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Chapter 2 
Alternatives
2.0 Introduction

This chapter describes management scenarios for the land and resources managed by 
BLM, including a “no action” alternative (Alternative A) and three “action” alternatives
(Alternatives B, C, and D). Alternative D is the Proposed RMP. The alternatives 
represent a reasonable range of approaches to managing land and activities consistent 
with law, regulation, and policy. Development of these management alternatives has 
been guided by NEPA, FLPMA, and by regulations, policy, and public input. 

The alternatives include specific actions that would guide management of the resources 
and activities on BLM land. However, not all issues can be resolved in an RMP; some 
will require subsequent site-specific planning to determine how to reach desired 
conditions or achieve a desired result. The allocation of lands for different uses achieved 
by this PRMP should not be considered the final determination of land use for the 
planning area. The planning process is dynamic and uses the best available science and 
land use planning to achieve conservation of the species and communities known to be in 
jeopardy. Technologies of the future can and are expected to alter provisions of the 
PRMP to improve upon the implementation of its objectives. 

This chapter starts with a discussion of how the alternatives were developed; summarizes
the four alternatives and identifies the Proposed RMP; discusses alternatives considered 
but eliminated from detailed analysis; describes each of the four alternatives in a 
narrative form; and then lists specific proposed actions by BLM program (i.e., soil 
resources, recreation, energy and minerals, etc.). The Executive Summary compares key 
proposals under each of the four alternatives. Where the existing plan, described in 
Alternative A, does not provide specific guidance on issues or program areas, 
overarching laws, regulations, and policies guide management. Alternatives B, C, and 
the Proposed RMP provide additional guidance for meeting relevant laws, regulations, 
and policy. Input from guiding legislation/policies, public scoping, and interagency 
discussions led to alternatives that cover a relatively focused range of options. 

2.0.1 Alternatives Development

The goal during alternative development is to explore the range of use options, protection 
options, and management tools that would achieve a balance between protection of the 
planning area’s natural character and a variety of resource uses and management issues.
Alternatives must: meet the project purpose and need (Chapter 1); be viable and 
reasonable; balance resource protection with use; be responsive to issues identified by the 
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public; and meet the established planning criteria (Chapter 1), federal laws, regulations, 
and BLM planning policy. 

The alternatives identify different strategies for accomplishing BLM’s goals and meeting
a variety of public needs. Alternative A (No Action) is a continuation of current 
management and was developed from existing planning decisions, policies, land use 
allocations, and programs. Alternatives B, C, and the Proposed RMP were developed 
with input from public scoping, discussions with governmental entities, and the 
collaborative work of BLM interdisciplinary planning team.

Goals, which are broad statements of desired outcomes, were derived from law, policy, 
and the Department of the Interior’s strategic plan. Objectives state more specifically 
measurable targets to achieve goals. Management actions and allowable uses are the 
ways in which BLM achieves its objectives and goals. 

2.0.2 Summary of Alternatives

Alternative A (No Action) continues present management direction. Because
many of the decisions in existing plans are outdated or have been 
implemented, the description of Alternative A includes only portions of 
existing plans deemed relevant for analysis purposes. 

Alternative B emphasizes protection and preservation of natural and cultural 
resources. New activities would only be allowed if they are designed to 
enhance protection of natural and cultural resources on BLM lands. 

Alternative C emphasizes public use of BLM land. Additional facilities
would be provided to increase public use, additional timber would be 
harvested, grazing would be increased, and land ownership adjustment would 
have the goal of consolidating public land in popular recreation areas. 

Alternative D is the Proposed RMP. It balances environmental protection 
with public use of BLM land.

2.0.3 Alternatives Considered but Eliminated from Detailed Analysis

Alternatives Increasing OHV Opportunities

Public land ownership is scattered, with BLM managing few large contiguous blocks of 
land. BLM did not analyze in detail alternatives that would increase OHV use because 
these alternatives would exacerbate conflicts with adjacent private landowners and, 
therefore, were not considered feasible.

Alternatives Inconsistent with Multiple Use and Sustained Yield 

Alternatives which were appealing to some organizations and individuals but inconsistent 
with law and policy were not analyzed in detail. These potential alternatives included
elimination of grazing, mining, timber harvest, and OHV use. Alternatives that promoted 
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one land use to the exclusion of all others were also eliminated from consideration 
because they were inconsistent with BLM’s multiple use mission. However, the 
alternatives analyzed in detail did include various combinations of eliminating or 
minimizing various resource uses in areas where conflicts exist. 

Alternatives not Feasible

These alternatives would require budget resources and investments in staffing, 
infrastructure, land treatments, and law enforcement at levels highly unlikely to be 
supportable by current or anticipated budgets.

Alternatives Designating Utility Corridors

Because the land ownership pattern in the planning area is scattered, BLM did not 
analyze in detail alternatives designating utility corridors. See the Lands and Realty 
Section for decisions related to land use authorizations. 

2.0.4 Narrative Description of Alternatives 

Alternative A (No Action-Continues Present Management Direction) 

Alternative A is derived from examining past planning decisions and outcomes and 
extending them into the future. The basis for this alternative is the Sierra MFP and land
use decisions made in the absence of specific decisions or management direction 
provided by that plan. The plan was developed in the early 1980s and is quite general, 
which is typical of land use plans of that period. The general nature of the plan required 
many land use decisions based on an immediate interpretation of policy and management
necessity. Overall, the outcome of this approach has been favorable, and many initiatives 
derived from this approach have received widespread public support. In some cases, 
BLM’s assistance was needed by various partners at local, state, and federal government
levels and led to specific land use decisions, such as BLM’s participation in the Pine Hill
Preserve and the Cosumnes River Preserve.

Collaboration with local communities has been accomplished using a “community based 
planning” approach which involves public involvement in every stage of planning, from
scoping to implementation. This process, although lengthy, has proven very effective in 
producing plans with widespread public support. Community based planning is very 
useful in planning for the management of the isolated and scattered public lands in the 
Sierra Nevada foothills. Several plans have been completed using this process with great 
success. Under all alternatives, the ‘Inimim, Round Mountain, South Fork American
River, South Yuba River, and other community based plans would remain in effect. The
community based planning process would continue into the future as BLM’s primary
land use planning tool at the community level.

Fire suppression would continue to be a high priority. Fuels reduction is needed 
throughout the planning area. Approximately 300 potential fuel reduction projects have 
been proposed. However, BLM is typically limited by funding to three to five fuels 
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projects per year for the foreseeable future.  BLM would continue to coordinate with
26 fire safe councils and over 100 communities at risk. 

The existing plan calls for BLM to manage timber for production in accordance with 
Sustained Yield Unit-15. SYU-15’s age was based on an inventory of the forestland and 
harvest calculations that are now archaic.  Thus, BLM’s management has become
increasingly focused on responsive management, emphasizing forest health. Since the 
mid-1980s, BLM’s timber harvest levels have varied, with highs of 2.5 million board feet
in some years. In recent years, however, production has dropped substantially; most
timber sales have normally involved the salvage of timber damaged by insects, disease, 
and fire. The existing plan allows for the harvest of 2.5 to 4 million board feet per year.
The average salvage has been less than 250,000 board feet per year.

The existing plan calls for BLM to increase forage production and manage grazing to 
provide 700 pounds per acre of residual mulch.  However, grazing has declined as many
ranchers have left the livestock business. Most grazing leases are held by individuals 
who do not depend on grazing for a central source of income; in fact, some lessees have 
no livestock. Many of these leases are relinquished upon renewal, and this trend is likely 
to continue. An average of four leases is relinquished each year. Lease renewal is 
determined on a case-by-case and is based on validity of the lease, size of the lease, 
resource condition, and economic considerations of both the lessee and BLM.

Mining claim administration for locatable minerals would continue at a level of about 
1,200 claims, with about 10 plans of operations and 20 notices filed per year. Most plans 
of operations involve gold prospecting in underground mine workings or suction 
dredging in rivers and large creeks. The plans are subject to environmental restrictions 
that ensure protection of significant biological and cultural resources. Suction dredging 
in wild and scenic rivers would be allowed under approved plans as long as it does not 
impact significant biological and cultural resources or the river’s outstandingly 
remarkable values. It is likely only a few claims would be developed into industrial 
mining operations.

The existing plan allows mineral material sales and free use in most of the planning area.
Most free use permits have been limited to existing pits used by local government.
Interest in sand and gravel sales in the Yuba Goldfields would continue. Oil and gas 
would be available for lease on 37,000 acres with high potential in the CVAA and the 
YRAA. Lands in national wildlife refuges would not be available. Historic development
of federally managed oil and gas deposits in the planning area has been low and is 
expected to remain low (Appendix D, Reasonably Foreseeable Development Scenario).

Recreation demand would continue to increase, which is not addressed in the current 
plan. White water boating, hiking, equestrian activities, target shooting, hunting, OHV 
use, and suction dredging would be the most popular uses, with other forms of recreation 
growing in popularity and affecting public land use demands. The demand comes from 
both private individuals and commercial organizations. There would be increasing 
competition between users. Under Alternative A, additional trails would be built, and 
existing trails would receive increased use.
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Target shooting and OHV use demand would remain strong. The existing plan provides 
little direction for managing these uses. Conflicts with the increasing urbanization of 
rural areas are not addressed. Existing use areas may eventually be closed due to 
complaints from neighboring land owners.

Heavy use of volunteers and local stewards would continue; however, the demand for 
recreation and the dispersal of recreational uses onto isolated public land parcels would 
exceed BLM’s ability to effectively administer these uses.

Under Alternative A, ROWs and other land use authorizations would be issued on a case-
by-case basis and would average about 50 cases per year, half of which would be 
transfers of existing ROW interest. It is possible that land exchanges would be 
completed to improve access to BLM land, consolidate public land ownership along river 
corridors, and acquire special status species habitat and significant cultural resources;
however, existing plans provide little specific direction. Land ownership changes have 
focused on the North and South Forks of the American River, the North Fork and 
Mainstem Cosumnes River, the North Fork and Mainstem Merced River, the Red Hills 
Area of Critical Environmental Concern, and the Pine Hill and Cosumnes River 
preserves. An average of 300 acres per year has been acquired. Land donations would 
be accepted where they advance the public interest. This would usually be riverfront
property, rare plant or animal habitat, and access points to BLM land. In this manner,
200 to 300 acres per year may be acquired. Land would be purchased if Land and Water
Conservation Funds are provided by Congress, which would be most applicable to the 
Pine Hill and Cosumnes River preserves, through which approximately 200 acres per
year have been acquired. Public land sales rarely occur. When they do, they generally 
involve an inadvertent trespass involving homes built partially on BLM land. 

Under Alternative A, areas of critical environmental concern (ACECs), preserves, wild 
and scenic rivers, habitat for rare plants and animals, and significant cultural resources
would continue to be the focal points of management planning, implementation, and land 
acquisition. The planning area currently has six ACECs, three federal wild and scenic 
rivers, one state wild and scenic river (that has been determined eligible and suitable for
federal designation), and two preserves. No new ACECs or other special management
areas would be designated.

Alternative B 

Alternative B would emphasize actions that enhance protection and preservation of 
natural and cultural resources. Existing community based plans would be adopted, and 
the community based planning process would continue into the future as BLM’s primary 
land use planning tool at the community level.

Alternative B’s emphasis on preservation of natural and cultural resources responds to the 
rapid growth and development in central California. Placer, El Dorado, Sacramento, and 
Nevada counties are among the fastest growing counties in the state. With this growth, 
there has been significant decline in available habitat for sensitive plants and animals, and 
severe fragmentation of the remaining habitat. Scoping identified protection of 
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significant biological and cultural resources as important public values. BLM lands in 
the planning area have 23 federally listed and 29 BLM sensitive species (See Chapter 3, 
pages 3-24 and 3-25). CDFG has 37 Conceptual Area Protection Plans in the planning
area for acquisition and protection of important wildlife habitat. Archaeologists have 
identified numerous significant cultural resources in the planning area, including 
prehistoric villages and historic-era townsites, trails, and gold mills.

The demands of increased population and development have resulted in a corresponding 
demand for more recreation sites, habitat mitigation for developers and municipalities,
ROWs, fuel reduction next to homes, open space for parks, and noxious weed control. In
many cases, the demands increase the level of threat to special status species and wildlife
in general. Cultural resources require greater levels of protection against damage and 
looting due to improved access to sensitive archaeological sites and OHV capabilities.  In 
some cases, BLM lands have largely become the last remaining islands of high-quality 
biological and cultural resources in a geographic area with rapid population growth. 

Local watershed councils would be used to develop a volunteer base to monitor and 
enhance water quality, wildlife, vegetation, and cultural resources.

Fire suppression would continue to be a high priority in all assessment areas. Vegetation
management projects would emphasize fuel reduction to reduce potential impacts on 
special status species habitat and significant cultural resources. Fuel reduction projects 
that benefit resource objectives and communities at risk would be prioritized.

BLM’s forestry program would focus on forest health, with an emphasis on developing 
old growth conditions. Old growth conifer forest is rare in the planning area, especially
on BLM land. A number of sensitive species rely on old growth habitat. Green timber
sales would consist primarily of thinning to enhance habitat for certain plants and 
animals, with average sales of 50,000 board feet per year. It is possible that green timber 
sales would be initiated in response to other BLM programs (i.e., ROW authorization, 
fuel break construction, etc.) and decisions made in community based plans. Timber
sales that involve the salvage of timber damaged by insects or fire would continue. The
average salvage sale has been less than 250,000 board feet per year and would probably 
remain at this level.

Grazing use would be reduced under Alternative B. Grazing leases of less than
100 animal unit months (AUMs) would be cancelled or relinquished upon expiration to 
improve government efficiencies. Grazing leases that adversely impact special status 
species or significant cultural resources would be modified or cancelled. Approximately
32 allotments and 1,300 AUMs would become unavailable over the next five to ten years.

Under Alternative B, mining claim administration for locatable minerals would continue 
at a level of about 1,200 claims, with about 10 plans of operation and 20 notices filed per 
year. Most plans of operations involve gold prospecting in underground mine workings 
or suction dredging in rivers and large creeks. The plans are subject to environmental
restrictions that ensure the protection of significant biological and cultural resources.
Suction dredging in wild and scenic rivers would be allowed under approved plans as 
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long as it does not impact significant biological and cultural resources or the river’s 
outstandingly remarkable values. It is likely that only a few claims would be developed 
into industrial mining operations.

Mineral material sales and free use permits would be limited to existing pits, used 
primarily by local government, and new areas where there would be no impacts to 
significant natural and cultural resources. Interest in sand and gravel sales in the Yuba 
Goldfields would continue, and permitted sand and gravel extraction at the Yuba 
Goldfields would be used to restore 3,600 to 5,000 acres of federal land following a 
potential transfer of lands from the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) to BLM.

Oil and gas leasing would be available on 37,000 acres with high potential in the CVAA 
and YRAA. Lands in national wildlife refuges would not be available for leasing, except 
in the unlikely case of drainage of federal oil and gas by adjacent private wells. Historic
development of federally managed oil and gas deposits in the planning area has been low 
and is expected to remain low.

Under this alternative, BLM lands may be closed or recreational activities may be 
restricted if the recreational use adversely impacts water quality, special status species,
outstanding visual resources, significant cultural and paleontological resources, wild and 
scenic river suitability, and adjacent property. 

Under Alternative B, additional trails would not be constructed and BLM lands would
generally not be available for target shooting. Motorized/OHV use would be limited to 
designated routes. BLM would allocate lands for disposal for recreation purposes to local 
government or organizations on a case-by-case basis.

Under Alternative B, ROWs and other land use authorizations would still be addressed on 
a case-by-case basis; however, the number of approved authorizations would likely 
decline because of increasing conflicts with resource protection needs. Acres of land 
acquired under this alternative would not vary significantly from Alternative A.
However, the emphasis on land exchanges, land donations, and Land and Water
Conservation Fund (LWCF) acquisitions would be to acquire special status species 
habitat, riparian forest, blue oak woodland, Central Valley wetlands, grassland vernal 
pool habitats, and significant cultural resources. The protection and management of three 
national wild and scenic river corridors would continue, with a focus on preserving their 
primitive character and maintaining their outstandingly remarkable geological, biological,
cultural, and other resource values. Land donations from private nonprofit groups and 
counties would be accepted where they advance the public interest. Land acquisition 
would occur when purchased with LWCF or through partnerships with other 
organizations, particularly using grants from the California Bay Delta Program
(CALFED), Central Valley Project Improvement Act, and state proposition funding.
These funds are used on projects with significant public and political support. 

Special area management (ACECs, wild and scenic rivers, significant cultural resources, 
and habitat for rare plants and animals) would be prioritized under this alternative for 
planning, implementation, and land acquisition. Seven new areas, totaling 12,415 acres, 
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would be designated as ACECs. Three existing ACECs would be expanded. Four
Special Recreation Management Areas (SRMAs) would be created. Seven river 
segments with outstandingly remarkable values would be recommended as suitable to 
become part of the national wild and scenic river system.

Alternative C 

This alternative would increase public access to and use of BLM lands. Recreational and 
consumptive uses (timber/fuel wood production, grazing, mining/minerals, etc.) would be 
a management priority; however, BLM would continue to comply fully with 
environmental laws, regulations, and policies.  In general, public access to BLM land 
would be enhanced through land ownership adjustments, additional facilities would be
developed to support and promote increases in recreational use, additional timber sales 
would be conducted, grazing use would increase, and all existing open routes would 
remain open to OHV/motorized use. This alternative (as well as the other alternatives) 
would adopt existing community based plans.  The community based planning process 
would continue into the future as BLM’s primary land use planning tool at the 
community level.

Central California is experiencing rapid growth in the Central Valley and Sierra foothills
regions. Alternative C emphasizes meeting the needs of the recreating public and local 
government, and increasing consumptive uses in timber, grazing, and mineral
development.

Fire suppression and prevention would continue to be a high priority.  Fuel reduction in 
high-density recreation areas and communities at risk would be prioritized.

Timber production would increase. BLM would complete inventories of existing 
forestland and timber volume. Green timber sales would be based on sustained yield 
calculations derived from these inventories. The average annual yield would gradually 
increase to approximately 3 million board feet over a 20-year period, based on SYU-15 
data, unless new inventories indicate different potential harvest levels. Increased timber
production would require BLM to put more emphasis on plantations and other 
reforestation projects. Fuel reduction would help maintain plantations.

Grazing use would increase. Suitable rangelands outside of SRMAs and other specially 
designated areas would be available for livestock grazing. Additional grazing use would 
be allocated on BLM lands to help reduce fuels. Smaller leases would increase.

Under Alternative C, mining claim administration for locatable minerals would continue 
at a level of about 1,200 claims (with about ten plans of operation and 20 notices filed per 
year). Most plans of operations involve gold prospecting in underground mine workings 
or suction dredging in rivers and large creeks. The plans are subject to environmental
restrictions that ensure the protection of significant biological and cultural resources.
Suction dredging in wild and scenic rivers would be allowed under approved plans as 
long as it does not impact significant biological or cultural resources or a river’s 
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outstandingly remarkable values. It is likely only a few claims would be developed into 
industrial mining operations.

Mineral material sales and free use permits would be expanded to accommodate county 
growth and construction needs. There would be continued interest in sand and gravel 
mining in the Yuba Goldfields. 

Oil and gas leasing would be available in the CVAA and the YRAA. Approximately
76,000 acres with high potential would be available for exploration and development,
including 39,000 acres in national wildlife refuges, though the no surface occupancy
stipulation would apply to these lands. Historic development of federally managed oil 
and gas deposits has been low and is expected to remain low.

Recreation opportunities would be focused on five newly established SRMAs and 
existing wild and scenic rivers. SRMA plans would adopt existing plan decisions and 
enhance recreational opportunities. The South Fork American River would be 
recommended as suitable for consideration as a wild and scenic river due to its 
outstandingly remarkable recreation and cultural resource values. Additional facilities 
and access points would be constructed to support the growing public demand for 
recreation sites and destinations in the Sierra Nevada foothills region. White water 
boating, hiking, equestrian activities, target shooting, hunting, OHV use, and suction 
dredging are the more popular forms of recreation on BLM land. Opportunities for 
recreation in SRMAs would be enhanced. Non-motorized trails would be built in 
SRMAs, and existing trails would be maintained to support increasing demands for 
equestrian, mountain biking, and pedestrian use. Suitable locations in SRMAs would be 
evaluated for barrier-free access.

Extensive Recreation Management Areas (ERMAs) would be managed in accordance
with BLM’s recreation guidelines. Significant investment in ERMAs would occur only 
on a case-by-case basis. Some development could occur in ERMAs to support OHV use 
and target shooting where compatible with local county zoning. The demand for these 
activities is growing from both private individuals and commercial organizations. 

Under Alternative C, ROWs and other land use authorizations would be issued on a case-
by-case basis averaging about 50 per year. The number of acres of land acquired under 
this alternative would not vary significantly from other alternatives; however, land 
exchanges would be prioritized to improve public access and consolidate BLM land 
ownership in SRMAs. Land donations would be accepted where they would advance the 
public interest in recreation. This would usually be riverfront property, access points, and 
sites for recreation facilities. Land would be acquired when funds are provided by 
Congress or through partnerships with organizations. Acquisitions would focus on lands 
that support recreation along the three national wild and scenic river corridors and along 
one suitable river. A greater emphasis would be placed on obtaining high-quality
recreation lands as opposed to rare plant and animal habitat or significant cultural 
resources. The disposal of land would have greater priority to consolidate public land
holdings and reduce overall administrative costs for the agency. BLM lands would be 
transferred to counties to enhance their growth and development, sold to private
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individuals for resolving trespass issues, auctioned for sale to private individuals, or 
transferred to other entities. 

Existing special designation areas such as ACECs and wild and scenic rivers would 
continue to be protected under the respective authorities and designation guidelines. No
new ACECs would be designated. The South Fork American River would be 
recommended as suitable to become part of the national wild and scenic river system.

Special status species and significant cultural resources would be protected under existing 
laws, regulations, and policies.

Proposed RMP 

The Proposed RMP balances environmental protection with recreational and consumptive
uses on BLM lands. It also considers evolving use patterns and needs identified during 
the past 20 years. The Proposed RMP increases protection for areas with significant 
biological, cultural, and paleontological resources, and enhances recreation opportunities 
for areas with high levels of public use. The Proposed RMP adopts and incorporates all 
existing community based plans and other plans including: 

‘Inimim Forest Management Plan 
Round Mountain Management Plan 
South Fork American River Management Plan 
Cronan Ranch Management Plan 
South Yuba River Comprehensive Management Plan 
Spivey Pond Management Plan 
Merced River Wild and Scenic Management Plan 
North Fork American Wild River Management and Development Plan 
Ione Manzanita ACEC Plan 
Ione Tertiary Oxisol Soils ACEC Plan 
Red Hills ACEC Plan 
Folsom Field Office Fire Management Plan 

The Proposed RMP makes community based planning the primary tool to determine
appropriate levels of protection and use on BLM lands at the local area. All future 
community based and activity plans would comply with and implement the RMP.

The Proposed RMP would emphasize maintenance of the ecological integrity of foothill 
ecosystems in the face of urban growth and residential development through protection or 
improvement of habitat connectivity. 

Fire suppression and prevention would continue to be a high priority.  Fuels reduction in 
high recreation use areas, around communities at risk, and for special status species 
habitat would be prioritized.

BLM’s forestry program would focus on forest health. Timber sales would normally
involve salvage of timber damaged by insects or fire. Average salvage sales, less than 
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250,000 board feet per year, are expected to remain unchanged. Green timber sales, 
largely resulting from other BLM program actions, would also be based on sustained 
yield calculations derived during community based planning. Green sales average 
100,000 board feet per year; this is likely to increase as a result of community based 
planning up to 250,000 board feet. Minimal reforestation is anticipated. Existing
plantations would be maintained through fuels reduction and other work.

Grazing leases of less than 25 AUMs would not be available for grazing upon expiration 
or relinquishment. Special circumstances may preclude the relinquishment of certain 
leases under 25 AUMs. Lease renewal would be determined on a case-by-case basis and 
would be based on the validity of the lease, size of the lease, resource conditions, and 
economic considerations of both the lessee and BLM.

Mining claim administration for locatable minerals would continue at a level of about 
1,200 claims (with about 10 plans of operations and 20 notices filed per year). Most
plans of operations involve gold prospecting in underground mine workings or suction 
dredging in rivers and large creeks. The plans are subject to environmental restrictions 
that ensure the protection of significant biological and cultural resources.  Suction 
dredging in wild and scenic rivers would be allowed under approved plans as long as it 
does not impact significant biological and cultural resources or the river’s outstandingly 
remarkable values. It is likely only a few claims would be developed into industrial 
mining operations.

Most mineral material sales and free use permits would be limited to existing pits, used 
primarily by local governments. Additional sales and permits may be allowed in new 
areas where impacts to significant cultural and natural resources could be avoided or 
minimized. There would be continued interest in sand and gravel sales in the Yuba 
Goldfields. Under this alternative, sales and free use of mineral material in the Yuba 
Goldfields would be used for reclaiming lands (wetland restoration) disturbed by past 
mining operations.

Oil and gas leasing would be available on 37,000 acres with high potential in the CVAA 
and the YRAA. Lands in National Wildlife Refuges (NWRs) would not be available, 
except in the unlikely event of a drainage situation. Historic development of federally 
managed oil and gas deposits has been low and is expected to remain low.

Recreation opportunities would focus on BLM lands in four SRMAs. The South Fork 
American River and the North Fork and main Mokelumne Rivers would be 
recommended as suitable for WSR designation. Recreation demand would continue to 
increase. White water boating, hiking, equestrian activities, target shooting, hunting, 
OHV use, and suction dredging would be the most popular uses. Only recreational 
opportunities appropriate to the SMRA would be enhanced. Additional trails would be 
built in SRMAs. ERMAs would be managed in accordance with BLM recreation
guidelines. Significant investment in ERMAs would not be expected but could be 
proposed based on community-based plans.
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Private individuals and commercial organizations would continue to demand target 
shooting and OHV use opportunities. There would be increasing competition among
different recreational uses. SRMA management would attempt to resolve or alleviate 
conflicts between user groups, especially in parcels next to residential areas. BLM would 
coordinate with local governments to provide recreational opportunities in appropriately 
zoned areas. Local governments and organizations would be encouraged to become the 
managers of shooting facilities, perhaps through Recreation and Public Purposes Act 
leases. OHV/motorized use would be limited to designated routes to protect resources, 
reduce impacts to private property, and provide safe and viable routes.

Under the Proposed RMP, ROWs and other land use authorizations would be issued on a 
case-by-case basis, averaging about 50 per year. Land exchanges would be prioritized to 
improve access to BLM lands, consolidate BLM lands along rivers (particularly in 
SRMAs and WSR corridors), increase public ownership of lands in ACECs, and acquire 
significant or unique cultural and natural resources. The focus would be on the North and 
South Forks of the American River, the North and Middle Forks of the Cosumnes River,
the Merced River, the Red Hills ACEC, and the Pine Hill and Cosumnes preserves. In
addition, acquisition of lands within ACECs or for addition to ACECs would be 
prioritized. Land donations would be accepted where they would advance the public
interest. This would usually be riverfront property, rare plant or animal habitat, 
significant cultural resources, and access points to BLM land. Land would be purchased 
when funds are provided by Congress. These funds would be used as specified by 
Congress, probably on designated SRMAs, ACECs, and wild and scenic river corridors.

SRMAs, ACECs, wild and scenic rivers, and areas with significant natural and cultural
resources would be prioritized for management and land acquisition. Seven new ACECs 
and one Research Natural Area (RNA) would be established. Three ACECs would be 
expanded. The South Fork American and the North Fork/Mainstem Mokelumne would 
be recommended as suitable for WSR designation. 
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2.1 Air Quality

Goal

Protect air quality related public health, safety, and sensitive natural resources. 

Objectives

Contribute to the attainment of air quality standards in all air basins and air 
quality districts.

Minimize air pollution and airborne hazards.

Alternative A 

No existing decisions would be made specifically addressing air quality. Air quality 
would be managed according to existing laws, regulations, and policy. 

Common to Alternatives B, C, and the Proposed RMP

Cooperate with local counties and contribute to attainment of air quality 
standards in the Mountain and Valley Air Basins. 

Comply with National Ambient Air Quality Standards, California State 
Ambient Air Quality Standards, State Implementation Plans, and applicable
federal, state, and local air quality regulations. 

Approval of all actions that require permits from the local air pollution control
districts (APCDs) would include measures necessary for the phased reduction 
of pollutants in accordance with the Air Quality Attainment Plan for the local 
air basin. This would include authorizations for construction, road 
maintenance and improvement, mineral development, and OHV 
authorizations.

Management actions should be conducted in a manner which conforms to the 
objectives and strategies of local APCDs for attainment of federal and state air 
quality standards. 

Mitigate ground-disturbing activities and prescribed fire projects to reduce the 
generation of particulate matter.

Require smoke management plans for all prescribed fire. 

Coordinate prescribed fire activities with the appropriate air district. Prepare
required smoke management plans and permit applications and submit them 
for approval. 
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Post signs to inform users when an area contains more than 0.25% (per 
specimen) naturally occurring asbestos (NOA) or where airborne NOA is at 
hazardous levels. Coordinate these actions with appropriate federal, state, and 
local agencies. 

Alternative B

Prohibit ground-disturbing activities on soils with NOA.  These activities may
include but would not be limited to recreational facility development, road, 
recreational trail and logging skid trail construction, etc. 

Reduce motorized vehicle travel on dirt roads. 

Alternatives C and the Proposed RMP 

Avoid, where possible, ground-disturbing activities on soils with NOA. These
activities may include but would not be limited to recreational facility
development, road, recreational trail and logging skid trail construction, etc.
These areas will be identified during site-specific project planning.
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2.2 Soil Resources

Goal

Maintain appropriate biological and physical characteristics based on soil 
type, climate, and landform.

Objectives

Maintain soil cover and organic matter.

Maintain soil productivity and stability and provide for restoration where 
elements are below potential.

Minimize harmful consequences of erosion and surface runoff using such 
tools as water bars, dips, sediment traps, etc. 

Preserve and protect the tertiary oxisol soil formation in the MoRAA. 

Alternative A 

Maintain productivity and minimize erosion during site-specific project 
planning and implementation.

Common to Alternatives B, C, and the Proposed RMP 

Stabilize erosion on Truro Mine, Rewinkle, and Boulder Mine roads (ARAA).

Stabilize OHV trail erosion on the Bald Mountain parcel (TRAA). 

See the Lands and Realty Section for actions and decisions related to land 
acquisition for soil resources. 
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2.3 Water Resources

Goal

Restore and maintain the ecological health of watersheds and aquatic 
ecosystems on BLM lands and, to the extent possible, partner with other 
landowners and stakeholders to coordinate restoration efforts across 
watersheds.

Objectives

Maintain and improve surface water and groundwater quality consistent with 
applicable state and federal water quality standards and to help meet the needs
of downstream beneficial uses. 

Maintain or improve stream channel conditions, including channel 
integrity/stability, balanced sediment transport, and channel bed material
mobilization/distribution.

Ensure seasonal discharge fluctuations that follow the natural hydrograph for 
duration, magnitude, rate of change, and frequency to meet resource 
objectives for aquatic species.

Provide water to facilitate authorized uses. 

BLM’s objectives during FERC relicensing include maintenance or improvement of the
following (relevant RMP sections containing greater detail are in parentheses):

Meadow and wetland habitat (2.4); riparian and aquatic habitat for all life 
stages of native fish, macroinvertebrates, other aquatic species, and special 
status species (2.5). 

Stream channel conditions (integrity, morphology, bedloads, sediment, flow 
etc.) and the natural hydrograph (2.3).

Water quality to protect downstream designated beneficial uses (2.3) and 
aquatic species habitat (2.5). 

Noxious weed control (2.4). 

Large woody debris (frequency, size, and distribution adequate for channel 
complexity/stability) (2.5).

Visual resources (2.10).

Wilderness and wild and scenic outstandingly remarkable values (2.19). 
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Recreation (adequate flows for boating, fishing, swimming, etc.) (2.15).

Roads, trails, and recreation facilities (2.16, 2.15).

Reduced fuel hazard (2.7).

Protection/interpretation of cultural resources (2.8).

Management Actions

Common to all Alternatives

In addition to numerous smaller hydroelectric relicensing projects, anticipated major
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission (FERC) projects involving BLM, including: 

Don Pedro Pumped Storage (Tuolumne River) 
Angels Hydroelectric (North Fork Stanislaus) 
Conjunctive Use Hydroelectric (Mokelumne River) 
Parshall Canal (North Fork American)
Mokelumne (North Fork Mokelumne)
Bear River Canal (Bear River) 
Utica Hydroelectric (North Fork Stanislaus)
Tulloch Hydroelectric (Stanislaus River) 
Stanislaus-Spring Gap Hydroelectric (Stanislaus River) 
Upper American River (South Fork American)
Bear Drum-Spalding Hydroelectric (South Yuba) 

Alternative A 

Inventory roads and trails for erosion potential in the South Yuba River area, 
and control effects as needed. 

Inventory mining areas for erosion and discharge of toxics such as mercury in 
the South Yuba River area, and control effects as needed. 

Remediate mercury hazard in Humbug Creek (YRAA). 

Quantify in-stream flows in the South Yuba River area. 

Common to Alternatives B, C, and the Proposed RMP 

Conduct management actions in a manner that conforms to State Water
Quality Control Board objectives developed as required by the Federal Water
Pollution Control Act. Best management practices would be developed as 
needed in accordance with BLM guidance and policy. 

Remediate water quality contamination from sources on BLM land. 
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Coordinate with at least one watershed organization in each assessment area 
to work on water quality issues. 

Remediate the mercury hazard at Pond Mine (ARAA), Poore Mine (YRAA),
and Humbug Creek (YRAA). 

Coordinate water quality and quantity issues with those who rely on water for 
downstream beneficial uses.

Inventory roads and trails for erosion potential and repair sites based on 
funding and opportunity, such as through community based planning. 

Inventory mining areas for erosion and discharge of toxics, such as mercury in 
the South Yuba River area, and control effects as needed. 
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2.4 Vegetative Communities

Goal

Promote a healthy and diverse mix of plant communities and provide a wide 
spectrum of organisms, ecosystem processes, and human resource needs that 
depend upon these plant communities.

Maintain the ecological integrity of foothill ecosystems in the face of urban 
growth and residential development through protection or improvement of 
habitat connectivity.

Objectives

Conserve and restore oak woodland, coniferous forest, chaparral, riparian, 
meadow, Central Valley wetland, and grassland habitats to support long-term
viability of native bird species, sensitive species, and the associated natural
diversity of these habitats. 

Treat vegetation (including invasive species removal) to improve habitat 
conditions for particular wildlife species.

Treat vegetation to control invasive species and increase native plant species 
using early detection, rapid response, and prevention measures.

Treat vegetation to reduce hazardous fuels to prevent catastrophic wildfire.

Alternative A 

Fence livestock from springs where necessary to protect riparian vegetation. 

Prevent, eliminate, and/or control undesired non-native vegetation or other 
invasive species using an Integrated Pest Management approach that 
combines biological, cultural, physical, and chemical tools to minimize
economic, health, and environmental risks. 

Improve riparian condition in select areas as mandated in the South Yuba 
River Comprehensive Management Plan. 

Implement and meet national BLM policies consistent with the Partners 
Against Weeds Initiative (DOI 1998) and Executive Order 13112.

Common to Alternatives B, C, and the Proposed RMP 

See the Lands and Realty Section for land acquisition decisions related to
vegetation.
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See the Fire Management Section for fuel reduction actions/priorities. 

Improve habitat condition for special status species through vegetation 
treatment in Central Valley wetlands, oak woodlands, coniferous forests, 
grasslands, riparian forest, and riverine habitats. Vegetation treatments
consist of water management or irrigation of managed wetlands, prescribed 
fire to reduce understory brush in conifer and hardwood forest areas, 
prescribed fire in grasslands to promote native species, removal of invasive 
species in riparian forests, brush and tree mastication for conifer forest health, 
and propagation of native plants to restore native plant communities. 

Prevent, eliminate, and/or control undesired non-native vegetation or other 
invasive species using an Integrated Pest Management approach that 
combines biological, cultural, physical, and chemical tools to minimize
economic, health, and environmental risks. 

Improve riparian vegetation as outlined in the South Yuba River 
Comprehensive Management Plan. 

Use prescribed fire, mechanical mastication, herbicides, manual removal, or 
combinations of these methods to promote healthy, diverse vegetation 
communities.

Implement and meet national BLM policies consistent with the Partners 
Against Weeds Initiative (DOI 1998) and Executive Order 13112.

Alternative B 

Control and eradicate invasive species in important habitat for special status 
species. Invasive species management in ACECs, special status species 
habitat, and other environmentally sensitive areas would be designed to 
prevent or minimize damage to rare biological resources. Herbicide use 
would only occur if the rare resource is threatened by an invasive plant 
species, other weed control alternatives are unavailable or ineffective, and if 
rare resources could be protected from herbicide damage by buffers or other 
protective measures. The selectivity of an herbicide will not be relied upon to 
prevent impacts to a special status plant species, unless no other protective 
measures are available, and herbicide testing in a small area demonstrates that 
the special status species is unaffected. For listed species, Section 7 
consultation would precede any such test. 

Conduct water management on designated wetland management units in the 
Cosumnes River Preserve (CVAA; see Cosumnes River Preserve 
Comprehensive Management Plan). 
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Alternative C 

Control and eradicate invasive species in areas of high recreation and 
consumptive uses (emphasis on improved recreation, increased productivity 
for timber, fuel wood, grazing, and reduced fuel hazards). 

The Proposed RMP 

Continue weed inventory, control, and monitoring, prioritizing habitat for 
special status species and high use recreation areas. Control and eradicate
invasive species in important habitat for special status species. Invasive
species management in ACECs, special status species habitat, and other 
environmentally sensitive areas would be designed to prevent or minimize
damage to rare biological resources.  Herbicide use would only occur if the 
rare resource is threatened by an invasive plant species, other weed control 
alternatives are unavailable or ineffective, and if rare resources can be 
protected from herbicide damage by buffers or other protective measures. The
selectivity of an herbicide would not be relied upon to prevent impacts to a 
special status plant species, unless no other protective measures are available,
and herbicide testing in a small area demonstrates that the special status
species is unaffected. For listed species, Section 7 consultation would precede 
any such test. 

Conduct water management on designated wetland management units in the 
Cosumnes River Preserve. Water management consists of periodic irrigation 
and control of water levels on managed public wetlands to achieve desired 
habitat for wildlife endemic to the Central Valley.

Construct fences, change season of use or take other actions to prevent 
livestock grazing from damaging riparian areas.
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2.5 Fish and Wildlife 

Goal

Maintain, improve, or enhance native fish and wildlife populations and the 
ecosystems upon which they depend.

Maintain the ecological integrity of foothill ecosystems in the face of urban 
growth and residential development through protection or improvement of 
habitat connectivity.

Provide opportunities for research and education.

Objectives

Restore disturbed or altered habitat for all life stages of native wildlife
species, aquatic species, macroinvertebrates, special status species, and native 
fish species, including spawning fish passage habitat. 

Maintain or improve numbers of native fish, macroinvertebrates and other 
aquatic species.

Provide for adequate large woody debris (size, frequency and distribution) 
within the natural range of variability to contribute to stream channel 
complexity and stability.

Maintain or improve desired native plant communities while providing for 
wildlife/fisheries needs and soil stability.

Reduce habitat fragmentation and maintain altitudinal migratory corridors 
(approximately 1,500-3,500’). 

Prevent and control infestations of non-native species that negatively impact
native and game species. 

Alternative A 

Protect selected snags, riparian areas, oaks, and wildlife on all timber sales. 

Conduct prescribed burns to improve wildlife habitat. 

Identify and protect migratory routes in the South Yuba River area. 

Preserve some snags in the South Yuba River area. 

Conduct prescribed burning in Knight Creek/Rose Creek to improve winter 
deer habitat.
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Alternatives B, C, and the Proposed RMP 

See Lands and Realty Section for fish and wildlife related decisions to land 
acquisition.

Allow lethal control of non-native wildlife species that are adversely 
impacting native species.

Alternatives B and the Proposed RMP 

Use Partners in Flight focus species to determine relative health of key habitat
for birds in the 0-3,500’ elevation zone.  Work with agencies and conservation 
entities to maintain and enhance these habitats. 

Identify, maintain, and enhance deer herd altitudinal migratory routes through 
land acquisition and consolidation of public land patterns along the migratory
routes. In addition, conduct enhancement through vegetation manipulation to 
achieve desired habitat condition for important deer herd areas. The important
foothill routes are in the 1,500-3,500’ elevation range. Connectivity and size 
are important. Work with agencies and conservation groups to maintain and 
enhance migratory routes for deer and other terrestrial animals.

Alternative C 

Identify, maintain, and enhance deer herd altitudinal migratory routes. The
important foothill routes are in the 1,500-3,500’ elevation range. Connectivity
and size are important. Work with agencies and conservation entities to 
maintain and enhance migratory routes for deer and other migratory terrestrial 
animals.
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2.6 Special Status Species

Goals

Ensure all management activities and BLM authorizations are consistent with
the conservation needs for special status species.

Manage special status species habitat to assist in the recovery of listed species. 

Objectives

Maintain or improve habitat for special status species.

Coordinate with the USFWS on implementation of recovery plans and 
conservation strategies for special status species.

Promote the recovery of listed species and improve the status of candidate and 
special status species to eliminate the need to officially list these species.

Alternative A 

Protect bald eagle roosting sites at Don Pedro Reservoir and Lake McClure. 

Amend the Red Hills Management Plan to address lands acquired expressly
for addition to this ACEC. In the plan, make status changes to special status 
species that occur in the Red Hills ACEC. 

Address newly emerging threats to federally listed and other special status 
species, such as the spread of the pathogen Phytophthora cinnamomi, which 
threatens the remaining stands of federally listed Ione manzanita.

Conduct inventories and monitoring in the Limestone Salamander ACEC. 

Inventory and map rare biota in the South Yuba River wild and scenic river 
corridor.

Coordinate with the CDFG to conduct spotted owl inventory. 

Implement Spivey Pond Management Area plan.

Common to Alternatives B, C, and the Proposed RMP 

Preserve and protect species (and their habitats) that have been given special 
status by either BLM or the State of California. BLM would coordinate as 
often as possible with CDFG and other state and local government agencies to 
accomplish this action.
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Implement the Spivey Pond Management Area Plan.

Revise the Red Hills ACEC Management Plan to address current issues,
outline management for lands acquired expressly for addition to the ACEC, 
and update the special status species list for the ACEC.

Develop a Pine Hill Preserve Management Plan that directs management
activities toward the Pine Hill Preserve’s mission to conserve in perpetuity the 
rare plant species and plant communities of the western El Dorado County 
gabbro formation.

Address newly emerging threats to federally listed and other special status 
species, such as the spread of the pathogen Phytophthora cinnamomi, which 
threatens the remaining stands of federally listed Ione manzanita.

Where rare plants occur near public land boundaries, prioritize cadastral 
surveys (formal or informal) based on threats to, or rareness of, special status 
species. Determine the public land boundary location in relation to the 
Kanaka Creek Layne’s butterweed population.

Alternative B 

Implement conservation strategies developed in coordination with the USFWS
and NMFS for BLM special status species (see Appendix B).

Designate the Spivey Pond management area (ARAA) as the Spivey Pond 
ACEC for the protection of California red-legged frogs. Also see Special 
Designations Section (2.19). 

Designate all BLM land in the Pine Hill Preserve (ARAA) as the Pine Hill
Preserve ACEC for rare plant protection. Also see Special Designations 
Section (2.19). 

Implement the recovery plan for the gabbro soil plants of the central Sierra 
Nevada foothills.

Designate all BLM land in the Cosumnes River Preserve (CVAA) as the 
Cosumnes River Preserve ACEC for wetland habitat protection. Also see 
Special Designations Section (2.19). 

Designate BLM lands in the Deadman’s Flat area (YRAA) as the Deadman’s
Flat ACEC for rare plant protection. Also see Special Designations Section 
(2.19).

Protect four sensitive bat species located in the Crystal Palace cave complex
(SRAA).
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Designate BLM land in the Brownsville area (YRAA) as the Yuba 
Brownsville ACEC for rare plant protection. Also see Special Designations
Section (2.19). 

Designate BLM serpentine soils in the Bagby area (MRAA) as the Bagby 
Serpentine ACEC for rare plant protection. Also see Special Designations 
Section (2.19). 

Expand the Red Hills ACEC (TRAA) to include BLM lands acquired for
addition to the ACEC and other BLM lands in the Red Hills east of Don Pedro 
Reservoir that support a similar suite of rare plants. Also see Special 
Designations Section (2.19). 

Expand the Limestone Salamander ACEC (MRAA) to include BLM land 
where the limestone salamander or habitat for the limestone salamander has 
been identified. Also see Special Designations Section (2.19). 

Prohibit surface-disturbing activity in important limestone salamander habitat 
in the Merced River corridor (MRAA), specifically disturbance of north- and 
east-facing talus slopes.

Expand the Ione Manzanita ACEC (MoRAA) to include BLM lands in the 
area of the ACEC that supports federally listed species of the Ione Formation.
Also see Special Designations Section (2.19). 

Alternative C 

Same as Alternative A. 

The Proposed RMP 

Implement conservation strategies developed in coordination with the USFWS
and NMFS for BLM special status species (see Appendix B).

Designate the Spivey Pond management area (ARAA) as an ACEC for the 
protection of the California red-legged frog. Also see Special Designations 
Section (2.19). 

Designate all BLM land in the Pine Hill Preserve (ARAA) as the Pine Hill
Preserve ACEC for special status plant protection. Also see Special
Designations Section (2.19). 

Designate all BLM land in the Cosumnes River Preserve (CVAA) as the 
Cosumnes River Preserve ACEC. Also see Special Designations Section 
(2.19).
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Designate BLM lands in the Deadman’s Flat area (YRAA) as the Deadman’s
Flat ACEC for special status plant protection. Also see Special Designations 
Section (2.19). 

Designate BLM serpentine soils in the Bagby area, Merced River canyon 
(MRAA), as the Bagby Serpentine ACEC for rare plant protection. Also see 
Special Designations Section (2.19). 

Expand the Red Hills ACEC (TRAA) to include BLM lands acquired for
addition to the ACEC and other BLM lands in the Red Hills east of Don Pedro 
Reservoir that support a similar suite of special status plants. Also see Special 
Designations Section (2.19). 

Expand the Limestone Salamander ACEC (MRAA) to include BLM land 
where the limestone salamander or habitat for the limestone salamander has 
been identified. Also see Special Designations Section (2.19). 

Expand the Ione Manzanita ACEC (MoRAA) to include BLM lands in the 
area of the ACEC that support special status species of the Ione Formation.
Also see Special Designations Section (2.19). 
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2.7 Wildland Fire Ecology and Management 

Goals

Establish a cost-efficient fire management program commensurate with 
threats to life, property, public safety, and resources. 

Use fire to maintain or enhance ecosystem health and water quality. 

Cooperate with communities at risk in the wildland-urban interface (WUI) to 
develop plans for risk reduction. 

Cooperate with regional partners in fire and resource management across 
agency boundaries. 

Reduce human-caused fires, especially in developed areas such as 
communities, campgrounds, and transportation corridors.

Allow fire to be restored to meet resource management objectives 

Objectives

Wildfire suppression 

– Provide for firefighter and public safety in all fire management activities.

– Respond appropriately to all wildland fires, emphasizing firefighter and 
public safety. ACECs, SRMAs, WSAs, wild and scenic rivers (designated 
or recommended), and certain other BLM lands would require modified
suppression techniques to protect known values. Modified suppression 
techniques are identified in the FMP.

– Limit the intensity of fire suppression efforts to the most economical
response consistent with the human and resource values that are at risk.

– Protect sensitive biological, cultural, and paleontological resources from
damage by fire or fire suppression. 

– Work with CDF to suppress 90% of all wildfires to less than 10 acres. 

Fuels management

– Reduce the risk of wildfire in WUI communities.

– Reduce the risk of catastrophic wildfire through fuels management.

– Use prescribed fire, mechanical, and biological treatments to reduce fuels 
and promote ecosystem diversity and resilience, control invasive species, 
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reduce fuel hazard, improve wildlife habitat, increase water yield, and 
enhance watersheds.

– Balance fuel reduction objectives with public safety and air quality. 

Fire rehabilitation, stabilization, and restoration 

– Allow natural rehabilitation where possible. Rehabilitate burned areas to
mitigate adverse fire effects on soil, water, cultural resources, and 
vegetation.

– Consider scenic values, risk of weed infestation, resource issues and 
species diversity when determining appropriate site rehabilitation. 

– Use native species. Non-native species would be considered only in cases 
where unacceptable resource damage would occur without replanting the 
site and native species are unavailable. 

Prevention, risk mitigation, and education

– Increase public knowledge of fire’s natural role in the ecosystem and the 
hazards associated with living in the WUI.

– Educate the public on fire safety and prevention. 

Common to All Alternatives

Continue to implement and maintain the Folsom Field Office FMP based on 
the goals and objectives in this PRMP.  This plan is available for public 
review and comment through BLM’s Folsom Field Office. 

Conduct fuel hazard reduction treatments to create fire-safe communities, 
protect private property, achieve resource management objectives, and restore 
ecosystem health.

Use prescribed fire to reduce fuel hazard. 

Coordinate fire suppression with habitat management goals in the Limestone
Salamander ACEC. 

Aggressively suppress wildfire with a goal of limiting 90% of all wildfires to 
less than 10 acres. 

Use suppression methods that have the least impact on the environment.

Reduce heavy fuel loading by treating (prescribed burning, vegetation 
mastication, or manual treatment) 500 to 2,000 acres per year. 
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Implement modified or constrained suppression in the ‘Inimim Forest, Round 
Mountain area, all wild and scenic river corridors, Merced River Wilderness
Study Area, Pine Hill Preserve, and all ACECs. Suppression constraints will 
focus on avoiding or minimizing soil disturbance in sensitive areas, riparian 
corridors and near special status species and cultural resources; avoiding use 
of fire retardant chemicals in sensitive areas; and ensuring resource advisors
are present in such areas during suppression activities. 

Implement full suppression in all other areas. 

Reduce hazardous fuels in WUI areas and communities as risk. Prioritize fuel 
hazard reduction projects specified in community based plans.

Alternative B 

Prioritize fuel reduction projects that would benefit significant biological 
resources and provide additional protection for sensitive cultural resources.

Alternative C 

Prioritize fuel reduction projects in high-density recreation areas and 
communities at risk.

The Proposed RMP 

Prioritize fuel reduction projects to benefit both communities at risk and 
significant natural and cultural resources.
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2.8 Cultural Resources

Goals

Identify, preserve, and protect significant cultural resources and ensure they
are available for appropriate uses by present and future generations. 

Seek to reduce imminent threats and resolve potential conflicts from natural or 
human-caused deterioration, or potential conflicts with other resource uses.

Objectives

Prevent or resolve conflicts between land uses and cultural resources. 

BLM would make a reasonable and good faith effort to identify and consider 
significant cultural resources that could be affected by BLM activities. BLM
would avoid, minimize, or mitigate adverse effects to significant cultural
resources pursuant to the Section 106 regulations.

Identify and protect significant cultural resources, Native American graves
(and associated funerary objects), and archaeological resources subject to the 
National Historic Preservation Act, Archaeological Resources Protection Act,
and Native American Graves Protection and Repatriation Act.

Plan for the appropriate uses of cultural resources. These uses pertain 
specifically to cultural resources and not to areas of land (Table 2-1). 

Table 2-1 Cultural Use Allocations and Desired Outcomes
Use Allocation1 Desired Outcomes

a. Scientific use Preserved until research potential is realized
b. Conservation for future use Preserved until conditions for use are met
c. Traditional use Long-term preservation
d. Public use Long-term preservation, on-site interpretation
e. Experimental use Protected until used
f. Discharged from management No use after recordation; not preserved
1 Most cultural properties will be in categories a and f.  The less common properties, categories b-e, are typically

associated with specific locales and will likely require close attention to balance their uses with other resource
uses.

Alternative A 

Develop an interpretive program for cultural resources in the South Yuba 
River Comprehensive Management Plan area. 
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Develop a preservation plan for the Excelsior Ditch as mandated by the South 
Yuba River Comprehensive Management Plan. 

Develop an interpretive program for cultural resources in the South Fork 
American River Management Plan area.

Emphasize inventory and protection of cultural resources in the SRAA. 

Common to B, C, and the Proposed RMP 

All cultural resources on BLM land would be allocated to the uses listed in 
Table 2-1 according to their nature and preservation value.

Create a trailhead for the Stevens Trail near Colfax (ARAA). This trailhead
would be in addition to the existing trailhead location. 

Increase protection for cemeteries, graves, and other human burial sites by 
preventing surface-disturbing activities at these sites. Specifically protect
graves at Railroad Flat along the Merced River.

Develop an interpretive program for cultural resources in the South Fork Yuba 
Comprehensive Management Plan area. 

Develop a preservation plan for the Excelsior Ditch as mandated by the South 
Yuba River Comprehensive Management Plan. 

Develop an interpretive program for cultural resources in the South Fork 
American River Management Plan area. 

Alternative B 

Prohibit BLM activities that would degrade the viewshed and setting of the
Westside and Cherry Valley Railroad Trail, near Tuolumne City (TRAA).
BLM would regulate trail use to preserve the integrity of this historic-era
railroad resource. Maintain the interpretive panel. 

Close the driveway to the Ophir Mine, near Arrastraville (TRAA). 

Prohibit motorized use in the Campo Seco parcel (MoRAA).

Prohibit motorized use in the Rancheria townsite parcel (MoRAA).

Develop a management plan and cooperative agreement with El Dorado 
County for monitoring and protection of Indian Diggings (CRAA).

Close the road to Governor/Live Oak Mine to motorized use (MRAA). 
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Obtain permanent legal access to Schroeder Mine (MRAA). Nominate the 
mine to the National Register of Historic Places.

Close motorized access to the Longfellow Mill, near Big Oak Flat, until the 
mill site can be made safe for the public (TRAA).

Alternative C 

Restore 2 miles of the Blue Wing Trail (ARAA). 

Develop interpretive information for the public at the Indian Diggings 
Cemetery (exclude archaeological resources from this interpretation) (CRAA). 

Develop interpretive information for the public in the Merced River area. 

Seek ways to preserve and interpret the Davis-Randolph Mill and obtain 
permanent legal access (YRAA). 

The Proposed RMP 

Close the driveway to the Ophir Mine, near Arrastraville (TRAA). 

Restore 2 miles of the Blue Wing Trail (ARAA). 

Prohibit BLM activities that would degrade the viewshed and setting of the
Westside and Cherry Valley Railroad Trail, near Tuolumne City (TRAA).
BLM would regulate trail use to preserve the integrity of this historic-era
railroad resource. Maintain the interpretive panel. 

Prohibit motorized use in the Campo Seco and Rancheria townsite parcels. 

Develop a management plan and cooperative agreement with El Dorado 
County for the monitoring and protection of Indian Diggings (CRAA). 

Develop interpretive information for the public at Indian Diggings Cemetery
(exclude archaeological resources from this interpretation) (CRAA).

Obtain permanent legal access to the Schroeder Mine (MRAA). Nominate
this mine to the National Register of Historic Places.

Seek ways to preserve and interpret the Davis-Randolph Mill and obtain 
permanent legal access (YRAA). 

Close motorized access to the Longfellow Mill, near Big Oak Flat, until the 
mill site can be made safe for the public (TRAA).

Develop interpretive information for the public in the Merced River area. 

2-33



Sierra Proposed RMP/Final EIS Chapter 2 – Alternatives

2.9 Paleontological Resources

Goal

Identify, preserve, and protect significant paleontological resources and ensure 
they are available for appropriate uses by present and future generations. 

Objectives

Reduce imminent threats and resolve potential conflicts from natural or 
human-caused deterioration, or potential conflict with other resource uses.

Expand opportunities for scientific study, interpretation, and other educational 
uses of paleontological resources. Of concern are significant paleontological 
localities with high scientific research potential. 

Alternative A 

No existing land use plan decisions specifically address paleontological 
resources. Resources are managed in compliance with existing laws, 
regulation, and policy. 

Common to Alternatives B, C, and the Proposed RMP 

Protect paleontological resources by assessing threats to these resources and 
identify criteria or use restrictions to reduce or eliminate threats and mitigate
impacts.

Alternative B and the Proposed RMP 

Designate the Dutch Flat/Indiana Hill Research Natural Area (ARAA), as 
depicted on Map 5a.

Close all motorized access to Dutch Flat/Indiana Hill area except for research
and administrative purposes (ARAA). 

Inventory paleontological resources. Evaluate the scientific research potential
of resources identified during the inventory.
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2.10 Visual Resources

Goal

Protect and enhance the scenic qualities and visual integrity of the 
characteristic landscapes in the planning area. 

Objective

Maintain the existing visual quality of the following areas:

– ‘Inimim Forest Management Plan area (YRAA). 

– South Yuba River (including the South Yuba River Comprehensive
Management Plan area and proposed SRMA). 

– North Fork American Wild and Scenic River (including proposed SRMA). 

– South Fork American River (including the South Fork American River 
Management Plan area and proposed SRMA). 

– Clark Mountain area, along the South Fork American River.

– Pine Hill Preserve (ARAA). 

– Cosumnes River (main stem, proposed wild and scenic river). 

– North Fork Cosumnes River (proposed wild and scenic river). 

– Middle Fork Cosumnes River (proposed wild and scenic river). 

– Cosumnes River Preserve (CVAA, including BLM land only). 

– North Fork/Main Mokelumne River (proposed wild and scenic river). 

– Middle Fork Mokelumne River (wild and scenic river study area). 

– South Fork Mokelumne River (wild and scenic river study area). 

– New Melones Reservoir/Stanislaus River area (including the South Fork 
Stanislaus and Stony Gulch). 

– North Fork Tuolumne River (proposed wild and scenic river). 

– Turnback Creek area (TRAA).

– Red Hills ACEC, its proposed expansion and the SRMA. 

– Lake Don Pedro/Highway 49 viewshed (TRAA). 
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– Lake McClure/Highway 49 viewshed (MRAA). 

– Merced Wild and Scenic River (lower, wild section). 

– North Fork Merced River (proposed wild and scenic river). 

– Merced River WSA (excluding Merced Wild and Scenic River and North 
Fork Merced River). 

– All remaining BLM land in the planning area.

Common to all Alternatives

Designate the following Visual Resource Management (VRM) Classes 

VRM Class II in the South Yuba River Management Plan area and proposed 
SRMA.

VRM Class I in the North Fork American Wild and Scenic River corridor and 
proposed SRMA.

VRM Class II in the South Fork American River Management Plan area 
(excluding Clark Mountain area). 

VRM Class I in the Clark Mountain area, along the South Fork American River. 

VRM Class I in the Tuolumne Wild and Scenic River corridor. 

VRM Class I in the Merced Wild and Scenic River corridor.

Alternative A 

VRM class would be decided in activity level plans (including community 
based plans) or on a case-by-case basis for all other BLM areas.

Common to B, C, and the Proposed RMP 

Complete visual contrast ratings for all proposed surface-disturbing projects to 
ensure they meet VRM Class objectives. 

Complete visual contrast ratings for existing roads and facilities, and identify 
opportunities to reduce visual impacts through modification or rehabilitation. 

Complete inventory of existing and potential key scenic vista points along road 
and trail corridors in the planning area. 

Design projects and facilities to meet VRM objectives. 
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Mitigate or prohibit surface-disturbing actions that do not meet VRM 
objectives.

Ensure developments do not detract from scenic integrity by working with 
counties, agencies, and other entities with management jurisdiction (ARAA). 

VRM Class II in the ‘Inimum Forest Management Plan area. 

Common to Alternatives B and the Proposed RMP 

VRM Class II in the Pine Hill Preserve (ARAA). 

VRM Class II in the Cosumnes River area (main stem, proposed wild and 
scenic river corridor).

VRM Class II in the North Fork Cosumnes River area (proposed wild and 
scenic river corridor).

VRM Class II in the Middle Fork Cosumnes River area (proposed wild and
scenic river corridor).

VRM Class II in the Cosumnes River Preserve (BLM land only including the 
proposed ACEC). 

VRM Class I in the North Fork/Main Mokelumne River (proposed wild and 
scenic river corridor).

VRM Class I in the Middle Fork Mokelumne River (wild and scenic river study 
area).

VRM Class II in the New Melones Reservoir /Stanislaus River (including the 
South Fork Stanislaus River and Stony Gulch). 

VRM Class I in the North Fork Tuolumne River (proposed wild and scenic river 
corridor).

VRM Class II in the Red Hills ACEC (its proposed expansion and the SRMA). 

VRM Class II in the Lake McClure/Highway 49 viewshed (MRAA).

VRM Class I in the Merced Wild and Scenic River corridor and the North Fork 
Merced River (proposed wild and scenic river corridor).

Alternative B 

VRM Class I in the South Fork Mokelumne River area (wild and scenic river 
study area). 
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VRM Class I Turnback Creek area (TRAA). 

VRM Class II in the Lake Don Pedro/Highway 49 viewshed (TRAA). 

VRM Class I in the Merced River WSA. 

VRM Class II in other BLM areas not specifically identified.

Alternative C 

VRM Class III in the Pine Hill Preserve (ARAA). 

VRM Class III in the Cosumnes River area (main stem, proposed wild and
scenic river corridor).

VRM Class III in the North Fork Cosumnes River area (proposed wild and
scenic river corridor).

VRM Class III in the Middle Fork Cosumnes River area (proposed wild and
scenic river corridor).

VRM Class III in the Cosumnes River Preserve (BLM land only including the 
proposed ACEC). 

VRM Class II in the North Fork/Main Stem Mokelumne River area (proposed
wild and scenic river corridor). 

VRM Class III in the Middle Fork Mokelumne River area (wild and scenic river
study area). 

VRM Class III in the South Fork Mokelumne River area (wild and scenic river 
study area). 

VRM Class III in the New Melones Reservoir/Stanislaus River area (including 
the South Fork Stanislaus River and Stony Gulch). 

VRM Class II in the North Fork Tuolumne River (proposed wild and scenic 
river corridor).

VRM Class II Turnback Creek area (TRAA). 

VRM Class III in the Red Hills area (including the Red Hills ACEC and the 
proposed Red Hills ACEC addition and SRMA). 

VRM Class III in the Lake Don Pedro/Highway 49 viewshed (TRAA). 

VRM Class III in the Lake McClure/Highway 49 viewshed (MRAA).
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VRM Class II in the North Fork Merced River area (proposed wild and scenic 
river corridor, excluding Merced River Wilderness Study Area). 

VRM Class III in the Merced River WSA, excluding the Merced Wild and 
Scenic River (wild section) and the proposed North Fork Merced Wild and 
Scenic River corridor. 

VRM Class III in other BLM areas not specifically identified.

The Proposed RMP 

VRM Class II in the South Fork Mokelumne River area (wild and scenic river 
study area). 

VRM Class II Turnback Creek area (TRAA). 

VRM Class III in the Lake Don Pedro/Highway 49 viewshed (TRAA). 

VRM Class II in the Merced River WSA, excluding the Merced Wild and
Scenic River and the proposed North Fork Merced Wild and Scenic River 
corridor.

VRM Class III in other BLM areas not specifically identified.

2-39



Sierra Proposed RMP/Final EIS Chapter 2 – Alternatives

2.11 Cave Resources

Goal

Protect and maintain significant cave resources.

Objective

Inventory, document, and evaluate cave resources in limestone formations on 
BLM lands in the planning area. 

Alternative A 

No existing decisions on caves. 

Alternative B

Complete a geospatial survey of the entrance to Crystal Palace Cave (SRAA) 
to determine its location in proximity to BLM and USFS land. 

Complete a preliminary survey of the characteristics of Crystal Palace Cave to 
establish if the cave meets the criteria to be nominated as significant cave
resource under 43 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) 37.11. 

Implement a protection plan for Crystal Palace Cave. 

Alternatives C and the Proposed RMP 

Complete a geospatial survey of the entrance to Crystal Palace Cave to 
determine its location in proximity to BLM and USFS land. 
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2.12 Forestry and Woodlands

Goal

Manage all forests and woodlands under the principles of multiple use,
sustained yield, and protection of the environment in accordance with federal 
laws, regulations, and policies.

Objectives

Focus on the ecological condition of forests and woodlands, expressed in 
terms of forest health and characterized by such factors as age, structure,
composition, function, vigor, and resilience to disturbances from extensive 
insect and disease epidemics, catastrophic wildfires, or other factors. 

Encourage natural processes of growth and decay to reestablish late-
succession/old growth forest conditions, such as multi-layered canopies, large 
snags and downed logs, large-diameter trees, and organic matter-rich forest 
floors.

Alternative A 

Manage timber lands for production consistent with environmental quality; 
employ intensive forest management practices.

Produce timber in accordance with the Sustained Yield Unit (SYU)-15 
Management Plan. 

Use prescribed fire to improve timber production and protect forest stands. 

Manage BLM forests in the San Juan Ridge area (YRAA) in accordance with 
the ‘Inimim Forest Management Plan (old growth management).

Manage BLM forests in the Round Mountain Area (YRAA) in accordance
with the Round Mountain Management Plan (old growth management).

Manage BLM forests in the Iowa Hill Area (ARAA) in accordance with the 
Iowa Hill Forest Management Plan (old growth management).

Common to Alternatives B, C, and the Proposed RMP 

Update and refine forest and woodland inventories as part of community 
based/activity level planning. Implement and maintain Forest Vegetation 
Information System.

Conduct timber harvests in accordance with guidelines in Appendix C. 
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Manage BLM forests in the San Juan Ridge area (YRAA) in accordance with 
the ‘Inimim Forest Management Plan (old growth management).

Manage BLM forests in the Round Mountain Area (YRAA) in accordance
with the Round Mountain Management Plan (old growth management).

Manage BLM forests in the Iowa Hill Area (ARAA) in accordance with the 
intent of the draft Iowa Hill Forest Management Plan (old growth
management).

Salvage harvest damaged timber.

Alternative B 

Manage conifer forests for old-growth seral conditions through custodial 
management.

Thin for forest health, fuels reduction and special status species habitat.

Alternative C 

Produce 3 MMBF of timber over a 20-year period. 

Thin for forest health and fuels reduction.

Maintain plantations through thinning. 

Revise SYU-15 harvest levels by completing a new inventory of timber lands 
and developing allowable harvest levels and available commercial timber.

The Proposed RMP 

Manage forests for late succession/old-growth conditions. 

Thin for forest health, fuels reduction, and special status species habitat. 

Maintain plantations through thinning. 

Develop allowable harvest levels and available commercial timber through 
community based planning and resulting implementation plans. 

Develop new community based plans as proposed or initiated by 
communities.
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2.13 Livestock Grazing

Goal

Manage livestock to achieve the four fundamentals of rangeland health:

– Watersheds are properly functioning; 

– Ecological processes are in order; 

– Water quality complies with state standards; and 

– Habitats of protected species are maintained or enhanced. 

Objectives

Ensure soils exhibit functional biological and physical characteristics 
appropriate to soil type, climate, and land form.

Maintain or enhance healthy, productive, and diverse populations of native 
species, including special status species. 

Ensure riparian/wetland vegetation and structure and associated stream
channels and floodplains are functioning properly, achieving an advanced 
ecological status, or making significant progress toward these conditions. 

Ensure surface and groundwater quality complies with California or other
appropriate water quality standards. 

Alternative A 

Manage grazing to provide 700 pounds per acre of residual mulch.

Develop an allotment management plan for Hunter Valley Mountain 
(MRAA).

Eliminate grazing between the Merced River and the Merced River 
campground access road.

Prohibit grazing in the Ponderosa and the Planning Unit C parcels along the 
South Fork American River. 

Common to Alternatives B, C, and the Proposed RMP 

In areas not available for livestock grazing, allow prescriptive grazing on an 
as-needed basis for weed control, fuel reduction, and habitat management.
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Reduce or terminate authorized grazing preference if there is excessive soil
erosion or poor range conditions to provide forage for wildlife or to enhance 
recreational use. 

Change authorized grazing preference and/or season of use to meet or make
progress toward meeting standards established by the Central California
Standards and Guidelines for Livestock Grazing (dated June 2000). 

Direct range improvements at resolving resource concerns, improving 
wetland/riparian areas, overall vegetation/ground cover, and water quality, 
and meeting or making significant progress toward meeting standards.

Temporarily suspend grazing use on lease areas where monitoring has shown 
special status species are being adversely impacted by grazing. In some cases, 
permanent cancellation may be warranted. 

The two grazing allotments in the Red Hills may become unavailable for
livestock grazing: (1) upon voluntary relinquishment to promote conservation 
of special status species (federally threatened Layne’s butterweed and 
California verbena; BLM sensitive Red Hills ragwort, Congdon’s lomatium,
Red Hills soaproot, and Rawhide Hill onion); or (2) if the future data suggests
livestock grazing is causing adverse impacts to special status species. This
determination would be based on site-specific environmental review, 
consultation with affected parties and agencies, and such other procedures as 
may be required by statue or regulation. 

Alternative B 

Make allotments with less than 100 AUMs unavailable for livestock grazing 
upon relinquishment of current leases. There are 14,497 acres of BLM land 
that would no longer be available for livestock grazing, with a reduced 
allocation of 1,309 AUMs.

Cancel grazing use on leases where monitoring has shown grazing is 
adversely impacting significant biological and cultural resources. 

Alternative C 

Make available for livestock grazing all BLM lands outside of SRMAs and 
special designation areas. There would likely be 69,178 acres grazed in 
62 allotments with an allocation of 7,140 AUMs based on demand from
10 years ago when there was more emphasis on maintaining smaller grazing 
units.

Use grazing to reduce hazardous fuels. 
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The Proposed RMP 

Make unavailable for livestock grazing allotments with less than 25 AUMs 
upon relinquishment of current leases. Special circumstances may preclude 
the relinquishment of a few of these leases. Manageability of the remaining
leases would be analyzed on a case-by-case basis. This analysis would 
include size and validity of the lease, resource conditions, and economic
considerations of both the lessee and BLM. There are 3,615 acres of BLM 
land that would no longer be available, with a reduced allocation of 
327 AUMs. There would be 55,296 acres of land available for livestock 
grazing in 32 allotments with an allocation of 5,396 AUMs. See the executive 
summary for a comparison of acres and AUMs by alternative. 

Based on site-specific environmental review, consultation with affected 
parties and agencies, and compliance with other laws and regulations, the 
Poor Man’s/Appling and Engler allotments may become unavailable for 
livestock grazing: 

– Upon voluntary relinquishment to promote conservation of special status 
species (federally threatened Layne’s butterweed and California verbena; 
BLM sensitive Red Hills ragwort, Congdon’s lomatioum, Red Hills 
soaproot, and Rawhide Hill onion); or 

– If future data suggests livestock grazing is causing adverse impacts to 
special status species.
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2.14 Energy and Minerals 

2.14.1 Leasable Minerals

Goal

Allow for exploration and development of oil and gas resources. 

Objectives

Minimize impacts to other resources.

Ensure completion of reclamation of lands disturbed by exploration and 
drilling activities.

Determine appropriate entry and development scenarios for lessees. 

Common to All Alternatives

Issue oil and gas leases in areas with a high potential for development of 
natural gas as follows:

– Lease under Standard Stipulations areas that do not require special 
stipulations.

– Lease under Timing Limitation Stipulations areas that have sensitive
seasonal wildlife habitat.

– Lease under Controlled Surface Use Stipulations lands acquired by other 
federal agencies. Obtain concurrence from these agencies before leasing.

– Lease under the No Surface Occupancy Stipulation lands in SRMAs,
special management areas (ACECs, wild and scenic rivers, the Merced 
River WSA), areas with special status species, and areas with significant
cultural resources.

– Lease lands in the “No Leasing” category should they become subject to 
the drainage of federal gas deposits by wells in adjacent privately owned 
mineral estate. Lease under the No Surface Occupancy Stipulation.

Common to Alternatives A, B, and the Proposed RMP 

Issue oil and gas leases in areas with a high potential for development of 
natural gas as follows:

– Prohibit leasing of lands in national wildlife refuges, incorporated cities, 
or areas zoned for residential use. 
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Alternative C 

Issue oil and gas leases within areas having a high potential for the 
development of natural gas as follows: 

– Prohibit leasing of lands in incorporated cities or areas zoned for 
residential use.

– Allow leasing of lands in national wildlife refuges.  Lease under the No 
Surface Occupancy Stipulation.

2.14.2 Locatable Minerals

Goal

Provide opportunities for the exploration of locatable mineral resources, 
location of mining claims (including mill and tunnel sites), and mining of
locatable mineral deposits.

Objectives

Minimize impacts to other resources.

Ensure reclamation of lands disturbed by exploration and mining activities is 
completed.

Common to All Alternatives

Implement surface management and occupancy regulations 43 CFR 3715 and 
3809. The storing of personal property, equipment, and other items on a 
mining claim for more than 14 days in any 90-day period, even if not 
associated with residential occupancy, would not be regarded as casual use 
(43 CFR 3809.5 Casual Use (2)). 

To protect resource values from impacts associated with mining claim
operations, establish all areas with special designations as special status areas, 
as defined in 43 CFR 3809.11. Claim operations that would exceed the level 
of casual use in these areas or in areas known to contain federally proposed or 
listed threatened or endangered species or their proposed or designated critical 
habitat may only proceed under a BLM-approved plan of operations.

Propose mineral entry withdrawals on those BLM lands with special 
designations. New operations on preexisting claims in the South Fork 
American River Management Plan area and elsewhere on lands withdrawn
from mineral entry may not exceed casual use unless valid existing rights are 
verified through a validity determination conducted by BLM mineral
examiners (43 CFR 3809.100). Operations under previously accepted Notices 
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or approved Plans of Operations may continue without verification of valid 
existing right if they do not interfere with the purposes of the withdrawal. 

Conduct patent (validity) examinations if/when the moratorium on accepting 
mining claim patent applications is lifted.

2.14.3 Salable Minerals

Goal

Provide opportunities for the exploration and orderly development of mineral 
materials in the planning area. 

Common to All Alternatives

Complete reclamation of mineral material sites per the terms and conditions of 
the permit.

Allow, without a permit, collecting for personal use up to 1 cubic yard (two 
pickup loads) of sand, gravel, rocks or other mineral materials per year using 
only hand tools. Mechanized earth-moving equipment would not be allowed.
Collection of archaeological or paleontological resources (i.e., petrified wood, 
plant impressions, ammonites, crinoids, etc.) would not be allowed.

Dispose of all mercury recovered during the processing of construction 
aggregate (sand and gravel) deposits in which a gold recovery circuit is used, 
per the terms and conditions of sales contracts or free use permits.

Alternative B 

Limit mineral material sales and free use permits to existing pits except as
follows:

– BLM land in the Yuba Goldfields would be available for mineral material
sales and free use permits. Sales of material would be used for the 
restoration of wetland and riparian habitat on BLM lands.

Alternative C 

Expand mineral material sales and free use permits on a case-by-case basis.

BLM land in the Yuba Goldfields would be available for mineral material
sales and free use permits. Sales of material could be used for the restoration 
of wetland and riparian habitat on BLM lands. 
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The Proposed RMP 

Limit mineral material sales and free use permits to existing pits and to sites 
where only minor impacts to other resources would occur, except as follows:

BLM land in the Yuba Goldfields would be available for mineral material
sales and free use permits. Sales of material would be used for the restoration 
of wetland and riparian habitat on BLM lands. 
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2.15 Recreation

Under Alternatives B, C, and the Proposed RMP, BLM lands would be designated as an 
SRMA or ERMA. SRMAs would focus on producing specific recreational opportunities.
ERMAs would be all BLM lands outside of SRMAs. ERMA management would be 
largely custodial.

Terms and Definitions 

Non-motorized Recreation: white water rafting, hiking, backpacking, bird and 
wildlife viewing, equestrian use, environmental education, sightseeing, 
picnicking, photography, hunting, shooting, and other non-motorized activities.
Non-motorized recreation does not include activities listed as motorized or 
mechanized recreation. 

Mechanized Recreation: cycling, mountain biking, hang gliding, and rock-
climbing using assistive (mechanical) devices such as bolts, ascenders, etc.

Motorized Recreation: OHV use and car touring. 

The Recreation Opportunities Spectrum (ROS) identifies broad categories of recreation 
activities and experiences in the proposed SRMAs. Identified recreation opportunities 
can be administered by managing the setting, facilities, signing, level of management
presence/law enforcement, and types of access to these areas. The terminology for this 
ROS has been customized to fit the scattered land pattern in the planning area’s river 
corridors. The definitions and categories are directed toward summer, peak use, and 
water or trail-oriented activities. Other recreation activities may be important and equally 
valued, but may not require ROS characterizations for management purposes. Recreation
opportunities for proposed SRMAs are organized into three major categories:

High use areas: opportunities for high levels of social interaction (high levels of 
use with people in close proximity).

Transition areas: opportunities for moderate levels of social interaction 
(moderate levels of use with people in close to moderate proximity).

Remote areas: opportunities for low levels of social interaction, with a focus on 
appreciation for and a sense of solitude or remoteness.

Goals

Ensure the continued availability of outdoor recreational opportunities sought 
by the public while protecting other resources and uses. 

Ensure adequate river flows for boating, fishing, swimming, etc. 
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Objectives

Develop recreation management strategies for large blocks of BLM land in 
wild and scenic river corridors. 

Develop recreation sites that meet public health and safety standards. 

Mitigate conflicts between competing uses. 

Maintain existing visitor center, campground, trail, and day use facilities to 
accepted BLM standards.

Manage recreation for a remote experience on the wild segments of the North 
Fork American, Tuolumne, and Merced rivers pursuant to the Wild and 
Scenic Rivers Act.

Common to all Alternatives

Propose the following BLM supplemental rule:  Shooting would not be allowed in the 
direction, or within 150 yards, of any human-occupied dwelling, house, residence, barn, 
or other outbuilding used in connection therewith. Shooting would not be allowed in the 
direction or within 150 yards of trails or other recreational developments, transmission
towers, telecommunications structures, and other facilities on BLM land. Shooters are 
responsible for understanding gun safety and finding BLM land that is appropriate and 
safe for shooting, including land where there is minimal ricochet potential and suitable 
backstops to prevent continued bullet/projectile travel.

Alternative A 

Maintain existing facilities and mitigate conflicts between competing uses. Continue to 
plan for site-specific recreation using community based planning, such as that done for 
the South Fork American River area. Continue to manage for special recreation use 
permits to meet user demand and protect resources. A plan for recreation based on the 
recreational opportunity spectrum or special recreation management areas would not be 
developed.

Common to Alternatives B, C, and the Proposed RMP 

Extensive Recreation Management Areas: 

Manage ERMAs for air quality, significant biological and cultural resources, 
watershed protection, and public health and safety. 

Limit camping to 14 days within a 90-day consecutive period. 

Prohibit cutting of live vegetation and firewood in developed recreation sites. 
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Allow recreational suction dredging through permit only. 

Allow hunting and target shooting unless the area is signed closed. 

Designate the following SRMAs (Appendix A, Map 4): 

South Yuba River SRMA

The proposed South Yuba River SRMA would contain high use, transitional, and remote 
areas (Appendix A, Map 4a). BLM lands in the half-mile wide river corridor would be 
managed in accordance with the South Yuba River Comprehensive Management Plan.
Lands outside the corridor would be intensively managed for recreation use in accordance
with the Round Mountain and ‘Inimim Plans, where they overlap with the SRMA.

Firearms use would be prohibited in the South Yuba River corridor in accordance with 
the South Yuba River Plan. Firearms use would be permitted in other portions of the 
SRMA where it does not conflict with either the Round Mountain or ‘Inimim
Management Plans. 

North Fork American River SRMA 

Alternative A

Maintain, improve, or relocate Stevens Trail and parking area/trailheads. 

Acquire/develop trailhead for Blue Wing Trail; maintain/improve trail.

Develop campground, picnic area, and toilets in Gold Run Addition. 

Maintain Truro Mine Road and develop parking. 

Develop parking and overlook at Lover’s Leap. 

Allow target shooting unless signed closed. 

Close and rehabilitate or no longer maintain roads leading to the river from 
the north. 

Manage recreation consistent with North Fork American Wild and Scenic 
River designation. 

Regulate all commercial activities through the permit program.

Common to Alternatives B, C, and the Proposed RMP

The proposed North Fork American River SRMA would contain high use, transitional, 
and remote areas (Appendix A, Map 4b). BLM lands would be managed in accordance 
with the North Fork American River Wild and Scenic River Management Plan. 
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Alternative B

Limit facility development to high use areas.

Prohibit target shooting. 

Prohibit commercial uses. 

Prohibit motorized recreation. 

Alternative C

Improve and develop parking areas and access points in high use and 
transitional areas. 

Allow target shooting unless signed closed. 

Allow commercial uses through special recreation use permits. 

Allow motorized recreation.

The Proposed RMP

Improve and develop parking areas and access points in high use and 
transitional areas. 

Allow target shooting unless signed closed. 

Allow commercial uses through special recreation use permits. 

Prohibit motorized recreation. 

South Fork American River SRMA 

The proposed South Fork American River SRMA would contain high use, transitional, 
and remote areas (Appendix A, Map 4c). BLM lands would be managed in accordance
with the South Fork American River Management Plan and its amendments, including 
the Cronan Ranch Plan. 

Common to all Alternatives

Limit equestrian use to designated trails. 

Limit mechanized and motorized use to designated routes. 

Prohibit target shooting. 

Limit hunting to designated areas. 
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Limit camping to designated areas. 

Allow commercial uses through special recreation use permits. 

Expand the trail network. 

Increase public access. 

Develop facilities for interpretation and sanitation. 

Merced River SRMA 

The proposed Merced River SRMA would contain high use, transitional, and remote
areas (Appendix A, Map 4e). BLM lands would be managed in accordance with the 
Merced River Wild and Scenic Management Plan.

Common to All Alternatives

Manage for white water recreation concurrent with other types of recreation. 

Prohibit discharge of firearms in the half-mile wide Merced River corridor. 

Limit motorized use to street legal vehicles on the Merced River campground
access road.

Prohibit suction dredging on the designated wild segment, except on mining
claims that predate the river’s wild and scenic designation and have approved 
plans of operations. 

Prohibit camping on the south side of the Merced River unless BLM gives 
written permission.

Work toward the goal of building a non-motorized trail along the Merced 
River from Bagby to El Portal.

Alternative C

Designate the Red Hills SRMA (Appendix A, Map 4). The proposed Red Hills SRMA
would contain high use, transitional, and remote areas (Appendix A, Map 4d). BLM
lands would be intensively managed for recreation, with a focus on non-motorized
recreation, without compromising the botanical and wildlife values for which the Red 
Hills ACEC was established. Under all alternatives, target shooting would not be 
permitted.
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2.16 Transportation and Access 

Goal

Provide for appropriate levels of motorized, pedestrian, equestrian, and 
mountain bike uses commensurate with other uses and resource protection.

Alternative A 

All areas are open to motorized use unless designated closed. 

Common to Alternatives B, C, and the Proposed RMP 

Close the Merced River WSA to motorized use, in accordance with BLM 
Interim Management Policy for Lands under Wilderness Review. 

Designate the rest of the planning area as limited to motorized use. User
created trails would not be allowed. For details on types of limitations, see 
specific management actions for Alternatives B, C, and the Proposed RMP 
(below).

Closed routes and areas may be authorized for use on a case-by-case basis
after appropriate environmental review.

Motorized use may be allowed outside of designated routes for “any vehicle 
whose use is expressly authorized by the authorized officer, or otherwise 
officially approved” (43 CFR 8340.0-5(a)(3)). 

Motorized use in important wildlife habitat would be restricted seasonally 
(spawning beds, deer ranges, raptor nesting areas, etc.). 

The criteria for closure of a route to motorized use are as follows: 

– The route is not critical to BLM land access. 

– The route is on BLM parcels too small to accommodate this use. There
are no viable circuits, loops, or route systems, and impacts to adjacent
private property (trespass, noise, environmental damages, etc.) are 
reasonably foreseeable.

– Air, soil, watershed, cultural, paleontological, or biological resources 
(including ACEC values) could be damaged by motorized use.

– It would not be feasible for BLM to maintain routes.

– Closing the route would prevent dumping, occupancy trespass, and other 
illegal activities in areas with a history of public land abuse and where 
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there is insufficient law enforcement patrol. Human-caused wildfire 
ignition could also be reduced. 

– The route was created without BLM authorization. 

The criteria for designating OHV routes are as follows: 

– The route provides access to public land. 

– The route has been used as an important through-road for decades. 

– Opening the route would not threaten air, watershed, soil, cultural, or 
biological resources. 

– The route is on a large enough BLM parcel to accommodate motorized 
use. Impacts to adjacent private land are not foreseeable.

Improve access for the Blue Wing trailhead (ARAA).

Restore 2 miles of the historic Blue Wing Trail (ARAA). 

Coordinate with El Dorado County to establish a non-motorized trail system
from Bucks Bar to Mount Aukum or the Grizzly Flat area (CRAA).

Work towards implementing the Hetch Hetchy rails-to-trails project (TRAA).

Reconstruct and maintain the North Fork Merced foot trail. 

Work toward implementing the Mokelumne River Coast to Crest Trail.

Establish road closure criteria for the Merced River campground access road.

Close to motorized use the following roads or areas: 

– Burnt Flat Road (ARAA). 

– Truro Mine Road at the North Fork American Wild and scenic river 
boundary (0.25 miles from the south bank of the river) (ARAA). 

– Western States Trail (ARAA).

– Maintain closure of the Red Hills mitigation road (TRAA). 

– All unauthorized access points into the Merced River WSA and designated 
Wild segment of the Merced River.

– Unauthorized road between the North Fork Merced and Lake McClure 
near Bagby. 
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– All roads on the Bald Mountain parcel (TRAA). 

– Rancheria townsite parcel (MoRAA). 

– Campo Seco parcel (MoRAA). 

– Driveway to the Ophir Mine in Arrastraville (TRAA).

– Road to Governor/Live Oak Mine (MRAA). 

– Close and rehabilitate or no longer maintain roads leading to the North 
Fork American River from the north. 

– Rewinkle Road (ARAA). 

Alternative C 

All routes would be open to motorized use, except routes identified as closed. 

Alternatives B and the Proposed RMP 

Limit motorized use to designated routes shown on Maps 6a-g. Routes on 
BLM land not shown as designated on these maps would be closed to 
motorized use by the general public unless the route is:

– A public road/highway maintained by the county or state. 

– A public highway as determined by state law regarding public easements.

– Part of an official BLM parking area at a trailhead, boat launch, etc.

Undesignated routes may be used with written BLM authorizations (e.g., 
rights-of-way) or by BLM and its contractors for administrative purposes. 

Designated routes shown as “Interim” on Maps 6a-g would be open to 
motorized use. However, these routes may be considered for closure 
following future environmental review.
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Manage BLM lands to support goals and objectives of other resource 
programs.

Adjust 15,000 acres of BLM land and private land through acquisition or 
disposal in ten years, which could result in a net gain, loss, or no net change. 

Alternative A 

Acquire scenic easements and in-holdings in the North Fork American Wild
and Scenic River corridor from willing sellers. 

Dispose of land through sale or exchange to decrease management costs. 

Retain lands identified by counties for retention. 

Transfer lands to the USFS that may be better managed by that agency. 

Retain river front parcels on the Mokelumne River. 

Acquire lands along the Merced River from willing sellers. 

Acquire lands in support of the Limestone Salamander ACEC from willing 
sellers.

Acquire easements or land in support of ecological preserves for rare plants 
from willing sellers. 

Retain land in the Round Mountain area. 

Common to Alternatives B, C, and the Proposed RMP 

Lands and realty actions are divided into four groups: land ownership 
adjustments, land use authorizations, withdrawals/classifications, and access. 

2.17 Lands and Realty 

Goals

Develop a public land pattern which enhances resource values and uses.

Respond to demand for land use authorizations. 

Objectives
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2.17.1 Land Ownership Adjustment

Common to All Alternatives

BLM lands not identified for retention would be available for disposal on a 
case-by-case basis when they are determined to meet the disposal criteria 
identified in the Federal Land Policy and Management Act (see below).

Prior to any disposal, a site-specific analysis must determine that the lands
considered:

– Contain no significant recreation, biological, cultural, or other values the 
loss of which could not be mitigated;

– Have no overriding public values;

– Are not within or adjacent to a special designation area; 

– Represent no substantial public investments (including part of a water or 
power development); and 

– Serve the public interest.

Lands would be provided to government entities through sale, exchange, or 
Recreation and Public Purposes Act sale or lease when the lands identified
conform to the disposal criteria. BLM would work with local government to 
dispose of sanitary landfills and transfer stations currently authorized under
Recreation and Public Purposes Act sales and leases.

Unauthorized land uses would be resolved. If circumstances warrant, the 
issuance of a permit, lease, or ROW authorizing the use could occur to resolve 
trespass. Disposal of land (in conformance with disposal criteria) through sale 
or exchange may be considered to resolve trespasses.

Acquire lands in existing and proposed wild and scenic river corridors based 
on a willing buyer/willing seller relationship.

Accept management responsibility of federally owned lands in the Yuba 
Goldfields through a transfer from the Army Corp of Engineers. 

Strive to settle title disputes and facilitate saleable mineral development,
reclamation, and public use in the Yuba Goldfields (YRAA) through land 
exchanges, sales, or other appropriate means.

Convey mineral interest on lands designated for potential disposal that are 
determined to have low potential for mineral development.

Land acquisitions would only be conducted with willing sellers.
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Common to Alternatives B, C, and the Proposed RMP 

Retain lands in designated/proposed wild and scenic river corridors, ACECs, 
SRMAs, areas with critical watershed values adjacent to major water bodies,
areas withdrawn for water projects, lands with significant cultural resources, 
and lands with special status or state listed species. Other lands meeting the 
disposal criteria in Section 203 of FLPMA would potentially be available for 
disposal, subject to site-specific NEPA analysis, criteria common to all 
alternatives, and other requirements.  Lands shown on Map 9b are identified 
for retention; therefore, the balance of lands (subject to the process and 
criteria common to all alternatives) would be available for potential disposal.

Common to Alternatives B and the Proposed RMP 

Acquire lands for Central Valley wetlands. Work with the Central Valley 
Joint Venture, state, and local government for the conservation/protection of 
this habitat, including the following projects:

– The Coon Creek and Auburn Ravine riparian/wetlands project with 
Central Valley Joint Venture and Placer and Sutter Counties (CVAA). 

– The Honcut Creek and Goldfields riparian/wetlands project with Central 
Valley Joint Venture and Yuba County (YRAA). 

– The Cosumnes River Preserve riparian and wetlands project. 

Acquire blue oak woodlands in association with county and state government
objectives for Habitat Conservation areas and Department of Fish and Game
Conceptual Areas for Preservation and Protection. 

Acquire habitat for special status species.

Acquire lands on Table Mountain to support vernal pool swale complex.

Acquire cultural resources that have National Register of Historic Places 
and/or National Landmark status or qualities.

Alternative B

Lands identified for potential disposal (lands not identified specifically for 
retention) would be disposed of only if no significant natural or cultural 
resource values are present or if lands being acquired through exchange have 
higher values than the BLM lands being disposed of. 

Consider acquisition of lands or interest in lands to facilitate various resource
management objectives. Concentrate acquisition efforts in and adjacent to 
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special designations and important habitat for special status species.
Acquisitions must conform to the acquisition criteria delineated below: 

– Acquire riparian forest and riverine habitat in support of Riparian Habitat 
Joint Venture, Central Valley Joint Venture, and Partners in Flight.

– Acquire 4,000 acres of wetland habitat/riparian in the CVAA in support of 
giant garter snake, sandhill crane, and Swainson’s hawk preservation.

– Acquire land for Chinese Camp brodiaea and California verbena habitat.

– Pursue land acquisition adjacent to rivers as opportunities arise. 

Alternative C 

Acquisition of lands or interest in lands would be considered to facilitate
various resource management objectives. Acquisition would be concentrated 
in and adjacent to SRMAs and must conform to the acquisition criteria below:

– Acquire lands in or adjacent to areas with special designations or lands 
suitable to be incorporated into areas with special designations.

– Acquire lands in support of public recreation opportunities such as trail 
access, trail development, hunting, fishing, and OHV use.

– Acquire lands to improve public access and consolidate lands in SRMAs.

– Any specific land disposal must meet the criteria and process common to 
all alternatives.

Make BLM lands available for transfer or lease under the Recreation and 
Public Purposes Act. Transfers currently under consideration include: 

– Big Oak Flat Little League Field of Tuolumne County. 

– Brownsville sanitation transfer site to Yuba County. 

Lands prioritized for disposal would be those that contribute to community or 
economic development.

The Proposed RMP 

Make BLM lands available for transfer and/or lease under the Recreation and 
Public Purposes Act. Transfers currently under consideration include: 

– Big Oak Flat Little League Field to Tuolumne County.
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– Brownsville sanitation transfer site to Yuba County. This transfer is 
contingent on the resolution of special status species issues. The
surrounding land is being considered for ACEC designation.

Acquisition of lands or interest in lands would be considered to facilitate
various resource management objectives.  Acquisitions must conform to the 
acquisition criteria below:

– Acquire lands in or adjacent to areas with special designations or lands 
suitable to be incorporated into areas with special designations.

– Acquire lands and/or easements to complete the South Fork American
River Trail system.

– Acquire lands or easements that provide public access to other public 
lands identified for retention. 

– Acquire 2,000 acres of wetland habitat/riparian in the CVAA for giant 
garter snake, sandhill crane, and Swainson’s hawk preservation. 

– Acquire lands near the Red Hills with Chinese Camp brodiaea and 
California verbena habitat. 

2.17.2 Land Use Authorizations

Common to All Alternatives

Designate ACECs, WSAs, WSR corridors, and SRMAs as avoidance areas for 
ROWs, permits, and leases. 

Do not designate ROW corridors in areas predominately composed of private 
land due to the scattered public land pattern.

Give preference to areas with existing communication sites as locations for 
future ROW communication site leases.

Alternative B 

Approve ROWs and other land use authorizations only if the authorizations 
meet VRM objectives. 

2.17.3 Land Classifications and Withdrawals

Common to All Alternatives

Process classifications and propose withdrawals to protect important 
resources.
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Propose revocation of withdrawals which no longer serve the purpose for 
which they were established.

Prior to final revocation, review withdrawn lands to determine if any other 
resource values require withdrawal protection. 

Alternatives B and the Proposed RMP 

Propose mineral withdrawals for BLM lands in wild and scenic river corridors 
and ACECs. 

Include BLM lands on Andrews Creek in the proposed mineral withdrawal for 
the Red Hills ACEC (TRAA).

Propose mineral withdrawal for BLM lands in the Yuba Goldfields (YRAA).
The mineral withdrawal would not prevent sales of solid mineral materials in 
the Yuba Goldfields.

Alternative C 

No mineral withdrawals are proposed. 

2.17.4 Access

Common to All Alternatives

Identify key access points to BLM lands in each assessment area.

Pursue easements when practical to provide access to BLM lands for 
recreation, cultural/historical values, special designations, and other resource 
needs.

Where necessary and consistent with designations, close or restrict access in 
specific areas to protect public health and safety and to protect significant 
environmental resources. 

Alternatives C and the Proposed RMP 

Acquire Blue Wing Trail access, where possible (ARAA). 

Acquire Canyon Creek Trail and trailhead access, where possible (ARAA). 

Acquire and develop Bucks Bar Trail and trailhead access, where possible
(CRAA).
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2.18 Hazardous Materials/Abandoned Mine Lands

Goal

Minimize hazardous conditions on BLM lands to reduce risks to the public
and ensure environmental health and safety. 

Objectives

Prevent hazardous materials and waste contamination due to BLM-authorized 
actions.

Integrate hazardous materials and waste management policies and controls 
into all BLM programs.

Remediate physical safety hazards and water quality impacts associated with 
abandoned mine lands. 

Common to All Alternatives

Implement precautionary measures to guard against releases or spills into the 
environment for all BLM-authorized activities that involve hazardous 
materials or their use. 

Provide appropriate public warnings of safety hazards resulting from
hazardous waste spills on BLM lands. 

Notify public of any storage or disposal of hazardous materials on public 
lands prior to the sale or disposal of those lands. 

Secure and clean up BLM public lands contaminated with hazardous wastes in 
accordance with applicable federal and state regulations and contingency
plans. Parties responsible would be liable for cleanup and resource damage
costs, as prescribed in federal and state regulations. 

Remediate physical hazards at abandoned mine land (AML) sites as funding 
allows. The highest priority would be given to sites near high visitor use 
areas, such as developed campgrounds and recreation areas, sites located near 
residences on adjacent private property, sites impacting water quality, and
sites close to frequently traveled roads on BLM lands. 
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2.19 Special Designations

2.19.1 Congressional Designations

Goal

Continue to manage congressionally designated lands in accordance with 
those designations. 

Objectives

Update the North Fork American Wild and Scenic River Plan. 

Work with the USFS to update the Tuolumne Wild and Scenic River Plan. 

Acquire land in existing and proposed wild and scenic river corridors.

Common to All Alternatives

The following are congressionally designated wild and scenic rivers; BLM has no 
authority to change these designations: 

Merced Wild and Scenic River (15 miles; wild and recreational).

North Fork American Wild and Scenic River (11 miles; wild and scenic). 

Tuolumne Wild and Scenic River (1 mile; wild).

2.19.2 Administrative Designations

Goal

Protect and manage significant and sensitive resources on BLM lands. 

Objectives

Maintain the natural character of Merced River WSA (in accordance with 
BLM Interim Management Policy for Lands under Wilderness Review) until 
it is designated as a wilderness area or released by Congress.

Protect relevant and important biological and cultural resources.

Protect rivers eligible and suitable for wild and scenic designation.

Protect significant geologic, paleontological, and biological resources for 
research and study. 

Provide wildlife viewing opportunities for the public. 
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2.19.2.1 Merced River Wilderness Study Area 

Common to All Alternatives

Continue to implement the WSA Interim Management Policy and the 43 CFR 3802 
regulations pertaining to mining claim operations in the Merced River WSA. Until
Congress decides to designate the WSA as a wilderness or releases the area from study, 
no operations that would impair the suitability of the area for such designation would be 
allowed. This means that, among other activities, activities that would require the 
approval of a plan of operations under 43 CFR 3802.1-1 would not be allowed. 

If released by Congress from WSA designation, manage the Merced WSR corridor as an 
SRMA. The area outside of the WSR corridor would be managed as an ERMA. BLM
would conduct route designation studies for the released lands and would manage the 
area to minimize impacts to the outstandingly remarkable values of the Merced Wild and 
Scenic River corridor.

2.19.2.2 Wild and Scenic River Suitability

In accordance with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act (16 U.S. Code 1271-1287) and as part 
of the RMP process, BLM evaluated river segments in the planning area to determine
whether they are eligible to become part of the national wild and scenic river system
(NWSRS). BLM evaluated only those river segments with significant BLM land in the 
proposed wild and scenic corridor. BLM determined that seven river segments have 
outstandingly remarkable values (ORVs) and would be eligible to become part of the 
NWSRS (Appendix A, Map 8).

Following eligibility evaluation, BLM makes recommendations to Congress concerning 
the suitability of eligible river segments for inclusion in the wild and scenic rivers system
through the land use planning process. The following protective management measures
would apply to river segments identified as suitable (see also Appendix E): 

Free-flowing Values: Free-flowing characteristics could not be modified by 
stream impoundments, diversions, channelization, and/or rip-rap to the extent 
BLM is authorized under the law. 

River-related Values: Protect identified ORVs (subject to valid existing
rights) and, to the extent practicable, enhance these values. 

Classification Impacts: Management and development of the river and its 
corridor could not be modified, subject to valid existing rights, to the degree
that its eligibility or suitability classification would be affected.

Alternative A 

No rivers would be recommended as suitable for wild and scenic river designation.
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Alternative B 

The following river segments would be recommended to Congress as suitable for wild 
and scenic river designation (Appendix A, Map 8): 

South Fork American (22 miles; recreational). 
North Fork Cosumnes (25 miles; scenic). 
Middle Fork Cosumnes (20 miles; scenic). 
Cosumnes (10 miles; scenic). 
North Fork/main Mokelumne (20 miles; wild, scenic, and recreational). 
North Fork Tuolumne (7 miles; wild). 
North Fork Merced (6 miles; wild).

Alternative C 

The following river segment would be recommended to Congress as suitable for wild and 
scenic river designation (Appendix A, Map 8): 

South Fork American (22 miles; recreational). 

The Proposed RMP 

The following river segments would be recommended to Congress as suitable for wild 
and scenic river designation (Appendix A, Map 8): 

South Fork American (22 miles; recreational). 
North Fork/main Mokelumne (20 miles; wild, scenic, and recreational). 

2.19.2.3 Areas of Critical Environmental Concern

Areas of Critical Environmental Concern (ACECs) are areas of public land where special
management attention is required to protect relevant and important natural or cultural 
resource values.

Common to all Alternatives

The following six existing ACECs would be retained:

Ione Tertiary Oxisol Soils ACEC (85 acres). 
Ione Manzanita ACEC (123 acres). 
Nissenan Manzanita ACEC (73 acres). 
Red Hills ACEC (7,184 acres).
Limestone Salamander ACEC (1,728 acres). 
Merced River ACEC (2,836 acres). 
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Alternatives A and C 

No new ACECs would be designated. 

Alternatives B, C, and the Proposed RMP 

Lands acquired that have one or more special attributes already identified for 
an ACEC and are acquired to conserve one or more of these attributes would 
be managed as follows: 

– Lands within the boundary of an ACEC would become part of the ACEC 
upon acceptance of title by the federal government.

– Acquired lands in the vicinity of an ACEC would be managed under the 
same guidelines as the ACEC until the acquired lands are formally
designated as part of the ACEC. 

The following restrictions would apply to existing, expanded, or new ACECs: 

– No new grazing leases would be granted unless it is determined that 
grazing would benefit the values for which the ACEC was designated,
such as special status plants. 

– ROWs, leases for civic uses (e.g., Recreation and Public Purposes Act 
leases), and other land use authorizations would be confined to areas that 
lack the values for which the ACEC was designated. 

– Fuels reduction would be designed to minimize impacts on ACECs. 

Alternatives B and the Proposed RMP 

Designate 796 acres as the Deadman’s Flat ACEC (Appendix A, Map 5a).
Relevant and important values include: gabbro; massive diabase and 
serpentine substrates with Secca and Dubakella soils supporting leather oak
chaparral and a diverse chaparral resembling northern gabbroic mixed
chaparral; one federally endangered plant species, Calystegia stebbinsii
(Stebbins’ morning glory); and a dwarf Fremontodendron closely related to 
another federally endangered species, Pine Hill flannelbush. Protection of
Stebbins’ morning glory populations and potential habitat would be 
prioritized. Similar protection would be afforded to the dwarf flannelbush. 

Designate 3,236 acres of BLM land in the Pine Hill Preserve (ARAA) as the 
Pine Hill Preserve ACEC (Appendix A, Map 5b). Develop the Pine Hill 
Preserve Management Plan.  Relevant and important values include: Rescue
series soils derived from gabbro and pyroxenite, five federally listed plant 
species (Calystegia stebbinsii, Ceanothus roderickii, Fremontodendron 
decumbens, Galium californicum sierrae, and Packera layneae), BLM 
sensitive species (Chlorogalum grandiflorum, Helianthemum suffrutescens,
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and Wyethia reticulata), and the northern gabbroic mixed chaparral plant
community.

Designate the 1,129-acre North Fork Cosumnes River ACEC (Appendix A, 
Map 5b). Relevant and important values are natural and scenic values and the 
river’s unique hydrologic variability and processes.

Designate the 54-acre Spivey Pond ACEC (Appendix A, Map 5b). Manage
this area in accordance with the Spivey Pond Management Plan. The relevant 
and important value is the federally threatened California red-legged frog. 

Designate BLM land (2,035 acres) in the Cosumnes River Preserve (CVAA) 
as the Cosumnes River Preserve ACEC (Appendix A, Map 5c). Develop
the Cosumnes River Preserve Management Plan. The relevant and important
values include the existence or potential for restoration of: (1) valley oak 
(Quercus lobata) riparian forest; (2) seasonal wetlands; (3) vernal pools; (4) 
oak (Quercus spp.) savannah; and (5) agricultural lands such as irrigated 
pasture and crops that provide habitat for sandhill cranes (Grus Canadensis)
and a buffer for the Preserve. 

Expand the Ione Manzanita ACEC by 141 acres (Appendix A, Map 5c).
Relevant and important values in the expanded area include exposed older 
landforms of the Ione Formation and associated Valley Springs and Mehrten 
Formations, relict soils formed under a tropical weathering regime, two 
federally listed plant species (Arctostaphylos myrtifolia and Eriogonum
apricum), BLM sensitive species (Horkelia parryi, Helianthemum
suffrutescens and Eryngium pinnatisectum), and the Ione chaparral plant 
community adapted to highly acidic, low nutrient, high aluminum conditions. 

Designate the 5,775-acre Bagby Serpentine ACEC (Appendix A, Map 5d).
The relevant and important values are the Henneke soil series soils developed 
on a serpentine substrate supporting at least two BLM sensitive serpentine 
endemic species (Lupinus spectabilis and Cryptantha mariposae), other 
serpentine endemics, and the serpentine buckbrush chaparral community. 

Expand the Red Hills ACEC by 2,824 acres (Appendix A, Map 5d). Manage
lands in accordance with the Red Hills ACEC Management Plan. Relevant
and important values in the proposed expansion include: Delpiedra soils 
derived from dunite and serpentine, two federally listed species (Verbena
californica and Packera layneae), four BLM sensitive species (Allium
tuolumnense, Chlorogalum grandiflorum, Lomatium congdonii, and Senecio
clevelandii heterophyllus), and the serpentine buckbrush chaparral plant 
community. Habitat for the federally threatened species Brodiaea pallida
would be added to the ACEC.
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Expand the Limestone Salamander ACEC by 473 acres (Appendix A, Map 
5d). Relevant and important values are limestone salamanders and their 
habitat.

The following use restrictions would apply to the proposed Pine Hill Preserve ACEC: 

Target shooting and overnight camping would be prohibited. 

Commercial uses would be allowed through special recreation use permits.

Hiking, equestrian and mountain bike use is limited to existing designated 
trails. Creation of unauthorized trails is prohibited. Trails may be closed due 
to impacts on ACEC values, visual qualities, or other factors.

New trail proposals (hiking, equestrian, or mountain bike) would be approved 
only if they do not adversely affect the ACEC’s relevant and important values.

ROWs that would adversely impact rare plant populations or further fragment
rare plant habitat in the ACEC boundary would not be granted.

The following use restrictions would apply to the Red Hills ACEC and its expansion:

Continue management in accordance with Red Hills ACEC Management
Plan. Develop a new Red Hills ACEC Management Plan that addresses
current issues (i.e., discovery of populations of new listed species, increased 
recreation, etc.). 

Prohibit target shooting. 

Prohibit overnight camping.

Allow commercial uses through special recreation use permits. 

Maintain existing facilities to support pedestrian and equestrian activities.

Non-motorized recreation use only except on the paved county road (Red 
Hills Road), the Serpentine Loop Road and a couple of spurs off the 
Serpentine Loop Road where motorized use would be allowed (see Map 6f).

Hiking, equestrian, and mountain bike use is limited to existing designated 
trails. Creation of unauthorized trails is prohibited. Trails may be closed due 
to impacts on ACEC values, visual qualities, or other factors.

New trail proposals (hiking, equestrian, or mountain bike) would be approved 
only if they do not adversely affect the ACEC’s relevant and important values.

Conduct a cadastral survey and fence Red Hills ACEC boundaries. 
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The following use restrictions would apply to the North Fork Cosumnes River ACEC: 

No new structure, road, or other improvements would be placed on public 
lands in the ACEC, or in rare exceptions, only to the extent minimally
necessary and in all cases consistent with the overriding purpose of preserving 
the ACECs identified values.

Neither logging nor new grazing permits would be authorized in the ACEC 
except in rare cases where grazing or logging would help reduce fuel hazards 
or restore plant communities (e.g., invasive weed control). 

ACEC lands would be recommended for withdrawal from mineral entry.

Alternative B 

Designate the 198-acre Yuba Brownsville ACEC (Appendix A, Map 5a).
Relevant and important values are the Mildred series soils developed on 
gabbro substrate that support an unusual, diverse chaparral (including less 
common elements like McNab cypress, chaparral pea, Brewer’s oak, leather 
oak, silk tassel), resembling northern gabbroic mixed chaparral, and one 
federally listed threatened species, Packera layneae, and a dwarf
Fremontodendron closely related to a federally endangered species, Pine Hill 
flannelbush. Give priority to the protection of the federally threatened 
Packera layneae (Layne’s butterweed) including populations and potential 
habitat. Similar protection would be afforded to the dwarf flannelbush.

2.19.2.4 Research Natural Areas 

A Research Natural Area (RNA) is a type of ACEC that is established and maintained for
the primary purpose of research and education because the land has one or more of the 
following characteristics:

A typical representation of a common plant or animal association; 
An unusual plant or animal association; 
A threatened or endangered plant or animal species; 
Outstanding or unusual geologic, soil, or water features; or 
A typical representation of common geologic, soil, or water features. 

Alternatives A and C 

No RNAs would be designated. 

Alternatives B and the Proposed RMP 

Designate the 320-acre Dutch Flat/Indiana Hill RNA (Appendix A, Map 5a).  The 
relevant and important values include geologic exposures of Tertiary-age ancestral Yuba
River deposits containing abundant plant macro-fossils with high scientific value.
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