
To: Sally Butts[sbutts@blm.gov]; Peter Mali[pmali@blm.gov]; Cindy Osorto[cosorto@blm.gov]
From: Nelson, Britta
Sent: 2017-02-27T11:43:13-05:00
Importance: Normal
Subject: Monthly Hot Topic Snapshot for week of February 27
Received: 2017-02-27T11:44:10-05:00
Monthly Hot Topic Snapshot for week of February 27.docx
FY2017 Tracking Spreadsheet.xlsx

Hi Sally, Peter, and Cindy - the Monthly Hot Topic Snapshot for the week of

February 27 is attached for us to go over at today's check in. The tracking

spreadsheet is also attached. Thanks.

Britta Nelson, M.P.A., Program Analyst

National Conservation Lands (WO-410)

Bureau of Land Management

303.236.0539

FOIA001:01669551
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DTS # Notice Package Name State/ Division Date DTS Received by WO410

DTS Point of 

Contact NLCS Areas of Interest 

WO410 receipients and date sent

to WO410, Feedback Received.

Has WO410

reviewed

the action? Issues

BLMR001169 NOA of the proposed

RMP/FEIS for the

Southeastern States District

Office

Eastern States DTS# 1169 received on 07-26-16. 

Routed to programs on 08-01-16, 

feedback requested by 08-08-16. 

Surname recommended on 08-12- 

01-16, feedback requested by 08- 

08-16. NM/NCA and NSHT 

programs reviewed with no 

comment. WO400 working with 

WO200 to address Jupiter Inlet 

ONA and ACEC expansion. 

Checked in with

WO210  on 09-22-

16 to see if they

need WO410 to

met with WO210

and Eastern States

on 09-23-16.

Eastern States

looking at three

options before

moving forward: 1)

supplemental, 2)

move forward as is,

and 3) remove

ACEC through

alternative means.

and ACEC zoned

overlap

discouraged in

policy (working

with WO200 and

Eastern States to

address).

 The planning area contains the Jupiter Inlet 

Lighthouse ONA/ACEC, WSR, and NSHT 

Notice package materials:

https://drive.google.com/a/doi.gov/

folderview?id=0B2HaN5zIVVZINTR3

U056N3hzVFE&usp=sharing

Federal Register Notice comments:

• the notice should state the RMP

establishes National Trail

Management Corridors for

segments of the Potomac National

Heritage Scenic Trail and the

Washington-Rochambeau

Revolutionary Route National

Historic Trail, and

• add that the RMP includes

stipulations to protect units within

the National Trails System and

waterways within the WSRS which

are managed by other entities from

impacts from BLM subsurface

authorizations.

yes WO410 reviewed the

RMP and there are no

outstanding issues.

The WO410 BP can

be found at:

https://docs.google.c

om/document/d/1q

WiKL3jN76oB2GtL36

a297TOwLJlOkpVMel

MUGQKu5I/edit

Update provided on 10-07-16 (line 3)

BLMR001169 NOA of the proposed

RMP/FEIS for the

Southeastern States District

Office

Eastern States DTS# 1169 received on 07-26-16. 

Routed to programs on 08-01-16, 

feedback requested by 08-08-16. 

Surname recommended on 08-12- 

01-16, feedback requested by 08- 

08-16. NM/NCA and NSHT 

programs reviewed with no 

comment. WO400 working with 

WO200 to address Jupiter Inlet 

ONA and ACEC expansion. 

Checked in with

WO210  on 09-22-

16 to see if they

need WO410 to

met with WO210

and Eastern States

on 09-23-16.

Eastern States

looking at three

options before

moving forward: 1)

supplemental, 2)

move forward as is,

and 3) remove

ACEC through

alternative means.

and ACEC zoned

overlap

discouraged in

policy (working

with WO200 and

Eastern States to

address).

 The planning area contains the Jupiter Inlet 

Lighthouse ONA/ACEC, WSR, and NSHT 

Notice package materials:

https://drive.google.com/a/doi.gov/

folderview?id=0B2HaN5zIVVZINTR3

U056N3hzVFE&usp=sharing

Federal Register Notice comments:

• the notice should state the RMP

establishes National Trail

Management Corridors for

segments of the Potomac National

Heritage Scenic Trail and the

Washington-Rochambeau

Revolutionary Route National

Historic Trail, and

• add that the RMP includes

stipulations to protect units within

the National Trails System and

waterways within the WSRS which

are managed by other entities from

impacts from BLM subsurface

authorizations.

yes WO410 reviewed the

RMP and there are no

outstanding issues.

The WO410 BP can

be found at:

https://docs.google.c

om/document/d/1q

WiKL3jN76oB2GtL36

a297TOwLJlOkpVMel

MUGQKu5I/edit

BLMR001291 NOA of ROD for Roan

Plateau RMP amendment

and SEIS

Colorado DTS#1291 received on 10-13-16.

Routed to Wilderness and WSR

programs on 10-14-16, expedited

review requested

Lands with wilderness

characteristics and eligible WSR in

planning area.

o Although WO410 did not review

the FSEIS (an expedited review was

coordinated by WO100), WO410

reviewed the draft. The ROD carries

forward the Proposed Plan

Alternative from the Proposed RMP

Amendment/Final SEIS, with no

substantial changes. This is the

alternative from the Draft RMP

Amendment that incorporates terms

yes o WO410 BP (10-14-

16):

https://docs.google.c

om/document/d/1rf

HESA9z7BMJG4q6NQ

fPfxyeE0Zyqkyd9m3s

XeOGurw/edit

BLMR0001128 Notice of Proposed

Supplementary Rules for

Canyons of the Ancients

National Monument in

Montezuma and Dolores

Counties

Colorado DTS# 1128 received on 10-13-16.

Routed to NM/NCA and

Wilderness programs on 10-14-

16, feedback requested by 10-20-

16.

Proposed supplementary rules would result in

changes to some currently authorized

activities related to collecting geological and

biological materials, commercial filming and

photography, recreational shooting activities,

geocaching, climbing, camping in

archaeological sites, and travel management.

BLMR0001288 

NOA of the draft RMP

amendment/draft EIS

for recreational target

shooting in the SDNM

Arizona

WO410 received DTS# 1288

NOA of the draft RMP

amendment/draft EIS for

recreational target shooting

in the SDNM on 10-20-16.

Programs conducting

expedited review.

BLMR001169 NOA of the proposed

RMP/FEIS for the

Southeastern States District

Office

Eastern States DTS# 1169 received on 07-26-16. 

Routed to programs on 08-01-16, 

feedback requested by 08-08-16. 

Surname recommended on 08-12- 

01-16, feedback requested by 08- 

08-16. NM/NCA and NSHT 

programs reviewed with no 

comment. WO400 working with 

WO200 to address Jupiter Inlet 

ONA and ACEC expansion. 

Checked in with

WO210  on 09-22-

16 to see if they

need WO410 to

met with WO210

and Eastern States

on 09-23-16.

Eastern States

looking at three

options before

moving forward: 1)

supplemental, 2)

move forward as is,

and 3) remove

ACEC through

alternative means.

and ACEC zoned

overlap

discouraged in

policy (working

with WO200 and

Eastern States to

address).

 The planning area contains the Jupiter Inlet 

Lighthouse ONA/ACEC, WSR, and NSHT 

Notice package materials:

https://drive.google.com/a/doi.gov/

folderview?id=0B2HaN5zIVVZINTR3

U056N3hzVFE&usp=sharing

Federal Register Notice comments:

• the notice should state the RMP

establishes National Trail

Management Corridors for

segments of the Potomac National

Heritage Scenic Trail and the

Washington-Rochambeau

Revolutionary Route National

Historic Trail, and

• add that the RMP includes

stipulations to protect units within

the National Trails System and

waterways within the WSRS which

are managed by other entities from

impacts from BLM subsurface

authorizations.

yes WO410 reviewed the

RMP and there are no

outstanding issues.

The WO410 BP can

be found at:

https://docs.google.c

om/document/d/1q

WiKL3jN76oB2GtL36

a297TOwLJlOkpVMel

MUGQKu5I/edit

BLMR001291 NOA of ROD for Roan

Plateau RMP amendment

and SEIS

Colorado DTS#1291 received on 10-13-16.

Surnamed by Nikki Moore on 10-

18-16.

Lands with wilderness

characteristics and eligible WSR in

planning area.

o Although WO410 did not review

the FSEIS (an expedited review was

coordinated by WO100), WO410

reviewed the draft. The ROD carries

forward the Proposed Plan

Alternative from the Proposed RMP

Amendment/Final SEIS, with no

substantial changes. This is the

alternative from the Draft RMP

Amendment that incorporates terms

of the Settlement Agreement, 2014.

yes o WO410 BP (10-14-

16):

https://docs.google.c

om/document/d/1rf

HESA9z7BMJG4q6NQ

fPfxyeE0Zyqkyd9m3s

XeOGurw/edit

BLMR0001128 Notice of Proposed

Supplementary Rules for

Canyons of the Ancients

National Monument in

Montezuma and Dolores

Counties

Colorado DTS# 1128 received on 10-13-16.

Routed to NM/NCA and

Wilderness programs on 10-14-

16, feedback requested by 10-20-

16. Reminder sent 10-21-16.

Wilderness program responded

with no comment.

Proposed supplementary rules would result in

changes to some currently authorized

activities related to collecting geological and

biological materials, commercial filming and

photography, recreational shooting activities,

geocaching, climbing, camping in

archaeological sites, and travel management.

FY2017

Update provided for week of Oct 10-14 (lines 5-7)

FOIA001:01669555
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BLMR0001288 

NOA of the draft RMP

amendment/draft EIS

for recreational target

shooting in the SDNM

Arizona

WO410 received DTS# 1288

NOA of the draft RMP

amendment/draft EIS for

recreational target shooting

in the SDNM on 10-20-16.

Surnamed by Nikki Moore

on 11-02-16.

BLMR001169 NOA of the proposed

RMP/FEIS for the

Southeastern States District

Office

Eastern States DTS# 1169 received on 07-26-16. 

Surnamed by Nikki Moore on 11- 

05-16. 

Checked in with

WO210  on 09-22-

16 to see if they

need WO410 to

met with WO210

and Eastern States

on 09-23-16.

Eastern States

looking at three

options before

moving forward: 1)

supplemental, 2)

move forward as is,

and 3) remove

ACEC through

alternative means.

and ACEC zoned

overlap

discouraged in

policy (working

with WO200 and

Eastern States to

address).

 The planning area contains the Jupiter Inlet 

Lighthouse ONA/ACEC, WSR, and NSHT 

Notice package materials:

https://drive.google.com/a/doi.gov/

folderview?id=0B2HaN5zIVVZINTR3

U056N3hzVFE&usp=sharing

Federal Register Notice comments:

• the notice should state the RMP

establishes National Trail

Management Corridors for

segments of the Potomac National

Heritage Scenic Trail and the

Washington-Rochambeau

Revolutionary Route National

Historic Trail, and

• add that the RMP includes

stipulations to protect units within

the National Trails System and

waterways within the WSRS which

are managed by other entities from

impacts from BLM subsurface

authorizations.

yes WO410 reviewed the

RMP and there are no

outstanding issues.

The WO410 BP can

be found at:

https://docs.google.c

om/document/d/1q

WiKL3jN76oB2GtL36

a297TOwLJlOkpVMel

MUGQKu5I/edit

BLMR0001128 Notice of Proposed 

Supplementary Rules for 

Canyons of the Ancients 

National Monument in

Montezuma and Dolores

Counties

Colorado DTS# 1128 received on 10-13-16.

Surnamed by Ilana Cohen (acting)

on 11-25-16.

Proposed supplementary rules would result in

changes to some currently authorized

activities related to collecting geological and

biological materials, commercial filming and

photography, recreational shooting activities,

geocaching, climbing, camping in

archaeological sites, and travel management.

BLMR0001311

NOA for Boardman to 

Hemingway FEIS/proposed 

amendments

Oregon, Idaho 11/4/2016. Expedited

review requested.

Surnamed by Nikki Moore

on 11/05/16.

1) The Wilderness program

reviewed with no comments.

BLMR0001316

NOI to prepare EIS for 

proposed Deep South

Expansion project

amendment

Nevada DTS# 1316 received 11-09-

16. Routed to wilderness

program on 11-10-16 with

feedback requested by 11-

16-16.

NVSO indicated there are no National 

Conservation Lands designations

within the proposed expansion; the

closest being the California NHT

approximately 40 miles to the north

and Pony Express NHT 40 miles SE and

two WSAs – Simpson Park 25 miles

south and Roberts Mountain 25 miles

southeast.  Neither the Battle

Mountain District nor Elko District

have conducted lands with wilderness

characteristics inventories in this area

to date. Both offices should begin

working on lands with wilderness

characteristics for their prospective

RMP revisions during 2017 field

season depending upon funding and

personnel availability. The notice

package is silent regarding lands with

wilderness characteristics.

Bob, CC: Nikki and Peter

Update provided for week of Nov 7-11 (line 19). No Update provided on Nov 18 (Britta on LV). No update provided on Nov. 25 (Thanksgiving holiday). No update provided on Dec 2 (Britta on LV).

BLMR0001316

NOI to prepare EIS for 

proposed Deep South

Expansion project

amendment

Nevada DTS# 1316 received 11-09-

16. Routed to wilderness

program on 11-10-16 with

feedback requested by 11-

16-16. Surnamed on 12-09-

16)

No lands with wilderness char

NVSO indicated there are no National 

Conservation Lands designations

within the proposed expansion; the

closest being the California NHT

approximately 40 miles to the north

and Pony Express NHT 40 miles SE and

two WSAs – Simpson Park 25 miles

south and Roberts Mountain 25 miles

southeast.  Neither the Battle

Mountain District nor Elko District

have conducted lands with wilderness

characteristics inventories in this area

to date. Both offices should begin

working on lands with wilderness

characteristics for their prospective

RMP revisions during 2017 field

season depending upon funding and

personnel availability. The notice

package is silent regarding lands with

wilderness characteristics.

Bob, CC: Nikki and Peter

BLMR001331

Notice of Availability of the 

Record of Decision for the

Energy Gateway South

Transmission Project and

Approved Land-use Plan

Amendments

Wyoming

DTS# 1331 received and

routed on 11/14/16.

Surnamed on 11-22-16.

Update provided for week of Oct 17-21 (lines 9-12)

Update provided for Oct 31-Nov 5 (lines 14 -17)

FOIA001:01669555
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BLMR001353

NOA of the ROD for the

Approved Resource

Management Plans for the

Beaver Dam Wash and Red

Cliffs National Conservation

Areas; and Approved

Amendment to the St.

George FO RMP, Utah

Rec'd Nov 28. Surnamed

Dec 5.

WO410 provided a comment in DTS:

BLMR001307

NOA of FEIS for the 

Proposed Gold Rock Mine

Project, White Pine County,

NV

Nevada

Rec'd on Nov 16, surnamed

on Nov 25

The Notice BP item #12 states "There are no

national monuments, national conservation areas,

or similar designations; national scenic or historic

trails; wild and scenic rivers; wilderness study

areas; wilderness areas or Lands with Wilderness

Characteristics located within the proposed project

area. The Basin and Range National Monument is

located approximately 60 miles south of the

proposed project area.  Five U.S. Forest Service

Wilderness Areas are located within 30 miles of the

proposed project area. The closest wilderness area

is the White Pine Range Wilderness Area located

approximately 5 miles southeast of the proposed

project area in the Humboldt-Toiyabe National

Forest Ely Ranger District.  The remaining four

wilderness areas located within 30 miles of the

proposed project area include Shellback, Bald

Mountain, Currant Mountain, and Red Mountain.

Portions of two BLM wilderness study areas (WSAs)

are located within 30 miles of the proposed project

area. Both the Antelope Range WSA and the Park

Range WSA are located more than 25 miles

southwest of the proposed project area."

BLMR001345 

Notice of Availability of 

Records of Decision and

Approved Resource

Management Plans for the

Four Subunits of the Eastern

Interior Resource

Management Plan and Final

Environmental Impact

Statement

Alaska

Recd Nov 22. Surnamed on

11-28-16.

BLMR001349

NOA of ROD for the

Dominguez-Escalante

National Conservation Area

Resource Management Plan

Final Environmental Impact

Statement

Colorado

Rec'd 11-29-16. Surnamed 

on 12-01-16. 

Made a

comment in DTS

that the notice

materials should

address the

recreational

target shooting

closure and the

public utility

corridor along

Unaweep

Canyon/Hwy

141. Added

comment to

FRN: added a

comment:

"Please include

in the FRN that

the Approved

RMP makes

suitability

determinations

for WSR,

establishes a

national trail

management

corridor for the

Old Spanish

BLMR001341

NOA of the ROD for the 

Moab MLP/Appd RMP

Amendments for the

Moab/Monticello Fos

Utah

Rec'd Nov. 18, Surnamed

Nov. 28).

The ROD notice package addresses

wilderness characteristics and

National Trails but does not address

WSR. A comment was made in DTS

asking for WSR to be included in the

package materials.

DTS# 1333

Notice of Intent to Prepare 

an Environmental Impact

Statement for the Ambler

Mining District Industrial

Access Project

Alaska

DTS# 1333 received on 12-

06-16. Reached out to BLM

AK. Lands with wilderness

characteristics in project

area. Routed to wilderness

program on 12-09-16.

There are no NLCS units but there are

lands with wilderness characteristics

in the project area. The FO has

indicated a lands with wilderness

characteristics inventory has been

completed but this has not been

addressed in the RMP. They are in the

process of drafting alternatives for

their RMP revision.

Updated provided for week ending 12/09/16 (lines 21-28)

DTS# 1333

Notice of Intent to Prepare 

an Environmental Impact

Statement for the Ambler

Mining District Industrial

Access Project

Alaska

DTS# 1333 received on 12-

06-16. Reached out to BLM

AK. Lands with wilderness

characteristics in project

area. Routed to wilderness

program on 12-09-16.

There are no NLCS units but there are

lands with wilderness characteristics

in the project area. The FO has

indicated a lands with wilderness

characteristics inventory has been

completed but this has not been

addressed in the RMP. They are in the

process of drafting alternatives for

their RMP revision.

Update provided for week ending 12-16-16 (line 30)

DTS# 1333

Notice of Intent to Prepare 

an Environmental Impact

Statement for the Ambler

Mining District Industrial

Access Project

Alaska

DTS# 1333 received on 12-

06-16. Reached out to BLM

AK. Lands with wilderness

characteristics in project

area. Routed to wilderness

program on 12-09-16.

Followed up to check on

DTS package on 12-19-16

and 12-29-16.

There are no NLCS units but there are

lands with wilderness characteristics

in the project area. The FO has

indicated a lands with wilderness

characteristics inventory has been

completed but this has not been

addressed in the RMP. They are in the

process of drafting alternatives for

their RMP revision.

Update provided for week ending 12-30-16 (line 32)

FOIA001:01669555
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DTS# 1333

Notice of Intent to Prepare 

an Environmental Impact

Statement for the Ambler

Mining District Industrial

Access Project

Alaska

DTS# 1333 received on 12-

06-16. Surnamed on Jan 4,

2017 (Moore).

There are no NLCS units but there are

lands with wilderness characteristics

in the project area. The FO has

indicated a lands with wilderness

characteristics inventory has been

completed but this has not been

addressed in the RMP. They are in the

process of drafting alternatives for

their RMP revision.

Update provided for week ending 01-06-17 (line 34)

DTS# 1399 

Notice of Availability

Record of Decision for

Gateway West 

Transmission Line 

Project, Idaho Idaho 

DTS# 1399 received on Jan.

11. Surnamed on Jan 11

(Butts)

No update provided for week ending 01-20-17 due to no activity.

No update provided for week ending 01-27-17 due to no activity.

No update provided for week ending 02-03-17 due to no activity.

DTS# 1449

Notice of Availability of

Final Environmental

Impact Statement and

Notice of Decision for

Proposed Land

Exchange between the

Bureau of Land

Management and Agua

Caliente Band of

Cahuilla Indians, Calif California

DTS# 1449 received on 02-

13-17. Sent to Tim and

Mark for feedback, cc: Sally

and Peter

Issues are unknown. Package under

review by NM/NCA program. Map has

been requested (no map currently in

notice package in DTS).

Update provided for week ending 02-17-17 (line 42)

DTS# 1449

Notice of Availability of

Final Environmental

Impact Statement and

Notice of Decision for

Proposed Land

Exchange between the

Bureau of Land

Management and Agua

Caliente Band of

Cahuilla Indians, Calif California

DTS# 1449 received on 02-

13-17. Surname

recommended on 02-23-17.

Tim reviewed the package and found

the following:   1). The land exchange

moves BLM lands to the Agua Caliente

Band of Cahuilla Indians within their

reservation boundary that is also

within the SRSJNM boundaries. The

land exchange provides key

reservation lands outside the

reservation boundaries but within the

monument boundary to the BLM

providing a larger continuous tract

within the SRSJNM. 2). The current

BLM lands being exchanged are

isolated and the only way to gain

access is through reservation lands

and Agua Caliente permissions. The

exchange will allow more consistent

jurisdiction of the lands by the Agua

Caliente, but do not change how the

lands will be managed in the future.

These lands are conservation lands for

the Agua Caliente. 3). The new BLM

acquired lands will provide a larger

tract of land considered as lands

having wilderness character all within

the monument. These lands will also

have a more consistent recreation use

and improves management of these

Update provided for week ending 02-24-17 (line 44)

No update provided for week ending 02-10-17 due to no activity.

Update provided for week ending 01-13-17 (line 36)

FOIA001:01669555
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D3Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

08-12-16.

Hi Nikki and Peter, surname is recommended for DTS# 1169, NOA for the Southeastern States PRMP/FEIS.  WO410 reviewed the RMP and there are no outstanding issues. The planning area contains the Jupiter Inlet Lighthouse ONA/ACEC, WSR, and NSHT. The WO410 BP can be found at: https://docs.google.com/

Comments provided on the Federal Register Notice include the notice should state the RMP establishes National Trail Management Corridors for segments of the Potomac National Heritage Scenic Trail and the Washington-Rochambeau Revolutionary Route National Historic Trail, and suggested adding to the notice that th

other notice package materials.

The NM/NCA program reviewed and doesn't have comments on the notice package. The NSHT program concurs with the FRN comments. Cathi is on LV so I haven't heard on the WSR program but it should be fine with the language added to the FRN re: the stipulations described above. No waterways met the WSR el

Please let me know if additional information is needed.

E3Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

Nelson, Britta <bknelson@blm.gov>

12:31 PM (7 minutes ago)

to Shiva, Heather, Ryan, Nikki, Carol

Thanks for the update!

Is Nikki included in the meeting with Eastern States? Since the ONA is a National Conservation Lands unit, Nikki should be included in discussions re: the ACEC overlap.

Thanks.

Britta Nelson

Management and Program Analyst

National Conservation Lands WO410

Bureau of Land Management

303.236.0539

On Fri, Sep 23, 2016 at 12:20 PM, Achet, Shiva <sachet@blm.gov> wrote:

Hello Britta,

WO comments were addressed and Pre-brief was done. So, AD briefing took place. There were some issues regarding overlapping designations between recreation and ACEC. Additionally making sure that the purpose and need statement captures the spirit and context is also essential. I think Eastern States is working internally w

Irrespective of where the Federal Register package is, SO and we will ensure that the issues raised at the AD briefings are addressed. We will need help and support from 400 as well.We will keep you in the loop regarding any further developments.

I will keep you updated.

All the best,

Shiva

__________________

Shiva H Achet, PhD

Planning and Environmental Analyst

BLM WO 200 |Division of Decision Support, Planning & NEPA

20 M Street, S.E.| Washington, DC 20003|

https://twitter.com/achets

On Fri, Sep 23, 2016 at 1:11 PM, Nelson, Britta <bknelson@blm.gov> wrote:

Hi Shiva, I was hoping you could provide some information on the Southeastern States PRMP/FEIS. WO410 has the NOA for the Southeastern States PRMP/FEIS in DTS. There are remaining issues that were to be worked out by Eastern States, WO210, and WO410 but I am not sure if those discussions have not occurred y

Thanks!

Britta Nelson

Management and Program Analyst

National Conservation Lands WO410

Bureau of Land Management

303.236.0539

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

From: Nelson, Britta <bknelson@blm.gov>

Date: Mon, Sep 19, 2016 at 12:04 PM

Subject: Check in on Southeastern States PRMP/FEIS

To: Ryan Hathaway <rhathaway@blm.gov>

Cc: Nikki Moore <nmoore@blm.gov>

Hi Ryan, I hope you are well. WO410 has the NOA for the Southeastern States PRMP/FEIS in DTS. There are remaining issues that were to be worked out by Eastern States, WO210, and WO410 but those discussions have not occurred yet. Should we set something up to discuss or is that something 210 will coordin

Thanks.

Britta Nelson

Management and Program Analyst

National Conservation Lands WO410

Bureau of Land Management

303.236.0539

D5Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

08-12-16.

Hi Nikki and Peter, surname is recommended for DTS# 1169, NOA for the Southeastern States PRMP/FEIS.  WO410 reviewed the RMP and there are no outstanding issues. The planning area contains the Jupiter Inlet Lighthouse ONA/ACEC, WSR, and NSHT. The WO410 BP can be found at: https://docs.google.com/

Comments provided on the Federal Register Notice include the notice should state the RMP establishes National Trail Management Corridors for segments of the Potomac National Heritage Scenic Trail and the Washington-Rochambeau Revolutionary Route National Historic Trail, and suggested adding to the notice that th

other notice package materials.

The NM/NCA program reviewed and doesn't have comments on the notice package. The NSHT program concurs with the FRN comments. Cathi is on LV so I haven't heard on the WSR program but it should be fine with the language added to the FRN re: the stipulations described above. No waterways met the WSR el

Please let me know if additional information is needed.

E5Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

Nelson, Britta <bknelson@blm.gov>

12:31 PM (7 minutes ago)

to Shiva, Heather, Ryan, Nikki, Carol

Thanks for the update!

Is Nikki included in the meeting with Eastern States? Since the ONA is a National Conservation Lands unit, Nikki should be included in discussions re: the ACEC overlap.

Thanks.

Britta Nelson

Management and Program Analyst

National Conservation Lands WO410

FOIA001:01669555
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Bureau of Land Management

303.236.0539

On Fri, Sep 23, 2016 at 12:20 PM, Achet, Shiva <sachet@blm.gov> wrote:

Hello Britta,

WO comments were addressed and Pre-brief was done. So, AD briefing took place. There were some issues regarding overlapping designations between recreation and ACEC. Additionally making sure that the purpose and need statement captures the spirit and context is also essential. I think Eastern States is working internally w

Irrespective of where the Federal Register package is, SO and we will ensure that the issues raised at the AD briefings are addressed. We will need help and support from 400 as well.We will keep you in the loop regarding any further developments.

I will keep you updated.

All the best,

Shiva

__________________

Shiva H Achet, PhD

Planning and Environmental Analyst

BLM WO 200 |Division of Decision Support, Planning & NEPA

20 M Street, S.E.| Washington, DC 20003|

https://twitter.com/achets

On Fri, Sep 23, 2016 at 1:11 PM, Nelson, Britta <bknelson@blm.gov> wrote:

Hi Shiva, I was hoping you could provide some information on the Southeastern States PRMP/FEIS. WO410 has the NOA for the Southeastern States PRMP/FEIS in DTS. There are remaining issues that were to be worked out by Eastern States, WO210, and WO410 but I am not sure if those discussions have not occurred y

Thanks!

Britta Nelson

Management and Program Analyst

National Conservation Lands WO410

Bureau of Land Management

303.236.0539

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

From: Nelson, Britta <bknelson@blm.gov>

Date: Mon, Sep 19, 2016 at 12:04 PM

Subject: Check in on Southeastern States PRMP/FEIS

To: Ryan Hathaway <rhathaway@blm.gov>

Cc: Nikki Moore <nmoore@blm.gov>

Hi Ryan, I hope you are well. WO410 has the NOA for the Southeastern States PRMP/FEIS in DTS. There are remaining issues that were to be worked out by Eastern States, WO210, and WO410 but those discussions have not occurred yet. Should we set something up to discuss or is that something 210 will coordin

Thanks.

Britta Nelson

Management and Program Analyst

National Conservation Lands WO410

Bureau of Land Management

303.236.0539

D6Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

o Issues: Decision space limited due to Settlement Agreement provisions. WO410 review of the draft found:

- One unit (8,330 acres) would not be impacted under the RFD for the plan and is not prioritized for protection in Alternative IV (preferred). The FO clarified the unit is bisected by a 1,500 acre existing lease that if/when developed will result in the area no longer having wilderness characteristics. The existing

allow full protection of wilderness characteristics and development of that lease is consistent with the settlement.

- The other two units (10,990 acres) would be open to/impacted by the oil and gas leasing proposed under this alternative. CO explained that the Roan plan covers a subunit of the overall Colorado River Valley FO and should be considered in context -- i. e. the RMP for the remainder of the FO does include manage

- Protections of the ORVs include closing the area containing these streams to leasing, and applying stipulations outlined in Alternative II to open areas.  Indirect protections include VRM and fish habitat stipulations on certain eligible streams and special management for the Sullivantia hanging garden botanical/eco

- Rationale provided: 1) the BLM concluded that careful management of the entire watershed is necessary to protect the ORVs, given the need to balance environmental protection with energy development. A designation limited to 0.25 mile on both sides of the stream segments may not be fully protectiv

for the health of the ORVs; and 2) the Wild and Scenic River proposals were not part of the Settlement Agreement. Relying on the premise that Alternative IV is based on the settlement agreement decisions, it is reasonable to assume that the settlement agreement prevents WSR segments from being determined suit

D10Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

08-12-16.

Hi Nikki and Peter, surname is recommended for DTS# 1169, NOA for the Southeastern States PRMP/FEIS.  WO410 reviewed the RMP and there are no outstanding issues. The planning area contains the Jupiter Inlet Lighthouse ONA/ACEC, WSR, and NSHT. The WO410 BP can be found at: https://docs.google.com/

Comments provided on the Federal Register Notice include the notice should state the RMP establishes National Trail Management Corridors for segments of the Potomac National Heritage Scenic Trail and the Washington-Rochambeau Revolutionary Route National Historic Trail, and suggested adding to the notice that th

other notice package materials.

The NM/NCA program reviewed and doesn't have comments on the notice package. The NSHT program concurs with the FRN comments. Cathi is on LV so I haven't heard on the WSR program but it should be fine with the language added to the FRN re: the stipulations described above. No waterways met the WSR el

Please let me know if additional information is needed.

E10Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

Nelson, Britta <bknelson@blm.gov>

12:31 PM (7 minutes ago)

to Shiva, Heather, Ryan, Nikki, Carol

Thanks for the update!

Is Nikki included in the meeting with Eastern States? Since the ONA is a National Conservation Lands unit, Nikki should be included in discussions re: the ACEC overlap.

Thanks.

Britta Nelson

Management and Program Analyst

National Conservation Lands WO410

Bureau of Land Management

303.236.0539

On Fri, Sep 23, 2016 at 12:20 PM, Achet, Shiva <sachet@blm.gov> wrote:

Hello Britta,

WO comments were addressed and Pre-brief was done. So, AD briefing took place. There were some issues regarding overlapping designations between recreation and ACEC. Additionally making sure that the purpose and need statement captures the spirit and context is also essential. I think Eastern States is working internally w

Irrespective of where the Federal Register package is, SO and we will ensure that the issues raised at the AD briefings are addressed. We will need help and support from 400 as well.We will keep you in the loop regarding any further developments.

I will keep you updated.

All the best,

Shiva

FOIA001:01669555

DOI-2021-05 03108



__________________

Shiva H Achet, PhD

Planning and Environmental Analyst

BLM WO 200 |Division of Decision Support, Planning & NEPA

20 M Street, S.E.| Washington, DC 20003|

https://twitter.com/achets

On Fri, Sep 23, 2016 at 1:11 PM, Nelson, Britta <bknelson@blm.gov> wrote:

Hi Shiva, I was hoping you could provide some information on the Southeastern States PRMP/FEIS. WO410 has the NOA for the Southeastern States PRMP/FEIS in DTS. There are remaining issues that were to be worked out by Eastern States, WO210, and WO410 but I am not sure if those discussions have not occurred y

Thanks!

Britta Nelson

Management and Program Analyst

National Conservation Lands WO410

Bureau of Land Management

303.236.0539

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

From: Nelson, Britta <bknelson@blm.gov>

Date: Mon, Sep 19, 2016 at 12:04 PM

Subject: Check in on Southeastern States PRMP/FEIS

To: Ryan Hathaway <rhathaway@blm.gov>

Cc: Nikki Moore <nmoore@blm.gov>

Hi Ryan, I hope you are well. WO410 has the NOA for the Southeastern States PRMP/FEIS in DTS. There are remaining issues that were to be worked out by Eastern States, WO210, and WO410 but those discussions have not occurred yet. Should we set something up to discuss or is that something 210 will coordin

Thanks.

Britta Nelson

Management and Program Analyst

National Conservation Lands WO410

Bureau of Land Management

303.236.0539

D11Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

o Issues: Decision space limited due to Settlement Agreement provisions. WO410 review of the draft found:

- One unit (8,330 acres) would not be impacted under the RFD for the plan and is not prioritized for protection in Alternative IV (preferred). The FO clarified the unit is bisected by a 1,500 acre existing lease that if/when developed will result in the area no longer having wilderness characteristics. The existing

allow full protection of wilderness characteristics and development of that lease is consistent with the settlement.

- The other two units (10,990 acres) would be open to/impacted by the oil and gas leasing proposed under this alternative. CO explained that the Roan plan covers a subunit of the overall Colorado River Valley FO and should be considered in context -- i. e. the RMP for the remainder of the FO does include manage

- Protections of the ORVs include closing the area containing these streams to leasing, and applying stipulations outlined in Alternative II to open areas.  Indirect protections include VRM and fish habitat stipulations on certain eligible streams and special management for the Sullivantia hanging garden botanical/eco

- Rationale provided: 1) the BLM concluded that careful management of the entire watershed is necessary to protect the ORVs, given the need to balance environmental protection with energy development. A designation limited to 0.25 mile on both sides of the stream segments may not be fully protectiv

for the health of the ORVs; and 2) the Wild and Scenic River proposals were not part of the Settlement Agreement. Relying on the premise that Alternative IV is based on the settlement agreement decisions, it is reasonable to assume that the settlement agreement prevents WSR segments from being determined suit

D14Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

Nelson, Britta <bknelson@blm.gov>

AttachmentsNov 1 (7 days ago)

to Ilana, Robert, Peter, Nikki, Deborah

Hi Nikki and Peter, surname is recommended for DTS# 1288 NOA of the draft RMP amendment/draft EIS for recreational target shooting in the Sonoran Desert National Monument. The NM/NCA and Wilderness programs reviewed with feedback provided on the NOA and briefing paper by the wilderness program (attached and uploaded

Wilderness program feedback on the briefing paper and FRN: The documents state "Recreational target shooting would be available outside of designated Wilderness areas managed for wilderness characteristics "  As written this is confusing -- does it mean wilderness plus additional lands outside of designated wilderness managed for wi

As a reminder, the draft amendment is currently under a condensed WO review due to the court ordered deadline. We have a WO410 meeting to discuss the amendment on Friday, November 4 at noon EDT.

Please let me know if you need more information. Thanks.

Britta Nelson

Program Analyst

National Conservation Lands (WO-410)

Bureau of Land Management

303.236.0539

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

From: Nelson, Britta <bknelson@blm.gov>

Date: Thu, Oct 20, 2016 at 7:31 PM

Subject: Expedited Review Requested - DTS# 1288 NOA of the Draft RMP Amendment/Draft EIS for Recreational Target Shooting in the Sonoran Desert National Monument, Arizona

To: "Cohen, Ilana R" <icohen@blm.gov>, Robert Wick <rwick@blm.gov>, "Salt, Deborah A" <debsalt@blm.gov>

Cc: Peter Mali <pmali@blm.gov>, Nikki Moore <nmoore@blm.gov>

National Conservation Lands Programs, your expedited review of DTS# 1288, NOA of the draft RMP amendment/draft EIS for recreational target shooting in the Sonoran Desert National Monument, is requested. Please provide comments on the notice documents in "suggestions" mode in google drive and let me know if you

https://drive.google.com/drive/u/0/folders/0B2HaN5zIVVZIajVJNHd2dm1DSjQ

Thanks.

Britta Nelson

Program Analyst

National Conservation Lands (WO-410)

Bureau of Land Management

303.236.0539

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

From: <DTS@fws.gov>

Date: Thu, Oct 20, 2016 at 12:42 PM

Subject: DTS Assignment--Notice of Availability of the Draft Resource Management Plan Amendment/Draft Environmental Impact Statement for Recreational Target Shooting in the Sonoran Desert National Monument, Arizona.

To: awest@blm.gov, bknelson@blm.gov, c1bailey@blm.gov, debsalt@blm.gov, dherrema@blm.gov, icohen@blm.gov, k55davis@blm.gov, nmoore@blm.gov, rhawks@blm.gov, rwootton@blm.gov, sbutts@blm.gov

Hello and welcome to the DTS automated email alert!

Your office (WO-410 NLCS DIVISION) has a task assigned.

Please log in to the Data Tracking System at the following URL Address: https://dts.fws.gov/dts/preLogin.do?officeId=4576 and review Document Control Number (DCN)** BLMR001288.

To move the document to the next office in the routing process, enter your surname information for your office's task and save the record.

Document Subject: Notice of Availability of the Draft Resource Management Plan Amendment/Draft Environmental Impact Statement for Recreational Target Shooting in the Sonoran Desert National Monument, Arizona.

Synopsis: Any delay in publication of this notice will cause the BLM to miss the court ordered deadline for completion of the RMP amendment and EIS.

NEED NEW SIGNATURE PAGES

Action Required: 3-Surname
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Assigned By Office: WO-250 REC DIVISION  User: Andy Tenney

D15Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

08-12-16.

Hi Nikki and Peter, surname is recommended for DTS# 1169, NOA for the Southeastern States PRMP/FEIS.  WO410 reviewed the RMP and there are no outstanding issues. The planning area contains the Jupiter Inlet Lighthouse ONA/ACEC, WSR, and NSHT. The WO410 BP can be found at: https://docs.google.com/

Comments provided on the Federal Register Notice include the notice should state the RMP establishes National Trail Management Corridors for segments of the Potomac National Heritage Scenic Trail and the Washington-Rochambeau Revolutionary Route National Historic Trail, and suggested adding to the notice that th

other notice package materials.

The NM/NCA program reviewed and doesn't have comments on the notice package. The NSHT program concurs with the FRN comments. Cathi is on LV so I haven't heard on the WSR program but it should be fine with the language added to the FRN re: the stipulations described above. No waterways met the WSR el

Please let me know if additional information is needed.

E15Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

Nelson, Britta <bknelson@blm.gov>

12:31 PM (7 minutes ago)

to Shiva, Heather, Ryan, Nikki, Carol

Thanks for the update!

Is Nikki included in the meeting with Eastern States? Since the ONA is a National Conservation Lands unit, Nikki should be included in discussions re: the ACEC overlap.

Thanks.

Britta Nelson

Management and Program Analyst

National Conservation Lands WO410

Bureau of Land Management

303.236.0539

On Fri, Sep 23, 2016 at 12:20 PM, Achet, Shiva <sachet@blm.gov> wrote:

Hello Britta,

WO comments were addressed and Pre-brief was done. So, AD briefing took place. There were some issues regarding overlapping designations between recreation and ACEC. Additionally making sure that the purpose and need statement captures the spirit and context is also essential. I think Eastern States is working internally w

Irrespective of where the Federal Register package is, SO and we will ensure that the issues raised at the AD briefings are addressed. We will need help and support from 400 as well.We will keep you in the loop regarding any further developments.

I will keep you updated.

All the best,

Shiva

__________________

Shiva H Achet, PhD

Planning and Environmental Analyst

BLM WO 200 |Division of Decision Support, Planning & NEPA

20 M Street, S.E.| Washington, DC 20003|

https://twitter.com/achets

On Fri, Sep 23, 2016 at 1:11 PM, Nelson, Britta <bknelson@blm.gov> wrote:

Hi Shiva, I was hoping you could provide some information on the Southeastern States PRMP/FEIS. WO410 has the NOA for the Southeastern States PRMP/FEIS in DTS. There are remaining issues that were to be worked out by Eastern States, WO210, and WO410 but I am not sure if those discussions have not occurred y

Thanks!

Britta Nelson

Management and Program Analyst

National Conservation Lands WO410

Bureau of Land Management

303.236.0539

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

From: Nelson, Britta <bknelson@blm.gov>

Date: Mon, Sep 19, 2016 at 12:04 PM

Subject: Check in on Southeastern States PRMP/FEIS

To: Ryan Hathaway <rhathaway@blm.gov>

Cc: Nikki Moore <nmoore@blm.gov>

Hi Ryan, I hope you are well. WO410 has the NOA for the Southeastern States PRMP/FEIS in DTS. There are remaining issues that were to be worked out by Eastern States, WO210, and WO410 but those discussions have not occurred yet. Should we set something up to discuss or is that something 210 will coordin

Thanks.

Britta Nelson

Management and Program Analyst

National Conservation Lands WO410

Bureau of Land Management

303.236.0539

D16Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

Nelson, Britta <bknelson@blm.gov>

Oct 25

to Ilana, Nikki, Peter, Robert

Hi Ilana, surname is recommended for DTS# 1128 Notice of Proposed Supplementary Rules for Canyons of the Ancients National Monument. The NM/NCA and Wilderness programs reviewed the Notice package and responded with no comment.

The proposed supplementary rules would result in changes to some currently authorized activities related to collecting geological and biological materials, commercial filming and photography, recreational shooting activities, geocaching, climbing, camping in archaeological sites, and travel management.

Thanks.

 Canyons of the Ancients Supp Rules_9.20.16.docx



 CANM Supplementary Rules press release.docx



 CANM Supplementary Rules Comm Plan.docx



 CANM Supplement Rules Social Media Posts.docx



 CANM Briefing Paper.doc



 CANM Map.pdf
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Britta Nelson

Program Analyst

National Conservation Lands (WO-410)

Bureau of Land Management

303.236.0539

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

From: Nelson, Britta <bknelson@blm.gov>

Date: Fri, Oct 21, 2016 at 8:06 AM

Subject: Reminder! Feedback requested - Notice of Proposed Supplementary Rules for Canyons of the Ancients National Monument in Montezuma and Dolores Counties, Colorado

To: Robert Wick <rwick@blm.gov>, "Cohen, Ilana R" <icohen@blm.gov>

Cc: Nikki Moore <nmoore@blm.gov>, Peter Mali <pmali@blm.gov>

A quick reminder that your feedback is requested on the Notice of Proposed Supplementary Rules for Canyons of the Ancients National Monument (contains WSAs). Please provide feedback using the "suggestions" mode in google drive or let me know you don't have feedback.

The proposed supplementary rules would result in changes to some currently authorized activities related to collecting geological and biological materials, commercial filming and photography, recreational shooting activities, geocaching, climbing, camping in archaeological sites, and travel management.

Thanks.

Britta Nelson

Program Analyst

National Conservation Lands (WO-410)

Bureau of Land Management

303.236.0539

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

From: Nelson, Britta <bknelson@blm.gov>

Date: Fri, Oct 14, 2016 at 2:37 PM

Subject: Feedback requested by Oct 20 - Notice of Proposed Supplementary Rules for Canyons of the Ancients National Monument in Montezuma and Dolores Counties, Colorado

To: Ilana Cohen <icohen@blm.gov>, Robert Wick <rwick@blm.gov>

Cc: Peter Mali <pmali@blm.gov>, Nikki Moore <nmoore@blm.gov>

Hi Ilana and Bob, attached is a package for the Notice of Proposed Supplementary Rules for Canyons of the Ancients National Monument (contains WSAs). Please provide feedback using the "suggestions" mode in google drive or let me know you don't have feedback by Oct 20.

The proposed supplementary rules would result in changes to some currently authorized activities related to collecting geological and biological materials, commercial filming and photography, recreational shooting activities, geocaching, climbing, camping in archaeological sites, and travel management.

Thanks.



 Canyons of the Ancients Supp Rules_9.20.16.docx



 CANM Supplementary Rules press release.docx



 CANM Supplementary Rules Comm Plan.docx



 CANM Supplement Rules Social Media Posts.docx



 CANM Briefing Paper.doc



 CANM Map.pdf



Britta Nelson

Management and Program Analyst

National Conservation Lands WO410

Bureau of Land Management

303.236.0539

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

From: <DTS@fws.gov>

Date: Thu, Oct 13, 2016 at 12:06 PM

Subject: DTS Assignment--Notice of Proposed Supplementary Rules for Canyons of the Ancients National Monument in Montezuma and Dolores Counties, Colorado

To: awest@blm.gov, bknelson@blm.gov, c1bailey@blm.gov, debsalt@blm.gov, dherrema@blm.gov, icohen@blm.gov, k55davis@blm.gov, nmoore@blm.gov, rhawks@blm.gov, rwootton@blm.gov, sbutts@blm.gov

Hello and welcome to the DTS automated email alert!

Your office (WO-410 NLCS DIVISION) has a task assigned.

Please log in to the Data Tracking System at the following URL Address: https://dts.fws.gov/dts/preLogin.do?officeId=4576 and review Document Control Number (DCN)** BLMR001128.

To move the document to the next office in the routing process, enter your surname information for your office's task and save the record.

Document Subject: Notice of Proposed Supplementary Rules for Canyons of the Ancients National Monument in Montezuma and Dolores Counties, Colorado

Action Required: 3-Surname

Assigned By Office: WO-250 REC DIVISION  User: Andy Tenney

D17Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

Nikki and Peter, surname is recommended of DTS# 1311 B2H Transmission Line Project FEIS/proposed amendments.

The Wilderness program reviewed with no comments.

The WSR program provided a comment on page 12 of the FRN.  Instead of stating that the agency preferred alternative in segment 5 "avoids" the WSR-suitable Owyhee River, the FRN states that the alternative "minimizes impacts" to it.  As of the AFEIS review, briefings, and discussions, it had been "avoid". C

The updated documents are attached and have been uploaded into DTS.

Please let me know if there is anything else needed at this point. Thanks.

Britta Nelson

Program Analyst

National Conservation Lands (WO-410)

Bureau of Land Management

303.236.0539

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

From: Nelson, Britta <bknelson@blm.gov>

Date: Fri, Nov 4, 2016 at 12:52 PM

Subject: PLEASE REVIEW ASAP - DTS#1311 Boardman to Hemingway Transmission Line Project

To: "Salt, Deborah A" <debsalt@blm.gov>, "Bailey, Cathi M" <c1bailey@blm.gov>

Cc: Nikki Moore <nmoore@blm.gov>, Peter Mali <pmali@blm.gov>, Robert Wick <rwick@blm.gov>

Please provide feedback ASAP on DTS# 1311 for the B2H Notice so the package can be surnamed today. Please let me know when your review is complete.

Bob, thanks for reminding me you've completed your review!

FOIA001:01669555
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Britta

Britta Nelson

Program Analyst

National Conservation Lands (WO-410)

Bureau of Land Management

303.236.0539

On Fri, Nov 4, 2016 at 6:21 AM, Nelson, Britta <bknelson@blm.gov> wrote:

National Conservation Lands, your expedited review is requested of DTS#1311 Notice of Availability of the Final Environmental Impact Statement and Proposed Land-use Plan Amendments for the Boardman to Hemingway Transmission Line Project, Oregon.

Please provide feedback in the documents in drive using the "suggestions" mode and let me know when your review is complete. The drive link is: https://drive.google.com/drive/u/0/folders/0B2HaN5zIVVZIR2Rlc1d3dnRTbGc

The WO410 BP for B2H can be found at: https://docs.google.com/a/blm.gov/document/d/1o3dJm-a7zx3d0hueW_dHIPSzKcRzfFVK1EUBKj5UcYw/edit?usp=drive_web

Thanks.

Britta Nelson

Program Analyst

National Conservation Lands (WO-410)

Bureau of Land Management

303.236.0539

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

From: <DTS@fws.gov>

Date: Fri, Nov 4, 2016 at 5:44 AM

Subject: DTS Assignment--Boardman to Hemingway Transmission Line Project

To: awest@blm.gov, bknelson@blm.gov, c1bailey@blm.gov, debsalt@blm.gov, dherrema@blm.gov, icohen@blm.gov, k55davis@blm.gov, nmoore@blm.gov, rhawks@blm.gov, rwootton@blm.gov, sbutts@blm.gov

Hello and welcome to the DTS automated email alert!

Your office (WO-410 NLCS DIVISION) has a task assigned.

Please log in to the Data Tracking System at the following URL Address: https://dts.fws.gov/dts/preLogin.do?officeId=4576 and review Document Control Number (DCN)** BLMR001311.

To move the document to the next office in the routing process, enter your surname information for your office's task and save the record.

Document Subject: Boardman to Hemingway Transmission Line Project

Synopsis: Notice of Availability of the Final Environmental Impact Statement and Proposed Land-use Plan Amendments for the Boardman to Hemingway Transmission Line Project, Oregon

Action Required: 3-Surname

Assigned By Office: WO-350 ROW  User: Stephen Fusi

G21Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

Hi Nikki and Sally, surname is recommended for DTS# 1316, NOI for the proposed Deep South Expansion Project. Peter connected with Dave Mermejo who indicated that BLM NV will update the relevant wilderness characteristics inventories before writing the EIS for the mine expansion, and they will incorporate t

Updates were made to the NOI press release to list wilderness characteristics as an issue; and to the NOI briefing paper to state: "In 2017, the Battle Mountain District will update its wilderness characteristics inventories as part of revising the District’s RMP.  In the process, staff will review wilderness characteristics units w

updated inventory information will inform the NEPA analysis."

These documents have been uploaded into DTS and are attached. Please let me know if you need additional information. Thanks.

Britta Nelson, M.P.A., Program Analyst

National Conservation Lands (WO-410)

Bureau of Land Management

303.236.0539

On Thu, Dec 8, 2016 at 8:29 AM, Mali, Peter <pmali@blm.gov> wrote:

Nikki and Britta:

Dave and I spoke, and attached are slightly revised versions of the news release and briefing paper for the proposed Deep South Expansion Project NOI.

In short, BLM NV will update the relevant wilderness characteristics inventories before writing the EIS for the mine expansion, and they will incorporate the updated info into the NEPA analysis.

Let me know if you have questions or would like to discuss further.

Peter

Peter Mali

National Wilderness Program Lead

Bureau of Land Management

Office: (202) 912-7179

Mobile: (202) 503-7460

On Fri, Nov 25, 2016 at 1:56 PM, Nelson, Britta <bknelson@blm.gov> wrote:

Hi Dave, Happy Friday! I have a follow up question for DTS# 1316. Has a wilderness characteristics inventory been completed for the expansion area? If not, will one be completed or does the area being impacted clearly not have wilderness characteristics?

These questions have been noted in the DTS NOI briefing paper and press release (attached) and uploaded in the DTS surname system. I can update them if you can let me know so we can keep the notice moving.

Please let me know if we need to discuss. Thanks! Britta

Britta Nelson, M.P.A., Program Analyst

National Conservation Lands (WO-410)

Bureau of Land Management

303.236.0539

On Thu, Nov 10, 2016 at 3:15 PM, Nelson, Britta <bknelson@blm.gov> wrote:

Thanks Dave!

Britta Nelson

Program Analyst

National Conservation Lands (WO-410)

Bureau of Land Management

303.236.0539

On Thu, Nov 10, 2016 at 2:58 PM, David Mermejo <dmermejo@blm.gov> wrote:

Britta; a quick looksee has shown that there are no NCL designations within the proposed expansion; the closest being the California NHT approximately 40 miles to the north and Pony Express NHT 40 miles SE and two WSAs – Simpson Park 25 miles south and Roberts Mountain 25 miles southeast.  Neither the Battle Mou

From: Nelson, Britta [mailto:bknelson@blm.gov]

Sent: Thursday, November 10, 2016 12:24 PM

To: David Mermejo

Cc: Nikki Moore; Peter Mali; Robert Wick; Bailey, Cathi M; Salt, Deborah A; Cohen, Ilana R

Subject: Question on DTS# 1316--Notice of Intent to Prepare an Environmental Impact Statement for the Proposed Deep South Expansion Project Amendment, Lander and Eureka Counties, Nevada

Hi Dave, I hope you are well. We received a NOI package (attached) for an EIS for the Proposed Deep South Expansion Project Amendment. Can you let us know if there are lands with wilderness characteristics or National Conservation Lands in the project area?
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Thanks!

Britta Nelson

Program Analyst

National Conservation Lands (WO-410)

Bureau of Land Management

303.236.0539

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

From: <DTS@fws.gov>

Date: Wed, Nov 9, 2016 at 10:07 AM

Subject: DTS Assignment--Notice of Intent to Prepare an Environmental Impact Statement for the Proposed Deep South Expansion Project Amendment, Lander and Eureka Counties, Nevada

To: awest@blm.gov, bknelson@blm.gov, c1bailey@blm.gov, debsalt@blm.gov, dherrema@blm.gov, icohen@blm.gov, k55davis@blm.gov, nmoore@blm.gov, rhawks@blm.gov, rwootton@blm.gov, sbutts@blm.gov

Hello and welcome to the DTS automated email alert!

Your office (WO-410 NLCS DIVISION) has a task assigned.

Please log in to the Data Tracking System at the following URL Address: https://dts.fws.gov/dts/preLogin.do?officeId=4576 and review Document Control Number (DCN)** BLMR001316.

To move the document to the next office in the routing process, enter your surname information for your office's task and save the record.

Document Subject: Notice of Intent to Prepare an Environmental Impact Statement for the Proposed Deep South Expansion Project Amendment, Lander and Eureka Counties, Nevada

Action Required: 3-Surname

Assigned By Office: WO-320 SOLIDS DIVISION  User: Alfred M Elser

**Thank you**.

D23Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

Check on St George/Beaver Dam/Red Cliffs

Inbox

x

Nelson, Britta <bknelson@blm.gov>

Nov 30 (12 days ago)

to Fariba

Hi Fariba, I am working on the DTS package for the ROD for St George/Beaver Dam Wash/Red Cliffs and can't tell from the notice package what the decisions are. Were there changes between the PRMP and approved plan for the NCAs, lands with wilderness characteristics, or NSHT?

Thanks.

Britta Nelson, M.P.A., Program Analyst

National Conservation Lands (WO-410)

Bureau of Land Management

303.236.0539

Hamedani, Fariba

Nov 30 (12 days ago)

to Pamela, Heather, me

We can't say with 100% certainty if there'll be changes between the PRMPs and the ROD, since protest resolution hasn't concluded and the Governor's Appeal period hasn't ended yet (ends Dec. 5).

That said, Pam, can you please let Britta know (and copy me) if the draft RODs as they currently stand contain any changes between the PRMPs and RODs for the NCAs, lands with wilderness characteristics, or NSHT?

Thanks,

Fariba

Jarnecke, Pamela

Nov 30 (12 days ago)

to Fariba, me, Heather

There are no anticipated changes between PRMP and ARMP.

Hamedani, Fariba

Nov 30 (12 days ago)

to Pamela, me, Heather

Thanks Pam.

Britta, please review and surname the NOA packet with this assumption that there'll be no changes between PRMP and RODs, and I will notify you if anything changes based on protest resolution or a possible Governor's Appeal.

Thanks,

Fariba

Nelson, Britta <bknelson@blm.gov>

Nov 30 (12 days ago)

to Nikki, Sally, Fariba, Pamela, Heather

Thanks Fariba and Pam.

Hamedani, Fariba

Dec 5 (7 days ago)

to me, Heather, Nikki, Sally

Hi Britta,

I hope you had a great weekend.  I'm sending you a friendly reminder to please complete the NCL review of DTS Record BLMR001353 for St. George/Beaver Dam Wash/Red Cliffs ROD (which has been with NCL since 11/28) as soon as possible.  As you know, the Red Cliffs ROD is under  court-ordered deadline of Dec.

Please let me know if you have any questions, and thank you!

Nelson, Britta <bknelson@blm.gov>

Dec 5 (7 days ago)

to Fariba, Heather, Nikki, Sally

Hi Fariba, thanks for the reminder! We are working on it. Britta

Moore, Nikki

Dec 5 (7 days ago)

to me, Fariba, Heather, Sally

Just surnamed :)
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Hamedani, Fariba

Dec 5 (7 days ago)

to Nikki, me, Heather, Sally

Many thanks Nikki and Britta!

Nelson, Britta <bknelson@blm.gov>

Dec 5 (7 days ago)

to Fariba, Nikki, Heather, Sally

Hi Fariba, we wanted to let you know WO410 provided a comment in DTS:

D24Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

Hi Nikki and Sally, surname is recommended for DTS# 1307 NOA of FEIS for the Proposed Gold Rock Mine Project, White Pine County, NV. Per the Notice BP, there are no lands with wilderness characteristics or units of the National Conservation Lands in the project area. I've noted this as a comment in DTS.

The Notice BP item #12 states "There are no national monuments, national conservation areas, or similar designations; national scenic or historic trails; wild and scenic rivers; wilderness study areas; wilderness areas or Lands with Wilderness Characteristics located within the proposed project area. The Basin and Range National Monu

southeast of the proposed project area in the Humboldt-Toiyabe National Forest Ely Ranger District.  The remaining four wilderness areas located within 30 miles of the proposed project area include Shellback, Bald Mountain, Currant Mountain, and Red Mountain. Portions of two BLM wilderness study areas (WSAs) are located

The Notice documents are attached. Please let me know if additional information is needed.

Britta Nelson, M.P.A., Program Analyst

National Conservation Lands (WO-410)

G25Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

Hi Cathi, this is in regard to our asking Alaska to include in the FRN for the ROD for Eastern Interior that outstandingly remarkable values of the designated WSRs are being identified and suitability determinations are being made for eligible segments.

Does the language Jeanie provided work?

Britta Nelson, M.P.A., Program Analyst

National Conservation Lands (WO-410)

Bureau of Land Management

303.236.0539

Bailey, Cathi

Nov 29 (13 days ago)

to me, Nikki

Nikki, Britta,

I don't quite remember the specifics of our request for the FRN so I provide the following as a quick response:

The Proposed RMP/Final EIS considered five rivers to be eligible for potential designation as Wild and Scenic Rivers, but the RODs do not determine them to be suitable for designation as Wild and Scenic Rivers, instead protecting them through other means.

Thanks!

D26Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

Hey Ryan - WO410 has surnamed the NOA for DE-NCA.

Britta Nelson, M.P.A., Program Analyst

National Conservation Lands (WO-410)

Bureau of Land Management

303.236.0539

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

From: Butts, Sally <sbutts@blm.gov>

Date: Thu, Dec 1, 2016 at 1:15 PM

Subject: Re: Feedback on DTS# 1349--NOA of ROD for the Dominguez-Escalante National Conservation Area Resource Management Plan Final Environmental Impact Statement

To: "Nelson, Britta" <bknelson@blm.gov>

Cc: "Moore, Nikki" <nmoore@blm.gov>

Britta,

I just surnamed.  Thanks for the good coordination on this.

Sally

On Wed, Nov 30, 2016 at 5:30 PM, Nelson, Britta <bknelson@blm.gov> wrote:

I uploaded the BP and FRN and added a comment in DTS that the notice materials should address the recreational target shooting closure and the public utility corridor along Unaweep Canyon/Hwy 141.

Please let me know if there is anything else needed before surname. Thanks.

Britta Nelson, M.P.A., Program Analyst

National Conservation Lands (WO-410)

Bureau of Land Management

303.236.0539

On Wed, Nov 30, 2016 at 7:27 AM, Moore, Nikki <nmoore@blm.gov> wrote:

Seems like they should address both the utility corridor and the closure unless they have a compelling reason not to highlight it. Go ahead and upload with the recommendation to add it then I can surname. Thanks!!

Nikki Moore

Division Chief, National Conservation Lands

Bureau of Land Management, Washington D.C.

202.912.7624 (office)

202.288.9114 (cell)

On Tue, Nov 29, 2016 at 12:39 PM, Nelson, Britta <bknelson@blm.gov> wrote:

Hi Nikki and Sally, with the following feedback, surname of DTS# 1349 NOA of the ROD for the Dominguez-Escalante NCA is recommended. I reviewed the package and found it is consistent with our latest BP on the PRMP/FEIS (attached). I haven't sent the package to the programs for review but can if you'd

The Communication plan addresses WSR, NSHT, wilderness, lands with wilderness characteristics and other management of the NCA.

The FRN is silent on these areas so I added a comment: "Please include in the FRN that the Approved RMP makes suitability determinations for WSR, establishes a national trail management corridor for the Old Spanish NHT, and makes decisions on the protection of lands with wilderness characteristics."

The FRN does not address the target shooting closure but I am not sure if that is required. Let me know if it should be added.

The BP identifies all units except for NSHT so I added a comment to "Please include in the briefing paper that a national trail management corridor will be established for the Old Spanish NHT."

The only other item is none of the ROD notice materials address the public utility corridor along Unaweep Canyon/Hwy 141 so wasn't sure if we should note that this should be included in the notice briefing documents or FRN.

The notice documents have been shared with you. I haven't uploaded them into DTS yet so I can make sure to include your feedback and the programs if routed. Let me know how you would like to proceed.
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Britta Nelson, M.P.A., Program Analyst

National Conservation Lands (WO-410)

Bureau of Land Management

303.236.0539

G27Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

WO410 records show that under the proposed plan, a NSO stipulation would be applied to the suitable WSR segments along the Colorado and Green Rivers (19,347 acres), and the Monticello WSR Segment 3 along the Colorado River would be closed to mineral leasing (753 acres).  Have  there  been changes for WSR betw

to Pamela, me, Ryan, Sally, Nikki, Cathi

My understanding is that no changes will be made between the Moab MLP/PRMP Amendments and the ROD/Approved RMP Amendments related to areas of NSO and areas closed to mineral leasing.  Pam, please correct me if I'm wrong.

- Fariba

Jarnecke, Pamela

Nov 29 (13 days ago)

to Brent, Fariba, me, Ryan, Sally, Nikki, Cathi

Correct, there are no changes to acreages between proposed and approved.

G28Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

elson, Britta <bknelson@blm.gov>

Dec 9 (3 days ago)

to Peter, Robert, Nikki, Sally

Hi Peter and Bob, we received DTS# 1333 NOI for an EIS for the Ambler Mining District Access Project. There are no NLCS units but there are lands with wilderness characteristics in the project area. The FO has indicated a lands with wilderness characteristics inventory has been completed but this has not been add

Thanks.

Britta Nelson, M.P.A., Program Analyst

National Conservation Lands (WO-410)

Bureau of Land Management

303.236.0539



 AmblerNOI BP 11-2-16.docx



 AmblerNOI NR11-2-16.docx



 Ambler CommPlan 11-2-16.docx



 Ambler Mining Access NOI_fh_edits.docx



 Road to Ambler Map.pdf



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

From: LaMarr, Timothy <tlamarr@blm.gov>

Date: Fri, Dec 9, 2016 at 10:02 AM

Subject: Re: Question re: DTS# 1333--Notice of Intent to Prepare an Environmental Impact Statement for the Ambler Mining District Industrial Access Project

To: "Nelson, Britta" <bknelson@blm.gov>

Cc: "Thorpe, Laurie" <lthorpe@blm.gov>, Peter Mali <pmali@blm.gov>, Robert Wick <rwick@blm.gov>, Nikki Moore <nmoore@blm.gov>, Sally Butts <sbutts@blm.gov>

Hi Britta.  The short answer to your followup question is "no".  We are currently drafting alternatives for our RMP revision, in which we will make those decisions on LWCs. But decisions on LWCs have not been made for this area at this point because our RMP is old (1991 for the area of the Ambler Road proposal).

Tim La Marr

Central Yukon Field Office Manager

Fairbanks BLM District Office

222 University Avenue

Fairbanks, AK  99709

907-474-2356

On Fri, Dec 9, 2016 at 7:56 AM, Nelson, Britta <bknelson@blm.gov> wrote:

Thanks Laurie! A quick follow up, your updates to the NOI briefing paper state that a wilderness characteristics inventory has been completed for the project area. Have wilderness characteristics decisions been made in this area through the RMP?  Thanks. Britta

Britta Nelson, M.P.A., Program Analyst

National Conservation Lands (WO-410)

Bureau of Land Management

303.236.0539

On Thu, Dec 8, 2016 at 6:31 PM, Thorpe, Laurie <lthorpe@blm.gov> wrote:

Hi Britta,

I am the BLM Project Manager for the Ambler EIS.

Thank you for your questions and recommendations on the Ambler Road NOI Briefing Package.  I edited the document you shared with me in the Share Drive, and I also downloaded it so we have this current version as well. And I have attached it to this email.

If you have any questions, please feel free to give me a call or email.

Thank you,

Laurie Thorpe

BLM Alaska

Planning and Environmental Coordination

907-271-4208

907-723-0807 cell

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

From: LaMarr, Timothy <tlamarr@blm.gov>

Date: Thu, Dec 8, 2016 at 7:47 AM

Subject: Fwd: Question re: DTS# 1333--Notice of Intent to Prepare an Environmental Impact Statement for the Ambler Mining District Industrial Access Project

To: Laurie Thorpe <lthorpe@blm.gov>

Hi Laurie.  I got this note from WO-410 yesterday.  We may need to have a call with them to discuss.

Tim La Marr

Central Yukon Field Office Manager

Fairbanks BLM District Office

222 University Avenue

Fairbanks, AK  99709
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907-474-2356

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

From: Nelson, Britta <bknelson@blm.gov>

Date: Wed, Dec 7, 2016 at 8:14 AM

Subject: Question re: DTS# 1333--Notice of Intent to Prepare an Environmental Impact Statement for the Ambler Mining District Industrial Access Project

To: Timothy LaMarr <tlamarr@blm.gov>

Cc: Nikki Moore <nmoore@blm.gov>, Sally Butts <sbutts@blm.gov>, Robert Wick <rwick@blm.gov>, Peter Mali <pmali@blm.gov>

Hi Tim, WO410 received the NOI to prepare an EIS or the Ambler Mining District Industrial Access Project for surname and has some follow up questions. I am reaching out to you because your name is listed as the point of contact for the project in the DTS system.

The Ambler NOI BP (attached) indicates that wilderness characteristics are a key issue. Can more information be provided about this including if the wilderness characteristics inventory is current, if the current RMP addresses lands with wilderness characteristics, and if the project is consistent with the plan?

Also are there National Conservation Lands units such as wild and scenic rivers or NCAs in the project area?

Please let me know if we need to discuss.

Thanks.

Britta Nelson, M.P.A., Program Analyst

National Conservation Lands (WO-410)

Bureau of Land Management

303.236.0539

 AmblerNOI BP 11-2-16.docx



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

From: <DTS@fws.gov>

Date: Tue, Dec 6, 2016 at 12:33 PM

Subject: DTS Assignment--Notice of Intent to Prepare an Environmental Impact Statement for the Ambler Mining District Industrial Access Project

To: awest@blm.gov, bknelson@blm.gov, c1bailey@blm.gov, debsalt@blm.gov, dherrema@blm.gov, icohen@blm.gov, k55davis@blm.gov, nmoore@blm.gov, rhawks@blm.gov, rwootton@blm.gov, sbutts@blm.gov

Hello and welcome to the DTS automated email alert!

Your office (WO-410 NLCS DIVISION) has a task assigned.

Please log in to the Data Tracking System at the following URL Address: https://dts.fws.gov/dts/preLogin.do?officeId=4576 and review Document Control Number (DCN)** BLMR001333.

To move the document to the next office in the routing process, enter your surname information for your office's task and save the record.

Document Subject: Notice of Intent to Prepare an Environmental Impact Statement for the Ambler Mining District Industrial Access Project

Synopsis: Bureau of Land Management (BLM) Central Yukon Field Office, Fairbanks, Alaska, intends to prepare an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for Federal authorizations to construct and operate an industrial access road in the southern Brooks Range foothills of Alaska, originating at the Dalton Highway in the vicinity

Action Required: 3-Surname

Assigned By Office: WO-210 PLAN DIVISION  User: Heather Bernier

**Thank you**.

G30Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

elson, Britta <bknelson@blm.gov>

Dec 9 (3 days ago)

to Peter, Robert, Nikki, Sally

Hi Peter and Bob, we received DTS# 1333 NOI for an EIS for the Ambler Mining District Access Project. There are no NLCS units but there are lands with wilderness characteristics in the project area. The FO has indicated a lands with wilderness characteristics inventory has been completed but this has not been add

Thanks.

Britta Nelson, M.P.A., Program Analyst

National Conservation Lands (WO-410)

Bureau of Land Management

303.236.0539



 AmblerNOI BP 11-2-16.docx



 AmblerNOI NR11-2-16.docx



 Ambler CommPlan 11-2-16.docx



 Ambler Mining Access NOI_fh_edits.docx



 Road to Ambler Map.pdf



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

From: LaMarr, Timothy <tlamarr@blm.gov>

Date: Fri, Dec 9, 2016 at 10:02 AM

Subject: Re: Question re: DTS# 1333--Notice of Intent to Prepare an Environmental Impact Statement for the Ambler Mining District Industrial Access Project

To: "Nelson, Britta" <bknelson@blm.gov>

Cc: "Thorpe, Laurie" <lthorpe@blm.gov>, Peter Mali <pmali@blm.gov>, Robert Wick <rwick@blm.gov>, Nikki Moore <nmoore@blm.gov>, Sally Butts <sbutts@blm.gov>

Hi Britta.  The short answer to your followup question is "no".  We are currently drafting alternatives for our RMP revision, in which we will make those decisions on LWCs. But decisions on LWCs have not been made for this area at this point because our RMP is old (1991 for the area of the Ambler Road proposal).

Tim La Marr

Central Yukon Field Office Manager

Fairbanks BLM District Office

222 University Avenue

Fairbanks, AK  99709

907-474-2356

On Fri, Dec 9, 2016 at 7:56 AM, Nelson, Britta <bknelson@blm.gov> wrote:

Thanks Laurie! A quick follow up, your updates to the NOI briefing paper state that a wilderness characteristics inventory has been completed for the project area. Have wilderness characteristics decisions been made in this area through the RMP?  Thanks. Britta

Britta Nelson, M.P.A., Program Analyst

National Conservation Lands (WO-410)

Bureau of Land Management

303.236.0539

On Thu, Dec 8, 2016 at 6:31 PM, Thorpe, Laurie <lthorpe@blm.gov> wrote:

Hi Britta,

I am the BLM Project Manager for the Ambler EIS.

FOIA001:01669555
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Thank you for your questions and recommendations on the Ambler Road NOI Briefing Package.  I edited the document you shared with me in the Share Drive, and I also downloaded it so we have this current version as well. And I have attached it to this email.

If you have any questions, please feel free to give me a call or email.

Thank you,

Laurie Thorpe

BLM Alaska

Planning and Environmental Coordination

907-271-4208

907-723-0807 cell

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

From: LaMarr, Timothy <tlamarr@blm.gov>

Date: Thu, Dec 8, 2016 at 7:47 AM

Subject: Fwd: Question re: DTS# 1333--Notice of Intent to Prepare an Environmental Impact Statement for the Ambler Mining District Industrial Access Project

To: Laurie Thorpe <lthorpe@blm.gov>

Hi Laurie.  I got this note from WO-410 yesterday.  We may need to have a call with them to discuss.

Tim La Marr

Central Yukon Field Office Manager

Fairbanks BLM District Office

222 University Avenue

Fairbanks, AK  99709

907-474-2356

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

From: Nelson, Britta <bknelson@blm.gov>

Date: Wed, Dec 7, 2016 at 8:14 AM

Subject: Question re: DTS# 1333--Notice of Intent to Prepare an Environmental Impact Statement for the Ambler Mining District Industrial Access Project

To: Timothy LaMarr <tlamarr@blm.gov>

Cc: Nikki Moore <nmoore@blm.gov>, Sally Butts <sbutts@blm.gov>, Robert Wick <rwick@blm.gov>, Peter Mali <pmali@blm.gov>

Hi Tim, WO410 received the NOI to prepare an EIS or the Ambler Mining District Industrial Access Project for surname and has some follow up questions. I am reaching out to you because your name is listed as the point of contact for the project in the DTS system.

The Ambler NOI BP (attached) indicates that wilderness characteristics are a key issue. Can more information be provided about this including if the wilderness characteristics inventory is current, if the current RMP addresses lands with wilderness characteristics, and if the project is consistent with the plan?

Also are there National Conservation Lands units such as wild and scenic rivers or NCAs in the project area?

Please let me know if we need to discuss.

Thanks.

Britta Nelson, M.P.A., Program Analyst

National Conservation Lands (WO-410)

Bureau of Land Management

303.236.0539

 AmblerNOI BP 11-2-16.docx



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

From: <DTS@fws.gov>

Date: Tue, Dec 6, 2016 at 12:33 PM

Subject: DTS Assignment--Notice of Intent to Prepare an Environmental Impact Statement for the Ambler Mining District Industrial Access Project

To: awest@blm.gov, bknelson@blm.gov, c1bailey@blm.gov, debsalt@blm.gov, dherrema@blm.gov, icohen@blm.gov, k55davis@blm.gov, nmoore@blm.gov, rhawks@blm.gov, rwootton@blm.gov, sbutts@blm.gov

Hello and welcome to the DTS automated email alert!

Your office (WO-410 NLCS DIVISION) has a task assigned.

Please log in to the Data Tracking System at the following URL Address: https://dts.fws.gov/dts/preLogin.do?officeId=4576 and review Document Control Number (DCN)** BLMR001333.

To move the document to the next office in the routing process, enter your surname information for your office's task and save the record.

Document Subject: Notice of Intent to Prepare an Environmental Impact Statement for the Ambler Mining District Industrial Access Project

Synopsis: Bureau of Land Management (BLM) Central Yukon Field Office, Fairbanks, Alaska, intends to prepare an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for Federal authorizations to construct and operate an industrial access road in the southern Brooks Range foothills of Alaska, originating at the Dalton Highway in the vicinity

Action Required: 3-Surname

Assigned By Office: WO-210 PLAN DIVISION  User: Heather Bernier

**Thank you**.

G32Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

elson, Britta <bknelson@blm.gov>

Dec 9 (3 days ago)

to Peter, Robert, Nikki, Sally

Hi Peter and Bob, we received DTS# 1333 NOI for an EIS for the Ambler Mining District Access Project. There are no NLCS units but there are lands with wilderness characteristics in the project area. The FO has indicated a lands with wilderness characteristics inventory has been completed but this has not been add

Thanks.

Britta Nelson, M.P.A., Program Analyst

National Conservation Lands (WO-410)

Bureau of Land Management

303.236.0539



 AmblerNOI BP 11-2-16.docx



 AmblerNOI NR11-2-16.docx



 Ambler CommPlan 11-2-16.docx



 Ambler Mining Access NOI_fh_edits.docx



 Road to Ambler Map.pdf



---------- Forwarded message ----------
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From: LaMarr, Timothy <tlamarr@blm.gov>

Date: Fri, Dec 9, 2016 at 10:02 AM

Subject: Re: Question re: DTS# 1333--Notice of Intent to Prepare an Environmental Impact Statement for the Ambler Mining District Industrial Access Project

To: "Nelson, Britta" <bknelson@blm.gov>

Cc: "Thorpe, Laurie" <lthorpe@blm.gov>, Peter Mali <pmali@blm.gov>, Robert Wick <rwick@blm.gov>, Nikki Moore <nmoore@blm.gov>, Sally Butts <sbutts@blm.gov>

Hi Britta.  The short answer to your followup question is "no".  We are currently drafting alternatives for our RMP revision, in which we will make those decisions on LWCs. But decisions on LWCs have not been made for this area at this point because our RMP is old (1991 for the area of the Ambler Road proposal).

Tim La Marr

Central Yukon Field Office Manager

Fairbanks BLM District Office

222 University Avenue

Fairbanks, AK  99709

907-474-2356

On Fri, Dec 9, 2016 at 7:56 AM, Nelson, Britta <bknelson@blm.gov> wrote:

Thanks Laurie! A quick follow up, your updates to the NOI briefing paper state that a wilderness characteristics inventory has been completed for the project area. Have wilderness characteristics decisions been made in this area through the RMP?  Thanks. Britta

Britta Nelson, M.P.A., Program Analyst

National Conservation Lands (WO-410)

Bureau of Land Management

303.236.0539

On Thu, Dec 8, 2016 at 6:31 PM, Thorpe, Laurie <lthorpe@blm.gov> wrote:

Hi Britta,

I am the BLM Project Manager for the Ambler EIS.

Thank you for your questions and recommendations on the Ambler Road NOI Briefing Package.  I edited the document you shared with me in the Share Drive, and I also downloaded it so we have this current version as well. And I have attached it to this email.

If you have any questions, please feel free to give me a call or email.

Thank you,

Laurie Thorpe

BLM Alaska

Planning and Environmental Coordination

907-271-4208

907-723-0807 cell

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

From: LaMarr, Timothy <tlamarr@blm.gov>

Date: Thu, Dec 8, 2016 at 7:47 AM

Subject: Fwd: Question re: DTS# 1333--Notice of Intent to Prepare an Environmental Impact Statement for the Ambler Mining District Industrial Access Project

To: Laurie Thorpe <lthorpe@blm.gov>

Hi Laurie.  I got this note from WO-410 yesterday.  We may need to have a call with them to discuss.

Tim La Marr

Central Yukon Field Office Manager

Fairbanks BLM District Office

222 University Avenue

Fairbanks, AK  99709

907-474-2356

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

From: Nelson, Britta <bknelson@blm.gov>

Date: Wed, Dec 7, 2016 at 8:14 AM

Subject: Question re: DTS# 1333--Notice of Intent to Prepare an Environmental Impact Statement for the Ambler Mining District Industrial Access Project

To: Timothy LaMarr <tlamarr@blm.gov>

Cc: Nikki Moore <nmoore@blm.gov>, Sally Butts <sbutts@blm.gov>, Robert Wick <rwick@blm.gov>, Peter Mali <pmali@blm.gov>

Hi Tim, WO410 received the NOI to prepare an EIS or the Ambler Mining District Industrial Access Project for surname and has some follow up questions. I am reaching out to you because your name is listed as the point of contact for the project in the DTS system.

The Ambler NOI BP (attached) indicates that wilderness characteristics are a key issue. Can more information be provided about this including if the wilderness characteristics inventory is current, if the current RMP addresses lands with wilderness characteristics, and if the project is consistent with the plan?

Also are there National Conservation Lands units such as wild and scenic rivers or NCAs in the project area?

Please let me know if we need to discuss.

Thanks.

Britta Nelson, M.P.A., Program Analyst

National Conservation Lands (WO-410)

Bureau of Land Management

303.236.0539

 AmblerNOI BP 11-2-16.docx



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

From: <DTS@fws.gov>

Date: Tue, Dec 6, 2016 at 12:33 PM

Subject: DTS Assignment--Notice of Intent to Prepare an Environmental Impact Statement for the Ambler Mining District Industrial Access Project

To: awest@blm.gov, bknelson@blm.gov, c1bailey@blm.gov, debsalt@blm.gov, dherrema@blm.gov, icohen@blm.gov, k55davis@blm.gov, nmoore@blm.gov, rhawks@blm.gov, rwootton@blm.gov, sbutts@blm.gov

Hello and welcome to the DTS automated email alert!

Your office (WO-410 NLCS DIVISION) has a task assigned.

Please log in to the Data Tracking System at the following URL Address: https://dts.fws.gov/dts/preLogin.do?officeId=4576 and review Document Control Number (DCN)** BLMR001333.

To move the document to the next office in the routing process, enter your surname information for your office's task and save the record.

Document Subject: Notice of Intent to Prepare an Environmental Impact Statement for the Ambler Mining District Industrial Access Project

Synopsis: Bureau of Land Management (BLM) Central Yukon Field Office, Fairbanks, Alaska, intends to prepare an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for Federal authorizations to construct and operate an industrial access road in the southern Brooks Range foothills of Alaska, originating at the Dalton Highway in the vicinity

Action Required: 3-Surname

Assigned By Office: WO-210 PLAN DIVISION  User: Heather Bernier
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**Thank you**.

H32Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

Nelson, Britta <bknelson@blm.gov>

Dec 19 (10 days ago)

to Robert, Peter, Nikki, Sally

Hi Peter and Bob, just a quick check on the NOI for the EIS for the Ambler Mining District access project and if Alaska has indicated if lands with wilderness characteristics will be addressed in project level NEPA. Alaska added to the DTS Briefing Paper that a lands with wilderness characteristics inventory has been c

https://drive.google.com/a/doi.gov/file/d/0B2HaN5zIVVZITXBZc2dNX2t1VTJpRXFtZjY2Q1BfUzdhWjJR/view?usp=sharing

Thanks.

Britta Nelson, M.P.A., Program Analyst

National Conservation Lands (WO-410)

Bureau of Land Management

303.236.0539

On Mon, Dec 12, 2016 at 1:37 PM, Wick, Robert <rwick@blm.gov> wrote:

I have a call in to the AKSO lead (Tom Bickauskas) to talk about the Western Interior plan and will make sure to touch on Central Yukon too.

On Mon, Dec 12, 2016 at 12:14 PM, Moore, Nikki <nmoore@blm.gov> wrote:

Peter, Bob,

Based on Chris's direction, lets actually check in early with AK and find out what their plan is for addressing/protecting wilderness characteristics in the NEPA now that have completed the inventory.

Thanks!

Nikki Moore

Division Chief, National Conservation Lands

Bureau of Land Management, Washington D.C.

202.912.7624 (office)

202.288.9114 (cell)

On Mon, Dec 12, 2016 at 1:32 PM, Wick, Robert <rwick@blm.gov> wrote:

Hi Britta,

I made one grammar edit on the BP, but otherwise the packagelooks good  -- We'll need to keep in touch with AK as they move forward to see how they are addressing wilderness characteristics.

On Fri, Dec 9, 2016 at 9:14 AM, Nelson, Britta <bknelson@blm.gov> wrote:

Hi Peter and Bob, we received DTS# 1333 NOI for an EIS for the Ambler Mining District Access Project. There are no NLCS units but there are lands with wilderness characteristics in the project area. The FO has indicated a lands with wilderness characteristics inventory has been completed but this has not been add

Thanks.

Britta Nelson, M.P.A., Program Analyst

National Conservation Lands (WO-410)

Bureau of Land Management

G34Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

elson, Britta <bknelson@blm.gov>

Dec 9 (3 days ago)

to Peter, Robert, Nikki, Sally

Hi Peter and Bob, we received DTS# 1333 NOI for an EIS for the Ambler Mining District Access Project. There are no NLCS units but there are lands with wilderness characteristics in the project area. The FO has indicated a lands with wilderness characteristics inventory has been completed but this has not been add

Thanks.

Britta Nelson, M.P.A., Program Analyst

National Conservation Lands (WO-410)

Bureau of Land Management

303.236.0539
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---------- Forwarded message ----------

From: LaMarr, Timothy <tlamarr@blm.gov>

Date: Fri, Dec 9, 2016 at 10:02 AM

Subject: Re: Question re: DTS# 1333--Notice of Intent to Prepare an Environmental Impact Statement for the Ambler Mining District Industrial Access Project

To: "Nelson, Britta" <bknelson@blm.gov>

Cc: "Thorpe, Laurie" <lthorpe@blm.gov>, Peter Mali <pmali@blm.gov>, Robert Wick <rwick@blm.gov>, Nikki Moore <nmoore@blm.gov>, Sally Butts <sbutts@blm.gov>

Hi Britta.  The short answer to your followup question is "no".  We are currently drafting alternatives for our RMP revision, in which we will make those decisions on LWCs. But decisions on LWCs have not been made for this area at this point because our RMP is old (1991 for the area of the Ambler Road proposal).

Tim La Marr

Central Yukon Field Office Manager

Fairbanks BLM District Office

222 University Avenue

Fairbanks, AK  99709

907-474-2356

On Fri, Dec 9, 2016 at 7:56 AM, Nelson, Britta <bknelson@blm.gov> wrote:

Thanks Laurie! A quick follow up, your updates to the NOI briefing paper state that a wilderness characteristics inventory has been completed for the project area. Have wilderness characteristics decisions been made in this area through the RMP?  Thanks. Britta

Britta Nelson, M.P.A., Program Analyst

National Conservation Lands (WO-410)

Bureau of Land Management

303.236.0539

On Thu, Dec 8, 2016 at 6:31 PM, Thorpe, Laurie <lthorpe@blm.gov> wrote:

Hi Britta,

I am the BLM Project Manager for the Ambler EIS.

Thank you for your questions and recommendations on the Ambler Road NOI Briefing Package.  I edited the document you shared with me in the Share Drive, and I also downloaded it so we have this current version as well. And I have attached it to this email.

If you have any questions, please feel free to give me a call or email.

FOIA001:01669555
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Thank you,

Laurie Thorpe

BLM Alaska

Planning and Environmental Coordination

907-271-4208

907-723-0807 cell

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

From: LaMarr, Timothy <tlamarr@blm.gov>

Date: Thu, Dec 8, 2016 at 7:47 AM

Subject: Fwd: Question re: DTS# 1333--Notice of Intent to Prepare an Environmental Impact Statement for the Ambler Mining District Industrial Access Project

To: Laurie Thorpe <lthorpe@blm.gov>

Hi Laurie.  I got this note from WO-410 yesterday.  We may need to have a call with them to discuss.

Tim La Marr

Central Yukon Field Office Manager

Fairbanks BLM District Office

222 University Avenue

Fairbanks, AK  99709

907-474-2356

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

From: Nelson, Britta <bknelson@blm.gov>

Date: Wed, Dec 7, 2016 at 8:14 AM

Subject: Question re: DTS# 1333--Notice of Intent to Prepare an Environmental Impact Statement for the Ambler Mining District Industrial Access Project

To: Timothy LaMarr <tlamarr@blm.gov>

Cc: Nikki Moore <nmoore@blm.gov>, Sally Butts <sbutts@blm.gov>, Robert Wick <rwick@blm.gov>, Peter Mali <pmali@blm.gov>

Hi Tim, WO410 received the NOI to prepare an EIS or the Ambler Mining District Industrial Access Project for surname and has some follow up questions. I am reaching out to you because your name is listed as the point of contact for the project in the DTS system.

The Ambler NOI BP (attached) indicates that wilderness characteristics are a key issue. Can more information be provided about this including if the wilderness characteristics inventory is current, if the current RMP addresses lands with wilderness characteristics, and if the project is consistent with the plan?

Also are there National Conservation Lands units such as wild and scenic rivers or NCAs in the project area?

Please let me know if we need to discuss.

Thanks.

Britta Nelson, M.P.A., Program Analyst

National Conservation Lands (WO-410)

Bureau of Land Management

303.236.0539

 AmblerNOI BP 11-2-16.docx



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

From: <DTS@fws.gov>

Date: Tue, Dec 6, 2016 at 12:33 PM

Subject: DTS Assignment--Notice of Intent to Prepare an Environmental Impact Statement for the Ambler Mining District Industrial Access Project

To: awest@blm.gov, bknelson@blm.gov, c1bailey@blm.gov, debsalt@blm.gov, dherrema@blm.gov, icohen@blm.gov, k55davis@blm.gov, nmoore@blm.gov, rhawks@blm.gov, rwootton@blm.gov, sbutts@blm.gov

Hello and welcome to the DTS automated email alert!

Your office (WO-410 NLCS DIVISION) has a task assigned.

Please log in to the Data Tracking System at the following URL Address: https://dts.fws.gov/dts/preLogin.do?officeId=4576 and review Document Control Number (DCN)** BLMR001333.

To move the document to the next office in the routing process, enter your surname information for your office's task and save the record.

Document Subject: Notice of Intent to Prepare an Environmental Impact Statement for the Ambler Mining District Industrial Access Project

Synopsis: Bureau of Land Management (BLM) Central Yukon Field Office, Fairbanks, Alaska, intends to prepare an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for Federal authorizations to construct and operate an industrial access road in the southern Brooks Range foothills of Alaska, originating at the Dalton Highway in the vicinity

Action Required: 3-Surname

Assigned By Office: WO-210 PLAN DIVISION  User: Heather Bernier

**Thank you**.

H34Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

Nelson, Britta <bknelson@blm.gov>

Dec 19 (10 days ago)

to Robert, Peter, Nikki, Sally

Hi Peter and Bob, just a quick check on the NOI for the EIS for the Ambler Mining District access project and if Alaska has indicated if lands with wilderness characteristics will be addressed in project level NEPA. Alaska added to the DTS Briefing Paper that a lands with wilderness characteristics inventory has been c

https://drive.google.com/a/doi.gov/file/d/0B2HaN5zIVVZITXBZc2dNX2t1VTJpRXFtZjY2Q1BfUzdhWjJR/view?usp=sharing

Thanks.

Britta Nelson, M.P.A., Program Analyst

National Conservation Lands (WO-410)

Bureau of Land Management

303.236.0539

On Mon, Dec 12, 2016 at 1:37 PM, Wick, Robert <rwick@blm.gov> wrote:

I have a call in to the AKSO lead (Tom Bickauskas) to talk about the Western Interior plan and will make sure to touch on Central Yukon too.

On Mon, Dec 12, 2016 at 12:14 PM, Moore, Nikki <nmoore@blm.gov> wrote:

Peter, Bob,

Based on Chris's direction, lets actually check in early with AK and find out what their plan is for addressing/protecting wilderness characteristics in the NEPA now that have completed the inventory.

Thanks!

Nikki Moore

Division Chief, National Conservation Lands

Bureau of Land Management, Washington D.C.

FOIA001:01669555
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202.912.7624 (office)

202.288.9114 (cell)

On Mon, Dec 12, 2016 at 1:32 PM, Wick, Robert <rwick@blm.gov> wrote:

Hi Britta,

I made one grammar edit on the BP, but otherwise the packagelooks good  -- We'll need to keep in touch with AK as they move forward to see how they are addressing wilderness characteristics.

On Fri, Dec 9, 2016 at 9:14 AM, Nelson, Britta <bknelson@blm.gov> wrote:

Hi Peter and Bob, we received DTS# 1333 NOI for an EIS for the Ambler Mining District Access Project. There are no NLCS units but there are lands with wilderness characteristics in the project area. The FO has indicated a lands with wilderness characteristics inventory has been completed but this has not been add

Thanks.

Britta Nelson, M.P.A., Program Analyst

National Conservation Lands (WO-410)

Bureau of Land Management

D42Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 
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Question re: NOA of FEIS for Proposed Land Exchange w/Agua Caliente Band of Cahuilla Indians,

Nelson, Britta <bknelson@blm.gov>

Attachments1:05 PM (2 minutes ago)

to Timothy, Mark, Sally, Peter

Hi Tim and Mark, I hope you are both well! WO410 received the NOA for the FEIS of the Proposed Land Exchange with the Agua Caliente Band of Cahuilla Indians within the Santa Rosa and San Jacinto Mountains National Monument.  With this action, the BLM would exchange four parcels totaling 2,560 acres of

Are there other units of the National Conservation Lands or lands with wilderness characteristics affected by the action?  Do you have feedback on the attached notice package documents or should we move the package forward to Sally and Peter for surname?

Please let me know if we need to discuss. Thanks.

Britta Nelson, M.P.A., Program Analyst

National Conservation Lands (WO-410)

Bureau of Land Management

303.236.0539

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

From: <DTS@fws.gov>

Date: Mon, Feb 13, 2017 at 8:18 AM

Subject: DTS Assignment--Notice of Availability of Final Environmental Impact Statement and Notice of Decision for Proposed Land Exchange between the Bureau of Land Management and Agua Caliente Band of Cahuilla Indians, Calif

To: awest@blm.gov, bknelson@blm.gov, c1bailey@blm.gov, debsalt@blm.gov, icohen@blm.gov, jsippel@blm.gov, k55davis@blm.gov, nmoore@blm.gov, rhawks@blm.gov, rwootton@blm.gov, sbutts@blm.gov

Hello and welcome to the DTS automated email alert!

Your office (WO-410 NLCS DIVISION) has a task assigned.

Please log in to the Data Tracking System at the following URL Address: https://dts.fws.gov/dts/preLogin.do?officeId=4576 and review Document Control Number (DCN)** BLMR001449.

To move the document to the next office in the routing process, enter your surname information for your office's task and save the record.

Document Subject: Notice of Availability of Final Environmental Impact Statement and Notice of Decision for Proposed Land Exchange between the Bureau of Land Management and Agua Caliente Band of Cahuilla Indians, Calif

Action Required: 3-Surname

Assigned By Office: WO-350 LAND TENURE  User: Laurie Ford

D44Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

02-13-17
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Question re: NOA of FEIS for Proposed Land Exchange w/Agua Caliente Band of Cahuilla Indians,

Nelson, Britta <bknelson@blm.gov>

Attachments1:05 PM (2 minutes ago)

to Timothy, Mark, Sally, Peter

Hi Tim and Mark, I hope you are both well! WO410 received the NOA for the FEIS of the Proposed Land Exchange with the Agua Caliente Band of Cahuilla Indians within the Santa Rosa and San Jacinto Mountains National Monument.  With this action, the BLM would exchange four parcels totaling 2,560 acres of

Are there other units of the National Conservation Lands or lands with wilderness characteristics affected by the action?  Do you have feedback on the attached notice package documents or should we move the package forward to Sally and Peter for surname?

Please let me know if we need to discuss. Thanks.

Britta Nelson, M.P.A., Program Analyst

National Conservation Lands (WO-410)

Bureau of Land Management

303.236.0539

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

From: <DTS@fws.gov>

Date: Mon, Feb 13, 2017 at 8:18 AM

Subject: DTS Assignment--Notice of Availability of Final Environmental Impact Statement and Notice of Decision for Proposed Land Exchange between the Bureau of Land Management and Agua Caliente Band of Cahuilla Indians, Calif

To: awest@blm.gov, bknelson@blm.gov, c1bailey@blm.gov, debsalt@blm.gov, icohen@blm.gov, jsippel@blm.gov, k55davis@blm.gov, nmoore@blm.gov, rhawks@blm.gov, rwootton@blm.gov, sbutts@blm.gov

Hello and welcome to the DTS automated email alert!

Your office (WO-410 NLCS DIVISION) has a task assigned.

Please log in to the Data Tracking System at the following URL Address: https://dts.fws.gov/dts/preLogin.do?officeId=4576 and review Document Control Number (DCN)** BLMR001449.

To move the document to the next office in the routing process, enter your surname information for your office's task and save the record.

Document Subject: Notice of Availability of Final Environmental Impact Statement and Notice of Decision for Proposed Land Exchange between the Bureau of Land Management and Agua Caliente Band of Cahuilla Indians, Calif

Action Required: 3-Surname

Assigned By Office: WO-350 LAND TENURE  User: Laurie Ford

E44Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

Surname Recommended: DTS# 1449 Notice of Availability of Final Environmental Impact Statement and Notice of Decision for Proposed Land Exchange between the Bureau of Land Management and Agua Caliente Band of Cahuilla Indians

Inbox

x

Nelson, Britta <bknelson@blm.gov>

AttachmentsFeb 23 (1 day ago)

to Sally, Peter, Timothy

Hi Sally and Peter, surname is recommended of DTS# 1449 NOA for the FEIS of the Proposed Land Exchange with the Agua Caliente Band of Cahuilla Indians within the Santa Rosa and San Jacinto Mountains National Monument. No edits have been made to the notice package (attached). With this action, the BLM w

opportunities, and facilitate more efficient land management.

Tim reviewed the package and found the following:

1). The land exchange moves BLM lands to the Agua Caliente Band of Cahuilla Indians within their reservation boundary that is also within the SRSJNM boundaries. The land exchange provides key reservation lands outside the reservation boundaries but within the monument boundary to the BLM providing a larger con

2). The current BLM lands being exchanged are isolated and the only way to gain access is through reservation lands and Agua Caliente permissions. The exchange will allow more consistent jurisdiction of the lands by the Agua Caliente, but do not change how the lands will be managed in the future. These lands are

3). The new BLM acquired lands will provide a larger tract of land considered as lands having wilderness character all within the monument. These lands will also have a more consistent recreation use and improves management of these lands as identified in the SRSJNM LUP.

4). These new acquired lands will prevent any potential development within the monument boundary. There is a currently a route transecting these lands but no legal right of way.

5). The Monument Manager nor the FO see any negative long term impacts from this Land Exchange.

In addition Doug Herrema indicated that such an exchange was mentioned in the legislation that created Santa Rosa & San Jacinto Mountains National Monument in 2000.

Please let me know if additional information is needed.

Britta Nelson, M.P.A., Program Analyst

National Conservation Lands (WO-410)

Bureau of Land Management

303.236.0539

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

From: Fisher, Timothy <tjfisher@blm.gov>

Date: Thu, Feb 23, 2017 at 9:19 AM

Subject: Fwd: Agua Caliente Exchange Status Report 2.22.2017

To: "Nelson, Britta" <bknelson@blm.gov>

Britta -

Review of the Land Exchange and possible concerns:

1). The land exchange moves BLM lands to the Agua Caliente Band of Cahuilla Indians within their reservation boundary that is also within the SRSJNM boundaries. The land exchange provides key reservation lands outside the reservation boundaries but within the monument boundary to the BLM providing a larger con

2). The current BLM lands being exchanged are isolated and the only way to gain access is through reservation lands and Agua Caliente permissions. The exchange will allow more consistent jurisdiction of the lands by the Agua Caliente, but do not change how the lands will be managed in the future. These lands are

3). The new BLM acquired lands will provide a larger tract of land considered as lands having wilderness character all within the monument. These lands will also have a more consistent recreation use and improves management of these lands as identified in the SRSJNM LUP.

4). These new acquired lands will prevent any potential development within the monument boundary. There is a currently a route transecting these lands but no legal right of way.

5). The Monument Manager nor the FO see any negative long term impacts from this Land Exchange.

Sent maps yesterday - let me know if you require and additional information or questions for the briefing.

FOIA001:01669555
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Timothy J Fisher, Program Lead

National Monuments and Conservation Areas

National Conservation Lands

20 M Street S.E. (wo-410)

Washington DC 20003

202-912-7172  Office

202-604-0706    Cell

202-245-0050    Fax

tjfisher@blm.gov

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

From: Sally Butts <sbutts@blm.gov>

Date: Wed, Feb 22, 2017 at 4:18 PM

Subject: Re: Agua Caliente Exchange Status Report 2.22.2017

To: "Herrema, Douglas" <dherrema@blm.gov>

Cc: Nikki Moore <nmoore@blm.gov>, Ashley Adams <amadams@blm.gov>, "Greenhalgh, Lilly" <lgreenhalgh@blm.gov>, Britta Nelson <bknelson@blm.gov>, Timothy Fisher <tjfisher@blm.gov>

Hi Doug,

Tim's in DC this week and is looking at this. We also got maps of the exchange recently. We should be able to surname tomorrow I expect.

Britta or Tim, anything else I missed?

Sally

Sent from my iPhone

On Feb 22, 2017, at 4:02 PM, Herrema, Douglas <dherrema@blm.gov> wrote:

Hi Nikki and Sally!

I hope this finds you both doing well. I just noticed that this land exchange is in 410, so I thought I'd reach out and ask if you had any questions about it or if there's anything holding it up.  It's an exchange between BLM and the Agua Caliente Band of Cahuilla Indians right here in Palm Springs.

I'm also cc'ing Ashley, our SR&SJM monument manager, and Susie, our project manager.

Thanks!

Best,

Doug

________________________________________________________

Douglas J. Herrema, J.D.

Field Office Manager, Palm Springs-South Coast

Bureau of Land Management

1201 Bird Center Drive

Palm Springs, California 92262

(760) 833-7100

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

From: Greenhalgh, Lilly (Susie) <lgreenhalgh@blm.gov>

Date: Wed, Feb 22, 2017 at 12:43 PM

Subject: Agua Caliente Exchange Status Report 2.22.2017

To: "Herrema, Douglas J" <dherrema@blm.gov>, Janet Cheek <jcheek@blm.gov>

Cc: "Ford, Laurie" <lford@blm.gov>, "Montgomery, Karen" <k15montg@blm.gov>, Janet Eubanks <jeubanks@blm.gov>, Alan Bittner <abittner@blm.gov>, "Wilson, Dereck" <d65wilso@blm.gov>, Gregory Miller <gmiller@blm.gov>

Hi all,

The Exchange Decision package was approved on October 14, 2016.  Since this is an EIS level exchange, an additional review for submission of the NOA into the FRN is required.  The NOA/NOD package has been submitted into DTS and is currently being reviewed by WO. Estimated date of publication is unknow

Publication of the NOA/NOD into the FRN and local newspapers will initiate a 45 day protest period. After the protest period and absent any protests, the ROD would be completed.

No other major accomplishments or issues to report this week.

NOTE - Please let me know if there is anyone that needs to be included or removed from the list of people receiving these reports.  Thanks!

WO NOI Review Process:

Below is a list of offices, as identified in DTS, for review of the NOA/NOD (offices that have completed their review/surname are marked with X):

   WO-630          Regulatory Affairs (completed 2/10/2017)

   WO-350          Land Tenure (completed 2/13/2017)

   WO-410          NLCS Division (pending)

        WO-630         Regulatory Affairs

        WO-SOL        Solicitor's Office -DAD

        WO-630         Regulatory Affairs

        WO-610         Public Affairs

        WO-300         Minerals and Realty Management

        WO-400         NLCS and Community Partnerships

        WO-600         Communications

        WO-100         BLM Directors Office

        WO-630         Regulatory Affairs

        DOI               Assistant Secretary Lands/Minerals

        DOI               SIO - Regulatory Affairs

        WO-630         Regulatory Affairs

Next Steps:

*   NOA/NOD published (45 protest period begins)

*   If no Protest, Escrow, Closing

*   Final ESA/CIP Completed

*   Final Title Opinion (USA Accepts Title)

Appraised Values and Equalization:  Date of Value 4/14/2016

Non-Federal lands:  $845,000

Federal Lands:  $795,000

Cash Equalization to be paid by BLM (LWCF Funds): $50,000

Current Plan for this Week:

*  Norcal/CASO - Coordinate with CASO/WO re: NOA/NOD Package

FOIA001:01669555
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Exchange Overview:

*   This exchange involves disposing of 2,560 acres of Federal land to the Agua Caliente Band of Cahuilla Indians in exchange of 1,471.24 acres of non-Federal lands.

*    All of the lands involved in the exchange are located within the Santa Rosa and San Jacinto Mountains National Monument, Southern California Desert District.

*  The Agua Caliente serial number is CA 42965PT/FD.

Exchange Decision Phase Accomplishments:

   Palm Springs Draft EIS (completed Mar 2014)

   CDD Review Draft EIS (completed April 2014)

   Palm Springs Draft EIS/NOA for SO review  (completed April 2014)

   NorCal Legal Description Review (LDR)  (completed April 2014)

   Palm Springs request USFWS consultation (completed July 2014)

   NorCal Appraisal Requested (completed July 2014)

   NorCal Open Escrow (completed July 2014)

   Cadastral Preliminary LDR (completed Aug 2014)

   SO DEIS/NOA to WO (completed Sept 2014)

   Statement of Work (SOW) issued to ACBCI (completed Oct 2014)

   WO NOA published (comment period) (completed Dec 2014)

   Private Appraiser selected (completed Jan 2015)

   Received USFWS consultation (completed Mar 2015)

   Appraiser Complete Appraisal Reports (competed April 2015)

    OVS Review/Approval Report (completed May 2015)

    ACBCI Acceptance of Value and Offer to Exchange (completed June 2015)

    Palm Springs/NorCal/CASO/WO - Value Equalization/LWCF funding (completed Aug 2015)

    Palm Springs - FEIS/ROD/NOA-NOD  (completed Dec 2015)

    CASO Review of FEIS/ROD/NOA-NOD (completed Dec 2015)

    PSSC/NorCal -  Decision Package (completed Feb 2016)

    CASO/Regional SOI - Review Decision Package (completed Mar 2016)

    Market Analysis - (completed April 2016)

    SD Concurrence - Appraisal Extension (completed April 2016)

    Exchange Decision (ROD) package to WO (completed April 2016)

    WO Review/Approval (completed Oct 2016)

    Binding Exchange Agreement

Please let me know if you have any questions.
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RMP Name State Review Timeframe Date Response Provided

Review

Point of

Contact NLCS Areas of Interest

WO410

Recipients 

(Incl. CC) 

WO410 Comments Received /

Findings Comments

Remaining

Issues Follow-up

Southeastern States

PRMP/FEIS

Eastern

States

Jupiter Inlet ONA and ACEC

zoned overlap discouraged in

policy (WO400 working with

WO200 to address).

WO410 met with WO210

and Eastern States on 09-23-

16. Eastern States looking at

three options before moving

forward: 1) supplemental, 2)

move forward as is, and 3)

remove ACEC through

alternative means. Jupiter Inlet ONA, NSHT, and

WSR.

Mancos Shale Farmington

RMP

New

Mexico

As the RMP-A/EIS moves 

forward (alts development, 

impact analysis, etc.) WO- 

410 will participate to ensure 

that the National 

Conservation Lands units are 

adequately considered.  If 

reviewing, WO410 will need 

to coordinate directly with 

New Mexico as the 

amendment is not on 210 

priority list for WO review. 

The RMP-A proposes to amend

four decision types: oil and gas,

lands and realty, vegetation

management, and lands with

wilderness characteristics.

Potential impacts to the Old

Spanish NHT were identified

during the scoping period in

2014. RMP decisions for the

NHT will not be made (outside

the scope of amendment) but

impacts to the NHT from oil and

gas decisions will be analyzed.

• The 2014 NOI announced

the Farmington Field

Office's (FFO) intent to

amend the 2003 RMP to

account for impacts not

previously considered in

the 2003 Reasonable

Foreseeable Development

Scenario (RFD).

• The RMP-A proposes to

amend four decision types:

oil and gas, lands and

realty, vegetation

management, and lands

with wilderness

characteristics.

• Land use planning-level

decisions for other

resources are outside the

scope of this RMP-A (refer

to 2014 NOI); however, all

other affected resources

and uses will be analyzed

(e.g., National Conservation

Lands units that may be

affected by amended oil

and gas decisions).

• Potential impacts to the

Old Spanish NHT were

identified during the

scoping period in 2014 (see

Fallon Withdrawal Nevada upcoming. Peter Mali

coordinating for WO410.

Sonoran Desert National 

Monument RMP 

Amendment 

Arizona WO two week review and

comment resolution

period anticipated

November 1-21, 2016.

Metwith WO210 and

Arizonaon October 4, 2-3

pm EDT to discuss WO

review/briefing process

and impacts to the court

ordered ROD deadline of

Sept. 30, 2017.

Segments of the Juan

Bautista NHT, Sonoran Desert

National Monument, lands

with wilderness

characteristics.

RMP amendment for the

Sonoran Desert National

Monument original RMP

decision to allow

shooting.  BLM has been

ordered to revisit that

decision and must

complete an RMP

amendment by

September 2017.

Update provided on 10-07-16 (lines 3-6)

Southeastern States

PRMP/FEIS

Eastern

States

Jupiter Inlet ONA and ACEC

zoned overlap discouraged in

policy (WO400 working with

WO200 to address).

WO410 met with WO210

and Eastern States on 09-23-

16. Eastern States looking at

three options before moving

forward: 1) supplemental, 2)

move forward as is, and 3)

remove ACEC through

alternative means. Jupiter Inlet ONA, NSHT, and

WSR.

Mancos Shale Farmington

RMP

New

Mexico

As the RMP-A/EIS moves 

forward (alts development, 

impact analysis, etc.) WO- 

410 will participate to ensure 

that the National 

Conservation Lands units are 

adequately considered.  If 

reviewing, WO410 will need 

to coordinate directly with 

New Mexico as the 

amendment is not on 210 

priority list for WO review. 

The RMP-A proposes to amend

four decision types: oil and gas,

lands and realty, vegetation

management, and lands with

wilderness characteristics.

Potential impacts to the Old

Spanish NHT were identified

during the scoping period in

2014. RMP decisions for the

NHT will not be made (outside

the scope of amendment) but

impacts to the NHT from oil and

gas decisions will be analyzed.

• The 2014 NOI announced

the Farmington Field

Office's (FFO) intent to

amend the 2003 RMP to

account for impacts not

previously considered in

the 2003 Reasonable

Foreseeable Development

Scenario (RFD).

• The RMP-A proposes to

amend four decision types:

oil and gas, lands and

realty, vegetation

management, and lands

with wilderness

characteristics.

• Land use planning-level

decisions for other

resources are outside the

scope of this RMP-A (refer

to 2014 NOI); however, all

other affected resources

and uses will be analyzed

(e.g., National Conservation

Lands units that may be

affected by amended oil

and gas decisions).

• Potential impacts to the

Old Spanish NHT were

identified during the

scoping period in 2014 (see

Fallon Withdrawal Nevada upcoming. Peter Mali

coordinating for WO410.

Sonoran Desert National 

Monument RMP 

Amendment 

Arizona WO two week review and

comment resolution

period anticipated

November 1-21, 2016.

Met with WO210 and

Arizonaon October 4, 2-3

pm EDT to discuss WO

review/briefing process

and impacts to the court

ordered ROD deadline of

Sept. 30, 2017.

Segments of the Juan

Bautista NHT, Sonoran Desert

National Monument, lands

with wilderness

characteristics.

RMP amendment for the

Sonoran Desert National

Monument original RMP

decision to allow

shooting.  BLM has been

ordered to revisit that

decision and must

complete an RMP

amendment by

September 2017.

Bearing Sea Western

Interior preliminary range

of alternatives

Alaska WO review of preliminary

range of alternatives is

from Oct. 12 through Nov.

23.  Comments due to

Britta by Nov 22.

WSR, NSHT, lands with

wilderness characteristics in

the planning area

Update provided for week of Oct 10-14 (lines 8-12)

FY2017
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Southeastern States

PRMP/FEIS

Eastern

States

Jupiter Inlet ONA and ACEC

zoned overlap discouraged in

policy (WO400 working with

WO200 to address).

WO410 met with WO210

and Eastern States on 09-23-

16. Eastern States looking at

three options before moving

forward: 1) supplemental, 2)

move forward as is, and 3)

remove ACEC through

alternative means. Jupiter Inlet ONA, NSHT, and

WSR.

Mancos Shale Farmington

RMP

New

Mexico

As the RMP-A/EIS moves 

forward (alts development, 

impact analysis, etc.) WO- 

410 will participate to ensure 

that the National 

Conservation Lands units are 

adequately considered.  If 

reviewing, WO410 will need 

to coordinate directly with 

New Mexico as the 

amendment is not on 210 

priority list for WO review. 

The RMP-A proposes to amend

four decision types: oil and gas,

lands and realty, vegetation

management, and lands with

wilderness characteristics.

Potential impacts to the Old

Spanish NHT were identified

during the scoping period in

2014. RMP decisions for the

NHT will not be made (outside

the scope of amendment) but

impacts to the NHT from oil and

gas decisions will be analyzed.

• The 2014 NOI announced

the Farmington Field

Office's (FFO) intent to

amend the 2003 RMP to

account for impacts not

previously considered in

the 2003 Reasonable

Foreseeable Development

Scenario (RFD).

• The RMP-A proposes to

amend four decision types:

oil and gas, lands and

realty, vegetation

management, and lands

with wilderness

characteristics.

• Land use planning-level

decisions for other

resources are outside the

scope of this RMP-A (refer

to 2014 NOI); however, all

other affected resources

and uses will be analyzed

(e.g., National Conservation

Lands units that may be

affected by amended oil

and gas decisions).

• Potential impacts to the

Old Spanish NHT were

identified during the

scoping period in 2014 (see

Fallon Withdrawal Nevada upcoming. Peter Mali

coordinating for WO410.

Sonoran Desert National 

Monument RMP 

Amendment 

Arizona WO review scheduled for 

October 25-November 8, 

2016. WO review kick-off 

briefing scheduled for Oct 

25 from 2-3 pm EDT. 

Call 1-866-712-4255 

PC 3814407 

Met with WO210 and

Arizonaon October 4, 2-3

pm EDT to discuss WO

review/briefing process

and impacts to the court

ordered ROD deadline of

Sept. 30, 2017.

Segments of the Juan

Bautista NHT, Sonoran Desert

National Monument, lands

with wilderness

characteristics.

RMP amendment for the

Sonoran Desert National

Monument original RMP

decision to allow

shooting.  BLM has been

ordered to revisit that

decision and must

complete an RMP

amendment by

September 2017.

Bearing Sea Western

Interior preliminary range

of alternatives

Alaska WO review of preliminary

range of alternatives is

from Oct. 12 through Nov.

23.  Comments due to

Britta by Nov 22.

WSR, NSHT, lands with

wilderness characteristics in

the planning area

Update provided for week of Oct 17-21 (lines 14-18)

Southeastern States

PRMP/FEIS

Eastern

States

Jupiter Inlet ONA and ACEC

zoned overlap discouraged in

policy (WO400 working with

WO200 to address).

WO410 met with WO210 in

11-02-16. Discussed options

including removing ONA or

language (updated) as

second option. WO210 to

check with SOL to discussion

options. Follow-up meeting

with WO210 and Eastern

States scheduled for 11-10-

16.  Jupiter Inlet ONA, NSHT, and

WSR.

Mancos Shale Farmington

RMP

New

Mexico

As the RMP-A/EIS moves 

forward (alts development, 

impact analysis, etc.) WO- 

410 will participate to ensure 

that the National 

Conservation Lands units are 

adequately considered.  If 

reviewing, WO410 will need 

to coordinate directly with 

New Mexico as the 

amendment is not on 210 

priority list for WO review. 

The RMP-A proposes to amend

four decision types: oil and gas,

lands and realty, vegetation

management, and lands with

wilderness characteristics.

Potential impacts to the Old

Spanish NHT were identified

during the scoping period in

2014. RMP decisions for the

NHT will not be made (outside

the scope of amendment) but

impacts to the NHT from oil and

gas decisions will be analyzed.

• The 2014 NOI announced

the Farmington Field

Office's (FFO) intent to

amend the 2003 RMP to

account for impacts not

previously considered in

the 2003 Reasonable

Foreseeable Development

Scenario (RFD).

• The RMP-A proposes to

amend four decision types:

oil and gas, lands and

realty, vegetation

management, and lands

with wilderness

characteristics.

• Land use planning-level

decisions for other

resources are outside the

scope of this RMP-A (refer

to 2014 NOI); however, all

other affected resources

and uses will be analyzed

(e.g., National Conservation

Lands units that may be

affected by amended oil

and gas decisions).

• Potential impacts to the

Old Spanish NHT were

identified during the

scoping period in 2014 (see

Fallon Withdrawal Nevada upcoming. Peter Mali

coordinating for WO410.

FOIA001:01669555
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Sonoran Desert National

Monument RMP

Amendment

Arizona WO410 provided 

comments on the draft 

amendment to WO210 on 

11-07-16. 

Met with WO210 and

Arizonaon October 4, 2-3

pm EDT to discuss WO

review/briefing process

and impacts to the court

ordered ROD deadline of

Sept. 30, 2017.

Segments of the Juan

Bautista NHT, Sonoran Desert

National Monument, lands

with wilderness

characteristics.

Issues:

1)  The mitigation

measures are

implementation-level

management actions

such as law enforcement

patrols and visitor

outreach rather than

measures to address

mitigation of impacts.

2)  It is not clear how

ROVs in the Desert Back

Country Recreation

Management Zone (RMZ)

would be protected in

the preferred since

recreational target

shooting use is expected

to move/increase there

when the Juan Bautista

de Anza NHT RMZ is

closed to shooting.

3)  It is not clear how the

original conditions of the

ROVs from 2012 would

be treated. If they are

still damaged and outside

of the 11% closed area,

WO410

BP (11-07-

16):

https://dr

ive.google

.com/driv

e/u/0/fol

ders/0B2

HaN5zIVV

ZIT1ZnTn

p5VHY3d

0E

Bering Sea Western 

Interior preliminary range 

of alternatives 

Alaska WO review of preliminary

range of alternatives is

from Oct. 12 through Nov.

23.  Comments due to

Britta by Nov 22.

WSR, NSHT, lands with

wilderness characteristics in

the planning area

Updated provided for Oct 31- Nov 5 (lines 20-24)

Southeastern States 

PRMP/FEIS 

Eastern 

States 

WO410 met with WO210 

and Eastern States on 11-10- 

16. - As a team, we selected 

the option to refine the 

wording to explain how the 

ACEC overlap will 

complement the ONA, 

especially given the unique

situations and challenges in

this area.

- ESO will provide this refined

wording to WO-210 and WO-

410 for review and edits next

week.

- This refined wording will be

included in the Chapter 2

and Chapter 4 discussions of

the SES PRMP, as

appropriate, but does not

need to be included in the

section on alternatives not

analyzed in detail, since it

didn't come up previously

during the planning effort.

- At the Director's Briefing,

BLMES will speak to the

rationale for this overlap,

and will be prepared to

discuss the other options in

the event that the Director

raises questions about it.

Jupiter Inlet ONA and ACEC

zoned overlap discouraged in

policy (WO400 working with

WO200 to address). Follow-

up meeting with WO210 and

Eastern States held on 11-10-

16.

Jupiter Inlet ONA, NSHT, and

WSR.

Mancos Shale Farmington 

RMP 

New 

Mexico 

As the RMP-A/EIS moves

forward (alts development,

impact analysis, etc.) WO-

410 will participate to ensure

that the National

Conservation Lands units are

adequately considered.  If

reviewing, WO410 will need

to coordinate directly with

New Mexico as the

amendment is not on 210

priority list for WO review.

The RMP-A proposes to amend

four decision types: oil and gas,

lands and realty, vegetation

management, and lands with

wilderness characteristics.

Potential impacts to the Old

Spanish NHT were identified

during the scoping period in

2014. RMP decisions for the

NHT will not be made (outside

the scope of amendment) but

impacts to the NHT from oil and

gas decisions will be analyzed.

• The 2014 NOI announced

the Farmington Field

Office's (FFO) intent to

amend the 2003 RMP to

account for impacts not

previously considered in

the 2003 Reasonable

Foreseeable Development

Scenario (RFD).

• The RMP-A proposes to

amend four decision types:

oil and gas, lands and

realty, vegetation

management, and lands

with wilderness

characteristics.

• Land use planning-level

decisions for other

resources are outside the

scope of this RMP-A (refer

to 2014 NOI); however, all

other affected resources

and uses will be analyzed

(e.g., National Conservation

Lands units that may be

affected by amended oil

and gas decisions).

• Potential impacts to the

Old Spanish NHT were

identified during the

scoping period in 2014 (see

Fallon Withdrawal Nevada upcoming. Peter Mali

coordinating for WO410.

Bering Sea Western 

Interior preliminary range 

of alternatives 

Alaska WO review of preliminary

range of alternatives is

from Oct. 12 through Nov.

23.  Comments due to

Britta by Nov 22.

WSR, NSHT, lands with

wilderness characteristics in

the planning area

Sonoran Desert National 

Monument draft RMP-A 

for Recreational Target 

Shooting 

Arizona WO410 received DTS# 

1288 NOA on 10-20-16, 

surnamed on 11-01-16. 

WO410 provided 

comments on the draft 

amendment to WO210 on 

11-07-16. WO410 BP (11- 

07-16): 

https://drive.google.com/ 

drive/u/0/folders/0B2HaN 

5zIVVZIT1ZnTnp5VHY3d0E 

RMP amendment for the 

Sonoran Desert National 

Monument original RMP 

decision to allow shooting. 

BLM has been ordered to 

revisit that decision and must 

complete an RMP 

amendment by September 

2017.  Sonoran Desert 

National Monument, lands 

with wilderness 

characteristics, and segment 

of Juan Bautista NHT located 

in plan area. 

Ilana, 

Bob, Deb, 

CC: Peter 

and Nikki 

Issues:

1)  The mitigation

measures are

implementation-level

management actions

such as law enforcement

patrols and visitor

outreach rather than

measures to address

mitigation of impacts.

2)  It is not clear how

ROVs in the Desert Back

Country Recreation

Management Zone (RMZ)

would be protected in

the preferred since

recreational target

shooting use is expected

to move/increase there

when the Juan Bautista

de Anza NHT RMZ is

closed to shooting.

3)  It is not clear how the

original conditions of the

ROVs from 2012 would

be treated. If they are

still damaged and outside

of the 11% closed area,
Update provided for week of Nov 7-11 (lines 26-30). No Update provided on Nov 18 (Britta on LV). No update provided on Nov. 25 (Thanksgiving holiday). No update provided on Dec 2 (Britta on LV).
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Southeastern States

PRMP/FEIS

Eastern 

States 

o No issues. WO410 worked 

with Eastern States and 

WO210 on updated 

language explaining how the 

ACEC overlap will 

complement the ONA. 

WO410 provided feedback 

on updating Notice

documents.

o At the Director's Briefing,

BLMES will speak to the

rationale for this overlap,

and will be prepared to

discuss the other options in

the event that the Director

raises questions about it.

Jupiter Inlet ONA and ACEC

zoned overlap discouraged in

policy (WO400 working with

WO200 to address). Follow-

up meeting with WO210 and

Eastern States held on 11-10-

16.

Jupiter Inlet ONA, NSHT, and

WSR.

Notified WO210 that

WO400 is not on routing

for DES# 1169 (NOA for

PRMP/FEIS for

Southeastern States.

Mancos Shale Farmington

RMP

New 

Mexico 

As the RMP-A/EIS moves

forward (alts development,

impact analysis, etc.) WO-

410 will participate to ensure

that the National

Conservation Lands units are

adequately considered.  If

reviewing, WO410 will need

to coordinate directly with

New Mexico as the

amendment is not on 210

priority list for WO review.

No updates The RMP-A proposes to amend

four decision types: oil and gas,

lands and realty, vegetation

management, and lands with

wilderness characteristics.

Potential impacts to the Old

Spanish NHT were identified

during the scoping period in

2014. RMP decisions for the

NHT will not be made (outside

the scope of amendment) but

impacts to the NHT from oil and

gas decisions will be analyzed.

• The 2014 NOI announced

the Farmington Field

Office's (FFO) intent to

amend the 2003 RMP to

account for impacts not

previously considered in

the 2003 Reasonable

Foreseeable Development

Scenario (RFD).

• The RMP-A proposes to

amend four decision types:

oil and gas, lands and

realty, vegetation

management, and lands

with wilderness

characteristics.

• Land use planning-level

decisions for other

resources are outside the

scope of this RMP-A (refer

to 2014 NOI); however, all

other affected resources

and uses will be analyzed

(e.g., National Conservation

Lands units that may be

affected by amended oil

and gas decisions).

• Potential impacts to the

Old Spanish NHT were

identified during the

scoping period in 2014 (see

Fallon Withdrawal Nevada upcoming. Peter Mali 

coordinating for WO410.

No updates

Bering Sea Western 

Interior preliminary range 

of alternatives 

Alaska WO review of preliminary 

range of alternatives is 

from Oct. 12 through Nov. 

23.  Comments due to 

Britta by Nov 22. 

Issues: Wilderness

Program. An alternative

that protects all or most of

the lands with wilderness

characteristics is not

included in the range of

alternatives. The

"maximum protection"

alternative only protects

2.5% of the planning area

(which, minus a few tiny

parcels, all contains

wilderness characteristics).

Wild and Scenic Rivers.

1)  Did not use the

required range of

alternatives for suitable

WSRs (per manual 6400).

2)  All of the action

alternatives have the 22

eligible rivers as not

suitable. Yet Goal #1 is to

effectively manage the

ORVs identified during the

eligibility inventory.

3)  Mitigation standard

allows net loss to their

designated Wild and

WSR, NSHT, lands with

wilderness characteristics in

the planning area

WO410 submitted

comments to WO210 for

the wilderness, WSR, and

NSHT programs (Nov.

2016).

Sonoran Desert National 

Monument draft RMP-A 

for Recreational Target 

Shooting 

Arizona WO410 received DTS# 

1288 NOA on 10-20-16, 

surnamed on 11-01-16. 

WO410 provided

comments on the draft

amendment to WO210 on

11-07-16. WO410 BP (11-

07-16):

https://drive.google.com/

drive/u/0/folders/0B2HaN

5zIVVZIT1ZnTnp5VHY3d0E

RMP amendment for the

Sonoran Desert National

Monument original RMP

decision to allow shooting.

BLM has been ordered to

revisit that decision and must

complete an RMP

amendment by September

2017.  Sonoran Desert

National Monument, lands

with wilderness

characteristics, and segment

of Juan Bautista NHT located

in plan area.

Ilana, 

Bob, Deb, 

CC: Peter 

and Nikki 

Issues:

1)  The mitigation

measures are

implementation-level

management actions

such as law enforcement

patrols and visitor

outreach rather than

measures to address

mitigation of impacts.

2)  It is not clear how

ROVs in the Desert Back

Country Recreation

Management Zone (RMZ)

would be protected in

the preferred since

recreational target

shooting use is expected

to move/increase there

when the Juan Bautista

de Anza NHT RMZ is

closed to shooting.

3)  It is not clear how the

original conditions of the

ROVs from 2012 would

be treated. If they are

still damaged and outside

of the 11% closed area,

Eastern Colorado

preliminary range of

alternatives

Issues: requested

clarification if there is a full

range of alternatives for

lands with wilderness

characteristics and WSR.

WO410 submitted

comments to WO210 for

the wilderness and WSR

programs on 11-28-16).

Southeastern States

PRMP/FEIS

Eastern 

States 

o No issues. WO410 worked 

with Eastern States and 

WO210 on updated 

language explaining how the 

ACEC overlap will 

complement the ONA. 

WO410 provided feedback 

on updating Notice

documents.

o At the Director's Briefing,

BLMES will speak to the

rationale for this overlap,

and will be prepared to

discuss the other options in

the event that the Director

raises questions about it.

Jupiter Inlet ONA and ACEC

zoned overlap discouraged in

policy (WO400 working with

WO200 to address). Follow-

up meeting with WO210 and

Eastern States held on 11-10-

16.

Jupiter Inlet ONA, NSHT, and 

WSR. 

Notified WO210 that

WO400 is not on routing

for DES# 1169 (NOA for

PRMP/FEIS for

Southeastern States.

Updated provided for week ending 12/09/16 (lines 32-37)
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Mancos Shale Farmington

RMP

New 

Mexico 

As the RMP-A/EIS moves 

forward (alts development, 

impact analysis, etc.) WO- 

410 will participate to ensure 

that the National 

Conservation Lands units are 

adequately considered.  If 

reviewing, WO410 will need 

to coordinate directly with 

New Mexico as the 

amendment is not on 210 

priority list for WO review. 

No updates The RMP-A proposes to amend

four decision types: oil and gas,

lands and realty, vegetation

management, and lands with

wilderness characteristics.

Potential impacts to the Old

Spanish NHT were identified

during the scoping period in

2014. RMP decisions for the

NHT will not be made (outside

the scope of amendment) but

impacts to the NHT from oil and

gas decisions will be analyzed.

• The 2014 NOI announced

the Farmington Field

Office's (FFO) intent to

amend the 2003 RMP to

account for impacts not

previously considered in

the 2003 Reasonable

Foreseeable Development

Scenario (RFD).

• The RMP-A proposes to

amend four decision types:

oil and gas, lands and

realty, vegetation

management, and lands

with wilderness

characteristics.

• Land use planning-level

decisions for other

resources are outside the

scope of this RMP-A (refer

to 2014 NOI); however, all

other affected resources

and uses will be analyzed

(e.g., National Conservation

Lands units that may be

affected by amended oil

and gas decisions).

• Potential impacts to the

Old Spanish NHT were

identified during the

scoping period in 2014 (see

Fallon Withdrawal Nevada upcoming. Peter Mali 

coordinating for WO410.

No updates

Bering Sea Western 

Interior preliminary range 

of alternatives 

Alaska (WO review of preliminary 

range of alternatives 

previously submitted to 

WO210). Elevation paper 

prepared for WO400 AD 

for lands with wilderness 

characteristics issue. 

Issues: Wilderness

Program. An alternative

that protects all or most of

the lands with wilderness

characteristics is not

included in the range of

alternatives. The

"maximum protection"

alternative only protects

2.5% of the planning area

(which, minus a few tiny

parcels, all contains

wilderness characteristics).

Wild and Scenic Rivers.

1)  Did not use the

required range of

alternatives for suitable

WSRs (per manual 6400).

2)  All of the action

alternatives have the 22

eligible rivers as not

suitable. Yet Goal #1 is to

effectively manage the

ORVs identified during the

eligibility inventory.

3)  Mitigation standard

allows net loss to their

designated Wild and

WSR, NSHT, lands with

wilderness characteristics in

the planning area

WO410 submitted

comments to WO210 for

the wilderness, WSR, and

NSHT programs (Nov.

2016).

Eastern Colorado

preliminary range of

alternatives

Issues: requested

clarification if there is a full

range of alternatives for

lands with wilderness

characteristics and WSR.

WO410 submitted

comments to WO210 for

the wilderness and WSR

programs on 11-28-16).

Southeastern States

PRMP/FEIS

Eastern 

States 

o No issues. WO410 worked 

with Eastern States and 

WO210 on updated 

language explaining how the 

ACEC overlap will 

complement the ONA. 

WO410 provided feedback 

on updating Notice

documents.

o At the Director's Briefing,

BLMES will speak to the

rationale for this overlap,

and will be prepared to

discuss the other options in

the event that the Director

raises questions about it.

Jupiter Inlet ONA and ACEC

zoned overlap discouraged in

policy (WO400 working with

WO200 to address). Follow-

up meeting with WO210 and

Eastern States held on 11-10-

16.

Jupiter Inlet ONA, NSHT, and 

WSR. 

Notified WO210 that

WO400 is not on routing

for DES# 1169 (NOA for

PRMP/FEIS for

Southeastern States.

Mancos Shale Farmington

RMP

New 

Mexico 

As the RMP-A/EIS moves

forward (alts development,

impact analysis, etc.) WO-

410 will participate to ensure

that the National

Conservation Lands units are

adequately considered.  If

reviewing, WO410 will need

to coordinate directly with

New Mexico as the

amendment is not on 210

priority list for WO review.

No updates The RMP-A proposes to amend

four decision types: oil and gas,

lands and realty, vegetation

management, and lands with

wilderness characteristics.

Potential impacts to the Old

Spanish NHT were identified

during the scoping period in

2014. RMP decisions for the

NHT will not be made (outside

the scope of amendment) but

impacts to the NHT from oil and

gas decisions will be analyzed.

• The 2014 NOI announced

the Farmington Field

Office's (FFO) intent to

amend the 2003 RMP to

account for impacts not

previously considered in

the 2003 Reasonable

Foreseeable Development

Scenario (RFD).

• The RMP-A proposes to

amend four decision types:

oil and gas, lands and

realty, vegetation

management, and lands

with wilderness

characteristics.

• Land use planning-level

decisions for other

resources are outside the

scope of this RMP-A (refer

to 2014 NOI); however, all

other affected resources

and uses will be analyzed

(e.g., National Conservation

Lands units that may be

affected by amended oil

and gas decisions).

• Potential impacts to the

Old Spanish NHT were

identified during the

scoping period in 2014 (see

Fallon Withdrawal Nevada upcoming. Peter Mali 

coordinating for WO410.

No updates

Update provided for week ending 12-16-16 (lines 39-43)
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Bering Sea Western

Interior preliminary range

of alternatives

Alaska (WO review of preliminary 

range of alternatives 

previously submitted to 

WO210). Elevation paper 

prepared for WO400 AD 

for lands with wilderness 

characteristics issue. 

Issues: Wilderness

Program. An alternative

that protects all or most of

the lands with wilderness

characteristics is not

included in the range of

alternatives. The

"maximum protection"

alternative only protects

2.5% of the planning area

(which, minus a few tiny

parcels, all contains

wilderness characteristics).

Wild and Scenic Rivers.

1)  Did not use the

required range of

alternatives for suitable

WSRs (per manual 6400).

2)  All of the action

alternatives have the 22

eligible rivers as not

suitable. Yet Goal #1 is to

effectively manage the

ORVs identified during the

eligibility inventory.

3)  Mitigation standard

allows net loss to their

designated Wild and

WSR, NSHT, lands with

wilderness characteristics in

the planning area

WO410 submitted

comments to WO210 for

the wilderness, WSR, and

NSHT programs (Nov.

2016).

Eastern Colorado

preliminary range of

alternatives

Issues: requested

clarification if there is a full

range of alternatives for

lands with wilderness

characteristics and WSR.

WO410 submitted

comments to WO210 for

the wilderness and WSR

programs on 11-28-16).

Update provided for week ending 12-30-16 (lines 45-49)

Southeastern States

PRMP/FEIS

Eastern 

States 

o No issues. WO410 worked 

with Eastern States and 

WO210 on updated 

language explaining how the 

ACEC overlap will 

complement the ONA. 

WO410 provided feedback 

on updating Notice

documents.

o At the Director's Briefing,

BLMES will speak to the

rationale for this overlap,

and will be prepared to

discuss the other options in

the event that the Director

raises questions about it.

Jupiter Inlet ONA and ACEC

zoned overlap discouraged in

policy (WO400 working with

WO200 to address). Follow-

up meeting with WO210 and

Eastern States held on 11-10-

16.

Jupiter Inlet ONA, NSHT, and

WSR.

Mancos Shale Farmington

RMP

New 

Mexico 

As the RMP-A/EIS moves

forward (alts development,

impact analysis, etc.) WO-

410 will participate to ensure

that the National

Conservation Lands units are

adequately considered.  If

reviewing, WO410 will need

to coordinate directly with

New Mexico as the

amendment is not on 210

priority list for WO review.

No updates The RMP-A proposes to amend

four decision types: oil and gas,

lands and realty, vegetation

management, and lands with

wilderness characteristics.

Potential impacts to the Old

Spanish NHT were identified

during the scoping period in

2014. RMP decisions for the

NHT will not be made (outside

the scope of amendment) but

impacts to the NHT from oil and

gas decisions will be analyzed.

• The 2014 NOI announced

the Farmington Field

Office's (FFO) intent to

amend the 2003 RMP to

account for impacts not

previously considered in

the 2003 Reasonable

Foreseeable Development

Scenario (RFD).

• The RMP-A proposes to

amend four decision types:

oil and gas, lands and

realty, vegetation

management, and lands

with wilderness

characteristics.

• Land use planning-level

decisions for other

resources are outside the

scope of this RMP-A (refer

to 2014 NOI); however, all

other affected resources

and uses will be analyzed

(e.g., National Conservation

Lands units that may be

affected by amended oil

and gas decisions).

• Potential impacts to the

Old Spanish NHT were

identified during the

scoping period in 2014 (see

Fallon Withdrawal Nevada upcoming. Peter Mali 

coordinating for WO410.

No updates

Bering Sea Western 

Interior preliminary range 

of alternatives 

Alaska (WO review of preliminary 

range of alternatives 

previously submitted to 

WO210). Elevation paper 

prepared for WO400 AD 

for lands with wilderness 

characteristics issue. Have 

not received response to 

comments. 

Issues: Wilderness

Program. An alternative

that protects all or most of

the lands with wilderness

characteristics is not

included in the range of

alternatives. The

"maximum protection"

alternative only protects

2.5% of the planning area

(which, minus a few tiny

parcels, all contains

wilderness characteristics).

Wild and Scenic Rivers.

1)  Did not use the

required range of

alternatives for suitable

WSRs (per manual 6400).

2)  All of the action

alternatives have the 22

eligible rivers as not

suitable. Yet Goal #1 is to

effectively manage the

ORVs identified during the

eligibility inventory.

3)  Mitigation standard

allows net loss to their

designated Wild and

WSR, NSHT, lands with

wilderness characteristics in

the planning area

WO410 submitted

comments to WO210 for

the wilderness, WSR, and

NSHT programs (Nov.

2016).

Eastern Colorado

preliminary range of

alternatives Colorado

Have not received 

response to comments. 

Issues: requested

clarification if there is a full

range of alternatives for

lands with wilderness

characteristics and WSR.

WO410 submitted

comments to WO210 for

the wilderness and WSR

programs on 11-28-16).

GSENM Admin DRMP-

A/DEIS Utah Jan 30-Feb 20, 2017

Planning area is a National

Monument that contains

wilderness characteristics,

NSHT, WSR, and WSA.
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Cedar City Admin

DRMP/DEIS Utah Jan 30-Feb 6

The answer to your

questions concerning

National Historic Trails is

Yes a management

corridor for the Old

Spanish Trail is included in

the plan and Yes the

Nature and Purposes of

the trail are address but

this one is more difficult

because the Nature and

Purpose of the Old Spanish

Trail is still only out in Draft

form with the CAS.  With

that in mind the

appropriate language was

included so that we were

not jumping the gun.

The planning area contains

lands with wilderness

characteristics, WSA, WSR,

and NSHT.   

Update provided for week ending 01-06-17 (lines 51-57)

Southeastern States

PRMP/FEIS

Eastern 

States 

o No issues. WO410 worked 

with Eastern States and 

WO210 on updated 

language explaining how the 

ACEC overlap will 

complement the ONA. 

WO410 provided feedback 

on updating Notice

documents.

o At the Director's Briefing,

BLMES will speak to the

rationale for this overlap,

and will be prepared to

discuss the other options in

the event that the Director

raises questions about it.

Jupiter Inlet ONA and ACEC

zoned overlap discouraged in

policy (WO400 working with

WO200 to address). Follow-

up meeting with WO210 and

Eastern States held on 11-10-

16.

Jupiter Inlet ONA, NSHT, and

WSR.

Mancos Shale Farmington

RMP

New 

Mexico 

As the RMP-A/EIS moves

forward (alts development,

impact analysis, etc.) WO-

410 will participate to ensure

that the National

Conservation Lands units are

adequately considered.  If

reviewing, WO410 will need

to coordinate directly with

New Mexico as the

amendment is not on 210

priority list for WO review.

No updates The RMP-A proposes to amend

four decision types: oil and gas,

lands and realty, vegetation

management, and lands with

wilderness characteristics.

Potential impacts to the Old

Spanish NHT were identified

during the scoping period in

2014. RMP decisions for the

NHT will not be made (outside

the scope of amendment) but

impacts to the NHT from oil and

gas decisions will be analyzed.

• The 2014 NOI announced

the Farmington Field

Office's (FFO) intent to

amend the 2003 RMP to

account for impacts not

previously considered in

the 2003 Reasonable

Foreseeable Development

Scenario (RFD).

• The RMP-A proposes to

amend four decision types:

oil and gas, lands and

realty, vegetation

management, and lands

with wilderness

characteristics.

• Land use planning-level

decisions for other

resources are outside the

scope of this RMP-A (refer

to 2014 NOI); however, all

other affected resources

and uses will be analyzed

(e.g., National Conservation

Lands units that may be

affected by amended oil

and gas decisions).

• Potential impacts to the

Old Spanish NHT were

identified during the

scoping period in 2014 (see

Fallon Withdrawal Nevada upcoming. Peter Mali 

coordinating for WO410.

No updates

Bering Sea Western 

Interior preliminary range 

of alternatives 

Alaska (WO review of preliminary 

range of alternatives 

previously submitted to 

WO210). Elevation paper 

prepared for WO400 AD 

for lands with wilderness 

characteristics issue. Have 

not received response to 

comments. 

Issues: Wilderness

Program. An alternative

that protects all or most of

the lands with wilderness

characteristics is not

included in the range of

alternatives. The

"maximum protection"

alternative only protects

2.5% of the planning area

(which, minus a few tiny

parcels, all contains

wilderness characteristics).

Wild and Scenic Rivers.

1)  Did not use the

required range of

alternatives for suitable

WSRs (per manual 6400).

2)  All of the action

alternatives have the 22

eligible rivers as not

suitable. Yet Goal #1 is to

effectively manage the

ORVs identified during the

eligibility inventory.

3)  Mitigation standard

allows net loss to their

designated Wild and

WSR, NSHT, lands with

wilderness characteristics in

the planning area

WO410 submitted

comments to WO210 for

the wilderness, WSR, and

NSHT programs (Nov.

2016).

Eastern Colorado

preliminary range of

alternatives Colorado

Have not received 

response to comments. 

Issues: requested

clarification if there is a full

range of alternatives for

lands with wilderness

characteristics and WSR.

WO410 submitted

comments to WO210 for

the wilderness and WSR

programs on 11-28-16).

GSENM Admin DRMP-

A/DEIS Utah Jan 30-Feb 20, 2017

Planning area is a National

Monument that contains

wilderness characteristics,

NSHT, WSR, and WSA.

Cedar City Admin

DRMP/DEIS Utah Jan 30-Feb 6

The answer to your

questions concerning

National Historic Trails is

Yes a management

corridor for the Old

Spanish Trail is included in

the plan and Yes the

Nature and Purposes of

the trail are address but

this one is more difficult

because the Nature and

Purpose of the Old Spanish

Trail is still only out in Draft

form with the CAS.  With

that in mind the

appropriate language was

included so that we were

not jumping the gun.

The planning area contains

lands with wilderness

characteristics, WSA, WSR,

and NSHT.   

Update provided for week ending 01-13-17 (lines 59-65)
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Mancos Shale Farmington

RMP

New 

Mexico 

As the RMP-A/EIS moves 

forward (alts development, 

impact analysis, etc.) WO- 

410 will participate to ensure 

that the National 

Conservation Lands units are 

adequately considered.  If 

reviewing, WO410 will need 

to coordinate directly with 

New Mexico as the 

amendment is not on 210 

priority list for WO review. 

No updates The RMP-A proposes to amend

four decision types: oil and gas,

lands and realty, vegetation

management, and lands with

wilderness characteristics.

Potential impacts to the Old

Spanish NHT were identified

during the scoping period in

2014. RMP decisions for the

NHT will not be made (outside

the scope of amendment) but

impacts to the NHT from oil and

gas decisions will be analyzed.

• The 2014 NOI announced

the Farmington Field

Office's (FFO) intent to

amend the 2003 RMP to

account for impacts not

previously considered in

the 2003 Reasonable

Foreseeable Development

Scenario (RFD).

• The RMP-A proposes to

amend four decision types:

oil and gas, lands and

realty, vegetation

management, and lands

with wilderness

characteristics.

• Land use planning-level

decisions for other

resources are outside the

scope of this RMP-A (refer

to 2014 NOI); however, all

other affected resources

and uses will be analyzed

(e.g., National Conservation

Lands units that may be

affected by amended oil

and gas decisions).

• Potential impacts to the

Old Spanish NHT were

identified during the

scoping period in 2014 (see

Fallon Withdrawal Nevada upcoming. Peter Mali 

coordinating for WO410.

No updates

Bering Sea Western 

Interior preliminary range 

of alternatives 

Alaska (WO review of preliminary 

range of alternatives 

previously submitted to 

WO210). Elevation paper 

prepared for WO400 AD 

for lands with wilderness 

characteristics issue. Have 

not received response to 

comments. Checked with 

WO210 (Hamadani and 

Ebbers) on 01-20-17 re: 

status. 

Issues: Wilderness

Program. An alternative

that protects all or most of

the lands with wilderness

characteristics is not

included in the range of

alternatives. The

"maximum protection"

alternative only protects

2.5% of the planning area

(which, minus a few tiny

parcels, all contains

wilderness characteristics).

Wild and Scenic Rivers.

1)  Did not use the

required range of

alternatives for suitable

WSRs (per manual 6400).

2)  All of the action

alternatives have the 22

eligible rivers as not

suitable. Yet Goal #1 is to

effectively manage the

ORVs identified during the

eligibility inventory.

3)  Mitigation standard

allows net loss to their

designated Wild and

WSR, NSHT, lands with

wilderness characteristics in

the planning area

WO410 submitted

comments to WO210 for

the wilderness, WSR, and

NSHT programs (Nov.

2016).

Eastern Colorado

preliminary range of

alternatives Colorado

Received response to WO 

comments on 01-18-17. 

Feedback from WO410 

programs requested by 01- 

27-17. 

Issues: requested

clarification if there is a full

range of alternatives for

lands with wilderness

characteristics and WSR.

WO410 submitted

comments to WO210 for

the wilderness and WSR

programs on 11-28-16).

GSENM Admin DRMP-

A/DEIS Utah

Review timeframe: Jan 30-

Feb 20, 2017

Planning area is a National

Monument that contains

wilderness characteristics,

NSHT, WSR, and WSA.

Cedar City Admin 

DRMP/DEIS Utah 

Review period. Jan 30-Feb 

6. WO410 comments 

requested in WO410 share 

folder by Feb. 4. 

The answer to your

questions concerning

National Historic Trails is

Yes a management

corridor for the Old

Spanish Trail is included in

the plan and Yes the

Nature and Purposes of

the trail are address but

this one is more difficult

because the Nature and

Purpose of the Old Spanish

Trail is still only out in Draft

form with the CAS.  With

that in mind the

appropriate language was

included so that we were

not jumping the gun.

The planning area contains

lands with wilderness

characteristics, WSA, WSR,

and NSHT.   

Update provided for week ending 01-20-17 (lines 67-73)

Mancos Shale Farmington

RMP

New 

Mexico 

As the RMP-A/EIS moves

forward (alts development,

impact analysis, etc.) WO-

410 will participate to ensure

that the National

Conservation Lands units are

adequately considered.  If

reviewing, WO410 will need

to coordinate directly with

New Mexico as the

amendment is not on 210

priority list for WO review.

No updates The RMP-A proposes to amend

four decision types: oil and gas,

lands and realty, vegetation

management, and lands with

wilderness characteristics.

Potential impacts to the Old

Spanish NHT were identified

during the scoping period in

2014. RMP decisions for the

NHT will not be made (outside

the scope of amendment) but

impacts to the NHT from oil and

gas decisions will be analyzed.

• The 2014 NOI announced

the Farmington Field

Office's (FFO) intent to

amend the 2003 RMP to

account for impacts not

previously considered in

the 2003 Reasonable

Foreseeable Development

Scenario (RFD).

• The RMP-A proposes to

amend four decision types:

oil and gas, lands and

realty, vegetation

management, and lands

with wilderness

characteristics.

• Land use planning-level

decisions for other

resources are outside the

scope of this RMP-A (refer

to 2014 NOI); however, all

other affected resources

and uses will be analyzed

(e.g., National Conservation

Lands units that may be

affected by amended oil

and gas decisions).

• Potential impacts to the

Old Spanish NHT were

identified during the

scoping period in 2014 (see

Fallon Withdrawal Nevada upcoming. Peter Mali 

coordinating for WO410.

No updates
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Bering Sea Western 

Interior preliminary range 

of alternatives 

Alaska (WO review of preliminary 

range of alternatives 

previously submitted to 

WO210). Elevation paper 

prepared for WO400 AD 

for lands with wilderness 

characteristics issue. Have 

not received response to 

comments. Checked with 

WO210 (Hamadani and 

Ebbers) on 01-20-17 re: 

status. Alaska looking at 

WSR and NSHT comments 

(01/23/17). 

Issues: Wilderness

Program. An alternative

that protects all or most of

the lands with wilderness

characteristics is not

included in the range of

alternatives. The

"maximum protection"

alternative only protects

2.5% of the planning area

(which, minus a few tiny

parcels, all contains

wilderness characteristics).

Wild and Scenic Rivers.

1)  Did not use the

required range of

alternatives for suitable

WSRs (per manual 6400).

2)  All of the action

alternatives have the 22

eligible rivers as not

suitable. Yet Goal #1 is to

effectively manage the

ORVs identified during the

eligibility inventory.

3)  Mitigation standard

allows net loss to their

designated Wild and

WSR, NSHT, lands with

wilderness characteristics in

the planning area

WO410 submitted

comments to WO210 for

the wilderness, WSR, and

NSHT programs (Nov.

2016).

Eastern Colorado 

preliminary range of 

alternatives Colorado 

WO410 submitted

comments for the

wilderness and WSR

programs and all

comments have been

addressed.

WO410 submitted

comments to WO210 for

the wilderness and WSR

programs on 11-28-16).

GSENM Admin DRMP-

A/DEIS Utah

Review timeframe: Jan 30-

Feb 20, 2017

Planning area is a National

Monument that contains

wilderness characteristics,

NSHT, WSR, and WSA.

Cedar City Admin 

DRMP/DEIS Utah 

Review period. Jan 30-Feb 

6. WO410 comments 

requested in WO410 share 

folder by Feb. 4. 

The answer to your

questions concerning

National Historic Trails is

Yes a management

corridor for the Old

Spanish Trail is included in

the plan and Yes the

Nature and Purposes of

the trail are address but

this one is more difficult

because the Nature and

Purpose of the Old Spanish

Trail is still only out in Draft

form with the CAS.  With

that in mind the

appropriate language was

included so that we were

not jumping the gun.

The planning area contains

lands with wilderness

characteristics, WSA, WSR,

and NSHT.   

Update provided for week ending 01-27-17 (lines 74-79)

Mancos Shale Farmington

RMP

New 

Mexico 

As the RMP-A/EIS moves

forward (alts development,

impact analysis, etc.) WO-

410 will participate to ensure

that the National

Conservation Lands units are

adequately considered.  If

reviewing, WO410 will need

to coordinate directly with

New Mexico as the

amendment is not on 210

priority list for WO review.

Checked in with New Mexico

on 02/03/17 to see if there

are any updates.

The RMP-A proposes to amend

four decision types: oil and gas,

lands and realty, vegetation

management, and lands with

wilderness characteristics.

Potential impacts to the Old

Spanish NHT were identified

during the scoping period in

2014. RMP decisions for the

NHT will not be made (outside

the scope of amendment) but

impacts to the NHT from oil and

gas decisions will be analyzed.

• The 2014 NOI announced

the Farmington Field

Office's (FFO) intent to

amend the 2003 RMP to

account for impacts not

previously considered in

the 2003 Reasonable

Foreseeable Development

Scenario (RFD).

• The RMP-A proposes to

amend four decision types:

oil and gas, lands and

realty, vegetation

management, and lands

with wilderness

characteristics.

• Land use planning-level

decisions for other

resources are outside the

scope of this RMP-A (refer

to 2014 NOI); however, all

other affected resources

and uses will be analyzed

(e.g., National Conservation

Lands units that may be

affected by amended oil

and gas decisions).

• Potential impacts to the

Old Spanish NHT were

identified during the

scoping period in 2014 (see

Bering Sea Western

Interior preliminary range

of alternatives

Alaska (WO review of preliminary 

range of alternatives 

previously submitted to 

WO210). Elevation paper 

prepared for WO400 AD 

for lands with wilderness 

characteristics issue. Have 

not received response to 

comments. Checked with 

WO210 (Hamadani and 

Ebbers) on 01-20-17 re: 

status. Alaska looking at 

WSR and NSHT comments 

(01/23/17). 

Issues: Wilderness

Program. An alternative

that protects all or most of

the lands with wilderness

characteristics is not

included in the range of

alternatives. The

"maximum protection"

alternative only protects

2.5% of the planning area

(which, minus a few tiny

parcels, all contains

wilderness characteristics).

Wild and Scenic Rivers.

1)  Did not use the

required range of

alternatives for suitable

WSRs (per manual 6400).

2)  All of the action

alternatives have the 22

eligible rivers as not

suitable. Yet Goal #1 is to

effectively manage the

ORVs identified during the

eligibility inventory.

3)  Mitigation standard

allows net loss to their

designated Wild and

WSR, NSHT, lands with

wilderness characteristics in

the planning area

WO410 submitted

comments to WO210 for

the wilderness, WSR, and

NSHT programs (Nov.

2016).

GSENM Admin DRMP- 

A/DEIS Utah 

Review timeframe: Jan 30-

Feb 20, 2017

Planning area is a National

Monument that contains

wilderness characteristics,

NSHT, WSR, and WSA.

Cedar City Admin 

DRMP/DEIS Utah 

Review period. Jan 30-Feb

6. WO410 comments

requested in WO410 share

folder by Feb. 4.

Comments not yet

submitted to WO210

Programs responded on

02/03/17 with no red flag

issues.

The planning area contains

lands with wilderness

characteristics, WSA, WSR,

and NSHT.   

Update provided for week ending 02-03-17 (lines 81- 84)
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Mancos Shale Farmington

RMP

New 

Mexico 

As the RMP-A/EIS moves 

forward (alts development, 

impact analysis, etc.) WO- 

410 will participate to ensure 

that the National 

Conservation Lands units are 

adequately considered.  If 

reviewing, WO410 will need 

to coordinate directly with 

New Mexico as the 

amendment is not on 210 

priority list for WO review. 

Update: draft alternatives 

will be completed this 

summer. Public release of the 

DRMP/DEIS is not anticipated 

until calendar year 2018. 

NMSO will coordinate with 

WO210 on WO review. 

The RMP-A proposes to amend

four decision types: oil and gas,

lands and realty, vegetation

management, and lands with

wilderness characteristics.

Potential impacts to the Old

Spanish NHT were identified

during the scoping period in

2014. RMP decisions for the

NHT will not be made (outside

the scope of amendment) but

impacts to the NHT from oil and

gas decisions will be analyzed.

• The 2014 NOI announced

the Farmington Field

Office's (FFO) intent to

amend the 2003 RMP to

account for impacts not

previously considered in

the 2003 Reasonable

Foreseeable Development

Scenario (RFD).

• The RMP-A proposes to

amend four decision types:

oil and gas, lands and

realty, vegetation

management, and lands

with wilderness

characteristics.

• Land use planning-level

decisions for other

resources are outside the

scope of this RMP-A (refer

to 2014 NOI); however, all

other affected resources

and uses will be analyzed

(e.g., National Conservation

Lands units that may be

affected by amended oil

and gas decisions).

• Potential impacts to the

Old Spanish NHT were

identified during the

scoping period in 2014 (see

Bering Sea Western

Interior preliminary range

of alternatives

Alaska (WO review of preliminary 

range of alternatives 

previously submitted to 

WO210). Elevation paper 

prepared for WO400 AD 

for lands with wilderness 

characteristics issue. Have 

not received response to 

comments. Checked with 

WO210 (Hamadani and 

Ebbers) on 01-20-17 re: 

status. Alaska looking at 

WSR and NSHT comments 

(01/23/17). 

Issues: Wilderness

Program. An alternative

that protects all or most of

the lands with wilderness

characteristics is not

included in the range of

alternatives. The

"maximum protection"

alternative only protects

2.5% of the planning area

(which, minus a few tiny

parcels, all contains

wilderness characteristics).

Wild and Scenic Rivers.

1)  Did not use the

required range of

alternatives for suitable

WSRs (per manual 6400).

2)  All of the action

alternatives have the 22

eligible rivers as not

suitable. Yet Goal #1 is to

effectively manage the

ORVs identified during the

eligibility inventory.

3)  Mitigation standard

allows net loss to their

designated Wild and

WSR, NSHT, lands with

wilderness characteristics in

the planning area

WO410 submitted

comments to WO210 for

the wilderness, WSR, and

NSHT programs (Nov.

2016).

GSENM Admin DRMP-

A/DEIS Utah

Review timeframe: Jan 30-

Feb 20, 2017

Planning area is a National

Monument that contains

wilderness characteristics,

NSHT, WSR, wilderness, and

WSA.

Cedar City Admin

DRMP/DEIS Utah

WO410 comments

submitted to Fariba on

Feb 6.

Programs responded on

02/03/17 with no red flag

issues.

The planning area contains

lands with wilderness

characteristics, WSA, WSR,

and NSHT.   

Organ Mountains-Desert

Peak National Monument 

RMP Prep Plan. 

New

Mexico  February 13 through 24.

rowns Canyon National

Monument RMP Prep Plan Colorado  February 13 through 24.

Appalachian Basin RMP 

Prep Plan 

Eastern 

States 

February 27 through

March 10.

Upper Snake, Challis, 

Salmon RMP Prep Plan Idaho 

February 27 through

March 10.

Update provided for week ending 02/10/17 lines 86-93)

Mancos Shale Farmington

RMP

New 

Mexico 

As the RMP-A/EIS moves 

forward (alts development, 

impact analysis, etc.) WO- 

410 will participate to ensure 

that the National 

Conservation Lands units are 

adequately considered.  If 

reviewing, WO410 will need

to coordinate directly with

New Mexico as the

amendment is not on 210

priority list for WO review.

Update: draft alternatives

will be completed this

summer. Public release of the

DRMP/DEIS is not anticipated

until calendar year 2018.

NMSO will coordinate with

WO210 on WO review.

The RMP-A proposes to amend

four decision types: oil and gas,

lands and realty, vegetation

management, and lands with

wilderness characteristics.

Potential impacts to the Old

Spanish NHT were identified

during the scoping period in

2014. RMP decisions for the

NHT will not be made (outside

the scope of amendment) but

impacts to the NHT from oil and

gas decisions will be analyzed.

• The 2014 NOI announced

the Farmington Field

Office's (FFO) intent to

amend the 2003 RMP to

account for impacts not

previously considered in

the 2003 Reasonable

Foreseeable Development

Scenario (RFD).

• The RMP-A proposes to

amend four decision types:

oil and gas, lands and

realty, vegetation

management, and lands

with wilderness

characteristics.

• Land use planning-level

decisions for other

resources are outside the

scope of this RMP-A (refer

to 2014 NOI); however, all

other affected resources

and uses will be analyzed

(e.g., National Conservation

Lands units that may be

affected by amended oil

and gas decisions).

• Potential impacts to the

Old Spanish NHT were

identified during the

scoping period in 2014 (see

FOIA001:01669555
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Bering Sea Western 

Interior preliminary range 

of alternatives 

Alaska (WO review of preliminary 

range of alternatives 

previously submitted to 

WO210). Elevation paper 

prepared for WO400 AD 

for lands with wilderness 

characteristics issue. Have 

not received response to 

comments. Checked with 

WO210 (Hamadani and 

Ebbers) on 01-20-17 re: 

status. Alaska looking at 

WSR and NSHT comments 

(01/23/17). 

Issues: Wilderness

Program. An alternative

that protects all or most of

the lands with wilderness

characteristics is not

included in the range of

alternatives. The

"maximum protection"

alternative only protects

2.5% of the planning area

(which, minus a few tiny

parcels, all contains

wilderness characteristics).

Wild and Scenic Rivers.

1)  Did not use the

required range of

alternatives for suitable

WSRs (per manual 6400).

2)  All of the action

alternatives have the 22

eligible rivers as not

suitable. Yet Goal #1 is to

effectively manage the

ORVs identified during the

eligibility inventory.

3)  Mitigation standard

allows net loss to their

designated Wild and

WSR, NSHT, lands with

wilderness characteristics in

the planning area

WO410 submitted

comments to WO210 for

the wilderness, WSR, and

NSHT programs (Nov.

2016).

follow-up meetings scheduled

with Alaska for February 27

for National Trails and March

1 for lands with wilderness

characteristics.

GSENM Admin DRMP- 

A/DEIS Utah 

Review timeframe: Jan 30- 

Feb 20, 2017 

Issues: 1) More discussion

is needed in plan

alternatives on WSA non-

impairment and

grandfathered use

requirements (40% of

decision area is within

WSAs). 2) Discussion of

WSAs and designated

Wilderness in the analysis

should be separated

(currently combined). 3)

Discussion and analysis of

impacts to Old Spanish

NHT is needed.

Planning area is a National

Monument that contains

wilderness characteristics,

NSHT, WSR, wilderness, and

WSA.

Organ Mountains-Desert 

Peak National Monument 

RMP Prep Plan. 

New 

Mexico  February 13 through 24. 

Wilderness program

reviewed with no

comment.

Browns Canyon National 

Monument RMP Prep Plan Colorado  February 13 through 24. 

Feedback provided by

wilderness program.

Appalachian Basin RMP 

Prep Plan 

Eastern 

States 

February 27 through 

March 10. 

Wilderness program

reviewed with no

comment.

Upper Snake, Challis, 

Salmon RMP Prep Plan Idaho 

February 27 through 

March 10. 

Feedback provided by

wilderness program.

Update provided for week ending 02/17/17 lines 86-93)

Mancos Shale Farmington

RMP

New 

Mexico 

As the RMP-A/EIS moves 

forward (alts development, 

impact analysis, etc.) WO- 

410 will participate to ensure 

that the National 

Conservation Lands units are 

adequately considered.  If 

reviewing, WO410 will need

to coordinate directly with

New Mexico as the

amendment is not on 210

priority list for WO review.

Update: draft alternatives

will be completed this

summer. Public release of the

DRMP/DEIS is not anticipated

until calendar year 2018.

NMSO will coordinate with

WO210 on WO review.

The RMP-A proposes to amend

four decision types: oil and gas,

lands and realty, vegetation

management, and lands with

wilderness characteristics.

Potential impacts to the Old

Spanish NHT were identified

during the scoping period in

2014. RMP decisions for the

NHT will not be made (outside

the scope of amendment) but

impacts to the NHT from oil and

gas decisions will be analyzed.

• The 2014 NOI announced

the Farmington Field

Office's (FFO) intent to

amend the 2003 RMP to

account for impacts not

previously considered in

the 2003 Reasonable

Foreseeable Development

Scenario (RFD).

• The RMP-A proposes to

amend four decision types:

oil and gas, lands and

realty, vegetation

management, and lands

with wilderness

characteristics.

• Land use planning-level

decisions for other

resources are outside the

scope of this RMP-A (refer

to 2014 NOI); however, all

other affected resources

and uses will be analyzed

(e.g., National Conservation

Lands units that may be

affected by amended oil

and gas decisions).

• Potential impacts to the

Old Spanish NHT were

identified during the

scoping period in 2014 (see

Bering Sea Western 

Interior preliminary range 

of alternatives 

Alaska (WO review of preliminary 

range of alternatives 

previously submitted to 

WO210). Elevation paper 

prepared for WO400 AD 

for lands with wilderness 

characteristics issue. Have 

not received response to 

comments. Checked with 

WO210 (Hamadani and 

Ebbers) on 01-20-17 re: 

status. Alaska looking at 

WSR and NSHT comments 

(01/23/17). 

Issues: Wilderness

Program. An alternative

that protects all or most of

the lands with wilderness

characteristics is not

included in the range of

alternatives. The

"maximum protection"

alternative only protects

2.5% of the planning area

(which, minus a few tiny

parcels, all contains

wilderness characteristics).

Wild and Scenic Rivers.

1)  Did not use the

required range of

alternatives for suitable

WSRs (per manual 6400).

2)  All of the action

alternatives have the 22

eligible rivers as not

suitable. Yet Goal #1 is to

effectively manage the

ORVs identified during the

eligibility inventory.

3)  Mitigation standard

allows net loss to their

designated Wild and

WSR, NSHT, lands with

wilderness characteristics in

the planning area

WO410 submitted

comments to WO210 for

the wilderness, WSR, and

NSHT programs (Nov.

2016). Update: Iditarod

NHT Manager (Kevin

Keeler) and State NLCS

Lead (Tom Bickauskas)

spoke with Deb Salt on

02/22/17 and hope to

complete the comment

response by 02/24/17.

Update: Alaska

Recreation Lead, Tom

Bickauskas, will follow up

with Cathi Bailey.

Update: Elevation paper

submitted to AD for

discussion w/SD (LWC).

Update: 1) follow-up meeting

scheduled with Alaska for

March 1 for lands with

wilderness characteristics. 2) a

meeting is scheduled with

Alaska for February 27 to

discuss the Iditarod NHT and

what interests and options

there are, if any, as to BLM

managing or regulating a ROW

reservation for the Iditarod for

the five townships/two

Tentative Approvals that

currently do not include a

reservation.

GSENM Admin DRMP- 

A/DEIS Utah 

Review timeframe: Jan 30- 

Feb 20, 2017. Deadline 

extended to 02/24/17 for 

WO410 NM/NCA review. 

Issues: 1) More discussion

is needed in plan

alternatives on WSA non-

impairment and

grandfathered use

requirements (40% of

decision area is within

WSAs). 2) Discussion of

WSAs and designated

Wilderness in the analysis

should be separated

(currently combined). 3)

Discussion and analysis of

impacts to Old Spanish

NHT is needed.

Planning area is a National

Monument that contains

wilderness characteristics,

NSHT, WSR, wilderness, and

WSA.
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Organ Mountains-Desert 

Peak National Monument 

RMP Prep Plan. 

New 

Mexico  February 13 through 24. 

Wilderness program

reviewed with no

comment.

Browns Canyon National 

Monument RMP Prep Plan Colorado  February 13 through 24. 

Feedback provided by

wilderness program.

Appalachian Basin RMP 

Prep Plan 

Eastern 

States 

February 27 through 

March 10. 

Wilderness program

reviewed with no

comment.

Upper Snake, Challis, 

Salmon RMP Prep Plan Idaho 

February 27 through 

March 10. 

Feedback provided by

wilderness program.

Update provided for week ending 02/24/17 lines 103-109)
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D3Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

Nelson, Britta <bknelson@blm.gov>

12:31 PM (10 minutes ago)

to Shiva, Heather, Ryan, Nikki, Carol

Thanks for the update!

Is Nikki included in the meeting with Eastern States? Since the ONA is a National Conservation Lands unit, Nikki should be included in discussions re: the ACEC overlap.

Thanks.

Britta Nelson

Management and Program Analyst

National Conservation Lands WO410

Bureau of Land Management

303.236.0539

On Fri, Sep 23, 2016 at 12:20 PM, Achet, Shiva <sachet@blm.gov> wrote:

Hello Britta,

WO comments were addressed and Pre-brief was done. So, AD briefing took place. There were some issues regarding overlapping designations between recreation and ACEC. Additionally making sure that the purpose and need statement captures the spirit and context is also essential. I think Eastern States is working internally w

Irrespective of where the Federal Register package is, SO and we will ensure that the issues raised at the AD briefings are addressed. We will need help and support from 400 as well.We will keep you in the loop regarding any further developments.

I will keep you updated.

All the best,

Shiva

__________________

Shiva H Achet, PhD

Planning and Environmental Analyst

BLM WO 200 |Division of Decision Support, Planning & NEPA

20 M Street, S.E.| Washington, DC 20003|

https://twitter.com/achets

On Fri, Sep 23, 2016 at 1:11 PM, Nelson, Britta <bknelson@blm.gov> wrote:

Hi Shiva, I was hoping you could provide some information on the Southeastern States PRMP/FEIS. WO410 has the NOA for the Southeastern States PRMP/FEIS in DTS. There are remaining issues that were to be worked out by Eastern States, WO210, and WO410 but I am not sure if those discussions have not occurred y

Thanks!

Britta Nelson

Management and Program Analyst

National Conservation Lands WO410

Bureau of Land Management

303.236.0539

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

From: Nelson, Britta <bknelson@blm.gov>

Date: Mon, Sep 19, 2016 at 12:04 PM

Subject: Check in on Southeastern States PRMP/FEIS

To: Ryan Hathaway <rhathaway@blm.gov>

Cc: Nikki Moore <nmoore@blm.gov>

Hi Ryan, I hope you are well. WO410 has the NOA for the Southeastern States PRMP/FEIS in DTS. There are remaining issues that were to be worked out by Eastern States, WO210, and WO410 but those discussions have not occurred yet. Should we set something up to discuss or is that something 210 will coordin

Thanks.

Britta Nelson

Management and Program Analyst

National Conservation Lands WO410

Bureau of Land Management

303.236.0539

H4Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

• Mancos Shale RMP-A/EIS NOI, Farmington, New Mexico (DTS# 1262).

o 09-09-16. Received heads up that DTS is routing through WO. Expedited review requested by WO100.  WO400/410 not listed on DTS # 1262 routing although the Old Spanish NHT and wilderness characteristics are in planning area.

o As the RMP-A/EIS moves forward (alts development, impact analysis, etc.) WO-410 will participate to ensure that the National Conservation Lands units are adequately considered.

o DTS# 1262 is an amended notice (original notice published Feb 2014) that opens a scoping period limited to identifying public concerns and issues associated with the BIA's use of the EIS for its future mineral leasing decisions.  The amended NOI does not revisit or alter the BLM's 2014 scoping report/result

• The 2014 NOI announced the Farmington Field Office's (FFO) intent to amend the 2003 RMP to account for impacts not previously considered in the 2003 Reasonable Foreseeable Development Scenario (RFD).

• The RMP-A proposes to amend four decision types: oil and gas, lands and realty, vegetation management, and lands with wilderness characteristics.

• Land use planning-level decisions for other resources are outside the scope of this RMP-A (refer to 2014 NOI); however, all other affected resources and uses will be analyzed (e.g., National Conservation Lands units that may be affected by amended oil and gas decisions).

• Potential impacts to the Old Spanish NHT were identified during the scoping period in 2014 (see Scoping Report).

• The RMP-A/EIS will account for this accordingly (through alternatives development, impact assessment, etc)

• The 2016 amended NOI announces that the BIA is joining the effort as a joint lead AND that the BIA intends to use the EIS to inform decisions related to BIA-managed minerals.

D8Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

Nelson, Britta <bknelson@blm.gov>

12:31 PM (10 minutes ago)

to Shiva, Heather, Ryan, Nikki, Carol

Thanks for the update!

Is Nikki included in the meeting with Eastern States? Since the ONA is a National Conservation Lands unit, Nikki should be included in discussions re: the ACEC overlap.

Thanks.

Britta Nelson

Management and Program Analyst

National Conservation Lands WO410

Bureau of Land Management

303.236.0539

On Fri, Sep 23, 2016 at 12:20 PM, Achet, Shiva <sachet@blm.gov> wrote:

Hello Britta,

WO comments were addressed and Pre-brief was done. So, AD briefing took place. There were some issues regarding overlapping designations between recreation and ACEC. Additionally making sure that the purpose and need statement captures the spirit and context is also essential. I think Eastern States is working internally w
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Irrespective of where the Federal Register package is, SO and we will ensure that the issues raised at the AD briefings are addressed. We will need help and support from 400 as well.We will keep you in the loop regarding any further developments.

I will keep you updated.

All the best,

Shiva

__________________

Shiva H Achet, PhD

Planning and Environmental Analyst

BLM WO 200 |Division of Decision Support, Planning & NEPA

20 M Street, S.E.| Washington, DC 20003|

https://twitter.com/achets

On Fri, Sep 23, 2016 at 1:11 PM, Nelson, Britta <bknelson@blm.gov> wrote:

Hi Shiva, I was hoping you could provide some information on the Southeastern States PRMP/FEIS. WO410 has the NOA for the Southeastern States PRMP/FEIS in DTS. There are remaining issues that were to be worked out by Eastern States, WO210, and WO410 but I am not sure if those discussions have not occurred y

Thanks!

Britta Nelson

Management and Program Analyst

National Conservation Lands WO410

Bureau of Land Management

303.236.0539

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

From: Nelson, Britta <bknelson@blm.gov>

Date: Mon, Sep 19, 2016 at 12:04 PM

Subject: Check in on Southeastern States PRMP/FEIS

To: Ryan Hathaway <rhathaway@blm.gov>

Cc: Nikki Moore <nmoore@blm.gov>

Hi Ryan, I hope you are well. WO410 has the NOA for the Southeastern States PRMP/FEIS in DTS. There are remaining issues that were to be worked out by Eastern States, WO210, and WO410 but those discussions have not occurred yet. Should we set something up to discuss or is that something 210 will coordin

Thanks.

Britta Nelson

Management and Program Analyst

National Conservation Lands WO410

Bureau of Land Management

303.236.0539

H9Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

• Mancos Shale RMP-A/EIS NOI, Farmington, New Mexico (DTS# 1262).

o 09-09-16. Received heads up that DTS is routing through WO. Expedited review requested by WO100.  WO400/410 not listed on DTS # 1262 routing although the Old Spanish NHT and wilderness characteristics are in planning area.

o As the RMP-A/EIS moves forward (alts development, impact analysis, etc.) WO-410 will participate to ensure that the National Conservation Lands units are adequately considered.

o DTS# 1262 is an amended notice (original notice published Feb 2014) that opens a scoping period limited to identifying public concerns and issues associated with the BIA's use of the EIS for its future mineral leasing decisions.  The amended NOI does not revisit or alter the BLM's 2014 scoping report/result

• The 2014 NOI announced the Farmington Field Office's (FFO) intent to amend the 2003 RMP to account for impacts not previously considered in the 2003 Reasonable Foreseeable Development Scenario (RFD).

• The RMP-A proposes to amend four decision types: oil and gas, lands and realty, vegetation management, and lands with wilderness characteristics.

• Land use planning-level decisions for other resources are outside the scope of this RMP-A (refer to 2014 NOI); however, all other affected resources and uses will be analyzed (e.g., National Conservation Lands units that may be affected by amended oil and gas decisions).

• Potential impacts to the Old Spanish NHT were identified during the scoping period in 2014 (see Scoping Report).

• The RMP-A/EIS will account for this accordingly (through alternatives development, impact assessment, etc)

• The 2016 amended NOI announces that the BIA is joining the effort as a joint lead AND that the BIA intends to use the EIS to inform decisions related to BIA-managed minerals.

F12Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

Review kick-off briefing held on 10-13-16.

D14Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

Nelson, Britta <bknelson@blm.gov>

12:31 PM (10 minutes ago)

to Shiva, Heather, Ryan, Nikki, Carol

Thanks for the update!

Is Nikki included in the meeting with Eastern States? Since the ONA is a National Conservation Lands unit, Nikki should be included in discussions re: the ACEC overlap.

Thanks.

Britta Nelson

Management and Program Analyst

National Conservation Lands WO410

Bureau of Land Management

303.236.0539

On Fri, Sep 23, 2016 at 12:20 PM, Achet, Shiva <sachet@blm.gov> wrote:

Hello Britta,

WO comments were addressed and Pre-brief was done. So, AD briefing took place. There were some issues regarding overlapping designations between recreation and ACEC. Additionally making sure that the purpose and need statement captures the spirit and context is also essential. I think Eastern States is working internally w

Irrespective of where the Federal Register package is, SO and we will ensure that the issues raised at the AD briefings are addressed. We will need help and support from 400 as well.We will keep you in the loop regarding any further developments.

I will keep you updated.

All the best,

Shiva

__________________

Shiva H Achet, PhD

Planning and Environmental Analyst

BLM WO 200 |Division of Decision Support, Planning & NEPA

20 M Street, S.E.| Washington, DC 20003|

https://twitter.com/achets

On Fri, Sep 23, 2016 at 1:11 PM, Nelson, Britta <bknelson@blm.gov> wrote:

Hi Shiva, I was hoping you could provide some information on the Southeastern States PRMP/FEIS. WO410 has the NOA for the Southeastern States PRMP/FEIS in DTS. There are remaining issues that were to be worked out by Eastern States, WO210, and WO410 but I am not sure if those discussions have not occurred y

Thanks!
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Britta Nelson

Management and Program Analyst

National Conservation Lands WO410

Bureau of Land Management

303.236.0539

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

From: Nelson, Britta <bknelson@blm.gov>

Date: Mon, Sep 19, 2016 at 12:04 PM

Subject: Check in on Southeastern States PRMP/FEIS

To: Ryan Hathaway <rhathaway@blm.gov>

Cc: Nikki Moore <nmoore@blm.gov>

Hi Ryan, I hope you are well. WO410 has the NOA for the Southeastern States PRMP/FEIS in DTS. There are remaining issues that were to be worked out by Eastern States, WO210, and WO410 but those discussions have not occurred yet. Should we set something up to discuss or is that something 210 will coordin

Thanks.

Britta Nelson

Management and Program Analyst

National Conservation Lands WO410

Bureau of Land Management

303.236.0539

H15Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

• Mancos Shale RMP-A/EIS NOI, Farmington, New Mexico (DTS# 1262).

o 09-09-16. Received heads up that DTS is routing through WO. Expedited review requested by WO100.  WO400/410 not listed on DTS # 1262 routing although the Old Spanish NHT and wilderness characteristics are in planning area.

o As the RMP-A/EIS moves forward (alts development, impact analysis, etc.) WO-410 will participate to ensure that the National Conservation Lands units are adequately considered.

o DTS# 1262 is an amended notice (original notice published Feb 2014) that opens a scoping period limited to identifying public concerns and issues associated with the BIA's use of the EIS for its future mineral leasing decisions.  The amended NOI does not revisit or alter the BLM's 2014 scoping report/result

• The 2014 NOI announced the Farmington Field Office's (FFO) intent to amend the 2003 RMP to account for impacts not previously considered in the 2003 Reasonable Foreseeable Development Scenario (RFD).

• The RMP-A proposes to amend four decision types: oil and gas, lands and realty, vegetation management, and lands with wilderness characteristics.

• Land use planning-level decisions for other resources are outside the scope of this RMP-A (refer to 2014 NOI); however, all other affected resources and uses will be analyzed (e.g., National Conservation Lands units that may be affected by amended oil and gas decisions).

• Potential impacts to the Old Spanish NHT were identified during the scoping period in 2014 (see Scoping Report).

• The RMP-A/EIS will account for this accordingly (through alternatives development, impact assessment, etc)

• The 2016 amended NOI announces that the BIA is joining the effort as a joint lead AND that the BIA intends to use the EIS to inform decisions related to BIA-managed minerals.

F18Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

Review kick-off briefing held on 10-13-16.

D20Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

Nelson, Britta <bknelson@blm.gov>

12:31 PM (10 minutes ago)

to Shiva, Heather, Ryan, Nikki, Carol

Thanks for the update!

Is Nikki included in the meeting with Eastern States? Since the ONA is a National Conservation Lands unit, Nikki should be included in discussions re: the ACEC overlap.

Thanks.

Britta Nelson

Management and Program Analyst

National Conservation Lands WO410

Bureau of Land Management

303.236.0539

On Fri, Sep 23, 2016 at 12:20 PM, Achet, Shiva <sachet@blm.gov> wrote:

Hello Britta,

WO comments were addressed and Pre-brief was done. So, AD briefing took place. There were some issues regarding overlapping designations between recreation and ACEC. Additionally making sure that the purpose and need statement captures the spirit and context is also essential. I think Eastern States is working internally w

Irrespective of where the Federal Register package is, SO and we will ensure that the issues raised at the AD briefings are addressed. We will need help and support from 400 as well.We will keep you in the loop regarding any further developments.

I will keep you updated.

All the best,

Shiva

__________________

Shiva H Achet, PhD

Planning and Environmental Analyst

BLM WO 200 |Division of Decision Support, Planning & NEPA

20 M Street, S.E.| Washington, DC 20003|

https://twitter.com/achets

On Fri, Sep 23, 2016 at 1:11 PM, Nelson, Britta <bknelson@blm.gov> wrote:

Hi Shiva, I was hoping you could provide some information on the Southeastern States PRMP/FEIS. WO410 has the NOA for the Southeastern States PRMP/FEIS in DTS. There are remaining issues that were to be worked out by Eastern States, WO210, and WO410 but I am not sure if those discussions have not occurred y

Thanks!

Britta Nelson

Management and Program Analyst

National Conservation Lands WO410

Bureau of Land Management

303.236.0539

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

From: Nelson, Britta <bknelson@blm.gov>

Date: Mon, Sep 19, 2016 at 12:04 PM

Subject: Check in on Southeastern States PRMP/FEIS

To: Ryan Hathaway <rhathaway@blm.gov>

Cc: Nikki Moore <nmoore@blm.gov>

Hi Ryan, I hope you are well. WO410 has the NOA for the Southeastern States PRMP/FEIS in DTS. There are remaining issues that were to be worked out by Eastern States, WO210, and WO410 but those discussions have not occurred yet. Should we set something up to discuss or is that something 210 will coordin

Thanks.

Britta Nelson

Management and Program Analyst
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National Conservation Lands WO410

Bureau of Land Management

303.236.0539

H21Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

• Mancos Shale RMP-A/EIS NOI, Farmington, New Mexico (DTS# 1262).

o 09-09-16. Received heads up that DTS is routing through WO. Expedited review requested by WO100.  WO400/410 not listed on DTS # 1262 routing although the Old Spanish NHT and wilderness characteristics are in planning area.

o As the RMP-A/EIS moves forward (alts development, impact analysis, etc.) WO-410 will participate to ensure that the National Conservation Lands units are adequately considered.

o DTS# 1262 is an amended notice (original notice published Feb 2014) that opens a scoping period limited to identifying public concerns and issues associated with the BIA's use of the EIS for its future mineral leasing decisions.  The amended NOI does not revisit or alter the BLM's 2014 scoping report/result

• The 2014 NOI announced the Farmington Field Office's (FFO) intent to amend the 2003 RMP to account for impacts not previously considered in the 2003 Reasonable Foreseeable Development Scenario (RFD).

• The RMP-A proposes to amend four decision types: oil and gas, lands and realty, vegetation management, and lands with wilderness characteristics.

• Land use planning-level decisions for other resources are outside the scope of this RMP-A (refer to 2014 NOI); however, all other affected resources and uses will be analyzed (e.g., National Conservation Lands units that may be affected by amended oil and gas decisions).

• Potential impacts to the Old Spanish NHT were identified during the scoping period in 2014 (see Scoping Report).

• The RMP-A/EIS will account for this accordingly (through alternatives development, impact assessment, etc)

• The 2016 amended NOI announces that the BIA is joining the effort as a joint lead AND that the BIA intends to use the EIS to inform decisions related to BIA-managed minerals.

C23Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

o Issues:

1)  The mitigation measures are implementation-level management actions such as law enforcement patrols and visitor outreach rather than measures to address mitigation of impacts.

2)  It is not clear how ROVs in the Desert Back Country Recreation Management Zone (RMZ) would be protected in the preferred since recreational target shooting use is expected to move/increase there when the Juan Bautista de Anza NHT RMZ is closed to shooting.

3)  It is not clear how the original conditions of the ROVs from 2012 would be treated. If they are still damaged and outside of the 11% closed area, how is the current damaged condition being accounted for? Is the assumption that they have recovered? Also, outside the 11% that is closed, what is the scien

4)  The rationale for leaving the areas open to recreational target

F24Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

Review kick-off briefing held on 10-13-16.

H27Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

• Mancos Shale RMP-A/EIS NOI, Farmington, New Mexico (DTS# 1262).

o 09-09-16. Received heads up that DTS is routing through WO. Expedited review requested by WO100.  WO400/410 not listed on DTS # 1262 routing although the Old Spanish NHT and wilderness characteristics are in planning area.

o As the RMP-A/EIS moves forward (alts development, impact analysis, etc.) WO-410 will participate to ensure that the National Conservation Lands units are adequately considered.

o DTS# 1262 is an amended notice (original notice published Feb 2014) that opens a scoping period limited to identifying public concerns and issues associated with the BIA's use of the EIS for its future mineral leasing decisions.  The amended NOI does not revisit or alter the BLM's 2014 scoping report/result

• The 2014 NOI announced the Farmington Field Office's (FFO) intent to amend the 2003 RMP to account for impacts not previously considered in the 2003 Reasonable Foreseeable Development Scenario (RFD).

• The RMP-A proposes to amend four decision types: oil and gas, lands and realty, vegetation management, and lands with wilderness characteristics.

• Land use planning-level decisions for other resources are outside the scope of this RMP-A (refer to 2014 NOI); however, all other affected resources and uses will be analyzed (e.g., National Conservation Lands units that may be affected by amended oil and gas decisions).

• Potential impacts to the Old Spanish NHT were identified during the scoping period in 2014 (see Scoping Report).

• The RMP-A/EIS will account for this accordingly (through alternatives development, impact assessment, etc)

• The 2016 amended NOI announces that the BIA is joining the effort as a joint lead AND that the BIA intends to use the EIS to inform decisions related to BIA-managed minerals.

F29Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

Review kick-off briefing held on 10-13-16.

H33Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

• Mancos Shale RMP-A/EIS NOI, Farmington, New Mexico (DTS# 1262).

o 09-09-16. Received heads up that DTS is routing through WO. Expedited review requested by WO100.  WO400/410 not listed on DTS # 1262 routing although the Old Spanish NHT and wilderness characteristics are in planning area.

o As the RMP-A/EIS moves forward (alts development, impact analysis, etc.) WO-410 will participate to ensure that the National Conservation Lands units are adequately considered.

o DTS# 1262 is an amended notice (original notice published Feb 2014) that opens a scoping period limited to identifying public concerns and issues associated with the BIA's use of the EIS for its future mineral leasing decisions.  The amended NOI does not revisit or alter the BLM's 2014 scoping report/result

• The 2014 NOI announced the Farmington Field Office's (FFO) intent to amend the 2003 RMP to account for impacts not previously considered in the 2003 Reasonable Foreseeable Development Scenario (RFD).

• The RMP-A proposes to amend four decision types: oil and gas, lands and realty, vegetation management, and lands with wilderness characteristics.

• Land use planning-level decisions for other resources are outside the scope of this RMP-A (refer to 2014 NOI); however, all other affected resources and uses will be analyzed (e.g., National Conservation Lands units that may be affected by amended oil and gas decisions).

• Potential impacts to the Old Spanish NHT were identified during the scoping period in 2014 (see Scoping Report).

• The RMP-A/EIS will account for this accordingly (through alternatives development, impact assessment, etc)

• The 2016 amended NOI announces that the BIA is joining the effort as a joint lead AND that the BIA intends to use the EIS to inform decisions related to BIA-managed minerals.

F35Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

Review kick-off briefing held on 10-13-16.

H40Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

• Mancos Shale RMP-A/EIS NOI, Farmington, New Mexico (DTS# 1262).

o 09-09-16. Received heads up that DTS is routing through WO. Expedited review requested by WO100.  WO400/410 not listed on DTS # 1262 routing although the Old Spanish NHT and wilderness characteristics are in planning area.

o As the RMP-A/EIS moves forward (alts development, impact analysis, etc.) WO-410 will participate to ensure that the National Conservation Lands units are adequately considered.

o DTS# 1262 is an amended notice (original notice published Feb 2014) that opens a scoping period limited to identifying public concerns and issues associated with the BIA's use of the EIS for its future mineral leasing decisions.  The amended NOI does not revisit or alter the BLM's 2014 scoping report/result

• The 2014 NOI announced the Farmington Field Office's (FFO) intent to amend the 2003 RMP to account for impacts not previously considered in the 2003 Reasonable Foreseeable Development Scenario (RFD).

• The RMP-A proposes to amend four decision types: oil and gas, lands and realty, vegetation management, and lands with wilderness characteristics.

• Land use planning-level decisions for other resources are outside the scope of this RMP-A (refer to 2014 NOI); however, all other affected resources and uses will be analyzed (e.g., National Conservation Lands units that may be affected by amended oil and gas decisions).

• Potential impacts to the Old Spanish NHT were identified during the scoping period in 2014 (see Scoping Report).

• The RMP-A/EIS will account for this accordingly (through alternatives development, impact assessment, etc)

• The 2016 amended NOI announces that the BIA is joining the effort as a joint lead AND that the BIA intends to use the EIS to inform decisions related to BIA-managed minerals.

F42Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

Review kick-off briefing held on 10-13-16.

H46Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

• Mancos Shale RMP-A/EIS NOI, Farmington, New Mexico (DTS# 1262).

o 09-09-16. Received heads up that DTS is routing through WO. Expedited review requested by WO100.  WO400/410 not listed on DTS # 1262 routing although the Old Spanish NHT and wilderness characteristics are in planning area.

o As the RMP-A/EIS moves forward (alts development, impact analysis, etc.) WO-410 will participate to ensure that the National Conservation Lands units are adequately considered.

o DTS# 1262 is an amended notice (original notice published Feb 2014) that opens a scoping period limited to identifying public concerns and issues associated with the BIA's use of the EIS for its future mineral leasing decisions.  The amended NOI does not revisit or alter the BLM's 2014 scoping report/result

• The 2014 NOI announced the Farmington Field Office's (FFO) intent to amend the 2003 RMP to account for impacts not previously considered in the 2003 Reasonable Foreseeable Development Scenario (RFD).

• The RMP-A proposes to amend four decision types: oil and gas, lands and realty, vegetation management, and lands with wilderness characteristics.

• Land use planning-level decisions for other resources are outside the scope of this RMP-A (refer to 2014 NOI); however, all other affected resources and uses will be analyzed (e.g., National Conservation Lands units that may be affected by amended oil and gas decisions).

• Potential impacts to the Old Spanish NHT were identified during the scoping period in 2014 (see Scoping Report).

• The RMP-A/EIS will account for this accordingly (through alternatives development, impact assessment, etc)

• The 2016 amended NOI announces that the BIA is joining the effort as a joint lead AND that the BIA intends to use the EIS to inform decisions related to BIA-managed minerals.
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F48Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

Review kick-off briefing held on 10-13-16.

H52Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

• Mancos Shale RMP-A/EIS NOI, Farmington, New Mexico (DTS# 1262).

o 09-09-16. Received heads up that DTS is routing through WO. Expedited review requested by WO100.  WO400/410 not listed on DTS # 1262 routing although the Old Spanish NHT and wilderness characteristics are in planning area.

o As the RMP-A/EIS moves forward (alts development, impact analysis, etc.) WO-410 will participate to ensure that the National Conservation Lands units are adequately considered.

o DTS# 1262 is an amended notice (original notice published Feb 2014) that opens a scoping period limited to identifying public concerns and issues associated with the BIA's use of the EIS for its future mineral leasing decisions.  The amended NOI does not revisit or alter the BLM's 2014 scoping report/result

• The 2014 NOI announced the Farmington Field Office's (FFO) intent to amend the 2003 RMP to account for impacts not previously considered in the 2003 Reasonable Foreseeable Development Scenario (RFD).

• The RMP-A proposes to amend four decision types: oil and gas, lands and realty, vegetation management, and lands with wilderness characteristics.

• Land use planning-level decisions for other resources are outside the scope of this RMP-A (refer to 2014 NOI); however, all other affected resources and uses will be analyzed (e.g., National Conservation Lands units that may be affected by amended oil and gas decisions).

• Potential impacts to the Old Spanish NHT were identified during the scoping period in 2014 (see Scoping Report).

• The RMP-A/EIS will account for this accordingly (through alternatives development, impact assessment, etc)

• The 2016 amended NOI announces that the BIA is joining the effort as a joint lead AND that the BIA intends to use the EIS to inform decisions related to BIA-managed minerals.

F54Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

Review kick-off briefing held on 10-13-16.

C56Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

National Conservation Lands, a WO admin review of the GSENM DRMP-A/DEIS is scheduled for January 30 through February 20 with a kick-off briefing scheduled for January 31. After receiving the review files from WO210 I will share them along with a WO410 comment form on google drive. WO410 commented previously

Allison and Rob, can you provide answers to each of the following questions from your review of the GSENM DRMP-A/DEIS to help guide WO410's review?

General

Are all National Conservation Lands units and other related areas that are located within the planning area identified and the management addressed in in the RMP alternatives? If not, is there a stand-alone plan for that unit?

Are mitigation standards identified for future land use activities that impact National Conservation Lands units and other related special areas?

Are appropriate land use allocations and/or management actions identified in the RMP that limit or exclude land use activities that are incompatible with the management of National Conservation Land units and other related special areas?

Has the State Director been briefed on RMP alternatives and decisions regarding National Conservation Lands, lands with wilderness characteristics, eligible and suitable (pre-designation) Wild and Scenic River segments, and trails under study or recommended as suitable for designation?

National Monuments/National Conservation Areas and Similar Designations

If this is a combined RMP, is there a unique set of decisions specific to the NM/NCA?

Does the RMP identify the resources, objects, and values (ROV) for which the NM/NCA was designated, and how those ROVs will be managed?

Are all land use planning decisions in the RMP consistent with the purposes and objectives of the designating proclamation or Act of Congress that established the NM/NCA?

Are new utility corridors or ROWs in the NM/NCA identified as exclusion or avoidance areas?

Lands with wilderness characteristics

Does the FO have a complete, updated inventory of lands with wilderness characteristics?

Is an inventory report included as an Appendix?

Are decisions made for all lands with wilderness characteristics within the planning area?

Is rationale included for decisions to (1) emphasize other multiple uses; (2) emphasize other multiple uses while applying management restrictions to reduce impacts to wilderness characteristics; and/or (3) protect wilderness characteristics over other multiple uses?

Is a table included that summarizes acres inventoried; acres found to have wilderness characteristics; acres and the percentage of lands that fall within each of the categories identified in BLM Manual 6320, which include:  1) protection of lands with wilderness characteristics as a priority over other uses, 2) emphasizing othe

reduce impacts to wilderness characteristics” will occur and wilderness character will be maintained?

Eligible and Suitable WSR

Did the FO complete WSR eligibility inventories consistent with current policy requirements (MS 6400)?

Did the FO complete suitability evaluations and determinations for all eligible streams using factors and criteria from M6400?

Are suitable/nonsuitable decisions made for all WSR-eligible streams in the planning area?

Is the WSR Study Report included as an Appendix and is it consistent with current policy?

For segments determined not suitable, do other resource allocations protect the river values; and/or is rationale provided for not protecting the river values especially if implementation of the RMP will degrade or eliminate those river values?

National Scenic and Historic Trails

Is the national trail management corridor allocation included in the alternatives?

Does the plan include objectives and associated management actions, allowable uses, and restrictions to safeguard the nature and purposes of the trail?

Other RMP Issues

Does the RMP include any unique issues (e.g., associated settlement agreement) or background (e.g., anomalies included in a National Monument proclamation) that affect the alternatives?

Summarize how the unique issues or background affect the alternatives.

Please let me know if you would like to discuss. Thanks. Britta

more details »

WO Review Kick-off Briefing: GSENM Grazing DRMP Amendment

The WO admin review period for the Grand Staircase Escalante National Monument (GSENM) Grazing Draft RMP Amendment (DRMPA) will run from January 30 - February 20, 2017.  To help inform your WO admin review, please attend this briefing for an overview of the GSENM Grazing DRMPA.  I will send the DRMPA and present

Please let me know if you have any questions.

- Fariba

When

Tue Jan 31, 2017 9am – 10am Mountain Time

Where

ST RM5005 Lowlands Conference Rm

C57Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

National Conservation Lands, a WO admin review of the Cedar City DRMP/DEIS is scheduled for January 30 through February 6 with a kick-off briefing scheduled for January 18. After receiving the review files from WO210 I will share them along with a WO410 comment form on google drive. The WO410 Briefing Pape

Allison and Rob, can you provide answers to each of the following questions from your review of the Cedar City DRMP/DEIS to help guide WO410's review?

General

Are all National Conservation Lands units and other related areas that are located within the planning area identified and the management addressed in in the RMP alternatives? If not, is there a stand-alone plan for that unit?

Are mitigation standards identified for future land use activities that impact National Conservation Lands units and other related special areas?

Are appropriate land use allocations and/or management actions identified in the RMP that limit or exclude land use activities that are incompatible with the management of National Conservation Land units and other related special areas?

Has the State Director been briefed on RMP alternatives and decisions regarding National Conservation Lands, lands with wilderness characteristics, eligible and suitable (pre-designation) Wild and Scenic River segments, and trails under study or recommended as suitable for designation?

Lands with wilderness characteristics

Does the FO have a complete, updated inventory of lands with wilderness characteristics?

Is an inventory report included as an Appendix?

Are decisions made for all lands with wilderness characteristics within the planning area?

Is rationale included for decisions to (1) emphasize other multiple uses; (2) emphasize other multiple uses while applying management restrictions to reduce impacts to wilderness characteristics; and/or (3) protect wilderness characteristics over other multiple uses?

Is a table included that summarizes acres inventoried; acres found to have wilderness characteristics; acres and the percentage of lands that fall within each of the categories identified in BLM Manual 6320, which include:  1) protection of lands with wilderness characteristics as a priority over other uses, 2) emphasizing othe

reduce impacts to wilderness characteristics” will occur and wilderness character will be maintained?

Eligible and Suitable WSR

Did the FO complete WSR eligibility inventories consistent with current policy requirements (MS 6400)?

Did the FO complete suitability evaluations and determinations for all eligible streams using factors and criteria from M6400?

Are suitable/nonsuitable decisions made for all WSR-eligible streams in the planning area?

Is the WSR Study Report included as an Appendix and is it consistent with current policy?

For segments determined not suitable, do other resource allocations protect the river values; and/or is rationale provided for not protecting the river values especially if implementation of the RMP will degrade or eliminate those river values?

National Scenic and Historic Trails

Is the national trail management corridor allocation included in the alternatives?

Does the plan include objectives and associated management actions, allowable uses, and restrictions to safeguard the nature and purposes of the trail?
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Other RMP Issues

Does the RMP include any unique issues (e.g., associated settlement agreement) or background (e.g., anomalies included in a National Monument proclamation) that affect the alternatives?

How do the unique issues or background affect the alternatives?

Please let me know if you would like to discuss.

Thanks. Britta
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more details »

WO Review Kick-off Briefing: Cedar City DRMP (UT)

The WO admin review period for the Cedar City Draft RMP (Utah) will run from January 30 - February 6, 2017.  To help inform your WO admin review, please attend this briefing for an overview of the Cedar City Draft RMP.  I will send the DRMP and presentation material in subsequent emails.

Please let me know if you have any questions.

- Fariba

H60Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

• Mancos Shale RMP-A/EIS NOI, Farmington, New Mexico (DTS# 1262).

o 09-09-16. Received heads up that DTS is routing through WO. Expedited review requested by WO100.  WO400/410 not listed on DTS # 1262 routing although the Old Spanish NHT and wilderness characteristics are in planning area.

o As the RMP-A/EIS moves forward (alts development, impact analysis, etc.) WO-410 will participate to ensure that the National Conservation Lands units are adequately considered.

o DTS# 1262 is an amended notice (original notice published Feb 2014) that opens a scoping period limited to identifying public concerns and issues associated with the BIA's use of the EIS for its future mineral leasing decisions.  The amended NOI does not revisit or alter the BLM's 2014 scoping report/result

• The 2014 NOI announced the Farmington Field Office's (FFO) intent to amend the 2003 RMP to account for impacts not previously considered in the 2003 Reasonable Foreseeable Development Scenario (RFD).

• The RMP-A proposes to amend four decision types: oil and gas, lands and realty, vegetation management, and lands with wilderness characteristics.

• Land use planning-level decisions for other resources are outside the scope of this RMP-A (refer to 2014 NOI); however, all other affected resources and uses will be analyzed (e.g., National Conservation Lands units that may be affected by amended oil and gas decisions).

• Potential impacts to the Old Spanish NHT were identified during the scoping period in 2014 (see Scoping Report).

• The RMP-A/EIS will account for this accordingly (through alternatives development, impact assessment, etc)

• The 2016 amended NOI announces that the BIA is joining the effort as a joint lead AND that the BIA intends to use the EIS to inform decisions related to BIA-managed minerals.

F62Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

Review kick-off briefing held on 10-13-16.

C64Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

National Conservation Lands, a WO admin review of the GSENM DRMP-A/DEIS is scheduled for January 30 through February 20 with a kick-off briefing scheduled for January 31. After receiving the review files from WO210 I will share them along with a WO410 comment form on google drive. WO410 commented previously

Allison and Rob, can you provide answers to each of the following questions from your review of the GSENM DRMP-A/DEIS to help guide WO410's review?

General

Are all National Conservation Lands units and other related areas that are located within the planning area identified and the management addressed in in the RMP alternatives? If not, is there a stand-alone plan for that unit?

Are mitigation standards identified for future land use activities that impact National Conservation Lands units and other related special areas?

Are appropriate land use allocations and/or management actions identified in the RMP that limit or exclude land use activities that are incompatible with the management of National Conservation Land units and other related special areas?

Has the State Director been briefed on RMP alternatives and decisions regarding National Conservation Lands, lands with wilderness characteristics, eligible and suitable (pre-designation) Wild and Scenic River segments, and trails under study or recommended as suitable for designation?

National Monuments/National Conservation Areas and Similar Designations

If this is a combined RMP, is there a unique set of decisions specific to the NM/NCA?

Does the RMP identify the resources, objects, and values (ROV) for which the NM/NCA was designated, and how those ROVs will be managed?

Are all land use planning decisions in the RMP consistent with the purposes and objectives of the designating proclamation or Act of Congress that established the NM/NCA?

Are new utility corridors or ROWs in the NM/NCA identified as exclusion or avoidance areas?

Lands with wilderness characteristics

Does the FO have a complete, updated inventory of lands with wilderness characteristics?

Is an inventory report included as an Appendix?

Are decisions made for all lands with wilderness characteristics within the planning area?

Is rationale included for decisions to (1) emphasize other multiple uses; (2) emphasize other multiple uses while applying management restrictions to reduce impacts to wilderness characteristics; and/or (3) protect wilderness characteristics over other multiple uses?

Is a table included that summarizes acres inventoried; acres found to have wilderness characteristics; acres and the percentage of lands that fall within each of the categories identified in BLM Manual 6320, which include:  1) protection of lands with wilderness characteristics as a priority over other uses, 2) emphasizing othe

reduce impacts to wilderness characteristics” will occur and wilderness character will be maintained?

Eligible and Suitable WSR

Did the FO complete WSR eligibility inventories consistent with current policy requirements (MS 6400)?

Did the FO complete suitability evaluations and determinations for all eligible streams using factors and criteria from M6400?

Are suitable/nonsuitable decisions made for all WSR-eligible streams in the planning area?

Is the WSR Study Report included as an Appendix and is it consistent with current policy?

For segments determined not suitable, do other resource allocations protect the river values; and/or is rationale provided for not protecting the river values especially if implementation of the RMP will degrade or eliminate those river values?

National Scenic and Historic Trails

Is the national trail management corridor allocation included in the alternatives?

Does the plan include objectives and associated management actions, allowable uses, and restrictions to safeguard the nature and purposes of the trail?

Other RMP Issues

Does the RMP include any unique issues (e.g., associated settlement agreement) or background (e.g., anomalies included in a National Monument proclamation) that affect the alternatives?

Summarize how the unique issues or background affect the alternatives.

Please let me know if you would like to discuss. Thanks. Britta

more details »

WO Review Kick-off Briefing: GSENM Grazing DRMP Amendment

The WO admin review period for the Grand Staircase Escalante National Monument (GSENM) Grazing Draft RMP Amendment (DRMPA) will run from January 30 - February 20, 2017.  To help inform your WO admin review, please attend this briefing for an overview of the GSENM Grazing DRMPA.  I will send the DRMPA and present

Please let me know if you have any questions.

- Fariba

When

Tue Jan 31, 2017 9am – 10am Mountain Time

Where

ST RM5005 Lowlands Conference Rm

C65Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

National Conservation Lands, a WO admin review of the Cedar City DRMP/DEIS is scheduled for January 30 through February 6 with a kick-off briefing scheduled for January 18. After receiving the review files from WO210 I will share them along with a WO410 comment form on google drive. The WO410 Briefing Pape

Allison and Rob, can you provide answers to each of the following questions from your review of the Cedar City DRMP/DEIS to help guide WO410's review?

General

Are all National Conservation Lands units and other related areas that are located within the planning area identified and the management addressed in in the RMP alternatives? If not, is there a stand-alone plan for that unit?

Are mitigation standards identified for future land use activities that impact National Conservation Lands units and other related special areas?

Are appropriate land use allocations and/or management actions identified in the RMP that limit or exclude land use activities that are incompatible with the management of National Conservation Land units and other related special areas?

Has the State Director been briefed on RMP alternatives and decisions regarding National Conservation Lands, lands with wilderness characteristics, eligible and suitable (pre-designation) Wild and Scenic River segments, and trails under study or recommended as suitable for designation?

Lands with wilderness characteristics

Does the FO have a complete, updated inventory of lands with wilderness characteristics?

Is an inventory report included as an Appendix?

Are decisions made for all lands with wilderness characteristics within the planning area?

Is rationale included for decisions to (1) emphasize other multiple uses; (2) emphasize other multiple uses while applying management restrictions to reduce impacts to wilderness characteristics; and/or (3) protect wilderness characteristics over other multiple uses?
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Is a table included that summarizes acres inventoried; acres found to have wilderness characteristics; acres and the percentage of lands that fall within each of the categories identified in BLM Manual 6320, which include:  1) protection of lands with wilderness characteristics as a priority over other uses, 2) emphasizing othe

reduce impacts to wilderness characteristics” will occur and wilderness character will be maintained?

Eligible and Suitable WSR

Did the FO complete WSR eligibility inventories consistent with current policy requirements (MS 6400)?

Did the FO complete suitability evaluations and determinations for all eligible streams using factors and criteria from M6400?

Are suitable/nonsuitable decisions made for all WSR-eligible streams in the planning area?

Is the WSR Study Report included as an Appendix and is it consistent with current policy?

For segments determined not suitable, do other resource allocations protect the river values; and/or is rationale provided for not protecting the river values especially if implementation of the RMP will degrade or eliminate those river values?

National Scenic and Historic Trails

Is the national trail management corridor allocation included in the alternatives?

Does the plan include objectives and associated management actions, allowable uses, and restrictions to safeguard the nature and purposes of the trail?

Other RMP Issues

Does the RMP include any unique issues (e.g., associated settlement agreement) or background (e.g., anomalies included in a National Monument proclamation) that affect the alternatives?

How do the unique issues or background affect the alternatives?

Please let me know if you would like to discuss.

Thanks. Britta
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more details »

WO Review Kick-off Briefing: Cedar City DRMP (UT)

The WO admin review period for the Cedar City Draft RMP (Utah) will run from January 30 - February 6, 2017.  To help inform your WO admin review, please attend this briefing for an overview of the Cedar City Draft RMP.  I will send the DRMP and presentation material in subsequent emails.

Please let me know if you have any questions.

- Fariba

H67Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

• Mancos Shale RMP-A/EIS NOI, Farmington, New Mexico (DTS# 1262).

o 09-09-16. Received heads up that DTS is routing through WO. Expedited review requested by WO100.  WO400/410 not listed on DTS # 1262 routing although the Old Spanish NHT and wilderness characteristics are in planning area.

o As the RMP-A/EIS moves forward (alts development, impact analysis, etc.) WO-410 will participate to ensure that the National Conservation Lands units are adequately considered.

o DTS# 1262 is an amended notice (original notice published Feb 2014) that opens a scoping period limited to identifying public concerns and issues associated with the BIA's use of the EIS for its future mineral leasing decisions.  The amended NOI does not revisit or alter the BLM's 2014 scoping report/result

• The 2014 NOI announced the Farmington Field Office's (FFO) intent to amend the 2003 RMP to account for impacts not previously considered in the 2003 Reasonable Foreseeable Development Scenario (RFD).

• The RMP-A proposes to amend four decision types: oil and gas, lands and realty, vegetation management, and lands with wilderness characteristics.

• Land use planning-level decisions for other resources are outside the scope of this RMP-A (refer to 2014 NOI); however, all other affected resources and uses will be analyzed (e.g., National Conservation Lands units that may be affected by amended oil and gas decisions).

• Potential impacts to the Old Spanish NHT were identified during the scoping period in 2014 (see Scoping Report).

• The RMP-A/EIS will account for this accordingly (through alternatives development, impact assessment, etc)

• The 2016 amended NOI announces that the BIA is joining the effort as a joint lead AND that the BIA intends to use the EIS to inform decisions related to BIA-managed minerals.

F69Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

Review kick-off briefing held on 10-13-16.

C71Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

National Conservation Lands, a WO admin review of the GSENM DRMP-A/DEIS is scheduled for January 30 through February 20 with a kick-off briefing scheduled for January 31. After receiving the review files from WO210 I will share them along with a WO410 comment form on google drive. WO410 commented previously

Allison and Rob, can you provide answers to each of the following questions from your review of the GSENM DRMP-A/DEIS to help guide WO410's review?

General

Are all National Conservation Lands units and other related areas that are located within the planning area identified and the management addressed in in the RMP alternatives? If not, is there a stand-alone plan for that unit?

Are mitigation standards identified for future land use activities that impact National Conservation Lands units and other related special areas?

Are appropriate land use allocations and/or management actions identified in the RMP that limit or exclude land use activities that are incompatible with the management of National Conservation Land units and other related special areas?

Has the State Director been briefed on RMP alternatives and decisions regarding National Conservation Lands, lands with wilderness characteristics, eligible and suitable (pre-designation) Wild and Scenic River segments, and trails under study or recommended as suitable for designation?

National Monuments/National Conservation Areas and Similar Designations

If this is a combined RMP, is there a unique set of decisions specific to the NM/NCA?

Does the RMP identify the resources, objects, and values (ROV) for which the NM/NCA was designated, and how those ROVs will be managed?

Are all land use planning decisions in the RMP consistent with the purposes and objectives of the designating proclamation or Act of Congress that established the NM/NCA?

Are new utility corridors or ROWs in the NM/NCA identified as exclusion or avoidance areas?

Lands with wilderness characteristics

Does the FO have a complete, updated inventory of lands with wilderness characteristics?

Is an inventory report included as an Appendix?

Are decisions made for all lands with wilderness characteristics within the planning area?

Is rationale included for decisions to (1) emphasize other multiple uses; (2) emphasize other multiple uses while applying management restrictions to reduce impacts to wilderness characteristics; and/or (3) protect wilderness characteristics over other multiple uses?

Is a table included that summarizes acres inventoried; acres found to have wilderness characteristics; acres and the percentage of lands that fall within each of the categories identified in BLM Manual 6320, which include:  1) protection of lands with wilderness characteristics as a priority over other uses, 2) emphasizing othe

reduce impacts to wilderness characteristics” will occur and wilderness character will be maintained?

Eligible and Suitable WSR

Did the FO complete WSR eligibility inventories consistent with current policy requirements (MS 6400)?

Did the FO complete suitability evaluations and determinations for all eligible streams using factors and criteria from M6400?

Are suitable/nonsuitable decisions made for all WSR-eligible streams in the planning area?

Is the WSR Study Report included as an Appendix and is it consistent with current policy?

For segments determined not suitable, do other resource allocations protect the river values; and/or is rationale provided for not protecting the river values especially if implementation of the RMP will degrade or eliminate those river values?

National Scenic and Historic Trails

Is the national trail management corridor allocation included in the alternatives?

Does the plan include objectives and associated management actions, allowable uses, and restrictions to safeguard the nature and purposes of the trail?

Other RMP Issues

Does the RMP include any unique issues (e.g., associated settlement agreement) or background (e.g., anomalies included in a National Monument proclamation) that affect the alternatives?

Summarize how the unique issues or background affect the alternatives.

Please let me know if you would like to discuss. Thanks. Britta

more details »

WO Review Kick-off Briefing: GSENM Grazing DRMP Amendment

The WO admin review period for the Grand Staircase Escalante National Monument (GSENM) Grazing Draft RMP Amendment (DRMPA) will run from January 30 - February 20, 2017.  To help inform your WO admin review, please attend this briefing for an overview of the GSENM Grazing DRMPA.  I will send the DRMPA and present

Please let me know if you have any questions.

- Fariba

When

Tue Jan 31, 2017 9am – 10am Mountain Time

Where

MST RM5005 Lowlands Conference Rm

C72Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 
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National Conservation Lands, a WO admin review of the Cedar City DRMP/DEIS is scheduled for January 30 through February 6 with a kick-off briefing scheduled for January 18. After receiving the review files from WO210 I will share them along with a WO410 comment form on google drive. The WO410 Briefing Pape

Allison and Rob, can you provide answers to each of the following questions from your review of the Cedar City DRMP/DEIS to help guide WO410's review?

General

Are all National Conservation Lands units and other related areas that are located within the planning area identified and the management addressed in in the RMP alternatives? If not, is there a stand-alone plan for that unit?

Are mitigation standards identified for future land use activities that impact National Conservation Lands units and other related special areas?

Are appropriate land use allocations and/or management actions identified in the RMP that limit or exclude land use activities that are incompatible with the management of National Conservation Land units and other related special areas?

Has the State Director been briefed on RMP alternatives and decisions regarding National Conservation Lands, lands with wilderness characteristics, eligible and suitable (pre-designation) Wild and Scenic River segments, and trails under study or recommended as suitable for designation?

Lands with wilderness characteristics

Does the FO have a complete, updated inventory of lands with wilderness characteristics?

Is an inventory report included as an Appendix?

Are decisions made for all lands with wilderness characteristics within the planning area?

Is rationale included for decisions to (1) emphasize other multiple uses; (2) emphasize other multiple uses while applying management restrictions to reduce impacts to wilderness characteristics; and/or (3) protect wilderness characteristics over other multiple uses?

Is a table included that summarizes acres inventoried; acres found to have wilderness characteristics; acres and the percentage of lands that fall within each of the categories identified in BLM Manual 6320, which include:  1) protection of lands with wilderness characteristics as a priority over other uses, 2) emphasizing othe

reduce impacts to wilderness characteristics” will occur and wilderness character will be maintained?

Eligible and Suitable WSR

Did the FO complete WSR eligibility inventories consistent with current policy requirements (MS 6400)?

Did the FO complete suitability evaluations and determinations for all eligible streams using factors and criteria from M6400?

Are suitable/nonsuitable decisions made for all WSR-eligible streams in the planning area?

Is the WSR Study Report included as an Appendix and is it consistent with current policy?

For segments determined not suitable, do other resource allocations protect the river values; and/or is rationale provided for not protecting the river values especially if implementation of the RMP will degrade or eliminate those river values?

National Scenic and Historic Trails

Is the national trail management corridor allocation included in the alternatives?

Does the plan include objectives and associated management actions, allowable uses, and restrictions to safeguard the nature and purposes of the trail?

Other RMP Issues

Does the RMP include any unique issues (e.g., associated settlement agreement) or background (e.g., anomalies included in a National Monument proclamation) that affect the alternatives?

How do the unique issues or background affect the alternatives?

Please let me know if you would like to discuss.

Thanks. Britta
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more details »

WO Review Kick-off Briefing: Cedar City DRMP (UT)

The WO admin review period for the Cedar City Draft RMP (Utah) will run from January 30 - February 6, 2017.  To help inform your WO admin review, please attend this briefing for an overview of the Cedar City Draft RMP.  I will send the DRMP and presentation material in subsequent emails.

Please let me know if you have any questions.

- Fariba

H74Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

• Mancos Shale RMP-A/EIS NOI, Farmington, New Mexico (DTS# 1262).

o 09-09-16. Received heads up that DTS is routing through WO. Expedited review requested by WO100.  WO400/410 not listed on DTS # 1262 routing although the Old Spanish NHT and wilderness characteristics are in planning area.

o As the RMP-A/EIS moves forward (alts development, impact analysis, etc.) WO-410 will participate to ensure that the National Conservation Lands units are adequately considered.

o DTS# 1262 is an amended notice (original notice published Feb 2014) that opens a scoping period limited to identifying public concerns and issues associated with the BIA's use of the EIS for its future mineral leasing decisions.  The amended NOI does not revisit or alter the BLM's 2014 scoping report/result

• The 2014 NOI announced the Farmington Field Office's (FFO) intent to amend the 2003 RMP to account for impacts not previously considered in the 2003 Reasonable Foreseeable Development Scenario (RFD).

• The RMP-A proposes to amend four decision types: oil and gas, lands and realty, vegetation management, and lands with wilderness characteristics.

• Land use planning-level decisions for other resources are outside the scope of this RMP-A (refer to 2014 NOI); however, all other affected resources and uses will be analyzed (e.g., National Conservation Lands units that may be affected by amended oil and gas decisions).

• Potential impacts to the Old Spanish NHT were identified during the scoping period in 2014 (see Scoping Report).

• The RMP-A/EIS will account for this accordingly (through alternatives development, impact assessment, etc)

• The 2016 amended NOI announces that the BIA is joining the effort as a joint lead AND that the BIA intends to use the EIS to inform decisions related to BIA-managed minerals.

C76Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

I think the WO410 NSHT and WSR comments were a submission that I missed. I'm sorry, but "410" doesn't mean anything to me - I don't have a guide to all the program numbers and I've had to re-save each with the associated program names for it to make sense to me and the rest of the RMP team (NSHT, WSR). Many submi

To summarize, here is the status of what *I think* encompasses NCL programs (but not sure):

WSR - just found the original WO comment and have provided it to Tom Bickauskas (State NCL + Rec Lead)

NSHT -  just found the original WO comment and have provided it to Tom Bickauskas (State NCL + Rec Lead) and Kevin Keeler (Iditarod NHT lead)

LWC - we are revising our alternatives per our State Director's direction. Bob Wick and Tom Bickauskas could not reach resolution, so it went to the SD and Chris Macalear's level. As a result, there will be no responses to these comments.

F76Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

Review kick-off briefing held on 10-13-16.

C78Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

National Conservation Lands, a WO admin review of the GSENM DRMP-A/DEIS is scheduled for January 30 through February 20 with a kick-off briefing scheduled for January 31. After receiving the review files from WO210 I will share them along with a WO410 comment form on google drive. WO410 commented previously

Allison and Rob, can you provide answers to each of the following questions from your review of the GSENM DRMP-A/DEIS to help guide WO410's review?

General

Are all National Conservation Lands units and other related areas that are located within the planning area identified and the management addressed in in the RMP alternatives? If not, is there a stand-alone plan for that unit?

Are mitigation standards identified for future land use activities that impact National Conservation Lands units and other related special areas?

Are appropriate land use allocations and/or management actions identified in the RMP that limit or exclude land use activities that are incompatible with the management of National Conservation Land units and other related special areas?

Has the State Director been briefed on RMP alternatives and decisions regarding National Conservation Lands, lands with wilderness characteristics, eligible and suitable (pre-designation) Wild and Scenic River segments, and trails under study or recommended as suitable for designation?

National Monuments/National Conservation Areas and Similar Designations

If this is a combined RMP, is there a unique set of decisions specific to the NM/NCA?

Does the RMP identify the resources, objects, and values (ROV) for which the NM/NCA was designated, and how those ROVs will be managed?

Are all land use planning decisions in the RMP consistent with the purposes and objectives of the designating proclamation or Act of Congress that established the NM/NCA?

Are new utility corridors or ROWs in the NM/NCA identified as exclusion or avoidance areas?

Lands with wilderness characteristics

Does the FO have a complete, updated inventory of lands with wilderness characteristics?

Is an inventory report included as an Appendix?

Are decisions made for all lands with wilderness characteristics within the planning area?

Is rationale included for decisions to (1) emphasize other multiple uses; (2) emphasize other multiple uses while applying management restrictions to reduce impacts to wilderness characteristics; and/or (3) protect wilderness characteristics over other multiple uses?

Is a table included that summarizes acres inventoried; acres found to have wilderness characteristics; acres and the percentage of lands that fall within each of the categories identified in BLM Manual 6320, which include:  1) protection of lands with wilderness characteristics as a priority over other uses, 2) emphasizing othe

reduce impacts to wilderness characteristics” will occur and wilderness character will be maintained?

Eligible and Suitable WSR

Did the FO complete WSR eligibility inventories consistent with current policy requirements (MS 6400)?

Did the FO complete suitability evaluations and determinations for all eligible streams using factors and criteria from M6400?

Are suitable/nonsuitable decisions made for all WSR-eligible streams in the planning area?

Is the WSR Study Report included as an Appendix and is it consistent with current policy?

For segments determined not suitable, do other resource allocations protect the river values; and/or is rationale provided for not protecting the river values especially if implementation of the RMP will degrade or eliminate those river values?

National Scenic and Historic Trails

Is the national trail management corridor allocation included in the alternatives?
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Does the plan include objectives and associated management actions, allowable uses, and restrictions to safeguard the nature and purposes of the trail?

Other RMP Issues

Does the RMP include any unique issues (e.g., associated settlement agreement) or background (e.g., anomalies included in a National Monument proclamation) that affect the alternatives?

Summarize how the unique issues or background affect the alternatives.

Please let me know if you would like to discuss. Thanks. Britta

more details »

WO Review Kick-off Briefing: GSENM Grazing DRMP Amendment

The WO admin review period for the Grand Staircase Escalante National Monument (GSENM) Grazing Draft RMP Amendment (DRMPA) will run from January 30 - February 20, 2017.  To help inform your WO admin review, please attend this briefing for an overview of the GSENM Grazing DRMPA.  I will send the DRMPA and present

Please let me know if you have any questions.

- Fariba

When

Tue Jan 31, 2017 9am – 10am Mountain Time

Where

ST RM5005 Lowlands Conference Rm

C79Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

National Conservation Lands, a WO admin review of the Cedar City DRMP/DEIS is scheduled for January 30 through February 6 with a kick-off briefing scheduled for January 18. After receiving the review files from WO210 I will share them along with a WO410 comment form on google drive. The WO410 Briefing Pape

Allison and Rob, can you provide answers to each of the following questions from your review of the Cedar City DRMP/DEIS to help guide WO410's review?

General

Are all National Conservation Lands units and other related areas that are located within the planning area identified and the management addressed in in the RMP alternatives? If not, is there a stand-alone plan for that unit?

Are mitigation standards identified for future land use activities that impact National Conservation Lands units and other related special areas?

Are appropriate land use allocations and/or management actions identified in the RMP that limit or exclude land use activities that are incompatible with the management of National Conservation Land units and other related special areas?

Has the State Director been briefed on RMP alternatives and decisions regarding National Conservation Lands, lands with wilderness characteristics, eligible and suitable (pre-designation) Wild and Scenic River segments, and trails under study or recommended as suitable for designation?

Lands with wilderness characteristics

Does the FO have a complete, updated inventory of lands with wilderness characteristics?

Is an inventory report included as an Appendix?

Are decisions made for all lands with wilderness characteristics within the planning area?

Is rationale included for decisions to (1) emphasize other multiple uses; (2) emphasize other multiple uses while applying management restrictions to reduce impacts to wilderness characteristics; and/or (3) protect wilderness characteristics over other multiple uses?

Is a table included that summarizes acres inventoried; acres found to have wilderness characteristics; acres and the percentage of lands that fall within each of the categories identified in BLM Manual 6320, which include:  1) protection of lands with wilderness characteristics as a priority over other uses, 2) emphasizing othe

reduce impacts to wilderness characteristics” will occur and wilderness character will be maintained?

Eligible and Suitable WSR

Did the FO complete WSR eligibility inventories consistent with current policy requirements (MS 6400)?

Did the FO complete suitability evaluations and determinations for all eligible streams using factors and criteria from M6400?

Are suitable/nonsuitable decisions made for all WSR-eligible streams in the planning area?

Is the WSR Study Report included as an Appendix and is it consistent with current policy?

For segments determined not suitable, do other resource allocations protect the river values; and/or is rationale provided for not protecting the river values especially if implementation of the RMP will degrade or eliminate those river values?

National Scenic and Historic Trails

Is the national trail management corridor allocation included in the alternatives?

Does the plan include objectives and associated management actions, allowable uses, and restrictions to safeguard the nature and purposes of the trail?

Other RMP Issues

Does the RMP include any unique issues (e.g., associated settlement agreement) or background (e.g., anomalies included in a National Monument proclamation) that affect the alternatives?

How do the unique issues or background affect the alternatives?

Please let me know if you would like to discuss.

Thanks. Britta
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more details »

WO Review Kick-off Briefing: Cedar City DRMP (UT)

The WO admin review period for the Cedar City Draft RMP (Utah) will run from January 30 - February 6, 2017.  To help inform your WO admin review, please attend this briefing for an overview of the Cedar City Draft RMP.  I will send the DRMP and presentation material in subsequent emails.

Please let me know if you have any questions.

- Fariba

D81Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

02-03-17. Nelson, Britta <bknelson@blm.gov>

4:17 PM (57 minutes ago)

to Molly, Shiva, Anne, Sally, Peter, Robert, Deborah

Hi Molly, Shiva, and Annie - I thought I'd check in on the Mancos Shale RMP-A to see if there are any updates since we last communicated about the NOI back in September 2016. We have in our records that the RMP-A proposes to amend four decision types including lands with wilderness characteristics and wi

Thanks!

Britta Nelson, M.P.A., Program Analyst

National Conservation Lands (WO-410)

Bureau of Land Management

303.236.0539

H81Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

• Mancos Shale RMP-A/EIS NOI, Farmington, New Mexico (DTS# 1262).

o 09-09-16. Received heads up that DTS is routing through WO. Expedited review requested by WO100.  WO400/410 not listed on DTS # 1262 routing although the Old Spanish NHT and wilderness characteristics are in planning area.

o As the RMP-A/EIS moves forward (alts development, impact analysis, etc.) WO-410 will participate to ensure that the National Conservation Lands units are adequately considered.

o DTS# 1262 is an amended notice (original notice published Feb 2014) that opens a scoping period limited to identifying public concerns and issues associated with the BIA's use of the EIS for its future mineral leasing decisions.  The amended NOI does not revisit or alter the BLM's 2014 scoping report/result

• The 2014 NOI announced the Farmington Field Office's (FFO) intent to amend the 2003 RMP to account for impacts not previously considered in the 2003 Reasonable Foreseeable Development Scenario (RFD).

• The RMP-A proposes to amend four decision types: oil and gas, lands and realty, vegetation management, and lands with wilderness characteristics.

• Land use planning-level decisions for other resources are outside the scope of this RMP-A (refer to 2014 NOI); however, all other affected resources and uses will be analyzed (e.g., National Conservation Lands units that may be affected by amended oil and gas decisions).

• Potential impacts to the Old Spanish NHT were identified during the scoping period in 2014 (see Scoping Report).

• The RMP-A/EIS will account for this accordingly (through alternatives development, impact assessment, etc)

• The 2016 amended NOI announces that the BIA is joining the effort as a joint lead AND that the BIA intends to use the EIS to inform decisions related to BIA-managed minerals.

C82Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

I think the WO410 NSHT and WSR comments were a submission that I missed. I'm sorry, but "410" doesn't mean anything to me - I don't have a guide to all the program numbers and I've had to re-save each with the associated program names for it to make sense to me and the rest of the RMP team (NSHT, WSR). Many submi

To summarize, here is the status of what *I think* encompasses NCL programs (but not sure):

WSR - just found the original WO comment and have provided it to Tom Bickauskas (State NCL + Rec Lead)

NSHT -  just found the original WO comment and have provided it to Tom Bickauskas (State NCL + Rec Lead) and Kevin Keeler (Iditarod NHT lead)

LWC - we are revising our alternatives per our State Director's direction. Bob Wick and Tom Bickauskas could not reach resolution, so it went to the SD and Chris Macalear's level. As a result, there will be no responses to these comments.
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F82Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

Review kick-off briefing held on 10-13-16.

C83Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

National Conservation Lands, a WO admin review of the GSENM DRMP-A/DEIS is scheduled for January 30 through February 20 with a kick-off briefing scheduled for January 31. After receiving the review files from WO210 I will share them along with a WO410 comment form on google drive. WO410 commented previously

Allison and Rob, can you provide answers to each of the following questions from your review of the GSENM DRMP-A/DEIS to help guide WO410's review?

General

Are all National Conservation Lands units and other related areas that are located within the planning area identified and the management addressed in in the RMP alternatives? If not, is there a stand-alone plan for that unit?

Are mitigation standards identified for future land use activities that impact National Conservation Lands units and other related special areas?

Are appropriate land use allocations and/or management actions identified in the RMP that limit or exclude land use activities that are incompatible with the management of National Conservation Land units and other related special areas?

Has the State Director been briefed on RMP alternatives and decisions regarding National Conservation Lands, lands with wilderness characteristics, eligible and suitable (pre-designation) Wild and Scenic River segments, and trails under study or recommended as suitable for designation?

National Monuments/National Conservation Areas and Similar Designations

If this is a combined RMP, is there a unique set of decisions specific to the NM/NCA?

Does the RMP identify the resources, objects, and values (ROV) for which the NM/NCA was designated, and how those ROVs will be managed?

Are all land use planning decisions in the RMP consistent with the purposes and objectives of the designating proclamation or Act of Congress that established the NM/NCA?

Are new utility corridors or ROWs in the NM/NCA identified as exclusion or avoidance areas?

Lands with wilderness characteristics

Does the FO have a complete, updated inventory of lands with wilderness characteristics?

Is an inventory report included as an Appendix?

Are decisions made for all lands with wilderness characteristics within the planning area?

Is rationale included for decisions to (1) emphasize other multiple uses; (2) emphasize other multiple uses while applying management restrictions to reduce impacts to wilderness characteristics; and/or (3) protect wilderness characteristics over other multiple uses?

Is a table included that summarizes acres inventoried; acres found to have wilderness characteristics; acres and the percentage of lands that fall within each of the categories identified in BLM Manual 6320, which include:  1) protection of lands with wilderness characteristics as a priority over other uses, 2) emphasizing othe

reduce impacts to wilderness characteristics” will occur and wilderness character will be maintained?

Eligible and Suitable WSR

Did the FO complete WSR eligibility inventories consistent with current policy requirements (MS 6400)?

Did the FO complete suitability evaluations and determinations for all eligible streams using factors and criteria from M6400?

Are suitable/nonsuitable decisions made for all WSR-eligible streams in the planning area?

Is the WSR Study Report included as an Appendix and is it consistent with current policy?

For segments determined not suitable, do other resource allocations protect the river values; and/or is rationale provided for not protecting the river values especially if implementation of the RMP will degrade or eliminate those river values?

National Scenic and Historic Trails

Is the national trail management corridor allocation included in the alternatives?

Does the plan include objectives and associated management actions, allowable uses, and restrictions to safeguard the nature and purposes of the trail?

Other RMP Issues

Does the RMP include any unique issues (e.g., associated settlement agreement) or background (e.g., anomalies included in a National Monument proclamation) that affect the alternatives?

Summarize how the unique issues or background affect the alternatives.

Please let me know if you would like to discuss. Thanks. Britta

more details »

WO Review Kick-off Briefing: GSENM Grazing DRMP Amendment

The WO admin review period for the Grand Staircase Escalante National Monument (GSENM) Grazing Draft RMP Amendment (DRMPA) will run from January 30 - February 20, 2017.  To help inform your WO admin review, please attend this briefing for an overview of the GSENM Grazing DRMPA.  I will send the DRMPA and present

Please let me know if you have any questions.

- Fariba

When

Tue Jan 31, 2017 9am – 10am Mountain Time

Where

ST RM5005 Lowlands Conference Rm

C84Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

National Conservation Lands, a WO admin review of the Cedar City DRMP/DEIS is scheduled for January 30 through February 6 with a kick-off briefing scheduled for January 18. After receiving the review files from WO210 I will share them along with a WO410 comment form on google drive. The WO410 Briefing Pape

Allison and Rob, can you provide answers to each of the following questions from your review of the Cedar City DRMP/DEIS to help guide WO410's review?

General

Are all National Conservation Lands units and other related areas that are located within the planning area identified and the management addressed in in the RMP alternatives? If not, is there a stand-alone plan for that unit?

Are mitigation standards identified for future land use activities that impact National Conservation Lands units and other related special areas?

Are appropriate land use allocations and/or management actions identified in the RMP that limit or exclude land use activities that are incompatible with the management of National Conservation Land units and other related special areas?

Has the State Director been briefed on RMP alternatives and decisions regarding National Conservation Lands, lands with wilderness characteristics, eligible and suitable (pre-designation) Wild and Scenic River segments, and trails under study or recommended as suitable for designation?

Lands with wilderness characteristics

Does the FO have a complete, updated inventory of lands with wilderness characteristics?

Is an inventory report included as an Appendix?

Are decisions made for all lands with wilderness characteristics within the planning area?

Is rationale included for decisions to (1) emphasize other multiple uses; (2) emphasize other multiple uses while applying management restrictions to reduce impacts to wilderness characteristics; and/or (3) protect wilderness characteristics over other multiple uses?

Is a table included that summarizes acres inventoried; acres found to have wilderness characteristics; acres and the percentage of lands that fall within each of the categories identified in BLM Manual 6320, which include:  1) protection of lands with wilderness characteristics as a priority over other uses, 2) emphasizing othe

reduce impacts to wilderness characteristics” will occur and wilderness character will be maintained?

Eligible and Suitable WSR

Did the FO complete WSR eligibility inventories consistent with current policy requirements (MS 6400)?

Did the FO complete suitability evaluations and determinations for all eligible streams using factors and criteria from M6400?

Are suitable/nonsuitable decisions made for all WSR-eligible streams in the planning area?

Is the WSR Study Report included as an Appendix and is it consistent with current policy?

For segments determined not suitable, do other resource allocations protect the river values; and/or is rationale provided for not protecting the river values especially if implementation of the RMP will degrade or eliminate those river values?

National Scenic and Historic Trails

Is the national trail management corridor allocation included in the alternatives?

Does the plan include objectives and associated management actions, allowable uses, and restrictions to safeguard the nature and purposes of the trail?

Other RMP Issues

Does the RMP include any unique issues (e.g., associated settlement agreement) or background (e.g., anomalies included in a National Monument proclamation) that affect the alternatives?

How do the unique issues or background affect the alternatives?

Please let me know if you would like to discuss.

Thanks. Britta
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WO Review Kick-off Briefing: Cedar City DRMP (UT)

The WO admin review period for the Cedar City Draft RMP (Utah) will run from January 30 - February 6, 2017.  To help inform your WO admin review, please attend this briefing for an overview of the Cedar City Draft RMP.  I will send the DRMP and presentation material in subsequent emails.

Please let me know if you have any questions.

- Fariba

D86Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 
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02-03-17. Nelson, Britta <bknelson@blm.gov>

4:17 PM (57 minutes ago)

to Molly, Shiva, Anne, Sally, Peter, Robert, Deborah

Hi Molly, Shiva, and Annie - I thought I'd check in on the Mancos Shale RMP-A to see if there are any updates since we last communicated about the NOI back in September 2016. We have in our records that the RMP-A proposes to amend four decision types including lands with wilderness characteristics and wi

Thanks!

Britta Nelson, M.P.A., Program Analyst

National Conservation Lands (WO-410)

Bureau of Land Management

303.236.0539

H86Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

• Mancos Shale RMP-A/EIS NOI, Farmington, New Mexico (DTS# 1262).

o 09-09-16. Received heads up that DTS is routing through WO. Expedited review requested by WO100.  WO400/410 not listed on DTS # 1262 routing although the Old Spanish NHT and wilderness characteristics are in planning area.

o As the RMP-A/EIS moves forward (alts development, impact analysis, etc.) WO-410 will participate to ensure that the National Conservation Lands units are adequately considered.

o DTS# 1262 is an amended notice (original notice published Feb 2014) that opens a scoping period limited to identifying public concerns and issues associated with the BIA's use of the EIS for its future mineral leasing decisions.  The amended NOI does not revisit or alter the BLM's 2014 scoping report/result

• The 2014 NOI announced the Farmington Field Office's (FFO) intent to amend the 2003 RMP to account for impacts not previously considered in the 2003 Reasonable Foreseeable Development Scenario (RFD).

• The RMP-A proposes to amend four decision types: oil and gas, lands and realty, vegetation management, and lands with wilderness characteristics.

• Land use planning-level decisions for other resources are outside the scope of this RMP-A (refer to 2014 NOI); however, all other affected resources and uses will be analyzed (e.g., National Conservation Lands units that may be affected by amended oil and gas decisions).

• Potential impacts to the Old Spanish NHT were identified during the scoping period in 2014 (see Scoping Report).

• The RMP-A/EIS will account for this accordingly (through alternatives development, impact assessment, etc)

• The 2016 amended NOI announces that the BIA is joining the effort as a joint lead AND that the BIA intends to use the EIS to inform decisions related to BIA-managed minerals.

C87Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

I think the WO410 NSHT and WSR comments were a submission that I missed. I'm sorry, but "410" doesn't mean anything to me - I don't have a guide to all the program numbers and I've had to re-save each with the associated program names for it to make sense to me and the rest of the RMP team (NSHT, WSR). Many submi

To summarize, here is the status of what *I think* encompasses NCL programs (but not sure):

WSR - just found the original WO comment and have provided it to Tom Bickauskas (State NCL + Rec Lead)

NSHT -  just found the original WO comment and have provided it to Tom Bickauskas (State NCL + Rec Lead) and Kevin Keeler (Iditarod NHT lead)

LWC - we are revising our alternatives per our State Director's direction. Bob Wick and Tom Bickauskas could not reach resolution, so it went to the SD and Chris Macalear's level. As a result, there will be no responses to these comments.

F87Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

Review kick-off briefing held on 10-13-16.

C88Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

National Conservation Lands, a WO admin review of the GSENM DRMP-A/DEIS is scheduled for January 30 through February 20 with a kick-off briefing scheduled for January 31. After receiving the review files from WO210 I will share them along with a WO410 comment form on google drive. WO410 commented previously

Allison and Rob, can you provide answers to each of the following questions from your review of the GSENM DRMP-A/DEIS to help guide WO410's review?

General

Are all National Conservation Lands units and other related areas that are located within the planning area identified and the management addressed in in the RMP alternatives? If not, is there a stand-alone plan for that unit?

Are mitigation standards identified for future land use activities that impact National Conservation Lands units and other related special areas?

Are appropriate land use allocations and/or management actions identified in the RMP that limit or exclude land use activities that are incompatible with the management of National Conservation Land units and other related special areas?

Has the State Director been briefed on RMP alternatives and decisions regarding National Conservation Lands, lands with wilderness characteristics, eligible and suitable (pre-designation) Wild and Scenic River segments, and trails under study or recommended as suitable for designation?

National Monuments/National Conservation Areas and Similar Designations

If this is a combined RMP, is there a unique set of decisions specific to the NM/NCA?

Does the RMP identify the resources, objects, and values (ROV) for which the NM/NCA was designated, and how those ROVs will be managed?

Are all land use planning decisions in the RMP consistent with the purposes and objectives of the designating proclamation or Act of Congress that established the NM/NCA?

Are new utility corridors or ROWs in the NM/NCA identified as exclusion or avoidance areas?

Lands with wilderness characteristics

Does the FO have a complete, updated inventory of lands with wilderness characteristics?

Is an inventory report included as an Appendix?

Are decisions made for all lands with wilderness characteristics within the planning area?

Is rationale included for decisions to (1) emphasize other multiple uses; (2) emphasize other multiple uses while applying management restrictions to reduce impacts to wilderness characteristics; and/or (3) protect wilderness characteristics over other multiple uses?

Is a table included that summarizes acres inventoried; acres found to have wilderness characteristics; acres and the percentage of lands that fall within each of the categories identified in BLM Manual 6320, which include:  1) protection of lands with wilderness characteristics as a priority over other uses, 2) emphasizing othe

reduce impacts to wilderness characteristics” will occur and wilderness character will be maintained?

Eligible and Suitable WSR

Did the FO complete WSR eligibility inventories consistent with current policy requirements (MS 6400)?

Did the FO complete suitability evaluations and determinations for all eligible streams using factors and criteria from M6400?

Are suitable/nonsuitable decisions made for all WSR-eligible streams in the planning area?

Is the WSR Study Report included as an Appendix and is it consistent with current policy?

For segments determined not suitable, do other resource allocations protect the river values; and/or is rationale provided for not protecting the river values especially if implementation of the RMP will degrade or eliminate those river values?

National Scenic and Historic Trails

Is the national trail management corridor allocation included in the alternatives?

Does the plan include objectives and associated management actions, allowable uses, and restrictions to safeguard the nature and purposes of the trail?

Other RMP Issues

Does the RMP include any unique issues (e.g., associated settlement agreement) or background (e.g., anomalies included in a National Monument proclamation) that affect the alternatives?

Summarize how the unique issues or background affect the alternatives.

Please let me know if you would like to discuss. Thanks. Britta

more details »

WO Review Kick-off Briefing: GSENM Grazing DRMP Amendment

The WO admin review period for the Grand Staircase Escalante National Monument (GSENM) Grazing Draft RMP Amendment (DRMPA) will run from January 30 - February 20, 2017.  To help inform your WO admin review, please attend this briefing for an overview of the GSENM Grazing DRMPA.  I will send the DRMPA and present

Please let me know if you have any questions.

- Fariba

When

Tue Jan 31, 2017 9am – 10am Mountain Time

Where

ST RM5005 Lowlands Conference Rm

C89Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

WO410 Comments on Cedar City DRMP/DEIS

Inbox

x

Nelson, Britta <bknelson@blm.gov>

AttachmentsFeb 6 (4 days ago)

to Fariba, Anne, Sally, Peter, Robert, Deborah, Cathi, Allison, Robert

Hi Fariba and Annie, comments from WO410 on the Cedar City DRMP/DEIS are attached. Thank you for the opportunity to participate in the review. Please let me know if there are any questions regarding the comments. Thanks.
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Britta Nelson, M.P.A., Program Analyst

National Conservation Lands (WO-410)

Bureau of Land Management

303.236.0539

On Mon, Jan 30, 2017 at 9:09 AM, Hamedani, Fariba <fhamedani@blm.gov> wrote:

Dear WO RMP Reviewers,

This is a friendly reminder to please complete the WO review of the latest Cedar City DRMP/DEIS (Utah) and email your comments back to me by COB on Monday, February 6, 2017.  Please note that the Cedar City DRMP/DEIS went through a round of review in 2014, but some issues were identified during the D

The latest version of the DRMP/DEIS (in both clean and tracked changes version) and maps are available at the following locations:

http://teamspace/sites/rmpnepadocs/Planning%20and%20NEPA/Forms/AllItems.aspx?RootFolder=%2Fsites%2Frmpnepadocs%2FPlanning%20and%20NEPA%2FUT%2FCedar%20City%20RMP%20

(Please copy and paste into Internet Explorer)

I've attached the blank comment form, and for your reference, have also attached the WO review comments from the first round of WO review of the Cedar City DRMP/DEIS back in 2014.

Thank you for your review, and please let me know if you have any questions.

- Fariba

Fariba Hamedani

Planning & Environmental Analyst

Division of Decision Support, Planning & NEPA (WO-210)

Bureau of Land Management

PH   (202) 912-7047

FAX (202) 245-0028

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

From: Hamedani, Fariba <fhamedani@blm.gov>

Date: Wed, Jan 11, 2017 at 3:15 PM

Subject: Docs for WO Review - Cedar City DRMP/DEIS

To: BLM_WO_RMP_REVIEW_TEAM <blm_wo_rmp_review_team@blm.gov>, "Georges (Buck) Damone III" <gdamone@blm.gov>

Cc: "Baker, Leah" <lbaker@blm.gov>, Heather Bernier <hbernier@blm.gov>

Dear WO RMP reviewers,

The Cedar City DRMP/DEIS (Utah) is now posted for your review.  By COB on Monday, February 6, 2017, please email me your review comments using the attached comment form.  Please note that the Cedar City DRMP/DEIS went through a round of review in 2014, but some issues were identified during the Direc

The latest version of the DRMP/DEIS and maps are available at the following locations:

DRMP/DEIS (in both clean and tracked changes version):

https://blmspace.blm.doi.net/ut/planningandnepa/Shared%20Documents/Forms/AllItems.aspx?RootFolder=%2Fut%2Fplanningandnepa%2FShared%20Documents%2FCedar%20City%2FCCFO%20plan%20revision%2FAdministrative%20Draft%20RMP%5FEIS%5FJan2017%2FDraft%20RMP%5FEIS%5FJan2017&InitialTabId=Ribbon%2EDocument&Visibil


Maps:

https://blmspace.blm.doi.net/ut/planningandnepa/Shared%20Documents/Forms/AllItems.aspx?RootFolder=%2Fut%2Fplanningandnepa%2FShared%20Documents%2FCedar%20City%2FCCFO%20plan%20revision%2FAdministrative%20Draft%20RMP%5FEIS%5FJan2017%2FDraft%20RMP%20Maps%20Jan2017


Please note that I've also attached the Cedar City FO responses to WO review comments from the 2014 round of review, to help refresh your memory.

Please let me know if you have any questions.

- Fariba

Fariba Hamedani

Planning & Environmental Analyst

Division of Decision Support, Planning & NEPA (WO-210)

Bureau of Land Management

PH   (202) 912-7047

FAX (202) 245-0028

Attachments area

Hamedani, Fariba

Feb 6 (4 days ago)

to me, Anne, Sally, Peter, Robert, Deborah, Cathi, Allison, Robert

Thank you all for taking the time to review.

Have a great week,

Fariba

D95Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

02-03-17. Nelson, Britta <bknelson@blm.gov>

4:17 PM (57 minutes ago)

to Molly, Shiva, Anne, Sally, Peter, Robert, Deborah

Hi Molly, Shiva, and Annie - I thought I'd check in on the Mancos Shale RMP-A to see if there are any updates since we last communicated about the NOI back in September 2016. We have in our records that the RMP-A proposes to amend four decision types including lands with wilderness characteristics and wi

Thanks!

Britta Nelson, M.P.A., Program Analyst

National Conservation Lands (WO-410)

Bureau of Land Management

303.236.0539

H95Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

• Mancos Shale RMP-A/EIS NOI, Farmington, New Mexico (DTS# 1262).

o 09-09-16. Received heads up that DTS is routing through WO. Expedited review requested by WO100.  WO400/410 not listed on DTS # 1262 routing although the Old Spanish NHT and wilderness characteristics are in planning area.

o As the RMP-A/EIS moves forward (alts development, impact analysis, etc.) WO-410 will participate to ensure that the National Conservation Lands units are adequately considered.

o DTS# 1262 is an amended notice (original notice published Feb 2014) that opens a scoping period limited to identifying public concerns and issues associated with the BIA's use of the EIS for its future mineral leasing decisions.  The amended NOI does not revisit or alter the BLM's 2014 scoping report/result

• The 2014 NOI announced the Farmington Field Office's (FFO) intent to amend the 2003 RMP to account for impacts not previously considered in the 2003 Reasonable Foreseeable Development Scenario (RFD).

• The RMP-A proposes to amend four decision types: oil and gas, lands and realty, vegetation management, and lands with wilderness characteristics.

• Land use planning-level decisions for other resources are outside the scope of this RMP-A (refer to 2014 NOI); however, all other affected resources and uses will be analyzed (e.g., National Conservation Lands units that may be affected by amended oil and gas decisions).

• Potential impacts to the Old Spanish NHT were identified during the scoping period in 2014 (see Scoping Report).

• The RMP-A/EIS will account for this accordingly (through alternatives development, impact assessment, etc)

• The 2016 amended NOI announces that the BIA is joining the effort as a joint lead AND that the BIA intends to use the EIS to inform decisions related to BIA-managed minerals.

C96Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

I think the WO410 NSHT and WSR comments were a submission that I missed. I'm sorry, but "410" doesn't mean anything to me - I don't have a guide to all the program numbers and I've had to re-save each with the associated program names for it to make sense to me and the rest of the RMP team (NSHT, WSR). Many submi

To summarize, here is the status of what *I think* encompasses NCL programs (but not sure):

WSR - just found the original WO comment and have provided it to Tom Bickauskas (State NCL + Rec Lead)

NSHT -  just found the original WO comment and have provided it to Tom Bickauskas (State NCL + Rec Lead) and Kevin Keeler (Iditarod NHT lead)

LWC - we are revising our alternatives per our State Director's direction. Bob Wick and Tom Bickauskas could not reach resolution, so it went to the SD and Chris Macalear's level. As a result, there will be no responses to these comments.
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F96Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

Review kick-off briefing held on 10-13-16.

C97Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

National Conservation Lands, a WO admin review of the GSENM DRMP-A/DEIS is scheduled for January 30 through February 20 with a kick-off briefing scheduled for January 31. After receiving the review files from WO210 I will share them along with a WO410 comment form on google drive. WO410 commented previously

Allison and Rob, can you provide answers to each of the following questions from your review of the GSENM DRMP-A/DEIS to help guide WO410's review?

General

Are all National Conservation Lands units and other related areas that are located within the planning area identified and the management addressed in in the RMP alternatives? If not, is there a stand-alone plan for that unit?

Are mitigation standards identified for future land use activities that impact National Conservation Lands units and other related special areas?

Are appropriate land use allocations and/or management actions identified in the RMP that limit or exclude land use activities that are incompatible with the management of National Conservation Land units and other related special areas?

Has the State Director been briefed on RMP alternatives and decisions regarding National Conservation Lands, lands with wilderness characteristics, eligible and suitable (pre-designation) Wild and Scenic River segments, and trails under study or recommended as suitable for designation?

National Monuments/National Conservation Areas and Similar Designations

If this is a combined RMP, is there a unique set of decisions specific to the NM/NCA?

Does the RMP identify the resources, objects, and values (ROV) for which the NM/NCA was designated, and how those ROVs will be managed?

Are all land use planning decisions in the RMP consistent with the purposes and objectives of the designating proclamation or Act of Congress that established the NM/NCA?

Are new utility corridors or ROWs in the NM/NCA identified as exclusion or avoidance areas?

Lands with wilderness characteristics

Does the FO have a complete, updated inventory of lands with wilderness characteristics?

Is an inventory report included as an Appendix?

Are decisions made for all lands with wilderness characteristics within the planning area?

Is rationale included for decisions to (1) emphasize other multiple uses; (2) emphasize other multiple uses while applying management restrictions to reduce impacts to wilderness characteristics; and/or (3) protect wilderness characteristics over other multiple uses?

Is a table included that summarizes acres inventoried; acres found to have wilderness characteristics; acres and the percentage of lands that fall within each of the categories identified in BLM Manual 6320, which include:  1) protection of lands with wilderness characteristics as a priority over other uses, 2) emphasizing othe

reduce impacts to wilderness characteristics” will occur and wilderness character will be maintained?

Eligible and Suitable WSR

Did the FO complete WSR eligibility inventories consistent with current policy requirements (MS 6400)?

Did the FO complete suitability evaluations and determinations for all eligible streams using factors and criteria from M6400?

Are suitable/nonsuitable decisions made for all WSR-eligible streams in the planning area?

Is the WSR Study Report included as an Appendix and is it consistent with current policy?

For segments determined not suitable, do other resource allocations protect the river values; and/or is rationale provided for not protecting the river values especially if implementation of the RMP will degrade or eliminate those river values?

National Scenic and Historic Trails

Is the national trail management corridor allocation included in the alternatives?

Does the plan include objectives and associated management actions, allowable uses, and restrictions to safeguard the nature and purposes of the trail?

Other RMP Issues

Does the RMP include any unique issues (e.g., associated settlement agreement) or background (e.g., anomalies included in a National Monument proclamation) that affect the alternatives?

Summarize how the unique issues or background affect the alternatives.

Please let me know if you would like to discuss. Thanks. Britta

more details »

WO Review Kick-off Briefing: GSENM Grazing DRMP Amendment

The WO admin review period for the Grand Staircase Escalante National Monument (GSENM) Grazing Draft RMP Amendment (DRMPA) will run from January 30 - February 20, 2017.  To help inform your WO admin review, please attend this briefing for an overview of the GSENM Grazing DRMPA.  I will send the DRMPA and present

Please let me know if you have any questions.

- Fariba

When

Tue Jan 31, 2017 9am – 10am Mountain Time

Where

ST RM5005 Lowlands Conference Rm

D99Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

Wilderness Program.

1)  Correction to terminology (wilderness characteristics not wilderness values for WSA), section title (wilderness study areas), and putting lands with wilderness characteristics in a separate section (not a designation).

2)  Ensure motorized-non motorized transportation planning is consistent with WSA management.

D101Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

021717.

Wilderness Program.

1) Separate lands with wilderness characteristics from special designations.

2) Add 6330 manual to address travel management in WSAs.

3) Ensure all allowable uses and commercial authorizations in WSAs conform to the recreation section of the 6330 manual.

D103Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

02-03-17. Nelson, Britta <bknelson@blm.gov>

4:17 PM (57 minutes ago)

to Molly, Shiva, Anne, Sally, Peter, Robert, Deborah

Hi Molly, Shiva, and Annie - I thought I'd check in on the Mancos Shale RMP-A to see if there are any updates since we last communicated about the NOI back in September 2016. We have in our records that the RMP-A proposes to amend four decision types including lands with wilderness characteristics and wi

Thanks!

Britta Nelson, M.P.A., Program Analyst

National Conservation Lands (WO-410)

Bureau of Land Management

303.236.0539

H103Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

• Mancos Shale RMP-A/EIS NOI, Farmington, New Mexico (DTS# 1262).

o 09-09-16. Received heads up that DTS is routing through WO. Expedited review requested by WO100.  WO400/410 not listed on DTS # 1262 routing although the Old Spanish NHT and wilderness characteristics are in planning area.

o As the RMP-A/EIS moves forward (alts development, impact analysis, etc.) WO-410 will participate to ensure that the National Conservation Lands units are adequately considered.

o DTS# 1262 is an amended notice (original notice published Feb 2014) that opens a scoping period limited to identifying public concerns and issues associated with the BIA's use of the EIS for its future mineral leasing decisions.  The amended NOI does not revisit or alter the BLM's 2014 scoping report/result

• The 2014 NOI announced the Farmington Field Office's (FFO) intent to amend the 2003 RMP to account for impacts not previously considered in the 2003 Reasonable Foreseeable Development Scenario (RFD).

• The RMP-A proposes to amend four decision types: oil and gas, lands and realty, vegetation management, and lands with wilderness characteristics.

• Land use planning-level decisions for other resources are outside the scope of this RMP-A (refer to 2014 NOI); however, all other affected resources and uses will be analyzed (e.g., National Conservation Lands units that may be affected by amended oil and gas decisions).

• Potential impacts to the Old Spanish NHT were identified during the scoping period in 2014 (see Scoping Report).

• The RMP-A/EIS will account for this accordingly (through alternatives development, impact assessment, etc)

• The 2016 amended NOI announces that the BIA is joining the effort as a joint lead AND that the BIA intends to use the EIS to inform decisions related to BIA-managed minerals.

C104Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

I think the WO410 NSHT and WSR comments were a submission that I missed. I'm sorry, but "410" doesn't mean anything to me - I don't have a guide to all the program numbers and I've had to re-save each with the associated program names for it to make sense to me and the rest of the RMP team (NSHT, WSR). Many submi
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To summarize, here is the status of what *I think* encompasses NCL programs (but not sure):

WSR - just found the original WO comment and have provided it to Tom Bickauskas (State NCL + Rec Lead)

NSHT -  just found the original WO comment and have provided it to Tom Bickauskas (State NCL + Rec Lead) and Kevin Keeler (Iditarod NHT lead)

LWC - we are revising our alternatives per our State Director's direction. Bob Wick and Tom Bickauskas could not reach resolution, so it went to the SD and Chris Macalear's level. As a result, there will be no responses to these comments.

F104Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

Review kick-off briefing held on 10-13-16.

C105Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

National Conservation Lands, a WO admin review of the GSENM DRMP-A/DEIS is scheduled for January 30 through February 20 with a kick-off briefing scheduled for January 31. After receiving the review files from WO210 I will share them along with a WO410 comment form on google drive. WO410 commented previously

Allison and Rob, can you provide answers to each of the following questions from your review of the GSENM DRMP-A/DEIS to help guide WO410's review?

General

Are all National Conservation Lands units and other related areas that are located within the planning area identified and the management addressed in in the RMP alternatives? If not, is there a stand-alone plan for that unit?

Are mitigation standards identified for future land use activities that impact National Conservation Lands units and other related special areas?

Are appropriate land use allocations and/or management actions identified in the RMP that limit or exclude land use activities that are incompatible with the management of National Conservation Land units and other related special areas?

Has the State Director been briefed on RMP alternatives and decisions regarding National Conservation Lands, lands with wilderness characteristics, eligible and suitable (pre-designation) Wild and Scenic River segments, and trails under study or recommended as suitable for designation?

National Monuments/National Conservation Areas and Similar Designations

If this is a combined RMP, is there a unique set of decisions specific to the NM/NCA?

Does the RMP identify the resources, objects, and values (ROV) for which the NM/NCA was designated, and how those ROVs will be managed?

Are all land use planning decisions in the RMP consistent with the purposes and objectives of the designating proclamation or Act of Congress that established the NM/NCA?

Are new utility corridors or ROWs in the NM/NCA identified as exclusion or avoidance areas?

Lands with wilderness characteristics

Does the FO have a complete, updated inventory of lands with wilderness characteristics?

Is an inventory report included as an Appendix?

Are decisions made for all lands with wilderness characteristics within the planning area?

Is rationale included for decisions to (1) emphasize other multiple uses; (2) emphasize other multiple uses while applying management restrictions to reduce impacts to wilderness characteristics; and/or (3) protect wilderness characteristics over other multiple uses?

Is a table included that summarizes acres inventoried; acres found to have wilderness characteristics; acres and the percentage of lands that fall within each of the categories identified in BLM Manual 6320, which include:  1) protection of lands with wilderness characteristics as a priority over other uses, 2) emphasizing othe

reduce impacts to wilderness characteristics” will occur and wilderness character will be maintained?

Eligible and Suitable WSR

Did the FO complete WSR eligibility inventories consistent with current policy requirements (MS 6400)?

Did the FO complete suitability evaluations and determinations for all eligible streams using factors and criteria from M6400?

Are suitable/nonsuitable decisions made for all WSR-eligible streams in the planning area?

Is the WSR Study Report included as an Appendix and is it consistent with current policy?

For segments determined not suitable, do other resource allocations protect the river values; and/or is rationale provided for not protecting the river values especially if implementation of the RMP will degrade or eliminate those river values?

National Scenic and Historic Trails

Is the national trail management corridor allocation included in the alternatives?

Does the plan include objectives and associated management actions, allowable uses, and restrictions to safeguard the nature and purposes of the trail?

Other RMP Issues

Does the RMP include any unique issues (e.g., associated settlement agreement) or background (e.g., anomalies included in a National Monument proclamation) that affect the alternatives?

Summarize how the unique issues or background affect the alternatives.

Please let me know if you would like to discuss. Thanks. Britta

more details »

WO Review Kick-off Briefing: GSENM Grazing DRMP Amendment

The WO admin review period for the Grand Staircase Escalante National Monument (GSENM) Grazing Draft RMP Amendment (DRMPA) will run from January 30 - February 20, 2017.  To help inform your WO admin review, please attend this briefing for an overview of the GSENM Grazing DRMPA.  I will send the DRMPA and present

Please let me know if you have any questions.

- Fariba

When

Tue Jan 31, 2017 9am – 10am Mountain Time

Where

MST RM5005 Lowlands Conference Rm

D107Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

Wilderness Program.

1)  Correction to terminology (wilderness characteristics not wilderness values for WSA), section title (wilderness study areas), and putting lands with wilderness characteristics in a separate section (not a designation).

2)  Ensure motorized-non motorized transportation planning is consistent with WSA management.

D109Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

021717.

Wilderness Program.

1) Separate lands with wilderness characteristics from special designations.

2) Add 6330 manual to address travel management in WSAs.

3) Ensure all allowable uses and commercial authorizations in WSAs conform to the recreation section of the 6330 manual.
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Project Name

Project 

Name State Review Timeframe 

Date

Response

Provided

Project

Point of 

Contact 

NLCS Areas 

of Interest 

WO410

Reviewers WO410 Comments Received / Findings

Comments

Resolved Follow-up

Boardman to 

Hemingway. 

FEIS admin

review.

B2H Oregon,

Idaho

Have not received

the response to

comment.

o Issues:

WSR: All of the alternatives except for the agency

preferred alternative with the S5 B2 variation

cross the suitable wild and scenic river corridor,

inadequate impact analysis to the suitable WSR

and its values , and compensatory mitigation

language is generic and non-committal.

Land with wilderness characteristics: variation S5

A2 would require a plan amendment prior to

implementation.  Any mitigation requirements,

including compensatory mitigation, would be

determined through the amendment process.

National Trails:  AFEIS indicates substantial

interference with the nature and purposes of the

Oregon NHT under agency and environmentally

preferred alternatives along Segments 1, 2, 3,

and 4 (high residual impacts), despite application

of design features and selective mitigation (out

of compliance with law and policy); AFEIS

indicates mitigation would not be effective in

addressing impacts; no  mitigation plan for

national trails or trails under study is included;

and no reasonable alternative provided resulting

in no “high” residual impacts to Oregon NHT

across Segments 1, 2, 3, and 4 (out of

compliance with policy).

Transwest 

Express FEIS 

Transwest 

Express 

FEIS

Idaho.

Wyoming,

Colorado,

Utah,

Nevada.

o Received revised 

lands with 

wilderness 

characteristics 

language for ROD on 

08-24-16. WO410 

provided feedback 

on language to 

Project Manager on 

09-01-16. 

Sharon 

Knowlton 

Protest

received

from the

Wilderness

Society and

others. WO-

410 is

waiting for

protest

team to

complete

protest

report.

Checked

with

WO210 on

09-28-16,

no update

on protest

report.

Energy Gateway 

South 

Energy

Gateway

South

Wyoming,

Colorado,

Utah

ROD targeted for 4th 

Quarter 2016. 

Tamara 

Gertsch 

Protest

received

from the

Wilderness

Society and

others. WO-

410 is

waiting for

protest

team to

complete

protest

report.

Checked

with

WO210 on

09-28-16,

no update

on protest

report.

o WO410 reviewed and found the project failed

to mitigate impacts to lands with wilderness

characteristics and a downgrade of a suitable

WSR study segment.

o Authorized Officer for the project, the

Wyoming State Director, endorsed BLM Utah's

recommendation on a path forward re: WSR and

WO400 concurred (August 2015).

Verde 

Transmission 

Project 

Verde 

Transmiss 

ion

Project

New

Mexico

Next milestone is 

ADEIS (TBD). NOI 

for the Verde

project (DTS#

1182) surnamed

by WO410 on 07-

21-16. Per

Project Manager

(10-04-16) it is

unknown if there

will be a WO

review.

Adrian

Garcia

o Eligible and suitable WSR streams in area

including additional segments of the Rio Grande.

The proposed route crosses the Rio Grande

River. Section 7 of the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act

requires looking at "instream" projects that are

upstream, downstream or on a tributary of a

designated river. No planning area boundary

indicated for the transmission line project.

Based on the Taos RMP map of study rivers,

there may not be any direct affects from the

proposed transmission line route, but review of

any access roads, facilities, etc. near or on the

study rivers would need to occur.

o Project would cross two National Historical

Trails (the Camino Real de Tierra Adentro

National Historic Trail & Old Spanish National

Historic Trail). The Taos Field Manager confirmed

that BLM has not entered into any negotiations

with the Pueblos regarding rights-of-way across

Pueblo lands and route options across Pueblo

lands. Nor have they negotiated any routing

across BLM lands with the Pueblos. BLM is not a

party to any routing discussions the Pueblos may

be having with the proponent. BLM will be

working on and exploring siting options that

avoid and/or minimize impacts to resources, per

policy, as we move through our NEPA process

and develop and analyze alternatives.
Section 368 

Corridors – 

Region 1

Review

368

Corridors

Region 1. P Public input on

Region 1

underway. Next

milestone is draft

Region 1

recommendation

s (Dec. 15, 2016).

Settlement requirements 1) Periodic regional

reviews of corridors and recommendations to

revise, delete, or add corridors, and 2) assess the

need for and issue updated Inventory

Observation Points.

Update provided on 10-07-16 (lines 2-6)

Boardman to 

Hemingway. 

FEIS admin

review.

B2H Oregon,

Idaho

Have not received

the response to

comment.

o Issues:

WSR: All of the alternatives except for the agency

preferred alternative with the S5 B2 variation

cross the suitable wild and scenic river corridor,

inadequate impact analysis to the suitable WSR

and its values , and compensatory mitigation

language is generic and non-committal.

Land with wilderness characteristics: variation S5

A2 would require a plan amendment prior to

implementation.  Any mitigation requirements,

including compensatory mitigation, would be

determined through the amendment process.

National Trails:  AFEIS indicates substantial

interference with the nature and purposes of the

Oregon NHT under agency and environmentally

preferred alternatives along Segments 1, 2, 3,

and 4 (high residual impacts), despite application

of design features and selective mitigation (out

of compliance with law and policy); AFEIS

indicates mitigation would not be effective in

addressing impacts; no  mitigation plan for

national trails or trails under study is included;

and no reasonable alternative provided resulting

in no “high” residual impacts to Oregon NHT

across Segments 1, 2, 3, and 4 (out of

compliance with policy).
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10

11

12

13 

14

15
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Transwest 

Express FEIS 

Transwest 

Express 

FEIS

Idaho.

Wyoming,

Colorado,

Utah,

Nevada.

Received revised 

lands with 

wilderness 

characteristics 

language for ROD on 

08-24-16. WO410 

provided feedback 

on language to 

Project Manager on 

09-01-16. 

Sharon 

Knowlton 

Protest

received

from the

Wilderness

Society and

others. WO-

410 is

waiting for

protest

team to

complete

protest

report.

Checked

with

WO210 on

09-28-16,

no update

on protest

report.

Energy Gateway 

South 

Energy

Gateway

South

Wyoming,

Colorado,

Utah

ROD targeted for 4th 

Quarter 2016. 

Tamara 

Gertsch 

Protest

received

from the

Wilderness

Society and

others. WO-

410 is

waiting for

protest

team to

complete

protest

report.

Checked

with

WO210 on

09-28-16,

no update

on protest

report.

o WO410 reviewed and found the project failed

to mitigate impacts to lands with wilderness

characteristics and a downgrade of a suitable

WSR study segment.

o Authorized Officer for the project, the

Wyoming State Director, endorsed BLM Utah's

recommendation on a path forward re: WSR and

WO400 concurred (August 2015).

Verde 

Transmission 

Project 

Verde 

Transmiss 

ion

Project

New

Mexico

Next milestone is 

ADEIS (TBD). NOI 

for the Verde

project (DTS#

1182) surnamed

by WO410 on 07-

21-16. Per

Project Manager

(10-04-16) it is

unknown if there

will be a WO

review.

Adrian

Garcia

o Eligible and suitable WSR streams in area

including additional segments of the Rio Grande.

The proposed route crosses the Rio Grande

River. Section 7 of the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act

requires looking at "instream" projects that are

upstream, downstream or on a tributary of a

designated river. No planning area boundary

indicated for the transmission line project.

Based on the Taos RMP map of study rivers,

there may not be any direct affects from the

proposed transmission line route, but review of

any access roads, facilities, etc. near or on the

study rivers would need to occur.

o Project would cross two National Historical

Trails (the Camino Real de Tierra Adentro

National Historic Trail & Old Spanish National

Historic Trail). The Taos Field Manager confirmed

that BLM has not entered into any negotiations

with the Pueblos regarding rights-of-way across

Pueblo lands and route options across Pueblo

lands. Nor have they negotiated any routing

across BLM lands with the Pueblos. BLM is not a

party to any routing discussions the Pueblos may

be having with the proponent. BLM will be

working on and exploring siting options that

avoid and/or minimize impacts to resources, per

policy, as we move through our NEPA process

and develop and analyze alternatives.
Section 368 

Corridors – 

Region 1

Review

368

Corridors

Region 1. P Public input on

Region 1

underway. Next

milestone is draft

Region 1

recommendation

s (Dec. 15, 2016).

Settlement requirements 1) Periodic regional

reviews of corridors and recommendations to

revise, delete, or add corridors, and 2) assess the

need for and issue updated Inventory

Observation Points.

Update provided for week of Oct 10-14 (lines 8-12)

Boardman to 

Hemingway. 

FEIS admin

review.

B2H Oregon,

Idaho

Have not received

the response to

comment. Project

Manager Tamara

Gersch has asked for

Deb's review of the

Compensatory

Mitigation

Framework piece of

the FEIS and is

sending a copy for

review (10-21-16).

o Issues:

WSR: All of the alternatives except for the agency

preferred alternative with the S5 B2 variation

cross the suitable wild and scenic river corridor,

inadequate impact analysis to the suitable WSR

and its values , and compensatory mitigation

language is generic and non-committal.

Land with wilderness characteristics: variation S5

A2 would require a plan amendment prior to

implementation.  Any mitigation requirements,

including compensatory mitigation, would be

determined through the amendment process.

National Trails:  AFEIS indicates substantial

interference with the nature and purposes of the

Oregon NHT under agency and environmentally

preferred alternatives along Segments 1, 2, 3,

and 4 (high residual impacts), despite application

of design features and selective mitigation (out

of compliance with law and policy); AFEIS

indicates mitigation would not be effective in

addressing impacts; no  mitigation plan for

national trails or trails under study is included;

and no reasonable alternative provided resulting

in no “high” residual impacts to Oregon NHT

across Segments 1, 2, 3, and 4 (out of

compliance with policy).

Transwest 

Express FEIS 

Transwest 

Express 

FEIS

Idaho.

Wyoming,

Colorado,

Utah,

Nevada.

Received revised 

lands with 

wilderness

characteristics

language for ROD on

08-24-16. WO410

provided feedback

on language to

Project Manager on

09-01-16.

Sharon

Knowlton

Protest

received

from the

Wilderness

Society and

others. WO-

410 is

waiting for

protest

team to

complete

protest

report.

Checked

with

WO210 on

09-28-16,

no update

on protest

report.
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17

18

19 

20

21

22
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Energy Gateway 

South 

Energy

Gateway

South

Wyoming, 

Colorado, 

Utah

ROD targeted for 4th

Quarter 2016.

Tamara 

Gertsch 

Protest

received

from the

Wilderness

Society and

others. WO-

410 is

waiting for

protest

team to

complete

protest

report.

Checked

with

WO210 on

09-28-16,

no update

on protest

report.

o WO410 reviewed and found the project failed

to mitigate impacts to lands with wilderness

characteristics and a downgrade of a suitable

WSR study segment.

o Authorized Officer for the project, the

Wyoming State Director, endorsed BLM Utah's

recommendation on a path forward re: WSR and

WO400 concurred (August 2015).

Verde 

Transmission 

Project 

Verde 

Transmiss 

ion 

Project 

New 

Mexico 

Next milestone is 

ADEIS (TBD). NOI 

for the Verde

project (DTS#

1182) surnamed

by WO410 on 07-

21-16. Per

Project Manager

(10-04-16) it is

unknown if there

will be a WO

review.

Adrian

Garcia

o Eligible and suitable WSR streams in area

including additional segments of the Rio Grande.

The proposed route crosses the Rio Grande

River. Section 7 of the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act

requires looking at "instream" projects that are

upstream, downstream or on a tributary of a

designated river. No planning area boundary

indicated for the transmission line project.

Based on the Taos RMP map of study rivers,

there may not be any direct affects from the

proposed transmission line route, but review of

any access roads, facilities, etc. near or on the

study rivers would need to occur.

o Project would cross two National Historical

Trails (the Camino Real de Tierra Adentro

National Historic Trail & Old Spanish National

Historic Trail). The Taos Field Manager confirmed

that BLM has not entered into any negotiations

with the Pueblos regarding rights-of-way across

Pueblo lands and route options across Pueblo

lands. Nor have they negotiated any routing

across BLM lands with the Pueblos. BLM is not a

party to any routing discussions the Pueblos may

be having with the proponent. BLM will be

working on and exploring siting options that

avoid and/or minimize impacts to resources, per

policy, as we move through our NEPA process

and develop and analyze alternatives.
Section 368 

Corridors – 

Region 1 

Review 

368 

Corridors 

Region 1. P Public input on

Region 1

underway. Next

milestone is draft

Region 1

recommendation

s (Dec. 15, 2016).

Settlement requirements 1) Periodic regional

reviews of corridors and recommendations to

revise, delete, or add corridors, and 2) assess the

need for and issue updated Inventory

Observation Points.

Update provided for week of Oct 17-21 (lines 14-18)

Boardman to 

Hemingway. 

FEIS admin

review.

B2H Oregon,

Idaho

WO410 National

Trails comments

provided on 10-31-

16 for

Compensatory

Mitigation

Framework, maps,

and text of AFEIS.

o Issues:

WSR: All of the alternatives except for the agency

preferred alternative with the S5 B2 variation

cross the suitable wild and scenic river corridor,

inadequate impact analysis to the suitable WSR

and its values , and compensatory mitigation

language is generic and non-committal.

Land with wilderness characteristics: variation S5

A2 would require a plan amendment prior to

implementation.  Any mitigation requirements,

including compensatory mitigation, would be

determined through the amendment process.

National Trails:  AFEIS indicates substantial

interference with the nature and purposes of the

Oregon NHT under agency and environmentally

preferred alternatives along Segments 1, 2, 3,

and 4 (high residual impacts), despite application

of design features and selective mitigation (out

of compliance with law and policy); AFEIS

indicates mitigation would not be effective in

addressing impacts; no  mitigation plan for

national trails or trails under study is included;

and no reasonable alternative provided resulting

in no “high” residual impacts to Oregon NHT

across Segments 1, 2, 3, and 4 (out of

compliance with policy).

Transwest 

Express FEIS 

Transwest 

Express 

FEIS

Idaho.

Wyoming,

Colorado,

Utah,

Nevada.

Received revised 

lands with 

wilderness 

characteristics 

language for ROD on 

08-24-16. WO410 

provided feedback 

on language to 

Project Manager on 

09-01-16. 

Sharon 

Knowlton 

Protest

received

from the

Wilderness

Society and

others. WO-

410 is

waiting for

protest

team to

complete

protest

report.

Checked

with

WO210 on

09-28-16,

no update

on protest

report.

Energy Gateway 

South 

Energy

Gateway

South

Wyoming,

Colorado,

Utah

ROD targeted for 4th 

Quarter 2016. 

Tamara 

Gertsch 

Protest

received

from the

Wilderness

Society and

others. WO-

410 is

waiting for

protest

team to

complete

protest

report.

Checked

with

WO210 on

09-28-16,

no update

on protest

report.

o WO410 reviewed and found the project failed

to mitigate impacts to lands with wilderness

characteristics and a downgrade of a suitable

WSR study segment.

o Authorized Officer for the project, the

Wyoming State Director, endorsed BLM Utah's

recommendation on a path forward re: WSR and

WO400 concurred (August 2015).
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24

25 

26

27

28

29
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Verde 

Transmission 

Project 

Verde 

Transmiss 

ion

Project

New

Mexico

Next milestone is 

ADEIS (TBD). NOI 

for the Verde

project (DTS#

1182) surnamed

by WO410 on 07-

21-16. Per

Project Manager

(10-04-16) it is

unknown if there

will be a WO

review.

Adrian

Garcia

o Eligible and suitable WSR streams in area

including additional segments of the Rio Grande.

The proposed route crosses the Rio Grande

River. Section 7 of the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act

requires looking at "instream" projects that are

upstream, downstream or on a tributary of a

designated river. No planning area boundary

indicated for the transmission line project.

Based on the Taos RMP map of study rivers,

there may not be any direct affects from the

proposed transmission line route, but review of

any access roads, facilities, etc. near or on the

study rivers would need to occur.

o Project would cross two National Historical

Trails (the Camino Real de Tierra Adentro

National Historic Trail & Old Spanish National

Historic Trail). The Taos Field Manager confirmed

that BLM has not entered into any negotiations

with the Pueblos regarding rights-of-way across

Pueblo lands and route options across Pueblo

lands. Nor have they negotiated any routing

across BLM lands with the Pueblos. BLM is not a

party to any routing discussions the Pueblos may

be having with the proponent. BLM will be

working on and exploring siting options that

avoid and/or minimize impacts to resources, per

policy, as we move through our NEPA process

and develop and analyze alternatives.
Section 368 

Corridors – 

Region 1 

Review 

368 

Corridors 

Region 1. P Public input on

Region 1

underway. Next

milestone is draft

Region 1

recommendation

s (Dec. 15, 2016).

Settlement requirements 1) Periodic regional

reviews of corridors and recommendations to

revise, delete, or add corridors, and 2) assess the

need for and issue updated Inventory

Observation Points.

Update provided for Oct 31-Nov 5 (lines 20-24)

Transwest 

Express FEIS 

Transwest 

Express 

FEIS

Idaho.

Wyoming,

Colorado,

Utah,

Nevada.

Received revised 

lands with 

wilderness 

characteristics 

language for ROD on 

08-24-16. WO410 

provided feedback 

on language to 

Project Manager on 

09-01-16. 

Sharon 

Knowlton 

Protest

received

from the

Wilderness

Society and

others. WO-

410 is

waiting for

protest

team to

complete

protest

report.

Checked

with

WO210 on

09-28-16,

no update

on protest

report.

Energy Gateway 

South 

Energy

Gateway

South

Wyoming,

Colorado,

Utah

ROD targeted for 4th 

Quarter 2016. 

Tamara 

Gertsch 

Protest

received

from the

Wilderness

Society and

others. WO-

410 is

waiting for

protest

team to

complete

protest

report.

Checked

with

WO210 on

09-28-16,

no update

on protest

report.

o WO410 reviewed and found the project failed

to mitigate impacts to lands with wilderness

characteristics and a downgrade of a suitable

WSR study segment.

o Authorized Officer for the project, the

Wyoming State Director, endorsed BLM Utah's

recommendation on a path forward re: WSR and

WO400 concurred (August 2015).

Verde 

Transmission 

Project 

Verde 

Transmiss 

ion

Project

New

Mexico

Next milestone is 

ADEIS (TBD). NOI 

for the Verde

project (DTS#

1182) surnamed

by WO410 on 07-

21-16. Per

Project Manager

(10-04-16) it is

unknown if there

will be a WO

review.

Adrian

Garcia

o Eligible and suitable WSR streams in area

including additional segments of the Rio Grande.

The proposed route crosses the Rio Grande

River. Section 7 of the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act

requires looking at "instream" projects that are

upstream, downstream or on a tributary of a

designated river. No planning area boundary

indicated for the transmission line project.

Based on the Taos RMP map of study rivers,

there may not be any direct affects from the

proposed transmission line route, but review of

any access roads, facilities, etc. near or on the

study rivers would need to occur.

o Project would cross two National Historical

Trails (the Camino Real de Tierra Adentro

National Historic Trail & Old Spanish National

Historic Trail). The Taos Field Manager confirmed

that BLM has not entered into any negotiations

with the Pueblos regarding rights-of-way across

Pueblo lands and route options across Pueblo

lands. Nor have they negotiated any routing

across BLM lands with the Pueblos. BLM is not a

party to any routing discussions the Pueblos may

be having with the proponent. BLM will be

working on and exploring siting options that

avoid and/or minimize impacts to resources, per

policy, as we move through our NEPA process

and develop and analyze alternatives.
Section 368 

Corridors – 

Region 1

Review

368

Corridors

Region 1. P Public input on

Region 1

underway. Next

milestone is draft

Region 1

recommendation

s (Dec. 15, 2016).

Settlement requirements 1) Periodic regional

reviews of corridors and recommendations to

revise, delete, or add corridors, and 2) assess the

need for and issue updated Inventory

Observation Points.
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32

33

34

35

36

37 
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Boardman to 

Hemingway. 

FEIS admin

review.

B2H Oregon,

Idaho

WO410 National

Trails comments

provided on 10-31-

16 for

Compensatory

Mitigation

Framework, maps,

and text of AFEIS.

o Issues:

WSR: All of the alternatives except for the agency

preferred alternative with the S5 B2 variation

cross the suitable wild and scenic river corridor,

inadequate impact analysis to the suitable WSR

and its values , and compensatory mitigation

language is generic and non-committal.

Land with wilderness characteristics: variation S5

A2 would require a plan amendment prior to

implementation.  Any mitigation requirements,

including compensatory mitigation, would be

determined through the amendment process.

National Trails:  AFEIS indicates substantial

interference with the nature and purposes of the

Oregon NHT under agency and environmentally

preferred alternatives along Segments 1, 2, 3,

and 4 (high residual impacts), despite application

of design features and selective mitigation (out

of compliance with law and policy); AFEIS

indicates mitigation would not be effective in

addressing impacts; no  mitigation plan for

national trails or trails under study is included;

and no reasonable alternative provided resulting

in no “high” residual impacts to Oregon NHT

across Segments 1, 2, 3, and 4 (out of

compliance with policy).

Update provided for week of Nov 7-11 (lines 26-30). No Update provided on Nov 18 (Britta on LV). No update provided on Nov. 25 (Thanksgiving holiday). No update provided on Dec 2 (Britta on LV).

Transwest 

Express FEIS 

Transwest 

Express 

FEIS

Idaho.

Wyoming,

Colorado,

Utah,

Nevada.

Received revised 

lands with 

wilderness 

characteristics 

language for ROD on 

08-24-16. WO410 

provided feedback 

on language to 

Project Manager on 

09-01-16. 

Sharon 

Knowlton 

Protest

received

from the

Wilderness

Society and

others. WO-

410 is

waiting for

protest

team to

complete

protest

report.

Checked

with

WO210 on

09-28-16,

no update

on protest

report.

Energy Gateway 

South 

Energy

Gateway

South

Wyoming,

Colorado,

Utah

ROD targeted for 4th 

Quarter 2016. 

Tamara 

Gertsch 

Protest

received

from the

Wilderness

Society and

others. WO-

410 is

waiting for

protest

team to

complete

protest

report.

Checked

with

WO210 on

09-28-16,

no update

on protest

report.

o WO410 reviewed and found the project failed

to mitigate impacts to lands with wilderness

characteristics and a downgrade of a suitable

WSR study segment.

o Authorized Officer for the project, the

Wyoming State Director, endorsed BLM Utah's

recommendation on a path forward re: WSR and

WO400 concurred (August 2015).

Verde 

Transmission 

Project 

Verde 

Transmiss 

ion

Project

New

Mexico

Next milestone is 

ADEIS (TBD). NOI 

for the Verde

project (DTS#

1182) surnamed

by WO410 on 07-

21-16. Per

Project Manager

(10-04-16) it is

unknown if there

will be a WO

review.

Adrian

Garcia

o Eligible and suitable WSR streams in area

including additional segments of the Rio Grande.

The proposed route crosses the Rio Grande

River. Section 7 of the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act

requires looking at "instream" projects that are

upstream, downstream or on a tributary of a

designated river. No planning area boundary

indicated for the transmission line project.

Based on the Taos RMP map of study rivers,

there may not be any direct affects from the

proposed transmission line route, but review of

any access roads, facilities, etc. near or on the

study rivers would need to occur.

o Project would cross two National Historical

Trails (the Camino Real de Tierra Adentro

National Historic Trail & Old Spanish National

Historic Trail). The Taos Field Manager confirmed

that BLM has not entered into any negotiations

with the Pueblos regarding rights-of-way across

Pueblo lands and route options across Pueblo

lands. Nor have they negotiated any routing

across BLM lands with the Pueblos. BLM is not a

party to any routing discussions the Pueblos may

be having with the proponent. BLM will be

working on and exploring siting options that

avoid and/or minimize impacts to resources, per

policy, as we move through our NEPA process

and develop and analyze alternatives.
Section 368 

Corridors – 

Region 1

Review

368

Corridors

Region 1. P Public input on

Region 1

underway. Next

milestone is draft

Region 1

recommendation

s (Dec. 15, 2016).

Settlement requirements 1) Periodic regional

reviews of corridors and recommendations to

revise, delete, or add corridors, and 2) assess the

need for and issue updated Inventory

Observation Points.

Boardman to 

Hemingway. 

FEIS admin

review.

B2H Oregon,

Idaho

WO410 National

Trails comments

provided on 10-31-

16 for

Compensatory

Mitigation

Framework, maps,

and text of AFEIS.

o Issues:

WSR: All of the alternatives except for the agency

preferred alternative with the S5 B2 variation

cross the suitable wild and scenic river corridor,

inadequate impact analysis to the suitable WSR

and its values , and compensatory mitigation

language is generic and non-committal.

Land with wilderness characteristics: variation S5

A2 would require a plan amendment prior to

implementation.  Any mitigation requirements,

including compensatory mitigation, would be

determined through the amendment process.

National Trails:  AFEIS indicates substantial

interference with the nature and purposes of the

Oregon NHT under agency and environmentally

preferred alternatives along Segments 1, 2, 3,

and 4 (high residual impacts), despite application

of design features and selective mitigation (out

of compliance with law and policy); AFEIS

indicates mitigation would not be effective in

addressing impacts; no  mitigation plan for

national trails or trails under study is included;

and no reasonable alternative provided resulting

in no “high” residual impacts to Oregon NHT

across Segments 1, 2, 3, and 4 (out of

compliance with policy).

Updated provided for week ending 12/09/16 (lines 32-36)
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42 
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Verde 

Transmission 

Project 

Verde 

Transmiss 

ion

Project

New

Mexico

Next milestone is 

ADEIS (TBD). NOI 

for the Verde

project (DTS#

1182) surnamed

by WO410 on 07-

21-16. Per

Project Manager

(10-04-16) it is

unknown if there

will be a WO

review.

Adrian

Garcia

o Eligible and suitable WSR streams in area

including additional segments of the Rio Grande.

The proposed route crosses the Rio Grande

River. Section 7 of the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act

requires looking at "instream" projects that are

upstream, downstream or on a tributary of a

designated river. No planning area boundary

indicated for the transmission line project.

Based on the Taos RMP map of study rivers,

there may not be any direct affects from the

proposed transmission line route, but review of

any access roads, facilities, etc. near or on the

study rivers would need to occur.

o Project would cross two National Historical

Trails (the Camino Real de Tierra Adentro

National Historic Trail & Old Spanish National

Historic Trail). The Taos Field Manager confirmed

that BLM has not entered into any negotiations

with the Pueblos regarding rights-of-way across

Pueblo lands and route options across Pueblo

lands. Nor have they negotiated any routing

across BLM lands with the Pueblos. BLM is not a

party to any routing discussions the Pueblos may

be having with the proponent. BLM will be

working on and exploring siting options that

avoid and/or minimize impacts to resources, per

policy, as we move through our NEPA process

and develop and analyze alternatives.
Boardman to 

Hemingway. 

FEIS admin 

review. 

B2H Oregon, 

Idaho 

WO410 National

Trails comments

provided on 10-31-

16 for

Compensatory

Mitigation

Framework, maps,

and text of AFEIS.

o Issues:

WSR: All of the alternatives except for the agency

preferred alternative with the S5 B2 variation

cross the suitable wild and scenic river corridor,

inadequate impact analysis to the suitable WSR

and its values , and compensatory mitigation

language is generic and non-committal.

Land with wilderness characteristics: variation S5

A2 would require a plan amendment prior to

implementation.  Any mitigation requirements,

including compensatory mitigation, would be

determined through the amendment process.

National Trails:  AFEIS indicates substantial

interference with the nature and purposes of the

Oregon NHT under agency and environmentally

preferred alternatives along Segments 1, 2, 3,

and 4 (high residual impacts), despite application

of design features and selective mitigation (out

of compliance with law and policy); AFEIS

indicates mitigation would not be effective in

addressing impacts; no  mitigation plan for

national trails or trails under study is included;

and no reasonable alternative provided resulting

in no “high” residual impacts to Oregon NHT

across Segments 1, 2, 3, and 4 (out of

compliance with policy).

Update provided for week ending 12-16-16 (lines 38-39)

Verde 

Transmission 

Project 

Verde 

Transmiss 

ion

Project

New

Mexico

Next milestone is 

ADEIS (TBD). NOI 

for the Verde

project (DTS#

1182) surnamed

by WO410 on 07-

21-16. Per

Project Manager

(10-04-16) it is

unknown if there

will be a WO

review.

Adrian

Garcia

o Eligible and suitable WSR streams in area

including additional segments of the Rio Grande.

The proposed route crosses the Rio Grande

River. Section 7 of the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act

requires looking at "instream" projects that are

upstream, downstream or on a tributary of a

designated river. No planning area boundary

indicated for the transmission line project.

Based on the Taos RMP map of study rivers,

there may not be any direct affects from the

proposed transmission line route, but review of

any access roads, facilities, etc. near or on the

study rivers would need to occur.

o Project would cross two National Historical

Trails (the Camino Real de Tierra Adentro

National Historic Trail & Old Spanish National

Historic Trail). The Taos Field Manager confirmed

that BLM has not entered into any negotiations

with the Pueblos regarding rights-of-way across

Pueblo lands and route options across Pueblo

lands. Nor have they negotiated any routing

across BLM lands with the Pueblos. BLM is not a

party to any routing discussions the Pueblos may

be having with the proponent. BLM will be

working on and exploring siting options that

avoid and/or minimize impacts to resources, per

policy, as we move through our NEPA process

and develop and analyze alternatives.

Verde 

Transmission 

Project 

Verde 

Transmiss 

ion 

Project 

New 

Mexico 

Next milestone is 

ADEIS (TBD). NOI 

for the Verde

project (DTS#

1182) surnamed

by WO410 on 07-

21-16. Per

Project Manager

(10-04-16) it is

unknown if there

will be a WO

review.

Adrian

Garcia

o Eligible and suitable WSR streams in area

including additional segments of the Rio Grande.

The proposed route crosses the Rio Grande

River. Section 7 of the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act

requires looking at "instream" projects that are

upstream, downstream or on a tributary of a

designated river. No planning area boundary

indicated for the transmission line project.

Based on the Taos RMP map of study rivers,

there may not be any direct affects from the

proposed transmission line route, but review of

any access roads, facilities, etc. near or on the

study rivers would need to occur.

o Project would cross two National Historical

Trails (the Camino Real de Tierra Adentro

National Historic Trail & Old Spanish National

Historic Trail). The Taos Field Manager confirmed

that BLM has not entered into any negotiations

with the Pueblos regarding rights-of-way across

Pueblo lands and route options across Pueblo

lands. Nor have they negotiated any routing

across BLM lands with the Pueblos. BLM is not a

party to any routing discussions the Pueblos may

be having with the proponent. BLM will be

working on and exploring siting options that

avoid and/or minimize impacts to resources, per

policy, as we move through our NEPA process

and develop and analyze alternatives.
Update provided for week of 01-06-17 (line 43)

Update provided for week ending 12-30-16 (lines 41)
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52 

A B C D E F G H I J K L M

Verde 

Transmission 

Project 

Verde 

Transmiss 

ion

Project

New

Mexico

Next milestone is 

ADEIS (TBD). NOI 

for the Verde

project (DTS#

1182) surnamed

by WO410 on 07-

21-16. Per

Project Manager

(10-04-16) it is

unknown if there

will be a WO

review.

Adrian

Garcia

o Eligible and suitable WSR streams in area

including additional segments of the Rio Grande.

The proposed route crosses the Rio Grande

River. Section 7 of the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act

requires looking at "instream" projects that are

upstream, downstream or on a tributary of a

designated river. No planning area boundary

indicated for the transmission line project.

Based on the Taos RMP map of study rivers,

there may not be any direct affects from the

proposed transmission line route, but review of

any access roads, facilities, etc. near or on the

study rivers would need to occur.

o Project would cross two National Historical

Trails (the Camino Real de Tierra Adentro

National Historic Trail & Old Spanish National

Historic Trail). The Taos Field Manager confirmed

that BLM has not entered into any negotiations

with the Pueblos regarding rights-of-way across

Pueblo lands and route options across Pueblo

lands. Nor have they negotiated any routing

across BLM lands with the Pueblos. BLM is not a

party to any routing discussions the Pueblos may

be having with the proponent. BLM will be

working on and exploring siting options that

avoid and/or minimize impacts to resources, per

policy, as we move through our NEPA process

and develop and analyze alternatives.
Boardman to 

Hemingway.  

FEIS admin 

review. 

ROD 

review. 

Oregon,

Idaho ROD received on

1/12/2017.

Feedback

provided on the

ROD for NSHT to

Project Manager

on 01/12/17.

Update provided for week ending January 13, 2017 (lines 45-46)

Verde 

Transmission 

Project 

Verde 

Transmiss 

ion 

Project 

New 

Mexico 

Next milestone is 

ADEIS (TBD). NOI 

for the Verde

project (DTS#

1182) surnamed

by WO410 on 07-

21-16. Per

Project Manager

(10-04-16) it is

unknown if there

will be a WO

review.

Adrian

Garcia

o Eligible and suitable WSR streams in area

including additional segments of the Rio Grande.

The proposed route crosses the Rio Grande

River. Section 7 of the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act

requires looking at "instream" projects that are

upstream, downstream or on a tributary of a

designated river. No planning area boundary

indicated for the transmission line project.

Based on the Taos RMP map of study rivers,

there may not be any direct affects from the

proposed transmission line route, but review of

any access roads, facilities, etc. near or on the

study rivers would need to occur.

o Project would cross two National Historical

Trails (the Camino Real de Tierra Adentro

National Historic Trail & Old Spanish National

Historic Trail). The Taos Field Manager confirmed

that BLM has not entered into any negotiations

with the Pueblos regarding rights-of-way across

Pueblo lands and route options across Pueblo

lands. Nor have they negotiated any routing

across BLM lands with the Pueblos. BLM is not a

party to any routing discussions the Pueblos may

be having with the proponent. BLM will be

working on and exploring siting options that

avoid and/or minimize impacts to resources, per

policy, as we move through our NEPA process

and develop and analyze alternatives.
Boardman to 

Hemingway.  

FEIS admin 

review. 

ROD 

review. 

Oregon,

Idaho ROD received on

1/12/2017.

Feedback

provided on the

ROD for NSHT to

Project Manager

on 01/12/17.

This feedback

was shared with

WO210

(Strasfogel,

Hathaway, and

Ebbers) on 01-18-

17.

Update provided for week ending January 20, 2017 (lines 48-49)

Verde 

Transmission 

Project 

Verde 

Transmiss 

ion 

Project 

New 

Mexico 

Next milestone is 

ADEIS (TBD). NOI 

for the Verde

project (DTS#

1182) surnamed

by WO410 on 07-

21-16. Per

Project Manager

(10-04-16) it is

unknown if there

will be a WO

review.

Adrian

Garcia

Eligible and suitable WSR streams in area

including additional segments of the Rio Grande.

The proposed route crosses the Rio Grande

River. Section 7 of the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act

requires looking at "instream" projects that are

upstream, downstream or on a tributary of a

designated river. No planning area boundary

indicated for the transmission line project.

Based on the Taos RMP map of study rivers,

there may not be any direct affects from the

proposed transmission line route, but review of

any access roads, facilities, etc. near or on the

study rivers would need to occur.

o Project would cross two National Historical

Trails (the Camino Real de Tierra Adentro

National Historic Trail & Old Spanish National

Historic Trail). The Taos Field Manager confirmed

that BLM has not entered into any negotiations

with the Pueblos regarding rights-of-way across

Pueblo lands and route options across Pueblo

lands. Nor have they negotiated any routing

across BLM lands with the Pueblos. BLM is not a

party to any routing discussions the Pueblos may

be having with the proponent. BLM will be

working on and exploring siting options that

avoid and/or minimize impacts to resources, per

policy, as we move through our NEPA process

and develop and analyze alternatives.
Update provided for week ending on 01-27-17 (line 51)
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58 

59

60 

A B C D E F G H I J K L M

Verde 

Transmission 

Project 

Verde 

Transmiss 

ion

Project

New

Mexico

Next milestone is 

ADEIS (TBD). NOI 

for the Verde 

project (DTS# 

1182) surnamed 

by WO410 on 07- 

21-16. Per

Project Manager

(10-04-16) it is

unknown if there

will be a WO

review.

Checked 

in with 

Adrian

Garcia on

02-03-17

re: status.

Adrian

Garcia

Eligible and suitable WSR streams in area

including additional segments of the Rio Grande.

The proposed route crosses the Rio Grande

River. Section 7 of the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act

requires looking at "instream" projects that are

upstream, downstream or on a tributary of a

designated river. No planning area boundary

indicated for the transmission line project.

Based on the Taos RMP map of study rivers,

there may not be any direct affects from the

proposed transmission line route, but review of

any access roads, facilities, etc. near or on the

study rivers would need to occur.

o Project would cross two National Historical

Trails (the Camino Real de Tierra Adentro

National Historic Trail & Old Spanish National

Historic Trail). The Taos Field Manager confirmed

that BLM has not entered into any negotiations

with the Pueblos regarding rights-of-way across

Pueblo lands and route options across Pueblo

lands. Nor have they negotiated any routing

across BLM lands with the Pueblos. BLM is not a

party to any routing discussions the Pueblos may

be having with the proponent. BLM will be

working on and exploring siting options that

avoid and/or minimize impacts to resources, per

policy, as we move through our NEPA process

and develop and analyze alternatives.
Update provided for week ending 02-03-17 (line 53)

Verde 

Transmission 

Project 

Verde 

Transmiss 

ion 

Project 

New 

Mexico 

Next milestone is 

ADEIS (TBD). NOI 

for the Verde 

project (DTS# 

1182) surnamed 

by WO410 on 07- 

21-16. Per 

Project Manager 

(10-04-16) it is 

unknown if there 

will be a WO

review.

Update: 

Scoping 

Report is

being

prepared.

Scoping

indicates

oppositio

n to

project.

Adrian

Garcia

Eligible and suitable WSR streams in area

including additional segments of the Rio Grande.

The proposed route crosses the Rio Grande

River. Section 7 of the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act

requires looking at "instream" projects that are

upstream, downstream or on a tributary of a

designated river. No planning area boundary

indicated for the transmission line project.

Based on the Taos RMP map of study rivers,

there may not be any direct affects from the

proposed transmission line route, but review of

any access roads, facilities, etc. near or on the

study rivers would need to occur.

o Project would cross two National Historical

Trails (the Camino Real de Tierra Adentro

National Historic Trail & Old Spanish National

Historic Trail). The Taos Field Manager confirmed

that BLM has not entered into any negotiations

with the Pueblos regarding rights-of-way across

Pueblo lands and route options across Pueblo

lands. Nor have they negotiated any routing

across BLM lands with the Pueblos. BLM is not a

party to any routing discussions the Pueblos may

be having with the proponent. BLM will be

working on and exploring siting options that

avoid and/or minimize impacts to resources, per

policy, as we move through our NEPA process

and develop and analyze alternatives.
Update provided for week ending 02/10/17 (line 55)

Verde 

Transmission 

Project 

Verde 

Transmiss 

ion 

Project 

New 

Mexico 

Next milestone is 

ADEIS (TBD). NOI 

for the Verde 

project (DTS# 

1182) surnamed 

by WO410 on 07- 

21-16. Per 

Project Manager 

(10-04-16) it is 

unknown if there

will be a WO

review.

Scoping 

Report is 

being

prepared.

Scoping

indicates

oppositio

n to

project.

Adrian

Garcia

Eligible and suitable WSR streams in area

including additional segments of the Rio Grande.

The proposed route crosses the Rio Grande

River. Section 7 of the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act

requires looking at "instream" projects that are

upstream, downstream or on a tributary of a

designated river. No planning area boundary

indicated for the transmission line project.

Based on the Taos RMP map of study rivers,

there may not be any direct affects from the

proposed transmission line route, but review of

any access roads, facilities, etc. near or on the

study rivers would need to occur.

o Project would cross two National Historical

Trails (the Camino Real de Tierra Adentro

National Historic Trail & Old Spanish National

Historic Trail). The Taos Field Manager confirmed

that BLM has not entered into any negotiations

with the Pueblos regarding rights-of-way across

Pueblo lands and route options across Pueblo

lands. Nor have they negotiated any routing

across BLM lands with the Pueblos. BLM is not a

party to any routing discussions the Pueblos may

be having with the proponent. BLM will be

working on and exploring siting options that

avoid and/or minimize impacts to resources, per

policy, as we move through our NEPA process

and develop and analyze alternatives.
Update provided for week ending 02/17/17 (line 57)

Verde 

Transmission 

Project 

Verde 

Transmiss 

ion 

Project 

New 

Mexico 

Next milestone is 

ADEIS (TBD). NOI 

for the Verde 

project (DTS# 

1182) surnamed 

by WO410 on 07- 

21-16. Per 

Project Manager 

(10-04-16) it is 

unknown if there

will be a WO

review.

Scoping 

Report is 

being

prepared.

Scoping

indicates

oppositio

n to

project.

Adrian

Garcia

Eligible and suitable WSR streams in area

including additional segments of the Rio Grande.

The proposed route crosses the Rio Grande

River. Section 7 of the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act

requires looking at "instream" projects that are

upstream, downstream or on a tributary of a

designated river. No planning area boundary

indicated for the transmission line project.

Based on the Taos RMP map of study rivers,

there may not be any direct affects from the

proposed transmission line route, but review of

any access roads, facilities, etc. near or on the

study rivers would need to occur.

o Project would cross two National Historical

Trails (the Camino Real de Tierra Adentro

National Historic Trail & Old Spanish National

Historic Trail). The Taos Field Manager confirmed

that BLM has not entered into any negotiations

with the Pueblos regarding rights-of-way across

Pueblo lands and route options across Pueblo

lands. Nor have they negotiated any routing

across BLM lands with the Pueblos. BLM is not a

party to any routing discussions the Pueblos may

be having with the proponent. BLM will be

working on and exploring siting options that

avoid and/or minimize impacts to resources, per

policy, as we move through our NEPA process

and develop and analyze alternatives.
Update provided for week ending 02/24/17 (line 59)
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D2Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

o A B2H Overview of FEIS (June 2016) presentation can be found at: https://drive.google.com/drive/u/0/folders/0B2HaN5zIVVZIYy1yQkVBU0pKMUU

o B2H review files can be found at:

o http://teamspace/sites/rmpnepadocs/Planning%20and%20NEPA/Forms/AllItems.aspx?RootFolder=%2Fsites%2Frmpnepadocs%2FPlanning%20and%20NEPA%2FALL%20energy%20%2B%20transmission%2FMajor%20Transmission%2FBoardman%2DHemmingway%20%28B2H%29%20documents%2FBoardman%20to%20Hemingway%20Administrative%20Final%20EIS%20an


E2Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

B2H AFEIS review period began 06-20-16 and ended on 07-18-16.  Wilderness program comments provided on 06-20-16; submitted to Tamara Gertsch and Renee Straub on 07-14-16. WSR comments submitted on 07-15-16. NSHT comments submitted on 07-18-16.

A3Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

05-13-16.

National Conservation Lands, your review of the final draft ROD for TWE, ROW, and NOA package is requested. Please provide feedback to me by May 20. Additional information is found in Sharon’s note below. This is the first of three emails from Sharon I will forward.

Thanks. Britta

From: Knowlton, Sharon [mailto:sknowlto@blm.gov]

Sent: Friday, May 13, 2016 3:53 PM

To: Dylan Fuge; Michael Valle; Bradford Purdy; Georgeann Smale; Kathy Boden; Signa Larralde; Christine Fletcher; Scott Whitesides; Andrew Strasfogel; Shauna Derbyshire; Janelle Wrigley; Jennifer Whyte; Perry Wickham; Buddy Green; Dennis Saville; Danielle Dimauro; Michael Smith; Sally Butts; Britta Nelson; De

Cc: Mary Jo Rugwell; Kristen Lenhardt; Lucas Lucero; Larry Claypool; John Ruhs; Ruth Welch; Jenna Whitlock; Tamara Gertsch

Subject: Here are the TransWest Project draft final ROD, ROW and NOA package for review in 3 emails

Hello everyone this is the first of 3 emails providing the draft final package described above.  We are pleased to provide the revised final draft ROD for the TransWest Transmission Project and the NOA package for review.  The body of the ROD is attached, along with the Mitigation and Monitoring appendix, which is st

grant, Appendix F: Mitigation and Monitoring with the exceptions explained above, Appendix D: Responses to governor's consistency and FEIS comments, Appendix G: Alternatives Eliminated from further analysis and Appendix I: NPS requirements for access to Deerlodge Road. Appendix B is the Plan of Development wh

All comments received on the draft ROD and ROW grant thus far have been addressed except those noted here or still highlighted in the document. For those who have previously reviewed documents, please verify we've adequately addressed your comments.  The purpose of this review is to identify show stopping

Our Wyoming External Affairs Office will be working directly with other states and the WO to finalize the NOA package.

We anticipate finalizing the greater sage grouse and migratory bird mitigation after the technical advisory group completes its task in the first half of June.  We'll add that mitigation then.  When WO provides the lands with wilderness characteristics details for inclusion in the mitigation and monitoring appendix,

In order to maximize our efficiency and allow for robust review and comment we are providing this package out now for final review and comment.  Still pending completion are the final BO and the PA.

Please respond with any suggested revisions by close of business May 24th, 2016.  Subsequent emails will contain a courtesy copy of the TWE Plan of Development in 2 parts due to size limitations.

Regards,

Sharon

Sharon Knowlton

BLM Project Manager, Cheyenne State Office

5353 Yellowstone Road

Cheyenne, Wyoming 82009

307 775 6124, cell 801 573 6101

fax 307 775 6203

"Serenity is not freedom from the storm, but peace within the storm"

D3Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

05-13-16.

From: Knowlton, Sharon [mailto:sknowlto@blm.gov]

Sent: Friday, May 13, 2016 3:53 PM

To: Dylan Fuge; Michael Valle; Bradford Purdy; Georgeann Smale; Kathy Boden; Signa Larralde; Christine Fletcher; Scott Whitesides; Andrew Strasfogel; Shauna Derbyshire; Janelle Wrigley; Jennifer Whyte; Perry Wickham; Buddy Green; Dennis Saville; Danielle Dimauro; Michael Smith; Sally Butts; Britta Nelson; De

Cc: Mary Jo Rugwell; Kristen Lenhardt; Lucas Lucero; Larry Claypool; John Ruhs; Ruth Welch; Jenna Whitlock; Tamara Gertsch

Subject: Here are the TransWest Project draft final ROD, ROW and NOA package for review in 3 emails

Hello everyone this is the first of 3 emails providing the draft final package described above.  We are pleased to provide the revised final draft ROD for the TransWest Transmission Project and the NOA package for review.  The body of the ROD is attached, along with the Mitigation and Monitoring appendix, which is st

grant, Appendix F: Mitigation and Monitoring with the exceptions explained above, Appendix D: Responses to governor's consistency and FEIS comments, Appendix G: Alternatives Eliminated from further analysis and Appendix I: NPS requirements for access to Deerlodge Road. Appendix B is the Plan of Development wh

All comments received on the draft ROD and ROW grant thus far have been addressed except those noted here or still highlighted in the document. For those who have previously reviewed documents, please verify we've adequately addressed your comments.  The purpose of this review is to identify show stopping

Our Wyoming External Affairs Office will be working directly with other states and the WO to finalize the NOA package.

We anticipate finalizing the greater sage grouse and migratory bird mitigation after the technical advisory group completes its task in the first half of June.  We'll add that mitigation then.  When WO provides the lands with wilderness characteristics details for inclusion in the mitigation and monitoring appendix,

In order to maximize our efficiency and allow for robust review and comment we are providing this package out now for final review and comment.  Still pending completion are the final BO and the PA.

Please respond with any suggested revisions by close of business May 24th, 2016.  Subsequent emails will contain a courtesy copy of the TWE Plan of Development in 2 parts due to size limitations.

Regards,

Sharon

Sharon Knowlton

BLM Project Manager, Cheyenne State Office

5353 Yellowstone Road

Cheyenne, Wyoming 82009

307 775 6124, cell 801 573 6101

fax 307 775 6203

"Serenity is not freedom from the storm, but peace within the storm"

E3Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

05-13-16.

Email 2 of 3.

From: Knowlton, Sharon [mailto:sknowlto@blm.gov]

Sent: Friday, May 13, 2016 3:53 PM

To: Dylan Fuge; Georgeann Smale; Kathy Boden; Signa Larralde; Christine Fletcher; Stephen Fusilier; Scott Whitesides; Andrew Strasfogel; Shauna Derbyshire; Jennifer Whyte; Janelle Wrigley; Perry Wickham; Buddy Green; Dennis Saville; Michael Valle; Danielle Dimauro; Michael Smith; Sally Butts; Britta Nelso

Cc: Kristen Lenhardt; Bradford Purdy; Mary Jo Rugwell; John Ruhs; Ruth Welch; Jenna Whitlock; Larry Claypool; Tamara Gertsch

Subject: Here is the TransWest Project draft final ROD Plan of Development appendix which is the 2nd of 3 emails

Attached is main body of the TransWest Plan of Development which is Appendix B to the TWE ROD.  It is being sent in 2 emails due to its size. The third and final email will contain the appendices to this Plan of Development.  This is being sent to you for a courtesy reference as you review BLM's draft

Regards all,

-Sharon

Sharon Knowlton

BLM Project Manager, Cheyenne State Office

5353 Yellowstone Road

FOIA001:01669555

DOI-2021-05 03159



Cheyenne, Wyoming 82009

307 775 6124, cell 801 573 6101

fax 307 775 6203

"Serenity is not freedom from the storm, but peace within the storm"

H3Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

Revised final draft ROD for the TransWest Transmission Project and the NOA package sent for review by Sharon Knowlton on 05-13-16. Comments requested by COB, 5-24-16. National Trails comments on ROD provided on 05-24-16.  05-26-27. Followed up on the Mitigation and Monitoring appendix which is missing details reg

project.  It will most likely contain several options including the purchase of inholdings in nearby designated wilderness.  The WO has drafted a plan and it is now waiting our Director's approval.  Once ready, it can be shared internally with the larger BLM group.

I3Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

o Protest received from the Wilderness Society.

o WO410 provided feedback on draft final ROD, ROW, and NOA package 05-24-16.

o WO410 drafted compensatory mitigation language. The issue was resolved and WO410 agreed to the mitigation language which was not ideal (used may mitigate and not would mitigate). The compensatory mitigation package language, as modified by WO100, was incorporated into an addendum to the FEIS on 05-01-15.

D5Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

On Fri, Sep 30, 2016 at 11:09 AM, Nelson, Britta <bknelson@blm.gov> wrote:

Hi Molly, Maile, and Terry - I hope you are all well and have had a great week. I wanted to check in with you on the Verde Transmission project RMP amendment/EIS. I am hoping you can keep me updated on the progress of this project and let me know if support is needed from WO410 as the draft is being prep

Our records show the following project issues:

1) the project area includes eligible and suitable WSR streams including additional segments of the Rio Grande. The proposed route crosses the Rio Grande River. Section 7 of the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act requires looking at "instream" projects that are upstream, downstream or on a tributary of a designated river.  Based

2) The project would cross two National Historical Trails (the Camino Real de Tierra Adentro & Old Spanish NHT’s). The project needs to be considered per BLM M6280.

3) There are no lands with wilderness characteristics per existing inventories. Inventories may have been conducted as part of the BLM’s Taos Field Office RMP Amendment of 2012. Additional inventories may need to be conducted to prepare a complete and defensible EIS for this project.

Additional project information follows.

F5Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

10-04-16.

Adrian Garcia

Oct 4 (3 days ago)

to me, Maile, Deborah, Terrence, Molly, Peter, Nikki, Cathi, Robert

Britta,

At this time, I’m not sure what our plans are relative to a WO review of the draft EIS.  I’ll consult with our local management team here in New Mexico and our NEPA Coordinator and get back to you on that question.

Adrian Garcia

Realty Specialist/Project Manager

Bureau of Land Management

NM State Office

(505) 954-2199

From: Nelson, Britta [mailto:bknelson@blm.gov]

Sent: Monday, October 03, 2016 3:43 PM

To: Adrian Garcia

Cc: Maile Adler; Deborah Salt; Terrence (Terry) Heslin; Molly Cobbs; Peter Mali; Nikki Moore; Cathi Bailey; Robert Wick

Subject: Re: Check in on the Verde Transmission Project RMP amendment/EIS

Hi Adrian, thanks for the note. I will make sure and include you on communications on the Verde project. Thanks for keeping me updated and letting me know what WO410 support might be needed as you move forward. I do have a question - I saw this project is identified on the priority project transmission d

Thanks.

Britta Nelson

Management and Program Analyst

National Conservation Lands WO410

Bureau of Land Management

303.236.0539

On Mon, Oct 3, 2016 at 2:21 PM, Adrian Garcia <agarcia@blm.gov> wrote:

Britta,

I was provided the e-mail below from Maile Adler here at the BLM NM State Office.  I wanted to let you know that I have been assigned as the Project Manager for the Verde Transmission Project.  I’m also stationed here at the BLM NM State Office as well.   Please ensure that you include me in all future e-mails reg

as we start the preparation of the Draft EIS.

Thank you

Adrian Garcia

Realty Specialist/Project Manager

Bureau of Land Management

NM State Office

(505) 954-2199

From: Adler, Maile [mailto:madler@blm.gov]

Sent: Monday, October 03, 2016 1:52 PM

To: Adrian Garcia

Subject: Fwd: Check in on the Verde Transmission Project RMP amendment/EIS

Maile Adler

Acting National Conservation Lands/Youth/VRM Program Lead

BLM New Mexico State Office

505-954-2176

madler@blm.gov

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

From: Nelson, Britta <bknelson@blm.gov>

Date: Fri, Sep 30, 2016 at 11:14 AM

Subject: Re: Check in on the Verde Transmission Project RMP amendment/EIS

To: Molly Cobbs <mcobbs@blm.gov>, "Adler, Maile A" <madler@blm.gov>, "Terrence (Terry) Heslin" <theslin@blm.gov>, Peter Mali <pmali@blm.gov>, Nikki Moore <nmoore@blm.gov>, Cathi Bailey <c1bailey@blm.gov>, Robert Wick <rwick@blm.gov>, "Salt, Deborah A" <debsalt@blm.gov>, Ryan Hathaway <rhath

Oops, sent before I cc'd everyone! Resend.

On Fri, Sep 30, 2016 at 11:09 AM, Nelson, Britta <bknelson@blm.gov> wrote:
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Hi Molly, Maile, and Terry - I hope you are all well and have had a great week. I wanted to check in with you on the Verde Transmission project RMP amendment/EIS. I am hoping you can keep me updated on the progress of this project and let me know if support is needed from WO410 as the draft is being prep

Our records show the following project issues:

1) the project area includes eligible and suitable WSR streams including additional segments of the Rio Grande. The proposed route crosses the Rio Grande River. Section 7 of the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act requires looking at "instream" projects that are upstream, downstream or on a tributary of a designated river.  Based

2) The project would cross two National Historical Trails (the Camino Real de Tierra Adentro & Old Spanish NHT’s). The project needs to be considered per BLM M6280.

3) There are no lands with wilderness characteristics per existing inventories. Inventories may have been conducted as part of the BLM’s Taos Field Office RMP Amendment of 2012. Additional inventories may need to be conducted to prepare a complete and defensible EIS for this project.

Additional project information follows.

Thanks.

Britta Nelson

Management and Program Analyst

National Conservation Lands WO410

Bureau of Land Management

303.236.0539

D8Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

o A B2H Overview of FEIS (June 2016) presentation can be found at: https://drive.google.com/drive/u/0/folders/0B2HaN5zIVVZIYy1yQkVBU0pKMUU

o B2H review files can be found at:

o http://teamspace/sites/rmpnepadocs/Planning%20and%20NEPA/Forms/AllItems.aspx?RootFolder=%2Fsites%2Frmpnepadocs%2FPlanning%20and%20NEPA%2FALL%20energy%20%2B%20transmission%2FMajor%20Transmission%2FBoardman%2DHemmingway%20%28B2H%29%20documents%2FBoardman%20to%20Hemingway%20Administrative%20Final%20EIS%20an


E8Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

B2H AFEIS review period began 06-20-16 and ended on 07-18-16.  Wilderness program comments provided on 06-20-16; submitted to Tamara Gertsch and Renee Straub on 07-14-16. WSR comments submitted on 07-15-16. NSHT comments submitted on 07-18-16.

A9Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

05-13-16.

National Conservation Lands, your review of the final draft ROD for TWE, ROW, and NOA package is requested. Please provide feedback to me by May 20. Additional information is found in Sharon’s note below. This is the first of three emails from Sharon I will forward.

Thanks. Britta

From: Knowlton, Sharon [mailto:sknowlto@blm.gov]

Sent: Friday, May 13, 2016 3:53 PM

To: Dylan Fuge; Michael Valle; Bradford Purdy; Georgeann Smale; Kathy Boden; Signa Larralde; Christine Fletcher; Scott Whitesides; Andrew Strasfogel; Shauna Derbyshire; Janelle Wrigley; Jennifer Whyte; Perry Wickham; Buddy Green; Dennis Saville; Danielle Dimauro; Michael Smith; Sally Butts; Britta Nelson; De

Cc: Mary Jo Rugwell; Kristen Lenhardt; Lucas Lucero; Larry Claypool; John Ruhs; Ruth Welch; Jenna Whitlock; Tamara Gertsch

Subject: Here are the TransWest Project draft final ROD, ROW and NOA package for review in 3 emails

Hello everyone this is the first of 3 emails providing the draft final package described above.  We are pleased to provide the revised final draft ROD for the TransWest Transmission Project and the NOA package for review.  The body of the ROD is attached, along with the Mitigation and Monitoring appendix, which is st

grant, Appendix F: Mitigation and Monitoring with the exceptions explained above, Appendix D: Responses to governor's consistency and FEIS comments, Appendix G: Alternatives Eliminated from further analysis and Appendix I: NPS requirements for access to Deerlodge Road. Appendix B is the Plan of Development wh

All comments received on the draft ROD and ROW grant thus far have been addressed except those noted here or still highlighted in the document. For those who have previously reviewed documents, please verify we've adequately addressed your comments.  The purpose of this review is to identify show stopping

Our Wyoming External Affairs Office will be working directly with other states and the WO to finalize the NOA package.

We anticipate finalizing the greater sage grouse and migratory bird mitigation after the technical advisory group completes its task in the first half of June.  We'll add that mitigation then.  When WO provides the lands with wilderness characteristics details for inclusion in the mitigation and monitoring appendix,

In order to maximize our efficiency and allow for robust review and comment we are providing this package out now for final review and comment.  Still pending completion are the final BO and the PA.

Please respond with any suggested revisions by close of business May 24th, 2016.  Subsequent emails will contain a courtesy copy of the TWE Plan of Development in 2 parts due to size limitations.

Regards,

Sharon

Sharon Knowlton

BLM Project Manager, Cheyenne State Office

5353 Yellowstone Road

Cheyenne, Wyoming 82009

307 775 6124, cell 801 573 6101

fax 307 775 6203

"Serenity is not freedom from the storm, but peace within the storm"

D9Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

05-13-16.

From: Knowlton, Sharon [mailto:sknowlto@blm.gov]

Sent: Friday, May 13, 2016 3:53 PM

To: Dylan Fuge; Michael Valle; Bradford Purdy; Georgeann Smale; Kathy Boden; Signa Larralde; Christine Fletcher; Scott Whitesides; Andrew Strasfogel; Shauna Derbyshire; Janelle Wrigley; Jennifer Whyte; Perry Wickham; Buddy Green; Dennis Saville; Danielle Dimauro; Michael Smith; Sally Butts; Britta Nelson; De

Cc: Mary Jo Rugwell; Kristen Lenhardt; Lucas Lucero; Larry Claypool; John Ruhs; Ruth Welch; Jenna Whitlock; Tamara Gertsch

Subject: Here are the TransWest Project draft final ROD, ROW and NOA package for review in 3 emails

Hello everyone this is the first of 3 emails providing the draft final package described above.  We are pleased to provide the revised final draft ROD for the TransWest Transmission Project and the NOA package for review.  The body of the ROD is attached, along with the Mitigation and Monitoring appendix, which is st

grant, Appendix F: Mitigation and Monitoring with the exceptions explained above, Appendix D: Responses to governor's consistency and FEIS comments, Appendix G: Alternatives Eliminated from further analysis and Appendix I: NPS requirements for access to Deerlodge Road. Appendix B is the Plan of Development wh

All comments received on the draft ROD and ROW grant thus far have been addressed except those noted here or still highlighted in the document. For those who have previously reviewed documents, please verify we've adequately addressed your comments.  The purpose of this review is to identify show stopping

Our Wyoming External Affairs Office will be working directly with other states and the WO to finalize the NOA package.

We anticipate finalizing the greater sage grouse and migratory bird mitigation after the technical advisory group completes its task in the first half of June.  We'll add that mitigation then.  When WO provides the lands with wilderness characteristics details for inclusion in the mitigation and monitoring appendix,

In order to maximize our efficiency and allow for robust review and comment we are providing this package out now for final review and comment.  Still pending completion are the final BO and the PA.

Please respond with any suggested revisions by close of business May 24th, 2016.  Subsequent emails will contain a courtesy copy of the TWE Plan of Development in 2 parts due to size limitations.

Regards,

Sharon

Sharon Knowlton

BLM Project Manager, Cheyenne State Office

5353 Yellowstone Road

Cheyenne, Wyoming 82009

307 775 6124, cell 801 573 6101

fax 307 775 6203

"Serenity is not freedom from the storm, but peace within the storm"
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E9Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

05-13-16.

Email 2 of 3.

From: Knowlton, Sharon [mailto:sknowlto@blm.gov]

Sent: Friday, May 13, 2016 3:53 PM

To: Dylan Fuge; Georgeann Smale; Kathy Boden; Signa Larralde; Christine Fletcher; Stephen Fusilier; Scott Whitesides; Andrew Strasfogel; Shauna Derbyshire; Jennifer Whyte; Janelle Wrigley; Perry Wickham; Buddy Green; Dennis Saville; Michael Valle; Danielle Dimauro; Michael Smith; Sally Butts; Britta Nelso

Cc: Kristen Lenhardt; Bradford Purdy; Mary Jo Rugwell; John Ruhs; Ruth Welch; Jenna Whitlock; Larry Claypool; Tamara Gertsch

Subject: Here is the TransWest Project draft final ROD Plan of Development appendix which is the 2nd of 3 emails

Attached is main body of the TransWest Plan of Development which is Appendix B to the TWE ROD.  It is being sent in 2 emails due to its size. The third and final email will contain the appendices to this Plan of Development.  This is being sent to you for a courtesy reference as you review BLM's draft

Regards all,

-Sharon

Sharon Knowlton

BLM Project Manager, Cheyenne State Office

5353 Yellowstone Road

Cheyenne, Wyoming 82009

307 775 6124, cell 801 573 6101

fax 307 775 6203

"Serenity is not freedom from the storm, but peace within the storm"

H9Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

Revised final draft ROD for the TransWest Transmission Project and the NOA package sent for review by Sharon Knowlton on 05-13-16. Comments requested by COB, 5-24-16. National Trails comments on ROD provided on 05-24-16.  05-26-27. Followed up on the Mitigation and Monitoring appendix which is missing details reg

project.  It will most likely contain several options including the purchase of inholdings in nearby designated wilderness.  The WO has drafted a plan and it is now waiting our Director's approval.  Once ready, it can be shared internally with the larger BLM group.

I9Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

o Protest received from the Wilderness Society.

o WO410 provided feedback on draft final ROD, ROW, and NOA package 05-24-16.

o WO410 drafted compensatory mitigation language. The issue was resolved and WO410 agreed to the mitigation language which was not ideal (used may mitigate and not would mitigate). The compensatory mitigation package language, as modified by WO100, was incorporated into an addendum to the FEIS on 05-01-15.

D11Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

On Fri, Sep 30, 2016 at 11:09 AM, Nelson, Britta <bknelson@blm.gov> wrote:

Hi Molly, Maile, and Terry - I hope you are all well and have had a great week. I wanted to check in with you on the Verde Transmission project RMP amendment/EIS. I am hoping you can keep me updated on the progress of this project and let me know if support is needed from WO410 as the draft is being prep

Our records show the following project issues:

1) the project area includes eligible and suitable WSR streams including additional segments of the Rio Grande. The proposed route crosses the Rio Grande River. Section 7 of the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act requires looking at "instream" projects that are upstream, downstream or on a tributary of a designated river.  Based

2) The project would cross two National Historical Trails (the Camino Real de Tierra Adentro & Old Spanish NHT’s). The project needs to be considered per BLM M6280.

3) There are no lands with wilderness characteristics per existing inventories. Inventories may have been conducted as part of the BLM’s Taos Field Office RMP Amendment of 2012. Additional inventories may need to be conducted to prepare a complete and defensible EIS for this project.

Additional project information follows.

F11Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

10-04-16.

Adrian Garcia

Oct 4 (3 days ago)

to me, Maile, Deborah, Terrence, Molly, Peter, Nikki, Cathi, Robert

Britta,

At this time, I’m not sure what our plans are relative to a WO review of the draft EIS.  I’ll consult with our local management team here in New Mexico and our NEPA Coordinator and get back to you on that question.

Adrian Garcia

Realty Specialist/Project Manager

Bureau of Land Management

NM State Office

(505) 954-2199

From: Nelson, Britta [mailto:bknelson@blm.gov]

Sent: Monday, October 03, 2016 3:43 PM

To: Adrian Garcia

Cc: Maile Adler; Deborah Salt; Terrence (Terry) Heslin; Molly Cobbs; Peter Mali; Nikki Moore; Cathi Bailey; Robert Wick

Subject: Re: Check in on the Verde Transmission Project RMP amendment/EIS

Hi Adrian, thanks for the note. I will make sure and include you on communications on the Verde project. Thanks for keeping me updated and letting me know what WO410 support might be needed as you move forward. I do have a question - I saw this project is identified on the priority project transmission d

Thanks.

Britta Nelson

Management and Program Analyst

National Conservation Lands WO410

Bureau of Land Management

303.236.0539

On Mon, Oct 3, 2016 at 2:21 PM, Adrian Garcia <agarcia@blm.gov> wrote:

Britta,

I was provided the e-mail below from Maile Adler here at the BLM NM State Office.  I wanted to let you know that I have been assigned as the Project Manager for the Verde Transmission Project.  I’m also stationed here at the BLM NM State Office as well.   Please ensure that you include me in all future e-mails reg

as we start the preparation of the Draft EIS.

Thank you

Adrian Garcia

Realty Specialist/Project Manager

Bureau of Land Management

NM State Office

(505) 954-2199

From: Adler, Maile [mailto:madler@blm.gov]

Sent: Monday, October 03, 2016 1:52 PM

To: Adrian Garcia

Subject: Fwd: Check in on the Verde Transmission Project RMP amendment/EIS
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Maile Adler

Acting National Conservation Lands/Youth/VRM Program Lead

BLM New Mexico State Office

505-954-2176

madler@blm.gov

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

From: Nelson, Britta <bknelson@blm.gov>

Date: Fri, Sep 30, 2016 at 11:14 AM

Subject: Re: Check in on the Verde Transmission Project RMP amendment/EIS

To: Molly Cobbs <mcobbs@blm.gov>, "Adler, Maile A" <madler@blm.gov>, "Terrence (Terry) Heslin" <theslin@blm.gov>, Peter Mali <pmali@blm.gov>, Nikki Moore <nmoore@blm.gov>, Cathi Bailey <c1bailey@blm.gov>, Robert Wick <rwick@blm.gov>, "Salt, Deborah A" <debsalt@blm.gov>, Ryan Hathaway <rhath

Oops, sent before I cc'd everyone! Resend.

On Fri, Sep 30, 2016 at 11:09 AM, Nelson, Britta <bknelson@blm.gov> wrote:

Hi Molly, Maile, and Terry - I hope you are all well and have had a great week. I wanted to check in with you on the Verde Transmission project RMP amendment/EIS. I am hoping you can keep me updated on the progress of this project and let me know if support is needed from WO410 as the draft is being prep

Our records show the following project issues:

1) the project area includes eligible and suitable WSR streams including additional segments of the Rio Grande. The proposed route crosses the Rio Grande River. Section 7 of the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act requires looking at "instream" projects that are upstream, downstream or on a tributary of a designated river.  Based

2) The project would cross two National Historical Trails (the Camino Real de Tierra Adentro & Old Spanish NHT’s). The project needs to be considered per BLM M6280.

3) There are no lands with wilderness characteristics per existing inventories. Inventories may have been conducted as part of the BLM’s Taos Field Office RMP Amendment of 2012. Additional inventories may need to be conducted to prepare a complete and defensible EIS for this project.

Additional project information follows.

Thanks.

Britta Nelson

Management and Program Analyst

National Conservation Lands WO410

Bureau of Land Management

303.236.0539

D14Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

o A B2H Overview of FEIS (June 2016) presentation can be found at: https://drive.google.com/drive/u/0/folders/0B2HaN5zIVVZIYy1yQkVBU0pKMUU

o B2H review files can be found at:

o http://teamspace/sites/rmpnepadocs/Planning%20and%20NEPA/Forms/AllItems.aspx?RootFolder=%2Fsites%2Frmpnepadocs%2FPlanning%20and%20NEPA%2FALL%20energy%20%2B%20transmission%2FMajor%20Transmission%2FBoardman%2DHemmingway%20%28B2H%29%20documents%2FBoardman%20to%20Hemingway%20Administrative%20Final%20EIS%20an


E14Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

B2H AFEIS review period began 06-20-16 and ended on 07-18-16.  Wilderness program comments provided on 06-20-16; submitted to Tamara Gertsch and Renee Straub on 07-14-16. WSR comments submitted on 07-15-16. NSHT comments submitted on 07-18-16.

A15Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

05-13-16.

National Conservation Lands, your review of the final draft ROD for TWE, ROW, and NOA package is requested. Please provide feedback to me by May 20. Additional information is found in Sharon’s note below. This is the first of three emails from Sharon I will forward.

Thanks. Britta

From: Knowlton, Sharon [mailto:sknowlto@blm.gov]

Sent: Friday, May 13, 2016 3:53 PM

To: Dylan Fuge; Michael Valle; Bradford Purdy; Georgeann Smale; Kathy Boden; Signa Larralde; Christine Fletcher; Scott Whitesides; Andrew Strasfogel; Shauna Derbyshire; Janelle Wrigley; Jennifer Whyte; Perry Wickham; Buddy Green; Dennis Saville; Danielle Dimauro; Michael Smith; Sally Butts; Britta Nelson; De

Cc: Mary Jo Rugwell; Kristen Lenhardt; Lucas Lucero; Larry Claypool; John Ruhs; Ruth Welch; Jenna Whitlock; Tamara Gertsch

Subject: Here are the TransWest Project draft final ROD, ROW and NOA package for review in 3 emails

Hello everyone this is the first of 3 emails providing the draft final package described above.  We are pleased to provide the revised final draft ROD for the TransWest Transmission Project and the NOA package for review.  The body of the ROD is attached, along with the Mitigation and Monitoring appendix, which is st

grant, Appendix F: Mitigation and Monitoring with the exceptions explained above, Appendix D: Responses to governor's consistency and FEIS comments, Appendix G: Alternatives Eliminated from further analysis and Appendix I: NPS requirements for access to Deerlodge Road. Appendix B is the Plan of Development wh

All comments received on the draft ROD and ROW grant thus far have been addressed except those noted here or still highlighted in the document. For those who have previously reviewed documents, please verify we've adequately addressed your comments.  The purpose of this review is to identify show stopping

Our Wyoming External Affairs Office will be working directly with other states and the WO to finalize the NOA package.

We anticipate finalizing the greater sage grouse and migratory bird mitigation after the technical advisory group completes its task in the first half of June.  We'll add that mitigation then.  When WO provides the lands with wilderness characteristics details for inclusion in the mitigation and monitoring appendix,

In order to maximize our efficiency and allow for robust review and comment we are providing this package out now for final review and comment.  Still pending completion are the final BO and the PA.

Please respond with any suggested revisions by close of business May 24th, 2016.  Subsequent emails will contain a courtesy copy of the TWE Plan of Development in 2 parts due to size limitations.

Regards,

Sharon

Sharon Knowlton

BLM Project Manager, Cheyenne State Office

5353 Yellowstone Road

Cheyenne, Wyoming 82009

307 775 6124, cell 801 573 6101

fax 307 775 6203

"Serenity is not freedom from the storm, but peace within the storm"

D15Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

05-13-16.

From: Knowlton, Sharon [mailto:sknowlto@blm.gov]

Sent: Friday, May 13, 2016 3:53 PM

To: Dylan Fuge; Michael Valle; Bradford Purdy; Georgeann Smale; Kathy Boden; Signa Larralde; Christine Fletcher; Scott Whitesides; Andrew Strasfogel; Shauna Derbyshire; Janelle Wrigley; Jennifer Whyte; Perry Wickham; Buddy Green; Dennis Saville; Danielle Dimauro; Michael Smith; Sally Butts; Britta Nelson; De

Cc: Mary Jo Rugwell; Kristen Lenhardt; Lucas Lucero; Larry Claypool; John Ruhs; Ruth Welch; Jenna Whitlock; Tamara Gertsch

Subject: Here are the TransWest Project draft final ROD, ROW and NOA package for review in 3 emails

Hello everyone this is the first of 3 emails providing the draft final package described above.  We are pleased to provide the revised final draft ROD for the TransWest Transmission Project and the NOA package for review.  The body of the ROD is attached, along with the Mitigation and Monitoring appendix, which is st

grant, Appendix F: Mitigation and Monitoring with the exceptions explained above, Appendix D: Responses to governor's consistency and FEIS comments, Appendix G: Alternatives Eliminated from further analysis and Appendix I: NPS requirements for access to Deerlodge Road. Appendix B is the Plan of Development wh

All comments received on the draft ROD and ROW grant thus far have been addressed except those noted here or still highlighted in the document. For those who have previously reviewed documents, please verify we've adequately addressed your comments.  The purpose of this review is to identify show stopping

Our Wyoming External Affairs Office will be working directly with other states and the WO to finalize the NOA package.

We anticipate finalizing the greater sage grouse and migratory bird mitigation after the technical advisory group completes its task in the first half of June.  We'll add that mitigation then.  When WO provides the lands with wilderness characteristics details for inclusion in the mitigation and monitoring appendix,
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In order to maximize our efficiency and allow for robust review and comment we are providing this package out now for final review and comment.  Still pending completion are the final BO and the PA.

Please respond with any suggested revisions by close of business May 24th, 2016.  Subsequent emails will contain a courtesy copy of the TWE Plan of Development in 2 parts due to size limitations.

Regards,

Sharon

Sharon Knowlton

BLM Project Manager, Cheyenne State Office

5353 Yellowstone Road

Cheyenne, Wyoming 82009

307 775 6124, cell 801 573 6101

fax 307 775 6203

"Serenity is not freedom from the storm, but peace within the storm"

E15Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

05-13-16.

Email 2 of 3.

From: Knowlton, Sharon [mailto:sknowlto@blm.gov]

Sent: Friday, May 13, 2016 3:53 PM

To: Dylan Fuge; Georgeann Smale; Kathy Boden; Signa Larralde; Christine Fletcher; Stephen Fusilier; Scott Whitesides; Andrew Strasfogel; Shauna Derbyshire; Jennifer Whyte; Janelle Wrigley; Perry Wickham; Buddy Green; Dennis Saville; Michael Valle; Danielle Dimauro; Michael Smith; Sally Butts; Britta Nelso

Cc: Kristen Lenhardt; Bradford Purdy; Mary Jo Rugwell; John Ruhs; Ruth Welch; Jenna Whitlock; Larry Claypool; Tamara Gertsch

Subject: Here is the TransWest Project draft final ROD Plan of Development appendix which is the 2nd of 3 emails

Attached is main body of the TransWest Plan of Development which is Appendix B to the TWE ROD.  It is being sent in 2 emails due to its size. The third and final email will contain the appendices to this Plan of Development.  This is being sent to you for a courtesy reference as you review BLM's draft

Regards all,

-Sharon

Sharon Knowlton

BLM Project Manager, Cheyenne State Office

5353 Yellowstone Road

Cheyenne, Wyoming 82009

307 775 6124, cell 801 573 6101

fax 307 775 6203

"Serenity is not freedom from the storm, but peace within the storm"

H15Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

Revised final draft ROD for the TransWest Transmission Project and the NOA package sent for review by Sharon Knowlton on 05-13-16. Comments requested by COB, 5-24-16. National Trails comments on ROD provided on 05-24-16.  05-26-27. Followed up on the Mitigation and Monitoring appendix which is missing details reg

project.  It will most likely contain several options including the purchase of inholdings in nearby designated wilderness.  The WO has drafted a plan and it is now waiting our Director's approval.  Once ready, it can be shared internally with the larger BLM group.

I15Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

o Protest received from the Wilderness Society.

o WO410 provided feedback on draft final ROD, ROW, and NOA package 05-24-16.

o WO410 drafted compensatory mitigation language. The issue was resolved and WO410 agreed to the mitigation language which was not ideal (used may mitigate and not would mitigate). The compensatory mitigation package language, as modified by WO100, was incorporated into an addendum to the FEIS on 05-01-15.

D17Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

On Fri, Sep 30, 2016 at 11:09 AM, Nelson, Britta <bknelson@blm.gov> wrote:

Hi Molly, Maile, and Terry - I hope you are all well and have had a great week. I wanted to check in with you on the Verde Transmission project RMP amendment/EIS. I am hoping you can keep me updated on the progress of this project and let me know if support is needed from WO410 as the draft is being prep

Our records show the following project issues:

1) the project area includes eligible and suitable WSR streams including additional segments of the Rio Grande. The proposed route crosses the Rio Grande River. Section 7 of the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act requires looking at "instream" projects that are upstream, downstream or on a tributary of a designated river.  Based

2) The project would cross two National Historical Trails (the Camino Real de Tierra Adentro & Old Spanish NHT’s). The project needs to be considered per BLM M6280.

3) There are no lands with wilderness characteristics per existing inventories. Inventories may have been conducted as part of the BLM’s Taos Field Office RMP Amendment of 2012. Additional inventories may need to be conducted to prepare a complete and defensible EIS for this project.

Additional project information follows.

F17Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

10-04-16.

Adrian Garcia

Oct 4 (3 days ago)

to me, Maile, Deborah, Terrence, Molly, Peter, Nikki, Cathi, Robert

Britta,

At this time, I’m not sure what our plans are relative to a WO review of the draft EIS.  I’ll consult with our local management team here in New Mexico and our NEPA Coordinator and get back to you on that question.

Adrian Garcia

Realty Specialist/Project Manager

Bureau of Land Management

NM State Office

(505) 954-2199

From: Nelson, Britta [mailto:bknelson@blm.gov]

Sent: Monday, October 03, 2016 3:43 PM

To: Adrian Garcia

Cc: Maile Adler; Deborah Salt; Terrence (Terry) Heslin; Molly Cobbs; Peter Mali; Nikki Moore; Cathi Bailey; Robert Wick

Subject: Re: Check in on the Verde Transmission Project RMP amendment/EIS

Hi Adrian, thanks for the note. I will make sure and include you on communications on the Verde project. Thanks for keeping me updated and letting me know what WO410 support might be needed as you move forward. I do have a question - I saw this project is identified on the priority project transmission d

Thanks.

Britta Nelson

Management and Program Analyst

National Conservation Lands WO410

Bureau of Land Management

303.236.0539

On Mon, Oct 3, 2016 at 2:21 PM, Adrian Garcia <agarcia@blm.gov> wrote:

Britta,

FOIA001:01669555
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I was provided the e-mail below from Maile Adler here at the BLM NM State Office.  I wanted to let you know that I have been assigned as the Project Manager for the Verde Transmission Project.  I’m also stationed here at the BLM NM State Office as well.   Please ensure that you include me in all future e-mails reg

as we start the preparation of the Draft EIS.

Thank you

Adrian Garcia

Realty Specialist/Project Manager

Bureau of Land Management

NM State Office

(505) 954-2199

From: Adler, Maile [mailto:madler@blm.gov]

Sent: Monday, October 03, 2016 1:52 PM

To: Adrian Garcia

Subject: Fwd: Check in on the Verde Transmission Project RMP amendment/EIS

Maile Adler

Acting National Conservation Lands/Youth/VRM Program Lead

BLM New Mexico State Office

505-954-2176

madler@blm.gov

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

From: Nelson, Britta <bknelson@blm.gov>

Date: Fri, Sep 30, 2016 at 11:14 AM

Subject: Re: Check in on the Verde Transmission Project RMP amendment/EIS

To: Molly Cobbs <mcobbs@blm.gov>, "Adler, Maile A" <madler@blm.gov>, "Terrence (Terry) Heslin" <theslin@blm.gov>, Peter Mali <pmali@blm.gov>, Nikki Moore <nmoore@blm.gov>, Cathi Bailey <c1bailey@blm.gov>, Robert Wick <rwick@blm.gov>, "Salt, Deborah A" <debsalt@blm.gov>, Ryan Hathaway <rhath

Oops, sent before I cc'd everyone! Resend.

On Fri, Sep 30, 2016 at 11:09 AM, Nelson, Britta <bknelson@blm.gov> wrote:

Hi Molly, Maile, and Terry - I hope you are all well and have had a great week. I wanted to check in with you on the Verde Transmission project RMP amendment/EIS. I am hoping you can keep me updated on the progress of this project and let me know if support is needed from WO410 as the draft is being prep

Our records show the following project issues:

1) the project area includes eligible and suitable WSR streams including additional segments of the Rio Grande. The proposed route crosses the Rio Grande River. Section 7 of the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act requires looking at "instream" projects that are upstream, downstream or on a tributary of a designated river.  Based

2) The project would cross two National Historical Trails (the Camino Real de Tierra Adentro & Old Spanish NHT’s). The project needs to be considered per BLM M6280.

3) There are no lands with wilderness characteristics per existing inventories. Inventories may have been conducted as part of the BLM’s Taos Field Office RMP Amendment of 2012. Additional inventories may need to be conducted to prepare a complete and defensible EIS for this project.

Additional project information follows.

Thanks.

Britta Nelson

Management and Program Analyst

National Conservation Lands WO410

Bureau of Land Management

303.236.0539

D20Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

o A B2H Overview of FEIS (June 2016) presentation can be found at: https://drive.google.com/drive/u/0/folders/0B2HaN5zIVVZIYy1yQkVBU0pKMUU

o B2H review files can be found at:

o http://teamspace/sites/rmpnepadocs/Planning%20and%20NEPA/Forms/AllItems.aspx?RootFolder=%2Fsites%2Frmpnepadocs%2FPlanning%20and%20NEPA%2FALL%20energy%20%2B%20transmission%2FMajor%20Transmission%2FBoardman%2DHemmingway%20%28B2H%29%20documents%2FBoardman%20to%20Hemingway%20Administrative%20Final%20EIS%20an


E20Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

B2H AFEIS review period began 06-20-16 and ended on 07-18-16.  Wilderness program comments provided on 06-20-16; submitted to Tamara Gertsch and Renee Straub on 07-14-16. WSR comments submitted on 07-15-16. NSHT comments submitted on 07-18-16.

A21Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

05-13-16.

National Conservation Lands, your review of the final draft ROD for TWE, ROW, and NOA package is requested. Please provide feedback to me by May 20. Additional information is found in Sharon’s note below. This is the first of three emails from Sharon I will forward.

Thanks. Britta

From: Knowlton, Sharon [mailto:sknowlto@blm.gov]

Sent: Friday, May 13, 2016 3:53 PM

To: Dylan Fuge; Michael Valle; Bradford Purdy; Georgeann Smale; Kathy Boden; Signa Larralde; Christine Fletcher; Scott Whitesides; Andrew Strasfogel; Shauna Derbyshire; Janelle Wrigley; Jennifer Whyte; Perry Wickham; Buddy Green; Dennis Saville; Danielle Dimauro; Michael Smith; Sally Butts; Britta Nelson; De

Cc: Mary Jo Rugwell; Kristen Lenhardt; Lucas Lucero; Larry Claypool; John Ruhs; Ruth Welch; Jenna Whitlock; Tamara Gertsch

Subject: Here are the TransWest Project draft final ROD, ROW and NOA package for review in 3 emails

Hello everyone this is the first of 3 emails providing the draft final package described above.  We are pleased to provide the revised final draft ROD for the TransWest Transmission Project and the NOA package for review.  The body of the ROD is attached, along with the Mitigation and Monitoring appendix, which is st

grant, Appendix F: Mitigation and Monitoring with the exceptions explained above, Appendix D: Responses to governor's consistency and FEIS comments, Appendix G: Alternatives Eliminated from further analysis and Appendix I: NPS requirements for access to Deerlodge Road. Appendix B is the Plan of Development wh

All comments received on the draft ROD and ROW grant thus far have been addressed except those noted here or still highlighted in the document. For those who have previously reviewed documents, please verify we've adequately addressed your comments.  The purpose of this review is to identify show stopping

Our Wyoming External Affairs Office will be working directly with other states and the WO to finalize the NOA package.

We anticipate finalizing the greater sage grouse and migratory bird mitigation after the technical advisory group completes its task in the first half of June.  We'll add that mitigation then.  When WO provides the lands with wilderness characteristics details for inclusion in the mitigation and monitoring appendix,

In order to maximize our efficiency and allow for robust review and comment we are providing this package out now for final review and comment.  Still pending completion are the final BO and the PA.

Please respond with any suggested revisions by close of business May 24th, 2016.  Subsequent emails will contain a courtesy copy of the TWE Plan of Development in 2 parts due to size limitations.

Regards,

Sharon

Sharon Knowlton

BLM Project Manager, Cheyenne State Office

5353 Yellowstone Road

Cheyenne, Wyoming 82009

307 775 6124, cell 801 573 6101

fax 307 775 6203

"Serenity is not freedom from the storm, but peace within the storm"

FOIA001:01669555

DOI-2021-05 03165



D21Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

05-13-16.

From: Knowlton, Sharon [mailto:sknowlto@blm.gov]

Sent: Friday, May 13, 2016 3:53 PM

To: Dylan Fuge; Michael Valle; Bradford Purdy; Georgeann Smale; Kathy Boden; Signa Larralde; Christine Fletcher; Scott Whitesides; Andrew Strasfogel; Shauna Derbyshire; Janelle Wrigley; Jennifer Whyte; Perry Wickham; Buddy Green; Dennis Saville; Danielle Dimauro; Michael Smith; Sally Butts; Britta Nelson; De

Cc: Mary Jo Rugwell; Kristen Lenhardt; Lucas Lucero; Larry Claypool; John Ruhs; Ruth Welch; Jenna Whitlock; Tamara Gertsch

Subject: Here are the TransWest Project draft final ROD, ROW and NOA package for review in 3 emails

Hello everyone this is the first of 3 emails providing the draft final package described above.  We are pleased to provide the revised final draft ROD for the TransWest Transmission Project and the NOA package for review.  The body of the ROD is attached, along with the Mitigation and Monitoring appendix, which is st

grant, Appendix F: Mitigation and Monitoring with the exceptions explained above, Appendix D: Responses to governor's consistency and FEIS comments, Appendix G: Alternatives Eliminated from further analysis and Appendix I: NPS requirements for access to Deerlodge Road. Appendix B is the Plan of Development wh

All comments received on the draft ROD and ROW grant thus far have been addressed except those noted here or still highlighted in the document. For those who have previously reviewed documents, please verify we've adequately addressed your comments.  The purpose of this review is to identify show stopping

Our Wyoming External Affairs Office will be working directly with other states and the WO to finalize the NOA package.

We anticipate finalizing the greater sage grouse and migratory bird mitigation after the technical advisory group completes its task in the first half of June.  We'll add that mitigation then.  When WO provides the lands with wilderness characteristics details for inclusion in the mitigation and monitoring appendix,

In order to maximize our efficiency and allow for robust review and comment we are providing this package out now for final review and comment.  Still pending completion are the final BO and the PA.

Please respond with any suggested revisions by close of business May 24th, 2016.  Subsequent emails will contain a courtesy copy of the TWE Plan of Development in 2 parts due to size limitations.

Regards,

Sharon

Sharon Knowlton

BLM Project Manager, Cheyenne State Office

5353 Yellowstone Road

Cheyenne, Wyoming 82009

307 775 6124, cell 801 573 6101

fax 307 775 6203

"Serenity is not freedom from the storm, but peace within the storm"

E21Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

05-13-16.

Email 2 of 3.

From: Knowlton, Sharon [mailto:sknowlto@blm.gov]

Sent: Friday, May 13, 2016 3:53 PM

To: Dylan Fuge; Georgeann Smale; Kathy Boden; Signa Larralde; Christine Fletcher; Stephen Fusilier; Scott Whitesides; Andrew Strasfogel; Shauna Derbyshire; Jennifer Whyte; Janelle Wrigley; Perry Wickham; Buddy Green; Dennis Saville; Michael Valle; Danielle Dimauro; Michael Smith; Sally Butts; Britta Nelso

Cc: Kristen Lenhardt; Bradford Purdy; Mary Jo Rugwell; John Ruhs; Ruth Welch; Jenna Whitlock; Larry Claypool; Tamara Gertsch

Subject: Here is the TransWest Project draft final ROD Plan of Development appendix which is the 2nd of 3 emails

Attached is main body of the TransWest Plan of Development which is Appendix B to the TWE ROD.  It is being sent in 2 emails due to its size. The third and final email will contain the appendices to this Plan of Development.  This is being sent to you for a courtesy reference as you review BLM's draft

Regards all,

-Sharon

Sharon Knowlton

BLM Project Manager, Cheyenne State Office

5353 Yellowstone Road

Cheyenne, Wyoming 82009

307 775 6124, cell 801 573 6101

fax 307 775 6203

"Serenity is not freedom from the storm, but peace within the storm"

H21Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

Revised final draft ROD for the TransWest Transmission Project and the NOA package sent for review by Sharon Knowlton on 05-13-16. Comments requested by COB, 5-24-16. National Trails comments on ROD provided on 05-24-16.  05-26-27. Followed up on the Mitigation and Monitoring appendix which is missing details reg

project.  It will most likely contain several options including the purchase of inholdings in nearby designated wilderness.  The WO has drafted a plan and it is now waiting our Director's approval.  Once ready, it can be shared internally with the larger BLM group.

I21Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

o Protest received from the Wilderness Society.

o WO410 provided feedback on draft final ROD, ROW, and NOA package 05-24-16.

o WO410 drafted compensatory mitigation language. The issue was resolved and WO410 agreed to the mitigation language which was not ideal (used may mitigate and not would mitigate). The compensatory mitigation package language, as modified by WO100, was incorporated into an addendum to the FEIS on 05-01-15.

D23Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

On Fri, Sep 30, 2016 at 11:09 AM, Nelson, Britta <bknelson@blm.gov> wrote:

Hi Molly, Maile, and Terry - I hope you are all well and have had a great week. I wanted to check in with you on the Verde Transmission project RMP amendment/EIS. I am hoping you can keep me updated on the progress of this project and let me know if support is needed from WO410 as the draft is being prep

Our records show the following project issues:

1) the project area includes eligible and suitable WSR streams including additional segments of the Rio Grande. The proposed route crosses the Rio Grande River. Section 7 of the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act requires looking at "instream" projects that are upstream, downstream or on a tributary of a designated river.  Based

2) The project would cross two National Historical Trails (the Camino Real de Tierra Adentro & Old Spanish NHT’s). The project needs to be considered per BLM M6280.

3) There are no lands with wilderness characteristics per existing inventories. Inventories may have been conducted as part of the BLM’s Taos Field Office RMP Amendment of 2012. Additional inventories may need to be conducted to prepare a complete and defensible EIS for this project.

Additional project information follows.

F23Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

10-04-16.

Adrian Garcia

Oct 4 (3 days ago)

to me, Maile, Deborah, Terrence, Molly, Peter, Nikki, Cathi, Robert

Britta,

At this time, I’m not sure what our plans are relative to a WO review of the draft EIS.  I’ll consult with our local management team here in New Mexico and our NEPA Coordinator and get back to you on that question.

Adrian Garcia

Realty Specialist/Project Manager

Bureau of Land Management

NM State Office

(505) 954-2199

From: Nelson, Britta [mailto:bknelson@blm.gov]

Sent: Monday, October 03, 2016 3:43 PM

To: Adrian Garcia

FOIA001:01669555
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Cc: Maile Adler; Deborah Salt; Terrence (Terry) Heslin; Molly Cobbs; Peter Mali; Nikki Moore; Cathi Bailey; Robert Wick

Subject: Re: Check in on the Verde Transmission Project RMP amendment/EIS

Hi Adrian, thanks for the note. I will make sure and include you on communications on the Verde project. Thanks for keeping me updated and letting me know what WO410 support might be needed as you move forward. I do have a question - I saw this project is identified on the priority project transmission d

Thanks.

Britta Nelson

Management and Program Analyst

National Conservation Lands WO410

Bureau of Land Management

303.236.0539

On Mon, Oct 3, 2016 at 2:21 PM, Adrian Garcia <agarcia@blm.gov> wrote:

Britta,

I was provided the e-mail below from Maile Adler here at the BLM NM State Office.  I wanted to let you know that I have been assigned as the Project Manager for the Verde Transmission Project.  I’m also stationed here at the BLM NM State Office as well.   Please ensure that you include me in all future e-mails reg

as we start the preparation of the Draft EIS.

Thank you

Adrian Garcia

Realty Specialist/Project Manager

Bureau of Land Management

NM State Office

(505) 954-2199

From: Adler, Maile [mailto:madler@blm.gov]

Sent: Monday, October 03, 2016 1:52 PM

To: Adrian Garcia

Subject: Fwd: Check in on the Verde Transmission Project RMP amendment/EIS

Maile Adler

Acting National Conservation Lands/Youth/VRM Program Lead

BLM New Mexico State Office

505-954-2176

madler@blm.gov

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

From: Nelson, Britta <bknelson@blm.gov>

Date: Fri, Sep 30, 2016 at 11:14 AM

Subject: Re: Check in on the Verde Transmission Project RMP amendment/EIS

To: Molly Cobbs <mcobbs@blm.gov>, "Adler, Maile A" <madler@blm.gov>, "Terrence (Terry) Heslin" <theslin@blm.gov>, Peter Mali <pmali@blm.gov>, Nikki Moore <nmoore@blm.gov>, Cathi Bailey <c1bailey@blm.gov>, Robert Wick <rwick@blm.gov>, "Salt, Deborah A" <debsalt@blm.gov>, Ryan Hathaway <rhath

Oops, sent before I cc'd everyone! Resend.

On Fri, Sep 30, 2016 at 11:09 AM, Nelson, Britta <bknelson@blm.gov> wrote:

Hi Molly, Maile, and Terry - I hope you are all well and have had a great week. I wanted to check in with you on the Verde Transmission project RMP amendment/EIS. I am hoping you can keep me updated on the progress of this project and let me know if support is needed from WO410 as the draft is being prep

Our records show the following project issues:

1) the project area includes eligible and suitable WSR streams including additional segments of the Rio Grande. The proposed route crosses the Rio Grande River. Section 7 of the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act requires looking at "instream" projects that are upstream, downstream or on a tributary of a designated river.  Based

2) The project would cross two National Historical Trails (the Camino Real de Tierra Adentro & Old Spanish NHT’s). The project needs to be considered per BLM M6280.

3) There are no lands with wilderness characteristics per existing inventories. Inventories may have been conducted as part of the BLM’s Taos Field Office RMP Amendment of 2012. Additional inventories may need to be conducted to prepare a complete and defensible EIS for this project.

Additional project information follows.

Thanks.

Britta Nelson

Management and Program Analyst

National Conservation Lands WO410

Bureau of Land Management

303.236.0539

A26Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

05-13-16.

National Conservation Lands, your review of the final draft ROD for TWE, ROW, and NOA package is requested. Please provide feedback to me by May 20. Additional information is found in Sharon’s note below. This is the first of three emails from Sharon I will forward.

Thanks. Britta

From: Knowlton, Sharon [mailto:sknowlto@blm.gov]

Sent: Friday, May 13, 2016 3:53 PM

To: Dylan Fuge; Michael Valle; Bradford Purdy; Georgeann Smale; Kathy Boden; Signa Larralde; Christine Fletcher; Scott Whitesides; Andrew Strasfogel; Shauna Derbyshire; Janelle Wrigley; Jennifer Whyte; Perry Wickham; Buddy Green; Dennis Saville; Danielle Dimauro; Michael Smith; Sally Butts; Britta Nelson; De

Cc: Mary Jo Rugwell; Kristen Lenhardt; Lucas Lucero; Larry Claypool; John Ruhs; Ruth Welch; Jenna Whitlock; Tamara Gertsch

Subject: Here are the TransWest Project draft final ROD, ROW and NOA package for review in 3 emails

Hello everyone this is the first of 3 emails providing the draft final package described above.  We are pleased to provide the revised final draft ROD for the TransWest Transmission Project and the NOA package for review.  The body of the ROD is attached, along with the Mitigation and Monitoring appendix, which is st

grant, Appendix F: Mitigation and Monitoring with the exceptions explained above, Appendix D: Responses to governor's consistency and FEIS comments, Appendix G: Alternatives Eliminated from further analysis and Appendix I: NPS requirements for access to Deerlodge Road. Appendix B is the Plan of Development wh

All comments received on the draft ROD and ROW grant thus far have been addressed except those noted here or still highlighted in the document. For those who have previously reviewed documents, please verify we've adequately addressed your comments.  The purpose of this review is to identify show stopping

Our Wyoming External Affairs Office will be working directly with other states and the WO to finalize the NOA package.

We anticipate finalizing the greater sage grouse and migratory bird mitigation after the technical advisory group completes its task in the first half of June.  We'll add that mitigation then.  When WO provides the lands with wilderness characteristics details for inclusion in the mitigation and monitoring appendix,

In order to maximize our efficiency and allow for robust review and comment we are providing this package out now for final review and comment.  Still pending completion are the final BO and the PA.

Please respond with any suggested revisions by close of business May 24th, 2016.  Subsequent emails will contain a courtesy copy of the TWE Plan of Development in 2 parts due to size limitations.

Regards,

Sharon

Sharon Knowlton

BLM Project Manager, Cheyenne State Office

5353 Yellowstone Road

Cheyenne, Wyoming 82009

307 775 6124, cell 801 573 6101

FOIA001:01669555
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fax 307 775 6203

"Serenity is not freedom from the storm, but peace within the storm"

D26Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

05-13-16.

From: Knowlton, Sharon [mailto:sknowlto@blm.gov]

Sent: Friday, May 13, 2016 3:53 PM

To: Dylan Fuge; Michael Valle; Bradford Purdy; Georgeann Smale; Kathy Boden; Signa Larralde; Christine Fletcher; Scott Whitesides; Andrew Strasfogel; Shauna Derbyshire; Janelle Wrigley; Jennifer Whyte; Perry Wickham; Buddy Green; Dennis Saville; Danielle Dimauro; Michael Smith; Sally Butts; Britta Nelson; De

Cc: Mary Jo Rugwell; Kristen Lenhardt; Lucas Lucero; Larry Claypool; John Ruhs; Ruth Welch; Jenna Whitlock; Tamara Gertsch

Subject: Here are the TransWest Project draft final ROD, ROW and NOA package for review in 3 emails

Hello everyone this is the first of 3 emails providing the draft final package described above.  We are pleased to provide the revised final draft ROD for the TransWest Transmission Project and the NOA package for review.  The body of the ROD is attached, along with the Mitigation and Monitoring appendix, which is st

grant, Appendix F: Mitigation and Monitoring with the exceptions explained above, Appendix D: Responses to governor's consistency and FEIS comments, Appendix G: Alternatives Eliminated from further analysis and Appendix I: NPS requirements for access to Deerlodge Road. Appendix B is the Plan of Development wh

All comments received on the draft ROD and ROW grant thus far have been addressed except those noted here or still highlighted in the document. For those who have previously reviewed documents, please verify we've adequately addressed your comments.  The purpose of this review is to identify show stopping

Our Wyoming External Affairs Office will be working directly with other states and the WO to finalize the NOA package.

We anticipate finalizing the greater sage grouse and migratory bird mitigation after the technical advisory group completes its task in the first half of June.  We'll add that mitigation then.  When WO provides the lands with wilderness characteristics details for inclusion in the mitigation and monitoring appendix,

In order to maximize our efficiency and allow for robust review and comment we are providing this package out now for final review and comment.  Still pending completion are the final BO and the PA.

Please respond with any suggested revisions by close of business May 24th, 2016.  Subsequent emails will contain a courtesy copy of the TWE Plan of Development in 2 parts due to size limitations.

Regards,

Sharon

Sharon Knowlton

BLM Project Manager, Cheyenne State Office

5353 Yellowstone Road

Cheyenne, Wyoming 82009

307 775 6124, cell 801 573 6101

fax 307 775 6203

"Serenity is not freedom from the storm, but peace within the storm"

E26Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

05-13-16.

Email 2 of 3.

From: Knowlton, Sharon [mailto:sknowlto@blm.gov]

Sent: Friday, May 13, 2016 3:53 PM

To: Dylan Fuge; Georgeann Smale; Kathy Boden; Signa Larralde; Christine Fletcher; Stephen Fusilier; Scott Whitesides; Andrew Strasfogel; Shauna Derbyshire; Jennifer Whyte; Janelle Wrigley; Perry Wickham; Buddy Green; Dennis Saville; Michael Valle; Danielle Dimauro; Michael Smith; Sally Butts; Britta Nelso

Cc: Kristen Lenhardt; Bradford Purdy; Mary Jo Rugwell; John Ruhs; Ruth Welch; Jenna Whitlock; Larry Claypool; Tamara Gertsch

Subject: Here is the TransWest Project draft final ROD Plan of Development appendix which is the 2nd of 3 emails

Attached is main body of the TransWest Plan of Development which is Appendix B to the TWE ROD.  It is being sent in 2 emails due to its size. The third and final email will contain the appendices to this Plan of Development.  This is being sent to you for a courtesy reference as you review BLM's draft

Regards all,

-Sharon

Sharon Knowlton

BLM Project Manager, Cheyenne State Office

5353 Yellowstone Road

Cheyenne, Wyoming 82009

307 775 6124, cell 801 573 6101

fax 307 775 6203

"Serenity is not freedom from the storm, but peace within the storm"

H26Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

Revised final draft ROD for the TransWest Transmission Project and the NOA package sent for review by Sharon Knowlton on 05-13-16. Comments requested by COB, 5-24-16. National Trails comments on ROD provided on 05-24-16.  05-26-27. Followed up on the Mitigation and Monitoring appendix which is missing details reg

project.  It will most likely contain several options including the purchase of inholdings in nearby designated wilderness.  The WO has drafted a plan and it is now waiting our Director's approval.  Once ready, it can be shared internally with the larger BLM group.

I26Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

o Protest received from the Wilderness Society.

o WO410 provided feedback on draft final ROD, ROW, and NOA package 05-24-16.

o WO410 drafted compensatory mitigation language. The issue was resolved and WO410 agreed to the mitigation language which was not ideal (used may mitigate and not would mitigate). The compensatory mitigation package language, as modified by WO100, was incorporated into an addendum to the FEIS on 05-01-15.

D28Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

On Fri, Sep 30, 2016 at 11:09 AM, Nelson, Britta <bknelson@blm.gov> wrote:

Hi Molly, Maile, and Terry - I hope you are all well and have had a great week. I wanted to check in with you on the Verde Transmission project RMP amendment/EIS. I am hoping you can keep me updated on the progress of this project and let me know if support is needed from WO410 as the draft is being prep

Our records show the following project issues:

1) the project area includes eligible and suitable WSR streams including additional segments of the Rio Grande. The proposed route crosses the Rio Grande River. Section 7 of the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act requires looking at "instream" projects that are upstream, downstream or on a tributary of a designated river.  Based

2) The project would cross two National Historical Trails (the Camino Real de Tierra Adentro & Old Spanish NHT’s). The project needs to be considered per BLM M6280.

3) There are no lands with wilderness characteristics per existing inventories. Inventories may have been conducted as part of the BLM’s Taos Field Office RMP Amendment of 2012. Additional inventories may need to be conducted to prepare a complete and defensible EIS for this project.

Additional project information follows.

F28Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

10-04-16.

Adrian Garcia

Oct 4 (3 days ago)

to me, Maile, Deborah, Terrence, Molly, Peter, Nikki, Cathi, Robert

Britta,

At this time, I’m not sure what our plans are relative to a WO review of the draft EIS.  I’ll consult with our local management team here in New Mexico and our NEPA Coordinator and get back to you on that question.

Adrian Garcia

Realty Specialist/Project Manager

Bureau of Land Management

NM State Office

FOIA001:01669555

DOI-2021-05 03168



(505) 954-2199

From: Nelson, Britta [mailto:bknelson@blm.gov]

Sent: Monday, October 03, 2016 3:43 PM

To: Adrian Garcia

Cc: Maile Adler; Deborah Salt; Terrence (Terry) Heslin; Molly Cobbs; Peter Mali; Nikki Moore; Cathi Bailey; Robert Wick

Subject: Re: Check in on the Verde Transmission Project RMP amendment/EIS

Hi Adrian, thanks for the note. I will make sure and include you on communications on the Verde project. Thanks for keeping me updated and letting me know what WO410 support might be needed as you move forward. I do have a question - I saw this project is identified on the priority project transmission d

Thanks.

Britta Nelson

Management and Program Analyst

National Conservation Lands WO410

Bureau of Land Management

303.236.0539

On Mon, Oct 3, 2016 at 2:21 PM, Adrian Garcia <agarcia@blm.gov> wrote:

Britta,

I was provided the e-mail below from Maile Adler here at the BLM NM State Office.  I wanted to let you know that I have been assigned as the Project Manager for the Verde Transmission Project.  I’m also stationed here at the BLM NM State Office as well.   Please ensure that you include me in all future e-mails reg

as we start the preparation of the Draft EIS.

Thank you

Adrian Garcia

Realty Specialist/Project Manager

Bureau of Land Management

NM State Office

(505) 954-2199

From: Adler, Maile [mailto:madler@blm.gov]

Sent: Monday, October 03, 2016 1:52 PM

To: Adrian Garcia

Subject: Fwd: Check in on the Verde Transmission Project RMP amendment/EIS

Maile Adler

Acting National Conservation Lands/Youth/VRM Program Lead

BLM New Mexico State Office

505-954-2176

madler@blm.gov

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

From: Nelson, Britta <bknelson@blm.gov>

Date: Fri, Sep 30, 2016 at 11:14 AM

Subject: Re: Check in on the Verde Transmission Project RMP amendment/EIS

To: Molly Cobbs <mcobbs@blm.gov>, "Adler, Maile A" <madler@blm.gov>, "Terrence (Terry) Heslin" <theslin@blm.gov>, Peter Mali <pmali@blm.gov>, Nikki Moore <nmoore@blm.gov>, Cathi Bailey <c1bailey@blm.gov>, Robert Wick <rwick@blm.gov>, "Salt, Deborah A" <debsalt@blm.gov>, Ryan Hathaway <rhath

Oops, sent before I cc'd everyone! Resend.

On Fri, Sep 30, 2016 at 11:09 AM, Nelson, Britta <bknelson@blm.gov> wrote:

Hi Molly, Maile, and Terry - I hope you are all well and have had a great week. I wanted to check in with you on the Verde Transmission project RMP amendment/EIS. I am hoping you can keep me updated on the progress of this project and let me know if support is needed from WO410 as the draft is being prep

Our records show the following project issues:

1) the project area includes eligible and suitable WSR streams including additional segments of the Rio Grande. The proposed route crosses the Rio Grande River. Section 7 of the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act requires looking at "instream" projects that are upstream, downstream or on a tributary of a designated river.  Based

2) The project would cross two National Historical Trails (the Camino Real de Tierra Adentro & Old Spanish NHT’s). The project needs to be considered per BLM M6280.

3) There are no lands with wilderness characteristics per existing inventories. Inventories may have been conducted as part of the BLM’s Taos Field Office RMP Amendment of 2012. Additional inventories may need to be conducted to prepare a complete and defensible EIS for this project.

Additional project information follows.

Thanks.

Britta Nelson

Management and Program Analyst

National Conservation Lands WO410

Bureau of Land Management

303.236.0539

D30Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

o A B2H Overview of FEIS (June 2016) presentation can be found at: https://drive.google.com/drive/u/0/folders/0B2HaN5zIVVZIYy1yQkVBU0pKMUU

o B2H review files can be found at:

o http://teamspace/sites/rmpnepadocs/Planning%20and%20NEPA/Forms/AllItems.aspx?RootFolder=%2Fsites%2Frmpnepadocs%2FPlanning%20and%20NEPA%2FALL%20energy%20%2B%20transmission%2FMajor%20Transmission%2FBoardman%2DHemmingway%20%28B2H%29%20documents%2FBoardman%20to%20Hemingway%20Administrative%20Final%20EIS%20an


E30Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

B2H AFEIS review period began 06-20-16 and ended on 07-18-16.  Wilderness program comments provided on 06-20-16; submitted to Tamara Gertsch and Renee Straub on 07-14-16. WSR comments submitted on 07-15-16. NSHT comments submitted on 07-18-16.

A32Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

05-13-16.

National Conservation Lands, your review of the final draft ROD for TWE, ROW, and NOA package is requested. Please provide feedback to me by May 20. Additional information is found in Sharon’s note below. This is the first of three emails from Sharon I will forward.

Thanks. Britta

From: Knowlton, Sharon [mailto:sknowlto@blm.gov]

Sent: Friday, May 13, 2016 3:53 PM

To: Dylan Fuge; Michael Valle; Bradford Purdy; Georgeann Smale; Kathy Boden; Signa Larralde; Christine Fletcher; Scott Whitesides; Andrew Strasfogel; Shauna Derbyshire; Janelle Wrigley; Jennifer Whyte; Perry Wickham; Buddy Green; Dennis Saville; Danielle Dimauro; Michael Smith; Sally Butts; Britta Nelson; De

Cc: Mary Jo Rugwell; Kristen Lenhardt; Lucas Lucero; Larry Claypool; John Ruhs; Ruth Welch; Jenna Whitlock; Tamara Gertsch

Subject: Here are the TransWest Project draft final ROD, ROW and NOA package for review in 3 emails

Hello everyone this is the first of 3 emails providing the draft final package described above.  We are pleased to provide the revised final draft ROD for the TransWest Transmission Project and the NOA package for review.  The body of the ROD is attached, along with the Mitigation and Monitoring appendix, which is st

grant, Appendix F: Mitigation and Monitoring with the exceptions explained above, Appendix D: Responses to governor's consistency and FEIS comments, Appendix G: Alternatives Eliminated from further analysis and Appendix I: NPS requirements for access to Deerlodge Road. Appendix B is the Plan of Development wh
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All comments received on the draft ROD and ROW grant thus far have been addressed except those noted here or still highlighted in the document. For those who have previously reviewed documents, please verify we've adequately addressed your comments.  The purpose of this review is to identify show stopping

Our Wyoming External Affairs Office will be working directly with other states and the WO to finalize the NOA package.

We anticipate finalizing the greater sage grouse and migratory bird mitigation after the technical advisory group completes its task in the first half of June.  We'll add that mitigation then.  When WO provides the lands with wilderness characteristics details for inclusion in the mitigation and monitoring appendix,

In order to maximize our efficiency and allow for robust review and comment we are providing this package out now for final review and comment.  Still pending completion are the final BO and the PA.

Please respond with any suggested revisions by close of business May 24th, 2016.  Subsequent emails will contain a courtesy copy of the TWE Plan of Development in 2 parts due to size limitations.

Regards,

Sharon

Sharon Knowlton

BLM Project Manager, Cheyenne State Office

5353 Yellowstone Road

Cheyenne, Wyoming 82009

307 775 6124, cell 801 573 6101

fax 307 775 6203

"Serenity is not freedom from the storm, but peace within the storm"

D32Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

05-13-16.

From: Knowlton, Sharon [mailto:sknowlto@blm.gov]

Sent: Friday, May 13, 2016 3:53 PM

To: Dylan Fuge; Michael Valle; Bradford Purdy; Georgeann Smale; Kathy Boden; Signa Larralde; Christine Fletcher; Scott Whitesides; Andrew Strasfogel; Shauna Derbyshire; Janelle Wrigley; Jennifer Whyte; Perry Wickham; Buddy Green; Dennis Saville; Danielle Dimauro; Michael Smith; Sally Butts; Britta Nelson; De

Cc: Mary Jo Rugwell; Kristen Lenhardt; Lucas Lucero; Larry Claypool; John Ruhs; Ruth Welch; Jenna Whitlock; Tamara Gertsch

Subject: Here are the TransWest Project draft final ROD, ROW and NOA package for review in 3 emails

Hello everyone this is the first of 3 emails providing the draft final package described above.  We are pleased to provide the revised final draft ROD for the TransWest Transmission Project and the NOA package for review.  The body of the ROD is attached, along with the Mitigation and Monitoring appendix, which is st

grant, Appendix F: Mitigation and Monitoring with the exceptions explained above, Appendix D: Responses to governor's consistency and FEIS comments, Appendix G: Alternatives Eliminated from further analysis and Appendix I: NPS requirements for access to Deerlodge Road. Appendix B is the Plan of Development wh

All comments received on the draft ROD and ROW grant thus far have been addressed except those noted here or still highlighted in the document. For those who have previously reviewed documents, please verify we've adequately addressed your comments.  The purpose of this review is to identify show stopping

Our Wyoming External Affairs Office will be working directly with other states and the WO to finalize the NOA package.

We anticipate finalizing the greater sage grouse and migratory bird mitigation after the technical advisory group completes its task in the first half of June.  We'll add that mitigation then.  When WO provides the lands with wilderness characteristics details for inclusion in the mitigation and monitoring appendix,

In order to maximize our efficiency and allow for robust review and comment we are providing this package out now for final review and comment.  Still pending completion are the final BO and the PA.

Please respond with any suggested revisions by close of business May 24th, 2016.  Subsequent emails will contain a courtesy copy of the TWE Plan of Development in 2 parts due to size limitations.

Regards,

Sharon

Sharon Knowlton

BLM Project Manager, Cheyenne State Office

5353 Yellowstone Road

Cheyenne, Wyoming 82009

307 775 6124, cell 801 573 6101

fax 307 775 6203

"Serenity is not freedom from the storm, but peace within the storm"

E32Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

05-13-16.

Email 2 of 3.

From: Knowlton, Sharon [mailto:sknowlto@blm.gov]

Sent: Friday, May 13, 2016 3:53 PM

To: Dylan Fuge; Georgeann Smale; Kathy Boden; Signa Larralde; Christine Fletcher; Stephen Fusilier; Scott Whitesides; Andrew Strasfogel; Shauna Derbyshire; Jennifer Whyte; Janelle Wrigley; Perry Wickham; Buddy Green; Dennis Saville; Michael Valle; Danielle Dimauro; Michael Smith; Sally Butts; Britta Nelso

Cc: Kristen Lenhardt; Bradford Purdy; Mary Jo Rugwell; John Ruhs; Ruth Welch; Jenna Whitlock; Larry Claypool; Tamara Gertsch

Subject: Here is the TransWest Project draft final ROD Plan of Development appendix which is the 2nd of 3 emails

Attached is main body of the TransWest Plan of Development which is Appendix B to the TWE ROD.  It is being sent in 2 emails due to its size. The third and final email will contain the appendices to this Plan of Development.  This is being sent to you for a courtesy reference as you review BLM's draft

Regards all,

-Sharon

Sharon Knowlton

BLM Project Manager, Cheyenne State Office

5353 Yellowstone Road

Cheyenne, Wyoming 82009

307 775 6124, cell 801 573 6101

fax 307 775 6203

"Serenity is not freedom from the storm, but peace within the storm"

H32Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

Revised final draft ROD for the TransWest Transmission Project and the NOA package sent for review by Sharon Knowlton on 05-13-16. Comments requested by COB, 5-24-16. National Trails comments on ROD provided on 05-24-16.  05-26-27. Followed up on the Mitigation and Monitoring appendix which is missing details reg

project.  It will most likely contain several options including the purchase of inholdings in nearby designated wilderness.  The WO has drafted a plan and it is now waiting our Director's approval.  Once ready, it can be shared internally with the larger BLM group.

I32Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

o Protest received from the Wilderness Society.

o WO410 provided feedback on draft final ROD, ROW, and NOA package 05-24-16.

o WO410 drafted compensatory mitigation language. The issue was resolved and WO410 agreed to the mitigation language which was not ideal (used may mitigate and not would mitigate). The compensatory mitigation package language, as modified by WO100, was incorporated into an addendum to the FEIS on 05-01-15.

D34Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

On Fri, Sep 30, 2016 at 11:09 AM, Nelson, Britta <bknelson@blm.gov> wrote:

Hi Molly, Maile, and Terry - I hope you are all well and have had a great week. I wanted to check in with you on the Verde Transmission project RMP amendment/EIS. I am hoping you can keep me updated on the progress of this project and let me know if support is needed from WO410 as the draft is being prep

Our records show the following project issues:

1) the project area includes eligible and suitable WSR streams including additional segments of the Rio Grande. The proposed route crosses the Rio Grande River. Section 7 of the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act requires looking at "instream" projects that are upstream, downstream or on a tributary of a designated river.  Based

2) The project would cross two National Historical Trails (the Camino Real de Tierra Adentro & Old Spanish NHT’s). The project needs to be considered per BLM M6280.
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3) There are no lands with wilderness characteristics per existing inventories. Inventories may have been conducted as part of the BLM’s Taos Field Office RMP Amendment of 2012. Additional inventories may need to be conducted to prepare a complete and defensible EIS for this project.

Additional project information follows.

F34Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

10-04-16.

Adrian Garcia

Oct 4 (3 days ago)

to me, Maile, Deborah, Terrence, Molly, Peter, Nikki, Cathi, Robert

Britta,

At this time, I’m not sure what our plans are relative to a WO review of the draft EIS.  I’ll consult with our local management team here in New Mexico and our NEPA Coordinator and get back to you on that question.

Adrian Garcia

Realty Specialist/Project Manager

Bureau of Land Management

NM State Office

(505) 954-2199

From: Nelson, Britta [mailto:bknelson@blm.gov]

Sent: Monday, October 03, 2016 3:43 PM

To: Adrian Garcia

Cc: Maile Adler; Deborah Salt; Terrence (Terry) Heslin; Molly Cobbs; Peter Mali; Nikki Moore; Cathi Bailey; Robert Wick

Subject: Re: Check in on the Verde Transmission Project RMP amendment/EIS

Hi Adrian, thanks for the note. I will make sure and include you on communications on the Verde project. Thanks for keeping me updated and letting me know what WO410 support might be needed as you move forward. I do have a question - I saw this project is identified on the priority project transmission d

Thanks.

Britta Nelson

Management and Program Analyst

National Conservation Lands WO410

Bureau of Land Management

303.236.0539

On Mon, Oct 3, 2016 at 2:21 PM, Adrian Garcia <agarcia@blm.gov> wrote:

Britta,

I was provided the e-mail below from Maile Adler here at the BLM NM State Office.  I wanted to let you know that I have been assigned as the Project Manager for the Verde Transmission Project.  I’m also stationed here at the BLM NM State Office as well.   Please ensure that you include me in all future e-mails reg

as we start the preparation of the Draft EIS.

Thank you

Adrian Garcia

Realty Specialist/Project Manager

Bureau of Land Management

NM State Office

(505) 954-2199

From: Adler, Maile [mailto:madler@blm.gov]

Sent: Monday, October 03, 2016 1:52 PM

To: Adrian Garcia

Subject: Fwd: Check in on the Verde Transmission Project RMP amendment/EIS

Maile Adler

Acting National Conservation Lands/Youth/VRM Program Lead

BLM New Mexico State Office

505-954-2176

madler@blm.gov

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

From: Nelson, Britta <bknelson@blm.gov>

Date: Fri, Sep 30, 2016 at 11:14 AM

Subject: Re: Check in on the Verde Transmission Project RMP amendment/EIS

To: Molly Cobbs <mcobbs@blm.gov>, "Adler, Maile A" <madler@blm.gov>, "Terrence (Terry) Heslin" <theslin@blm.gov>, Peter Mali <pmali@blm.gov>, Nikki Moore <nmoore@blm.gov>, Cathi Bailey <c1bailey@blm.gov>, Robert Wick <rwick@blm.gov>, "Salt, Deborah A" <debsalt@blm.gov>, Ryan Hathaway <rhath

Oops, sent before I cc'd everyone! Resend.

On Fri, Sep 30, 2016 at 11:09 AM, Nelson, Britta <bknelson@blm.gov> wrote:

Hi Molly, Maile, and Terry - I hope you are all well and have had a great week. I wanted to check in with you on the Verde Transmission project RMP amendment/EIS. I am hoping you can keep me updated on the progress of this project and let me know if support is needed from WO410 as the draft is being prep

Our records show the following project issues:

1) the project area includes eligible and suitable WSR streams including additional segments of the Rio Grande. The proposed route crosses the Rio Grande River. Section 7 of the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act requires looking at "instream" projects that are upstream, downstream or on a tributary of a designated river.  Based

2) The project would cross two National Historical Trails (the Camino Real de Tierra Adentro & Old Spanish NHT’s). The project needs to be considered per BLM M6280.

3) There are no lands with wilderness characteristics per existing inventories. Inventories may have been conducted as part of the BLM’s Taos Field Office RMP Amendment of 2012. Additional inventories may need to be conducted to prepare a complete and defensible EIS for this project.

Additional project information follows.

Thanks.

Britta Nelson

Management and Program Analyst

National Conservation Lands WO410

Bureau of Land Management

303.236.0539

D36Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

o A B2H Overview of FEIS (June 2016) presentation can be found at: https://drive.google.com/drive/u/0/folders/0B2HaN5zIVVZIYy1yQkVBU0pKMUU

o B2H review files can be found at:

o http://teamspace/sites/rmpnepadocs/Planning%20and%20NEPA/Forms/AllItems.aspx?RootFolder=%2Fsites%2Frmpnepadocs%2FPlanning%20and%20NEPA%2FALL%20energy%20%2B%20transmission%2FMajor%20Transmission%2FBoardman%2DHemmingway%20%28B2H%29%20documents%2FBoardman%20to%20Hemingway%20Administrative%20Final%20EIS%20an


E36Cell: 
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Britta Nelson:Comment: 

B2H AFEIS review period began 06-20-16 and ended on 07-18-16.  Wilderness program comments provided on 06-20-16; submitted to Tamara Gertsch and Renee Straub on 07-14-16. WSR comments submitted on 07-15-16. NSHT comments submitted on 07-18-16.

D38Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

On Fri, Sep 30, 2016 at 11:09 AM, Nelson, Britta <bknelson@blm.gov> wrote:

Hi Molly, Maile, and Terry - I hope you are all well and have had a great week. I wanted to check in with you on the Verde Transmission project RMP amendment/EIS. I am hoping you can keep me updated on the progress of this project and let me know if support is needed from WO410 as the draft is being prep

Our records show the following project issues:

1) the project area includes eligible and suitable WSR streams including additional segments of the Rio Grande. The proposed route crosses the Rio Grande River. Section 7 of the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act requires looking at "instream" projects that are upstream, downstream or on a tributary of a designated river.  Based

2) The project would cross two National Historical Trails (the Camino Real de Tierra Adentro & Old Spanish NHT’s). The project needs to be considered per BLM M6280.

3) There are no lands with wilderness characteristics per existing inventories. Inventories may have been conducted as part of the BLM’s Taos Field Office RMP Amendment of 2012. Additional inventories may need to be conducted to prepare a complete and defensible EIS for this project.

Additional project information follows.

F38Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

10-04-16.

Adrian Garcia

Oct 4 (3 days ago)

to me, Maile, Deborah, Terrence, Molly, Peter, Nikki, Cathi, Robert

Britta,

At this time, I’m not sure what our plans are relative to a WO review of the draft EIS.  I’ll consult with our local management team here in New Mexico and our NEPA Coordinator and get back to you on that question.

Adrian Garcia

Realty Specialist/Project Manager

Bureau of Land Management

NM State Office

(505) 954-2199

From: Nelson, Britta [mailto:bknelson@blm.gov]

Sent: Monday, October 03, 2016 3:43 PM

To: Adrian Garcia

Cc: Maile Adler; Deborah Salt; Terrence (Terry) Heslin; Molly Cobbs; Peter Mali; Nikki Moore; Cathi Bailey; Robert Wick

Subject: Re: Check in on the Verde Transmission Project RMP amendment/EIS

Hi Adrian, thanks for the note. I will make sure and include you on communications on the Verde project. Thanks for keeping me updated and letting me know what WO410 support might be needed as you move forward. I do have a question - I saw this project is identified on the priority project transmission d

Thanks.

Britta Nelson

Management and Program Analyst

National Conservation Lands WO410

Bureau of Land Management

303.236.0539

On Mon, Oct 3, 2016 at 2:21 PM, Adrian Garcia <agarcia@blm.gov> wrote:

Britta,

I was provided the e-mail below from Maile Adler here at the BLM NM State Office.  I wanted to let you know that I have been assigned as the Project Manager for the Verde Transmission Project.  I’m also stationed here at the BLM NM State Office as well.   Please ensure that you include me in all future e-mails reg

as we start the preparation of the Draft EIS.

Thank you

Adrian Garcia

Realty Specialist/Project Manager

Bureau of Land Management

NM State Office

(505) 954-2199

From: Adler, Maile [mailto:madler@blm.gov]

Sent: Monday, October 03, 2016 1:52 PM

To: Adrian Garcia

Subject: Fwd: Check in on the Verde Transmission Project RMP amendment/EIS

Maile Adler

Acting National Conservation Lands/Youth/VRM Program Lead

BLM New Mexico State Office

505-954-2176

madler@blm.gov

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

From: Nelson, Britta <bknelson@blm.gov>

Date: Fri, Sep 30, 2016 at 11:14 AM

Subject: Re: Check in on the Verde Transmission Project RMP amendment/EIS

To: Molly Cobbs <mcobbs@blm.gov>, "Adler, Maile A" <madler@blm.gov>, "Terrence (Terry) Heslin" <theslin@blm.gov>, Peter Mali <pmali@blm.gov>, Nikki Moore <nmoore@blm.gov>, Cathi Bailey <c1bailey@blm.gov>, Robert Wick <rwick@blm.gov>, "Salt, Deborah A" <debsalt@blm.gov>, Ryan Hathaway <rhath

Oops, sent before I cc'd everyone! Resend.

On Fri, Sep 30, 2016 at 11:09 AM, Nelson, Britta <bknelson@blm.gov> wrote:

Hi Molly, Maile, and Terry - I hope you are all well and have had a great week. I wanted to check in with you on the Verde Transmission project RMP amendment/EIS. I am hoping you can keep me updated on the progress of this project and let me know if support is needed from WO410 as the draft is being prep

Our records show the following project issues:

1) the project area includes eligible and suitable WSR streams including additional segments of the Rio Grande. The proposed route crosses the Rio Grande River. Section 7 of the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act requires looking at "instream" projects that are upstream, downstream or on a tributary of a designated river.  Based

2) The project would cross two National Historical Trails (the Camino Real de Tierra Adentro & Old Spanish NHT’s). The project needs to be considered per BLM M6280.

3) There are no lands with wilderness characteristics per existing inventories. Inventories may have been conducted as part of the BLM’s Taos Field Office RMP Amendment of 2012. Additional inventories may need to be conducted to prepare a complete and defensible EIS for this project.

Additional project information follows.

Thanks.

Britta Nelson

Management and Program Analyst

National Conservation Lands WO410
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Bureau of Land Management

303.236.0539

D39Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

o A B2H Overview of FEIS (June 2016) presentation can be found at: https://drive.google.com/drive/u/0/folders/0B2HaN5zIVVZIYy1yQkVBU0pKMUU

o B2H review files can be found at:

o http://teamspace/sites/rmpnepadocs/Planning%20and%20NEPA/Forms/AllItems.aspx?RootFolder=%2Fsites%2Frmpnepadocs%2FPlanning%20and%20NEPA%2FALL%20energy%20%2B%20transmission%2FMajor%20Transmission%2FBoardman%2DHemmingway%20%28B2H%29%20documents%2FBoardman%20to%20Hemingway%20Administrative%20Final%20EIS%20an


E39Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

B2H AFEIS review period began 06-20-16 and ended on 07-18-16.  Wilderness program comments provided on 06-20-16; submitted to Tamara Gertsch and Renee Straub on 07-14-16. WSR comments submitted on 07-15-16. NSHT comments submitted on 07-18-16.

D41Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

On Fri, Sep 30, 2016 at 11:09 AM, Nelson, Britta <bknelson@blm.gov> wrote:

Hi Molly, Maile, and Terry - I hope you are all well and have had a great week. I wanted to check in with you on the Verde Transmission project RMP amendment/EIS. I am hoping you can keep me updated on the progress of this project and let me know if support is needed from WO410 as the draft is being prep

Our records show the following project issues:

1) the project area includes eligible and suitable WSR streams including additional segments of the Rio Grande. The proposed route crosses the Rio Grande River. Section 7 of the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act requires looking at "instream" projects that are upstream, downstream or on a tributary of a designated river.  Based

2) The project would cross two National Historical Trails (the Camino Real de Tierra Adentro & Old Spanish NHT’s). The project needs to be considered per BLM M6280.

3) There are no lands with wilderness characteristics per existing inventories. Inventories may have been conducted as part of the BLM’s Taos Field Office RMP Amendment of 2012. Additional inventories may need to be conducted to prepare a complete and defensible EIS for this project.

Additional project information follows.

F41Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

10-04-16.

Adrian Garcia

Oct 4 (3 days ago)

to me, Maile, Deborah, Terrence, Molly, Peter, Nikki, Cathi, Robert

Britta,

At this time, I’m not sure what our plans are relative to a WO review of the draft EIS.  I’ll consult with our local management team here in New Mexico and our NEPA Coordinator and get back to you on that question.

Adrian Garcia

Realty Specialist/Project Manager

Bureau of Land Management

NM State Office

(505) 954-2199

From: Nelson, Britta [mailto:bknelson@blm.gov]

Sent: Monday, October 03, 2016 3:43 PM

To: Adrian Garcia

Cc: Maile Adler; Deborah Salt; Terrence (Terry) Heslin; Molly Cobbs; Peter Mali; Nikki Moore; Cathi Bailey; Robert Wick

Subject: Re: Check in on the Verde Transmission Project RMP amendment/EIS

Hi Adrian, thanks for the note. I will make sure and include you on communications on the Verde project. Thanks for keeping me updated and letting me know what WO410 support might be needed as you move forward. I do have a question - I saw this project is identified on the priority project transmission d

Thanks.

Britta Nelson

Management and Program Analyst

National Conservation Lands WO410

Bureau of Land Management

303.236.0539

On Mon, Oct 3, 2016 at 2:21 PM, Adrian Garcia <agarcia@blm.gov> wrote:

Britta,

I was provided the e-mail below from Maile Adler here at the BLM NM State Office.  I wanted to let you know that I have been assigned as the Project Manager for the Verde Transmission Project.  I’m also stationed here at the BLM NM State Office as well.   Please ensure that you include me in all future e-mails reg

as we start the preparation of the Draft EIS.

Thank you

Adrian Garcia

Realty Specialist/Project Manager

Bureau of Land Management

NM State Office

(505) 954-2199

From: Adler, Maile [mailto:madler@blm.gov]

Sent: Monday, October 03, 2016 1:52 PM

To: Adrian Garcia

Subject: Fwd: Check in on the Verde Transmission Project RMP amendment/EIS

Maile Adler

Acting National Conservation Lands/Youth/VRM Program Lead

BLM New Mexico State Office

505-954-2176

madler@blm.gov

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

From: Nelson, Britta <bknelson@blm.gov>

Date: Fri, Sep 30, 2016 at 11:14 AM

Subject: Re: Check in on the Verde Transmission Project RMP amendment/EIS

To: Molly Cobbs <mcobbs@blm.gov>, "Adler, Maile A" <madler@blm.gov>, "Terrence (Terry) Heslin" <theslin@blm.gov>, Peter Mali <pmali@blm.gov>, Nikki Moore <nmoore@blm.gov>, Cathi Bailey <c1bailey@blm.gov>, Robert Wick <rwick@blm.gov>, "Salt, Deborah A" <debsalt@blm.gov>, Ryan Hathaway <rhath

Oops, sent before I cc'd everyone! Resend.

On Fri, Sep 30, 2016 at 11:09 AM, Nelson, Britta <bknelson@blm.gov> wrote:

Hi Molly, Maile, and Terry - I hope you are all well and have had a great week. I wanted to check in with you on the Verde Transmission project RMP amendment/EIS. I am hoping you can keep me updated on the progress of this project and let me know if support is needed from WO410 as the draft is being prep
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Our records show the following project issues:

1) the project area includes eligible and suitable WSR streams including additional segments of the Rio Grande. The proposed route crosses the Rio Grande River. Section 7 of the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act requires looking at "instream" projects that are upstream, downstream or on a tributary of a designated river.  Based

2) The project would cross two National Historical Trails (the Camino Real de Tierra Adentro & Old Spanish NHT’s). The project needs to be considered per BLM M6280.

3) There are no lands with wilderness characteristics per existing inventories. Inventories may have been conducted as part of the BLM’s Taos Field Office RMP Amendment of 2012. Additional inventories may need to be conducted to prepare a complete and defensible EIS for this project.

Additional project information follows.

Thanks.

Britta Nelson

Management and Program Analyst

National Conservation Lands WO410

Bureau of Land Management

303.236.0539

D43Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

On Fri, Sep 30, 2016 at 11:09 AM, Nelson, Britta <bknelson@blm.gov> wrote:

Hi Molly, Maile, and Terry - I hope you are all well and have had a great week. I wanted to check in with you on the Verde Transmission project RMP amendment/EIS. I am hoping you can keep me updated on the progress of this project and let me know if support is needed from WO410 as the draft is being prep

Our records show the following project issues:

1) the project area includes eligible and suitable WSR streams including additional segments of the Rio Grande. The proposed route crosses the Rio Grande River. Section 7 of the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act requires looking at "instream" projects that are upstream, downstream or on a tributary of a designated river.  Based

2) The project would cross two National Historical Trails (the Camino Real de Tierra Adentro & Old Spanish NHT’s). The project needs to be considered per BLM M6280.

3) There are no lands with wilderness characteristics per existing inventories. Inventories may have been conducted as part of the BLM’s Taos Field Office RMP Amendment of 2012. Additional inventories may need to be conducted to prepare a complete and defensible EIS for this project.

Additional project information follows.

F43Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

10-04-16.

Adrian Garcia

Oct 4 (3 days ago)

to me, Maile, Deborah, Terrence, Molly, Peter, Nikki, Cathi, Robert

Britta,

At this time, I’m not sure what our plans are relative to a WO review of the draft EIS.  I’ll consult with our local management team here in New Mexico and our NEPA Coordinator and get back to you on that question.

Adrian Garcia

Realty Specialist/Project Manager

Bureau of Land Management

NM State Office

(505) 954-2199

From: Nelson, Britta [mailto:bknelson@blm.gov]

Sent: Monday, October 03, 2016 3:43 PM

To: Adrian Garcia

Cc: Maile Adler; Deborah Salt; Terrence (Terry) Heslin; Molly Cobbs; Peter Mali; Nikki Moore; Cathi Bailey; Robert Wick

Subject: Re: Check in on the Verde Transmission Project RMP amendment/EIS

Hi Adrian, thanks for the note. I will make sure and include you on communications on the Verde project. Thanks for keeping me updated and letting me know what WO410 support might be needed as you move forward. I do have a question - I saw this project is identified on the priority project transmission d

Thanks.

Britta Nelson

Management and Program Analyst

National Conservation Lands WO410

Bureau of Land Management

303.236.0539

On Mon, Oct 3, 2016 at 2:21 PM, Adrian Garcia <agarcia@blm.gov> wrote:

Britta,

I was provided the e-mail below from Maile Adler here at the BLM NM State Office.  I wanted to let you know that I have been assigned as the Project Manager for the Verde Transmission Project.  I’m also stationed here at the BLM NM State Office as well.   Please ensure that you include me in all future e-mails reg

as we start the preparation of the Draft EIS.

Thank you

Adrian Garcia

Realty Specialist/Project Manager

Bureau of Land Management

NM State Office

(505) 954-2199

From: Adler, Maile [mailto:madler@blm.gov]

Sent: Monday, October 03, 2016 1:52 PM

To: Adrian Garcia

Subject: Fwd: Check in on the Verde Transmission Project RMP amendment/EIS

Maile Adler

Acting National Conservation Lands/Youth/VRM Program Lead

BLM New Mexico State Office

505-954-2176

madler@blm.gov

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

From: Nelson, Britta <bknelson@blm.gov>

Date: Fri, Sep 30, 2016 at 11:14 AM

Subject: Re: Check in on the Verde Transmission Project RMP amendment/EIS

To: Molly Cobbs <mcobbs@blm.gov>, "Adler, Maile A" <madler@blm.gov>, "Terrence (Terry) Heslin" <theslin@blm.gov>, Peter Mali <pmali@blm.gov>, Nikki Moore <nmoore@blm.gov>, Cathi Bailey <c1bailey@blm.gov>, Robert Wick <rwick@blm.gov>, "Salt, Deborah A" <debsalt@blm.gov>, Ryan Hathaway <rhath

Oops, sent before I cc'd everyone! Resend.

On Fri, Sep 30, 2016 at 11:09 AM, Nelson, Britta <bknelson@blm.gov> wrote:

Hi Molly, Maile, and Terry - I hope you are all well and have had a great week. I wanted to check in with you on the Verde Transmission project RMP amendment/EIS. I am hoping you can keep me updated on the progress of this project and let me know if support is needed from WO410 as the draft is being prep
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Our records show the following project issues:

1) the project area includes eligible and suitable WSR streams including additional segments of the Rio Grande. The proposed route crosses the Rio Grande River. Section 7 of the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act requires looking at "instream" projects that are upstream, downstream or on a tributary of a designated river.  Based

2) The project would cross two National Historical Trails (the Camino Real de Tierra Adentro & Old Spanish NHT’s). The project needs to be considered per BLM M6280.

3) There are no lands with wilderness characteristics per existing inventories. Inventories may have been conducted as part of the BLM’s Taos Field Office RMP Amendment of 2012. Additional inventories may need to be conducted to prepare a complete and defensible EIS for this project.

Additional project information follows.

Thanks.

Britta Nelson

Management and Program Analyst

National Conservation Lands WO410

Bureau of Land Management

303.236.0539

D45Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

On Fri, Sep 30, 2016 at 11:09 AM, Nelson, Britta <bknelson@blm.gov> wrote:

Hi Molly, Maile, and Terry - I hope you are all well and have had a great week. I wanted to check in with you on the Verde Transmission project RMP amendment/EIS. I am hoping you can keep me updated on the progress of this project and let me know if support is needed from WO410 as the draft is being prep

Our records show the following project issues:

1) the project area includes eligible and suitable WSR streams including additional segments of the Rio Grande. The proposed route crosses the Rio Grande River. Section 7 of the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act requires looking at "instream" projects that are upstream, downstream or on a tributary of a designated river.  Based

2) The project would cross two National Historical Trails (the Camino Real de Tierra Adentro & Old Spanish NHT’s). The project needs to be considered per BLM M6280.

3) There are no lands with wilderness characteristics per existing inventories. Inventories may have been conducted as part of the BLM’s Taos Field Office RMP Amendment of 2012. Additional inventories may need to be conducted to prepare a complete and defensible EIS for this project.

Additional project information follows.

F45Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

10-04-16.

Adrian Garcia

Oct 4 (3 days ago)

to me, Maile, Deborah, Terrence, Molly, Peter, Nikki, Cathi, Robert

Britta,

At this time, I’m not sure what our plans are relative to a WO review of the draft EIS.  I’ll consult with our local management team here in New Mexico and our NEPA Coordinator and get back to you on that question.

Adrian Garcia

Realty Specialist/Project Manager

Bureau of Land Management

NM State Office

(505) 954-2199

From: Nelson, Britta [mailto:bknelson@blm.gov]

Sent: Monday, October 03, 2016 3:43 PM

To: Adrian Garcia

Cc: Maile Adler; Deborah Salt; Terrence (Terry) Heslin; Molly Cobbs; Peter Mali; Nikki Moore; Cathi Bailey; Robert Wick

Subject: Re: Check in on the Verde Transmission Project RMP amendment/EIS

Hi Adrian, thanks for the note. I will make sure and include you on communications on the Verde project. Thanks for keeping me updated and letting me know what WO410 support might be needed as you move forward. I do have a question - I saw this project is identified on the priority project transmission d

Thanks.

Britta Nelson

Management and Program Analyst

National Conservation Lands WO410

Bureau of Land Management

303.236.0539

On Mon, Oct 3, 2016 at 2:21 PM, Adrian Garcia <agarcia@blm.gov> wrote:

Britta,

I was provided the e-mail below from Maile Adler here at the BLM NM State Office.  I wanted to let you know that I have been assigned as the Project Manager for the Verde Transmission Project.  I’m also stationed here at the BLM NM State Office as well.   Please ensure that you include me in all future e-mails reg

as we start the preparation of the Draft EIS.

Thank you

Adrian Garcia

Realty Specialist/Project Manager

Bureau of Land Management

NM State Office

(505) 954-2199

From: Adler, Maile [mailto:madler@blm.gov]

Sent: Monday, October 03, 2016 1:52 PM

To: Adrian Garcia

Subject: Fwd: Check in on the Verde Transmission Project RMP amendment/EIS

Maile Adler

Acting National Conservation Lands/Youth/VRM Program Lead

BLM New Mexico State Office

505-954-2176

madler@blm.gov

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

From: Nelson, Britta <bknelson@blm.gov>

Date: Fri, Sep 30, 2016 at 11:14 AM

Subject: Re: Check in on the Verde Transmission Project RMP amendment/EIS

To: Molly Cobbs <mcobbs@blm.gov>, "Adler, Maile A" <madler@blm.gov>, "Terrence (Terry) Heslin" <theslin@blm.gov>, Peter Mali <pmali@blm.gov>, Nikki Moore <nmoore@blm.gov>, Cathi Bailey <c1bailey@blm.gov>, Robert Wick <rwick@blm.gov>, "Salt, Deborah A" <debsalt@blm.gov>, Ryan Hathaway <rhath

Oops, sent before I cc'd everyone! Resend.

On Fri, Sep 30, 2016 at 11:09 AM, Nelson, Britta <bknelson@blm.gov> wrote:

Hi Molly, Maile, and Terry - I hope you are all well and have had a great week. I wanted to check in with you on the Verde Transmission project RMP amendment/EIS. I am hoping you can keep me updated on the progress of this project and let me know if support is needed from WO410 as the draft is being prep
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Our records show the following project issues:

1) the project area includes eligible and suitable WSR streams including additional segments of the Rio Grande. The proposed route crosses the Rio Grande River. Section 7 of the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act requires looking at "instream" projects that are upstream, downstream or on a tributary of a designated river.  Based

2) The project would cross two National Historical Trails (the Camino Real de Tierra Adentro & Old Spanish NHT’s). The project needs to be considered per BLM M6280.

3) There are no lands with wilderness characteristics per existing inventories. Inventories may have been conducted as part of the BLM’s Taos Field Office RMP Amendment of 2012. Additional inventories may need to be conducted to prepare a complete and defensible EIS for this project.

Additional project information follows.

Thanks.

Britta Nelson

Management and Program Analyst

National Conservation Lands WO410

Bureau of Land Management

303.236.0539

E46Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

01-12-17.

Moore, Nikki

Jan 12 (1 day ago)

to Tamara, Stephen, Sally, Deborah, Christopher, Georgeann, me

Tamara, Steve, and Georgeann - thank you for sending us the B2H ROD for a quick review. We did notice that the ROD language used for other transmission projects appears to be missing.  To meet policy requirements, we recommend the following language be added to the National Conservation Lands NHT section on

 

To meet the policy and purposes of the National Trails System Act (NTSA Sec. 9(a)), to permit a project which will not substantially interfere with the nature and purposes of the trail (NTSA Sec. 7(c)), and to safeguard the nature and purposes of the National Scenic and Historic Trails (NSHT; BLM MS-6280 1.6.A.3.v.b),

Avoidance and minimization measures to mitigate impacts to National Trails System components, including the Oregon National Historic Trail (Oregon NHT), will be applied for the duration of the impacts from the Project. For residual (i.e. unavoidable) effects to the values and settings of the Oregon NHT, that wou

National Trails System components, and will be required to be applied for the duration of the impacts. All mitigation measures will be durable, additional, timely, monitored, adaptively managed, and reported upon.

The terms and conditions within the permit will include all identified NSHT-related avoidance, minimization, and compensatory mitigation measures, which may include applicant-proposed mitigation measures (e.g. design features), including the associated monitoring, adaptive management, and reporting requiremen

Please let me know if you have any questions!

Thanks,

Nikki Moore

Acting Deputy Assistant Director, National Conservation Lands and Community Partnerships

Bureau of Land Management, Washington D.C.

202.219-3180 (office)

202.288.9114 (cell)

Gertsch, Tamara

Hi Steve: The attached ROD document has incorporated the WO 410 edits on pg. ...

AttachmentsJan 12 (1 day ago)

Moore, Nikki

Thanks Tamara!

Jan 12 (1 day ago)

Fusilier, Stephen

Thanks Tamara I will upload it to DTS.

Jan 12 (1 day ago)

Gertsch, Tamara

Jan 12 (1 day ago)

to Nikki, Christopher, me, Sally

Absolutely.  Thanks for the expedited review!

 - Tamara

Tamara Gertsch

BLM National Project Manager

5353 Yellowstone Road

Cheyenne, WY  82009

307-775-6115

307-287-3656 (cell)

tgertsch@blm.gov

On Thu, Jan 12, 2017 at 1:49 PM, Moore, Nikki <nmoore@blm.gov> wrote:

Thanks Tamara!

Nikki Moore

Acting Deputy Assistant Director, National Conservation Lands and Community Partnerships

Bureau of Land Management, Washington D.C.

202.219-3180 (office)

202.288.9114 (cell)

On Thu, Jan 12, 2017 at 2:41 PM, Gertsch, Tamara <tgertsch@blm.gov> wrote:

Hi Steve:

The attached ROD document has incorporated the WO 410 edits on pg. 13 and 14 under National Conservation Lands, National Historic Trails.

Additionally we have added a few sentences under Decision, Right-of-Way Authorization and Selected Alternative p/Liz Meyer-Shields (Solicitor) request.

Please post this version to DTS.

Thanks much!

 - Tamara

Tamara Gertsch

BLM National Project Manager

5353 Yellowstone Road

Cheyenne, WY  82009

307-775-6115

307-287-3656 (cell)

tgertsch@blm.gov
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On Thu, Jan 12, 2017 at 10:59 AM, Fusilier, Stephen <sfusilie@blm.gov> wrote:

If you get this done I can upload the revised document for you.  Attached is what is the current version in DTS.

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

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

Date: Thu, Jan 12, 2017 at 12:51 PM

Subject: B2H ROD - Comments

To: Tamara Gertsch <tgertsch@blm.gov>, Stephen Fusilier <sfusilie@blm.gov>

Cc: Sally Butts <sbutts@blm.gov>, "Salt, Deborah A" <debsalt@blm.gov>, "McAlear, Christopher" <cmcalear@blm.gov>, Georgeann Smale <gsmale@blm.gov>, "Nelson, Britta K" <bknelson@blm.gov>

Tamara, Steve, and Georgeann - thank you for sending us the B2H ROD for a quick review. We did notice that the ROD language used for other transmission projects appears to be missing.  To meet policy requirements, we recommend the following language be added to the National Conservation Lands NHT section on

 

To meet the policy and purposes of the National Trails System Act (NTSA Sec. 9(a)), to permit a project which will not substantially interfere with the nature and purposes of the trail (NTSA Sec. 7(c)), and to safeguard the nature and purposes of the National Scenic and Historic Trails (NSHT; BLM MS-6280 1.6.A.3.v.b),

 

Avoidance and minimization measures to mitigate impacts to National Trails System components, including the Oregon National Historic Trail (Oregon NHT), will be applied for the duration of the impacts from the Project. For residual (i.e. unavoidable) effects to the values and settings of the Oregon NHT, that wou

National Trails System components, and will be required to be applied for the duration of the impacts. All mitigation measures will be durable, additional, timely, monitored, adaptively managed, and reported upon.

The terms and conditions within the permit will include all identified NSHT-related avoidance, minimization, and compensatory mitigation measures, which may include applicant-proposed mitigation measures (e.g. design features), including the associated monitoring, adaptive management, and reporting requiremen

Please let me know if you have any questions!

Thanks,

Nikki Moore

Acting Deputy Assistant Director, National Conservation Lands and Community Partnerships

Bureau of Land Management, Washington D.C.

202.219-3180 (office)

202.288.9114 (cell)

D48Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

On Fri, Sep 30, 2016 at 11:09 AM, Nelson, Britta <bknelson@blm.gov> wrote:

Hi Molly, Maile, and Terry - I hope you are all well and have had a great week. I wanted to check in with you on the Verde Transmission project RMP amendment/EIS. I am hoping you can keep me updated on the progress of this project and let me know if support is needed from WO410 as the draft is being prep

Our records show the following project issues:

1) the project area includes eligible and suitable WSR streams including additional segments of the Rio Grande. The proposed route crosses the Rio Grande River. Section 7 of the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act requires looking at "instream" projects that are upstream, downstream or on a tributary of a designated river.  Based

2) The project would cross two National Historical Trails (the Camino Real de Tierra Adentro & Old Spanish NHT’s). The project needs to be considered per BLM M6280.

3) There are no lands with wilderness characteristics per existing inventories. Inventories may have been conducted as part of the BLM’s Taos Field Office RMP Amendment of 2012. Additional inventories may need to be conducted to prepare a complete and defensible EIS for this project.

Additional project information follows.

F48Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

10-04-16.

Adrian Garcia

Oct 4 (3 days ago)

to me, Maile, Deborah, Terrence, Molly, Peter, Nikki, Cathi, Robert

Britta,

At this time, I’m not sure what our plans are relative to a WO review of the draft EIS.  I’ll consult with our local management team here in New Mexico and our NEPA Coordinator and get back to you on that question.

Adrian Garcia

Realty Specialist/Project Manager

Bureau of Land Management

NM State Office

(505) 954-2199

From: Nelson, Britta [mailto:bknelson@blm.gov]

Sent: Monday, October 03, 2016 3:43 PM

To: Adrian Garcia

Cc: Maile Adler; Deborah Salt; Terrence (Terry) Heslin; Molly Cobbs; Peter Mali; Nikki Moore; Cathi Bailey; Robert Wick

Subject: Re: Check in on the Verde Transmission Project RMP amendment/EIS

Hi Adrian, thanks for the note. I will make sure and include you on communications on the Verde project. Thanks for keeping me updated and letting me know what WO410 support might be needed as you move forward. I do have a question - I saw this project is identified on the priority project transmission d

Thanks.

Britta Nelson

Management and Program Analyst

National Conservation Lands WO410

Bureau of Land Management

303.236.0539

On Mon, Oct 3, 2016 at 2:21 PM, Adrian Garcia <agarcia@blm.gov> wrote:

Britta,

I was provided the e-mail below from Maile Adler here at the BLM NM State Office.  I wanted to let you know that I have been assigned as the Project Manager for the Verde Transmission Project.  I’m also stationed here at the BLM NM State Office as well.   Please ensure that you include me in all future e-mails reg

as we start the preparation of the Draft EIS.

Thank you

Adrian Garcia

Realty Specialist/Project Manager

Bureau of Land Management

NM State Office

(505) 954-2199

From: Adler, Maile [mailto:madler@blm.gov]

Sent: Monday, October 03, 2016 1:52 PM

To: Adrian Garcia

Subject: Fwd: Check in on the Verde Transmission Project RMP amendment/EIS

Maile Adler

Acting National Conservation Lands/Youth/VRM Program Lead

BLM New Mexico State Office

505-954-2176

madler@blm.gov
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---------- Forwarded message ----------

From: Nelson, Britta <bknelson@blm.gov>

Date: Fri, Sep 30, 2016 at 11:14 AM

Subject: Re: Check in on the Verde Transmission Project RMP amendment/EIS

To: Molly Cobbs <mcobbs@blm.gov>, "Adler, Maile A" <madler@blm.gov>, "Terrence (Terry) Heslin" <theslin@blm.gov>, Peter Mali <pmali@blm.gov>, Nikki Moore <nmoore@blm.gov>, Cathi Bailey <c1bailey@blm.gov>, Robert Wick <rwick@blm.gov>, "Salt, Deborah A" <debsalt@blm.gov>, Ryan Hathaway <rhath

Oops, sent before I cc'd everyone! Resend.

On Fri, Sep 30, 2016 at 11:09 AM, Nelson, Britta <bknelson@blm.gov> wrote:

Hi Molly, Maile, and Terry - I hope you are all well and have had a great week. I wanted to check in with you on the Verde Transmission project RMP amendment/EIS. I am hoping you can keep me updated on the progress of this project and let me know if support is needed from WO410 as the draft is being prep

Our records show the following project issues:

1) the project area includes eligible and suitable WSR streams including additional segments of the Rio Grande. The proposed route crosses the Rio Grande River. Section 7 of the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act requires looking at "instream" projects that are upstream, downstream or on a tributary of a designated river.  Based

2) The project would cross two National Historical Trails (the Camino Real de Tierra Adentro & Old Spanish NHT’s). The project needs to be considered per BLM M6280.

3) There are no lands with wilderness characteristics per existing inventories. Inventories may have been conducted as part of the BLM’s Taos Field Office RMP Amendment of 2012. Additional inventories may need to be conducted to prepare a complete and defensible EIS for this project.

Additional project information follows.

Thanks.

Britta Nelson

Management and Program Analyst

National Conservation Lands WO410

Bureau of Land Management

303.236.0539

E49Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

01-12-17.

Moore, Nikki

Jan 12 (1 day ago)

to Tamara, Stephen, Sally, Deborah, Christopher, Georgeann, me

Tamara, Steve, and Georgeann - thank you for sending us the B2H ROD for a quick review. We did notice that the ROD language used for other transmission projects appears to be missing.  To meet policy requirements, we recommend the following language be added to the National Conservation Lands NHT section on

 

To meet the policy and purposes of the National Trails System Act (NTSA Sec. 9(a)), to permit a project which will not substantially interfere with the nature and purposes of the trail (NTSA Sec. 7(c)), and to safeguard the nature and purposes of the National Scenic and Historic Trails (NSHT; BLM MS-6280 1.6.A.3.v.b),

Avoidance and minimization measures to mitigate impacts to National Trails System components, including the Oregon National Historic Trail (Oregon NHT), will be applied for the duration of the impacts from the Project. For residual (i.e. unavoidable) effects to the values and settings of the Oregon NHT, that wou

National Trails System components, and will be required to be applied for the duration of the impacts. All mitigation measures will be durable, additional, timely, monitored, adaptively managed, and reported upon.

The terms and conditions within the permit will include all identified NSHT-related avoidance, minimization, and compensatory mitigation measures, which may include applicant-proposed mitigation measures (e.g. design features), including the associated monitoring, adaptive management, and reporting requiremen

Please let me know if you have any questions!

Thanks,

Nikki Moore

Acting Deputy Assistant Director, National Conservation Lands and Community Partnerships

Bureau of Land Management, Washington D.C.

202.219-3180 (office)

202.288.9114 (cell)

Gertsch, Tamara

Hi Steve: The attached ROD document has incorporated the WO 410 edits on pg. ...

AttachmentsJan 12 (1 day ago)

Moore, Nikki

Thanks Tamara!

Jan 12 (1 day ago)

Fusilier, Stephen

Thanks Tamara I will upload it to DTS.

Jan 12 (1 day ago)

Gertsch, Tamara

Jan 12 (1 day ago)

to Nikki, Christopher, me, Sally

Absolutely.  Thanks for the expedited review!

 - Tamara

Tamara Gertsch

BLM National Project Manager

5353 Yellowstone Road

Cheyenne, WY  82009

307-775-6115

307-287-3656 (cell)

tgertsch@blm.gov

On Thu, Jan 12, 2017 at 1:49 PM, Moore, Nikki <nmoore@blm.gov> wrote:

Thanks Tamara!

Nikki Moore

Acting Deputy Assistant Director, National Conservation Lands and Community Partnerships

Bureau of Land Management, Washington D.C.

202.219-3180 (office)

202.288.9114 (cell)

On Thu, Jan 12, 2017 at 2:41 PM, Gertsch, Tamara <tgertsch@blm.gov> wrote:

Hi Steve:

The attached ROD document has incorporated the WO 410 edits on pg. 13 and 14 under National Conservation Lands, National Historic Trails.

Additionally we have added a few sentences under Decision, Right-of-Way Authorization and Selected Alternative p/Liz Meyer-Shields (Solicitor) request.

Please post this version to DTS.

Thanks much!

 - Tamara

FOIA001:01669555

DOI-2021-05 03178



Tamara Gertsch

BLM National Project Manager

5353 Yellowstone Road

Cheyenne, WY  82009

307-775-6115

307-287-3656 (cell)

tgertsch@blm.gov

On Thu, Jan 12, 2017 at 10:59 AM, Fusilier, Stephen <sfusilie@blm.gov> wrote:

If you get this done I can upload the revised document for you.  Attached is what is the current version in DTS.

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

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

Date: Thu, Jan 12, 2017 at 12:51 PM

Subject: B2H ROD - Comments

To: Tamara Gertsch <tgertsch@blm.gov>, Stephen Fusilier <sfusilie@blm.gov>

Cc: Sally Butts <sbutts@blm.gov>, "Salt, Deborah A" <debsalt@blm.gov>, "McAlear, Christopher" <cmcalear@blm.gov>, Georgeann Smale <gsmale@blm.gov>, "Nelson, Britta K" <bknelson@blm.gov>

Tamara, Steve, and Georgeann - thank you for sending us the B2H ROD for a quick review. We did notice that the ROD language used for other transmission projects appears to be missing.  To meet policy requirements, we recommend the following language be added to the National Conservation Lands NHT section on

 

To meet the policy and purposes of the National Trails System Act (NTSA Sec. 9(a)), to permit a project which will not substantially interfere with the nature and purposes of the trail (NTSA Sec. 7(c)), and to safeguard the nature and purposes of the National Scenic and Historic Trails (NSHT; BLM MS-6280 1.6.A.3.v.b),

 

Avoidance and minimization measures to mitigate impacts to National Trails System components, including the Oregon National Historic Trail (Oregon NHT), will be applied for the duration of the impacts from the Project. For residual (i.e. unavoidable) effects to the values and settings of the Oregon NHT, that wou

National Trails System components, and will be required to be applied for the duration of the impacts. All mitigation measures will be durable, additional, timely, monitored, adaptively managed, and reported upon.

The terms and conditions within the permit will include all identified NSHT-related avoidance, minimization, and compensatory mitigation measures, which may include applicant-proposed mitigation measures (e.g. design features), including the associated monitoring, adaptive management, and reporting requiremen

Please let me know if you have any questions!

Thanks,

Nikki Moore

Acting Deputy Assistant Director, National Conservation Lands and Community Partnerships

Bureau of Land Management, Washington D.C.

202.219-3180 (office)

202.288.9114 (cell)

D51Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

On Fri, Sep 30, 2016 at 11:09 AM, Nelson, Britta <bknelson@blm.gov> wrote:

Hi Molly, Maile, and Terry - I hope you are all well and have had a great week. I wanted to check in with you on the Verde Transmission project RMP amendment/EIS. I am hoping you can keep me updated on the progress of this project and let me know if support is needed from WO410 as the draft is being prep

Our records show the following project issues:

1) the project area includes eligible and suitable WSR streams including additional segments of the Rio Grande. The proposed route crosses the Rio Grande River. Section 7 of the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act requires looking at "instream" projects that are upstream, downstream or on a tributary of a designated river.  Based

2) The project would cross two National Historical Trails (the Camino Real de Tierra Adentro & Old Spanish NHT’s). The project needs to be considered per BLM M6280.

3) There are no lands with wilderness characteristics per existing inventories. Inventories may have been conducted as part of the BLM’s Taos Field Office RMP Amendment of 2012. Additional inventories may need to be conducted to prepare a complete and defensible EIS for this project.

Additional project information follows.

F51Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

10-04-16.

Adrian Garcia

Oct 4 (3 days ago)

to me, Maile, Deborah, Terrence, Molly, Peter, Nikki, Cathi, Robert

Britta,

At this time, I’m not sure what our plans are relative to a WO review of the draft EIS.  I’ll consult with our local management team here in New Mexico and our NEPA Coordinator and get back to you on that question.

Adrian Garcia

Realty Specialist/Project Manager

Bureau of Land Management

NM State Office

(505) 954-2199

From: Nelson, Britta [mailto:bknelson@blm.gov]

Sent: Monday, October 03, 2016 3:43 PM

To: Adrian Garcia

Cc: Maile Adler; Deborah Salt; Terrence (Terry) Heslin; Molly Cobbs; Peter Mali; Nikki Moore; Cathi Bailey; Robert Wick

Subject: Re: Check in on the Verde Transmission Project RMP amendment/EIS

Hi Adrian, thanks for the note. I will make sure and include you on communications on the Verde project. Thanks for keeping me updated and letting me know what WO410 support might be needed as you move forward. I do have a question - I saw this project is identified on the priority project transmission d

Thanks.

Britta Nelson

Management and Program Analyst

National Conservation Lands WO410

Bureau of Land Management

303.236.0539

On Mon, Oct 3, 2016 at 2:21 PM, Adrian Garcia <agarcia@blm.gov> wrote:

Britta,

I was provided the e-mail below from Maile Adler here at the BLM NM State Office.  I wanted to let you know that I have been assigned as the Project Manager for the Verde Transmission Project.  I’m also stationed here at the BLM NM State Office as well.   Please ensure that you include me in all future e-mails reg

as we start the preparation of the Draft EIS.

Thank you

Adrian Garcia

Realty Specialist/Project Manager

Bureau of Land Management

NM State Office

(505) 954-2199

FOIA001:01669555
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From: Adler, Maile [mailto:madler@blm.gov]

Sent: Monday, October 03, 2016 1:52 PM

To: Adrian Garcia

Subject: Fwd: Check in on the Verde Transmission Project RMP amendment/EIS

Maile Adler

Acting National Conservation Lands/Youth/VRM Program Lead

BLM New Mexico State Office

505-954-2176

madler@blm.gov

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

From: Nelson, Britta <bknelson@blm.gov>

Date: Fri, Sep 30, 2016 at 11:14 AM

Subject: Re: Check in on the Verde Transmission Project RMP amendment/EIS

To: Molly Cobbs <mcobbs@blm.gov>, "Adler, Maile A" <madler@blm.gov>, "Terrence (Terry) Heslin" <theslin@blm.gov>, Peter Mali <pmali@blm.gov>, Nikki Moore <nmoore@blm.gov>, Cathi Bailey <c1bailey@blm.gov>, Robert Wick <rwick@blm.gov>, "Salt, Deborah A" <debsalt@blm.gov>, Ryan Hathaway <rhath

Oops, sent before I cc'd everyone! Resend.

On Fri, Sep 30, 2016 at 11:09 AM, Nelson, Britta <bknelson@blm.gov> wrote:

Hi Molly, Maile, and Terry - I hope you are all well and have had a great week. I wanted to check in with you on the Verde Transmission project RMP amendment/EIS. I am hoping you can keep me updated on the progress of this project and let me know if support is needed from WO410 as the draft is being prep

Our records show the following project issues:

1) the project area includes eligible and suitable WSR streams including additional segments of the Rio Grande. The proposed route crosses the Rio Grande River. Section 7 of the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act requires looking at "instream" projects that are upstream, downstream or on a tributary of a designated river.  Based

2) The project would cross two National Historical Trails (the Camino Real de Tierra Adentro & Old Spanish NHT’s). The project needs to be considered per BLM M6280.

3) There are no lands with wilderness characteristics per existing inventories. Inventories may have been conducted as part of the BLM’s Taos Field Office RMP Amendment of 2012. Additional inventories may need to be conducted to prepare a complete and defensible EIS for this project.

Additional project information follows.

Thanks.

Britta Nelson

Management and Program Analyst

National Conservation Lands WO410

Bureau of Land Management

303.236.0539

D53Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

On Fri, Sep 30, 2016 at 11:09 AM, Nelson, Britta <bknelson@blm.gov> wrote:

Hi Molly, Maile, and Terry - I hope you are all well and have had a great week. I wanted to check in with you on the Verde Transmission project RMP amendment/EIS. I am hoping you can keep me updated on the progress of this project and let me know if support is needed from WO410 as the draft is being prep

Our records show the following project issues:

1) the project area includes eligible and suitable WSR streams including additional segments of the Rio Grande. The proposed route crosses the Rio Grande River. Section 7 of the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act requires looking at "instream" projects that are upstream, downstream or on a tributary of a designated river.  Based

2) The project would cross two National Historical Trails (the Camino Real de Tierra Adentro & Old Spanish NHT’s). The project needs to be considered per BLM M6280.

3) There are no lands with wilderness characteristics per existing inventories. Inventories may have been conducted as part of the BLM’s Taos Field Office RMP Amendment of 2012. Additional inventories may need to be conducted to prepare a complete and defensible EIS for this project.

Additional project information follows.

E53Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

02-03-17.

Hi Adrian, I hope you are well! I thought I would check in to see if there is a status update on the Verde Transmission project RMP amendment that you could share. I am updating WO410's tracking files and wanted to make sure updates are included.  Thanks!

Britta Nelson, M.P.A., Program Analyst

National Conservation Lands (WO-410)

Bureau of Land Management

303.236.0539

On Tue, Oct 4, 2016 at 6:34 AM, Adrian Garcia <agarcia@blm.gov> wrote:

Britta,

At this time, I’m not sure what our plans are relative to a WO review of the draft EIS.  I’ll consult with our local management team here in New Mexico and our NEPA Coordinator and get back to you on that question.

Adrian Garcia

Realty Specialist/Project Manager

Bureau of Land Management

NM State Office

(505) 954-2199

From: Nelson, Britta [mailto:bknelson@blm.gov]

Sent: Monday, October 03, 2016 3:43 PM

To: Adrian Garcia

Cc: Maile Adler; Deborah Salt; Terrence (Terry) Heslin; Molly Cobbs; Peter Mali; Nikki Moore; Cathi Bailey; Robert Wick

Subject: Re: Check in on the Verde Transmission Project RMP amendment/EIS

Hi Adrian, thanks for the note. I will make sure and include you on communications on the Verde project. Thanks for keeping me updated and letting me know what WO410 support might be needed as you move forward. I do have a question - I saw this project is identified on the priority project transmission d

Thanks.

Britta Nelson

Management and Program Analyst

National Conservation Lands WO410

Bureau of Land Management

303.236.0539

On Mon, Oct 3, 2016 at 2:21 PM, Adrian Garcia <agarcia@blm.gov> wrote:

Britta,

I was provided the e-mail below from Maile Adler here at the BLM NM State Office.  I wanted to let you know that I have been assigned as the Project Manager for the Verde Transmission Project.  I’m also stationed here at the BLM NM State Office as well.   Please ensure that you include me in all future e-mails reg

as we start the preparation of the Draft EIS.

Thank you

Adrian Garcia

Realty Specialist/Project Manager

Bureau of Land Management

NM State Office

FOIA001:01669555
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(505) 954-2199

From: Adler, Maile [mailto:madler@blm.gov]

Sent: Monday, October 03, 2016 1:52 PM

To: Adrian Garcia

Subject: Fwd: Check in on the Verde Transmission Project RMP amendment/EIS

Maile Adler

Acting National Conservation Lands/Youth/VRM Program Lead

BLM New Mexico State Office

505-954-2176

madler@blm.gov

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

From: Nelson, Britta <bknelson@blm.gov>

Date: Fri, Sep 30, 2016 at 11:14 AM

Subject: Re: Check in on the Verde Transmission Project RMP amendment/EIS

To: Molly Cobbs <mcobbs@blm.gov>, "Adler, Maile A" <madler@blm.gov>, "Terrence (Terry) Heslin" <theslin@blm.gov>, Peter Mali <pmali@blm.gov>, Nikki Moore <nmoore@blm.gov>, Cathi Bailey <c1bailey@blm.gov>, Robert Wick <rwick@blm.gov>, "Salt, Deborah A" <debsalt@blm.gov>, Ryan Hathaway <rhath

Oops, sent before I cc'd everyone! Resend.

On Fri, Sep 30, 2016 at 11:09 AM, Nelson, Britta <bknelson@blm.gov> wrote:

Hi Molly, Maile, and Terry - I hope you are all well and have had a great week. I wanted to check in with you on the Verde Transmission project RMP amendment/EIS. I am hoping you can keep me updated on the progress of this project and let me know if support is needed from WO410 as the draft is being prep

Our records show the following project issues:

1) the project area includes eligible and suitable WSR streams including additional segments of the Rio Grande. The proposed route crosses the Rio Grande River. Section 7 of the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act requires looking at "instream" projects that are upstream, downstream or on a tributary of a designated river.  Based

2) The project would cross two National Historical Trails (the Camino Real de Tierra Adentro & Old Spanish NHT’s). The project needs to be considered per BLM M6280.

3) There are no lands with wilderness characteristics per existing inventories. Inventories may have been conducted as part of the BLM’s Taos Field Office RMP Amendment of 2012. Additional inventories may need to be conducted to prepare a complete and defensible EIS for this project.

Additional project information follows.

Thanks.

F53Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

10-04-16.

Adrian Garcia

Oct 4 (3 days ago)

to me, Maile, Deborah, Terrence, Molly, Peter, Nikki, Cathi, Robert

Britta,

At this time, I’m not sure what our plans are relative to a WO review of the draft EIS.  I’ll consult with our local management team here in New Mexico and our NEPA Coordinator and get back to you on that question.

Adrian Garcia

Realty Specialist/Project Manager

Bureau of Land Management

NM State Office

(505) 954-2199

From: Nelson, Britta [mailto:bknelson@blm.gov]

Sent: Monday, October 03, 2016 3:43 PM

To: Adrian Garcia

Cc: Maile Adler; Deborah Salt; Terrence (Terry) Heslin; Molly Cobbs; Peter Mali; Nikki Moore; Cathi Bailey; Robert Wick

Subject: Re: Check in on the Verde Transmission Project RMP amendment/EIS

Hi Adrian, thanks for the note. I will make sure and include you on communications on the Verde project. Thanks for keeping me updated and letting me know what WO410 support might be needed as you move forward. I do have a question - I saw this project is identified on the priority project transmission d

Thanks.

Britta Nelson

Management and Program Analyst

National Conservation Lands WO410

Bureau of Land Management

303.236.0539

On Mon, Oct 3, 2016 at 2:21 PM, Adrian Garcia <agarcia@blm.gov> wrote:

Britta,

I was provided the e-mail below from Maile Adler here at the BLM NM State Office.  I wanted to let you know that I have been assigned as the Project Manager for the Verde Transmission Project.  I’m also stationed here at the BLM NM State Office as well.   Please ensure that you include me in all future e-mails reg

as we start the preparation of the Draft EIS.

Thank you

Adrian Garcia

Realty Specialist/Project Manager

Bureau of Land Management

NM State Office

(505) 954-2199

From: Adler, Maile [mailto:madler@blm.gov]

Sent: Monday, October 03, 2016 1:52 PM

To: Adrian Garcia

Subject: Fwd: Check in on the Verde Transmission Project RMP amendment/EIS

Maile Adler

Acting National Conservation Lands/Youth/VRM Program Lead

BLM New Mexico State Office

505-954-2176

madler@blm.gov

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

From: Nelson, Britta <bknelson@blm.gov>

Date: Fri, Sep 30, 2016 at 11:14 AM

Subject: Re: Check in on the Verde Transmission Project RMP amendment/EIS

FOIA001:01669555
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To: Molly Cobbs <mcobbs@blm.gov>, "Adler, Maile A" <madler@blm.gov>, "Terrence (Terry) Heslin" <theslin@blm.gov>, Peter Mali <pmali@blm.gov>, Nikki Moore <nmoore@blm.gov>, Cathi Bailey <c1bailey@blm.gov>, Robert Wick <rwick@blm.gov>, "Salt, Deborah A" <debsalt@blm.gov>, Ryan Hathaway <rhath

Oops, sent before I cc'd everyone! Resend.

On Fri, Sep 30, 2016 at 11:09 AM, Nelson, Britta <bknelson@blm.gov> wrote:

Hi Molly, Maile, and Terry - I hope you are all well and have had a great week. I wanted to check in with you on the Verde Transmission project RMP amendment/EIS. I am hoping you can keep me updated on the progress of this project and let me know if support is needed from WO410 as the draft is being prep

Our records show the following project issues:

1) the project area includes eligible and suitable WSR streams including additional segments of the Rio Grande. The proposed route crosses the Rio Grande River. Section 7 of the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act requires looking at "instream" projects that are upstream, downstream or on a tributary of a designated river.  Based

2) The project would cross two National Historical Trails (the Camino Real de Tierra Adentro & Old Spanish NHT’s). The project needs to be considered per BLM M6280.

3) There are no lands with wilderness characteristics per existing inventories. Inventories may have been conducted as part of the BLM’s Taos Field Office RMP Amendment of 2012. Additional inventories may need to be conducted to prepare a complete and defensible EIS for this project.

Additional project information follows.

Thanks.

Britta Nelson

Management and Program Analyst

National Conservation Lands WO410

Bureau of Land Management

303.236.0539

D55Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

On Fri, Sep 30, 2016 at 11:09 AM, Nelson, Britta <bknelson@blm.gov> wrote:

Hi Molly, Maile, and Terry - I hope you are all well and have had a great week. I wanted to check in with you on the Verde Transmission project RMP amendment/EIS. I am hoping you can keep me updated on the progress of this project and let me know if support is needed from WO410 as the draft is being prep

Our records show the following project issues:

1) the project area includes eligible and suitable WSR streams including additional segments of the Rio Grande. The proposed route crosses the Rio Grande River. Section 7 of the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act requires looking at "instream" projects that are upstream, downstream or on a tributary of a designated river.  Based

2) The project would cross two National Historical Trails (the Camino Real de Tierra Adentro & Old Spanish NHT’s). The project needs to be considered per BLM M6280.

3) There are no lands with wilderness characteristics per existing inventories. Inventories may have been conducted as part of the BLM’s Taos Field Office RMP Amendment of 2012. Additional inventories may need to be conducted to prepare a complete and defensible EIS for this project.

Additional project information follows.

E55Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

02-03-17.

Hi Adrian, I hope you are well! I thought I would check in to see if there is a status update on the Verde Transmission project RMP amendment that you could share. I am updating WO410's tracking files and wanted to make sure updates are included.  Thanks!

Britta Nelson, M.P.A., Program Analyst

National Conservation Lands (WO-410)

Bureau of Land Management

303.236.0539

On Tue, Oct 4, 2016 at 6:34 AM, Adrian Garcia <agarcia@blm.gov> wrote:

Britta,

At this time, I’m not sure what our plans are relative to a WO review of the draft EIS.  I’ll consult with our local management team here in New Mexico and our NEPA Coordinator and get back to you on that question.

Adrian Garcia

Realty Specialist/Project Manager

Bureau of Land Management

NM State Office

(505) 954-2199

From: Nelson, Britta [mailto:bknelson@blm.gov]

Sent: Monday, October 03, 2016 3:43 PM

To: Adrian Garcia

Cc: Maile Adler; Deborah Salt; Terrence (Terry) Heslin; Molly Cobbs; Peter Mali; Nikki Moore; Cathi Bailey; Robert Wick

Subject: Re: Check in on the Verde Transmission Project RMP amendment/EIS

Hi Adrian, thanks for the note. I will make sure and include you on communications on the Verde project. Thanks for keeping me updated and letting me know what WO410 support might be needed as you move forward. I do have a question - I saw this project is identified on the priority project transmission d

Thanks.

Britta Nelson

Management and Program Analyst

National Conservation Lands WO410

Bureau of Land Management

303.236.0539

On Mon, Oct 3, 2016 at 2:21 PM, Adrian Garcia <agarcia@blm.gov> wrote:

Britta,

I was provided the e-mail below from Maile Adler here at the BLM NM State Office.  I wanted to let you know that I have been assigned as the Project Manager for the Verde Transmission Project.  I’m also stationed here at the BLM NM State Office as well.   Please ensure that you include me in all future e-mails reg

as we start the preparation of the Draft EIS.

Thank you

Adrian Garcia

Realty Specialist/Project Manager

Bureau of Land Management

NM State Office

(505) 954-2199

From: Adler, Maile [mailto:madler@blm.gov]

Sent: Monday, October 03, 2016 1:52 PM

To: Adrian Garcia

Subject: Fwd: Check in on the Verde Transmission Project RMP amendment/EIS

Maile Adler

Acting National Conservation Lands/Youth/VRM Program Lead

BLM New Mexico State Office

505-954-2176

madler@blm.gov

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

FOIA001:01669555
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From: Nelson, Britta <bknelson@blm.gov>

Date: Fri, Sep 30, 2016 at 11:14 AM

Subject: Re: Check in on the Verde Transmission Project RMP amendment/EIS

To: Molly Cobbs <mcobbs@blm.gov>, "Adler, Maile A" <madler@blm.gov>, "Terrence (Terry) Heslin" <theslin@blm.gov>, Peter Mali <pmali@blm.gov>, Nikki Moore <nmoore@blm.gov>, Cathi Bailey <c1bailey@blm.gov>, Robert Wick <rwick@blm.gov>, "Salt, Deborah A" <debsalt@blm.gov>, Ryan Hathaway <rhath

Oops, sent before I cc'd everyone! Resend.

On Fri, Sep 30, 2016 at 11:09 AM, Nelson, Britta <bknelson@blm.gov> wrote:

Hi Molly, Maile, and Terry - I hope you are all well and have had a great week. I wanted to check in with you on the Verde Transmission project RMP amendment/EIS. I am hoping you can keep me updated on the progress of this project and let me know if support is needed from WO410 as the draft is being prep

Our records show the following project issues:

1) the project area includes eligible and suitable WSR streams including additional segments of the Rio Grande. The proposed route crosses the Rio Grande River. Section 7 of the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act requires looking at "instream" projects that are upstream, downstream or on a tributary of a designated river.  Based

2) The project would cross two National Historical Trails (the Camino Real de Tierra Adentro & Old Spanish NHT’s). The project needs to be considered per BLM M6280.

3) There are no lands with wilderness characteristics per existing inventories. Inventories may have been conducted as part of the BLM’s Taos Field Office RMP Amendment of 2012. Additional inventories may need to be conducted to prepare a complete and defensible EIS for this project.

Additional project information follows.

Thanks.

F55Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

10-04-16.

Adrian Garcia

Oct 4 (3 days ago)

to me, Maile, Deborah, Terrence, Molly, Peter, Nikki, Cathi, Robert

Britta,

At this time, I’m not sure what our plans are relative to a WO review of the draft EIS.  I’ll consult with our local management team here in New Mexico and our NEPA Coordinator and get back to you on that question.

Adrian Garcia

Realty Specialist/Project Manager

Bureau of Land Management

NM State Office

(505) 954-2199

From: Nelson, Britta [mailto:bknelson@blm.gov]

Sent: Monday, October 03, 2016 3:43 PM

To: Adrian Garcia

Cc: Maile Adler; Deborah Salt; Terrence (Terry) Heslin; Molly Cobbs; Peter Mali; Nikki Moore; Cathi Bailey; Robert Wick

Subject: Re: Check in on the Verde Transmission Project RMP amendment/EIS

Hi Adrian, thanks for the note. I will make sure and include you on communications on the Verde project. Thanks for keeping me updated and letting me know what WO410 support might be needed as you move forward. I do have a question - I saw this project is identified on the priority project transmission d

Thanks.

Britta Nelson

Management and Program Analyst

National Conservation Lands WO410

Bureau of Land Management

303.236.0539

On Mon, Oct 3, 2016 at 2:21 PM, Adrian Garcia <agarcia@blm.gov> wrote:

Britta,

I was provided the e-mail below from Maile Adler here at the BLM NM State Office.  I wanted to let you know that I have been assigned as the Project Manager for the Verde Transmission Project.  I’m also stationed here at the BLM NM State Office as well.   Please ensure that you include me in all future e-mails reg

as we start the preparation of the Draft EIS.

Thank you

Adrian Garcia

Realty Specialist/Project Manager

Bureau of Land Management

NM State Office

(505) 954-2199

From: Adler, Maile [mailto:madler@blm.gov]

Sent: Monday, October 03, 2016 1:52 PM

To: Adrian Garcia

Subject: Fwd: Check in on the Verde Transmission Project RMP amendment/EIS

Maile Adler

Acting National Conservation Lands/Youth/VRM Program Lead

BLM New Mexico State Office

505-954-2176

madler@blm.gov

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

From: Nelson, Britta <bknelson@blm.gov>

Date: Fri, Sep 30, 2016 at 11:14 AM

Subject: Re: Check in on the Verde Transmission Project RMP amendment/EIS

To: Molly Cobbs <mcobbs@blm.gov>, "Adler, Maile A" <madler@blm.gov>, "Terrence (Terry) Heslin" <theslin@blm.gov>, Peter Mali <pmali@blm.gov>, Nikki Moore <nmoore@blm.gov>, Cathi Bailey <c1bailey@blm.gov>, Robert Wick <rwick@blm.gov>, "Salt, Deborah A" <debsalt@blm.gov>, Ryan Hathaway <rhath

Oops, sent before I cc'd everyone! Resend.

On Fri, Sep 30, 2016 at 11:09 AM, Nelson, Britta <bknelson@blm.gov> wrote:

Hi Molly, Maile, and Terry - I hope you are all well and have had a great week. I wanted to check in with you on the Verde Transmission project RMP amendment/EIS. I am hoping you can keep me updated on the progress of this project and let me know if support is needed from WO410 as the draft is being prep

Our records show the following project issues:

1) the project area includes eligible and suitable WSR streams including additional segments of the Rio Grande. The proposed route crosses the Rio Grande River. Section 7 of the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act requires looking at "instream" projects that are upstream, downstream or on a tributary of a designated river.  Based

2) The project would cross two National Historical Trails (the Camino Real de Tierra Adentro & Old Spanish NHT’s). The project needs to be considered per BLM M6280.

3) There are no lands with wilderness characteristics per existing inventories. Inventories may have been conducted as part of the BLM’s Taos Field Office RMP Amendment of 2012. Additional inventories may need to be conducted to prepare a complete and defensible EIS for this project.

Additional project information follows.
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Thanks.

Britta Nelson

Management and Program Analyst

National Conservation Lands WO410

Bureau of Land Management

303.236.0539

D57Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

On Fri, Sep 30, 2016 at 11:09 AM, Nelson, Britta <bknelson@blm.gov> wrote:

Hi Molly, Maile, and Terry - I hope you are all well and have had a great week. I wanted to check in with you on the Verde Transmission project RMP amendment/EIS. I am hoping you can keep me updated on the progress of this project and let me know if support is needed from WO410 as the draft is being prep

Our records show the following project issues:

1) the project area includes eligible and suitable WSR streams including additional segments of the Rio Grande. The proposed route crosses the Rio Grande River. Section 7 of the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act requires looking at "instream" projects that are upstream, downstream or on a tributary of a designated river.  Based

2) The project would cross two National Historical Trails (the Camino Real de Tierra Adentro & Old Spanish NHT’s). The project needs to be considered per BLM M6280.

3) There are no lands with wilderness characteristics per existing inventories. Inventories may have been conducted as part of the BLM’s Taos Field Office RMP Amendment of 2012. Additional inventories may need to be conducted to prepare a complete and defensible EIS for this project.

Additional project information follows.

E57Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

02-03-17.

Hi Adrian, I hope you are well! I thought I would check in to see if there is a status update on the Verde Transmission project RMP amendment that you could share. I am updating WO410's tracking files and wanted to make sure updates are included.  Thanks!

Britta Nelson, M.P.A., Program Analyst

National Conservation Lands (WO-410)

Bureau of Land Management

303.236.0539

On Tue, Oct 4, 2016 at 6:34 AM, Adrian Garcia <agarcia@blm.gov> wrote:

Britta,

At this time, I’m not sure what our plans are relative to a WO review of the draft EIS.  I’ll consult with our local management team here in New Mexico and our NEPA Coordinator and get back to you on that question.

Adrian Garcia

Realty Specialist/Project Manager

Bureau of Land Management

NM State Office

(505) 954-2199

From: Nelson, Britta [mailto:bknelson@blm.gov]

Sent: Monday, October 03, 2016 3:43 PM

To: Adrian Garcia

Cc: Maile Adler; Deborah Salt; Terrence (Terry) Heslin; Molly Cobbs; Peter Mali; Nikki Moore; Cathi Bailey; Robert Wick

Subject: Re: Check in on the Verde Transmission Project RMP amendment/EIS

Hi Adrian, thanks for the note. I will make sure and include you on communications on the Verde project. Thanks for keeping me updated and letting me know what WO410 support might be needed as you move forward. I do have a question - I saw this project is identified on the priority project transmission d

Thanks.

Britta Nelson

Management and Program Analyst

National Conservation Lands WO410

Bureau of Land Management

303.236.0539

On Mon, Oct 3, 2016 at 2:21 PM, Adrian Garcia <agarcia@blm.gov> wrote:

Britta,

I was provided the e-mail below from Maile Adler here at the BLM NM State Office.  I wanted to let you know that I have been assigned as the Project Manager for the Verde Transmission Project.  I’m also stationed here at the BLM NM State Office as well.   Please ensure that you include me in all future e-mails reg

as we start the preparation of the Draft EIS.

Thank you

Adrian Garcia

Realty Specialist/Project Manager

Bureau of Land Management

NM State Office

(505) 954-2199

From: Adler, Maile [mailto:madler@blm.gov]

Sent: Monday, October 03, 2016 1:52 PM

To: Adrian Garcia

Subject: Fwd: Check in on the Verde Transmission Project RMP amendment/EIS

Maile Adler

Acting National Conservation Lands/Youth/VRM Program Lead

BLM New Mexico State Office

505-954-2176

madler@blm.gov

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

From: Nelson, Britta <bknelson@blm.gov>

Date: Fri, Sep 30, 2016 at 11:14 AM

Subject: Re: Check in on the Verde Transmission Project RMP amendment/EIS

To: Molly Cobbs <mcobbs@blm.gov>, "Adler, Maile A" <madler@blm.gov>, "Terrence (Terry) Heslin" <theslin@blm.gov>, Peter Mali <pmali@blm.gov>, Nikki Moore <nmoore@blm.gov>, Cathi Bailey <c1bailey@blm.gov>, Robert Wick <rwick@blm.gov>, "Salt, Deborah A" <debsalt@blm.gov>, Ryan Hathaway <rhath

Oops, sent before I cc'd everyone! Resend.

On Fri, Sep 30, 2016 at 11:09 AM, Nelson, Britta <bknelson@blm.gov> wrote:

Hi Molly, Maile, and Terry - I hope you are all well and have had a great week. I wanted to check in with you on the Verde Transmission project RMP amendment/EIS. I am hoping you can keep me updated on the progress of this project and let me know if support is needed from WO410 as the draft is being prep

Our records show the following project issues:

1) the project area includes eligible and suitable WSR streams including additional segments of the Rio Grande. The proposed route crosses the Rio Grande River. Section 7 of the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act requires looking at "instream" projects that are upstream, downstream or on a tributary of a designated river.  Based

2) The project would cross two National Historical Trails (the Camino Real de Tierra Adentro & Old Spanish NHT’s). The project needs to be considered per BLM M6280.
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3) There are no lands with wilderness characteristics per existing inventories. Inventories may have been conducted as part of the BLM’s Taos Field Office RMP Amendment of 2012. Additional inventories may need to be conducted to prepare a complete and defensible EIS for this project.

Additional project information follows.

Thanks.

F57Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

10-04-16.

Adrian Garcia

Oct 4 (3 days ago)

to me, Maile, Deborah, Terrence, Molly, Peter, Nikki, Cathi, Robert

Britta,

At this time, I’m not sure what our plans are relative to a WO review of the draft EIS.  I’ll consult with our local management team here in New Mexico and our NEPA Coordinator and get back to you on that question.

Adrian Garcia

Realty Specialist/Project Manager

Bureau of Land Management

NM State Office

(505) 954-2199

From: Nelson, Britta [mailto:bknelson@blm.gov]

Sent: Monday, October 03, 2016 3:43 PM

To: Adrian Garcia

Cc: Maile Adler; Deborah Salt; Terrence (Terry) Heslin; Molly Cobbs; Peter Mali; Nikki Moore; Cathi Bailey; Robert Wick

Subject: Re: Check in on the Verde Transmission Project RMP amendment/EIS

Hi Adrian, thanks for the note. I will make sure and include you on communications on the Verde project. Thanks for keeping me updated and letting me know what WO410 support might be needed as you move forward. I do have a question - I saw this project is identified on the priority project transmission d

Thanks.

Britta Nelson

Management and Program Analyst

National Conservation Lands WO410

Bureau of Land Management

303.236.0539

On Mon, Oct 3, 2016 at 2:21 PM, Adrian Garcia <agarcia@blm.gov> wrote:

Britta,

I was provided the e-mail below from Maile Adler here at the BLM NM State Office.  I wanted to let you know that I have been assigned as the Project Manager for the Verde Transmission Project.  I’m also stationed here at the BLM NM State Office as well.   Please ensure that you include me in all future e-mails reg

as we start the preparation of the Draft EIS.

Thank you

Adrian Garcia

Realty Specialist/Project Manager

Bureau of Land Management

NM State Office

(505) 954-2199

From: Adler, Maile [mailto:madler@blm.gov]

Sent: Monday, October 03, 2016 1:52 PM

To: Adrian Garcia

Subject: Fwd: Check in on the Verde Transmission Project RMP amendment/EIS

Maile Adler

Acting National Conservation Lands/Youth/VRM Program Lead

BLM New Mexico State Office

505-954-2176

madler@blm.gov

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

From: Nelson, Britta <bknelson@blm.gov>

Date: Fri, Sep 30, 2016 at 11:14 AM

Subject: Re: Check in on the Verde Transmission Project RMP amendment/EIS

To: Molly Cobbs <mcobbs@blm.gov>, "Adler, Maile A" <madler@blm.gov>, "Terrence (Terry) Heslin" <theslin@blm.gov>, Peter Mali <pmali@blm.gov>, Nikki Moore <nmoore@blm.gov>, Cathi Bailey <c1bailey@blm.gov>, Robert Wick <rwick@blm.gov>, "Salt, Deborah A" <debsalt@blm.gov>, Ryan Hathaway <rhath

Oops, sent before I cc'd everyone! Resend.

On Fri, Sep 30, 2016 at 11:09 AM, Nelson, Britta <bknelson@blm.gov> wrote:

Hi Molly, Maile, and Terry - I hope you are all well and have had a great week. I wanted to check in with you on the Verde Transmission project RMP amendment/EIS. I am hoping you can keep me updated on the progress of this project and let me know if support is needed from WO410 as the draft is being prep

Our records show the following project issues:

1) the project area includes eligible and suitable WSR streams including additional segments of the Rio Grande. The proposed route crosses the Rio Grande River. Section 7 of the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act requires looking at "instream" projects that are upstream, downstream or on a tributary of a designated river.  Based

2) The project would cross two National Historical Trails (the Camino Real de Tierra Adentro & Old Spanish NHT’s). The project needs to be considered per BLM M6280.

3) There are no lands with wilderness characteristics per existing inventories. Inventories may have been conducted as part of the BLM’s Taos Field Office RMP Amendment of 2012. Additional inventories may need to be conducted to prepare a complete and defensible EIS for this project.

Additional project information follows.

Thanks.

Britta Nelson

Management and Program Analyst

National Conservation Lands WO410

Bureau of Land Management

303.236.0539

D59Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

On Fri, Sep 30, 2016 at 11:09 AM, Nelson, Britta <bknelson@blm.gov> wrote:

Hi Molly, Maile, and Terry - I hope you are all well and have had a great week. I wanted to check in with you on the Verde Transmission project RMP amendment/EIS. I am hoping you can keep me updated on the progress of this project and let me know if support is needed from WO410 as the draft is being prep

Our records show the following project issues:

1) the project area includes eligible and suitable WSR streams including additional segments of the Rio Grande. The proposed route crosses the Rio Grande River. Section 7 of the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act requires looking at "instream" projects that are upstream, downstream or on a tributary of a designated river.  Based
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2) The project would cross two National Historical Trails (the Camino Real de Tierra Adentro & Old Spanish NHT’s). The project needs to be considered per BLM M6280.

3) There are no lands with wilderness characteristics per existing inventories. Inventories may have been conducted as part of the BLM’s Taos Field Office RMP Amendment of 2012. Additional inventories may need to be conducted to prepare a complete and defensible EIS for this project.

Additional project information follows.

E59Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

02-03-17.

Hi Adrian, I hope you are well! I thought I would check in to see if there is a status update on the Verde Transmission project RMP amendment that you could share. I am updating WO410's tracking files and wanted to make sure updates are included.  Thanks!

Britta Nelson, M.P.A., Program Analyst

National Conservation Lands (WO-410)

Bureau of Land Management

303.236.0539

On Tue, Oct 4, 2016 at 6:34 AM, Adrian Garcia <agarcia@blm.gov> wrote:

Britta,

At this time, I’m not sure what our plans are relative to a WO review of the draft EIS.  I’ll consult with our local management team here in New Mexico and our NEPA Coordinator and get back to you on that question.

Adrian Garcia

Realty Specialist/Project Manager

Bureau of Land Management

NM State Office

(505) 954-2199

From: Nelson, Britta [mailto:bknelson@blm.gov]

Sent: Monday, October 03, 2016 3:43 PM

To: Adrian Garcia

Cc: Maile Adler; Deborah Salt; Terrence (Terry) Heslin; Molly Cobbs; Peter Mali; Nikki Moore; Cathi Bailey; Robert Wick

Subject: Re: Check in on the Verde Transmission Project RMP amendment/EIS

Hi Adrian, thanks for the note. I will make sure and include you on communications on the Verde project. Thanks for keeping me updated and letting me know what WO410 support might be needed as you move forward. I do have a question - I saw this project is identified on the priority project transmission d

Thanks.

Britta Nelson

Management and Program Analyst

National Conservation Lands WO410

Bureau of Land Management

303.236.0539

On Mon, Oct 3, 2016 at 2:21 PM, Adrian Garcia <agarcia@blm.gov> wrote:

Britta,

I was provided the e-mail below from Maile Adler here at the BLM NM State Office.  I wanted to let you know that I have been assigned as the Project Manager for the Verde Transmission Project.  I’m also stationed here at the BLM NM State Office as well.   Please ensure that you include me in all future e-mails reg

as we start the preparation of the Draft EIS.

Thank you

Adrian Garcia

Realty Specialist/Project Manager

Bureau of Land Management

NM State Office

(505) 954-2199

From: Adler, Maile [mailto:madler@blm.gov]

Sent: Monday, October 03, 2016 1:52 PM

To: Adrian Garcia

Subject: Fwd: Check in on the Verde Transmission Project RMP amendment/EIS

Maile Adler

Acting National Conservation Lands/Youth/VRM Program Lead

BLM New Mexico State Office

505-954-2176

madler@blm.gov

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

From: Nelson, Britta <bknelson@blm.gov>

Date: Fri, Sep 30, 2016 at 11:14 AM

Subject: Re: Check in on the Verde Transmission Project RMP amendment/EIS

To: Molly Cobbs <mcobbs@blm.gov>, "Adler, Maile A" <madler@blm.gov>, "Terrence (Terry) Heslin" <theslin@blm.gov>, Peter Mali <pmali@blm.gov>, Nikki Moore <nmoore@blm.gov>, Cathi Bailey <c1bailey@blm.gov>, Robert Wick <rwick@blm.gov>, "Salt, Deborah A" <debsalt@blm.gov>, Ryan Hathaway <rhath

Oops, sent before I cc'd everyone! Resend.

On Fri, Sep 30, 2016 at 11:09 AM, Nelson, Britta <bknelson@blm.gov> wrote:

Hi Molly, Maile, and Terry - I hope you are all well and have had a great week. I wanted to check in with you on the Verde Transmission project RMP amendment/EIS. I am hoping you can keep me updated on the progress of this project and let me know if support is needed from WO410 as the draft is being prep

Our records show the following project issues:

1) the project area includes eligible and suitable WSR streams including additional segments of the Rio Grande. The proposed route crosses the Rio Grande River. Section 7 of the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act requires looking at "instream" projects that are upstream, downstream or on a tributary of a designated river.  Based

2) The project would cross two National Historical Trails (the Camino Real de Tierra Adentro & Old Spanish NHT’s). The project needs to be considered per BLM M6280.

3) There are no lands with wilderness characteristics per existing inventories. Inventories may have been conducted as part of the BLM’s Taos Field Office RMP Amendment of 2012. Additional inventories may need to be conducted to prepare a complete and defensible EIS for this project.

Additional project information follows.

Thanks.

F59Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

10-04-16.

Adrian Garcia

Oct 4 (3 days ago)

to me, Maile, Deborah, Terrence, Molly, Peter, Nikki, Cathi, Robert

Britta,

At this time, I’m not sure what our plans are relative to a WO review of the draft EIS.  I’ll consult with our local management team here in New Mexico and our NEPA Coordinator and get back to you on that question.

Adrian Garcia
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Realty Specialist/Project Manager

Bureau of Land Management

NM State Office

(505) 954-2199

From: Nelson, Britta [mailto:bknelson@blm.gov]

Sent: Monday, October 03, 2016 3:43 PM

To: Adrian Garcia

Cc: Maile Adler; Deborah Salt; Terrence (Terry) Heslin; Molly Cobbs; Peter Mali; Nikki Moore; Cathi Bailey; Robert Wick

Subject: Re: Check in on the Verde Transmission Project RMP amendment/EIS

Hi Adrian, thanks for the note. I will make sure and include you on communications on the Verde project. Thanks for keeping me updated and letting me know what WO410 support might be needed as you move forward. I do have a question - I saw this project is identified on the priority project transmission d

Thanks.

Britta Nelson

Management and Program Analyst

National Conservation Lands WO410

Bureau of Land Management

303.236.0539

On Mon, Oct 3, 2016 at 2:21 PM, Adrian Garcia <agarcia@blm.gov> wrote:

Britta,

I was provided the e-mail below from Maile Adler here at the BLM NM State Office.  I wanted to let you know that I have been assigned as the Project Manager for the Verde Transmission Project.  I’m also stationed here at the BLM NM State Office as well.   Please ensure that you include me in all future e-mails reg

as we start the preparation of the Draft EIS.

Thank you

Adrian Garcia

Realty Specialist/Project Manager

Bureau of Land Management

NM State Office

(505) 954-2199

From: Adler, Maile [mailto:madler@blm.gov]

Sent: Monday, October 03, 2016 1:52 PM

To: Adrian Garcia

Subject: Fwd: Check in on the Verde Transmission Project RMP amendment/EIS

Maile Adler

Acting National Conservation Lands/Youth/VRM Program Lead

BLM New Mexico State Office

505-954-2176

madler@blm.gov

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

From: Nelson, Britta <bknelson@blm.gov>

Date: Fri, Sep 30, 2016 at 11:14 AM

Subject: Re: Check in on the Verde Transmission Project RMP amendment/EIS

To: Molly Cobbs <mcobbs@blm.gov>, "Adler, Maile A" <madler@blm.gov>, "Terrence (Terry) Heslin" <theslin@blm.gov>, Peter Mali <pmali@blm.gov>, Nikki Moore <nmoore@blm.gov>, Cathi Bailey <c1bailey@blm.gov>, Robert Wick <rwick@blm.gov>, "Salt, Deborah A" <debsalt@blm.gov>, Ryan Hathaway <rhath

Oops, sent before I cc'd everyone! Resend.

On Fri, Sep 30, 2016 at 11:09 AM, Nelson, Britta <bknelson@blm.gov> wrote:

Hi Molly, Maile, and Terry - I hope you are all well and have had a great week. I wanted to check in with you on the Verde Transmission project RMP amendment/EIS. I am hoping you can keep me updated on the progress of this project and let me know if support is needed from WO410 as the draft is being prep

Our records show the following project issues:

1) the project area includes eligible and suitable WSR streams including additional segments of the Rio Grande. The proposed route crosses the Rio Grande River. Section 7 of the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act requires looking at "instream" projects that are upstream, downstream or on a tributary of a designated river.  Based

2) The project would cross two National Historical Trails (the Camino Real de Tierra Adentro & Old Spanish NHT’s). The project needs to be considered per BLM M6280.

3) There are no lands with wilderness characteristics per existing inventories. Inventories may have been conducted as part of the BLM’s Taos Field Office RMP Amendment of 2012. Additional inventories may need to be conducted to prepare a complete and defensible EIS for this project.

Additional project information follows.

Thanks.

Britta Nelson

Management and Program Analyst

National Conservation Lands WO410

Bureau of Land Management

303.236.0539

FOIA001:01669555

DOI-2021-05 03187



1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10 

11 

12

13

14 

15 

16

17

18 

19 

20

21

A B C D E F G H I J

RMP/Project Name Briefing Topic State Date of Briefing NLCS Areas of Interest

WO410 Staff

Attending

Briefing Follow-up Actions

Rio Puerco 

PRMP/FEIS AD Brief New Mexico TBD no outstanding issues. 

WO410 BP:

https://docs.google.com/document/d

/1RC519MFIADVwHJpftPHghv8Ei_nQ

worIgq3VKn8Ty78/edit

Lewiston 

DRMP/DEIS 

Briefing(s) 

for NOA 

publication 

approval

TBD.

Montana TBD no outstanding issues. https://docs.google.com/document/d

/1lgQ5v2u_i6UQIliI6A8fFG9VO8lQyI0

7Dcx7zN3O1OQ/edit

Carlsbad DRMP

Directors Brief

Directors 

Brief 

New Mexico follow up from Directors Brief. Met with NMSO, WO210,

WO410 on Oct 4 to discuss lands with wilderness

characteristics issues. Thanks again for meeting to discuss

the Carlsbad briefing.  As follow up, Chad will work with

Sally and Melanie on updating the briefing information

related to lands with wilderness characteristics, including

specifying acreage that the office will be protecting,

maintaining, and not protecting; providing more detailed

rationale for these decisions; clarifying that the entire FO

was inventoried; and updating the maps to make acreage

protected/maintained/not protected more clear.

Information related to WSR suitability will also be included

either verbally or in the powerpoint presentation. After

New Mexico shares the information with WO410, WO410

will provide feedback to the group ASAP in order to wrap

this up by next week.

How lands with wilderness

charactistics that will not be

protected be managed and

rationale for not protecting.

WO410 Briefing Paper (08-05-16):

https://docs.google.com/document/d

/1YHM7rkwjTS-

XfdaZ0HiPl3cdtysahLhTSufnghV_kkI/e

dit

Update provided on 10-07-16 (lines 3-5)

Rio Puerco 

PRMP/FEIS AD Brief New Mexico TBD no outstanding issues. 

WO410 BP (10-13-16):

https://docs.google.com/document/d

/1RC519MFIADVwHJpftPHghv8Ei_nQ

worIgq3VKn8Ty78/edit

Lewiston 

DRMP/DEIS 

Briefing(s) 

for NOA 

publication 

approval 

TBD.

Montana TBD no outstanding issues. WO410 BP (10-14-16)

https://docs.google.com/document/d

/1lgQ5v2u_i6UQIliI6A8fFG9VO8lQyI0

7Dcx7zN3O1OQ/edit

Carlsbad DRMP

Directors Brief

Directors 

Brief 

New Mexico follow up from Directors Brief. Met with NMSO, WO210,

WO410 on Oct 4 to discuss lands with wilderness

characteristics issues. Thanks again for meeting to discuss

the Carlsbad briefing.  As follow up, Chad will work with

Sally and Melanie on updating the briefing information

related to lands with wilderness characteristics, including

specifying acreage that the office will be protecting,

maintaining, and not protecting; providing more detailed

rationale for these decisions; clarifying that the entire FO

was inventoried; and updating the maps to make acreage

protected/maintained/not protected more clear.

Information related to WSR suitability will also be included

either verbally or in the powerpoint presentation. New

Mexico to provide information the week of 10-17-16 for

WO410 review.

How lands with wilderness

charactistics that will not be

protected be managed and

rationale for not protecting.

WO410 Briefing Paper (08-25-16):

https://docs.google.com/document/d

/1YHM7rkwjTS-

XfdaZ0HiPl3cdtysahLhTSufnghV_kkI/e

dit

Updated provided for week of October 10-14 (lines 7-9)

Rio Puerco 

PRMP/FEIS AD Brief New Mexico TBD no outstanding issues. 

WO410 BP (10-13-16):

https://docs.google.com/document/d

/1RC519MFIADVwHJpftPHghv8Ei_nQ

worIgq3VKn8Ty78/edit

Lewiston 

DRMP/DEIS 

Briefing(s) 

for NOA 

publication 

approval 

TBD.

Montana TBD no outstanding issues. WO410 BP (10-21-16)

https://docs.google.com/document/d

/1lgQ5v2u_i6UQIliI6A8fFG9VO8lQyI0

7Dcx7zN3O1OQ/edit

Carlsbad DRMP 

Directors Brief 

Directors 

Brief 

New Mexico follow up from Directors Brief. Met with NMSO, WO210, 

WO410 on Oct 4 to discuss lands with wilderness 

characteristics issues. Thanks again for meeting to discuss 

the Carlsbad briefing.  As follow up, Chad will work with 

Sally and Melanie on updating the briefing information

related to lands with wilderness characteristics, including

specifying acreage that the office will be protecting,

maintaining, and not protecting; providing more detailed

rationale for these decisions; clarifying that the entire FO

was inventoried; and updating the maps to make acreage

protected/maintained/not protected more clear.

Information related to WSR suitability will also be included

either verbally or in the powerpoint presentation. New

Mexico to provide information the week of 10-24-16 for

WO410 review.

How lands with wilderness

charactistics that will not be

protected be managed and

rationale for not protecting.

WO410 Briefing Paper (08-25-16):

https://docs.google.com/document/d

/1YHM7rkwjTS-

XfdaZ0HiPl3cdtysahLhTSufnghV_kkI/e

dit

Updated provided for week of October 17-21 (lines 11-13)

Rio Puerco 

PRMP/FEIS AD Brief New Mexico TBD no outstanding issues. 

WO410 BP (10-13-16):

https://docs.google.com/document/d

/1RC519MFIADVwHJpftPHghv8Ei_nQ

worIgq3VKn8Ty78/edit

Lewiston 

DRMP/DEIS 

Briefing(s) 

for NOA 

publication 

approval 

TBD.

Montana TBD no outstanding issues. WO410 BP (10-21-16)

https://docs.google.com/document/d

/1lgQ5v2u_i6UQIliI6A8fFG9VO8lQyI0

7Dcx7zN3O1OQ/edit

Carlsbad DRMP 

Directors Brief 

Directors 

Brief 

New Mexico follow up from Directors Brief. Met with NMSO, WO210, 

WO410 on Oct 4 to discuss lands with wilderness 

characteristics issues. Thanks again for meeting to discuss 

the Carlsbad briefing.  As follow up, Chad will work with 

Sally and Melanie on updating the briefing information

related to lands with wilderness characteristics, including

specifying acreage that the office will be protecting,

maintaining, and not protecting; providing more detailed

rationale for these decisions; clarifying that the entire FO

was inventoried; and updating the maps to make acreage

protected/maintained/not protected more clear.

Information related to WSR suitability will also be included

either verbally or in the powerpoint presentation. New

Mexico to provide information the week of 11-07-16 for

WO410 review.

How lands with wilderness

charactistics that will not be

protected be managed and

rationale for not protecting.

WO410 Briefing Paper (08-25-16):

https://docs.google.com/document/d

/1YHM7rkwjTS-

XfdaZ0HiPl3cdtysahLhTSufnghV_kkI/e

dit

Updated provided for October 31-Nov 5 (lines 15-17)

Rio Puerco 

PRMP/FEIS AD Brief New Mexico TBD no outstanding issues. 

WO410 BP (10-13-16):

https://docs.google.com/document/d

/1RC519MFIADVwHJpftPHghv8Ei_nQ

worIgq3VKn8Ty78/edit

Lewiston 

DRMP/DEIS 

Briefing(s) 

for NOA 

publication 

approval 

TBD.

Montana TBD no outstanding issues. WO410 BP (10-21-16)

https://docs.google.com/document/d

/1lgQ5v2u_i6UQIliI6A8fFG9VO8lQyI0

7Dcx7zN3O1OQ/edit

Carlsbad DRMP

Directors Brief

Directors 

Brief 

New Mexico follow up from Directors Brief. Met with NMSO, WO210,

WO410 on Oct 4 to discuss lands with wilderness

characteristics issues. Thanks again for meeting to discuss

the Carlsbad briefing.  As follow up, Chad will work with

Sally and Melanie on updating the briefing information

related to lands with wilderness characteristics, including

specifying acreage that the office will be protecting,

maintaining, and not protecting; providing more detailed

rationale for these decisions; clarifying that the entire FO

was inventoried; and updating the maps to make acreage

protected/maintained/not protected more clear.

Information related to WSR suitability will also be included

either verbally or in the powerpoint presentation. New

Mexico to provide information the week of 11-07-16 for

WO410 review.

How lands with wilderness

charactistics that will not be

protected be managed and

rationale for not protecting.

WO410 Briefing Paper (08-25-16):

https://docs.google.com/document/d

/1YHM7rkwjTS-

XfdaZ0HiPl3cdtysahLhTSufnghV_kkI/e

dit
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A B C D E F G H I J

Sonoran Desert

National

Monument

draft RMP-A for

Recreational

Target Shooting

pre-brief Arizona Friday, Nov. 18 at 11:30 am EST. (1) update WO

staff on how comments have been addressed in

the DRMPA/DEIS, and (2) conduct a dry-run of

the Director's briefing and receive feedback on

the presentation.

Sonoran Desert National

Monument, lands with wilderness

characteristics, and segment of

Juan Bautista NHT located in plan

area.

WO410 BP (11-07-16):

https://drive.google.com/drive

/u/0/folders/0B2HaN5zIVVZIT1

ZnTnp5VHY3d0E

Update provided for week of Nov 7-11 (lines 19-22). No Update provided on Nov 18 (Britta on LV). No update provided on Nov. 25 (Thanksgiving holiday). No update provided on Dec 2 (Britta on LV).

Rio Puerco 

PRMP/FEIS AD Brief New Mexico TBD no outstanding issues. 

WO410 BP (10-13-16):

https://docs.google.com/document/d

/1RC519MFIADVwHJpftPHghv8Ei_nQ

worIgq3VKn8Ty78/edit

Lewiston 

DRMP/DEIS 

Briefing(s) 

for NOA 

publication 

approval 

TBD.

Montana TBD no outstanding issues. WO410 BP (10-21-16)

https://docs.google.com/document/d

/1lgQ5v2u_i6UQIliI6A8fFG9VO8lQyI0

7Dcx7zN3O1OQ/edit

Carlsbad DRMP

Directors Brief

Directors 

Brief 

New Mexico follow up from Directors Brief. Met with NMSO, WO210, 

WO410 on Oct 4 to discuss lands with wilderness 

characteristics issues. Thanks again for meeting to discuss 

the Carlsbad briefing.  As follow up, Chad will work with 

Sally and Melanie on updating the briefing information 

related to lands with wilderness characteristics, including

specifying acreage that the office will be protecting,

maintaining, and not protecting; providing more detailed

rationale for these decisions; clarifying that the entire FO

was inventoried; and updating the maps to make acreage

protected/maintained/not protected more clear.

Information related to WSR suitability will also be included

either verbally or in the powerpoint presentation. New

Mexico to provide information mid-December for WO410

review.

How lands with wilderness 

charactistics that will not be 

protected be managed and 

rationale for not protecting. 

WO410 Briefing Paper (08-25-16):

https://docs.google.com/document/d

/1YHM7rkwjTS-

XfdaZ0HiPl3cdtysahLhTSufnghV_kkI/e

dit

Gateway West 

approved RMP- 

A and ROD

Directors

Brief

Idaho

19-Dec-16

Updated provided for week ending  12/09/16 (lines 24-27)

Rio Puerco 

PRMP/FEIS AD Brief New Mexico TBD no outstanding issues. 

WO410 BP (10-13-16):

https://docs.google.com/document/d

/1RC519MFIADVwHJpftPHghv8Ei_nQ

worIgq3VKn8Ty78/edit

Lewiston 

DRMP/DEIS 

Briefing(s) 

for NOA 

publication 

approval 

TBD.

Montana TBD no outstanding issues. WO410 BP (10-21-16)

https://docs.google.com/document/d

/1lgQ5v2u_i6UQIliI6A8fFG9VO8lQyI0

7Dcx7zN3O1OQ/edit

Carlsbad DRMP

Directors Brief

Directors 

Brief 

New Mexico follow up from Directors Brief. Met with NMSO, WO210,

WO410 on Oct 4 to discuss lands with wilderness

characteristics issues. Thanks again for meeting to discuss

the Carlsbad briefing.  As follow up, Chad will work with

Sally and Melanie on updating the briefing information

related to lands with wilderness characteristics, including

specifying acreage that the office will be protecting,

maintaining, and not protecting; providing more detailed

rationale for these decisions; clarifying that the entire FO

was inventoried; and updating the maps to make acreage

protected/maintained/not protected more clear.

Information related to WSR suitability will also be included

either verbally or in the powerpoint presentation. New

Mexico to provide information in January for WO410

review.

How lands with wilderness

charactistics that will not be

protected be managed and

rationale for not protecting.

WO410 Briefing Paper (08-25-16):

https://docs.google.com/document/d

/1YHM7rkwjTS-

XfdaZ0HiPl3cdtysahLhTSufnghV_kkI/e

dit

Gateway West 

approved RMP- 

A and ROD

Directors

Brief

Idaho

19-Dec-16

Update provided for week ending 12-16-16 (lines 29-32)

Rio Puerco 

PRMP/FEIS AD Brief New Mexico TBD no outstanding issues. 

WO410 BP (10-13-16):

https://docs.google.com/document/d

/1RC519MFIADVwHJpftPHghv8Ei_nQ

worIgq3VKn8Ty78/edit

Lewiston 

DRMP/DEIS 

Briefing(s) 

for NOA 

publication 

approval 

TBD.

Montana TBD no outstanding issues. WO410 BP (10-21-16)

https://docs.google.com/document/d

/1lgQ5v2u_i6UQIliI6A8fFG9VO8lQyI0

7Dcx7zN3O1OQ/edit

Carlsbad DRMP

Directors Brief

Directors 

Brief 

New Mexico follow up from Directors Brief. Met with NMSO, WO210,

WO410 on Oct 4 to discuss lands with wilderness

characteristics issues. Thanks again for meeting to discuss

the Carlsbad briefing.  As follow up, Chad will work with

Sally and Melanie on updating the briefing information

related to lands with wilderness characteristics, including

specifying acreage that the office will be protecting,

maintaining, and not protecting; providing more detailed

rationale for these decisions; clarifying that the entire FO

was inventoried; and updating the maps to make acreage

protected/maintained/not protected more clear.

Information related to WSR suitability will also be included

either verbally or in the powerpoint presentation. New

Mexico to provide information in January for WO410

review.

How lands with wilderness

charactistics that will not be

protected be managed and

rationale for not protecting.

WO410 Briefing Paper (08-25-16):

https://docs.google.com/document/d

/1YHM7rkwjTS-

XfdaZ0HiPl3cdtysahLhTSufnghV_kkI/e

dit

Gateway West 

approved RMP- 

A and ROD

Directors

Brief

Idaho

19-Dec-16

Update provided for week ending 12-30-16 (lines 34-37)

Rio Puerco 

PRMP/FEIS AD Brief New Mexico TBD no outstanding issues. 

WO410 BP (10-13-16):

https://docs.google.com/document/d

/1RC519MFIADVwHJpftPHghv8Ei_nQ

worIgq3VKn8Ty78/edit

Lewiston 

DRMP/DEIS 

Briefing(s) 

for NOA 

publication 

approval 

TBD.

Montana TBD no outstanding issues. WO410 BP (10-21-16)

https://docs.google.com/document/d

/1lgQ5v2u_i6UQIliI6A8fFG9VO8lQyI0

7Dcx7zN3O1OQ/edit

Carlsbad DRMP Directors 

Brief 

New Mexico follow up from Directors Brief. Met with NMSO, WO210,

WO410 on Oct 4 to discuss lands with wilderness

characteristics issues. Thanks again for meeting to discuss

the Carlsbad briefing.  As follow up, Chad will work with

Sally and Melanie on updating the briefing information

related to lands with wilderness characteristics, including

specifying acreage that the office will be protecting,

maintaining, and not protecting; providing more detailed

rationale for these decisions; clarifying that the entire FO

was inventoried; and updating the maps to make acreage

protected/maintained/not protected more clear.

Information related to WSR suitability will also be included

either verbally or in the powerpoint presentation. New

Mexico to provide information in January for WO410

review.

How lands with wilderness

charactistics that will not be

protected be managed and

rationale for not protecting.

WO410 Briefing Paper (08-25-16):

https://docs.google.com/document/d

/1YHM7rkwjTS-

XfdaZ0HiPl3cdtysahLhTSufnghV_kkI/e

dit

GSENM admin

DRMP-A/DEIS

WO review 

kick-off

briefing

Utah

1/31/2017. Call 1-866-712-4255. PC 3814407.

Cedar City

admin DRMP-

A/DEIS

WO review 

kick-off

briefing

Utah

kick-off briefing scheduled for January 18. Call 1-

866-712-4255 PC 3814407
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44

45 

46 

47

48

49 

50 
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52 

53 
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56 
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59 

60 
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A B C D E F G H I J

Southeastern

States

PRMP/FEIS

Director's

Brief

Eastern

States
TBD.  No issues. WO410 worked

with Eastern States and

WO210 on updated

language explaining how the

ACEC overlap will

complement the ONA.

WO410 provided feedback

on updating Notice

documents.

At the Director's Briefing,

BLMES will speak to the

rationale for this overlap,

and will be prepared to

discuss the other options in

the event that the Director

raises questions about it.

Update provided for week ending 01-06-17 (lines 39-44)

Rio Puerco 

PRMP/FEIS AD Brief New Mexico TBD no outstanding issues. 

WO410 BP (10-13-16):

https://docs.google.com/document/d

/1RC519MFIADVwHJpftPHghv8Ei_nQ

worIgq3VKn8Ty78/edit

Lewiston 

DRMP/DEIS 

Briefing(s) 

for NOA 

publication 

approval 

TBD.

Montana TBD no outstanding issues. WO410 BP (10-21-16)

https://docs.google.com/document/d

/1lgQ5v2u_i6UQIliI6A8fFG9VO8lQyI0

7Dcx7zN3O1OQ/edit

Carlsbad DRMP Directors 

Brief 

New Mexico follow up from Directors Brief. Met with NMSO, WO210,

WO410 on Oct 4 to discuss lands with wilderness

characteristics issues. Thanks again for meeting to discuss

the Carlsbad briefing.  As follow up, Chad will work with

Sally and Melanie on updating the briefing information

related to lands with wilderness characteristics, including

specifying acreage that the office will be protecting,

maintaining, and not protecting; providing more detailed

rationale for these decisions; clarifying that the entire FO

was inventoried; and updating the maps to make acreage

protected/maintained/not protected more clear.

Information related to WSR suitability will also be included

either verbally or in the powerpoint presentation. New

Mexico to provide information in January for WO410

review.

How lands with wilderness

charactistics that will not be

protected be managed and

rationale for not protecting.

WO410 Briefing Paper (08-25-16):

https://docs.google.com/document/d

/1YHM7rkwjTS-

XfdaZ0HiPl3cdtysahLhTSufnghV_kkI/e

dit

GSENM admin

DRMP-A/DEIS

WO review 

kick-off

briefing

Utah

1/31/2017. Call 1-866-712-4255. PC 3814407.

Cedar City

admin DRMP-

A/DEIS

WO review 

kick-off

briefing

Utah

kick-off briefing scheduled for January 18. Call 1-

866-712-4255 PC 3814407

Southeastern

States

PRMP/FEIS

Director's

Brief

Eastern

States
January 18, 2017.

No issues. WO410 worked

with Eastern States and

WO210 on updated

language explaining how the

ACEC overlap will

complement the ONA.

WO410 provided feedback

on updating Notice

documents.

At the Director's Briefing,

BLMES will speak to the

rationale for this overlap,

and will be prepared to

discuss the other options in

the event that the Director

raises questions about it.

Rio Puerco 

PRMP/FEIS AD Brief New Mexico TBD no outstanding issues. 

WO410 BP (10-13-16):

https://docs.google.com/document/d

/1RC519MFIADVwHJpftPHghv8Ei_nQ

worIgq3VKn8Ty78/edit

Lewiston 

DRMP/DEIS 

Briefing(s) 

for NOA 

publication 

approval 

TBD.

Montana TBD no outstanding issues. WO410 BP (10-21-16)

https://docs.google.com/document/d

/1lgQ5v2u_i6UQIliI6A8fFG9VO8lQyI0

7Dcx7zN3O1OQ/edit

Carlsbad DRMP Directors 

Brief 

New Mexico follow up from Directors Brief. Met with NMSO, WO210,

WO410 on Oct 4 to discuss lands with wilderness

characteristics issues. Thanks again for meeting to discuss

the Carlsbad briefing.  As follow up, Chad will work with

Sally and Melanie on updating the briefing information

related to lands with wilderness characteristics, including

specifying acreage that the office will be protecting,

maintaining, and not protecting; providing more detailed

rationale for these decisions; clarifying that the entire FO

was inventoried; and updating the maps to make acreage

protected/maintained/not protected more clear.

Information related to WSR suitability will also be included

either verbally or in the powerpoint presentation. New

Mexico to provide information in January for WO410

review. Checked with NM on 01-20-17 re: status.

How lands with wilderness

charactistics that will not be

protected be managed and

rationale for not protecting.

WO410 Briefing Paper (08-25-16):

https://docs.google.com/document/d

/1YHM7rkwjTS-

XfdaZ0HiPl3cdtysahLhTSufnghV_kkI/e

dit

GSENM admin

DRMP-A/DEIS

WO review 

kick-off

briefing

Utah

1/31/2017. Call 1-866-712-4255. PC 3814407.

Cedar City

admin DRMP-

A/DEIS

WO review 

kick-off

briefing

Utah

kick-off briefing held January 18.

WSR, NSHT, lands with

wilderness characteristics

Southeastern

States

PRMP/FEIS

Director's

Brief

Eastern

States
briefing held January 18, 2017.

No issues. WO410 worked

with Eastern States and

WO210 on updated

language explaining how the

ACEC overlap will

complement the ONA.

WO410 provided feedback

on updating Notice

documents.

At the Director's Briefing,

BLMES will speak to the

rationale for this overlap,

and will be prepared to

discuss the other options in

the event that the Director

raises questions about it.

Update provided for week ending January 20, 2017 (lines 53-58).

Rio Puerco 

PRMP/FEIS AD Brief New Mexico TBD no outstanding issues. 

WO410 BP (10-13-16):

https://docs.google.com/document/d

/1RC519MFIADVwHJpftPHghv8Ei_nQ

worIgq3VKn8Ty78/edit

Lewiston 

DRMP/DEIS 

Briefing(s) 

for NOA 

publication

approval 

TBD.

Montana 

Staff pre-brief tentatively scheduled for 02-21-17.

no outstanding issues. WO410 BP (10-21-16)

https://docs.google.com/document/d

/1lgQ5v2u_i6UQIliI6A8fFG9VO8lQyI0

7Dcx7zN3O1OQ/edit

Update provided for week ending 01-13-17 (lines 46- 51)
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A B C D E F G H I J

Carlsbad DRMP Directors 

Brief 

New Mexico follow up from Directors Brief. Met with NMSO, WO210,

WO410 on Oct 4 to discuss lands with wilderness

characteristics issues. Thanks again for meeting to discuss

the Carlsbad briefing.  As follow up, Chad will work with

Sally and Melanie on updating the briefing information

related to lands with wilderness characteristics, including

specifying acreage that the office will be protecting,

maintaining, and not protecting; providing more detailed

rationale for these decisions; clarifying that the entire FO

was inventoried; and updating the maps to make acreage

protected/maintained/not protected more clear.

Information related to WSR suitability will also be included

either verbally or in the powerpoint presentation. New

Mexico to provide information in January for WO410

review. Checked with NM on 01-20-17 re: status.

How lands with wilderness

charactistics that will not be

protected be managed and

rationale for not protecting.

WO410 Briefing Paper (08-25-16):

https://docs.google.com/document/d

/1YHM7rkwjTS-

XfdaZ0HiPl3cdtysahLhTSufnghV_kkI/e

dit

GSENM admin

DRMP-A/DEIS

WO review 

kick-off

briefing

Utah

1/31/2017. Call 1-866-712-4255. PC 3814407.

Update provided for week ending 01-27-17 (lines 60-63)

Rio Puerco 

PRMP/FEIS AD Brief New Mexico TBD no outstanding issues. 

WO410 BP (10-13-16):

https://docs.google.com/document/d

/1RC519MFIADVwHJpftPHghv8Ei_nQ

worIgq3VKn8Ty78/edit

Lewiston 

DRMP/DEIS 

Briefing(s) 

for NOA 

publication

approval 

TBD.

Montana 

Staff pre-brief tentatively scheduled for 02-21-17.

no outstanding issues. WO410 BP (10-21-16)

https://docs.google.com/document/d

/1lgQ5v2u_i6UQIliI6A8fFG9VO8lQyI0

7Dcx7zN3O1OQ/edit

Carlsbad DRMP Directors 

Brief 

New Mexico follow up from Directors Brief. Met with NMSO, WO210,

WO410 on Oct 4 to discuss lands with wilderness

characteristics issues. Thanks again for meeting to discuss

the Carlsbad briefing.  As follow up, Chad will work with

Sally and Melanie on updating the briefing information

related to lands with wilderness characteristics, including

specifying acreage that the office will be protecting,

maintaining, and not protecting; providing more detailed

rationale for these decisions; clarifying that the entire FO

was inventoried; and updating the maps to make acreage

protected/maintained/not protected more clear.

Information related to WSR suitability will also be included

either verbally or in the powerpoint presentation. New

Mexico to provide information in January for WO410

review. Checked with NM on 01-20-17 re: status.

New Mexico provided updated

rationale for WSR to WO410 for

review on 02-03-17.

WO410 Briefing Paper (08-25-16):

https://docs.google.com/document/d

/1YHM7rkwjTS-

XfdaZ0HiPl3cdtysahLhTSufnghV_kkI/e

dit

Update provided for week ending 02-03-17 (lines 65-67)

Rio Puerco

PRMP/FEIS AD Brief New Mexico TBD no outstanding issues.

WO410 BP (10-13-16):

https://docs.google.com/document/d

/1RC519MFIADVwHJpftPHghv8Ei_nQ

worIgq3VKn8Ty78/edit

Lewiston 

DRMP/DEIS 

Briefing(s) 

for NOA

publication

approval

TBD.

Montana

Staff pre-brief tentatively scheduled for 02-21-17.

Wilderness program is working

with the MTSO to address WSA

release policy issues with regard to

two WSA’s.

WO410 BP (10-21-16)

https://docs.google.com/document/d

/1lgQ5v2u_i6UQIliI6A8fFG9VO8lQyI0

7Dcx7zN3O1OQ/edit

Carlsbad DRMP Directors 

Brief 

New Mexico follow up from Directors Brief. Met with NMSO, WO210,

WO410 on Oct 4 to discuss lands with wilderness

characteristics issues. Thanks again for meeting to discuss

the Carlsbad briefing.  As follow up, Chad will work with

Sally and Melanie on updating the briefing information

related to lands with wilderness characteristics, including

specifying acreage that the office will be protecting,

maintaining, and not protecting; providing more detailed

rationale for these decisions; clarifying that the entire FO

was inventoried; and updating the maps to make acreage

protected/maintained/not protected more clear.

Information related to WSR suitability will also be included

either verbally or in the powerpoint presentation. New

Mexico to provide information in January for WO410

review. Checked with NM on 01-20-17 re: status.

New Mexico provided updated

rationale for WSR to WO410 for

review on 02-03-17.

WO410 Briefing Paper (08-25-16):

https://docs.google.com/document/d

/1YHM7rkwjTS-

XfdaZ0HiPl3cdtysahLhTSufnghV_kkI/e

dit

Update provided for week ending 02-10-17 (lines 69-71)

Rio Puerco 

PRMP/FEIS AD Brief New Mexico TBD no outstanding issues. 

WO410 BP (10-13-16):

https://docs.google.com/document/d

/1RC519MFIADVwHJpftPHghv8Ei_nQ

worIgq3VKn8Ty78/edit

Lewiston 

DRMP/DEIS 

Briefing(s) 

for NOA 

publication

approval 

TBD.

Montana 

Staff pre-brief tentatively scheduled for 02-21-17.

no outstanding issues. WO410 BP (10-21-16)

https://docs.google.com/document/d

/1lgQ5v2u_i6UQIliI6A8fFG9VO8lQyI0

7Dcx7zN3O1OQ/edit

Carlsbad DRMP Directors 

Brief 

New Mexico Transition team briefing held on February 16 New Mexico provided updated 

rationale for WSR to WO410 for 

review on 02-03-17. 

WO410 Briefing Paper (08-25-16):

https://docs.google.com/document/d

/1YHM7rkwjTS-

XfdaZ0HiPl3cdtysahLhTSufnghV_kkI/e

dit

Update provided for week ending 02-17-17 (lines 73-75)

Rio Puerco 

PRMP/FEIS AD Brief New Mexico TBD no outstanding issues. 

WO410 BP (10-13-16):

https://docs.google.com/document/d

/1RC519MFIADVwHJpftPHghv8Ei_nQ

worIgq3VKn8Ty78/edit

Lewiston 

DRMP/DEIS 

Briefing(s) 

for NOA 

publication

approval 

TBD.

Montana 

AD brief anticipated by mid-March.

no outstanding issues. WO410 BP (10-21-16)

https://docs.google.com/document/d

/1lgQ5v2u_i6UQIliI6A8fFG9VO8lQyI0

7Dcx7zN3O1OQ/edit

Carlsbad DRMP Directors 

Brief 

New Mexico Transition team briefing held on February 16 New Mexico provided updated 

rationale for WSR to WO410 for 

review on 02-03-17. 

WO410 Briefing Paper (08-25-16):

https://docs.google.com/document/d

/1YHM7rkwjTS-

XfdaZ0HiPl3cdtysahLhTSufnghV_kkI/e

dit

Update provided for week ending 02-24-17 (lines 77-79)
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D44Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

01-09-17. Achet, Shiva

9:25 AM (4 minutes ago)

to me, Ryan, Anne

Hi Britta,

Thanks and hope the same to you too!

AD briefing was held on December 30th and Chris attended it from 400 and it was agreed to go ahead with Director's briefing and some suggestion were provided for fine-tuning the presentation. Director's briefing request has been submitted but not yet scheduled.

All the best,

Shiva

__________________

Shiva H Achet, PhD

Planning and Environmental Analyst

BLM WO 200 |Division of Decision Support, Planning & NEPA

20 M Street, S.E.| Washington, DC 20003|

https://twitter.com/achets

On Mon, Jan 9, 2017 at 10:58 AM, Nelson, Britta <bknelson@blm.gov> wrote:

Hi Ryan, Shiva, and Annie - I hope your weeks are off to a great start! Thank you for adding WO400 to the routing for the Southeastern States notice in DTS. I am updating WO410 tracking records and wanted to check in on where are we with briefings on the plan. Have the AD and Director's briefs been held? If

Thanks!

Britta Nelson, M.P.A., Program Analyst

National Conservation Lands (WO-410)

Bureau of Land Management

303.236.0539

D51Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

01-09-17. Achet, Shiva

9:25 AM (4 minutes ago)

to me, Ryan, Anne

Hi Britta,

Thanks and hope the same to you too!

AD briefing was held on December 30th and Chris attended it from 400 and it was agreed to go ahead with Director's briefing and some suggestion were provided for fine-tuning the presentation. Director's briefing request has been submitted but not yet scheduled.

All the best,

Shiva

__________________

Shiva H Achet, PhD

Planning and Environmental Analyst

BLM WO 200 |Division of Decision Support, Planning & NEPA

20 M Street, S.E.| Washington, DC 20003|

https://twitter.com/achets

On Mon, Jan 9, 2017 at 10:58 AM, Nelson, Britta <bknelson@blm.gov> wrote:

Hi Ryan, Shiva, and Annie - I hope your weeks are off to a great start! Thank you for adding WO400 to the routing for the Southeastern States notice in DTS. I am updating WO410 tracking records and wanted to check in on where are we with briefings on the plan. Have the AD and Director's briefs been held? If

Thanks!

Britta Nelson, M.P.A., Program Analyst

National Conservation Lands (WO-410)

Bureau of Land Management

303.236.0539

D55Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

01-20-17. Young, Richard

1:43 PM (2 hours ago)

to Tye, me, Sally, Molly, Christopher

Hi Britta,

In mid-December we briefed State Director Amy Lueders on the WO response and we are making a few adjustments to the memo response.  We are also close to completing the GHG end user estimate.

The holidays have slowed us down a bit but submitting this response to your office promptly remains high on the priority list.

Thanks again for keeping this on your radar.

Happy New Year!

Chad

On Fri, Jan 20, 2017 at 1:09 PM, Nelson, Britta <bknelson@blm.gov> wrote:

Hi Chad and Molly, I hope January is off to a great start for you both! I wanted to check in to see if there is an update on the Carlsbad information you have been working on.

Please let me know if you would like to discuss. Thanks! Britta

Britta Nelson, M.P.A., Program Analyst

National Conservation Lands (WO-410)

Bureau of Land Management

303.236.0539

On Fri, Nov 18, 2016 at 12:19 PM, Young, Richard <ryoung@blm.gov> wrote:

Hi Britta,

No bother at all on asking about the status of our response.   I appreciate you keeping it on your radar.

We have decided to go ahead and include the end user greenhouse gas emission (GHG) estimate into the RMP and this effort is taking some time due to the complexity involved in generating current and forecast oil/gas production in our field office.  We are close to having the production estimate sent to ot

With the upcoming holidays it may be a few weeks before we are able to have this done.

If you have any other questions I would be glad to answer them.

Thanks,

Chad
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On Sun, Nov 13, 2016 at 7:27 AM, Nelson, Britta <bknelson@blm.gov> wrote:

Hi Chad, sorry to keep bugging you since I know you are following up on this but I was wondering if there is an update on the Carlsbad information. Thanks!

Britta Nelson

Program Analyst

National Conservation Lands (WO-410)

Bureau of Land Management

303.236.0539

On Mon, Oct 31, 2016 at 12:43 PM, Young, Richard <ryoung@blm.gov> wrote:

Correction:  We are anticipating having response ready to send back to your office by November 7, not December.  My apologies for the confusion.

Chad

On Mon, Oct 31, 2016 at 9:19 AM, Young, Richard <ryoung@blm.gov> wrote:

Hi Britta,

We are getting close to having our responses ready to send back to the WO.  We are meeting today to further discuss the greenhouse gas end user analysis.  We are anticipating having responses ready to send back to your office by December 7.

Thanks for keeping this on your radar.

Chad

On Mon, Oct 31, 2016 at 9:01 AM, Nelson, Britta <bknelson@blm.gov> wrote:

Hi Chad, just a quick check to see if there is an update on the Carlsbad information.

Thanks!  Britta

Britta Nelson

Program Analyst

National Conservation Lands (WO-410)

Bureau of Land Management

303.236.0539

On Fri, Oct 21, 2016 at 1:13 PM, Nelson, Britta <bknelson@blm.gov> wrote:

Hi Chad, thanks for the update. We appreciate your efforts especially with so much going on. Please let me know if anything changes on timeframes so I can let folks know on our end.

We look forward to working with you to close this out. Thanks! Britta

Britta Nelson

Program Analyst

National Conservation Lands (WO-410)

Bureau of Land Management

303.236.0539

On Fri, Oct 21, 2016 at 11:08 AM, Young, Richard <ryoung@blm.gov> wrote:

Hi Britta,

We are still working on providing a thorough response.  Some of this requires GIS analyses.  Annual leave and attending meetings with cooperating agencies has slowed us down but we are getting close to having a response to several of the questions raised during the 9/27 briefing sent to your office.  We are hoping

Thanks for your patience and I look forward to hearing your office's thoughts once we provide these responses.

Chad

D58Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

01-09-17. Achet, Shiva

9:25 AM (4 minutes ago)

to me, Ryan, Anne

Hi Britta,

Thanks and hope the same to you too!

AD briefing was held on December 30th and Chris attended it from 400 and it was agreed to go ahead with Director's briefing and some suggestion were provided for fine-tuning the presentation. Director's briefing request has been submitted but not yet scheduled.

All the best,

Shiva

__________________

Shiva H Achet, PhD

Planning and Environmental Analyst

BLM WO 200 |Division of Decision Support, Planning & NEPA

20 M Street, S.E.| Washington, DC 20003|

https://twitter.com/achets

On Mon, Jan 9, 2017 at 10:58 AM, Nelson, Britta <bknelson@blm.gov> wrote:

Hi Ryan, Shiva, and Annie - I hope your weeks are off to a great start! Thank you for adding WO400 to the routing for the Southeastern States notice in DTS. I am updating WO410 tracking records and wanted to check in on where are we with briefings on the plan. Have the AD and Director's briefs been held? If

Thanks!

Britta Nelson, M.P.A., Program Analyst

National Conservation Lands (WO-410)

Bureau of Land Management

303.236.0539

D62Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

01-20-17. Young, Richard

1:43 PM (2 hours ago)

to Tye, me, Sally, Molly, Christopher

Hi Britta,

In mid-December we briefed State Director Amy Lueders on the WO response and we are making a few adjustments to the memo response.  We are also close to completing the GHG end user estimate.

The holidays have slowed us down a bit but submitting this response to your office promptly remains high on the priority list.

Thanks again for keeping this on your radar.

Happy New Year!

Chad

On Fri, Jan 20, 2017 at 1:09 PM, Nelson, Britta <bknelson@blm.gov> wrote:

Hi Chad and Molly, I hope January is off to a great start for you both! I wanted to check in to see if there is an update on the Carlsbad information you have been working on.
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Please let me know if you would like to discuss. Thanks! Britta

Britta Nelson, M.P.A., Program Analyst

National Conservation Lands (WO-410)

Bureau of Land Management

303.236.0539

On Fri, Nov 18, 2016 at 12:19 PM, Young, Richard <ryoung@blm.gov> wrote:

Hi Britta,

No bother at all on asking about the status of our response.   I appreciate you keeping it on your radar.

We have decided to go ahead and include the end user greenhouse gas emission (GHG) estimate into the RMP and this effort is taking some time due to the complexity involved in generating current and forecast oil/gas production in our field office.  We are close to having the production estimate sent to ot

With the upcoming holidays it may be a few weeks before we are able to have this done.

If you have any other questions I would be glad to answer them.

Thanks,

Chad

On Sun, Nov 13, 2016 at 7:27 AM, Nelson, Britta <bknelson@blm.gov> wrote:

Hi Chad, sorry to keep bugging you since I know you are following up on this but I was wondering if there is an update on the Carlsbad information. Thanks!

Britta Nelson

Program Analyst

National Conservation Lands (WO-410)

Bureau of Land Management

303.236.0539

On Mon, Oct 31, 2016 at 12:43 PM, Young, Richard <ryoung@blm.gov> wrote:

Correction:  We are anticipating having response ready to send back to your office by November 7, not December.  My apologies for the confusion.

Chad

On Mon, Oct 31, 2016 at 9:19 AM, Young, Richard <ryoung@blm.gov> wrote:

Hi Britta,

We are getting close to having our responses ready to send back to the WO.  We are meeting today to further discuss the greenhouse gas end user analysis.  We are anticipating having responses ready to send back to your office by December 7.

Thanks for keeping this on your radar.

Chad

On Mon, Oct 31, 2016 at 9:01 AM, Nelson, Britta <bknelson@blm.gov> wrote:

Hi Chad, just a quick check to see if there is an update on the Carlsbad information.

Thanks!  Britta

Britta Nelson

Program Analyst

National Conservation Lands (WO-410)

Bureau of Land Management

303.236.0539

On Fri, Oct 21, 2016 at 1:13 PM, Nelson, Britta <bknelson@blm.gov> wrote:

Hi Chad, thanks for the update. We appreciate your efforts especially with so much going on. Please let me know if anything changes on timeframes so I can let folks know on our end.

We look forward to working with you to close this out. Thanks! Britta

Britta Nelson

Program Analyst

National Conservation Lands (WO-410)

Bureau of Land Management

303.236.0539

On Fri, Oct 21, 2016 at 11:08 AM, Young, Richard <ryoung@blm.gov> wrote:

Hi Britta,

We are still working on providing a thorough response.  Some of this requires GIS analyses.  Annual leave and attending meetings with cooperating agencies has slowed us down but we are getting close to having a response to several of the questions raised during the 9/27 briefing sent to your office.  We are hoping

Thanks for your patience and I look forward to hearing your office's thoughts once we provide these responses.

Chad

D67Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

01-20-17. Young, Richard

1:43 PM (2 hours ago)

to Tye, me, Sally, Molly, Christopher

Hi Britta,

In mid-December we briefed State Director Amy Lueders on the WO response and we are making a few adjustments to the memo response.  We are also close to completing the GHG end user estimate.

The holidays have slowed us down a bit but submitting this response to your office promptly remains high on the priority list.

Thanks again for keeping this on your radar.

Happy New Year!

Chad

On Fri, Jan 20, 2017 at 1:09 PM, Nelson, Britta <bknelson@blm.gov> wrote:

Hi Chad and Molly, I hope January is off to a great start for you both! I wanted to check in to see if there is an update on the Carlsbad information you have been working on.

Please let me know if you would like to discuss. Thanks! Britta

Britta Nelson, M.P.A., Program Analyst

National Conservation Lands (WO-410)

Bureau of Land Management

303.236.0539

On Fri, Nov 18, 2016 at 12:19 PM, Young, Richard <ryoung@blm.gov> wrote:

Hi Britta,

No bother at all on asking about the status of our response.   I appreciate you keeping it on your radar.

We have decided to go ahead and include the end user greenhouse gas emission (GHG) estimate into the RMP and this effort is taking some time due to the complexity involved in generating current and forecast oil/gas production in our field office.  We are close to having the production estimate sent to ot
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With the upcoming holidays it may be a few weeks before we are able to have this done.

If you have any other questions I would be glad to answer them.

Thanks,

Chad

On Sun, Nov 13, 2016 at 7:27 AM, Nelson, Britta <bknelson@blm.gov> wrote:

Hi Chad, sorry to keep bugging you since I know you are following up on this but I was wondering if there is an update on the Carlsbad information. Thanks!

Britta Nelson

Program Analyst

National Conservation Lands (WO-410)

Bureau of Land Management

303.236.0539

On Mon, Oct 31, 2016 at 12:43 PM, Young, Richard <ryoung@blm.gov> wrote:

Correction:  We are anticipating having response ready to send back to your office by November 7, not December.  My apologies for the confusion.

Chad

On Mon, Oct 31, 2016 at 9:19 AM, Young, Richard <ryoung@blm.gov> wrote:

Hi Britta,

We are getting close to having our responses ready to send back to the WO.  We are meeting today to further discuss the greenhouse gas end user analysis.  We are anticipating having responses ready to send back to your office by December 7.

Thanks for keeping this on your radar.

Chad

On Mon, Oct 31, 2016 at 9:01 AM, Nelson, Britta <bknelson@blm.gov> wrote:

Hi Chad, just a quick check to see if there is an update on the Carlsbad information.

Thanks!  Britta

Britta Nelson

Program Analyst

National Conservation Lands (WO-410)

Bureau of Land Management

303.236.0539

On Fri, Oct 21, 2016 at 1:13 PM, Nelson, Britta <bknelson@blm.gov> wrote:

Hi Chad, thanks for the update. We appreciate your efforts especially with so much going on. Please let me know if anything changes on timeframes so I can let folks know on our end.

We look forward to working with you to close this out. Thanks! Britta

Britta Nelson

Program Analyst

National Conservation Lands (WO-410)

Bureau of Land Management

303.236.0539

On Fri, Oct 21, 2016 at 11:08 AM, Young, Richard <ryoung@blm.gov> wrote:

Hi Britta,

We are still working on providing a thorough response.  Some of this requires GIS analyses.  Annual leave and attending meetings with cooperating agencies has slowed us down but we are getting close to having a response to several of the questions raised during the 9/27 briefing sent to your office.  We are hoping

Thanks for your patience and I look forward to hearing your office's thoughts once we provide these responses.

Chad

D71Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

01-20-17. Young, Richard

1:43 PM (2 hours ago)

to Tye, me, Sally, Molly, Christopher

Hi Britta,

In mid-December we briefed State Director Amy Lueders on the WO response and we are making a few adjustments to the memo response.  We are also close to completing the GHG end user estimate.

The holidays have slowed us down a bit but submitting this response to your office promptly remains high on the priority list.

Thanks again for keeping this on your radar.

Happy New Year!

Chad

On Fri, Jan 20, 2017 at 1:09 PM, Nelson, Britta <bknelson@blm.gov> wrote:

Hi Chad and Molly, I hope January is off to a great start for you both! I wanted to check in to see if there is an update on the Carlsbad information you have been working on.

Please let me know if you would like to discuss. Thanks! Britta

Britta Nelson, M.P.A., Program Analyst

National Conservation Lands (WO-410)

Bureau of Land Management

303.236.0539

On Fri, Nov 18, 2016 at 12:19 PM, Young, Richard <ryoung@blm.gov> wrote:

Hi Britta,

No bother at all on asking about the status of our response.   I appreciate you keeping it on your radar.

We have decided to go ahead and include the end user greenhouse gas emission (GHG) estimate into the RMP and this effort is taking some time due to the complexity involved in generating current and forecast oil/gas production in our field office.  We are close to having the production estimate sent to ot

With the upcoming holidays it may be a few weeks before we are able to have this done.

If you have any other questions I would be glad to answer them.

Thanks,

Chad

On Sun, Nov 13, 2016 at 7:27 AM, Nelson, Britta <bknelson@blm.gov> wrote:

Hi Chad, sorry to keep bugging you since I know you are following up on this but I was wondering if there is an update on the Carlsbad information. Thanks!

Britta Nelson

Program Analyst

National Conservation Lands (WO-410)

Bureau of Land Management
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303.236.0539

On Mon, Oct 31, 2016 at 12:43 PM, Young, Richard <ryoung@blm.gov> wrote:

Correction:  We are anticipating having response ready to send back to your office by November 7, not December.  My apologies for the confusion.

Chad

On Mon, Oct 31, 2016 at 9:19 AM, Young, Richard <ryoung@blm.gov> wrote:

Hi Britta,

We are getting close to having our responses ready to send back to the WO.  We are meeting today to further discuss the greenhouse gas end user analysis.  We are anticipating having responses ready to send back to your office by December 7.

Thanks for keeping this on your radar.

Chad

On Mon, Oct 31, 2016 at 9:01 AM, Nelson, Britta <bknelson@blm.gov> wrote:

Hi Chad, just a quick check to see if there is an update on the Carlsbad information.

Thanks!  Britta

Britta Nelson

Program Analyst

National Conservation Lands (WO-410)

Bureau of Land Management

303.236.0539

On Fri, Oct 21, 2016 at 1:13 PM, Nelson, Britta <bknelson@blm.gov> wrote:

Hi Chad, thanks for the update. We appreciate your efforts especially with so much going on. Please let me know if anything changes on timeframes so I can let folks know on our end.

We look forward to working with you to close this out. Thanks! Britta

Britta Nelson

Program Analyst

National Conservation Lands (WO-410)

Bureau of Land Management

303.236.0539

On Fri, Oct 21, 2016 at 11:08 AM, Young, Richard <ryoung@blm.gov> wrote:

Hi Britta,

We are still working on providing a thorough response.  Some of this requires GIS analyses.  Annual leave and attending meetings with cooperating agencies has slowed us down but we are getting close to having a response to several of the questions raised during the 9/27 briefing sent to your office.  We are hoping

Thanks for your patience and I look forward to hearing your office's thoughts once we provide these responses.

Chad

D75Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

01-20-17. Young, Richard

1:43 PM (2 hours ago)

to Tye, me, Sally, Molly, Christopher

Hi Britta,

In mid-December we briefed State Director Amy Lueders on the WO response and we are making a few adjustments to the memo response.  We are also close to completing the GHG end user estimate.

The holidays have slowed us down a bit but submitting this response to your office promptly remains high on the priority list.

Thanks again for keeping this on your radar.

Happy New Year!

Chad

On Fri, Jan 20, 2017 at 1:09 PM, Nelson, Britta <bknelson@blm.gov> wrote:

Hi Chad and Molly, I hope January is off to a great start for you both! I wanted to check in to see if there is an update on the Carlsbad information you have been working on.

Please let me know if you would like to discuss. Thanks! Britta

Britta Nelson, M.P.A., Program Analyst

National Conservation Lands (WO-410)

Bureau of Land Management

303.236.0539

On Fri, Nov 18, 2016 at 12:19 PM, Young, Richard <ryoung@blm.gov> wrote:

Hi Britta,

No bother at all on asking about the status of our response.   I appreciate you keeping it on your radar.

We have decided to go ahead and include the end user greenhouse gas emission (GHG) estimate into the RMP and this effort is taking some time due to the complexity involved in generating current and forecast oil/gas production in our field office.  We are close to having the production estimate sent to ot

With the upcoming holidays it may be a few weeks before we are able to have this done.

If you have any other questions I would be glad to answer them.

Thanks,

Chad

On Sun, Nov 13, 2016 at 7:27 AM, Nelson, Britta <bknelson@blm.gov> wrote:

Hi Chad, sorry to keep bugging you since I know you are following up on this but I was wondering if there is an update on the Carlsbad information. Thanks!

Britta Nelson

Program Analyst

National Conservation Lands (WO-410)

Bureau of Land Management

303.236.0539

On Mon, Oct 31, 2016 at 12:43 PM, Young, Richard <ryoung@blm.gov> wrote:

Correction:  We are anticipating having response ready to send back to your office by November 7, not December.  My apologies for the confusion.

Chad

On Mon, Oct 31, 2016 at 9:19 AM, Young, Richard <ryoung@blm.gov> wrote:

Hi Britta,

We are getting close to having our responses ready to send back to the WO.  We are meeting today to further discuss the greenhouse gas end user analysis.  We are anticipating having responses ready to send back to your office by December 7.

Thanks for keeping this on your radar.
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Chad

On Mon, Oct 31, 2016 at 9:01 AM, Nelson, Britta <bknelson@blm.gov> wrote:

Hi Chad, just a quick check to see if there is an update on the Carlsbad information.

Thanks!  Britta

Britta Nelson

Program Analyst

National Conservation Lands (WO-410)

Bureau of Land Management

303.236.0539

On Fri, Oct 21, 2016 at 1:13 PM, Nelson, Britta <bknelson@blm.gov> wrote:

Hi Chad, thanks for the update. We appreciate your efforts especially with so much going on. Please let me know if anything changes on timeframes so I can let folks know on our end.

We look forward to working with you to close this out. Thanks! Britta

Britta Nelson

Program Analyst

National Conservation Lands (WO-410)

Bureau of Land Management

303.236.0539

On Fri, Oct 21, 2016 at 11:08 AM, Young, Richard <ryoung@blm.gov> wrote:

Hi Britta,

We are still working on providing a thorough response.  Some of this requires GIS analyses.  Annual leave and attending meetings with cooperating agencies has slowed us down but we are getting close to having a response to several of the questions raised during the 9/27 briefing sent to your office.  We are hoping

Thanks for your patience and I look forward to hearing your office's thoughts once we provide these responses.

Chad

E75Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

follow up from Directors Brief. Met with NMSO, WO210, WO410 on Oct 4 to discuss lands with wilderness characteristics issues. Thanks again for meeting to discuss the Carlsbad briefing.  As follow up, Chad will work with Sally and Melanie on updating the briefing information related to lands with wilderness characteristic

Information related to WSR suitability will also be included either verbally or in the powerpoint presentation. New Mexico to provide information in January for WO410 review. Checked with NM on 01-20-17 re: status.

D79Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

01-20-17. Young, Richard

1:43 PM (2 hours ago)

to Tye, me, Sally, Molly, Christopher

Hi Britta,

In mid-December we briefed State Director Amy Lueders on the WO response and we are making a few adjustments to the memo response.  We are also close to completing the GHG end user estimate.

The holidays have slowed us down a bit but submitting this response to your office promptly remains high on the priority list.

Thanks again for keeping this on your radar.

Happy New Year!

Chad

On Fri, Jan 20, 2017 at 1:09 PM, Nelson, Britta <bknelson@blm.gov> wrote:

Hi Chad and Molly, I hope January is off to a great start for you both! I wanted to check in to see if there is an update on the Carlsbad information you have been working on.

Please let me know if you would like to discuss. Thanks! Britta

Britta Nelson, M.P.A., Program Analyst

National Conservation Lands (WO-410)

Bureau of Land Management

303.236.0539

On Fri, Nov 18, 2016 at 12:19 PM, Young, Richard <ryoung@blm.gov> wrote:

Hi Britta,

No bother at all on asking about the status of our response.   I appreciate you keeping it on your radar.

We have decided to go ahead and include the end user greenhouse gas emission (GHG) estimate into the RMP and this effort is taking some time due to the complexity involved in generating current and forecast oil/gas production in our field office.  We are close to having the production estimate sent to ot

With the upcoming holidays it may be a few weeks before we are able to have this done.

If you have any other questions I would be glad to answer them.

Thanks,

Chad

On Sun, Nov 13, 2016 at 7:27 AM, Nelson, Britta <bknelson@blm.gov> wrote:

Hi Chad, sorry to keep bugging you since I know you are following up on this but I was wondering if there is an update on the Carlsbad information. Thanks!

Britta Nelson

Program Analyst

National Conservation Lands (WO-410)

Bureau of Land Management

303.236.0539

On Mon, Oct 31, 2016 at 12:43 PM, Young, Richard <ryoung@blm.gov> wrote:

Correction:  We are anticipating having response ready to send back to your office by November 7, not December.  My apologies for the confusion.

Chad

On Mon, Oct 31, 2016 at 9:19 AM, Young, Richard <ryoung@blm.gov> wrote:

Hi Britta,

We are getting close to having our responses ready to send back to the WO.  We are meeting today to further discuss the greenhouse gas end user analysis.  We are anticipating having responses ready to send back to your office by December 7.

Thanks for keeping this on your radar.

Chad

On Mon, Oct 31, 2016 at 9:01 AM, Nelson, Britta <bknelson@blm.gov> wrote:

Hi Chad, just a quick check to see if there is an update on the Carlsbad information.

Thanks!  Britta

Britta Nelson

Program Analyst

National Conservation Lands (WO-410)
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Bureau of Land Management

303.236.0539

On Fri, Oct 21, 2016 at 1:13 PM, Nelson, Britta <bknelson@blm.gov> wrote:

Hi Chad, thanks for the update. We appreciate your efforts especially with so much going on. Please let me know if anything changes on timeframes so I can let folks know on our end.

We look forward to working with you to close this out. Thanks! Britta

Britta Nelson

Program Analyst

National Conservation Lands (WO-410)

Bureau of Land Management

303.236.0539

On Fri, Oct 21, 2016 at 11:08 AM, Young, Richard <ryoung@blm.gov> wrote:

Hi Britta,

We are still working on providing a thorough response.  Some of this requires GIS analyses.  Annual leave and attending meetings with cooperating agencies has slowed us down but we are getting close to having a response to several of the questions raised during the 9/27 briefing sent to your office.  We are hoping

Thanks for your patience and I look forward to hearing your office's thoughts once we provide these responses.

Chad

E79Cell: 

Britta Nelson:Comment: 

follow up from Directors Brief. Met with NMSO, WO210, WO410 on Oct 4 to discuss lands with wilderness characteristics issues. Thanks again for meeting to discuss the Carlsbad briefing.  As follow up, Chad will work with Sally and Melanie on updating the briefing information related to lands with wilderness characteristic

Information related to WSR suitability will also be included either verbally or in the powerpoint presentation. New Mexico to provide information in January for WO410 review. Checked with NM on 01-20-17 re: status.
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DTS # Name

Date Rec'd by

WO410

BLM0009617 

Donation of Private Lands to the

Bureau of Land Management (BLM) for

Addition to the Sabinoso Wilderness

Area 12/29/2016

BLM0009637 

Response to SO 3342 on Tribal

Partnerships & Cooperative

Management 12/20/2016

BLM0006244 

Proposed San Joaquin Wild and Scenic

River Designation 4/14/2016

BLMR001342 Call for Nominations for GSENMAC 11/22/2016

BLMR006696 

Awaiting signatures from other

agencies - NATIONAL TRAILS SYSTEM

MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING 11/28/2016

BLM0008813 WSR 50th Anniversary MOU 11/29/2016

BLM0009609 

Write-in campaign: oppose potential

Bears Ears Monument 12/15/2016

BLM0009630 

Supports expansion of Cascade-

Siskiyou National Monument 12/20/2016

BLM0009617 

Donation of Private Lands to the

Bureau of Land Management (BLM) for

Addition to the Sabinoso Wilderness

Area 12/29/2016

BLM0009667 Bears Ears 12/30/2016

BLM0009669 Bears Ears 12/30/2016

BLM0009670 Bears Ears and Gold Butte 12/30/2016

BLM0009671 Bears Ears 12/30/2016

BLM0009672 California Costal National Monument 12/30/2016

BLM0009674 Bears Ears 12/30/2016

BLM0009679 Bears Ears 12/30/2016

BLM0009682 Bears Ears 12/30/2016

BLM0009683 

Gold Butte National Monument

proposal 12/30/2016

BLM0009709 

FY 2017 National Monument &

National Conservation Area Program

Manager's Reports IM 1/5/2017

BLM0009814 

2017 Interagency National Wilderness

Leadership Training 1/26/2017

BLM0009796 Bears Ears National Monument 1/25/2017

BLM0009783 Bears Ears - thank you 1/23/2017
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RMPS AND PROJECTS WITH ISSUES TO ELEVATE/DIRECTORS PRIORITIES

 DTS# 1449. NOA of FEIS and Notice of Decision for Proposed Land Exchange between the BLM and Agua Caliente

Band of Cahuilla Indians. California.  

o No issues. Surname recommended to WO410 on 02-23-17.

o BLM to exchange four parcels of public land totaling 2,560 acres for three parcels of tribal land totaling 1,471.24

acres. All lands are within the Santa Rosa and San Jacinto Mountains National Monument.

o Exchange consolidates lands, enhances public recreation opportunities, and facilitates more efficient land

management.

 DTS# 1401. NOA of the Boardman to Hemingway ROD. Oregon.

o NOA has not reached WO400. NOA not routed at Division level.

o WO410 provided updated language for NSHT for the ROD to the Project Manager and WO210 (Jan 12, 2017).

 

 Bering Sea-Western Interior preliminary range of alternatives. Alaska.

o WO410 submitted comments to WO210 for the wilderness, WSR, and NSHT programs (Nov. 2016).

o Update: 1) follow-up meeting scheduled with Alaska for March 1 for lands with wilderness characteristics. 2) a

meeting is scheduled with Alaska for February 27 to discuss the Iditarod NHT and what interests and options

there are, if any, as to BLM managing or regulating a ROW reservation for the Iditarod for the five

townships/two Tentative Approvals that currently do not include a reservation.

o Issues:

Wilderness Program. Update: Elevation paper submitted to AD for discussion w/SD.  An alternative protecting

all or most of the lands with wilderness characteristics is not included in the range of alternatives. The

"maximum protection" alternative only protects 2.5% of the planning area (which, minus a few tiny parcels, all

contains wilderness characteristics).

Wild and Scenic Rivers. Update: Alaska Recreation Lead, Tom Bickauskas, will follow up with Cathi Bailey.

1)  Did not use the required range of alternatives for suitable WSRs (per manual 6400).

2)  All of the action alternatives have the 22 eligible rivers as not suitable. Yet Goal #1 is to effectively

manage the ORVs identified during the eligibility inventory.

3)  Mitigation standard allows net loss to their designated Wild and Scenic River (Unalakleet).

National Trails. Update: Iditarod NHT Manager (Kevin Keeler) and State NLCS Lead (Tom Bickauskas) spoke

with Deb Salt on 02/22/17 and hope to complete the comment response by 02/24/17. 

1) Iditarod NHT is not addressed in coal leasing decisions. Per 43 CFR 3400.2, coal leases shall not be issued

on Federal Lands within the National System of Trails.

2) Proposed disposal via state selection of the Rohn site, a site significant under the NTSA and NHPA.

 

 Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument administrative DRMP-A/DEIS WO Review. Utah.

o WO review of DRMP-A/DEIS from January 30 to February 17.  Comment period extended for WO410.

o Planning area a National Monument that contains wilderness characteristics, NSHT, WSR, wilderness, and WSA.

Chris McAlear

Acting Assistant Director (WO-400)

March 2017 
Monthly Hot Topic Snapshot

WO-410 RMP and EIS Review
Updated 02/27/17      

Nikki Moore

acting Assistant Director (WO-400)
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o Issues: 1) More discussion is needed in plan alternatives on WSA non-impairment and grandfathered use

requirements (40% of decision area is within WSAs). 2) Discussion of WSAs and designated Wilderness in the

analysis should be separated (currently combined). 3) Discussion and analysis of impacts to Old Spanish NHT is

needed.

 Organ Mountains-Desert Peaks National Monument RMP Prep Plan. New Mexico.

o Prep plan review from February 13 through 24.

 

 Browns Canyon National Monument RMP Prep Plan. Colorado.

o Prep plan review from February 13 through 24.

 

 Appalachian Basin RMP Prep Plan. Eastern States.

o Prep plan review from February 27 through March 10.

 

 Upper Snake, Challis, Salmon RMP Prep Plan. Idaho.

o Prep plan review from February 27 through March 10.

 

 Verde Transmission ADEIS. New Mexico.

o Issues: Potential impacts to WSR and National Trails.

▪ Proposed route crosses Rio Grande River. Eligible and suitable WSR streams in area including additional

segments of the Rio Grande WSR.     

▪ Project would cross the Camino Real de Tierra Adentro NHT and Old Spanish NHT. 

o Next milestone is review of ADEIS (TBD). Any review is to be coordinated through New Mexico as amendment

is not on WO210 priority list for WO review.

o Update: Scoping Report is being prepared. Scoping indicates opposition to project. 

● Mancos Shale RMP-A NOI, Farmington, New Mexico.

o Issues:  Unknown but WO410 is tracking because the RMP-A proposes to amend four decision types including

lands with wilderness characteristics and will analyze potential impacts from oil and gas decisions to the Old

Spanish NHT (RMP decisions for the NHT will not be made).

o As the RMP-A/EIS moves forward (alts development, impact analysis, etc.) WO410 will participate to ensure

that the National Conservation Lands units are adequately considered. 

o Update: draft alternatives will be completed this summer. Public release of the DRMP/DEIS is not anticipated

until calendar year 2018.  NMSO will coordinate with WO210 on WO review.

 

UPCOMING BRIEFINGS (NEXT 30 DAYS)

● Lewistown DRMP/DEIS. Montana.

o AD brief anticipated by mid-March.

o No issues. 202,730 acres contain wilderness characteristics. 100,410 acres (49%) would be managed to protect

wilderness characteristics. 30,000 acres would be managed to reduce impacts to wilderness characteristics

(13,000 acres of ACECs and approximately 15,000-20,000 acres where actions are in place to protect GRSG).

70,000 acres would not be protected with underlying prescriptions including open to mineral material sales,

non-energy leasables, cross-country mechanized travel, fluid minerals with minor constraints (CSU), and
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livestock; limited to designated routes yearlong; 400 acres of ERMA prescription (potentially); and mostly VRM

III.   

 

● Carlsbad Field Office DRMP/DEIS. New Mexico.

o Director’s Brief was held on 09-27-16.  Met with NMSO and WO210 to follow-up. 

o Follow up: New Mexico is updating the briefing information related to lands with wilderness characteristics,

including specifying acreage that the office will be protecting, maintaining, and not protecting; providing more

detailed rationale for these decisions; clarifying that the entire FO was inventoried; and updating the maps to

make acreage protected/maintained/not protected more clear. Information related to WSR suitability will also

be included either verbally or in the PowerPoint presentation. 

o Update: 02-03-17. Updated rationale provided by Carlsbad for WSR, under review.

o AD Brief held 08-18-16. Pre-brief held 08-09-16.

 

● Rio Puerco PRMP/FEIS. New Mexico.

o AD’s Brief TBD.

o No outstanding 410 issues. Rationale provided for lands with wilderness characteristics decisions (77%

protected, 19% impacts minimized, 4% (1,663 acres) not protected. 

▪ The 1,663 acres is separated from other wilderness characteristics acres by natural geological barriers and

has a separate access route. Area had interest from both the Wilderness Society and National Four Wheel

Drive Association. New Mexico met with both groups and reached what everyone agreed was an equitable

management approach. New Mexico received a "3 cape" award from the Wilderness Society for their

efforts.
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