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BIG LOST MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN

The Big Lost Management Framework Plan has been prepared following
the principles of multiple use, susta:'%ned' yield, public partici-
pation, and intergovernmental coordination. This plan complies
with the standards prescribed in 43 CFR 1608 and 43 CFR 1601.8

(b)(1), and is a valid land use plan.

Multiple Use ‘
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tate Director




BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT
‘. ldaho State Qffice..

een excluded or” set,aside‘" ‘either- tatally or partlally;ﬁf‘

~‘These set—asides_have resulted from Congressionaliy

be 1ncluaed in the analy51s. In addltlon to the analy31s, each district
is to submit a schedule for bringing existing plans into compliance with
the new policy. The analysis and schedule are to be sent to ID (931) by
January 6, 1984.

ultlple uses and,ho ¢ 2 €
T whep a<formal flndlng has been made'

_lan.“ ertten dOCUmentatlon is needed for set-aside decisions.
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set-aside’ frou the CFL? gse: on'public docazn lands;’ e
‘0 To clearly. escablish rhe premise that. restrictlons are ... .o
- not necessarily reasons for ” set:ing as1de lands froa o

the CFL base, . - : . :
o To enc0utage grea:er consideration of the effects of--
resource allocation dec151ons on the avazlable tizber
production basej-and "~ ; e
o To bte prepared .to meet future needs for 1ncreased tiamber
preduction frow- public lands as technological and
economic changes cccur. 77

Land Use Plannéng

Land use plans developed through the RMP process set forth approved uses
of public lands along with allocations of resources, and serve as a
framework for specific resource programs.

Consistent with the principles of multiple-use, RMP's are develoved to
provide for a variety of resource values and uses, lncludlng wildlife
habizat, watershed procection, tizber production, livestock forage,
recreation, wilderness and scenic values.

Eacl. 1-;



As a ziaimu=, RMP's for forest lands zmust address the folle owing sceps,

' for zanage=ent and tg reduce”pocanclal conflicts.

ro

in sequential order, to idenzily tizter resources actually aval-able

Dece ne Loresc,lan ;suéga l= and unsui :abl° for T
-3, g;,\_p&rpducamn@géIP‘GC ¥ - .
““Determine acreage of forest lards wxcbd-awn o

per‘anentlv set-aside by legal marndates. (Mandatory.) — _

3. - Analyze constraints and set-asides of CFL to zmeet current .
managezent goals, policy statezents, or other legal standards. "~
(Strict interpreration required.) : ST
4.  Analyze toth unsuitable forest land and constraints and
set=asides of CFL .to meet multiple-use objectives. . -

(FuLly‘dis;retiqnary.)

dng-range planninz. Festricted
acres can be redesignated as available CFL (with operational restrictions
for mulriple-use consideratiouns), but not withdrawn from the available- CFL
base. Two examples of restricticns are extended rotation and .percent
productivity reductions. -

. v
This policy is to te applied to all pubtlic dozain CFL through ongolng and
future resource managexzent planning efforts. Additionally, all plan amend=—
ment activities that include public domain CFTL should be scoped to address |
this policy. Specific plan amendzents may bte initiated to address this |
issue when so idencified and scheduled through the annual work planniag
process. i i

Guidelines for Specific Types of Restrictions

1. Wildl;.e Habitar. Federally-lisczed threatened and endangered species
habitac cay te considered for restriction or wichdrawal froz ticher harvesc,
depending on species, density of anizal populatiocns, habizatz requirezentcs
and iopaccts from tizber harvest. Withdrawal of the CFL would reguire expla-
nation, with full documencation. Tiztered arsas used as "1“;-- rsost or
nesting sites by bald eagles are exacples of arezs where less incensive

harvest practices could be used and still acecz=cdaze the eagles' habiczt

Restricticns on tizter managezent zay be utilired, i1f necessary, to .
achisve the habita: ozjeczives develcred for State-listed, thr2atened or
endangered sgeciss in 2LM approved plans.

Rescricticns cn tizter harvest (2.2. gfercent cancpy r2zeval) 23¥ Se needecd -
protect needed nabizal 2 varlicus big gane species. Cozplatz withdrawals
frez the CTL :t:zse shculid not e T.'EC.:L‘.-':EO; fo0r srotectisn of wianrteyr ranee
habizat.
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ver, eadows that prQVide direct water, qualit) protecction ot Wlldlife*:
habitat berefits.»-rhis zone includes the riparian yegetation cype and
' eipands into and includes‘the foteSt type. -

The riparian zones-serve as sedi:ent filter strips prOVide streaa
shading,IO'caintain ptoper tecperatutes and oxvven\content provzde a'?

_ fon needed to'maintain their - integrity wvariés depending on
'site-specific con51detations. ‘These guidelines allév for ‘tigher .rezoval-
in- riparian areas where impacts ‘can be’ miniaized ‘and protection can be e
ptovided to ocher more | critical riparian zones. ) : w . b

Classifying CFL within riparian zones. should allow for ccnsxderation, e
 “of other resource values. _Protection of- streamSide zones onﬂagsite- C
- ~ specific basis by restricting harvesting methods and volumes to be

removed may apply to some CFL within riparian zones. Only in critical
riparian zones (eig. steep slopes, fragile soils) should a withdrawal _-
~from harvest be considered.- These guidelines will allow for “Raber s
recoval in riparian areas where impacts can be minizized and protectiom :
protection to other more ‘critical riparian zones. :
.=
& 3. Watershed. Timber harvesting zay be restricted or excluded only
"> 1n areas where mitigating measures will not maintain Federal and State

}”)?. - water quality standards.

.. &, Visual Resource ?rosection (Scenic Corridors). The areas of
concern are certain lands containing high visual qualities, usually
adjacent to high-use roads, streams used for recreation, comunities,
and/or highly—developed areas.

Managecent criteria for this planning restriction requires proteccion
and maintenance of scenic quality in areas of important visual value.
Class I visual areas (e.g. wilderness, some natural areas) may preclude
timber harvesting or call for restricted forest management. Restricted
managerment (e.g. extended rotaticn) may apply to VBM Classes II and

III when such protection cannot be fully =ec by zitigating measures.

(€3]
)
0
o
J—
§
(@



-5, Recreaticn. Culzurzal e
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n watural Aress. rECIE’E-vﬂ
opportunities crac afiect the CiL tase are: cevelored and 2ainzzined
cazpgreunds, wild and scenic rivers tained t'al’s, research natural
afeaSI”bhﬁscanc ag natural areas, special recrteaticn canage=ent areas, '
and significant historical and archeological sites. Soze recreacion

“opportunitias” are compatible with, and in certain insctances enhanced
by, forest zmanagezment. Designated wild and scenic river areas, research
natural areas, or qualified arcHeolog*cal sites, unless they can be zitigac
from iapacts of tizber harvest, are-prize canﬁxgaces.fcr withdrawal frea’
allowable harvest. Developed’ aﬂd raincained picnic sites and campgrounds

may also be withdrawn. All other potential réc;éaticnal withdrawals should
remain in- the available ticter production tase. S

i

6. Topograchy. The CFL acreages restricted for tcpographic reasons.
during the land use planning process are to te reassessed using the TPCC
eriteria (e.g. fragile site c13551f1cat10n) Torpography should no loncer
te used as the sole reason for a RMP restrlcclon. :

7. Wilderness. Congressionally-designated wilderness areas zust. te
managed under conditions of applicable laws.

8. Wiidérness Studv Area Restrictions. Wilderness study areas
will recain ‘in the CFL base until the area has teen designated as a
wilderness.

’ |
9. Other Restrictions. Those acres dropped frca the CFL due to
intended land exchanges or transfers, the need for cadastral surveys,
poessible boundary adjustzents, grazing leases, etc., should be resctored
to the available CFL base. Until a final action has teen taken (e.g.
an actual land patent issued or actual boundary adjustzents cczpleced:
and approved), CFL lands must rezain in the availatle CFL tase.

10. z&gdlnz Constraints. Those acres drupped frem the available CFL base
due to ES}e;E_EEEEge:enc funding censtraints must be restored to the base.
runding constraints play an izportanc role and affect acctual expenditures
and capabilities within any tudget cycle. The CTL acres, however, should
not be dropped frca the available CFL tase tecause of such constraines.
Acreages of commercial forest land available far tizter preduczicn will

be a priority consideracion in allocatinz funds aand terscnnal fcr Zorest

managezZent progra=s.
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Forest_Lagd.?slicy Statement

The Bureau of Land Management -(BLM) is responsible for managing

117 million acres of forest land in the Western United States and
Alaska. - It is the continuing policy of the BLM to manage this land
for timber production, as well as other uses _and values to-attain’
the widest range of beneficial uses on a sustained basis and to meet
national needs. No single use may preclude other uses unless it is.
congressionally specified or justified in a formal finding as

authorlzed and in the natlonal interest.

In furtherance of that policy, administrative.set—asides shall be
used only when mandated by Congress or when a formal finding has
been made that the set-aside is the least restrictive means for . .

protecting the public interest. = Administrative set-asides shall be-

limited to the smallest possible area and should be made available
for other compatible uses to the fullest extent practical. Restric-
tions on management and use should be held to the minimum necessary
to achieve the purposes for which the area'is set aside. '

Forest land set-asides shall be reviewed periodicallyurelatiée to
this policy to determine their usefulness, appropriateness, and

validity. Necessary changes, including modification or revocation,
shall be implemented within 6 months after completion of the review.

s e

Director, Bureau of Land Mandgement
’ g

e SO0/ =

Enclosure
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UPDATE OF BIG LOST RIVER PUBLIC PARTICIPATION PLAN

The time schedule for the Big Lost planning effort has been slightly modified because

‘3 of computer delays in the District's inventory data. This has prompted the revision

.

in the public participation action plan that follows.

ltem Purpose Responsibility _Time
Individual Obtain operators' input into Devoe Winter & spring
operator planning process on management of 1982
contacts problems, range improvement needs,

land treatment needs.

Agency Review inventory data with SCS and Jensen _ June 29 & 30, 1982 -~

coordin. U.I. extension service experts for
consultation & coordination.

Individual Discuss preliminary AMPs, i Big Butte - Fall, winter 1982
operator forage survey results : staff
contacts

ounty : Discuss land planning Big Butte Fall, winter 1982
Commiss. progress, obtain local : staff '
! contacts gov't input.
Agency, general Open houses to discuss Big Butte Fall, 1982
public contacts status, direction of staff -

planning; keep public
and state nmatural resource
agencies up-to-date and get
their comments.
The Idaho Falls District will continue to involve the public during thg formulation of

management alternatives and EIS preparation. This participation plan will be updated

in FY '83 to incorporate public involvement during these phases.
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Me nlorand m DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
u BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT IN REPLY REFER To:
Idaho Falls District . 1601
To .  Big Lost Planning Team : Date: AN 2 2 1982
Fros : Chiéf, PEA

SusfecT: Big Lost URA/MFP Procedures

Geperal

The 4410 planning budget for FY'82 as originally submitted was skimpy
compared to the work to be completed in the Idaho Falls District. The
budget the President approved for Fy'82 is even less. Idaho Falls 4410
budget is $78,100. This allows about 27 total workmonths. As of January
9, we have used 8 workmonths. Tt.'s important to conserve 4410 workmonths.
Yoe can do this by being careful to code only those hours actually

spent in 4410, and by streamlining your work. As discussed with you
previously, we will have to shorten and simplify the Big Lost URA/MFP
planning effort. The balance of this memo suggestsways to keep the

URA concise and provides a format for the MFP 2. A meeting is scheduled
Monday January 25 at 3 p.m. in the conference room to discuss this process
for Big Lost.

Unit Resource Analysg.s
s 2

Use as much of the previous DRA Step 2 as is practical including overlays
already prepared. Using BLM Manual 1605.3 as a guide, update and add only
the minimum amount of data needed to portray a useable physical profile.

URA 3

As above, use as much of the existing URA Step 3 as you can including
overlays. Use BLM Manual 1605.4 as a pguide only. There is both opportunity
and necessity for you to use your professional judgment. This summary

of existing data should be a concise description of uses, production,
problems, and trends. The level of detail should be consistent with whether
the particular resource or program is simple or complex - this is where

your judgyent 1s needed. Use tables and charts where they would avoid
several pages of narrative. A general rule is “if in doubt, leave it out."

A 4

The URA Step 4, Opportunities for Development or Management Opportunities
willnot be completed and documented. ' Although no write up is required, it
is suggested that you go through a thought process of what resource potentials
exist. You should have an idea of what is needed to protect and maintain
your particular resource before beginning the MFP part of the process.

e g tee mea



PAA

No Planning Area Analysis will be completed.

Management Framework Plan

To begin this part of the process, develop a concise statement of the
objectives of your particiilar resource or program in the unit. Try not to
exceed one typewritten page. This brief statement of program objectives
will take the place of objectives and rationale with sets of MFP 1
recommendations as is usuval in a traditional MFP.

MFP 1

No MFP Step 1 will be completed. The "blinders on, tunnel vision, or
shoot the moon approach" used in traditional MFPs has caused a variety of
problems. For the Big Lost Unit, no MFP 1 will be required.

- MFP 1%

For want of a better term, you will be developing an "MFP 1% ." This will
amount to draft MFP decisions that consider multiple uses - not single
resources. The following is a suggested procedure. Develop the decisions
(MFP recommendations) you think are needed for proper resource management.
Take a critical look at each and decide if the decision is a "land use
allocation ." Delete those decisions that are required by Bureau policy,

are standard operating procedures, or are otherwise not allocating resources
for a particular use or combination of uses.

For the remaining decisions, develop a narrative dicussion and analysis. The
narrative should answer the following where appropriate:

-~Why is the decision needed?

—-What are the expected impacts to your resource, other resources, the
environment? :

—-Does the decision conflict with or complement decisions developed
for other resources? -

--What are the expected impacts on people (local economy, dependence;
social implications that you're aware of) ?

Use form 1600-21 to document your decisions and analyses. An example of this
format and a sample decision is attached.

Don't hesitate to discuss your decisions with those working with resources
which may be affected. We definitely need to use a full interdisciplinary
approach. This only works if you talk to your neighbor in the next room or
down the hall or across the parking lot. If conflicts can be resolved or
partially solved, work it out and describe in the analysis. If conflicts
or problems are obvious but can't be resolved, point that out as well.

Your MFP 1% need not be typed, but needs to be legible -~ pencil is preferable.



MFP 2

When all of -the MFP 1%'s are complete, they will be reviewed by Brent
Jensen and a few others working as a team (Jensen, Nylander, Wickstrom

and Watson). Depending on the results of that review, the team may ask

you to clarify some analyses. It may be necessary to work with two or three
speci2lists to resolve some problems. It is hoped that many of the MFP %'s
may need no further work and can be adopted as is for MFP 2.

Brent Jensen has the responsibility to decide what MFP 1%'s need to be ~
dropped, modified, or adopted as MFP Step 2 decisions. The results of
this MFP Step 2 will be typed. The decisions will be considered as .
tentative until the Big Lost—Mackay Grazing EIS has been completed. Final
decisions will then be formulated based on comments and information gained
through the EIS process. Some portions of the MFP not affected by range-
land management decisions could be finalized before the EIS is complete.

We're doing things differently so we're not sure exactly how it will work.
Funds and manpower will not allow a traditional MFP nor are we able to
approximate a Resource Management Plan. An abbreviated URA/MFP appears a
needed compromise ~ Coordination is essential. Coordinate with your
counterpart in the Salmon District as needed. Talk to your Co—workers
Nylander, Wickstrom and Watson will help you with procedures.

Db

Enclosure:
Format for MFP 1%



USDI-BIM
Form ISO 1600-10
(May 1978)

ZAibo Falls

MANAGEMENT FRAMIWORI PLAN
COMPLETIONR AND REVIEW RECORD

District Office

Plaoning Area g;,, By 77&

<

Planning Unit(s) v.gf e Los 7L
4

/ P/ ORIGINAL

/] REVISION

DO Completion

&Q'Review_

: Dre£T | Date Surname Date Surname
I. Activity Objectives and i 1117117 I 11y
Recommendations /117 1111177 [11] 11170
8K Lands 5-5-82 _ 3/ /&3 7Wﬁékﬁﬁéan—
¢, Minerals 2-23-92 35| STmee ey
(& Forest & Vep. Products Z-1]-87 /53| (oot
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J.F Watershed B 50N - 3/5/83 | 2 Soat- d?
®.m Wildlife /- 2782 /24 //M
Vc/7/. Recreation V R IN e, Bl 3/8/23 %/ _
O.H. Culrural Resources v -3-%1 EEV S /
Supporting Activities v-3-32{ [/// 11117 '//// ]////[L
p.c. Protection  Fire Y-2(-22 #lac h
Access §
Cadastral Survey i
Realty )
Appraisal
Construction & Maintenance!
Engineering j
- .Communications ;
Law Enforcement |
Chief Resources, DO Date Signature

Planning Coord., DO

Date ¢. 4.gz  Signature LM___

Review
Chief, Resources, SO Date Signature.
Chief, P&EC, SO Date Signature
Chief, Tech. Services, SO Date Signature
\ Sl TS
II. Multiple Use //—-/(-—?7 & ;
Recommendations ‘ §
“Area Manager Date 2-/ 2“32;\ Signature
II1. Decisions
District Manager Date Signature
IV. Approval
State Director Date Signature




BIG BUTTE RESOURCE AREA

BIG LOST
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN

DECISION UPDATE AND STATUS SUMMARY

February 1988

By
Brent D Jensen
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OMNIBUS PARKS AND PUBLIC LANDS MANAGEMENT ACT OF 1996 (H.R. 4236)

SEC. 205. CRATERS OF THE MOON NATIONAL MONUMENT BOUNDARY
ADJUSTMENT.

-(a) Boundary Revision.--The boundary of Craters of the Moon
National Monument, Idaho, is revised to add approximately 210
acres and to delete approximately 315 acres as generally
depicted on the map entitled **Craters of the Moon National
Monument, Idaho, Proposed 1987 Boundary Adjustment”,
numbered 131-80,008, and dated October 1987, which map shall
be on file and available for public inspection in the office
of the National Park Service, Department of the Interior.

(b) Administration and Acquisition.--Federal lands and
interests therein deleted from the boundary of the national
monument by this section shall be administered by the
Secretary of the Interior through the Bureau of Land
Management in accordance with the Federal Land Policy and
Management Act of 1976 (43 U.S.C. 1701 et seq.), and Federal
lands and interests therein added to the national monument by
this section shall be administered by the Secretary as part
of the national monument, subject to the laws and regulations
applicable thereto. The Secretary is authorized to acquire
private lands and interests therein within the boundary of
the national monument by donation, purchase with donated or
appropriated funds, or exchange, and when acquired they shall
be administered by the Secretary as part of the national
monument, subject to the laws and regulations applicable
thereto. ‘
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Form 1860-9 .
(uly 1987)
The United States of America
* To all to whom these presents shall come, Greeting:
IDI-30480

WHEREAS
Randy R. Purser and Michelle Purser

are entitled to a land patent pursuant to Sections 203 and 209 of the Act of October 21,
1976 (43 U.S.C. 1713 and 1719), for the following described land:

Boise Meridian, Idaho
T.5N.,,R.26E.,
sec. 6, lots §8,11.

Containing 26.45 acres.

NOW KNOW YE, that there is, therefore, granted by the UNITED STATES
unto Randy R. Purser and Michelle Purser, the land described above; TO HAVE AND
TO HOLD the said land with all the rights, privileges, immunities, and appurtenances,
of whatsoever nature, thereunto belonging, unto Randy R. Purser and Michelle Purser,
and to their heirs and assigns, forever; and

EXCEPTING AND RESERVING TO THE UNITED STATES:

1. A right-of-way thereon for ditches and canals constructed by the
authority of the United States. Act of August 30, 1890 (43 U.S.C. 945);
and

2. All the oil and gas deposits in the lands so patented pursuant to the Act

of October 21, 1976 (43 U.S.C. 1719), including, without limitation,
substances subject to disposition under the general mineral leasing laws,
and to it, its permittees, licensees, and lessees, the right to prospect for,
mine and remove the oil and gas owned by the United States under
applicable law and such regulations as the Secretary of the Interior may
prescribe. This reservation includes necessary access and exit rights and
the right to conduct all necessary and incidental activities including,
without limitation, all drilling, storage and transportation facilities
deemed reasonably necessary.

Patent Number___ 11-95-0010
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Form 1860-10
(April 1988)

IDI-30480

Unless otherwise provided by separate agreement with the surface
owner, permittees, licensees and lessees of the United States shall
reclaim disturbed areas to the extent prescribed by regulations issued by
the Secretary of the Interior.

All causes of action brought to enforce the rights of the surface owner
under the regulations above referred to shall be instituted against
permittees, licensees and lessees of the United States; and the United
States shall not be liable for the acts or omissions of its permittees,
licensees and lessees.

SUBJECT TO:

1.

Those rights for irrigation canal purposes granted to Big Lost River
Irrigation Company, its successors or assigns, by Right-of-Way No.
BL-037843, pursuant to the Act of March 3,1891, as amended (formerly
43 U.S.C. 946-949).

Those rights for irrigation canal purposes granted to Lavell R. Purser,

" his successors, or assigns, by Right-of-Way No. IDI-27981, pursuant to

Patent Number,

the Act of October 21,1976 (43 U.S.C. 1761).

Those remaining rights for railroad purposes granted to the Union
Pacific Railroad Company, its successors or assigns, by Right-of-Way
No. I-951 pursuant to the Act of March 3, 1875 (formerly 43 U.S.C.
934-939).

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, the undersigned authorized officer
of the Bureau of Land Management, in accordance with the
provisions of the Act of June 17, 1948 (62 Stat. 476), has, in the
name of the United States, caused these letters to be made Patent,
and the Seal of the Bureau to be hereunto affixed.

GIVEN under my hand, in  Boise, Idaho,

the TWENTY-SIXTH day of JANUARY

in the year of our Lord one thousand nine hundred and
NINETY-FIVE and of the Independence of the
United States the two hundred and NINETEENTH.

State Office Team Leader for
Support Team

11-95-0010

i
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United States Department of the Interior

BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT
Idaho Falls District
940 Lincoln Road

lﬂig’ggl}zz ' Idaho Falls, idaho 83401

7100
January 5, 1989 _

TO: Area Managers, ADM’s
FROM: District Manager
Subject: Land Disposal - Wetland Areas

During the last few years Congress has placed a lot of emphases on proper
management of wetland areas. The Soil Conservation Service has recently
been required to identify all wetland hydric soils in order for government
agencies to apply specific congressional directives and regulations.

On private land, government agencies cannot cost share on any activity
that would alter the use of natural wetlands. If the private landowner
alters private wetlands, he is subject to loss of government cost sharing
and aid for all of his private lands.

Our specific BIM directives are Executive Order 11988 (Floodplains) and E.

- 0. 11990 (Wetlands). In the Bureau we can exchange wetland areas for
privately owned wetlands having equal or greater wetland values. Bureau
management efforts are directed toward retaining and improving wetland and
riparian values rather than disposing of them.

Sec 4 of EO. 11990 says: "When Federally-owned wetlands or portions of
wetlands are proposed for lease, easement, right-of-way or disposal to
non-Federal public or private parties, the Federal agency shall (a)
reference in the conveyance those uses that are restricted under
identified Federal, State or local wetland regulations; and (b) attach
other appropriate restrictions to the uses of properties by the grantee or
purchaser and any successor, except where prohibited by law; or (c)
withhold such properties from disposal”.
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Management of wetlands and riparian areas may only be transferred to other
Federal, State and public institutions if they enter into a "Memorandum of
Understanding” to improve, maintain, restore, and protect these areas on a
continuous basis in accordance with Federal, State and local wetlands
regulations.

In order to help us in identifying our District wetland or hydric soils,
the following list of hydric soil mapping units for Bannock, Binghsm,
Bonneville, Jefferson, Madison, Power, Teton and the Star Valley part of
Caribou Counties are attached. These lists should be added to our RMP
planning documents for reference. This is a plan maintenance action which
does not require a plan amendment. The following lists identify all
hydric soils on private and BIM lands. We will provide additional lists
of hydric soils for the remaining counties in our district as they become

available.

Attachments




HYDRIC

SOIL MAF UNITS EINGHAM COUNTY AREA IDAHQ

COMFIINENTS: All is entire map unit

My Sym

Gc
Bf
En-
FgA
FgE
FIA
FiE
FmA

FrnA
Fr
FsA
Fu
La
Ld
Mh
ot
Cu
Rv
Wb

Series Name (Rad) is that component only
2rTT?T field verification is needed

Inciusion anty included areas are hydric

MAFFING UNIT NAME

Etzckfoot loam
Elackfeaot loam, saline

Enochville silt loam :

Fingal leam, O to Z percent slopes

Fingal! loam, £ to 4 percent sicopes

Firnga! loam, saline, O tu 2 percent slapes
Fingal loam, saline, Z to 4 percent slaopes
Fingal lcam, strangly saline, 0 to &

percent slopes

Fingal clay lcam, O to Z percent slopes
Firth sandy loam —

Firth sandy locam, drained

Fulmer loam

Ladara sandy lcam

LaJara sandy foam, dJdrained

Marsh
Clutlet silty clay lcam
Cutlet loam, naencalcareous variant

Riverwash
Wardbaro sails

CUOMPONENT

Inclusion
Inclusion
Atll

Inclusion
Inclusion
Inclusion
Inclusion

Inclusion
Inclusion
Incliusion
Inclusion
Ald

All

Inclusion
All

Inclusion
Inctusion

Al

Inclusion



HYDRIC SOIL MAF UNITS BONNEVILLE COUNTY AREA IDAHO

COMPONENTS: All is entire map unit
Series Name (Rad) is that component only
TP field verificatien is needed

Inclusion ownly included areas are hydric

MU SYM MAFFING UNIT NAME B COMPONENT
3 Aquic Cryoborolls-Typic Cryaquolis complex
floaded All
10 Harstaon fine sandy loam Inclusion
11 Heiseton fine sandy loam, drained Inclusion
12 Heobacker gravelly loam, O to 4 percent slopes Inciusion
13 Hobtacker gravelly loam, 4 to 10 percent slapes Inclusion
14 Judkine extremely stony loam, £ to 30 percent
slicopes : : Inclusian
15 Lanmark silt foam, 4 to Z0 percent slapes Inclusion
54 Meric Torrifluvents All
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HYDRIC SOIL MAP UNITS FORT HALL AREA, IDAHO

COMPONENTS: All is entire map unit
Series Name (Rad) is that component only
27?7?77 field verification is needed
Inclusiaen only included areas are hydric

Su

Zunhall silt loam, high water table

MU SYM MAPPING UNIT NAME CCOMPONENT

DHE Decloc }lomm, hardpan variant, O to 4 percent All
slopes Inclusion

Fr Firth fine sandy loam Inclusion

Fu Fury silt loam Al

He Heiseton fine sandy loam Inclusion

MHF Moohoo-Dranyon assoaciation, hilly Inclusion

Fk Farehat silt lvam Incliusion

Pn Farehat silt loam, high water table Al

P Fenoyer silt loam, mottied variant Inciusian

Fs Feteetneet muck , All

Ft FPeteetneet muck, clayey subsoil variant All

Pu Fhilbon peat Al

Rv Riverwash All

- Sni Snake silt loam Inclusion

Ss Snake silt loam, satirne-atkali Inclusion

St Srake silt leam, high water table Irnclusicr

Inclusion
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HYDRIC SOIL MAF UNITS POWER COUNTY AREA, IDAHO

COMFIONENTS: All ic entire map unit
Series Name (Rad}) is that compornent only
TETIYTY field verification is needed
Inclusion only included areas are hydric

MU SYM MAFFING UNIT NAME
=0 Manila-Dranyon asscciation, hilly '
=7 Schodson fine sandy loam, O to & percent slopes

102 Zunhall silt loam, O to = percent slopes

COMFONENT

Inclusian
Inclusiaon
Inclusion

N
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LANDS

Decision

Number

L-1

Decision

Make land available for lease as
a sanitary landfill by Butte
County and assist in locating
suitable landfill sites.
Complete by FY 1987

Revoke the Multiple Use Classi-
fication (Act of 1964 in its
entirety on public lands with-
in the planning unit.

Approve desert land applications
and ‘dispose of lands. under dev-
elopment where they are capable
of long term crop production

based on the following criteria:

Class I, II or IITI soils
Availability of water
Economic feasibility

. Disposal would not impose
unacceptable consequences
on other resource uses  and
values.

LN

Transfer out of public owmner-
ship isolated tracts which
are difficult for BLM to man-
age by:

1. Sale - Competitive bid
to bring highest value
for the land.

2. Providing to Counties or
Cities for R&PP sites.

3. Processing pending dis-
posal type actions (DLE)

4. Exchange - when in best
National interest.

Status

Butte County attempted to
locate a new site for the
Moore dump. Due to public‘
opposition Moore dump was
closed and rehabilitated.
The Arco dump on private
land remains open.

C&MU lifted in Butte County
in 1984. National Wildlife
Federation lawsuit resulted
in court order preventing
changes in classification.

DL plications on file

D. .
areybeing approved due to
lack of water or unfavorable

- economic feasibility. e

See attached list of dis-
posal tracts for status
summary .

Most State lands in the
planning unit will be ac-
quired by BLM through Twin
Buttes exchange in 1988 &
1989.

TR R R IS 6 AR A N TS

NIRRT Re an



Lands (continued)

Legalize unauthorized rights-of-
way facilities where the impact
does not impose unacceptable
consequences to other resource
uses and values.

Retain in federal ownership
all critical antelope, elk,
mule deer, and sage grouse
ranges as shown on wildlife
overlays -1 and 2.

Four R/W authorized :,\R

: County roads - Cherr, )2

and T. 4 N., R. 24 E. ~

Hone ditch and R/W reserva.
tion by BLM on Big Southe—

Butte.

Ongoing.

A4
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UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Big Lost
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity ;
Lands L-4
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS=DECISION Step 1 Step 3
Butte County and Custer County
B. T. 2 N., R. 24 E. 40 acres
Sec. 3 NWiSW4
B. 7. 3 N., R. 24 E.
Sec. 9 SU4SWL, SW4SEL 80 acres
Sec. 27 NERNE4 40 acres
B. T. 3 N., R. 25 E. ;
Sec. 4 SE%SWY, SLSEL 120 acres
Sec. 15 NiNWi . 80 acres—- I2584C - BLM O CL non-—
Sec. 29. N:SW4% 80 acres suitable PS
Sec. 30 NLSWy 80 acres
Sec. 31 WhNEY, SENRNW o 120 acres

B. T. 3 N., R, 26 E., . :
Sec. 10 SWY4NEY%, SELNEY 80 acres About 30 acres of SE4NEY is
' patented under #1228338
T. 4 N., R. 24 E.

B. Sec. 17 EiNE%, NEXSEY 120 acres Sold 1984
3. Sec. 20 SWYNEYL 40 acres Sold 1984 -
; C. Sec. 6 WihWi 160 acres
s C. Sec. 7 SW4SEX ' 40 acres
C. Sec. 18 WhsilWk 80 acres
B. T.4N.,R. 25E.
Sec. 27 NWis, NisSW4, SWhSWi 280 acres
B. T. 4 N., R. 26 E. NEYNELSWY, 119743 PS prop
' Sec. 35 ELSWY 80 acres NWNENSWY, SHNEYSW
120352 PS prop
B. T. 5 N., R. 26 E. SELY%SWY 120353 PS prop
Sec. 6 Wiiii's, NENNWY, NSEX 200 acres
. T. 6 N., R. 24 E.
Sec. 3 WhWLWLSEY 20 acres Sold 12/6/83
B. -T. 6 N., R. 25 E. .
Sec. 1 Nty 80 acres 119720 PS prop
B. T. 6 N., R. 26 E.
Sec. 33 SELSEY 40 acres 1016555C BLM O
CL non-suitable DLE
C - Custer County .

%} - Butte County
i, _
: Klingenberg 8/82

N )
1. _.«ttach additional sheets, if needed

Nlructions on reverse) Form 1600-21 (April "7~




MINERALS

Decision
Number ’ ) Decision Status
M-1 Federal mineral estate open to Ongoing,
location will remain open.
M-2 Federal mineral estate open to Ongoing. Seasonal restric—
lease will remain open. Res-— tions are added to oil and :
trict leases and permits to gas leases. E
protect:
1. Seasonal wildlife wvalues
sagegrouse strutting
and nesting 2-1 to 6-15. :
Deer and Elk fawning & :
calving 5-15 to 7-15. ‘
Deer, elk, antelope :
winter ranges 12-1 to |
4-1.
2. Live water ;
3. Wilderness study areas }
4. Highly erosive soils :
See URA-3 Sec. 2, C-3. :
L 5. Slopes greater tham 257. :
N
J M-3 Federal mineral estate open to -  QOngoing.

pmineral maTecial saleswill remain open. Restrict
sales to protect:

1. Wilderness Study Areas
2. Other resource uses
and values.

g
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FORESTRY

Decision

Number

F-1

Decision

Sell Douglas fir timber as
follows:

Lava Creek - 200MBF
Cave Rock - 250MBF

Conduct commercial thin-
ning on 400-600 acres as
follows:

1. Timbered Dome
T.3 N., R. 24 E.,
Sec. 1.
2. Appendicitis Hill
T. 5 N., R. 25 E.,
Sec. 32, 33.

Manage 5,585 acres of wood-
land and 1,751 acres of pro-
ductive forest land to pro-
vide a variety of forest
products to meet market demand
and to compliment wildlife
needs.

Manage 2100 acres of forested

land on the Appendicitis

Hills WSA as set aside pending
final decision on WSA status.

Status

‘Sale of Lava Creek timber

is not a wviable decision.
Haul costs very high due to
poor road, steep slopes

no public access.

Sold 70 MBF at Cave Rock
to Harold Smith in 1985.

Mistletoe problem noted
in these stands. Have
potential for use of 9620
funds to feel or girdle
infested trees. May also
need plantation.

Cannot be justified due
to low timber quality,
steep slopes, low produc—

tivity. Cannot be harvested

by conventional methods.

Sec. 33 is in a WSA.

Public demand limited.

Ongoing.

i
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WATERSHED

Decision
Number

wSs1.1

Ws1.2

WS1l.3

WSl.4

Ws1.5

WS2.1

Ws2.2

ws2.3

Decision

Manage livestock grazing and soil
disturbing activities to maintain
good range or ecological condition
on soils with clay subsoils and
shallowsoils over bedrock.

Increase soil vegetative cover

by increasing range condition
class to good on soils with man-
agement problems on clay subsoils.

Increase soil vegetative cover
by increasing range condition
class to good on soils sub-
ject to deep gully erosion.

Maintain existing cover on soils
susceptible to gully formation.

Maintain existing cover omn soils
susceptible to wind erosion.

Control pollution from the Last
Chance Mine Group on Champagne
Creek. TInitiate action by 1986.

Control mine related point sources
of pollution in Champagne Creek
Watershed from the Ella Mine group,
St Louis group, and Reliance group.
Initiate by 1986.

Control channel erosion on Trail
Creek. Initiate by 1986.

Status

Present management provides
needed protection, through
grazing systems and control
of soil disturbing activities

Grazing systems are planned
to improve poor & fair range
condition to good.

See RM-5

Grazing systems are planned
to improve poor and fair
range condition to good.
See RM-5

Same as above.
See RM-5.

Soil protection is considered ;
in any disturbing activities. !

Plan made to abate pollution
but not implemented. Hazar-
dous materials preliminary

i

assessment completed in 1985. .

Reports recommend a site
investigation. HRS site rank-
ing is 17.90-25 is comnsid-
ered dangerous. Mining
company interested in re-
solving problem.

No action taken.

Grazing system and fencing
planned for proper manage-
ment. Fencing will begin
in 1988.

ST TR,




Watershed (continued)

WS2.4 Control channel erosion in Chicken Creek No Action taken.
allotment. Initiate by 1986.

}
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RANGE MANAGEMENT

Decision
Number

RM-1

Decision

Arco Peak Allotment

1.

2.

Classify into the Maintain
Category.

Implement a deferred rota-
tion grazing system.

Season of use will be 4-16
to 10-15.

Consider exchange of use -
grazing agreements for non
federal lands in allotment.

Proposed stocking level is
303 AUMs.

If monitoring indicates a
deterioration of range condi-
tion, stocking levels may be
adjusted in the third or fifth
year after the initial graz-
ing decisiomn.

King Spring Allotment

1.

2.

Classify into Maintagin
Category.

Implement a seasonal grazing
system.

Season of use will be 6-16
to 10-31.

Consider exchange of use
grazing agreement for non
federal lands in allotment,

Proposed stocking level is
460 AUMs.

If monitoring indicates a de-
terioration of range condi-
tion, stocking levels may be
adjusted in the third or
fifth year after the initial
grazing decision.

Construct 5 miles of fence.

Status

Completed.

This has been implemented.
Seasonal grazing in effect.

Licensed use is within this
season. :

Licensing continues under
percent public land. No
exchange of use.

Preference is 257 AUMs, Has
not been raised to 303 due i
to management and water i

. problem.

No adjustments have been
necessary.

Completed. ?
Implemented.

License use is within this
season.

Private lands fenced. No
exchange of use granted.

100%;
public land. -

Stocking rate remains un-
changed.

No adjustments have been nec-
essary. .

Fence completed in 1985.




Range Management (continued)

Judd Brown Canyon Allotment

1.

2,

Classify into the Maintain
category.

Implement a seasonal grazing
system.

Season of use will be 5-1
to 6-30 and 10-1 to 11-30.

Consider exchange of use
grazing agreements for non
federal lands in the allot-
ment - Not to exceed 44 AUMs.

Proposed stocking level is
540 AUMs. '

If monitoring indicates a
deterioration of range
condition stocking levels
may be adjusted in the

third or fifth years after
the initial grazing decision.

Sorenson Allotment

1.

Classify into Maintain
Category.

Implement a seasonal graz-
ing system.

Season of use will be 5-20
to 10-19.

Consider exchange of use
grazing agreements for non
federal lands in the allot-
ment.

Proposed stocking level is

152 AUMs.

If monitoring indicates a
deterioration of range

- condition stocking levels

may be adjusted in the
third or fifth years after
the initial grazing decisiomn.

Install one spring develop-
ment.

Completed.

Implemented, crested wheat-
grass seeding deferred,

Licensed use is within this
season.

Exchange of use grazing agree-
ments not authorized. Allot-—
ment is licensed at 90%

Spring and 33% Fall.

Stocking level remains un-
changed.

No adjustments have been -

- necessary.

Completed.

Implemented.,

Changed to 6-1 to 9-14.

Licensed at 657 public land. !
May change due to farming.

Stocking level and preference
changed to 137 AUMs due to
land exchange with PU Ranch.

No adjustments have been
necessary.

Has not been completed.



Range Management (continued)

Mahogany Allotment

1. Classify into the Maintain
Category.

2. Implement a seasonal graz-
ing system.

3. Season of use will be 5-1
to 6-30.

4. Consider exchange of use
grazing agreement for non
federal lands in the
allotment.

5. Proposed stocking level is
300 AUMs.

6. If monitoring indicates a
deterioration of range con-
dition stocking levels may
be adjusted in the third or
fifth years after the ini-
tial grazing decision.

7. Install trough on pipeline
from McGee Berry Canyon.

Techick Canyon Allotment

1. Classify into the Maintain
Category.

2. Implement a seasonal graz-
ing system.

3. Season of use will be 7-16
to 9-15.

4. The present 627 federal range
will be adjusted to 1007%.
Consider exchange of use
grazing agreements for non
federal lands in the allot-
ment not to exceed 85 AUMs.

5. Proposed stocking level is
150 AUMs. This is an in-
crease of 20 AUMs over
present preference.

Completed.

Implemented.

Licensed use is within this
season.

Licensed at 100% public land.

Stocking level remains
unchanged.

No reductions anticipated.

Has not been completed.

Completed.
Implemented.
Licensed use is within this

season.

Percent public land contin-
ues at 62%

Seven AUM increase granted
in 1985. Additional 7 AUM
increase granted in 1987.

)
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Range Management (continued)

Dry

If monitoring indicates a
deterioration of range
condition, stocking levels
may be adjusted in the

third or fifth years after
the initial grazing decision.

Install the following range
improvements.

a. 2 spring developments

b. Pipeline - 3/4 mi.
c. One pond.

Fork Allotment

Dry

Classify into the Improve
Category.

Implement seasonal grazing
system.

Season of use will be 7-1 to
11-15.

Continue 15% federal range.

Proposed stocking level

is 640 AUMs.

If monitoring indicates a
deterioration of range con-
dition, stocking levels

may be adjusted in the

third or fifth years after
the initial grazing decision.

Canyon Allotment

Cancel allotment -
Permittee no longer owns
private land. Public land
no longer used by livestock.

No reduction anticipated.

Springs and pipeline have

not been completed.
Completed in 1985

Completed.

-Implement.

Season of use unchanged.
Licensed use is 15% public
land.

Stocking level unchanged.

Monitoring ongoing.

Allotment cancelled.




Range Mangement (continued)

Goodman Canyon Allotment

1.

2.

Classify into the Custodial
Category.

Implement a seasonal grazing
system.

Season of use will be 5-1 to
9-30.

Present 43 7 federal range
will be adjusted to 100%.
Consider exchange of use
grazing agreement for non
federal lands in the allot-
ment not to exceed 171 AUMs.

Proposed stocking level is
129 AUM's.

If monitoring indicates a

deterioration of range condi-

tion, stocking levels may
be adjusted in the third or
fifth years after the ini-
tial grazing decision.

Aikele Allotment

1.

Classify into the Custodial
Category.

Implement a seasonal grazing
system.

Season of use will be 5-15
to 8-5.

Present 82% federal range
will be adjusted to 100%
for one permittee. Consi-
der exchange of use graz-
ing agreement for non
federal land in allotment
not ot exceed 46 AUMs.

Proposed stocking level is
120 AUMs.

If monitoring indicates a

deterioration of range condi-

tion, stocking levels may be
adjusted in the third or

fifth years after the initial

grazing decision.

Completed.
Implemented.
Not changed.

43 % public land continues.
Exchange of use will not be
authorized.

Continues unchanged.

Monitoring ongoing.

Completed.
Implemented.
Not changed.

Present percent public land
is 1007 adn 69%.

Continues unchanged.

Monitoring ongoing.

REPUE: DRI



Range Management (continued)

George Allotment

1.

Classify into the Custodial
Category.

Implement a seasonal grazing
system.

Season of use will be 6-16
to 8-31.

Present 607% federal range
will be adjusted to 1007%.
Consider exchange of use
grazing agreement for non
federal land in the allot-
ment not to exceed 84 AUMs.

Proposed stocking level is
94 AUMs.

If monitoring indicates a
deterioration of range con-
dition, stocking levels may
be adjusted in the third or
fifth years after the ini-
tial grazing decision.

Bliss Allotment

1.

Classify into Custodial
Category.

Implement a seasonal
grazing system.

Season of use will be
5-1 to 12-15.

Continue present 20%
federal range.

Proposed stocking level
is 118 AUMs.

If monitoring indicates a
deterioration of range
condition, stocking levels
may be adjusted in the

third or fifth years after
the initial grazing decision.

Completed.
Implemented.
Season changed to 6-1 to

9-30.

Changed to 537 public land.

Unchanged.

~Monitoring ongoing.

Completed.

Implemented.
No changes.
No changes.
No changes.

Monitoring ongoing.
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Era Flat Allotment

1.

Classify into the Custodial
Category.

Implement a seasonal grazing
system.

Season of use will be 5-1
to 11-30.

Present 157 federal range
will be adjusted to 100%.
Consider an exchange of use
grazing agreement for non
federal lands in the allot-
ment not to exceed 312 AUM's.

Proposed stocking level is
55 AUMs.

If monitoring indicates a
deterioration of range
condition, stocking levels
may be adjusted in the third
or fifth years after the
initial grazing decisiomn.

Alder Creek Allotment

1.

Classify into Improve Cate-
g0ry.

Implement a deferred graz-
ing system.

Season of use will be 5-16 to
6-15.

Present 87% federal range
will be adjusted to 100%.
Consider exchange of use
grazing agreement for non
federal lands in the allot-
ment not to exceed 74 AUMs.

Proposed stocking level is
501 AUMs.

If monitoring indicates a
deterioration of range
condition, stocking levels
may be adjusted in the
third or fifth years after
the initial grazing deci-
sion.

Completed.

Implemented.

Licensed season is 5-1 to
6-3.

Licensed at 100% public land.

Preference is 55 AUMs nonuse
since 1984.

Monitoring ongoing.

Completed.

Implemented.

Unchanged except Palmers’
license ends 7-31.

Permittees have 1007 public
land license except Palmer
at 127 Federal Range.

Stocking level has not changedé

|
|
H
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Monitoring ongoing.




Range Management (continued)

RM-4

Construct the following
range improvements.

U~ N
« e .

Pond development 4 ea.
Spring & trough 3 ea.
Watergap 1 ea.
Remove fence % mi.

Sagebrush Control 1200 ac.

Elbow Allotment

1.

2.

Classify into the Improve
Category.

Implement a rest rotation
grazing system.

Season of use will be 5-01
to 5-15.

Consider exchange of use
grazing agreement for non
federal lands in the allot-
ment .

Proposed stocking level
is 330 AUMs. Based on
monitoring this could be
increased by 165 AUMs in
the third or fifth year
after the initial grazing
decisions.

If monitoring indicates a
deterioration of range condi-
tion, stocking levels may be
adjusted in the third or
fifth years after the initial
grazing decision.

Construct .the following range
improvements.

[ N, BN OV S

Pipeline & trough 1 mi.
Pipeline extension 1 mi.
Relocate tank 1 ea.
Water trough 1 ea.
Sagebrush control 800 ac.

Pipeline & trough 3/4 mi.

No range improvements
constructed.

Completed.
Implemented.
Changed to 5-1 to 5-23.

No exchange of use licensed

-at 1007, 917 and 80% public

land. -

Stocking level has been
increased to 495 AUMs temp-
orary nonrenewable.

Monitoring ongoing.

Completed
Completed
Completed
Completed
Not completed
Completed

H
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Range Management (continued)

Bliss Allotment

1.

Classify into the Custodial
Category.

Implement a seasonal grazing
system.

.Season of use will be 5-1

to 12-15.

Continue present 20% federal
range.

Proposed stocking level is
118 AUMs.

If monitoring indicates a
deterioration of range
condition, stocking levels
may be adjusted in the third
or fifth years after the
initial grazing decision.

Beverland Pass Allotment

1.

Classify into the Improve
Allotment.

Implement a deferred rota-
tion grazing system.

Consider exchange of use
grazing agreement for non
federal lands in allotment.

Season of use will be 5-1
to 9-30 and 11-1 to 11-30.

Proposed stocking level is
538 AUMs. This is a reduc-
tion of 486 AUMs from pre-
ference of 1,024 AUMs.

If monitoring indicates a
deterioration of range
condition, stocking level
may be adjusted in the
third or fifth year after
the initial grazing system.

Completed

Implemented.

No .changes.

No changes

No changes.

Monitoring ongoing.

Completed

‘Has not been implemented. ;

Deferred but not rotated.

Licensed at 100% public land.

Licensed use is within this
season.

. . . 3 N R A
Stocked at 317 AUMs active use:
375 AUMs licensed nonuse for
over 10 years.

Monitoring ongoing.
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Range Management (continued)

RM-4 Construct the following range
improvements;

1. Storage tank at Beverland
Spring. 1 ea.

2. Burn sagebrush 300 ac.

Serviceberry Allotment

1. Classify into Improve
Category.

2. Implement a deferred rota-
tion grazing system.

3. Season of use will be 6-16
to 10-31.

4. Consider exchange of use
grazing agreement for non
federal lands in the allot-
ment.

5. Proposed stocking level
is 382 AUMs.

6. If monitoring indicates a
deterioration of range
condition, stocking levels
may be adjusted in the third
or fifth years after the
initial grazing decision.

RM-4 Construct the following range

improvements.

1.
2.
3.

Sagebrush control 600 ac.
Pipeline and trough 1% mi.
Storage tank 5000 gal.

No improvements installed. .

Completed.

Modified rest rotation system -

implemented.

Season begins as early as
5-15.

Allotment is licensed at 36%
pbulic land.

- Stocking rate remains

unchanged.
No adjustments have been

necessary. Monitoring ongoing§

Not completed. )
1/8 mi. pipeline with trough
installed.

Storage tank not completed.




Range Management (continued)

Deadman Allotment

1. Classify into Improve
Category.

2. TImplement a rest rotation
grazing system.

3. Season of use will be 4-1 Licensed use is within this
to 10-31. season.
4. Consider exchange of use Licensed at 100% public land.

grazing agreements for non
federal lands in the allotment,
not to exceed 34 AUMs.

5. Proposed stocking level is

Completed.

Seasonal grazing ongoing.

Can't track source of 2,669

2,669 AUMs. This includes AUMs. Review of decision

combining AUMs from AEC
Riverfield allotments ‘with
Deadman.

6. If monitoring indicates a de-
terioration of range condition
stocking levels may be adjusted
in the third or fifth year after
the initial grazing decision.

Construct the following range
improvements;

1. Fence 2 mi.
2. Fence 10 mi.
3. Cattleguard 1 ea.
4. Water haul road 5% mi.
5. Drift fence 1 mi.
6. Sagebrush control 2500 ac.

Blizzard Mountain

1. Classify into the Improve
Category.

2. Implement a deferred rota-
tion grazing season.

3. Season of use will be 6-16
to 10-15.

4. Consider exchange of use
grazing agreement for nom
federal lands in the allot-
ment.

shows stocking level should
be 3,304 AUMs in the three
allotments.

Ongoing.

Not completed.

Not completed.

Not completed.
Maintenance completed.
Completed

Not completed.

Completed.

Implemented.

Licensed use is within this
season.

South Lava pasture and Bliz-
zard Basin are 927 West
Martin pasture is 57 Federal
Range.




Blizzard Mountain (continued)

5. Proposed stocking level is
270 AUMs. This is a reduc-
tion of 270 AUMs from pre-
ference of 540 AUMs.

6. If monitoring indicates a
deterioration of range con-
dition, stocking levels may
be adjusted in the third or
fifth year after the initial
grazing decision.

Construct the following range
improvements;

1. Spring and trough 2 ea.
2. Pipeline and trough 3/4 mi.
3. Spring, pipeline

trough 1/4 mi.

North Lava Craters Allotment

1. Divide the allotment into
two allotments as follows:

A. DNorth Lava 1010
B. Craters 1037

A North Lava

1. Classify into Improve
Category.

2. TImplement a seasonal rota-
tion grazing system.

3. Season of use will be 5-20
to 11-1.

4. Percent federal range will
be adjusted from 25 and 78%
to 100%. Consider exchange
of use grazing agreement
for non federal lands in
the allotment.

Combined with Martin pasture
allotment. Combined pref-
erence is 637 AUMs.

No adjustments have been
necessary.

One constructed.
Not done.
Not done.

Has been inmlementéd through
decision.

Has not been implemented.

Season of use changed 7-1
to 10-31.

Licensed at 50 and 1007
public land. No exchange
of use granted.




Range Management (continued)

A.North Lava (continued)

5. Proposed stocking level is Stocking level changed to
475 AUMs. This is a reduc- 567 AUMs by decision of
tion of 342 AUMs from pref- June 28, 1985.

erence of 817 AUMs. (The

remaining 342 AUMs will be
authorized in the Craters

Allotment.

6. If monitoring indicates a Monitoring ongoing.
deterioration of range
condition, stocking levels
may be adjusted in the
third or fifth year after the :
initial grazing decision.

RM-4 Construct the following range ;
improvements.

1. Pond 1 ea. Not completed. S
2. Fence Y% omi. Not completed. ;
3. TFence 2% mi. Not completed. i
B.Craters ;
,) 1. Classify into the Improve Completed. ' §
Category. ?
2. TImplement a seasonal graz- Implemented. ;
ing system. :
3. Season of use will be 5-10 Season of use changed to :
to 11-30. 6-15 to 11-15. ’ :
i
4. Consider exchange of use Licensed at 81% public land. §
grazing agreements for non No exchange of use granted. {
federal lands in the allot- ' g
ment. {
5. Proposed stocking level is Stocking level changed to g
342 AUMs (see North Lava 250 AUMs by decision June 28,
allotment for details). 1985.
6. If monitoring indicates a Monitoring ongoing.

deterioration of range condi- :
tion, stocking levels may be

adjusted in the third or

fifth year after the initial -
grazing decision.
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Range Management (continued)
Crawford Canyon Allotment

l. Classify into the Improve
Category

2. Implement a deferred rotation
grazing system.

3. Season of use will be 5-10
to 5-17.

4. Consider exchange of use
grazing agreement for non
federal lands in the allot-
ment.

5. Proposed stocking rate is
12 AUMs. This is a reduction
of 23 AUMs from a preference
of 35 AUMs.

6. If monitoring indicates a
deterioration of range condi-
tion, stocking levels may be
adjusted in the third or
fifth year after the initial
grazing decision.

Marsh Canyon Allotment

1. Classify into Improve
Category.

2. TImplement a deferred rota-
tion grazing system.

3. Season of use will be 5-18
to 6-15.

4. Consider exchange of use
grazing agreement for non
federal lands in the allot-
ment.

5. Proposed stocking level is
139 AUMs.

6. If monitoring indicates a
deterioration of range
condition, stocking levels
may be adjusted in the third
or fifth year after the ini-
tial grazing decision.

Decision of 1-10-85
combined this allotment
with Marsh Canyon and
it is now called Marsh
Canyon allotment.

Completed.

Has been implemented.

Rotated with .Crawford

Canyon and private lands.
Licensed season has been
5-10 to 6-15. ’

Licensed at 100% public lani

Stocking level including

former Crawford Canyon
allotment - 175 AUMS.

Monitoring ongoing - re-

evaluation to be completed }

in 1988

RN S



Range Management (continued)

RM-4

Construct the following range

improvements.

1. Drift fence L mi.
2. Pond 1 ea.
3.

Sagebrush control 160 ac.

Waddoups - Cherry Creek Allotment

1.

Classify into the Improve
Category.

Implement a seasonal graz-
ing system.

Consider exchange of use
grazing agreement for non
federal lands in the allot-
ment.

Season of use will be 5-10
to 6-10.

Proposed stocking level is
1384 AUMs.

If monitoring indicates a
deterioration of range
condition, stocking levels
may be adjusted in the third
or fifth year after the ini-
tial grazing decision.

Control channel erosion in
Wood Canyon (recommended
method-grazing reduction or a
est rotation grazing system.

Construct the following range
improvements.

LA VU S

Pond ' 2 ea.
Spring, pipe, trough 3 springs
Relocate fence % mi.

Sagebrush control 1700 ac.

No improvements constructec

Completed.
Implemented.

Licensed at 100% public
land. ©No exchange of use
authorized.

Season of use is 5 - 10
to 7 - 10.

Licensed stocking level
is unchanged.

Monitoring ongoing.

No action taken.

No improvements installed.
(in a WSA)
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Range Management (continued)

Earl Smith Allotment

1. Classify into the Improve
Category.

2. TImplement a deferred rota-
tion grazing system.

3. Season of uée will be 5-01
to 6-30.

4. Consider an exchange of use
grazing agreement for non
federal lands in the allot-
ment.

5. Proposed stocking level is
196 AUMs. This is a reduction
of 230 AUMs from a preference
of 426 AUMs.

6. If monitoring indicates a
deterioration of range.
condition, stocking levels
may be adjusted in the third
or fifth year after the ini-
tial grazing decision.

Construct the following range
improvements.

1. Sagebrush control 400 ac.

Sheep Mountain Allotment

1. Classify into the Improve
Category.

2. TImplement a deferred rotation
grazing system.

3. Season of use will be 5-1
to 11-15.

4., Percent federal range will be
adjusted from 75 and 100% to
100%. ©Not to exceed 112 AUMs.

Completed.
Implemented, working well.

Licensed use changed to
7-1 to 9-25.

Licensed at 100% public
land. No exchange of
use authorized.

Licensed stocking level
changed to 426 AUMs by
decision of 2-4-~87. Term
permit expires in 1988.

Monitoring ongoing.

Not done.

Completed.

AMP and grazing system
agreed too - need range
improvements to implement.
Remain unchanged.

Licensed at 837 public
land. This is 147 AUMs

from private and USFS 1ands%

3
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Range Management (continued)

Sheep Mountain Allotment (continued)

5. Proposed stocking level is 720 Stocking level on public

AUMs.

If monitoring indicates a

‘deterioration of range

condition, stocking levels
may be adjusted in the third
or fifth year after the ini-
tial grazing decision.

Construct the following range

land is 720 AUMs.

Monitoring ongoing.

Environmental assessments

improvements. ~completed. No funding at i

present. !

1. Cattleguard 1 ea. ;

2. Spring, pipe, trough 1 mi

3. Drift fence "1 mi.

4, Sagebrush control 500 ac.

Leslie Butte Allotment

1. Classify into the Improve Completed.

Category.

2., TImplement a seasonal grazing Implemented.
system.

3. Season of use will be 5-10 Season of use is 5-1 to
to 7-9. 5-30 as per decision of

2-4-87. Licensed at 100%

4. Consider exchange of use public land. ’ ;
grazing agreement for non ;
federal lands in the allot- g
ment. i

’ |

5. Proposed stocking level Reduction in process of {
is 116 AUMs. This is a being implemented 1987 ;
reduction of 26 AUMs from stocking level was 133 AUMs:
preference of 142 AUMs. :

6. If monitoring indicates a Monitoring ongoing. Allot-

deterioration of range
condition, stocking levels
may be adjusted in the third
or fifth year after the ini-
tial grazing decision.

ment is to be reevaluated
in 1988 and any further
adjustments implemented
in 1989.

-
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Range Management (continued)

Beck Canyon Allotment

1. Classify into Improve Completed.
Category.

2. Implement a deferred rotation Planned to be implemented
grazing system. in 1988.

3. Season of use will be 5-1 to Season of use unchanged. E
10-15.

4. Percent federal range will Licensed at 237% public
be adjusted from 35% to 1007 land on lower pasture and
for 128 AUMs. Consider 1007 on upper two pastures.

exchange of use grazing |
agreement for non federal
land in allotment not to
exceed 58 AUMs. i

5. Proposed stocking level is Stocking level remains at
128 AUMs. This is a reduc- 175 AUMs managed under
tion of 47 AUMs from a pre- agreement with permittee
ference of 175 AUMs. dated 11-10-87.

6. I1f monitoring indicates a Monitoring ongoing.

deterioration of range

condition, stocking levels

may be adjusted in the

third or fifth year after the

initial grazing decision. i

RM-4 Construct the following range No improvements constructed
improvements. ’

1. Sagebrush control 600 ac.
2. Spring develop 3 ea.
3. Ponds 2 ea.

{
;
E
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Range Management (continued)

Newman Canyon Allotment

1. Classify into the Improve
Category.

2. Implement -a deferred rota-
tion grazing system.

3. Season of use will be 5-10
to 11-20.

4. Consider exchange of use
grazing agreement for non
federal lands in the
allotment.

5. Proposed stocking level is

251 AUMs. This is a reduction

of 177 AUMs from preference
of 428 AUMs.

6. If monitoring indicates a
deterioration of range
condition, stocking levels
may be adjusted in the
third or fifth year after
the initial grazing system.

Construct the following range
improvements.
1. Fence % mi.

2. Pond 4 ea.
3. Sagebrush control 200 ac.

Hammon Canyon Allotment

1. Classify into the Improve
Category.

2. Implement a deferred rota-
tion grazing system.

3. Season of use will be 5-1
to 10-30.

Completed.

Present system 1is seasonal
grazing.
Season of use unchanged.

Licensed at 100% public
land.

First increment of reduc-
tion of 42 AUMs is due in
1988,

Monitoring Ongoing.,

WSA - No improvements
installed.

Completed.

Present system is seasonal
grazing.

Season of use unchanged.

i
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Hammond Canyon Allotment (continued)

4. Present 507 federal range
will be adjusted to 100%.
Consider exchange of use
grazing agreement for non
federal lands in the
allotment.

5. Proposed stocking level is
205 AUMs.

6. If monitoring indicates a
deterioration of range
condition, stocking levels
may be adjusted in the
third or fifth year after

the initial grazing system.

Construct the following rang
improvements. :

1. Spring and trough 1 ea.
mi.

#‘\H

2. Water gap fence

Harger Point Allotment

1. Classify into the Improve
Category.

2. TImplement a rest rotation
grazing system.

3. Season of use will be 5-01

to 05-31 and 11-1 to 11-30.

4. Consider exchange of use
grazing agreement for non
federal lands in the
allotment.

5. Proposed stocking level
is 280 AUMs. This is a
reduciton of 40 AUMs from
preference of 320 AUMs.

"Permit expires in 1988.

Continues to be licensed
at 50% public land.

Stocking level remains
unchanged.

Monitoring ongoing.

Tibbitts Spring completed
in 1987. %
Water gap completed in 1985,

Completed

Present system is 3 pastureg
deferred grazing.

Season of use for 1987 &
1988 is 5-1 to 9-6.

Licensed at 100% public
land.

v B I A. BV BN T 2

Stocking level reduced in
1987 to 283 AUMs. Term
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Harger Point Allotment (continued)

6. If monitoring indicates a
deterioration of range
condition, stocking levels
may be adjusted in the
third or fifth year after
the initial grazing system.

Construct the following range
improvements.

1. Fence 1 mi.
2. Sagebrush control 200 ac.

McGee~Berry Canyon Allotment

1. (Classify into.the Improve
Category.

2. Implement a rest rotation
grazing system.

3. Season of use will be 5-12
to 10-11.

4. Consider exchange of use
for non federal lands in
the allotment.

5. Proposed stocking level is
442 AUMs.

6. If monitoring indicates a
deterioration of range
condition, stocking levels
may be adjusted in the
third or fifth year after the
initial grazing system.

Construct the following range
improvements.

1. Water haul road | 2 mi.
2. Sagebrush control 300 ac.
3. Pipeline, pump, 1} mi.

trough

Monitoring ongoing

WSA~ No improvements
installed.

Completed.

Present system is seasonal
grazing.
Season of use unchanged.

Licensed at 100% public
land.

Stocking rate unchanged.

Monitoring ongoing.

WSA - No improvements
completed except one 10,000
gal. storage tank for water
haul.

§
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Range Management (continued)
Latham Hollow Allotment - Timbered Mountain

1. Classify into the Improve Completed.

Category.
2. Implement a deferred rotation Implemented.

grazing system.

3. Season of use will be 5-1 Season of use remains
to 6-30. unchanged.

4. Consider exchange of use Licensed at 100% public
grazing agreement for non land.

federal lands in allotment.

5. Proposed stocking level is Scheduled reduction to be
545 AUMs. This is a reduc- implemented in 1988.
tion of 120 AUMs from pre-
ference of 665 AUMs.

6. If monitoring indicates a Monitoring ongoing.
deterioration of range
condition, stocking levels
may be adjusted in the.
third or fifth year after
the initial grazing system.

RM-4 Construct the following range

improvements. :
1. Spring and trough 2 ea. Not done. i
2. Pond 1 ea. Completed. :
3. TFence pond, install 1 ea. Not done. :

trough ' :
4. Cattleguard .1 ea. Not done. {
5. Sagebrush control 400 ac. Not done. E
6. Drift fence % mi. Completed. g
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Range Management (continued)

Chicken Creek Allotment

1.

Classify into the Improve
Category.

Implement a deferred rota-
tion grazing system.

Season of use is 5-1 to
9-30.

Present 3, 52 and 907

federal range will be adjusted
to 100%. Consider exchange of
use for non-federal lands in
the allotment. Not to exceed
294 AUMs.

Proposed stocking level is 585
AUMs. ’

If monitoring indicates a de-
terioration of range condition,
stocking levels may be adjusted
in the third or fifth year
after the initial grazing
decision.

Champagne Creek Allotment

1.

Classify into the Improve
Category.

Implement a deferred rota-
tion grazing system.

Season of use will be 5-7
to 8-8.

Consider exchange of use graz-
ing agreement for non federal
lands in allotment.

Proposed stocking level is

182 AUMs. This is a reduc-
tion of 23 AUMs from a prefer-
ence of 205 AUMs.

If monitoring indicates a
deterioration of range condi-
tion, stocking levels may be
adjusted in the third or fifth
year after the initial graz-
ing decision.

Completed.

Present system is seasonal
grazing.

Season remains unchanged.

Licensed 667% public land.
Exchange of use not issued.

Stocking level is unchanged j

Monitoring ongoing.

Completed.

Present system is seasonal
grazing.

Season of use has been
as late as 9-15.

Licensed at 1007 public
land. » :

Stocking level is 197 AUMs
as per decision dated
3-24-87.

Monitoring ongoing..




Range Management (continued)

RM-4 Construct the following range No range improvements
improvements. installed |
1028 1. Burn sagebrush 600 ac.
1050 2. Spring & trough 1 ea.
1050 . 3. Fence L mi.
“) Trail Creek Allotment
1. Classify into the Improve Completed.
Category.
2. Implement a deferred rotation Present system is deferred 5
grazing system. grazing. j
3. Season of use will be 5-1 to Licensed use is within - é
11-31. this season. ' ' ;
4. Adjust present 88% federal Licensed at 50 and 88% ‘
range to 100%Z. Consider public land. ?

exchange of use grazing agree-
ment for non federal lands in
the allotment not to exceed

50 AUMs.
i 5. Proposed stocking level is Reduction deferred until
) 320 AUMs. This is a reduc- 1988.

tion of 80 AUMs from a pre- §
ference of 400 AUMs. !

6. If monitoring indicates a , Monitoring ongoing.
deterioration of range condi-
tion, stocking levels may be
adjusted in the third or fifth
year after the initial graz-
ing decision.

RM-4 Construct the following range

improvements. A §
1. Pond : ' 2 ea. Not done.

2. Fence 1% mi. 2 mi. planned for 1988.

3. Spring, trough 1 ea. Not domne.

4. Cattleguard 1 ea. Not done.




Range Management (continued)

Appendicitis Hills Allotment

1.

Classify into the Improve
Category.

Implement a seasonal grazing
system.

Season of use will be 6-1 to
9-30.

Consider exchange of use
grazing agreement for non
federal lands in the allot-
ment.

Proposed stocking level is

300 AUMs. This is a reduction
of 60 AUMs from preference

of 360 AUMs.

If monitoring indicates a
deterioration of range con-
dition, stocking levels may
be adjusted in the third or
fifth year after the initial
grazing decision.

Construct the following range
improvements.

1.

Water haul road s mi.

Rocky Canyon Allotment

1.

Classify into the Improve
Category.

Implement a seasonal graz-
ing system.

Season of use will be 5-1
to 7-15.

Consider exchange of use
grazing agreement for non
federal lands in the allot-
ment.

Proposed stocking level is 120
AUMs. This is a reduction of
180 AUMs from preference of
300 AUMs.

Completed.

Present system is deferred
grazing.

Season of use unchanged.

Licensed at 100% public
land.

Reduction cancelled by
decision of 2-4-87.
Management implemented to
protect rangeland.

Monitoring ongoing.

WSA has not been con-
structed.

Completed.
Implemented.

Licensed season has been
5-5- to 5-15.

Licensed at 100% public
land.

Stocking level after lst
and 2nd reduction incre-
ments is 198 AUMs. 1987
actual use was 44 AUMs

3rd increment due in 1989.




Rocky Canyon Allotment (continued)

6. If monitoring indicates a
deterioration of range condi-
tion, stocking levels may be
adjusted in the third or fifth
year after the initial grazing
decision.

Construct the following range
improvements.

1. Water trough 1 ea.
2. Sagebrush Control 500 ac.

Stoddard Creek Allotment

1. Classify into the Improvye
Category.

2. TImplement a seasonal grazing
system,

3. Season of use will be 5-1
to 6-30.

4, Present 12, 25 and 517
federal range will be ad-
justed to 100%. Consider
exchagne of use grazing
agreement for non federal
lands in the allotment not
to exceed 660 AUMs.

5. Proposed stocking level is
86 AUMs.

6. If monitoring indicates a
deterioration of  range condi-
tion, stocking levels may be
adjusted in the third or
fifth year after the initial
grazing decision.

Monitoring ongoing.

No range improvements
installed.

Completed.
Implemented

Licensed season is 5-1 to
10-31. Licensed at 3,

10 and 51% public land.
Percentage of public land
gives credit for 48 AUMs
on USFS and 61 AUMs on
private land.

Due to sale of public land,
preference and stocking
rate is 78 AUMs. DNeeds to
be corrected on licenses.

Monitoring ongoing.




Range Management (continued)

RM-4

Constuct the following range
improvements.

1. Sagebrush control 80 ac.
2. TFence 3/4 mi.

Martin Pasture Allotment

1.

Classify into the Improve
Category.

Implement a seasonal grazing
system.

Season of use will be 10-16
to 11-30.

Percent federal range will be
adjusted from 487 to 100%.
Consider exchange of use graz-
ing agreement for non federal
lands in allotment not to
exceed 105 AUMs.

Proposed stocking level is
97 AUMs. Adjust allotment
boundary to exclude private
lands on west end of allot-
ment along Lava Creek.

If monitoring indicates a
deterioration of range condi-
tion, stocking levels may be
adjusted in the third or fifth
year after the initial grazing
decision.

Construct the following range
improvements. -

1.

Cattleguard 1 ea.

No range managements
installed.

Combined with Blizzard
Mountain.

Blizzard Mountain Allot-
ment - See Blizzard
Mountain Allotment #1007.

Ongoing.

Completed 1987.



Range Management (continued)

Ramshorn Canyon Allotment

1.

2.

Classify into the Improve
Category.

Implement a rest rotation graz-
ing system.

Season of use will be 5-1 to
6-30 and 10-15 to 11-10.

Present 70 and 100% federal
range will be adjusted to
100%. Consider exchange of
use grazing agreement for non
federal lands in the allotment
not to exceed 27 AUMs.

Proposed stocking level will be
974 AUMs.

If monitoring indicates a
deterioration of range condi-
tion, stocking levels may be
adjusted in the third and
fifth year after the initial
grazing decision.

RM-4 Construct the following range
improvements.
1. Pipeline and trough I mi.

2.
3.

Cattleguard 2 ea.
Sagebrush control 600 ac.

Hugging Allotment

1.

Classify into the Improve
Category.

Implement a deferred rota-
tion grazing sytem.

Season of use will be 5-1
to 8--25.

Completed.
Implemented.
Season of use unchanged.

Ten permittees 8 have

100% public land licenses.
Hintze has 377 P.L. with
State & Forest Service.
McAffee has 70% with
private lands in the
allotment.

Licensed use is 981 AUMs.

Monitoring ongoing.

Completed.
Present system is seasonal
grazing.

1987 season of use 8-16
to 9-25.

E




Range Management (continued)
Huggins Allotment (continued)

4. Consider exchange of use
grazing agreemetn for non
federal lands in the allot-
ment.

Licensed 100% public land.

5. Proposed stocking level is 58
AUMs. Consider combining with
Beck Canyon allotment to im-
prove management.

Stocking level unchanged.
This was attempted but
did not work out.

6. If monitoring indicates a
deterioration of range condi-
tion, stocking levels may be
adjusted in the third and
fifth year after the initial
grazing decision.

Monitoring ongoing.

RM-4 - Construct the following range No range improvement
improvements. : installed.
1. Sagebrush control 200 ac.
2. Spring development 1 ea.
3. Fence Y omi.
\H Nichols Allotment
} 1. Classify into the Improve Completed. Should be in v

Category.

Implement a seasonal grazing
system.

Season of use will be 7-1 to
8-31.

Present 107 federal range
will be adjusted to 100%.
Consider exchange of use
grazing agreement for non
federal lands in the allot-
ment.

Proposed stocking level is
39 AUMs.

If monitoring indicates a

deterioration of range condi-
tion, stocking levels may be

adjusted in the third or
fifth year after the initial
grazing decision.

Maintain Category.

Implemented.

Season of use unchanged.

Licensed at 717 public
land.

Stocking rate unchanged.

Monitoring ongoing.

§
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Range Management (continued)

RM-4

Construct the following range
improvements.

1.

Sagebrush control 300 ac.

Implement intensive monitoring of
rangelands and of management prac-
tices.

1.

Utilization.

A. Will not exceed 507 of
key grass species on non
AMP allotments.

B. May exceed 507 under a
managemetn system.

Range condition

A. Maintain good condition
ranges.

B. TImprove poor and fair
condition ranges.

Trend

A. Stabilize and improve
downward trend ranges.

B. Maintain or improve
stabilized trend ranges.

C. Maintain upward trend
ranges.

Actual Use
A. Collect actual use area.

Summarize above data at end of
third year after decisions are
issued (1987) to determine if
additional adjustments are
necessary. '

Continue monitoring two more
years (1989) to determimne
if additional adjustments are
necessary. Issue final deci-
sions in the fifth year fol-.
lowing initial decisioms.

No range improvements
constructed.

Monitoring is ongoing.
Intensity of monitoring
needed presently exceeds
the capability of the
resource area to perform.
A district monitoring
policy has been developed.
The next step is to pre-
pare an updated monitoring
plan for the resource.

The resource area is not
in strict conformance of
the time frames identified

in the MFP. See the attach

ed summary of decisions and
time frames.

All allotments are licensed
under percentage of public
land. No exchange of use
agreements in effect.

3
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Range Management (continued)

RM-6

Issue percent federal range use
licenses and exchange of use graz-
ing agreements as appropriate on
non federal lands in the allot-
ments.

Develop rangeland mangement agree-
ments with Challis National Forest
for combined management of the
following allotments.

. Alder Creek

Sheep Mountain (Marsh Canyon)
Chicken Creek

Stoddard Creek

Ramshorn Canyon

nmEewn =

Eliminate the Sheep Mountain
wild horse herd.

All allotments are licensed |

under percentage of public
land. No exchange of use
agreements in effect.

Agreements have not been
developed on these allot-
ments.

Entire herd of 5 horses
gathered in 1986 and
sent to adoption center.

;
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Range Management (continued)

Decision RM-4 contains vegetative manipulation proposals as identified below which

have questionable feasibility both from an economic and a management prospective.
This is due primarily to the small acreage proposed for treatment. Detailed
consideration of managment needs, site potential and treatment method should

‘preceed treatment.

ALLOTMENT

Alder Creek

Alder Creek

Elbow

Beverland Pass
Beverland Pass
Deadman

Marsh Canyon
Waddoups-Cherry Creek
Waddoups-Cherry Creek
Earl Smith

Sheep Mountain

Latham Hollow-Timber Dome
Chanpagne Creek

Rocky Canyon

Stoddard Creek

Ramshorn Canyon
jrviceberry Canyon
_.arger Point
McGee-Berry Canyon
Nichols
Huggins

TREATMENT ACREAGE
Sagebrush control 800
Sagebrush control 400
Sagebrush control 800
Burn sagebrush draws 300
Sagebrush control 1000
Sagebrush control 2500
Sagebrush control 160
Sagebrush control 700
Sagebrush control 1000
Sagebrush control 400
Sagebrush control 500
Sagebrush control 400
Burn Sagebrush R 600
Sagebrush control 500
Sagebrush control 80
Sagebrush control 200
Sagebrush control 600
Sagebrush control 600
Sagebrush control 600
Sagebrush control 200
Sagebrush control 300
Sagebrush control 300
sagebrush control 200



WILDLIFE

winter range in Appendicitis
Hills by Mechanical thinning
of Mountain Mohagany stands
and scarifying soils to allow
seedling establishment.

Provide wildlife watering
facilities on existing and pro-
posed pipelines.

Construct 5 water catchments
in Deadman Canyon area.

Provide proper riparian system

management through grazing sys-
tems or fencing.

' Decision
* Number . Decision Status
W-1 Allocate forage to support big These forage allocations
game populations as shown were reserved in Big Lost
below. MFP, EIS and grazing deci-
sions.
Mule Deer 1977 AUMs
Elk 908 AUMs
Antelope 654 AUMs
Bighorn 8 AUMs
Sheep
W-2 Manage Beverland Pass allot- The concern in this allotment
ment for bighorn sheep habi- is for a potential conflict
tat values. if sheep AUM's were acti-
vated. While preference
exists, its unlikely it will
be activated.
W-3 Improve mule deer and elk - This method has not proven

to be successful in other
areas. Costs exceed bene-
fits. Winter elk habitat is
sufficient in Appendicitis
Hills.

Burnett pipeline in Elbow
allotment has fenced exclo-
sures. Planned on eight
trough drains.

Three catchments have been
built, One in Deadman drain-
age and two in Cedar Canyon.

Riparian management is a
priority program. AMP's
with riparian management
goals have been developed
for Sheep Mountain and Trail
Creek allotment.,



RECREATION

Decision
Number

R-1

Decision

_ Manage three parcels as sports-

mans access sites.

Place sportman access signs on
Antelope road, Spring Creek
road, and Antelope road.

Obtain public access across
private lands in the following
areas.

1. Timbered Dome
2. Appendicitis Hill
3. Hammond Canyon

Designate all public lands as
closed, restricted or open to
off-road vehicles. Complete

ORV plan by 1985 ORV designations
will be:

1. Closed areas - none
2. Restricted areas
a.  Arco Hills (T. 4 N.,
R. 27 E., Sec. 19

and 30)
b. Clay subsoils (URA 3,
Sec. 2, C-2)

c. Soils prome to deep
gullying (URA 3, Sec. 2,
c-3)
3. Open areas - all other public
lands.

Recommend to Congress that
Appendicitis Hills and White Knob
WSA's are not suitable for addi-
tion to the National Wilderness
Preservation System.

Status

Not enough public land at
these sites to accomodate
recreationists. Signing
would invite the public into
areas where they could not
avoid using private lands.
This decision should not be
implemented.

Access is not closed at any
of these locations. Access
is available via alternate
route at timbered dome.
Legal access may be needed
on long term basis.

Present status remains

unchanged except for addition
of Appendicitis Hills and
White Knob WSA's have been
placed in closed status.

This recommendation included
into the Eastern Idaho
Wilderness EIS. Completed
in 1987.




VISUAL RESOURCE MANAGEMENT (VRM)

Decision
Number Decision

VRM-1 Designate 64,439 acres as VRM
Class II. Management activities
are required to be designed and
located to blend into the natural
landscape -.Not apparent to casual
observer.

VRM-2 Designate 156,223 acres as VRM
Class III. Management activi-
ties should remain subordinate
to the existing landscape -
May be evident to casual ob-
server.

VRM-3 Designate 148,114 acres as VRM
Class IV. Management activities
. may dominate this landscape,
vj but should repeat the form line,
color, and texture of natural
landscape.

VRM-4 Schedule eight unauthorized
dump sites for cleanup.

Status

Consideration is given to
VRM classifications when
considering potentially
disturbing actions. VRM
consideration have not been
an overriding concern in
these actions however.

Few disturbing action have
been taken and few are
planned.

Action taken on one dump-
site. Site No. 6 (Sec. 34,
T. 7 N., R. 25 E.). [Letters
notifying area closed to
dumping sent to users and
residents. Arrangements
made with Lost River High-
way District to close and
bury dump spring of 1986.
Vehicle barriers built and
gate installed to prevent
vehicle access.
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CULTURAL RESOURCES MANAGEMENT (CRM)

Decision .
Number . R Decisijon » Status

CRMI1.1 Interpret Goodale's Cutoff No action taken. ;4 ﬁﬁ
(Oregon Trail) segments on public AN
lands by erecting concrete markers ) :
along route. Three specific sites
located.

CRM1.2 Preserve and manage historic min- No action taken.
ing structures in Champagne Creek
and Lava Creek areas.

CRM1.3 Allocate 160 acres of public land No formal buffer estab-
for a buffer zone around the Moore lished. No plans exist for
Pioneer Cemetary. reseeding around the ceme-
tary.

CRM2.1 Manage 15 pre-historic sites for No action taken.
surface erosion data collection.

CRM2.2 Manage 10 historic sites for No action taken.
weathering and natural deteriora- ‘
tion studies. _ ;

CRM2.3 Manage 11 sites to determine No action taken.
' effects of livestock trampling
on prehistoric cultural resource
sites.

CRM3.1 Manage public lands for poten- No action taken.
tial scientific studies of
pictographs. Coordinate studies
with adjacent Nat. Forest lands.

CRM3.2 Manage public land for scientific  No action taken.
studies of prehistoric settlement 5
patterns and migration routes. ;

CRM3.3 Manage public lands for scientific No action taken.
lithic source identification
studies.




CULTURAL RESOURCE MANAGEMENT (CRM) (continued)

CRM3.4 Manage public land with historic - No action taken.
mining structures to provide scien-—
tific studies concerning historic
wooden buildings and/or early
mining in Idaho.

A problem exists with the Cultural
section of the Big Lost MFP. The
known cultural sites have been
given a number designation but no |
records exist in the MFP to indi- *
cate where that site is located
or what it consists of. There is
no overlay showing the sites.

The problem this presents is that
when reviewing data to identify
resource impacts of a develop- i
ment proposal, cultural considera- j
tions are overlooked. This sit- !
uation should be corrected by
the Cultural Resource Specialist
and recorded in the MFP.
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FIRE

Decision

Number

FM-1

Decision

Designate the 21,900 acre Appen-
dicitis Hills WSA as a limited
suppression area where bulldozers
will not be used in wildfire
suppression.

Suppress wildfires and limit
prescribed fires to protect
sensitive soils including;

1. Sheet erosion sensitive
soils (URA-3 Sec. 2, C-2,
overlay 45A.3).

2. Gully erosion sensitive
soils (URA-3, Sec. 2,
C-3, overlay 45A.3)

3. Wind erosion sensitive
soils (URA-3 Sec. 2, C-4,
overlay 45A.4).

Status

This area has been noted
and included into fire
management planning for
the planning unit.

Al]l wildfires are suppressed
as a standard procedure.

The erosiveness of these
soils is not considered
great.
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Big Lost MFP Decision Summary

Provide lands for Butte County landfill.

Revoke C&MU

Dispose of lands under DLE and/or ag trespass if
they meet criteria.

Dispose of isolated tracts - 1860 acres.

Legalize unauthorized right-of-way.

Retain in public ownership critical wildlife habitat
and riparian areas.

Federal mineral estate open to location will remain
open. .

Federal mineral estate open to lease will remain open.

Federal mineral estate open to sale will remain open.

Sell timber in Lava Creek and Cave Creek - 450 MBF.

Commercial thinning in Timbered Dome and Appendicitis
Hill - 400-600 acres. '

Lontrol burmr606=1000-eeres.

Manage non-productive forest lands to compliment
wildlife habitat needs.
(Requires revision to accomodate IM No. ID-84-65).

Classify 6 allotments into maintain category.
Classify 7 allotments into custodial category.
Classify 28 allotments into improve category.

Thirteen allotments need reduction.
Reductions range from 504 AUMs to 22 AUMs.
Net reduction 9%.-

Install range improvements (EIS alternative E).

Ponds 23

Springs 12

Water haul roads 5.5 miles
Pipelines 7.25 miles
Brush control 6460 acres
Storage tanks 1 relocate
Fence 1.5 miles

Issue percent public land use licenses or honor
exchange of use agreements as appropriate on
21,627 acres of private land and 6,321 acres of leased
state land.
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Wild Horses

WH-1
~“+e—eoptimumr poputation o£ 23 animals.
Eliminate  Sheep mounltain wilh herse hurd .
Watershed
wsi.1 Manage livestock and soil disturbing activities to
maintain good ecological condition on clay subsoils
and shallow soils.
WSl.2 Increase cover and condition class on clay subsoil
areas. »
WSL.3 . Increase cover and condition class on soils subject
to deep gully erosion.
WSl.4 ' Maintain existing cover on soils susceptible to gully
formation.
WSL.5 Maintain existing cover on soils susceptible to wind
erosion.
Ws2.1 Control channel erosion in unnamed canyon and trail {
creek (doze banks, reseed, fence, control grazing). E
;
Wildlife : : |
W-1 Allocate forage to supply needs of present population :
- Summer Winter ;
Deer 583 1980
Elk 70 247 |
Antelope 435 570 :
) Bighorn sheep 0 7 i
L w-2 Manage Beaverland Pass allotment for Bighorn Sheep %
habitat values. g
w-3 Thin mahogany stands to improve deer and elk winter :
range. {
W-4 Install wildlife waters on existing pipelines. A g
W-5 Install 5 guzzlers in Deadman Canyon. :
Recreation §
H
R-1 Place "'sportsman access' signs at Ras Canyon, Antelope
Creek and Cherry Creek (fishing access points).
R-2 Obtain access easements at Timbered Dome, Appendicitis
Hill, Hammond Canyon.
R-3 Designate public lands open, closed or restricted to
ORV use.
Wilderness 5
WW-1 Recommend Appendicitis Hill and White Knob Mountain not

suitable for wilderness designation.
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Visual Resource Management

VRM-1 Designate 64,439 acres in VRM management class two.
VRM-2 . Designate 156,223 acres in VRM management class three.
VRM-3 Designate 148,114 acres in VRM class four.

VRM-4 Clean up 8 unauthorized dumpsites.

Cultural Resource Management

CRM-1.1 Place markers along Goodales Cutoff (Oregon Trail).
CRM~1.2 Preserve historic mining structures in Champagne-
Lava Creek area.
CRM-1.3 Establish a 160 acre buffer zone around Moore Pioneer
Cemetary.
CRM-2.1 Manage 15 sites for surface erosion data collection.
CRM-2.2 Manage 10 historic sites for a weathering and natural
deterioration study.
CRM-2.3 Manage 11 sites to determine effects of livestock !
trampling. {
CRM-3.1 Manage 4 sites for scientific study of pictographs. i
CRM-3.2 Manage 14 sites for studies of prehistoric settlement ?
patterns and migration routes. !
CRM-3.3 Manage 4 sites for lithic source identification !
studies. ' :
CRM-3.4 Manage 13 sites for studies of historic wooden buildings

and/or early mining in Idaho.

Will be developed in accordance with ISO MFP review
comments (see comments FM-2) v %
Suppress fires to protect sensitive soils subject to f
sheet, gully and wind erosion.
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RMP (OR MFP)

MONITORING PLAN

Priority First Results—-
High (H) Year Responsible Need For
Monitoring Action Normal (N) Interval Scheduled Individual Completed Followup




RMP (OR MFP)

MONITORING PLAN

Priority First Results--
‘ ’ High (H) Year Responsible Need For
Monitoring Action Normal (N) Interval Scheduled Individual Completed Followup




RMP (OR MFP)

MONITORING PLAN

Priority First Results—--
High (H) Year Responsible Need For
Monitoring Action Normal (N) Interval Scheduled Individual Completed _Followup
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RMP (OR MFP)

MONITORING PLAN

Priority First Results—-
High (H) Year Responsible Need For

Monitoring Action Normal (N) Interval Scheduled Individual Completed Followup
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SCOPING PLAN
FOR
LAND USE PLAN IMPLEMENTATION, MONITORING,
AMENDMENT, AND MAINTENANCE EVALUATION

1. Background

We intend to conduct an evaluation of the implementation, monitoring, amend-
ment, and maintenance of land use plans statewide.

2. Purpose

The purpose of the evaluation is to define the extent of a potential problem.
Limited observation indicates that land use plan decisions are not always
implemented. We are concerned that the plan monitoring prescribed by the
planning regulations is not being completed and that the plans are not being
maintained in current condition. We are further concerned that the scope of
land use plans is being broadened through plan maintenance, rather than
amendment.

If decisions are not implemented, then the time and money we spent forming

the plans was at least partly wasted. Management actions that are needed to
correct resource problems may go undone. If plan monitoring is not occurring,
plan users may remain unaware of important changes in resource conditions in
other resource-related plans, or in policy. Plans would soon be inaccurate.
When this happens, the staff that should be guided by the plan loses faith in
it and ignores it. If plans are being broadened in scope through "maintenance'
rather than amendment, we are probably mnot involving the public as we should
and could be successfully challenged for not following our own procedures.

The statewide priority for this evaluation is relatively high because of the
potential for wasting large amounts of money and effort, and because of the
regulatory requirements we may not be meeting. Further, the evaluation could
have Bureauwide ramifications. Potential problems identified here exist in
other states as well, but no other states have yet conducted an evaluation to
define the situation.

3. Goals and Objectives

The goal of the evaluation is to ensure that Idaho land use plans are kept
in a current, valid condition so that they serve as the legitimate basis
for daily decisionmaking.

The objectives of the evaluation are to answer the following questions and,
if the answers identify a need for improvement, to identify ways to gain the
improvement. '

- Are plan decisions being implemented?

- Is the plan being maintained so that it is a useful tool for the Area
Manager and Area Staff?

- Are management actions in conformance with the approved plan?

- Is the scope of the plan being broadened through plan "maintenance" rather
than plan amendment?
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MONITORING PLAN

Purpose:

Define the intervals and responsibilities for plan monitoring.

Insure that needed plan monitoring is not overlooked

Increase the likelihood of keeping the land use plan in dependable

condition.
Define the specifics and the details of the generalized monitoring

plan given in the RMP.

Directions for completing the form:

‘Monitoring Action

List each needed monitoring step. Include monitoring plan imple-
mentation, resource objectives (refer to detailed resource monitoring
plan), the other resource-related plans w1th which you need to be con-

sistent, new data, and policy. .

Priority
Assign "High(H)" priority to the monitoring that you are going to do
regardless of special funding in the AWP.  This is the monitering you
do so long as we stay in business. Assign "Normal (N)" priority to
monitoring that requires significant funding. This category would

include some resource condition monitoring.

Interval

Indicate whether the monitoring is to be daily (part of routine
business), annually, every three years, or whatever.

First yvear scheduled

Give fiscal year in which this monitoring step is to be done for the

first time.

Responsible individual

List the name of the person who is to do the monitoring.

Completed

Note the year that the monitoring is actually done. Some items might

have every year listed.

Results
Note any significant findings. Note the need for plan amendment or

revision.
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RMP (OR MFP)

MONITORING PLAN

Priority First Results—-
High (H) , Year Responsible Need For
Monitoring Action Normal (N) Interval Scheduled Individual Completed Followup
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Monitoring and Evaluation
of Land Use Plans

-,

I. Introductiom —
The planning Tregulations (43 CFR 1610.4-9) say:

The proposed plan shall establish intervals and standards, as
appropriate, for monitoring and evaluation of the plan....The
District Manager shall be responsible for monitoring and evaluating
the plan in accordance with the established intervals and standards
and at other times as appropriate to determine whether there is
sufficient cause to warrant amendment or revision of the plan.

The Bureau Manual (1601) defines monitoring as:

the orderly collection and analysis of data to evaluate progress in
meeting resource management objectives and in complying with laws,
regulations, policies, executive orders, and management decisions.

Evaluation is defined as<

the process of analyzing and interpreting data to determine the
effectiveness of on-the-ground management actions.

So the Manual definitions indicate an overlap in the two terms. Monitoring
includes collecting and analyzing data; evaluation is analyzing and inter-
preting the data. The distinction between the two seems more confusing
than helpful. This memorandum will treat monitoring and evaluation as a
unified process of gathering and analyzing information for the purpose of
determining whether the land use plan is accomplishing what we intended.
For brevity, the term monitoring will be used to indicate this process.

There are many reasons why we must monitor land use plans:
We are required to by regulation.
Monitoring insures that needed management actions are taken.

Monitoring will provide for better plans in the future and for fine-
tuning existing plans.

The record of our monitoring provides a ready response to inquiry
from individuals, groups, or agencies outside the Bureau.

. Monitoring tells us whether our objectives are being met.

Monitoring uncovers the need for plan maintenance, amendment, oOT
revision.

Land use plans are expensive to write. When they are left on the
shelf, they quickly go out of date and the time and money spent on
their preparation is largely wasted.
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Noting the accomplishment of resource objectives that do not require
expensive, long-term investigation to uncover.

. : . —

As new data becomes available, or new policy is written, reviewing the
affected decisions and deciding whether they are still appropriate.

When supervising construction projects, insuring that mitigating
measures are used.

Maintaining communication with other federal agencies, state and local
governments, and Indian Tribes so that we know when they originate or
change resource-related planms.

Funding from plan monitoring will come from 4410 and other subactivities,
as appropriate. General monitoring (is the plan being implemented?) is
funded by 4410. Subactivity-specific monitoring (is vegetative condition
improving?) is funded by the affected subactivity.

Detailed monitoring Plan

As noted above, the Resource Management Plan (RMP) is to establish intervals
and standards for monitoring the plan. This is a generalized plan. Accep-
table examples are found in the completed Idaho RMPs. In addition to this
general plan the District will prepare, within six months of the approval

of the RMP, a detailed monitoring plan that will establish priority for

each monitoring action. When funds are not adequate to complete all moni-
toring, top priority will get first attention. The detailed monitoring plan
will identify the position within the organization that carries the respon-
sibility for completing the monitoring, thus providing a link to the PIPR
system and accountability for all required monitoring.

(Note: A sample detailed monitoring plan will be offered for discussion
during the P&EC Workshop, January 28-30.)

Implementation of Decisions

A detailed implementation plan is to be prepared at the time of the Record
of Decision (ROD). (This implementation plan is distinect from the detailed
monitoring plan.) The implementation plan would identify priority (when),
who does it, and estimated cost of implementing each decision. The imple-
mentation plan may then be used in preparing the AWP and individual PIPR.
State Director approval is not required, but the implementation plan must be
completed and sent to SD (930) for information prior to approval of the ROD.

(Note: A sample implementation plan will be prepared for discussion at the
P&EC Workshop.)

Consistency With Other Resource-Related Plans

Consistency with other plans is best monitored as part of continuing, routine.

communication with personnel of other federal agencies, state agencies, local
government, and Indian Tribes.

2
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ITII. Who Monitors

The regulations (43 CFR 1410.4-9) state that the District Manager is respon-
sible for monitoring and evaluating the RMP. The job must be done, however,
by those who work daily with the plan--the Area Manager and Resource Area
staff. The District Resources staff should periodically (at least one plan
per year) evaluate the land use plan to insure that monitoring is occurring
and the plan is being kept useful. The Idaho State Office has oversight
responsibilities and will conduct a special evaluation of plan implemen-
tation and monitoring every three to five years.

District planners should participate in the writing and administration of the
detailed monitoring plan described above. They should insure that the moni~
toring plan provides for recording and reacting to the monitoring results.

The Area Manager and the District Resources Chief should build plan monitor-
ing into PIPRs to assign responsibility for the different steps in monitoring.

In monitoring consistency with other plans, the subject of the plan would
determine who monitors it. A resource-specific plan (e.g., a State Fish and
Game plan for deer management) would be monitored by the appropriate Resource
Area staff specialist, who would pass the findings to the Area Manager. A
generalized County Land Use Plan would best be monitored by the Area Manager.



DETAILED IMPLEMENTATION PLAN

Purpose:

Provide a clear picture of what the land decisions are.

Provide an organized, realistic approach to doing what we have said we need
to do. '

Provide a means of recording our accomplishments.

Provide links among decisions, AWP, PIPRs, accomplishments,

The Plan should be prepared for MFPs and RMPs.

It is not too late to prepare an implementation plan for an MFP if you are
still operating under an MFP.

There is no requirement to submit the implementation plan to the State Director
on those plans that have already been approved.

On those land use plans that have not yet been approved, the implementation plan
must be sent to SD (930) for information prior to the ROD approval.

Directions for Completing the Form:

Decision

State the decision that you are tracking. When completed, this form will list
each discrete land use plan decision.

For example, from an MFP,
| "Implement AMPs on three allotments in the following priority:
1. Mountain Home Subunit

2. Long Tom
3. Ditto Creek."

Or, from an RMP,

"Close 345 acres in Devils Corral to ORV use to protect cultural
resources and soils."

Decisions in land use plans have often been stated in rather vague and non-
specific terms. It will frequently be difficult to decide what the decision
is supposed to be. Care must be taken to state the decision as specifically
as possible without saying more than was intended by the decisionmaker.

Priority

The priority will be determined by the decisionmaker based upon urgency, -
need to correct deteriorating resources, ease of implementation, and other
factors. \



RMP (or MFP)

IMPLEMENTATION PLAN

. Subactivity/
Priority Estimated Approved Decision
Decision High (H) Cost AWP PIPR Implemented
Normal (N) (000) (FY) Assignment (FY)
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UNITED STATES Name (MFP)

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Big Lost
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity
‘ Lands

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN - STEP 1 hiestive Nomber
ACTIVITY OBJECTIVES 1

OBJECTIVES

1. Consider county's future needs for public purpose or recreation
facilities.

2. Develop an activity plan for retention and disposal of public Tands
prior to revocation of the C&MU. (Act of 1964)

3. Transfer isolated tracts with Tow public values out of public owner-
ship to eliminate ineffective BLM management of such tracts.

4. Legalize unauthorized uses (R/W's) on public Tand for user protection
and updating BLM's land records for management purposes.

RATIONALE

1. BLM should assist counties in identifying public lands to fulfill
their needs for public purpose. These additional lands are needed
as communities expand for sanitary landfills, parks, etc.

2. With the revocation of the Classification and Multiple Use Act, BLM
needs to identify which lands are suitable for disposal and which lands
should be retained for multiple use management.

3. Isolated tracts can present management problems and encourage agri-
cultural trespasses and other illegal uses of the land.

4. There are many ditches and canals, as well as powerlines which were
constructed on public land, prior to FLPMA. Even though they will
not be considered a trespass, they should be legalized by R/W's to
bring BLM records up to date and give the user protection.

Klingenberg 8/82

(Instructions on reverse) ] Form 1600~-20 (April 1975)




UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Big Lost
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity
lands -1
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION—~-ANALYSIS-DECISION Step1 - Step 3
Decision

Make Tand available for lease as a sanitary landfill for Butte County and
assist in locating suitable landfill sites.” Complete by FY 1987.

Analysis

One solid waste site has been developed in the Planning Unit (R&PP Lease

1-2782 to Butte County). Although the permit does not expire until 1991, the
area has been completely used and Butte County is pursuing a new site for a
sanitary landfill. The County fited an application (I-14333) in 1978 and

a proposed decision was issued to allow it. There were several protests to the
decision and consequently Butte County asked that the application be put on
hold. ’

Until Butte Cbunty can find another site or decide to proceed with the "pending"g
one, people from Moore will be required to haul garbage to the site (on county ]
1and) located in Arco. 1-2782 is being closed and rehabilitated.

We will need to assist the County in locating a suitable site and have them

R relinguish their current application or proceed with the proposed site. At

e this time we are waiting for a decision from the County on how they wish to
) proceed.

Alternatives Under Consideration

1. Location of a new landfill

2. Expansion of Moore landfill

: R ’ '_/ Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed K1 ingenber‘g 8/82

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



UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Big Lost
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity
Lands L-2
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION—-ANALYSIS~DECISION Step 1 Step 3 ,41A
Decision

Revoke the Multiple Use Classification (Act of 1964) in it entirety on
the public lands within the planning unit.

Analysis

The C&MU Act provided for protection of public Tands for multiple uses.
FLPMA (Act of 1976) now provides a vehicle for this protection by making
disposal of public lands discretionary (only if in national interest.)
An Activity Plan will be developed to designate which lands would be
retained for multiple use, as well as those lands which should be con- :
sidered for disposal. ' }
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UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR . Big Lost
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

Note:

Activity
Lands L-3
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference , 4] ,41A
RECOMMENDATION—-ANALYSIS-DECISION Step 1 Step 3 .418
Decision

Approve desert land application and dispose of lands under development
in areas where it can be shown that the lands are capable of long-term
crop production based on the following criteria:

Class I, II or III soils (Soil Conservation Service)
avai]abi]ity of water

economic feas1b111ty

disposal would not impose unacceptab]e consequences on other.
resource uses and values.

Applications involving lands already classified suitable for disposal
under the Desert Land Act will be processed first. The remaining appli-
cations should be processed in chronological order (by case number) be-
ginning in FY 1983.

Lands under unauthorized agricﬁ]tura] development which do not meet con-
ditions for long-term crop production should be rehabilitated.

Analysis

Even though a tract of land may have soils which would support agriculture,
there may be restrictions on the land making it unsuitable. These res-
trictions could involve water availability (depth, cost of pumping, terrain,
etc.) other land uses, environmental concerns and economic feasibility.

For this reason field examinations are conducted prior to issuing a classi-
fication decision. After the field examination, depending on the findings,
a decision is issued classifying the land as su1tab1e or unsuitable for
disposal under the Desert Land Act.

Land which are under unauthorized agricultural development are usually
intermingled with private lands which are in agricultural production and
making management for BLM difficult. Disposal of the lands would simplify
management of other public lands and reduce administrative costs.

Attach additional sheets, if needed

K1ingenberg 8/82

tinxtructions on reverse)

Form 1600—21 (April 1975)
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UNITED STATES Name (MFP) .
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Big Lost I
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 1

Activity
_ Lands - L-4
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION—%NALYSIS—DECISION Step 1 Step 3 . 41

Decision

Transfer isolated tracts, which are difficult for BLM to manage, out of public i
ownership by: .

1. Sale - competitive bid to bring highest value for the land.
2. Providing to counties or cities for R&PP sites.

3. Pfocessing pending disposal - type actions (DLE). S §
4. Exchange - when in best national interest. |

This should be accomplished by FY-1992 (Refer to MFP Lands Overlay).
Only those lands where disposal would not impose unacceptable consequences
on other resource uses and values would be considered.

ysis : %
Analys _ SR

)f5 Isolated tracts can present management problems and encourage unauthorized

o agricultural development, indiscriminate garbage dumping and other illegal
uses of the land. BLM's efforts should be directed to the lands which can
be managed effectively rather than trying to resolve unauthorized use which
can result on these Tands.

Potential transfer areas are as follows (following page);

[
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Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed K1 inqen ber‘q 8]82
thnstructions on reverse) Form 1600—21 (April 1975)
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INSTRUCTIONS

Prepare a separate form for each Activity Recommendation.

Code each recommendation to the specific objective for which
it was prepared; i.e., Wildlife objective 1, Recommendation 3
would be W/L 1.3; Lands objective 4, Recommendation 2
would be L 4.2 etc.

Entries are made as described in BLM Manual Sections - 1608.3
and 1608.4. See BLM Manual section 1608, Illustration 2
for a sample format of the headings and additional instructions.
Use additional sheets for each recommendation as necessary.
File récommendation sheets behind the sheet for the objective

they are supporting (Form 1600-20) Manragement Framework
Plan — Step 1 in the MFP narrative.
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UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Big Lost
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity
Lands L-4
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION—-ANALYSIS-DECISION Step 1 Step 3
Butte County and Custer County
B. T.2N., R. 24 E. 40 acres
Sec. 3 NWLSWY4%
B. T. 3N., R, 24 E.
Sec. 9 SW4SWY, SW%SE4 80 acres
Sec. 27 NEYNEY 40 acres
B. T. 3 N., R. 25 E,
Sec. 4 SELSWY, SLSER 120 acres
Sec. 15 N:NW4 80 acres
Sec. 29 NiSW4 80 acres
Sec. 30 Ni4SW *80 acres
Sec. 31 SWXNEY%., NELSWY, NWHSEYG 120 acres
B. T. 3 N., R. 26 E.,
Sec. 10.SM%NE%, SELNEY 80 acres
R T. 4 N., R. 24 E.
Pk B. Sec. 17 EuNEY, NELSEY 120 acres
8. Sec. 20 SWuNEYL 40 acres L
C. Sec. 6 Wil 160 acres
C. Sec. 7 SWi4SE4% 40 acres
C. Sec. 18 WNWk4 80 acres
B. T. 4 N., R. 25 E. _ _;
Sec. 27 NW%, N&SWi;, SWHLSWYL 280 acres i
B. T.4N.,R. 26E.
Sec. 35 ELSW4 80 acres !
B. T.5N., R, 26 E.
Sec. 6 WNEY%, NELNWY, N:SE% 200 acres
C. T. 6 N., R. 24 E ;
Sec. 3 WiWiWLSEY 20 acres .
B. T. 6 N., R. 25 E
Sec. 1 NLNEY4 80 acres
B. T. 6 N., R. 26 E.
Sec. 33 SE4SE% 40 acres

C - Custer County

B - Butte County

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

Klingenberg 8/82

tInstructions on reverse)

Form 1600-21 (April 1975) °
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INSTRUCTIONS

Prepare a separate form for each Activity Recommendation.

Code each recommendation to the specific objective for which
it was prepared; i.e., Wildlife objective 1, Recommendation 3
would be W/L 1.3; Lands objective 4, Recommendation 2.
would be L 4.2 etc.

Entries are made as described in BLM Manual Sections 1608.3
and 1608.4. See BLM Manual section 1608, Illustration 2
for a sample format of the headings and additionalinstructions.
Use additional sheets for each recommendation as necessary.
File récommendation sheets behind the sheet for the objective

they are supporting (Form 1600-20) Management Framework
Plan — Step 1 in the MFP narrative.

GPO 836 -084



C - Custer County

B - Butte County

P
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Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Big Lost
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity
Lands L-4
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION—ANALYSIS—DECISION Step 1 Step 3
- Butte County and Custer County
B, T. 2N.,R. 24E 40 acres
Sec. 3 NWLSWi4
B. T. 3 N., R. 24 E.
Sec. 9 SWiSWi, SWLSEX 80 acres
Sec. 27 NERNEX% 40 acres
B. T. 3 N., R. 25 E.
Sec. 4 SE%SWi, SiSE% 120 acres
Sec. 15 NuNW 80 acres
Sec. 29 N4SWX% 80 acres
Sec. 30 NisSW 80 acres
Sec. 31 SW4NE%, NELSWL, NW4%SE% 120 acres
B. T.3N., R 26E., -
— Sec. 10 %waNE%, SE4NEY 80 acres
Bl . . e -(»l"_.-"'
T. 4 N., R 24 E. S ’7'ur¢3.f’(@,,:
o LB, Sec. 17 ENEk, NEXSEL 120 acres ~/S/kfi3 ¥ /3= (0
R L—B. Sec. 20 SWaNEX 40 acres ‘¢ M
b + C. Sec. 6 Wihk 160 acres ) ,
/ L~ C. Sec. 7 SW4SEY4 40 acres -Alse. ioy /ﬂié’sljiﬁfkg
C. Sec. 18 W4Wy 80 acres st RO
B. T. 4 N., R. 25 E.
Sec. 27 NWk, N2SWi, SWHLSWYL 280 acres
B. T. 4 N., R, 26 E.
Sec. 35 ELSW4 80 acres
B. T. 5 N., R. 26 E.
Sec. 6 WhNEL, NEYNW, N3sSER 200 acres
\ . T. 6 N., R, 24 E. A '
- Sec. 3 W« SEY 20 acres Setl 12/C/83
B. T. 6 N., R. 25 E. '
Sec. 1 NBNE4 80 acres
B. T. 6 N., R. 26 E.
Sec. 33 SE4SE% 40 acres

Klingenberg 8/82

tlustructions on reverse)

Form 1600—21 (April 167 3)
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UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Big Besewt LAHST
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Aciivity

Lands L-5

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN
* RECOMMENDATION—ANALYSIS—-DECISION

Overlay Reference

Step 1

Step 3

Decision

Legalize those unauthorized rights-of-way facilities where the impact
of such facilities does not impose unacceptable consequences to other
resource uses and values.

Analysis

An applicant filing for an unauthorized right-of-way that existed on S
public land prior to October 21, 1976 is not required to reimburse the AL
United States for the processing monitoring or rental fees for the period FECNE
of unauthorized use if they file prior to July 31, 1984. By encouraging
counties to legalize unauthorized roads as well as other users of unauthor-
jzed R/W's to file, they would be protected should the public lands leave
federal ownership.

This would also provide rental to the United States for most of the right-
of-ways which were unauthorized in the past. (Except State or Tocal gov-
ernment where R/W's serve the general public).

G,/LU‘/«—? At 4.«40-—-'17; 52«?’\144&#7“# WMH )

Wore rodets Legalis ot by 1))

Optisn z?( e da ol ot Tl vl by Dt e ;ﬁl—-ﬂb""v o v Laa
b i g ol - T IV RIVE D 19995 J-1999 7
B 2> 9‘4;uaALJ A I B

5 St Lot ZoaTLs

3

N

Klingenberg 8/82

Form 1600—21 (April 1975)

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

tInstructions on reverse)

— - 5




4

INSTRUCTIONS

Prepare a separate form for each Activity Recommendation.

Code each recommendation to the specific objective for which
it was prepared; i.e., Wildlife objective 1, Recommendation 3
would be W/L 1.3; Lands objective 4, Recommendation 2
would be L 4.2 etc.

Entries are made as described in BLM Manual Sections-1608.3
and 1608.4. See BLM Manual section 1608, Illustration 2
for a sample format of the headings and additional instructions.
Use additional sheets for each recommendation as necessary.
File recommendation sheets behind the sheet for the objective

they are supporting (Form 1600-20) Management Framework
Plan — Step 1 in the MFP narrative.

GPO 836-084
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UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR _ Big Lost
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity
Lands [-6
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference 46A
RECOMMENDATION—ANALYSIS—DECISION Step 1 Step3 ,46B
Decision

Retain in federal ownership all critical antelope, elk, mule deer, and
sage grouse ranges as shown on wildlife overlays 1 and 2. Retain .in
federal ownership all riparian areas and permanent water sources unless .
disposal would not violate Executive Orders 11988 (Flood Plan Management)
and 11990 (Protection of Wetlands) as interpreted in IM 83-602 (Wetland
Flood Plain, and Endangered Species Consideration in Planning for Land
Disposal Actions).

Analysis

Critical ranges and permanent water sources and riparian areas should be
retained to ensure habitat requirements are maintained. Isolated tracts
west of Arco are of particular concern due to antelope, deer and sage .

grouse values associated with this area and the extensive farming occur-
ring there. Asset management lands disposal may conflict with wildlife

habitat management. E

e

N '
< . . 3
(7

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed MCCﬁY‘ty 9/82
tinxtructions on reverse) ) ’ Form 1600-21 (April 1975)
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INSTRUCTIONS

Prepare a separate form for each Activity Recommendation.

Code each recommendation to the specific objective for which
it was prepared; i.e., Wildlife objective 1, Recommendation 3
would be W/L 1.3; Lands objective 4, Recommendation 2
would be L 4.2 etc.

Entries are made as described in BLM Manual Sections 1608.3
and 1608.4. See BLM Manual section 1608, Illustration 2
for a sample format of the headings and additional instructions.
Use additional sheets for each recommendation as necessary.
File récommendation sheets behind the sheet for the objective

they are supporting (Form 1600-20) Management Framework
Plan — Step 1 in the MFP narrative. .

GPO 836-084



s



UNITED STATES Name (MFP)

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Big Lost
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity
Minerals

' MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN ~ STEP 1 Objective Number
ACTIVITY OBJECTIVES 1

OBJECTIVES

Make energy minerals (geothermal resources, oil, gas) locatable minerals
(silver-lead-zinc ores, agate, 1ime) and mineral materials (sand, gravel,
cinders, riprap, building stone) available for use on a managed and con-
trolled basis consistant with national energy policies and public demand.

Allow the identification, quantification and quality determination of sub-
economic and undiscovered mineral resources.

RATIONALE

Our national welfare depends on an uninterrupted supply of mineral commo-
dities. Increased dependence on foreign mineral sources due to current
declines in the domestic supply of some locatable minerals places this

welfare in jeopardy. Increasing demands and improved exploration techni-

"3') ques have generated interest in areas previously considered low in mineral
' value. Therefore, energy development on public lands is the BLMs highest
priority. '

Maintenance and construction of State, County and other roads that pro-
vide access throughout the area requires the availability of mineral
materials. These materials are also found on BLM administered public
land and are in demand by the public and other agencies.

Carroll 8/82

(Instructions on reverse) ’ Form 1600—20 (Aoril 1975)




INSTRUCTIONS
Prepare a separate form for each Activity Objective.

Under a heading ‘‘Objective,” enter a concise quantified
statement of the specific activity objective.

Under a heading ‘“Rationale,’’ enter a detailed statement fully
covering all the reasons necessary to justify the proposed
action in the objective. Also describe all anticipated positive
and negative impacts. (See BLM Manual section 1608 for
additional instructions)

GPO 846 ~ 1837



UNITED STATES Name (MFP) ' |
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR : Big Lost |
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT | Activity

: 1 Minerals M-1
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN , Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION—-ANALYSIS~DECISION Step1 M-1  step3 M-1

DECISION

The federal mineral estate now open to mining claim location will remain open _.
to exploration and mining under the U.S. Mining Laws.

ANALYSIS

Deposits of silver-lead-zinc ores, agates and 1ime occur throughout much of the
planning unit. Subeconomic silver-lead-zinc ore (M-1) and .agate (M-2) deposits
identified on the Minerals MFP overlay are of particular importance. Over $8
million worth of gold, silver, lead, zinc and ores was mined from the Lava Creek
Mining District from 1883 to 1948. Although there has been no significant pro-
duction from the mining district since the 1950s, active prospecting (mostly
within the M-1 and M-2 areas) continues to this time.

Of the 20 locatable minerals identified in the URA, 16 are considered "critical
and strategic" minerals of compélling domestic importance by the U.S. .Geological
Survey and Bureau of Mines. The annual rate of increase in demand for these
minerals is expected to be from 1% to 3% through 1990.

Protection of wilderness and other resource values is provided by the 43 CFR
3802 and 3809 mining claim surface management regulations.

v Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed Carroll 8/82

thnstruction:
ustructions on reverse) Form 1600-21 (April 1975)



INSTRUCTIONS

Prepare a separate form for each Activity Recommendation.

Code each recommendation to the specific objective for which
it was prepared; i.e., Wildlife objective 1, Recommendation 3
would be W/L 1.3; Lands objective 4, Recommendation 2
would be L 4.2 etc.

Entries are made as described in BLM Manual Sections 1608.3
and 1608.4. See BLM Manual section 1608, Illustration 2
for a sample format of the headings and additional instructions.
Use additional sheets for each recommendation as necessary.
File récommendation sheets behind the sheet for the objective

they are supporting (Form 1600-20) Management Framework
Plan — Step 1 in the MFP narrative.

GPO 836-084



UNITED STATES . Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Big Lost
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity
Minerals M-2
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference 45 A, 2
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION ) Step 1 Step 3. [:4-]_

Decision

A1l federal mineral estate presently open will remain open to exp]orat1on
and development of leasable minerals under the appropriate laws.

On public demand, lease oil, gas and geothermal resources from open public
Tands and non-federal lands with federally reserved mineral rights. Approve
notices of intent and plans of operations for the exploration and develop-
ment of oil, gas and geothermal resources.. _

~A11 leases, plans and applications for permit to drill (APD) will contain
stipulations that restrict surface operations, as necessary, to protect:

a) seasonal wildlife values

Sagegrouse Strutting and Nesting 02/01 - 06/15
Deer and Elk Fawning and Calving 05/15 - 07/15
Deer, Ek1l, Antelope Winter Ranges 12/01 - 04/01.

b) Tive waters,
e c) wilderness study areas
"») d) Provide protective stipulations to protect soils designated with
high erosion potential. These are listed in URA-3, Section 2, C-3.
e) Prohibit surface disturbance on slopes greater than 25 percent without
providing erosion control. . o

RS

Analysis

Due to the area's proximity to the Overthrust Belt 0il1 and Gas province, the
U. S. Geological Survey has classified it as potentially valuable for petro-
Teum. The planning unit shows patterns of faulting and folding similar to
that within the Idaho portion of the Overthrust Belt about 80 miles to the
ESE. Over 60 percent of the open public 0il and gas estate within the unit
has been leased or is under lease application.

¢
i
§
§
h

Beneath the lava flows of the Snake River Plain in the southern portion of R
the planning unit is a hot-water dominated geothermal reservoir. The USGS S
has classified this area as potentially valuable for geothermal resources.
Calculated subsurface temperatures are from 54 to 1060C. Seventeen thou-
sand acres of geothermal estate within the unit are under lease application.

* Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed Carroll 8/82 i

thistruction:
ruciions on reverse) ] Form 1600—21 (April 1975)
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INSTRUCTIONS

Prepare a separate form for each Activity Recommendation.

Code each recommendation to the specific objective for which
it was prepared; i.e., Wildlife objective 1, Recommendation 3
would be W/L 1.3; Lands objective 4, Recommendation 2

-would be L 4.2 etc.

Entries are made as described in BLM Manual Sections 1608.3
and 1608.4. See BLM Manual section 1608, Illustration 2
for a sample format of the headings and additional instructions.

Use additional sheets for each recommendation as necessary.
File récommendation sheets behind the sheet for the objective

they are supporting (Form 1600-20) Management Framework
Plan — Step 1 in the MFP narrative.

GPO 836-084



UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Bi g Lost
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

-Activity
Minerals M-2
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
" RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION Step 1 M-1 Step3 M-1

Analysis (cont.)

The United States is dependent on foreign sources for a third of its oil
supplies. Although domestic demand for oil and natural gas is not expected
to increase through 1990, dependency on foreign sources of oil is expected

to stay between 30 and 40 percent. The annual rate of increase in the demand
expected for electrical energy through 1990 is 3-4 percent.

A reasonable balance between the development of energy minerals on the pub-
lic lands and the protection of other resource values can be obtained.

Soils identified in URA-3, Sec. 2, C-3 are prone to heavy soil losses and
deep gullying. Surface disturbances can greatly accelerate these Tosses He
when cover is removed. ‘ O

High slope areas have an exceptionally high erosion potential and should
be avoided.

No restriction on exploration activities is necessary along existing roads.
G Exploration activities would create no greater disturbance to wildiife than
Y) incidental vehicle travel. Occupancy of areas currently without roads would
A cause disturbance and displacement of animals during critical periods in
their 1ife cycle. ‘

Leasable minerals (oil and gas, geothermal) development potential is low in
the Big Lost Unit. Due to the di§persed nature of exploration and the need

to stay on roads with testing equipment little adverse impact on wildlife
is expected.

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed Carroll 8/82

tlustructions on reverse)

£ KRR RS RK B S P LTRSS A AN e 1

Form 1600—-21 (April 1975)
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INSTRUCTIONS

Prepare a separate form for each Activity Recommendation.

Code each recommendation to the specific objective for which
it was prepared; i.e:, Wildlife objective 1, Recommendation 3
would be W/L 1.3; Lands objective’ 4, Recommendation 2
would be L 4.2 etc.

Entries are made as described in BLM Manual Sections 1608.3
and 1608.4. See BLM Manual section 1608, Illustration 2
for a sample format of the headings and additional instructions.
Use additional sheets for each recommendation as necessary.
File réecommendation sheets behind the sheet for the objective

they are supporting (Form 1600-20) Management Framework
Plan — Step 1 in the MFP narrative.

GPO 836-084



UNITED STATES : | Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Big Lost
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity
Minerals M-3
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
' RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS—DECISION Step1 M-1 Step3 M-1
Decision

Open federal mineral estate will remain open to the exploration and devel-
opment of salable minerals under the appropriate laws.

New material sites will be established as necessary to meet public demand.
Approve free use permits and conduct sales at newly or previously estab-
Tished sites. Provide for use of mineral materials in support of BLM

projects.

No mineral materials extraction is permitted within wilderness study areas
being considered for inclusion in the national wilderness system. Mining
of materials at new or existing sites will be allowed except where the
impact of such material removal would have unacceptable consequences to
other resource uses and values.

Analysis

. Mineral materials occur throughout the planning unit, but particularly
EVﬁ within the sand and gravel (M-3), volcanic cinders (M-4) and riprap (M=5)
areas identified on the Minerals MFP overlay. The annual demand for sand,
gravel and cinders is 10,000 to 30,000 cubic yards while that for riprap
may exceed 500 tons. An estimated $300,000 worth of mineral materials have

been mined so far.

Material sites involve small parcels of land and do not usually interfere
with other land uses. Other resource values will be protected according

to FLPMA and NEPA provisions.

i

" Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed Carroll 8/82
tlnstructions on reverse) F 1600—-21 (April 1975)
orm 1600— pri
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INSTRUCTIONS

Prepare a separate form for each Activity Recommendation.

Code each recommendation to the specific objective for which
it was prepared; i.e., Wildlife objective 1, Recommendation 3
would be W/L 1.3; Lands objective 4, Recommendation 2
would be L 4.2 etc.

Entries are made as described in BLM Manual Sections 1608.3
and 1608.4. See BLM Manual section 1608, Illustration 2
for a sample format of the headings and additional instructions.
Use additional sheets for each recommendation as necessary.
File recommendation sheets behind the sheet for the objective

they are supporting (Form 1600-20) Maragement Framework
Plan — Step 1 in the MFP narrative.

GPOQ 836 - 084
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UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Big Lost
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity
' Forestry
" MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN - STEP 1 Objective Number
ACTIVITY OBJECTIVES 1

Objectives
1. Manage the productive forest land to achieve, and maintain a vigorous,///
healthy condition of the forest stands.

2. Implement intensive forest management practices as economics dictate?
These intensive practices include timber harvest.

3. Manage the productive forest land, and in some situations non-productive/
forest lands, to meet local market demands for a wide variety of forest
products. These products include posts, poles, mine props, house logs,
firewood, hobby wood, and saw timber.

4. Manage the forest land within the planning unit to support, and comp]ef

ment other resource activities, such as wildlife habitat manipulation,
watershed, windbreaks, or recreation site enhancement.

Rationale

-+ The planning unit supports forest land base of about 9,436 acres. Of this,
1,751 acres containing some 4.0 MMBF of timber is considered productive and
can be intensively managed for timber production. Of this 1,751 acres, 1,386
acres are classified as problem sites including problem reforestation areas,
fragile sites and adverse location.

Appendicitis Hill wilderness study area contains about 2,100 acres of forested
land and is the only forest set aside acres (not available for sale of forest
products) in the planning unit.

i

S

- Jensen 12/83

(Instructions on reverse) Form 1600-20 (Aoril 1975)
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INSTRUCTIONS
Prepare a separate form for each Activity Objective.

Under a heading ‘‘Objective,” enter a concise quantified
statement of the specific activity objective.

Under a heading ‘‘Rationale,’’ enter a detailed statement fully
covering all the reasons necessary to justify the proposed
action in the objective. Also describe all anticipated positive
and negative impacts. (See BLM Manual section 1608 for
additional instructions)

GPO 845 - 187



UNITED STATES Name (MFP) i

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Bi g Lost ‘
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity
Forestry F-1
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION—-ANALYSIS-DECISION Step 1 Step 3

Decision

Manage 1,751 acres of productive timber land for intensive timber- product1on
Potent1a1 for timber sale exist in; _ /49&,, nacv Sdecp Slpes

aa/r R o publie
1. Lava Creek T. 2 N., R. 24 E., Sec. 1 about ¢9(C(

ZOQ;yBF - Doug]as fir.
Wy g

/zf Cale Rock T. 3 N., R. 24 E., Sec. 20 about
250 MBF - Doui 1as f1
9. r. { 70/1’76/: é /74%/,;/ /@77 /»/

Analysis W@j W/ /Q@/

About 1,386 of this 1,751 acres are classified as problem sites with constraints
such as problem reforestation areas, fragile sites and adverse location. Other
resource conflicts may exist with these timber sales and will be identified

in field examination and environmental assessment prior to any sales. Over

80% of the inventoried timber is 100 years of age or older and of saw timber
size.

NoT‘(ﬂAﬁ
14

Both of these sales will require some form of easement acquisition. A thorough
analysis will be conducted during FY'84 to determine economic feasibility of
these two sales. If either one, or both, prove to be impractical, then this
decision will be modified or dropped.

The gross board foot volume for the planning unit suggest an annual allowable
cut of 30 to 40 MBF per year. A large percentage of the forest land is not
economically feasible to conduct timber harvest by conventional harvest tech-
niques. Appendicitis Hill, for example, has considerable acreage of mature and
over mature, and sometimes decadent timber, however, the relatively low volume
that could be harvested from these stands do not justify the expense of road
construction into these areas. The alternative of helicopter logging is not
economically feasible at the present time.

Both the Lava Creek and Cave Rock areas have the majority of the respective
stand timber in the older age classes, and the larger diameter classes. Access
into both areas appear to be reasonable. The volume proposed in both sales is
about 20-25% of the total gross volume in the stands, indicating that the trees
to be removed would be carefully selected to improve the overall health and
condition of the stands. An estimated 30-40 trees per acre would be removed.

Wildlife utilize the areas, primarily for cover. The proposed harvesting of
30-40 trees per acre should not affect this use significantly. The biggest
impact would probably come from work roads put into the area to harvest the
| timber. These roads can be closed after harvest, and the season of harvest
" can be restricted to time periods that would least impact wildlife.

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed Jensen 12/83

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



L LR RS

INSTRUCTIONS

Prepare a separate form for each Activity Recommendation.

Code each recommendation to the specific objective for which
it was prepared; i.e., Wildlife objective 1, Recommendation 3
would be W/L 1.3; Lands objective 4, Recommendation 2
would be L 4.2 etc.

Entries are made as described in BLM Manual Sections 1608.3 -

and 1608.4. See BLM Manual section 1608, Illustration 2
for a sample format of theheadings and additional instructions.

Use additional sheets for each recommendation as necessary.
File recommendation sheets behind the sheet for the objective

they are supporting (Form 1600-20) Maragemen: Framework
Plan — Step 1 in the MF P narrative.

GPO 836-~084



UNITED STATES Name (MFP) . |
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR ' Big Lost ‘
- BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity
Forestry F-1 (cont)
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION Step 1 Step 3

ANALYSIS (cont)

The Tocal economy is not dependent upon saw timber from BLM lands, because no
sales have been established in the past. The proposed volume would not create
any such dependence. The Tocal economy could be stimulated siightly. Adjacent
private landowners would be impacted slightly.

{
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Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed : Green 8/82

tlustructions on reverse) Form 1600—21 (April 1975)
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INSTRUCTIONS

Prepare a separate form for each Activity Recommendation.

Code each recommendation to the specific objective for which
it was prepared; i.e., Wildlife objective 1, Recommendation 3
would be W/L 1.3; Lands objective 4, Recommendation 2
would be L 4.2 etc. :

Entries are made as described in BLM Manual Sections  1608.3
and 1608.4. See BLM Manual section 1608, Illustration 2
for a sample format of the headings and additional instructions.
Use additional sheets for each recommendation as necessary.
File récommendation sheets behind the sheet for the objective

they are supporting (Form 1600-20) Management Framework
Plan — Step 1 in the MFP narrative.

GPO 836084



UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Big Lost
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

Activity
Forestry F-2
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION Step 1 Step 3

Decision

Establish commercial thinning projects, encompassing about 400-600 acres, in
the following locations: (This is within the 1,751 acres of productive timber
land in the planning unit.)

1) Timbered Dome - T. 3 N., R. 24 E., Section 1 e
_ ‘ 5/01/;
2) Appendicitis Hi1l - T. 5 N., R. 25 E., Section 32, 33.

\_;119 YfloqmjﬁlA\ 2 éﬁ%Af A ozl ’igz;lfa /éL{g7ﬁ*&9
Analysis Cowld hed—he hacwsted oY/ <£Efég W Ar

A thorough analysis on either project will be required prior to establishment.
This analysis will need to review the current market condition for this type of
material, as well as the economic feasibility of either thinning project. If
either one, or both, prove to be impractical, then this decision will be modified
or dropped.

. Very 1ittle regeneration, or other vegetation, exists under these two stands due -~

J°) to heavy ground litter accumulation and a closed tree canopy. Thinning the trees

- out, removing an estimated 25% (or 150 trees/acre) of the individual trees within
the stands, would open up the stand and stir up the ground litter at the same time.
This process will allow vegetation, and natural regeneration, to become established
underneath the stands.

Big game herds utilize both stand locations for shelter and cover. The proposed
decision of removing about 25% of the existing trees should not have significant g
impact on this use. Forage value for wildlife should be increased with the opening |
up of the stand.

Watershed values would be impacted somewhat, by increased sed1ment caused by
increased traffic on roads into the areas.

The Tocal economy is not dependent upon the product that could be derived from
the proposed thinning projects. The proposed projects are not sufficient enough
in scale to create such a dependence. The local economy could be stimulated
sTightly. ~ e

The Appendicitis Hi11 site is within the Appendicitis Hi11 Wilderness Study
Area, This decision is pending final determination of wilderness designation :
by Congress. . !

S

i ) . ]
) ;

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed ' B. Jensen 12/83 : §

tlnstructions on reverse) Form 1600-21 (April 1975)
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INSTRUCTIONS

Prepare a separate form for each Activity Recommendation.

. Code each recommendation to the specific objective for which

it was prepared; i.e., Wildlife objective 1, Recommendation 3
would be W/L 1.3; Lands objective 4, Recommendation 2
would be L 4.2 etc.

Entries are made as described in BLM Manual Sections 1608.3
and 1608.4. See BLM Manual section 1608, Illustration 2
for a sample format of theheadings and additionalinstructions.

. Use additional sheets for each recommendation as necessary.

. File récommendation sheets behind the sheet for the objective

they are supporting (Form 1600-20) Management Framework
Plan — Step 1 in the MFP narrative. .

GPO 836-084



UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Bi g Lost
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity

Forestry F-3.
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION Step 1 Step 3

Decision

Manage 5,585 acres of woodland and 1,751 acres of productive forest land to
provide a variety of forest products to meet Tocal market demand and to com-
pliment wildlife habitat needs.

Forest products supplied to local markets include materials such as firewood,
post and poles, mine props and hobby work material.

Analysis

Small localized markets exist for a wide variety of products from all species
of trees that exist within the planning unit. This demand could be channelled
to utilize wood material that would ordinarily be left in place. This demand
could also be used to achieve habitat manipulation for wildlife where such
actions are desirable.

o o b dicd

i
{
?
E
]

o a T TR SRS NG AT 7 &

" Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed BJensen 12/83
thhstructions on reverse) ) Form 1600—21 (April 1975)
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INSTRUCTIONS

Prepare a separate form for each Activity Recommendation.

Code each recommendation to the specific objective for which
it was prepared; i.e., Wildlife objective 1, Recommendation 3
would be W/L 1.3; Lands objective 4, Recommendation 2
would be L 4.2 etc.

Entries are made as described in BLM Manual Sections-1608.3
and 1608.4. See BLM Manual section 1608, Illustration 2
for a sample format of theheadings and additional instructions.
Use additional sheets for each recommendation as necessary.
File recommendation sheets behind the sheet for the objective

they are supporting (Form 1600-20) Management Framework
Plan — Step 1 in the MFP narrative.

GPO 836-084



UNITED STATES Name (MFP) » i

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR i Lot
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT pyermen
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN rEorestry F-1

' RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS~-DECISION Step 1 Step 3

Decision

Manage 2,100 acres of forested Tand in the Appendicitis Hill Wilderness ;
Study Area as set aside acreage pending final decision on WSA status of §

the area. | 5 /: 7

Analysis

Appendicitis Hill WSA has been recommended not suitable for wilderness
designation in the Big Lost/Pahsimeroi wilderness environmental impact
statement. If accepted this would restore the area to full multiple use

management.

{
i
i
§
;
;
¢
;

The BLM Interim Management Policy for WSAs and Forest Land Policy ID-84-65 A
November 29, 1983, and IM-84-93 November 8, 1983 give conflicting guidance. RO

Since demand for forest products is low in the Appendicitis Hill area and
guidance is unclear, the area will be managed under the Interim Management

Policy for WSAs until direction is defined by Congress or the Bureau.

v
\
s
L

e

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed - B Jensen 12/83
L

AR TR A D AT AL

tlusiructions on reverse)
. Form 1600—21 (April 1975)



INSTRUCTIONS

Prepare a separate form for each Activity Recommendation.

Code each recommendation to the specific objective for which
it was prepared; i.e., Wildlife objective 1, Recommendation 3
would be W/L 1.3; Lands objective 4, Recommendation 2
would be L 4.2 etc. -

Entries are made as described in BLM Manual Sections 1608.3
and 1608.4. See BLM Manual section 1608, Illustration 2
for a sample format of the headings and additional instructions.
Use additional sheets for each recommendation as necessary.
File recommendation sheets behind the sheet for the objective

they are supporting (Form 1600-20) Management Framework
Plan — Step 1 in the MFP narrative.

GPO 836 -~084
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Allotment Acres Season Livestock Percent Preference 5-year
Name Federal Private State Total of use Class Public Land AUMs AUMs
Alder Creek 6322 576 580 7378 05/11-06/15 c 87 501 493
Elbow ’ 7129 359 0 7488 05/01-05/15 c 100 330 459
Beaverland Pass 7168 61 651 7880 05/01-09/30 S,C 100 1024 321
Arco Peak 6935 677 0 7612 04/16-07/31 C 100 257 81
King Spring 3960 36 0 3996 06/16-10/31 - C 100 460 426
Serviceberry 4576 286 37 . 4899 06/16-10/31 c 100 382 382
_Deadman 56051 150 2502 58703 ..04/01-06/15,10/16-12/15 o 100 2550 2049
Blizzard Mountain 2052 "~ 75 157 2284 06/16-10/15 C 160 540 234
Dry Fork 4116 0 640 4756 07/01-11/15 c 15 640 639
Judd Brown Canyon 4048 598 315 4961 05/01-06/30,10/11-11/30 C 3390 540 529
N, Lava Creek 11642 1080 643 13365 - 05/20-09/30,09/01-11/30 S,C 2578 817 359
Crawford Canyon 212 56 0 268 05/10-05/17 c 100 35 31
Marsh Canyon 1289 100 0 1389 05/18-06/15 c '100 139 111
Waddoups Canyon 14047 404 348 14799 05/01-11/15 C 100 1384 1223 .
Earl Smith 2409 22 g 2431 05/01-09/30 C 100 426 307
Sheep Mountain 6066 17 0. 6083 05/01-11/15 C 75100 720 705
Leslie Butte 1141 116 0 1257 05/10-07/19 c 100 142 159
Beck Canyon 1852 677 0 2529 05/01-10/15 o 35 175 175
Newman Canyon 3699 50 4 3753 05/10-11/20 C 100 428 394
Sorenson 1148 826 0 1974 05/20-10/19 c 100 152 150
Harger Poing 3008 122 0 3130 05/01-05/31,11/01-11/30 C 100 320 272
Dry Canyon 80 400 0 480 06/01-06/30 o 14 23 22
Mahogany 3861 160 296 4317 05/01-06/30 C 100 300 180
McGee-Berry Canyon 4366 84 0 4450 05/12-10/11 H,C 100 \\ 442, 353
Hammond Canyon 2675 1353 0 4028 05/01-10/30 c 50 . .205 206
Techick Canyon 2723 876 0 3599 07/16-09/15 c 62 139 112
Latham Hollow 4777 356 732 5865 05/01-06/30 o 100 665 651
Champagne Creek 1812 349 0 - 2161 + 05/07-08/08 o 100 205 204
Chicken Creek 5530 4949 37 10516 05/01-09/30_ C 352 585 465
90,100
Trail Creek 4598 328 314 5240 05/01-11/31 H,C 5088 400 384
Goodman Canyon 1411 587 0 1998 05/01-09/30 . c 43 129 122
Appendicitis Hill 5214 294 344 5852 06/01-09/30 c 100 360 360
Aikele 1871 377 0 2248 05/15-08/05 C 82100 : 120 100
George 972 841 0 1813 05/01-10/31 C ~--50 94 . 37
Nickles 603 726 -0 1329 " 07/01-08/31 c 10 10 10
Bliss 940 2856 281 4077 05/01-12/15 C. . 20 118 119
Stoddard Creek 877 55 0 932 05/01-06/30 c 1225 86 86
50
Era Flat 907 463 0 1370 05/01-11/30 H 15 55 10
Rocky Canyon 597 17 0 614 05/01-07/15 [ 100 300 144
Martin Pasture 1658 656 0 2314 10/16-11/30 C 48 97 39
Ramshorn 4240 73 2} 4313 5/01-06/30,10/15-11/1C c 70100 974 943
Huggins 686 120 0 806 05/01-08/25 C 100 58 58
TOTALS 199268 22208 7881 229257 17327 14104

PPESENT SITUATION

* The Deadman allotment is located in the Big Desert Unit, )
but is used in conjunction with allotments in the Big Lost Unit.



UNITED STATES Name (MFP)

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Big Lost
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity
! Man RM-1
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION—~ANALYSIS~-DECISION Step 1 Step 3
DECISION g

Classify allotments into the maintain category in accordance with the
following criteria.

Maintain Category

The principle objective is to maintain or improve the existing situation.
The five criteria for management of an allotment in the maintain category
are the following:

Present range condition and trend are satisfactory.

Present management is satisfactory.

There are no, or very limited, land use conflicts.

The a]]otment has high or moderate resource production potent1a1
but has limited opportunity for econom1c return from improved
production.

5. More than 20 percent of the allotment is pub11c land.

200 N =
e« ¢ e »

Maintain Category Allotments

e
e

A 1003 Arco Peak : g
1004 - King Spring o
1009 Judd Brown Canyon j
1019 Sorensen
1022 Mahogany. S
1025 Techick Canyon - ].g
|
N
¢
%
.
|
;
Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed N)’] ander 9/82 g

tlnstructions on reverse) . ) Form 1600-21 (April 1975)



INSTRUCTIONS

Prepare a separate form for each Activity Recommendation.

Code each recommendation to the specific objective for which
it was prepared; i.e., Wildlife objecfive 1, Recommendation 3
would be W/L 1.3; Lands objective 4, Recommendation 2
would be L 4.2 etc.

Entries are made as described in BLM Manual Sections-1608.3
and 1608.4. See BLM Manual section 1608, Illustration 2
for a sample format of the headings and additional instructions.
Use additional sheets for each recommendation as necessary.
File recommendation sheets behind the sheet for the objective

they are supporting (Form 1600-20) Management Framework
Plan — Step 1 in the MFP narrative.

GPO 836 -084



UNITED STATES . Name (MFP)

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Big Lost
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity
Range Management

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN — STEP 1 Objective Nambor
ACTIVITY OBJECTIVES 1

Rationale (continued)

Riparian areas provide habitat for many wildlife species. They are also
concentration areas for livestock which can result in damage to the vegeta-
tion under unmanaged conditions.

If fencing is required 1ivestock water should be provided through installa-
tion of water gaps in the fence or by trough.

Nylander 8/82

(Instructions on reverse) Form ‘T600-20 (April 1975)
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INSTRUCTIONS

1. Prepare a separate form for each Activity Objective.

2. Under a heading ‘‘Objective,” enter a concise quantified
statement of the specific activity objective.

3. Under a heading ‘‘Rationale,’’ enter a detailed statement fully
covering all the reasons necessary to justify the proposed
action in the objective. Also describe all anticipated positive
and negative impacts. (See BLM Manua! section 1608 for
additional instructions)

GPO 846 - 157



UNITED STATES " Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR iq Lost
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN — STEP 1 0522?‘?& xfn?bae?ement
: ACTIVITY OBJECTIVES 1

Objective

Maintain and or improve quantity and quality of the vegetative resource
through selective range management. This will be done by grouping Big

Lost grazing allotments into the selective management categories of
maintain, improve and custodial by using the management criteria identified
in URA 3 . 44 and managing the allotments according to the criteria.

The 1livestock grazing management program would be based on a "selective manage-
ment" approach. This approach is based upon a central concept that: -
(1) grazing allotments can be grouped into three resource management cate-
gories according to renewable resource, social, economic, and management cri-
teria; (2) the intensity of grazing management can be developed based on the
level of resource management needed for allotments within each category; and
(3) the grouping of grazing allotments between and within categories can es-
tablish a priority ranking for the investment of public funds and management
efforts.

Manage allotments to protect quality of water and vegetation in riparian
areas. Accomplish through grazing systems or fencing if needed.

Rationale

Instruction Memorandum No. 82-292 sets forth the new Grazing Management
Policy for BLM administered public lands. A selective management approach
will be used to assign management priorities among allotments or a group
of allotments within a planning unit. :

This selective management approach allows for the primary objective of
identifying those allotments where resource condition and conflicts warrant
immediate management action. All allotments would be managed; however, those
grouped in the improve category are those with a significant resodrce con-
flict or with the most immediate potential for increased vegetative pro-
ductivity and positive return on investments.

RN AR 8 i

Based on the selective management approach, <improve category allotments
would receive priority for intensive livestock grazing management. These
allotments would be the first to have grazing systems.developed and funds
expended for range improvements. Maintain category allotments would be
second in priority for intensive management, and range improvements for
custodial category allotments would be Tast.

T

The p1acemeﬁt of é]]otments into categories does not preclude them from
being moved from one category to another if management goals are achieved ; 3
or if resource conflicts develop which may require intensive management to :
rectify.

Nylander 8/82

(Instructions on reverse) Form 160020 (April 1975)




INSTRUCTIONS
Prepare a separate form for each Activity Objective;

Under a heading ‘‘Objective,”” enter a concise quantified
statement of the specific activity objective. :

Under a heading ‘“‘Rationale,’’ enter a detailed statement fully
covering all the reasons necessary to justify the proposed
action in the objective. Also describe all anticipated positive
and negative impacts. (See BLM Manual section 1608 for
additional instructions)

GPO 846 - 157



UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Big Lost
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity

. . Range RM-1
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION~-ANALYSIS-DECISION Step 1 Step 3

MAINTAIN RECOMMENDATION

Maintain the present level of forage production, range condition and trend
on the following allotments by establishing the following seasons and levels
of liwestock use and maintaining existing levels of mansgement. (See URA 3
.44, Table .44 A for information on present levels of livestock and season-
of-use.)

1003 Arco Peak

Deferred rotation grazing system.

4/16 - 10/15 season-of-use.

100%Z F.R. An Exchange-of-use will be considered for livestock use
on other non-federal land located within the allotment. .
Proposed stocking level is 303 AUMs. Based on evaluation of the
present range and watershed conditions, the allotment is capable

of sustaining the proposed stocking level of 303 AUMs.

If the present level of management is not maintained and/or improved
through consultation, coordination, and cooperation with the permittee
and monitoring indicates a deterioration of the allotment range and
watershed resources, stocking levels may be adjusted in the third
or fifth year after issuance of the initial grazing decision.

1004 King Spring

Seasonal grazing system.

6/16 ~ 10/31 season-of-use.

100% F.R. An Exchange of Use will be considered for livestock use
on other non-federal land located within the allotment.

Proposed stocking level is 460 AUMs. Based on evaluation of the
present range and watershed conditions, the allotment is capable

of sustaining the proposed stocking level of 460 AUMs.

If the present level of management is not maintained and/or improved
through consultation, coordination, and cooperation with the permittee
and monitoring indicates a deterioration of the allotment range and
watershed resources, stocking levels may be adjusted in the third

or fifth year after issuance of the initial grazing decision.

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed Nylander 9/82

tInstructions on reverse)

Form 1600—21 (April 1975)




UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
B DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR .
R , BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT AjztlifityL a8k
Range RM-1
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION—ANALYSIS—DECISION Step 1 Step 3

1009 Judd Brown Canyon

1. Seasonal grazing system.

2. 5/1 - 6/30 and 10/1 - 11/30 season-of-use.

3. 33% and 100% F.R. Part of the livestock use on the allotment
will be at 337 F.R., because of extensive use of hay fields in
the allotment is 90%. This will be adjusted to 100%Z F.R. An
Exchange—-of-Use will be considered for livestock use on other non-
federal lands located within the allotment, not to exceed 44 AUMs.

4. Proposed stocking level is 540 AUMs. Based on evaluation of the
present range and watershed conditions, the allotment is capable
of sustaining the proposed level of 540 AUMs.

5. If the present level of management is not maintained and/or im-
proved through consultation, coordination and cooperation with
the permittee and monitoring indicates a deterioration of the
allotment range and watershed resources, stocking levels may be
adjusted in the third or fifth year after issuance of the initial

grazing decision.

.',

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed Nvlander 9/82

tnstructions on reverse) :
Form 160021 (Aprii 1975)
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UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Big Lost
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity

Range RM-1
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION—ANALYSIS-DECISION Step 1 Step 3

1019 Sorensen

1. Seasonal grazing system. ;

2. 5/20 - 10/19 season-of-use.

3. 100% F.R. An Exchange-of-Use will be considered for livestock use
on other non-federal land located within the allotment.

4, Proposed stocking level is 152 AUMs. Based on evaluation of the
present range and watershed conditions, the allotment is capable
of sustaining the proposed stocking level of 152 AUMs.

5. If the present level of management is not maintained and/or improved
through consultation, coordination and cooperation with the permittee
and monitoring indicates a deterioration of the allotment range and
watershed resources, stocking levels may be adjusted in the third
or fifth year after issuance of the 'initial grazing decision.

=

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed Nylander 9/82

tlnstructions on reverse) Form 160021 (April 1975)
T Y



UNITED STATES | Name (MFP)

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Big Lost |
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT - [Activity |
_ Range RM-1
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION—-ANALYSIS-DECISION Step 1 Step 3

1022 Mahogany

1. Seasonal grazing system. ' A B |

2. 5/1 - 6/30 season~-of-use. - S

3. 100% F.R. An Exchange-of-Use will be considered for livestock T
use on other non-federal land located within the allotment.

4. Proposed stocking level is 300 AUMs. Based on evaluation of the
present range and watershed conditions, the allotment is capable
of sustaining the proposed stocking level of 300 AUMs.

5. If the present level of management is not maintained and/or
improved through consultation,; coordination, and cooperation with
the permittee and monitoring indicates a deterioration of the
allotment range and watershed reseurces, stocking levels may be
adjusted in the third or fifth year after issuance of the imitial
grazing decision.

e

S

}

)

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed Nylandér 9/82 ;
tnstructions on reverse) ) Form 1600-21 (April 1975) ;
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INSTRUCTIONS

Prepare a separate form for each Activity Recommendation.

Code each recommendation to the specific objective for which
it was prepared; i.e., Wildlife objective 1, Recommendation 3
would be W/L 1.3; Lands objective 4, Recommendation 2
would be L 4.2 etc.

Entries are made as described in BLM Manual Sections. 1608.3
and 1608.4. See BLM Manual section 1608, Illustration 2
for a sample format of theheadings and additional instructions.
Use additional sheets for each recommendation as necessary.
File récommendation sheets behind the sheet for the objective

they are supporting (Form 1600-20) Management Framework
Plan — Step 1 in the MFP narrative.

GPO 836 -084
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UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Big Lost
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity
» Range RM-1
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN | Overlay Reference
ECOMMENDATION~ANALYSIS-DECISION Step 1 Step 3

© 1025 Techick Canyon

o

2+7/16 - 9/15 season-of-use. [:ceavse wn//4eoﬂarn ER.

Seasonal grazing system. 43/ v

3. =100%F.R. The present 62% F.R. srili=be-adjusted-te-t80%. An

ivote: Attach additional

Exchange-of-Use will be considered for livestock use on other
non-federal land located within the allotment not to exceed

85 AUMs.

Proposed stocking level is 159 AUMs. Based on evaluation of the
allotment, the present range and watershed resources are in good
condition and the allotment is capable of sustaining the proposed
stocking level of 159 AUMs, This is an increase of 20 AUMs over
the present active preference of 139 AUMs.

If the present level of management is not maintained and/or
improved through consultation, coordination, and cooperation
with the permittee and monitoring indicates a deterioration of
the allotment range and watershed resources, stocking levels

may be adjusted in the third or fifth year after issuance of

the initial grazing decision.

sheets, if needed Nylander 9/82

tinstructions on reverse)

Form 1600-21 (April 1975)
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INSTRUCTIONS

Prepare a separate form for each Activity Recommendation.

. Code each recommendation to the specific objective for which

it was prepared; i.e., Wildlife objective 1, Recommendation 3
would be W/L 1.3; Lands objective 4, Recommendation 2
would be L 4.2 etc.

. Entries are made as described in BLM Manual Sections 1608.3

and 1608.4. See BLM Manua! section 1608, Illustration 2
for a sample format of the headings and additional instructions.

. Use additional sheets for each recommendation as necessary.

File recommendation sheets behind the sheet for the objective
they are supporting (Form 1600~20) Management Framework
Plan — Step 1 in the MFP narrative.

GPO 836-084




UNITED STATES

Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Big Lost _
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity '
Range RM-1 -
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION—-ANALYSIS-DECISION Step 1 Step 3

Range improvement projects needed for improving the present level of livestock
management in the maintain category allotments.

'Project Description

Allot. No. Allotment Name Location
1004 King Spring Fence . . . .5 miles T. 4 N., R. 27 E.
Section 5
1019 Sorensen Spring development T. &4 N., R. 35 E.
' Section 33
1022 Mahogany Install trough on T. 4 N., R. 26 E.
pipeline from McGee- Section 6
Berry allotment.
1025 Techick Canyon Spring Development T. 4 N., R. 25 E.

Spring Development
pipeline . . . 3/4
mile.

Pond

Section 33
Section 31
Section 31
Section 32

A
i

-

INote: Attach additional sheets, if needed

Project Summary

Ponds 1 ea,

Springs 3 ea.

Pipelines .75 miles

Fence- .5 miles

Water - .- 1
troughs

Nylander 9/82

’ !ln.s'!mc‘livns on reverse)

Form 1600~21 (April 1975)
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INSTRUCTIONS

Prepare a separate form for each Activity Recommendation.

Code each recommendation to the specific objective for which
it was prepared; i.e., Wildlife objective 1, Recommendation 3
would be W/L 1.3; Lands objective 4, Recommendation 2
would be L 4.2 etc.

Entries are made as described in.B.M Manual Sections:1608.3
and 1608.4. See BLM Manual section 1608, Illustration 2
for a sample format of the headings "and additional instructions.

Use additional sheets for each recommendation as recessary.
File récommendation sheets behind the sheet for the objective

they are supporting (Form 1600-20) Maragement Framework
Plan — Step 1 in the MFP narrative.

© i GPD 8363 084



UNITED STATES Name (MFP) ‘
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR . S [ nct ?
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity :

Range RM-1
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION Step 1 Step 3

Analysis

Based on analysis of allotment specific data on hand and soil/vegetation
production inventory data collected on these allotments during the 1980
and 1981 field seasons, the present range condition and apparent trend is
satisfactory. In addition, present management is satisfactory and there
are no significant Tand use conflicts on the allotments. The allotments
have high or moderate resource production potential, however, there would
be Timited opportunity for any economic return from any projects designed
to improve production or range condition.

&
&
£

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed NY] ander 9/82 )
tinstructions on reverse) Form 1600-21 (April 1975)
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INSTRUCTIONS

Prepare a separate form for each Activity Recommendation.

Code each recommendation to the specific objective for which
it was prepared; i.e., Wildlife objective 1, Recommendation 3
would be W/L 1.3; Lands objective 4, Recommendation 2
would be L 4.2 etc.

Entries are made as described in BLM Manual Sections-1608.3
and 1608.4. See BLM Manual section 1608, Illustration 2
for a sample format of the headings and additional instructions.
Use additional sheets for each recommendation as necessary.
File récommendation sheets behind the sheet for the objective

they are supporting (Form 1600-20) Management Framework
Plan — Step 1 in the MFP narrative.

GPO 836-084



UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Big lost
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN ‘ Overlay Reference

* RECOMMENDATION—-ANALYSIS-DECISION Step 1 Step 3

Decision

Classify allotments into the custodial category in accordance with the |
following criteria. ' '

Custodial

Category

The principle objective is to protect existing resource values. There

are also

N =
e .

[S2 B~ N O]

Custodial

five criteria for management of an allotment in this category: I

Range condition and trend are not primary factors.

Present management is satisfactory or is the only logical practice
under existing conditions.

No serious resource conflicts exist.

Vegetation production is below potential, but improvement is
Timited by technical or economic factors. 3
Land ownership pattern is not a factor. .

Category Allotments

~ 1008

Dry- Fork 5”“2/

D

1021
1030
1032
1033
1035
1037

S

Dey—Canyon
Goodman Canyon
Aikele

George

Bliss

Era Flat

o AR
Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed DeVoe 9/82 q -k

“tnstructions on reverse)

Form 160021 (April 1975)
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INSTRUCTIONS

Prepare a separate form for each Activity Recommendation.

Code each recommendation to the specific objective for which
it was prepared; i.e., Wildlife objective 1, Recommendation 3
would be W/L 1.3; Lands objective 4, Recommendation 2
would be L 4.2 etc.

Entries are made as described in BLM Manual Sections 1608.3
and 1608.4. See BLM Manual section 1608, Jllustration 2
for a sample format of the headings and additional instructions.
Use additional sheets for each recommendation as necessary.
File réecommendation sheets behind the sheet for the objective

they are supporting (Form 1600-20) Maragement Framework
Plan — Step 1 in the MFP narrative.

GPO 836 -084



UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Big Lost
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity
_ ; Range RM-2
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN o Overlay Reference

'’ RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION Step 1 Step 3

CUSTODIAL RECOMMENDATION

Protect the existing level of forage production, range condition and trend on
the following allotments by establishing the following seasons and levels of
livestock use. Management of the allotments will be through a custodial man-
agement arrangement with the permittees. (See URA 3, .44 for information on
present levels of livestock and seasons-—of-use.)

wote: Attach additional sheets, if needed Nylander 9/82
tInxtructions on reverse) ) © Form 1600-21 (April 1975)
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INSTRUCTIONS

Prepare a separate form for each Activity Recommendation.

Code each recommendation to the specific objective for which
it was prepared; i.e., Wildlife objective 1, Recommendation 3
would be W/L 1.3; Lands objective 4, Recommendation 2
would be L 4.2 etc.

Entries are made as described in BLM Manual Sections 1608.3
and 1608.4. See BLM Manual section 1608, Illustration 2
for a sample format of the headings and additional instructions.
Use additional sheets for each recommendation as necessary.
File recommendation sheets behind the sheet for the objective

they are supporting (Form 1600-—20) Management Framework
Plan — Step 1 in the MFP narrative.

GPO 836-084



UNITED STATES Name (MFP) ;
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Big Lost o
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity
Range RM-2
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION—ANALYSIS-DECISION Step 1 Step 3
Analysis

Based on analysis of these allotments and inventory data collected on

them, present range condition and trend is not a primary factor for estab-
lishing other than custodial management. Present management is satisfactory
or is the only logical practice under existing management goals on these
allotments while protecting existing resource values. No serious resource
conflicts exist on these allotments that would preclude their being placed
under custodial management. Vegetation production may be below potential,
but improvement of allotment conditions is Timited by technical or economic
factors.

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed NY] ander 9/82
tInstruciions on reverse) Form 1600-21 (April 1975)
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INSTRUCTIONS

Prepare a separate form for each Activity Recommendation.

Code each recommendation to the specific objective for which
it was prepared; i.e., Wildlife objective 1, Recommendation 3
would be W/L 1.3; Lands objective 4, Recommendation 2
would be L 4.2 etc.

Entries are made as described in BLM Manual Sections-1608.3
and 1608.4. See BLM Manual section 1608, Illustration 2
for a sample format of the headings and additional instructions.
Use additional sheets for each recommendation as necessary.
File recommendation sheets behind the sheet for the objective

they are supporting (Form 1600-20) Management Framework
Plan — Step 1 in the MFP narrative.
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UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Big Lost
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity
Range - RM-2
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
" RECOMMENDATION—-ANALYSIS—DECISION Step 1 Step 3

1008 Dry Fork

Seasonal grazing system.

7/1 - 11/15 season-of-use.

15% F.R. ' 5

Proposed stocking level is 640 AUMs. Based on evaluation of

the present range and watershed conditions, the allotment is
~ capable of sustaining the proposed stocking level of 640 AUMs.
5. If the present level of management is not maintained through R
consultation, coordination, and cooperation with the permittee .
and monitoring indicates a deterioration of the allotment range S
and watershed resources, stocking levels may be adjusted in the L
third or fifth year after issuance of the initial grazing condition.

S wh—

1021 Dry Canyon

1. Cancel allotment.
2. Permittee no longer owns private land.
3. The 80 acresof public Tand is not used by livestock.

i
R

Attach additional sheets, if needed DeVoe 9/82

viustructions on reverse) Form 1600~21 (April 1975)
i b
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INSTRUCTIONS

Prepare a separate form for each Activity Recommendation.

Code each recommendation to the specific objective for which
it was prepared; i.e., Wildlife objective 1, Recommendation 3
would be W/L 1.3; Lands objective 4, Recommendation 2
would be L 4.2 etc.

Entries are made as described in BLM Manual Sections 1608.3
and 1608.4. See BLM Manual section 1608, Illustration 2
for a sample format of the headings and additional instructions.
Use additional sheets for each recommendation as necessary.
File recommendation sheets behind the sheet for the objective

they are supporting (Form 1600—20) Management Framework
Plan — Step 1 in the MFP narrative.

GPO 836-084



UNITED STATES Name (MFP)

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR : Big Lost
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity
Range RM-2
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION Step 1 Step 3

1030 Goodman Canyon

1. Seasonal-grazing system.

2. 5/1 - 9/30 season~of-use.

* 3. 100% F.R. The present federal range is 43 percent. This will be
adjusted to 100 percent F.R. An Exchange-of-Use will be considered
for livestock use on other non-federal lands located within the
allotment but not to exceed 171 AUMs.

4. Proposed stocking level is 129 AUMs. Based on evaluation of the
present range and watershed conditions, the allotment is capable -
of sustaining the proposed stocking level of 129 AUMs.

5. If the present level of management is not maintained through
consultation, coordination, and cooperation with the permittee and
monitoring indicates a deterioration of the allotment range and
watershed resources, stocking levels may be adjusted in the third
or fifth year after issuance of the initial grazing decision.

1032 Alkele

. Seasonal grazing system.

5/15 - 8/5 season-of-use.

3. 100%Z F.R. The present federal range is 827 and 100% for two per-
mittees. An Exchange-of-Use will be considered for livestock
use on the permittees property that is presently listed as 827% F.R.
because percent federal range will be adjusted to 100%. The Exchange-
of~Use will not exceed 46 AUMs. An Exchange-of-Use will also be
considered for livestock use on other non-federal land located within
the allotment.

4. Proposed stocking level is 120 AUMs. Based on evaluation of the
present range and watershed conditions, the allotment is capable
of sustaining the proposed stocking level of 120 AUMs..

5. 1If the present level of management is not maintained through

consultation, coordination, and cooperation with the permittee

and monitoring indicates a deterioration of the allotment range and

watershed resources, stocking levels may be adjusted in the

third or fifth year after issuance of the initial grazing decision.

N =
.

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed Nyvlander 9/82

tinstructions on reverse) _ ) Form 1600-21 (April 1975)
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UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR - Big Lost
| BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity
Range RM-2
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN ) Overlay Reference
" RECOMMENDATION—-ANALYSIS—DECISION Step 1 Step 3

1033 George

1. Seasonal grazing system.

2. 6/1 - 8/31 season-of-use.

3. 100% F.R. The present federal range is 60 percent. This will be
adjustad to 100 percent F.R. An Exchange-of-Use will be considered
for livestock use on other non-federal lands located within the
allotment but not to exceed 84 AUMs. 5

4. Proposed stocking level is 94 AUMs. Based on evaluation of the 4 |
present range and watershed conditions, the allotment is capable I
of sustaining the proposed stocking level of 94 AUMs. :

5. If the present level of mangement is not maintained -through con-
sultation, coordination, and cooperation with the permittee and
monitoring indicates a deterioration of the allotment range and
watershed resources, stocking levels may be adjusted in the third
or fifth year after issuance of the initial grazing decision.

1035 Bliss

. Seasonal grazing system.

5/1 - 12/15 season-of-use.

207% F.R.

Proposed stocking level is 118 AUMs. Based on evaluation of the
present range and watershed conditions, the allotment is capable of e
sustaining the proposed stocking level of 118 AUMs. IR
5. If the present level of management is not maintained and/or
improved through consultation, coordination, and cooperation with
the permittee and monitoring indicates a deterioration of the
allotment range and watershed resources, stocking levels may be
adjusted in the third or fifth year after issuance of the initial
grazing decision.

LN
P
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Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed Nvlander 9]82
tInstructions on reverse) . Form 1600-21 (April 1975)
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UNITED STATES Name (MF P)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Big Lost

BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity
Range RM-2

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference

RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION Step 1 Step 3

*1037 Era

Flat

Seasonal grazing system.

5/1 - 11/30 season-of-use.

100%Z F.R. The present federal range is 15 percent. This will be
adjusted to 100 percent F.R. An exchange-of-use will be considered
for livestock use on other non-federal lands located within the
allotment but not to exceed 312 AlUMs.

Proposed stocking level is 55 AUMs, Based on evaluation of the
present range and watershed conditions, the allotment is capable
of sustaining the proposed stocking level of 55 AUMs.

If the present level of management is not maintained through con-
sultation, cooordination and cooperation with the permittee and
monitoring indicates a deterioration of the allotment range and
watershed resources, stocking levels may be adjusted in the third
or fifth year after issuance of the initial grazing decision.

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed Nvlander 9/82

tInstructions on reverse)

Form 1600—21 (April 1975)
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INSTRUCTIONS

. Prepare a separate form for each Activity Recommendation.

. Code each recommendation to the specific objective for which

it was prepared; i.e., Wildlife objective 1, Recommendation 3
would be W/L 1.3; Lands objective 4, Recommendation 2
would be L 4.2 etc.

Entries are made as described in BLM Manual Sectiohs- 1608.3
and 1608.4. See BLM Manual section 1608, Illustration 2
for a sample format of the headings and additional instructions.

. Use additional sheets for each recommendation as necessary.

. File recommendation sheets behind the sheet for the objective

they are supporting (Form 1600—20) Management Framework
Plan — Step 1 in the MFP narrative.

GPO 836-084




UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Bi g Lost
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

Activity
Range Management RM-3
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
' RECOMMENDATION-~ANALYSIS-DECISION Step 1 Step 3

" Decision

Classify allotments into the improve category in accordance with the follow-
ing criteria. ‘

Improve Category

The principle objective is to improve existing unsatiéfactory resource
conditions. There are five criteria for management of an allotment in
this category: :

1. Present range condition and trend are unsatisfactory.

2. Present management practices are inadequate to meet the principle
objective for this category.

3. Serious resource conflicts may exist on the allotment.

4. Proposed range improvements have potential for a positive
economic return through increased resource production.

5. More than 20 percent of the allotment is public Tand.

} . Improve Category

77{ 1000 Alder Creek 1041 Ramshorn Canyon

1001 Elbow 1051 Huggins
1002 Beaverland Pass 1034 Mekte fkcbors
1005 " Serviceberry ‘
1006 Deadman
1007 Blizzard Mountain
1010 North Lava Craters
1011 Crawford Canyon
1012 Marsh Canyon
1013 Waddoups-Cherry Creek
1014 Earl Smith
1015 Sheep Mountain
1016 Leslie Butte
1017 Beck Canyon
1018 Newman Canyon
1024 Hammond Canyon
1020 Harger Point
1023 McGee-Berry Canyon
1026 Latham Hollow
1028 Chicken Creek
1027 Champagne Creek
1029 Trail Creek -
1031 Appendicitis Hill
1036 Stoddard Creek

o, 1039 Rocky Canyon

o 1040 Martin Pasture

.ote: Attach additional sheets, if needed DeVoe 9/82

thnstructions on reverse) Form 1600-21 (April 1875)



UNITED STATES ' Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Big Lost
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity
- . ange RM-3
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION Step 1 Step 3
1001 Elbow
1. Rest rotation grazing system.
2. 5/1 - 5/15 season-of-use. o o
3. 180%F.R. --An- Exchange=of-Use will be considered for Tivestock

use on other non-federal lands.located within-the-allotment.

4. ~Proposed stocking level is 330 AUMs. Based on monitoring and
evaluation of the range condition, trend and suitability, the
stocking level may be increased to 495 AUMs in the third or
fifth year following issuance of the 1initial grazing decision.
This would be an increase of 165 AUMs over present active

. preference of 330 AUMs. Aurs narazd 0 430 See diladed Slocyrmest

5. If the desired level of management is not attained through
consultation, coordination and cooperation with permittees
and monitoring of the allotment indicates deterioration of the

“allotment resources, stocking levels may be adjusted in the third

or fifth year after issuance of the initial grazing decision.

e

1002 Beaverland Pass

Deferred: rotation grazing system.

5/1 - 9/30 and 11/1 - 11/30 season-of-use.

100% F.R. An Exchange of Use will be considered for Tivestock

use on other non-federal Tands located within the aliotment.

4, Proposed stocking Tevel is 538 AUMs. Present range condition
is fair and good, however, suitability restricts use on a major
part of the allotment due to slope and available 1livestock
water. Substantial non-use has occurred on the allotment and
full activation of the present AUMs of preference would result
in a deteriorated watershed condition. In order to protect the
allotment resources from deterioration, a reduction of 486 AUMs
from the present active preference of 1,024 AUMs is required.

5. Based on the level of management attained through consultation,

coordination, and cooperation with permittees and if monitoring of

the allotment indicates no deterioration or increased deteriora-

tion of the water shed, stocking levels may be adjusted in the

third or fifth year after issuance of the initial grazing

decision. : :

WN =
« o e
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..—:e: Attach additional sheets, if needed DeVoe 9/82 [('-
tistructions on reverse) . Form 160021 (April 1975)




Revision of AUMs in Elbow Allotment #11001

An Area Manager Decision dated 1/28/85 states that the allotment shall remain at 33

AUMs. Table 1 list how the AUMs were allocated in 1985.

Table 1 - 1985 Decision AUMs

Name Animal # Dates % FR__AUMs
H. Crawford 46 Cattle 5/1-5/15 100 23
A. Fullmer 8 Cattle 5/1-5/15 100 4
D. Fullmer 67 Cattle 5/1-5/15 100 34
J. Jones 24 Cattle 5/1-5/22 100 12
A. Deboer . 60 Cattle 5/1-5/15 100 30
J. Mcaffee 60 Cattle 5/1-5/15 100 30
V. Price 39 Cattle 5/1-5/15 100 16
V. Woodbu 114 Cattle 5/1-5/15 100 57
Ramshorn As. 250 Cattle 5/1-5/15 100 125

Ramshorn 64 Cattle

Total =732 Cattle

5/1-5/15 (EU

32)

Total BLM = 331 AUMs

The decision in 1985 also allows for some temporary nonrenewable from 1985 thru 1987.
The amount of AUMs allocated to the permittees from the decision with the temporary
nonrenewable added in is listed in table 2. The decision also reduces the percent federal
range in the allotment to 91% to give credit for 44 AUMSs on the Challis National Forest.

Table 2 - 1985 Decision with TNR AUMs

Name Animal # Dates %FR ____AUMs
H. Crawford 46 Cattle 5/1-5/23 91 32

A. Fullmer 8 Cattle 5/1-5/23 91 6

D. Fullmer 67 Cattle  5/1-5/23 91 47

J. Jones 24 Cattle 5/1-5/23 91 17

A. Deboer 60 Cattle  5/1-5/23 91 42

J. Mcaffee 60 Cattle  5/1-5/23 91 42

V. Price 39 Cattle  5/1-5/22 91 26
V. Woodbury 114 Cattle 5/1-5/23 91 80
Ramshorn Assn. 250 Cattle 5/1-5/23 64 154

Total 732 Cattle

Total = 446 AUMs



A memorandum of Understanding between the Challis National Forest and the BLM in 1986
states that the USFS Elbow Canyon area of Ramshorn C&H will be combined with the BLM
Elbow allotment and managed as one unit by the BLM. Billing would be at 91% BLM and
9% USES for 450 BLM AUMs and 44 AUMs USFES. In 1993 the USFS informed this

office that they did not recognize any Forest Service AUMs in this area and asked to
terminate the MOU for the Elbow area.

An Allotment Management Plan was written for Elbow Allotment in 1985. It is signed by
BLM Area Manager Brent Jensen, Pass Creek Grazing Association President Albert Fullmer,
and Lost River Ranger District Ranger Jim Mckllen. The AMP allocates a total of 526
AUMs to Elbow allotment with 450 on BLM, 44 on USFS, and 32 on private land. Table 3
is a summary of how AUMs were allocated in the allotment in the AMP.

Table 3- AMP AUMs

H. Crawford 46 Cattle 5/1-5/22 34 AUMs

A. Fullmer 7 Cattle 5/1-5/22 - 5 AUMs

D. Fullmer 67 Cattle 5/1-5/22 49 AUMs
J. Jones 30 Cattle 5/1-5/22 22 AUMs
A. Deboer 60 Cattle 5/1-5/22 44 AUMs
J. Mcaffee 60 Cattle 5/1-5/22 44 AUMs
V. Price 39 Cattle 5/1-5/22 29 AUMs
V. Woodbury 114 Cattle 5/1-5/22 84 AUMs

Ramshorn Assn. 250 Cattle 5/1-5/22 183 AUMs
EU (Ramshorn) 64 Cattle 5/8-5/22 32 AUMs
Total 737 Cattle Total 526 AUMs

An evaluation of Elbow allotment completed in 1993 determined that there is sufficient
forage in Elbow allotment to convert the Temporary Nonrenewable AUMs allocated in 1985
to permanent AUMs in Elbow Allotment. Utilization and trend studies show that the current
three pasture rest rotation grazing system employed in the allotment is successful in
improving the range condition in the allotment.

The Jim Jones and David Fullmer permits in the allotment have been canceled since the 1985
decision. They accounted for 91 cattle and 46 AUMs. These permits will be dropped from
the stocking rate of the allotment. This will reduce the number of cattle authorized to use
the allotment from 732 to 641.

The new authorized use for the allotment is summarized in table 4. The grazing dates for
the allotment shall be the same as those used in the AMP - 5/1 to 5/22. This is one day less
than the dates used for the TNR issued in 1985. Cattle numbers for each permittee will be
the same as those used in the decision in 1985. Percent federal range for all permittees will
be 100% except for Ramshorn Grazing Association.
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Ramshorn Grazing Association shall receive an exchange of use of 32 AUMs for their 320
Acres of private land located in the allotment.

Table 4 - Revised 1993 Schedule

Name numbers __ date %FR ___AUMs
H. Crawford 46 Cattle 5/1-5/22 100 33
A. Fullmer 8 Cattle 5/1-5/22 100 6
A. Deboer 99 Cattle 5/1-5/22 100 72
J. Mcaffee 60 Cattle 5/1-5/22 100 43

V. Woodbury 114 Cattle 5/1-5/22 100 82
Ramshorn Assn. 314 Cattle 5/1-5/22 86 195
Total 641 Cattle Total= 431 AUMs

The Authorized use in Elbow Allotment is summarized below:

1) Season of use shall be 5/1-5/22. )

2) Authorized BLM AUMs in the Allotment is 431 AUMSs. '
3) Exchange of Use for private land in the allotment is for 32 AUMs.
4) No AUMs shall be authorized for the Forest Service.

5) Number of cattle authorized in the allotment is 641.

m(\ Vw@w\@’ l‘]%]ﬁg

P



UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Big Lost
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity

v Range RM-3
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
" RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS—DECISION Step 1 Step 3

1005 Serviceberry

1.

Deferred rotation grazing system.

6/16 - 10/31 season-of-use.

100% F.R. An Exchange of Use will be considered for livestock
use on other non-federal land located within the allotment.
Proposed stocking level is 382 AUMs. Based on evaluation of
present range and watershed conditions, the allotment is capable
of sustaining the proposed stocking level of 382 AUMs by rotating
grazing use with private lands outside the allotment.

If the present level of management is not maintained and/or improved
through consultation, coordination, and cooperation with the per-
mittee and monitoring indicates a deterioration of the allotment
range and watershed resources, stocking levels may be adjusted in
the third or fifth year after issuance of the initial grazing
decision.

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed Nylander 9/82

tlnstructions on reverse)

Form 1600—21 (April 1975)
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UNITED STATES ' Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Big Lost

BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

Activity
Range RM-3
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
" RECOMMENDATION=-ANAL.YSIS-DECISION Step 1 Step 3

1006 Deadman

1.
2.
3.

)

Rest Rotation - grazing system,

4/1 - 10/31 season of use.

100% F.R. An Exchange-of-Use will be considered for livestock

use on non-federal land located with in the allotment and leased

by Robert Thorntom but will not exceed 34 AUMs, Exchange-of-Use
will be considered for other non~federal lands located within the
allotment.

Proposed stocking level is 2,669 AUMs. Deadman allotment is used

in conjunction with AEC Riverfield and Riverfield allotments

located in the Big Desert Planning Unit. The AEC Riverfield and
Riverfield allotments were analized for livestock grazing impacts

in the Big Desert EIS. In order to coordinate and improve livestock
use on the allotments, AEC Riverfield and Riverfield will be com-
bined with Deadman and the entire area will be called Deadman allot-
ment. Based on evaluation of the present range condition, trend

and suitability the Deadman area is capablelsustaining the present
authorized level of livestock use of 2,669 AUMs resulting from the
combining of these areas.

If the desired level of management is not attained through consulta-—
tion, coordination and cooperation with permittees and monitoring
indicates deterioration of the allotment range and watershed re-
sources, stocking levels may be adjusted in the third or fifth

year after issuance of the initial grazing decision.

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed Nvlander 9/82

tInstructions on reverse)

Form 160021 (April 1975)
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UNITED STATES . | Name (MFP) i
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Big Lost
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity

Range RM-3
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
" RECOMMENDATION~ANALYSIS~DECISION Step 1 Step 3

IMPROVE RECOMMENDATION:

Improve the present level of forage production, range condition and trend {
on the following allotments by establishing seasons—of-use and adjusting :
the present levels of livestock use over, a five year implementation period.
In addition management will be intensified through development of rest
rotation, deferred, or seasonal grazing systems and the implementation of
range improvement projects. (See URA 3, .44, Table .44A for information on
present levels of livestock and seasons-of-use.)

1000 Alder Creek

1. Deferred grazing system.

2. 5/16 - 6/15 season—-of-use.

3. 100%Z F.R. Prsent F. R. will be-adjusted from 87% to 100%. An
Exchange-of-Use will be considered -for livestock-use on Gther mofi-
federal lands located within the allotment not to exceed 74 AUMs.

4. Proposed stocking level is 501 AUMs. Based on evaluation of the

. present range condition, trend and suitability, the initial stocking

\% rate will be at the present level of 501 AUMs of authorized use.

’) 5. If the desired level of management is not attained through consultation

' coordination and cooperation with permittees and monitoring of the
allotment indicates deterioration of the allotment resources, stocking
levels may be adjusted in the third or fifth year after issuance of the
initial grazing decision.

i

.-wte: Attach additional sheets, if needed Nvlander 9/82

tinstructions on reverse) Form 1600-21 (April 1975)
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UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR " Big Lost
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity

Range RM-3
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overla; Reference
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION Step 1 Step 3

1007 Blizzard Mountain

1. Deferred Rotation - grazing season.

2. 6/16 - 10/15 season of use, —

3. 100% F.R. An Exchange-of-Use will be considered for livestock use
on other non-federal lands located within the allotment.

4. Proposed stocking level is!{270 AUMs. Present range condition indi-
cates over—utilization of the lower areas. Most of the upper areas
are in good condition, however, suitability restricts use on most
of these area due to slope and available livestock water. In order
to protect the allot-ment resources from further deterioration in ‘
the lower areas, a reduction of 270 AUMs from the present active : |
preference of 540 AUMs is required. . |

5. Based on the level of management attained through consultation, |
coordination and cooperation with the permittee and if monitor-
ing indicates an improved condition of the watershed and range
resources, additional adjustments in stocking levels may hot be
required. If watershed and range conditions have not stabilized or
improved, further adjustments in stocking levels will be required
in the third or fifth year after issuance of the initial grazing
decision. : :
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INSTRUCTIONS

Prepare a separate form for each Activity Recommendation.

Code each recommendation to the specific objective for which
it was prepared; i.e., Wildlife objective 1, Recommendation 3
would be W/L 1.3; Lands objective 4, Recommendation 2
would be L 4.2 etc.

Entries are made as described in BLM Manual Sections 1608.3
and 1608.4. See BLM Manual section 1608, Illustration 2
for a sample format of the headings and additional instructions.
Use additional sheets for each recommendation as necessary.
File réecommendation sheets behind the sheet for the objective

they are supporting (Form 1600-20) Management Framework
Plan — Step 1 in the MFP narrative.

GPO 836084



UNITED STATES Name (MFP) 1
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Bie Lost
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity

Range RM-3
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
" RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION . Step 1 Step 3

1010 North Lava Craters

It is recommended that this allotment be made into two allotments as
follows: :
o~

-/

A. Lava Creek (0!0

That area of a present allotment located north and west of the o

Blizzard Mountain Road and that  Section of highway 20/26/93 T

between it's junction with the Blizzard Mountain Road and the o
. Craters of the Moon Boundary.

1. Seasonal rotation grazing,

2. 5/20 = 11/1 season of use, ' :

3 100% F,R, Percent F.R. will be adjusted from 25 and 78
percent to 100% F,R, An Exchange~of-Use will be considered
for livestock use on other non-federal lands located within
the allotment but not to exceed 105 AUMs, -

: 4, Proposed stocking level on Lava Creek is 475 AUMs, Evaluation
i of this area indicates that the majority or all of the present
livestock use is occurring in this part of the allotment -
(North Lava Craters). ' Based on range condition and trend,
this area is capable of providing 475 AUMs of livestock use
which is 342 AUMs less than the present authorized use of

817. The remaining 342 AUMs will be authorized in the
Craters area located south and east of highway 20/26/93.

5. If the desired level of managemént.is not attained through
consultation, coordination and cooperation with the permittee
and monitoring of the allotment indicates deterioration of
the allotment resources, stocking levels may be adjusted in
the third or fifth year after issuance of the initial grazing
decision.

Nylander 9/82

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

tnstructions on reverse) Form 1600-21 (April 1975)
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INSTRUCTIONS

Prepare a separate form for each Activity Recommendation.

Code each recommendation to the specific objective for which
it was prepared; i.e., Wildlife objective 1, Recommendation 3
would be W/L 1.3; Lands objective 4, Recommendation 2
would be L 4.2 etc.

Entries are made as described in BLM Manual Sections 1608.3
and 1608.4. See BLM Manual section 1608, Illustration 2
for a sample format of the headings and additional instructions.
Use additional sheets for each recommendation as necessary.
File récommendation sheets behind the sheet for the objective

they are supporting (Form 1600-20) Management Framework
Plan — Step 1 in the MFP narrative. o

GPO 836-084
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UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Big Lost
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity
Range RM-3
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION~ANALYSIS—-DECISION Step 1 Step 3

1011 Crawford Canyon

1.

N

1012 Marsh Canyon

~indicates an improved condition of the range and watershed resources

Deferred Rotation grazing system.
5/10 -~ 5/17 season of use.
100%Z F.R., An Exchange of Use will be considered for livestock use

" on other non-federal lands located within the allotment.

Proposed stocking level is 12 AUMs. Based on evaluation of the
allotment, about 60 percent of the area is unsuitable for livestock
grazing. | Range and watershed conditions are deteriorating on the
suitable areas. 1In order to prevent further deterioration of the
range and watershed condition, a reduction of 23 AUMs from the pre-
sent active preference of 35 AUMs is required.

In an effort to improve management and resource conditions, the use
of this allotment will be closely coordinated with Marsh Canyon allot-—
ment.and additional acreage along Antelope Valley Road and a part of
Judd Brown allotment that presently receives no use.

Based on the level of management attained through consultation,
coordination and cooperation with the permittee and if monitoring

additional adjugtments in stocking levels will not be required. If
watershed and range conditions do not stabilize or improve, further i
adjustments in stocking levels will be required in the third or . - §
fifth year after issuance of the initial grazing decision. ' :

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed Nylander 9/82

Deferred rotation grazing system.

5/18 - 6/15 season-of-use.

100%Z F.R. An Exchange of Use will be considered for livestock use

on other non-federal lands located within the allotment.

Proposed stocking level is 139 AUMs. Based on evaluation of the pre-
sent range condition, trend and suitability, the authorized level of
livestock use will remain at 139 AUMs.

This allotment will be used in close coordination with Crawford
Canyon allotment and additional acreage along Antelope Valley Road
and a part of Judd Brown allotment that presently receives no use.

If the desired level of management is not attained through consulta-
tion, coordination and cooperation wtih the permittee and if monitor-
ing indicates deterioration of the allotment range and watershed
resources, stocking levels may be adjusted in the third or flfth

year after issuance of the initial grazing decision.

tlustructions on reverse)

Form 1600-21 (April 1975)
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_INSTRUCTIONS

_Pn_e_pa'ré» _a;.s.ep»'a:at;._, form for each Activity _'Réqommign.dati-ox"i_.- .

Code each.recd;nmendétion to the specific objective for which

it was prepared; i.e., Wildlife objective 1, Recommendation 3
would  be:W/L 13 Lands obJecuve 4 Recommendatmn 2
would be L- 4 2 etc: : :

Entries are made as described in BLM Manua~1-‘Se¢:t'ipnsfl_60'8.3 T
and 1608.4. See BLM"Ménual“sect‘ion 1608, ‘Tllustration 2
. .for a sample format of the headmgs and additional instructions.

. -Use additional sheets for each recommendation as necessary.

File récommendation sheets behind the sheet for the objective

__they are supporting (Form::1600-20) Management Framework
. Plan — Step 1 .in the MF P narrative. :
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UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Big Lost
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity
Range RM-3
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION~ANALYSIS-DECISION | Step 1 Step 3

B. Craters [O37

That area of the present allotment located east of the Blizzard
Mountain Road and that section of highway 20/26/93 between its
junction with the Blizzard Mountain Road and the Craters of the
Moon boundary.

1. Seasonal grazing system.
2. 5/20 - 11/30 season-of-use.
3. 100% F.R. An Exchange-of-Use will be considered for livestock
use on other non-federal lands located within the allotment.
4. Proposed stocking level on Craters is 342 AUMs. Evaluation
of this area indicates no use has occurred on this area for
many years. In an effort to establish use on this area, 342
AUMs of the original 817 AUMs authorized on the.old allotment
(North Lava Craters will be the proposed authorized stocking
level on Craters-allotment.
. 5. If the desired level of management is not attained through
r}\ consultation, coordination, and cooperation with the permittee
A and monitoring of the allotment indicates deterioration of the
allotment resources, stocking levels may be adjusted in the
third or fifth year after issuance of the initial grazing
decision.

ANALYSIS:

Grazing records and monitoring of livestock use on North Lava Craters
indicates no use of that area located east of highway 20/26/93. In order
to promote use of this area, it needs to be separated from the remainder
of the allotment and have seasons and levels of use established. This will
prevent all of the present use occurring on the North Lava Creek area and
promoting more even livestock distribution on the allotment. :

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed Nylander 9182
thistructions on reverse) ‘ ) Form 1600-21 (April 1975)
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INSTRUCTIONS

Prepare a separate form for each Activity Recommendation.

Code each recommendation to the specific objective for which
it was prepared; i.e., Wildlife objective 1, Recommendation 3
would be W/L 1. 3 Lands objective 4, Recommendation 2
would be L 4.2 etc.

'En-tries are made as described in BLM Manuai Sections-1-608.3-:._~‘-~
and 1608.4. See BLM -Manual section 1608, .Illustration 2,
- for a sample format-of the headings and additional instructions. -’

Use additional sheets for each recommendation as necessary.

File recommendation sheets behind the sheet for the objective

they are . ;supporting, (Form 1600—20) Management Framez_qork _

Plan = Step 1 in the MFP narranve
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UNITED STATES Name (MFP) ;
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Big Lost |
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity |

. Range RM-3
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION—-ANALYSIS-DECISION Step 1 Step 3

1015 Sheep Mountain

-

1016 Leslie Butte

Deferred rotation grazing system.

5/1 - 11/15 season-of-use.

100%Z F.R. Percent F.R. will be adjusted from 75 and 100%Z F.R. to
100% F.R. An Exchange-of-Use will be considered for livestock use
on other non-federal lands located within the allotment not to
exceed 112 AUMs.

Proposed stocking level is 720 AUMs. Based on evaluation of the
present range condition, trend and suitability, the allotment is
capable of sustaining the present 720 AUMs of authorized livestock
use. .

If the desired level of management is not attained through consulta-
tion, coordination and cooperation with permittees and monitoring i1
indicates deterioration of the allotment range and watershed re-
sources, stocking levels may be adjusted in the third or fifth year
after issuance of the initial grazing decision.

|
!
!
‘
:

“eonditipen however, due to available livestock water, deterioration

%[}Qjc e pttwagec s doeroun Q/‘//Y") o‘ C

Note: Attach additional

Seasonal grazing system.

5/10 - 7/9 season-of-use,

100% F.R. An Exchange-of-Use will be considered for livestock use
on other non-federal lands located within the allotment.

Proposed stocking level is 116”AUMs. Based on evaluation of the
present range condition and trend the allotment is in fair and good

is occurring in the low areas where fair range condition exists
and it is close to available water. Due to the lack of water only
part of the allotment is suitable for livestock use and in order :

to prevent further deterioration of the fair and poor areas and o
reduction of 26 AUMs from the present active preference of 142 AUMs
is required.

Based on the level of management attained through consultation,
coordination, and cooperation with the permittee and if monitoring
indicates an improved condition of the range and watershed resources,
additional adjustments in stocking levels will not be required.

If watershed and range conditions do not stabilize or improve, fur- o
ther adjustments in stocking levels will be required in the third
i r after issuance of the initial grazing decision.
of fifeh yea elincl Hhe %%ﬁm a/f-&m}h t:g_au»us
MW&E& deavsin. .‘ 6/;\:;/37 (@W)C‘lﬂa—?& %&WM? [z 28 e S/' - /?[ D’& |
3onedFo S'J”'é"%j Pole of 133 amms, - o

sheets, if needed Nylander 9/82

tnstructions on reverse)

Form 1600-21 (April 1975)
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INSTRUCTIONS ™

. Prepare a sépératé form for each Activity Recommendation.

Code each recommendation to the specific objective for which

it was prepared; i.e., Wildlife objective 1, Recommendation 3
would be W/L 1. 3; Lands ob;ectwe 4, Recommendation 2
would be L 4.2 etc..

Entri.es are made as described in BLM Manual Sections-1608.3

and. 1608.4.° See BLM Manual section 1608, Illustration-2.

- for a'sample format of the headings and additionalinstructions.. . .
“4. Use additional‘ shee"ts "for 'each ’re‘commend'ation as necessary. o

.'Flle recommendation sheets behind the shéet- for the obJect‘xve

they are’ supportmg (Form 1600—20) Mangement "Framework

) , ‘Plan - Step 1 1n the MFP narrative.
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. Enclosure

4110.2

o A June 29, 1989
Certified BLM — 80032

AETNA Casualty and Surety '

a/o Doane Western Company -
P.O. B¢ 3661 o .

2504 West Main Street, Suite H

Bozeman, Montana B58772-3661

Att: M, William H. MiTler

Daar M. Miller:

Enclosed your will find an Araa Manager's Decision dealing with the Lesldie Rutte
alliotmant.

This decision is a follow-up to two decisions sant either to First Continental
Corporation or Nonna Barr an authorized representatives of Aetna Casuality and
Surety. A decision tdissued on 1/11/85, reduced First Continental Corporation's
praference in the Leslie Rutte allotment by 8 AUMs. The 9 ALM reduction was
scheduled to ba implemented in 18R7. This decision also established a =schedule
where an additional 17 AUMs was to be implemented over a five year pariod of time
based upon BLM's monitoring studies and actual grazing use in the allotment.

An Ared Manager's Decision dssued on 2/4/87 reduced AETNA's (originally First
Continental) privileges in the allotment 8 AlMs, and set the grazing season in 3
the ailotmant from 5/1 to 5/31. The allotment was 31s0 to be monitored through

the 1988 grazing season for responses to the reduction and change of season of

use ., .

e

- Monitoring studies through the 1988 grazing season has shown excellent

improvement in plant vigor, Tivestock utilization and distribution patterns, and
seed production on forage species 9n all key grazing aress of the allotment. Al7
of these factors point to a definite upward trend in acological conditions
throughout the allotment .

In Yight of the monitoring studies, I feal that any furthar reductions or changes

in grazing use would be unwarranted at this time. Therafore, 1 have deaided to
continue to manage the aliotment under the current conditions imposed by the 1987
decision. Tha stocking rate and sesson of use will remain &t the 1987 lewls. \,

Your new grarzing preaference ig outlined in the attached "Notice of Area Manager's
Proposead Decision”. If you have any questions or feal the need for any :
additional information, please give ma a call at 529-1020.

Sinceraly,

-,

/5/Barbara Klingenber, Acting:
A

for | aRoy Cook W

Aren Manager
Rig futte Resource Araa

TTaylor: tn:96: 29:89
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NOTICE OF AREA MANAGER'S PROPOSED DECISION
LESLIE BUTTE ALLOTMENT

" AETNA CASUALTY AND SURETY

/ S o | /
' 1. Your active preference in the Leslie Butte allotment #11016 shall remain at
133 AUMs consistent with tha grazing capacity of the allotment, (43 CFR

4110.2-2(a) and 4110.3-2(b))

2. The mmfzed season of use in the allotment shall remain from 3/1 to 5/31.

3. Authorized grazing use shall be recognized in a permit with a term of ten
yvears beginning €n 1990 and running through 1998, Tha 1890 permit will be
as follows:

130 Cattle 5/1 to 5/31 100% Public Land Use 134 AUMs
{1 AUM temporary Non—renewabia)

4. If you wish to protest this decision, you have 15 days from receipt of this
proposed decision to file a protest at the office of the authorized
officar. Your protest should state clearly and concisely why you think this
decision is in error (43 CFR 4160.2). '

L In tha absence of a timely filed protest, the proposed decision will become
. ) ‘ the authorized officars final decision without further notice in accordance
) with 43 CFR 4160.3.

Should the Decision become the authorized officers final daecision, 30 days

are allowad from receipt of the final decision in which to file an appeal at
the office of tha authorized officer. (See 43 CFR 4160.3(c) and 4160.4).

, ' ' é/z;c/Oc-\
“/’4 :7Ar-aa Manager ,Big o oure Area Date 7 7 Efg




UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Biq Lost
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity

Range RM-3
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
. RECOMMENDATION—ANALYSIS—DECISION Step 1 45,A.4 Step 3

- 1013 Waddoups - Cherry Creek

Seasonal grazing system.
05/10 - 06/10 season-of-use. .
100 percent F.R. -An-Exchange-of-use will be considered for T-ivestock
use on other non-federal Tands located within the allotment.
Proposed stocking level is 1,384 AUMs. Based on evaluation of the
present range condition, trend and suitability, the authorized
lTevel of Tivestock use will remain at 1,384 AUMs.

5.. If the desired level of management 1is not attained thorugh consul ta-

‘ tion, coordination and cooperation with permittees and monitoring
: indicates deterioration of the allotment watershed and range re-
- sources, stocking levels may be adjusted in the third or fifth
year after issuance of the initial grazing decision.

6. Control channel erosion on Wood Canyon (recommended method-grazing

reduction or a rest rotation grazing system).

o W N =

i
|
i
]
1
i
|
i

1014 Earl Smith

Deferred rotation grazing system.

05/01 - 06/30 season-of-use.

100 percent F.R. An Exchange-of-use will be cons1dered for 1ivestock

use on other non-federal Tlands located within the allotment. i

4. Proposed stocking level is 196 AUMs. Based on evaluation of the B

allotment, present range condition is fair and poor in several o
areas. Utiilization is very heavy in some areas and deterioration . T |
of the range and watershed resources indicate the need of reduced U
livestock use. In order to protect the allotment resources from
further deterioration, a reduction of 2307AUMs from the present
active preference of 426 AUMs is required. '

5. Based on the level of management attained through consultation,
coordination and cooperation with the permittee and if monitoring _
indicates an improved condition of the watershed and range resources,

"~ additional adjustments in stocking levels may not be required. '
‘If watershed and range conditions have not stabilized or improved,
further adjustments in stocking levels will be required in the third
or fifth year after issuance of the initial grazing decision.

% nclu 1997 Abecmen ages deersin (u Hached) Covmcllel Hhe. rgsmd d ecisin e

I~ /‘-l/“s.!,\-\M & Med G-m.l:* 5 5/“““ il « 7‘1;7—01,,,\45,/‘( '7/ UL‘&\%‘/&IZ“ ‘A" "‘%
a_.,.{)u,u 3}44;‘*% S. SF“'\/\.\ A/C%Li—a—g}\ml"\ 5/7»1/;'45 WK.Z .

WM =

" Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed Nyvlander 9/82 Q%
tlustructions on reverse) Form 1600-21 (April 1975;




4115 _
Certified BLM - 3898 ' February 4, 1987

NOTICE OF AREA MANAGER'S PROPOSED DECISION
EARL SMITH ALLOTMENT

Orville Smith
barlington, Idaho 83231

Dear Mr. Smith:

The Area HManager's decision issued on January 11, 1985, requires me to address
livestock use adjustments in the Earl Smith Allotment. As stated in that
decision, the impacts of grazing use would be monitored throughout the 1986

grazing season. Monltoring studies have included condition and trend studies; !
actual use reports and cattle counts; and the mapping of utilization and l
distribution patterms. ;

These studies have shown an increase in the vigor of the key forage species
under the present "trial" deferred grazing system, indicating improving range
conditions. .

7 In light of this information, my proposed decision is as follows:

1. cCancel reduction schedule as outlined in the original decision letter ¥
dated 1/16/85.

2. Defer all turnouts in the Earl Smith allotment until 7/1/87.

3. Rotate turnouts in the three existing pastures every year. Turnout
will occur in each pasture every third year.

Your grazing preference shall remain at 426 AUMS. - -

Authorized grazing shall be recognized in a permit with a term of two years
from 1987 through 1988. The 1987 permit will read as follows:

150 cattle 07/01/87 - 08/2%/871 100% PL use 425 AUMs (1 AUM Non-use)

If you wish te protest this decvision as provided by Title 43 CFR 4160.2, you
have 15 days from receipt of this letter to file your protest with the Area
Manager at the Idaho Falls District Office. Your protest should state clearly

b
i

AR
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and concisely why you think this decision is in error. In the absence of a
protest, this decision will become final without further notice. Final
decisions may be appealed under the provisions of 43 CFR 4160.4 and 43 CFR
4.470 within 30 days after the receipt of the letter.

-

: A '.l -

N\

Area Hangg&j ) Date

TTaylor:tn:02:04:87 . P
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UNITED STATES Name (MFP)

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR - ' Big Lost
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT i Activity
T Range _RM-3
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS~DECISION Step 1 Step 3

1017 Beck Canyon

1. Deferred rotation grazing system.

2. 5/1 -10/15 season-of-use.

3. 100% F.R. Present federal range is 35 percent for 175 AUMs.
The present total use on the allotment, including private and
federal range is 500 AUMs. Percent federal range will be adjusted
from 35% to 100% F.R. for 128 AUMs. An Exchange-of-Use will be
considered for livestock use on other non-federal lands located
within the allotment but, due to the deteriorated range and
watershed conditions, the Exchange-of-Use will not exceed
58 AUMs. :

= 4. Proposed stocking level is 128 AUMs. Based on evaluation of the

allotment, present range condition is good and fair. Utilization
is very heavy in the Tow areas and heavy to moderate on the steeper
slopes along the canyon. The range and watershed resources are in
a deteriorated condition and reduced level of T1ivestock use is
needed to prevent further deterioration. In order to protect
and improve the range and watershed resources, an adjustment in’
percent federal from 35 to 100 percent federal 1is required and
a reduction of 47 AUMs from the present authorized active pre-
ference of 175 AUMs is required.

It is also recommended that Beck Canyon be managed under a L

pasture system that would include Huggins allotment No. 1051 . ;

and a parcel of private land in Beck Canyon under an Exchange- -
--0f-use.

5. Based on the level of management attained through consultation,
coordination and cooperation with permittees and if monitoring
indicates an improved condition of the range and watershed re-
sources additional adjustments in stocking levels.may not be
required. If range and watershed conditions have not stabil-
ized or improved, further adjustments in stocking levels will i
be required in the third or fifth year after issuance of the j
initial grazing decision. i

i ‘ »
1 N hd I
’ . a

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed DeVoe 9[ 82 9 q__/{ :|

tnstructions on reverse) ) Form 1600-21 (April 1975)
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INSTRUCTIONS

Prepare a separate form for each Activity Recommendation.

. Code each recommendation to the specific objective for which

it was prepared; i.e., Wildlife objective 1, Recommendation 3
would be W/L 1.3; Lands objective 4, Recommendation 2
would be L 4.2 etc. '

Entries are made as described in BLM Manual Sections  1608.3
and 1608.4. See BLM Manual section 1608, Illustration 2
for a sample format of the headings and additional instructions.
Use additional sheets for each recommendation as necessary.
File recommendation sheets behind the sheet for the objective

they are supporting (Form 1600~20) Management Framework
Plan — Step 1 in the MFP narrative.

GPO 836-084



UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Big Lost
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity
. Range RM-3
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION Step 1 Step 3

1018 Newman Canyon

1.
2.
3.

4.

Deferred rotation grazing system.

5/10 - 11/20 season-of-use.

100%Z F.R. An Exchange-of-Use will be considered for livestock use
on other non-federal lands located within the allotment.

Proposed stocking level is 251 AUMs. Based on evaluation of the
allotment over 50 percent of the area is unsuitable for livestock
grazing due to steep slopes. The steep slopes are in good condition
however, the areas suitable for grazing are in fair and poor condi-
tion. Canyon bottoms are eroding and deterisration of the range

and watershed resources are occurring. In order to prevent further
deterioration and protect the range and watershed resources, a reduc—
tion of 177 AUMs from the present active preference of 428 AUMs is
required.

Based on the level of management attained through consultation,
coordination and cooperation with the permittee and if monitoring
indicates an improved condition of the range and watershed resources,
additional adjustments in stocking levels will not be required.

If watershed and range conditions do not stabilize or improve, further
adjustments in stocking levels will be required in the third or fifth
vear after issuance of the initial grazing decision. —

~

.

1024 Hammond Canyon

1. Deferred rotation grazing system.

2. 5/1 - 10/30 season-of-use.

3, 100% F.R. Present F.R. will be adjusted from 50 percent to 100 per-
cent. An Exchange~of-Use will be considered for livestock use on
other non-federal lands located within the allotment not to exceed
205 AUMs. '

4. Proposed stocking level is 205 AUMs. Based on evaluation of the
percent ragge condition, trend and suitability, the allotment is
capable of sustaining the present authorized level of 205 AUMs of
livestock use. .

5. If the desired level of management is not attained through consulta-
tion, coordination and cooperation with the permittee and monitoring
of the allotment indicates deterioration of the allotment resources,
stocking levels may be adjusted in the third or fifth year after
issuance of the initial grazing decisiom.

‘?
Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed Nvlander 9/82
tInstructions on reverse) '

Form 1600—21 (April 1975)
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INSTRUCTIONS

' Prepare a separate form for gac‘h"A'c,ti‘:/i_tfyzRegoﬁmeqdqtib};:_ ‘

. Code each recommendation to the specifié objeétive for which

it was prepared; i.e., Wildlife objective 1,. Recommendation 3
would be W/L. 1. 3 Lands. objective 4, Recommendation 2

"would be LL 4.2 etc.
. “Entries are made as described in'BLM-Manual Sections 16083 -
" and '1608.4. " See BLM Manual section 1608, -Illustration 2"

for a.sample format of the headings and additional instructions. "~~~ -

. Use additional sheets for each recommendation as necessary.

Fxle fecommendation sheets behind the sheet for the objective
they are supporting (Form 1600-20) Management Framework
Plan - Step L in the MFP narratiye. B
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UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Big Lost
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity

Range RM-3
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION Step 1 Step 3

1020 Harger Point

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

Rest rotation grazing system.

5/1 - 5/31 and 11/1 - 11/30 season-of-use.

100%Z F.R. An Exchange—-of-Use will be considered for livestock use
or. other non-federal land located within the allotment.

Proposed stocking level is 280 AUMs. Based on evaluation of the
allotment, present range condition is fair and poor in areas fre-—
quently grazed. Utilization is heavy in these areas and deteriora-
tion of the range and watershed resources indicate the need of
reduced livestock use. In order to protect the allotment resources
from further deterioration, a reduction of 40 AUMs from the present
active preference of 320 AUMs is required.

Based on the level of mangement attained through consultation,
coordination and cooperation with the permittee and if monitoring
indicates an improved condition of the watershed and range re-
sources, additional adjustments in stocking levels may not be
required. If watershed and range conditions have not stabilized

or Improved, further adjustments in stocking levels will be re-~
quired in the third or fifth year after issuance of the initial
grazing decision.

Nylander 9/82

tinstructions on reverse)

Form 1600-21 (April ¥975)
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INSTRUCTIONS

1. Prepare a separate form for each Activity Recommendation.

2. Code each recommendation to the specific objective for which
it was prepared; i.e., Wildlife objective 1, Recommendation 3
would be W/L 1.3; Lands objective 4, Recommendation 2
would be L 4.2 etc.

3. Entries are made as described in BLM Manual Sections 1608.3
and 1608.4. See BLM Manual section 1608, Illustration 2
= for a sample format of the headings and additional instructions.

4. Use additional sheets for each. recommendation as necessary.
S. File récommendation sheets behind the sheet for the objective

they are supporting (Form 1600—20) Management Framework
Plan — Step 1 in the MF P narrative.

:J:.'ﬁ ewnGe PEPPRAS s ST Lo .
: Cone ! GPO 836 - 084 -




UNITED STATES _ Name (MFP) ;

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Big Lost ‘
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity
Range RM-3
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION . Step 1 Step 3

1023 McGee-Berry

1, Rest rotation grazing system.

2. 5/12 - 10/11 season-of-use. .

3. 100% F.R. An Exchange-of-Use will be considered for livestock
use. on other non-federal land located within the allotment.

4, Proposed stocking level is 442 AUMs. Based on evaluation of
the present range and watetrshed conditions, the allotment is
capable of sustaining the proposed stocking level of 442 AUMs,

5. If the present level of management is not maintained and/or improved
through consultation, coordination and cooperation with the permittee AR
and monitoring indicates a deterioration of the allotment range and R
watershed resources,; stocking levels may be adjusted in the third o i
or fifth year after issuance of the initial grazing decision. e

N

3y

N

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed Nylander 9/82

thhstructions on reverse) : Form 1600—21 (April 1975)
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INSTRUCTIONS

Prepare a separate form for each Activity Recommendation.

Code each recommendation to the specific objective for which
it was prepared; i.e., Wildlife objective 1, Recommendation 3
would be W/L 1.3; Lands objective 4, Recommendation 2
would be L 4.2 etc.

Entries are made as described in BLM Manual Sections 1608.3
and 1608.4. See BLM Manual section 1608, Illustration 2
for a sample format of the headings and additionalinstructions.
Use additional sheets for each recommendation as necessary.
File réecommendation sheets behind the sheet for the objective

they are supporting (Form 1600-20) Management Framework
Plan — Step 1 in the MFP narrative.
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UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

Activity
Range RM-3
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION—ANALYSIS-DECISION Step 1 Step 3

1026 Latham Hollow - Timber Mountain

1. Deferred rotation grazing system.

2. 5/1 - 6/30 season-of-use.

3. 100% F.R. An Exchange-of-Use will be considered for livestock
use on other non-federal lands located within the allotment.

4. Proposed stocking level is 545 AUMs. Based on evaluation of the

- allotment, the Timber Mountain area is in fair and good condition
with little deterioration of the resources and will show improve-—
ment through close management. However, the range and watershed
is in poor condition in the low areas of Latham Hollow and a re-
duction in use and intense management is needed to prevent further
deterioration. In order to improve the range and watershed re-
sources a reduction of 120 AUMs from the present active prefer-
ence of 665 AUMs is required.

5. Based on the level of management attained on Latham Hollow ~ Timber
Mountain allotment through consultation, coordination and coopera-
tion with the permittees and if monitoring indicates and improved

" condition of range and watershed resources, additional adjustments
}\ in stocking levels will not be required.
C/' If range and watersheds conditions do not stabilize or improve,
further adjustments in stocking levels will be required in the
third or fifth year after issuance of the initial \grazing decision.

1028 Chicken Creek

1. Deferred rotation grazing system.

2. 5/1 - 9/30 season-of-use.

3. 100% F.R. Present F.R. is 3, 52, 90, and 100% for a total of
585 AUMs. This will be changed to }00% for 585 AUMs and an
Exchange-of-Use will be considered for livestock use on other
non-federal lands located within the allotment but not to exceed
294 AUMs. ,

4. Proposed stocking level is 585 AUMs. Evaluation of the allotments
range and watershed condition indicates that it is capable of
sustaining its present active preference of 585 AUMs. Private
property located along Dry Fork Creek and is used for hay pro-
duction will be excluded from the allotment.

5. If the desired level of management is not attained through
consultation, coordination and cooperation with the permittee
and monitoring of the allotment indicates deterioration of the

.. allotment resources, stocking levels may be adjusted in the
third or fifth year after issuance of the initial grazing

y decision.

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

Nvlander 9/82
Form 1600-21 (April 1975)
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INSTRUCTIONS

Prepare a separate form for each "Activity Recofnmendat.i,on.-; .

Code each recommendation to the specific objective for which -
it was prepared; i.e., Wildlife objective 1, Recommendation 3 .
would be W/L 1. 3 Lands obJectwe 4, Recommendatlon 2

would be L 4.2 etc.

Entries are made as described in BLM Manual Sections- 1608.3 -

and 1608.4. See BLM Manual section 1608, Hlustration 2
for a sample format of the headings and additional instructions.

Use additional sheets for each recommendation as necessary.

File récommendation sheets behind the sheet for the objective

they are supporting (Form 1600-20) Management Framework

Plan — Step 1 in the MF P narrative. .

GPO 836-084



UNITED STATES N
) ‘ . (MFP
o DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR et
: BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Acuch
y
| MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN P
RECOMMENDATION—ANALYSIS-—DECISION Step 1 Step 3
- s

1027 Champagne Creek

Allotments 1027, Champagne Creek SW and 1050, Champagne Creek NE will
be combined into one and will be identified as allotment 1027,
Champagne Creek.

1. Deferred rotation grazing system.

2. 5/7 - 8/8 season of use.

3. 100%Z F.R. An Fxchange of Use will be considered for livestock
use on other non~federal lands located within the allotment.

4. Proposed stocking level is 182 AUMs. Based on evaluation of
‘allotments about 40% of the area is unsuitable for livestock use -
due to steep slopes and lack of available livestock water. As
a result of this, heavy livestock use is occurring on the more
suitable areas and the range and watershed condition is deterloratlng.
In order to prevent further deterioration of the range and watershed
resources, a reduction of 23 AUMs from the present active preference
of 205 AUMs is required.

5. Based on the level of management attained through consultation,

, coordination and cooperation and if monitoring indicates an improved

) ' condition of the range and watershed resources, additional adjust--

o ments in stocking levels will not be required.

1f range and watershed conditions do not stabilize or improve, fur-
thur adjustments in stocking levels will be required in the third
or fifth year after issuance of the initial grazing decision,

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

Nylander 9/82 >
. . Form 1600-21 (April 1975)
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INSTRUCTIONS

Prepare a separate form for each Activity Recommendation.

Code each recommendation to the specific objective for which
it was prepared; i.e., Wildlife objective 1, Recommendation 3

. would be W/L 1.3; Lands objective 4, Recommendation 2

would be L 4.2 etc.

Entries are made as described in BLM Manual Sections 1608.3

and 1608.4. See BLM Manual section 1608, Illustration 2

for a sample format of the headings and additional instructions.

Use additional sheets for each recommendation as necessary.

File réecommendation sheets behind the sheet for the objective -

they are supporting (Form *1600-20). Management Framework _
Plan - Step I'in the MFP narrative. . EIPR o

., GPOB36-084 ~




UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Big Lost
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT . Activity
Range RM-3
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN ‘Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION~ANALYSIS—-DECISION Step 1 Step 3

1029 Trail Creek

D

/

Deferred rotation grazing system.

5/1 - 11/31 season-of-use.

50%Z and 100% F.R. The permittee has several horses that run on
the allotment 50% of the time. Therefore, he will be authorized
35 AUMs at 507 F.R. His present livestock percent federal range
is 88%. This will be adjusted to 100% F.R. An Exchange-of-Use
will be considered for livestock use on other non-federal lands
located within the allotment but not to exceed 50 AUMs.

Proposed stocking level is 320 AUMs. Based on evaluation of the
allotment over 40 percent of the area is unsuitable for livestock
grazing due to steep slopes. The steeper slopes away from the
valley bottoms are in good and fair condition, however, the slopes
and valley bottoms suitable for grazing are in fair and poor
condition. Gulley and stream erosion indicates a deteriorating
range and watershed condition. In order to prevent further deteriora-
tion and protect the range and watershed resources, a reduction of
80 AUMs from the present active preference of 400 AUMs is required.
Based on the level of management attained through consultation,
coordination and cooperation with the permittee and if monitoring
indicates an improved condition of the range and watershed resources,
additional adjustments in stocking levels will not be required.

If watershed and range conditions do not stabilize or improve,
further adjustments in stocking levels will be required in the
third or fifth year after issuance of the initial grazing decision.

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed Nylander 9/82

tlusiructions on reverse)

Form 1600-21 (April 1975)




UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Big Desert
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity
; Range RM-3
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION Step 1 Step 3

1031 Appendicitis Hill

~T. Seasonal grazing system.

~Z. 6/1 - 9/30 season-of-use.

3. 100% F.R. An Exchange-of-Use will be considered for livestock
. use on other non-federal lands located within the allotment.

4. Proposed stocking level is 300 AUMs.  Based on evaluation of
the allotment over 65 percent of the area is unsuitable for 11ve-
stock grazing due to steep slopes. The higher steep slopes are
in good condition, however, the lower slopes and areas suitable
for grazing are in fair and poor condition. In order to protect
the range and watershed resources and prevent further deteriora-
tion, a reduction of 60 AUMs from the present active preference
of 360 AUMs 1is required.

5. Based on the level of management attained through consultation,
coordination and cooperation with the permittee and if monitor-
ing indicates an improved condition of the range and watershed
resources, additional adjustments in stocking levels will not
be required.

 §x“ If watershed and range conditions do not stabilize or improve,
) further adjustments in stocking levels will be required in the
o third or fifth year after issuance of the initial grazing
- . decision.

§
{

BN

) _ach additional sheets, if needed ] DeVoe 9/82 ’b\ ;

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



UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Big Lost
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity
| Range RM~-3
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION Step 1 Step 3

1036 Stoddard Creek

A

.{j

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

Seasonal grazing system.

5/1 - 6/30 season-of-use.

100 percent Federal Range. Present federal range is 12, 25 and 51
percent for 86 AUMs. This will be adjusted to 100 percent federal
range for 86 AUMs. An Exchange~of-use will be -considered for
livestock use on other non-federal lands located within the allot-
ment not to exceed 660 AUMs,

Proposed stocking level is 86 AUMs. Based on evaluation of the
allotment. Most of the use occurs on wet meadows located on
private property within the allotment. Public land is located
mostly in Stoddard Creek proper where 49 AUMs of use occurs on
BLM managed land and 48 AUMs of use on U.S. Forest Service
managed land. All of Stoddard Creek area needs to be combined
under management of one agency in order to maintain or improve
the present range condition and improve livestock distribution

to prevent any deterioration of the allotment resources. Active
preference on Stoddard Creek allotment will be 86 AUMs.

If the desired level of management is not attained through
consultatién, coordination, and cooperation with the permittee
and minitoring of the allotment indicates deterioration of

the allotment resources, stocking levels may be adjusted in

the third or fifth year after issuance of the initial grazing
decision.

e —

Nvlander 9/82
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tInstructions on reverse)

Form 1600-21 (April 1975)
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UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR ] Big Lost
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity |

Range RM-3
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
. RECOMMENDATION—ANALYSIS-DECISION Step 1 Step 3

1039 Rocky Canyon

«T. Seasonal grazing system.

2. 5/1 - 7/15 season-of-use.

3. 100% F.R. An Exchange of Use will be considered for livestock use
on other non-federal 1ands-i§§%;§§ within the allotment.

4. Proposed stocking level is s. BIM grazing records indicate
that much of the use authorized on this allotment was of temporary
nature and based on the amount of forage production from the
seeding. Evaluation of the allotment indicates that forage pro-
duction is depleted and present range condiiggp is poor. Based
on the allotment evaluation a reduction of<18&- s, (to be admin-

= istered to the permittees in accordance with their present percent
preference on the allotment), from the present active preference
of 300 AUMs is required to bring livestock use in line with forage
production and prevent further deterioration of the allotment
resources, ’

5. Based on the level of management attained through comsultation,
coordination and cooperation with the permittees and if monitoring
indicates an improved condition of the range and watershed re-

| sources, additional adjustments in stocking levels will not be
required.

- If range and watershed conditions do not stabilize or improve,
further adjustments in stocking levels will be required in the
third or fifth year after issuance of the initial grazing deci-
sion.

J]

vote: Attach additional sheets, if needed ' Nvlander 9/82

thistruciions on reverse) Form 1600—21 (April 1975)

2R
» - -7



UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Big Lost
‘) BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity
. Range RM-3
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION—~ANAL YSIS-DECIS{ON Step I Step 3

1040 Martin Pasture

-
)

Note: Attach additional

Seasonal grazing system.

10/16 - 11/30 season~of-use.

100%Z F.R. The prasent federal range is 48 percent. This will be
adjusted to 100 percent F.R. An Exchange-of-Use will be considered
for livestock use on other non-federal lands located within the
allotment but not to exceed 105 AUMs.

Proposed stocking level is 97 AUMs. Based on evaluation of the
present range and watershed conditions, the allotment is capable

of sustaining the proposed stocking level of 97 AUMs. The allotment
boundary will be adjusted to exclude most of the private land on the
west end of the allotment along lava Creek.

If the present level of management is not maintained through consultdtion

coordimation and cooperation with the permittee and monitoring indicates
a deterioration of the allotment range and watershed resources, stocking
levels may be adjusted in the third or fifth year after issuance of the
initial grazing decision.

sheets, if needed Nylander 9/82

tnstructions on reverse)

Form 1600-21 (April 1975)
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UNITED STATES ) Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Bie Lost
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity

: Range RM-3
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION—-ANALYSIS-DECISION Step 1 Step 3

1041 Ramshorn Canyon

1. Rest rotation grazing system.

2. 5/1 - 6/30 and 10/15 - 11/10 season-of-use.

3. 100%Federal Range (F.R.) is all 100% except for one permittee who
has 70% F.R. An Exchange-of-use will be considered for livestock
use on his private property located within the allotment but not
to exceed 27 AUMs. An Exchange-of-use will be considered for :
livestock use on other non-federal lands located within the S
allotment. EE

4. Proposed level of stocking is 974 AUMs. Based on evaluation of
the allotment, the range condition is about evenly distributed
in good, fair and poor conditions. However, due to poor distri-
bution livestock use is light in the good condition, moderate in
the fair condition, and heavy in the poor condition areas. An
existing water facility is being improved and will provide for the
continued active grazing preference of 974 AUMs through improved
distribution and improve range condition.

5. Based on the level of management attained through consultation,

T coordination and cooperation and if monitoring indicates deterior-

j') ation of the range and watershed resources, adjustments in stocking

L level may be required in the third or fifth year after issuance

of the initial grazing decision.

DeVoe 9/82 %5

Attach additional sheets, if needed
thistructions on reverse) Form 1600-21 (April 1975)
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UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
3 DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Big Lost
' BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity
' Range RM-3
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION—ANALYSIS~-DECISION Step 1 Step 3

1051 Huggins

1. Deferred rotation grazing system.

2. 5/1 - 8/25 season-of-use.

3. 100% F.R. An Exchange-of-Use will be considered for livestock use
on other non-federal lands located within the allotment.

4, Proposed stocking level is 58 AUMs. Based on evaluation of this
allotment, it is capable of sustaining the preasent active prefer-
ence of 58 AUMs. Past uncontrolled use by livestock from Beck
Canyon allotment In conjunction with the authorized 58 AUMs has
created over—-utilization problems.

.In order to more effectively manage this allotment, it is recommended
that it be combined with Beck Canyon allotment and an Exchange-of-

Use for Huggins private and the entire area be placed under an
intensive management system to improve range and watershed conditions.

5. 1If the desired level of management is not attained through consulta-
tion, coordination and cooperation with permittees and monitoring
indicates deterioration of the allotment range and watershed re-—
sources, stocking levels may be adjusted in the third and fifth
year after issuance of the initial grazing decision.

i
1
;
:
i
b

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed Nylander 9/82
tlnstructions on reverse) Form 1600—~21 (April 1975)
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UNITED STATES

. / ) DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION

Name (MFP)

Big Lost
Activity

Range RM-4
Overlay Reference

Step 1 Step 3

Decision

Range improvement projects considered to improve range condition and trend ‘
and enhance forage production are listed by allotment. Range improvements

necessary to attain the management intensity selected in Alternative E of

the Big Lost Mackay EIS are denoted by "E" in the following list. '

Maintain native vegetation within 100 yards of either side of live streams and
water sources such as spring, lakes and impoundments. Also maintain native
vegetation within ¢ mile of strutting grounds and agricultural lands. Reseeding

of rangelands, when necessary, will be done using a mixture of grasses, forbs and

shrubs to achieve a diversity of

Allot. No. Allotment Name

vegetation.

Project Name

Location

1000 Alder Creek

o Bl o

1001 ~Uppar Elbow

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

Pord Development
Pond Development
Pond Development
Pond Development
Develop Spring
with trough
Develop Spring
with trough
Develop Spring
with trough
Develop watergap

T. 6 N., R. 24 E.
Sec. 9
Sec. 15
Sec. 23
Sec. 21
Sec. 9

Sec. 24
SW 4 Sec. 10

SW + Sec. 22

Remove seeding protection Sec. 10

fence svee.. 0.5 mile

Sagebrush contro
800 ac.

Sagebrush contro
400 ac.

Develop Spring
with trough

Pipeline with tr
going east fro
.o 1 mile

Pipeline extension with Sec. 31
trough from existing

pipeline ... 1

1.... Sec. 3, 4, 10, 11
14 and 15

1.... Sec. 13, 18, 23,
and 24

T, 6 N., R. 25 E.
Sec. 18
Sec. 19

T. 7 N., R. 26 E. |
ough Sec. 30 |
m well E

mile

Nvlander 8/82 (continned)

(Instructions on reverse)

Form 1600-21 (April 1975)



. UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
’ DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Big Lost
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity
Range RM-4
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION—ANALYSIS-DECISION Step 1 Step 3
Allot. No. Allotment Name Project Description Location
E Relocate existing (to) NE + SE }
storage tank andm=..- Sec. 19
with pump jack at
well ... 3% mile
Water trough at well Sec. 30
-Ypper Elbow E Sagebrush control ... Sec. 31 and 32
800 acres
T. 6 N., R. 26 E,
Sec. 5 and 6
T. 7 N., R, 25 E,
Secs. 23, 24, 26,
27, 34, and 35
T. 7 N., R. 26 E,
Pipeline with trough (to) NE #
from proposed storage Sec. 24
tank re-location ...
3/4 mile
1002 Beaverland Pass T. 5 N.,, R, 27 E.
Water storage tank at Sec. 30
Beaverland Spring ]
Burn sagebrush draws ... Secs. 19 and 30
300 acres
T. 5 N., R. 26 E,
Sagebrush control ... Secs, 10, 11, 12,
1000 acres 13, and 14
1006 Deadman

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

Extend drifﬁ fence along
highway 20/26 (2-miles)

~way—ateng—the-bowndary

T. 3 N., R. 28 E.

Secs. 15, 23, 24,

T. 3 N., R. 29 E,

Secs. 18 and 19

(instructions on reverse)

Nylander 8/82 (continued)

Form 1600-21 (April 1975)
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UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Big Lost
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity

Range RM-4
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overl:y Reference
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION Step 1 Step 3

Deadman (continued)
Allot. No. Allotment Name Project Description Location
’ T. 4 N., R, 28 E .

Fence both sides highway Secs. 26, 27, 32
88/22 from intersection 33, 34 and 35
- highway 20/26 to allotment

boundary on the north and
along boundary to prevent
drift ... 10 miles

) '\\__
\‘ T. 3 N., R. 28 E.

Secs. 5, 6 and 7

T, 5N., R, 28 E.

Cattleguard o MW} Sec. 31

. T. 4 N., R. 27 E.

E Waterhaul road Secs. 26 and 35
: development ... 1% mi.
/ E Waterhaul road Secs. 27 and 34
' development ... 1% mi.
-
T. 3 N., R. 28 E.
'E  Waterhaul road development - Secs. 31, 30, and 19
oo 2% mi- <
T. 3 N., R. 27 E.
Drift fence ... 1 mi. Sec, 2
Drift fence ... % mi. Sec, 1
Pond development Sec. 2
E Sagebrush control ... Secs. 1, 2 and 3
2,500 acres
T. 3 N., R. 28 E.
Secs. 5 and 6
T. 4 N., R. 28 E,
i
Secs. 21, 27, 28, {
. 29, 31, 32, 33 and 3¢
: «‘ Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed Nvlander 9/82

tlustructions on reverse) Form 160021 (April 1975)




UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN

Name (MFP)
Big Lost

Activity

Range RM-4

Overlay Reference

Note: Attach additional sheets, if r;eeded

Sagebrush control ...
160 acres

Nvlander

RECOMMENDATION—-ANALYSIS-DECISION Step 1 Step 3
Allot. No. Allotment Name " Project Description Location
1007 Blizzard Mountain T, 2 N., R. 23 E,
Develop spring with Sec., 13
trough '
Develop spring with SE+ Sec. 13
trough
‘.Z
AIME T. 2 N., R. 24 R,
Pipeline with trough
from spring in SE%,
Sec. 13, T. 2 N.,
R. 23 E. ovs 3/4 mi.
Develop spring with Sec. 8
- trough and pipeline’ .
t mi.
S North Lava Craters T. 2 N., R. 24 E.
"\n g Pond development Sec. 4
Fﬁéﬁ _ Extend boundary fence ... Sec. 18
T + mile
u Fence road boundary and Secs. 13, 24, 23
Craters of the Moon
National Monument ...
© 24 mi.
1012 Marsh Canyon T. 5 N., R. 25 E,
Drift fence ... + mi. Sec. 18
Drift fence ... %+ mi. Sec. 19
Pond development Sec. 17

Secs. 17, 18, 19

9/82

tinstructions on reverse)

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

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN

Name (MFP)
Big Lost

Activity
Range RM-4

Overlay Reference

RECOMMENDATION~-ANALYSIS-DECISION Step 1 Step 3
Allot. No. Allotment Name Project Description Location
1013 Waddoups - T. 5 N., R. 24 E.

Cherry Creek

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needad

Pond development

Develop spring and
pipe to existing
trough ... % mile

Develop spring in
Sec. 22 and pipeline
with troughs .. 2 mi.

Pipeline with trough from
spring in Sec. 28 ...
1 mile

Develop spring with
trough

Relocate larkspur

~ protection fence ...
4+ mile

Sagebrush control .. 700
acres

Pond development

Sagebrush control ...
1,000 acres

NW$ Sec. 19
NW+ Sec. 20
NW+ Sec. 20
SE} Sec. 34
SW Sec. 26
NE} Sec. 26
SW} Sec. 23
SW: Sec. 25
SE} Sec. 25
SW} Sec. 13

T. 5 N., R. 25E,

Sec. 19

T. 5 N., R. 24 E,

Secs. 22, 26, 27
35

(to) NE+ Sec. 32

Sec. 30

(to) WiNW: -
Sec. 15

Sec. 19, 32, 30

T. 4 N., R. 24 E,

NE$ Sec. 4

T. 5 N., R. 24 E,

Secs. 25, 35, 36

T. 5 N., R, 25E.

Sec. 30 and 31

Nvlander 8/82

tnstructions on reverse)

Form 1600-21 (April 1975)
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UNITED STATES | Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR ) Big Lost
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity
Range RM-4
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION—-ANALYSIS-DECISION Step 1 Step 3
Allot. No. Allotment Name Project Description Location !
. B |
1014 Earl Smith : T. 6 N., R. 25 E, : i
E Sagebrush control ... Secs. 21, 28, and 33
400 acres
1015 Sheep Mountain T. 6 N., R. 24 E.
Cattleguard SE} Sec. 18 S
E  Develop spring and pipe Sec. 19
water to trough ...
b 1 mile Sec. 20
Drift fence ... % mile Sec. 20
Drift fence ... % mile : Sec. 29

T. 6 N., R. 25 E. S

E Sagebrush control ... Sec. 20, 21, 29
N 500 acres
/[‘ : Hammond Canyon T. 3 N., R, 24 E. E
=
”H1024¥ E  Develop spring with NE} Sec. 14 :
} trough
Water gap fence ... NE} Sec. 14
+ mile
1026 Latham Hollow- .
Timber Mountain T. 4 N., R. 24 E, :
E Develop spring with Sec. 15
trough Sec. 22
Sec. 25
Sec. 26
E Pond development Sec. 21
Fence existing pond and Sec. 14 :
install water trough ;
Cattleguard Sec. 26 3
E Sagebrush control ... Secs. 10, 11, 14 %
400 acres 15 and 23 ;
T. 4. N., R. 25 E.
: E  Develop spring with Sec. 31
) N trough
i Drift fence ... % mile Sec. 30
Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed Ny'] ander Q9/82

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



UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Big Lost
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity
: Range RM-4
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION Step 1 Step 3
Allot. No. Allotment Name Project Description - Location
1028 Champagne—Creek T. 3 N., R. 23 E. :
Burn sagebrush ... Secs. 2, 3, 10, 11 ‘
600 acres
1029 Trail Creek T. 4 N., R. 25 E.
E = Pond development Sec. 16
Pond development Sec. 7 5
Drift fence ... 1% mi. Sec. 9 :

T. 4 N., R. 24 E,

E Spring development SEZ SW#
with trough Sec. 12
Cattleguard NE} Sec. 14