


Page v, List of Tables; Chapter IV - Add after Tabl e 4-4: Table 4-4a 
"Proposed Grazing Systems on Critical Range of Major Wildlife Species". 

Page xi, Summary; Consequences of Proposed Action 
paragraph 1, line 11 : change " resurces" to " resources". 

and Al ternat i ves 

Page 2-1; Desc ri pt ion of Proposed Act i on and A lternat i ves : Head i ng "Proposed 
Action (Preferred Alternative)", delete " (Preferred Alternative)." 

Page 2-1; Description of Proposed Action and Alternatives: third paragraph, 
delete sentence " The Proposed Action is the Salmon District's preferred 
a 1 ternat i ve. " 

Page 2-15; Alternative 4: numerous verbal comments asked for clarification 
of this alternative. Therefore, it was expanded. See the "Preferred 
Alternative" Secti on in this book (pages 1 and 2). 

Table 2-9; Proposed Action, make the following changes: 

Vegetation 

Current total product ion 
Inltial forage allocation 

Non-consumpt ive 

Vi sual Resources 

Range Developments 

Delete number 

Change 193,649 to 193,609 

Change 2661 to ll,008 
Change (less than 1%) to (3%) 

Table 2-9: Alternative I, make the following changes: 

vegetat i on 

Current tot, l production Delete number 

Economi cs 

Range Improvements Change "No Change" to " 174, 000" 

Table 2-9 ; Alternative 2, make the following changes: 

Vegetat ion 

Current total product i on 
Initial forage allocation 

Non-consumpt i ve 

Vi sual Resources 

Range Oevelopments 

De 1 ete numbe r 

Change 193,609 to 195,070 

Change 2661 to 11,008 
Change (less than 1%) to (3%) 
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Table 2-9; Alternative 3, make the following changes: 

Vegetation 

Current total product i on Del ete number 

Table 2-9: Alternative 4, make the following changes: 

Soi 1 and Water Resources 

Watershed condition 

Range Developments 

Vegetation Manipulation 

Vegetation 

Current total product ion 

Initial forage allocation 
Livestock 
Non-consumpt i ve 

Expected production increase 

Grazi ng systems 
Rest-Rotation 
Deferred-rotat i on 
Seasonal 

Range Developments 
Pipelines 
Troughs 
Reservoi rs 
Fence 
Vegetation Manipulations 

Cul tural Resources 

Range Developments 

Effect s of Grazi ng 
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Change "121,365 acres (33%) 
condition improved" to 
"157,729 acres (42%) condition 
improved" 

Change "250,936 acres (67%) 
condition maintained" to 
"214,577 acres (58%) condition 
ma i nta i ned" 

Change 155 acres to 210 acres 

Change 10,144 acres (2.7%) to 
ll,480 acres (3%) 

De 1 ete numbe r 

Change 26,689 to 27,435 
Change 193,609 to 192,863 

Cha nge 3% to 10% 

Change 4/43,828 to 9/182,765 
Change 4/20,083 to 8/48,345 
Change 3/13,914 to 16/141, 196 

Cha nge 38 to 48 
Change 41 to 53 
Change 13 to 18 
Change 37 to 56 
Change 10,144 to ll,780 

Change "7,839 acres (2.1%)" to 
"9,230 acres (2.5%) 

Change "63,590 acres (17%)" to 
" 167,651 acres (45%) 



Vi sua I Resources 

Range Developments 

Economics 

Range Improvements 

Change "54 acres (less than 1%)" 
to "9,158 acres (2.5%)" 

Change $475,000 to $440,000 

Table 2-9; Alternative 5, make the following changes : 

Vegetation 

Current total product ion Delete number 

Page 3-20; Economics, Introduction, change 1st paragraph to read : 

The livestock industry would be the most impacted by the various 
alternatives. According to the 1980 Idaho Agricultural Statistics, 
there were 23,500 stock sheep and lambs and 91,000 cattle and calves in 
the region as of January I, 1980. 
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Page 4-9 (Comment 22-2), Wil dl ife, Terres tria I , Grazi ng Management; Add above 
1st sentence : Proposed grazi ng systems whi ch woul d affect cri tical ranges of 
major wildlife species is shown in Table 4-4a. 

TABLE 4-4a 

Proposed Grazing Systems on Critical Range 
of Major Wildlife Species 

Proposed 
Grazing Big Horn Sage 

Allotment Slstem Deer Elk Antelope ~ Grouse 

4401 Deffered X 
4405 Res t Rotat i on X 
4406 Deferred X 
4407 Rest Rotation X 
4409 Seasonal X X 
4410 Res t Rotat i on X X X 
44ll Res t Rotat ion X X X 
4412 Deferred X 
4413 Deferred X 

4502 Deferred X 
4503 Deferred X 
4504 Deferred X 
4505 Deferred X 
4507 Seasonal X 
4509 Rest Rotation X 
4510 Seasonal X 
4511 Rest Rotation X 
4514 Rest Rotation X X 
4515 Rest Rotat ion X 
4516 Deferred X X 
4521 Rest Rotation X X 

Page 4-20; Table 4-5 : As a result of changes to Alternative 4 in the Oraft 
EIS, the following changes have been made (no changes in the long-term 
table). 

Group 1 2 

A I ternat i ve 4 4297 2873 
% Chg. Act. -3 - 5 
% Chg. Avg. -5 +1 
Annual Income 

Chq. -$4296 +$158 

Table 4-5 
Short-Term 

3 4 

864 10881 
-1 +1 
+9 +8 

+$153 +$4166 

40 

5 6 Total 

5331 3189 27435 
- 7 0 -2 
+1 +8 +3 

+$136 +$6192 +$6509 



Page 4-28, Economics: replace existing section'with the following : 

Approximately $174,000 would be spent on range improvements and 
1 and treatments. It is estimated that $31, 300 of that woul d be spent 
locally. Maintenance of these range improvements would cost $9,000 
annually with $6,000 being spent locally. The change ln regl0nal net 
present worth of this alternative would be $0. 

Page 4-39, Soil-Water Resources; replace existing section with the following: 

Under this alternative approximately 157,729 acres would have 
slight to moderate improvement. There would be little or no improvement 
in erosion condition on the remainder of the acreage. This would result 
in 42 percent of the area improving while 58 percent was maintaining 
existing condition. 

Construction of improvements would cause temporary disturbance ,of 
vegetative cover on 210 acres. Vegetation manipulations and vegetation 
manipulation maintenance would affect 11,480 acres. Total range 
improvement acres would be 11,690 acres or 3 percent of the EIS area. 

Page 4-39 and 4-40; Vegetat ion/Li vestock Grazi ng changed to read as foll ows: 

Forage Allocation 

Initial stocking rates under this alternative would be based on 
condition and trend of the allotment. This would serve to bring grazing use 
more in line with inventoried carrying capacity. There would be 27,435 AUMs 
allocated for livestock grazing, a 544 AUM reduction (1.4 pe,rcent) from 
current active preference. Only 7 allotments would recelve graZ1ng 
reductions (see page 2-16). 

As discussed under the Proposed Action, vegetation would benefit from 
the adjustment in grazing use. At the end of 20 years, AUMs available for 
livestock use should reach 30,464; an 11 percent increase in vegetat1Ve 
production over initial stocking rate. Thi,s means 10 percent greater 
production, after 20 years, than under Alternat1Ve I. 

Grazi ng Management 

Only 11 allotments would be scheduled for intensive management : Findley 
8asi n, All i son Creek, Hat Creek, Fa 11 s Cre,ek, Patterson Creek, County L 1 ne, 
Lower Goldburg, Big Creek, Bear Creek, Hamllton Seedlng, and Mahogany Creek. 
Of these, there would be 4 allotments in deferred-rotation (20,083 acres), 4 
in rest-rotation (43,828 acres), and 3 in seasonal grazlng (13,914 acres). 
This is 21 percent (77,825 acres) of the grazed acres in the EIS area. 

The largest amount of management will be spent on these 11 allotments. 
Of the remaining 22 allotments not identified above, about 9 wl11 also 
recei ve i ntens i ve management over the long term. 
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At the end of 20 years, it is expected that a total of 9 allotments will 
be operating under rest-rotation (182,765 acres), 8 under deferred-rotation 
(48,345 acres) and 16 under seasonal grazing (141,196 acres). 

Management on the 11 priority allotments will take place on a 5 year 
schedule. Scheduled management on the remaining 22 allotments will be over a 
20 year period. After 20 years, benefits to vegetation would be approaching 
87 percent of the Proposed Action objecti ves. 

Range Developments 

All range improvement projects scheduled for the 11 allotments discussed 
above wll1 be implemented on a 5 year schedule. Those not proposed for the 
11 allotments, will be completed in the long-term (20 years). 

The results, after 20 years would be as follows: 48 miles of pipeline, 
53 troughs, 18 reservoirs, 56 miles of fence and 9,320 acres of new 
vegetation manipulation. Also, 2,460 acres of vegetation manipulation 
maintenance would be done. 

The above mentioned range improvements are necessary for the success of 
the proposed grazing management systems. As discussed under Grazing 
Management, ~,nefits to vegetation after 20 years will be approaching 87 
percent of t :,e proposed objectives. 

Page 4-41, Vi sua 1 Resources, fo 11 owi ng text change; pa ragraph 1, sentence 1: 
" ••• 54 acres of water development ••• 112 acres would be effected in the 

long- term." to " ... 54 acres of water development. •• 143 total acres would 
be effected in the long-term." 

paragraph I, sentence 3 & 4: change the "58 acres" to "70 acres"; and 
change the "54 acres" to "73 acres". 

paragraph 2, change to read : "Twenty-four miles of fence ••• 24 acres ••• 
and 56 miles with 20 years, would effect 67 acres. In the long-term .. . " 

paragraph 3, Change the number "10,144" to "11,780" 

paragraph 4, change the following numbers : "8,882 and 10,296" to "8,889 
and 11,690". 

Page 4-41, Cultural Resources, make the following changes; paragraph I, line 
1: change "7,840" to "11,690" and "2 percent" to "3 percent" 

paragraph 2, line 2; change : " ••• seven allotments (63,590 acres or 17 
percent of the EIS area). On three allotments (63,459 acres) ... " to 
" ••• sixteen allotments (167,651 acres or 44 percent of the EIS area). 
On seventeen allotments (212,807 acres) ... " 

paragraph 3, line 1; change: " ••• 71,430 acres or 19 percent ... " to 
" ••• 179,641 acres or 47 percent ... " 
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Page 4-42, Alternative 4 , Economics; change first sentence under Rancher 
Income to read : In the short-tenn this alternative would have an annual 
income gain of $6500. 

Rancher Income : Change table number at the end of paragraph from Table 
2 to Table 4-6. 

Range Improvements : Change existing numbers 
$29,000; and $17,000) to the following numbers 
$19,000; and $11,000) "espectivl!l .v. 

($475,000; $84,000; 
($440,000; $78,000 ; 

Change sentence under 3econdary Income Impacts to read : In t he 
short-tenn the secondary income changes would amount to an additional 
gain of $2900. In the long-tenn ... 

Page 4-43, Alternative 4, Economics; change paragraph under Summary to read: 

Rancher i ncome would increase by $6,500 in the short-tenn, $17,00(1 
in the long-tenn. Range improvements would cost $441,000 with $78,00u 
spent locally. Maintenance costs would be $19,000 annually with $11,000 
spent locally. Secondary impacts would increase income by $2,900 in the 
short-tenn and $5,200 in the long-tenn. Employment would increase by 
one job in the short-tenn and three jobs in the long-tenn. No impact 
would occur on ranch consolidation. In the short-tenn, capital position 
would be worsened for most permittees. The regional net percent worth 
woul d be $418,000. 

Table 4-7, Alternative 4 

Short-Tenn Use 

First paragraph change : "26,289" to "27,435" and "1,290" to " 544 " 

Thi rd paragraph change : "8,882" to "8,889 " 

Forth paragraph change: "6" to "7 " 

Long-Tenn Productivity 

Change : "11.5" to "ll " and "29,764" to "30 , 464 " 

Irretrievable 

First paragraph change : "67" to "59 " 

Second paragraph change : "19" to "47 " 
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Page 8-6, Appendi x 8; Tab Ie 8-3, change : "Pounds pe r acre" to" pounds pe r 
month " • 

Page R-l, References ; add : Heady, Harold F. 1961, Continuous vs. 
Specialized Grazing Systems : A Review and Application to the California 
Annual Type. J. Range Management 14(4) : 182-193 

Page R-3, References; change : "Tisdale, E.W and M. Hirovaka " to "Tisdale , 
E.W. and M. Hironaka " . 

Map 2-2; Legend - Change: "Crooks Canyon Wildlife Area" to "Cronks Canyon 
Wil dl He Area." 
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