APPENDIX B

Valles Caldera National Preserve

2003 Interim Grazing Strategy

  Response to Comments

	Comment/Concern
	Group or Individual
	
	Response

	AUMs in Alternative 3 would range between 3638-8964 or between 909-2241 head.
	Valles Caldera Coalition
	
	The addition of the Cerro Seco Pasture to the pastures available for use (pages 2 and 4-7, EA Amendment) simply creates an option to graze if necessary.  The addition is not intended to establish additional capacity, only to provide additional management flexibility.  The AUMs described in the Amendment provide available forage information the Trust may use for determining the number of livestock and duration of use in the Cerro Seco should it be necessary.  

	We recommend the Trust wait for Range Readiness Assessment before making a decision.
	Valles Caldera Coalition
	
	Since each action alternative provides the Trust with flexibility to adjust livestock numbers, as well as entry and exit dates, based on.  Range Readiness Assessments prior to and during the 2003 grazing season, it is reasonable to select an alternative at this time, while deferring a determination of the appropriate stocking rates and entry dates to a later date. 

	We recommend the Trust make elk management a high priority.
	Valles Caldera Coalition
	
	Although elk management is related to livestock management, management of the elk herd itself is within the sole jurisdiction of the New Mexico Department of Game and Fish.  Working cooperatively with the Department on elk management issues is and will remain a high priority for the Trust.
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2003 Interim Grazing Strategy

Response to Comments

	Comment/Concern
	Group or Individual
	
	Response

	We believe a progressive herding strategy would work ideally in the Valles Caldera.  The concentration of cattle into 1-2 discreet units that are moved often by professional herder to control timing, intensity and frequency of the animal impacts on resources…allows flexibility to avoid areas of cultural and ecological significance.
	Valles Caldera Coalition
	
	Herding through the use of Range Riders to meet management objectives is common to All Action Alternatives and will continue.  Adoption of new herding techniques remains an option through Adaptive Management.

	Problems with the EA document and process-response to comments. 
	Valles Caldera Coalition
	
	The Valles Caldera Trust continues to strive to be responsive to the concerns of the public and incorporation of those concerns into project planning, analysis and implementation.

	Problems with the EA document and process-public review (availability) of 2003 Amendment.
	Valles Caldera Coalition

Daniel Ashworth
	
	Yes, there was a delay in getting the Amendment and appendices on the Web site, and as a result we extended the public comment period.  The notice was mailed to the VCNP extensive e-mail lists.  

	Why wasn’t construction of elk exclosures discussed in the Amendment?
	Daniel Ashworth

Carlos Salazar
	
	The Decision to construct the elk exclosure was made in August 2002.  No new exclosures are proposed in the Amendment.  
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	Comment/Concern
	Group or Individual
	
	Response

	Is the VCNP going to monitor elk areas only?
	Carlos Salazar
	
	Elk-livestock exclosures and numerous other research efforts are continuing on the VCNP that are beyond the scope of this analysis.  Management the Jemez Mtn. elk herd is beyond the authority of the VCNP and rests with the New Mexico Department of Game and Fish.

	Fences are inadequate for livestock management and need to be redesigned.
	Mr. Baros
	
	Construction of permanent fences is beyond the scope of this analysis.  Herd management, fence maintenance, etc is addressed in the 2002 EA (pages 2-3, 29-43) 

	Need to use all pastures.
	Dennis Gallegos

Ghost Ranch Permittees
	
	Please see 2002 EA (pages 2-3, 29-43) 

	How will livestock grazing affect the reintroduction of the Rio Grande Cutthroat trout?
	Mr. McConnells
	
	Introduction of the Rio Grande Cutthroat Trout is beyond the scope of this analysis.  The current 2002 EA (pages 45-51) refers to the affects on aquatic habitat. 

	How many acres per AUM?
	Daniel Ashworth
	
	Acres/AUM range from 7.9 (2002 drought conditions) to 1.5 (favorable conditions). See Rangeland Analysis for Interim Grazing Program 2003; 23 February 2003.

	VCNP should consider 0% use in riparian areas and earlier removal dates.
	Forest Guardians
	
	The VC Trust has the option to set use levels, duration of use and changes in season of use (EA pages 32-33 and EA Amendment pg 4).

	The Forest Guardians are disappointed that the VCNP has chosen to proceed with a grazing management plan prior to a…general management plan.
	Forest Guardians
	
	The current decision is a one-year decision that will help to inform any comprehensive grazing program the Trust considers in the future.


Response to Comments

	Comment/Concern
	Group or Individual
	
	Response

	The number of exclosures is inadequate.  Need more exclosures to make experiment more informative.
	Forest Guardians
	
	Construction of livestock exclosures, the number and location are intended to provide opportunities for monitoring, both qualitative and quantitive assessing the effects of grazing by both elk and livestock.  Expansion of the experimental design will be considered in the context of an overall research, inventory, and monitoring program. 

	Grazing within the East Fork of the Jemez Watershed…would violate the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act.
	Forest Guardians
	
	Effects to water quality are addressed in the EA pages 45-51 and to the Jemez River Wild and Scenic River Designation page 65, and page 9 of the 2003 Amendment.

	Grazing along streams within the VCNP will violate the Clean Water Act….violations of Water Quality Standards
	Forest Guardians
	
	Effects to water quality are addressed in the EA pages 45-51, and again on pages 7-8 of the 2003 Amendment.

	Riparian dependent species will be harmed by livestock grazing.
	Forest Guardians
	
	Effects to Proposed Threatened, Endangered and Sensitive Wildlife species was analyzed and addressed on pages 55-59 and page 8 2003 Amendment.

	The VCNP must consider beaver recovery.
	Forest Guardians
	
	The recovery of beaver populations is beyond the scope of this analysis.  Response reaches along the East Fork Jemez and San Antonio Creeks where cattle have access do not now, nor did they historically support willows, alder and aspen necessary for beaver habitat.

	Streams lack large woody material.
	Forest Guardians
	
	Response reaches (landform and soils) along the East Fork Jemez and San Antonio Creeks do not support forested stands that would provide large woody material accumulations.

	Minimum flow at the mouth of the East Fork Jemez River must be maintained. 
	Forest Guardians
	
	Cumulative effects to water quality and flow regime was addressed in the 2002 EA pages 49-51.  We concur with the statement that livestock use of water in the VCNP is insignificant.


Response to Comments

	Comment/Concern
	Group or Individual
	
	Response

	Effects of upland water on hydrology.  Use and maintenance… has significant impacts on natural hydrology.
	Forest Guardians
	
	Cumulative effects to water quality and flow regime was addressed in the 2002 EA pages 49-51.  The number and condition of upland catchments are addressed on page 8 of the EA.  Maintenance of stock tanks is not proposed as is beyond the scope of this analysis.

	Upland forest and natural fire dynamics are disrupted by livestock grazing.
	Forest Guardians
	
	Re-establishing a natural fire regime is beyond the scope of this project and analysis.

	Opportunities to enjoy scenic and wildlife values will likely be reduced by livestock grazing.
	Forest Guardians
	
	Scenic and wildlife viewing is address in the 2002 EA; pages 60-61.

	Wildlife; cowbird parasitism, prairie dogs, black footed ferrets could be affected by grazing….
	Forest Guardians
	
	Effects to Proposed Threatened, Endangered and Sensitive Wildlife species was analyzed and addressed on pages 55-59 and page 8 2003 Amendment.

	Water developments need to be constructed away from riparian areas.
	Jan Crawford
	
	Construction of stock tanks or water improvements is beyond the scope of the proposed actions (2002 EA page 3).

	Recreational uses of healthy streams greatly exceed the economic contributions of grazing.
	Jan Crawford
	
	Please see the Purpose and Need (page 2, August 2002 EA).

	Questions with respect to heifer operations, regulations and long distance transport of livestock.
	Mike Casabonne

Tom Runyan (NM Wool Grower Inc)
	
	Grazing regulations, class of stock provisions for grazing, etc., are administrative and are beyond the scope of this analysis.

	Concerns about people who do not want to see livestock grazing on the VCNP.
	Mike Casabonne

Tom Runyan (NM Wool Growers, Inc.)

Caren Cowan (NM Cattle Growers Assc.
	
	Socio-Cultural concerns were addressed in the 2002 EA pages 59-61.


Response to Comments

	Comment/Concern
	Group or Individual
	
	Response

	Why aren’t sheep considered?
	Tom Runyan (NM Wool Grower Inc)
	
	Current ranch facilities are inadequate to properly support grazing sheep. The Trust proposed re-establishing an interim grazing strategy for cattle grazing.  Grazing sheep is beyond the proposed actions and the scope of this analysis.

	Lack of Public Notice concerning movie productions.
	Tom Runyan (NM Wool Grower Inc)
	
	Movie Productions are outside the scope of this analysis.  

	Why graze only 17,000 acres rather than the 26,398 acres available to graze?
	Dennis Gallegos
	
	Grazing the full 26,398 acres available for livestock grazing is not necessary to support the proposed number of livestock.

	Concerned about the impacts that could occur when and if elk migrate off the VCNP on to Unit 6.
	Virgil Trujillo
	
	The cumulative effects of elk moving off the VCNP onto adjacent land in Unit 6 was addressed in the 2002 EA, page51-55.

	Would like the VCNP to allocate forage to help ranchers by providing opportunities to graze when reduction occur on home allotments.
	Virgil Trujillo
	
	Please see page 2 of the 2002 EA.

	Use should begin May 1 and end September 30.
	Virgil Trujillo
	
	Grazing outside the June 1-September 30 grazing season is beyond the scope the proposed actions.

	Ranchers should be able to visit their stock through the course of the grazing season.
	Virgil Trujillo
	
	Visiting contracted livestock on the VCNP during the grazing season is an administrative-policy concern which is beyond the scope of this analysis.

	We concur and are in full support of the amended EA
	Francisco E Vigil-Northern NM Stockman’s Assoc. 
	
	We appreciate this support.
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