Snake River Birds of Prey NCA
Appendices Proposed RMP/FEIS

COMMENTS TO CHAFTER 3

W incorpoenie by reference our commments o Chapier 2 fo our Comments relative to
Chapier 1. See also additsonal comments, herein below.

Munagement Acthons Cosmm to Al Alermatives (p. 3-1 1) The DRMP states that
*Degraded mrcas would be restored to shrab'bunchgrass habitat with o Terb component
anid biobogical soil ened to provide addisanal habital for small mammale, invertebraled,
lizards, snakes, amd bieds” However, we know of no evidence that “beologics] cnaa”™ s a
necewsary, mor even beneficial, habsizi requiresesd for any animal species. The DRMT
fils 1o specify how such “beological cnsst”™ will improve habital for any of 1he meferencod
antmali. The DRMP alio lacks any specificily as 1o bhow or where “biclogical enast™
wiill b “restaned™. This lack of specificity prechsdes sdecpinie opponunity foe Black and
the public 1o review sl comment spon the planmsd sction.

Figh and Wildlife - Altersative B {p. 313} Mole: this comment alio applics 1o
Alernatives C asnd [, The DRMP states foe this shiernstive that stockieg levels would be
determimed through the S&0G proceis, and that "sdditions] forage would be allocated for
small mammal rapéor prey.” However, (be DRMP lacks any specificity as o baw ke
available forage will be guamified, how the consemptive demand by prosent wnd Fubare
populstions of small mammals will be quantified, sad how an “sllocation™ will thereby
be delermined.  Thas bick ol speaificity prechsdes adequate opportunity for Black and the
public 1o feview and comment apon the planned sction.

Fish and Wildlife -~ Aliemative B (p. 3-13). Note: this comment also applics to
Alternatives C and . The DREMP states for this alternative that "Forage competition
between Piuse ground squinrels snd livestock would be minimizod.” However, the
DREME: 1) does not provide the seceisary specificity as 1o what conatinses
“mimmalizing” competition; 1) does nod provide eny evidence that conclades there
cxlgls any competithon beracen ground squirmels and livestock; 1) does nol provide any
specificity as o wheee — what sllotments - BLM belioves sach competilsan bo exist.

Furiher, in order for species-limiting competition ba exist, the consuming species have s
be cating the me vegetalsn, and the vogotation bas so be in limiting supply, oeither of
which the DRMP specifics,

Thae lack of gpecificity within the DREMP as to how each grazing allogment is curresily
opermiel, ai well as bow BLM plans to aller such operations, prechudes the opportuniaty
for adequate comment by Rlack and the public. ‘W nose, however, that Appendix 9, p.
#-35 ghows that many of the allotrments are graced in ihe (all and wirder, so tha the
grownd squirrels and olbsr small mammals get “first shot™ al the year"'s yearly fomge
growth, whether it be perensaal or annial species, and many af the allotments are not
prazed unkil affer the Pinte ground squimets have comspleted their annual above-ground
sctivities aned sestivated hibomated.  Therelone, in (at beast) these eircumsiances,
competition doc nol exist from the viewpaint of the small mammals, becasss they are

Rlnck Comments to SNBP BCA
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wlready afforded unistiered access o ihe svuilable forage, with sbsoluszly no
POSSIBILITY of competifion [om hvesiock.

I the cass of Beownma Gulch Albstment, Black contends that due st kzast 10 the shundance
of foange, the limitations of utilcation apon the grazing vesiock, and the associaled
Fivestock managemenl practices, ao compelition betwoen livessock and small mansmmals
extsts which in any way limits small mamsmnal pogulaibons wiikin tbe allotment.

Sodl Tabie 3.1, The table sammarizes BLM s purported infenlion 1o “prevent the
polential for fubure localized soi1l erosion process on all sofls with a maderate 1o very bigh
will roslon posesitial™, under 8l ahematives. However, the DRMP fxils 1o specify what
i Enlended by sach ohjective, end il wosld sppear that BLM infends to prohabit smy and
ol metivilses 1hat “might” have an impacl on soil erosion, no matter bow mimiscule such
inspact may be. In othet words, i appears than BLM istends to *“shui down™ liscrlly all
wn-thee-groesnd potivitsss within the NOA os such scile. Sails Map | {p. 124} reposts such
#0dls erosion potentisl to exist on approximatety 25 of the MCA acreage, including most
or &l af the Browns Gulch Allokmens. Thas iz not rtional, reasomible, not realistic, and
in fact confMicts with other managoment ansd objoctives stabod within the DRMP. Undess
BLM Entends io serially - and only sexiadly - aitack all wildfires and osly serially seed all
resiorution areas, allow only serial recreational pursuits, and require hivesiock and
willdlifie enly 10 contume forage if thay do so nerally, the Spoboattal for funire localsed
sl erpsion proccsses” cansol be “preventad”, even ssmiming BLM has ibe legal
authority 1o “shut down™ all such activities on all such soils,

Finally as o this point, i cannot be disputed that the very burmowing sctivity of
rudenits, inclinding the Piute groand squerrel, b o far greater polential to affoct seil
erosion than do other sctivities austhorined an the pablic laads.

Vegetation - Restoration (p, 3297, The DRMI states that “Eiforts would be mude i
Featore native of rasuralized vegetation in degraded habitats (i cxotic plant or seeded
comnuanitics) is an effon 1o belp ereate mosales of native vegetation, ... However, the
*EAP does nod specify what BLM considers “paterabized vepetation™. This lack of
specificity prochudes adequate opportunity for Black and ihe pablic t roview and
commsent upon the planned sctian, Fusthes, some profcistonals have suggesiad tha
chealgrazs, having been in the United Sates for moee than 100 vears, and having shoam
wide coalogical amplitude and the shility to ldq:l.h:dll!ut.c'lm‘lﬂ withim the coumiry,
shotdd be comsidered as part of the nanatal landscape - bence, it is @ “nataralined”
EpoCien.

Livestock Graring — Aliernative B {p. 3-500 The DRMP reposts that wreas trealed wnder
restoration or rehsbiliation progects wosld be rested from [vesiock grazing until they
achirve the desined resoarce ohjective. Howeves, the DREMF does sot specily what sach
objective is fo be. This lack of specificity preciudes adequate oppormuniny for Black snd
the public 1o review and commend upon the planned action.

Black Comments o S¥BP KCA
DRMP  Page - 120f 14
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Livessock Grazing — Alcmative B (p. 3-30). The DRMP roports tkat afber catabilishimes
of & restoration seeding, the BLM suthorized officer woubd deierméne when, bow, and 1o
what exfemt Fvestock grazing would be refumed 1o the anea to ensare long: iomm
maisienance of habits quality and walershed bealth.  However, the DM does nod
specify by what means BLM will guamtify the lhvesiock grazieg capacity, of make
dererminatbons as wo related liveuiock musagesent acthons such as rotation use, cic. This
lnck of specificity precludes adequate opportunisy for Black snd the public to review and
comment upoa the planned action.

COMMENTS TO CHAFPTER 4

We incamporate by reforence oar commeenis to Chapiors 2 and 3 as commients wa Chapler
4. To the exient sdditioral commenls are necoiasny, we add the Fallewing:

Crverall, e entire Environmental Cossequences chagier is binsed and Tscio balasce:

One of many canmples, amd an imsight into the biases of the preparers of the
DREMP, is fouand in the highlighied section titbed “How Activities Affect Fish and
Wildhie Managemenl™ A reveew of this section il page d-[4 reveals thad the preparers
ol thi document believe, o wasl the public 1o believe, that sny and all hvestock graring
creates negative impacts (e.g. “collapse of bamews”, notwithitanding the (et that grousd
squintels plag their burrows themselves, and don't seem to have sny dilficulty digging
their way oul cach spring], and that livesiock gmzing has absolutely no positive impact,
unider any cimwumstance (e dormant scason grazisg, rotational grazeng, eic). This
soction faals entire 1o recogmize and ropon that Bvestock grazing at appropriate kevels and
time can teduse the [ikelibood of recurront wildiires, which wildfires absolsicly have
miwe devastating impacis upon the forsge asd cover roquirements of all wikllfe specica.

By contrast, the section af page 4-16 aitributes shsolutely no adverse impacts, either short
temm of loag iemm. 10 aclivities asociated with “restoration sctivities™. However, susch
resioration activities will almost cenainly invelve rangeland seeding, with rangeland
drills and heavy cquipmend that sre most certainly moee likely o cause sban 1erm
“:d|qﬂun-'lmh'uﬂdiﬂuhnn¢ﬂuﬁnemih Likewise, the chemacal trcagment
of meas to reduce chemgrass ansd other specscs will in af least the short term decimate the
fond bare for countless Pasic grousd squirreds and ether small mammals ssing ihe
irsmodiase anca. In the case of Alternative [, this wall likely entafl 230,000 scres of
hahiea over 20 yoars Jan avemge of 11,500 acres per year), with obvious shost- ierm and
possible loag-term adverse impacts (o the prey base popuilabons.

The entire Chapier is fudl of such obviows bias asd lack of ehjeaivity. The DRMP also
Fails b0 gpecily and fully discuss ke short tenm and bang fexm impacts wpon the Fapon &
m resalt of predictable, a1 least shont term, declines in prey base populations and their
hahitad s o resubl of “restogation”™ actlvitess. Thas lack of specificity prociudes adequate
opporunity for Black and the public to review and commest upon the planmed action.

Black Comments to SNEBF NCA
DRMP  Page- 13af 14
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Thank viu fof the oppeftanity o comment b ke DRMP, Meaie keep ua
mformeed of a1l additkons] opporiussilics io participote is the proveis.

Jor Black and Scms

Black Comenenis 1o SNEP RCA
NP Page - 14 of |4
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BOP 13

From; Jender Nondsirom [jnordstromi@cabiecns nat]
Senl:  Tramsdoy, August 31, 2008 734 P

Ta: hp
Subjeet: Snake Femer leds O Prey AMP DEES

Amached (o fhes emad are comments from the Westem 'Walorsheds Progct, Ing. egarding B Snake River
Birdts ol Prary Wationl Comsarvabon Area RMP DEIS. Pesse scnowledge reospt of thass comments A hard

copy will be ddo bé Sand via e US postal sarvice

Thank yois,
Jerifer Mordsinom

WA

) P L
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Western Elmore County Recrention District. -
Enriching Families & Building Community by

Er.:;r'...l' DISTRIG
gl ¥ L
T, Mo 1347 — CiiTece: 140 Mosth 1™ Fasi

Moantain Home, ldsho 83647 26 AUG 30 AN 1146
PMsone: 208-580-2377 [ Fax 208-580-5517

ﬂﬁhlﬂummlﬂu
[owsg Belt, President  Mollie Mamh, Viee President  Doe Pate, Direcior

Bureay of Land Muenagement
ATTH: Jahn Sulliven

3948 Development Ave.
Baoise, ldaho 3705

RE: Land use between Canvon Creek and Grand View Rd.

B2 2 O

Dear Burcau of Land Monagement,

The Western Elmore County Recrestion District supports the use of land
between Canyon Creek and Grand View Bd, Elmore County, Idaho for
outdoor recreation, We feel that any recrestional facilies which enhance
the quality of life of the local citbrens is a benefil o the community.
Therefore, we urge you o consider continued use of this area for recreation

purposes,
Thank yvou for considering our input.
Sincerely, =

— __.' s - .:?.._.—'—'

r--'T:__-. {fff’ff”‘r

=" [oug Reh
Presidemt of the Board of Directors
D=
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Military Affairs Committee Aoy AT

208 Morth 3rd East = Mountain Home, kdaho B384T = CIRE) BET-4

DAV 30 gy .5,

August 30, 2006

Jokn Sullivan

HCA Manager, BLM
I8 Development Ave
Moise, bd 83105

Dhear Mr Sullivan,

The Military Affairs Commitee i composed of appreximalely 100 City of Mountain
Home Chamber of Commerce members all with the same goal of protecting and
promoting Mouwniain Home AFB and it"s bongevity in ldaba.

Wi suppeort the proposed catshlishment of an OfF Boad Vehicle Park af the old gravel pit
o Cirand View Highway, The sren is extremely well bocatod in cbose proximity 1o
klountain Home AFP and has been esed for vears a2 a0 unolficial focreation anes for the
airmen and their families that live end work on Moanten Home AFB. We highly
roconansend that BLM not close this area o the public, bat work with Ebmore County aed
the frany recrention users 10 keep this unique recrestion oppontusity available. In
addition, o the men and women on Mouniain Home AFB, it is an excellent srea for use
by all that live in the surrounding arcs, 1t has some very natural trails and terrain thad
miakes il an kleal place for CIY Road ¥ehicke use.

Rmncercly,
Terry Tamer, Chatrman
Miliinry Afass Commitice

I Endorsement;
Copguar

Zﬁmm

J66FW Represeniative in
Air Combal Commend Comemander®s Acton Groep

Committes of Moontain Home Chamber of Commerce
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AT

E.:]{:SE DISTRICT
108 AUG 30 AM 142

John Sullivan

Srake River Birds of Prey Manager
BLM, Bodse Dnstrict

3 Development Ave.

Boise, ID 83705

August M, 2004

RE: Additional Idaho Conservatbon Leagoe Comments Reganding the Diralt Snake River Birds of
Frey Resswree Muanagement Flan

Dear Joha,

The sitached comments ane concems specilic to the Idabo Comservation League, which were nol
incorporaled it the jointly peepared conrments subrmitted by the Mdaho Conservation Leagoe, The
vmmmm.&amnmmmmﬂnmwm ol ghe
Edaby Conservation League not expressed by The Wilderness Society or American Rivers.

Omoe again we thank you for considering these additiona] comments. Wie look forward 1o contimuing to
work with the BLM on this progect and others in the future,

Slmecrely,

Hrudley Smi
Conservation Assistant

_rﬂd:mlljdlm-{';ﬁmwwﬂqmﬂuqh
Deaft Snake Riwer Dirds of Prey Resoeroe Manageresi Plan
Page | olf d

Appendix 20. Public Comment Letters * A-303



Snake River Birds of Prey NCA
Appendices Proposed RMP/FEIS

DAHO

s e

Y DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE JAMES 1L RISCH

iy Nt
August 38, 2006 PATRICK A. TAKASLGI

Db ! Begawtany

Sruakie River Bieds of Pray NCA

CIO Cenlen Anahss Group BOP 17
PO Bax 2000

Bounbiul, LT B4011-2000

To Wham i May Concem:

The ldabo Stabe Depaftimenl of Agticullise [(1SDA) approcales this opporiunity o
commnt on BLM's Mnmm:demlnﬂmmmﬂﬂ
Resource Management Plan and Environmental Impact Stalemonl {deall RMPG. 1500
congralulates BLWs offon o opdate the Birds of Prey NCA RMP ond give new
managemen] divecton, 1504 comments will foces on e thooughness and scormcy
ol i anfarmabion in the dralt BRI, particukaiy a5 i relates 1o rangeland managamenl.

CHAFTER 1
1.5 Planning laduos

Thie drall RMP, on papa 1-13, stalos thal the plan will address e necd fof boundaey
changes o enbance [he public’'s ablity b uke the BCA and BLW s abiity to manage the
area.  Theasgh 1S0DA rocognizes BLM's abdity o meocmmond boundaty changes 1o
Congress Ihrough the RMP balh Tof wers snd Sdiminisirales coivenenca, we caulion
BLM in its approach o o poposaed changes. On page 143, [be drall RMF siales tha
g currenl bourdary wos established ihrough nogotiations wilth individual landowrmrs
Undor thir descriplions of tha allemalives © and D, fe drall RMP rakes me menlon of
an elfoct 10 conswt willy inndownars on Mg ssws, Tho RMP in s cument form does nol
analyna how changing the boundary 1o incroase the size (Alematves © & O of 1he BCA
will impact his valise ol Be peivate lnd and the change of management of BLM lands
IrmamuwmhﬂummHﬂHMHMamwmm 150
slronghy suggesls that fuese cumulateg impacts be analyzed in the finad RMP

CHAPTER 2

227 Soil Resources
Condition dand Trends

On page 2-40, (he drafl RMP siafes [hal nathe vegelation is being altercd and moplaced
vy less desimbly spocies. This B oo wery ond claim snd ddlicull 16 megsure on o

landscape lewel 18 e o geeend sbeenvation o am thoro studias in he NCA 1o
subsiantiate this claim™ IS0 suggests dardying where: this inlommalion comses hom

Bty of Proy NCA Denk FT, LS04 Commoea's, Pape ol &

T30 ikl Pemrismtinry Mol = FCE Foa, 790 i, dabo EXTOR + (Q08) 1338400 s agei jalalin gore
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BOP-17

2 &8 Lipland Vegetalion
Liveaiook Grarmig

Pape 2-42 makes oversmplfied sinlomans regarding Ivestock grazing. 1t stales,
*®. . lofe spring grazing can provend bonchgrivstes rorm complaling e normal grossdh
eyl and s lead o degradatcn of e seeding, Thaugh this can hapgen, il depends
on tho growdh oycn ol the peticular bunch grass, timng of precpitalion, grazing
indenaily, iype ol vetiock, sie  In other woeds, lde spong grazing will nol absays
pravionk bunchgrossaes (nom compieting their normal growdh cyche oF aulomalically Bad 1o
Railure of the seedig. 1S0A recommends thal the fingl RMP recognice such voriablos
radhar than make genoralized slalsmenls.

Liptand Nadns Planf Communitios

Page 2446 stales thal haawy Tvestock e may mescll in mechancal damage o
sagebneh and Mlow mool-sprouting speces such as rabbehrush fo increase.  Though
this may happen, I grazng alalment slandwds ore bong Tollosed ond S80S mna
admmnislerad cormacily, Ivestock wdll nod damage sagebnsh 50 long as olther lorage is
avmilable.  Unless the BLM can ale speafic examgles of whare Bveslock grazing |s
producing such resalis on lhe NCA, slalements such ag these should be deleied

Exotic Plan Comymaniies

Om pasge 2-47, 1he draft RWP stafes thal leslock consumplion of chealijriss may' resull
in reduced sod preductivity. Does chaalgrass deplebs sod corban ond nirogen more willy
e prasence of lastock? |50 suggests the final RMP ole where this nformation
comes from. 1 shonld also be acknowisdged hare or m the upland vegolalion soclkon
ihal Ivesicck graging on chealgrass can prevenl chealgrass fnom seedng i grazed al
the righl e, ihus enabbng nalee grasses an oppotundy o establish themseias,

CHAPTER 3
1.2.8 Uplond Vegetation

Allsmalive B on page 331 and Albernative D on page 3-32 state, *. however, Sandbarg
blusgrass dominabed amas would receve additional manigeman] sllenion n omdes 1o
meduce lvesiock impocts lo Piule groond sguivets®  Though the emdronmantal
consequences (0 the addional Sandborg blucgrass management ang described in
section 4 28, impacts o veaiock grazing in lhis saction pee nol adequalely addmessed
Sochon 4.2.14 also does not pddmoss ihe mpact o ivesiodk grazing whisn addilicnal
management will be mplemented 1o reduce impact i Piule ground squiretz. 1500
suggesls ot an impact stalemoend be added in soection 4.2,14 to addross ho impacts
il aing idpnbified in allematives B ared D

3 14 Livesinok Graging
GFHENG ealiclon i b desoriphion of altematies in Chaplor 3,

[Bertz ol Pivry WA Dol R, MDA Coweatinssls, o P of b
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BOP-I1

Allamaine B on page -0 ginlea Mai 3400 acres ol Ko Bulte would e dased 1o
graging and an ackdiiorad 1,300 acros alcng the Snaie River would have seasonal
reslficlions b reduce conllicls wiEh spring recrealion,  Under Allemalaes D, Kuna Butle
woukd b grizad only for fusls and wesd reduction on Bn as-needed basis as it has been
classiied as chisfly voluable for puipotes ofher than grazing (pg. 3-50), Maore
wlormation - needed hane 1o sty these sctions. - First, 1508 sugpests: the BLM
expiain why sassonal resinclions on 1,300 acres are pul on the Snake Rner in
Alternative B and nal i Allemative 1, 1] thes restriction is pob in the profedred allemaines,
s 0 roaly niscessary laiee il be a por of anolher alismalve?  Second, 1IS0DA sugoests
that BLM dsgiose how @ came bo tho datormnalion that Kena Butbe was found Lo be
“chisfly valuable lor pupotos ofhés (han grasng ™ Why s “recrealion, spacial siaus
plants, and cultural resolrces” mnked above keashock gracing os for o8 (heir vafue on
Ihak allodmwsel 7

Urder the dascription of the *Livestock Grazing” porion of ibe altermalives in Chapler 3,
IEDA s concamed with 10 yewr avirage time arcas would be reshed from livesiock
prazing N ofess frepted for resioralion or rehabidilation (pg. 3500 Though ihe draf
RMP sisles thad s 10-pear average & wsed for purposes of analysis, ESDA teals thal il
in unmecesEsry ond Nappropiale o use is 10-year aversge even lof purposas ol
anahysis.  The dall RMP gven pckinowisdges thal this average s significomily longor
han would nesmaly be wused. Inabagd, 1504 sugeesis e RMP dalele ihis
ursubstantialod 10- yoar dverage and use adaptive management 1or analysis purposes
b dhalerning whan Ivestock grazing can continue on kand ihat has boen resbored or
reshabilitabed.  Resboration and reshalbiltalion projects can be exiremely variabie in thesr
effectiveness ard sucoess dependng on dimale, soits, qualily of seed, method wsaed,
cousdition ol the aren being treated, that even altempting Ba pul an pverage lime frome s
plrposelass. Using Gdaglive managamaenl 1o dalemmene when vestock grazng should
continu will give the BELM and the graing permilhees whom you aré impadling mong
fgibdily in masing fhie detarmination @s 10 when grazing can be inllialed.

CHAPTER 4

i, 2.3 Fizh and W
Assumptions

Page £-12, in seclion 4.2:), assimses (hal the shor berm rale of resporse 10 habital
restombon would be 5 years lor ipaeian preas and 10 years for upland speckes.  Short-
e rale of resporss o habilat restoraBion can vary widely depending on goals and
cifjecives, malhods used, solls, chmate, ele, heselors, making § difficull o gve
concrete lime fames as 1o when responss will be reafized.  For exampla, there anp
MUIMEFDUS Hvslances wihere dsanging managemant on ngsian areas can bring aboul a
response within a year al ihe changs, S0A suggesis this assumplion be delotod or the

final BMP showld disclose how ese hgures weare delermined.
Hinw Acteaties Afact Fich and Widis Managedtsnal
Tha discussion on "Livestock Grazing Management Activilies” on pages 414 and 4-15 is

an gyversimplfication of tha impacts lveslock grazing can have on fish and weldile
rEsourcas.  For example, the laal buleted ilem of Shis section on page 4-15 stales,

Py of Mrey SACA Dval? P I5DA Oosrimeessbs, Mage J ol §
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P

“Erazing in ripanan aren can nEsull in habial aRarastions brom M remonal of vegatalion,
trampling, and ground disbubance.” Though i 5 Insa that eommnaged Tvestock grazing
cinn bt theso types of adwersa Fnpacis, propedy managed vesiock grazng in riparian
areas will nod allor Bt ed wildilg habital.  This seene principls applios 1o the olhed
buibalod ibgms in this sactson, 150A suggests thad the final RMP recognize that adversa
Enpats of graseg on faly and widbie dopend on how lveatock am managsd, (henslom
Hlamkat slalsmanis aboul lvesiock grazing shaokd be avosdod

Thes same Bmsue arses in seclion 428 “Uplard Vegatalion® and section 4.2.9 “Watne
Chaalily, Riporisn and Wellands" and will be deoussad hane

4.2 8 Liptand Vegetation

Thee discusaaon on Dvecl Impacts of Livestock Grazirg Managemeni Actieliss i seclion
A4 28 on page 4-58, makes broad generalizalions aboul the adverse impacts of gmzing
on upland vegetabon Thass adverse impacts ane usially e resull of impropes grazing
slralepes.  EE0A sirongly encourages ths BLM B $tite in this seclion thal hese adverse
impacts can ba miligaled through propar manoged geazing and e S8G process,

Thie BLM atso nocds o ko coulicas n the lleralure cfad when dscussing Bhese pdverse
impacts an this 2achon For exampls, e RMP ciles a study by Eanball and Schilfran
(2003} to stale thal Ivesiock gracing may banalit aeobs spacass Thal e betlar adaglead
to grazng al the expense of nalive species, The Kirnball and Schillman (2003) study
may nol ba applicabile 1o southam idaho or lo oty grazing sysbem,  Tha sludy was
perormed in Califomia annual grassiangs which s a diflerenl systern than southern
annual grassland wilh ogands o hiotic and ahiclic factors. The researches also clpped
fhair planis manually rathes tan e inesiock which could make o diflerence n gty
Qther sticios ciled in thes soction have similar weaknesses and Bmiled applcability
15004 suggedis BLM carefully consider aw il usas s baradure cled in his ssction and
others, and thair imitations

4.2 9 Water Qualty. Ripanian and Wollivids
Hioww Ackivilies Alfect Wislor Quably, Riparan ool Walanos

Sechon 4.29 5 also misrepresents impacts of hstock grazing bo riparianiwetlond
aras.  Thend ang several key clements mmBdng n he RMP's discussion on how
easiodk grang managamsnt actvitios impact on ripanan eas and wellands on page
4-73. The fast bulleted llem stales, "Riparian aeas can be alfected by grazing in
diflmrenl ways deponding on the soason of use” How vesiook affect rpanan amas
dufing o paricular Seasen of use, also depends on e class of veslock, grasing
inlonsity, duralicn, hording praclioes, other avnilable waler sources, olc.  For pxample,
Even during limes of high lemperalures, sheep will nob congregale in ipacian areas if
propery honded,

Also, the lasi blleled lam of Bl secton slales, “Maragement actions that reshict o
alimmate [vesiock wse in ripafan areas. . would hove bensficial direcl and indinec]
npacls on rpankan and waler Fescirces over he long-term.” This, again, goss back 1o
e ichizn o dislivguishivg betweten uimanaged and managed lvostock grasing.  Thaugh
' W (Mot resticting of alirsisting woulkd hive anelicisl irpocts, popey Mandgeg
ourent numbsers of vesiock would also have beneficial impacts. Thene s an abundanco
of Meraiure and fochreca| relerences hat descrba grazing manageman schemeas that

Ehireta of My RCA D sl R0, 150 Coasnonts, Mage 7o %
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benelit riparisn areas withoul restriciing of elminating grazing (ie. BLM Techncal
Folprenco 173714 1957, Grazing Manngemenl for Riparan-WWetland &reas), 1504
nuggests this secion be newriiben so 6 0 nol give e eader e impression hal
resinching or ehminaling vaslock gragang fom dganan smas is the only woy |0 mafize
potilive impncis, This chookd alsn bd dovee in (hie BMPS fiscussion on indirsct mooacls
ol Livosiock Canzindg Maragemend Acliviles on page 4-F5.  Seclion 4.2,14 “Livesioc
Cazing” hie the saren probles on page 406 whon discussing indmect mpact ef
lvashock prazing o dparisniwelland managensnl actvilies

4.2 8.1 Special Slalus Spoces
Liveslock Gragog Management Achfies

in the discussion on livesiock gradng and sprngsnails, page 4-25 stabes, “Livostock
grazng resiricions and dosenes. woukd benalil Springsnoils slighily ol he ondscape
level pver tha long-lenm.® Theee & no poor reviewed boralum o substandiabe this claim,
The eralse contened in 1hi fwo Bislogical Assesamenl cled in s Earagraph have
nthar quanlitalive nor quaklative dala e support adverse iinpacls on springsnels from
grazing The alleged threats of livesiook grazing lo springsnads in this Beralure are
maraly prosumedl. S04 suggests this paragraph and the pamagraph on page 4-216
fejardsnyg sprnganads ond Seslock grazing, be resriion o recogrize the lsmitabon of
dala on adverse impacts of vestock grazing to sprngsnails, ikal impacls of lvesiock
gFanng on Springensls ane nol known.

Special Blulus Animy Speces Allpmathe G

O poge 4-33, unded “Livesloek Grazing Managemant Aelhdties,” tha dradl RMP sintes,
“A lack of Weoshock grazing would msul in a general imposemaDn in habaal conddon
and guality over the long-tarm, which would be, sightty beneficinl for 554 in snmeal
communiies” This paragraph neghects to mantion the shoddem benefits o livesiock
GraE2ing in annual communies, which woald nol ba oaleed under Aomabive C. Poaga
416 siates, “Reducng lueks through grading, plowing o mbaersae grazing along luel
briaks werild resdls in pddifonal shor- and long-ferm impacts® sach as preventing fing
sgread and “therely prechsding nalive habital koss * ISDA strongly encourages ihe BLM
b ok thes Banguage to the alormmeniioned paragragh on page 4-13,

On page 4-65, the Morsan ef 8 2004 reference & nol in “Refernces® Apponids 14

1508, agan, approciales the oppocuniy b comment on ihe Binds of Prey RCA dradl
RMP and EIS. Il you hove sy questions sboul these commants, fesl [ree o conlact
Kervin Wiright, Riange Management Specialist, af (208} 738.3073.
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