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ATTN: Grazing EIS 

Bureau of Land Management 

Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument 

180 West 300 North 

Kanab, Utah  84741

I understand you are preparing an Environmental Impact Statement on livestock grazing in the Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument.  These comments are on behalf of the Ecology Center.  We are a non-profit, public-interest organization. Our staff works to protect biological diversity and ecosystem integrity.  We also help government agencies conform to environmental legislation, and increase citizen participation in public land management.

I personally have visited the public lands of the Monument and surrounding areas of the Colorado Plateau on at least an annual basis since 1990.  I am fascinated by the canyons, the rivers, and the diversity of wildlife and plant species in such a dry climate.  But it never ceases to amaze me that land managers would even consider these arid, fragile desert landscapes to be suitable for grazing by exotic domestic livestock.  I have witnessed the damage to cryptobiotic crusts and the degradation of the diversity of native vegetation caused by livestock grazing.  The biggest needs of the Monument are restoration of the native biological diversity, despoiled by so many decades of livestock grazing.

The Ecology Center supports an alternative that would end all livestock grazing in the Monument and provide active restoration where necessary.  The National Environmental Policy Act requires the BLM to provide as much full, in-depth analysis of such an alternative as any other alternatives, including the no-action alternative.

The BLM must also include a full socio-economic analysis of the costs of grazing, and the benefits of restoring these landscapes to full ecological functioning.  It makes no sense that the taxpayers continue to subsidize the destruction of these publicly-owned lands.  A fair economic analysis would demonstrate the higher values—measured both in dollars and cents and in other, nonquantitative means—of preserving and restoring, rather than exploiting, the lands in the Monument.  The EIS must not merely focus narrowly on the socioeconomic benefits of individual permittees and surrounding “ranching dependent” communities—an approach that would inevitably bias the EIS toward continued grazing.

We observed that grazing permittees refused to remove their cattle from allotment during this year’s drought, following BLM requests.  We also observed the BLM’s reluctance to enforce the removal.  As a result, the land has suffered immense damage.  We fear that the upcoming EIS will pretend that the ranchers are stewards of the land.  Additionally, how can we assume that the BLM would collaborate with environmentalists in the future, when it is clear that the agency is unwilling or unable to take all necessary and immediate steps to prevent such damage in obviously adverse conditions?

Thank you for full and fair consideration of our comments.

Sincerely,

Jeff Juel
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