TWIN FALLS PLANNING UNIT

Activity Plans and Schedules

Starting Date Completion Date

~ Allotment Name FY CQuarter FY Quarter’
South Mule Creek 85 1st 85 2nd
Whiskey Creek 86 1st 87 1st
Barton~Schutte 86 1st 86 4th
U-2 - Lost Creek : 87 1st 87 4th
West Kunkel 88 1st 88 4th
Loughmiller . 88 1st 88 4th
Salmon Falls Natural Area Management Plan 88 1st 89 1st
Off Road Vehicle Plan 88 2nd 89 3rd
South Big Creek 89 1st 89 4th

Snake River Hertiage 89 3rd 90 2nd
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TWIN FALLS MFP
MONITORING/REVIEW
FY 1987

Lands

Encourage urban-suburban expansion to private rather than
public lands. [OK]

Use 120 acres (MFP 2 Overlay shows 240 acres) of public land
for expansion of Twin Falls County Landfill. [Area may not be
suitable; R&PP no longer applicable. ]

Retain the present dump sites at Filer (40 acres), Murtaugh (40
acres, and Twin Falls (260 acres). [OK]

Authorize an R&PP lease on 40 acres for a landfill at
Rogerson. [R&PP no longer applicable; dump site is closed.]

Clean up the defunct dumps at Clover, Lilly Grade and Dry Gulch
south of Kimberly (240 acres total) by close coordination with
Twin Falls County. [Has been completed. ]

Request Bureau of Reclamation to modify their Salmon Tract
withdrawal application to include only the 1900 acres of public
land that would became private. [Needs action.]

Continue multiple-use management with no reservations on 12,500
acres of specific sites for future agricultural development.

[OK]

Continue existing land uses on 4,000 acres, but do not alter
the characteristics that make the area potentially suitable for
intensive agriculture. [OK]

Allow major power transmission lines (46 to 138 KW) to be
constructed within or between the designated corridors, but not
to the east or west of the two corridors. Distribution lines
are exempt from this restriction. [OK]

Confine o0il and gas pipelines to the designated corridor
locations. [OK]

Make public land available, if needed, for a highway
right-of-way to relocate a portion of U.S. Highway 93. [OK]
Allow construction of a communication site on Sugarloaf Butte.
If a second building is needed, locate it a short distance from
the first, using the same site. [OK]




1-6.1

1-6.2

L-7.1

L-7.2

1-8.3

Revoke the following withdrawals:

1. Stock driveway in SW1/4NE1/4, Sectiom 35, T. 11 S., R. 18
E.

2., Military withdrawal in E1/2, Section 29, T. 11 S., R. 17 E.

3. Military range in S1/2S1/2, Section 25, T. 9 S., R. 13 E.
Authorize military use with MOU, if applicable.

[Stock driveway has been terminated; Military wants to retain

their withdrawals. ]

Revoke the Twin Falls MUC, except as it segregates against
mining on Rabbit Spring, Cauldron Linn, Spring Town, Dry Town,
and Dry Cataracts. [OK]

Complete exchange I-6561 with Steve Ellis. [Done]

Prioritize and proceed to process the following exchanges:
Larsen, Schnell, Idaho Department of Lands, Chadwick, Williams,
McCollum, and Wegener. Lands to be offered and selected as
listed, with remaining public lands to be retained in public
ownership. Reject exchanges E-7, E-23, E-34, E-55, E-56, E-58,
E-62, and E-64. Exchanges to benefit other agencies will be
processed last. [Continuing]

Resolve all agricultural trespasses by: 1) Restoring to
multiple use, 2) entering into a cooperative farming
agreement, 3) granting an agricultural lease, or 4) disposing
of the land by public sale. Sites meeting certain criteria
will be retained. [Continuing]
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MONITORING/REVIEW
FY 1987

MINERALS

Revoke CMU segregation from General Mining Laws on Salmon Dam,
Grays Landing, Norton Bay, and China Creek Sites. Retain CMU
mining segregation on Rabbit Springs, Springtown, Cauldron
Linn, Drytown, and portions of Dry Cataracts. [OK]

Maintain all public lands open to oil and gas exploration and
development, subject to surface protection requirements, e.g.
WL-1.2, 2.12; RM-2.1, 2.2, 2.5; WS-2.1, 3.1. [OK]

Allow geothermal exploration, leasing, and development on lands
identified as prospectively valuable for such purposes. An EA
will be needed for geothermal leasing in the Twin Falls
Planning Unit. [OK; no EA needed to date.]

Establish community pits for sand and gravel at: T. 12 S., R.
16 E., Section 1: SW1/4SE1/4, and T. 11 S., R. 18 E., Section
32, E1/2SE1/4. [The first site is still within a military

withdrawal., ]

Designate "building stone extraction areas” in portions of
sections 8, 17, 18, and 19 in T. 15 S., R. 15 E., as shown on
the overlay. [May involve conflicts with mining claims. ]

Designate Rabbit Spring area as a "rockhounding area.” Retain
Public water reserve and CMU classification. [OK]

Develop new material sites based on tech exams and EAs. [OK]
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CULTURAL RESOURCES

Protect and stabilize the historic structures at Dry Town,
Spring Town, Salmon Dam Kilns, Ellis Exchange House, and Mr.
Jeff's House. Initiate restoration and interpretation of
Spring Town and Dry Town so these sites can be included in the
"heritage system." [OK]

Establish trend study plots at sites ID2 TF 92 and 93, and
adjacent areas of the Basin Well Fire Rehab seeding to
determine relative effects of drill and broadcast seeding.

Eliminate unauthorized excavation and vandalism at Bogg's Hole
(ID2 TF 23) and the Hendrix Site (ID2 TF 83).

Designate certain sites as test excavation sites. [OK]

Implement ORV restrictions on closures when monitoring shows
that sites are being seriously threatened or damaged. [OK]

Protect cultural resource sites by incorporating them into
wildlife and range fencing projects, when possible. [OK]

Establish fenced study plots at Three-Mile Spring (ID TF 41)
and Rock Cabin Spring (ID TF 12) to determine the effects of
livestock trampling.

Coordinate cultural resource property acquisitions with other
exchanges, as identified in L-7.2. [OK]

Conserve all known cultural resources (coordinate, excavate,
inventory, and monitor). [OK]



TWIN FALLS MFP
MONITORING/REVIEW
FY 1987

FORESTRY
F-1.1 Designate the juniper stand (T. 16 S., R. 16 E.) as a

protective forest management zone, disallowing minor forest
products sales. [OK]
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TWIN FALLS MFP
MONITORING/REVIEW
FY 1987

RECREATION

Acquire parcels of land along Salmon Falls Creek, as shown on
overlay, to be coordinated with L-7.2 and NH-1.1. Acquire
access easements in the following order:

. McMullen Creek,

= North Cottonwood Creek,

. Jackpot—Magic Hot Springs Road,
. Cherry Spring Road,

. Big Creek-Hot Creek,

. Salmon Falls Dam,

. Deep Creek Reservoir,

8. Mule Creek-McCongle Canyon,
9. China Creek,

10. Fifth Fork of Rock Creek,
11. Buhl Dunes,

12, Shoshone Basin,

13. Hannah's Fork,

14. Squaw Joe Road,

15, Twin Springs,

16. UPRR Bed.

[Pending]

Upgrade existing facilities at Rabbit Spring, Winter Spring,
Norton Bay, Gray's Landing, Salmon Falls Dam, and Milner
Bicentennial Site. When funds become available, develop
facilities at Upper Salmon Falls Creek, Shoshone Creek,
Sugarloaf Springs, and China Creek. [OK]

Designate the Salmon Falls Creek Natural Area (see NH-1.1 and
WM-1.2), the Dry Cataracts National Natural Landmark (see
NH-1.2), and the Salmon Falls Reservoir Recreation Lands.
Implement specified actions for the Oregon Trail at the Milmer
Bicentennial Site. Include the Foothills area and the Heritage
System (See R-2.2) as special recreation management areas.

[Pending]

Retain public lands along waters having fishery
potential.Implement grazing systems that help protect riparian
and aquatic habitat. Establish study exclosures on McMullen
Creek and Shoshone Creek. Plant vegetation to provide shade
along streams on reservoirs where grazing isn't a problem.
[Continuing]
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Provide water and plant vegetation for wildlife where needed.
Allow waterrowl nuu...rs to comnstruct their own hunting blinds.
Limit ORV use to existing roads and trails between March 15 and
June 15 on critical sage grouse nesting and brood-rearing
complexes. Close critical sage grouse wintering areas to
snowmobiling. [OK]

Provide additional boating access facilities on Salmon Falls
Reservoir as appropriate, considering location of raptor
nesting sites. Maintain existing number of access points for
canoeing/kayaking on Upper Salmon Falls Creek. [OK]

Designate Rabbit Spring as a rock-hounding site, retain the
mining withdrawal, and take any protective measures necessary
to protect the cultural resource site. [OK]

Fence and install interpretive signing at the Blow Hole (T. 11
S., R. 14 E., Section 34). Protect and sign a representative
site of the Melon Valley gravel deposit (T. 9 S., R. 14 E.,
Section 11) and important cultural resource sites (see CRM-1.1,
R-1.3, R-2.1, and R-2.2). [OK]

Do not develop a trail along Salmon Falls Creek. Develop a
trail system as needed in the South Hills, in conjunction with
the Forest Service. Provide facilities and control vehicles in
winter recreation areas. [OK]

Finalize the Twin Falls ORV Designation Plan, allowing for
public review as needed. Change the ORV limitation in critical
mule deer winter range from November 1lst to November 15th. [OK]

Develop trails and trailhead facilities only when warranted by
user demand, as determined by monitoring studies. Keep Buhl
Dunes and Indian Springs available for use as ORV parks. [OK]

Designate either or both of two sites (T. 9 S., R. 13 E.,
Section 25, and T. 11 S., R. 17 E., Section 29) as public
shooting areas (would require revocation of National Guard
withdrawals). [Withdrawals are still in effect.]

Protect, preserve, and interpret the Oregon Trail on public
lands in the planning unit (see R-1.3). [OK]

Protect and interpret features on public land related to
Cauldron Linn, Salmon Dam Spillway, Milner Dam, Berger Tract,
Springtown, Dry Town, and Shoshone. Encourage the State to
place these sites on the National Register of Historic Places.
[OK]



VRM-1.1

VRM-1.2

VRM-1.3

VRM-1.4

VRM-1.5

VRM-1.6

VRM_l . 7

VRM-1.8

VRM-1.9

TWIN FALLS MFP
MONITORING/REVIEW
FY 1987

Visual Resource Management

Manage Salmon Falls Canyon (rim to rim) from Lilly Grade to
Salmon Falls Dam as VRM Class I. Manage the canyon from Lilly
Grad to Balanced Rock as VRM Class II. [OK]

Designate 12,695 acres as VRM Class II, as shown on overlay
D.5. Specific guides are given, including to "manage the areas
so that activities are not visually apparent to the casual
visitor.”

Designate 32,819 acres as VRM Class III, as shown on overlay
D.5. Specific guidelines are applicable. [OK]

Designate 184,257 acres, shown on overlay D.5, as VRM Class
Iv. [OK]

Rehabilitate VRM Class V areas to conform with the guidelines
for the surrounding land. Some specific sites are listed. [OK]

See L-7.2. [OK]

Allow site-by—-site consideration of developments along
highways, consistent with VRM-1.1, 1.2, 1.3, and 1.4. [OK]

Fence Rabbit Spring to exclude grazing, and plant shrubs and
trees in the area. Enlarge the fenced area at Winter Spring,
and plant shrubs and trees in the area. [OK]

Implement grazing systems listed under Range decisions. Fence
springs or overflows, providing for livestock water, based on

individual site situations. Limit ORV use in the South Hills

during moist spring conditions. [OK]



TWIN FALLS MFP
MONITORING/REVIEW
FY 1987

Wilderness Management

WM-1.1 Recommend the Lower Salmon Falls Creek WSA Unit (17-10) as
non-suitable for wilderness. [OK]

WM-1.2 Designate Lower Salmon Falls Creek from Salmon Dam to Balanced
Rock, including a 500-foot buffer along the rim, as an
outstanding natural area. [OK]
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TWIN FALLS MFP
MONITORING/REVIEW
FY 1987

Natural History

See WM-1.2. Acquire listed private and State lands within the
outstanding natural area. [Coordinate with L-7.2 and R-1.1]

Cooperate with the NPS in designating the Dry Cataracts as a
national natural landmark. Do not allow surface disturbance on
the two western parcels. Allow limited sale of materials from
the two eastern parcels, mitigating impacts to geologic and
wildlife values. [Gary Stone's access road has impacted one of
the western parcels.]




TWIN FALLS MFP
MONITORING/REVIEW
FY 1987

Range Management

RM-1.1 Implement deferred-rotation grazing systems on the allotments
listed below:

No. Name Pastures Acres
4034 Point Ranch 3 33,453
4035 Whiskey Creek 6 18,719
4040 Noh Sections 6 1,455
4044  South Mule Creek 3 3,018
4046 Griff 3 2,244
4049  Peters 4 1,213
4055 Hub Butte-Davis 4 800
4057  Fuller 4 1,070
4066 Barton—-Schutte 2 1,611
4101 Magic Common 2 9,168
4114  Squaw Joe 2 1,133
Squaw Joe 3 4,809

4120 Gravel Pit-Salmon Tract 2 700
79,393

Manage the following listed allotments as stated:

4097 Cameron Custodial Management
4031 Western Stockgrowers Seasonal Use
4053 Hub Butte Remain in the existing
rest—-rotation grazing system.
4074  Amersterdam—Kunkel Seasonal Use
RM-1.2 Implement rest-rotation grazing systems on the allotments

listed below: [OK]

No. Name Pastures Acres
4079 Lilly Grade 4 1,644
4092 South Big Creek 3 1,549
4108 Lost Creek-U2 3 1,792
4,985
RM-1.3 Continue the existing rest-rotation grazing systems until range

studies show that another form of management would better
achieve the multiple use objectives: [OK]



No. Name Acres

4001 Buhl Group-Berger 4,145
4003 Ellis-Tews-Berger 9,768
4006 Kaster-Berger 1,510
4007 Xunkel-Berger 1,516
4010 M. Lierman-Berger 640
4012 Lanting-Berger 3,233
4015 Parrott-Berger 1,478
4016  PVGA-Berger 7,389
4038 Kerr-Lost Creek 6,666
4041 Mule Creek-PVGA 7,014
4042 Horse Creek-PVGA 3,322
4054  Salmon Tract-Ind. 80
4071 Jones-Goat Springs 1,386
4073 West Kunkel 1,517

49,664

RM-1.4 Continue the Existing deferred-rotation grazing systems on the

following allotments: [OK]

No. Name Acres
4000 Babcock-Berger 607
4002 Kerr-Berger 2,229
4004 Chadwick-Berger 1,360
4005 Koch-Berger 948
4008 Lassen—Berger 640
4009 Lierman-Berger 720
4011 Lierman-Wegener 2,044
4013 Martens Bros.-Berger 839
4014 Noh—-Berger 5,105
4017 Berger-Schnitker 400
4018 Smith-Berger—-PVGA 320
4019 Wrigley-Berger 1,675
4020 Skeem-Berger 316
4023 J.E. Baker-Deep Creek 3,339
4024 J.E. Baker-Lost Creek 2,598
4039 Noh-White Rock 1,597
4076 Loughmiller 1,675
4098 Schnell-Salmon Tract 15,121
4102 Lost Creek 1,002
4119 Ridge 6,823

49,358

RM-1.5 Continue to allow seasonal grazing on the following

allotments: [OK]



No. Name Acres

4031 Western Stockgrowers 23,505
4036 Moore-Lost Creek 80
4050 Rock Creek-Coiner 148
4051  Courtnay 280
4063 Soldier Creek 284
4077 Salmon Tract 54
4095 Randell Iso. 103
4096 Lemmon-Ring 258
4106 Salmon Tract-Isolated 280
4109 Salmon Tract-U2 280
4121 Section 22-Salmon Tract 160
4122 Highway Unit 122
4123 East Kunkel 280
4124  Highway Kunkel 447
4074  Kunkel-Amsterdam 1,100

27,381

RM-1.6 Allow livestock grazing on the following allotments under
custodial grazing licenses: [OK]

No. Name

4037 North Big Creek
4043  Frahm—PVGA

4059 Green Private

4060 Salmon Tract-Guerry
4072 Lost Creek

4085 Salmon Tract—McCoy
4097 Cameron

4114  Squaw Joe Iso.

4119 Ridge Iso.

4125 Iso. Tracts-Kunkel
4128 Hot Creek

4135 Ellis-Tews-Berger Iso.
4141 Big Creek Isolated

RM-1.7 Install the following listed facilities to allow implementation
and continuation of intensive grazing management: [O0K]



No. Name Facilities
4001 Buhl Group-Berger .75 miles of pipeline
2 troughs
4012 Lanting-Berger 1 cattleguard
4013 Martins-Berger 2 cattleguards
4014 Noh-Berger 2 cattleguards
4017 Schnitker-Berger 1.25 miles of pipeline
1 trough
4031 Western Stockgrowers 4 reservoirs
1 spring
7 miles of pipeline
1 pumping station
6 troughs
4034  Point Ranch 1 cattleguard
1.5 miles of pipeline
1 trough
4035 Whiskey Creek 5 cattleguards
1.5 miles of pipeline
1 trough
2.5 miles of pipeline
4038 Kerr-Lost Creek .5 miles of pipeline
1 trough
4039 Noh-White Rock 1 mile of pipeline
4040 Noh-Sectioms 1 reservoir
2.5 miles of fence
4041 PVGA-Mule Creek .5 miles of pipeline
2 troughs
1 spring
.5 miles of fence
4049  Peters 1 mile of pipeline
3 troughs
1 mile of fence
4053 Hub Butte-WSGA 1 mile of pipeline
4055  Hub Butte 1 mile of pipelime
4057 Fuller 1 cattleguard
.75 miles of pipeline
1 trough
4066 Barton-Schutte .5 miles of fence
.3 miles of pipeline
1 trough
4074 Kunkel-Amsterdam 1 reservoir
4079 Lilly Grade 2.75 miles of pipeline
3 troughs
4092  South Big Creek 1 cattleguard
1 mile of fence
4101 Magic Common 2.25 miles of pipeline
3 trough
2.75 miles of fence
4102 Sharp-Lost Creek .2 miles of pipeline
1 trough
1 cattleguard
4106  Stewart 1 cattleguard
4108 Lost Creek-U2 1.25 miles of pipeline
1.25 miles of fence
4114 Squaw Joe .75 miles of pipeline
2 troughs
.75 miles of fence
4119 Ridge 1 reservoir
4120 Gravel Pit-Salmon Tract 1 mile of fence



RM2.1 Treat 34,770 acres of existing seedings described below to
reduce invading brush species and improve production and
grazing condition. [OK]

No. Name Acres AUMs
4000 Babcock-Berger 246 79
4001  Buhl Group-Berger 2,192 480
4002 Kerr-Berger 1,347 485
4003 Ellis-Tews-Berger 3,563 1,303
4005 Koch-Berger 250 100
4006  Kaster-Berger 665 205
4007 Kunkel-Berger 306 50
4008 Lassen-Berger 170 40
4012 Lanting-Berger 960 160
4013 Martens—Berger 160 24
4014 Noh-Berger 540 170
4015 Parrott-Berger 756 190
4016 PVGA-Berger 2,160 525
4017 Schnitker-Berger 320 53
4019 Wrigley-Berger 1,511 503
4021 Whiskey Creek Buffer 436 65
4023 Baker-Deep Creek 1,086 362
4024  Baker-Lost Creek 790 388
4031 Western Stockgrowers 1,206 205
4035 Whiskey Creek 2,252 811
4036 Moore-Lost Creek 80 22
4038 Kerr-Lost Creek 3,751 1,463
4039 Noh-White Rock 465 246
4041 Mule Creek-PVGA 1,176 370
4042 Horse Creek-PVGA 1,817 370
4044  South Mule Creek 69 6
4053 Hub Butte-WSGA 2,351 807
4055 Hub Butte-Davis 517 127
4057  Fuller 1,025 341
4071  Jones-Goat Springs 1,187 262
4079 Lilly Grade 594 100
4098 Schnell-Salmon Tract 702 92
4102 Lost Creek 337 146
4114  Squaw Joe 651 266

The primary treatment method will be burning-spraying, to be
conducted only after careful study, coordination, and consultation
with all user groups and agencies. All treatments will be guided by
the following stipulations:

1, Identify all cultural sites and take necessary steps to
protect, test, or salvage as applicable.

2 For projects in areas proposed for use in sanitary landfills,
coordinate with Twin Falls County commissioners. When their
future landfill needs are ten years or more in the future
proceed with the seeding maintenance subject to a benefit-cost
determination.



Determine when the lands in the WPRS withdrawal would be
changed from grazing to farming. If it exceeds ten years from
the time the sites can be scheduled for maintenance, go ahead
with the project if it has a favorable benefit-cost ratio.

The project in Kaster-Berger Allotment is in the area that is
suitable for agriculture. Proceed with the seeding maintenance
until such time that the use of the allotment changes to
agricultural.

The existing seeding along Salmon Falls Canyon will be
maintained to its original boundary as long as it does not
impair the natural values as viewed from within the canyon.

The Visual Resource Management Class III recommendation will be
resolved by modifications for wildlife habitat. These
modifications are:

a. In project No. 19 on Range URA IV-1.2 overlay do not treat
the draws as identified on the wildlife MFP 1 overlay for
quail. This area is the bottom of the draws where there
are large brushy areas.

b. In project areas numbered 19, 21, 56, 57, and 65 on Range
URA IV-1.2 overlay treatments will leave strips and
islands of brush. These strips and islands will be
determined in the project planning (survey and design)
stage of implementation by range and wildlife specialists.

The Wilderness and Recreation conflicts are resolved by
performing maintenance of the existing seeding to its original
boundary as long as the naturalness of the canyon is not
adversely affected as seen from within the canyon.

Avoid treating areas that are scheduled for excavation in a
time frame that eliminates effective cost recovery from
treatment. Attach adequate revegetation stipulations to
authorizations for oil and gas or geothermal leasing and
mineral material sources.

Modify the recommendations on areas numbered 3 and 10 on Range
URA IV~1.2 overlay to leave untreated areas and irregular
patterns in the vegetation. All islands that were omitted from
treatment in the initial treatment projects will remain
untreated islands of brush in future maintenance projects. In
areas 3 and 10 spraying will not be used within 1/2 mile of the
agricultural land to avoid liability for damage to private
property on nearby farms. Vegetation treatment projects within
1/2 mile of Salmon Falls Canyon will be designed to leave 15
percent of the project area untreated. The untreated area is
to be irregular in pattern to create additional edge effect to
improve the raptor prey base and wildlife species diversity.
Projects will be specifically evaluated by Range, Wildlife, and
Watershed specialists to determine needed leave and problem
areas that will be excluded from treatment.



10.

11.

12,

13,

14.

The remainder of area 10 can be burned or sprayed. All
projects will be evaluated by an interdisciplinary team
consisting of at least Range, Wildlife, Archaeology, and
Watershed.

Area 2 is too badly deteriorated to have adequate fuel to burn
so will have to be treated chemically or mechanically. If
spraying is used it will be by a ground method of application.
Chaining or railing can be used but would not be expected to do
as good a job of eradication as spraying.

All the areas 2, 3, 10, 16, 18, 21, 34, 35, 42, and 46 will be
treated for seeding maintenance. The primary treatment methods
will be spraying or burning. Alternative methods to use when
fuel is inadequate for burning or the areas are not located
properly for spraying will include railing, chaining, and
livestock trampling.

Modify the recommendation on areas 19, 21, 39, 56, 57, 63, 64,
65, 70, 74, and 75 to provide for sage grouse needs by leaving
critical areas for strutting, nesting, and brood rearing. The
projects will be planned through coordinated efforts of range
and wildlife specialists to assure the values are adequately
assessed, Critical sites will be further inventoried and leave
areas and strips will be designed into projects.

The sharp-tailed grouse recommendation will be mitigated by the
same modification that is recommended for sage grouse in number
10 of this part.

All ferruginous hawk and golden eagle nests will be located and
avoided by not operating machinery or spraying within 1/2 mile
during the period of nesting. When possible do project work
during the non-nesting period.

Leave islands of brush or create islands of desirable brush
species in seedings if there is a need for the habitat.
Coordinate with wildlife biologist to determine the need and
location of the islands of brush habitat.

Spray the portions of the Range URA IV-1.2 areas numbered 3, 8,
34, and 39 that are in severe erosion class, rather than
burning, to maintain the maximum amount of cover possible. The
portions of areas 10, 37, and 42 that are in the severe erosion
class are to be leave areas.
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Decision:

Rationale:

Twin Falls Management Framework Plan
Record of Decision

It is my decision to implement the Preferred Alternative and
amend the Twin Falls Management Framework Plan to designate
the Playas as ACEC. Two seperate Playas, each 30 acres in
size, are included in this amendment. Both areas shall be
designated ACEC.

The subject lands meet the planning criteria for ACEC
designation. These Playas have been found to be important
habitat for the Davis playa mustard, Lepidium davisii. ACEC
designation of these Playas will protect these endangered
plants.

Finding of No Significant Impact: The Environmental Assessment has been

Recommended:

7-18- 87

analyzed and a finding of no significant impact has
resulted. It is concluded that the proposed action will not
adversely affect the quality of the human environment.
Preparation of an environmental impact statement pursuant to
Section 102 (2)(c) of the National Environmental Policy Act
of 1969 is not required for this action.

Date

Approved:

J-dl- &

;;// Burley District Manager
y

L0 s

Date

Idaho State Director
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UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Twin Falls

BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity
Lands

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN - STEP 1 Objective Number
ACTIVITY OBJECTIVES Jd

Objective:

Encourage city and county government officials to confine Urban or Suburban
expansion to vacant lands within the city 1imits or to lands that are
contiquous to existing communities.

Rationale:

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

(Instructions on reverse) Form 1600-20 (April 77179'775)




UNITED STATES

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION

Name (MFP)
Twin Falls

Activity
Lands

Overlay Reference
Step1 L—1.} Step3

Recommendation: L-1.11

Encourage City and County government

officials to confine urban-suburban
expansion to vacant land within the
city limits or to lands that are

contiguous to existing communities.

Support Needs:

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

Rationale:

The Twin Falls County population
projections and urban-suburban
expansion needs indicate that

no public lands will be needed

to accommodate community expansion.
BLM's encouragement to the county
to attain the goals set in their
Comprehensive Plan will help to
achieve orderly and cost—-efficient
urban development.

Multiple Use Analysis

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

possible.

Decision:

Accept recommendation to encourage
urban-suburban expansion to private
rather than public lands for now.

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

Rationale:

While no public lands are presently
needed for community expansion, future
county needs as guided by their
comprehensive plan may include both
private and public land requests.

(Instructions on reverse)

Form 1600—21 (April 1975)



II.

IT1.

IV

VI.

VII.

Range
Wildlife
Forestry
Minerals

Recreation

Cultural Resources

IMPACT ANALYSIS

Watershed

Conflict
Conflict
Conflict
Conflict
Conflict
Conflict

Conflict

Twin Falls

MFP 2

L - 1.1

4



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

Lands
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN - STEP 1 Objective Namber
ACTIVITY OBJECTIVES L-2

Objective:

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

Rationale:

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

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

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

(Instructions on reverse) Form 1600—20 (April 1975)




UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Twin Falls
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity
Lands
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION—~ANALYSIS—-DECISION Stepl J—2,]1 Step3
Recommendation: L-2.1 Rationale:
Designate 120 acres of public land The Twin Falls County Solid Waste
adjacent to the Twin Falls main Management Department has
landfill for public purposes. expressed a need for additional
This land should be reserved for dump area. They indicate that
future landfill expansion and the soils are deep enough for
managed so as to not impair good landfill operation and are
its suitability for landfill in a favorable location for
purposes. The installation county use. Even though the
of underground pipelines or permanent county will be developing
improvements would impair its a thermal solid waste processing
suitability. plant and is utilizing a transfer

station concept, a need exists
for landfill sites. The landfill
would still be used to dispose of
rock, dirt, inflammable materials,
bulky items, etc.

Multiple Use Analysis

The Twin Falls County Commissioners and the Solid Waste Management Department

have repeatedly expressed a need for additional areas for future expansion of

the Tandfill. One of the problems they have encountered is finding sites with
soils deep enough to accommodate their needs. The areas they have identified

are adjacent to their present sites and have adequate soil depths.

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

The conflicts with implementing qrazing systems could be eliminated the same

way. As the lands are filled and reclaimed by revegetation practices they
would be returned to multiple resource management.

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

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



UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN

RECOMMENDATION—-ANALYSIS-DECISION

Name (MFP)

Twin Falls
Activity

Lands
Overlay Reference
Step 1L.-2,1 Step 3

Multiple Use Recommendation:

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

Support Needs:

R.A. Staff -
Coordinate with County Officials to
determine a schedule and coordinate
range management program and
maintenance proposals.

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

pecision:

Accept multiple use recommendation to
use 120 acres of public land as
identified for land fill expansion.
Inform the county of the Asse
Management Program, the Property
Review Board and their procedures and
public Tand disposal.

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

Reasons:

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

Alternatives Considered:

15 Reject LM-2.1 and not make the
sites available.

2 Modify LM-2.1 by making part of
the area available.

Rationale:

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

(Instructions on reverse)

Form 1600—21 (April 1975)



IMPACT ANALYSIS

MEP 2

L= 2,1

I Range
R-2.1 Seeding Maintenance Competitive Conflict

a. Nature of Conflict - As land surface would be torn up for Tandfill
purposes, any large expenditures of money for maintenance would be
wasted.

b. Modification - AlTow no or only minimal expenditures of money on
L-2.1 Tlands.

R-1.2 Formulate New AMP's Competitive Conflict

a. Nature of Conflict - New AMP's could include water developments i.e.
buried pipelines, fences, etc. These improvements woul have to be
torn out when land was developed for landfill purposes. WASTE OF
MONEY.

b. Modification - Allow no fences, buried pipelines, etc. on L-2.1
lands. Water could be hauled, pumped from the canals, piped to edge
of L-2.1 lands, etc.

IT. Wildlife - No Conflict
III. Forestry - No Conflict
IV. Minerals - No Conflict
V. Recreation - No Conflict

VI. Cultural Resources No Conflict

VII. Watershed - No Conflict



UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN
RECOMMENDATION~-ANALYSIS-DECISION

Name (MFP)
Twin Falls

Activity
Lands

Overlay Reference
Stepl TL.—2.2 Step3

Recommendation: L-2.2

Retain the present dump sites

at Filer, Murtaugh, and Twin

Falls for solid waste disposal.
The Filer & Murtaugh dumps should
be confined to 40 acres each and
the Twin Falls Main landfill
should be confined to 260 acres as
currently authorized in the R&PP
lease.

Rationale:

These dump sites when used in
conjunction with the county
transfer station concept and
with the proposed thermal solid
waste processing and stream
generating facility will
accommodate landfill needs for
the foreseeable future.

Additional land at the Twin Falls
main landfill will be required

(See 1-2.1), however, the additional
land would not be needed immediately.

Multiple Use Analysis

The analysis given in L-2.1 is applicable for this recommendation as these
sites are the currently used landfill sites and include expansion ability.

These sites are currently being used for solid waste disposal in the Twin

Falls County Landfill system.

The authority for this use is a R&PP lease.

The 1ong range plan on the landfill areas is to rehabilitate them and return

them to multiple resource management.

Multiple Use Recommendation:

Accept the L-2.2 and continue the
present use as planned.

Support Needs:

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

Realty -
Assist the RA in compliance monitor-
ing.

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

Reasons:

There is an undisputed need for solid
waste disposal sites. These sites ar
suitable and currently authorized and
being used.

Alternatives Considered:

13 Reduce the acreage.

(Instructions on reverse)

Form 1600—21 (April 1975)



UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Twin Falls
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity
Lands
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION—-ANALYSIS-DECISION Step1 L-2.2 Step3
Decision: Rationale:

Accept Step 2 multiple use decision to Under authority of the R&PP lease

retain existing dump sites at Filer, provisions, these sites are now being
Murtaugh, and Twin Falls for solid used for this purpose satisfactorily
waste disposal. and this should continue. The Assett

Management Program does not apply to
existing R&PP's already filed and
issued.

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

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



II.

I1I.

IV.

VI.

VII.

IMPACT ANALYSIS

Twin Falls

_ MFP 2

L - 2.2

Range
R-2.1  Seeding Maintenance
Same as L-2.1 conflict and Modification but this L-2.2 recanmend is
for the Twin Falls Main Landfiil.
R-1.1 Formulate New AMP's
Same as L-2.1 conflict and Modification but this L-2.2 recommend is
for the Twin Falls Main Landfill.
Wildlife
WL-3.1 Wetland Riparian Areas Competitive Conflict
a. Nature of conflict - The Filer Dump is authorized under a R & PP
Tease. The dump has already impacted the riparian area and could
continue,
Modification - The R & PP lease could be reduced in size so there is
no authority to occupy the riparian area. Rehab on impacted area
could be required within practical Timits. The types of feasible
rehabilitation methods would have to be decided.
Forestry - No Conflict
Minerals
M-4.4 Saleable Minerals Competitive Conflict
a. Nature of Conflict - The L-2.2 lands are currently used for landfill
purposes (Filer) or are future expansion sites (Twin Falls).
Removing material from under the Filer dump would be impractical.
To remove material from the Twin Falls site would reduce the amount
of soil and fill to cover the litter and debris of the dump.
Modification - Reduce the size of the M-4.4 sites to exclude the
Filer dump area (SE1/4 NE1/4 Sec. 8, T. 11 S., R. 16 E.) and the SE
corner of the Twin Falls Landfill area.
Recreation - No Conflict
Cultural Resources - No Conflict

Watershed

- No Conflict



T Range

R-1.2

IMPACT ANALYSIS

Twin Falls

MFP 2

L -2.3

Seeding Maintenance Competitive Conflict

IT. Wildlife

WL-2.4

. Nature of Conflict - Eighty acres in section 10, W1/2 NW1/4, T.11 S,

R, 16 E. is a material site right-of-way. Approximately 40 acres in
the NW corner of the tract is proposed for landfl1 purposes. Any
large expenditures of money for maintenance would be wasted.

Modification - Allow no or only minimal expenditures of money on the

above described land.

Upland Game Competitive Conflict

a.

b.

ITII. Forestry
IV. Minerals
M-4.4

a.

V. Recreation

Nature of Conflict - The proposed Rogerson Dump would result in the

destruction of sagebrush within 1/4 mile of private Tand.

Modification - Allow brush to be removed where land rehabilatation

is a required part of an R & PP lease. As the dump is filled, the
area could be reseeded to appropriate species for wildlife habitat.

- No Conflict

Saleable Minerals Competitive Conflict

Nature of conflict - The Rogerson dump area is on a material site

right-of-way. It would be impractical to remove the material from
under the garbage. Removal of the fill material would reduce the
amount of fill needed to cover the garbage.

Modification - Exclude the proposed 40-acre dump site (NW1/4 NW1/4

Sec. 10, T. 14 S., R. 16 E.) from the M-4.4 area. There would
appear to be sufficient material to meet future dermands without the
above described land.

- No Conflict

VI. Cultural Resources - No Conflict

VII. Watershed

- No Conflict



UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Twin Falls
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity
Lands
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS—=DECISION Step b=2.3  Sien 3
Recommendation: L-2.3 Rationale:
Authorize the use of 40 acres near Except for the present dump site, the
Rogerson for public purposes of a Rogerson dump is the only one that
sanitary landfill. The present dump serves the southern portion of the
site is unauthorized and is on a planning units. Considering the
material site right-of-way. The high cost of fuel, an approved dump site
material site R/W should be must be close enough to populated areas
relinquished and a Recreation and that people will take their refuse there
Public Purpose Classification rather than dump it in public land. A
initiated. classification for R&PP would allow the

county to file for a R&PP lease and thus
would allow the present dump site to be
legalized.

Multiple Use Analysis

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

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

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

The dump and landfill needs outweigh the wildlife habitat value. When the use

terminates, and the site is ready for rehabilitation, vegetative species that
meet the wildlife habitat needs should be incorporated into the seed mix.

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

(Instructions on reverse)

Form 1600-21 (April 1975)



UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN

Name (MFP)
Twin Falls

Activity
lLands

Overlay Reference

RECOMMENDATION—-ANALYSIS-DECISION Step|l_2 3 Step 3

Multiple Use Recommendation:

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

Support Needs:

Resources - Realty Specialist
and Minerals Specialists -
-Get material site R/W relinquished
-Get county R&PP application
-Process EA, Land report, etc.

Resource Area -
Issue the R&PP Lease

pecisioq:

Accept the multiple use recommendation
to authorize use of the Rogerson 40
acres for a sanitory landfill,

Apprise the county of the R&PP
procedures in light of the Assett
Management Program.

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

Reasons:

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

Alternatives Considered:

% Reject L-2.3 and disallow dumping
on the site.

Rationale:

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

(Insiruclions on reverse)

Form 1600-21 (April 1975)



UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION

Name (MFP)
Twin Falls

Activity
Lands

Overlay Reference
Step1 1-2.4 Step3

Recommendation: 1-2.4

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

mouth of Dry Gulch.

The three sites involve 240 acres

Rationale:

A condition of an R&PP lease is

that "...upon termination of this
lease ....the Lessee shall surrender
possession of the premises to the
United States in good condition and
shall comply with such provisions....
as may be made by the Authorized
Officer....". These sites have

had some rehabilitation work, but
there is still debris scattered
about and a need for rehabilitation
work.

and should be completely cleaned
up and the land rehabilitated by
1982.

A

i

Multiple Use Analysis

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

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

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

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

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

(Instructions on reverse)

Form 1600-21 (April 1975)



UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Twin Falls
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity
nds
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS—=DECISION Step].2,4  Step3
Decision: Rationale:

Accept the recommendation to clean up Rehabilitation work is part of the

the now defunct dumps covering these R&PP lease provisions and need to be
sites and 240 acres by close enforced. However, coordination
coordination with Twin Falls County between all involved parties is the
officials. best approach for a ssuccessful

rehabilitation job.

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

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



IMPACT ANALYSIS

Twin Falls

MFP 2

L - 2.4

I. Range - No Conflict
II. Wildlife - No Conflict
ITI. Forestry - No Conflict
IV, Minerals - No Conflict
V. Recreation - No Conflict

VI. Cultural Resources

CRM-1.9 Conservation of Site Conflict

a. Nature of Conflict - Site ID-2-TF-52 1is located on a R & PP area
proposed for clean-up. Any surface disturbance could destroy the
site. A negative clearance would prevent total clean-up of site.

=

b. Modification - Determine boundary of site and see if clean-up can be
completed without disturbance to the site.

VII. Watershed - No Conflict



UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Taln Falls
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity
Lands
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION Step1 1,~2.5 Step3

Recommendation: L-2.5 Rationale:
Allow the Water Power Resource The Water Power Resource Service has
Service (formally the Bureau had a pending withdrawal application
of Reclamation) to acquire with the Bureau of Land Management
7,900 acres of public land for since 1967. They deleted 3,372
irrigation canals, irrigated acres of public land from their
farmland, and irrigated and application on February 22, 1980.
non-irrigated wildlife habitat. The present lands selected by the

WPRS have been reviewed jointly
by the BLM, Fish and Game Depart-
ment and the WPRS and tentatively,
the lands appear to be suitable
for development.

The Salmon Tract has a shortage of
water and much of the private
lands do not have a full water
supply. The Salmon Tract project
would supply approximately 35,840
acres of private land with
supplemental water supplies.

The project would also bring into
private ownership about 1,900
acres of public land that would
be developed for irrigated
agriculture.

Multiple Use Analysis

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

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

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

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



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

BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

Activity
Lands
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION StepL-2,5 Step 3

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

The delay on the project is that the canal company has not been able to get
water or water rights. Until they get water, the project is at a stand still.
There is still strong opinion from people working on the project that they
willeventually get the water and go ahead with the proposed development.

WPRS has withdrawn 7900 acres and would turn 1900 of these acres in private
jrrigated farm land. The other 6000 acres would be canal, and wildlife

habitat.

Multiple Use Recommendation: Reasons:

Modify L-2.5 - It appears that irrigated agriculture
Allow the canal on a R/W. Issue the 1is one of the highest and best uses of
withdrawal on the 1900 acres that these lands when water is available.

would become private land. Retain
and manage under co-op agreement all
the other land according to the
plans currently in effect.

Support Needs: Alternatives Considered:

R.A. Staff and District Realty Spe- 1. Reject L-2.5.
cialist and Mineral Special- 2. Accept L-2.5.
ist -

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

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

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



UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Twin Falls
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity
Lands
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION Step1 L=2.5 Step 3
Decision: Rationale:
Accept multiple use recommendation Evidence of water right approved by
with the following modifications: the State Department of Water
Resources must be filed in order to
1. Require that a water right be allow a R/W on public lands for
granted by the State to the Canal irrigation facilities, including

Company prior to R/W approval from canals.
the BLM for the proposed canal.

2. Request that the Bureau of The remainder of the 7,900 acres can
Reclamation (WPRS) further modify affectively be managed for wildlife
their withdrawal application to the habitat under Cooperative Agreement.
1,900 acres that would become With reference to the withdrawal
private land. application, it segregated the lands

from all entry under land laws and
mining, but not mineral leasing. This
application must be processed and
adjudicated to conclusion within 15
years, and will terminate unless so
processed.

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

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



I.

11,

IMPACT ANALYSIS

Twin Falls

MFP 2

L - 2.5

Seeding Maintenance Competitive Conflict

. Nature of Conflict - The public lands under withdrawal application

(other than non-irrigated wildlife habitat) would be developed for
farming purposes. Any large expenditures of money for seeding main-
tenance would be wasted when the Tands would be plowed for farming.

Modification - Allow*no seeding maintenance on L-2.5 lands (could do

it on non-irrigated wildlife areas) unless application is

Formulate New AMP's Competitive Conflict

Nature of Conflict - New AMP's could involve seedings, fences, water

developments, etc. Should these be put in and the lands later
developed for farming, public funds would have been wasted.

Modification - Allow no AMP improvements to be installed (could put

them in a non-irrigated wildlife area) until withdrawal application

Nature of Conflict - The Water and Power Resources Service (WPRS)
has made application to acquire these lands for farming or wildlife
purposes. Quail habitat could not be retained on the lands that

Modification - Allow no habitat developments on those L-2.5 lands
that are designated for agricultural development. Should the
withdrawal application be relinquished, development could occur.

Upland Game - Chuckars Competitive Conflict

Nature of Conflict - Same as for WL-2.8.

Range
R-1.2
a
b.
relinquished.
R-1.1
a.
b
is relinquished.
Wildlife
WL-2.8 Competitive Conflict
a.
would go into private ownership.
b
WL-2.3
a.
b. Modification - Same as for WL-2.8.
WL-2.4

Upland Game - Pheasants Competitive Conflict

Nature of Conflict - Same as WL-2.8.

75



WL-4.2

IMPACT ANALYSIS

Twin Falls

MFP 2

L - 2.5 (cont.)

Modification - In the L-2.5 areas, allow brush removal only on those

lands designated for farm development should the withdrawal be made,
The L-2.5 lands identified for wildlife habitat could be protected
for pheasants.

Golden Eagle Competitive Conflict

Nature of Conflict - The L-2.5 lands located in Section 34, T. 11

S.,R. 17. E. are within the proposed Salmon Tract project. Activity
on this Tand could not be regqulated if it went into private owner-
ship.

Modification - For the lands described above, the recommendation

could apply only as long as the lands are in Federal ownership.

Waterfowl Competitive Conflict

b.

ITI. Forestry

IV.

Minerals

M-4.4

Nature of Conflict - The L-2.5 lands around the Loughmiller Gravel

Pits (7) are proposed as part of the WPRS withdrawal. Also, the
Twin Falls belt route road proposal would go through this area.
Making wildlife developments prior to knowing the definite plans of
the Highway Dept. or the WPRS could result in counter productive
actions.

Modification - Allow no fencing and planting of riparian vegetation

until definite plans are known for the withdrawal.

- No Conflict

Minerals Saleable Competitive Conflict

al

Nature of Conflict - The L-2.5 Tands could be transferred into

private ownership for agricultural use. Materials on these Tands
would not be reserved on the patent as the removal of them would
conflict with farming use.

Modification - Allow no mineral development on these lands until it

is known for sure if the withdrawal will be finalized. The applica-
tion for withdrawal affords protection also.



IMPACT ANALYSIS

Twin Falls

MFP 2

L-2.5 (cont.)

M-3.1la Geothermal Competitive Conflict

a. Nature of Conflict - Some of the L-2.5 Tands have a potential for
geothermal development without reserving geothermal resources in the
lands, leasing revenue would be Tost.

b. Modification - Reserve geothermal resources in all land transfers on
L-2.5 Tands.

V. Recreation

VRM-1.7(3) Competitive Conflict

a. Nature of Conflict - The WPRS has made applicaiton to withdraw
pubTic Tands north of Hollister for agricultural development. These
lands would be transferred into private ownership.

b. Modification - No solution.

Alternatives: (1) Deny the withdrawal request on L-2.5 lands
that Tie within VRM-1.7 area.

(2) Allow Tand to be withdrawn and developed.
This would add more farm land scenery to the
area. It would not be a visual contrast to
surrounding land use!

VI. Cultural Resources

CRM-1.9 Competitive Conflict

a. Nature of Conflict - Several cultural sites are located on lands to
be withdrawn and developed for agriculture. Without mitigation, the
lands could not be disposed.

b. Modification - None.

Alternatives: (1) Retain land with site on it in Federal
ownership.

(2) Salvage site or do other mitigation work.

VII. Watershed - No Conflict



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

Lands
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN - STEP 1 Objective Number
ACTIVITY OBJECTIVES 1.3

Objective:

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

Rationale:

Approximately 23,000 acres of public land within the planning unit have
soils and climatic conditions that are suitable for agricultural development.
About 16,500 acres of the 23,000 acres can be blocked into logical farm
blocks that adjoin private lands and that have a majority of Class IL

soils, As the economy of Twin Falls is based on agriculture, it is

important to reserve suitable land for future agricultural development.

It is anticipated that approximately 3,700 acres of farm land would be
needed by the year 2000 to replace that lost to urban-suburban development.

Population projections for Twin Falls County indicate that about 3,700

acres of land will be needed for urban expansion. These lands are

generally adjacent to urban areas and are mostly agricultural land. With
available water and energy supplies and with proven agricultural feasibility,
the public lands could maintain the agricultural land base for the planning
unit within the foreseeable future.

(Instructions on reverse) Form 1600—20 (April 1975)




UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Twin Falls
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity
Lands
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION—-ANALYSIS—DECISION Step1 L-3.1 Step3

Recommendation: L-3.1 Rationale:
Reserve 12,500 acres of public Approximately 23,000 acres of public
land for future agricultural land within the planning unit
development. These lands should have soils and climatic conditions
be managed as to not impair their that would favor agricultural
suitability for agricultural development. However, the lack of
development. Permanent structures, a reliable water source has
power lines, severe erosion, or prevented their previous development.
shallow buried pipelines would impair As the economy of Twin Falls County
the land for agriculture. is based on agriculture with

indications that it will remain
that way, it is important to
reserve public land for future
agricultural development.

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

Multiple Use Analysis

This area contains soils that are suitable for irrigated agricultural
deve]opment.DJThe soils are Class II and III soils. These soils are mixed
with soils thf are not suitable. This area is not as suitable as area L-3.2
shown on the lands MFP overlay. This area is not located as well for getting
water out of the High Line canal in the Twin Falls Irrigation Co.

Interest in lands suitable for farming is intense from a few individuals who
are desirous of obtaining these lands for agricultural development. Interest
against agricultural development is also intense from the people who depend on
the area for grazing. The area is crested wheat grass seedings and is managed
according to intensive grazing management plan and produces about 320 AUM's
per 640 acre section.

In conversation with the Twin Falls County Commissioners on April 23, 1981,
they recommended that the land be retained in public ownership and current
use;éontinue. They further recommended that the lands not be altered in their
agricultural ability. Events and priorities are rapidly changing from year to

¥S%Er%nd no one can know if water and power will be available someday in the

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

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



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

Lands
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION~ANALYSIS—DECISION Step 1L-3.1 Step 3

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

Multiple Use Recommendation: Reasons:

The soils cannot be farmed without
water. Presently in Twin Falls County
Class I land that is in agricultural
production is being removed from
production at a steady rate indicating
that additional land is not needed for
production. Also, these lands are

Modify L-3.1.

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

Support Needs:

None.

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

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

currently producing an agricultural
producé that is important to the
economy and well being of the
operators and the people.

Alternatives Considered:

1. Put the lands up for sale.
2. Make the Tands available for
exchange.
3. Encourage transfer of ownership
through DLE or Carey Act.
Rationale:

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

(Instructic

)

Form 1600-21 (April 1975)



TMPACT ANALYSIS

Twin Falls

MFP 2

L = 3.l

I.  Range - No Conflict
IT. Wildlife - No Conflict
III. Forestry - No Conflict

IV. Minerals

M-4.4 Saleable Minerals Competitive Conflict

a. Nature of Conflict - The L-3.1 lands are to be reserved for agricul-
tural development and are to be managed as to not impair their suit-
ability for agriculture. Removing the materials would impair the
suitability.

b. Modification - Allow no removal of material from the Berger M-4.4
area until no other sources of material are available within an
economic haul distance of the place of need.

V. Recreation - No Conflict

VI. Cultural Resources

CRM-1.9  Cultural Site Competitive Conflict

a. Nature of Conflict - A cultural site is located on L-3.1 land in
section 15, T. 12 S., R. 15 E. Disposal of this land could not be
done with the cultural site on it.

b. Modification - None.

Alternatives: (1) Retain land in Federal ownership.

(2) Salvage site or do other mitigating work.

VII. Watershed - No Conflict

p



UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Twin Falls
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity
Lands
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION—-ANALYSIS—-DECISION Step 1 |.-3,2Step 3

Recommendation: L-3.2 Rationale:
As adequate water supplies, energy Population projections for Twin Falls
supplies, and economic feasibility county indicate that about 3,700 acres
are proven, make 4,000 acres of of private land will be needed for
public Tand available for desert land urban-suburban expansion. Most of these
entry or Cary Act development. lands are presently being farmed. Use

of suitable public land for agricultural
use would help offset the loss of
agricultural land to urban-suburban
uses.

Support Needs:

Suitability determination.

Multiple Use Analysis

Interested parties have inquired about the availability of public tand for
farming through the Desert Land Act. These people have asked specifically how
to apply for DLE on lands in the north end of the Berger area adjacent to
existing farms and the High Line Canal system.

The Twin Falls Canal Company officials have said that water in the canal
system can be used to irrigate any land as long as the water is not trans-
ferred down stream. They also said that there are several people on the canal
that have water available in excess of the needs of their farms.

Most of the area included in L-3.2 is presently included in intensive grazing
allotment management plans. These plans include specific grazing systems.
The area contains part of an extensive stock watering system known as the
Berger Well and Pipeline System. The well is in excess of 1000 feet deep and
there are about 89 miles of pipeline.

The soil surveys and climatic records show that there are areas of public Tand
with soils and climatic conditions that would favor agricultural development.
Presently the lack of a water source has prevented their development.

Predictions are that the electric power needs in Magic Valley will double by
1993. At the current rate of increased demand, electric power production will
have to double every eleven years to meet the increased demand according to a
report from Morrison-Knudson Co. aired on KBAR radio on April 22, 1981.

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

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



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

Lands
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION—ANALYSIS-DECISION step L=3.2 (conrpB)

Multiple Use Analysis

The Idaho Department of Lands has expressed interest in acquiring public lands
in the Berger area by exchanging them for State owned lands scattered through
Twin Falls and Cassia Counties. Several tracts of land in this Twin Falls MFP
area have multiple use values and could be advantageous to the Bureau's multi-
ple use management.

It appears that there may be an opportunity for the State to acquire saleable
lands and for the Bureau to acquire, for the public, Tands with multiple
resource values.

In a recent telephone conversation with Howard Kestie, May 6, 1981, it was
determined that the State is not interested in exchanging for lands that would
be transferred to private ownership. Howard indicated that the State is not
interested in the lands that have agricultural potential.

In a conversation with the Twin Falls County Commissioners on April 23, 1981
they recommended that this land be retained in public ownership and the pre-
sent management and uses continue. They further recommended that the 1lands
not be altered to become non-suitable for irrigated agricultural development.
Techniques and priorities concerning water and power are changing so rapidly
that it is difficult to assess what the needs will be over the next two years.

In the 1974 Land Use Plan these lands were recommended for retention for
multiple use values and for livestock grazing. The Tands are highly developed
for livestock grazing. They are seeded to highly productive crested wheat-
grass, have an extensive water system consisting of a well and pipelines, and
are part of an allotment management plan.

Public input to the planning process has revealed at least four options for
the use of this land in the immediate future.

1. Trade the lands to the State of Idaho for scattered tracts of state
owned lands in Twin Falls County that have multiple use values and
would compliment the resource management of the public lands.

2 Classify the Tands as suitable for Agricultural development in
private ownership and make the land available for disposal by DLE.

3. Classify the lands as suitable for Agricultural development in
private ownership and make the land available for disposal by
PUBLIC SALE.

4, Decide that the highest and best use is the existing use and keep
the Tands in multiple use management. Continue to use the lands as
they are and not alter the character of the lands so that they
maintain their suitability for agriculture.

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

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



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

| ands
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION—ANALYSIS—DECISION Step 1 | 3.2 Peart. )

Multiple Use Recommendation: Reasons:

Reject L-3.2 -- These lands have been extensively de-
Retain the lands for multiple use. veloped by seeding, an extensive water
Continue the present use of the system, and intensive grazing manage-
lands and do not alter the character ment systems. The livestock forage
of the land to change the suitabil- produced on these lands has been
ity for intensive agriculture. allocated and the users have developed

a dependency on this production.

Changing the use from grazing to irri-
gated agriculture would increase the
yield in pounds of biomass per acre.
The change would cause a hardship on
the agricultural segment presently
using these lands. Not changing the
agricultural use eliminates the hard-
ship at the cost of the increased

production.
Support Needs: Alternatives Considered:
None. Refer to the Multiple Use Analysis.

If the land has to be made available
for intensive agricultural develop-
ment and the state is not interested
in an exchange the PUBLIC SALE option
would be the most expedient transfer
at the Teast cost to the public and
with the greatest return to the
Federal Treasurey.

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

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



UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN

RECOMMENDATION—-ANALYSIS—DECISION

Name (MFP)

Twin Falls

Activity
Lands

Overlay Reference

Step 1 1.3.92 Step 3

Decisiqg;

Accept multiple-use recommendation to
continue existing land uses of the
4,000 acre recognizing that future
intensive agriculture development may
occur.,

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

Rationale:

In the interim, management for other
land uses should continue at the same
level as they now exist. Highly
developed range improvements should
continue to serve intensive grazing
management systems for livestock
production and other multiple use
values.

If it is determined that the lands
should go to the private sector for
intensive agricultural development and
use, the PUBLIC SALE process should be
used wherever possible to get market
value for the public. Also, this
disposal method is probably the least
costly method commonly used.

(Instructions on reverse)

Form 1600-21 (April 1975)



IMPACT ANALYSIS

Twin Falls

MFP 2

L - 3.2

1s Range

R-2.1 Seeding Maintenance Competitive Conflict

a. Nature of Conflict - Approximately 4,000 acres of L-3.2 lands are to
be developed for agriculture. Any large expenditures of money for
seeding maintenance would be wasted since the land would be plowed
up for agricultural development.

b. Modification - Allow no seeding maintenance on L-3.2 lands.

IT. Wildlife

WL-2.4 Pheasant Areas Competitive Conflict

a. Nature of Conflict - The L-3.2 lands are proposed for agricultural
development. Farming would destroy the 1/2 mile perimeter of
vegetation and cover.

b. Modification - Require that farm land disposals be on a planned
basis (roads, farm parcels, wildlife leave areas, etc. designated
prior to disposal). The leave areas would retain valuable habitat.

III. Forestry - No Conflict
IV. Minerals

M-4.4 Saleable Minerals Competitve Conflict

a. Nature of Conflict - The L-3.2 lands could be developed for
agricultural purposes. The removal of material would impair the
lands suitability for agriculture.

b. Modification - Allow no mineral material removal on the L-3.2 lands
near Rogerson. A minerals source (480 acres) on public land, also
within M-4.4 area, is adjacent to L-3.2 lands. This source may be
sufficient to meet the demand for materials. '

V. Recreation

VRM-1.7(3) Competitive Conflict

a. Nature of Conflict - Approximately 420 acres north of Hollister

would be disposed of for agricultural development. The VRM 1.7(3)
recommendation is to not allow land disposals in the corridor.




IMPACT ANALYSIS

Twin Falls

MFP 2

L - 3.2 (cont.)

b. Modification - No solution.

Alternatives: (1) Retain in public ownership. This would re-
sult in potential agricultural land not being
available for development.

(2) Lease the land for farming. This would allow
agricultural development but retain land in
public ownership.

VI. Cultural Resources

No conflict, but would have to get clearance before disposal.

VII. Watershed - No Conflict.



1. Range
II. Wildlife
III. Forestry

IV. Minerals

[MPACT ANALYSIS

Twin Falls

MFP 2

L - 4.1

- No Conflict
- No Conflict
- No Conflict

- No Conflict

V. Recreation

VRM-1,1

Competitive Conflict

al

VRM 1.

Nature of Conflict - In sections 21, 28 and 32, the transmission
line corridor Tays into VRM Class I. Any new powerlines that exceed
10 in the visual contrast rating would not be allowed. (Any lines
built west of the existing line would be into Class I.)

. Modification - Require that all future power transmissions be built

east of the existing lines in this area.

7 Competitive Conflict

a.

b.

Nature of Conflict - Right-of-way corridors are not to be allowed in
this zone. The Nevada to Hunt transmission Tine already crosses
through this travel influence corridor.

Modification - Allow right-of-way in this corridor but consider
visual resources and mitigation prior to the granting of the right-
of-way.

R-1.3(b) Competitive Conflict

a.

b.

VI. Cultural

Nature of Conflict - A power transmission line corridor through a
natural area would not help the naturalness of the area.

Modification - Adjust corridor area to be only east of the present
powerline. Adjust natural area east of boundary to be the existing
power transmission line.

Resources

A.4

Cultural Sites "Conflict"

Archaeological clearance would have to be made before any new lines
were put in. Could mitigate impacts through stipulations, etc.



IMPACT ANALYSIS

Twin Falls

MFP 2

L - 4.1 (cont.)

VII. Watershed "No Conflict"

The Nevada to Hunt powerline area will be rehabilitated before proof
of construction is accepted.

Recommend that watershed specialist be part of the compliance team,

/s



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

Lands
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN - STEP 1 Objective Number
ACTIVITY OBJECTIVES -4

Objective:

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

Rationale:

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

(Instructions on reverse) Form 1600—-20 (April 1975)



UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN

RECOMMENDATION—-ANALYSIS—-DECISION

Name (MFP)

Twin Falls
Activity

Lands
Overlay Reference
Step 11 -4.1 Step 3

Decisioq;

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

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

Rationale:

Utility corridors serve to accommodate
major power lines in a designated
route which minimized envirommental
impacts from construction and provides
a feasible, econamnical route for power
transmission.

/Major transmission lines could cause
serijous adverse environmmental impacts
in the Foothills area, the Shoshone
Basin, and along Salmon Falls Creek
and Reservoir. For this reason,
construction of major lines to the
east and west of the two corridors is
prohibited. Although it would be

best to have all future lines confined
to the corridors, allowing power lines
between the corridors will provide for
additional routes which may be more
feasible than the two corridors.

(Instructions on reverse)

Form 1600-21 (April 1975)



UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Twin Falls
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity
Lands
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION—-ANALYSIS-DECISION Stepl 7-4,] Step3

Recommendation L-4.1 Rationale:
Confine all future power 'Confining transmission lines to
transmission lines to the ‘corridors allows for a better
designated corridor locations. utilization of land. The impacts

to the aesthetics and to agricultural
Jland are minimized.

Multiple Use Analysis

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

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

Multiple Use Recommendation: Reasons:

Accept L-4.1 - To avoid additional adverse resource
Confine future power transmission impacts by having these intrusions
lines to the designated corridor scattered through the planning unit.

locations. Refer to L-4.1 Impact
Analysis for modifications and
specific locations for VRM-1.1,
VRM-1.7 and R-1.3.

Support Needs: Alternatives Considered:
Cultural examination for all le Allow Tines to be put wherever
construction. the companies want them.

25 Establish additional corridors.

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

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



UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN

RECOMMENDATION—-ANALYSIS-DECISION

Name (MFP)
Twin Falls

Activity
Lands

Overlay Reference
Step 1L-4.2 Step 3

Recommendation: L-4.2

Confine future oil and gas
pipelines to the designated
corridor locationm.

Rationale:

Confining pipelines to designated
corridors will allow for a better
utilization of land. The impacts

to the aesthetics and to agricultural
land would be minimized.

Multiple Use Analysis

The corridor proposed in L-4.2 is the present location of natural gas

pipelines.

adverse impacts will be kept in one location.

By continuing to use this existing location for a corridor the

This corridor would minimize

the adverse impacts to all resource values encountered.

Multiple Use Recommendation:

Accept L-4.2 --
Confine 0il and gas pipelines to the
designated corridor locations.

Support Needs:

None.

Decision:

Accept the multiple-use recommenda-
tion.

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

Reasons:

The corridor is the preseent Tlocation

of two natural gas pipelines. Keeping
pipelines in this corridor will mini-

mize adverse impacts to the resources

and land uses.

Alternatives Considered:

1s Not to 1imit pipelines to a
corridor.

2s Establish a corridor in a
different location.

Rationale:

Impacts to resource values can be
minimized by routing future oil and
gas pipelines to corridors where this
use exists and is established.

(Instructions on reverse)

Form 1600—-21 (April 1975)



[MPACT ANALYSIS

Twin Falls

MFP 2

L - 4.2

I. Range - No Conflict
IT. Wildlife - No Conflict
ITI. Forestry - No Conflict

IV. Minerals

M-4.4  Saleable Minerals Competitive Conflict

a. Nature of Conflict - Material removal along the pipeline corridor
could result in damage to buried pipelines and impair suitability
for additional pipelines.

b. Modification - Allow no mineral material removal along pipeline
corridor.

V. Recreation - No Conflict

VI. Cultural Resources

A.4 Cultural Sites "Conflict"

Would have to get archaeological clearance before new pipelines were
installed - mitigate impacts by stipulations, etc.

VII. Watershed - No Conflict



UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Twin Falls
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity
Lands
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION—ANALYSIS—DECISION Step 1L-4 .3  Step 3

Decision: Rationale:
Accept the multiple-use recommenda- Public needs for transportation
tion. improvement should be accommodated

across public lands if that develops
into the best route.

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

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



UNITED STATES Name (MFP)

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Toin Falls
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity
Lands
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION—ANALYSIS-DECISION Step1 1,-4,3 Step3
Recommendation: L-4.3 Rationale:
Should the Department of Highways The Idaho Transportation Department
choose to route the Twin Falls is proposing to construct a "belt"
"Belt Route" across public highway around the city of Twin Falls.
lands northeast of Hollister, This highway would allow traffic to
make the land available for move from Perrine Bridge around the
highway R/W purposes. city to highway 93, the main highway

from Idaho to Wells, Nevada. One

of the proposed routes involves
public lands near Hollister. This
route as well as any of the other
routes may be used. It is not known
which route will be selected.

Multiple Use Analysis

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

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

Multiple Use Recommendation: Reason:
Accept L-4.3 - BLM needs to be instrumentatal in
Make the land available for the facilitating public needs.

highway R/W when the best route has
been determined.

Support Needs: Alternatives Considered:
RA Staff - 1. Do not Tet the highway cross
Coordination and planning. public land and keep it on the

current Hwy. 93 R/W.
Realty Specialist -
R/W processing.

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

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

Iv.

IMPACT ANALYSIS

Twin Falls

MFP 2

L -4.3

Range
R-1.1 Formulate New AMP's Competitive Conflict

a. Nature of Conflict - The Highway Department has proposed a "Belt
Route" around Twin Falls. This route would cross public lands
(L-4.3) northeast of Hollister. Any new AMP could involve fencing,
water developments, etc. Should improvement be put in, a roadway
could result in them having to be removed or the allotment dividied
so the AMP grazing system would not work as planned.

b. Modification - Allow no new AMP to be formulated until a decision is
reached on the proposed "Belt Route."

Wildlife
WR-3.7 Waterfowl Development Competitive Conflict

a. Nature of Conflict - The Highway Department has proposed a belt
route road that would cross the Loughmiller gravel pit area. To
fence and plant riparian species just before a road was to be built
would be counter productive.

b. Modification - Allow no fencing or pltanting of riparian plant
species along proposed road route until definite plans for the road
are known.

Forestry - No Conflict
Minerals
M-4.4 Saleable Minerals Competitive Conflict

a. Nature of Conflict - The proposal belt route passes through a M-4.4
area. Removal of mineral material along proposed belt route would
impair the Tlands suitability for highway puposes.

b. Modification - Allow no mineral removal along the proposed belt
route until a determination is made that the road would not be built
in the porposed location.

Recreation - No Conflict



V1.

VII.

IMPACT ANALYSIS

Twin Falls

MFP 2

L - 4.3 (cont.)

Cultural Resources

A.4 Cultural Sites "Conflict"

Would have to get archaeological clearance before road was con-
structed. Could mitigate impacts by stipulations, etc.

Watershed - No Conflict



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

Activity
Lands

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN — STEP 1 Shjective Nomher
ACTIVITY OBJECTIVES L-5

(Instructions

Objective:

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

Rationale:

Mountain-top communication sites can become easily congested with many

small buildings and numerous antenna structures. This impairs the aesthetics
of the area and results in poor land utilization. Multiple occupancy of a
building allows for better land utilization, improved aesthetics, and more
cost-effective construction and maintenance programs.

on reverse) Form 1600—20 (April 1975)



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

Lands
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION—-ANALYSIS-DECISION Step 1 -5, 1Step 3

Recommendation: L-5.1

Require Autophone Inc. to construct
a communication site on sugarloaf
butte large enough to house
multiple users, in a location
approved by the Burley District,
and painted a color approved by

the Burley District.

Should the first building become
overcrowded allow another building
to be built on to the Autophone
building following a modular design
concept.

Support:

Landscape Architect to recommend
the design and setting for a
communication building.

District Engineer to evaluate
building design.

Rationale:

A building of a modular design and
painted a color that would blend into the
natural landscape will help mitigate
adverse environmental impacts. A
building large enough to accommodate
Autophone's equipment plus several other
users will allow the use of one building
for several years. Other than Autophone,
there has been no demand for communica-
tion sites on public land wihtin the
foreseeable future.

Multiple Use Analysis

A Tocation on Sugarloaf Butte has been examined and determined to be a

desirable site for radio communication facilities and equipment.

The Tocation

would provide good communiction access over a lot of the Magic Valley area and
is close enough to the Twin Falls area to facilitate access for maintenance.

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

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

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

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

Lands
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION—-ANALYSIS-DECISION Step 1] -5,1 S{t@aﬁt ‘.)

Multiple Use Analysis

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

A1l communication site needs for this general area will be directed to this
site until it can be clearly shown that another site is better.

Decision:

Accept recommendation to allow
construction of a communication site
on Sugarloaf Butte. Should a second
building be needed, it should be
located a short distance away from the
first, utilizing the same site.

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

Rationale:
Experience with communications sites
in other Tocations show a rapid demand
by other users develops after a site
is established. The most common con-
flict develops between two way commu-
nication and FM Stations that are not
compatible even with shielding. For
this reason, a second building apart
from the first, is often the most
practical solution to the problem.

(Instructions on reverse)
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|

Ll

111,
Iv.
V.
Vi,

VII.

IMPACT ANALYSIS

Twin Falls

MFP 2

L - 5.1

Recreation

Cultural R

Watershed

Range - No Conlfict
Wildlife
WL-1.2 Big Game Competitive Conflict

a. Nature of Conflict - Autophone, Inc. will have a communicaiton site
on Sugarloaf. If their radio equipment needs repair they have to
fix it. That equipment may need repair when the area is closed to
vehicle travel: access to their site could not be made.

b. Modification - Allow vehicle travel, with permission from District
Manager, to reach autophone communication site for necesssary
repairs and maintenance.

Forestry - No Conflict
Minerals - No Conflict

- No Conflict

esources No Conflict

- No Conflict



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

Activity
Lands
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN - STEP 1 Objective Number

ACTIVITY OBJECTIVES 1L-6

Objective:

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

Rationale:

The Federal Land Management Policy Act requires the review of all withdrawals.
The withdrawal review program is to be directed toward minimizing restrictions
on the use of withdrawn lands, reduction in total acreage withdrawn, or the
elimination of withdrawals. All withdrawals which, upon review and analysis,
lack a demonstratable justification for continuation or extension must be
recommended for either total or partial revocation.

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

Lands
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION~-ANALYSIS-DECISION Step 11-6. 1 Step 3

Recommendation:

L-6.1

Revoke the following withdrawals
in their entirety:

Rationale:

1. The livestock driveway withdrawal
near Rock Creek is an isolated 40
acre tract of land cut diagonally

1. Livestock Driveway Withdrawal by a county road. Part of the tract
T.11S., R.18E., B.M. i? a grazel glt ang is unuseab%e by
Sec. 35: SWaNE% ivestock. art of the tract is
' under agricultural trespass and is
2. Twin Falls Military Reservation ¥eEy clese Eo A millclng bari. No mae

T.11S., R.17E., B.M.

of the tract by trailing livestock
has been made in the recent past.

Sec. 29: E% Use of the tract in the future seems
unlikely.

3. Buhl Military Range

T.9S., R.13E., B.M.
Sec. 25: S%5%

2. & 3. Both the Twin Falls and Buhl
military reservations are used one or
two weekends each year by the national
guard for small arms target practice.
The shooting facilities are in poor
repair and have been that way for at
least 5 years. Some other method of
authorization could accomplish the
intended use. A Temporary Use Permit
for the intended weekend use could
accomplish the same purpose of the
withdrawal.

Multiple Use Analysis

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

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

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



UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN

RECOMMENDATION—-ANALYSIS-DECISION

Name (MFP)

Twin Falls
Activity

Lands
Overlay Reference
Step 1. -6, 1 Step 3

Multiple Use Recommendation:

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

Support Needs:

Realty -
Withdrawal review and accompanying
reports.

Decision:

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

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

Reasons:

The withdrawals are not needed for the
uses that the tracts are withdrawn
for. The stock driveway is not used,
and the military needs could be
authorized by a TUP.

Alternatives Considered:

1. Reject L-6.1.

2. Modify L-6.1 by revoking the
withdrawal on the stock driveway
tract and continuing it on the
military reservations.

Rationqlg:

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

(Instructions on reverse)
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I.

LI

Range

Wildlife

IT1I. Forestry

IV,

V.

¥1.
VII.

IMPACT ANALYSIS

Twin Falls

MFP 2

L - 6.1

- No Conflict
The SW1/4 NE1/4 Section 35, T. 11 S., R. 18 E. has not been used as
a stock driveway for many years - the need to maintain it is
unnecessary.

- No Conflict

- No Conflict

Minerals
M-4.1 Saleable Minerals Postive Impact
a. Nature of Impact - The need for a community gravel pit in the Buhl
area would add justification for the withdrawal revocation.
M-4.4 Saleable Minerals Postive Impact
a. Nature of Impact - The need to reserve material sources and make
them available for community needs would add justification for the
withdrawal revocation.
Recreation
R-1.12 Positive Impact
a. Nature of Impact - The R-1.12 recommendation is to have the military
withdrawal for rifle ranges revoked and made into a country rifle
range. This would support withdrawal review action that the
military is not using or maintaining the facilities as intended.
Cultural Resources - No Conflict
Watershed - No Conflict



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

BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

Activit;i.ands
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS—DECISION Step1 L=02 siep 3

Recommendation: L-6.2 Rationale:

Revoke that portion of theTwin falls The Federal Land Policy and Management

Multiple Use Classification that Act replaced the Homestead Law and the
segregated the public lands from Public Sale Law (KS2455). The Public
appropriation under the Homestead Sale Act of 1964 expired on its own
Laws, Public Sale Laws, and the provisions on June 30, 1969. Since
General Mining Laws (see attached 1list these Acts were repeated by FLPMA,

of lands that were segregated from there is no need to carry the segrega-
operation of the mining laws). tion on the records. As the Desert

Land Act and Indian Allotments Act is
still in force, the segregation
against the filing of these applica-
tions is still appropriate. The lack
of adequate water supplies within the
planning unit prevent any developments
under these laws. The acreage limita-
tions in the Indian allotments would
prevent the development of economic
units within the planning unit. Also,
the segregation against DLE and Indian
allotments assist greatly, adminis-
tratively, in handling any applica-
tion.

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

Multiple Use Analysis

Recreation, Natural History, Cultural Resources, and Minerals have identified
specific sites that need protective withdrawals to ensure that they are
protected from damage and destruction from mining activities under authority
of the mining laws. These sites have various resource and economic investment
values that would be l1ost or destroyed through mining activity according to
existing mining laws.

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

(Instructions on reverse) 7 Form 1600-21 (April 1975)



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

BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity

ands
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION—-ANALYSIS-DECISION Step 1 L"‘6-2 Step 3

Multiple Use Analysis (cont.)

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

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

Multiple Use Recommendation: Reasons:

Modify L-6.2 The Homestead Law and Public Sale Law

1. Revoke that portion of the Twin were replaced by FLPMA. The Public
Falls Multiple Use Classification Sale Act of 1964 expired on June 30,
that segregated the public lands 1969. The segregation against DLE and

from appropriation under the Carey Act is no longer needed. Lands
Homestead Laws, Public Sale Laws are identified for retention or

and Mining Laws other than the disposal through the land use plan
exceptions listed below in part 2. decisions.

2. Retain a segregative classifica- These sites identified for protective
tion against mineral entry or withdrawal are subject total destruc-
initiate a protective withdrawal tion through mining activity according
on the five sites identified in to the mining laws. These sites have
the M. U. analysis and described potential to contain minerals or
as: mineral material that could be claimed

and removed resulting in the loss of
T16S,R15E,Sec.2:SW1/4 Rabbit Sprg. cultural, natural history, and
Rec. Site recreational values.

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

Sec.33: Lot 2
T10S,R18E,Sec.4: Lot 4

Dry Cataracts

T10S,R18E,Sec.11: Lots 3,4,7,8

NW12/4SW1/4 Springtown
T11S,R20E,Sec.4:Lot 3 Cauldron Linn

Sec.6:Lot 1 Drytown

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

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



UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN

RECOMMENDATION—-ANALYSIS—-DECISION

Name (MF P.)
Twin Falls

Activity
Lands

Overlay Reference
Step 1 L-6.2 Step 3

Note:

Support Needs:

Realty -
Prepare detailed farm unit manage-
ment plans according to the land use
plan decisions.

Decision:

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

Attach additional sheets, if needed

Alternatives Considered:

1. Reject L-6.2.

2. Accept L-6.2.

3. Recommend other sites for protec-
tive withdrawal.

Rationale:

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

(Instructions on reverse)
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I. Range
II. Wildlife
III. Forestry
IV. Minerals

M-4.2

IMPACT ANALYSIS

Twin Falls

MFP 2

L - 6.2

- No Conflict
- No Conflict

- No Conflict

Competitive Conflict

a.

Nature of Conflict - By establishing Norton Bay and Gray's Landing

as a common use building stone area, there would be a conflict with
revoking the C&MU classification. The mineral segregation would
protect the building stone area from mining claims that would tie up
the material.

Modification - Retain the C&MU segregation on mineral entry for

Norton Bay and Gray's Landing.

Competitive Conflict

b.

Nature of Conflict - Establishing a rockhounding area at Rabbit

Springs and protecting the area from mining claims would conflict
with the lands recommendation to revoke the C&MU segregation. The
C&MU segregation would provide protection against the filing of
mining claims.

Modification - Retain the C&MU segregation on mineral entry for the

Rabbit Spring site.

V. Recreation

R-1.2

Competitive Conflict

a.

Nature of Conflict - Withdrawing the China Creek recreation site

would conflict with the recommendation to revoke the C&MU mineral
segregation.

Modification - Retain the C&MU mineral segregation on the China

Creek recreation site.



IMPACT ANALYSIS

__Twin Falls

MFP 2

L - 6.2 (cont.)

Competitive Conflict

Nature of Conflict - Withdrawing the Salmon Dam area would conflict

with revoking the C&MU mineral segregation.

Modification - Retain the C&MU mineral segregation on the Salmon dam

area.

Competitive Conflict

Nature of Conflict - Retaining the C&MU segregation on Rabbit Spring

conflicts with the Lands recommendation to revoke the segregation.

Modification - Retain the C&MU segretation against mining for the

Rabbit Springs site.

VI. Cultural Resources

CRM-1.1

Competitive Conflict

a.

b.

CRM-1.9

Nature of Conflict - The CRM-1.1 recommendation is to protect

Drytown, Springtown and Caludron Linn. Mining activity would damage
these sites.

Modification - Retain C&MU mineral segregation on the Drytown,

Springtown and Cauldron Linn sites.

Competitive Conflict

a.

Nature of Conflict - This recommendation is to conserve all cultural

resources which would segregate the sites from other use
allocations. This would conflict with revoking a protective mineral
entry segregation.

Modification - The 3809 mining requlations would afford adequate

protection for known archaeological sites and would afford a period
of review for potential sites. No modification would be needed in
the Lands recommendation to revoke the segregation.



UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

Twin Falls
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN — STEP 1 e

ACTIVITY OBJECTIVES L.

(Instructions on reverse)

Objective:

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

Rationale:

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

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

Form 1600—20 (April 1975)




UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Twin Falls
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity
Lands
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION—ANALYSIS-DECISION Step1L=-7.1 Step 3
Recommendation: L-7.1 Rationale:
Complete Exchange I-6561 (Steve The Selected public lands are classified
E11is) as proposed in the for exchange and a formal application
application. had been filed with the BLM prior to the

Federal Land Policy and Management Act.
Althrough the exchange was held up
pending evaluation of the selected land
for inclusion in the Cassia-Twin Falls
isolated tract wildlife management
program, it has been determined that no
wildlife or public values are present on
the tract. Exchanges of the public land
is consistent with the Twin Falls MFP
that was completed in 1974.

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

Multiple Use Analysis

The Exchange 1-6561 is nearly complete and is proposed to be completed
according to the values identified in the exchange process.

No Multiple Use recommendation is needed.

Decision: Rationale:

Accept recommendation to consummate Public benefit would be derived from

exchange I-6561. the exchange which has been identified
as favorable in previous land use
plans.

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

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



I.
L.
IL1.
Iv.
V.
VI.
VII.

Range
Wildlife
Forestry
Minerals
Recreation

Cultural Resources

IMPACT ANALYSIS

Watershed

No
No
No
No
No
No

No

Conflict
Conflict
Conflict
Conflict
Conflict
Conflict

Conflict

Twin Falls

MFP 2

L -7.1




UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Twin Falls
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity
Lands
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION-—ANALYSIS-DECISION Step -=7.2  Step 3
Recommendation: L-7.2 Rationale:
Within one year after the MFP is A1l exchanges made must be in the public
approved, process all exchange interest and the values and objectives
proposals in light of the other which the Federal land to be conveyed

resource activities to determine the may serve if retained in Federal owner-

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

Multiple Use Analysis

A11 exchange proposals on record in the District files have been evaluated by
each resource activity. In the cases where no values have generated showing
the offered private lands would benefit the Bureau programs they are being
dropped. The individual applications will be notified in writing that their
exchange proposal is being dropped. The reason for dropping it is that
evaluation of the proposal through our land use planning process shows that
the exchange would have little or no public value. Specifically it is not
clearly in the public interest for the government to acquire the offered
private lands.

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

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

values.

Multiple Use Recommendation: Reasons:

Modify L-7.2 The patented lands in these proposals
A. Proceed with processing the have, or appear to have, greater

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

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



UNITED STATES Name (MFP)

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Twin Falls

BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Adtny

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference

RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS—DECISION Steg-r 7« CO&Epk
Multiple Use Recommendation (cont.): Reasons (cont.):

following 1list of exchanges to resource values for public land
acquire the patented lands management than public Tlands being
identified. desired for exchange. The values are

specific for each case or tract and
will have to be evaluated through the
exchange process to determine the
specific values and extent thereof.

1. Neil Larsen (E-22) 1. These lands have mule deer winter
T«l2 SsR.18 E.; Sec. 15 range habitat. They also contain a
E 1/2E1/2 water source that would be valuable
Recommended by wildlife and range. for better management of all
resource values in the area.
2. Ralph Schnell (E-33 and E-71) 2. These lands have sagegrouse and
T.15 S.,R.16 E., Sec. 5,6,8,18, mule deer habitat values and con-
19,20 tain a valuable water source that

would add to the total resource
management success of the area.

3. Idaho Department of Lands 3. These lands have been proposed for
T.11 S.,R.13 E., Sec.16 (Rec) exchange to the BLM by the Idaho
T.12 S.,R.14 E., Sec.36 (Rec) Department of Lands. These tracts
T.12 S.,R.15 E., Sec.16 (M.U.) have all been identified as con-
T.12 S.,R.17 E., Sec.36 (S.D.wdl) taining resoruce values that would
T.12 S.,R.18 E., Sec.16 & 36 (M.U.) add to the values of adjacent
T.13 S.,R.14 E., Sec.36 (Rec) public lands. The identified
T.14 S.,R.15 E., Sec.36 (M.U.H50) values are recreation, wildlife
T.15 S.,R.15 E., Sec.16 & 36 (ﬁ U habitat, stock driveway, grazing
T.15 S.,R.16 E., Sec.16 & 36 (M.U.) management, water, and total
T.15 S.,R.17 E., Sec.16 (wlife) muitiple resource management.

T.16 S.,R.15 E., Sec.16 & 36(wlife)
T.16 S.,R.16 E., Sec.16 & 36

(M.U. H50)
T.16 S.,R.17 E., Sec.16 & 36 (M.U.)

4. David Chadwick (E-81) 4, These lands 1ie within the USFS

T.16 S., R. 18 E., boundary and are identified as
Sec. 3: 40 acres having grazing, wildlife, and
Sec. 10: Lot 2 (SE1/4 NW1/4) visual values as well as sources of
Sec. 11: S1/2 SW1/4 water that would allow better
Sec. 14: NE1/4 SE 1/4 management of all resources present
Sec. 15: Lot 1 (NE1/4 NW1/4) in the area.
S1/2 NW 1/4

SE1/4 NE1/4
SE1/4 SEl1/4
Sec. 22: NE1/4 SEl1/4
Sec. 23: SW1/4 SW 1/4,
NW1/4 NE1/4

Note: Attach addition9EShee0 i 1% NW1/4

(Instructions on reverse) 7 Form 1600—-21 (April 1975)




UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Twin Falls
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity
Lands
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS—-DECISION steg-r7+2 (cogty)
Multiple Use Recommendation (cont.): Reasons (cont.):
following list of exchanges to resource values for public land
acquire the patented lands management than public lands being
identified. desired for exchange. The values are

specific for each case or tract and
will have to be evaluated through the
exchange process to determine the
specific values and extent thereof.

1. Neil Larsen (E-22) 1. These lands have mule deer winter
T.12 S,R.18 E., Sec. 15 range habitat. They also contain a
E 1/2E1/2 water source that would be valuable
Recommended by wildlife and range. for better management of all
resource values in the area.
2. Ralph Schnell (E-33 and E-71) 2. These lands have sagegrouse and
TUES, R 8., mule deer habitat values and con-
Schueld. tain a valuable water source that

. g would add to the total resource
Sec. 5: Lot 4, SWNW, wsw, s& s’ management success of the area.

3. Lt Lot 1, SENe? 3. These lands have been proposed for

¢, acx exchange to the BLM by the Idaho
&: !, £750 )E,UE’:S/ fi“;‘“ Department of Lands. These tracts
e have all been identified as con-

/18 ss'sg’ taining resoruce values that would
i R add to the values of adjacent
a: e, & LE public lands. The identified
values are recreation, wildlife
b o B /dbqvncoq habitat, stock driveway, grazing
T+15 5. R.16 E., Sec.1b & 36 {M.Us) management, water, and total
T.15 S.,R.17 E., Sec.16 (wlife) multiple resource management.
T.16 S.,R.15 E., Sec.16 & 36(wlife)
T.16 S.,R.16 E., Sec.16 & 36
(M.U. Hp0)
T.16 S.,R.17 E., Sec.16 & 36 (M.U.)
4. David Chadwick (E-81) 4. These lands 1ie within the USFS
T.16 S., R. 18 E., boundary and are identified as
Sec. 3: 40 acres having grazing, wildlife, and
Sec. 10: Lot 2 (SE1/4 NW1/4) visual values as well as sources of
Sec. 11: S1/2 SW1/4 water that would allow better
Sec. 14: NE1/4 SE 1/4 management of all resources present
Sec. 15: Lot 1 (NE1/4 NW1/4) in the area.
S1/2 NW 1/4

SE1/4 NE1/4
SE1/4 SE1/4
Sec. 22: NE1/4 SE1/4
Sec. 23: SW1/4 SW 1/4,
NW1/4 NE1/4

Note: Attach addition§pé:héetg,6i:t J!le{(% Nw1/4

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




UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN
RECOMMENDATION—ANALYSIS-DECISION

Name (MFP)
Twin Falls

Activity
Lands

Overlay Reference

Step 1-7.2 (CSIEE3)

Multiple Use Recommendation (cont.):

Reasons (cont.):

B.

B.

W. T. Williams (E-39)
Proceed according to the applica-
tion and acquire the offered lands
for their wildlife and recreation
values.
T.12 S.,R.17 E., Sec.28 S1/2 SW1/4
SW1/4 SE1/4
Sec.33 NW1/4 NE1/4
N1/2 Nwl/4
S1/2 N1/2
N1/2 S1/2
Sec.34 SW1/4 NW1/4
N1/2 SW
SE1/4 SW1/4
Wl/2 SE1/4
J. D. McCollum (E-41)
Proceed with the proposed exchange
and acquire the private land west
of the public land tract under the
Perrine Bridge.
T.9 S.,R.17 E., Sec. 33:Lot 8 and
access from the Canyon Rim Road
Erich Wegener (E-46)
Proceed with the proposed exchange
and acquire the patented land
offered.
T.11 S.,R.15 E., Sec.3: SW1/4 SE1/4

Public lands
public lands
for resource
the Tland use

to exchange and

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

A1l other lands in the Planning
Unit will be retained in public
ownership for multiple resource
management .

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

5.

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

This property is to be added to the
existing parcel of public land and
provide legal access to the tract
from the Canyon Rim Road. The tract
to be developed for a recreation
site when funds are available as a
cooperative BLM and County venture.
The resource values appear equal.
The advantage 1is better range and
livestock management and an even
property boundary which would
improve the total resource manage-
ment on the area.

(Instructions on reverse)

Form 1600-21 (April 1975)



UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN

RECOMMENDATION—-ANALYSIS-DECISION

Name (/V.fFP)
Twin Falls

Actiyity
Lan

Overlay Reference

Stele'7 .2 (CQQ&,)

Multiple Use Recommendation (cont.):

1. Neil Larson (E-22)

Proceed as applied.

Exchange to private:

T.11 S.,R.18 E., Sec.33:NE1/4 SE1/4
Sec.35:SW1/4 NE1/4

T.12 S.,R.18 E., Sec. 5: E1/2 NE1/4

NE1/4 SEl/4

Supported by Wildlife, Range,

Recreation. Retail access up

McMullen Creek.

. Ralph Schnell (E-33 and E-71)
Modify selected lands that can be
tranferred to private ownership.
Retain lands that are part of a
public land block or part of a
block of critical mule deer or sage
grouse habitat.

Exchange to private:

T.14 S.,R.15 E., Sec.13:NW1/4
Sec.14:SE1/4 SE1/4
Sec.15:NW1/4,

N1/2 NE1/4
Sec.26:51/2 NW1/4
Sec.27:W1/2 SE1/4
Sec.35:E1/2 E1/2
Sec.20:SW1/4
Sec.3:E1/2 NE1/4,

SE1/4 NW1/4,

NE1/4 SW1/4,
N1/2 SE1/4

SE1/4 SE1/4

Sec.4:NE1/4

T.15 S.,R.16 E., Sec.10:E1/2 NE1/4
Sec.21:W1/2 SE1/4

Sec.22:S1/2 SW1/4,

NE1/4 SE1/4

Sec.23:W1/2 NW1/4,

NW1/4 SW1/4

Sec.27:N1/2 NW1/4,

SW1/4 NW1/4

Sec.28:NE1/4 SE1/4

(&2 ¥~ Y
L ]
-
L ]
=
o O
mm
L ] L]
.

——
- [ ]
—
win;m
L ]
w
o X
L]

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

Reasons (cont.):

(Ins/ruc‘tions on reverse)

Form 160021 (April 1975)



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

BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity

Lands

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION—ANALYSIS-DECISION step 1742 (cQnta)

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

— Retain in public ownership:
T.14 S.,R.16 E., Sec.29:NW1/4
Sec.32:E1/2 NE1/4,
NE1/4 SEl1/4
Tl 5.3R.16 Ess Sec.B5:EL/Z W1/2
North of fence
Sec.17:SW1/4 NE1/4
NW1l/4 SE1/4
S1/2 NE1/4
T.15 S.,R.16 E., Sec.32:NE1/4
East of fence
Critical deer habitat and part of
public block.

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

— Exchange to private:
T.14 S.,R.16 E., Sec.9:S1/2 SE1/4

Sec.10:N1/2 SW1/4,
SW1/4 SW1/4

Sec. 20:E1/2 NW1l/4

Sec.32:S1/2 SWl1/4,
SE1/4

Sec.33:W1/2 SW1/4

T.16 S.,R.17 E., Sec.23:E1/2 SW1/4

— —
L] L
— =
o
v wm
L] L]
v v
0 2
—
oo~
mm
L] L]
w

— Retain in public ownership:
T.14 S.,R.16 E., Sec.13:Wl/2 SW1/4, Een Hl
SW1/4NE1/4SW1/4
W1/2SE1/45W1/4, e B
Sec.23:E1/2 SW1/4 wvo paliladd e
Sec.28:W1/2 Wiz wed Ao oedip oot oot

Sec.25:SW1/4 NE1/4

SW1/4 SW1/4

Sec.26:51/2 SE1/4

NW1/4 NE1/4

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

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



UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN

RECOMMENDATION—-ANALYSIS-DECISION

Name (MFP)
Twin Falls

Activityn dg

Overlay Reéer(znce

cant-

Step

Muitiple Use Recommendation (cont.):

Sec.27:S1/2 E1/2,
NWi/4,
E1l/2 SW1/4,
NW1/4 SW1/4
NE1/4 SW1/4
SW1/4
Sec.28:N1/2 f
Critical mule deer winter range.
4, W. T. Williams (E-39)
Proceed with the aplication as
filed and transfer the lands to
private ownership.

T.12 S.,R.17 E., Sec.3: Lot 3
SE1/4 NW1/4,
N1/2 SW1/4
Sec.9:NW1/4 NW1/4
Sec.10:S1/2 N1/2,
N1/2 S1/2,
S1/2 SW1/4,
SW1/4 SE1/4
Sec.15:NW1/4 NE1/4
N1/2 NW1/4
Sec.21:NE1/4 NE1/4

5. J. D. McCollum (E-41)
Exchange the selected lands for the
offered private lands and access
from the Canyon Rim Road.
T.9 S.,R.17 E., Sec. 33: Lot 3

6. Erich Wegener (E-46)
Exchange the selected lands for the
offered potential lands.
T.11 S.,R.15 E., Sec. 3:NE1/4 SE1/4

C. Land exchange applications on
record (E-7, E-23, E-34, E-55,
E-56, E-58, E-62, and E-64) in the
District fi]es that are not advan-
tageous for resource management.
These cases will be closed and the
applicants notified, in writing,
that their proposals are being

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

Reasons (cont.):

The resource values appear about
equal. The advantage is better range
and livestock management and a uniform
property boundary.

Through the land use planning process
it has been shown that these exchange
proposals are not in the public
interest. The public lands have more
public resource value than the private
lands offered for exchange. The
values considered are range manage-
ment, widlife habitat, visual

(Instructions on reverse)

Form 1600—21 (April 1975)



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

BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

Actiyi
“UY&hds
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION—ANALYSIS-DECISION Stepl-l'7'2 (C%gp'é

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

rejected and the public lands they resources, cultural resources,
applied for are not available for watershed values, recreation values,
disposal by exchange and are acess, existing land ownership of
identiifed for retention in public adjacent lands, and the proposed
ownership for multiple use resource ownership of adjacent lands.
management. The selected lands contain more of
the identified values than the offered
lands or the offered lands 1ie in an
area where public lands have been
identified for disposal.
Specific reasons by case are:

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

E-23 There is no advantage and the
resource values appear to be about
equal.,

E-34 The selected lands appear to have
greater resource values because of
the canal. Even if all things
were equal there would be no bene-
fits. Also, Schutte has soid out
so the application should be
discarded.

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

E-56 Dismissed - letter 4/26/76. No
advantage to the public are
identified.

E-58 The selected lands have wildlife
values and the offered lands are
isolated and in an area where the
public land is identified for
exchange out of public ownerhsip.

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

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

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



UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN

Name (MFP)
Twin Falls

Actiyitnds

Overlay Reference

RECOMMENDATION—ANALYSIS-DECISION spr'7'2 (CQQggg

Multiple Use Recommendation (cont.):

Support Needs:

Realty Specialist
Appraiser

Decision:

Modify as follows the multiple-use
recommendation (A) to process the
proposed exchanges to acquire the
lands identified:

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

2. Proposed acquisitions that result

in lands being conveyed to another
Agency will be processed last.

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

Reasons (cont.):

E-64 The tract of land is identified as

needed for future community expan-
sion for solid waste sanitary
landfill after the present is
used. The trail also has range
forage and wildlife habitat
values.

Alternatives Considered:

-

. Reject all exchange proposals.

2. Continue as the last 10 years and
address each case as funding, man-
power, and priorities allow.

3. Process all exchange proposals as

applied.

Bationa]e:

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

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

(lnstructions on reverse)

Form 1600—21 (April 1975)



UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Twin Falls
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity
Lands
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION—ANALYSIS—DECISION Step 1b-7+2  Step 3

Accept multiple-use recommendation The lands to be exchanged appear to
(B) that identifies public lands to have Tess public value than those to
exchange and those to retain and ea~-  be acquired by BLM. Retention of man-
age unless specifically needed for designated tracts is for a specific
disposal under the Asset4 Management resource need or for pbulci beneift.

Program.

Accept multiple use recommendation (C) These lands exchange have been

that rejects in writing the applicants analyzed in the land use planning ex-

change proposal as identified. process and have been determined not
to be in the public interest.

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

(Instructions on reverse) Form 1600—21 (April 1975)
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No
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No
No
No

No

Conflict
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Conflict
Conflict
Conflict
Conflict
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UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Twin Falls

BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity
Lands

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN - STEP 1 Objective Number
ACTIVITY OBJECTIVES -8

Objective:

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

Rationale:

The use of public lands without proper authority is unauthorized and
will subject the person or persons occupying or using the land to
prosecution and liability for trespass. Settlement of the trespass
would comply with Bureau policy and the termination and clean-up of the
dump areas will improve the lands quality of the affected area.

(Instructions on reverse) Form 1600—20 (April 1975)




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

BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

Activity
Lands
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION—-ANALYSIS-DECISION Step L-8.1 (O¥tep 3

Recommendation: L-8.1 (D) Rationale:

Reclaim and restore all indiscriminate Indiscriminate dump sites on public

dump sites on public land within the land greatly detract from the visual

planning unit by 1990. qualities of the area. They also
reduce the productivity of the land on
the area occupied by the dump. With
adequate funding, manpower, and

Support Needs: equipment, all dumps could be cleaned
up within 10 years.

Force Account Crews and equipment
Summer temporary and YACC help.

Multiple Use Analysis

The recommendation L-8.1 to clean up all indiscriminate dump sites on public
land in the planning unit by 1990 is an action that needs to be done, but a
land use allocation is not needed to accomplish the job. A Multiple Use
Recommendation is not being developed for the recommendation.

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

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



UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Twin Falls
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity
Lands
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION—ANALYSIS-DECISION Step 1 L—-8.2(B)ep 3
Recommendation: L-8.2(0) Rationale:
Two known occupancy trespass The use of public lands without
situations exist within the proper authority is unauthorized
planning unit. Survey the Crystal and will subject the person or
Springs public land tracts to persons occupying or using the
verify the trespass, collect fair land to prosecution and liability
market value for the past use of for trespass. The trespass is
the land, and, since the improve- located on one of the wildlife
ments are permanent or semi- land parcels included in this
permanent, work out some form of Twin Falls Isolated Tract
authorization or relocation of Habitat Management Plan.
the structures. Occupancy on the tract is not
compatible with the management
By 1982, have the Reed occupancy plan for the tract. The old "home"
trespass near Murtaugh settled. and stockpiled material on the
This would involve having Mr. and site is unsightly and detracts
Mrs. Frank Reed relocated in Senior from the visual qualities of the
Citizen Housing in Kimberly, area.

removal of all improvements on
the public land, and rehabilitation
of the land.

Support:

1. Assistance from the Ageless
Senior Citizen Center in
Kimberly.

2. TForce Account Crew needed to

do clean-up work and rehab-
ilitation work.

Multiple Use Analysis

Trespass reqgulations and policy are adequate for eliminating these trespass
situations and provide for restitution. BLM Manual 9232 provides policy and
administrative procedure to apply to unlawful enclosures and occupancy ,
trespass on public lands. One stated objective is to terminate existing
trespass.

The rehabilitation needs of the sites will be determined after the trespasses

are resolved and will be according to applicable activity and land use plans.
Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

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



UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Twin Falls
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Actiyity
[&nds
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION—ANALYSIS—DECISION steplt=8+3(A) giep 3
Recommendation: L-8.3(A) Rationale:
Determine the public Tand boundary The use of public land without proper
wherever agricultural trespass is authorization is unauthorized and will
present and detemmine the party that subject the person or persons occupy-
is using the public land without ing or using the land to prosecution

authority. Collect fair market value and liability for trespass. Settle-

for the past use of the land, and make ment of the trespass will return fair

appropriate rehabilitation of the market rental to the public for the

land. past use of the land. It would also
allow perennial vegetation to be

Sign the boundary of the public land re-established on the tract which

to prevent future trespass. would protect watershed values and
improve wildlife habitat.

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

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

Multiple Use Analysis

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

Each case has to be evaluated on its specific conditions to determine the best
solutions and management of the lands after restitution has been made,

Example are: cooperative famm agreements for wildlife, agricultural leases,
rehabilitation, and disposal by public sale.

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

1. Cooperative wildlife farming agreements;
2. Agricultural leases;

3. Rehabilitation;

4, Public Sale.

Other options can be added to this T1ist when they become apparent.

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

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



UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN

RECOMMENDATION—-ANALYSIS-DECISION

Name (MFP)
Twin Falls

Activity

Lands

Overlay Reference

Step 1 -8, 3(A¥tep 3

Decision:

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

Terminate the unauthorized use by one
of the following actions.

1. Restore the land to its prior state
for multiple resource management.

2. Enter into a cooperative wildlife
farming agreement. Use the Sikes
Act authority where applicable.

3. Enter into an agricultural Tease
with multiple resource values
identified and collect fair market
value rental for the government.

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

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

1. cultural or archeological

2. natural history values

3. threatened or endangered plant
species

4. threatened or endangered animal
species and their habitats.

5. critical wildlife habitat such as
mule deer winter, sage grouse
winter, pheasant winter, pheasant
nesting, etc.

6. located on a floodplain

7. contains riparian habitat

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

Rationale:

A1l agricultural trespass sites will
ultimately be discovered and
identified. Each site will be
evaluated to detemine the existance
or absence of the resource values
stated in this decision. Sites
containing identifed resource values
will be retained in public ownership
for multiple use management.

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

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

(Instructions on reverse)

Form 1600-21 (April 1975)



UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Twin Falls
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity
Lands
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS—DECISION Step 1.-8.4  Step 3
Recommendation: L-8.4(U) Rationale:
Terminate unauthorized utility line The use of public land without proper
trespasses by collecting fair market authority is unauthorized and will
value for the past use of the land and subject the person or persons occupy-
by issuing a right-of-way by 1982. ing or using the land to prosecution
and 1iability for trespass (43 CFR
2801.1-4).

Multiple Use Analysis

Current regulations and guidance provide direction for teminating the
unauthorized utility line trespasses. Refer to BLM Manual 9200 for policy and
Administrative procedures.

A land use allocation is not necessary for this recommendation. A Multiple
Use Recommendation is not being developed for this recommendation.

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

(Insiructions on reverse) Form 1600—21 (April 19775)
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UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Twin Falls

BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity

Minerals - Locatable

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN — STEP 1 T
ACTIVITY OBJECTIVES M-1

Objective: M-1

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

Rationale:

The Mining and Minerals Policy Act of 1970 (84 Stat. 1876) states that
it is the "policy of the Federal Government in the national interest to
foster and encourage private enterprise in (1) the development of
economically sound and stable domestic mining, minerals, metal and
mineral reclamation industries, (2) the orderly and economic development
of domestic mineral resources, (and) reserves,..."

Industry and government mineral authorities predict that requirements
and demands for mineral commodities in the future will far exceed

all of the minerals consumed by mankind to date. This will necessitate
the continued exploration and development of much lower grade deposits
as well as those deposits which lie at greater depths and have to

date been inaccessible.

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

(Instructions on reverse) Form 1600—20 (April 1975)



UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Twin Falls
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity
Minerals
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION—-ANALYSIS—DECISION step1 M-1.1 siep3

Recommendation: M-1.1 Rationale:
TContinue to keep those public lands Congress has set policy (84 Stat.1876)

indicated on the overlay by M-1.1 open that the federal government is to
to mineral location. Work with mining encourage private enterprise in the
claimants to reduce envirionmental development of the nation's mineral
impacts. resources under the Mining Law of
1872. Closing public lands to
location and restricting access is
incompatible with this policy.

Multiple Use Analysis

Minerals exploration and extraction are important to the country, but we need
to work with the/ mining interest on access needs to provide adequate planning
for minimal disturbance and rehabilitation. The new surface management
regulations, 43 CRF 3809, give the direction and authority for administering
locatable mineral activity on public land. All mining operations will have to
comply with the requirements of the Idaho Surface Mining Act, Title 47,
chapter 15, Idaho Code or the Idaho Dredge and Placer Mining Protection Act.
Activities in conflict with this recommendation are Natural History, Visual
Resources, Cultural Resources, Wildlife and Watershed, all of which should
have input on mitigating mining activites when and if they materialize.

Multiple Use Recommendation: Reasons :

Modify M-1.1 - Mining is a valid existing activity on
[Keep the public land, indicated on public land. The best administra-
{the overlay, open to mineral explor- tion of mining activites is provided
ation, while minimizing the distur- through implementation of the surface
bance of mining activities. Develop management regulations, 43 CFR 3809.
criteria for mineral development in
the Snake River Canyon that will not

adversely damage the Spring Town
site. The site has natural history,
cultural, and general recreation
values and is proposed for restora-
tion in R-2.2.

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

(Instructions on reverse) Form 1600—21 (April 1975)
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UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Twin Falls
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity

Minerals

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN

RECOMMENDATION—-ANALYSIS-DECISION

Overlay Reference

Hel e 1 (Contst},p 3

Multiple Use Recommendation (cont.):

Retain the classification and multi-
ple Use classification that segre-
gates the followintg sites from
appropriation under the general
mining laws.

Reasons (cont.):

These sites have resource values
that are subject to being destroyed
by normal mining activity under the
mining laws since they contain min-
eral values that are subject to

appropriation. These resource
T14S,R15E, Sec.17:lots 1, 2, 3 values are mostly natural history,
E1/2W1/2, NW NWE cultural, and general recreation
Salmon Dam developments. If they are des-
troyed or Tost they are not replace-
T15S,R15E, Sec.8:SW1/4SW1/4 able or repairable.
E1/2SW1/4 Gray's Landing
Sec. 19: NE1/4 Norton Bay
T16S,R15E, Sec.2:SW1/4 Rabbit Spg.
Sec.6:Lot 7, SE1/4SW1/4
China Creek
T10S,R18E, Sec.1l:Lots 3, 4, 7, 8
NW1/4SW1/4 Springtown
T11S,R20E, Sec.4:Lot 3 Cauldron Linn

Sec.6:Lot 1 Drytown

Support Needs: Alternatives Considered:

Minerals - 1. Reject M-1-1.
To coordinate with miners and the

affected activities in order to

mitigate permanent damage to the

resources and ensure rehabilitation.

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

(lnstructions on reverse)

Form 1600-21 (April 1975)



UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN

Name (MFP)
Twin Falls

Activity
Minerals

Overlay Reference

RECOMMENDATION—~ANALYSIS—-DECISION stepM-1.1  Sstep 3

Decision:

Modify the multiple use recommendation
as follows:

a) Revoke the C&MU classifications on
the Salmon Dam, Grays Landing,
Norton Bay and China Creek Sites.

b) Maintain the C&MU classifications
for Rabbit Spring, Springtown,
Cauldron Linn and Drytown.

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

T.9 S., R.18 E., Sec. 32: lots 7, 8

Sec. 33: Lot 2
T.10 S., R.18 E.,Sec. 4: Lot 4

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

Rationale:

The Salmon Dam, Grays Landing, Norton
Bay and China Creek sites have only
nominal mineral values. There is 1it-
tle likelihood of significant mining
activity in these areas. Should mining
occur management of this activity
through 43 CFR 3809 provides adequate
procedures to prevent unnecessary and
undue degradation of non-mineral
values on the public lands and
provides for reclamation of disturbed
areas. Cancellation of these
segregations is consistenet with the
cancellation criteria outlined in
Organic Act Directive 81-112, 2.d.

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

Dry Cataracts has been deemed to be of
national geological significance. The
area was officially proposed as a
National Natural Landmark in the
Federal Register on December 18, 1979.
Mineral development would impact the
areas geologic character. Once
destroyed the area's value and
national significance is lost forever.
The Classification and Multiple Use
Act segregated portions of the area
from appropriation under the general
mining laws. This segregation
protects the character and potential
of Dry Cataractrs till it receives
final designation as a National
Landmark.

(Instructions on reverse)

Form 1600-21 (April 1975)



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

BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity
Minerals - 0il & Gas

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN — STEP 1 R
ACTIVITY OBJECTIVES M=2

Objective: M-2

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

Rationale:

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

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

and gas.

0il and gas leasing and exploration activities are governed by the
regulations published in 43 CFR 3045 and 3100 and 30 CFR 221. These
regulations also provide a mechanism for the protection of the environment
and other surface resource values.

(Instructions on reverse) Form 1600—20 (April 1975)




UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Twin Falls
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity ]
Minerals - 0il & Gas
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION—-ANALYSIS—DECISION M2 4l Step 3
Recommendation: M-2.1 Rationale:

Continue to keep all public lands as The conflicts with other resource

open for 0il and gas exploration and values within the planning unit have

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

Make recommendations on 0il and Gas
lease offers within 20 days of receipt
of request, based on the combined
Idhao Falls - Burley District EA and
supplements. Review EA periodically
for necessary updates and changes.

Multiple Use Analysis

)
RS

A1l lands should be open for o0il and gas exploration, but all activity is
subject to surface protection stipulations developed cooperatively by the
Burley District BLM, the United State's Geological Survey (USGS) and-Minerals
Managemetn—Service—MMS}. All operations that disturb the surface or affect
the environment, "surface disturbing operation," shall be subject to prior
approval by the 0i1 and Gas Supervisor in consultation with the appropriate
surface management agency and to such reasonable conditions, not inconsistent
with the purposes for which the lease is issued, as the Supervisor may require
to protect the surface of the leased lands and the environment. The Burley
District stipulations are specific for existing situations to protect the
resource values. The values include cultural and paleontological or
antiquities, critical upland game habitat, critical deer winter range,
historic trails, timber areas, raptor nesting sites, archaeological sites,
wilderness protection, and stipulations required by Idaho National Guard.

This current land use plan will add stipulations for critical erosion-
susceptible soil, critical deer fawning range, wetland/riparian areas, and
water courses.

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed
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UNITED STATES Name (MFPf
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Twin Falls

BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT .
Mthdals - 091 & Gas

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Ove, IaI Reference
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION ep 1 Step 3

Multiple Use Recommendation: Reasons:

Accept M-2.1 - 0i1 and gas exploration can and should
A1l public lands are open for oil be allowed in a way that does not dam-
and gas exploration and development, age other resource values. Seasonal
subject to the surface protection closures will take care of all the
requirements shown in the multiple wildlife conflict.

use analysis.

Support Needs: Alternatives Considered:

Geologist and R. A. Staff - 1. Allow oil and gas exploration and
Issue stipulations on surface development without stipulations
disturbing operations. without regard for other resource

values.

WL-1.2, WL-2.12 2. Do not allow o0il and gas explora-

tion and development.

Decision: Rationale:
Accept the multiple use With appropriate surface protection
recommendation. measures the oil and gas resource can

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

RM-2.1

RM-2.2 Require reclamation of
RM-2.5 disturded sites to minimize
WS-2.1 soil loss.

WS-3.1

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed
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UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Twin Falls

BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

Activity
Minerals
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION—-ANALYSIS—DECISION StepM-2,1 cOrstep 3

Rationale (cont.):

WL-1.2 Restrict vehicle traffic
associated with oil and gas
exploration activites to
existing roads and trails
during the period 11/15 to
4/30 in big game winter range
and 4/16 to 6/14 in big game
fawning areas.

WL-2.12 Restrict vehicle traffic
associated with oil and gas
exploration activities to ex-
isting roads and trails during
the period 4/15 to 6/15 in
areas identified as critical
sage grouse nesting-brood
rearing areas.

WL-3.1 Prohibit surface occupancy or
road development within 100
feet of all wetland-riparian
areas.

WL-4.2 Permit o0il and gas explora-
tion, surface mining and other
activities except during the
following periods.

(1) within one-half mile from /
Salmon Falls Creek rim for
the period March 1 through
July 15;

(2) within one-half mile of
known, active golden eagle
eyries for the period
March 2 through June 30;

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed
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UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Twin Falls
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity

Minerals
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION—ANALYSIS-DECISION StepM-2.1 CoOrstep 3

Rationale (cont.):

(3) within one-half mile of
active ferruginous hawk
nests for the period March
1 through July 15.

CRM-1.9 Conserve all knwon cultural
resorucees. Complete Class III
inventories prior to authori-
zing surface disturbing
activities.

The environmental consequences of o0il
and gas leasing in Southeast Idaho
have been analyzed in an environmental
assessment completed January 13, 1977.

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed
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UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Twin Falls
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity
Minerals - Geothermal
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN - STEP 1 Objective Number
ACTIVITY OBJECTIVES M-3

Objective: M-3

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

Rationale:

Considerable exploration and development work is required to adequately
establish the commercial potential of the planning unit's geothermal
resources. Demands for utilization of warm and hot water geothermal
resources will markedly increase as the traditional sources of energy and
fuels become more costly.

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

(Instructions on reverse) Form 1600_20 74




UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN

RECOMMENDATION—-ANALYSIS-DECISION

Name (MFP)
Twin Falls

Activity
Minerals - Geothermal

Overlay Reference
Step 1 M-3.1 Step 3

Recommendation: M-3.1

Allow geothermal exploration, leasing,
and development on those lands
identified on the MFP Step 1 Overlay
as being prospectively valuable for
geothermal resources for exploration,
leasing, and development. Those areas
labeled M-3.1a have the highest
potential for development.

Support Needs:

Archaeological clearance for areas to
be disturbed. Surface Protection
Specialist to provide compliance
checks.

Bgtiona]e:

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

A11 geothermal leasing and exploration
activities are governed by regulations
in 43 CFR and 30 CFR and the standing
G.R.0. Orders. These rules state the
operational standards, procedures, and
environmental protection requirements
that are required on all geothermal
operations.

Multiple Use Analysis

This recommendation conflicts with identified sage grouse nesting-brood

rearing areas, pheasant habitat areas and deer winter range.

The Watershed

Recommendation for protection of high erosion susceptible soils conflicts with

this recommendation.
and improvements.

Multiple Use Recommendation:

Accept M-3.1 -
Geothermal leasing and exploration
activities are regulated by 43 CFR
3000 and 3200, 30 CFR 270 and
Geothermal Resources Operational
Orders of the USGS stating opera-
tional standards, procedures, and
evironmental protection require-
ments. An environmental assessment
will be needed for Geothermal
Leasing in the Twin Falls Planning
Unit.

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

Range conflicts all relate to disturbance of vegetation

Reasons:

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

(Instructions on reverse)
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UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Twin Falls
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity
Minerals
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION Step1 M-3,1 Step 3
Support Needs: Alternatives Considered:
Minerals - 1. Reject M-3.1.
Prepare necessary environmental 2. Modify M-3.1 by reducing the open

assessments to determine mitigation area.
prior to any exploration, Teasing or
development.

Decision: Rationale:
Accept the multiple use Energy independence is a national
recommmendation. goal. Alternative energy sources such

as geothermal steam or hydrothermal
waters should be explored and
developed to help the U. S. lTower its
dependence on foreign energy sources.
Interest in the geothermal productiv-
ity of Twin Falls county stems from
the many existing thermal wells that
are located throughout the planning
area.

Geothermal leasing was discussed in
the Burley District Phased Geothermal
EA #1D-020-82-36, completed March 24,
1982. The decision based upon that EA
was of total geothermal leasing in the
planning area.

This decision to allocate all public
Tands open to geothermal leasing will
have no effect upon non-mineral values
if the mitigating measures Tisted in
component D.(1) and the conditions on
plans of operations D.(2) of EA-ID
020-82-36 are incorporated in any
leasing and exploration activities.
43 CFR 3204 provides surface manage-
ment requirements to protect non-
mineral values.

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed
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UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Twin Falls

BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity
Minerals - Saleable

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN — STEP 1 Tt
ACTIVITY OBJECTIVES M=-4

Objective: M-4

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

Rationale:

The population of the planning unit is expected to increase by at least
50% over the next two decades. Demands for sand and gravel and other
construction materials will deplete the currently producing deposits.
This will necessitate the development of new deposits and alternate
sources of material. The expanding population, a potential influx of
industrial development, and continued construction and maintenance of
county and state roads will require a constant supply of sand and gravel,
crushed stone, and other construction materials to meet these needs.

(Instructions on reverse) Form 1600—20 (April 1975)



UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN
RECOMMENDATION=-ANALYSIS—DECISION

Name (MFP)
Twin Falls
Activity

Minerals - Saleable
Overlay Reference

Step1 M-4,1 Step3

Note:

Recommendation: M-4,1

Establish 20 to 30 acres along
Desert Creek near Hollister as
a community pit for sand and
gravel. Location is T,12S.,
R.16E., B.M, Section 1: SW%SEX.

Establish 80 acres along Foothills
Road as a community pit for sand

and gravel. Location is T.11lS.,
R.18E., B.M, Section 32: E%SE%.
Establish 40 to 80 acres west of Buhl
near Salmon Falls Canyon as a
community pit for sand and

gravel. Location is in T.9S.,
R.13E., B.M, Section 25.

Support Needs:

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

to establishment of the pit.

Rationale:

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

Multiple Use Analysis

Sand and gravel are in short supply in Twin Falls Planning Unit.
available for development but have not been established in useable pits.

Sources are
The

establishment of the community pits could neutralize two problems of today.
First, it would provide three locations in the county where the public could

acquire sand and gravel for a minimial charge.

Second, ready access to

inexpensive sources of material should reduce the occurrence of unauthorized

removal of material from public land.

There are no substantial conflicts with)

other acitivities, as long as the excavated areas are rehabilitated after useLJ

Attach additional sheets, if needed

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

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN

RECOMMENDATION—ANALYSIS-DECISION

Name (MFP)
Twin Falls

Activity
Minerals

Overlay Reference
Step 1 M-4.1 Step 3

Multiple Use Recommendation:

Accept M-4.1 -
Establish community sand and gravel
pits at the areas Tisted in the
recommendation.

Support Needs:

Lands -
Initiate a withdrawal revocation of
the withdrawn 160 acres in T. 9 S.,
R. 13 E. Sec. 25.

Minerals -
Technical exams and environmental
assessments.

Decision:

Accept those portions of the multiple
use recommendation calling for
establishment of community sand and
gravel pits near Hollister alpong
Desert Creek and west of Buhl near
Salmon Falls Canyon.

Reject that portion of the multiple
use recommendation calling for a
community sand and gravel pit along
Foothills Road, locaton R.11 S., R.18
E., B.M. Section 32: E1/2SE1/4

Reasons:

Sand and gravel is needed by the
public at increasing rates. We get
frequent requests for the materials.
The materials are available so they
should be made accessible.

Alternatives Considered:

1. Reject M-4.1.
2. Establish only one or two of the
pits.

Rationale:

Allocation of the recommended lands
near Hollister and Buhl for a
community sand and gravel source will
reduce the occurence of unauthorized
removal of these materials from

public lands. In addition, this
allocation would satisfy an expressed
public demand for the need of sand and
gravel in these local areas.

The Foothills road site is unsuitable
for consideration as a community pit.
Gravel size material is overlain by up
to two feet of overburden and four
feet of cobble which requires
crushing prior to its use as gravel.
The gravel source itself is unclean,
containing a high percentage of clay
fines, rendering it unsuitable for
community use. Specifics about this
are contained in Mineral Report P-33
dated August 14, 1981.

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

(Instructions on reverse)
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DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Twin Falls
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity
Minerals - Saleable
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS—DECISION Step 1 M-4 .2 Step 3

Recommendation: M-4.2 Rationale:
Designate those areas indicated With continued growth in the planning
as having potential for building unit, demand for building stone should
stone as building stone extraction increase also. Having areas from
areas. which stone may be removed may help

abate trespass and will provide an
acceptable and convenient method of
selling material.

Multiple Use Analysis

This recommendation conflicts with Recreation 1.2, Visual Resources 1.2 and
Watershed 6.3.

Recreation 1.2 recommends providing camping facilities at Greys Landing and
Norton Bay. The conflict arises if extraction efforts from the existing
community pits cause damage to camping facilities. Stone gathering activities],
are often incorporated with family outings to the Salmon Falls Reservoir. :
Visual Resources recommends a Class II visual area for a portion of the areas.
The major conflict centers around disturbances visible from the reservoir by
boaters. The existing stone extraction areas provide the most potential for
impacting the view from the reservoir. No impacts from the existing use have
been identified.

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

Multiple Use Recommendation: Reasons:

Modify 4.2 as follows - The habitat for Allium anceps should
Exclude the SE 1/4 section 8, T. 15 he protected from undue disturbance.
S., R. 15 E. from the recommenda- Proper coordination with the recrea-

tion. Designate the remaining areas tijon specialist to find a different

as future building stone extraction location for the recreation facility

areas. will alleviate conflicts between
campgrounds and visual intrusions.

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed
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UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Twin Falls
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity
Minerals
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION—ANALYSIS—-DECISION Step 1 M_4, 2 Step3
Support Needs: Alternatives Considered:
Geologist - 1. Reject M-4,2.
Prepare plan for orderly expansion 2. Accept M-4.2.
of stone extraction area as demand
increases.
Recreation -
Coordinate store extraction expan-
sion with recreation programs.
R. A. Staff and Geologist -
Prepare technical exam and
environmental assessment.
Decision: Rationale:
Accept the multiple use The method of removal of building ™
recommendations. stone has been surface collection of . .

the stone. Given present demand for -
this product the surface supply of
stone should be sufficient to meet
public needs for the next 15 years.
Surface collection has not proven to
be in conflict with recreation
facilities or potential at either
Grays Landing or Norton Bay nor has it
proven to detract from visual
qualities of the area.

Excluding the SE1/4, Section 8, T.15
S., R.15 E. at Grays Landing from
building stone extraction is

practical because the stone in this
area is buried by a thick cover of
overburden. Removal of the stone
would require the use of heavy
equipment to scrape off the over-
burden. This type of mining operation

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed
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UNITED STATES

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN
RECOMMENDATION—-ANALYSIS-DECISION

Name (MFP)
Twin Falls

Activity
Minerals

Overlay Reference

step M-4.2 (cants)

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

Rationale (cont.):

would conflict with Visual Resources
1.2 and could conflict with Watershed
6.3 if the sensitive plant Alluim
anceps did in fact inhabit the area.
There is an adequate supply of surface
stone in the SW1/4 of Section 8 at
Grays Landing to meet current public
demand for this mineral product for
the next 10 to 15 years. Present
surface stone collection practices do
not appear to have had any adverse
affect on Allium anceps. However,
any off-road vehicle use associated
with stone removal should be closely
monitored to see if any major
disturbance to the sensitive plant
habitat is occurring.

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

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN

RECOMMENDATION—-ANALYSIS-DECISION

Name (I_WFP)
Twin Falls

Adﬂ?ﬁera]s - Saleable

Overlay Reference

M"4. 3Step 3

Step 1

Recommendation: M-4.3

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

Support :

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

Rationale:

Collecton of geodes and general rock-
hounding have been occurring on this
site for many years. Establishment of
an official site will help eliminate
abuses by commercial rock collectors
and sellers in taking large amounts of
these minerals. In addition, the
formal recognition of this site will
basically be good public relations for
the BLM.

Multiple Use Analysis

The Rabbit Springs area is the only identified site in the Planning Unit where

significant amounts of rockhounding occur.
ground has been recommended under Recreation R-1.2.
R-1.7 supports an official rockhounding area.

includes a cultural resources site.

Multiple Use Recommendation:

Retain the existing water reserves and
C & MU Classification. Designate the
area as a rockhounding area. Take the
necessary management actions to insure
the integrity of the cultural resoures
site.

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

Upgrading the Rabbit Springs camp-
Recreation recommendation
The Rabbit Sprigns area also

Reasons:

The Rabbit Springs area is the only
known location where specific provi-
sion for the rockhounding activity can
be made. This rockhounding use will
be coordinated with proposed camping,
picnicing and RV facilities. All
these uses will be coordinated to
avoid adverse impacts to the known
cultural sites.

(Instructions on reverse)

Form 1600—21 (April 1975)



UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Twin Falls
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity
Minerals
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION—-ANALYSIS-DECISION Step 1M-4 ,3 Step 3
Support Needs: Alternatives Considered:
District Archaeologist - 1. Reject M-4.3.
Assist in protection of cultural 2. Reject R-1.7.
resource site. 3. Disregard R-1.2.

4, Disregrad CRM-1.9.
Coordinate with Area Outdoor
Recreation Planner so that a disig-
nated rockhounding area and recom-
mended upgrading of campgrounds are

compatible.

Decision: Rationale:

Accept the multiple-use Mining claims would be in direct con-
recommendation. flict with the recreational rockhound-

ing use of the area. Retention of the
C & MU classification will continue to
provide mineral segregation to protect
the geode resource from mining claim
lTocation. The segregation would main-
tain the integrity and value of this
area for public rockhounding.

The public water reserve withdrawal
(I-15379) preserves the water for
general public watering purposes. The
withdrawal will insure the
availability of water when existing
recreation facilities at the site are
upgraded (see R-1.2).

The multiple-use recommendation calls
for insuring the integrity of the
cultural resource site associated with
the spring. Management of the area
for rockhounding should in no way
impair the suitability of cultural
site ID2 TF 1 for test excavation (see
CRM-1.4). If public use of the arae
conflicts with protection of cultural
values, then management should be
adjusted to accommodate preservation
of this presumably deep and/or
stratified site.

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

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



UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Twin Falls
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity
Minerals — Saleable
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION~ANALYSIS-DECISION Step1 M—=4.4 Step 3

Recommendation: M-4.4 Rationale:
Reserve material source areas Providing adequate supplies of
identified on the overlay for mineral materials from designated
anticipated future needs in sites will reduce mineral trespass,
the Planning Unit. save time and minimize the adverse

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

Multiple Use Analysis

Many of the identified materal source areas are important areas for other uses
also. Six sites are along highways that have recommended visual corridors
that preclude gravel pits. Four source areas are in locations that are
recommended for campsite development. The material site immediately north of
Salmon Falls Dam could impact the proposed natural area. Seven sites are in
areas proposed for VRM Class II designation. Two material sites are currently
being used as dump sites. Two sites occur within the recommended oil and gas
corridor. Four locations have been recommended for disposal for agricultural
or exchange purposes. A number of sites occur on isolated tracts that provide
important habitat for wildlife. Many source locations are in areas that have
been recommended for rangeland treatments to improve grazing. Many cultural
resource sites coincide with the proposed material source locations. Extrac-
tion of material would seriously damage these cultural sites. Development of
sites along the Snake River could impact the Oregon Trail, Cauldron Linn, Dry
Town and a portion of the Porpose Dry Cataract National Natural Landmark.

Multiple Use Recommendation: Reasons:

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

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

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN

RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION

Name (MFP)
Twin Falls

Act‘ivity
Minerals

Overlay Reference
Step M-4.4 Step 3

Complete rehabilitation actions on
material sites when appropriate. Con-
sider alternative uses (ponds, ORV use
area, etc.) before initiating rehabil-
itation actions and when developing
rehabilitation plans. Establish a
priority ranking of the identified
source locations according to their
importance and development feasibil-
ity. Begin actions to reduce the
impacts of future development of the
high priority sites (i.e. excavate
endangered cultural resource sites,
etc.). Develope adequate stipulations
for the development of each new site.

Support Needs:

District and R. A. Staff -
Help with interdisciplinary plans
for development of material sources.
Plans would include environmental
assessment, stipulations, mitigation
measures and rehabilitation plans.

Develop an activity plan for salable
minerals.

Decision:

Accept the multiple-use
recommendation.

An interdisciplinary approach is
needed to insure optimal development
and rehabilitation plans.

An activity plan will be developed
showing the relative value of each
source, the need, and the feasibility
for development.

Alternatives Considered:

1. Reject M-4.4

2. Disregard L-2.2, 2.3

3. Disregard L-2.5, 3.1, 3.2

4., Disregard L-4.2.

5. Disregard WS-2.1, 3.1.

6. Disregard RM-2.5,

7. Disregard CRM-1.1, 1.9.

8. Disregard VRM-1.1, 1.6, 1.7, 1.8.

9, Disregard R-1.2, 1.3, 1.7, 2.1,
242

Rationale:

The PAA indicates that there is a
demonstrated public interest in, and
need for, sand and gravel resources in
Twin Falls County. The geology of the
county is such that sand and gravel is
in short supply. The county
population is expected to increase 48

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

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

Minerals
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION—-ANALYSIS—-DECISION StepM-4 .4 (costén )

Rationale (cont.):

percent by the year 2000. This
population increase of 25,830 will
demand an increase in roads and
buildings that will require additional
sand and gravel. This increase in
people will also result in greater
traffic on existing roads, resulting
in increased highway maintenance which
requires an adequate supply of gravel.

As demand depletes currently producing
sand and gravel deposits, new material
sites should be developed. At this
time a technical examination and
environmental assessment will be
utilized to assess the environmental
consequences of sand and gravel
development. These documents will
permit the identification of
mitigating measures to protect
non-mineral values. If the
environmental impacts to other
resources outweight the benefits to be
accured through removal of sand and
gravel , material site development can
be denied and the decision documented
via the EA decision record rationale.

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

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



—URA & MINERALS OPPORTUNTTIES NOT CARRIED
FORTH TO MFP 1

The following opportunity does not show up as an MFP 1 recommendation because

it does not require the allocation of land or resources, Nevertheless, decision
makers should consider the following information since it is critical for the
effective realization of Recommendation M-2.1 (0il and Gas Development).

Opportunity and Rationale

Issue reasonable stipulations for access to seismic explofation lines and to
drilling sites permitted under Notices of Intent to Conduct 0il and Gas
Exploration.

Modern exploration techniques require extensive geophysical prospecting in order
to gather sufficient data for making decisions concerning leasing, utilization,
and test or production drilling.

All o0il and gas leasing and exploration activities are govermned by regulations
published in 43 CFR and 30 CFR, These regulations state the operational standards,
procedures, and environmental protection requirements that are required on all

oil and gas operations. In addition, standard stipulations have been jointly
developed by the BLM and USGS that provide protection of all surface resources
during the leasing action,



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

BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity

Forestry

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN - STEP 1 Objéstive Numiber
ACTIVITY OBJECTIVES F -1

Objective:

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

Objective Rationales:

The primary reason for deferring consumptive management of the existing stand
for minor forest products is its small size (approximately 48 acres), low stock-
ing and limited regeneration capabilities which would restrict its capacity for
sustained yield. Such consumptive management would, in all probability, risk
depleting the stand beyond its natural capability to repreduce. Since this small
juniper stand provides the only forest cover for several miles around, it could
-easonably serve as useful cover for livestock or Wildli{s;

Revision 1/18/§9/

tInstructions on reverse)

Form 1600—20 (April 1975)



UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Twin Falls
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Rativity
Eorestry
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS—-DECISION Step 1 Step 3
Recommendation: F-1 Rationale:

Designate the juniper stand

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

The juniper stand's small size,
low stocking and limited regen-
eration capabilities, would re-
strict its capacity to yield

minor forest products on a sus-
tained yield basis.

Support Needs: Maintaining the stand in its
existing state would provide
None. important alternative management

potential for wildlife habitat,
Tivestock cover and/or watershed
protection.

Multiple Use Analysis

The small forestry resource within the Planning Unit does not provide many
opportunities for resource development. The juniper stand provides more

benefits in its current state than it would if it were developed for forest
products or converted to vegetation for grazing. Benefits provided by the
stand include wildlife habitat, visual diversity, and watershed protection.

Multiple Use Recommendation: Reasons:

Accept FP-1 - The stand is small and unique. No
Maintain the juniper stand in its other forest cover is found within
existing state. several miles of the stand. Any

development would result in depletion
of the stand as the regeneration
capability of the stand is low.

Support Needs: Alternatives Considered:

None 1. Reject FP-1.
2. Disregard WL-2.8.

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed 1/18/80

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



UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Twin Falls
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT e
Forastry
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION—ANALYSIS—DECISION stepi=lel  step s
Decision: Rationa]e;
Accept the multiple-use recommenda- Same as multiple use recommendation.

tion,

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed
(Instructions on reverse) Form 1600-21 (April 1975)




UNITED STATES

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN
RECOMMENDATION—ANALYSIS—DECISION

Name (MFP)
Twin Falls

Activity
Fire Management

Overlay Reference
Step 1iF-1.5 Step 3

Recommendation:

Designate the Whiskey Creek area as a
Timited suppression area. The
boundaries of this area will be the
Salmon Dam road on the south, the
Salmon Falls Creek Canyon on the west,
the Salmon Butte stock driveway road
on the east and Whiskey Creek on the
North.

Support:

Public Information Specialist -
Media releases and orientation.

Resource Area Manager -

Shifting of livestock use to
compensate for forage losses.

Rationale:

This area is considered as having a
relatively low resource value and
suppresion efforts and costs should be
commensurate with established values.
Suppression action will be taken to
prevent the fire from escaping the
designated boundaries or if it is
considered a hazartd to people, live-
stock, improvement, etc.

Multiple Use Analysis

This recommendation conflicts with Wildlife Recommendations regarding

maintenance of habitat for antelope and raptor prey base.
concern is for possible destruction of sagebrush areas.

The major wildlife
Antelope require

large amounts of sagebrush throughout the year, but particularly in the

winter.
extensively.

Raptor prey, particularly jackrabbits, use brush area for cover

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

(Instructions on reverse)

Form 1600-21 (April 1975)



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

Range Management
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN - STEP 1 Objective Number
ACTIVITY OBJECTIVES | RM-1

Objective:

Implement over the next 10 years, management systems to increase the amount
of livestock forage produced by 1507 AUM's while improving the quality of
desired vegetation and improving or maintaining condition and trend over the
next 30 years.

Rationale:

This is a long term objective designed to solve problems of over obligation
and deteriorating range condition identified in URA Step 3 by increasing
production, improving 23,282 acres by one condition class, reverse downward
trend on 21,888 acres, change 65,398 from static to upward trend and in-
crease the use of the vegetative resource. The objective fulfills the URA
Step 4 opportunities for increasing production and’ improving or maintaining
condition and trend through management systems, o

BLM Manual 1602,12 states a Bureau objective to "Protect the lands, resources,
environment and public values therein from avoidable destruction, abuse and
deterioration, and correct past abuses to the extent feasible'".

BLM Manual 1603.12G4C states that "To the extent funds and manpower are avail-
able, AMP's will be made for all public lands which can reasonably be expected
to remain in Federal ownership for multiple-use management and on which live-
stock grazing is a significant use",

Section 2 of the Taylor Grazing Act directs the Bureau, in part, to preserve
the land and its resources from destruction or unnecessary injury, to provide
for the orderly use, improvement and development of the range.

Section 2(b){2) of PRIA (PL 95-514) further re-emphasizes the need for manage-
ment of the public land to maintain and improve the condition and productivity.

Stoddard etal1 states that "Continuous grazing wherein livestock are placed
on the range and allowed to remain yearlong or throughout the grazing season
has been shown to result in undesirable successional changes in range forage.
To prevent this, specialized systems of grazing management have been used
widely".

1Stoddard, Laurence A.; Smith, Arthur D.; and Box, Thadis W. 1975. Range
Management 3rd ed. New York: McGrew-Hill Book Co., Inc.

wstructions on reverse)

Form 1600--20 (April 1975)
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UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Twin Ealle
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity
Range Management
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS—DECISION Step 1RM-1.1 step 3
Recommendation: Rationale:
RM-1.1 Implement deferred-rotation The proposal for the 16 allotments
grazing systems on the following Tisted is to postpone grazing on a
allotments: portion of the range on an alterna-

ting basis until after seed ripe
of most key forage species. This

Increase deferment will allow the plants
In to complete growth and reproduction.
# Name Pasture Acres AUMs U§e by livestock after seed ripe
4031 Western Stockgrowers 3 23,505 will allow for seed scatter and
and 257 trampling.
2832 ﬂg?niuﬁgﬁ;ﬁSGA“ 3 3%’222 335 0f the 104,242 acres included in
4035 Whiskey Creek- 6 18’719 429 these allotments, 33,458 acres
4040 Noh Sections 6 1.455 28 have been seeded to crested wheat-
’ grass. Of these acres 20,392 are
1008 g T e S B in excellent condition, 10,449 in oed Coud
1049 Peters 4 1.213 18 it and 2,617 are in fair condition.
482; ?3?1E:tfe-Dav1s* 2 1 g?g %? The proposed systems will help to
4066 Barton-Schutte 2 ’611 29 maintain the seeding in good and
4074 Amsterdam-Kunkel 3 1.100 10 exce11ent condi?ion longer than
4097 Cameron 2 1:378 9 continuous grazing.
Zigé 2?§3§1C3T??“ o G G 0f the 70,784 acres on native range,
Salmon Tr 2 700 15 11,426 acres are in good condition,
' 102.702 1.311 38,514 acres are in poor condition,

10,566 acres of poor and 16,000
Subport : acres of fair range are in the 8-18"
ESRRITES precipitation zone and dominated by
big sagebrush, Sandberg's bluegrass
and cheatgrass. Implementation of
a grazing system will not improve
the ecological condition of these
acres.l Hironaka and Fosberg state
that the only way to improve these
acres is through land treatment.
The land treatments proposed in
RM-2.6 would be enhanced by the
proposed grazing systems. 17,178
acres of remaining native range in
fair or poor condition would im-
prove by one condition class. This
prediction is based on an expected
6% increase in forage production.

Atrow: (Easements)

Resource Area Staff (prepare system &
monitor)

Operations (Improvements)

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

(Instructions on rewerse)

Form 1600-21 (April 1975)



UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN
RECOMMENDATION—-ANALYSIS-DECISION

Name (MFP)
e —
J N g s
Activity
CONGE  PIONBEG Era iz ar
Overlay Reference
Step 1 Ry~[. | Step 3

Gibbens and Fisser2 found that pro-
duction could be expected to increase

by 6% after adopting a system which
provides relief from continuous graz-
ing. An increase of forage by 6% will
in most cases improve condition by one
class in those areas which have an
existing rating in the upper one-third
of a condition class. The other areas
would improve, but not enough to move

up one full condition class. The above
mentioned 6% increase was used to deter-
mine the increase in AUM's of forage re-
sulting from implementation of grazing
systems.

1Hironaka, M. and Fosberg, M.A., 1979,
Non Forest Habitat Types of Southern
Idaho Interum Report V of I Forest,
Wildlife and Range Experiment Station.

ZGibbens, R.P., and Fisser, H.G. 1975.
Influence of Grazing Manhagement Systems
on Vegetation in the Red Desert Region
of Wyoming Laramie Wyoming: University
of Wyoming Press. State Agricultural
Experiment Station, Science Monograph
No. 29.

Multiple Use Analysis

This recommendation does not conflict with any activity recommendation and is
supported by Visual Resources, Watershed and Wildlife.

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

(Instructions on reverse)

Form 1600—21 (April 1975)



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

Range Management
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION—-ANALYSIS—DECISION SteRM-1.1 Step 3

Visual Resource Management Recommendation supports establishing grazing
systems to 1imit livestock use of riparian/wetland areas along streams and
around reservoirs and springs. The allotments specifically supported are
Western Stockgrowers, Magic Common and Point Ranch.

Wildlife supports implementing grazing systems in: 1) the Point Ranch and
Whiskey Creek Allotments to provide improved critical mule deer and antelope
habitat; 2) Western Stockgrowers and Magic Common Allotment to improve and
maintain dense brushy habitat for upland game; 3) all allotments with
riparian/wetland habitat to improve the condition; 4) all allotments with
streams or ponds to improve waterfowl nesting habitat; and 5) all allotments
to enhance non-game habitat.

These deferred rotation systems are recommended as a measure to maintain
present range and ecological condition classes. These systems are predicted
to yield an increase of about 6 percent in forage production. Of the 59,358
acres in fair or poor ecological condition, 17,178 acres would be expected to
improve by one condition class. All acres would be expected to improve in
condition, but not through the whole range of a condition class.

Season of use, variation in physical features, existing fences, and needs of
the operators are some of the reasons for selecting the alternative of
implementing deferred-rotation grazing systems. These systems will be
designedto satisfy the physiological growth and reproduction requirements of
the vegetative resources as monitored through the Allotment Management Plan
(AMP) development process.

A1l allotments except Hub Butte-Davis, Fuller, and Cameron are producing
adequate forage to satisfy the active grazing preference demand as allocated
in RM-3.1. Hub Butte-Davis and Fuller Allotments are recommended for seeding
maintenance by burning to reduce sagebrush competition to raise the production
level to the grazing preference, RM-2.1. The Cameron Allotment does not have
the potential for further increases without vegetation changes from brush to
perennial grass.

Multiple Use Recommendation: Reasons:

Modify RM-1.1 - The physiological needs of the plants
Implement deferred-rotation grazing and the management needs of the
systems on the allotments Tisted. operators will be satisfied so that

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

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



UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN

RECOMMENDATION~ANALYSIS-DECISION

Name (MFP)
Twin Falls

Activity
Range Management

Overlay Reference
Step 1 RM-1.1 Step 3

Multiple Use Analysis

Multiple Use Recommendation (cont.):

Reasons (cont.):

Refer to the following modification
for the change from Step 1.

No. Name Pastures Acres
4034 Point Ranchp.. 3 33,453
4035 Whiskey Creek 6 18,719
4040 Noh Sections 6 1,455
4044 South Mule Creek pew. 3 3,018
4046 Griff, Dewe 3 2,244
4049 Peters are 4 1,213
4055 Hub Butte-DavisOe— 4 800
4057 Fuller v 4 1,070
4066 Barton-Schutte 2 1,611
4101 Magic Common Pe—e 2 9,168
4114 Squaw Joe 2 1,133
Sz Joz 3 4,809

4120 Gravel Pit-Salmon Tract2D»-+ 700
Total 79,393

Modification -
Drop the following listed allotments
and manage as stated:

4097 Cameron - Change to custodial
management. The proposed well and
pipeline are needed before the sys-
tem can be implemented. The cost is
too high for the benefit and the
public lands are located where graz-
ing will not cause damage to them in
custodial management.

4031 Western Stockgrowers - Change
to seasonal use. The proposed sys-
tem cannot be implemented without
range improvements and facilites
that would cost in excess of
$230,000. Range studies and inven-
tories show that the only resource
concern is the condition of the
riparian habitat and water quality
in McMullen Creek. Management prac-
tices that will be applied are to

Nore: Avtaci AR AR LI ¥a85aGK balance between

range condition, trend, and production
is improved or maintained and other
multiple use values are not adversely
affected.

(Instructions on reverse)

Form 1600-21 (April 1975)
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UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Twin Falls

BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity

Range Management

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION stepl RM-1.1lstep 3

the east and west sides of the
allotment and have the operators
practice herding to keep livestock
use Tight in McMullen Creek. The
proposed water development facili-
ties will be needed to help keep
livestock from having to use
McMullen Creek and the Fifth Fork of
Rock Creek.

4053 Hub Butte - WSGA remain in the
existing rest-rotation grazing sys-
tem. This allotment is part of the
Western Stockgrowers and was pro-
posed to be included in the deferred
rotation system that is begin
dropped from further consideration.

4074 Amstredam Kunkel - Change to
seasonal use. Analysis of the
facilites that are needed to imple-
ment the proposed system would cost
in excess of $30,000. The multiple
use objectives can be maintained
without the maximum development.
Production of the allotment will be
about 216 AUMs less each year than
at its maximum. The allotment is
presently producing at a Tevel above
the grazing preference.

The rationale for adding 4114 Squaw
Joe is in RM-1,2,

Support Needs: Alternatives Considered:

Complete EIS 1. Reject the RM-1.1.

2. Implement rest-rotation.

Prepare AMPs 3. Allow present grazing practices to
Develop water sources. continue.

Construct control projects.

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

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



UNITED STATES Name (MF P)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Twin Falls
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity
Range Management
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION—ANALYSIS—DECISION StepRM-1.1  Step 3
Decision: Rationale:
Accept the multiple use recommenda- It is a generally accepted conclusion
tion. that intensive grazing management

systems are desirable multiple
resource management tools. These
systems will be implemented through
the development of activity plans that
consider all resource values in these
allotments.

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

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



IMPACT ANALYSIS

Twin Falls

MFP 2

RM - 1.1

I. Forestry - No Conflict
Bl Cultural - No Conflict
ITI. Lands - No Conflict

IV, Natural History No Conflict

V. VRM - No Conflict
VRM-1.9(ca)

Supports grazing systems on WSGA, Magic Common and Point Ranch.

VI. Fire - No Conflict
VII. Wilderness - No Conflict
VITI. Recreation - No Conflict
IX. Minerals - No Conflict

X. Wildlife

WL-1.1 Non-Competitive

Supports grazing systems proposed for 4034 and 4035.

WL-2.8 Non-Competitive

Supports grazing system proposed for 4031,

WL-3.1 Non-Competitive

Supports grazing systems for enhancement of riparian areas.

WL-3.5 Non-Competitive

Supports grazing systems for waterfowl nesting habitat improvement.

WL-4.10 Non-Competitive

Supports grazing system implementation.



IMPACT ANALYSIS

Twin Falls

MFP 2

RM - 1.1

XI Watershed

WS-2.2 Non-Competitive

This recommendation suports the implementation of grazing systems
that "allow at least one spring rest." All deferred grazing systems
proposed would allow at least one springs rest.



UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Twin: Falls
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity .2
| Range Management
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overizy Naberonce Rest
RECOMMENDATION—-ANALYSIS-DECISION Step 1 RM~1 .2 Step 3 Rof

Recommendation:

RM-1.2 - Implement rest-rotation
grazing systems on the following
allotments:

# Name Pasture Acres AUMs

4079 Lilly Grade Poe 4 1644
4092 South Big Cr. 3 1549
4108 Lost Cr.-U2 3 1792
4114 Squaw Joe 4 5942

10,923

Support:
ATROW: (Easements)

13
25
14
51
103

Resource Area Staff: (System Pre-

paration & monitoring)
Operations: (Improvements)

Rationale:

The proposal for the 5 allotments listed
is to give a portion of the range complete
rest from grazing for one year. This
period of rest allows the forage species
to vigor, produces seed, and establish new
seedlings.

It is predicted that 6,104 acres will im-
prove by one condition class. This pred-
diction is based on an expected 6% increase
in forage production as described under
RM-1.1. The remaining 6,466 acres will be
expected to improve, but not enough to
move up one full condition class. An
additional 131 AUM's of livestock forage
would be produced as a result of imple-
menting the management. Implementation

of rest-rotation systems will stabilize
the turn-out-dates for the operators
involved. The carry over of forage in the
previous years rest pasture allows for
earlier turn-out the following year.

Multiple Use Analysis

This recommendation does not conflict with any activity recommendations and is

supported by the wildlife activity.

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

(Instructions on reverse)

Form 1600~21 (April 1975)



UNITED STATES Name (MFP)

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Twin Falls
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT ——
RSNGE Management
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION—-ANALYSIS—DECISION step1 RM-1.25, 3

WL-3.1 Tlists range as needed support for the recommendation to improve
and maintain wetland/riparian habitat by developing and implementing
intensive livestock grazing systems.

WL-3.5 Tists range as needed support to improve shorebird and waterfowl
nesting habitat by developing and implementing grazing systems to
restrict livestock use along shorelines.

WL-4.10 1ists range as needed support to enhance wildlife habitat for
non-game species by managing livestock grazing to adhere to recommended
utilization allowances.

These rest-rotation systems are recommended as a method to improve native
ranges through manipulation of livestock grazing. It is estimated that the
ecologic condition will be improved by one class on 2,421 acres. Al1 acres
are predicted to improve but the remaining 2,566 will not improve through the
range of a whole condition class. Another advantage to livestock management
is that spring turnout dates will be stabilized from year-to-year by designing
the systems so that spring grazing occurs in the previous year's rested

pasture.

Multiple Use Recommendation: Reasons:

Modify RM-1.2 - Many resource needs will be met wholly
Implement rest-rotation grazing or in part by implementing grazing
management systems on the allotments systems that satisfy the physiological
listed: growth and reproduction requirements

of the key vegetative species.

No. Name Pastures Acres

4079 Lilly Grade 4 1,644

4092 South Big Creek 3 1,549

4108 Lost Creek-U2 3 1,792

4,985

Modification:

4114 Squaw Joe - This allotment was

dropped from this recommendation and
added to RM-1.1 deferred rotation.
The physical Tlocation of pastures

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

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



UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Twin Falls
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity
Range Management
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION—-ANALYSIS—DECISION Step 1 RM~1, 2 Step 3
Multiple Use Recommendations (cont.):
and water sources and the proposed
developments prohibits the success-
ful use of rest-rotation grazing.
The system will be two separate
deferred rotation grazing systems,
one with two pastures and one with
three pastures.
Support Needs: Alternatives Considered:
Complet EIS 1. Reject RM-1.2.
2. Implement deferred rotation
ATROW - systems.
Easements. 3. Continue present grazing
practices.
R. A. Staff -
Coordinate design and development
of grazing systems and AMP.
Operations -
Develop needed water facilities and
Tivestock control facilities.
Decision: Rationale:
Accept the multiple-use recommenda- These systems are needed to improve
tion. p . identified resource problems and have
0, g [rect valuatier) been determined to be the best suit-
ghotiy bt (R R able of the available alternatives.

These systems will be implemented
through the development of activity
plans that consider all resource
values in these allotments.

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

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



IMPACT ANALYSIS

Twin Falls

MFP 2

RM = 102

I. Forestry - No Conflict
II. Cultural - No Conflict
IIT. Lands - No Conflict
1v. Natural History - No Conflict
V. VRM - No Conflict
VI. Fire - No Conflict
VII. Wilderness - No Conflict
VIII. Recreation - No Conflict
IX.  Minerals - No Conflict

X. Wildlife

WL-3.1 Non-Competitive

Supports grazing systems for improvement of riparian areas.

WL-3.5 Non-Competitive

Supports grazing systems for improvement of waterfowl nesting areas.

WL-4.10 Non-Competitive

Supports implementation of grazing systems.
XI. Watershed

WS-2.2 Non-Competitive

This recommendation supports the implementation of grazing systems
that "allow at least one spring rest." A1l rest rotating grazing
systems proposed would allow at least one springs rest.



UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR totn EaTle
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity
Range Management
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION—-ANALYSIS-DECISION Step 1RM-1.3 Step 3
Recommendation: Rationale:
RM-1.3 Continue to use the existing The recommendation for the 14 allotments
rest-rotation systems on the follow- listed is to continue to rest a portion
ing allotments: of the range for at least one full year.
This period of rest allows the forage
4001 Buhl Group-Berger 4145 ¥ species to recover vigor, produce seed
4003 Ellis-Tews-Berger 9768 and establish new seedlings.
4006 Kaster-Berger 1510
4007 Kunkel-Berger 1516 High erosion does not present a problem
4010 M. Lierman-Berger 640 on any of the allotments included in this
4012 Lanting-Berger 3233 recommendation.
4015 Parrott-Berger 1478
4016 PVGA-Berger 7389 Allotments 4001 thru 4016 and 4071 are
4038 Kerr-Lost Creek 6666 almost entirely seeded to crested
4041 Mule Creek-PVGA 7014 wheatgrass. Natural reinvasion of sage-
4042 Horse Creek-PVGA 3322 brush into these seedings has resulted in
1043 Frahm-PVGA 696 downward trend and fair or poor condition
4054 Salmon Tract-Ind. 80 ratings. No system will stop this natural
4071 Jones-Goat Springs 1386 process.
4073 West Kunkel 1517
50,360 The four remaining allotments have been

heavily used in the past. The over use
has resulted in deterioration of much

of the range in spite of rather than in
addition to the systems in use. Voluntar)
reductions in use in combination with the
existing systems and land treatments
described under objective RM-2 will re-
habilitate the deteriorating range.

The carry over forage provided by rest

pastures has been a major factor in
stabilizing turn-out dates.

Support:

Resource Area Staff: (Monitoring)
ATROW: (Easements)

Multiple Use Analysis

Most of these systems have been in operation for several years and are in
existing AMPs. Some of them have encountered problems such as over-utiliza-
tion during drought years. Several of the allotments are almost entirely
seeded to crested wheatgrass as part of the Berger Resource Conservation Area

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

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



UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN

RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION

Name (MFP)
Twin Falls

Activity
Range Management

Overlay Reference

Step 1 RM-1. 3Step 3

Multiple Use Analysis (cont.)

project.

During the frequent drought years of the last decade sagebrush has

been invading the seedings and some native range areas at an accelerating rate

in spite of good grazing management.

This recommendation to continue the existing rest-rotation systems is not in
conflict with any activity and is supported by two wildlife recommendations
for the need to improve wetland/riparian habitat.

Multiple Use Recommendation:

Modify RM-1.3 -
Continue the existing rest rotation
systems until range studies show
that another form of management will
better achieve the multiple use
objectives:

No. Name Acres
4001 Buhl Group-Berger 4,415
4003 El1l1is-Tews-Berger 9,768
4006 Kaster-Berger 1,510
4007 Kunkel-Berger 1,516
4010 M.Lierman-Berger 640
4012 Lanting-Berger 8,233
4015 Parrott-Berger 1,478
4016 PVGA-Berger 7,389
4038 Kerr-Lost Creek 6,666
4041 Mule Creek-PVGA 7,014
4042 Horse Creek-PVGA 3,322
4043 Frahm-PVGA 696
4053 Hub Butte-WSGA 4,268
4054 Salmon Tract-Ind. 80
4071 Jones-Goat Springs 1,386
4073 West Kunkel 1,517

54,898

The rationale for adding 4308 Hub
Butte-WSGA is contained in RM-1.1.

Further modify the recommendation to
allow changing the Frahm Allotment
to custodial if the operators
desire. The public land is about 15
percent of the capacity in the
allotment and located where grazing

"~ Reasons:

Experience in grazing management has
shown that when an area or allotment
is suitable for rest-rotation manage-
ment it is nearly always the best
system to maintain desirable vegeta-
tion to meet multiple use objectives.
The Pleasant Valley Grazing Associa-
tion President has requested that they
may want the Frahm Allotment dropped
from the AMP since only 15 percent of
the land is public land. The direc-
tors will confer and make a decision
when appropriate.

Note: Attach 48MR&0E L0t Jikely to occur.

(Instructions 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.
Twin af]s

REAGY Management

Overlay ference
Step 1 Fﬁﬁ_i'?Step 3

Support Needs:

R. A, Staff -
Monitor and evaluate.

ATROW -
Easements

Land treatment to periodically reduce
competition from sagebrush. Requires
coordination with other resources in
the areas.

Decision:

Modify the multiple use recommendation
by dropping the Frahm-PVGA (4043) and
adding it to the list in RM-1.6.

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

Alternatives Considered:

Reject RM-1.3.

Deferred rotation systems.
Continous grazing.

Repeated early spring grazing.
Repeated fall grazing.

Reduce intensity of use.

.

O\U‘l;l}'wl\)l—'
.

Rationale:

These systems are reportedly doing the
job of resource management that they
were intended. Studies do show that
some of the existing AMPs need inten-
sive evaluation and revision in many
cases. These AMPs will be evaluated
and revised as needed. The Frahm
Allotment (No. 4043) will be dropped
from the existing Pleasant Valley
Grazing Association AMP and managed
according to the custodial allotment
criteria. Activity plans will be
developed where they do not currently
exist.

(Instructions on reverse)

Form 1600-21 (April 1975)



Il.
IT1.
Iv.

VI.
VII.
VIII.

IX.

XI.

Forestry
Cultural
Lands

Natural History

IMPACT ANALYSIS

YRM

Fire

Wilderness
Recreation
Minerals

Wildlife

No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No

Conflict
Conflict
Conflict
Conflict
Conflict
Conflict
Conflict
Conflict

Conflict

WL-3.1 Non-Competitive

Supports continuance of

WL-3.5 Non-Competitive

Supports continuance of

Watershed

No

Conflict

Twin Falls

MFP 2

RM - 1.3

grazing systems to improve riparian areas.

grazing systems to improve riparian areas.



UNITED STATES

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN
RECOMMENDATION—-ANALYSIS-DECISION

#Name(MFP)

win Falls

Activity

Range Management

Overlay Reference

Step IRM-1 .4 Step 3

Recommendation:

RM-1.4 - Continue to use the exist-
ing deferred-rotation systems on the

following allotments:

4000
4002
4004
4005
4008
4009
4011
4013
4014
4017
4018
4019
4023
4024
4039
4076
4098
4102
4119

Su

Resource Area Staff:

ATROW: (Easements)

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

Babcock-Berger

Kerr-Berger

Chadwick-Berger

Koch-Berger

Lassen-Berger
Lierman-Berger
Lierman-Wegener
Martens Bros.-Berger

Noh-Berger

Berger-Schnitker

Smith-Berger

Wrigley-Berger
J. E. Baker Deep Cr.
J. E. Baker Lost Cr.
Noh-White Rock

Loughmiller

Schnell-Salmon Tr.

Lost Creek
Ridge

ort:

607 v
2229 v~
1360 v~
948 v~
6401
720 v~
2044 v~
839+~
5105 .
400 v
320 V7
<955 | ;75

3339

2598

1597

1675
15,121

1002

6823

(Monitoring)

v

Rationale:

The recommendation for the 19 allotments
listed is to continue to postpone grazing

forage species.

tion.

on a portion of the range on an alternating
basis until after seed ripe of the key

This deferment will allow
the plants to complete growth and reproduc: l'lf

High erosion does not present a problem on

any of the allotments included in this
recommendation.

Allotments 4000 thru 4023 are almost en-

tirely seeded to crested wheatgrass.

Natural

reinvasion of sagebrush into these seedings
has resulted in downward trend and fair or

poor condition ratings.

stop this natural process.

No system will

The six other allotments are largely in

good condition with static to upward

trend over most of the range.

(Instructions on reverse)

Form 1600—-21 (April 1975)



UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN

RECOMMENDATION—-ANALYSIS-DECISION

Name (MEP)
Twin Falls

KARGE Management

Overlay Reference

Step 1 ~+*Tstep 3

Multiple Use Analysis

Most of these systems have been in operation for several years and are in

existing AMPs.,

Some of them have encountered problems during the frequent
recurring drought years during the last decade.

The degree of use and climate

have set the stage for rapid invasion of sagebrush into these ranges. It
appears that there is no grazing management that can prevent this phenomenon;
it is even happening in fenced livestock exclosures, often at a more rapid

rate than properly grazed areas.

This recommendation to continue to use the existing deferred-rotation systems
is not in conflict with any resource proposals and is supported by the wild-
1ife recommendations to improve wetland/riparian and waterfowl nesting

habitats.

Multiple Use Recommendation:

Accept RM-1.4 -
Continue the existing deferred-
rotation grazing systems on the
allotments listed in the activity
recommendation.

49,382 acres
o1+

Support Needs:

R. A. Staff -
Monitoring and evaluating.

ATROW -
Easements.

Operations and Area -
Land treatment projects to periodi-
cally reduce competition from invad
ing sagebrush.

Reasons:

Experience of grazing management as
documented through various studies
shows that properly managed deferred-
rotation systems are adequate to main-
tain and improve seedings and native
range. Not always as rapidly as rest-
rotation on ranges suitable to rest-
rotation, but at an acceptable Tevel.
These users and the allotments are
suitable for the existing management
and there is no reason identified
showing a change is needed.

Alternatives Considered:

Reject RM-1.4,

Use rest-rotation.

Use spring grazing only.

Use fall grazing only.
Reduce intensity of grazing.

U'I-PE.A)I\)l—‘
.

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

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



UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Twin Falls
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity
Range Management
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION—ANALYSIS-DECISION Step 1 RM-1.4 Step 3

Decision: Rationale:
Accept the multiple use recommenda- Studies show that these systems are
tion. meeting the desired objectives that

have been identified. Existing AMPs
will be evaluated and revised as
needed. Activity plans will be
developed on allotments where they do
not currently exist.

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

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



8
Ll.
IT1.
IV.
Ve
VI.
VII.
VIII.
IX.
Xe

XT.

Forestry

Cultural

Lands

Natural History

IMPACT ANALYSIS

VRM

Fire

Wilderness

Recreation

Minerals

Wildlife

No Conflict
No Conflict
No Conflict
No Conflict
No Conflict
No Conflict
No Conflict
No Conflict

No Conflict

WL-3.1 Non-Competitive

Twin Falls

MFP 2

RM - 1.4

Supports continuance of grazing systems to improve riparian areas.

WL-3.5 Non-Competitive

Supports continuance of
habitat.

Watershed

No Conflict

grazing systems to improve waterfowl nesting



UNITED STATES

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN

Name (MFP)
Twin Falls

%ﬁ%ﬂg Management

Overlay Reference

RECOMMENDATION—ANALYSIS—-DECISION step1 RM-1.5g.0 3

Multiple Use Analysis

These allotments are small isolated tracts that are not suitable for operation
of multi-treatment grazing systems.
of these allotments will be accomplished by establishing the proper season of
use, keeping grazing levels at or below the bhiological use limits, and by
selected Tand and vegetation manipulation treatments as shown in recommenda-
tion RM-2.1 and analyzed through the multiple resource planning process.

The desired ecologic and range condition

This recommendation does not conflict with any of the activity recommenda-

tions.

Multiple Use Recommendation:

Modify RM-1,5 -

Continue to allow livestock grazing

on the seasonal use allotments:

No. Name Acres
4031 Western Stockgrowers 23,505
4036 Moore-Lost Creek 80
4050 Rock Creek-Coiner 148
4051 Courtnay 280
4063 Soldier Creek 284
4077 Salmon Tract 54
4095 Randell Iso. 103
4096 Lemmon-Ring 258
4106 Salmon Tract-Isolated 280
4109 Salmon Tract-U2 280
4121 Sectien 22-Salmon Tract 160
4122 Highway Unit 122
4123 East Kunkel 280
4024 Highway Kunkel 447
4074 Kunkel-Amsterdam 1,100

27,381

")

The rationale for adding 4074

Kunkel-Amsterdam and 4031 Western

Stockgrowers is contained in RM-1.1.

Support Needs:

R. A. Staff -
Monitoring and evaluating.

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

Reasons:

The recommendation does not conflict
with any other activity recommenda-
tion.

There are no reasons to change the
existing management of these tracts.
Monitoring will be necessary to ensure
proper stocking levels, seasons and
utilization.

Alternatives Considered:

1. Reject RM-1.5.
2. Custodial Management.
3. Implement grazing systems.

(Instructions on reverse)

Form 1600-21 (April 1975)




UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR | Twin_Falls
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity
|____Rang lent
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION=ANALYSIS-DECISION Step 1IRM=1.5 step 3
Recommendation: Rationale:

RM-1.5 - Continue to allow TivestockThis recommendation includes those allotments
grazing on the following seasonal |which are so small that implementation of

use allotments: intensive grazing systems are not feasible.
Improvement of these allotments will be made
by keeping grazing levels at or below the
Acres  |biological use 1imits and by selected land

4036 Moore-Lost Creek 80 |treatments, as shown in recommendations RM-2.1
4050 Rock Creek-Coiner 148 lthru 2.5.
4051 Courtnay 280 ’
4063 Soldier Creek 284 ]
4077 Salmon Tract 54 i
4095 Randell Iso. 103 g
4096 Lemmon-Ring 258 ’
4106 Salmon Tract Isolated 280 |
4109 Salmon Tract-U2 280 r
4121 Section 22-Salmon Tr. 160 ‘
4122 Highway Unit 122
4123 East Kunkel 280 .
4124 Highway Kunkel 447 ;
2,776 ;

|

x

|
Support:

Resource Area Staff: (Monitoring)

Note: Attach additional Sh,e‘ifs-j,[ ngedgd .

Hustriee trans on revorse! Form 1600-21 (April 1973



UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Twin Falls
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity
Range Management
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS—-DECISION Step 1 RM=1.5 step 3

Decision: Rationale:
Accept the multiple use recommenda- The recommendation was not shown to
tion. conflict with other resource values

and does provide enough mangement to
accomplish objectives that protect
existing resource values.

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

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



IMPACT ANALYSIS

Twin Falls

MFP 2

RM - 1.5

I. Forestry - No Conflict
II. Cultural - No Conflict
III. Lands - No Conflict

Iv. Natural History No Conflict

L VRM - No Conflict
VI. Fire - No Conflict
VII. Wilderness - No Conflict
VIII. Recreation - No Conflict
IX. Minerals - No Conflict
X. Wildlife - No Conflict

XL, Watershed - No Conflict



UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Twin Falls
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity
Range Management
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS—DECISION Step 1 RM-1.6s¢ep 3
Recommendation: Rationale:
RM-1.6 - Continue to allow 1ivestock This recommendation includes those
grazing on the following areas allotments or portions of allotments
currently authtized as custodial in which the public land involved
allotments: makes up a small percentage of the
total forage produces. It is
Acres impractical for the Bureau to attempt
4037 North Big Creek 1,011 to designate the management of those
4059 Greene Private 321 areas.
4060 Salmon Tract 46
4072 Lost Creek 317 This recommendation is made in
4085 Salmon Tract 35 accordance with BLM Manual 4130.28.
4114 Squaw Joe Isolated 2,271 The Bureau will actively engage in
4119 Ridge Isolated 810 coordination planning on these areas
4125 1Isolated Tracts Kunkel 315 in connection with the SCS-Permittee
4128 Hot Creek 158  and the permittee having the lead
4135 Ellis-Tews-Berger Iso. 752 V" responsibilities for management.
Big Creek Isolated 320
6,362
Support :

Resource Area Staff: (Monitoring)
ATROW: (Easements)

Multiple Use Analysis

These public lands are mixed with private lands and comprise a small percent-
age of the total land unit. Management of these lands would be burdensome on
the private land owners involved if they were forced to comply. These lands
can be most effectively managed by the private land owner on a custodial
license for the grazing capacity of the land as determined by BLM inventories.
The BLM will actively engage in coordinated planning and management on these
areas with the permittee and SCS and other parties that may be involved, such
as the State of Idaho or Forest Service.

1.6
CusT-
(5313

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

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




UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION

Name (MFP)
Twin Falls

Activity
Range Management

Overlay Reference
Step 1IRM-1,6 Step 3

Multiple Use Recommendation:

Accept RM-1.6 -
Allow livestock grazing on the
listed allotments authorized for
custodial grazing licenses.

No. Name

4037 North Big Creek

4059 Green Private

4060 Salmon Tract

4072 Lost Creek

4085 Salmon Tract

4097 Cameron

4114 Squaw Joe Iso.

4119 Ridge Iso.

4125 Iso. Tracts Kunkel

4128 Hot Creek

4135 E1lis-Tews-Berger Iso.
Big Creek Isolated

The rationale for adding 4097
Cameron is contained in RM-1.1.

Suport Needs:

R. A, Staff -
Monitoring and evaluation.

ATROW -
Easements

SCS coordinated management plans.

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

Reasons:

This recommendation does not conflict
with any other activity recommenda-
tion. This authorization is currently
in effect and there apparently is no
reason to change.

Alternatives Considered:

1. Reject RM-1.6.
2. Specify seasons and numbers.
3. Implement grazing systems.

(Instructions on reverse)

Form 1600—21 (April 1975)



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

BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

Activity
Range Management
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION Step IRM-1.6 Step 3

Decision: Rationale:

Modify the multiple use recommendation These allotments on public lands fit

by adding the PVGA's Frahm Allotment the criteria for custodial use

(No. 4043) to the 1ist in the multiple management by having a combination of

use recommendation. See RM-1.3 for several criteria. Some criteria are:

more information. small percentage of the allotment is
public land, BLM management is
burdensome to land owner, land can be
more effectively managed by the land
owner on a custodial license.

The Bureau will actively engage in
coordinated planning on these tracts
with the SCS and permittees, with the
permittees having the lead responsi-
bility for management.

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

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



I1.
I11.
IV.

VI.
yil.
VIII.
IX.

XI.

Forestry
Cultural
Lands

Natural History

VRM

Fire

Wilderness
Recreation
Minerals
Wildlife

Watershed

IMPACT ANALYSIS

No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No

Conflict
Conflict
Conflict
Conflict
Conflict
Conflict
Conflict
Conflict
Conflict
Conflict

Conflict

Twin Falls

MFP 2

RM - 1.6




UNITED STATES

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN

Recommendation:

RECOMMENDATION—-ANALYSIS-DECISION

RM-1.7 - Install the following facilities to
allow implementation of intensive grazing

systems and development of AMPs:

(:EE@E Buhl Group-Berger ¢

4012 Lanting-Berger
4013 Martens-Berger

~ 4014 Noh-Berger

_ 4017. Berger-Schnitker

4023 Baker-Deep Creek 1

4031 Western Stockgrowers

1
4034 Point Ranch
4035 Whiskey Creek

1

2
4038 Kerr-Lost Creek
4039 Noh-White Rock 1
4040 Noh-Sections

2
4041 PVGA-Mule Creek
4044 South Mule Creek

75 miles pipe-
line

2 troughs

1 cattleguard

2 cattleguards

2 cattleguards

1:25°miles pipe-

line

1 trough

.5 miles pipe-
line

1 trough

4 reservoirs

8 miles pipe-
line

10 troughs

2 springs

5 miles fence

cattleguard

trough
cattleguards
miles pipe-
Tine

trough
miles fence
mile pipe-
line

trough

mile pipe-
Tine

trough
reservoir
miles fence
mile pipe-
line
reservoirs
trough
cattleguard
mile pipe-
line

2 troughs

o e o .
1O = O = ol O 1Ol = ==

O N

mile pipeline

Name (M{])
_Twin Falls
Activily

_Range Management ———

Overlay Reference

Step 1gy.] 7 Stepd

Rationale:

The facilities portrayed in this
recommendation are needed to im-
plement the grazing systems. The
fences shown will be for deferment
or total rest of a part of the
range in each allotment, by ex-
cluding Tivestock use. The water
facilities will provide for the
needs of the Tivestock and improve
distribution of cattle over the
range. The cattleguards will re-
duce the problem of unauthorized
use resulting from the inability
to keep gates closed.

-

In
i

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed ) B = — .. = 3 = _
— = Form 1600-21 (April 1975)

(Instructions on reverse)




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

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN
RECOMMENDATION—ANALYSIS-DECISION

Range Management

Overlay Reference

Ste[RM-]. . 7 Step 3

4049

4053
4055
4057

4066

4074

4079

Peters

Hub Butte-WSGA
Hub Butte
Fuller

Barton-Schutte

Amsterdam-Kunkel

Li1ly Grade

—
~J - . ~J W
WO =W O WU QW ol

N
~ N

mile fence
spring

mile pipeline
troughs

mile fence
mile pipeline
mile pipeline
cattleguard
mile pipeline
trough

mile fence
miles pipeline
trough

miles pipeline
troughs

well

reservoir
miles fence
miles pipeline
troughs

4101 Magic Common 2.25 miles pipeline
3 troughs
2.75 miles fence
4097 Cameron 1 mile fence
1 well
.5 mile pipeline
1 trough
4102 Lost Creek 2 mile pipeline
1 trough
4106 Stewart 1 cattleguard
4108 Lost Creek-U2 1.25 miles pipeline
1.5 miles fence
4114 Squaw Joe .75 miles pipeline
2 troughs
2.75 miles fence
4119 Ridge 1 reservoir
4120 Gravel Pit-Salmon Tr. 1 mile fence
4092 South Big Creek 1 mile fence
1 cattleguard

Support:

Operations:
Administration:
Archeologist:

(Survey & Design, installation)
(Contracting)
(Cultural Clearances)

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

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



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

BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

Activity
Range Management
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION Step1 RM-1,7 Step 3

Multiple Use Analysis

The proposed 13.75 miles of fences are needed to divide allotments into
pastures to facilitate the grazing systems recommended in RM-1.1 and RM-1.2.

The two proposed spring developments are needed to provide water sources for
livestock if they are to be confined to smaller pastures as authorized by the
implementation of the grazing systems and to relieve pressure on the waters.
1ike McMullen Creek. These springs are in Western Stockgrowers open range and
South Mule Creek allotments.

The two proposed wells are being dropped since the proposed grazing systems
have been analyzed and changed to seasonal or custodial use. The wells are
too costly for the returns that would be gained.

The proposed pipelines and troughs would facilitate both the proposed and
exisitng grazing systems. Pipelines are needed in the proposed arazing
systems amounting to 21.05 miles of pipe and 23 troughs to provide water
sources for the proposed deferred-rotation and rest-rotation systems. Pipe-
lines and troughs are needed in existing allotment management plans amounting
to 3.2 miles of pipeline and 6 troughs. These facilities are needed to
improve the distribution of livestock and the effectiveness of the systems to
meet multiple use objectives.

Cattlequards are recommended in fences that cross major roads and trails.
These 14 cattleguards are needed to help ensure that gates are not left open
allowing cattle to be in the wrong pastures, thus not meeting the multiple use
objectives of the allotment management plans.

Fences will be designed to meet the needs of wildlife identified in the area
and will be constructed to BLM manual specifications. The input for these
determinations will be achieved from existing inventories and coordination
with the Resource Area Wildlife Specialist.

Spring developments will be done in a manner that protects the environment to
the maximum, and meets the objectives of the project. Wetland/riparian areas
will be fenced to eliminate livestock grazing and protect the sites.

The enclosures will be designed to protect archaeological sites when possible.
Spring developments will also meet the cultural requirements as dictated by
the presence of cultural values when the cultural examinations are performed.

A1l water developments that result in an overflow at the trough locations will
be constructed to make beneficial use of the overflow by directing it to the
most favorable adjacent site for identified wildlife values. Enclosures may
be needed around overflow areas to meet wetland/riparian habitat and wildlife
habitat needs. Wildlife and watershed funds should be available to the extent
that the projects are improving these habitats.

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

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



UNITED STATES Name (MFP)
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR Twin Falls
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Activity
Range Management
MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN Overlay Reference
RECOMMENDATION—ANALYSIS—DECISION Step 1 RM-1.7 Step 3
Multiple Use Recommendation: Reasons:
Modify RM-1.7 - To implement grazing systems discussed
Analysis of the recommendations in RM-1.1 and RM-1.2 and facilitate

RM-1.1, RM-1.2, RM-1.3, RM 1.4, and existing operational grazing systems
RM-1.5 has resulted in modifications to realize additional livestock for-
that change the needed facilities. age, wildlife habitat, and watershed
cover from the improved vegetation
Install the following listed facili- cover. Facilities are needed in some

ties to allow implementation and seasonal use allotments to meet
continuaiton of intensive grazing resource ohjectives, such as Western
management. Stockgrowers.

4001 Buhl Group-Berger .75 mi.pipeline -
2 troughs
4012 Lanting-Berger 1 cattleguard »
4013 Martins-Berger 2 cattleguards .
4014 Noh-Berger 2 cattlequards ..~
4017 Schnitker-Berger 1.25 mi.pipeline
trough
reservoirs
spring
mi.pipeline
pumping sta.
troughs
cattleguard &A?

mi.pipeline ‘
trough ’f)J
cattlequards
mi.pipeline
trough C.f‘b
mi.fence 1
mi.pipeline ¥ :j£é€7
trough A
mi.pipeline
reservoir
mi.fence
mi.pipeline
troughs
spring
mi.fence
mi.pipeline
troughs
mi.fence
mi.pipeline

4031 W. Stockgrowers

4034 Point Ranch

—
.

4035 Whiskey Creek

—
.

DN
e e

4038 Kerr-Lost Creek

4039 Noh-White Rock
4040 Noh-Sections

oM
* o

4041 PVGA-Mule Creek

o
.
H R WO NI =R OTOTR OO = O N - e

4049 Peters

4053 Hub Butte-WSGA

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

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



UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

Name (MFP)
Twin Falls

Activity

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN
RECOMMENDATION-ANALYSIS-DECISION

Range Management

Overlay Reference
Step IRM—].. 7 Step 3

4055 Hub Butte 1 mi.pipeline

4057 Fuller 1 cattleguard
.75 mi.pipeline
1 trough

4066 Barton-Schutte 0.5 mi.fence

4074 Kunkel Amsterdam 1 reservoir

4079 Lilly Grade 2.75 mi.pipeline !
3 troughs

4092 South Big Creek 1 cattlequard
1 mi.fence

4101 Magic Common 2.25 mi.pipeline
3 troughs

0.3 mi.pipeline
1 trough

2.75 mi.fence

Alternatives Considered:

4102 Sharp Lost Creek 0.2 mi.pipeline
1 trough
1 cattleguard
4106 Stewart 1 cattlequard
4108 Lost Creek-U2 1.25 mi.pipeline
1.25 mi.fence
4114 Squaw Joe .75 mi.pipeline
2 troughs
.75 mi.fence
4119 Ridge 1 reservoir
4120 Gravel Pit-
Salmon Tract 1 mi.fence
Total miles fence 13:75
Total miles pipeline 25,75
Total troughs 29
Total springs 2
Total reservoirs 7
Total pumping stations 1
Total cattlequards 15
Support Needs
Complete the EIS and benefit cost 1.

analysis for each project.
2
Operations -
Survey and design, installation, and 3.
contracting.

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

Reject the project proposals and
continue management as present.
Accept only the projects in
proposed systesm.

Accept only the projects in the
existing systems.

(Instructions on reverse)

Form 1600—-21 (April 1975)



IMPACT ANALYSIS

Twin Falls

MFP 2

RM - 1.7

Ls Forestry - No Conflict
II. Cultural - No Conflict
IIT. Lands

L-3.1 Competitive

a. Nature of Conflict - The areas depicted on the lands overlay in-
cludes the Tand on which the Berger Well is located. This well is a
vital part of the intensive management of 21 allotments on the
Berger RCA.

b. Modification - Do not allow the Berger Well to be included in any
transfer of land to private ownership. ~

Iv. Natural History - No Conflict

V.o WRM

VRM-1.1 Competitive

a. Nature of Conflict - The proposed fence south of Whiskey Creek would
enter a small section of the proposed Class I VRM.

b. Modification - Use natural materials (i.e. rocks) for small section
of fence within the VRM area.

VRM-1.8 Competitive

a. Nature of Conflict - Fencing Rabbit Springs recreation site would y
eliminate livestock use of existing water trough.

b. Modification - Modify fence to allow livestock use of water

facility.
VI. Fire -~ No Conflict
VII. Wilderness - Resolved under VRM 1,1 above.

VIII. Recreation

R-1.2 Competitive

Discussed under VRM 1.8 above.



UNITED STATES

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK PLAN

Name (MFP)

Twin Falls
Activity

Overlzy E\Ee;erence

RECOMMENDATION—-ANALYSIS-DECISION Step 1 RM._1 4 Step 3

Support Needs (cont.):

Administration -
Contracting and procurement.

Archaeologist -
Cultural examinations on all
projects.

R. A. Staff -

Project planning for multiple use

values.
Develop AMPs,
Monitor and evaluate AMPs.

Decision:

Accept the multiple use recommenda-
tion.

Note: Attach additional sheets, if needed

Rationale:

The listed facilities are needed to
adequately implement and continue
intensive grazing management and
activity plans.

(Instructions on reverse)

Form 1600-21 (April 1975)



R-1.11

IMPACT ANALYSIS

Twin Falls

MFP 2

RM - 1.7 (cont.)

Competitive

b.

IX. Minerals

M-2.1

Nature of Conflict - Twelve fences would be crossed on the Salmon

Falls ORV trail. This presents a problem of the gate being left
open. Additional 8 fences would have to be crossed on the Mule
Creek road with the same problem.

Modification - Place cattlequards at all fence crossings along

trails.

Competitive
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