Livestock Grazing
· The 1988 Colville National Forest Plan is inadequate because it is based on old science, has inadequately responded to public concern about impacts of grazing, and inadequately protects non-developed recreation from the impacts of grazing.
· Re-calculation of maximum forage production and the amount of forage needed for wildlife needs to be conducted.
· Maximum number of Animal Unit Months (AUMs) the Colville National Forest can support without significant degradation of forest resources needs to be recalculated.
· Areas affected by fire, particularly where salvage logging has occurred needs to be protected from cattle in the revision of the Colville National Forest range program.
· The suitability of all lands currently deemed suitable for grazing, timber, and other commercial activities should be re-assessed.  Lands determined to be unsuitable for these activities must be protected from these uses.

· Compliance with forest plan monitoring requirements should be prerequisite to renewal of grazing permits.  Monitoring not completed under existing forest plan requirements should be completed prior to finalizing range program changes in the revised forest plan.
· Include a forest-wide policy that reduces AUMs or halts grazing entirely in allotments where spread of invasive species continues to increase particularly in unroaded and other areas previously not impacted by weeds.
· The existing forest plan is inadequate due to inadequate response by the Forest Service to public concerns about impacts of grazing.  
· Develop stricter standards and guidelines to prevent cattle from entering and degrading riparian areas.
· Bring range management into compliance.  Existing forest plan statements that seek to ensure compliance have not been met.  Numerous violations and  trespassing cattle have caused extensive and costly damage to national forest structures and resources.  
· Review existing livestock permits for changes in management intensity.  The existing procedure of reviewing range management plans does not have adequate funding to insure consistent application of forest plan Guidelines.
· Change the procedures for determining management intensity from being based on administrative constraints to being based on land condition.  
· Cancel range program contracts where according to the existing forest plan, grazing in sensitive areas is occurring.  
· Determine the appropriate level of grazing on the forest.  There is no currently available information that allows this to be determined in a quantitative manner.
· Abandon the use of inappropriate re-vegetation measures such as planting flame-enhancing pubescent wheatgrass or seed mixtures contaminated with cheatgrass.
· Abandon the use of intensive transitory range.  Intensive transitory range is not a natural part of this ecosystem.  Eliminate wording in Chapter 4a of the Okanogan National Forest Plan stating that transitory range is an important part of the range use on the Okanogan National Forest. Eliminate transitory range from the forest plan.
· Stop livestock grazing along streams.  There does not appear to be any method proposed in the existing plan on how to protect streams from cattle.
· Cattle grazing is incompatible with maintenance of beaver habitats.  Eliminate cattle allotments that have destroyed beaver dam habitats. 
· The low budget for the grazing program and the backlog of Allotment Management Plan revisions does not support the viewpoint that grazing is important.  Eliminate wording in Chapter 4a of the Okanogan National Forest Plan that says grazing is an important use on the Okanogan National Forest.
· Chapter 4a of the Okanogan National Forest Plan states that “coordination in the short term and long term planning between grazing livestock use and other resource management is the primary program focus…..The management plans and their updates will be accomplished within the planning period.”  This has not happened.
· Range management monitoring needs to be accomplished on a scheduled basis.  Too often, the forest plan has been completely ignored, mostly due to lack of funding.  
· Make the forest plan consistent with riparian management objectives.  Cattle grazing that occurs in riparian areas is not in accordance with the Okanogan National Forest Plan. 
· No cattle grazing should be allowed where it degrades state waters.  Existing Okanogan National Forest Plan guidelines are sufficient but are not being followed.
· Eliminate cattle grazing from recreational trails, botanical areas, and RNAs.  
· Eliminate confusing range management protocols. 
· Current grazing condition compared to that of 1989 is needed.  Monitoring standards need to be established.  Wilderness allotment buyouts need to be closed not left simply unoccupied.   
