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Aaron,

Thanks, Sally

---------- Forwarded message ----------

From: Moore, Nikki <nmoore@blm.gov>

Date: Wed, Aug 16, 2017 at 10:18 AM
Subject: Data Inquiry for National Monument Review

To: "Small, Stephen" <ssmall@blm.gov>

Cc: Bruce Rittenhouse <brittenh@blm.gov>, John Ruhs <jruhs@blm.gov>, "McAlear,
Christopher" <cmcalear@blm.gov>, "Tryon, Steve" <stryon@blm.gov>, Karen Kelleher

<kkelleh@blm.gov>, Sally Butts <sbutts@blm.gov>, Timothy Fisher <tjfisher@blm.gov>

Hi Steve,

We have a data request from the Secretary's with a quick turnaround so are exploring what might
be possible with existing GIS data. They are looking for a state by state summary of the ROV's
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(b) (5) DPP, (b) (5) ACP



(resources, objects, values) that also occur outside BLM's national monuments. 

We have a spreadsheet of the ROV's within each of the monuments under review. I'm wondering

if the Rapid Ecoregional Assessment data sets, or any other data sets would serve as a quick way
to inform this request - at least within some states or geographic areas?  Of course there are some

data we cannot provide for privacy reasons (tribal, etc), but for anything else any ideas you have

are appreciated!

Thanks :)

Nikki Moore

Acting Deputy Assistant Director, National Conservation Lands and Community Partnerships

Bureau of Land Management, Washington D.C.
202.219.3180 (office)

202.740.0835 (cell)

--
Sally R. Butts, J.D., Acting Division Chief

National Conservation Lands
Bureau of Land Management
20 M St. SE, Washington, DC  20003

Office 202-912-7170; Cell 202-695-5889; Fax 202-245-0050; sbutts@blm.gov
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Resources, Objects, and Values Analysis of National Monuments under Secretarial Review

Prepared by the National Operations Center at the request of the National Conservation Lands Division

 

National Monuments are identified for their unique Resources, Objects, and Values (ROVs).  Generally, ROV

categories include Archaeological, Paleontological, Historical Resources; Tribal Values; Geologic resources;

Landscape and Visual Qualities; and Biological Resources (including ecology, threatened and endangered

species, rare and endemic plants, and habitat, among others).  Of these, only biological resource data are readily

available and assessed here.  The lack of readily available data is a distinct and important limitation of this

analysis.

 

In some cases, we may have specific ROV data associated with a given Resource Management Plan, research

project, or other documents or analyses.  However, we do not have large-scale data sets for certain ROVs to be

able to analyze ROV quality or quantity within and outside of monuments that would provide meaningful results

for consideration.

 

In this paper, National monument boundaries were used to geographically identify the total area of biological

resources (e.g., critical habitat) occurring within national monument compared to the statewide distribution of

that particular resource.  Biological resources are reported on a percentage basis.

 

Data for specific biological resource ROVs were not available in many cases.  Therefore, surrogate data generally

representing the status of biological and physical resources were used.  Four westwide datasets were used as

surrogates in the evaluation of natural resource distribution within and surrounding the National Monuments

under review.  These four datasets include: Sage Grouse Initiative Resilience and Resistance Data, 2014; Critical

Habitat Polygons, FWS, 2015; Crucial Habitat Assessment Tool (CHAT) data, 2014; and USGS Landscape

Intactness.

Analyses:

We were able to perform four distinct analyses for each monument, based on west-wide datasets.  Additional

analyses based on Rapid Ecoregional Assessment data were considered, but would require additional time to

conduct these analyses.

Limitations:

Perhaps the most significant ROVs not addressed are all those involving cultural resources, including both

prehistoric resources, historic resources, Traditional Cultural Properties, and broad-scale cultural resources.

Given the purpose of the Antiquities Act, many National Monuments designated under the Act include

significant cultural resources.  Insofar as these resources are inventoried, the necessary data are sensitive and

not available to the BLM’s National Operations Center.

 

Geologic resources were not analyzed.  Many geologic resources named as ROVs are specific, unique objects

that do not occur outside the National Monuments.  Other geologic ROVs are associated with particular

geological formations, which may or may not exist beyond the Monuments. Data analyses on geologic

formations would require additional time to conduct.
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Individual plant and animal species (and ecological communities) were not analyzed.  In most cases, we do have

data on the distribution of plant, animal, and ecological community ROVs (generally limited to species or

communities geographic range or occurrence), but the sheer number of data sets precluded analysis within the

given time frame. 
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