To:  Kellie Roadifer
Bureau of Land Management
Pinedale Office

From: Snake River Fishing Trips
Dba Jack Dennis Fishing Trips
Box 3369, Jackson, WY 83001

KEE: Snake River EMP comment
Dear Kellie and Martin,

I recently finmished going through the Snake River RMP and felt best to make a
few comments. Among yvour altermatives it appears that the bureau prefers to transfer
parcels of land to “another public land managing agency or to private non-profit land
preservation entities”. The preferred public land managing agencies of choice for many
of the parcels are the U, 5. Forest Service and Teton County. [ prefer to see land kepl in
public agencies because they are more likely to maintain a good public access. By access
I don't necessarily mean road access. Much of the access to the parcels is curmently by
nver only, To many times in the past has land been closed off to public use. | can see
access to public land as a problem in the future if we don’t address the problem now. This
iz a good way of addressing that problem,

With reference to “salable mincrals™ 1'm against seeing sand and gravel
operations in the nver bottom, Mot only does it have the potential of changing the river
but 15 unsightly.

These are very important pieces of land in a high profile arca. More than anything
else 1 don't want 1o see another “Canyon Club” on the river. It is likely that this document
will take several revisions before the public is happy with it.

Some suggestions for the parcels are listed below:

PARCEL FREFERRED USE

3 Transfer 1o Grand Teton National Park

4 Transfer to State land or Teton County

7 Transfer to Forest Service or Teton County as a river use spot, possible
picnic spot

B Transfer to Grand Teton National Park

9 Transfer to Telon County

1-12 Transfer to Teton County

13-14 Transfer to Teton County or Forest Service as boal access

1519 Trunsfer to Teton County
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21 Transfer to Wyoming Game and Fish to manage spring creeks or possibly
use: for fishing access from the river

22 Transfer to Forest Service or Teton County as possible picnic or camping
area

23 Do not transfer to Snake River Ranch, transfer 1o Teton County, Forest
Service or Game and Fish instead

26 Transfer to Forest Service, they have the downstream locations

2T Transfer to Teton County for trash.

aincerely,

Bruce E. James
Manager, Jack Dennis Fishing Trips



“lexey waulers” Ta. pinedale_stymail @ bim.gov
<bllarson® hotmail o oo
e Subgecl. Snake River AMPHelie Roadiler and Pl Mecham

DS T305 0547 PN

Dear Hs Roadilfer and Ms. Hecheam:

Thank you for this oppurtunity to commant om the BLM's planning efforts on
the Snake River properties in Teton County, I acknowledge the difficulties
in managing these disparate and unigque properties. I also applaud the Drafc
£I15°s Chorough review and production of tha six altermacive River Managemsnt
Flana {BEMF]. I would like ro fowsrd sy support of the Preferred
Aloermative- with soma notable additions,

1 believe wvary strongly that thesa parcels should scay in public ownership
under publlic panagement. Any moanagement plan that would allow for ctransfer
of these propertisea into private ownership should be diamissed. Privace
cwnership of Chese lands reises three concerns. The primery concern would
be the loss of public commentary oppurtunity bto any subsequent managemsnt
deciziana. The conservation easemsnbs probectbing theses parcels for the
landowners would not allow proper flexibility in adjusting managemsnc
practices in responde 0o chatyging river cargfidar 1ssues.
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Secaondly, private ownership will reduce the public's access for use. Though
roecreation easements will aupply limited access, L& will pot be &t current
acoass levels nor will it allew for futuro use changes.

Third, the Drafrt HIZS liscs numercus warershed, Fisl and wildlife lssues in
nead of mitigatlon., An example is the eftect of continuing lewy
copstrection and other manipulations to arkificially contain the river
channel. The Snake Biver Restoration Project (eallaborative between Tueton
County and Army Corps of Enginearst aims to address this situation. These
parcels aro within this corridor and as such, should repain in public hands
until project completion,

While 1 understand the BlM's dasire bo divest itself of this managems=nt
obligatien, 1t is clear chat the agency has & responsibility bo manage thies
land in the public's best intereat. It seems that there are a variecy ot
approaches that the agency could consider that would accomplish both these
goals.

Firvat, any plan that would result in privare ownership, whether choough
direct sale or bransfer via a non-profit., should be viewed with ultimato
guspicion. Private ownership and well intentioned conservation easemsnts
will not mect the mulbiple-use or enhancement goale stated im the EIS.

Management, responsibllity through a shared ownershipfmanagement aggreement
ghould be considered as puclined below:

1.8LM rertencion 0f che land ownersbip with subsidiary group managesent .,
This allows tha land to retain the advantages of boing BLM while reliswving
the agency of the management responsibility,

2. Tranafer of land ownership to ancther public agoncy with aithez
diract managment by that agency or management by a subsidiary group,

1.4 teired transfer- transfer of ownership to appropriate public
agancies baged on individeal parcels evalueation. For example, Teton County
would own/manage the bridge parcels and the parcel WE of the Wilson Bridge
(Parcels 9 and 14}, Fish and Game would own/manage parcels adjacent to the
Elk Refuge, ebtc., Tho BLE would retain cwnership of parcels throughout
evaluation process. I beliowe that there would be steong fnkecest in tho
nan-prafil comunity in helping to facilitake this process.

The abave opbions should be considered as additions to the Lands and Realty
Managoment section of the Preferrved Alrernaciwe. 1 haliewve chat the
management objectives and actions regarding the other land use or rosources
can be accamplished within the frameswork of tEhe above suggestod
impleamentation plans.

I am not a nacural rescurce planner However, I do beliove chat the above
suggestions should act as impetus Eo explore shared ownership/managemsnt
possibilitiss as decisicns regarding thepe propsrties are made. Tals
cammunity has ample public and nen-prefic resources, Lok us use them to
proserve this valuable commodicy.

Thank wou for your consideration in this makbbsr.

Lexsy Wauters

Py 124

Teton Yillages, WY B3025
bBllacrgon@hotmall . com
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“lan Levenson” lo; <pinodale_wymal @ bim.govs
<ilevenson & phenogen oo
EX.COM> Subject Snake Aiver Lard Managemsan

0514003 0716 PM

Dear Snake River RMP Toam Leader,

I am writing to express my opinion on how BLM land along the Snake River
should he handled. 1 am a six year reasident of Jackson Wyoming, and a
frecquent recreational user of che Snake River. I beligwe chat the land in
question should remain in the hands of the public. I am cpposed to any
plan that would lumit my access Eo the river as a recraatcional user, or
regult in dewelopment of rthe land I believe that kranafer of the land to
the Land Trust and the subseguent selling of the land ko private ownars
would threaten my accaess o the rivar as well 4s threaten the undisturbed
natural character of the riverside habitat,

Sincerely,

lan Levenson

Home Phope: I0T-600-HEH3

wWork Phome: 3ID7-739-8990 ext. 2
Fax: 307-738-g093
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CaralkjhEanl com Mo: pinedale vwyemail & bim.goy

Q5/14/03 10:38 PM s
o Subject: Snake River AP

Dear Team Leader:

Allemative C bes! protects the river corfidar quality by reducing commercial river traffic through a
permil systam and restricting other growth, This aternative is the only one that disallows developmant of a
mapor boal launch at Parcel 26 at the South Park Bridge that would primarily be used for commercial
autlitters,

The SE portion of this parcel is particulary unsuitable becausa il is a raplor habitat and nesting arsa,
and hecauses it s mmedialely adjacent 1o privale property and residences,

Thi document states on page 52, that the BLM parcel is “Deiter lor landing and launching during mgh
water whan Lhe opposite bank is often flooded,® This is just not true and | have given the BLM and fis
consuitant photos showing thal this parcel is completely under water at times when the sxosting boat
lwunch s ol The document also says the publk: land “otfers saler vehicle access..." DUt this seould only
ba the casa il the highway is widened. The same could be accomplishead at the axisting site

The Wyoming Emnvironmental Quality Act recognizes that certain activities create impacts that
constitule public or privata nuisances, and pamits can be denied on this basis, Developmant of a
recraation arsa that will be used by tens of thousands of paople will result in noiss and visual pollution,
loss of anjoyment ol perscnal propery, and devaluation of proparty, and thereby be considered a
"nuisanca.”

The main proponents of this developmant ara the commencial outfiters — the vary paople who have
created a crowding problem by thair everess of this unpermitied saction of river for their own prode. Those
ol us whio e adacent have made i clear o you in previous meelings and workshops thal we do not wanlt

to sae this parcel developad. Aftar all, we'ra the ones wino have to live with i
1 don't see, however, in Alternative C, why the little bit of livestock grazing that ramains in Taton
County should be banned from these parcels overall B it were not lor ese ranches, there would be little
open space kit on the valley lloor,
Your survey indicates thal Management Strategy C was favered by a 211 margn, Clearly, maintaining
the integrity of the river is mos! important 10 the publkc and Alternative G best meels that goal
Caral Kamirnshk
PO Box 2576
Jackson, WY, 83001
307-733-2161

43



"Mike Varilang® T pingdais_wymail &bim. gov
<mwaritone & hotmallc o
om= Subject: Snake Fiver Lands
D5/15A03 09:49 AM

Dear =irs,

I am a Jackson Hole Valley resident of 13 yvears. I have been a river user
for nearly the entire time I have lived here. I believe the Srake River is
one of the most important rescurces our valley has. I am writing to comment
on your plang for the lands you oversee in the Jackson Hele Valley, 1
strongly balieve the lands should remain PUBLIC!! I believe the best cption
for these lands is to have them remain under government supervision. I
understand these parcels are a long ways from your offices in Pinedals as
wall az other lands you manage which makes it diffleult for vou ta manage
these certain parcels. 1 would like to recommend management of thess
parcels be turned aver to the U,5. Forest Service so they can be directly
maraged by Che Bridger-Teton office. The B-T office already manages & large
amount of the Spnake River near Jackson Hole {apecifically the Snake River
Canyon) . T beliewve their agency would be well suited to manage these
parcels since they already have this experience with other portions of tha
Enake here.

I would like to make it perfectly clear that these lands should KOT be sold
La ANY private parties: Theso are public lands and belong to everyone. I
would also like to sese them remsin Eres Erom development forewver. Teao auch
of the area along the banks of the Snake in our valley has been ruined with
dikes and levees in order to protect a minocity of rich landowners who wera
foolish enough bo build their bBomes in a flocdplain!

Unfortunately, most of the river users in our wvalley probably will noc
comment on thie issue, bubt I can gquarantes you 100% of them feel the way I
do.  Please have the foresight to protect these lands and keep them in the
public hands for many future generatcions Eo coma.

Sincarcly,

Michael Varilone

Baox 4094

Jackson, WY B3oDi
pwarilonefhotmail o com
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cwaulers To: epinadale_vy rail &b, gow
<owmuters &anewesi.n o
at= Subgect; BLUM land parcels on the Snake River

01503 10:44 AM

1 wish B0 voice my strong concern regarding the Jackson Hole Land Trusc
propagal to buy public land aleng the Snake River and then turn around and
gell it to the adjoining land cwners., I feel thia wviolates the basic idea
underlying publicly hold land as I understand it....it is bto be managed in
the public interest. And turning it &ver o privace ownership is hardly in
the publle interest,

Pubilic accesa necds to be maincained without restrictions which 15 unlikely
under any private ownership arrangement. Also the maintenance of public
input into management decisicns would mosk certainly nmo longer be possible
which, from my point of view, iB unacceptabla. Therefora, I urge you to
rejectk Ehis propozal.

if this idea has stemmed from Che difficultles arieing from a reduced
cperating budget brought on by recent and possible furure taw reductions,
why not lobby against such tax cubs.. . publicly as well as privately. Too
many waluable activities of dedicated federal agencies arve belng

under funded, curtailed and discontinued. This trend is deplerable.

Again, I urge you to Feject the propozal to sell land to the Jackson Hole
Cond Truat for the purpose of having it then be =old into private ownership.
This land is owr collective heritage. It should stay in the public domain.
Sincerely,

Corocl Wauters

POBow A%

Toton Village, WY BEIDIS
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“Jon® Tac <pinedale_wymail &blm. gows

wjonw & ivewalerprope or: “Brends Wylia™ <BWylla @ crouchiirm.come,

riies. corm= wrmjasen@mail hockaday, adu=, <Alex & lwvewatemroperiss coms
051503 10:52 AM Subyact Snake River Property

Ta whom it may concern:

| am writing in response to an aricle posted in the Jackson Hole newspaper yesierday “datailing” a
proposed land sale by the BLM o the Jackson Hole Land Trust. in fact, the article pr_m-id&:i few datailz on
e specifics. My concem is continued public access and conirol of the [and in queshon. Wi | can
appreciate the goals of praserving the property, | don't think preservation at the cost of public access is
the answar, More specifically, | think, at the very least, that the presant access (or the equivakant) shouid
be presarved, and possibly even aliow for spots that can be reserved for overnight camping. The hestoric
public acoess (betwesn e dikes) along 1he Snake nas worked, | am concerned thal placeng these lands
in Ihe hands of private paries could lead to signlficant conflict over access in the futura. Moreover, the
tact that these lands will be beyond the public’s conlrol, is of even more conaarn. This propernty has beon
effectivaly policed up to this point, and the fact that the BLM finds tha logistics of taking care of this
propedy burdensome is & poor excuss 1o jeppardize such 2 Ireasured resouwrce. Il access is limited an

this piece, won't it result in pushing these peopie to even mora pristing and Ireasured areas that praviously
ware nol subject Lo such lralfic? | ask that you make every affort 1o make this proposed land sale &
transparant process allowing ampla time for public comment and input,

| appreciaie your time and your continued eifors to arrive a8l & solution That works for all paries
concernad.

Jonathan Wylie

Liva Water Properties

PO Box 9240

460 5, Cache 31

Jackson, Wyoming 83002
joriw @ lewaterproperties.cam
A07-734-6100 {olfice)
J07-690-9790 {cel)
307-734-8102 {fax)



Hala, Wy

May 15, 2003

Re. Proposed BLM land sale of 1073 acres along the Snake River, Jackson Hole, WY
<!xmil:namespace prefix = 0 ns = "um:schemas-microgoit-com:olfice:office™ />

[recently have become aware that the BLM manages 1073 acres of public lands along the
<?xmi:numespace prefix = stl ns = "um:schemas-microsoft-com:office:smanttags” />Snake
River in Jackson Hole, WY, This cven though I have lived in Jackson and floated the Snake
River for 22 years. Tt has also come o my sttention that the BLM is considening a proposal to sell
this land to the Jackson Hole Land Trust and that it would ultimately be zold to adjoining land
OWRETs.

While I understand that the BLM basically finds managing these lands to be a pain in the butt gnd
i drain on a limited budget T do not believe that sclling off our public lands in what smacks of a
sweetheart deal tor wealthy ripanan land owners is the solution to this problem.

It strikes me as odd that adjoining land owners have all been contacted and have agreed (o
purchasc said parcels in advance. Unless, that is, the idea originated with said land owner(s). And
if the adjoining land owners don’t want to purchase the parcels who will get them?

[ urge the BLM 1o retain these lands for use by the public. Furthermore [ would suggest that the
BLM mark these lands (so we know exactly where our public property is) and that river users be
allowed 1o use these parcels for fishing access, primitive camping and other low UTPacT uses.

I hirve been told that the deal that is being worked out between BLM and the Land Trust would
ultimately allow public access only along the levees but not to the lands that lie behind the

levees. I thas 15 true, it i wtally onaceeptable, as 15 the policy of promoting the removal of
public lands from the public domain,

Sincerely,

Guy Turck

PO Box 10700
Jackson, WY
glurck @ wyom.nel
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“Guy Turck” To: =pinedalke_wymail @bim.govs
O5/1503 02:25 PM Subgect; Proposad BLM land sale of 1073 acres along the Snake Fver, Jackson
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“Gregg Dean® To <plnadals_wymaildd dmogows
wdeanhousairmisp.co o

me Sudiect; Snake Faver lands

051503 08:44 Fa

Diaar Sirs,

As long ttme Snake River users and residents of Teton County we wish to stale in the strongest terms
possibie the need for continued public access to the Snake Raer corrider and fs riparian lancs.
Public land should remain public and open o public wse and not be sold 1o privale inviduals who can

rasiricl thal public ascess

sinceraly,
Gregg Dean box 213 Wilsen, Wyoiming 83014
Ang  Dick Beam box 472 Wilson, Wyoming 83014
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“tatontrout” To: "BLM Snake A, PMP team leader BLM <pineaale_wymai @ pim, gov
<Astontroul @ onewesl, oo
net= Subject public kands in Teton, Co Wy

051403 036 AM

Dwar Sirs- Please keap in mind that pubdic lands should allow public access. Please don't sell your lands

in Teton Co Wy,
Thve Forest Service has an existing plan for management of lands adjaining the Snake Awver. Pleasa allow

tharm 1o manage your properes according to that existing plan.

Please don't allow public lands to become private.
Thank you, Scott Hocking, Po. Box 536, Wison, Wy 83014
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"Alex Maher T, “"Tam Lindstrom”® <tan@ jhlandirust.onge, splracak_wymail 8 bim.govs
salex @ lvewalerproper o “Jobn Holland® <jhobedishes @ yahoo coms=, *Shana Hollingaworth®
ties. coms ok @ oneweslnols, Jon Wbk

4 48 P <jore @ livewaterproperlias.coms=, “Jay Buctnier
gﬁaﬂiﬁnrﬁﬁu -Ab cibushner Swyoming.com:=, “Am Brodernck” =JimmyBaod anl coms,
hahar® "Wacya Lavinder K, Maher® cmacye @ hewsterpropenies. ooms

Subgect: 1073 acres on Snaks Rivar

Dear Mr. Lindstrom and Snake River BRP Team Leader,

I am vary Interested in seaing a map of the 1073 acrms in queston for sale 1o the Land Trust and rasale at
marked valua. My guess s that mosi of this land is literally the bottom of the Snake River and cannat
realistically be devetoped anyway. |l 1 am correct in this assumption, I'm at a loss as to what justifiable
reason the Land Trust would have in turning this ground over 1o privale ownership. The obwvious reason is
1o raisa money wilh retal sales of the parcels.

While | believe in the general mission of the Jackson Hole Land Trust, | don’t think this is an approprhate
meihod of raising menay for the cause.

The newspaper aricle is vague i many respects and raises fears that some type o backdoor politics is
occurring. | know the people working at the Land Trusl and am doubthul they have bad intentions.
Howswer, I'm waorried.

Besidas 1he access thal ihese lands provide io the fishing public, they constilule ona ol a very few places
in the valley for public wateriowl hunting. It woulkd be a crime to take that away. That taking would ba
impossible to justdy.

| nope that you see this project is not a wise decision and dany 15 approval bath at the Bureau of Land
Management and the Jackson Hoke Land Trust

Thank yvou for your time,

Alax Maher - Broker/Ownier
Live Waler Properties, LLG
Box 8240 d

Jackson, WY 83002

e I St RTRrORGIT|ag, Coim
307. 7346100

3077346102 fax
J07.G90-9515 call
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“peler freymann” To: prnedale wymail @ blm.goy
<pireymann@ hotmail. ¢ oo
Ll Subject: land trusi purchasze

N16M3 0108 AN

Adtn; BMP Team Leader

My feelings on the land trust isue regarding BLM lands on the snake nver between Grand
Teton Park and South Park echo those of Aaron Pruzan and the Conservation Alliance. The sale
of public lands and, in tumn, the resulting restricted public access 15 fundamentally wrong. 1 feel
we necd to allow the BLM to perform its designated job in munaging the proposed properties.
Such a sale would benefit only a few imterested proups and ultimately the public will suffer,
Finalty, [ feel this whole process has been a rushed issue and needs considerable more time and
thought invested before a final decision has been reached. Perhaps a public forum would be the
best course of action.

Pete Freymann
Teton Troutfitiers



Be

Lee Riddel To: «pinadale_wymail @bim.gove
<Iriddell @ wyoming.co e -
> Subject: Snake Rivor FMP |eader

0SB 12:12 PM

Dear BLM Spake River RMP Leader,

I am writing in support of the plan that the Jackson Hole Land Trust, Grand
Teton Mational Park, and the Teton County Commissieners are presenting to
you, whore they would bay BLM land along the Sneke River in Jackson Hole,
The currant group of County Commissioners has the best interests aof our
wildlife and natural epvironment in mind, and both bhe Land Trust and the
Mational Park are stewards of the highest ozder.

My primary interest is to seé unlimited public access continue on Chess
parcels, Publlic land iz & wvaluable public commodity and unlimited access

needs to be protected. If the land is resold to a private person it should

Tﬂ ahair responsibilicy to fence people out of what is now Lheir private
and.

Regpectfolly subwnitted,

I Hiddell
PO Box 1424
Wilsan, WY 83014
AGT=T33=-8093, x10
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American Wildlands

"Seience-based conservation for the Northern Bockies.”

May 16, 2003

Kcllic Roaditer, Snake River RMP Team Leadert

L1.S. Burcan of Land Management =

Pincdale Freld Office

P.O. Box 768

Pinodale, WY 2041

Sent by e-matl: pinedale wymaligehim, gov and by mail with map attachments. '

RE: Snake River Resource Management Plan

Drear M= Roadifer;

Thank veu for talking this week on the phone and the opportunity to comment on the DEIS for
the Snake River Resource Management Plan. American Wildlands, a non-profit conscrvation
organization based in Bozeman, MT is dedicated to protecting Morthern Rockies native
ecosystems, The comments below are those of AWL and are on behalf of our members.

Amcrican Wildlands is specially :?nm:mm:l that water quality and wildlife corridors are
adequalely protected. The attached water and wildlife comidors maps demonstrate the
importance of the RMP area to water quality and wildhfe. :

The wildlife comidors map clearly points to the EMP areas as entical to wildlifc conncotivity.
The Aquatic Integrity Analysis similarly shows the importance of the RMP area as a stronghold
for water quality and fisheries. Therefore, we specially urge the BLM to consider these data amd
protect the wildhie and cormdors integrity in the management area.

American Wildlands incorporates the following comments from the Greater Yellowslone
Coalition. We share GYC's specific goals and intents regarding the RMP.

Thank you lor considening our comments. Please contact me if you need additional information
or assistancc.

Sincerely,
Stu L::vi: /

TF, Wive 66&% « 10 Dasd Marsy STREET, SLITE 2 « HOZEMAR, Mrsrtasa 89771 « Tup, $0R-386-5175 «
1" Y How 15323 « Sasivewnr, lossp 838648 » Ten/Fax 2047055187

Emisin |11r'l\.'l'll-l|'lr\|'l.|.‘“.1I'|.‘|"..l\.l||JI " ;_,;é_. P Pt poreesmier Al myibed Fis = v W 'ul.'ildl.'|'|'||Jl nr



Land (henership

The BLM states in the DEIS that the reason it wants to dispose of these nverfront lands 15
because they are located far from the Pinedale District Office, they are scattered and irrcgularly
shaped, and because adjacent landowners along the Snake River have expressed an intercst in
acgquining them. While all of these things may be true, there arc other ways to address thesc
challenges without disposing of these lands. For instance, if management oversight is difficult
because of the distance from Pinedale, the BLM could easily transfer some of its Pinedale staff
ta Jackson, where they could share space with another federal agency that already has an office
there. It is our understanding that even if the BLM chooses to develop a Recreational Area
Management Plan, it would need only two or three staff in Jackson,

Likewise, if it 158 problematie that the BLM parcels along the Snake River are scattered and
irregularly shaped, the BLM could seck 1o consohdate them by designating a Special Project
Avred, thus allowing Land and Water Conservation Act funds to be tapped. When confronted with
stmilar challenges along the South Fork of the Snake River in the mid-1980z, the BLM s Idaho
Falls field office chose to aggressively consolidate its scattered nverfront lands rather than
dispose ol them. Since 1991, the ldaho Falls field office has acquired fee title to 24 propertics
and conservation casements on 23 other propertics at a cost of nearly 322 million. In so doing,
they have assembled a river corridor thal is second to none for 1ts abundant wildlife, thriving
coldwater fisheries, and diverse, high-quality recreational opportunities. The reason they were
able to accomplish this impressive [cat this was because they looked at their scattered properties
as a potential asset worth cultivating rather than a liability that needed to be unloaded.

Az for the option of selling BLM lands to adjacent landowners, we strongly oppose this
alternative for multiple reasons. First, it makes little sense to sell public lands (o private inlerests
when demand for public recreation along the Snake River already exceeds supply. As the DEIS
stales on page 67, “No other lands along the Snake River in Teton County provide the type of
river access, close to town and residences, available on public lands in the planning arca”
Sccond, a5 evidenced by the Canyon Club fiasco in the Snake River Canyon below Hoback
Junction, there exists the very real possibility that if the BLM sold its riverfront lands io private
interests, they would be developed 1n a manner that damages irreplaceable ecolomeal,
recreational, and visual resources. [ndecd, had the Forest Service acquired the Edgocomb
property when it was up for sale a few years ago, the Canyon Club development never would
have happened, and the L.5. Fish and Wildhfe Service never would have had to 1ssue an
incidental take permit allowing the killing of 18 fedcrally-threatened bald eagles.

Finally, while it may be tempting to hand these parcels over to a non-governmental organizalion
such as a land trust, we discourage this for two reasons. First, it is highly unlikely that a land
trust would have the resources {i.e. stalT and money) to manage these lands for recreational use,
as this 15 not & primary objective of most land trusts. And second, becanse riverfront property
sround Jackson 15 so expensive, 1t would be nearly impossible for a land trust to acquire adacent
landls in order to establish a more contiguous public comdor. Having said that, if the BLM opis
to transfer some of its parcels to nen-governmental organizations or private interests, we believe
that any guali fyning lands must first have a conservation easement placed upon them.



Mining, 4§ & Gas Development, and Salable Minerals

While we agree with the majority of the management actions descnbed in the preferred
alternaiive, we believe there is more the BLM can do 1o ensure that its lands continue to support
healthy fish and wildlife populations and provide world-class recreational epportunities. To
begin with, we believe the BLM should close all of the surface lands and federal mineral estate
in the planning area Lo mining, oil and gas development, and sand and gravel extraction, In
particular, we feel very strongly that sand and gravel extraction should not be allowed in the
active river channel, as would be permitted under the preferred alternative. Such activity would
alter the Snake River's form and [unction, thus adversely impacting npanan vegetation and fish
and wildlife. If sand and gravel extraction 15 absolulely necessary 1o protect public infrastructure
{e.g. bridges and levees), the RMP could make that exception.

Livestock Grrazing

We also believe the preformed alternative does not go far enoegh to ensure that excessive
livestock grazing does not degrade soils, vegetation, and other critical compenents of healthy
fish and wildlife habitat. Rather than allowing cxisting livestock grazing 1o continue at cuarrent
levels, we recommend that grazing be reduced or eliminated on allotments where overgrazing
has been documented 1o be a chronie problem. Acconding to the DEIS, two oul of the four
current grazing allotments in the planning area — the Walton allotment and one of the Porter
Estate alloiments — have fallcd standand #4 of the BLM s Standards of Healthy Rangelands and
Guidelines for Livestock Grazing Management due to heavy grazing use and damage 1o the
native shrub community. At the very least, the BLM needs to develop grazing management plans
for all of its exisling grazing allotmenis. We concur with the recommendations in the preferred
alternative that all parcels currently not leased for grazing should be closed to future
applications, and existing grazing leases should be retired 1f and when the lessee's adjacent
property s converted (o uses other than prazing

Off-Highway Vehicle Use

We concur with the preferred alternative’s management objectives for OFLV use — that it should
be restricted to existing destgnated roads and trails — excepr where there are significant conflicts
with non-motonzed recreation. We share the BEM's concern that unauthorized trails are a
growing problem. We therefore recommend that problem areas be clearly identified and targeted
for vegetative restoration. We also concur with the management objective in the preferred
alternative that would prohibit over-the-snow vehicles in the planning area.

Fivh and Wildlife

We concur with most of the management objectives in the preferred alternative pertaining to the
protection of fish and wildlife. However, 1n order to optimize conditions for fish and wildlife, we
believe that all surface lands and fedoral mingral cstate m the planning area should be withdrawn
from mining, oil and gas development, and extraction of salable munerals. We furthermore
believe that grazing impacts need to be reduced, OHY use should be limited 1o existing roads
and trails, and noxious weed conirol should exclude chemical treatment, especially along the
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Snake River, adjacent wetlands, and tributary sircams. We also believe that the development of a
Recreation Area Management Plan could reduce or eliminate recreational activities that harm
sensitive resources (1.e. nesting bald eagles).

Recreation

As a rule, we strongly support the public's nght to recreate along the Snake River, so long as it
does not degrade the riparian comridor and the [ish and wildlife that reside there. Apparently,
however, recreational use along the Snake River between Moose amd Wilson is already quite
high and is likely to increase over time. It is for this reason that we urge the BLM to work with
the local niver recreation community to develop a Recreation Area Management Plan (RAMP).
This plan could address such issues as overcrowding, day-use (e.g. premcking), human waste
disposal, and overnight camping

Srnmimary

In eonclusion, we support the BLMs general direction n the draft Snake River RMP — which is
to place a high prierity on preserving fish and wildlife, low-impact reereation, and visual
resources, and to prohibit activities such as mining, oil and gas development, and expanded
grazing and OHVY use that threaten to degrade those resources. However, we feel very strongly
that these surface lands and accompanying federal mineral estate should stay m BLLM ownership
and not be ransferred to a non-governmentil organization or another federal agency. As stated
carlier, transferring these lands to another federal agency does not resolve the issue of how to
effectively manage scattered parcels of public land, and selling them to a local land trest, while
certainly not the worst option, docs not address the need to manage recreational use so it does not
damage ecological and visual resources. I1 is for this reason thal we endorse Altemative C —
BLM Management for Preservation, with Lhe few chanpes we suggested.
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Potential Movement Corridors for Large Carnivores
Teton County, WY




REYNOLDS POMEROQOY I

POBOX 1153 Wilson, WY 83014
Email reynaldsp@wyoming.com

May 16, 2003

Prill Mecham

Field Manager

Pinedale Field Office
Bureau of Land Managemeni
432 East Ml Street
Pinedale, WY 3294]

Dear Ms. Mecham:
Please accept this as a formal comment on yvour Drafl EIS for the Snake River RMP,

Itis imperative that the BLM parcels identified in the RMP be maintained in the public trast until
a thorough review of management aliematives be completed along with a parcel by parcel
inventory of wildlife, scenic, sccess, recreation, and habitat values, In fact, such an inventary
may ultimately determine the feasibility and public acceptance of a management alternative,
Accordingly, | penerally support your preferred altemative, as it will allow up to fifteen years o
determine the ultimate disposition of the parcels. [ am completely against any transfer of
ownership to any entity, private or public, until such time as the above review and inventory are
compheted through the public process.

From an access and recreation standpoint, the public has never had such an opportunity (o
cstablish and secure such significant frontage and adjacent lands along the Snake River comridor,
As you know, local, regional and national demographics are all converging to increase demands
on our public lands and resources, and we need 1o keep these lands and resources in the public
trust as opposed to transferring them to private hands. Given the scarcity of data about the
parcels as they relate to the various values identified above, it would be premature in the extreme
to even consider a change in ownership.

From a management perspective, there are undoubtedly several practical, efficient and even
available alternatives that have not been fully explored, let alone presenied to the public for their
comment. It is imperative that your RMP process provides the tme 1o evaleate, determing or
design these alternatives. The incredible popularity of the stretch of river between the Wilson
Bridge and the South Park Bridge requires a deliberate and potentially time-consaming effort.
Thank vou for this opporiunily o comment on the Draft EI5.

Sincerely.

Revnolds Pomesoy
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Comments for DEIS — Snake River Resource Management Plan - Snake River RMFP

Dear BLM,

On behalfl of the 900 members of Friends of Pathways, it is with great privilege to
provide you with comments regarding the Jan 21 Draft of the Environmental Impact
Statermnent for the Snake Kiver Kespurce Management Flan.

Friends of Pathways. an advocacy-based non-motorized transportation and recreation
non-profit organization representing non-motorized needs in Teton County, Wyoming,
is most concerned with maintaining and increasing existing non-motorized access for
the BLM parcels. With that goal in mind, we feel that the Preferred Altemative as
outlined in the plan offers the best opportunity for non-motorized access,

Since 1991, the Teton County appointed Fathways Task Force has recognized pathway
connections from Emily Stevens (North from Hwy 22 & the Snake River Bridge) to the
confluence of the Gros Ventre and Snake Rivers and on to the East end of West Gros
Yentre Bute and connecting to Spring Gulch Road as a possible additions to Teton
County’s pathway network. Making note of this possible trail addition during the draft
review process serves to make note of the eagerness of non-motorized users o walk,
cross-country ski and bicycle to these tracts of land.

Concerning the definition of mountain bikes as referenced on page 61 of the draft. In the
section, titled Off-Highway Vehicles, it states, “There are substantial differences in the
types of use, associated impacts, and management approaches between non-motorized
and motorized vehicle activities. Until a national strategy and rules for non-motorized
vichicle vse on public lands are established, the BLM will continue to include non-
motorized use within the context of OHV designations.” In November of 2002, the US,
Department of the Interior / BLM Analized a plan titled National Mountain Bicycling
Strategic Action Plan. As stated in a letter by Kathleen Clarke, “[TThe plan serves to
guide BLM state office and field office managers and staff, interest groups, and
individuals [or imprementing on-the-ground actions and resource protection measures
for mountain bicycle use and other muscle-powered, mechanical ransport uses.” We
hope that this action plan will be utilized to provide improved public land management
in the Snake River planning area. The document can be located by on the net by
following the enclosed address here:

hitp:/ Swww.blmogov B0 mountain_biking Mfinal text pd]

Thanks again for the opportunity to submit comments. Please feel free to call 1*.-:it11,ﬂ_'_.,_.51j;_:; ¥

questions.

Beest repgards,

Executive Director, Friends of pathways

55




The Snake River Fund

PO Box 574

Jackson, WY 83001

(307) 7T39-5417 COMMUMITY
snakeriverintern@hotmail.com r e e e

o comimunilyy gatiasldiug dluesa lae 55 Sosedd Seveioe and
lde Camtaeanisiliy Foisdaline -fuﬂn:.ﬁ{.;h.' e
0 ' : i ment Draft EIS
Kellie Roadifer May 15, 2003

Snake River RMP Team Leader
Pinedale Field Office

Bureau of Land Management
P.O. Box 768

Pinedale, WY 8204]

Dear Ms. Roadifer,

We appreciate the opportunity 10 comment on the Snake River Resource Management Draft EIS,
The Snake River Fund (SREF) would like 1o acknowledge the unigue opportunity the public has in
helping 1o manage these Snake River land parcels.

We fecl strongly that the public lands be retained in the public trust. Public ownership facilitates
public involvement in the land management process and 1t fosters flexibihity and ingenuity when
munaging these high recreational vse areas that have important recreational, wildlife, fisheries,
and riparian significance. We are concerned that disposal of the parcels to private ownership
would foreclose future options for responsible recreation opportunitics and resource
management. We are also concerned that disposal of these properties would preven! adeguale
evaluation of each parcel’s importance to the community and local resources,

The Snake River commidor between Jackson Lake and Palisades Reservoir conlains a myriad of
Noodplains, wetlands, and ripanan forests. These resources provide important aguatic and
wildlife habitat for such species as the Snake River cutthroat trout, The smount of public land
not occupied by reservoirs or permanently stabilized te.g. rip-rap or levees) to prevent channel
migration is limited. Therefore, these lands are crucial 10 maintaining some functioning
floodplains, riparian forests, wetlands, aquatic and wildlife habitat.

Several years ago the public went through the NEPA process with the LS. Army Corps of
Engineers and Teton County to evaluate “the feasibility of restoring diverse and sustainable
riverine (aquatic, wetland, riparian, and terrestrial) habitats™ between Moose and the South Park
Bridge. This required allowing the stream chonnels (o migrate or brnd, which would build
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island complexes, rehabilitate degraded cottonwood stands, and improving aquatic habitst. This
was nol realistic since most of the adjacent lands are now occupied by expensive private
structures. To further the goal and objectives of the Snake River Restoration Project, we feel
strongly that it would be judicious to maintain these BLM lands in the public trust to facilitate
any opportunity o mamiain and or improve the Snake River's existing conditions.

We outline a Snake River Fund proposal 1o implement the Snake River RMP EIS. This proposal
provides a framework based on various atinibutes of the proposed six Altematives and will
address the objectives of the general public and the BLM. We understand that this is a step
ahead of the RMP plan, but it should help facilitate the development of the final EIS,

Our objectives are to maintain the land parcels in the public trust, to develop a collaborative
management plan with the appropriale agencies/non-profit organizations, and address
management related funding issues. The plan will also ensure that the lands are managed for
public access, recreational use, open space, wildlife and fish habitat, and river health. The SRF
believes that to accomplish these objectives requires a task foice, built from the vested pariies, to
oversee the interim management of the land parcels and the subsequent transfer (o the
appropriate agencies and/or non-profits.

The Snake River Fund proposes that the BLM retain ownership of the parcels during an interim
period during which time the proposed ask force, including the BLM, Teton County, the
Bridger-Teton National Forest, and other vested parties can provide interim management. Or a
single entity, like the Forest Service, could oversee the interim management. We discussed this
possibility with the Forest Service to ensure that this is a possibility. Howver it would better
serve the public to have a diverse task force oversee the management. While the Snake River
Fund and others have questions about how 1o fund the intenm management, we suggest that this
interim strategy is necessary until a cooperative management plan is developed. During the
interim period the SRE could help facilitate the development of this collaborative management
plan and the process to determine the appropriate public agency or non-profit organization that
each parcel will be transferred to. This allows time to evaluate the individual parcels on their
own merit, Then to determine which agency or organization would best manage the parcels,
while maintaining public ownership.

Prior to completion of the lands transler the task force would develop a land management plan
based on a watershed management approach. It is assumed that the groups acquiring these
parcels would be obligated under the terms of this management plan 1o maintain them for open
space, wildlife and fisheries habital, recreation use, and public access.

There are several good vanations on this proposed plan that the BLM discusses in the Drufi EIS.
For example, if the BLM chooses to maintain ownership and management the best option is to
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designate the public lands along the Snake and Gros Ventre rivers a Special Recreation
Management area. This designation imuiates a process for development of a Recreation Area
Management Plan (RAMP). We feel that this level of analysis which directs the types and levels
of recreation use, services, and facilities development for each parcel is an essential element that
will dramatically help to inform the collaborative decision making process described above.

Please acknowledge that the aforementioned proposal is meant to initiale a conversation. We
expect thut with further discussion, several vanations on the theme will evolve to even betier
reflect a solution worthy of broad based community support

Thank you for your consideration in this matter. If you have any questions or comments, please
feel free to contact us.

Sincerely,
o ,ﬂu{fdﬂz 5 Ghraik Mgw
Aaron Pruzan, President Frank Ewing, Vice President

{307)-733-2471 {307)-T33- 1000
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Transcript of public hearing held Wednesday,
March 25, 2003, 5:00 p.m., at the Teton County
Commissioner's Meeting Room at 200 South Willow, Jackson,

Wyoming.
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Sava Malachowski.

ME. MALACHOWSKI: Yes. Do I need to qo
somewhera?

ME. MURPHY: Yes, come up here, Sava, please,

MF. MALACHOWSKI: Do I need to spell my name?

THE REPORTER: Yeg.

MR. MALACHOWSKI: The last name is M, like Mary,
A-L-A-C-H-0-W-5-K-I. First name ia Sava, 5-A-V-A, addresg?

THE REPORTER: Yes, please.

MR. MALACHOWSKI: P.C. Box 836, Wilson, Wyoming,
83014. Phcne number?

THE REPORTER: OCkay.

MR. MALACHOWSKI: 307-739-2256.

THE REPORTER: Thank you.

ME. MALACHOWSEI: I'm a little confused with the
gake becauge I was expecting there would be more of the
public hexre, but I think most of you guys are the government
people. Right?

I would just like to say that I'm really happy
that this process is open and I would like to personally see
that whatever 1s the ocutcome of this process will insure
that thege lands remain in the public hands. Either they
will stay with the BLM and will be managed for -- left along
the way thay've always been or they will be transferred to

the responsible local agency which will manage them for the
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1 benefit of -- especially wildlife. That's one of the

2 resources threatened the most in Teton County. And then

3 there is a reasonable and safe way of doing it, I would like
3 to see the public access allowed on these lands.

2 One thing that I would not like to see, and I

& would like to stress this very sctrongly, is a tranafer of

7 this land to public -- to private ownership, which would

B then allow any kind of real estate involvement, any kind of
| build up of housing, mansions, whatever type of buildings
10 which would impede the survival of wildlife on chose lands.
11 That's all I have to say. Thank you.
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United States Department of the Interior

FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE

Feological Services
4000 Airport Parkway
Cheyenne, Wyoming 82001

In Beply Refer To:
ES-61411/W.00%W Y6013 May 14, 2003

M emorandum

Tao: Snake River Resource Management Plan Team Leader, Bureau of Land
Mana [ le Field Office, Pincdale, Wyoming
From: : tiig Field Supervisor, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Wyoming
{}I'ﬁ::c. Cheyenne, Wyoming
Subject: Comments on the Draft Environmental Impact Statement for the

Snake River Resource Management Plan

This response 15 in reference to the LS, Fish and Wildlile Service’s (Service) review of the draft
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the Snake River Resource Management Plan (RMP).
This document was received by our office on February 18, 2003. The Drafl EIS contains
information relative to separate altermatives for management of the Snake River Resource Ares
and describes potential Bureau of Land Management (Burcan) activities and their effects to
resources for Teton County, Wyoming.

Adfler our review of the draft ELS, the Service has the following eomments and suggestions for
your usc in finalizing the Snake River RMP

General Comments

1. The Service recently received the draft Biological Assessment provided by the Bureau. The
Service is currently reviewing this document and will provide our commenis directly to the
Bureau,

2. The Service recommends that the Bureau mdicate all commitments and conservition
measures that the Burcan intends in regards to listed species. The Service understands that the
Hureau is currently undergoing stalewide programmatic consaltation on existing RMF}‘. m
I:Iewakap consistent commitments and conservation measurcs on listed, proposed, an
specics within Wyoming. The Service understands that these commitments and ¢
measures when developed and finalized will be part of Burean RMP directives
incorporated into all Wyoming Bureau RMP"s by RMP maintenance action, or
where appropriate.

PYMFRALE RESOURCE
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2 Chapter 4. Page 155, Lines [1-13. The document states that conservation eascments may be
retained on parcels which would add a “layer of burcaucracy” to the management of the parcels.
It is unclear to the Service under what circumstances conservation easements would be retained.
The Service suggesls clanfyng these statements to state under what circumstances conservation
easernents would be added and 1o also specifically state what type and the term of the
conservation easemcent.

3 Chapter 4, Page 157, Lines 21-22. The document slates that protections reguired by law, such as
cultural resource inventories prior to land disposal would apply. The Service suggests inserting
“amed Section 7 on consultation on Threatened and Endangered Species™ into this sentence
indicating that the Act would also apply and be complied with prior to land disposal..

[f you have questions regarding these comments or sugypestions on the draft Environmental
Impact Statement for the Snake River Resource Management Plan, please contact Alex Schubert
of the Wyoming Field Office at (307) 772-2374, extension 38.

(M BLM, Cheyenne, Endangerced Species Program, (1. Carmoll)
WGFD, Cheyenne, Statewide Habitat Protecetion Coordinator (T. Collins)
WGFD, Lander, Mon-Game Coordinator (B, Oakleaf)





