additional im-
portant forage species have been identified
in the URA Step III present situation wild-
life narrative entitled "A.1. Mule Deer”.

S~
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Note:

UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN

RECOMMENDATION—-ANALYSIS-DECISION

Name (M Py
Twin Falls
Activity
Wildlife - Mule Deer

Overlay Reference

WL-—].S}@p 3

Step 1

( Breivind

RECOMMENDATION:

Acquire the following parcel of land to
provide additional critical mule deer
winter range habitat:

T. 12 S., R. 18 E.

© - South Hills Strip
Sec. 15: El/2 E1/2

SUPPORT:
Lands - Preparation of land report
and EA for land acquisition.
Range - Assistance in acquisition for
range benefits.
Watershed - Assistance in acquisition for

watershed benefits.

Recreation - Assistance in acquisition for
hunter day benefits.

Wildlife Assistance in acquisition.

RATIONALE:

Acquisition of this 160 acre parcel of lan
will preclude any future private develop-
ment on this critical mule deer winter
range.

The Federal Land Policy and Management Act
of 1976, Public Law 94-579, Title II,
Section 205(a) states that "“Notwithstandir
any .other provisions of law, the Secretary
with respect to the nublic ltands, is
authorized to acquire pursuant to this Act
by purchase, exchandge, donation, or eminer
domain, lands or interests therein..."

Multiple Use Analysis

This parcel of land identified for acquisition is located on critical mule

deer winter range.

It is important that this

parcel of land remain in its

natural condition, free from developments which would deter mule deer use on

and around the area. The spring which
component of mule deer.
as a proposed exchange.

supports this wildlife recommendation.

Multiple Use Recommendation:

Accept WL-1.6 --
Acquire through purchase or exchange
this 160 acre parcel of private land
for critical mule deer habitat
needs.

Attach additional sheets, if needed

exists is an important habitat

The lands recommendation L-7.2 identified this parcel
Acquisition of this parcel

through an exchange

Reason:

BLM ownership and administration will
insure that the land use and wildlife
benefits provided will remain
available.

(Instructions on reverse)

Form 160021 (April 1975
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UNITED 5TATIEES éxamc:ﬁrp;
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Twin Falls
RUEEAL OF T AN UANSCENONT DAt
] Wildlife - Antelope
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN R’ve;yuv eterence
RECOMMENDATICN~ANALYSIS— _ECI3ION !SanL_1'7 Step 3
RECOMMENDATION : ifﬂlbcbiékﬂ,> RATIONALE:

Maintain and enhance the existing habitat Pronghorn antelope numbers are below

for the introduction of antelope in the optimum in the Twin Falls Planning Unit.
following allotments: The available habitat is not bheing utilized
due to the low antelope population. Region
#4034 Point Ranch IV~-IDFG fully supports an antelope trans-
#4035 Whiskey Creek plant (Gary Will, 4-4-80, Personal Communi-
#4038 Kerr~-Lost Creek cation). By transplanting antelope, the
#4098 Schnell-Salmon Tract available habitat would be more fully
#4101 Magic Common utilized since the antelcope is a desirable
ﬁ?S/ﬂ U/f// ) species for which to manage. Currently,
/05 /76'5“ 7 the demand for antelope exceeds tﬁe supply.
¢ Every effort should be made tc build up the
SUPPORT: antelope population in Game Management Unit
£47 so an allowable harvest will be avail-
Range - Management of allotments to able to the hunter. Wnit £47 will bhe clos-
benefit antelope trans- ed to antelope hunting starting in 19281 due
plants. to low antelope numbers. Hunter demand in
the Planning Unit will increase in the
-Recreation —~ Assistance with HMP and EA future.
since an increase in hunter
days will come about.
IDFG - Transplanting of antelope in-
to designated areas.
wildlife - Inventory of transplant

Note:

TR

areas, preparation of HMP and
EA, and coordination with
range and IDFG.

Multinle llse Analysis

This recommendation conflicts with Fire Management F.I.5, however, WL-1.8 is
based on a need for high concentrations of forbs for sprinag and early summer
antelope use. One of the primary results of fire is an increase of forh
production for several vears. The chances of the entire area hurnina off are
relatively small in any aiven vear. Additionally, burning enhances qrowth of
rabbitbrush which is listed as a primary browse species for antelope.
Proposed and existing grazing management systems will be expected to maintain
and enhance habitat for antelope.

Attach additional cheets, 1if neoded
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UNITED STATELS
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREFAL O LAND MANAGENENT

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN

RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-0EC.JICN

DNamae st

Twin Falls

Wildlife - Antelope

—

Crverluvy Relerence

f S(chgL_1'8 Step 3

RECOMMENDATION:

Implement grazing systems on current and
future antelope ranges which emphasize
increasing the composition of forbs. No
livestock grazing should occur from 4/15
to 6/15 in specific areas where forbs are
present.

RATIONALE:

Antelope depend on areas where a high
concentration of forbs can be found in the
spring and early summer. Forbs and browse
species should be considered when estab-
lishing grazing systems for livestock since
they are key species for antelope. Live-

stock grazing systems which restrict,

alter, limit or deleteriously affect the

habitat reguirement of antelope should he

minimized and alternate procedures devel-

oped to enhance antelope habitat. Pre-

Range - Design grazing systems to deter scription grazing by livestock should be
livestock use in areas of forbs opracticed in seedinags and certain native
from 4/15 to &6/15. ranges wnere high antelope habitat values

exist.

SUPPORT:

rh

Wildlife - Inventoryv and designate fork
concentration areas. Coordi-
nate livestock non-use areas

from 4/15 to 6/15 with range.

Multiple Use Analvsis

This recommendation could conflict with existing livestock use on four allot-
ments based on 4/15 to 6/15 deferrment in "“forh areas." Wildlife URA IT1I
states that "The antelope-cattle conflict is very slight with respect to
“orage competition. The existinag pasture of native vegetation should not bhe
subject to any mechanical treatments to ensure adequate forage for antelope."
Based on the current use made by antelope andthe dietarypreference stated in
Wildlife URA III a total of 2064 pounds of browse, 2256 pounds of forbs, and
280 pounds of grass are needed to meet the existing needs of antelope in the
plannina unit. Projected 1990 population levels would require 17,696 pounds
of browse, 11,952 pounds of forbs and 1552 pounds of grass for one year. This
needed forage is not competitive with proposed livestock allocations. A1l of
the allotments containing existing or potential antelope range have been
proposed for intensive management to improve and maintain range condition.

HNote: Attach additional sheets, af needed )
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UNITED STATES Name «MF P
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Twin Falls
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity
‘ Hilalifa
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION~ANALYSIS—DECISION Step 1 Y[ -1, 3Step 3
Cdeccasine )
Multinle Use Recommendation: Reason:
Modify the recommendation as follows: A good manaaement system will provide

Implement aqrazing systems on current for a balance nf veqetative species
and future antelope ranage which will including browse, arass and forbhs.
emphasize increasing the composition The deferred use on "“forh areas® was
of forbs. Maintain and improve modified . Wildlife YRA Il stated
range condition with emphasis on that anv conflicts hetween antelope
increasing the composition of forhs, and cattle were "verv slight."
Danae improvement nrojects non the

antelope rananes will ne done in

irreauiar pattarns to increase adae

and forbs will he incluced in seed

mixTures in areas to he seedad.

Sunport Heeds: Aternatives Laonsiderad:
Ranqe - 1. Accent 4WlL-1.8&,
Desian arazing svstems to maintain 2. Reject WL-1.8.

and improve range condition.

Wildlife -
Develop management plan for the in-
troduciton of antelope. Inventory
potential introduction areas to
determine if possible habitat com-
ponents are lacking.

Decision: Rationale:
Accept the multiple-use Information in the URA indicates that
recommendation, sufficient forage currently exists to

satisfy both the current and projected
number of antelope. A good management
system will insure that this situation
is maintained or improved.

Note: Attach additional sheets. if needed

(lustructions on reverse) Farm 1600-21 (Apral 167%



UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
DU AT O LAND AN AIEMENT

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION

! Name - Wi

Twin Falls

DA
' Wildlife - Antelope
Overlay Reierente

Siep WL—-1.9

Step 3

Note: Attach additions sheets, it needed o

RECOMMENDATION:

Improve existing and future antelope
habitat by interseeding monocultures of
crested wheatgrass seed- ings with forbs
and shrubs. Improve dense stands of
sagebrush in selected areas (draws out of
wind, etc.)‘in areas of crested wheatgrass
seedings. Include a minimum of six
species each of grasses, forbs, and shrubs
in all rehabilitation efforts. Do not
consider sagebrush re- duction projects in
proposed antelope in- troduction sites, at
this time, so as to maintain adequate
winter forage, fawning sites and fawn
cover areas.

SUPPORT:

Range - Coordinate all land treat-
ments with wildlife.

Watershed - Assistance in all land treat-
ment projects to help protect
the watershed.

Wildlife =~ Inventory and designation of

areas to be seeded with forbs
and shrubs, areas of sagebrush
protection and improvement and
seed mixtures.

RATIONALE:

An increase in the forb component of the
vegetative composition in the existing
antelope habitat and expansion areas would
improve the spring and summer use areas for
antelope. The forb component is very im-
portant for antelope in the spring and
early summer. In the large stands of
crested wheatgrass seedings this important
component is quite limited. Antelope
ranges having insufficient native plants
for natural reproduction need to he seeded.
High antelope densities are found in those
areas associated with big sagebrush and/or
silver sagebrush communities. A lack of
cover in and areas is a
limiting factor to antelcpe in winter
in large crested wheatgrass seedings.
Seeding mixtures of a variety of plant
species have often proven beneficial to
antelope, especially when legumes have been
planted. All habitat components must exist
in an area if wildlife species are going to
do well. The fact that antelope exist in
the Planning Unit indicates that the habi-
tat is somewhat suitable. We still need
more detailed information on important use
areas, migration routes between Idaho and
Nevada and between the Burley District and
Boise District, etc.

Adraws similiar

the

Multiple Use Analysis

This recommendation conflicts with Fire Management 1.5, however, WL-1.8 and
part of 1.9 are based on increasing the forb component of the areas involved.
One of the primary results of fire is an increse in forb production for

several years.
chances of the entire area burning off in

Given the existing livestock use and fuel availability, the

one vyear are very small. The

confliicts with range management center around that portion of the recommenda-
tion dealing with no sagebrush reduction projects in proposed antelope intro-

duction areas and interseeding existing seedings with forbs and shrubs.
seedings were made to reduce brush competi

RN

These
tion.



UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN

RECOMMENDATION~ANALYSIS-DECISION

Name (M7
Twin Falls

Activity
Jildlire

Overlay Reference

Step 1 WL—].. qslep 3

((Aﬁﬁ9a¢¢¢zv;>

Multiple Use Recommendation:

Modify the recommendation as follows:
1. Improve existing and future

antelope habitat by interseed-
ing crested wheatqrass seedinas
with forbs and shrubs or allow
some areas to revert to hrush
if inventories and studies show
a definite lack of browse
available for anteiope.

2. Include a mixture af arasses,
forbs, and shrubs in rehabilit-
ation efforts.

. Include a sizeahle leave ares
in new land treatment projects
to increase edge effect.

4, Improve dense stands of saqe-
bursh in selected areas (draws
out of wind, etc.) in areas of
crested wheatgrass seedings.

Support Needs:

Range -
Coordinate all treatment project
with wildlife to determine leave
areas.

Wildlife -
Inventory proposed introduction
areas to determine the amount of
forage deficiencies for antelope
that do exist. Coordinate all
interseeding projects with range.

Reason:

Interseed crested wheatarass seedings
when a definite lack of forbs and
shruhs is noted. A mixture of
agrasses, forbs and shrubs in rehabili-
tation projects will improve condi-
tions for hoth cattle and wildlife.
Mixtures for each site should be de-
termined hased on phyvsical canaitions
nf the site.

Tnclusion of leave areas and inprove-
ment of saaebrusdh areas wiil increase
the edae effect and improve hahifar
conditions for not only antelope, hut
nther wildlife species as welil,

Alternatives Considered:

Azcept WL-1.9.

Reject WL-1.9.

Reject F-1.5.

Reject all proposed range treat-
ments in areas included in WL-1.9.

W N
¢« e e

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

(Instwictions on reverse) Form 1600221 Ane 100
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UNITED STATLES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTER:OR

DUREAU OF LAND MARACTENT

M/NAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN

REZCOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS~-DECIS.ON

CName

Twin Falls

AN

: ‘Wildlife - Antelope

L

! Overlay Meterence

' S(F}“:WI"‘1.1O Step 3

RECOMMENDATION: (7 (], .,  M;>

Improve current and future antelope
habitat by modifying existing fences and
constructing new fences to conform to the
current antelope fence specifications.

SUPPORT:

Range - Assistance in identification
of existing and future fence
modifications.

Operations -~ On the ground modification of
fences which should conform
to Bureau standards.

Recreation - Assistance in fence project

' work -in order to .accommodate
the visual resource.

Wildlife - Inventory, identification and

preparation of EA for ante-
lope fence projects. Coordi-
nation with range and opera-
tions on locations.

RATIONALE:

All existing fences in the present antelope
range and antelope expansion areas that
impede antelope movement should be
modified. Antelope mortality due to too
many fences and/or improperly constructed
fences is well documented in other states.
Construction of fences to present Bureau
standards will allow for passage and

" movement of, not only antelope, but other

wildlife species as well.

Multiple Use Analysis

The existing livestock fences in current and future antelope range areas were
constructed prior to the time when standardized antelope desian fences became

mandatory.
will occur.
antelope unrestricted movement.

Attach additional - heets, it aeeded

It is important to identify areas where antelope movement does and
These selected sections of fence should then he modified to allow



UNITED STATLS
DEPARTMENT OF TiHE INTERICR
PURFAT GF LAND MANACGINENT
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN

I ECOMMENDATICN-ANALYSIS-DECISION

Name ([

{
! Twin Falls

i ”‘Wildlife - Big Game

T .
D Overtuy Retference

| stip WL=1.11 Sicp 3

e eed9
!

RECOMMENDATION:

Provide habitat for the introduction of
bighorn sheep in Salmon Falls Canyon from
Salmon Falls Dam downstream to Lilly
Grade.

SUPPORT:

Range - Elimination of livestock
grazina in the designated
bighorn sheep introduction
area in Salmon Falls Canyon.

Archaeology - Protection of cultural
resources.

IDFG - Introduction of the bighorn
sheep into the canyon.

Wildlife - Inventory of intrcduction
area, preparation of HMP and
EA and coordination with
range and IDFG.

RATIONALE:

Historically, bighorn sheep inhabited
Salmon Falls Canyon. "Bighorn sheep were
common in southwestern Idaho prior to
settlement by the whiteman. Archaeological
excavations and occassional sightings of
sheep skulls indicate bighorns were found
in Salmon Falls Creek, . . . In 1972, a
rancher living in Oneal Basin unearthed a
cache of bighorn skuils on the South Fork
of Salmon Falls Creek. This site is ap-
proximately 20 miles south of the Idaho
border in Nevada."!

Currently, IDFG notes that the demand for
bighorn sheep exceeds the suppl_y.2 IDFG
considers the area to be a prime candidate
for a transplant {(Gary Will, Regional Wild-
life Manager, Region IV-IDFG, 4-3-80, Per- .
sonal Communication). The URA Step IV
opportunities narrative provides for im-
provement and maintenance of the habitat in
order to support a bighorn sheep popula-

tion. An intensive inventory is needed to
determine the range condition, trend,
species composition, etc.
o B = S S
o e e Lowe wontl =L o . J
.. 5 .. id et Al
L‘»‘- Y-S W OO 4 NA.././

2T ;
< M,u{«,- [P RN - , ] ,_,\_L/,_,:'(_.- -
T e ;,/1):",/(; LATE

i U~
d 4u9t%9"&{_/0'*1%/‘“”°“

AL o QK. AN d ;

' Hanna, P. and Rath, M. 1976. A SUCCESSFUL BIGHORN SHEEP REESTABLISHMENT PROGRAM
IN SOUTHWESTERN IDAHO. IDFG and BLM. Boise, Idaho.
2 1daho Department of Fish and Game. 1978. A PLAN FOR THE FUTURE MANAGEMENT OF
Hote. Au,PéﬁP“,( FISHAND WILDLIFE RESOURCES. Volume I: GOALS, OBJECTIVES AND POLICIES
1990.'TTDFG;"Boise,'Idaho. e s ‘
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UNITED STATES Name (M P)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Twin Falls
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity

: Wildlife
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION Step MWL -1.11 Step 3

Multiple Use Analysis

An intensive inventory needs to be conducted by the Idaho Department of Fish
and Game and BLM to determine the feasibility of a bighorn sheep introduction.
Historically, bighorn sheep inhabited Salmon Falls Canyon. IDFG has shown an
interest in the possibility of an introduction. It may be several years
before the project would be approved and funded. If recreation developments
mentioned under R-1.2f, R-1.11 and NH-1.1 occur, there would be a conflict.

If recreation designates the area as a "Natural Area" with no developments,
there would be no conflict. The presence of bighorn sheep would enhance the
natural area and compiiment the recreational experiences.

( Mé/ﬁé{‘ s )
Multiple Use Recommendation: Reason:
Accept WL-1.11 - A study will allow a thorough analysis
Study the feasibility of bighorn for determination of feasibility of an

sheep introduction into Salmon Falls introduction.
Canyon. Complete a management plan
before introduction.

Proceed with the introduction if the
habitat is suitable and the benefits
of bighorn sheep exceed the benefits
of the resource values foregene,

Support Needs: Alternatives Considered:
Feasibility study. 1. Reject WL-1.11.
Coordination with IDFG. 2. Disregard R-1.2 and R-1.11.
Introduction. 3. Modify NH-1.1.

Decision: Rationale:

Accept the multiple-use Bighorn sheep introductions into
recommendation. Salmon Falis Canyon shouid be

proceeded by adequate feasibility
studies and a habitat management plan.

.//\'\

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

tinstructions on reverse) Foorem e :
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MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN

RECOMMENDAT ON—ANALYSIS-CECISION

‘ Name M0/
: Twin Falls
" "'Wwildlife - Upland Game
" Overlay Reicrence
;rhqawL‘2’1 Step 3

RECOMMENDATION:

Acquire the following parcel of land to
provide additional upland game habitat:

T. 10S., R. 18 E. - Springtown
Sec 11: N 1/2 W 1/2 SE 1/4 Lane

SUPPORT :

Lands - Preparation of land report
and EA for land acquisition.

Recreation -~ Assistance in acquisition to
provide sportsman access.

Archaeology - Assistance in acquisition to
) previde access to Spring-

town.

wildlife - hssistance in acquisition.

RATIONALE:

Acquisition of this 40 acre tract of land
will allow for continuous "rim—-front"
public land for over two miles. It will
also allow public access to a now "inacces-
sible-to-the-public" portion. Currently,
the adjacent public lands are Sikes Act
tracts. The Sikes Act (PL 93-452) autho-
rizes the BLM to jointly develop and carry
out wildlife programs with state wildlife
departments on federal lands. This parcel
would also be included in the Cassia-Twin
Falls Sikes Act Isolated Tracts Habitat
Management Plan.

The Federal Land Peolicy and Management Act
£ public Law 94-579, Title II,
Section 205(a) states that "not withstand-
ing any other provisions of law, the
Secretary, with respect to the public
lands, is authorized to acquire pursuant o
this Act by purchase, exchange, donation,
or eminent domain, lands or interests
therein . . ."

Multiple Use Analysis

This 40 acre parcel of land was identified for acquisition because it would

serve the public need for access.
the following bhenefits:

Acquisition of this parcel would provide
(1) continuous "rim-front" public land for over two

miles; (2) public access to a now "inaccessible-to-the-public" portion of
public land; (3) inclusion into the Sikes Act program; (4) CRM-1.1 and CRM-1.8
--access and further preservation of Spring Town; and (5) R-1.8 and R-2.2 --
protection, preservation and interpretation of Spring Town.

Mu1t101é UUse Recommendation:

Accept WL-2.1 -
acquire this 40acre parcel of
private land.

Reason:

BLM ownership and administration will
insure that the land use and wildlife
henefits provided will remain

available.

1o el sheets, 1t neeaed
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Wildlife - Upland Game
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK FLAN - STEP 1 , {ZJ;T:TQ;:?:W“__MWM"“"
ACTIVITY ZBJECT WIS WL~2
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Improve and maintain terrestrial, aquatic and wetland-riparian habitats for upland
game species throughout the Planning Unit.

RATIONALE:

Basic Guidance (1602.13A) states that the Bureau, in deciding among aslternative uses
of available resources and among management alternatives, will utilize both physical
and social data in evaluating the immediate and long—-range impact of proposed actions
on environmental quality and ecological balance and will strive to maintain and
enhance environmental quality.

The Planning Area Analysis (PRA) indicates that by 1995 the demand for big game hunter
days on public land in the Planning Unit will be 10,454 days. In otherwords, overall
hunter days will increase 44 percent from the current level. 1In 1995, it is estimated
that the gross value of hunter days attributable to public land wildlife habitat in
the Planning Unit for upland game hunting will be $2,543,980.90.

BILM's Wildlife Program Activity Policy Statement (1603.12D) describes in the fcllowing
narratives, rationale for managing wildlife and their habitats.

1. Description of Program Activity. The Wildlife Program is primarily concerned with
the protection and use of mammals, birds, reptiles, amphibians, fishes, and
invertebrates through the enhancement and maintenance of their habitat ccmponents.

The program activity is closely coordinated with State wildlife agencies.

The Sikes Act (P.L. 93-452) authorizes the BLM, to jointly develop and carry out
wildlife programs with State wildlife departments on Federal lands. Currently, in the
Twin Falls Planning Unit, the Sikes Act program covers the Cassia~Twin Falls Sikes Act
Isolated Tracts and the Milner Habitat Management Plans.

2. Long-Term Objectives.

a. Maintain a maximum diversity of wildlife épecies in sufficient numbers to meet
public demands. This will be accomplished by means of habitat management.

b. Sponsor or conduct the research, studies, and inventories necessary to insure
adequate data for decision making relating to the maintenance of habitat expressed in

a. above.

3. Major Principles and Standards.

a. Maintain cooperative relations with States, other Federal Agencies, public
interest groups, and individuals interested in or responsible for wildlife use,
protection, and habitat management.

b. The esgential requirements of wildlife —-- food, cover, and water —-- will be
maintained so as to provide optimum "edge effect" and interspersion of habitat
components in important wildlife areas.

(Instructions on reverse) -
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UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTEZRIOR
LUREAL O LANT Ay

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN
RECOMMEMDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION

| Name 4l
Twin Falls

|
:, AL v
i Wildlife - Upland Game

f Cverlay Reference

i Step 1WL—2'2 Sten 3

RECOMMENDATION: (‘dleccacov )

Provide upland game habitat,

primarily

pheasants and public hunting areas, by:
maintaining small isoiated parcels of
public land which are surrounded by pri-
vate land in public ownership (these
tracts must be in legal subdivision); in

all future

public sales, land exchanges,

desert land entries, Carey Act,
etc.; retain

a minimum of 15 percent of the land in
public ownership; retain the following
isolated parcels in public ownershin and
maintain them in their present condition

until such

time when the surrounding

private land goes into agriculture.

T. 12 S., R.

15 E.

Sec. 24:

SE1/4SE 1/4
~ Hollister West

T. 12 S., R. 16 E.
Sec. 19: Lot 4, SE1/4SW 1/4

T. 12 S., R. 16 E.

Sec. 19: SE1/4SE1/4 - Hollister Eas

SUPPORT:

Range - Development of graing sys-
tems on those parcels with
grazing to maintain them in
good condtion.

Lands - Retention of 15 percent of
public land in all land
disposal actions.

Recreation - Assistance in implementation
of recommendation for the
benefit of sportsmen.

Archaeology - Assistance in retention of

Burlev District Memo.

-hoadditionad

parcels for protection of
cultural resources.

1607.

sheets, if needed

Norerersed

RESULTS OF THE TWIN FALLS SURVEY.

RATIONALE:

Isolated parcels of public land adjacent to
private land are extremely important as
upland game habitat. These areas provide
the required food and cover which cannot
always be found on private land. According
to the Twin Falls Survey, 51.8 percent of
the people surveyed feel that the BLM
should continue to hold isolated tracts of
undeveloped public land and to manage these
tracts to help offset shrinking pheasant
habitat.' This survey shows the

importance of maintaining and manaaging
these isolated marcels for upland aqame. 2as
they become identified these parcels should
be included in the Cassia-Twin Falls Sikes
Act Isolated Tracts Habitat Management
Plan.

Criteria for land retention is consistent
with the principals developed in the
Agricultural Development EA and Boise
District Agricultural Development EIS for
Southwest Idaho.

November 19, 1980.

it
i
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Name Py

Twin Falls

‘ Wildlife - Upland Game
Overiav Reference

Step WL-2.3

Step 3

RECOMMENDATION: (kQQxy;ﬁ4gwc>

Improve upland game habitat by making all
existing and future water developments
available to all upland game birds.
Improve the chukar habitat by installing
permanent water sources in chukar range.
Construct and install bird guzzlers along
Salmon Falls Creek rim for chukar and near
the juniper trees by Mule Creek for quail.
Install additional guzzlers as locations
become identified.

SUPPORT:

- Identification of existing
and future livestock water to
modify for upland game

birdse.

Range

Construction, installation,
and modification of water de-
velopmenmts for upland game
birds.

Operations

Recreation - Assistance in implementing
recommendation to provide
pleasing aesthetic values.

Wildlife - Location of future water

developments for upland game
birds. Coordination with
range and operations on
design.

RATIONALE:

Water is an essential requirement of all
upland game. Improved water distribution
is important for sage grouse. They normal-
ly select areas near water for rearing
broods and spending the summer. Water is
important to the pheasant for survival.
Cuail require water daily. It is an essen-
tial part of their habitat. Watering
places should be widely distributed, pre-
ferabhly within one-half mile of each other.
Doves require water daily. Water availa-
Pility is the only limiting factor for this
highly adaptable species. For the chukar,
water 1s a limiting factor and has a great
effect on distribution, particularly during
the summer. The chukar would benefit from
any water development in its range since it
is not reqularly seen more than one mile
from water during hot, dry summers. IDFG
fully supports the develop- ment of addi-
tional water sources to increase chukar
distribution and numbers over their current
ranqeu1 The Planning Area Analysis (PAA}
shows that 68 percent of the chukar habitat
in the Planning Unit is on public land with
7 percent of the hunting days taking place
on public land. From 1975 to 1995 hunter
days are expected to make a 97 percent in-
crease on public land. In 1980, $5,719.77
was spent hunting chukar on public land in
the Planning Unit. This will increase to
an estimated $72,274.95 by 1925, It is
projected that under current management
levels and habitat trends chukar popula-
tions will continue to decline in Idaho.
Increased demand will result in harvest
levels remaining essentially constant while
success rates drop. At current success
rates, demand will exceed supply by 1985.
By improving and maintaining chukar habitat
in optimum condition, an increase over the
current levels of the chukar population,
harvest and success rate will occur.

Water developments should be designed for
exclusive use by upland game.

. HIdaho Department of JFish and Game. 1978.
f:#£m~iDAHO '$ FTSHAND WILDLIFE“RESOURCES: “Volume Ti
Wiy L7999, Idaho Department of Fish and Game. 801se,

A PLAN FOR THE FUTURE MANAGEMENT OF

Idaho.
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DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
S MANALTEMENT

Lumitie we o

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN

RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISICN

POName i

§ Twin Falls

Wildlife - Upland Game
Eﬁ’;}'-:(_-riu\; Reference

f Step (WL—=2.4 Step 3

Note: Attach additionai sheets, if neededd

RECOMMENDATION:

Maintain existing islands of brush in all
crested wheatgrass seedings to provide
cover and food for upland game. Retain
brush islands in all land treatment areas.
Protect brushy cover on public land adja-
cent to private land. 1o sagebrush eradi-
cation of any type such as burning, spray-
ing, chaining, etc. should take place on
areas of public land within 1/4 mile of
private land within the pheasant habitat
range. A one-half mile perimeter of wvege-
tative cover should be maintained around
the Berger Fesource Conservation Area.
Provide "travel lanes" for pheasants to
move between cover, food and water sources
if these components are as far as one-
fourth to one-half mile apart by protect-
ing fence-rows, waterways, ditchbanks,
field borders, odd areas, week patches,

etc.

SUPPORT:

Range - Provide required "vegeta-
tive" areas for upland game
in the preparation of EA's
involving land treatments.
Coordination with wildlife.

Operations -~ Coordination with wildlife
in design and location of
leave areas in all land
treatment projects.

Archaeology -~ Assistance in layout of pro-
jects to protect cultural
resources.

1 U. S. Department of Agriculture. 1976.

Conservation Service. Boise, Idaho.

2 Idaho Department of Fish and Game.
IDAHO'S FISH AND WILDLIFE RESOURCES.
1975-1990.

thoesruitivoms on rerers, !

1978.

Idaho Department of Fish and Game.

Islands of brush in monotypic stands of
crested wheatgrass seedings and the reten-
tion of brush islands in all land treat-
ments is important in the maintenance of
optimum upland game habitat. Nuttall's
cottontail and:pyamy rabbits inhabit brushy
areas. They are highly dependent on cover
for protection from predators.1 The ex-
isting Nuttall's cottontail and pygmy rab-
bit habitat (i.e. "brushy" cover) must be
improved and maintained so as to support a
population of 19,855 animals on public land
in the Planning Unit by 1895. The Planning
Area Analysis (PAZ) shows that in the Plan-
ning Unit 30 percent of the cottontail/rab-
bit habitat is fcund on public land and 31
percent of the hunting days take place on
public land. From 1975 to 1995 hunter days
are expected to make a 92 percent increase
on public land. The PAA reflects the im-
portance of these species as upland game in
the Planning Unit. Tt is reflected in the
expenditure of $33,56537.15 spent in 1280
the Planning Unit hunting cottontails/rab-
bits on public land. This will increase to
an estimated $549,971.00 by 1995. Cotton-
tail and pygmy rabbit populations fluctu-
ate on an approximate 10-year cycle. Al-
lowing for these cyclic fluctuations, pop-
ulations have remained essentially stable
from 1960 through 1975 and, under present
management levels and habitat trends, are
projected to maintain past and present
levels through 1990. With increasing num-
bers of hunters, some additional interest
in cottontail and pygmy rabbit hunting is
foreseen and harvests and success rates
should increase over past and present
levels.?2

i

HABITAT MANAGEMENT FOR RABBITS. Soil

A PLAN FOR THE FUTURE MANAGEMENT OF
Volume I: GOALS, OBJECTIVES AND POLICIES
Boise, Idaho.
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DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAH\H’LGH)HAxAﬁﬂhENT

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN
RECOMMENSATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION

¢ Name Mi P

; Twin Falls

i Wildlife - Sage Grouse

! Overlay Reference

‘ Ttep IWL~2.4 Stepd

Note: Attach additionul sheets,

RECOMMENDATION (con't):

- Assistance in design of
areas to provide aestheti-
cally pleasing landscape
values and for consumptive
and non-consumptive
recreation values.

Recreation

Assistance in design of
projects to protect water-
shed.

Watershed -

- Location and desian of leave
areas for upland game.

Wildlife

if needed

]

s

1o orercrset

RATIONALE (con't):

Ring—-necked pheasant use of public land is
largely limited to the cropland/wildland
interface. Brushy cover on public land ad-
jacent to cultivated land is critical to
pheasant populations in many locals and
they are increasing in importance. Sage-
brush eradication in these areas eliminates
critical winter habitat, escape and nesting
cover. . "Travel lanes" are important in as-
sisting the birds in fulfilling their daily
requirements. Existing pheasant habitat
must be improved and maintained so as to
support a population of 2,166 birds on pub-
lic land in the Planning Unit by 1995. The
Planning Area Analysis (PAA) shows that in
the Planning Unit only 11 percent of the
pheasant habitat is on public land, and,
smaller yet, 5 percent of the hunting days
take place on public land. All of the
pheasant habitat (11 percent of the total
pheasant habitat in the Planning Unit) 1is
critical habitat. More than 11 percent of
the pheasant population in the Planning
Unit depend on this habitat. Therefore,
failure to manage these critical areas will
result in reduced overall populations on
all lands regardless of land status.

From 1975 to 1995 hunter days are expected
to make an 86 percent increase on public
land. The PAA reflects the importance of
the pheasant as a game bird in the Planning
Unit. It is reflected in the expenditure
of $65,057.52 spent on hunting pheasants on
public land in 1980. This will increase to
an estimated $618,595.70 by 1995. Popula-
tions and harvest of ring-necked pheasants
were at a high level from 1960 through
1970. There was a significant decline in
population, harvest and success rates by
1975 and under current management levels
and habitat trends this decline is project-
ed to continue through 1990. Because of
the very high non-hunting related, natureal,
annual mortality rate, it is not possible
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Wildlife - Sage Grouse

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Cverlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION—-ANALYS!IS-DECISION | Step iWL=2e4 Step 3

RATIONALE (cont.):

to maintain or increase pheasant popula-
tions by reduced hunter harvest when habi-
tat is declining. If the decline in pheas-
ant populations is to be halted, habitat
will have to be provided to compensate for
that being lost. With improved habitat,
pheasant populations, harvest and success
rateszcould be restored to 1970 levels by
1290.

Multiple lise Analysis

Recommendation 2.4 shows the need to retain brushy cover for wildlife in areas
where brushy vegetation is not plentiful. [f is supported by watershed,
recreation and visual resources bhut conflicts with lands, minerals, fire and
ranae. A1l of these conflicts arise from proposed land ftreatments that vary
from material extraction to vegetative manipulation. The friction comes from
the possibility that land treatments may eradicate the brush and thus wildlife
cover,

- ot . .
L. >
Foht AL LY

Kb LAl

Multiple Use Recommendation: Reason:

Modify WL-2.4 - To allow for flexible planning and
A1l land treatment proposals adequate consideration of brush cover
affecting brushy islands or buffer for wildlife species.

strips, should receive muitiple

resource input to assure considera-

tion of the wildlife habitat needs

and keep the needed patches and

islands of brush habitat. The exist-

ing islands and leave areas from the

initial projects will remain leave

areas in future maintenance unless

wildlife input indicates that the

areas are not critical habhitat, in

which case treatment can he done in

a manner that benefits the wildlife

values.

Idaho Department of Fish and Game. 1978. A PLAN FOR THE FUTURE MANAGEMENT OF
IDHAO'S FISH AND WILDLIFE RESOURCES. Volume I: GOALS, OBJECTIVES AND POLICIES
1975-1990. Idaho Department of Fish and Game. Boise, Idaho.
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MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN
RECCMMENDATION--ANALYSIS~-DECISION

1 Y
j Name REAER:

l Twin Falls

HES R 80

Wildlife - Upland Game

RECOMMENDATION:  /* (o s, 2oy )

Implement the following cooperative farm
agreements to enhance upland game bird
habitat:

T. 11 S., R. 14 E.

Sec. 11: NE1/4 SW1/4 - McCoy
North of Canal

T. 12 S'/ R. 16 e

Sec. 24: SE1/4 :W1/4 - Courtnay
SW1/4 NW1/4
South of Canal

SUPPORT:

Recreation - Assistance in implementation
of agreements to enhance re~
creational values.

Wildlife - Location and design of

wildlife vegetative plantings

and identification of plant
species to be used. Coordi=-
nation with operations and
adjacent landowners.

lOvertay Refrrence

| Step WL=2.5 Step 3
RATIONALE:
Currently, these parcels are isolated from

their respective grazing allotments and are
burdened with one form of trespass or
another. The trespasses should be cleared
and cooperative farm agreements should be
implemented. The quality is such that when
properly developed these parcels could pro-
vide very high guality nesting and brood
rearing areas for upland qame, especially
the ring-necked pheasant. The pheasant is
an important and highly sought after game
bird in this area. Good pheasant habitat
on public land is in short supply.

Multiple Use Analysis

This recommendation is an attempt to eliminate unauthorized activities by

working with allotment users to implement cooperative farm agreements.

This

action would allow the entire parcel to be farmed, but only half harvested

_Teaving the other half for wildlife feed and cover.

This compromise would

tend to satisfy both interests (wildlife and the cooperative farmer).

The proposal
and range recommendations.

exchange that would stop a cooperative farm agreement.
from proposed vegetation treatments and forage -allocation.

is supported by recreation and lands, but conflicts with Tands
The lands conflict comes from a proposed land

The range conflict is
The problem could

be solved by planning with the permittees to determine the best alternative

managemernt.

HNote: Attach additional sheets af n<'('(h-d”

il tractons G rererse
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LLici. DU LAND MANAGLNENT

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISICON

Nume Vi it

Twin Falls

AV
Wildlife -~ Upland Game
Cv: rlav Relerence

Step WL-2.6 Step 3

RECOMMENDATION:

(ecioion)

Enhance upland game habitat by developing
the following wildlife enclosures:

(1) enlarge the Shellrock Spring
wildlife enclosure
T.12 S., R. 18 E.

Sec. 34: NW1/4 NE1/4
to include the existing pond and
spring development;

(2) fence off the canal in
T.14 €., R. 15 E.

Sec. 13: N1/2 NW1/4
to abate livestock grazing;

(3) construct one two-acre wildlife
enclosure on the north end of the
Callen Reservoir
T. 15 S., R. 15 E.

Sec. 32: SE1/4 NE1/4

and four two-acre wildlife enclo-
sures around the overflow areas of
four water troughs on the north end
of the Salmon Butte pipeline.

T. 13 S., R. 15 E.
Sec. 23: SW1/4 SE1/4
Sec. 25: SE1/4 SW1/4
Sec. 26: NW1/4 SE1/4
Sec. 35: NE1/4 NE1/4
to benefit upland game;
. {4) build an enclosure and improve the
habitat in
T. 12 S., R. 18 E.
Sec. 6: S1/2 NE1/4, SE1/4 NW1/4
for sole use by upland game.

SUPPORT :

Range - Assistance in location of
wildlife enclosures.

Operations -~ Construction of fences for

wildlife enclosures.

1 1daho Department of Fish and Game.

Note- x‘J,Dl\ﬁQuﬁ rﬁlgﬁ AND, WILPLIFE RESOURCES.
- . “““Idaho Department of Fish and’ Game.

B R

1978.
Vo lume I'

RATIONALE:

Areas need to be developed for exclusive
use by upland game. Periodic livestock
grazing will be necessary for habitat main-~
tenance. Some of the varied uses which
would occur include nesting and brood rear-
ina, escape cover from predators, protec-
tive cover from inclement weather, etc.

The limited use by livestock grazing and
other non-wildlife uses will insure that
high quality habitat will be available for
upland game.

IDFG states that mourning dove riparian
nesting habitat is being reduced. ! Habi-
tat for the mourning dove needs to he im-
proved and maintained so as to support a
population of 22,740 birds on public land
in the Planning Unit by 1995. The Planning
Area Analysis (PAA) shows that in the Plan-
ning Unit 30 percent of the dove habitat is
found on public land and 45 percent of the
hunting days take place on public land.
Currently, the supply exceeds the demand
for the dove and this is expected to per-
sist through 1990.' From 1975 to 1995
hunter days are expected to make a 56 per-
cent increase on public land. The PAA re-
flects the importance of the dove as a game
bird in the Planning Unit. It is reflected
in the expenditure of $42,995.55 spent on
hunting dove on public land in 1980. This
will increase to an estimated $549,727.65
by 1995.

A PLAN FOR THE FUTURE MANAGEMENT OF
GOAL'S, OBJECTIVES AND POLICIES

“"Boise, Idaho. R
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UNITED STATES
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LUREAL G LAND MANAGEMINNT

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN
RECOMMENDATION~ANALYSIS-CEC!SION

P'~Name caiiffd
]

i Twin Falls

. Aciviny
| Wildlife - Upland Game
i Overiav Reference

Step WL"Z 7

Step 3

RECOMMENDATION: 7 0., - >
A

Nota: Attach

Provide improved upland game bird habitat
by planting vegetation which will out com-
pete noxious weeds, are non-spreading in
nature but will provide the same benefits
as many of the noxious weeds. Until this
can be accomplished, herbicide and pest-
icide use will have to be selective.

SUPPORT:

- Coordination in the weed con-
trol program with wildlife
along areas of important up-
land game habitat.

Range

Watershed - Assistance with this recom-
mendation for watershed
benefits.

Wildlife - Identification of areas to in-
corporate this recommenda-
tion.

1 1daho Department of Fish and Game. 1978.

IDAHO'S FISH AND WILDLIFE RESOURCES.
1975-1990. Idaho Department of Fish and

additional sheers, if needed

LT R P N S LA AT TN

RATIONALE :

Weed-seeds are an important component in
the diet of the Hungarian partridge year
around. "Huns" select nest sites in weed
patches and value them as important escape
areas. Weed control programs adversely
affect the "Hun" by reducing its habitat.
It is important to improve and maintain the
existing Hungarian partridge habitat so as
to support a population of 13,265 birds on
public land in the Planning Unit by 1995,

A gradual decline in populations, harvests
and success rates from the present plateau
is nredicted through 1990 under current
management levels and habitat trends. By
improving and maintaining Hungarian par-
tridge habitat in optimum condition, the
demand should result in greater harvests
and a slight increase in success rates. !
The Planning Area Analysis (PAA) shows that
in the Planning Unit 30 percent of the
Hungarian partridge habitat is found on
public land and 44 percent of the hunting
days take place on public land. From 1275
to 1995 hunter days are expected to make a
47 percent increase on public land. This
demand can be met with improvement and
maintenance of existing Hungarian partridge
habitat in top condition.- The PAA reflects
the importance of the "Hun" as a game bird
in the Planning Unit. It is reflected in
the expenditure of $44,629.77 spent on
hunting "Huns" on public land in 1980. This
will increase to an estimated $556,541.45
by 1995.

The general widespread use of herbicides
and pesticides adversely affects pheasants,
either through reduced cover and/or food

supply.

A PLAN FOR THE FUTURE MANAGEMENT OF
Volume I: GOALS, OBJECTIVES AND POLICIES
Game. Boise, Idaho.
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FName cun

; Twin Falls

H

Ay
Wildlife - Quail
rOvcrlu',- Reference

i Step WL—2.8

'
\
'
i

Step

. VL - .
RECOMMENDATION: (" /), 0/ s v )

Improve quail habitat by establishing
artificial quail roosting sites (brush
piles on platforms) every one-half mile in
quail range. Protect the 160 acres of
juniper trees near Mule Creek. Maintain
dense brushy areas in wetland-riparian
situations. Maintain the natural shrub-
tree mixtures and native vegetation.
Maintain 25-%50 percent shade provided by
woody cover which is needed for successful
quail nesting.

SUPPORT:

Forestry -~ Maintenance of existing
juniper area.

Range - Development and implementa-
tion of grazing systems to
protect "dense" brushy areas.

Operations - Construction and installation
of artificial roosting sites.

Recreation - Assistance in design to en-
hance aesthetic values and
recreational benefits.

Watershed - Assistance in implementation
of recommendation to enhance
watershed.

wildlife - Location and design of arti-
ficial roosting sites. Coor-
dination with other resources
in protection of quail
habitat.

1 gohnsgard, P. A. 1973. GROUSE AND

Nebraska Press. Lincoln, Nebraska.

ClPps i Te b Crset

QUAIL OF NORTH AMERICA.

RATIONALE:

If roosting sites are not present quail
will be few and scattered. For night
roosting, quail require stiff-twigged,
densely foliaged evergreen trees or tall
shrubs. In good quail habitat, there is at
least one roosting site every one-half
mile.

The mountain quail is a "sensitive"
species. In desert habitats mountain quail
nests are often found associated with juni-
pers and other such woody plants.1 It is
important to maintain the natural shrub-
tree mixtures and native vegetation that is
an integral part of mountain quail habitat.

Since quail nesting occurs in dense vegeta-
tion near a water source it is important to
keep livestock from removing the vegetation
around watering areas in quail habitat.

The existing vally/mountain quail habitat
should be improved and maintained so as to
support a population of 2,100 birds on
public land in the Flanning Unit by 1995.
The Sikes Act (PL 93-452) authorizes the
BLM to jointly develop and carry out wild-
life programs with state wildlife depart-
ments on federal lands. The Planning Area
Analysis (PAA) shows that in the Planning
Unit 55 percent of the quail habitat is
found on public land but only 2 percent of
the hunting davs take place on public land.
From 1975 to 1995 hunter days are expected
to make a 64 percent increase on public
land. Under current management levels and
habitat trends, it appears that peak
populations were reached in 1975 and a
gradual decline in population, harvest and
hunter success are projected through 1990.

University of
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Twin Falls
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i Wildlife - Sage Grouse
[ Overiay Reference

! Step WL~2.9 Siep 3

RECOMMENDATION:

Maintain at least 20 percent live sage-
brush cover within nesting, brood rearing
and winter sage grouse habitat areas.
Limit control of vegetation to a site by
site basis within two miles of leks.
Apply all treatment measures in irregular
patterns. Treated areas will not he wider
than 100 feet and untreated areas will be
at least as wide as treated areas in sage
grouse range. No control of sagebrush
will be considered in any suitable area
known to have supported wintering
concentrations of sage grouse within the
past ten years.

SUPPORT :

Range - Design land treatments in
accordance with the above
recommendation.

Operations - Layout of land treatment
areas. Coordination with
wildlife.

1 Bean, R. 1941. LIFE HISTORY STUDIES OF

urophasianus) IN CLARK COUNTY, IDAHO. B.

College. Iogan, Utah.

Griner, L. A. 1939,

A STUDY OF THE SAGE GROUSE,

RATIONALE :

Sage grouse are intimately, probably
inseparably, associated with sagebrush.
Almost all cover types used are composed of
various combinations of growth forms and
densities of sagebrush. Sage grouse
dependence on sagebrush cannot be over-
emphasized. They are solely dependent upon
sagebrush from October through April of
each year.1 Sagebrush is essential for
food and cover reguirements of sage
grouse.

THE SAGE GROUSE (Centrocercus
S. Thesis. Utah State Agricultural

(Centrocercus urophasianus), WITH

SPECIAL REFERENCE TO LIFE HISTORY, HABITAT REQUIREMENTS, AND NUMBERS AND DISTRIBU-

TION. M. S. Thesis.

Oakleaf, R. J. 1971.
Job Final Report W-48-2.

Patterson, R. L. 1952.
Commission. Sage Books, Incorporated.
Savage, D. E. 1969.
Progress Report W-39-R-9.

Wallestad, R. O. and Pyrah, D. 1974.

AERE

S lrLclions i orerversel

THE SAGE GROUSE IN WYOMING.

Utah State Agricultural College.

THE RELATIONSHIP OF SAGE GROUSE TO UPLAND MEADOWS IN NEVADA.
Nevada Department of Fish and Game.

Wyoming Game and Fish

Denver, Colorado.

RELATION OF SAGE GROUSE TO UPLAND MEADOWS IN NEVADA. Job
Nevada Department of Fish and Game.

. MOVEMENT AND NESTING OF SAGE GROUSE HENS IN
Nate. AH“E,ﬂBﬁ&”“QNTANA.V qu;nal of W1ldllfe Management.

38 630-633.
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RECOMMENDATION (cont.):

Recreation - Assistance in design to pro-
vide pleasing aesthetic
values.

Watershed -~ Assistance in design to pro-

tect watershed values.

Archaeology - Assistance in design to pro-
tect cultural resources.

wildlife - Designation of important and
critical sage grouse use
areas. Coordination with
range and operations before
any on-the-ground work
begins.

Multiple llse Analvsis

This is a recommendation to protect stands of saaehrush that play intimate
roles in the life cycle of sage grouse. These birds are dependent on sage-
brush for food and shelter throughout much of their lives. By following this
proposal their dependence can be accommodated without sacrifice by other
activities.

WL-2.9 is supported by watershed, recreation and visual resource management.
The conflicts are with lands, fire and range. The lands conflict is caused by
a proposed exchanae of critical sage grouse range. The conflict would be
compromised by allowing no exchanges until an HMP is developed for this
critical sage grouse range.

The problem with fire is solved by changing sage qrouse winter range from the
protection proposed restricted retardent use to normal fire suppression
methods. This would insure that the winter range is not totally decimated by
fire.

Range recommendations RM-2.1 through RM-2.8 address land treatments that do
notconsider sage arouse habitat. To resolve this problem wildlife should he
consulted on all land treatments that affect saae grouse habitat. Wildlife
should recommend patterns of treatments and leave areas that will benefit
wildlife.

A1l in all the modifications to other activity plans are inconsequential
compared to the benefits of preserving sage grouse and their habitat.

Clusiraciiors o e orsed Froem Do



UNITED STATES Name ‘MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Twin Falls
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT P

Wildli fe
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION—ANALY SIS—DECISION step 1WL=2.9" step 3

Multiply Use Analysis (cont.)

priority consideration will be assigned to maintaining the productivity of
existing seedings. Seedings in sage grouse strutting/resting habitat will be
evaluated to determine sites critical to sage grouse ne ting needs. These
specific sites will be eliminated or strip treated in 100 foot wide strips. A
general objective will be to maintain up to 75 percent of the existing seeding
acreage. However, if interdisciplinary evaluation shows that more modifica-
tion is needed for the best resource management it will be done accordingly.
The wildlife objective of maintaining 20 percent live sagebrush cover in the
nesting-brood rearing sites will be the wildlife objective for the leave

sites.
g‘xl;¢¢¢¢z>c§
Multiple Use Recommendation: Reason:
Modify WL-2.9 -- Sage grouse are an important resource
Give sage grouse nesting, brood- and are dependent on sagebrush for
rearing, and winter habitat needs many of their life functions.

priority consideration in these ha-
bitat areas. The guidelines devel-
ped by IDFG will guide the habitat
management of these areas. Maintain
existing range improvement practices
that exist within these habitat
areas. The key in detemining the
nesting-brood rearing habitat sites
will be the location of leks rela-
tive to the 2-mile radius rule.
Multiple use management of these
areas will aim at maintaining ade-
quate nesting cover. Brood-rearing
needs in these areas will strive to
maximize succulent forbs and in-
sects. Management of wintering areas
will be to maintain adequate
sagebrush cover in identified winter

areas.
Support Needs: Alternatives Considered:
f Lands -- 1. Reject WL-2.9.
Coordinate with wildiife on land
exchanges. (same as MFP-1) 2. Modify WL-2.9.

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

- (Instructions on reverse) ' Form 1600~21 {April 1677
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[
i Twin Falls

i Overiay Reterence

i Step WL—Z‘ 10 Step 2

ALy
' Wildlife - Sage Grouse
i

Noro

RECOMMENDATION: (" \/l/ ), e )

Limited work will be permitted along
streams, meadows or secondary drainages
(dry and intermittent). A 100-vard strip
(minimum) of living sagebrush will be re-
tained on each edge of meadows and drain-
ages for protection of sage grouse
habitat. Install protective fencing on
selected springs, seeps, meadows and well
overflow areas, as they become identified,
to protect succulent forage and improve
sage grouse habitat.

SUPPORT:

Range - Designate leave areas for
all range land treatment
projects in sage grouse
range.

Recreation - Assistance in design to pro-
vide a pleasing aesthetic
value.

Archaeology - Assistance in design to pro-
tect cultural resources.

Watershed ~ Assistance in design to en-

hance watershed values.

Layout of no control work
areas for land treatments.
Construction of protective
fencing.

Operations -

Wildlife - Location and design of leave
areas for sage grouse and
for protective fences. Coor-
dination with range and

operations on projects.

1 oakleaf, R. J. 1971.
NEVADA. Job Final Report wW-48-2,

qavage, D. E. 1969.
/\lHP{ .umax snpolrtllvynu?«dR ED

RELATION OF SAGE GROUSE TO UPLAND MEADOWS IN NEVADA.
Nevada Department of Fish and Game.

RATIONALE:

High quality water is an important habitat
component for sage grouse. This is parti-
cularly true in the late summer and early
fall. Wet meadows and riparian habitats
are critical brood rearing habitats for
most upland game birds. Sagebrush is
essential for food and cover requirements
of the sage grouse. Sagebrush areas are
critical along the edge of meadows and
drainages because sage grouse normally
select areas alonag water for rearing broods
and loafing. Protective fencing should be
constructed on selected sites, especia}fy
meadow areas which are heavily grazed :i:
the spring. livestock grazing
will be necessary for wet meadow mainte-
ance in some locals. Studies of the rela-
tionship of sage grouse to upland meadows
in Nevada showed that meadows are critical
in provid- ing succulent forbs and insects
as a food source for sage grouse chicks
between one and eleven weeks of aqe.1

Periodic

N

The existing sage grouse habitat needs to
be improved and maintained so as to support
a population of 1,329 birds on public land
in the Planning Unit by 1995. The Planning
Area Analysis (PAA) shows that in the
Planning Unit 40 percent of the sage grouse
habitat is found on public land but only 26
percent of the hunting days take place on
public land. From 1975 to 1995 hunter days
are expected to make an 86 percent increase
on public land. In 1980, $18,598.98 was
spent hunting sage grouse on public land in
the Planning Unit. This will increase to
an estimated $187,866.20 by 1990. There
have been annual fluctuations but sage
grouse populations have generally shown an
increasing trend since 1960 with a peak

THE RELATIONSHIP OF SAGE GROUSE TO UPLAND MEADOWS IN
Nevada Department of Fish and Game.

Job

thiys

s ClEans o ore

8
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!()vu:lay Reference

g Step (WL=-2.11 Step 3

Note

i

RECOMMENDATION:

‘y

Allow livestock use in meadow areas as
necessary to enhance sage grouse habitat.
Cattle grazing should be curtailed in the
nesting-brood rearing complex until after
June 10. Delay sheep bands from utilizing
known sage grouse nesting areas until the
first week in June. Livestock grazing
should be administered in such a manner to
maintain and/or improve important sage
grouse wintering areas.

SUPPORT :

Range - Development of livestock
grazing systems to adhere to
the above recommendation.

Recreation - Coordination with other re-
sources to attain good
aesthetic value.

Watershed - Coordination with other re-
sources to reduce erosion
and enhance the watershed.

Wildlife - Coordination with range in

location of important and
critical sage grouse use
areas.

1 ratterson, R. L. 1952.
Atach wigitiopal sheews, o needed
==Commission.--=5age Books, Incorporated.

L et ersed

THE SAGE GROUSE IN WYOMING.

RATIONALE:

Livestock tend to concentrate in meadow
areas and essentially remove all of the
vegetation which is detrimental to sage
grouse populations. Loss of sagebrush,
grass and forbs reduces the quality of sage
grouse habitat. By delaying the grazing
until after June 10, the sage grouse will
have largely completed their nesting.

Sheep bands should be delayed until young
sage grouse have hatched in the particular
locality. Domestic sheep are known to have
caused considerable nest abandonment around
bedgrounds, in trailinag areas, and during
normal feeding.1 Heavy utilization of
important wintering areas may leave inad-
equate forage for sage grouse. This will
depend on the size of the wintering area
and the amount of sagebrush, depth of snow
and severity of the winter.

Wyoming Game and Fish

Denver; “Colorddoe =77
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DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Twin Falls
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Wildlife
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlav Reference
RECOMMENDATION—-ANALYSIS-DECISION Step 14{ -2,1]Step 3

Multiple Use Analysis

The visual resource recommendation to protect riparian areas supports this
recommendation as do watershed recommendations WS-1.4, WS-1.5 and %S-2.2. The
major conflict with range management centers around curtailing livestock use
in the nestina-brood rearing complex until after June 10. A total of 16
allotments are included in this compiex. As stated in the recommendation,
turnout dates would have to be sethack at least 1 month. Proposed and
existinag qrezing systems ensure that most of the area is not qrazed prior to

6/10.

;’Lﬂ¢4u4;¢ox.>

Multinle Use Pecommendation: Reason:

Madify the recommendation as follows: Intensive arazinag manacement systems
Throuah the uyse of intensive aqrazing will ensure that meadow ana riparian
manaaement systems maintain and en- areas receive nerodic rest from spring
hance nestina-hrood fearina com- arazing and that the hulk of riparian
piexes and wintering areas for sage areas will he free from livestock
arouse. while sage qrouse are nesting,

Wintering areas should be managed for
improvement and/or maintenance.

Support Neerds:

Range - Alternatives Considered:
Develop intensive grazing systems
and maintain existinag systems to 1. Accept WL-2.11.

insure maintenance and enhance

riparian areas nesting-brood rearing 2. Reject WL-2.11.
complexes and wintering areas for

sage grouse.

Decision: Rationale:
Accept the multiple-use Grazing management systems can be
recommendation. designed to benefit specrific 1ife

cycle needs of sage grouse without
underly restricting grazing use in the
area.

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

(Instructions on reverse) Form 100021 {Apr:l
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% SH‘P 1WL—2- 12 -‘:?Cp 3

Note: Attach additional sheets. 1 needed

RECOMMENDATION:

Allow energy exploitation for oil and gas
leasing, ORV races and other ORV use in
critical sage grouse nesting-brood rearing
complexes after June 15. Close critical
sage grouse wintering areas to
snowmobling.

SUPPORT :

Minerals - Assistance in zomplving with
above recommendation fnr
enerqgy =xploitation for oil
and gas leasinc.

Recreation - Designation of ORV use dates.
Contact with ORV user groups.
Development of ORV plan
implementing the above
recommendations

wildlife ~ Designation of critical
areas. Coordination with
minerals and recreation.

RATIONALE:

Most effects of increased energy exploita-
tion and oil and gas leasing to bird life
of the sagebrush type can bhe detrimental.
The impacts to sage grouse when they are
concentrated in the winter and under addi-
tional stress can result in reduced numbers
and productivity.

Occassional nest abandonment or destruction
will be caused by vandals, unthinking per-
sons, or by accident incidental to human
recreational activities on the public
lands. Of primary concern on public lands
is the authorization of ORV races across
habitats that are critical sage grouse
areas. These events should be conducted
after the reproductive preriod or in an area
where no loss to habitats will occur. The
potential of fire caused by hot mufflers
and tail pipes or by sparks or hot exhaust
in brushy or grassy areas must also be con-
sidered. Prevention of such fires is nec-
essary to preserve important habitat. Re-
strictions on snowmobile use in critical
wintering areas is important so as not to

.add additional stress to the species.

1 Burley District Memo. 1607.

1980.

Dol tgear YR £ SR AT AS S N A

RESULTS OF THE TWIN FALLS SURVEY.

According to the Twin Falls County Survey,
28.6 percent of the people surveyed feel
that since the public lands provide some of
the best and most diverse wildlife habitat,
the potential for improving this habitat--
and thus increasing game and non-game pop-
ulations---is present. They felt public
land habitat should be improved solely for
wildlife.!

November 19,
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Name (MF P
Twin Falls

Activit

Wildlife

Overlayv Reference

Step HL-Z- 12 Step 3

Multiple Use Analysis

This recommendation conflicts with minerals recommendations to explore for and

develop minerals resources in sage grouse range.

Recreations lack of

recommendations to close sage grouse nesting areas during nesting periods
conflicts with this recommendation. Lack of snowmobile closures on sage
grouse winter range conflicts. No existing problems with ORV use in relation

to sage grouse have been identified.

Wildlife URA TII states in regard to

wintering areas “The sagebrush must be above the accumulated snow.” Those
areas are not condusive to snowmobiling and are thereby protected without

additional regulations,

Multiple Use Recommendation:

Modify WL-2.12 -

Allow vehicle use on existing roads
and trails and allow ORV events after
June 15 in critical sage grouse
nesting-brood rearing complexes.
Close crtitical sage grouse wintering
areas to snowmobilinc.

Coordinate this recommendaiton with
M-2.1.

Support Needs:

Wildlife --

Monitor recreation and minerals
activities to identify problems that
may arise.

Recreation --
Monitor ORV use to ensure that sage
grouse are not being unduly affected
by human activities.

Minerals --
Monitor mineral activities to ensure
that sage grouse are not being un-
duly offended by human activities.

Attach additional sheets, if needed

Reason:

No existing problems have been identi-
fied in the sage grouse areas. Wild-
1ife URA 111 says "Presently, the
specific magnitude conflicts between
visitor and ORV management and sage
grouse disturbance is not known."
Wildlife URA IV says occasional nest
abandonment or destruction will be
caused by vandals, unthinking persons
and accidents incidental to recrea-
tional activities. The amount of
production lost through such activit-
ies will probably not be significant
to most sage grouse populations.”
Depending on the size of the popula-
tion, there could definitely be a
problem.

Alternatives Considered:

1. Reject WL-2.12.

2. Accept WL-2.12.

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

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN
RECOMMENDATION—-ANALYSIS—DECISION

Name (MFP)
Twin Falls

Actuvny

Wildlife

Overlay Reference

Step WL-2.12 Step 3

Decision: Rationale:

Modify the multiple-use recommenda-
tion.

a. Allow vehicular use and oil and gas
exploration without restriction
except during the period from March
15 through June 15 in critical sage
grouse nesting-brood rearing
complexes. During this period,
vehicular use will be limited to
existing roads and trails.

b. Close c¢ritical sage grouse
wintering areas to snowmobiling.

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

(Instructions on reverse)

L e A AR S s LT A% e 0w
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UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

BURES G LF AN MANAGE N0

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN

RECOMMENDATICN~-ANALYSIS-DECISION

,
5 Teazae i
{

Twin Falls

Wildlifé”~ Sharp-tailed Grouse

" Givertay Reference

| Step 1WL=2.13 1o 3

Note: Attach additional sheets. it needed

RECOMMENDATION::

Maintain and enhance habitat for a sharp-
tailed grouse introduction. Maintain a
grass understory at least 12 inches in
height. Maintain present cover on public
land adjacent to dryland grain fields.
Protect areas of Idaho fescue and Sandberg
bluegrass inter-mixed with bitterbrush and
sagebrush and draws and small canyons with
dense stands of berry producing vegeta-
tion. Allow grazing in meadows and

spring and seep complexes after August 1.

SUPPORT :

- Development and implementation
of livestock grazing systems
to provide optimum sharp-
tailed grouse habitat.

Range

Watershed -~ Assistance in implementation
of recommendation to enhance
watershed values.

Wildlife - Coordination with range in
location of sharp-tailed
grouse areas.

1 parker, T.L. 1970.
IDAHO. Unpublished M.S. Thesis.
2 Bent, A.C. 1963.
Publications, Inc. New York, New York.
3 Hillman, C.N. and Jackson, W.W. 1973.
Department of Game, Fish and Parks.
4 McArdle, B.A. 1977.

GROUSE USE IN SOUTHEASTERN IDAHO.
Logan, Utah.

‘[II\/":‘ fioans g relecrse

LIFE HISTORIES OF NORTH AMERICAN GALLINACEOUS BIRDS.

THE EFFECT OF SAGEBRUSHE REDUCTION PRACTICES
Unpublished M.S.

RATIONALE:

Historically, there are sharp~tailed grouse
reported for only the extreme southern por-
tion of the Twin Falls Planning Unit and
recent range maps and reports show no
sharp~tailed grouse anywhere in the Plan-
ning Unit.! IDFG fully supports a
sharp~tailed grouse introduction into the
Twin Falls Planning Unit (Gary Will,
Regional Wildlife Manager, Regicn IV-IDFG,
4—1—80; Personal Communication).

The sharp-tailed agrouse is a "sensitive"
species. These hirds occur in semidesert
shrub in grass cover types as well as near
cultivated fields which provide important
food and cover reaguirements during most of
the year.2 A healthy native grass under-
story is important to the grouse in the
breeding and nesting seasons. Successful
nests are usually in ungrazed or lightly
grazed pastures where grass understory is
at least 12 inches in height.3

Sharp-tailed grouse are found in brushy
draws and densely covered hillsides in the
winter time.? These areas are important
winter habitat. They provide essential
protection from the weather and an impor-
tant source of food. Native habitat is
essential to sharp-tailed grouse popula-
tions.

ON THE ECOLOGY OF THE SHARP-TAILED GROUSE IN SOUTHEASTERN
Idaho State University.

Pocatello, Idaho.

Dover

THE SHARP-TAILED GROUSE IN SOUTH DAXOTA.
Technical Bulletin Number 3.

ON SHARP-TAILED

Thesis. Utah State University.
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UNITED STATES

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN
RECOMMENDATION—-ANALYSIS-DECISION

Name (M#P)
Twin Falls

Activury

Wildlife

Overlay Reference

Step 1 WL=~2, 158ep 3

( Deoivion >

Multiple Use Recommendation:

Modify 2-13 as follows -

Maintain and enhance habitat for
sharp-tailed grouse through the use
of intensive grazing management
Maintenance of a 12 inch
high grass understory is important.
Maintain present cover on public
lands adjacent to dryliand grain
Protect gqrass areas inter-
mixed with bitterbrush and sagebrush
in draws and small canyons with
dense stands of berry producing

systems.

fields.

vegetation.

The exchangeé proposal will have
priority because of the multiple
resource values as explained in the

multiple use analysis.

Support Needs:

Range -
Develop and implement grazing

systems to provide optimum sharp-
Coordinate
all land treatments with wildlife.

tailed grouse habitat.

Wildlife -

Prepare a management plan which
includes specific habitat components
necessary for sharp-tailed grouse,

Provide input in land treatment
design and location.

Decision:

Accept the multiple-use
recommendation.

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

Reasons:

Good quality grasslands and brushy
cover are essential for sharp-taiied
grouse poputations. Implementation of
grazing systems is the best method for
attaining good quality grasstands.
Limiting land treatments in draws and
other selected locations will ensure
brushy cover is available when

needed.

The proposed exchange is for some
scattered parcels within the habitat
units. It appears that the total
multiple use values would benefit from
the exchange if it can he accom-
plished.

Alternatives Considered:

1. Reject WL-2.13.
2. Accept WL-2.13.

Rationale:

Grazing management systems can be
designed to enhance sharptail habitat
without underly restricting grazing
use.

(lustructions on reverse)
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OBJECTIVES:

Improve and maintain terrestrial, aguatic and wetland-riparian habitats for
furbearers, waterfowl, shorebirds, and game fish.

RATIONALE:

Basic Guidance (1602.13A) states that the Bureau, in deciding among alternative uses
of available resources and among management alternatives, will utilize both physical
and social data in evaluating the immediate and long-range impact of proposed actions
on environmental quality and ecological balance and will strive to maintain and
enhance environmental quality.

Wetland and/or riparian habitats are extremely important to this agroup of wildlife and
fishery =species. IDFG in their Coals, Objectives and Policies 1975-1990 book fully
support the protection of wetland-riparian habitats. Executive Crder 113900,
Protection of Wetlands are intended to improve the protecticn and management of
wetlandand riparian areas of BLM-administered lands. These procedures are part of the
BLM manual section 4740 and were effective as of October 1, 1979,

. The Planning Area Analysis (PAA) indicates that by 199% the demand for fisherman days
on public land in the Planning Unit will be 4,720 days for streams and 32,800 days for
reservoir fishing. In otherwords, overall fisherman days per mile on public land
habitat will increase by 49 percent for stream fishing and 60 percent for reservoir
fishing over the current level.

In 1995, it is estimated that the gross value of fisherman days attributable to public
land habitats in the Planning Unit will be $767,944.00 for stream fishing and
$5,336,560.00 for reservoir fishing.

The total economic value for furbearing species has increased from $3,620.31 in
1970-1971 to $86,256.97 in 1978-1979. 'This value will continue to increase.

BIM's Wildlife Program Activity Policy Statement (1603.12D) describes in the following
narratives, rationale for managing wildlife and their habitats.

1. Description of Program Activity. The Wildlife Program is primarily concerned with
the protection and use of mammals, birds, reptiles, amphibians, fishes, and
invertebrates through the enhancement and maintenance of their habitat components.

The program activity is closely coordinated with State wildlife agencies.

2. Assumptions.

a. Increasing recognition and use of ecosystem concepts in the planning, use, and
development of the public lands will result in the production of greater varieties and
populations of wildlife.

b. Air, water, and noise pollution abatement programs and improved technology
will result in improved wildlife habitat.

(Iustructions on reverse)



UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN

RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-CECISION

AP

Twin Falls

Name

Wildlife - Wetland-Riparian
Ovoriav Reference Areas
Step WL"'3' 1\ Step 3

RECOMMENDATION:

Retain in public ownership all public land
adjacent to and including all water bodies
and wetland-riparian areas. Improve 28
acres of wetland-riparian habitat current-
ly in poor condition and 309 acres cur-
rently in fair condition to good and ex-
cellent condition. Maintain current good
and excellent condition wetland-riparian
areas in these classes. Prohibit surface
occupancy or road development within 100
feet of all wetland-riparian areas. Fxpand
wetland-riparian areas by diverting runoff
water from troughs and ripinag water from
springs into protected areas.

SUPPORT :

- Development and implemen-
tation of intensive live-
stock grazing systems or
abatement of grazing in
wetland~riparian areas to
to improve the condition
class.

Range

Retention of all lands
adjacent to and including
water bodies and wetland-
riparian areas.

Lands -

Construction of wetland-
riparian expansion

Operations -

RATIONALE:

Executive Order, (EO) 11990, Protection of
Wetlands, are intended to improve the
protection and management of wetland and
riparian areas on BLM-administered lands.
BIM manual section 6740.06E states to
retain under BLM administration and owner-
ship all wetland and riparian habitats.

Wetland-riparian habitats are critical
wildlife areas as well as conflict areas
with livestock. Where these areas are
currently in poor and fair condition, they
need to be improved to good and excellent.
In order to improve some of these areas,
livestock grazing needs to he abatsd.
"Vegetation in certain areas, such as
meadows and drainage ways are invariably
closely utilized under any stocking rate or.
system of grazing. Such use may he detri-
mental to wildlife, aesthetic, recreational
or other values. Where this is the case
about the only way to preserve values is to
fence the area off from grazing. Reducing
livestock or adjusting the grazing season
usually will not solve such a problem."1
Other than the fencing of streams to
exclude livestock, there are few known
practical practices which can be
implemented to improve or maintain quality
habitat for trout.2 According to a Twin
Falls County Survey, 32.1 percent of the
people surveyed indicated that they thought
riparian areas should be fenced of to

areas. protect wildlife habitat.3 BLM manual

1 Telephone conversation between Bruce Smith, Fisheries Biologist--Rock Springs BLM
District and August L. Hormay, Grazing Management Specialist--DSC, on BAugust 11,
1976, concerning rest-rotation grazing management.

1977. Bureau of

Idaho State Office.

EFFECTS OF DETERIORATED RANGE STREAMS ON TROUT.
Boise, Idaho.

2 Armour, C. L.
Land Management.

1607. RESULTS OF THE TWIN FALLS SURVEY. November 19,

3 Burley District Memo.
1980.

P\

VR

Note: Attach additional sheets, if need
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UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

SUNEAU OF LAND MANAGENENT

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-BECIS

| Name [

! Twin Falls

Wildlife - Wetland-Riparian
" v orlav Reference Areas
| Stenp WWL—3. 1

IGN Step 3

RECOMMENDATION (cont.):

Archaeology - Assistance in protection of
wetland-riparian areas for
cultural resource
protection.

Recreation - Assistance in protection of
' wetland-riparian areas for
recreational use.

Watershed - Assistance in protection of
wetland-riparian areas for
water shed benefits.

wildlife - Location of improvement and
expansion areas. Coordinatio

with other resources on
issues concerning wetland-
riparian areas.

RATIONALE (cont.):

section 6740.22 states to establish bhuffer
strips to protect wetland~riparian areas
from disturbance.

Wetland-riparian areas support many forms
of wildlife, several of which are
"sensitive" species. BLM manual section
6740-~Wetland-Riparian Area Protection and
Management should be consulted before any
type of action is taken involving any
wetland or riparian area.s

n

Multiple lse Analysis

This recommendation could conflict with lands recommendations relating to land
disposal if these lands include riparian areas or bodies of water. Conflicts
with minerals center around possibie mineral activity within 100 feet of
wetland-riparian areas. Proposed recreation roads and campgrounds within 100
feet of wetland-riparian areas also conflicts with this recommendation.
Season-Tong grazing use of riparian areas in fair or poor condition would also
conflict with this recommendation. The recommendation gives the option of
intensive management or fencing to improve wetland-riparian areas.

(ZﬁL&aLLZﬂwQ> .

Multiple Use Recommendation: Reasons:

Note: Attach additional sheets, if nceded

Iy

R

Modify 3.1 as follows -

1. Retain in public ownership on all
public lands adjacent to and inclu-
ding all water bodies and wetland-
riparian areas.

Improve 28 acres of wetland-
riparian habitat in poor condition
and 309 acres in fair condition hy

" o oritterset

Wetland-Riparian habitat areas are
critical wildlife areas and should be
managed and protected as such., BLM
Manual section 6740.0GE states that
all wetland and riparian habitats
should be retained under BLM adminis-
tration and ownership. Improvement of
riparian areas altong Shoshone and




UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN

RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION

Name (MFP)

Twin Falls

Activity

Wildlife

Overlay Reference

Step ligf ~3.1 Step 3

implementing grazing systems which
provide periondic deferrment from
grazing. Establish exclosures
alona riparian areas on Shoshone
and McMullen Creek to monitor the
effects of grazina systems on
riparian vegetation. If riparian
areas do not beqin to respond to
qrazing treatments within 5 years,
consider reducina livestock use in
rinarian areas hy fencinag or other
means.

3. Maintain current goocd and excellent
condition wetland-riparian areas in
these classes.

4, Desian new roads and facilities in
a manner which will not damage
riparian areas.

5. Expand wetland-riparian areas by
diverting runoff water from troughs
and piping water from springs into
protected areas.

Support Needs:

Range -
Help to set -up monitoring plan to
determine affects of intense live-
stock management systems on riparian
habitat.

Wildlife -
Help set up monitoring plan to
determine affects of intensive live-
stock management systems on riparian
habitat.

Operations -
‘Construction of wetland-riparian
expansion areas.

Archaeoloqist -
Cultural examinations of exclosure
sites.

Salmon Falls Creek will improve values
for wildlife, fisheries, recreation
and visual resources. The option of
using intensive manaqement initially
is related to costs involved in
fencina and the aesthetics of fences
along streams. A monitoring plan

will determine the effectiveness of
intensive drazing manaqement toward
impravina riparian habitfat.

The original 100 foot huffer strip was
modified hecause each riparian area is
unigue and requires individual
attention.

Expansion of wetland-riparian areas
will improve wildlife hehitat in the
Planring init and reduce livestock
trampling of soils around watering
areas.

N

Alternatives Considered:

1. Fehce all riparian areas.
2. Reject WL-3.1.

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

{Instructions on reverse) Form 1600221 (April 1975
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UNITED STATLES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUKIZAT O 1ND MANNGENENT

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN
RECOMMENDA ION—-ANALYSIS-0uCIS

i

OM

Name - i 7

Twin Falls

At

Wiidlife - Furbearers

i

!

! Owerlay Referenve
{

i Ste

1

p‘;:TL-'3.2 Step 3

Note Attach additional sheets, if nredod

o,

RECOMMENDATION: . “ ¢fp 1.y ¢ pne )

Predator control will be allowed only on
those areas where there is documented
evidence of extreme depredation on domes-
tic livestock and/or wildlife. See the
URA Step III wildlife habitat overlay

entitled "A.8. Predator Damage Control.”

SUPPORT:

Range - Identification of problem
areas between predators and
livestock.

Recreation - Coordinate sport hunting
areas with range and
wildlife.

wildlife - Coordination with range and

USFWS on predator control
problem areas.

RATIONALE::

Wanton killing of predators usually does
very little to solve depredation problems.
Predator control, if directed to problem
areas, can reduce specific problems.
Presently, we do not have any information
that indicates that predators, primarily
coyotes, pose any serious threat to other
wildlife populations.

The sport hunting of predators has added
substantial amounts of money into the local
and/or regional economy. »Any form of
predator control reduces the opportunity
for sport nhunting success.

Multinle Use Analysis

Existing predator control programs are carried out by the Fish and Wildlife

Service and sport hunters.

The BLM is consulted prior to actual field

operations and determines: (1) if predator control is justified: (2) the

method of control (trapping, aerial qunning, etc.);
This information, together with actual predation kills of livestock

control.

and (3) the time of

documented by the operator, forms the basis for a decision to allow the Fish

and Wildlife Service to proceed.

APt s o retarse)




UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

CUREAU OF LAND AN UTIMETT

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN

RECOMMENDATION-AMNALYSIC-DECISIO

Name t

Twin Falls

B wildlife - Furbearers

Overlav Reference

N Step WE=3+3  5tep 3

RECOMMENDATION:

Improve furbearer habitat by implementing

the following recommendations:

(1) modify existing and install future
water developments so that water is
readily available at ground level to
all furbearers;

(2) designate leave areas {i.e. islands of
brush) in all areas where land treat-
ments are conducted to provide and
maximize the "edge" effect. Protect
present native vegetative communities;

(3) prevent a loss of habitat from exces-
sive reduction of stream flow or Araw
downs of any water source from their
present levels. Avert the future
channelization of water courses.
Maintain riparian habitat in optimum
condition.

SUPPORT:

Range - Preparation of EA's for range
land treatment projects.

Watershed - Assistance in preservation of

current stream flow levels
and protection of existing
water courses.

Operations ~ Layout of leave areas in land
treatment projects. Improve-
ments on water developments.

Recreation - Assistance in layout of pro-
jects to provide pleasing
aesthetic values.

Wildlife Designation of leave areas.
Coordination with range

watershed and operations.

1 1daho Department of Fish and Game. 1978.
Volume I: GOAL'S, OBJECTIVES AND POLICIES

197551990. . Idaho Department of Fish and Game. Boise, Idaho.

IDAHO'S FISH AND WILDLIFE RESOURCES.

Attach daditional shedts, AT

ioans cenorerersed

RATIONALE :

The Wildlife Program Activity Policy
Statement 1603.12D4b states that one of the
major principles and standards of the wild-
life program activity is to consider the
welfare and habitat reguirements of all
wildlife, including predacious animals, in
programs affecting the public lands.

All furbearers are or can he associated
with riparian habitats. Water is a neces-
sity for all furbearers. For several, it
is an absolute reguirement. IDFG fully
supports the protection of riparian
habitat. They state that riparian habitat
is extremely important to the maintenance
of quite a few furbearing species.1 The
river otter, a "sensitive'" species, are
well adapted to an aquatic existence and
are seldom found far from water.

Table 8 in the wildlife portion of the Twin
Falls URA Step III shows the number of
animals taken, the average pelt worth and
total economic value of furbearers/preda-
tors in Twin Falls County. The total
economic value for all species listed
increased from $3,620.31 in 1970-1971 to
$86,256.97 in 1978-1979. This shows that
the demand for furbearers is ever-increas-
ing In order to meet the continuing demand
the furbearer habitat must be maintained in
optimum condition in order to support the
increase in furbearer populations. Habitat
for several furbearer species, which have
been designated as "sensitive," must be
enhanced.

A PLAN FOR THE FUTURE MANAGEMENT OF

Fopm et e



UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN

RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION

Name (MFP)

Twin Falls

Activay

Hildlife

Overlay Reference
Step 1| -3,3 Step 3

Multiple llse Analysis

This recommendation conflicts with minerals recommendations for exploration
and development of mineral resources, if riparian areas would be damaged.
Lands conflicts are hased on areas beinq developed for aqricultural produc-

tion.
that the "edne" would he destroyed.

Fire F-1.3, F-1.4 and F-1.5 may conflict with this recommendation in
In most cases,
increase "edae" by burning in irregular patterns.

fire can be expected to
Ranqge treatment pronosals

that include treating blocks of land conflict with the recommendation to leave

islands of brush and maximize edge effects.

The minimum stream flow recommen-

dation is unnecessary as water from streams crossing public land is diverted

below public land.

the Salmon River Canal Company and therefore,
Economics of pumpina prevent drawina water from Saimon Falls Creek

down. ‘
helow the dam on public tand.

( W ocerern )
Multiple Use Recommendation:

Modify WL-3.3 as follows -
Improve furbearer habitat by imple-
menting the following recommenda-
tions.

(1) Modify selected existing and
future water developments so that
water is available at ground level
to furbearers and other wildlife
species. Areas with available
water deficiencies will be identi-
fied prior to modification.

Designate leave areas (i.e. is-
lands of brush) in all areas
where land treatments are con-
ducted to provide "edge effect."
Protect present native vegetative
communities.

Avert the future channelization of
water courses on public land.
Maintain riparian habitat in
optimum condition.

Attach additional sheets, if needed

The water in Salmon Falls Creek Reservoir is controlled by

we Ao not have control aver draw

Reason:

Before major expenditures are made
for modification of existing facili-
ties, the need for such modifications
needs to he shown. Some areas are
more likely to have an abundance of
available water without the need for
modification. Designation of leave
areas in lYand treatment projects will
increase the "edge" and the protection
of native veaetative communities will
optimize wildlife habitat.
Channelization of streams has been
proven to increase erosion and reduce
productivity of streambanks.

(Instrucrions on reverse)

Form 1600-21 (April 167°
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UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN

RECOMMENDATION—-ANALYSIS-DECISION

Name (MFFP)
Twin Falls
Activity
Wildlife - Waterfowl

Overlay Reference

WL-3Step 3

Step 1

RECOMMENDATION:

Acquire the following parcels of land for
the benefit of waterfowl, shorebirds,
fisheries and other water oriented and
wildlife species.

T. 12 S.,R. 17 E. Cottonwood Creek

Sec. 2: NE1/4, Wi/2 SE1/4 Reservoir

T. 13 S., R. 16 E. Deep Creek

Sec. 29: W1l/2 NE1/4 Reservoir

T. 16 S., R. 16 E. Shoshone Creek

Sec. 24: N1/2 NE1/4
T. 12 S., R. 18 E. South Hills-
Sec. 8: Wl/2 E1/2 McMullen Creek
Sec 17: NEl/4 NWl/4,

NW1/4 NE1/4
T. 16 S., R. 17 E. Horse Creek  ~
Sec. 24: SEI/4 NWI/4 Reservoir
T. 12 S., R. 18 E. Fifth Fork of
Sec. 25: SW1/4 SWi/4 Rock Creek
Sec. 36: W1l/2 NW1/4

Protect these wetland-riparian areas after

acquisition.

SUPPORT:

Lands - Preparation of land report
and EA for land
acquisition.

Archaeology - Assistance in acquisition

A\

Note:

for protection of cultural
resources.

Recreation

Assistance in acquisition
for the benefit for hunter
and fisherman days.

Watershed - Assistance 1in acquisition
for watershed benefits.
Wildlife - Assistance in acquistion.

Attach additional sheets, if needed

RATIONALE:

Acquisition of these parcels, (760 acres).
will increase the amount of wetland-ripar:
an areas in the Planning Unit. These are
are extremely important to many wildlife
species.

The Federal Land Policy and Management Ac:
of 1976, Public Law 94-579, Title II, Sec-
tion 205(a) states that "not withstanding
any other provisions of law, the Secretar
with respect to the public lands, 1is
authorized fto acauire pursuant to this Ac
by purchase, exchange, donation, or emine
domain, lands or interests therein. . ."

{Instructions on reverse)

Form 160021 tApr 1075



UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Twin Falls
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activite

Wildlife
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION Step 1HL-3.4 Step 3

Multiple Use Analysis

These parcels of land totalina 760 acres have heen identified for acauisition
because of their wetland-riparian values for waterfowl, shorehirds, fisheries
and other wildlife found in the area. Acquisition would also enlarae sports-
mans use areas and enhance access availability. The recreation recommendation
R-1.1 identifies access needs for several of the parcels listed in WL-3.4.

The areas identified in WL-3.4 are critical to the survival and maintenance of
water-oriented wildlife species. It is important that these areas be acauired
to insure that they remain in prime condition to meet the needs of wiidlife
which use the area.

Myltiple Use Recommendation: Reason:

Accent WL-3.4 - BLM ownership and administration will
Acquire all six pnarcels of land, insure that the land use and wildlife
totaling 760 acres, to benefit henefits provided will remain
waterfowl, shorebirds and fisheries available.
values.

Support Needs: Alternatives Considered:

Lands - 1. Reject WL-3.4.

Preparation of land report and EA. 2. Reject R-1.1.

ISO Appraisal.

Decision: Rationale:

Modify the multiplie-use

recommendation.

A. Acquire the recommended lands on Federal ownership of the parcels of
Shoshone Creek, South Hill, land included in A would provide
McMullen Creek, Horse Creek opportunity to enhance wildlife values
Reservoir, and Fifth Fork of Rock and protect the riparian vegetation.
Creek.

Note: Attach additional sheets, if nceded

(Instructions on reverse) Form 1H00—71 Ao 157%
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UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LLAND MANAGEMENT

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN

Name (MFFP)

Activity

Overlay Reference

RECOMMENDATION-—ANALYSIS—DECISION Step 1 WE. 4 sStep 3

Decision (cont.):

B. Do not acquire the lands containing
Cottonwood Reservoir or Deep Creek
Reservoir

AN

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

Rationale (cont.):

Federal ownership of the Deep Creek
and Cottonwood Reservoir tracts would
not insure the objective desired for
these tracts. The reservoirs were
constructed to provide storage for
irrigation water. If we were to
acquire these lands we would still not
control the water rights and thus
water level fluctuations in the
reservoir would be controlled by the
irrigation interests. Under this
situation we could not guarantee
orotection of riparian and wildlife
values. These are man-made reservoirs
for irrigation purposes and they
continue to serve that need. Federal
ownership in this situation would be
inconsistent with the purpose and use
of the reservoir.

(Instructions on reverse)

Form 1600-21 fApr:t 1675
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UNITED STATES
DEPARTHMENT OF Tilll INTERIOR
BUNEAU OF LAND S NAGLNMENT

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN
RECCIMENDATION=-ANAL" £1S-DECISICN

D Name U1

| Twin Falls

Ny
| Wildlife -~ Waterfowl
{ Overlay Reference

i Step WL=-3.5 =weps

RECOMMENDATION:

Nore A:Mqll llﬁm £ lex?t\. 19?!7

Improve shorebird and waterfowl nesting
habitat in the following manner:

(1) restrict livestock use along all
shorelines during the spring and
early summer;

(2) fence off half of each side of exist-
ing and future stockpond develop-

ment;

(3) insure adequate water in stockpond

developments in the spring;

(4) plant vegetation to enhance cover.

SUPPORT:

Range - Development of grazing sys-
tems to restrict livestock
use along shorelines in the
spring and early summer.
Coordination with wildlife
in the development of future
stockponds. Assurance of
water availability.

Operations - Construction of fences a-
round stockponds and plant-
ing of vegetation.

Archaeology - Assistance in design to pro-
tect archaeological values.

Watershed - Assistance in design of pro-
jects to provide watershed
benefits.

Recreation - Assistance in project de-
sign to benefit hunter days
and to provide pleasing
aesthetics.

Wildlife - Coordination with range and

operations in location and
desing of fences around
stockpond and the plant
species to be planted.

“WRTERFOWL IN “THE- GREAT BASIN.
Nevada.

’:/\ Yo dir o

Reno,

; LIVESTOCK INTERACTIONS WITH UPLAND GAME,
A" WORKSHOP SYNOPSIS.

RATIONALE:

Population numbers can be increased by
improving existing habitat. The livestock
interaction of primary concern is the
impact of grazing on waterfowl nesting
cover. Waterfowl nest density and nesting
success are both a function of the gquantity
and quality of nesting cover, and heavy
livestock grazing on wetlands impacts the
composition and density of native marsh
vegetation. Hence, waterfowl production
values are severely reduced. | Limited
grazing removes some of the dense plant
cover which ducks avoid, and qenerally
makes the area more attractive. & fence
should be constructed to cocver haif of the
dam and half of the upper area of zll
stockponds. This is & necessity since
livestock tend to concentrate in these
areas. In these areas, livestock grazing
would have an adverse effect on nesting
habitat. Fencing, in this case, is the
only feasible method to enhance the shore-
line for waterfowl and shorebird produc-
tion. Stockponds need to have an assured
water source in the spring to supply the
water requirements for waterfowl and
shorebirds. Plantings can be made around
the edges to enhance the cover. The
Federal Land Policy and Management Act of
1976, Public Law 94-579, Title I, Section
102(a) (7) calls for a "broad management and
authority under the principles of multiple
use and sustained yield." Refer the Tech-
nical Note Number T/N 327 on “Construction
and Management of Stockponds for Waterfowl”
for specific details. The primary
shorebird of concern is the long-billed

curlew, a "sensitive" species.

NONGAME AND )
“Department .of Fish and Game.



UNITED STATES Name (M{° P
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Twin Falls
BUREAU OF LLAND MANAGEMENT Activity

Wildlife
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION—-ANALYSIS—-DECISION Step 1) .35 Step 3

Multiple lUse Analysis

Restricting Tivestaock use along all shorelines conflicts with range manage-
ments facilities which were installed to provide stock water. Fencing half of
the ponds does not conflict with any activity. Lack of livestock use on the
earthen dam has resulted in some rodent related dam failures in the Planning
Unit. Ponds in the Planning Unit depend on runoff for water. For this
reason, it is impossihle to insure that adequate water will he available in
the spring. No conflicts exist with planting vegetation so long as shrubs and
trees are not planted on refention structures.

Multinle Use Recommendation: Reasons:

Modify WL-3.5 as follows - Fencing half of ponds will provide an

(1) Fence off upstream portion of area for nestina cover for waterfowl
existina and future stcckpond and shorebirds without restricting
developments., The whole reservoir livestock use in sprina and eariy
can he fenced in some cases if a summer. We have no way nf insuring
draw-down pipe and frough are water will be present in oonds during

installed to provide stock water. spring or at any other time. Planting
‘ vegetation along edaes of pords will
(2) Plant vegetation to enhance cover enhance cover.

as needed.
Support Needs: Alternatives Considered:
Witdlife - 1. Reject WL 3.5.
Design necessary fences and 2. Accept WL 3.5.

plantinas.

Operation -
Install fences and plantings.

Decision: Rationale:

Accept the multiple-use This recommendation will provide for

recommendation. multiple-use management of rangeland
resources.

Attach additional sheets, if needed

lusiructions on reversel Form 1600200 Aprs 7
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UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERICR

BURNEAU GO0 LANG AN AGINMNENT

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN

RECOMMENDATION-—ANALYSIS-OECISION

CName (MED

Twin Falls

i Wildlife - Waterfowl
! Greerian Reference

, Step WL-3.6 Step 3

RECOMMENDATION : ( W)

Construct brush piles along all wetland-
riparian areas used by waterfowl. Con-
struct and install floating islands on the
following bodies of water:

Berger Reservoir

Horse Creek Reservoir

Deep Creek Reservoir

Cottonwood Creek Reservoir

Rluegill Lake
and at additional sites as they become
identified.

Construct and install artificial goose
nesting platforms along the following
water hodies:

Snake River

Salmon Falls Creek

Salmon Falls Creek Reservoir

Deep Creek Reservoir

Murtaugh Lake

Cottonwood Creek Reservoir

Shoshone Creek

Bluegill Lake

1 Hammond, M. C. and Mann, G. E. 1956.
Wildlife Management. 20(4):345-352.

Atwater, M. G. 1959.

Wildlife Management. 23(1):91-97.

Keith, L. B. 1961.
SOUTHEASTERN ALBERTA.

Deubbert, H. F. 1966.
Bulletin. 78:12-25

Drewien, R. C. and Fredrickson, L. F.
SOUTH DAKOTA ISLAND. Wilson Bulletin.

Hook, D. L. 1973.
MONTANA. M. S. Thesis.

McCarthy, J. J. 1973.

University. Bozeman, Montana.

WATERFOWL NESTING ISLANDS.

A STUDY OF RENESTING IN CANADA GEESE IN MONTANA.

ISLAND NESTING OF GADWALL IN NORTH DAKOTA.

RATIONALE:

Nesting materials in the form ofbrush
piles, when correctly constructed and
located, provide nesting cover and protec-
tion as would a good stand of natural vege-
tation.

The value of islands to waterfowl is well
documented in the literature.! Islands
mossess certain characteristics which make
them beneficial to nesting waterfowl. Small
islands are frecuently free of resident
mammmals and usually, most mammalian nest
predators are discouraged from investiga-
ting, consecuently, a high nesting security
and nesting success results.? Islands
increase the shoreline surface-acre ratio
which in turn increases the capacity for
territorial occupancy by breeding pairs of .,
waterfowl. Following the breeding season,
this same additional shoreline provides
secure loafing areas for broods plus added
shallow areas for brood rearing. Islands
properly placed in stockponds are usually

Journal of

Journal of

A STUDY OF WATERFOWL ECOLOGY ON SMALL IMPOUNDMENTS IN
Wildlife Monograph 6.

Wilson

1970. HIGH DENSITY MALLARD NESTING ON A
82:95-96. :

PRODUCTION AND HABITAT USE BY CANADA GEESE AT FREEZEOUT LAKE,
Montana State University.

Bozeman, Montana.

RESPONSE OF NESTING CANADA GEESE (Branta canadensis) TO
ISLANDS IN STOCKDAMS IN NORTH CENTRAL MONTANA. M. S. Thesis.

Montana State

Nofo:z

Attact additional sheets, i needed

i o e e
——2-—Keith;~Ls“Be—-1961s ~“A-STUDY “OF 'WATERFOWL ECOLOGY ON SMALL IMPOUNDMENTS IN. =~

" SOUTHEASTERN ALBERTA.

Wildlife Mongraph 6.



UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
GUiviAT G DAL MANAGEME T

M. .{AGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN

RECOMMENDATION—-~NALYSIS-DZCISION

é Wildlife - Waterfowl
! Guerlay Reference

|
| Step WL=3.6 Sicp 3

RECOMMENDATION (cont.):

and at additional sites as they become
identified.

Construct several islands in Deep Creek
Reservoir. .

SUPPORT:

Operations - Construction and installation
of brush piles, floating
islands and goose nesting
platforms.

Wildlife - Coordination with operations
on design and location of
waterfowl developments.

3 1daho Department of Fish and Game.
IDAHO'S FISH AND WILDLIFE RESOURCES.

Note: AnalR1AnA990 . -ddaho. Department of Fish and

hioNyric Hianis onp renorse s

1978.
Volume 1I:

RATIONALE (cont.):

isolated from cattle grazing at least dur-
ing the growing season. As a result, they
often provide good to excellent nesting
cover regardless of the grazing treatment
being imposed on the surrounding shoreline.
Lack of suitable nesting and rearing
habitat is the major limiting factor for
local production of Canada ceese. These
birds respond very favorably to improve-
ments in existing habitat or creation of
new habitat of this type an< there is still
an excellent potential for further
increases in goose numbers. Expansion
pregrams and more refined management can
result in much greater production than
current conditions. Harvests have fluctu-
ated but have shown an increasing trend.
Significantly increased demand after 1970
has resulted in a reduction in success
rates. Substantial increases in population
and harvests over the current level will
continue through 1990 under current
management levels and habitat trends. B
relatively modest increase in demand is
expected and success rates will improve
sightly.3 Artificial goose nesting
platforms will enhance the oroduction
opportunity for this species.

A PLAN FOR THE FUTURE MANAGEMENT OF
GOAL'S, OBJECTIVES AND POLICIES
Game. Boise, Idaho.

i



UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIGR

BUREAU G& LAND SANAGOE N

MANAGEMENT FRAMEYORK PLAN
RECCMMFENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION

RN IS

Twin Falls

PG

Wildlife - Waterfowl

!
i Overlay Rete:»nce
' en 3

Step WL=3.7 =

i

Note:

RECOMMENDATION: ("¢ () i gf o)

Provide enhanced habitat for waterfowl
and shorebirds by fencing and planting
riparian vegetation in the following
areas:

Cottonwood Creek Reservoir, one-half
mile of fence along the east side
T. 12 S., R. 17 E.

Sec. 2: NE1/4 SE1/4;

(1)

Horse Creek Reservoir, the western
edge which lies on public land

(2)

RATIONALE:

The livestock interaction of primary con-
cern is the impact of grazing on waterfowl
nesting cover. Waterfowl nest density and
nesting success are both a function of the
quantity and quality of nesting cover, and
heavy livestock grazing on wetlands impacts
the composition and density of native marsh
vegetation. Hence, waterfowl production
values are severely reduced. | Vegeta-

tion in certain areas, such as meadows and
drainage ways are invariably closely util-
1zed under any stocking rate or svstem of

T. 16 S., R. 17E. grazing. Such use may he detrimental to
Sec. 24: SW1/4 NW1/4; wildlife, aesthetic, recreational or other
values. Where this is the case, about the
(3) two Mule Creek Reservoirs only way to preserve values is tc fence the
T. 16 S., R. 16 E. area off from grazing. Reducing livestock
Sec. 32: NW1/4NW1/4; or adjusting the grazing season usually
will not solve such a problem.2 Other
(4) two ponds along the draw in #4040 Noh than the fencing of streams to exclude
Sections allotment livestock, there are few known practical
T, 15 S., R. 16 E. practices which can be implemented to
Sec. 2 H improve or maintain quality habhitat for
trout.3 Duck harvests have varied
(5) L & N and Schnitker gravel pits depending upon population levels and the
T. 11 S., R. 16 E. number of hunters. Success rates have
Sec. 35: S1/2 SWi/4; generally decreased as demand increased.
It is projected that under current
(6) 1isolated pond near Auger Falls management levels and habitat trends,
T. 9 S., R. 16 E. essentially this same situation will
Sec. 24: SE1/4 SE1/4; persist through 1930. Populations and
success rates will decrease slightly while
1 Molini, W. A. 1977. ©LIVESTOCK INTERACTIONS WITH UPLAND GAME, NONGAME, AND
WATERFOWL IN THE GREAT BASIN. A WORKSHOP SYNOPSIS. Department of Fish and Game.
Reno, Nevada.
2 Telephone conversation between Bruce Smith, Fisheries Biologist--Rock Springs BLM

District and August L. Hormay, Grazing Management Specialist--DSC, on August 11,
1976, concerning rest-rotation grazing management.

1977.
Idaho State Office.

Armour, C. L.

Land Management. Bo

Attach additional sheet<, if needed

e

AN S AFTAa

S SR A Y AR

EFFECIS ON DETERIORATED RANGE STREAMS ON TROUT.

Bureau of

ise, Idaho.



Comathe s

UNITED ST " TES

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BURIAY GF LAND MAN WGELNENT

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN
RECOMMENDATION=-ANAL "SIS-DETISION

Name 1 [

Twin Falls

" "Wildlife - Waterfowl

Overlay Reference

WL=-3.7

Step i Step 3

RECOMMENDATION (cont.):

(7) Loughmiller gravel pits

T. 12 S., R. 16 E.
Sec. 1: SW1/4
Sec. 2: E1/2 SE1/4;

(8) Deep Creek Reservoir
T. 13 S., R. 16 E.
Sec. 19: E1/2 SE1/4
Sec. 20: SW1/4
Sec. 22: NE1/4 NW1/4;

(2) Two Sorings Reservoir
T. 16 S., R. 18 E.
Sec. 21: NE1/4 SW 1/4

(10) Baker Pit Resexrvoir
T. 13 S., R. 16 E.
Sec. 31: SW1/4 SE1/4;

~

(11) #4042 PVGA - Horse Creek--
five ponds on public land in Idaho
and two ponds in Elko District on
public land managed by Burley

District BLM.

SUPPORT:

Range - Coordination with wildlife
in determining where live~-
stock will water.

Operations - Construction of fences and

planting of riparian vege-

tation.

Archaeology - Assistance in design of pro-

jects to protect archaeolo-

gical values.

4 1daho Depar tment of Fish and Game.
IDAHO'S FISH AND WILDLIFE RESOURCES.

1978.
Volume I: GOAL'S, OBJECTIVES AND POLICIES

RATIONALE (cont.)

demand and harvest will show a slight
increase. If existing wetland production
habitat can be preserved and nesting and
rearing condition enhanced, it should be
possible to improve on the current situa-
tion and provide increased populations,
harvest and success rates through 1990.4

A PLAN FOR THE FUTURE MANAGEMENT OF

1975~-1990. Idaho Department of Fish and Game. Boise, Idaho.

Note: Att-ch additional sheets, if needed

thystraesians an rer rsel
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UNITED STATES D Name e
DEPARTMENT OF T.E INT/RICR : Twin Falls

B T L R L E St
GURCAT O LAND MaldAabniii N

. wildlife - Waterfowl

IAANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN fbuTMvmcmnmce

R

RECCMMEMUATIOM-ANAL YSIS-0OECISION D Siom tIWL=3.7 Step 3

RECOMMENDATION (cont.):

Recreation - Assistance in design of pro-
jects to enhance the
aesthetic value and to
benefit recreationalists.

Watershed - Assistance in design of pro-
ject to further enhance the
watershed.

Wildlife - Location and design of
fences and species list of
riparian vegetation to
plant. Coordination with
range and operations.

Myltinle flse Analvsis

This recommendation conflicts with range needs to provide water for livestock.
.The proposed WPRS acquisition may or may not prevent a conflict with improving
waterfowl habitat. The plan calls for developing 40 small wetland nonds and
providing 1,050 acres of irrigated cooperative farming areas, 510 acres of
permanent irriqated cover and 1,100 acres of dryland areas seeded to wildlife
benefiting vegetation.

Proposed mineral developments conflict with the proposed fencing of
Loughmiller aravel pits. Waterfowl recurrently nest on reservoirs #(1), (2),
(7), (8), (9), (10) and (11). No increases in the waterfowl are discussed in
relation to these or the other proposals in this recommendation.

Multiple Use Recommendation: Reasons:

Accept WL-3.7 - A more complete picture of the
Provide enhanced habhitat for water- existing situation and potential
fowl and shorebirds by fencing and increase in waterfowl and shoreghirds

planting riparian veqetation. Inven- production should be identified before
tory areas and develop a management developments occur.
plan to identify waterfowl needs.

Support Needs: Alternatives Considered:

Wildlife - 1. Reject WL-3.7.
Inventory areas to determine present
nesting use and determine possible
future nesting with protection from
grazing.

Note: Attach additional sheetrs, if needoed e

s i tian s o rererse)



UNITED STATIS
DEPARTMENT OF THi INTERIOR

D T T TR RN Srag AT
DUNIAL O LAND DANACEMENT

MANAGEMENTFRAMEWORKPLAN
RECOMMEDATION~ANALYSIS-CECIT

i Nuame
i Twin Falls

i wildlife - Waterfowl
[Crert
| Step WL=3.8  s5iep 3

v Rueference

RECOMMENDATION:

Enhance waterfowl habitat by making the
following improvements:

(1) enlarge the Rock Cabin Spring

enclosure

T.16 S., R. 16 E.

Sec. 21: SE1/4 NE1/4

to at least two acres, down the draw.

Construct small potholes within the

enlarged enclosure;

construct small potholes in the

Sagehen Meadow wildlife enclosure

T. 16 S., R. 16 E.

Sec. 28: NE1/4 NE1/4, NW1/4 NE1/4;

{3) retain the isolated parceis of public
land around Murtaugh Lake in nublic
ownership; identify boundaries, settle
trespasses, construct fences and
manage for waterfowl.

—
N
~

SUPPORT:

Operations = Construction of fences and
of pothole blasting.

Lands - Trespass settlement on pub-
lic land around Murtaugh
Lake.

Recreation - Assistance in design of pro-
jects to enhance the aesthe-
tic value and to benefit re-
creationalists.

Watershed ~ Assistance in design of pro-
jects to further enhance the
watershed.

Archaeology - Assistance in design of pro-
jects to protect archaeolog-
ical values.

wWildlife ~ Coordination with lands and

with range on location and

£ o .
An th addnxon al xg’(er§x glpngi d( r}?r ]ects

CUTriec by an retla rse?

RATIONALE:

Water is an essential element to all kinds
of waterfowl. Dabbling ducks prefer shal-
low ponds for feeding. Courting, pairing
and mating activities are generally per-
formed on small open-water areas. Mating
habitat is usually one or several small,
shallow, open water ponds in fields, pas-~
tures, or marshy lands. Water depths of
such ponds are generally less than six
inches deep and may disappear within sever-
2l weeks. A shallow pond with extensive
vegetation is preferred habitat for rearing
broods.

Mur taugh Lake 1s an important area for
waterfowl, especially geese. Existing
public land adjacent to the lake needs to
be retained in public ownership and .
enhanced for geese since a lack of sultable
nesting and rearing habitat is the major
limiting factor for local production of
Canada geese.




UNITED STATES Name (MIFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Twin Falls
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activite

Wildlife

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN
RECOMMENDATION—-ANALYSIS-DECISION

Overlay Reference
Step 1W -3.8 Step 3

Multiple lUse Analysis

This recommendation draws support from cultural resource which also proposed
enlaraina the Rock Cabin enclosure to include more of the existing cultural
site and set up studies to monitor the effects of cattle use on cultural re-
sources. The proposed potholes could conflict with known archaeoloqical
sites.

The recommendation to retain Murtauah Lake parcels conflicts with an existing
R & PP Lease issued to Twin Falls Countvy for construction of a park, The park
has heen completed and the county rnow has the ontion of purchasina this
parcel. The level of development and use of this parcel severelvy Timits
importance for waterfowl.

O decivime )

its

Multinle tlse Recommendation: Reasons:
Modify ML-3.8 as follows -~ Increasing the size of the Rock fabin
Fnhance waterfowl habitat hy making enclosure and adding several potholes

will increase waterfowl oroduction
while helping other wildlife species.
Constructing potholes in the Sagehen

the following improvements.

(1) enlarge the Rock Cabin Spring

enclosure

T.16 S., R. 16 E.

Sec, 21: SE1/4 NE1/4
to at least two acres, down the
draw. Construct small potholes
within the enclosure.

Meadow enclosure will provide habitat
for more waterfowi nesting.

The parcel of public land not carried
forward from the MFP I Recommendation
has already been developed for recrea-
tion use and is of limited value for

(2) Construct small potholes in the waterfowl production. The isolated
Sagehen Mezdow wildlife enclosure areas are more well suited to water-
T. 16 S., R. 16 E. fowl.
Sec. 28: NE1/4 NE1/4,
NWl/4 NE1/4
(3) Retain parcels of land located at

the following location on Murtaugh
Lake:

R. 11 S., R. 20 E.

Sec. 18: W 1/2 NW1/4 SWl/4

Sec, 17: S 1/2 S 1/2 SE1/4
Identify boundaries, settle
trespasses, construct fences and
manage for waterfowl.

Support Needs:

Same as MFP 1 Recommendation.

Alternatives Considered:

1. Reject WL-3.8.
2. Accept WL-3.8.

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

(nstructions on reverse) Form 160021 ‘Apr:t 1577
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UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

DUREAU OF LAND IANAGEMENT

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN

RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DETISION

CHEP

Twin Falls

Name

Dy
{' Wildlife - Fisheries

i Cverlay Reference

1WL"3- 10 Step 3

Step

RECOMMENDATION:

Develop and implement intensive livestock
grazing management systems along all
streams, reservoirs and wetland-riparian
areas to improve water gquality and
fisheries and habitat condition classes.
Fence apprdximately 8 miles along portions
of the following streams and reservoirs to
improve fishery habitat through the
abatement of livestock grazing:

McMullen Creek

Salmon Falls Creek
Shoshone Creek

Horse Creek Reservoir

Fence additional areas as the need
becomes identified.

SUPPORT:

Range - Implementation of grazing
systems. Coordination with
wildlife in fencing.

Archaeology ~ Assistance in design of
fences to protect cultural
values.

Watershed - Assistance in fence loca-
tions.

Recreation - Assistance in fence layout

to provide pleasing aesthe-~
tic values and for recrea-
tional access.

1 Idaho Department of Fish and Game.
IDAHO'S FISH AND WILDLIFE RESOURCES.
1975-1990.

1978.
Volume I: GOAL'S,
Idaho Department of Fish and Game.

RATIONALE:

IDFG surveys have determined that
approximately 44 percent of both resident
and nonresident anglers in Idaho prefer
fishing for trout species in streams. Aan
estimated 1,800,000 fisherman days or 48
percent of the state total are expended in
this pursuit.1

The restriction of livestock use from a
riparian zone will improve aguatic-riparian
habitat. This improvement can be measured
via reduced sedimentation, increase in
streambank. cover, etc. These systems must
include periods of rest to improve vegeta-
tive cover. If grazing systems are not
practical, fencing appears to be the only
available alternative to protect the
streams. Where grazing use is detrimental
to wildlife, aesthetic, recreational or
other values, about the only way to pre-
serve values is to fence the area off from
grazing.2 These areas proposed for fenc-
ing have high fishery value and/or poten-
tial. Fencing will enable streamside cover
to improve and the sediment load in the
streams will be reduced to some extent. The
stream will narrow up and deepen. The end
result will be cooler, cleaner water with
better cover for the fish. Other than the
fencing of streams to exclude livestock,
there are few known practical practices
which' can be implemented to improve or
maintain quality habitat for trout .S

Areas recog- nized as high quality fishery
and/or spawning sites should continue to be
managed under existing practices.

A PLAN FOR THE FUTURE MANAGEMENT OF
OBJECTIVES AND POLICIES

Boise, Idaho.

2 relephone conversation between Bruce Smith, Fisheries Biologist--Rock Springs BLM

District and August L. Hormay,

Grazing Management Specialist--DSC, on

August 11,

1976, concerning rest-rotation grazing management.

1977.
ngr Id§ho State Office.

5, needec

3 Armour, C. L.

EFFECTS OF DETERIORATED RANGE STREAMS ON TROUT.
Boise, Idaho.

Bureau of




UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THF INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LARD M ol

DRET [RSRSatel
cvelALa, A}‘_A‘l

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN

RECOMMENDATICN-ANALYSIS-CECISION

' Name U P

Twin Falls

Aoy
Wildlife - Waterfowl

! Overiav Neference

i Step WL-3.9 Step 3

RECOMMENDATION: .~ /), LéL42Xz)

Designate several upland feeding fields
through cooperative farm agreements, where
cultivated grains will be available for
waterfowl. Establish these areas adjacent
to Salmon Falls Creek Reservoir, Deep
Creek Reservoir and other areas as they
become identified.

SUPPORT:

Recreation - 2ssistance in formulation of
agreements to provide non-
consumptive and consumptive
recreational values.

Watershed - Akssistance in formulation of
agreements to prevent
erosion.

wildlife - Coordination and agreements

: Attach additional sheets,

with adjacent landowners in
implementation of this recom-
mendation.

RATIONALE:

The provision of upland feeding areas near
waterfowl areas through cooperative farm
agreements would not only improve, hut
expand water fowl habitat. Upland feeding
on domestic grains, seasonally, is very
important. Ducks will fly several miles to
upland fields where cultivated grains are
available. Goose pastures (green forage
containing clovers and/or alfalfa), located
near nesting cover, are essential for
successful nroduction areas. Various cul-
tivated grains such as wheat, corn, rice,
barley, ocats, etc.
important as food for waterfowl along

are becoming ever more

migration paths and on wintering arounds.

Muitiple Use Analysis

This recommendation conflicts with existing grazing use in the areas identi-

fied.

The majority of this area is seeded to crested wheatgrass.
public Tand in the area is currently being farmed.

None of the
Approximately 80 acres of

public Tand Tocated in the recommendation area would be Class III agricultural

land if water were applied.
tural land if water were applied.

Approximately 60 acres would be Class Il agricul-
The remainder of the public Tand shown in

the recommendation is not suitable for agricultural development.

if needed i L

Sricc leapy

ray ortre i



( UNITED STATES Name (MFP)

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Twin Falls
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity
Wildlife
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION Step 1}j|. -3, 10 Step 3
RECOMMENDATION (cont.): RATIONALE (cont.):
Operations - Construction of fences. The BLM policy on "Wetland-Riparian
Area Protection and Mangement, "
Wildlife - Location and desiagn of Federal Register, Volume 45, Number
fences. Coordination 25, February 5, 1980, states that
with range and opera- “riparian areas will get protection
tions. necessary to maintain and restore

habitat cover and diversity, etc."

Multinle Use Analysis

The portion of this recommendation dealina with fencing McMullen and Shoshone
Creek conflicts with existing livestock use which depends upon water from
these streams. Watershed recommendations support fencing of these streams as
do visual resource recommendations. Range management recommendations support
development and implementation of arazing systems.

(o oision)
Muitiple Use Recommendation: Reasons:
Modify WL-3.10 as follows - The choice of using intensive manage-
Develope and implement intensive ment initially is related to the costs

livestock grazing management systems involved in fencing and the aethetics
to improve water quality and fisher- of fences along streams. A monitoring
ies and habitat conditon classes in plan will determine the effectiveness

allotments along McMullen Creek, of intensive grazing management tcward
Salmon Falls Creek, Shoshone improving riparian habitat. 1If the
Creek and Horse Creek Reservoir, intensive management systems do not
Install enclosures on selected areas improve habitat conditon, fencing

and compare the ungrazed to grazed should be initiated.

areas. If there is no response to
grazing systems, fence as necessary
to improve condition class. Fence
additional areas as the need becomes
identified.

C

Ncte: Attach additional sheets, if needed

(lustruciions on reverse) Form 1600-21 (Apry: 1077
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