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1.0 Introduction

This Environmental Assessment (EA) has been prepared by the Bureau of Land Management
(BLM) Safford Field Office (SFO) to analyze the potential impacts of dividing the Zuni Concho
Allotment (No. 06170) into two separate allotments and issuing fully processed grazing leases
for the two new allotments. Map available in Appendix B: Map.

The Zuni Concho Allotment No. 06170 is located in Apache County, Arizona. The allotment is
leased to JMP Ranches, Inc. and has been managed as two separate ranches. The ranch to the
west of the City of St. Johns, Arizona is called Concho Ranch, and the ranch to the north is
called Zuni Ranch.

The allotment, including both ranches, was recently evaluated for rangeland health and the
grazing lease was renewed through Categorical Exclusion (CX) No. DOI-BLM-AZ-G010-2021-
0038-CX. Management of Concho Ranch has been sold to Andrus Ranch Holding, LLC and the
grazing application for that portion of the allotment has been approved.

Concho Ranch portion of the Zuni Concho Allotment

The Concho Ranch portion of the allotment is located 15 miles west of the City of St. Johns,
Arizona. It is bordered by Arizona State Trust lands (State) and private property. The southern
boundary of this ranch is connected to the Little Ortega Lake BLM grazing allotment (No.
06028). Concho Ranch lies predominantly north of state route 61 and route 180A divides the
allotment to the east and west. BLM-administered lands are found approximately 6 miles west of
route 180A. BLM-administered lands within this area of the allotment include 331 acres located
in the following locations:

e Northwest 1/4 of Section 4, Township 13 North, Range 25 East
e South 1/2 of the Southeast 1/4 of Section 6, Township 13 North, Range 25 East
e [East 1/2 of the Southwest 1/4 of Section 18, Township 13 North, Range 25 East

Base property associated with this portion of the grazing allotment includes:
e FEast 1/2 and Southwest 1/4 of Section 4, Township 13 North, Range 25 East

Zuni Ranch portion of the Zuni Concho Allotment

The Zuni Ranch portion of the allotment is located 15 miles to the north of the City of St. Johns,
Arizona. It is bordered on the north by the Zuni Wash allotment (No. 06081), the west is partially
bordered by the Zuni Wash Bridge allotment (No. 06190) and to the south it is bordered by the
Carrizo Wash allotment (No. 06155). The rest of the allotment is bordered by State and private
lands unassociated with any BLM grazing lease. BLM-administered lands within this area of the
allotment include 1,207 acres located in the following locations:

e All of Section 26, Township 15 North, Range 29 East
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e East 1/2 and Northwest 1/4 of Section 14, Township 15 North, Range 29 East
e West 1/2 of the Southwest 1/4 of Section 12, Township 15 North, Range 29 East

Base property associated with this portion of the grazing allotment includes:

e South 1/2 of the Southwest 1/4 of Section 11 and Northeast 1/4 of the Northeast 1/4 of
Section 15, Township 15 North, Range 29 East

1.1 Background

On June 30, 2021, a Land Health Evaluation (LHE) report for the Zuni Concho Allotment (No.
06170) was signed (Appendix C). The data presented in the LHE demonstrated that the Arizona
Standards for Rangeland Health for the allotment (including both the Concho Ranch and the
Zuni Ranch) were being achieved. The recommended management action was to continue
current grazing management on the allotment. On, July 7, 2021, the Zuni Concho Allotment (No.
06170) Grazing Lease Renewal CX No. DOI-BLM-AZ-G010-2021-0038-CX was signed. The
CX and Final LHE were made available electronically through the online NEPA Register at:
https://go.usa.gov/x6tZ], and are also included in this document as Appendices C and D.
Following the completion of the CX, on July 8, 2021, a Notice of Proposed Decision was issued
for the Zuni Concho Allotment Grazing Lease Renewal. No protest(s) was(were) received, the
Proposed Decision became the Final Decision and was not appealed. The fully processed grazing
lease was signed and approved on September 14, 2021, renewing the Zuni Concho grazing lease
until Feb 28, 2031.

On October 18, 2021 a portion of the base property was sold to Andrus Ranch Holding, LLC for
the Concho Ranch portion of the allotment.

Applications for the two separate ranches were completed and submitted to the BLM during
February of 2022 to authorize grazing for the two ranches. The applications kept Zuni Ranch in
the name of JMP Ranches Inc., and Andrus Ranch Holding, LLC applied for the Concho Ranch.
The BLM reviewed the submitted documents and approved the grazing applications on May 20,
2022.

1.2 Summary of Land Health Evaluation

The Safford Field Office (SFO) completed the LHE for the Zuni Concho Allotment to determine
if the allotment was meeting the standards for rangeland health as described in the Arizona
Standards for Rangeland Health and Guidelines for Grazing Management (USDI BLM, 1997)
(““Arizona Standards and Guidelines™). Monitoring was conducted within the Zuni Ranch and
within the Concho Ranch. Arizona Standards for Rangeland Health were being achieved on the
Zuni Concho Allotment for Standards 1 and 3. Riparian-Wetland Sites were not present,
therefore, Standard 2 did not apply.

Based on the determinations within the LHE, the following management actions were
recommended:

1. Continue current grazing management on the Zuni Concho Allotment in accordance with
the terms and conditions of the term lease, as follows:
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Allotment Livestock Grazing period % Public Land Active Use
Name/Number Number/Kind Begin - End (AUM)
Zuni Concho 3/1-2/28
(No. 06170) 6 Cattle Yearlong 100 72

2. Continue with these Other Terms and Conditions:

¢ In order to improve livestock distribution on the public lands, all salt blocks and/or
mineral supplements shall not be placed within a 4 mile of any riparian area, wet
meadow, or watering facility (either permanent or temporary) unless stipulated
through a written agreement or decision in accordance with 43 CFR 4130.3-2(C).

3. The following Other Terms and Conditions should be added to the BLM lease:

e The lessee shall submit, upon request, a report of the actual grazing use made on this
allotment for the previous grazing period, March 1 to February 28. Failure to submit
such a report by March 15 of the current year, may result in suspension or
cancellation of the grazing lease.

e Lessee shall provide reasonable administrative access across private and leased lands
to the BLM for the orderly management and protection of the public lands.

4. The following Other Terms and Conditions should be deleted as it is a duplicate of the
Standard Terms and Conditions associated with this BLM lease:

e Ifin connection with allotment operations under this authorization, any human
remains, funerary objects, sacred objects or objects of cultural patrimony as defined
in the Native American Graves Protection and Repatriation Act (P.L. 101-601; 104
Stat. 3048;U.S.C. 3001) are discovered, the Permittee shall stop operations in the
immediate area of the discovery, protect the remains and objects, and immediately
notify the Authorized Officer of the discovery. The Permittee shall continue to protect
the immediate area of the discovery until notified by the Authorized Officer that
operations may resume.

The above-mentioned recommendations were implemented into the subsequent CX No. DOI-
BLM-AZ-G010-2021-0038-CX which was signed on July 7, 2021 and which was implemented
with the new grazing lease on September 14, 2021 in accordance with Section 1.1 above.

1.3 Purpose and Need

The purpose of the Proposed Action is to divide the Zuni Concho (No. 06170) grazing allotment
into two separate allotments (Zuni Ranch Allotment (No. 00125) and Concho Ranch Allotment
(No. 00126)) and to issue BLM grazing leases for the remainder of the ten-year period for which
the original Zuni Concho lease was recently renewed. Each grazing lease will be changed so that
the existing allowed grazing use would be proportionally divided between the two allotments.

The need for this action is to respond to the applications for livestock grazing leases and to
manage these areas as separate grazing allotments. The need is established by the Taylor Grazing
Act, the Federal Land Policy and Management Act (FLPMA), Fundamentals of Range Health
(43 Code of Federal Regulations [CFR] 4180), and the Phoenix Resource Management Plan
(RMP) (USDI BLM 1989).



1.4 Decision to be Made

The BLM Authorized Officer will decide either to leave the Zuni Concho Allotment as one
grazing allotment or to divide the allotment into the Zuni Ranch Allotment (No. 00125) and the
Concho Ranch Allotment (No. 00126), and if divided, determine the terms and conditions
necessary for the lease issuance for each allotment to comply with the BLM’s statutory
obligations.

1.5 Conformance with Land Use Plan

The Proposed Action is in conformance with the Phoenix Resource Management Plan (RMP)
(USDI BLM 1989), as amended by the decision record for the Arizona Standards and
Guidelines. The Phoenix RMP incorporates by reference the decisions from the Eastern Arizona
Grazing Final Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS) Record of Decision (ROD; 1987) and
conforms to the following management decisions:

Grazing Management (GM-02): The grazing program in the area is managed under the
provisions of the Taylor Grazing Act of 1934, the Federal Land Policy and Management Act of
1976 (FLPMA), and the Public Rangelands Improvement Act of 1978. [Phoenix RMP] page 14-
15.

GM-03: Management of rangeland resources is guided by the Range Program Summary Record
of Decision (RPS/ROD) which selected the Preferred Alternative analyzed in the 1987 Eastern
Arizona Grazing FEIS. [Phoenix] RMP page 15. All livestock use adjustments will be
implemented through documented mutual agreement or by decision. When adjustments are made
through mutual agreement, they may be implemented once the Rangeland Program Summary
(record of decision) has been adopted. When livestock use adjustments are implemented by
decision, the decision will be based on operator consultation, range survey data, ecological site
data and monitoring of resource conditions. [Eastern Arizona Grazing DEIS] Page 5.

Further, The Phoenix RMP provides the following grazing management objectives: 1) to restore
and improve rangeland condition and productivity; 2) to provide for use and development of
rangeland; 3) to maintain and improve habitat and viable wildlife populations; 4) to control
future management actions; and 5) to promise sustained yield and multiple use.

The 1987 Eastern Arizona Grazing FEIS Preferred Alternative management objectives state:

e Reduce soil erosion and sedimentation and increase infiltration and productivity of
rangeland soil. [Eastern Arizona Grazing EIS] page 12.

e Reduce short-term disruption and ensure long-term stability of the local livestock
industry and the economy of communities dependent upon public land. [Eastern Arizona
Grazing EIS] page 12.

1.6 Relationship to Statutes, Regulations, or other Plans

The rangeland management program is managed under the provisions of the Taylor Grazing Act
of 1934 as amended, the FLPMA of 1976 as amended, the Public Rangelands Improvement Act
of 1978, and the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) of 1969. These laws along with the
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grazing regulations under 43 CFR 4100 and associated BLM Manual policy, authorize and
govern administration of livestock grazing on public lands.

43 CFR 4100.0-2 Objectives:

(a) The objectives of these regulations are to promote healthy sustainable rangeland
ecosystems; to accelerate restoration and improvement of public rangelands to properly
functioning conditions; to promote orderly use, improvement and development of the
public lands; to establish efficient and effective administration of grazing of public
rangelands; and to provide for the sustainability of the western livestock industry and
communities that are dependent upon productive, healthy public rangelands.

(b) These objectives will be realized in a manner consistent with land use plans, multiple use,
sustained yield, environmental values, economic and other objectives stated in the Taylor
Grazing Act of June 28, 1934, as amended (43 U.S.C. 315, 315a- 315r); Section 102 of
the FLPMA of 1976 (43 U.S.C. 1701) and the Public Rangelands Improvement Act if
1978 (43 U.S.C. 1901(b)(2)).

43 CFR 4110.2-4 Allotments:

After consultation, cooperation, and coordination with the affected grazing permittees or
lessees, the State having lands or responsible for managing resources within the area, and
the interested public, the authorized officer may designate and adjust grazing allotment
boundaries. The authorized officer may combine or divide allotments, through an
agreement or by decision, when necessary for the proper and efficient management of
public rangelands.

In addition, the Proposed Action would comply with the following laws and/or agency

regulations, and are consistent with applicable federal, state, and local laws, regulations, and

plans to the maximum extent possible:

Taylor Grazing Act of 1934

Federal Land Policy and Management Act of 1976, as amended (43 U.S.C. 1701 et seq.)

Public Rangelands Improvement Act of 1978

Endangered Species Act of 1973, as amended

Migratory Bird Treaty Act of 1918, as amended

Bald and Golden Eagle Protection Act of 1940, as amended

Arizona Revised Statute 17-236

Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966, as amended

Native American Graves Protection and Repatriation Act of 1990 (25 U.S.C. 3001- 3013;

104 Stat. 3048-3058)

¢ Biological Opinion (BO) on the Gila District Livestock Grazing Program #22410-2006-
F-0414

1.7 Scoping and Issue Identification

For this analysis, an “issue” is a point of disagreement, or dispute with the Proposed Action
based on some anticipated environmental effect. An issue is more than just a position statement,
such as disagreement with grazing on public lands. An issue:
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e Has cause and effect relationship with the Proposed Action or alternatives
e [s within the scope of analysis

e Has not been decided by law, regulation, or previous decision; and

e Is amendable to scientific analysis rather than conjecture

Identification of issues for this assessment was accomplished by considering the resources that
could be affected by dividing the allotment and issuing the leases for the Zuni Ranch and Concho
Ranch Allotments. The LHE previously completed for the Zuni Concho Allotment included
analysis of both areas and included an opportunity for public comment to the LHE through a
letter dated April 30, 2021. The resulting final LHE is still applicable for the evaluation of this
assessment.

The draft of this EA was made available through the online NEPA Register (ePlanning) and a
letter dated February 15" was mailed to all interested parties to solicit public comment. The 15-
day comment period ended March 6™, Five comments were received. Issues identified through
comments were considered and addressed in Appendix E. The BLM will follow the protocol
identified in 43 CFR 4160 for any subsequent decisions.

1.7.1 Issues identified for detailed analysis
1. How would the division of the Zuni Concho Allotment into the Zuni Ranch Allotment
and the Concho Ranch Allotment affect the BLM grazing lease? (Analysis included in
Section 3.1.)

1.7.2 Issues identified but eliminated from detailed analysis
1. How would the division of the Zuni Concho Allotment into the Zuni Ranch Allotment
and the Concho Ranch Allotment affect soils and vegetation utilization?

o Rationale: Both ranch units (Zuni Ranch and Concho Ranch) have been leased to
JMP Ranches, Inc. The allotment was previously managed as two separate
ranches because of the distinct geographic separation from one another. The
division of the allotment into two BLM allotments would provide for more
effective BLM administration of grazing use. Transferring grazing preference for
the Concho Ranch portion of the allotment and issuing the grazing lease to
Andrus Ranch Holding, LLC would result in minimal changes in livestock use on
BLM-administered lands because the proportional use of each of the allotments
would remain the same as under the existing BLM Zuni Concho Allotment lease.
Both allotments would continue to be administered as custodial allotments.

2. How would the division of the Zuni Concho Allotment into the Zuni Ranch Allotment
and the Concho Ranch Allotment affect threatened and endangered species?

o Rationale: The Zuni Concho LHE evaluated wildlife resources including
threatened and endangered species, special status species, and species of
economic and recreational importance. The BLM identified the gray wolf
(Mexican wolf), yellow-billed cuckoo, northern Mexican gartersnake, Chiricahua
leopard frog, Little Colorado spinedace, Zuni bluehead sucker, black-footed
ferret, jaguar, Mexican spotted owl, and northern Aplomado falcon as species that
could potentially occur on the allotment or within 5 miles of the allotment. Due to
the absence of needed or preferred habitat, none of these species are expected to
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occur on the BLM-administered portions of the allotment. Additionally, the
grazing program for the BLM Gila District, including grazing activities within the
Zuni Concho Allotment, was assessed pursuant to Section 7 of the Endangered
Species Act (ESA) to determine whether the program would jeopardize the
continued existence of endangered or threatened species and/or their designated or
proposed critical habitat. The USFWS rendered a Biological Opinion (BO) on the
Gila District Livestock Grazing Program #22410-2006-F-0414 (2012). The BO
determined that no conservation measures were needed for the Zuni Concho
Allotment due to the absence of the consulted listed species and/or designated
critical habitat. For the full discussion of these species, please refer to Section
2.3.3 of the Zuni Concho Allotment LHE in Appendix C. A recent Information
for Planning and Consultation report (IPaC) was ran on January 18, 2023,
verifying that there have been no changes to T&E species listing or critical habitat
within the Zuni Concho Allotment since the completion of the LHE in June 2021.
The BLM evaluated the bald eagle (wintering only), ferruginous hawk, golden
eagle, western burrowing owl, pinyon jay, Arizona myotis, banner-tailed
kangaroo rat, Gunnison prairie dog, spotted bat, pale Townsend’s big-eared bat,
Northern leopard frog, and several bird species from the 2008 Birds of
Conservation Concern list in Section 2.3.3 of the Zuni Concho Allotment LHE.
The Zuni Concho Allotment LHE concluded that under the current grazing lease
with existing livestock use, the composition, structure, and distribution of habitat
for all classifications of sensitive species are intact and would be suitable for use
if the species were present.

Species of economic and recreational importance were listed in Section 2.3.3 of
the Zuni Concho Allotment LHE, and it was noted that the vegetation and habitat
present, with the existing livestock use, offered forage and cover for these species.
As discussed above under soils and vegetation (Section 1.7.2), the division of the
Zuni Concho Allotment into the Zuni Ranch Allotment and the Concho Ranch
Allotment would result in minimal changes to livestock use on the allotment. As a
result, there would be no changes to threatened and endangered species, special
status species, and species of economic and recreational importance.
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2.0 Description of Alternatives, Including the Proposed Action

2.1 Proposed Action Alternative

The Zuni Concho Allotment No. 06170 would be divided into two separate allotments
(Appendix B, Figure 1). Forage species and production on BLM-administered lands within each
ranch are similar, therefore forage associated with each ranch would be divided proportionally
based on number of acres for each ranch as described below:

Concho Ranch

The Concho Ranch portion of the Zuni Concho Allotment would be called the Concho Ranch
Allotment (No. 00126). The BLM-administered land associated with this allotment includes 331
acres or 21.5 percent of the BLM-administered land. There are 6 cattle and 72 AUMs associated
with the current Zuni Concho Allotment grazing lease. Distributing permitted use proportionally
to this allotment results in the new Concho Ranch Allotment receiving 15 AUMs (1 cattle
yearlong).

Zuni Ranch

The Zuni Ranch portion of the Zuni Concho Allotment would be called the Zuni Ranch
Allotment (No. 00125). The BLM-administered land associated with this allotment includes
1,207 acres or 78.5 percent of the BLM-administered land. There are 6 cattle and 72 AUMs
associated with the current Zuni Concho Allotment grazing lease. Distributing permitted use
proportionally to this allotment results in the new Zuni Ranch Allotment receiving 57 AUMS (6
cattle yearlong).

Incorporating recommendations from the Zuni Concho LHE, grazing leases would be offered to
each lessee for the remainder of the ten-year period for which the original Zuni Concho lease
was recently renewed. Leases would end on February 28, 2031, with the following Terms and
Conditions (T&C) for each allotment:

Mandatory Terms and Conditions: Leases are issued in AUMs, which account for the forage
necessary for the sustenance of one cow or its equivalent for a period of one month. Under the
Proposed Action, the 6 cattle or 72 AUMSs associated with the current Zuni Concho Allotment
(USDI BLM 2022) would be proportionally distributed between the new Zuni Ranch Allotment
and the new Concho Ranch Allotment as follows:

Allotment Livestock Period % Public

Number and Name Number/Kind Begin End Land Type Use AUMs
AZ00126 Concho Ranch 1 Cattle 3/1 2/28 100 Custodial 15
AZ00125 Zuni Ranch 5 Cattle 3/1 2/28 100 Custodial 57

Other Terms and Conditions: Existing terms and conditions would remain the same as
established through the previous Lease Renewal CX No. DOI-BLM-AZ-G010-2021-0038-CX
and would be carried forward onto both new leases as follows:
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e In order to improve livestock distribution on the public lands, all salt blocks and/or
mineral supplements shall not be placed within a 4 mile of any riparian area, wet
meadow or watering facility (either permanent or temporary) unless stipulated through a
written agreement or decision in accordance with 43 CFR 4130.3-2(c).

e The lessee shall submit, upon request, a report of the actual grazing use made on this
allotment for the previous grazing period, March I to February 28. Failure to submit such
a report upon request by March 15 of the current year may result in suspension or
cancellation of the grazing lease.

e Lessee shall provide reasonable administrative access across private and leased lands to
the BLM for the orderly management and protection of the public lands.

Upon completion of the Zuni Concho Allotment division, a grazing lease for the Zuni Ranch
Allotment would be offered to JMP Ranches Inc., and a grazing lease for the Concho Ranch
Allotment would be offered to Andrus Ranch Holding, LLC.

For this EA, the project area refers only to BLM-administered land within the allotment(s) due to
Section 15 leases only authorizing the forage available on public land.

2.2 No Action Alternative

The No Action Alternative represents the continuation of the existing ranch management. The
allotment would not be divided. The Zuni Concho Allotment would remain permitted as
currently authorized through Lease Renewal CX No. DOI-BLM-AZ-G010-2021-0038-CX.

2.3 No Grazing Alternative

Under a No Grazing Alternative, the lease for the Zuni Concho Allotment would be canceled.
Livestock grazing would not be authorized on BLM-administered lands within the allotment.
The BLM would initiate this process in accordance with 43 CFR parts 4100.
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3.0 Affected Environment and Environmental Impacts

This section describes the affected environment, specifically the existing or baseline conditions
relevant to each issue, followed by a description of the expected impacts that are reasonably
foreseeable and have a reasonably close causal relationship to the Proposed Action or
alternatives, including those effects that occur at the same time and place as the Proposed Action
or alternatives and may include effects that are later in time or farther removed in distance from
the alternatives. In this document, the terms “effect” and “impact” are used synonymously.

The BLM is required to consider many authorities when evaluating a federal action. Those
elements of the human environment that are subject to the requirements specified in statutes,
regulations, or executive orders must be considered in all EAs. Other resource concerns
identified within this EA, have been considered by BLM resource specialists to determine
whether they would be potentially affected by the Proposed Action, these elements are identified
in Appendix A along with the rationale for the determination on potential effects. If elements
were determined to be potentially impacted, they were carried forward for detailed analysis in
this EA; likewise, if an element were not present or would not be affected, it was not carried out
for detailed analysis.

For a full description of resources on the allotment, refer to the Zuni Concho Land Health
Evaluation (LHE) where all resources were identified and discussed in detail, the LHE is also
made available in Appendix C.

3.1 How would the division of the Zuni Concho Allotment into the Zuni Ranch
Allotment and the Concho Ranch Allotment affect the BLM grazing lease?

3.1.1 Affected Environment

Livestock grazing was considered as part of the Zuni Concho Allotment (No. 06170) Grazing
Lease Renewal CX No. DOI-BLM-AZ-G010-2021-0038-CX that was signed July 7, 2021. The
CX decision was informed by the associated LHE signed June 30, 2021. The CX and Final LHE
are included in Appendices C and D and are available electronically through the online NEPA
Register at: https://go.usa.gov/x6t7Z].

As described in the Purpose and Need in Section 1.3 of this EA, the lessee has applied to the
BLM to split the Zuni Concho Allotment into two allotments so that they can be managed
separately. The BLM needs to prepare an EA to analyze the effects of changing the grazing
management. The changes are primarily with the BLM’s administration of the grazing leases
which would be reflected in the Mandatory Terms and Conditions of the leases.

The current grazing lease for the Zuni Concho Allotment No. 06170 contains the following
mandatory terms and conditions:

Allotment Livestock Period % Public
Number and Name Number/Kind Begin End Land Type Use AUMs
AZ06170 Zuni Concho 6 Cattle 3/1 2/28 100 Custodial 72
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The allotment has historically been managed as two separate ranches because of the distinct
geographic separation between the Zuni Ranch and the Concho Ranch.

In practice, both the season of use and the number of AUMs would not change which would
result in the actual livestock grazing and associated on-the-ground impacts remaining unchanged
by the implementation of this Proposed Action. Existing Other Terms and Conditions would
remain the same as established through the previous Lease Renewal CX No. DOI-BLM-AZ-
G010-2021-0038-CX for both allotments as described in the Proposed Action Alternative in
Section 2.1.

For more details regarding the allotment profile and general description, see Section 2 of the
Zuni Concho Allotment LHE (Appendix C).

3.1.2 Environmental Impacts — Proposed Action Alternative

The Zuni Concho Allotment No. 06170 would be divided into two allotments as described above
in Section 2.1 Proposed Action Alternative. The grazing applications have already been reviewed
and approved however the grazing leases are not issued until proper NEPA process i.e., this EA
is completed to analyze the impact of this change. The Zuni Concho Allotment No. 06170 would
no longer be an allotment but would be replaced by two new grazing allotments: Zuni Ranch
Allotment (No. 00125) and Concho Ranch Allotment (No. 00126). The lands associated with
these two allotments were addressed in the Zuni Concho LHE. The lease renewal CX and
associated LHE acknowledged the two distinct geographic ranches and assessed them
accordingly. The subsequent decision to renew the lease included the Mandatory Terms and
Conditions as follows:

Allotment Livestock Period % Public
Number and Name Number/Kind Begin End Land Type Use AUMs
AZ06170 Zuni Concho 6 Cattle 3/1 2/28 100 Custodial 72

Implementation of this Proposed Action would change the Mandatory Terms and Conditions to
divide the AUMs and Livestock number/kind proportionally between the two grazing allotments
resulting in no net change to the overall AUMs or livestock number permitted. The two leases
would be issued as follows:

Allotment Livestock Period % Public

Number and Name Number/Kind Begin End Land Type Use AUMs
AZ00126 Concho Ranch 1 Cattle 3/1 2/28 100 Custodial 15
AZ00125 Zuni Ranch 5 Cattle 3/1 2/28 100 Custodial 57

Livestock number and AUM divisions are based on acreage. The total acreage of BLM-
administered land associated with both ranches is 1,538 acres. The Concho Ranch Allotment
includes 331 of those acres (21.5 percent). The Zuni Ranch Allotment includes 1,207 of those
acres (78.5 percent). Of the total 72 AUMs, 21.5 percent would go toward the Concho Ranch
lease (15 AUMs or 1 cattle) and the other 78.5 percent would go toward the Zuni Ranch lease
(57 AUMs or 5 cattle).
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Existing Other Terms and Conditions would remain the same as established through the previous
Lease Renewal CX No. DOI-BLM-AZ-G010-2021-0038-CX for both allotments as described in
the Proposed Action in Section 2.1 resulting in no impacts from implementation of the Other
Terms and Conditions.

3.1.3 Environmental Impacts — No Action Alternative

The No Action Alternative would allow for grazing to continue under the current management.
The Zuni Concho Allotment No. 06170 would not be divided into two allotments. The two
grazing applications were approved by the BLM in May of 2022, this would allow continued use
by the two applicants, however, the allotment would not be divided into two allotments and
instead the Zuni Concho Allotment No. 06170 would include two authorizations, each for a
portion of the total allowed usage for the allotment as outlined below. Livestock use would not
change because it is currently leased for grazing and is already managed as two distinct ranches.

Allotment Livestock Period % Public

Number and Name Number/Kind Begin End Land Type Use AUMs
AZ06170 Zuni Concho 1 Cattle 3/1 2/28 100 Custodial 15
AZ06170 Zuni Concho 5 Cattle 3/1 2/28 100 Custodial 57

3.1.4 Environmental Impacts — No Grazing Alternative

Under the No Grazing Alternative, BLM-administered lands within the current allotment
boundaries would no longer be authorized for grazing. State Land and private land within and
adjacent to the current allotment boundaries would continue to be authorized for livestock
grazing. If the No Grazing Alternative were to be implemented, the BLM would have to ensure
that un-authorized grazing would not occur, this would require a need to fence out the BLM-
administered lands within the allotments. The addition of fences would further segment land and
reduce the overall management capabilities within the area. The BLM would no longer need to
manage these allotments for livestock grazing, but compliance inspections would still be needed
to ensure cattle are not trespassing and the additional fence lines are being maintained.

The No Grazing Alternative would result in cancellation of the BLM grazing lease for the
allotment. Construction of additional fence lines would be required and if construction was not
feasible, this alternative would impact ranching operations within the allotments including State
and private land management.

3.1.5 Cumulative Effects

Current conditions in the project area result from a multitude of natural events and human
actions that have taken place over many decades. Cumulative effects are defined as the “impact
on the environment which results from the incremental impact of the action when added to other
past, present, and reasonably foreseeable future actions” (40 CFR § 1508.7). The time frame for
this analysis is the life of the lease (10 years). The Impacts from the Proposed Action are
anticipated to last for the life of the project. Grazing has been occurring in the past, is currently
permitted, and will continue in the foreseeable future. The allotments include both State and
Private land and the BLM has no administrative authority over these land ownerships.
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The Proposed Action would allow for grazing management to align with the surrounding state
and private lands within the grazing allotment(s) and in association with their adjoining lands.
No additional cumulative impacts are expected to occur because of the Proposed Action. The
Proposed Action would not be expected to result in any incremental impacts or changes when
considering past, present and reasonably foreseeable future actions, and their effects.

Under the No Action Alternative, it is expected that livestock grazing would continue on BLM-
administered land as currently authorized and in adjoining areas no administered by the BLM.
Under the No Grazing Alternative, the BLM would no longer need to administer grazing the
grazing lease for the allotment, but periodic checks would still be necessary to ensure cattle are
not grazing on BLM-administered public lands. The lessees would be responsible for ensuring
cattle do not have access to BLM-administered lands and this could influence grazing
management on the state and private lands within the allotment.
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4.0 Consultation, Cooperation, and Coordination

The process for approving the Zuni Concho LHE and CX included multiple solicitation periods
for interested publics. This was all part of the grazing lease renewal process in 2021. A draft of
this EA was offered to solicit comment from interested parties through a letter dated February
15, 2023; comments received were considered and issues identified are addressed in Appendix E.
The BLM will follow the protocol identified in 43 CFR 4160 for any subsequent decisions.

Refer to Appendix A: Project Resource Review for issues identified.

5.0 List of Preparers

BLM Staff

Amelia Taylor, Assistant Field Manager, Renewable Resources
Amy McGowan, Planning and Environmental Specialist

Casey Bruner, Wildlife Biologist

Dusty Carpenter, Planning and Environmental Specialist
George Maloof, Cultural Resource Specialist

Kayli Farmer, Wildlife Biologist

Matt Stewart, Hydrologist

Ryan Peterson, Rangeland Management Specialist
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Appendix A: Project Resource Review

Resource

Determination®

Affected Environment (Rationale for
Determination)

NP = Not Present in the area that will be impacted by the Proposed Action
NI = Present, but not affected to a degree that would mean detailed analysis is required
PI = Present with potential for impact; analyzed in detail in the EA

Air Quality*

NI

The BLM has reviewed the current National
Ambient Air and Quality Standards and non-
attainment areas classified by the U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA). The
project area is not within a non-attainment air basin
for large particulates (PM10) or fine particulates
(PM2.5). No additional analysis is warranted.

Areas of Critical Environmental
Concern*

NP

Resource not present.

Cultural and Historic*

NI

A Class I Literature Review was conducted for the
project area. The scope of the project would not
further impact any cultural or historic sites. If
present, standard terms, and conditions on the lease
would require action if any sites were to be
discovered in the future, no additional analysis is
warranted.

Environmental Justice*

NP

The implementation of the Proposed Action would
not have a disproportionately high or adverse health
or environmental effects on low income or minority
populations. No additional analysis is warranted.

Floodplains*

NP

Resource not present.

Grazing

NI

This resource was identified but eliminated from
detailed analysis. See Section 1.7.2 for the brief
analysis.

Climate Change/Green House Gas

NP

Methane Emissions would result in no change as the
AUM’s associated with each allotment are to remain
the same.

Hazardous or Solid Waste*

NP

No Hazardous or Solid Waste would be stored or
disposed of on BLM lands because of this project.
No additional analysis is warranted.

Invasive and Non-native Species*

NI

The Proposed Action is not expected to have any
impacts on Invasive and Non-native Species as
grazing is currently authorized in both areas of the
existing allotment.

Migratory Birds*

NI

This resource was evaluated in the Zuni Concho
LHE. Additionally, this was analyzed briefly in
Section 1.7.2 of this EA. There are no expected
impacts, therefore, no additional analysis is
warranted.

Minerals

NI

The Proposed Action would not prevent mineral
entry or impact federal minerals management. No
additional analysis is warranted.

Native and American Religious
Concerns*

NI

No locations within the project site have been
identified as historically sensitive. Native American
cultural and religious locations would not be
affected by the Proposed Action. No additional
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analysis is warranted.

Paleontological Resources NI eClassification of 2 (low) and 4 (high) potential.
Standard terms and conditions on the lease would
require action if vertebrate fossils were found. No
additional analysis warranted.

Prime and Unique Farmland* NP Resource not present.

Threatened and Endangered NI This resource was evaluated in the Zuni Concho

Species*/Designated Critical Habitat

LHE. Additionally, this resource was identified but
eliminated from detailed analysis. See Section 1.7.2
for the brief discussion. No additional analysis is
warranted.

Vegetation NI

This resource was identified but eliminated from
detailed analysis. See Section 1.7.2 for the
discussion. There are no expected impacts, therefore,
no additional analysis is warranted.

Visual Resources NP

The Project Area is located within Visual Resource
Management (VRM) Class IV, which allows for
major changes to the visual character of an area. No
visual resources would be impacted from the
Proposed action, no additional analysis is warranted.

Water Quality* NP

The Proposed Action would not affect water quality
or quantity, no additional analysis is warranted.

Wetland or Riparian Zones* NP

There are no wetlands or riparian areas within or
immediately adjacent to the project area.

Wild and Scenic Rivers* NP

There are no wild and/or Scenic Rivers within or
immediately adjacent to the project area, no
additional analysis is warranted.

Wilderness* NP

There are no designated wilderness areas within or
immediately adjacent to the project area, no
additional analysis is warranted.

Wildlife NI

This resource was evaluated in the Zuni Concho
LHE. Additionally, this resource was identified but
eliminated from detailed analysis. See Section 1.7.2
for the brief discussion. There are no expected
impacts, therefore, no additional analysis is
warranted.

*Consideration Required by Law or Executive Order
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Appendix B: Map

Figure 1: Zuni Concho Allotment Vicinity and Ranch Divisions
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Appendix C: Land Health Evaluation Report Zuni Concho
Allotment (No. 06170)













































































































































































































Appendix D: Zuni Concho Allotment (No. 06170) Grazing Lease
Renewal DOI-BLM-AZ-G010-2021-0038-CX




NATIONAL ENVIRONMENTAL POLICY ACT (NEPA) COMPLIANCE RECORD
Categorical Exclusion (CX)
Grazing Lease Renewal

BLM Safford Field Office
711 S. 14" Avenue, Safford, AZ 85546

PART I: PROJECT INFORMATION
Document Title: Zuni Concho Allotment (No. 06170) Grazing Lease Renewal

Document Number: DOI-BLM-AZ-G010-2021-0038-CX Case File Number: 06170

Preparer Name and Title: Brandon Schurch, Rangeland Management Specialist

Applicant: JMP Ranches Inc.

Applicable CX Authority:

Section 402(h)(1) of Federal Land Policy and Management Act (FLPMA), as Amended by Section 3023 of
Public Law 113-291, National Defense Authorization Act (NDAA) 2015.

Proposed Action:

Renew the grazing lease for the Zuni Concho Allotment No. 06170 for a period of 10 years per the terms
and conditions listed therein. The lease continues the current grazing management of the allotment as
follows:

Number and Kind of Season of Use Percent Public Lands { Number of Animal Unit
Livestock Months (AUM)
6 Cattle 3/1-2/28 100 72

Continue with these Other Terms and Conditions:

e In order to improve livestock distribution on the public lands, all salt blocks and/or mineral
supplements shall not be placed within one quarter of a mile of any riparian area, wet meadow, or
watering facility (either permanent or temporary) unless stipulated through a written agreement or
decision in accordance with 43 CFR 4130.3-2(c).

Add to the Current Other Terms and Conditions:

o The Lessee shall submit upon request a report of the actual grazing use made on this allotment for
the previous grazing period, March 1 to February 28 upon request. Failure to submit such a report by
March 15™ of the current year may result in suspension or cancellation of the grazing lease.

e The Lessee shall provide reasonable administrative access across private and leased lands to the
BLM for the orderly management and protection of the public lands.

The following Other Terms and Conditions should be deleted as it is a duplicate of the Standard Terms and
Conditions associated with this BLM lease:

e Ifin connection with allotment operations under this authorization, any human remains, funerary
objects, sacred objects or objects of cultural patrimony as defined in the Native American Graves
Protection and Repatriation Act (P.L. 101-601; 104 Stat. 3048; U.S.C. 3001) are discovered, the
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Permittee shall stop operations in the immediate area of the discovery, protect the remains and
objects, and immediately notify the Authorized Officer of the discovery. The Permittee shall
continue to protect the immediate area of the discovery until notified by the Authorized Officer that
operations may resume.

Location of Proposed Action:

The Zuni Concho Allotment No. 06170 is in Apache County, Arizona. The allotment is geographically split
into two separate locations.

Map Attached

PART II: CX COMPLIANCE REVIEW
1I (A). FLPMA SECTION 402(h)(1) CRITERIA

The following criteria for the application of a CX to issue a grazing permit or lease have been met.

Yes No*
1. The permit or lease continues the current grazing management of the allotment(s). 0O

2. A Land Health Evaluation (LHE) Report (land health assessment(s) and
evaluation) has been completed in accordance with BLM Manual Handbook H- =
4180-1 Rangeland Health Standards.

3. The Authorized Official (AO) concludes from the findings of the LHE report that:

a. The public land subject to the evaluation is meeting land health standards. OJ
OR
b. The public land subject to the evaluation is not meeting standards due to ] ]

factors other than current livestock grazing.

2

*4 CX may not be used for the permit/lease renewal if the response to any of the above questions is “No.

II (B). LAND USE PLAN CONFORMANCE

Specify how the existing grazing is consistent with land use plan (LUP) and any applicable allotment
management plan (AMP) objectives and decisions.

LUP and Decision Date(s):

This section provides an overview of the Safford Field Office management objectives that are associated with
the Zuni Concho Allotment per the Phoenix Resource Management Plan (RMP) (BLM, 1989), as amended by
the decision record for Arizona Standards and Guidelines. The Phoenix RMP incorporates by reference the
decisions from the Eastern Arizona Grazing Final Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS) Record of Decision
(1987).

Current grazing is consistent with the Phoenix Resource Management Plan (RMP) objectives:

e Grazing Management (GM-02) The grazing program in the area is managed under the provisions of the
Taylor Grazing Act of 1934, [Federal Land Policy and Management Act of 1976] FLPMA, and the
Public Rangelands Improvement Act of 1978. [Phoenix] RMP page 14-15

e GM-03 Management of rangeland resources is guided by the Range Program Summary Record of
Decision (RPS/ROD) which selected the Preferred Alternative analyzed in the 1987 Arizona Grazing

2
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FEIS. [Phoenix] RMP page 15.

o Wildlife/Fisheries (WF-03) Wildlife and plants which are federally listed or proposed for listing as either
threatened or endangered are protected under provisions of the Endangered Species Act of 1973, as
amended. [Phoenix] RMP page 15.

e WF-04 It is BLM policy to avoid jeopardizing the continued existence of any listed or proposed species
and to actively promote species recovery. [Phoenix] RMP page 15.

e  WF-05 It is BLM policy to manage federal candidate species and their habitat to prevent the need for
listing as threatened or endangered. [Phoenix] RMP page 15.

Further, the Phoenix RMP provides the following grazing management objectives: 1) to restore and improve
rangeland condition and productivity, 2) to provide for use and development of rangeland, 3) to maintain and
improve habitat and viable wildlife populations, 4) to control future management actions and 5) to promote
sustained yield and multiple use.

II (C). PLAN CONFORMANCE REVIEW DETERMINATION

This proposed action is subject to the following land use plan:

Phoenix Resource Management Plan (RMP), Final Environmental Impact Statement (1988), and Record
of Decision approved 1989.

The proposed action has been reviewed and determined to be in conformance with this land use plan (43 CFR
1610.5-3 Conformity and Implementation, BLM MS 1601.04(c)(2)].

/s/ Brandon Schurch 6/30/2021

Project Lead Date
IT (D). CONSULTATION AND COORDINATION

Provide a summary of consultation and coordination undertaken. Attach any notification letters and
distribution list.

Parties and Dates Consulted and Coordinated
e A letter informing that the Zuni Concho Allotment was being considered for a lease renewal was
distributed via certified mail on January 31, 2017, to Interested Publics (refer to Attachment 2). No
responses were received. Data on special status species was obtained from the U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service (USFWS) and the Arizona Game and Fish Department (AGFD).

¢ A notification letter and draft LHE report were distributed on May 3, 2021, via certified mail to a list of
Interested Publics (refer to Attachment 2). Recipients were notified of (1) a 15-day draft LHE report
comment period, and (2) the intent to process the associated grazing lease renewal via a categorical
exclusion pursuant to Section 402(h)(1) of the Federal Land Policy and Management Act (FLPMA,; 43
U.S.C. 1701 et seq.). No comments were received.
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PART III: RESOURCE PROGRAM CONSULTATION & COORDINATION

III (A). CX Applicability/Exception Review

DOI-BLM-AZ-G010-2021-0038-CX

Date Internal Scoping Initiated: 6/2/2021

Date Internal Scoping Closed: 7/6/2021

NAME

EXTRAORDINARY CIRCUMSTANCE (EXCEPTION)

SIGNATURE*

DATE

*Signature indicates that I have reviewed the project to determine the applicability of an extraordinary circumstance.

In accordance with 43 CFR 46.215, if any of the following extraordinary circumstances below are applicable to the action being
considered, either an EA or EIS must be prepared for the action.

Applies?
Yes No
O
O
O
O
O
O
O

Assistant
Field
Manager

§46.215(a) Have significant impacts on public health or
safety.

/s/ Ryan Peterson
(Acting)

7/1/2021

Joneen
Cockman

§46.215(b) Have significant effects on such unique
geographic characteristics as prime farmlands; sole or
principal drinking water aquifers; wetlands (EO 11990);
or floodplains (EO 11988).

/s/ Joneen Cockman

6/26/2021

Ron Peru

§46.215(b) Have significant effects on such natural
resources and unique geographic characteristics as park,
recreation or refuge lands; national natural landmarks;
national monuments; wilderness areas; wild or scenic
rivers; or other ecologically significant or critical areas.

/s/ Ron Peru

6/30/2021

George
Maloof

§46.215(b) Have significant impacts on properties listed,
or eligible for listing, on the National Register of Historic
Places, or on such unique geographic characteristics as
historic or cultural resources.

§46.215(i) Violate a Federal law, or a State, local, or
tribal law or requirement imposed for the protection of the
environment.

§46.215(k) Limit access to and ceremonial use of Indian
sacred sites on Federal lands by Indian religious
practitioners or significantly adversely affect the physical
integrity of such sacred sites (EO 13007).

/s/ George Maloof

06/07/2021

Emily
Burke

§46.215(h) Have significant impacts on species listed, or
proposed to be listed, on the List of Endangered or
Threatened Species, or have significant effects on
designated Critical Habitat for these species. §46.215(b)
Have significant impacts on migratory birds; or other
ecologically significant or critical areas.

/s/ Emily G Burke

06/28/2021

Emily
Burke

§46.215(1) Contribute to the introduction, continued
existence, or spread of noxious weeds or non-native
invasive species known to occur in the area or actions that
may promote the introduction, growth, or expansion of
the range of such species (Federal Noxious Weed Control
Act and

EO 13112).

/s/ Emily G Burke

06/28/2021

Assistant
Field
Manager

§46.215(c) Have highly controversial environmental
effects or involve unresolved conflicts concerning
alternative uses of available resources [42 USC
4332(2)(E)].

/s/ Ryan Peterson
(Acting)

7/1/2021
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O

Brandon | §46.215(d) Have highly uncertain and potentially /s/ Brandon Schurch 6/30/2021
Schurch | significant environmental effects or involve unique or
unknown environmental risks.

Assistant | §46.215(e) Establish a precedent for future action or /s/ Ryan Peterson 7/1/2021
Field represent a decision in principle about future actions with | (Acting)
Manager | potentially significant environmental effects.

Brandon | §46.215(f) Have a direct relationship to other actions with |/s/ Brandon Schurch 6/30/2021
Schurch | individually insignificant but cumulatively significant
environmental effects.

Shelby | §46.215(j) Have a disproportionately high and adverse /s/ Shelby Leachet 7/6/2021
Leachet | effect on low income or minority populations (EO 12898).

III (B). Critical Resources Review

Affected,
bltll: fess Comments
Critical Resource Specialist | than Signature Date
Significant
Yes No Yes | No
1. NRHP/Cultural G. Maloof O O /s/ George Maloof 06/07/2021
2. T&E Species E. Burke O O /s/ Emily G Burke 06/28/2021
3. Floodplains/Wetlands | J. Cockman O O /s/ Joneen Cockman 06/26/2021
4. Invasive Species E. Burke O O /s/ Emily G Burke 06/28/2021

Comments/Attachments: Official Species lists were generated on March 1, 2021, then regenerated on June 15,
2021. Most T&E Species are not expected to occur within the allotment boundary, and those that may occur would
not be affected by the grazing lease renewal.

IV. FINAL REVIEW

This proposed action qualifies as a categorical exclusion under the National Environmental Policy Act of
1969 (NEPA) in accordance with Section 402(h)(1) of Federal Land Policy and Management Act
(FLPMA), as Amended by Section 3023 of Public Law 113-291, National Defense Authorization Act
(NDAA) 2015; National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) of 1969; and US Department of Interior,
Bureau of Land Management Instruction Memorandum No. 2015-121 Implementing Amended Section
402(h)(1) of Federal Land Policy and Management Act - Using a Categorical Exclusion when Issuing a
Grazing Permit or Lease.

This categorical exclusion is appropriate for this grazing permit/lease renewal because all the following
conditions apply:

1. The renewal continues the current grazing management of the allotment(s).

2. A LHE Report was conducted, and the findings indicate that either (a) land health standards are being
met, or (b) land health standards are not being met due to factors other than current livestock grazing.

3. Grazing on the allotment(s) is meeting the objectives of the applicable LUP.
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4. In accordance with 43 CFR 46.215, there are no extraordinary circumstances potentially having effects
that may significantly affect the environment:

The action would not have significant adverse effects on public health and safety nor would the action
adversely affect such unique geographic characteristics as historic or cultural resources, parks,
recreation, or refuge lands, wilderness areas, wild or scenic rivers, sole or principal drinking water
aquifers, prime farmlands, wetlands, floodplains, or ecologically significant or critical areas, including
those listed on the Department’s National Register of Natural Landmarks. The action does not have
highly controversial environmental effects nor have highly uncertain environmental effects, or involve
unique or unknown environmental risk nor does it adversely affect a species listed or proposed to be
listed on the list of endangered or threatened species. It would not establish a precedent for future
action nor represent a decision in principle about a future consideration with significant environmental
effects or related to other actions with individually insignificant but cumulatively significant
environmental effects. The proposed action would not adversely affect properties listed or eligible for
listing in the National Register of Historic Places. The action would not threaten to violate a Federal,
State, local or tribal law or requirements imposed for the protection of the environment or which
require compliance with Executive Order 11988 (Floodplain Management), Executive Order 11990
(Protection of Wetlands) or the Fish and Wildlife Coordination Act.

Mitigation Measures/Stipulations:

e N/A

NEPA Coordinator: Shelby Leachet Date: 7/06/2021
Shelby Leachet

Assistant Field Manager: Ryan Peterson (Acting) Date: 7/01/2021

Ryan Peterson acting for Amelia J. Taylor

PART V: DECISION

I have reviewed this plan conformance and NEPA compliance record and have determined that the
proposed action does not conflict with major land use plans and will not have any major adverse impacts on
other resources. Therefore, it does not represent an exception, and is categorically excluded from further
environmental review. It is my decision to implement the project, as described, with the above mitigation
measures attached.

Digitally signed by SCOTT

SCOTT COOKE cooxe 07/07/2021

AuthorlZlng OfﬁCIal‘ Date: 2021.07.07 11:48:32 -07'00' Date
Scott C. Cooke
Field Manager

Attachment(s): Maps and Interested Public
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Attachment 1: Zuni Concho Allotment Vicin
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Attachment 2: Interested Publics

Arizona Cattle Growers
1811 S Alma School Rd #255
Mesa, AZ 85210

Arizona Game and Fish Department
WMHB - Project Evaluation Program
5000 West Carefree Highway
Phoenix, AZ 85086-5000

Arizona Game and Fish Department
Region I — Pinetop

c/o James Eddy

2878 East White Mountain Boulevard.
Pinetop, AZ 85935

Arizona State Land Department
c/o Chris Lowman

1616 West Adams

Phoenix, AZ 85007

JMP Ranches Inc.
P.O. Box 810
St. Johns AZ, 85936

Larry Humphrey
P. O. Box 894
Pima, AZ 85543

Cyndi Tuell and/or Greta Anderson
Arizona and New Mexico Director
Western Watersheds Project

738 North 5th Avenue, Suite 206
Tucson, AZ 85705

William K. Brandau
P.O.Box 127
Solomon, AZ 85551-0127



Appendix E: Response to Comments from Public Scoping Period

Submission | Comment BLM Response
ID
EA-1- 1 appreciate the work that went into preparing | The LHE was completed to determine
500332154 | this EA. I support and urge BLM to approve that the allotment’s land health was
the No Grazing Alternative. Commercial meeting Arizona Standards for
livestock grazing causes many adverse impacts | Rangeland Health. The recommended
on soils, vegetation, water quality, and other action was to continue authorizing
public resources. Cattle also remove forage grazing use as previously authorized.
that would otherwise be available for wildlife. | This EA considers the No Grazing
These impacts have been amplified by Alternative which may be chosen as
prolonged drought. These BLM lands need to determined by the Authorized Officer
rest and heal. Please let them do so. Thank in accordance with the multiple-use and
you. sustained yield mission of the BLM.
EA-1- These are economically marginal allotments See response to Submission ID EA-1-
500332241 | where BLM management expenses relating to 500332154
them are likely to exceed the private benefits. It
is ridiculous for the public to subsidize private
livestock grazing on these public allotments.
BLM should respect common sense and the
public interest by adopting the No Grazing
Alternative. And the RMP should be revised to
permanently retire these allotments. Removing
livestock from these allotments would be both
economically and environmentally responsible.
EA-1- Please carefully review the relevant Comments received and associated
500332347 | attachments before finalizing this EA and documentation have been reviewed and

making any decisions. Please also include my
comments and these attachments in this NEPA
project file.

While I appreciate this EA analysis, I oppose
any continued livestock grazing in these
allotments. I believe this grazing has marginal
economic benefits but much greater adverse
environmental costs. This grazing depletes and
erodes soils, contaminates public waters,
removes forage for wildlife, spreads invasive
weeds, and degrades riparian and other
habitats. There is growing scientific evidence
that much of the current livestock grazing on
public lands in the West is harmful to the long-
term "sustained yield" of public land resources.
But too many BLM managers simply cannot
say no to ranchers. Millions of acres of BLM
lands have and continue to suffer because of
this management cowardice. Even as Biden
administration officials and most scientists
decry the worsening climate and extinction
crises, BLM managers continue to render many

are kept in the administrative record for
this project. The LHE found that land
health standards are being met for both
areas of this allotment. This ensures the
continued sustained yield of public land
resources. The recommended action
was to continue authorizing grazing use
as previously authorized. This EA
considers the No Grazing Alternative
which may be chosen as determined by
the Authorized Officer in accordance
with the multiple-use and sustained
yield mission of the BLM.




Submission
ID

Comment

BLM Response

decisions that make those crises even more
dangerous and severe. This failed status quo
must stop.

1 know that many good people work for BLM,
but the regressive management culture holds
them back. I hope this changes soon.

EA-1-
500332374

1 think the No Grazing Alternative should be
implemented by BLM. Cattle grazing on BLM
lands causes harmful effects on soil,
vegetation, and wildlife. BLM should not allow
our public lands and resources to be degraded
by ranchers.

See response to Submission ID EA-1-
500332154

EA-1-
500332688

I ask BLM to implement the No Grazing
Alternative. Many native species and natural
resources are adversely affected by livestock
grazing. BLM does not adequately stop or
prevent these harmful effects. BLM always
prefers the safe status quo rather than making
necessary changes. Restoring land health
should be the top management priority.

See response to Submission ID EA-1-
500332154
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