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Dear Mr. Drals:

We appreciate ceceiving the draft gvaluation and having tha
opportunily to provide our comments and recomme: dations.

The overall value of thiu allotment for wildlite, pavticularly
mule deer, has héeen cledtly recegnized by koth the Burenn and our
Department, The magnitude of these resources merit a thorough
gvaluation and a strong commitment for improved management.

currvent state of vescurce conditions. It was noted that ol 10
native koy arcas only 4 ratod petter than 0% of PNC. Of the 20
Lotal Key areas, 6 show a downward trend and the rest are static,
None of the areas show an upward trend. Of the 21 land use
planning objectives applicable for thiy allotnent, we wec that only
two have been met. The evaluation netes that nearly all of the
riparian areas have received heavy to severe utilizatlon by horses
and calttle. From our recent ocular surveys of several riparian
areas, we feel that riparian conditions have continued to
doterlorate, even in the last soveral yeard.

In general, we feol tho avaluation adaquately portrays the

In our opinion recommendations offer a
substantial commitmant and use managemant and the
opportunity to meet marn nlarning objecltives In tha
future., We fceol that cur: - sons and trenda cannot
and should not contlinue wny sible. Therefore, based
oh thotie rosource conditlons . se ptrongly rocommend and
encourage you to place the Fina. .sion into full force and
effect., Based upon the magnitude of wildlife resourcos within this
allotmaent, wa teel the Department nay want to intervene to support
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a mound decision, particularly if placed in full force ana affect,

For the Final evaluation we would requast yo. consideration
for changes in a couple of the technical recommonde -ions. In the
Newark evaluation, we felt we made a strong and valid case for Aa
season of uge on whitesage te not extend past April 1. We fesal
that based on vigor and invasion by less desirable specjes, this
neason of use is justified. However, the proposed April 15 date is
much better than April 30. Our second recommendation ¢oncerns the
seagon of use on bitterbrush. ‘The Buck, Bald, Maverick and Diamond
Mountains tIMP points out the importance of the winter range to the
Area 10 deor herd and the objective to limit utilization to 15% of
current annual growth. This objective would be much easler to
achleve Lf llivestock use did not extend past July 15 within the

Buck/Bald use area.

We appreciated meeting with your ataff on July 7 to discuss
these lssues and recommendations with them. We will continue to
work with you throughout the evaluation process on this allotment.

Sincerely,
‘%*Z @"’VMM
Larry Barngrovor

Wjidlife Reglonal Manager
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