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Worksheet 12 

Criteria for Ranking and Scheduling Rangeland Investments 

Worksheet Column Criteria and/or Information 

11 Allotment name or number. 

12* Selective management category (M,I,C) from Worksheet 12. 

#3 Estimated total cost of improvements. 

#4* Estimated benefit/cost ratio of the improvement package 
for the allotment or group of allotments for which a 
"plan" will be prepared. Use SageRam model. 

IS* Internal Rate of Return (percent) aa calculated by 
SageRam mc;>del. 

16* Initial ranking (highest IROR first, etc.) 

17* Extent to which a critical resource value(s) exists and 
requires protection (E,H,H,L).** (Presence of threatened 
or endangered species, deteriorating riparian areas, 
fragile soils and/or severe erosion, public aafety, and 
health ha:r.ards are aome examples.) 

18* Existence of severe and/or controversial resource use 
conflicts (E,H,M,L).** 

19 

110* 

111• 

112* 

113* 

114* 

115 

116 

117 

118 

Percent of allotment in unsatisfactory range condition, 
Application of this criterion requires that a determina
tion be made as to whether the existing ecological aite 
condition is suited to ·the uses for which the area is to 
be managed, 

Actual percent reduction in livestock use proposed, 
based on the difference between most recent 3-year average 
of certified actual use and proposed initial atoclting 
level. Licensed use may be used if actual use is not 
known. 

Necessity of the proposed investments to maintain viabil
ity of this range livestock operation. From another 
viewpoint, wh.at is the importance of the investment 
package in preventing the operator from going out of a 
business (R,M,L)? 

Public controversy generated by the proposal to install 
improvements (E,R,M,L). 

Importance of improvements in achieving State/local 
government or other agency coordination goals (R,M,L). 

lJndiscounted cost per additional AUK from SageRam print
out. (Sum of costs for the 50 years divided by the aum. 
of additional AUH'• over the aame period.) 

Other criteria developed for the specific local planning 
a1tuat1on, other comments, etc. Aleo record any changes 
•ade in Management Category. Changes are~ required. 

Area .. nager'a ranking based on assessment of Bureauwide 
and local criteria. 

Ranking recommended by Dietrict Grazing Adviaory 'Board. 

Final ranking assigned by Dletrict Manager. 

*Required criteria; it the criteria does not apply, note with a zero (0). 
**E • Extreme, B • High, K • HediU111, L • Low 
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APPENDIX 1 

Glossary of Terms 

Benefit: The payments and/or economic value generated as a result of 
pursuing a particular course of action. In the context of investment 
analysis, services and other outputs are usually translated into dollar 
amounts. The course of action is the proposal to incur the costs 
associated with a rangeland investment (improvement) package. 

Benefit-Cost Ratio: The ratio of the present worth of benefits divided by 
the present worth of costs (both discounted to account for the time value 
of money). Used primarily in public investment evaluations, the technique 
helps to determine whether the economic benefits of an investment proposal 
equals or exceeds economic costs. 

Cost(s): The dollar amount of expenditures and value of nonpriced inputs 
required to achieve a particular objective. 

Costs, Total: All costs incured in the construction, operation, main
tenance and repair of an investment package that accomplishes a specified 
objective. 

Cost-Effectiveness: (Som~imes called cost-utility analysis.) A 
systematic examination and comparison of alternative courses of action 
(least-cost investment proposals) that might be undertaken to achieve 
differing but specified objectives. By identifying the costs associated 
with achieving each objective, a relationship can be defined to help 
decisionmakers select an "optimal" course of action. The technique is 
generally used in public expenditure/investment situations in which no 
objective way exists to evaluate a situation or when costs and benefits 
cannot be stated in commensurable terms. 

Internal Rate of Return: The discount or interest rate on an investment 
that will make the present value of expected benefits equal to the present 
value of the costs of implementing and maintaining the investment package 
(improvements) over a period of time, generally 50 years. 

Least-Cost: The least costly or expensive means of achieving a specific 
objective. 

Maintenance: Timely repair of an improvement in usable condition to 
extend its useful life for the purpose intended. Such 1·epair is performed 
as needed and is less than half the cost of new construction. 
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Operation: Routine use and function of an improvement, including those 
costs necessary to keep an improvement functioning. Operation usually 
refers to items such as energy costs, lubricants, and inspection costs 
commonly associated with pumps, wells, pipelines, etc. 

Opportunity Cost: The value of an opportunity foregone or the value of an 
alternative action not taken. 

Positive Economic Return: A return on an investment where the benefits 
received exceed the costs. 

Range Improvement: Any activity or program on or relating to the public 
lands that is designed to improve production of forage, change vegetative 
composition, control patterns of use, provide water, stabilize soil and 
water conditions, and provide habitat for livestock and wildlife. Range 
improvements may be structural or nonstructural. 

Structural Range Improvement: An improvement requiring placement 
or construction in order to facilitate management or control 
distribution and movement of grazing animals. Such improvements 
may include, but are not limited to, fences, wells, troughs, 
reservoirs, pipelines, and cattleguards. 

Nonstructural Range Improvement: A practice or treatment which 
improves rangeland condition and/or resource production for 
multiple use. Such improvements may include, but are not limited 
to, seedings; plant control through chemical, mechanical, biolo
gical means, or prescribed burning; water spreaders; pitting, 
chiseling, or contour furrowing. 

Reconstruction: Rebuilding an improvement after it has been damaged or 
has deteriorated to the point that repair constitutes more than half of 
the cost of new construction. 

SageRam Program: A BLM-developed computer program that adjusts or 
discounts costs and benefits for the time value of money. It provides a 
consistent basis for rangeland benefit-cost analyses and generates reports 
that managers and potential contributors can use to determine the economic 
feasibility of proposed investments in rangeland improvements. The 
reports document assumptions made in investment analyses and provide 
several measures of economic feasibility in addition to the B/C ratio. 

Willingness-to-Pay: The value of a good or service as determined through 
observation of market behavior between buyers and sellers or the economic 
value inputed for nonmarket goods as derived through a system consistent 
with the market mechanism. 

''With or Without" Analysis: Analysis of the situation in the allotment 
with the proposed improvements as compared to the situation in the 
allotment without the improvements. 
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Appendix 2--Private Grazing Land Lease Rates 

Grazing Fees--base data used in computing annual 
adjustment index. Monthly Rate (dollars) per head for 

pasturing cattle on nonirrigated private 
grazing land 

11 West N. Dak. s. Dalt. Neb. Kansas Okla. Tex. Idaho Wyo. Colo. N. Hex. Ore. Mont. Ariz. Utah 
Yearl States ! 

' 
1964 $1.84 ! $3.13 $3.75 $3.52 $2.76 $2.38 $3.33 $3.40 $3.51 $3.09 $3.15 $3.03 $2.86 $3.42 
1965 1.94 I 3.16 3.89 3.54 2.84 2.35 3.25 3.68 3.70 3.42 3.16 3.14 2.87 3.51 
1966 2.09 3,34 4.20 3.85 3.14 2.43 3.40 3.70 3,93 3.53 3.51 3.31 2.38 3.50 
1967 2.10 3.72 4.35 3.99 3.05 3.38 3.47 3.73 4.05 3.37 3.74 3.59 2.84 3.66 
1968 2.37 3.80 4.50 4.15 3.15 2.11 3.48 3.95 4.03 3.43 3.04 3.00 3.10 3.53 
1969 2.38 . , 3.76 4. 76 4.28 3.52 2.76 3.50 4.04 4.03 3.47 3.67 3.71 2.91 3.64 
1970 2.58 I 4.16 4.89 4.46 3.50 2.79 3,71 4.28 4.03 3.62 3.70 3.87 3.44 3.78 
1971 2.61 

i 
4.22 4.90 4.35 3.67 3.04 3.79 4.28 4.23 3.40 3.61 4.03 2.78 4.05 

1972 2.76 4.41 5.12 4.55 3.80 3.19 3,99 4.45 4.45 3.92 3.80 4.32 2.52 4.34 
1973 3.00 

I 
4.69 5.78 4.97 4.23 4.12 4.41 4.98 5.11 4.10 4.20 4.82 2.79 4.81 

1974 4.13 5,79 7 .16 6.40 5.11 4.14 5.43 5.81 5.51 4.41 5.29 6.87 3.21 5.51 
1975 4.17 6.22 8.04 6.56 4.38 3.72 6.55 6.27 5.71 4.94 5.11 7.03 4.60 5.76 
1976 4.39 6.41 9.61 12.86 4.62 3.96 6.14 7.07 6.26 5.15 5.18 7.38 5.63 6.04 
1977 4.49 8.91 9.77 11.97 5.43 4.58 6.20 7.06 6.11 5.83 5.26 7.28 4.90 6.88 

Year2 3) I 
:I 

1978 5.56 9.21 10.23 9.11 5.67 4.27 6.43 8.09 7.26 5.94 6.64 7.79 3.42 5,73 
1979 6.29 10.13 11.20 9.97 5.94 4.65 6.47 8.74 8.12 6.83 6.88 7.78 4.63 6.30 
1980 $7,88 6.35 11. 79 11.96 9.16 4.17 7.06 6.61 8.37 8.26 4.50 7.56 9.07 4.54 5.78 
1981 8.83 8.69 11.97 13.81 9.06 5.88 6.78 8.20 7.93 8.20 6.98 7.54 9.40 5.60 7.24 

IData froaa General Fal'll Questionnaire 
20ata from June Enumerative Survey 

Source: ESS-Econ; work sheets; reflects data as originally published and not rounded. 
Will not agree with data published since 1975 

3) Data is currently published in December issue of Agricultural Prices by USDA, Statistical Reporting Service, 
Crop Reporting Board, Washington, D.c. 20250. See: "Data Provided To Forest Service, USDA and Bureau of 
Land Management, USDI, For Computation of Grazing Fees." 

·i 
1 
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Nev. Wash. Calif. 

$4.28 $3.17 $4.02 
4.00 2.98 4.02 
4.06 3.26 4.08 
N/A 3.32 3.93 
4.43 3.63 3.71 
4.43 3.62 3.95 
4.76 3.66 4.44 
4.32 3.63 4.44 
3.94 3.53 4.52 
4.36 3.91 4.72 
5.41 5.36 6.78 
5.62 6.04 5.54 
7.50 5.81 6.99 
8.21 5.83 5.81 

4.10 6.67 8.07 
2.55 7.29 8.19 
6.19 7.39 8.80 
6.29 8.18 10.48 



APPENDIX 3 

Recreation Day Values for Use in Benefit/Cost 
Analyses of Rangeland Investments* 

Introduction 

Responsible public administrators and successful business managers 
understand and use information gathering and analysis procedures that 
include: 

(1) Identification of (rangeland) management or use 
objectives; 

(2) Consideration of alternative practices or improve
ments (investments) that will achieve the desired 
result; 

(3) Comparison or evaluation of the alternative means 
of achieving their objective; and 

(4) A conscious decision to initiate or invest in those 
actions or improvements that will most efficiently 
accomplish their objective. 

While some managers like .to try new or interesting practices, nearly all 
understand that their credibility and survival is dependent upon a 
thoughtful analysis like that just described. 

Since a substantial amount of outdoor recreation occurs on public lands or 
involves the use of public resources and markets for such recreation do 
not usually exist, it is difficult to establish accepted values or prices 
for much wildlife related and other outdoor recreation. That society 
values such recreational and environmental resources is seldom disputed. 

This paper provides recreation related benefit values, as estimated by 
individuals familiar with private market data and economic studies that 
simulate market behavior. These values should be used in rangeland 
investment analyses unless local data exists. 

*The information presented here is summarized from a more comprehensive 
report titled "Recreation Day Values for Use in Benefit-Cost Analysis of 
Oregon's Allotment Management Plans," prepared by Hans Radke for the 
Oregon State Office, Bureau of Land Management, in April 1982. 
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Recommended Values 

After reviewing existing studies and reports, a U.S. Forest Service (FS) 
task force recommended that the values shown in Table 1 be used in 
resource management planning on forests within each of their regions. 
The values shown in Table I are values per activity day, which is the unit 
of recreation use measurement commonly used by State and local wildlife 
and recreation agencies. An activity day consists of a visit by an 
individual to an area for hunting, fishing, camping, etc. during any 
portion or all of a 24-hour day. 

The typical number of hours spent, by activity, for each activity day is 
shown in Table 2. 

The FS and some other Federal agencies use a unit of recreation use 
measurement called the Recreation Visitor Day (RVD). An RVD consists of 
12 hours of recreation activity. The values shown in Table 3 represent 
the estimated value of recreation per RVD, by activity, for each of the FS 
regions. 

The values in Tables 1 and 2 were derived from the same basic information. 
To convert a value as shown in Table 1 to the value as shown in Table 3: 
(1) find the value for the activity and region in Table 1 and (2) multiply 
the value by the multiplier shown for the same activity and region (this 
multiplier is the result of dividing the average hours per activity into 
12). The result is the yglue per RVD. 

Updating the .values: Since the FS values were developed in 1978 for use 
in their 1980 Resources Planning Act, they should be updated using the 
consumer price index (CPI) (see current Survey of Business for CPI 
values.) 

State and District Office personnel will likely find it helpful to obtain 
a copy of the complete report prepared by Radke (contact WO 222) for 
examples of how State agency data can be used to calculate the average 
hunter days/animal harvested value per animal harvested, etc. 
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Appendix 3--Table 1. Average regional dollar values per activity day for wildlife and fish-dependent 
recreation on National Forest System lands, 

Forest Service Region* 
Activity 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

Hunting: 

Big Game $10k50 10.50 10,50 10.50 10.50 10,50 10,50 '10.50 10.50 10.50 

Waterfowl $ 8.00 8.00 8.00 8.00 8.00 8,00 8.00 8.00 8.00 8.00 

Small Game $ 8.00 8,00 8.00 8.00 8.00 8.00 8.00 8,00 8.00 8.00 

Upland Birds $ 8.00 8.00 8.00 8.00 8.00 8,00 8,00 8.00 8.00 8.00 
l 

Nature Study, 
Wildlife (non..-
game use) $ 7,25 7,25 7.25 7.25 7.25 7,25 7,25 7.25 7.25 7.25 

Fishing: 

Cold Water . $ 5,25 5.25 5.25 5,25 5.25 5.25 5.25 5.25 5.25 5.25 

Warm Water $ 5.25 5.25 5.25 5.25 5.25 5.25 5.25 5.25 5.25 5.25 

Ice Fishing $ 5.25 5.25 5.25 5,25 5.25 5.25 5.25 5,25 5.25 5.25 

Salt Water 
(Anadromous 
Sport Fishing) $19.50 -- -- 19.50 19.50 19.50 19.50 -- 19.50 19.50 

* Region 1 Wyoming Region 4 . Region 6 Source; U.S. Forest Service Memorandum 
North· Dakota South Dakota Utah Oregon 1920 and Management Planning 

1:11 Montana Nevada Washington ~'Unit Values to be Used in 
::s Idaho Idaho Forest Planning;" February 24, () 
I-' 1981. . 
w Region 2 ·Region 3 Region 5 
I Colorado Arizona California N 

°' Kansas New Mexico 
Nebraska 



Appendix 3--Table 2. Average Regional Hours Per Activity Day (HAD) and Multiplers (HTP) to Transform Values Per 
Activity Day to Values per RVD 

Forest Service Reglon 

Activity Entry! 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

Hunting: 
HAD 6.0 5.0 7.3 7.1 6.0 7.6 7.0 6.8 6.8 

Big Game MTP 2.0 2.4 1.6 1.7 2.0 1.6 1.7 1.7 1.8 
HAD 4.0 3.0 3.6 3 3.4 4.6 4.2 4.0 5.0 

Waterfowl MTP 3.0 4.0 3.3 4.0 3.5 2.6 2.9 ! 3.0 2.4 
HAD 4.0 4.0 3.9 4.3 3.5 3.8 4.6 i 4.4 3 

Small Galle MTP J.O 4.0 3.0 2.8 3.4 3.1 2.6 3.0 4.0 
HAD 4.0 4.0 3.8 4.4 3.4 4.4 4.7 I 4.4 2.5' 

Upland Birds MTP 3.0 3.0 3.1 2.7 3.5 2.7 2.6 2.7 3.0 

Nature Study, 
Wildlife non-
game use) HAD 3.0 3.0 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 

Kl'P 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 
Fishing: 

HAD 4.0 . 4.0 4.1 4.3 3.9 4.3 4.5 3.7 4.0 
Cold Water MTP 3.0 3.0 2.9 2.8 ·I 3.0 2.8 2.7 3.2 3.0 

HAD 4.0 3.0 3.7 3.0 3.0 3.5 4.4 J.8 
Warm Water MTP J.O 4.0 3.2 4.0 3.3 3.4 2.7 3.1 

HAD ' 4.0 3.0 3 4.0 3.5 3 - 3.1 I i Ice Fishing MTP I 3.0 .4.0 4.0 3.0 3.4 4.0 - 3.8 3 I ; 

4.0 
Salt Water 
( Aad r0111ou a HAD 4.0 - - 4.2 5.0 4.1 - 4.2 5.0 
Sport Fishing) MTP 3.0 - - 2.9 2.4 2.9 - ' 2.6 2.1 

IDerived from data included in 1530 (2800) letter to Directors of Recreation of various agencies froa Director of Recreation 
g' Management, 6/24/76. Activity duration factors (HAD) were revised 11/80 by the Division of Recreation 
~ Management • . 
'!' 2HTP • (12) - (HAD) 
N 
~ 

31n order to meet requirements that values only be established for activities requiring all or a substantial portion 
of a 24-hour period, minimum average length of activity day must be 3.0 hours. 

Source: ·Defining Recreational Values Dependent on Wildlife and Fish to be used in Regional and Forest Lands and Resource 
Management Planning, July 18, 1980. Report of a Wildlife and Fish Valuea Task Force Established by Director RPA (USDA). 

I . 

i 
1· 
I 
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Appendix 3--Table 3. Average Regional Dollar Values Per RVD for Wildlife and Fish-Dependent Recreation 
to be Uaed in Comparing Forest Plan Alternatives 

Forest Service Region* 

Activit l 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

Bunting& 

Bi& Gaae 21.00 2s.oo 16.30 17.50 21.00 16.80 17.85 11.85 18.90 

Waterfowl i 24.00 32.00 26.40 32.00 2e.oo 20.80 23.20 24.00 19.20 

Small Game r i 24.00 32.00 24.00 22.40 21.20 24.80 20.80 24.00 32.00 I 
! 

Upland Birds ! 24.00 32.00 24.80 21.60 28.00 21.00 20.80 21.60 24.00 

Nature Study. 
Wildlife non-
game uae} ' 29.00 29.00 29.00 29.00 29.00 29.00 29.00 29.00 29.00 

1iahing: 

Cold Water 15. 75 15.75 15.20 14.70 15. 75 \ 14.70 14.20 16.80 15.75 

Warm Water 15. 75 21.00 16.80 21.00 11.30 11.8s u.20 16.JO 

Ice Fishing 15.75 21.00 . 21.00 15. 75 17.85 21.00 - 19,95 21.00 

Salt Water 
(Anadromoua 
Sport Fishing) 58.50 - - 56.55 46.80 56.55 - so. 70 40.95 

* Region l Wyoming . Region 4 Region 6 Source: "Defining Recreational Valuea Dependent on 
North Dakota South Dakota Utah Oregon Wildlife and Fiah to be uaed in Regional 
Montana Nevada Washington and Forest Landa and Resource Management 
Idaho Idaho Planning." July 18, 1980. Report of a 

S' Wildlife and Fiah Values Taak Force 
r> Region 2 Region 3 Region 5 Established by Director RPA. u.s. Forest ... . Colorado Arizona California Service 

"" ltansaa New Mexico 
I 

Nebraska N 
Ot 

..... 
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Pinyan-Juniper Chaining: Pinyan Juniper (P-J) chaining is still an 
accepted rangeland improvement technique and should be considered along 
with other vegetation manipulation techniques when resource conditions and 
planning considerations suggest that it is technically and environmentally 
feasible. Application of the Bureau's investment analysis procedures will 
help determine economic feasibility. 

Proposed P-J chainings should be conducted in a timely manner, consistent 
with rangeland improvement implementation schedules, as identified in 
Range Program Summaries and AWP investment rankings. 

Current policy emphasizes the sale and beneficial use of all woodland 
products. However, if local market conditions such as distance from local 
markets, availability of other free or less costly wood products (i.e., 
firewood, posts, poles, etc.) or a lack of interest in offered materials 
exists, the authorized officer can decide to initiate the proposed 
chaining. Proposed chainings should be scheduled with sufficient lead 
time to evaluate whether wood products can be marketed and to allow time 
fo.r input from the other resource desciplines. 

Prescribed Burning: Prescribed burning is an effective and accepted 
technique for vegetation management. It has been used quite successfully 
in some areas and appears to have the potential for wider use. It is 
particularly effective in situations where vegetation--fuel conditions 
meet certain criteria. Prescribed burning should follow similar planning 
and analysis considerations as those described above. Investment analysis 
procedures must be applied to proposed prescribed burns to ensure that the 
most cost-effective technique is selected. Measures should be taken to 
assure that the fire will be controlled and that property and life are 
protected. Bureau Manual Section 9211.3 provides guidance on prescribed 
burning. 

Other Methods: Several other mechanical methods of vegetation management 
exist and are being utilized with success. Sale and physical removal of 
woodland products is desirable when market conditions permit. Questions 
concerning the acceptability and effectiveness of alternative techniques 
may be directed to the Division of Rangeland Resources (W0-222) at FTS 
653-9210. 

Occasionally, circumstances require that tests or trials of methods be 
conducted to determine which method is most cost effective. When this is 
the case, trial acreages should not exceed 1 percent of the total land 
area in need of treatment. Exceptions may be necessary if a larger area 
is needed to ensure valid test results. In all such trials, detailed cost 
records shall be kept, and the effectiveness of the treatments shall be 
monitored and recorded. Periodic monitoring of trial sites must continue 
so that long-term effectiveness and impacts can be studied. A report 
shall be submitted to the Director annually on the results and progress of 
the trials. That report must include cost and effectiveness data and the 
results of long-term monitoring of the site for impact assessment of 
impacts. 
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Bureau Manual Section 9222, Appendix_ 2, provides guidance for both pre
and post-treatment analyses of test sites. Reasonable modifications of 
report format and content may be made to fit the needs of specific 
programs. 
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TAJLE l . 
Allot.' I----
Date: -----

LOCATION DATA 

(01) ---
St.ate 

DATA PREPARED BY: 

APPENDIX 5 
. . 

lANGELAND INVESfHENI' ANALYSIS 
EXIsr ING PROraAM Dt\T A 

Allot. 
Ho. 

. ' 

Prog. Base 
ldent. Year 

(02) Range Conservationist 
-LastN---------

(04) Wildlife Biologist 
-La~t Name--------

5rRUcrURAL PROJECTS 

(06) Springs (No.) 

(07) Reservoirs (No.) 

(08) Wells (No.) 

(09) Pipelines .(Mi.) 

(10) Fences (i'll.) 

(11) Cattleguards (No.)· 
Other Projects Unit 

(12) --------- < __ ) 
. (13) ( ) --------- --
(1~~ ________ ...; < __ ) 

NON5rRUCTURAL PROJECTS 

(15) Mech • . Control (Ac.) 

(16) Chem. Control (Ac.) 

(17) Burning (Ac.) 

(18) Seeding (drill) (Ac.) 
Other Projects • Unit 

(19) ( __ ) ---------
(20) ( __ ) _____ ,... ___ 
(21) < __ ) ---------

TO!AL ANN. MAINI'. 
NUMBER cosr % BLM 

LIFE TO!AL REPLACEHENI' 
SPAN cosr z BU1 

·-- ---- ----

(05) . -i.as'tiiaiie _____ _ -~----- .. title 

NUMBER OF UNITS BY AGE CLASS 
0-4 5-9 10-14 15-19 20-25 I +25 

----
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~ tML! l 
¥. Allot.I'#.:.,. __ -

··· LIVESfOCK FORAGE 

(22) Liveatock AUMs 

l!CREATION USE 

(23) Deer Hunting Days CHDs) 

(24) ·Elk BDs 

(25) Other Big Game BDs 

(26) Waterfowl HDs 

(27) Upland & Small Game HDs 

(28) Warm Water Angler Days (ADs) 

(29) Cold Water ADs 

(30) Inland AnadrOO>QJs ADs 

(31) D~lpd. Site Rec. Days (RDs) 

(32) Dispersed Use RDs 

(33) tbn-Ca:D2 Wildlife RDs 

SOIL/WATER BENEFITS 

INf<ZIA'ID INVEST1£ITT ANALYSIS 
PR.OGRAM BENEFITS 

WE FIRST LEVEL SECOND LEVEL 
~ :n~t~ IYr 

Units Yr 

-·· 
-~- ----

---- ----
---- ----
---- ----

---:- ---- ---- -
---- --- -
---- ----
---- - - ---
---- - - --

-- - - --- - ----
- - -- ----
--- - ----

THIRD LEVEL FOURI'H LEVEL 

un;ts IY~ Unhs _]Yr 

---- ----
---- ----
---- ----
---- - ---
- - - ----
---- --- -
--- - - ---
--- - - - - -
---- - - - -
- - - - -- - -
--- - ---- -.. 

(34) Annual Maintenance Cost & 
· Losses due to Sedimentation 
& F~ooding fran allotment 

___ I ____ I_ I ____ J _I ____ ,_, ____ J -

OI'HER OU!PtrrS 
Output Type Unit 

(3.5) 

(36) 

(37) ------r-----
(38) % of Livestock AUMs available between & at the Final Level. 

---- --- Date ___ _ 

Encl. 3-33 
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II 'JA;!L! 12 
Al tot. I_...;. __ 

»ate: -----

LOCATION DATA 

D.\TA PREPARED BY: 

(02) 
-~----------Last Name 

(04) ------------Last Nmie 

STRUCTURAL PROJECTS 

(06) Springs (No.) 

(07) Reservoirs (No.) 

(08) Wells (No.) 

(09) Pipeline (Mi.) 

(10) Fences (Mi.) 

(11) Cattleguards (No.) 
Other Projects Unit 

(12) -------- ( _ _) 

(13) . . ( ) -------- --
(14) -------- < __ ) 

NONS!RUCTURAL PROJECTS 

(15) Mech. Control (Ac.) 

(16) Chem. Control (Ac.) 

(17) Burning (Ac.) 

(18) Seeding (drill) (Ac.) 
Other Projects Unit 

(19) ( ) -------- --
(20) -------- ( __ ) 

(21) - - ·- - - - - - ( __ ) 

IANCELAND INVEsrMENT ANALYSIS 
Al.TERNA! IVE PROrnAM DATA 

lange Conservationist 

Wildlife Biologist 

FIRsr I N~ 
MAIN! UNITS 1 

Allot.-
Ro. 

• 
(03) 

Lut Name 

(05) ------------Lut Name 

Prog. iase
Ident. Year 

-------Titl.e 

CONS!RDCTION cosr BY YEAR ANN. MAIN!. 
2 3 4 5 %BLM cosr %BLM ---1---

LIFE 
SPAN 

N~ 

UNITS 1 

---
CONSTRUCTION cosr BY YEAR REPLACEMENI' 

2 3 4 s %BLM cosr :sL~ 

(22) Permittee Costs:---- W:>rkdays (23) 8Ui Costs:---- W:>rkdays 

Encl. 3-34 
I • 



TA!U 2 
Allot. I----

LIV!STOCK FORAGE 

(24) Livestock AUHs 

RECREATION USE 

(25) Deer Hunting Days CHDs) 

(26) Elk HDs 

(27) Other Big Game HDs 
. 

(28) Waterfowl HDs 

(29) Upland & Small Game HDs 

.(30) Warm Water.Angler Days (ADs) 

(31) Cold Water ADs 

(32) Inland Ana:irOIDQJs ADs 

(33) Devlpd. Site Rec. Davs (RDs) 

(34) Dispersed Use RDs 

(35.) lbn-Came Wildlife RDs 

SOIL/WATER BENEFITS 

IANGE LAND I NVESTI£NT ANALYSIS 
PROOWi BENEFITS 

BASE FIRSl' LEVEL SECOND LEVEL 
LEVEL Units I Yr Un~ts Jr .... 

---- ----
---- ----
---- ----
---- ----
---- ----
---- ----

···--- ---- - --·--. 

---· 

. : ., 
t ' . 

' 
' 

I I 
~ I 

THIRD LEVEL FOURI'H LEVEL 

Units_ l'r Units ]Yr 

• 

---- ----
---- ----
---- ----
---- ----
---- ----
---- ----
---- -~---

(36) Annual Maintenance Cost & 
Losses due to Sedimentation 

•• & Flooding from allot11Ent 

-~ ·_I ____ I _·f ____ J _I ____ I_ I ____ J·_ 
orHER OtrrPtrrS 

Output Trpe Unit 

(37) _:_ _________ _ 

(38) 

(39) 

(40) % of Livestock AIJMs available between & at the Final Level. ---- ---'Date ___ _ 

. " 

Encl. 3-35 
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.. . . ... . . . . .... . . -
AGE nio ALLOTMENT NUMBER:xxxx ALLOTMENT NAHE:xxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxx 

·-- --- -·· ··------· ---· -··- · ·~-- -----· --··- · ··- ···- · ·- ···- --------· --ATA PREPARED BY:xxxxxxxxxxxx-RANGE CONS. 
. XXXXX~XXXXXX-WILDLIFE BIOL. 

xxxxxxxxxxxx-xxxxxxxxxxxxxx 
.xxxxxxxxxxxx-xxxxxxxxxxxxxx 

-~LTERNATIVE PROGRAH COST DATA 
***************************** 

PROGRAH_IOENT:xxxx 

TRUCTURAL FIRST 
ROJECTS -MA I~.fi ·--N-EW CONS-TifUCTJ oN"Cas·r-BYYE-AR___ ·-·ANN:"ttt.":iNT.-· 
********* <YRS> UHITS 1 2 J 4 5 XBLH COST %~L~ 
PRINGS xx xxxxx NO xxxxx ·-xx·xx-x-··-·xx-xxx --·xr.·xxx xxxxx xxx $XXXXX xxx 
ESERVOIRS XX XXXXX NO XXXXX XXXXX XXXXX XXXXX XXXXX XXX $XXXXX XXX 
ELLS XX XXXXX NO XXXXX XXXXX XXXXX - XXXXX XXXXX XXX $XXXXX XXX 
ENCES .. _____ _ ':C_X_~x~~x HI xxxxx xx~~-x-~xxxx XX)(~~_ ':(_XX.~~~~~- -~xx~-~~-~~L 
ATTLEGDS. xx xxxxx NO xxxxx xxxxx xxxxx xxxxx xxxxx xxx ~xxxxx xxx 
xxxxxxxxx xx xxxxx YY xxxxx -- ~~xxx_.~x~xx xxxxx xxxxx xxx sxxxxx xxx 
XXXXXXXXX XX XXXXX YY XXXXX XXXXX XXXXX XXXXX XXXXX XXX $XXXXX XXX 
xxxxxxxxx __ --~)'.( __ -~_xx_~~ YY ___ _!~~XL~Xx~_~xx~~ ---~)5X_~~-- ~?.C.X?CX_!C.~~-. sxx)5~~-~)(~ 

ONSTRUCTURAL LIFE RO.JEC_T_S _ _ --s PA_N ___ N_E_IJ ______ CONS T F\ UC TIO N COS 1 B Y-'f"E.AR 
********* <YRS) UNITS 1 2 3 4 5 %BLH 
ECH ;cTRL • . - . XX- XXXXX-- AC- xxxxx-·xxxx·;)( XXXXX- - xxxxi· XXXXX XXX 
HEM.CTRL. XX XXXXX AC XXXXX XXXXX XXXXX XXXXX XXXXX XXX 
-URNING xx·· ·--xxxx)CAc xxxxx··--xxxxx · xx·xxx··- xx)fxx xxxxx xxx 
:EEDING xx xxxxx AC xxxxx~ xxxxx xxxxx xxxxx xxxxx xxx 
:xxxx·xxxxx ·- - ··xx xxxYx't'Y-·xxxx5c-xxxxx-xx·xx·x--xxxxx- xxx5f:i(- ·xxx· 
:XXXXXXXXX XX XXXXX YY XXXXX XXXXX XXXXX XXXXX XXXXY. XXX 
:xxxxxxxxx xx ·xxxxx·- vv · xxxxx ··-·xxxxx xxxxx - xxxxx xxxxx xxx 

·ERMITTEE WORKDAYS: XX~D~f~ $XXXXX · --Bl°~t°WORKDAYS: XXXDAYS 

REF'LACEME.NT 
COST XBLH 

$xxxxxx·- ·xxx-
sxxxxxx xxx 
sxxxxxx xxx 
sxxxxxx xxx 
sxxxxxx - ·xxx-
sxxxxxx xxx 
sxxxxxx xxx 

$XXXXX 

. - ------ ·------·- ----------·-···---------- -·-·-·--···--- - --·-- -·-··-- -------
. ALTERNATIVE PROGRAM BENEFIT DATA 

- · ··---- - .. ~ -·--****i****i***i:«•****i***.******** 
1NNUAL OUTPUTS BASE FIRST LEVEL SECOND LfVEL THIRD LEVfL FOURTH LEVEL 
:**************** LEVEL . - - UNITS-- YR UNITS. YR UNITS YR UNITS - YR 
.IVESTOCK AUMS XXXXX XXXXX XX XXXXX XX XXXXX XX XXXXX XX 
)EER--HuN1THG-DAYs--x:x·xxx--x-x-xxx-xx xxxxx-x-x-··· - xxxx-x--·xx--·xxx,c-x ·- -xx--
~LK CHDs> XXXXX XXXXX XX XXXXX XX XXXXX XX XXXXX XX 
JTH.BIG GAHE(ADs> xxxxx xxxxx · xx xxxxx xx xxxxx xx xxxxx xx 
JATERFOWL <HDs> XXXXX XXXXX XX XXXXX XY. XXXXX XX XXXXX XX 
JPLAND&SMALL GAME XXXXX XXXXX XX XXXXX XX XXXXX XX XXXXX XX 
JARM YATER <ADs> XXXXX XXXXX XX XXXXX XX XXXXX XX XXXXX XX 
; ~Lri ·~ATERcAtls > xxxxx--·--x·xxxx-xx-·- ·x;ocxx- -)oc--·- --xxxxx ·-·x:x--xxxxx -xx---
:NLAND ANAD. <ADs) XXXXX XXXXX XX XXXXX XX XXXXX XX XXXXX XX 
:it SPERSE USE <Ros>- ·xxxxx xxxxx xx xxxxx ·· ·xx xxxxx xx xxxxx xx 
JEVLPD SITE CRDs> XXXXX XXXXX XX XXXXX XX XXXXX XX XXXXX XX 
IONGAME &JLDF ( RDs )- - xxxxx xxxxx xx ___ xxxxx xx . - · · ·xxxxx xx xxxxx xx 
iOlLlYATER LOSSES txxxxx sxxxxx xx sxxxxx xx $XXXXX xx sxxxxx xx 
:xxxxtxxxxx:f:..xxx · --$xxx·x-x--·- · sxxxxx-··-xx---ixxxxx-·· ·xx·-- -ixxxxiC · xx··- ixxxxx- xx--
:xxxxxxxxxxx-xxx sxxxxx sxxxxx xx sxxxxx xx sxxxxx xx •xxxxx xx 
'. XXXXXXXXXXX - XXX SXXXXX SXXXXX XX tXXXXX XX SXXXXX XX SXXXXX XX 

:xxz OF LIVESTOCK AUHS -ARE AVAILABLE BET~EEN ~x1xx·i XX/XX AT THE FINAL LEVEL 

Encl,'3-36 
old bctable1 



PAGE ONE RANGELAND INVESTMENT ANALYSIS DATE:XX/XX 
'" t • *'***'**********:l****'*•***** TittE:xxxxx .. __ ,_ __ __._ .. _________ . ___ .. ---·------··-- -···-·-·---- ·---·-· -----

\ 

:~:~~i~~: xxxxxxxxxxxx -- · - . .. ALLOT NO: xxxx·-- -·-· . . - •· ·-· ..... . PROGRAM . IDEHT: x: 
RESOURCE AREA: xxxxxxxxxxx~ .. _ ALLOT NAHE : _x_xx~~xxxxxxxxxxxxxxx BASE YEAR! x: 

~ATA PREPARED BY:XXXXXXXXXXXX-RANGE CONS. xxxxxxxxxxxx-xxxxxxxxxxx~ 
- - . -- -- -- . ····xxxxx-xxxxxYX--WILDLIFE- sTor:--··---- Xxx:<)Cxxxxxxx·:..xx;cxxxxXXXX) 

. . . --- ···-··-··--··---EXISTING PROGl::AH. COST--DATA - -- ··---····---·--- ·· 

STRUCTURAL ************************** F'J\:OJECTS ··---····---- . - . - - .. --·-·-· -·· . --- - ·- ···- ----· ·· -- -··-- -· ··- -

•*********** UNITS TOTAL ANNUAL HAJNT. COST 
SPRINGS XXXXX NO SXXXXX----xxx·r.a~L-M:------·-

RESERVOIR XXXXX NO SXXXXX XXX%BLH 
UELLS x·xxxxN"o ____ tX-:fxxx XXX%BLH ___ ---··- ---
FENCES XXXXX HI tXXXXX XXX%BLM CATTLEG·os.. XXXXX-NO- - · -·i'xxxxx----XXXXBLH ________________ _ 
XXXXXXXXXX XXXXX YY $XXXXX XXXXBLH xxxxxxxxxx xxxxx yy sxxxxx XXXXBL_H __________________________ __ 
XXXXXXXXXX XXXXX YY SXXXXX XXXXBLH -- ..... .. . -------- - ---- ---·---.. --·-·--·-· .. - ----·------·-·- ---
NONSTRUCTURAL LIFE 
Pr<OJECTs-··--··-·sF'AN·---· tofACREPLACEHEN·T-·· - --· · NuM-BER OF UNi1"5_B_Y AGE- GROU_P __ _ 
-.*********** <YRS> COST %BU1 1-5 6-10 11-15 16··20 21-25 
ttEcH·. cTRL~ Ac- --xx-- sxx")c"xx xxx--xxx·xx-xxxxx-·-xx·xx-x-·xxxxx-xxX"xx->o( 
~HEM.CTRL.AC XX tXXXXX XXX XXXXX XXXXX XXXXX XXXXX XXXXX XX . 
'URNING ... AC·----·· xx···---·-- ·sxxxx.x-. -·-. xx-x-- -· xxxxx-··· xxxxx·- ·xxxxx-· ·xxxxx· - xxxxx- · ·xx: 
SEEDING AC XX SXXXXX XXX XXXXX XXXXX XXXXX XXXXX XXXXX XX ; 
XXXXXXXXXXYY xx- .. -· sxxxxx·- - xxx XXXX)C xxxxx xxxxx xxxxx xxxxx . xx : 
XXXXXXXXXXYY xx sxxxxx xxx xxxxx xxxxx xxxxx xxxxx XXXAX xx · 
xxxxxx xx xx Y ..,--·-···)(x ··---.-x x-xxx ~xr-·--xxx~~xxx x--· xxxx-x · -xx xx x-·x xx xx-·· xx 

·· · · --- - · - ---··-· ·· 1:xrsffi.fl3F·RoGRA~CBENEFiT- DAtA. ·· 

***************************** 
ANNUAL OUTPUTS BASE FIRST LEVEL SECOND LEVEL THIRD LEVEL FOURTH LE ' ****ti********-**_* _LEVEL UNITS YR -UNifs-·YR ____ UNITS--Y-R--··uNiTSY 
LIVESTOCK AUHS XXXXX XXXXX XX XXXXX XX XXXXX XX XXXXX X 
DEER HUNTING t1AYS -- xxxxx · xxxxx xx . xxxxx x>: xxxxx xx·- .. . xxxxx x 
ELK <HDs> XXXXX XXXXX XX XXXXX XX XXXXX XX XXXXX X 
OTH.BIG GAHE<HOs> xxxxx xxxxx-· ·xx xxxxx xx xxxxx xx xxxxx x 
WATE~FOWL <HDs> XXXXX XXXXX XX XXXXX XX XXXXX XX XXXXX X 
UPLArHi is HAL. L- -G AHE-x xx xx-xx x ix-·xx-- xx x·x x-xx---;cx»< x~c-x-x--->c"x xx x- x 
WARH ~ATER CADs> XXXXX XXXXX XX XXXXX XX XXXXX XX XXXXX X 
COLD UAT ER c AD s > · - - xxxxx-· -- ·xxxxx-·xx .. ·· · xxxxx ··xx·····- ·xx:<xx xx- - ·· · ·xxxxx x 
INLAND ANAD. CADs> XXXXX XXXXX XX .XXXXX XX XXXXX XX XXXXX X 
DISPERSE usE < RD.s ,-- xxxxx · · ·xxxxx ..... ·xx - ··-·· xxxxx .. xx · ·- - xxxxx ·xx- ·· xxxxx-- ·x 
DEVLPD SITE <RDs> XXXXX XXXXX XX XXXXX XX XXXXX XX XXXXX X 
No NG A ME u L ri'I=' c R 11 sr- x xYx x xx xxx-xx-· - xx-x-x·x-xx---- xx xx x-x x · · >c"x·x x :x-·x 
SOIL&~ATER LOSSES tXXXXX $XXXXX XX tXXXXX XX SXXXXX XX tXXXXX X 
xxxxxxxxxxxx-xxx sxxxxx sxxxxx xx sxxxxx xx sxxxxx xx ~xxxxx x 
XXXXXXXXXXXX-XXX SXXXXX SXXXXX XX tXXXXX XX tXXXXX XX SXXXXX X 
xxxxxxxxxxxx-xxx sxxxxx sxxxxx xx sxxxxx xx sxxxxx xx 'xxxxx x 

xxxx or:· CfvEs.focK-AiJHs ARE AVAILABLE1lf°twfE:.N'xx1x-x-·r-xX!xi-ATtHE- ft°NAL ·cEvE"L 

end of file - reauest eKecuted ~7 ti~es Encl. 3-37 , 
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l \ The State of Texas 
Off e :'of State - Federal Relations 

.---MEMO---
October 26, 1982 

Jim: 

In a conversation with your secretary, I advised 
her that I would be sending you the enclosed 
information so that you would better understand 
the issue at hand. 

I would appreciate your calling and allowing 
me to provide you with further details on the 
matter. 

Ken 

Ken Jordan 
-----Agriculture Coordinator ----

(202) 488-3927 
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WILLIAM P. CLEMENTS, JR. 

OFFICE OF THE GOVERNOR 
STATE CAPITOL 

GOVERNOR 

The Honorable John R. ~lock 
Secretary of Agriculture 
U.S. Department of Agriculture 
Washington, D.C. 20205 

Dear Jack: 

AUSTIN, TEXAS 78711 

October 21, 1982 

Central and Pest Texas ranch leaders have hrought to r.iy attention what they 
perceive to be a major continuing problem revolving around efforts by the 
U.S. Forest Service to obtain jurisdiction over the manaqenent and use of 
privately owned ranqe lands. These leaders working through the tlational 
Cattlenen's Association have developed two proposed capers designed to 
provide an understanding of the responsibilities ~f the Forest Service 
vis-a-vis the Soil Conservation Service with respect to a definition of 
range land and coordination of technical assistance progra~s and inventory 
activities. These were presented to representatives of both agencies at a 
neeting in Fort Horth last \•1eek. To r.1e these appear to be very reasonable 
proposals, and I am quite concerned that there appear to be objections from 
the Forest Service and Assistant Secretary Crm·icll to acceptance of these 
as policy of the Departl"'let;~. 

I want to explain why ririvate land ov1ners object to having their range land 
inventoried and classified by the Forest Service. By law, the Forest 
Service is the federal agency responsihle for nanaging National Forest 
System lands. Because of that, the general public tends to confuse 
privately owned land classified as forest with federal forest land; there
fore, thev have demanded that qreater restraints and controls be placed on 
uses of a'ny land classified as forest. This concept is certainly enbodied 
in federal laws and regulations, and future legislation and federal regu
lation could place even greater restraints on use of these lands. 

Forest and range lands are seDarate kinds of lands and have different uses. 
Recause the lands we are concerned about are range lands and not forests, 
they should be r.ianagcd in different ~vays. Forest lands are suhject to r.iany 
restrictions on rana0ement i~provenent which do not apply to range land. 
As one cxanple, herhici~es that are valuable nanagement tools on range 
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The Honorahle John R. Block 
Pa<')e 2 
October 21, 1982 

lands cannot be utilized on forest lands. The Forest Service and State 
Forestry Agencies arc qiven several resrionsihilities \'lith regard to forest 
land under the COOPERATIVE FORESTRY ASSIST~NCE ACT OF lg7n. These condi
tions do not apply to private ranqe lan<ls. 

The Forest Service is hasical ly a requlator.v agency manriated hy Con')ress to 
manage ~ational Forest Assistance lands. Private range land owners and 
users rrefer to receive voluntary technical assistance provided by 
non-regulatory agencies at the land user's request as, for example, a 
cooperative agree~ent with locally governed Soil and Water Conservation 
Districts. 

Principles of forest managerient and principles of range management are 
different. Like\-Jise, the ohjectives of T71anaging these bm distinctive kinds 
of land are different. As recently as last week, I am told that Forest 
Service personnel from the !,/as hi nqton office stated at Fort Horth that "one 
of the reasons to classify range land as forest \'las to obtain r.10re rioney 
for state forestry agencies". 

Jack, I hope you will look into this situation personally and provide for 
programs and assignment of responsibilities in line with the hasic 
philosophy of the Reagan administration. The 1980 RPA Progran Report, in 
my opinion, is a direct contradiction of the adninistration's philosophy of 
reducing the role of government and restricting the intrusion of federal 
agencies into the managenent of privately owned land. As I stated earlier, 
I believe that the National Cattlemen's Association recommendations are 
appropriate and are workable. 

I enclose cooies of these recomnendations, in case you have not yet heen 
given copies by your staff. I \'lant to stress that while I am soeakinf) for 
Texas, this is clearly a national issue. Any of your officials who consider 
this merely a Texas issue is in error, as the pos~tion of the National 
Cattlenen's Association represents the consensus of the national organization. 

Sincerely, 

ii. f. 
William P. Clenents, Jr. 
Governor of Texas 

ffm 
Enclosures 



WILLIAM P. CLEMENTS, JR. 
GOVERNOR 

OFFICE OF THE GOVERNOR 

STATE CAPITOL 

AUSTIN, TEXAS 78711 

0ctober 21, 1982 

The Honorable John Crov1cl l 
Assistant Secretary of Agriculture 
U. S. ncoartnent of A~riculture 
\Jashinciton, o.c. 20205 

Dear tlr. Croviell: 

Thank you for the opportunity to d.iscuss our concerns about the continuing 
problem of definition of forest and range lands and coordination of rcspon
sibil ities between the Forest Service and the Soil Conservation Service~ 
As you know, Texas has large areas of both forest and range land, almost 
all of which is privately m'lned and manaqed. Our Central and Uest Texas 
ranchers have been very concerned for a number of years over 1·1hat they 
nerceive to be systematic efforts by the Forest Service to obtain control 
over the \·1av in 1'-Jhich thev rianaae their land. The -two draft statements 
rroposed by. the National Cattlemen's Association at the meeting with USDA 
officials in Fort Worth on October 14, 1982 represent, I believe, a con
structive effort to actdress and resolve the continuing concerns of our ranch 
industry leadership. You indicated that you thought that they were being 
unduly alarmist in their concerns and requested that I provide you with 
background information to document our concern. 

As far as I can deten'line, the Forest Service has rersistently sought, at 
least since 1973, to expand its authority to cover privately ovrned ranch 
lands. The 1975 Draft RPA Program qeport is our first documented evidence 
of this effort. This was fol lowed in 1976 by an interagency aqreenent 
between the Soil Conservation Service and the Forest Service on coordina
tion of range programs on non-federal forest lands and inventory activities 
on forest and range lands. 

Subsequently, in ,January 1977, the two agencies reached agreement on defi
nition of forest and range lands. The Forest Service has interpreted this 
to legitimize their efforts to assume responsibility for inventory and 
classification of private range lands as forest lands. 

In 1973, the State and Private Forestry Oivision Reriional Office in A.tlanta 
prepared, published and vddely distributed naos of 1~estern range lands 
classifying large areas as forest lands. 



.... 
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The Honorable John Crowell 
Paqe 2 
October 21, 1982 

The 1980 RPA Progra~ Report contained nur.erous references to Forest Service 
assistance to private land owners and direct involvenent on privatelv ownerl 
land. 

In 1981 the State and Private Forestry Division publisherl a rlocurent 
containing an explicit strategy for exnanding Forest Service assistance to 
private land ovmcrs. Finally, the 1985 RP.A. alternative qoal draft docunent 
issued in early 1982 openly discusses orooosed Forest Service activities on 
private forest lands. 

These actions taken together appear to represent a classic case of exoansion 
of authority and control hy a federal re<")ulatory agency. I hone that 
this chronology will be helpful to you as you attenpt to understand our 
concerns. 

\·ihilc ti .ic; is clearly a national issue, Governor Cler.ents is seriously 
concernerl ahout the problen and \-Jould like a resolution of this issue as 
soon as possible. 

Sincerely, 

,J rvis E. tliller, Director 
·overnor's Office of 8udget and Planning 

ffrn 
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T~i ~~Ci.cm' 1; t'em~e 11 t•1S•Ji.n:c~ ~clu<lc::~ ilb\.Jui'.. halt the Lnnl .:.t1;~a 1.;\ i;h~ 
cor;t~guou~ 48 St att1-B an(t lJrt\!. ¥>Tt1 -ns in Al.ask.a .:ind fL:HlaiL Th-.i USD,\ ::~~·H1~~~ 
::1.0~e, tn'1n lOZ ::nilliou acre:! oi Eed~ral n1n~., fil'jd I/SUA pl"11ztgm'j 11'1f h.ii)rtce 
f;~lfc '>wl~ ~o.d 1il!lllilg~nt o~~-f;h.£.~ .f~derl11 u..."Ul H4 tzHUon .-icrag of nonf~.Jer.!i 
rm'\g~ l:iclad. 21 -
R.-w.$'-tit ;>t'ov1.de f.~.c.i -pd'.7.c'i;>.al &Crill"e..e oi. lcr.:'.tge f o~ thtl i;.;ittl,.;~ ~ sh-trnp ~i<l ~u~t: 
o~r~'tiQtt:.-; on. t.hcu~m:ld?t at -~rl..:m fa~!1 at\d r.t.ttit.hi!.~~ 

fa .ild1H.tilli"l t.o ~vtilyin~ Hve~t~ck. !cr~~o.., r-;;ngea i;>ro~ida .1 vast ~ari.;tl-31 
t·s:-~-L~J.re ot vcget~t;"ion .. ~..:r:tls ., ~t~r, Ti:crn.ntitJt\~ fil.l<l '...-il<lll.!~ iWd ti~h. 
;;i.SJ ~11 as ~rclieolog"ic"1L~ hiBtz.·z-ica,\., :z:nd. cultt.ffiil ami!.nitiaa. A8 h.U!!1tl.ll ?up
ul.~i:.'.Lr.ins itlc:?elle ~ct ~d for fo!.\<l ~d e+l~fil7 il'~undt tb.&J m~ed for fotilg~ 
.m4 ::ta o't~r r~go HUJQJJrcea vill ini;r.v.~. 

1tl T';.~t; rears, tlw coo.Q.iti<JtJ .&nu produc.e.i~it'1 of .the ~fotion t JJ ~.;i.,np:~.;; hwr'1 
-~-!',.,t/ed tfu'o~t\ sn~i~g ~·~t I seeoing) we~d m'ltl ututi,h cmH.:S:cl, !o."at.~r 
~GBf~Z., tmd e4o~;f.on c:ootrol,. I!m.'"i!'r~:r, ~c;h l.nt:r;.; T~ioa to °'1 1.c'G\1 t;> 
~~hi~'ttl acce~tabl~ e~Ql~~i~al ~'O'O..d.ition~ A.tlA t~v~l!J ~! p??l4~~tivi~7 4~ ~ 

I 

bag.:fa to re!!pc.'tld · to curril'nt and tutµ rt; d~d!'f on the ranq,•1 rcsDUT<:-il. 

!hia ~a\O'rattdum ~eu fol;'t~ ~artme.tlt.tl ~oliq r~1..n~::I,.~ tt> r:m.!\c ~~~QlH';:-¥;.l 
omd ,i;-oo:to~nntion af r~e a.ct:i:vi.t;i.•rn <i~oog agend.ef.l of 'thr.! tiSM a.nil othe!" 
e.:U1;u~iV,(l ~r.:u::iea~ orgs~i~:s.t'i~,, ~d fodivi<lual.st. !t ia fu:r:t.he~.mc.e of 
mill4. t<~tpo1n:J.bt.liti;!B mandated b:1 trn! legislatioo identified l!1 p.il'.:Lg1'4'.>h j.,,, 
Age~d.~ o( tM Depar~t of ~rtct.lltun~ affected b7 this :~~or.ar..du:::i. i::!clu.:!e 
.APH.ts,. A;i.5., ..cscs.~ cmts.~ s.s., as,, FlriB..:\., r:-s.01et>> scs" x,m s~. 

!hl;J ~~and.um ~tw.i:,~1$ .m..Q t'G~l~~s Secretary; g ~r~U'l?'& No.,· ?.9-99 ;;\atnd 
Oct~i-t:I" 2.3, U"f9ll "St.=tt~t cf R...ing~ ~olicy .. n 

?OLIC"J 

~~ ~ Ezi::.bT~¢"1r, rang~ltsntl.~ .:i+l~ ~iso many fQTe~~ l~~ ~h~t"-+~ $Up~QT~ ~n 
1..m-l-c-t$tC~' or p.:ario<lic c:.ene.:r qf. f:i.e't'bnc:com1 Q\ :g.brubtry ~~~t:i.t;;1oo ~ndabl.>1 

- ~o C~f:t.;tin ran&e ~$e•"Ot flrl~:d?iel; IJJ! :tJra.ctic;c$, 

R.::mg~l:.·rnd .... !.antl ffil wtd1 th.e n,ilt:!-.t4.1 ,,.es;er.advt\ (cH;:i.a:r. q~ niltitT~1 p0t..-in'tt::lD 
i8 :-~1.11:.!c+}i.ri.;;..,;,t:ly gr.:l!lecs-> ~ra•;B-il.1u: plant!J~ fol'"b.$ Ol" ~hr,>!}~ 10uitilbl\t fm: 
,gt"'-i:~~ Ql" \>:rows in~ use. R.+n~ilht'.1.~9 ·.inc l.u<la natrJ:;-~1 gr<>ssland, .s,;iv.:mn'1~, =a~t: 
~~·~c'!"\.l< .• tund7:~~ cl~b!:! pl;mt ~~iti29, ~OdStOll. ~$hc,t:, i.,~t :::.4~'il.i:! >'.lY-~~ ;,\ru,.l 

'bt.!'cau<;~r.~ i>l.rmr ~c~iri01~:.; ;;:z.u,'1..:zge<l l.t 7:~ r~ri~~l~<l .. 
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~ew.u.ble F.e~curc~2 i'l:itl~i~~ ~t of 1974, :w .ii:'.l~:lded (PL 9)-11-3); the 
·~,~·n aini;:t ~.oit;H ~:;t>ure"fe CiJ"f...g~r.lae.ion A&:t Qt 1~71 (PL 95-192); th~ 
?.~eWdble Rasourc:~ uteua1oo kt af 1~·1H (?1. '95-JfJfi); Subtitl\! ~ ... 
:b.r.gelfrtl.1i lli:~eatd\ of thu ~d~1Jlture M.d !i'ooJ Acr. of 1981; !.ht! Pub.!..!c 
Rnn:geiands ~r.::-vc-..£.ot .;\qt; ~f 197B (PL 9~-:iH+}~ .1.nd rr-~ ·~i!dt:r.tl L.it1~ 
P.o11c.1 1lnd ~!.d.n.i:;;~~.:int Act. a£ l97(> (ft 94-579). · 

tt-v.; )ffi"f. ~lt;t;.!~~ >ri.H prm-ld~ rK!part:·:£-nr.~d.de l~u<lt::r-!:ihl~ :iuJ :..!.ll 
t.:'!.t.aibl:C.uh q ~ng1>. £.u;Wiu lJol'li:o.g Croup to h~.t~ bnl~~::H. it3 :::an:;e 
.f2-~f>l'.rn~1bi.1Lr.1c~ .• 

(2) l':rpv1d.(: a for.Pttl fox fo~-.1lat1.tlg and <.1 .. ~rn~s~.!..tt3 alt~ro::l.HV-e l'll11~i: 
_polic.U;~ ~ct )ITt'~~CJr~a fi.ett'r1r to ~rve t.h.e fil..d~ 100:;; ul r.his 
vnr10U$ ~~'A:;;j.e'J vittdn. USiJa W:itl rb.ose uf uther ~cuU.\f'1 1'igeud.~~ .... 

{J) Ll:ic.aurn!e aq.d ;i~sd.~c; USDA sgi:ic;;:i-ca tf) davelo.p U .:?isoo.\ .a.s n~ded,. 
wit;f\ oc:b.e"l" execut1v~ 11.;;'i'!:Dt:ie~ .. publi.t: i~t:ere~t. az-gamiz.:tt.i'...~~ 7 ;md. 
pro!~::d,i:m-...l. .J;Qi;::f.~ti.es. 

(4) Coordln~t;) crith tha R.a.n.gt::lan<l Research Boa.rd e!lt.ablisht:!<l by thtl 
Sec.r~t.~ ptir$~t to S·"btitl11 ~t of tbt! P4rie:.ll-:<.it'~ and f<Jod A\:~ 
of H3:1 tuv'l n:.~£.;e thG ~c'{'~tacy in ,-:arrying l)\Jt trn1 p1.1r,>0S-O of 
'this l'!g:l.Biltlcn .. 

(S.} n"¢Vit!li th'> ~er~ ~ary im. annual !lltatus ::-epo re oi ·r:mge ~Y.u~~ t.m.del; 
ccm~i®l"i.tioo .• Qp9ortilllitiee for ~rav~t. .. iI.t1d.. _t;rogre.5!1 tcor-oird 
.te~otu.etot:i .. 

O .. } each. ~~e-J of OSt\A tit.ill !titlttt.:im it'5 ;n:.>lidf:J.) a:nd. pro-Jiraa direction 
in c~l:Luu:.e \lid\ r.h.!.s Memoratld.u:m,. ~ency 11@~.1; *fill ;JS5\.lt'~ tba~ 
c.urr~t ran~ prog:t~ ..t.·~t..1¥ri~t~ ;ll:4l deli:tt-fl.i\ted .rnd that: r-angg 
l''tQ~Ua cf -ea.cl\ age.o.-c.11 ara J.i..!ll?-.1.i:i ea i~ mu< Caai::d,t.t~,. 

{Z} Rule.g,. regulat.iDtt!l., and other di,t~etiv;:s ilrt t.o b-e vtitc~ ~t" 
:revised ag neee~~afy t:.u cam;i1y wi,:;h tb.ia ~ViO·r~n~~. 
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b.. \:cm.tribut~ to the social !jrd ~~Qnc:J;:l1.C ~ll ~fag Qf :r.~oplc ~d c·~~ni ... 
tie~ that. de~epd c;m l'tl::lg¢ !rn: tMi'r 1iv4tlihoodB~ 

c. ~q.rtd.¢ can t-ln~h18 ~$~.i'IT~!\ and tac: ~o1<>g '/ de•;•-c ll)l)ee~ '! t:.o .1..0c. -r~a.se r 11ng-e 
~~erv~t.10:2 amd raagc prod~s.~ti;v:tq ., 

d. gn:ppot't. 1ocal1 St~t~. 4;eion~l ,imd ~nter,i~ti~aal ~<lucation u-ud coop~t~Eibn 
~igc..~d. tQ i::;:p:r<JVa t4llli,'l c:ciriditio~ ~d r:an·ie pro<lucriv-.tty. 

~.. ~ha~bl? CQQ"SH!r.atioo -ilnd coord.:iaacloo :.ilth J"~dcrtl,, St.a~., kc.al tJ.D.d 
-T?d,vatfl q\guniz~tion..'} <i.nd i.Mt:itutfoms ac.d iodividu.tla in plall!li.rl~ and. 
J?.uCYting rang~ progrs:.8 to he~fit the !Jt:part!I:e1::u; 1 :i r~;;e e::on~t.itut:.llc? 
and to -prE!'1e:n.t dupU~ati.OtJ ~ cvetl.a(I oi dtt-ti4:r. in t-~.;µ:hln$ lntet.2ge.~c1 
:~-ct1ls af fect1n.s r.ao.;e~ 

t. hi'lV"ida p-erlodic in"ffilltorl~-s of thu ~r.luu 1 ~ r<ltl.ge re!!m.:.rc..e~ th.at: .a.r~ 
-c~atibl-a ~g age..!lclt:!9, th.at a~ ar.:.~;itnbl~ <mcJ bc:!lcf :I.i;ii;J. to r:m~.::1.znt!. 
~~ra" that -ile ba!led upO'!J. t.etlzn1.~ll.1 ~au:tid. <e<.:i;m<=ml.~ ~d e.cologictl 
~rlnd~l@~. -:tn<l ant ua.eltd. i:l ~ro\11.:n.~ range t'e-souri:::e.:1 at. tht: loeil.lt 
5t.3.Ut, /Itl.d. 11'2t:.1. atlOJl l'J"TI'9 .lB' 

g~ PT"7ida teclmictl'lo ~i~t!ti~,. ~ othe~ ~~,:;-tt.tmr..~ )ll"Oi\T~ !or :"a:\~~ 
awers 1 ope!'.atar~ .. ~1 0-e-~10 ~n t~t orl..ll mv:;oura~e ~;>lit;,;it ia-q Iii:>~ 
li!:ie of rzm.ge pract.lcc~ th.U; itiq:lrovv. ~d enh*nc~ ?TQd~~tir;m of r~4 ~~t. 
an.d fiber .. 

h+ :\d11>fn £s~er tfl~ r~g.e {.U-$~Too6 of i-lol\tional Forgst Syst<m:i lands in an 
reonom.:kally &1<l ~C.olcg.ic.illy acund ~et wh~c.n. wi.lt e~h~~ >itld i!:l:9{"'1Vt1 

~d.&fl pw.duc.tivlt_y~ 

V~ S .• Deparr~nt ..Jf ~d.cult;urn 
'!tatural ~sources ~ Inviroo-~t 
'fori?.~t Ser1 lt.:& 

SCS Soil r~ervatloo. S-ervie:s 
aPHJS .. ;l,,ni.m;d BfU:l Plant lie al.th 'In81>ect1an Service 
'!!~ ..... P°a.t"mil.s ~ Atm+ ... isu:!lt.icn 
ASC':i A.griOiiltul:'.l. St~l~iiXl fltld Crmsenratioo S.ern.ce 
.A.RS - A.~·d.¢ulf;uti!t-l ~~Gt~ Se't'rl.i::.t: 
CS~ Co~ratl~e S't~~~ ~!Se:u:c.h Scrrtf;A! 
ERS Ee~~;j c: ~~•-i-¢ ~r..rioo 
ts hl:,et1S:icm Scrvlee 
S~S Statistical .Repc~~l:ig Set"fic~ 
O! Cl) Oi:f ie11 g~ fot:o01rnat h•o.al. CoQ)i~r.at. imi. md. Oevel\1~.t 

.a.. Plans -of acriuo ra b.iJt~nt f;~ '3oHc;ie~ of. t.h.i$ ~!C.,..c1t:d.Udt.i!'1. 1.,1:Lll w 
tl.~N-el~ hy i'.1..!frt.e~i;i 4_go1lC"iirn mid "111. b~! l'.Jubje~:t. t.a ~ev :1.6J by _r,h..: :rnE 
C.c:~littett 13f :th~ Se~t~t;.1r,1<cg ?o1foy .wlc.l Coordin~t.i.w.1. C1~une.1L ih~dc ? lwid 

"will !m ;n~ri~~d .t;t .'.l!:c;crd...an..r;e wii:.!i direcrien~ oi. i:.rre E"oresc un.<l R<HH;.~la I!'J 
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,.\;\:c:~t fo'I" ~.o~CJ..:wtiu:i of tc~ic:a.l 
.\.s!l.i5~ar.c~ ·?tdg!.'""":5 ;i::nd !~vt:~t~ry Act!'ft':.:!.es 

'1 .. -n--i •.:.ri t~t~t-.nr. r'oT'. -\4'f"'r....,'f" ... r.-:: \--"' ........ ,l ... "T~ 
_ ........ ~-~- -· ~-~=.i Jr.·~r·, ... ~u.,. w4 ~:i ··~L....a. "-""'"'~ 

~l.'.J!:C.S~ $~t:'d.~¢-.foii C;z.t~.1~i~{i,Q!.\ S..J~··:!.Cd 

~~c rot~$~ s~rr.:~~ (fS) and Soil C~u.s~rr~ti¢'::l Se:c:-7i~e ($CS) :ach h~'~ 
:!.CTI~-2'L.:l.n •:!£.;i!i\ ~C:.:ltUt:O~ :mtf d.2lu·~:pt~c! authoriti2S fo't progra-:.5 .:l.tlr.l 
o!·~'\:i"'Tit.ieg Qn f~d.er:tl and nQ;J!ct!.~ril 1~1i;!$7 !t: is as~~rnt.!.al. r:llat: ~-'l-c::. 
age.ncy 1 ..t tola 2.!ld t"~~~il:.~Ht.i.l:J i!l. tc:ct!Di::~t ~sistani;~ :;>td-g""ra:..'i 
~...! i~T.l~l:'..'.'.)~1 ~c'.::!"Tf.:.h~ c~ ,.rm:ti:-!"2!'.!.l 12.nc~ ~t. d:.:f.i.ned 1 cmc!er£toqd., 
-::z,.:f follcr~d to ~o1c.l dU-?llc.utimi 0i effort ~ ~~ .,,.~d=:u;:j :t!;;ti~;!,'Tc 

,~~ o~ --.1 .~v~~c:- Tir! ~~e:.~~=7 -r-e:~~·..:~~-~s .. 

To.is ag::-~~r. is ~e¢.ru!.eJ to v:r:::cD?:c har.;~i.:;u.:1 -..."'Orilln~ ~c;l.:.t.!.~n~ 

Mt'·~e:n. i::ha t""--0 a.~endu ~T; tll la~l~ ~d co -::.la:-if.1 (1) t:~e~i~ 
!l.Ssistil:;i.ce r:es-;>cu!7!hil.ic:ies t'Qt' ~CO.f <:!tie-r.ift.l ~ cmd CO i..;:wcn..\'..~r"J 
!'.2.5~.on~i.bllid.irn im ~otl.f 2d~r4ll till.Cl .. 

SCS imd FS •.dl.l i::oQt>or.at:e fully ;.-:it~ tile sc~p~ tit each agtraq' ~ 
"lt<l.Chonete.~ in .cai.~ cut th~£r -r.;.$.~#C!-i"!l~ ;irog!"'~ _on not:ifc~~.tl. 
1.an~. 

'FS =4 SCS rll.l eoordina::a ;("egoun:.a inv4!1torl~ co avcict o'lfet'llp or 
d~lic~t:!cn of ci~t~ eo~ctioo .tc:i\rit.ie!J.. !he-y vt11 eoo_p.eratc itl 
i.ri~tif-i~~ti~ of dst.A ~e..d$ snd ~"ill 1:1$4 ~~.a Cicv~l~-ed by each 
.at~i: a..,41t1 hy (!~?: a~nci~~ Qt; g!'.aupa a..s ~ !Vt :cpplicablfl to che 
~rog-::~ !.hay aem1~i~ter~ 

t. SCS •-i!l .)l~;:iv;t!~ G..!.:-ac~ :'!c~rd~ai ~~~"!.St:.1!2.cu tQ la.cc«J" ... ~e!':l 
~d !J.:SOJ:r!5 Q;f n1;1~!~d.~ ;-al !.J..Ucl. Such ~~ia t:s.nc~ riill ~o~-=i.11.~/ 
~ °i}:::~cta~ th:rcug.h ~cnse::ratiro di!;C7,!"icr:s a:; .a pan; of SCS 
~e~~01:1SihiJ.j_~'l for cmtse:":ta~l11n ?la-m:ri.'.~g il:1~1~& assistt~~ 
l~L!;;--.-.:ze:r;3 ~ users w-J.i:.h l.:m.d us~/l~ t.~.eat-::142~ c!.4e1simu; .. 

i,. :TS ~il.!. ~·o-=k ~dir~.z~",t.J ~'!.!.~ l;i:;:dt-.r.=i.e=!3 <r':1d u~~-.:-g o! o.crt
f~certl i.!i?'.'c~~ l~<l. c.nr:::i.;.f~ a??rn?rlate ~tut.;; .i.t-.4. ~~Q..er al 
ai~:l~!~~ 1 ;;c-·:;.t;ui:~!:s, z;;-.. :! o::.;-p(:~s :b i:s eaa_;>e:r:?ti~!l ~o~~!\~·rf 
?{"Q~~ -l'"' 'L 



~j 
gi 

~ .. 
I ~ ... 
If 

.. "' ... 

'f 

2 

J. SC5 "l.lill .:ao-pe!.'ate •.rith St.:l.~e .forestcy o:rg.sr.ika&ti.::rn.s to as~a.11:11 
t~t '!'f ... "'ier Danag~t is :·.Aly int-ug1:.atcd i~i:o tco~~.;ti;:;;\ 
pl.att.s d->JVt:loiJed ~~~ !.~d~!o.':..!:!l!~ ap..d. ~~t:! • 

.:. . rS ~.tl.t! 3\::1 ia-iil ·M\Jr~ ~it;l ~~.e~ ll;r~:;S+.::r urg~.:ac.lu~!I t:.~ t!t!..~~.anc~ 
:~2:ir ~-;;1~ .. :1..cr..!.gc oi li•;cst:~c.'..< and ?a"!.ld:i!'-i! ~oi-;i5!t ~c~.roei:J~ ~ii:! 
s:~l=:::~ ~~;J\Jt':.un.iti~s :so ~:-..3t ~~.-4:/ ~::ri ~~~:c.: ';~ ~:.·::it :.~":·.:.1=3 :.:'. 
tb.'1!~~ e·:'"':.....~er =.:i.~i1~~=.tc.c :r:-:..:.~:=u~<! .:i:!~~~'S -. 

5 .. fS -..--1.i.t ec~cnJ.t'd.&'!1 .:i.~~ropriatu St<+t:'"I •senc;:ie~ i:.~ \.'Ct~ clu::!~l:; 
wi.t:h sc;s 2-'1ri ~!!!t<-~~!'"1~t.l¢tt <l.!stric~s to h~l~ .l~nd~1..7.~tz ;t:.t;i:~ 
£\J.ll 1:4tC oz.: e::rlsdng SCS t~ch::iical ol!lt.!.~t.:14<!.e ou ~o.f.edcrtl E'Jre.st 
L:lnd ... 

6.. :rs 4m.d SCS .....Ul \:¢t,lc to,;er.~~ and ~.rl.t.tt o~~r '°$~c.lr=$ ..1J1d. organ:i-
'Z~tiCP.s '!·'.'.) idc?nti fy rasga\t":h t\tUtd$ ~Q't tlO:::tf:deral lz::id and eo 
ints!}3~~~ m:t4 ~:ii!~~L~ ~sea:ch icfo~cicti ~o app~o~riAt~ 

l F'S and $CS .rill WO'rk tggetJ.er ~ :i.n~r.tir'.:t ~rog-r:r::.s for ;:tc:~!t;4q.~~ 
Ltct1 to irl-entify d.Mt~ ~~ti.$., avoid duplicatiow ~~ r:.!.!ot:'I:. ., and. 
~!!"ti.re tilat data coll~t¢q by e;:!.c.b tlguc.y ia:r-e ~tf.l..!lll7 ~aol.i! .. 

:L SC.'$ t.'1,1.t he re.spon.sibla fer all t"~!!!'o~~ bvtmtor; on !l{'n!~ck<r.U 
~ a.n.gtlmd • 11 

:L FS •-ill be tcsprn:tsibl~ for ~lier ri=!sour~ ~ent.ory fin ~oof~dar~l 
fo-rr:.!Pt ~+ SC$ -vill ·w re.spo~!_ibla for ~ll och::t' ~ourc-a Q""'''"' 
.ii:rv4ut\'.Jcy ~ ~c:i;i.f edi:.r3.l. fo:e..s~ 1.a.o.d ... 

4.. ~:;.ci~ ~oure.e I!:>.~Cv:!7 (SCS) omd fot"~e L:i.ven.i:oey and ~al7$'!.~ 
fFS) "?~rsm~1 ;ri.ll ~t ~e!a1 ttr.ly ta assure ~rag<l, .;rtti:.i.Lrl 

1h9Uez.t.:!0tt.., rlevelcy ~¢:~ twitbo4¢1¢$:'l a:Rd !i.t~tl3~ and ~'«!~ 
rJ9yO"tt~t~ fnr: ~h.ar::1.ui of i:l.f.tJOIGticu .. 

A_, aotb. ~~ag and ttat:uraJ. gr;l.J;.;l~:nfh': cm .... ti:it:.b ~~tluita OT Qt~r.!t" lOY 
'!lalt!tt 'tr~e6 r~v'-l i.u.~r(!aSJ<;U Qr ln"ll'oz.de.d ,..ill .!;le c.c+....sid~ll:·l'.3~ t"~3i:J,.;mdg 
t.t:llt5rn th.e larid=rr .. '!le?" er ~s~:- c!loos~s e~ ~;~ t!u: land ;11:!:;:-~,....i.2.7 
!or; \.r'Cvd ~re<luct..:L 

l.. ~.!'Xrre.ndu::i 1Jf ~der3tand:!.t!g o~ SC), FS.1 and ZR$ pe~iol.~.g to 
c~~~~.tve tl'J¢:r bi.si:J. plannin~ .. .April 15~ l.9tHt. · 

l! I:'~ pul'.Po~1' ~t this -<r![.t'lt:~:::;~ .. ra.tt.;i:!l>'.ml:l is coosid~rnic.l t:o b.e land •"'.!Zl v~!.,:h 
t~ n.at:.ive tt?~~t.ation (cl~ CT ua!.uT:til pot:.-cnd.al plsnt; -cc=n..rai.t.io=s} ig 
~?:--c.:4am<-nantly g:ra.s!:l~3 ., g'fags-li~ pl<i.ntJJ. forb!!- or sh~bi; suit.abl.q tor ~?:a .... 
t.hg er b:rcvsiu~ ilSi!+ 0 ;;ag~lruid im:lu<lt!s n.itutal ~rsssland, aa ... ·uc:i;,i ;.;,. :1:1.t: 

·~-e.~rt.3-> ti.md~;i. :'1.lpS.-r.t -p1~'t te-=utiit.l~!:l, c::o:i.~rtl ~t'sh~g ., 1..~t ~-il.;tdc;.;~. '1:ld 
rn t-ro th~ c ed p ta W't' t:.or;n>l'l~·rr•TT e S ~71.:;i:p?.d. f i ke. rcr1rz:pz f a-rrd , 
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!J.. .J~~~ '::€;:!vTutl~t;;l Qt trnc!~r:standin.~ or .aU!t F'S _, ~i;l ~C.$ t}err.~g 

to c~o-:;r:!i:i.a~i::.d t"q~Q1.u:i;4 ?l.::ning~ Jitn.IJury 197$ .. 

c.. CQ~r~f.!.Vtl. ·~"ich orh~r llgenci~s ;;m.tl or~~uar.i.:ms hwria~ :>ed~~::i;!s!.
bili:ia~ ~~ L~!e~~~~$ i~ ~~!'7!~ij~ ~~~a~~cl by t!t!s ~Z~i~=Q~~ ~~ 
i~O:;'t~~!: .. 

.3& £;_tl!i:;:ing """t'-o~1'itl.:L 'C.1 f. 1.m..:i.e:'$:C..:uicii.:i.3 b~t..-..re"t:Ul. c~S.:1r"i:l.:lt:iou ~!..:;~;-ic;:;~ 
auti St:iit'l i,r;i;~.<J.t.::-y ag~n~ie!s .i.N :-~c:.o:?i~eu iJ.t:.,1 i,.;-1..ll b~1 1..;s.ad 1:.::} 

ci.J...,.,.,L,,... -J..,. "''\.-'"'"""'""'a(( f'\.,-!.., -i.._.•~e-"' .. --~;1=1- '- ..... ~ ;!"~ ~,~<1.ll"t.V .... . - "'"••4-~~ ~~~- -~lo,.. ... 

'S.., ??:'OC.~du:nrn fo"t" i::r;i 'ltr=.~ tiw~ thl~ a3n~turq t: ~:J b-t! d..:!V~lvped lcca.lly 
i:::i ·~~~ultaric•n "w-ith offidalJ; Qf G'.Jt:\~"1rr.".;\tfcn di::n:.ri.r!~'!! a:!td. Sta'!-! 

cr?.mf.t;).U~ .. 

-- . I'Ilt;l~~~~~c;.:r =i!~~u.=gr.~t'~t ~:.l ~Q-~ ::~ t::~~..;1.~~ :! :u; ·;;~7 ;4 ~.;~ '~\~~-;

Scpar~ta ~:.r.~~~~nt a$ Ap~~o:p~i4:c.e+ 

~C.O!'f"! C:a-!CR 
.............. 4 . . 2 

!hi.9 agri!e";;~nt :s;.~u 
?~:;:1;.lC, i!1 ·~r~ting .. 
by ot~~~ ~g!!:!l~~ or 

Ch.lri 
So:i.l Can~~~t~O'l:J. Serr.lee 

-=eM1"'' in errn<:::.: until can<:<i!l~~ o-,: '!lod.ificd b1 t:h>.'! 
lt t.a.Y ~ ~d4c! ¢-,: ~.n.tppl~-.nt:~d to fot;liJ!l4 Zl-3t'~#-e-:tr. 
gr{}\if)a 1 •,1; .;;9'?rQ'?ti2t;£,J. .. 

Chii:f 
i'orest Silrric4 


