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This field review was prepared for the American d\ilorse Preservation Campaign to provide a
scientific basis for its comments opposing the mdggroposed wild horse removal in the White
Mountain and Little Colorado wild horse HMAs. Oresfield reviews were conducted and
completed between 7/30/2011 and 8/03/2011. Exisgagurce conditions were observed,
recorded, and photographed. GPS waypoints werededat each site discussed in this report
and are provided for reference. (Note: Waypointkécate the position (latitude and longitude) of
the individual sites analyzed.)

Key Findings
Some of the key findings of this field review asefallows:

All areas observed and/or documented were foure o only fair grazing range condition, which

is typical of what is found on BLM range lands thgbout the west.

Removing a large percentage of the wild horsesidikely to result in an improvement of range
condition since the percentage of forage alloctdeslild horses is very small compared to the
amount of forage allocated to livestock. (The feragjocation for wild horse use is only 2% to 3%

of the total forage allocation for these HMAS.)

Information from the BLM indicates that there arelhwvater sources in these HMAs which are
turned on and off to accommodate livestock userud, this would reduce the number of water
sources available for wild horse use in the sunmmanths.

Limiting the number of water sources forces thelvibrses to congregate in areas where water is
available, and consequently increases the negatpact they are having on the range areas they are
using.

The E.A. focuses on utilization studies of two arediich are major use areas for wild horses. These
are the water sources at Central Well and BuckHeéosnboth areas, grazing becomes lighter the
farther one moves away from them, which indicalbes$ the area in not overstocked with wild

horses. If forage amounts in the general area laeking as implied by BLM, the grazing use

would be heavy in areas extending far beyond 1 frola the water source.



The overgrazed conditions near the water sourc®iCentral Well and Buckhorn areas focused

on in the E.A. would likely improve if the BLM ineased the number of water sources available to
wild horses in the summer.

Making more water sources available would disp#regopulation of wild horses over a wider
geographical area and decrease the amount of gragenover the area.

There is no emergency situation in the area thaildvcause significant damage to the range or harm
to the wild horses if they are not removed.

The forage resources needed to support the wikkehmopulation are more than adequate and the
horses observed are in good condition.

Full Report

The BLM Environmental Assessment (EA) for this psal, in part, states that 696 wild horses need to
be removed in order to achieve a thriving natucal@gical balance and to protect the range from
deterioration associated with overpopulation ofiwibrses. This report documents, in part, that:

1. The wild horses do not need to be removed in dadachieve the goal of achieving a thriving
natural ecological balance, and
2. Removing the wild horses will not achieve that goal

The field review for this report included documeimia at 24 locations over both HMAs and also
observations of numerous other areas. General\aigers of range conditions were as follows.

Generally, all areas observed and/or documented feend to be in only fair grazing range condition.
Plant species diversity is low compared to whahisuld be in these areas. Plant vigor of decreaser
bunchgrasses is low. Occurrence and density osfgrtow in the plant communities. The amount of
bare ground is too high resulting in excessiveaagfsoil erosion. Many areas are exhibiting
unacceptable amounts of rock fragments on thesadihice as a result of surface erosion levels which
are too high. Recruitment of young grass plantssaedilings is low and many plants have not produced
seed this year. The overall health and vigor ofchgnass species is below what it should be. The
following photographs document the above-mentidiretings.

Waypoint 4 (41.41.971; 109.23.374)



Waypoint 11 (41.51.000; 109.26.107 -



Waypoint 12 (41.58.756: 109.28.704)

Of the five areas shown in the photographs aboaee4vithin 5 miles of a water source.

Extended drought conditions can be a factor inicgusw range condition. However, the expert
opinion in this report is that historic livestockaging is the major cause of these conditions.

This being the case, removing a large percentageeokild horses is not likely to result in an
improvement of range condition on a large scaleesthe percentage of total forage allocated to wild
horses is very small compared to the amount akalct livestock.

The field observations revealed that the distrinutef wild horses over the area is not good. Feaces
few in the area and terrain is generally not adiactherefore, it appears that limited availabibfy
water sources in summer is the major factor causiedimited distribution of wild horses in these
areas.

Information from the BLM indicates that there arater well sources in these HMAs which are turned
on and off as needed to accommodate livestocKTusg.information needs further research and field
validation, but it appears that water sources, wkimuld be available to wild horses, are not abélas
a result of being turned off in summer.

Limiting the number of water sources would havargé effect on the population distribution of wild
horses in the summer months and would increasengb&ct they are having on the range areas they are
using. It is likely that the BLM is obligated to m&ain water sources for wild horses in similar amis

that were available at the time of establishmenhefherd units in order to properly maintain and
manage viable herds as they existed at the time whginal resource allocations were made. Further
research and field validation is required to deteenf the BLM has reduced, or allowed to be redlice
the number of water sources available to wild homsehe summer as the population distribution of
wild horses is highly dependent on the availabgityl location of water sources.



The E.A. focuses on two areas which are major tessdor wild horses. These are Central Well and
Buckhorn. The E.A. states that these areas aretanedifor the amount of forage used by wild horses.
The document states that the use is heavy to sav€rentral Well and moderate to heavy at Buckhorn.
The finding of this field review at these two sitess follows.

Central Well

Major grass species observed at this source aranmigegrass and Needle and thread grass. Grazing
use at the source and within approximately 100gafdt is severe on bunchgrasses. There are major
current year sign of horses at the water sourcenanterous wild horses were observed there. Wild
horses are concentrating at this site. The horges @ood condition. Current year sign of cattkesw
observed, but no cattle were observed. Four siege documented going away from the source—two
sites going west; and two sites going east. Itfoaad that at .5 mile from the source, the grazisg

on bunchgrasses is moderate to heavy. A BLM utibrestudy site is located .5 mile east of the seur
and documentation was done at that site.

At 1 mile from the source, grazing use on bunchsgass moderate on the west and light to moderate o
the east. Current year sign of wild horses andecatis observed at all four locations.

The following photographs document the findingthate sites.

Wild horses near the water source



Waypoint 22 (41.55.130; 109.32.412ife west of water source




Waypoint 23 (41.55.089; 109.32.947). 1 mile wdsvater source

Waypoint 24 (41.55.160; 109.31.285). .5 mile edsvater source

Waypoint 25 (41.55.152; 109.30.613) - 1 mile edstater source

Beyond 1 mile from the water source, the grazirgywias observed to be light to none. Two
observations are made from these findings:

1. The grazing use decreases rapidly outside 1 nule the water source, which indicates that the area
in not overstocked with wild horses. If forage amisun the general area were lacking as implied by
BLM, the grazing use would be heavy in areas extentar beyond 1 mile from the water.

2. The general area is providing adequate currentfgeage for the wild horses and immediate
removal of them is not needed to prevent serioterideation of the range.

The utilization study at Central Well is monitored wild horse use. However, the area is used lily bo
horses and cattle. Therefore, it is unclear howBhil can determine that the heavy to severe usieist
study site, as stated in the E.A., is caused by drses when livestock are also contributing éoube.



Buckhorn

Major grasses observed in this area are Indiagnass and Squirrel tail. At the water source antiwi
approximately 100 yards of the source, grazingisisevere on bunchgrasses. There is a large amount
of current year wild horse sign at the source amelwild horse was observed there. The horse was
observed to be in good condition. There was noeatityear sign of cattle observed. At .5 mile wést o
the water source, conditions were documented. Tdjembunchgrasses observed were Indian ricegrass
and Squirrel tail.

Grazing use at this location was light to moder&@@azing use decreases as the distance from tlee wat
source increases. At 1 mile from the water sounckleeyond, the use is light to none. On this gdnera

area, it appears that there is adequate forageilidhorses and that there is no urgent need t@vem
them based on available resources. The photoglagb® document the conditions at this site.

Waypoint 14 (42.04.683; 109.46.493). General vieBuckhorn water source

Waypoint 15 (42.04.538; 109.47.17%5) mile west of water source

If data from the two water sources (Central Wed &uckhorn) comprise all the utilization data that
was used to make the decision to remove wild hdrses these HMAS, the decision appears to be



inadequate and the BLM should be required to ptesdsfitional data. The vast area involved and the
number of horses affected in these two HMAS isexiensive to do otherwise. If the BLM has more
study sites, that information should be obtained famther field investigation should be completed.

This report analyzed and documented two additioraér sources. Both of these sources are located in
the White Mountain unit. The field documentationtbase water sources is as follows.

Greasewood Canyon

This is an area that receives regular use by valdds, but the grazing use is generally light. €her
current year sign of horses, but no horses wererebd there. There is no current year sign of tves
Bluegrass and Squirrel tail grass are the majasg®on the upland. The use on them is light. dse o
the riparian grasses near the pond is moderateawyh Down stream from the pond (300 yards) the use
on riparian grasses is light to none. The foragelable for wild horses in this general area is enthian
adequate to meet their needs. Photographs below thigoconditions at this site.

Waypoint 16 (41.35.768; 109.29.097). Pond at Grgasd Canyon

Waypoint 17 (41.35.726; 109.29.228), 300 yards detseam



First Spring

This area receives regular use by wild horsestHauhumber of wild horses is relatively low. These
current-year sign of wild horses at the sourcegmading use is heavy to severe on the ripariarsgeas
(Carex, Juncus). The other major grass at thewgiteh is Basin wild rye, shows light to none gragi
use. No horses were observed at this site. Notbeksign was observed. Outside the source, thésuse
light. 200 yards down stream from the source, gean grasses is light to none. The major grass
species observed were Basin wild rye, Squirrel ¢aitl Bluegrass. This area has adequate forage for
wild horses. Photographs below document conditatrikis site.

Waypoint 18 (41.33.512; 109.25.018). Source at Bping

Waypoint 20 (41.33.500; 109.25.117), 200 yards daimeam

Summary and conclusion-

The findings of this field review show that thesenio need to remove wild horses from the subje ar
due to resources being at risk. There is not armrgeney situation in the area where significant dgena
to the range or harm to the wild horses would odciiney are not removed. The findings show that th



forage resources needed to support the wild harpalation is more than adequate and the horses
observed are in good condition.

As shown in this report, the overall range conditid the area examined is only fair. This is typmla
what is found on BLM range lands throughout thetwidswever, to imply that wild horses are a
significant factor contributing to this problem st fair to the horses, and is not true. Wild lksrdo

have some negative impact on the land, but thegatine impacts are far out-weighed by the value and
positive uses they provide to the general publio whjoy their presence on the land.

Negative impact of wild horses on the land is ingigant compared to the resource damage histdyical
caused by excessive livestock grazing. This onglwegtock damage continues to exist and will
continue into the future until the problem is camired, acknowledged, and corrected.

The amount of forage and associated animal nunablexsated to wild horses in the subject area iy onl
2-3% of what is allocated to livestock at full @etipreference. This fact alone indicates that dgative
impacts from wild horse use would be relatively Braad localized.

This report indicates that many of the wild horaesconcentrated near a reduced number of water
sources in the summer months. This situation cbaldddressed by increasing available water sources
for the horses. The findings of this report wera tin most of the area, the grazing use on cugeat
herbaceous forage is little to none. This findindicates an animal distribution problem that igclity

due to lack of water sources.

Achieving a thriving natural ecological balancetba area will not be accomplished by removing wild
horses and, at the same, ignoring the problemsectdyy livestock grazing, which is the major caoke
the current degraded resource conditions on ttee are
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