
To: Christopher McAlear[cmcalear@blm.gov]; Nikki Moore[nmoore@blm.gov]; Sally
Butts[sbutts@blm.gov]; Robin Hawks[rhawks@blm.gov]; Robert Wick[rwick@blm.gov]; Bailey, Cathi
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Ebbers[aebbers@blm.gov]
From: Nelson, Britta
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Importance: Normal
Subject: Monthly Hot Topic Snapshot for week of August 21
Received: 2017-08-21T14:49:12-04:00
FY2017 Tracking Spreadsheet.xlsx
Monthly Hot Topic Snapshot for week of August 21.docx

Hi Folks, Happy Monday! The Monthly Hot Topic Snapshot for the week of

August 21 and the WO410 tracking spreadsheet are attached.

Please let me know if you have questions. Thanks.

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

National Conservation Lands (WO-410)

Bureau of Land Management

303.236.0539
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o There are lands with wilderness characteristics, WSR, and NSHT in the planning area.

 

 Challis, Salmon, Upper Snake RMP Prep Plan. Idaho.

o Update: WO410 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. WO410 has

not received the response to comments.

 

 Appalachian Basin RMP Prep Plan. Eastern States.

o Update: WO410 provided feedback on the prep plan on March 10, 2017 (NSHT and WSR should be addressed if

located in the planning area). WO410 has not received the response to comments.

● Mancos Shale RMP-A, 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.

 

 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.

 

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

Transmission Line Project. Idaho.

o Update: 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.

 

 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. 
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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.

● Lewistown DRMP/DEIS. Montana.

o TBD. 

o No issues. 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 III.

 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.

● Carlsbad Field Office DRMP/DEIS. New Mexico.

o TBD. 

 Update: Carlsbad FO is revisiting the alternatives.

 Issue: Discrepancies in acreages for lands with wilderness characteristics was found in DRMP/DEIS and range

from 24,072 to 41,772 acres. 

 WSR rationale: The Delaware River segment was not included in the Preferred Alternative because this area

has been identified as an area with high oil/gas development potential. Portions of the Delaware River

segment are currently leased for oil and gas development and are surrounded by state lands. Much of the

Delaware River segment carries protective allocations associated with the proposed Gypsum Soils ACEC

which is included in the Preferred Alternative C.

● Rio Puerco PRMP/FEIS. New Mexico.

o TBD.

o No issues. 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 III.

 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 II.
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