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Dear EQC:

Enclosed is a decision document, checklist EA and appendices, in which FWP provides analysis

and explains its rationale for deciding to enter into a cooperative habitat management agreement

with the Brown Valley Ranch, involving a portion of Threemile Wildlife Management Area. The

project area is located about 7 miles northeast of Stevensville,,in Ravalli County. As explained
in the EA and decision notice, this decision-making process is for a minor project tiered to the

Management Plan and Environmental Assessment for Threemile Wildlife Management Area
(1992), and was not advertised for public review.

Please feel free to contact me at 406-542-5500 with any questions or comments you may have.

Thank you for your assistance.

Sincerely,

Nd,A-/-y 4 t r
Mack Long
Region 2 Supervisor

3201 Spurgin Road
Missoula, MT 59804

July 14,2005

Environmental Quality Council
POB 201704
Helena. MT 59620-1704



DECISION NOTICE
Threemile Wildlife Management Area

Iuly 14,2005

Proposal

Montana Fish, Wildlife & Parks (FWP) proposes to enter into a Cooperative Habitat

Management Agreement with the adjacent Brown Valley Ranch. This Agreement would

introduce limited cattle grazingby the Brown Valley Ranch upon approximately 300 acres of

historically cultivated land on the Threemile Wildlife Management Area (WMA), to improve

winter forage quality for elk. In retum, the Brown Valley Ranch would adhere to a specific

grazingmanagement plan upon approximately 800 acres of their adjoining private land, to

improve native vegetation and elk winter range. These properties in combination are part of the

principal winter range for a migratory population of about 300 elk. The coordinated grazing

system across would allow for consistent management of elk winter habitat across property

boundaries, for the mutual benefit of wildlife, the public, and the private landowner.

Montana Environmental Policy Act (MEPA) Process

The concept of Cooperative Habitat Management Agreements pertaining to livestock

grazingon the subject portion of Threemile WMA was described and analyzed in the Threemile

Wildlife Management Area Management Plan and Environmental Assessment (1992), and

received extensive public review and comment at that time. In that Plan and EA (appended),

FWP committed to preparing a checklist EA to test for any site-specific considerations in

implementation, which is the purpose of this document. This checklist was not advertised nor

released for public review. Its usefulness stems from lending a systematic approach to the

decision-making process. One notable result of this process was the adjustment of fence

placement on the Threemile WMA to exclude an intermittent stream and riparian zone from the

proposed cattle grazing treatment.

Decision

Utilizing the environmental assessment, a decision must be rendered by FWP that

addresses the concems and issues identified for the proposed management of wildlife habitat. In



light of intemal agency review, we accept the checklist environmental assessment as final.

I have selected the proposed action as the alternative that best meets the mission and

project objectives of FWP. Based on an evaluation of impacts to the physical and human

environment, under MEPA, the proposed action is not a significant action; therefore, an

environmental impact statement is not a necessary level of review.

The management of vegetation on Threemile WMA with periodically introduced cattle

grazingwill improve the forage quality of non-native grasses for wintering elk in the 300-acre

pasture. By including the adjoining private land in the grazing system, and by introducing

periodic rest from grazingon this land, native vegetation will benefit and provide improved

forage for wintering elk. By cooperating with our neighbors to manage vegetation and elk

habitat, the effectiveness of the public's investment in Threemile WMA is extended beyond its

borders. Any possible conflicts between cattle presence on the WMA and public hunting

recreation will occur during only one of every three Septembers, and will be confined to only

about 300 acres on the more than 6.000-acre WMA.

f /r'/ '
Date

Region 2 Supervisor
Montana Fish, Wildlife & Parks



MONTAIVA FISH WII,DI,IFE & PARKS

MEPA CHECKI,IST

PART I. PROPOSED ACTION DESCRIPTION

1. Ilrce of Proposed State Action

Mont,ana Fish, Wildlife e Parks (FWP) proposes to enter into a
Cooperative Habitat, t'tanaqement, Aqreenent, with the adiacent Brown
val-Lev nanch. rhis Agreement, woul-d introduce Limited cattle
srazing bv the Browrr valley Ranch upon approximatel-v 300 acres of
historicalLrr cultivated l-and on the Threemile Wil-dlife Manaqement
Area ($lIvIA), t,o improve winter foraae cnral-itw for elk. In return,
the Brown Vallev Ranch would adhere to a specific srazins
management plan upon approximateLv 800 acres of their adioining
private Land, to improve native vecretation and eLk winter ranqe.

2. Agency Authority for the proposed Action

FWP purchased the 5,099-acre threemile $lMA in five transactions
between 1957 and 1995, includincr the subiect 300 acres. These
purchases were funded brr revenues frqn the sal-es of Montana huntincr
l-icenses (252") and bv the Pittman-Robertson federal excise tax on
arms, ammunition, and archerar ecmipment,. ?he deoartment mav
dewelop. operate. and maintain acquired Tands or waters: (b) as
Tands or water suitable for qalrlre bird fish. or fur-bearinq aninaL
restorat,ion prooaqation or ototection (NICA 87 -L-209 (Ll | . The
department, is authorized to enter into Teases of Tand under its
control in exchanqe for services to be orovided bv the Tessee on
the Leaeed Land (MCA 87-1-209(5)).

3. Name of Project

Brown Val-Ley Cooperative Habitat Manaqement Agreement_

4. Nane, Address and Phone llurnber of Project, Sponsor (if other
than ttre agency)

Montana Fish, Wildl-ife & Parks, Recion 2, 3201 Spurqin Road,
Missoul-a, ltfl 59804 (405-542-5523), attn: Mike Thompson

5. rf nppLicable:

Estimated Commencernent Date

Estimat,ed Completion Date

Current Status of Project

Aucnrst 1, 2005

December 31, 2009

Design (ozo compLete) 90Y"



5. Location Affected by Proposed Action (county, range and
township)

The FwP Lands to be leased to the Brown vaLLev Ranctr are part of
the Threemile WildLife Management Area in Ravalli Countv, and are
described as foll-ows:

Township 10 North, Ranqe 18 West
Section 18, port,ion of the S1/2 within Threemile $llvrA

Section 19 E1l2

Ttre new FWP pasture would invol-ve about 52" of the Threemile $lMA,
and would be entirelv located north of the main entrance to the
ulMA. the road rrrnninq from the main entrance toward the northwest
corner of the IrlIvIA wouLd enter the FWP pasture iust north of the "Y"
wtrere ttre l-arge, redwood siqn iE l-ocated. The road runninq from
the main entrance to the southern boundanr of the $lMA would not
enter the proposed FWP pasture at aII. Three MiLe Creek and the
sl-opes l-eadinq to Three Mil-e Creek woul,d be completelv excluded
from the FIIIP pasture.

The grown Vallew Ranch Lands proposed for incLusion as part of the
lease are adiacent to the Department l-ands, and are described aE
follows:

Township 10 North, Rance 18 West
Section 30, N1/2NW1/4
Section 19 W1l2
Section 18 portion owned bv Brown Vallev Ranctr in the SW1/4

Township 10 North, Ranqe 19 West
Section 24, portion owned bw Brown VaLLev Ranch
Section 25, portion owned bw Brown Val-Iev Ranctr in the N1/2
SecLion 13, portion owned bw grown Vallev Ranch in the SE1/4

Project Size: Estimate the number of acres bhat woul-d be
directly affected:

300 acres on FwP, 800 acres on Brown vaLley Ranctr

8. Map/site plan: attach an original 8.5" x 11" or larger section
of the most recent USGS 7.5' series topographic nap showing
the Location and boundaries of the area that would be affected
by the proposed action. A different map scaLe may be
substituted if nrore appropriate or if required b1r agency rrrle.
If available, a site plan should also be attached.

Map is at,tached at the back of the draft Cooperative Habitat
Manaqement Agreement (i.e., Lease document), and is appended to
this EA.

7.



9. Narrative Surmnary of the Proposed Action or project including
the Benefits and Purpose of the Proposed Action.

This proposed Cooperative Habitat Management Agrreement is one
aspect of a more comprehensive project on the Brown Va11ey Ranch
and Threemile WMA involving the Rocky Mount.ain Elk Foundation,
FWP's Future pisheries Progfram, National Forest Foundation,
Montana Noxious Weed Trust Fund, Tri-State Water Quality Council
and others to improve land management practices and reduce
sediment delivery in the Three Mile Creek wat.ershed. In 2004 and
2005, FWP and the Ranch cooperated on a proqram of noxious weed
control on both sides of the boundary separating the two
**anavF.i n^ rvlvyE! ursD . -two springs were developed on the WMA in preparation
for this Agreement, serving one tank installed on the IniMA, and
one j-n each of the two Ranch pastures, in the grazing system.
Interior fencing was installed on the Ranch to delineate the two
Ranch pastures in the grazlng system. Fencing to delineate the
FWP pasture on the wMA will be installed in Spring 2005. A
schematic of pastures and water in the qrazing system is attached
in the back of the draft Cooperative Habitat Manag'ement Agreement
(i.e., lease), and is appended.

The stocking rate on the Ranch is determined by the landowners
and based on ability to comply with the grrazing system. The
stocking rate on the FWP pasture will be a maximum of 100 cow-
calf pairs and 5 bulls. The actual stocking rate will be lowered
if experience demonstrates that it will be necessary to maintain
compliance with the grazing system. Rental is calculated on the
basis of 21,0 animal--unit-months (AUMs) on Department land at
$15.10 per AUM = $3,171. Services to be substituted for this
rental are adherence to the Grazing Formula on the Lessee's
native ranqe pastures (approximately 800 acres), responsibility
for routine annual fence maintenance and repair on the WMA
pasture (FWP will provide mat.erials), and responsibility for
seasonally raising and lowering the lay-down sections of the
wildlife-friendly fence, which would be constructed in Spring
2005 around the WMA pasture. Salt. will be placed in a container
(not directly on the ground) on the Ia/I4A, and away from waLer, arly
fencelines, and any roads open to public use.

Grazins Pl-an (also see attached map)
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For animal husbandry purposes, cattle will not enter the
grazrng system until Augrust 1-, 2005. However, for the purposes
of this Graztng Plan, the August-September 2005 treatment in the
WMA Pasture will be considered as a growing season treatment in
order to obtain a second year of complete rest for the Brown
North Pasture in 2006, where new woody vegetation will be planted
with a Future Fisheries srant.o The fenced riparian sudpasture of the Brown North Past.ure will
be rested to the extent possible during grazrng treatment periods
tn 2007 and 2008, as well as during periods of yearlong rest in
2005, 2006, and 2009, to insure the initial establishment of
woody vegetation plantings along Three Mile Creek as part of the
Future Fisheries Project.

The WMA Pasture is approximately 300 acres in size and is
vegetated with the pasture g'rasses that. the previous owner
planted after these historically cultivated grainfields were
aband.oned in the mid-20'n centur'. The primaiy strategy for
employing peri-odic yearlong rest in this non-native plant
community is to provide residual vegetation that will extend the
grazrng capacity of the WMA Pasture in years when the growing
season treatment is scheduled. The introduction of grazing to
this pasture will improve the forage palatability and quality of
"tame" girasses, which decreases to l-evels lower than those of
native bunchqrasses in their mature and senescent phenological
sragies.

The Brown North and Brown South pastures support mostly native
rang,eland vegetation, and each is approximately 400 acres in
size. This Cooperative Habitat Management Agreement will
introduce a schedule of periodic rest to these annually grazed
rangelands, which will benefit native plants. Both Brown
pastures and the i^IMA Pasture constitute winter rang-e for about
200 el-k annually.

The lessee will grant FWP access to his lands included in this
lease to monitor range condition, utilization and trends as
needed to properly conduct and evaluate Lhe grazinq program. FWP
will perform monitoring tasks on the FWP-owned pastures in this
lease as well.

It is further understood that the Lessee's livestock operation
includes cattle owned by others. This situation shall not be
construed to be a violation of Paragraph 9 of this lease
(Subleasing and Assiqnment). This situation is the norm for the
Lessee's livestock operation and is not a result of the Lessee's
cooperative management agreement with the Department. The Lessee



.i ^ -i - ^^**] ^F.rr rrr u\-,rrw!sLe control of all livestock in the grazing system and
assumes sole responsibility for the execution of this agreement.

10. Listing of any other Local-, State or Federal agency that has
overlapping or additional- jurisdiction.

(a) Permits:

Aqencv Nane Permit Date Filed/#

N/A

(b) Funding:

Asency Name Fundins Anount

N/A

(c) Ot,her Overl,apping or Additional ilurisdictional
Responsibilities:

Agencrr Name ttme of Responsibil-itw

U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service-- FWP is accountable to the
Service to ensure that management practices on properties acquired
with Federal Aid are compatible with the purpose for the
acquisition; i.e., to provide elk winter habitat.
11. IJist of Agfencies Consulted During Preparation of the EA:

N/A



PART IT. EN\TTRONMEI{1IAI, REVIEW

ICOMMElgt].ll. EvaLuation of the impacts of
secondarlr and cumulative impacts on t,he

A. PHYSICAI ENIIIRONMEISII

the Proposed Action incLuding
Physical and Human Environment.

wi1l the propoeect action result in:
Potentially
Sigmificant

< a. Soil- instability or changes in
c Eubgtructure?

b. Disruption, displaceDent, erogion,
cmpaction, moigture Loes, or over-
cowering of soil which would reduce

ivity or fertility?

< c. Degtruction, cowering or
nodification of any unique geologic or
physical. featureE?

d. Changes in ailtation, depogition or
erosion patterns that may Dodify the
charrnel of a riwer or Etrea.m or the bed
or shore of a lake?

e. Exposure of peopl-e or property to
earthquakeE, landsJ.ideE, gfround failure,
or other natural hazard?

f. other (List)
Narrative DeEcript Eva on of the Cumul-at ve and secondaaa'Effects on rrarnd Resoulces (Attach
pagee of narrative if needed):
The introduction of cattLe to a 300-acre paature of the tlhreeoile $lMA would increaee soil c@paction in areas of
heawy use, suctr ag around gaLt blocks and the water tank, and perbaps in habitually used bedding areaa on shaded
aiteE, which in totaL would involwe approximate1y 59" of the paature area. lfhe addition of periodic regt fron
grazing on the adjacent Brown Valley Ranch wouLd be erg)ected to gradually reduce soiJ. cmpaction and eroEion
wariably across 800 acres of adjacent private l"and, as a result of reduced grazing I)reasure cmpared with the
preEent time.

2. AIR

WiI]' the proposed action resuLt in:

II4PACT'

Can Impact
Be

Mitigated'

Comen
t

Indexunknorcrr' None Minor'

Potential.L
v

Sigmifican
t

< a. hisaion of air pollutantE or
deterioration of a.nbient air qual.ity?
(aLao Bee 13 (c) )

x

b. Creation of objectionabLe odorE? x

c. ALteration of air movement, moigture,
or temperature patterns or any change in
cliDate, eitlrer locallrr or regrionalltr?

x

d. Adverae effects on vegetation,
including cropa, due to increased

L

q

Include a narrative explanation under Part lII describing the scope and 1eve1 of impact. If Lhe impact is unknoM, explain why the unknom impact has
noL or can noL be evaludLed.
rnclude a narrative description addressing the items identified in 12.B.504-1a (ARM)

Detemine whether the described inpact nay result and respond on the checklist. Describe any ninor or potentially significant impacts.
Include a discussion about Lhe issue in t'he EA narralave and include docwenLaLion if it wil"l be useful.

o



Narrative Descr and trraluation of the CumuLat ve aad Secondary Effecta on Reaourcea (Attach additional

e. cFor P-R/D-{I projecB, wil.L the
project reault in any discharge which
wilL conflict with federal or atate air

lity ress? (Also Bee 2a

pages of narrative if needed):

3. WATER

wiLL the proposed action reguLt in:

II,IPACT,
Can Impact

BE

Mitigated
Coment
IndexUnknown' None lltinor'

Potentially
significant

< a. Discharge into eurface water or any
alterat.ion of Eurface vrater quaLity
incl.uding hnrt not Limited to tenperature,
diesolwed o:<ygen or turbidity?

*

b. Ch,anges in d.rainage patternE or the rate
and amount of surface rrrnoff?

:t

c. Alteration of the courae or nagnitude of
flood. water or other flo$rs?

x

d. Changes in the amount of Eurface water
in any water body or creation of a new
water body?

x

e. Errpoaure of peop].e or property to water
related hazards auch aa flooding?

x

f. Changee in the qual-itrz of groundwater? x

g. Changes in the quantity of gfroundloater? x

h. rncrease in rigk of contamination of
surface or qroundwater?

x

I. Effects on any exiating water right or
reservation?

x

j. Effects on other water usera aE a regult
of any aLteration in surface or groundwater
qua].ity?

x

k. Effects on other userE as a reault of
any alteration in gurface or groundwater
quantitV?

x

1. Acror p-.@, will the project affect a
d.esignated. f]-oodp]'aine (A1Eo Bee 3c)

x

n. qcry:-vH, wiL]. the project result in
any discharge that wilL affect federal or
atate rrater qua].ity regrulations? (A1so Eee
3a)

x

n. other:

hclude a narratiwe explanation under Part III describing the scope and 1eve1 of impact If the inpact is unknom, explain why the unknom impact has

;
d

noL ol can nol be evdludteai.
rnclude a narrat j.ve descripLion addressing the items identif ied in 12.8.504-1a (N)
Detemine wheLher the described impact may result and respond on the checklist. Describe any minor or potenLially significant impacts
fnclude a discussion about the issue in the EA narrati,ve and include docwentation if it will be useful.

I



Narrative Description and Evaluation of the Cuuulatiwe and secondary Effect8 on water ReBources (Attach additional

can
IDpact Be
rrritigated'

wilL the propoEed action result in:

a. Changes in the diveraity, productivity
or ahrndance of pLant apeciea (incJ.uding
treea, shrubs, grass, cropa, and aquatic
planta) ?

b. Alteration of a pLant cmunity?

c. Adverse effects on any unique, rare,
threatened, or endangered specieE?

d. Reduction in acreage or productivity
of any agricultural land?

e. Establishment or spread of noxious
weeds?

f. CCFor P-R/D-iI, will the project affect
wetLandg, or prirne and unique famland?

of narrative if needed):

Narrative Description and Evaluation of the ctmuLative and Secondary Effects on IJaId ReBources (At additiorral
pages of narratiwe if needed):
The introduction of cattl-e to a 300-acre pasture on Threeuile $tMA would aLter vegetation on sites with
concentrated cattle use, such as around saLt bl,ocks, the water tanh, and poggibLy halritually used bedding areas on
shady sites, which in total would invoLve approxiDately 5% of tl.e paEture area. rhe addition of periodic reEt
fron grazing on the adjacent Broriyrr vaLLey Ranch \rould be o<lrected to gradually increage the atnrndance and
productivity of natiwe plarrtE warialrly acrosE 800 acres of adjacent pri\rate land, as a reEult of reduced grazing
pressure cmpared with the preaent tiDe.

<s. I:@gE
wil,L the proposed action resuLt in:

IMPACT,

can
IDpact Be
Llitigated'

conment
IndexUnknown' None Minor'

Pot€ntial1
v

Sigmifican
t

a. Deterioration of critical figh or
wiLdl"ife habitat?

x

b. Changes in the diversity or abundance of
gane aniual.e or bird apecies?

x

c. Changea in the diveraity or abnrndance of
nongf€rme speciea?

x

d. Introduction of nesr apeciea into an area? x

e. Creation of a barrier to the migration or
mov€alent of animals?

x

f. Adverse effects on any unique, rare,
t,hreatened, or endangered specieE?

x

g. Increase in conditiona that Etreas
wildlife populations or linit abundance
(incLuding haraaament, legaL or iJ.Legal
harl'eat or other hunan activity) ?

x

c

Incluale a narrative explanation under part III describing the scope and 1eve1 of inpact. Tf the impact is unknom, expfain why the unknoM impact has
nol or can noL be evaluaLed
Incluale a narrative description addressing the items identified in 12-8.604 1a (MM)
Detemine whether the described impact may result and respond on the checkfist. Describe any minor or potent.ially significant impacts.
Include a discussion about the issue in the EA narrative and incluai€ docwentation if it will be useful.

d



h. cag-E:3/o{, wiLL the Project be
performed in any area in which T&E specleE
are preEent, and lrilI the project affect any
T&E epecies or their habitat? (AlEo Eee 5f)

r. a@9, will the project introduce
or export any dpecies not preEently or
historicaLLy occurring in the receivingr
location? (A]-Eo see 5d)

Narratiwe DeEcription and of the cl8ulative and secondary EffectE on Land ResourceE (At
pages of narrative if needed):
The introduction of cattle to a 300-acre paature on fhreenile lt![A wou].d increage the paLatabiLity of non-
natiwe p].ants in the abandoned grain fields to wintering elk, as auggegted by reeulte of regearch froo tlre
eubject J.ands, publiehedl in Thompson (1996, winter foraging reEporrEe of eLk to apotted knapvreed renova).,
Northweat Science, Vol. 70, frfo. 1). The addition of periodic reEt from grazing on the adjacent Brwrr Valley
Ranch would be er<pected to gradually increase the atnrndance and productivity of natiwe winter forage for elk,
and of forage and cover for native aninaL c@unitieE, variabJ.y acroEs 800 acres of adjacent private land, as
a reEult of reduced grazing preaaure compared with the preEent time. Hovtever, the effect of thege
enhancenents on e1k and other species wouLd be of minor benefit at the popuLation level over the next 10
years, but nay increage eLk use of the mttA. rhe principal benefit would be in arresting any further habitat
degradation on traditional.J.y heavity grazed portions of the Ranch for the duration of the propoeed action.
The introduction of cattle to a snall. portion of ThreeoiLe $llfA, Located imediateJ.y adjacent to private land
where cattle already graze preaently and have grazed historically, would hawe a slight, negJ.igible, potential
for attracting depredation incidents by gray wolf.

B. HT'I4A\I EN\TIRONMEITT

6. NOISE/ETECTRICAI EFFECTS

wiJ.J. the proposed action result in:

IMPACT'
Cail

Impact Be

uitigated'
Co@ent
Indexunknowrrt None Irtinor'

PotentiaLLy
sigmificant

a. IncreaEeg in exigting noise levels? x

b. Er<posure of people to Eerve or
nuisance noige lewel-s?

x

c. creation of electroEtatic or
el.ectromagmetic effecta that could be
detrimentaL to human health or property?

x

d. Interference with radio or televigion
reception and operation?

lt

e. Others

Narrative Degcription and EvaLuation of th€ Cumrtative and Secondary Effects on lrand ResourceE (Attach additional
pages of narrative if needed):

7. I,AIID USE

wiLl the proposed action reEuLt in:

IMPACT'

can Impact
Be

uitigated'
Co@ent

Indexunknown' None Minor'

Potentiall
v

Sigmifican
t

a. Alteration of or interference with the x

)

c

Include a narrat.lve expfanation under part III describing the scope and 1eve1 of impact. If the inpact is unknom, explain why the unknom impact has
not or can not be evaluated
rnclude a narrative description addressing the items identified in 12.8.504-1a (Aru)
Detemine whether the described impact may result and respond on the checklist. Describe any ninor or potentially significant impacts.
fnclude a discussion about the issue in the EA narrative and include docmentation if lt will be useful.

9



productivity or profitability of the
uge of an area?exieting land

Narrative oescription and Evaluation of the Ctuulative and Secondary Effects on Land Resourcea (Attach additional
pagea of narrative if needed):

b. Conflicted with a desigrrated natural.
area or area of unusual scientific or

c. Conflict with any existing Land use
whoge preEence would conatrain or

t the oropoaed action?

d. AdverEe effects on or reLocation of
reEidences?

8. RISK/HEAI,TH HAZARDS

wil-l- the proposed action reault ins

IMPAqT,
Can

Impact Be

r'ritigated
C@ent
IndexUnknown' None Minor'

Potentially
Signrificant

a. Risk of an explosion or reLease of
hazardous aubstanceE (incLuding, but not
liuited to oil, peEticides, ctreDicala, or
radiation) in the event of an accident or
other foma of diaruption?

x

b. Affect an existing emergency response
or emergency evacuation pLan or create a
need for a new pLan?

rt

c. creation of any human healtl lrazardl or
potential hazard?

x

d. Cror P-n/o-J, will any cheDical
toxicantg be used? (Al-so aee 8a)

x

e. Other:

Narrative Description and trraLuation of the Cueulatiwe a-nd Secondary Effecta on Land Reaources (Attach additional
pagea of narrative if needed):

9. COMMT'NITY IMPACT

wi].]. the proposed action r€sult ins

IMPACT'

can
Impact Be

Mitigated
Coment
Ind€xUnknown' None Minor'

Potentiall
v

Sigmifican
t

a. ALteration of the location,
distrih'ution, denEity, or gro{rth rate of
the hunan population of an area?

ll

b. Alteration of the aocial Etructure of ll

e
@

Include a narrative expfanation under parE III describingr the scope and 1eve1 of impact. If the impact is unknom, explain why the unkno@ impact has

noL or cdn not be evdludled.
rnclude a narrative description addressing the itms identif ied in 12.8.504-1a {M)
Detemine whether the described inpact nay result and respond on the checklist. Describe any ninor or pobentially sj-gnificant inpacts.
Include a discussion about the issue in the R narrative and include documentation if it will be usefuf.

10



a comunity?

c. ALteration of the level or
distrlbution of e'rrIllopent or comurity
or perEonal inc@e?

x

d. Changee in indugtrial or comerciaL
actiwity?

x

e. Increased traffic hazards or effectE
on existing tranEportation faciLitiee or
patterns of moveEent, of peop].e arrd goodE?

L

f. Other:

Narrative Deecription artd E\raluation of the ctDulatiwe and secondary Effects on rand Reaourceg (Attach a&qitionaL
pages of narrative if needed):

1O . PI'BI,IC SERVICES/TAXES/UTILITIES TMPACT'

Can
IDpact Be
r'ritigated'

Co@ent
Iadex

wiLL the proposed action result in:
Unknorvn' None Minor'

Potentially
sigmificant

a. will the proposed action have an
effect upon or resuLt in a need for new
or altered governnental gervices in any
of the folloruing areas: fire or police
protection, schools, parke/recreational
faciLitieE, road.g or other public
maintenance, water supply, Eewer or
geptic systena, solid waste dispogal,
hea].th, or other gowenrmental Eervicea?
If an\r, specifV:

x

b. wiLl the propoaed action have an
effect upon the loca1 or Etate ta* base
and revenuea?

x

c. Will the proposed action reeuLt in a
need for new facilitieE or aubatantial
alteralione of any of the following
utiLities: electric potrrer, naturaL gas,
other fuel euppJ-y or distribution
Eystens, or comunications?

I3

af. Will the proposed action result in
increaged used of any energy source?

x

< e. Define projected revenue EourceE x

< f. pefine proiected maintenance coata. x

g. Oth€r:

Narrative Description and Evaluation of the cumulative and secorrdary Effects on Land Reaourcea (Attach additional
pages of narratiwe if needed):
Revenue sources for water develolment were the Tri-State water Quality Council, Rocky Mountain ELk Foundation, artd
F$rP. Revenue aourceg for the E'!\fP fence would be the Rocky !4ountain EIk Fou.Irdation and rwp. Routine maintenaace
of the water syatem and new fences woutd be the reaponsibility of Brorvn vaLLey Ranch, ueing naterials provided by
I'wP on the F9{P pagture. Anticipated coEts to r'wP of naintaining the proposed grazing ayateln wouLd be aJcout 51,000
over the duration of the Agreement.

Include a narrative explanation under Part rlr describing the scope and 1eve1 of impact
not or can not be evaluated.
rnclude a narrative description addressing the items identified in 12.8.504-1a (ARM)

Det.ermine whether the described impact may result and respond on the checklist. Describe any minor or potenLially sigrnificant impacts
Include a aliscussion about the issue in the m narrative and incfude docmentation if it will be useful.

l-1

rf the impact is unknom, explain why the unknom impact has

e



< 11. AESTIIETICS/RECREATION

wiLL the proposed action result in:

II4PACT'

can
Impact Be
uitigated

coment
IndexUnknovrn' None Hinor'

Potentiall
v

Sigmifican
t

a. ALteration of any scenic vista or
creation of an aeEthetically offengive
aite or effect that ig open to puJc].ic
view?

L

b. Alteration of the aesthetic character
of a cmunity or neighborhood?

I<

<c. Alteration of the quality or quantity
of recreational/tourism opportullities and
settings? (Attach Tourism Report)

x

d. aqor P-R/D-J, wiLL any desigmated or
proposed wild or scenic rivers, trails or
wildernegg areas be impacted? (ALao aee
11a, 11c)

*

e. other:

Narrative Description and Evaluation of the CumuLative and Secondary Effects on lrand Regources (Attach additional
pages of narrative if needed):
The propoged introduction of cattle on a 300-acre pasture in llhreeoile ltllttA would resuLt in cattLe being present
during the month of Septeober in one year out of ewery three years, which wouLd affect archera rcho hr:nt in that
specific location. 1lwP is aware of one archer lrho huntE there, and predicta that a lra:.jlmlJtr of 10 archere tisould be
affected to varying degreee b1' cattle gmetime during the period of the proposed Agreement. Conversely, the falL
llreenup resulting from cattLe grazing in ilune and inrLy would be expected to attract e1k to the proposed pasture
area in one out of every three years, which wouLd improve elk hunting for archerg and rifle hunterB in Septeober-
tilovenber. gihe addition of water to thia pasture would also be s<pected to attract elk use in Septenlrcr.

12. IMPACT,
Can

IDpact Be
Mitigated'

Co@ent
Index

will the proposed action result in:
Unknown' None Minor'

Potentially
Sigmificant

<a. Deatruction or alteration of any
site, structure or object of prehistoric
historic, or paLeontologicaL importance?

x

b. PhysicaL changre that would affect
unique cuLtural vaLuea?

x

c. Effects on exiating religious or
sacred uges of a Eite or area?

x

d. eAFor P-R/D{, wilL the project affect
hietoric or cultural resourceg? Attach
SHPO letter of clearance. (A1Eo Eee
a2.a)

:a

e. other:

Include a narrative explanation undet part ITT describing the scope and fevel of impact. If the impact is unknoM, e)q)lain why the unknoM impact has
nol oi cdn not be evaludled.
rnclude a narrative description addressing Lhe items identif ied in 12. 8. 604-la (M)
Detemine whether the described impact may result and respond on the checklist. Describe any minor or potentially significant impacts.
rnclude a discussion about the issue in ttle EA narrative and iilclude docwentation if it will be useful.

'1 1



Narrative Description and trraluation of the Clnulative and Secondary Effects on Irard Resources (Attach additional
pages of narrative if needed) 3

SIGNIFICAAICE CRITERIA

13. SI'M}IARY EVAIJUATTON OF SIGNIFICANCE IDlPACt'

Can
IDpact Be
I{itigated'

coment
Index

will the proposed action, considered as a
whole:

Unknorivnt None Minor'

Potentiall
v

Sigrtifican
t

a. Have impacta that are individually
limited, but cnrulatiwely considerable?
(A project or progralt Day reault in
inpacts on two or more aeparate resource8
which create a sigmificant effect when
congidered together or in totaL.)

x

b. Involve potential risks or adwerse
effecta which are uncertain but extreme].y
hazardous if they were to occur?

x

c. Potentially confJ.ict ririth the
subatantive requirenents of any local,
Etate, or fecleraL Law, regnrlation,
gtandard or formaL plan?

x

d. Eetablish a precedent or likelihood
that future actiona wLth sigmificant
environnentaL impacta wiLL be proposed?

x

e. cenerate subetantial debate or
controversy about the nature of the
impactE that wouLd be created?

x

f. AFor P-R/D-J, is the project expected
to have organized opposition or generate
Bubstantial pub].ic controversy? (Alao Bee
13e )

x

S. ecfor -P-R/D{, List any federal. or
atate permits required.

x

e
e

Narratiwe Ereacription and E\Eluation of tl.e Cllmulatiwe and Secondall, EffectE on water Resources (Attach additiorral
pages of narrative if needed):
tlhis proposed action and checkliEt EA were prepared in accordance with direction and analysis preEented blz r[rP in
the ThreeniTe wiTdLife lilanagement, Area Management PTan and Environmental Aesegsaent (iture 9, 1992), which is
appended with thig checkList. Likerryige, thie proposed action ig consistent with the intent and specific teros of
the Bro{fi! valley Conservation Eaaement, which E'WP purc}rased in 1995, and lohich pertaine to aLL of the subject
Ranch ].ands Located east of Three Mlle creek Road.

rnclude a narrative explanation under Part Irr describing tbe scope and 1evel of impact Tf the inpact is unknom, explain why the unknom impact has
noL or can not be evaluated
rnclude a narrative description addressingr the it.ems identif ied in 12 - 8. 504 1a (N)
Detemine whether the described impact may result anal respond on the checklist. Describe any minor or potentially significant impacLs
rnclude a aliscussion about the issue in the EA narrative and inctude documentation if it will be useful.



PART II. EMTIRONMENTAL REVIEW. COIITINUED

1. Description and analysis of reasonable alternatives (including
the no action alternative) to the proposed action wtrenever
alternatives are reasonably availabLe and pnrdent to consider
and a discussion of how the alternatives woul-d be implernented:

No-action is the only practical alternative to this proposal.
Selection of the no-action alternative would prevent the
introduction of a rest-rotation grazrng system and periodic rest
from grazing to the native rangelands and elk winter range on 800
acres of the Brown Val1ey Ranch, due to a lack of available acreage
on the Ranch. Improvement of native rangelands would not be
expected under this scenario, and a qradual reduction in abundance
and vigor of the most palatable grasses in the most favored sites
for cattle would be expected to continue in the face of annuaf
grazrng pressure. Selection of the no-action alternative would
prevent the introduction of a periodic grazrrrg treatment on 300
acres of mostly non-native hay qrasses, thus precluding a treatment
that would increase forag,e quality for el-k. No-action would avoid
any neqative impacts to at least one archer who may hunt within the
300-acre area described by the proposed FWP pasture when cattle are
present in every third September, and would preclude the roughly
of f sett.ing benef it of fa1l greenup af ter 'June-July grazLng, which
would probably attract elk to this hunting area. The no-action
alternative would represent a non-response on the part of FWP to
the positive land management initiatives and offers of cooperation
on the part of Brown Va11ey Ranch to work across property
boundaries toward the shared objectives of improved. range
management and wildlife abundance.

2. EvaLuation and list,ing of mitigation, stipulation, or other
control measures enforceabl-e by the agency or another
goverrrment agency:

N/A

PART III. NARRATI\TE EVALUATION AIID COMMEIIT

The proposed Cooperative Habitat Managrement Agreement furthers the
objectives adopted by FWP, with the benefit of public input., in the
Threemile inIMA Management Pl-an and Environmental Assessment (June
1,992) , the timing of which reflects a long history from 1-992 to the
present time of developing cooperative working rel-ationships with
landowners adjoiningr the WMA who share ownership and management
responsibilities for the elk winter ranqe. The proposed grazrng
system would benefit native ptant and animal communities on the WMA

and on the Ranch, with few, minimal, and temporary negative
conseouences.



PART IV. EA CONCI,USION SECTION

L. Based on the sigmificance criteria eval-uated in this EA, is an
EIS required? YES / uO If an EIS is not, required, er<Irlain
whv the EA is the appropriate leveL of anal-ysis for this
proposed action:

Based on an evaluation that the proposed action will not have a
sigrnificant impact on the physical and human environment, under
MEPA, the proposed action is not a significant. action affecting
the physical and human environment. Therefore, dfl environmental-
impact statement is not a necessary level of review.

2. Describe the level of public involvement for this project if
any and, given the compLexity and the seriousness of the
environmental issues associated with the proposed action, is
the l-evel- of pubLic invoLvement appropriate under the
circumstanceg?

The concept of Cooperative Habitat Manag:ement Aqreements pertaining
to livestock grazrrrg on the subject portion of Threemile WMA was
described. and analyzed in the 1,992 Plan and EA, and received
extensive public review and comment at that time. In that Plan and
EA (appended), FWP commiLted. to preparing a checklist EA at the
time of implementation to test for any site-specific considerations
in a particular project design, which is the purpose of this
document.

3. Duration of comrnent period if anys

N/A

4. Name, title, ad.d.ress and. phone number
Responsible for Preparing the EA:

Mike Thompson, Wildlife Biologist, Montana Fish,
320L Spurgin Road, Missoula, MT 59804
mthompson?mt. gov)

of the Person(s)

Wildlife & Parks,
(406-s42-5523;
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THIS LEASE .nt.r.d Into tH. 

- 

d.y of -Jj.l}-g-, 
df-. botwron th. td|t n D.p..tnfit ot F.h, Wlldlb f|d P.*., an rgcncy ol thc

Stn d rllootnr, whorc mCn addrco b P.O. gor ZOOZO!, l42O E-t Eth Avonro, Hclcne, lt/lontanr 59620{701, hcrceftcr rcfcrrcd to as thc

A , whorcrddrc' r J "/tt, 'T-hrco th'la

6
r,ic|.:,qadryb

ad lJ fn*t -,r, U,'
horceftcr rcfcrrcd to ar thc 'La...'.

OF BENEFIT TO VEGETATION & WILDLIFE:

County, morc partioulody

dcrodbcd In -Appcndlx A' .tl.oh.d horoto & inoorporttcd horoln.

Thc Dcpcrfmcnt, ln oonddcntf,on ol tho prymcnt of rcntCr $adfl.d In tl{r lccrc lnd thc muturl agrccmcntr oontincd ln tHr lcarc, lcorcc thc

propcrty dc36ribcd rbovc to tho Lcorc namcd cbow lor llvcrtodt gr.zirrg ptttpo.c. crtablirhcd for thc pcriod bcAinring

,fu+*.,*,rs fl"co* fl.,21, fr' 4oo1

Thc Lcrooc, in oonddorrtion of tho l...o ol th. p.oporty dcroribcd rbow rnd tft. rxrtu.l .gt.cmcnt. oontincd in lHr lcarc. hcrcby egrcce to pay

thc rcntd. lpcrificd in thir loer.

Thc pcrticr to tHr lc.rc mrtuolly rgrc. to tho followlng tcrmr rrd oondldonc:

l. CRAZ]IIIO SEABOI| Atilo CAPACITY. Thc grering .c..on horourdrr ir thc pcdod bcginning
A'Ii,
t/c Hk'r, ofthc3a.n Ycar.

A nuxirnrm of ;f;!Q- Adrn1l Unit Montlrr (AUM'r) of grrrlng l. pcndttcd during caoh ycarly gnring t...on. Rcntclc will bc pCd on thc

baeir of aotuC AUM'r grrrcd on thc lcatcd propcrty.

I Cow/CCl pCr r 1.O AUM 1 &tll - 1.0 AUM Ycading - O.8 AUM t Horrc - 1.25 AUM

2. REtrAL. Thcrcntrl t a /frt pcrAUMcaohyccr. E^J*'n- oN (Ee-
Pryrncnt b to bc in caeh.

'/n AUTOilANCfll.Y TERiIITIATES TI{I IllA8E. A TIOTICE Of RS{TAI DUE WIIJ' BE 8E{T TO I,EgsEE AT T}IE ABOVE

ADDREBd oitLy, tJNtEgB A cllANcE oF ADDREgs HA8 BCEI{ pRovp@ tt{ wntm{o ro r}tE DEPARTTTEI{T'8 LAl8oil Aa [rErlrlFlED lt{

Tllls IEA8E.

Thc Dcpcrtmcnt chall havc I licn upon Cl lmprovcmcnts, wh.th.r movablc or not, .nd llvcrtook grazcd upon thc l.rd for cny rcnteh duc thc

O.partm.nt.

REIITAL ADIrgTilEt{Ta. Tho Dcprrtmcnt rcacryc. th. rieht to d.tcrnlna th. er.zing oapaolty of thc lctsod lrndr andly or frorn *nc to timc

ar thc Dcprrtmcnt in ltr clirorrtion rhcll dctcnvJnc nooo..rry ld lo lmro..o or doorctrc tho gnzlng clpaoity. ll thc Dcpltmcnt dctcminc.

th.t th. gr.ring o.p.oity of thr loeood lmdr rhould bo lnoroood or dooromod. tho Lcooo .grc.. to pry cn inorc.rcd or dooror.od rcntd baecd

upon thc Drprrtrnent'r d.tanr{n don, providcd th. La.lfa aotudly gr.r.r Svcrtook to th. l.vd ol rny Incroorcd grcrlng o.9.oltY.

LEssEE AGREES TO:

al urc thc lsrdt ln c mcnnor thrt will not causa ovcr.grozing, rtloamb|nk dcnragc or othcr roil croion, cooording to thc uou.l lrd ourtom€ry

courr of gpod or.zing prrodoot.

bt U9 tho pron{g ody fol grrlng nlrpoaa.. Any otht uro of tho pronJror by Lcmcc without prlor writtcn epprovd of thr Dopertmcnt shcll

ublcot thl. lc.|. to |tnm.dirt omodlrtion.

o) Provido th. D.p.itm.nt wlth tho nrnrbrr ol AUM'r urod by Lt..oo on tho pron{rcr for thrt yorr.

d) Takc d rogonrblo prcolto6 to pr.wnt ffror rnd trke ruoh rotlonr r rrc witHn thc mcrnr of thc Lc||oc to aupprcre fircr'

c) Urc thc bnd in ruoh a nr.trncr I to oontrol grosh rnd rpr.ld of mriour wccde and to ptornot. oontcryation of lh. lca.cd lend..

0 Not oorvrnit w..tc or drrrrgo to tho lmocd lrrdr or dlow rny to bo donr.

el Comply with Cl rppliocblc hwr. rulrr md rcgulcdonr in rffcot .t ttr. d.t of thir loarc, or wHoh rnry, fronr tirnr to timo' bc rdoptcd.

h)|r'dcrr''ifY.rdho|dharwr|ccrth.D.p.'tmcnt,lt'officct.,agcnt..ndcnrp|oyccrogain.tcnycleimofdarnogptopc'lonolpropcrtyldeing

out ol u4 of tho lcarcd l.nd., axocpt lor any ouoh dcrrgr orrcd by tho nogligcmc or willful niroonduot of thc Doprrtmcnt, itr offiocrr,

.g.nit or crnployccr.

i) lnmcdirtCy, upon tcmrinction or cxplrction ol thc tcrm of tHr lc..c, pococebly rurrcrdcr rnd dclivcr up thc lccrcd landr to thc Dcpartmcnt.

D Not u6 the lcorod lrndr or t66 lccrc .gr.cm.nt or oollrtrnl for orcdlt flnrnolng, or ln any wcy wlioh would cnournb.r thc tidc to thc

-Trro ) ard cnding on

4.



p?oporty hcrcin dcecribcd. Failurc to complv with tH. ploviCon rholl antornrtioCly tcmrinatc this lcas. ard in no way rhall it bc construGd

rr to c.r.r.r thc Dcpartrncnt rny financlal obligotlon or rorpondbillty.

kl Not dirturb or rdnovc eny erohecological, trictodcel, or othcr oulturel lceturce or eny inrprovcmcnts wt*ch may currcntly cxiet, or rney be

found to cxiet, on thc prcniece.

ll Rcmcdice for Unauthorizod Urcr rrd Praoticce - ln thc av.nt thc lccrcc violatcs, by thc Dcportmont't dctcmrinotion, thc grazing plan

prceoribcd in Exhitlit 'Jf_' of this lcaec, thc lcs.oc rgrccr to pay a fcc cg{ral to 3 times thc nurvrbcr of animCe found in violation of the

grazing plan, Ttrir fcc will bc thrcc timcs thc AUM rcntC lcc arigncd by ttir lceec, of l- pcr AUM. Thc Dcpartrncnt st its solo

discrction, and in addition to othc. rcmodica providcd for in tH3 lcccc, may rcquirc tHe fcc of thc lceeqc. Thc lceacc agrcce to pay the fee

no latcr than th. tcm*nation datc of thie lcocc. lf thir lcaaa ir rcncwcd with thc lcrocc in subecqucnt ycor3, thc Dcpartmcnt at its solo

diecrction, moy rcducc tho nunrbcr of ar*mols allowod to grlzc thc land undcf this lcarc a multiplc of thtoc timca thc nunrbcr of anmale found

in violation, fot up to two ycorr .ftct th. year ol violation.

5. PUBUC ACCEAS. All landt lcarcd in thii agrcomont ehall rcmdn opcn to thc public for hunting, fiehing and othor rccrcationel ectivitice, subiect

to applicablc Fcdcral .nd St.tc lawr and rcgulatione.

S. HERBICIDES AND PEBT|C|DES. Lcsrcc .grcc. that rny u.c of hcrbloidcr or pcrticidce on thc lcarcd landr will bc in compliencc with cll

provirionr of FcdcrC .nd St.tc lowr rcAulcting ruch rubttano.t. Any.pplioction of ruoh tubstancca mult bc approvcd in advcncc, by thc

D.partmcnt'r liison ae idcntificd in thig lcaec.

hIPROVEIIIENTS. No irnprovcnrcntr msv bc placcd upon thc prcnrircr without prior writtcn approval bf th. Dcparttncnt.

TEnf,fllrlATloil. Thc Dcpertmcnt rc.crvc. thc powcr rnd authority, et ite dieorction, to tcrminatc thie leaec prior to cxpir.tion upon 6, Odaye

writtcn noticc lor violation ol rny of thc tcrms of thi, lcosc by Lca3cc, Tho Dcpartmcnt C8o rcscrvca thc powcr to canccl thir loarc for froud

or misrcprcecntstion, or lor conccCmcnt of factr rcleting to ita l.au., wHoh if known would havc prcvcntod itg igeuc in thc form ot to tho party

ieeucd; for using thr land lor othcr purposca than thosc cpcaifioCly alhorizcd by thc leaec, for any unlawful or othct nieuec of thc larda , and

for any othcr cousc whioh in tho pdgcrncnt of th. Ooportmcnt mckc! thc canocllation of thc loacc ncccgsory in otdcr to do iroticc to Cl partica

conccrncd, and to protcct thc intcrrst of thc Departrncnt, Notlo. of tcmination ghall bc dcemcd givcn upon dcpoeit in thc Unitcd st.tcs mails,

addrcaecd to tha L.ssc. at thc eddrceg shown abovc, unlcor a ohango of addrces har been providod in writing to thc Dcpsttmcnt's lisison. Th.

Laescc ahall, upon tcmrination of ttrie lcarc, prornptly and pccccably rurrcndcr poeeeseion and oocupancy of tha lcaood lande. lcavtng thcm in

ae good a condition aa cxictcd rt thc beoinning of thc tcrm of tNr lcosc. Upon euch tormination, ell dghte of thc Lcrecc in and to thc lceecd

landg sholl ccasr lnd thc Lcsccc shCl not bc cntided to rny rcfundo of rcntels psid. Tcrnination of thc leeec doce not tcrminatc thc Lcescc'e

liebility for rcntah acaruing prior to t.rmination.

sugt_EAslNo AND AgglGNMEtT. Lccccc chall not rubleatc or aceign cl or cny part of thc lcagcd larde or aeeign thir lceec in wholc or in part

to any othcr p.raon ol cntity. Such a rubloasc or areigrmcnt lrtornaticCly tctrninat.s thie lcaec.

MOOIFICATIONS. Ttrie documcnt con3titutc3 thc golc and cntirc cgrccmcnt bctwccn thc p.rtics. No etatemcnte, prorriece or irduccmcnt3 madc

by oither party wNch arc not contained in this agroomont arc valid or binding unlcee cvidenccd in writing and eigned by both partiee; cxcopt that

thc provisiono of Poragraph 3 may bc inrplemcntcd by writtcn noticc from thc Dcportmcnt.

8UCCESSOR8 lll INTERE8T. All tcrme, co.ditions and provieione of thir lcaec ehall be binding upon, inuro to the bcnofit of, and bc cnforceablc

by cnd upon thc eucocssorr in intcrcst of thc Doportmcnt cnd thc Lcrlcc.

lN WTTNESS WHEREOF, thc partice havc cxccutod tNr lcaec on tho dey ard ycor firrt abovc written'

Dircctor, Monten Fich, Wildlifc & Perka

Lcescc

7.

8.

9.

10.

11.

t 2. VEI{UE AND AppUCABtE lAW. Vcnuc lor .ny court action crlring urd.r thi. lcesc shell bc in tha Firet Judiciel Dietdct in and for thc County

of Lcwie cnd Clark, Montanc and tftir lcarc rhCl bc intcrprctcd rocording to thc lawe of tht Statc of Montana'

13. DEPARTII|EI{T ttAfSOttf . Thc Department derignater l'n, 
I 'iJlar^tO <,'--. , ae lieicon urdcr this lc68c'

Lceecc will mrkc rll official contscts with thc Dopartmcnt through thc lioiron. (

1 4. EPECIAL COI{DITIOil8: s-<4- 

^L, 
L,+ G ,,'.t1"'4)

IGRAZLS Rcvircd 8/95)
8E SURE TO INCLUDE APPENDIX'A' (LEGAL DESCRIPTION OF LAND ACTUALLY LEASED-OUN ANO EXHIBIT "

Dcprrtmcnt AltorncY APPtoval

_" GRAZING PLAN AS NEEDED.



APPENDIX A

The Department lands leased to the Brown Valley Ranch are part of the Threemile
Wildlife Management Area in Ravalli County, and are described as follows:

Township 10 North. Range 18 West
Section 18, portion of the S1/2 within Threemile WMA
Section 19Ell2



EXHIBIT B

The Brown North and Brown South pastures support mostly native rangeland vegetation,

and total approximately 800 acres in size. This Cooperative Habitat Management
Agreement will introduce a schedule of periodic rest to these annually grazed rangelands,

which will benefit native plants. Both Brown pastures and the WMA Pasture constitute
winter range for about 200 elk annually.

The WMA Pasture is approximately 300 acres in size and is vegetated with the pasture

grasses that the previous owner planted after these historically cultivated grainfields were

abandoned in the mid-20th century. The primary strategy for employing periodic
yearlong rest in this non-native plant community is to provide residual vegetation that
will extend the grazing capacity of the WMA Pasture in years when the growing season

treatment is schbduled. The introduction of gtazing to this pasture will improve the

forage palatability and quality of "tame" grasses, which decreases to levels lower than
those of native bunchgrasses in their mature and senescent phenological stages.

The stocking rate on the Ranch is determined by the landowners and based on ability to
comply with the grazing system. The stockingrate on the FWP pasture will be a

maximum of 100 cow-calf pairs and 5 bulls. The actual stocking rate will be lowered if
experience demonstrates that it will be necessary to maintain compliance with the grazing
system. Salt will be placed in a container (not directly on the ground) on the WMA, and

away from water, any fencelines, and any roads open to public use.

Grazing Plan (also see attached map)

" For animal husbandry purposes, cattle will not enter the grazing system until August 1,

2005. However, for the purposes of this GrazingPlan, the August-September 2005

treatment in the WMA Pasture will be considered as a growing season treatment in order

to obtain a second year of complete rest for the Brown North Pasture in2006, where new

yoody vegetation will be planted with a Future Fisheries gant.
o The fenced riparian subpasture of the Brown North Pasture will be rested to the extent
possible during grazingtreatment periods in2007 and 2008, as well as during periods of
yearlong rest in 2005,2006, and2009, to insure the initial establishment of woody
vegetation plantings along Three Mile Creek as part of the Future Fisheries Project.

Pastures 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009

WMA uAug I -
Late Sept.

Aug 1 - Late
Sept.

Yearlong
Rest

Early June -
Aug I

Aug 1 - Late
Sept.

Brown
North

Yearlong
Rest

Yearlong
Rest

bEarly June -
Aug 1

bAug 1-
Late Sept.

Yearlong
Rest

Brown
South

Yearlong
Rest

Early June -
Aug 1

Aug 1 -Late
Sept.

Yearlong
Rest

Early June -
Aug t



Lessee will grant the Department access to his lands included in this lease to monitor
range condition; utilization and trends as needed to properly conduct and evaluate the
grazingprogram. The Departrnent will perform monitoring tasks on Department-owned
pastures in this lease as well.
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