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To: Christopher McAlear[cmcalear@blm.gov]; Nikki Moore[nmoore@blm.gov]; Robin
Hawks[rhawks@blm.gov]; Sally Butts[sbutts@blm.gov]; Robert Wick[rwick@blm.gov]; Timothy
Fisher[tffisher@blm.gov]; Bailey, Cathi M[c1bailey@blm.gov]; Salt, Deborah A[debsalt@blm.gov]; James
Sippel[jsippel@blm.gov]; Mara Alexander[malexander@blm.gov]; Rachel Wootton[rwootton@blm.gov];
Clayton Schmidt[cfschmidt@blm.gov]; Anne (Annie) Ebbers[aebbers@blm.gov]

From: Nelson, Britta

Sent: 2017-11-06T16:53:34-05:00

Importance: Normal

Subject: Monthly Hot Topic Snapshot report for the Week of November 6

Received: 2017-11-06T16:54:23-05:00

Monthly Hot Topic Snapshot November 6.docx

Hi Folks, the Monthly Hot Topic Snapshot report for the week of November 6
is attached. Please let me know if you have questions. Thanks.

Britta Nelson, M.P.A., Program Analyst
National Conservation Lands (W0O-410)
Bureau of Land Management
303.236.0539
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November 2017
NATIONAL Monthly Hot Topic Snapshot
CONSERVATION WO-410 RMP and EIS Review

Chris McAlear
LANDS Updated 11/06/17
P Assistant Director (W0-400)

LRMPS AND PROJECTS WITH ISSUES TO ELEVATE/DIRECTORS PRIORITIES J
e Targeted WO review of 3rd preliminary draft version of Chapter 2 Bering-Sea Western Interior RMP. Alaska.
o Update: comments on Chapter 2 were requested by W0210 by November 1.
=  The wilderness program provided feedback including recommending expanding the range of alternatives to
have a higher acreage fully protected and suggested a discussion.
=  The WSR program has been working with the Alaska S.0. WSR Lead on BSWI, reviewing the draft WSR Study
Report appendix for the RMP/EIS at the request of Alaska with issues resolved. Chapter 2 is compliant with
the manual in terms of the range of alternatives. No suitable WSRs are proposed in the draft preferred
alternative based on the "No More" conservation areas type clause in ANILCA and comments from state
agencies/governor, etc. Program comments re: management actions for the designated Unalakleet WSR
were incorporated by Alaska.
o Review requested from WSR and Wilderness programs because of significant comments on the first review of
Chapter 2.
o WSR, lands with wilderness characteristics, and NSHT in planning area.

e DTS# 1749. Riley Ridge to Natrona Pipeline Project Draft EIS NOA. Wyoming.
o NOA surnamed by WO410 on October 2. NOA package has not reached W0400.
o Update: The NOA materials indicate the Agency Preferred Alternative:

1. Crossesone inventoried unit of lands with wilderness characteristics found to contain wilderness
characteristics. Management of the unit has not been considered or analyzed through a public planning
process so the project decision could preclude future management options for the unit.

2. Would have unavoidable residual visual effects on National Historic Trails (Oregon/California/Mormon
Pioneer/Pony Express NHTs, the Sublette Cutoff of the California NHT, and the Continental Divide NST). The
materials state, per BLM guidance, impacts would be mitigated via the Programmatic Agreement developed
for the Project.

e DTS# 1722. NOI to Prepare an EIS with Minerals Segregation for the Proposed Yellow Pine Solar Project, Clark
County, Nevada.
o DTS surnamed by WO410 on September 21. NOI package has not reached W0O400.
o lIssues:
= The NOI documents state that visual impacts to the Old Spanish NHT will need to be analyzed in the
EIS. WO410 additions to the NOI documents include adding that the congressionally designated Old Spanish
NHT crosses the area and listing the Old Spanish Trail Association under “interested stakeholder groups”.
= Nevada has indicated there are lands with wilderness characteristics in the project area. WO410 asked for
the NOI BP to identify that lands with wilderness characteristics are in the project area and the EIS will
consider impacts to those values.
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Carson City PRMP/FEIS. Nevada.
o DTS#1710. NOA of the Carson City District PRMP/FEIS was surnamed by WO410 on September 28. NOA
package has not reached W0400.
o Issues: For some lands that would be protected, the NEPA does not demonstrate that the allocations adequately
protect wilderness values.
o Update: Outcomes of the pre-brief held on October 11 include: 1) Nevada will work with W0210 to update the
briefing to address how the RMP meets administration priorities; and 2) Discussion to occur between Nevada
SO, WO100, and WO400 re: lands with wilderness characteristics.
o Feedback on the updated language from Nevada (provided to WO400 on October 4):
e Replace “preserve” with “protect” regarding lands with wilderness characteristics throughout
document.
e The document (text and maps) should be updated to use the language from MS-6320:
1. Emphasizing other multiple uses as a priority over protecting wilderness characteristics;
2. Emphasizing other multiple uses while applying management restrictions (conditions of use,
mitigation measures) to reduce impacts to wilderness characteristics; and

3. Protection of wilderness characteristics as a priority over other multiple uses.
e The proposed plan protects wilderness characteristics as a priority over other multiple uses on 211,900
acres (14% of inventoried acreage). For the acres in that "protect" allocation, we recommend that
Nevada move the proposed allocation to the allocation described in #2 ("emphasizing other multiple
uses while applying management restrictions (conditions of use, mitigation measures) to reduce impacts
to wilderness characteristics"). This change would then make their stipulations (bulleted below)
consistent with MS-6320:
o VRMIII-51,700 acres (24% of proposed plan "protect” acreage)
o CSU-70,500 acres (33% of proposed plan "protect" acreage)
o ROW avoidance - 203,500 acres (96% of proposed plan "protect" acreage)
o Not recommended for withdrawal from mineral entry - 211,800 acres (99%)
o Open to fluid minerals -149,300 acres (70% of proposed plan "protect" acreage)
o Comments were provided for lands with wilderness characteristics, WSA, WSR, and NSHT on August 16.
Response to WO comment received on September 6. Programs reviewed and have no further feedback.

Mancos Shale RMP-A, Farmington, New Mexico.

o Issues: Unknown. The planning area includes lands with wilderness characteristics and the Old Spanish NHT, and
WO0410 has not reviewed the draft alternatives.

o Update: Nevada is seeking approval from the ASLM to move forward with the draft alternatives.

DTS# 1471. NOA for the Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument administrative draft MMP-A/DEIS. Utah.
o Surnamed by W0O410 on April 14. NOA package has not reached W0400.
o Issues: None at time of WO410 surname.

DTS# 1542. NOI to Amend the RMP for the Ukiah Field Office, California and Prepare an Associated Environmental
Assessment for the Berryessa Snow Mountain National Monument. California.
o Surnamed by W0O410 on May 2. NOI package has not reached W0400.
o Issues. None at time of WO410 surname.
o Update: the BLM Federal Register Notices update indicates the NOA is on hold at California’s request.
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e Lake Powell Water Project. Arizona, Utah.

o Issues: Potential hydro-power station located in and plan amendment for the GSENM.

o Update: WO410 has reached out to BLM Utah and the project manager regarding this project. This is a water
removal and transportation project including a proposed hydro-power station located on GSENM. The BLM is
working with Utah to perfect the License Application to FERC and to discuss the need for one or two plan
amendments in the Arizona Strip FO and GSENM. This would be a new license for a proposed pipeline and is a
discretionary authorization.

e Donlin Natural Gas Pipeline PFEIS. Alaska.

o Issues: Iditarod NHT is located on some State Patent lands which are proposed for the project.

o Update: The Alaska State Office review of the PFEIS ended August 25. Kevin Keeler, IDNHT Administrator,
reported at the September 28 NSHT Program Lead call that the location of the pipeline is being reconsidered in
order to reduce impacts to NHT sites. A meeting with BLM Alaska was held on February 27 to discuss State
Patent lands of concern within the Donlin project, specific to the Iditarod National Historic Trail. Although it is
not feasible to get a ROW reservation for affected townships, BLM Alaska is working to get comments into NEPA
for the project, including mitigation for impacts to the NHT.

e 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.
Next milestone is review of ADEIS (TBD).
Update: The schedule is being revised because the public scoping period was extended. Approval of the revised
project schedule is pending.

e Boardman to Hemmingway ROD. Oregon, Idaho.

o Update: The last update was provided for the Renewable Energy and Transmission dashboard on June 28, 2017
and indicates that coordination is continuing with the WO on the NOA for the ROD and incorporating
compliance discussions with the Executive Order of March 28, 2017 and Secretarial Order 3349 of March 29th,
as it relates to mitigation. It is unknown if WO410 will participate in the process.

e Environmental Assessment to Reconsider the ROD Approving Segments 8 and 9 for the Gateway West

Transmission Line Project. Idaho.

o Update: The NOI for the EA was published on August 28. The BLM is directed, through the Morley Nelson Snake
River Birds of Prey NCA Boundary Modification Act, 2017, to issue a ROW for the lands described in Sec. (b)(2) of
the Modification Act for portions of Gateway West segments 8 and 9. The Modification Act moved the lands for
this ROW from NCA status, stipulated that the mitigation framework presented in the Final Supplemental EIS will
apply to the authorized segments, and stipulated a timeframe for issuance of the ROW. It is unknown if WO410
will participate in the process.
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e WO Review of Eastern Washington DRMP/DEIS. Oregon/Washington.
o Update: This WO review has been postponed until after the Sage-Grouse review under Secretarial Order 3353
has been completed to ensure the RMP is consistent with review results.
o There are lands with wilderness characteristics, WSR, and NSHT in the planning area.

e Challis, Salmon, Upper Snake RMP Prep Plan. Idaho.
o Update: W0210 indicated on October 3 the NHT GIS/data funding has been included in the overall cost of the
RMP. The concept of doing joint WSR studies with the USFS was not included in the prep plan.
o WO0410 provided follow up comments to the responses to WO feedback (May 19), requesting data and GIS
funding needs for National Trails be identified in the prep plan and following up on a WSR comment that was
not responded to re: if USFS and BLM coordination on joint WSR studies would be considered.

e Appalachian Basin RMP Prep Plan. Eastern States.
o Issues: W0O410 has not received the response to comments. W0210 indicated this effort is on hold per Eastern
States pending a re-evaluation of priorities.
o Update: W0410 provided feedback on the prep plan on March 10, 2017 (NSHT and WSR should be addressed if
located in the planning area).

e Section 368 Energy Corridor Region 1 draft review report. Southern California, southern Nevada, and western

Arizona.

o Issues: Outdated policy that categorized National Trails as ‘medium potential for conflict’ was used in the
original draft review report. Updated solar and wind policy now categories National Trails as ‘high potential for
conflict’. This was addressed with WO301. WO301 indicated no further follow up needed at this time.

o Update: Revised draft Region 1 Report sent to WO100 for review prior to release for 30-day stakeholder input.

e Section 368 Energy Corridor Regions 2 and 3 review. Eastern Arizona, Utah, Colorado, New Mexico, and eastern
Nevada.
o Update: A combined Region 2 and 3 review has been initiated.

UPCOMING BRIEFINGS (NEXT 30 DAYS)

e Kick-off Briefing for WO Review of Eastern Washington DRMP/DEIS. Oregon/Washington.
o TBD.

e Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monument administrative draft MMP-A/DEIS. Utah.
o AD Brief TBD. Staff pre-brief was held April 25.
o Noissues. 471,700 acres contain wilderness characteristics. The draft MMP did not specifically address
management of lands with wilderness characteristics, however these lands receive incidental management in
the following zones:
= The primitive zone (281,800 acres) allows for an undeveloped, primitive, and self-directed visitor experience
without mechanized or motorized access.

* The outback zone (149,600 acres) is intended for an undeveloped, primitive, and self-directed visitor
experience, while allowing motorized and mechanized access on designated routes. Facilities are rare and
are provided only when needed for resource protection.
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The remaining lands with wilderness characteristics (40,300 acres) are in the front country and passage
zones which contain more facilities and are the focal points for visitation.

o Lewistown DRMP/DEIS. Montana.
o TBD.
o Noissues. 202,730 acres contain wilderness characteristics.

Prioritize other uses on 70,000 acres while not protecting wilderness characteristics. Underlying
prescriptions include open to mineral material sales, non-energy leasables, cross-country mechanized travel,
fluid minerals with minor constraints (CSU), and livestock; limited to designated routes yearlong; 400 acres
of ERMA prescription (potentially); and mostly VRM lI.

30,000 acres would be managed to minimize impacts to wilderness characteristics while managing for other
uses (13,000 acres of ACECs and approximately 15,000-20,000 acres where actions are in place to protect
GRSG).

100,410 acres (49%) would be managed to protect wilderness characteristics as a priority over other
multiple uses.

e Rio Puerco PRMP/FEIS. New Mexico.
o TBD.
o Noissues. There are seven areas totaling 37,524 acres of wilderness characteristics.

Prioritize other uses on 1,663 acres (4%) while not protecting wilderness characteristics.

6,920 acres (18%) would be managed to minimize impacts to wilderness characteristics while managing for
other uses. Travel limited to designated routes, closed to leasable minerals, avoid for saleable minerals and
ROW, minimizing impacts and requiring use of existing routes for forest product removal, and VRM IlI.
28,941 acres (77%) would be managed to protect wilderness characteristics as a priority over other multiple
uses. Travel would be closed except as authorized, closed to leasable and saleable minerals, no new ROWs,
closed to forest product removal, and VRM I1.
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