Land and Water Conservati on Fund
FY 2000

1. Program Gui dance

= Land acquisition project priorities will be determ ned using the encl osed
ranking criteria.

= Unobligated project funds will carryover and remain with the project unti
conpletion or until the project is no |onger feasible.

= Enphasis will be placed on conpleting existing projects, on use of |and
exchange, and on the contribution of |everaged acquisition and/or managenent
funds from non-BLM sour ces.

= Concerns about the effect of |and acquisition on the |ocal econony is an
issue in sone areas. Be sensitive to securing |ocal support and |look to
options to fee purchase where appropriate. Although LWCF funds can be used to
process | and exchanges and/or purchase conservati on easenents, costs
associated with these | ess than fee acquisitions can be funded by ot her
"resource" accounts.

= No acquisitions can be conpleted until hazardous material s exani nations have
been perfornmed and any cl eanup costs approved.

= The LMCF Act is a funding authority only, not an acquisition authority. Al
acqui sitions must be conpleted in accordance with existing authority and | and
use pl ans.

= LWCF fundi ng cannot be used for construction on the acquired | ands or
interest therein after the acquisition

= LMWCF fundi ng may be used for acquisition by purchase (fee or less than fee),
exchange or costs associated with donation. However, |ands conveyed from
state government or a political subdivision may only be acquired by donation
or exchange.

= All acquisitions nust be voluntary unless condemation is authorized by the
| egi sl ati on governing the project.

= Purchases cannot exceed fair market value w thout prior approval of
Congr ess.

= Project funds can only be spent acquiring lands within or adjacent to the
proj ect boundary.

= CQui dance for the use of LWCF funds is provided by Washi ngton O fice
I nstruction Menorandum 92-44 and Information Bulletin 97-96.

2. Subm ssion Requirenents

Documents rmust be prepared in WrdPerfect 6.0. Use the attached formats
exactly.

A. PROQJIECTS

There are no State cost targets for LWCF projects. Funding will depend on how
wel | projects rank in conparison with those submtted by other states using
Departmental and Bureauwi de criteria and priorities. Each project submtted
nmust include a conpl eted Departnental ranking sheet, a narrative and fact
sheet, BLM suppl enmental ranking sheet, color photographs, and a map. It is

i mportant to prepare these docunents so they can be reproduced on 8 1/2" X 11"
paper for placenent in binders. Prepare the follow ng for each project and
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submt seven col or copies of each photo page and map
1). Departnental Ranking Sheet

Conpl ete a project ranking sheet for each project submitted. Use the criteria
and instructions contai ned begi nning on page 5.

2). Narrative and Fact Sheet

Two support docunents are needed for each project. The first is a one-page
narrative detailing the request for FY2000 funds. The second document Is a
fact sheet which provides conprehensive information for the entire project,

i ncludi ng estinmated managenent costs after acquisition has occurred. Conplete
a narrative sheet as it appears on page 7 (sanple shown on page 8). Conplete
a fact sheet as it appears on page 9 (sanple shown on pages 10 and 11). Your
submi ssi on should al so be provided to your state budget officer for inclusion
with the state SBP subni ssion.

Itens to consider in the one-page narrative are:

Type of designation if in specially designated area.

DI scuss i nportant resources.

Wiy is it I nportant for these |lands to be in Federal ownership

Qutside interest and support.

Maj or contributors or partners.

Resources and concerns of national or statew de significance.

Managenent goals for the project area

Maj or initiatives acquisition supports (Recreation 2000, Fish & Wldlife
2000, etc).

When estimating project costs include both direct costs and processing costs.

Direct costs iInclude consideration for the lands involved. Processing costs
are project related work nonth costs, contracting costs and other costs
associated with conpl eting resource evaluations, title exam nation, appraisal
hazardous materials inventory, closing, tenant relocation, etc.

3). BLM Suppl enental Ranking Criteria
Conpl ete the ranking sheet as it appears on page 12 (sanple shown on page 13)
4) . Phot ographs

One or two pages of col or photographs, neatly nounted with typed captions,
showi ng a representative view of the project are preferred

5). Map

Subnmit one color map for each project area. |If possible, the 1:100,000 scale

color surface ownership maps are preferred. Where the project size creates a
mul tiple map requirenment at that scale, use a 1:1,000,000 scale color surface

ownership map. Assure that a |ocator exists showi ng where the project is

| ocated within the state along with a | egend depicting the various ownershi ps.
Do not fold maps.

B. ACQUI SI TI ON MANAGEMENT

Enphasi s continues to be placed on | and exchanges as an alternative to direct
purchase. It is appropriate to propose exchanges using acqui sition management
(3130) funds. Your proposals should identify resource values to be acquired
as well as the funding | evel required for oversight, managenent and training
in support of the overall LWCF program

Tradi tional allocations of acquisition managenent (3130) funds are being
carefully reviewed. States with growi ng acquisition managenent carryover
bal ances may receive reduced al |l ocati ons.

Procedure for Conpiling Federal Land Acquisition Priority List

I. Mnimumrequirenents (nmust be net in all cases):




1. The property is (a) within the boundaries of an existing Federa
conservation/recreation unit, if

such boundaries are set by statute; or (b) contiguous with property now
conprising a Federa

conservation/recreation unit, if the unit's boundaries are
adm nistratively determi ned; or (c) the

initial "building block" of a newy authorized Federa
conservation/recreation unit.

2. The property presents no known health/safety/liability problenms (e.g.
hazar dous waste
contam nation, unsafe structures).

3. There is no current indication of opposition fromcurrent owner(s) to
Federal acquisition of the _
property (condemnmati ons may be necessary in rare instances).

4, The cost of infrastructure necessary to make the property accessible,
safe, and usable by the

. general public does not exceed 10 percent of the estinated purchase
price.

Il. Ranking Criteria

Each potential acquisition which nmeets the mininumcriteria is then scored by
sumring points it receives frommeeting one or nore of the follow ng "ranking
criteria”. The indicated nunber of points is awarded if the proposed

acqui sition would neet the definitions of each criterion |Iisted bel ow (See

i nstructions begi nning on page 5).

Criterion

l.a. Prevent inmmnent (wWithin 2-3 years) property devel opnment that is
determ ned by the State Director to be Inconpatible with the affected
unit's authorized purpose(s). 50 points

b. Prevent short-to-mediumterm (within 4-8 years) property devel opnment
that is determined by the Secretary to be inconpatible with the affected
unit's authorized purpose(s). 25 points

2.a. Provide multiple recreation opportunities and is within a county with a
popul ation of one nmillion or nore. 80 points

b. Provide multiple recreation opportunities within 100 mles of a Standard
Metropolitan Statistical Area (SMSA). 50 points

c. Provide nultiple recreation opportunities between 100 and 250 nmiles of a
SMBA. 35 points

d. Provide limted recreation opportunities within 100 mles of a SM5A. 35
poi nt s

e. Provide limted recreation opportunities between 100 and 250 mles of a
SMSA. 20 points

3.a. Preserve habitat of endangered species. 40 points
b. Preserve habitat of threatened species. 30 points

c. Preserve a recognized type of ecol ogical comunity, for the purpose of
pronoting natural diversity. 20 points

4. Preserve a nationally-significant natural or cultural feature of a type
not now represented In any Federal conservation/recreation unit. 40
poi nt s



5.a. The principal benefit to be derived fromthe acquisition is its wetlands
characteristics as defined in the Energency Wetlands Act of 1986. 80

poi nts

b. The property contains a wetland or riparian area that is relatively
scarce or unique. 60 points

c. The property contains a wetland or riparian area that while not scarce
or uni que neverthel ess provi des substantial public benefit. 40 points

6.a. Includes existing infrastructure required to nake property accessible to
and usabl e by the general public and by el derly/handi capped citizens. 40

poi nt s
b. Includes existing infrastructure required to nmake property accessible to

and usabl e by the general public, but not by elderly/handi capped
citizens. 20 points

7. Expands a unit with a record of visitor-day growth exceeding 5 percent
per year in at |east a
three of the five prior years. 20 points

8. Inproves nmanageability and efficiency of a unit. 20 points

9. Results in Federal savings in acquisition costs through the use of |and
exchange, donati on,
and other alternatives to the direct purchase of a property at ful
val ue. Add five points for each
estimated 20 percent savings in Federal acquisition costs up to a
maxi mum of 25 points.

5-25 points

10. Involves Federal acquisition of less than full fee title to the property
(e.qg., purchase of scenic or conservation easements). 10 points

11. Invol ves significant non-Federal partnership. For each non-Federa
partner (State, local, private) contributing significant resources
("significant" - at least 25 percent of acquisition, developrment, or
managenent dollars), add 5 points, up to a maxi mumof 15 points. 5-15
poi nt s

12. Provides a Federal |and managenent agency wi th an opportunity judged by
t he approgriate Assi st ant SecretarY to be necessary to substantially
further the goals of a Presidential, Departnental, or Bureau MBO and to
be essential to the fulfillment of the Agency's mi ssion. (Each agency
will rank their 20 highest priority projects which inplement their MBO s

and m ssion in descending order. The first priority project will be
awar ded 150 points, the second 142.5, the third 135, and so on). 7.5-150
poi nt s

Ranking criteria |listed under a single nunmber (e.g., "1.a.", "1.b.") are

mut ual I'y exclusive; points may not be awarded for nore than one. For exanple,
a proposed acquisition may score 40 points for neeting criterion 3.a., but
cannot score 70 points for nmeeting both criteria 3.a. and 3.b. Each property
proposed for acquisition would normally be scored separately. However, if
several related properties were proposed for purchase as a group to optim ze
use of funds, the group could be assigned a conposite score (e.g., the
criteria could be applied and a score assigned to the Forest Service Lake
Tahoe project or the Park Service Santa Mnica Muntains project as a whole).



Departnmental LWCF Project Ranking
Criteriallnstructions

I. Mninmm Requirenents

1 Show type of designation under A B, or C.

2-4 Check if mnimal requirements are net. If net, rank the project under the
following criteria.

Il. Ranking Criteria

1 A or B. Show type of potential devel opment/danage.

2 A - E. Use current census and SMSA map. Show the nane of the city desig-
nated as an SMSA.

Use the nearest boundary of the county in which the city is located in
determ ning the distance from

the project area

3 Li st the threatened or endangered species (Federal List).

4 To receive points the project must be a "one-of-a-kind." (e.g. No points
are provided if the project is

. another wild and scenic river, historic trail etc.). Describe the unique
eature.

5 Consult the RWP for Wetland/ Ri parian val ues and review the 1986 Emergency
Wet | ands Act for
characteristics.

6 Points are provided if the project is currently useable by either the
handi capped or the general public
wi t hout i nprovenents.

7 Use an estinmate based on sinmilar sites if specific data is not avail abl e.

8 No points are available for new projects |located entirely on non-Federa
I and.

9 This criterion relates Federal expenditures to the fair nmarket val ues of
the property. For exanple, if

al rost one half of the property value (not nunber of tracts) can be
acqui red by exchange or

donation (rather than purchase), 10 points would be avail abl e.

10 Points are available if any acquisition in the project is for a |less than
fee title interest

(ie conservation easenent).
11 Each non-Federal partner nust contribute at |east 25 percent of the cost
in order to receive points.

Identify the partner
12 List the primary initiative (ie Recreation 2000). Headquarters will
evaluate all projects under this

criterion and assign the points.
[11. Cenera
1 Fill out a ranking sheet for each project.

2 Only one al pha factor nay be used for a single nunbered criteria ex: 2a,
not 2a and b.

3 Use VA if criteria does not apply.

4 Provi de nane and title of preparer
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5 Rank projects in State priority order on bottomline of form
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT Eval uat or:

Land and Water Conservation Fund
FY 2000 Departnental Ranki ng Sheet Title:

I . M N MUM REQU REMENTS

1A

1B

1C

2

3

4

1. RANKING CRI TERI A
Narrative Poi nt s Al | ocat ed
Avai |l abl e

1A (50)
1B (25)
2A (80)
2B (50)
2C (35)
2D (35)
2E (20)
3A (40)
3B (30)
3C (20)
4 (40)
5A (80)
5B (60)
5C (40)
6A (40)
6B (20)
7 (20)
8 (20)
9 (5-25)
10 (10)




11 | | (5-25)
TOTAL PO NTS (Items 1-11)
12 Bureauwi de Priority / (Conpleted by W) (7.5-150)
I11. STATE DI RECTOR' S PRI ORI TY RANKI NG
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT - Narrative
Proj ect Nare
STATE Count y Congressional District
To Date FY 2000 Acqui sitio Esti mat ed Tot al
n Tot al out year (over 10 yrs)
costs/yr
(devel opnent
&M etc.)
Cost $ $ $ $ $
Acr es N A
Locati on:
Pur pose:
Acqui sition Qpportunities:
O her Cooperators:

Proj ect Description:

BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT - Narrative




Ki ng Range National Conservation Area

CALI FORNI A Hunbol t and Mendoci no Congressional District 1
Counti es
To Date FY 2000 Acqui sition Esti mat ed Tot a
Tot al out year (over 10
costs/yr yrs)
(devel opnent,
Oo&M etc.)
Cost $7, 690 $750, 000 $16, 000, 000 $250, 000 | $18, 500, 000
Acr es 13, 594! 265 17,034’ N A 17,034

Locati on: Northern California coast, 185 mles north of San Franci sco, 50
mles south of Eureka.

Pur pose: Inholding acquisition within the designated boundary of King
Range National Conservation Area. Provides diverse recreational
opportunities and habitat for nultiple T&E speci es.

Acqui sition Opportunities: Sought-after beachfront and western sl ope
tracts facing prinmtive rural residential devel opnment.

O her Cooperators: The Anerican Land Conservancy and M1 Creek
Conservancy.

Project Description: A breath-taking seashore bounded by forested
mount ai ns, the largest stretch of pristine beach along California's
northern Pacific Coast, and sharply defined canyons cut by roaring creeks
and rivers make up the rugged terrain of the 50,000-acre King Range

Nati onal Conservation Area (NCA). Rising abruptly fromthe ocean beach to
4,100 feet within three nmles of the shoreline, King Range was the first
Congr essi onal | y-establ i shed Nati onal Conservation Area.

The 26 nmiles of untouched coastline within the NCA support nunerous

bi ol ogi cal resources. This wide variety of habitats provide niches for 31
species of reptiles, 75 terrestrial and marine manmmal s, and 258 speci es of
birds. Colonies of nesting seabirds cling to nearby rocks along with |arge
nunbers of seals and sea lions. The rare beach |layla decorates the King
Range beach line, and three pristine tidepools add to the shoreline's
treasures. Steel head, silver, and king sal non use the upland streans for
spawni ng and rearing. Od growth stands of Douglas fir are prime habitat
for the threatened northern spotted ow and nmarbled nmurrelet. Severa
endangered bald eagles winter in the area as well.

Recent contacts with | andowners have Eresented BLMwith its first sincere
opportunity in five years to acquire key tracts on the western sl ope of
King Range. Acquisition of these parcels is crucial in avoiding severe

i mpacts fromtheir devel opnent and woul d enhance the BLMs ability to
manage the |lands for recreation and other resource values. Two of these
parcel s contain beach/ocean frontage, adding significantly to the integrity
of the shoreline and the uninterrupted conpletion of the Lost Coast

Nati onal Recreation Trail

' Does not include 48 acquisitions by |and exchange (12,526 acres val ued@
$21, 144, 000)

? Land exchange may be used to acquire a portion of this acreage




FY 2000 FACT SHEET

LAND ACQUI SI TI ON
BUREAU: Bureau of Land Managenent

Pur pose/ Program

Proj ect:

BLM Adni ni strative Unit:

Owner's name

Resource threat

Land exchange alternatives

I nhol di ng?

Appr ai sal done?
Val ue?

Pl ans for project area?
I nfrastructure?

Hazardous materi al eval uation
done?

Resource rehabilitation or
restoration projects?
Cost ?

Can funds be obligated in the FY?

Aut hori zati on
I's acquisition authorized?
VWhat is authorized ceiling?
I's proposal within authorized ceiling?
How much has been appropriated to
date (vis-a-vis cei |ng§?
I's acquisition within the boundary?

Fundi ng
Presi dent's Budget Request?
| s budget anpunt for same purpose?
Appropriations to date?

Current unobligated bal ance as of $
Pl ans to use unobligated bal ances
Tracts Acres Cost Cost/ Acre

Acqui sition Status
Purchases thru FY 1998

Schedul ed for FY 1999

Pl anned for FY 2000

Remai ning to be
Acqui r ed




FY 2000 FACT SHEET
LAND ACQUI SI TI ON

BUREAU: Bureau of Land Managenent

Pur pose/ Program

Project: _King Range NCA

BLM Adni ni strative Unit:
Arcata Field Ofice

Owner's name

Mul ti pl e.

Resource threat

Rural residential devel opnent.

Land exchange alternatives

48 previ ous exchanges have di m ni shed
aval |l abl e federal land base in the two
counties; owners do not want to
exchange.

| nhol di ng?

Yes.

Appr ai sal done?
Val ue?

Appr ai sal s are done as parcels are
identified for acquisition; estinated
val ues range from $4, 000- $10, 000/ acr e.

Pl ans for project area?
I nfrastructure?

Provide nultiple recreation
opportunities, facilities, and access;
managenent for T&E species and ot her
wildlife. Mst infrastructure in

pl ace; trailhead for south end of NCA
and Lost Coast Trail planned.

Hazardous materi al eval uation
done?

No. Surveys conpl eted upon
identification of parcels for
acqui sition.

Resource rehabilitation or None.
restoration projects?
Cost ?
Can funds be obligated in the FY? Yes.
Aut hori zati on
I s acquisition authorized? Yes; P.L. 91-476 (Ki ng Range Act),
FLPMA
What is authorized ceiling? $6, 500, 000

I's proposal within authorized ceiling?
How much has been appropriated to
date (vis-a-vis ceiling)?

appropriations over ceiling

I's acquisition within the boundary?

Fundi ng

Presi dent's Budget Request?

I s budget anount for sanme purpose?

Appropriations to date?

Current unobligated bal ance as of _04/01/98

N A

$1, 189, 635 i n Congressiona
Yes

$750, 000 ( FY99)

Yes

$7, 689, 635
$100, 500

Pl ans to use unobligated bal ances

Cont i nue purchases/ exchanges
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Acqui sition Status
Purchases thru FY 1998

Schedul ed for FY 1999
Pl anned for FY 2000

Remai ning to be
Acqui red

Tracts Acres Cost Cost/ Acre
120 26,120 $8, 500, 00 $10, 000
0
2 100 $800, 000 $10, 000
4 85 $750, 000 $10, 000
32 3, 255 $5, 050, 00 $10, 000
0
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FY 2000 SUPPLEMENTAL RANKI NG CRI TERI A Proj ect:

LAND ACQUI SI TI ON
BUREAU: Bureau of Land Managenent

Criteria Definition

1 Threat to Ecosystem Values (Indicate YES or NO

Is the property facing iminent (2 years) threat of devel opnent,
subdi vi sion, etc. which

woul d be inconpatible with the affected units authorized
pur poses(s)?

Briefly explain:

2 Political Support (Local/National) / (Indicate YES or NO
I's there significant [ocal national, constituent and
representative support?

Briefly explain:

3 Thr eat ened and Endangered Species - Seasonal /Resident: (lIndicate
YES or NO

Does the property provide exclusive, year-round habitat to a
nom nat ed, candi date or_ . .
listed species? |s the species animal or plant?

Briefly explain:

4 Exi sting Project vs. new Project: (Indicate YES or NO
Has this project ever received a LWCF appropriation?

Briefly explain:

5 Acqui sition Partnerships: (lIndicate YES or NO

Has this property been optioned or purchased by a third party
nonprofit for resale to the

BLM by a prior nutual agreenent?

Briefly explain:

6 Is parcel within a Congressionally-designated "Special Areas”.
(I ndicate YES or NO

Nane of area:

7 Is the property within one of the follow ng Departnental Priority

Ecosystens?
(Indicate YES or NO. (If YES, check as appropriate)

Desert Tortoise Planning Area (AZ, CA, NV and UT)
G eater Yellowstone (1D, M, UT and W)
Habi t at Conservation Plan (HCP) Nare:

Nat ural Communities Conservation Planning Area of Southern

Paci fic Northwest (Northern CA/ID, OR and WA)

California
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FY 2000 SUPPLEMENTAL RANKI NG CRI TERI A Project: _King Range NCA

LAND ACQUI SI TI ON
BUREAU: Bureau of Land Managenent

Criteria Definition

1 Threat to Ecosystem Val ues (YES)

Is the property facing iminent (2 years) threat of devel opnent,
subdi vi sion, etc. which

woul d be inconpatible with the affected units authorized
pur poses(s)?

_ _ Briefly explain: Rural residential devel opnent on parcels is
inconpatible with o .
nmanagenent prescriptions in King Range NCA Managenent Pl an

2 Political Support (Local/National) / (YES)
I's there significant [ocal national, constituent and
representative support?

Briefly explain: The King Range NCA is a well-received
conservation area I n Northern

California; well supported by both |ocal and national politica
organi zati ons and by | oca

comuni ti es.

3 Threat ened and Endangered Species - Seasonal /Resident (YES)
Does the property provide exclusive, year-round habitat to a
nom nat ed, candi date or
listed species? 1s the species animal or plant?

Briefly explain: Ani mal and plant T&E speci es.

4 Existing Project vs. new Project: (YES) _
Has this project ever received a LWCF appropriation?

Briefly explain:

5 Acqui sition Partnerships: (YES)

Has this property been optioned or purchased by a third party
nonprofit for resale to the

BLM by a prior mutual agreenent?

Briefly explain:

6 Is parcel within a Congressionally-designated "Special Areas":
YES
Nane of area: Ki ng Range National Conservation Area
7 Is the property within one of the follow ng Departnental Priority

Ecosystens?
(NO). (If YES, check as appropriate)

Desert Tortoise Planning Area (AZ, CA, NV and UT)
Greater Yellowstone (1D, MI, UT and W)
Habi t at Conservation Plan (HCP) Nane:
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Nat ural Communities Conservation Planning Area of Southern

Paci fic Northwest (Northern CA/ID, OR and WA)

California
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