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G.1 Introduction 

This appendix includes specific details on the BLM Oil and Gas Leasing Program and the complete text, 
including additional information, for each stipulation both Controlled Surface Use (CSU) and No Surface 
Occupancy (NSO) presented in the alternatives (Chapter 2).  Additionally, a discussion of locatable 
minerals is included along with a table summarizing potential impacts of the Proposed Plan alternative 
on mining and mineral collecting sites presented by the public as sites of interest. 

G.2 Leasable Minerals 

Leasable minerals, defined by the Mineral Leasing Act (February 1920, and 43 CFR 3000-3599, 1990) are 
the subsets fluid leasable and solid leasable minerals (BLM 2006a). Fluid leasable minerals can include 
oil, gas, and geothermal resources; solid leasable minerals can include coal, oil shale, native asphalt, 
phosphate, sodium, potash, potassium, and sulfur. The rights to explore for and produce these minerals 
on public land may be acquired only through leasing.  This section focuses solely on oil and gas as the 
principle leasable mineral explored and developed in the Bakersfield Field Office.  

G.2.1   Fluid Minerals – Oil, Gas, and Geothermal 

The BLM manages oil and gas leases under regulations in 43 CFR, Part 3100, and geophysical exploration 
is covered under Part 3150. Geothermal leasing is managed under Part 3200, mineral materials under 
Part 3600 regulations, mining claims for locatable minerals under Part 3800 regulations, and solid 
leasable minerals, other than coal or oil shale, under Part 3500.   

The BLM is responsible for managing federally owned mineral estate within the Decision Area, 
regardless of surface ownership.  Much of the federal mineral estate falls within areas whose surface is 
managed by other federal agencies, including the US Forest Service (USFS), US Fish and Wildlife Service 
(USFWS), and National Park Service (NPS).  In those areas, the BLM administers all of the subsurface 
activities on any oil and gas leases that may exist on these lands.  However, the decision to allow the 
lands to be leased for oil and gas in the first place is made by the surface management agency; 
accordingly, most of the federal minerals with non-BLM surface may never be leased.  In other cases, 
known as “split-estate federal minerals,” the surface is owned by a nonfederal entity.  

The BLM considers geothermal resources to be a fluid mineral resource, along with oil and natural gas. 
Therefore, while land closures or restrictions to fluid leasable minerals are primarily meant for oil and 
gas exploration and development, they usually apply to geothermal exploration and development as 
well. Whereas oil and gas is a significant program in the Bakersfield Field Office, there are no geothermal 
leases. Unless geothermal is specifically mentioned, whenever leasing or oil and gas leasing are 
discussed in this section, it generally includes geothermal leasing. 

G.2.2   Land Use Planning Allocations and Lease Stipulations 

Allocations proposed under this plan identify lands open for and closed to leasing for oil, gas and 
geothermal resources. In addition, for lands open to leasing, the plan identifies proposed stipulations to 
be associated with the lease.  

Virtually all of the leases issued in accordance with this RMP are expected to be for oil and gas leases, so 
these stipulations were designed for oil and gas leases. However, there may be rare instances where 
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geothermal or solid mineral leases are issued. If that occurs, the same general stipulations may be 
applicable with identical or slightly modified wording.  

G.2.2.1 Lands Closed to Oil and Gas Leasing 

Public lands that are closed to leasing are subdivided into two groups. Tracts that have been closed by 
previous legislation or secretarial policy form one group of lands and are known as non-discretionary 
closures. The second group of closed lands consisting of those proposed for closure under this plan is 
called proposed discretionary closures. 

Non-Discretionary Closures to Leasing 

The 1920 Mineral Leasing Act, as amended, authorizes the Secretary of the Interior to lease Federal oil 
and gas resources on public domain and acquired lands. Federal minerals excluded from such leasing by 
legislation or secretarial policy include those underlying units of the National Park System, National 
Wildlife Refuges, Native American reservations, incorporated cities, and lands closed under previous 
land use decisions. Lands recommended for wilderness designation, wilderness study, or already within 
the National Wilderness Preservation System are also non-discretionary closures by existing legislation. 
Non-discretionary closures are discussed under the general framework of the Bakersfield Resource 
Management Plan for reference purposes but are not part of the Plan's land use allocation scope and 
purpose. 

Discretionary Closures to Leasing 

Discretionary closures to oil, gas and geothermal leasing are proposed by the land allocations in this 
plan. These proposals include areas of extreme resource sensitivity (e.g., some ACECs) requiring a level 
of protection that may only be achieved through closure to leasing activities. 

G.2.2.2 Lands Open to Oil and Gas Leasing 

Lands open to oil and gas leasing are subdivided into the following groups: (1) open to leasing under a 
standard lease stipulation; (2) open to leasing under a no surface use stipulation; and (3) open to leasing 
under a controlled surface use stipulation. The standard oil and gas lease form includes those preprinted 
lease terms and conditions that apply to all leases. Other stipulations developed in this plan are applied 
in lease areas with special resource concerns and supersede any inconsistent provisions of the standard 
lease form. The special stipulations proposed in this plan address no surface occupancy for areas where 
very unique resources exist, and controlled surface use for areas with resource protection needs slightly 
different from the standard lease stipulation.  

Leasing with Standard Lease Stipulation 

The standard lease stipulation includes the terms and conditions that are the national standards printed 
on BLM lease forms (form 3100-11, Oct. '08). 

Under standard terms, exploration and development operations must be conducted in a manner that 
minimizes adverse impacts to the land, air, and water, to cultural biological, visual, and other resources, 
and to other land uses and users.  The lessee must take reasonable measures deemed necessary by the 
BLM to minimize adverse impacts.  These measures may include modification of siting (less than 200 
meters (656 feet)) or design of facilities, timing of operations (delaying the project less than 60 days in 
one lease year), and specification of interim and final reclamation measures (43 CFR 3101.1-2). 
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Leasing with No Surface Occupancy (NSO) Stipulation 

Special stipulations may be proposed for use to protect unique resources or values where it may be 
necessary to modify surface activities beyond authorities contained under the standard lease terms (43 
CFR 3103.1-3). The No Surface Occupancy Stipulation allows BLM to prohibit the use of all or a portion 
of a lease for the placement of facilities and infrastructure related to the exploration, development and 
production of oil and gas. 

NSO-General 

Stipulation: All or a portion of this lease has been identified by the current RMP (e.g., ACECs and areas of 
ecological importance with this stipulation prescribed) as containing unique or significant natural or 
cultural values.  No new surface disturbing activity is allowed on the lease.   

Objective: To minimize or eliminate adverse effects on unique or significant natural and cultural 
resources that are incompatible with fluid mineral development. 

Exception:  The Authorized Officer may grant an exception if, after coordination with appropriate agency 
(e.g., CDFG, SHPO, and USFWS), an environmental review determines the action as proposed or 
conditioned would not impair the values present because of temporary conditions.   

Modification: The Authorized Officer may modify this stipulation to allow surface use on a portion or 
even all of the lease if an environmental review determines the action as proposed or conditioned would 
not impair the values present. 

Waiver: The Authorized Officer may grant a waiver if an environmental review determines the values for 
which the NSO was applied no longer exist. 

Application: The NSO-General stipulation would be applied when adequate protection of surface 
resources cannot be provided through mitigation, and fluid mineral development of the lease from an 
off-site location is recommended.  If there is no surface location available for directional drilling, the 
land would not be leased. 

Review Process: Any proposed surface-disturbing activity would be reviewed to determine whether it is 
in compliance with the NSO stipulation.  If the review determines the proposed action would not impair 
the values present and would be consistent with the management of the ACEC or area of ecological 
importance, exception or modification may be granted.  Any decision to grant an exception or 
modification would be based on field inspection and inventory and the NEPA review process. 

NSO-Bitter Creek ACEC 

Stipulation: All or a portion of this lease occurs within the boundaries of the Bitter Creek ACEC and the 
Bitter Creek National Wildlife Refuge.  No new surface disturbing activity is allowed on the lease.  
Furthermore, access to federal minerals within the lease will only be allowed from off-site sources not 
within the Bitter Creek National Wildlife Refuge boundary. 

Objective: To prevent or reduce disturbance to current or future refuge resources from fluid mineral 
development.  
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Exception:  The Authorized Officer may grant an exception if, after coordination with USFWS, an 
environmental review determines the action as proposed or conditioned would not impair the values 
present and is consistent with the management of the National Wildlife Refuge.  

Modification: The Authorized Officer may modify this stipulation to allow surface use on a portion or the 
entire lease if, after coordination with USFWS, an environmental review determines the action as 
proposed or conditioned would not impair the values present and is consistent with the management of 
the National Wildlife Refuge. 

Application: The NSO-Bitter Creek stipulation would be applied to all leases within the boundary of the 
Bitter Creek National Wildlife Refuge.  Furthermore, access to federal minerals within the lease will only 
be allowed from off-site sources not within the Refuge boundary.  If all of the surrounding land is also 
within the Refuge boundary, and there is no other surface location available for directional drilling, the 
land would not be leased. 

Review Process: Any proposed surface-disturbing activity would be reviewed to determine whether it is 
in compliance with the NSO stipulation.  If the review determines the proposed action would not impair 
the values present and would be consistent with the management of the Refuge and ACEC, exception or 
modification may be granted in coordination with the USFWS.  Any decision to grant an exception or 
modification would be based on field inspection and inventory and the NEPA review process. 

NSO-Compensation Lands ACEC 

Stipulation: All or a portion of this lease occurs within the boundaries of the Compensation Lands ACEC.  
These lands may have a governing document that prohibits certain activities.  No new surface disturbing 
activity is allowed on the lease.  Furthermore, access to federal minerals within the lease will only be 
allowed from off-site sources not considered to be compensation lands (e.g., compensation land in 
private ownership).   

Objective: To minimize or eliminate adverse effects associated with fluid mineral development on lands 
acquired as compensation land.  

Exception:  The Authorized Officer may grant an exception if, after coordination with appropriate agency 
(e.g., CDFG and USFWS), an environmental review determines the action as proposed or conditioned 
would not impair the values present and is consistent with the document that established the 
compensation land.  

Modification: The Authorized Officer may modify this stipulation to allow surface use on a portion or the 
entire lease if, after coordination with appropriate agency (e.g., CDFG and USFWS), an environmental 
review determines the action as proposed or conditioned would not impair the values present and is 
consistent with the document that established the compensation land. 

Application: The NSO-Compensation Lands stipulation would be applied to all new leases within the 
Compensation Lands ACEC.  Furthermore, access to federal minerals within the lease will only be 
allowed from off-site sources that are not Compensation Lands.  If all of the surrounding land is also 
Compensation Lands, and there is no other surface location available for directional drilling, the land 
would not be leased. 
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Review Process: Any proposed surface-disturbing activity would be reviewed to determine whether it is 
in compliance with the NSO stipulation.  If the review determines the proposed action would not impair 
the values present and would be consistent with the management of the ACEC and the document that 
established the Compensation Lands; exception or modification may be granted in coordination with the 
USFWS.  Any decision to grant an exception or modification would be based on field inspection and 
inventory and the NEPA review process.  

Leasing with the Controlled Surface Use (CSU) Stipulation 

Special stipulations may be proposed for use to protect unique resources or values where it may be 
necessary to modify surface activities beyond authorities contained under the standard lease terms (43 
CFR 3103.1-3). The Controlled Surface Use Stipulation allows BLM, in consultation with the applicant, to 
extend modification of development proposals beyond the standard 200 meters and 60 day conditions. 
By reserving the additional leeway in siting facilities, the BLM and applicant can generally use the 
combination of increased siting and timing flexibility to modify development proposals to entirely avoid 
or significantly minimize surface disturbing effects associated with lease development. The Controlled 
Surface Use stipulation thus allows BLM to offer for lease parcels known to or suspected to contain 
unique resources or values and resolve any potential conflicts at the time when the lessee is prepared to 
design development proposals.  Historically the BLM in cooperation with the lessee has been able to find 
sufficient flexibility in designing lease development proposals, even in the most sensitive of locations, to 
facilitate development without adversely affecting the resource values. 

Exceptions, waivers, or modifications to lease stipulations provide an effective means of applying 
“adaptive management” techniques to fluid mineral leases and associated permitting activities to meet 
changing circumstances.  An operator may also request that the BLM waive (permanently remove), 
except (case-by-case exemption) or modify (permanently change) a lease stipulation for a Federal lease. 
A request to waive, except, or modify a stipulation should also include information demonstrating that 
the factors leading to its inclusion in the lease have (1) changed sufficiently to make the protection 
provided by the stipulation no longer justified or (2) that the proposed operation would not cause 
unacceptable impacts.  Public notification and 30-day review may be required for exceptions, waivers, or 
modifications that involve an issue of major concern to the public.  Documentation requirements would 
follow those outlined in 43 CFR 3101.1-4. 

Special conditions that may be attached to new leases issued in the Bakersfield Field Office are 
collectively referred to as the Controlled Surface Use (CSU) stipulation and supersede any inconsistent 
provisions of the standard lease form. The wording of the Controlled Surface Use stipulation has been 
adjusted to address ten differing resource concerns. The Controlled Surface Use Stipulation would be 
applied to the lease parcels as described below. 

CSU-Defense 

Stipulation: All or a portion of this lease contains federal mineral estate under the surface administration 
of the Department of Defense.  Surface disturbing activities may be moved, modified, or prohibited at the 
discretion of the Base Commander(s) to ensure these activities do not interfere with military activity on 
the base and to ensure personnel safety.  Furthermore, processing times for proposed actions may be 
delayed beyond established standards to accommodate review and coordination with the Base 
Commander(s).   
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Objective: To minimize or eliminate conflict between fluid mineral development and military base 
operations. 

Waiver: The Authorized Officer may grant a waiver if the surface administration changes from the 
Department of Defense to another entity. 

Application: The CSU-Defense stipulation would be applied to federal reserved mineral estate under the 
surface administration of the Department of Defense. Approximately 69,700 acres are affected, 
including Point Mugu, Port Hueneme, San Nicholas Island, Vandenberg Air Force Base, Camp Roberts, 
and Lemoore Naval Air Station. Coordination with local government agencies regarding the 
development of stipulations would be at the discretion of the base commander. 

When a tract of land on a military installation is nominated for lease sale, the applicant would be 
notified that a legal description of the tract of interest has been forwarded to the attention of the base 
commander. The base commander would respond to the BLM with the recommended wording of the 
CSU-Defense stipulation. The wording would vary based on the base mission and would be applied to 
the entire military installation or to a limited portion of the parcel, at the discretion of the base 
commander. The BLM may alternatively identify in advance of lease sale offerings the terms and 
conditions applicable to military installations and thus be able to offer the leases for bid with advance 
disclosure of the terms and conditions. 

Review Process: Generally, the following procedure would be used to approve surface-disturbing 
activities on leases with the CSU-Defense stipulation. The proposed activity would be reviewed to 
determine if the mission of the military installation would be affected. The review process would involve 
meetings coordinated by the BLM between the lessee and the representatives of the military base to 
determine impacts and potential effects. 

Approval: If the review determines that the mission of the military installation would not be affected 
Bureau approval of the proposed activity would normally be granted within 30 days of the review.  If the 
review determines that the mission of the military installation would be adversely affected, the BLM 
would coordinate with the Base Commander and the applicant to modify the proposal.  Modifications 
may include movement of activities, seasonal restrictions, mitigation and/or compensation.  Modified 
proposals would be developed cooperatively with the applicant to ensure that the modified project still 
meets the applicant's objective. 

CSU-Protected Species 

Stipulation: All or a portion of the lease occurs within the range of one or more plant or animal species 
that are either listed or proposed for listing as threatened or endangered by the USFWS.  A list of such 
species will be provided at the time of leasing and updated as necessary over the term of the lease.  To 
determine whether species on this list or their habitat are present, a preliminary environmental review 
will be conducted for all surface disturbing activities.  Presence of habitat or species may result in the 
proposed action being moved, modified, or delayed to mitigate project effects.  Offsite compensation 
that would satisfactorily offset the loss of habitat may be required.  Prohibition of all surface disturbing 
activities on the lease will only occur as needed to avoid jeopardizing the continued existence of a listed 
or proposed species, or when the proposed action is inconsistent with the recovery needs of a species as 
identified in an approved USFWS Recovery Plan through consultation with USFWS.  Furthermore, 
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processing times for proposed actions may be delayed beyond established standards to accommodate 
species surveys, and consultation or conferencing with the USFWS.  This stipulation shall not be waived.  

Objective: To minimize or eliminate adverse effects associated with fluid mineral development on 
federally proposed and listed species. 

Exception: The Authorized Officer may grant an exception if an environmental review determines the 
action as proposed or conditioned would have no effect on listed or proposed species.   

Modification: The Authorized Officer may modify this stipulation to reflect new information with regard 
to the range of listed or proposed species through the expansion or reduction of lands subject to this 
stipulation for a specific species. 

Application: At the time of leasing, the CSU-Protected Species stipulation would be attached to all leases 
within the range of federally listed or proposed species. A list of protected species found within the Field 
Office boundary would be included with the stipulation for each lease at the time of leasing.  This list 
may be updated at the time of APD/NOS submittal. 

Review Process: Generally, the following process would be used to approve surface-disturbing activities 
on leases with the CSU-Protected Species stipulation. The proposed activity would be reviewed to 
determine if listed or proposed species would be affected. This review may involve site-specific surveys 
for plant and animal species conducted according to established methods that may specify certain 
seasons or other conditions. In some cases, this may mean that a survey cannot be completed until the 
next growing season for some plant species or after seasonal appearance for some animal species. 

If the review determines that listed or proposed species would not be affected, an exception to the 
stipulation and approval of the application would normally be granted within 30 days of the review. 

If the review were to determine that listed or proposed species may be affected, but in a beneficial, 
insignificant, or benign manner, and written concurrence is received from the USFWS, approval of the 
application would normally be granted within 30 days of receiving USFWS concurrence.  There is no 
regulatory timeframe for USFWS to provide their written concurrence. 

If it is determined that a listed or proposed species may be adversely affected, the BLM would work with 
the applicant to modify the proposal to minimize impacts. Modifications may include movement of 
activities, seasonal restrictions, mitigation, or compensation. Modified proposals would be developed 
with the applicant to ensure that the modified project still meets the applicant's objective. If the 
modified project would still adversely affect a listed or proposed species, the BLM would begin formal 
consultation or conference with the USFWS. 

Coordination with the USFWS on Listed Species: Currently there are two options for meeting the formal 
consultation requirement. A new consultation may be initiated or a previously completed formal 
consultation may be used. 

If a new consultation were initiated, the USFWS would issue a document, called the biological opinion. 
The USFWS has up to 135 days to complete a biological opinion, and it may request a 60-day extension. 
Extensions beyond 195 days require the consent of an applicant. 
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A previously completed formal consultation may also be used to meet the formal consultation 
requirement. An example of previously completed consultation that may be used is the San Joaquin 
Valley Oil and Gas Programmatic Biological Opinion. 

Upon completion of a new consultation or determination that a previously completed consultation can 
be used, approval of the application will normally be granted within 30 days. If the new consultation 
concludes that a listed species may be jeopardized, then surface disturbance will be prohibited on the 
lease. Surface disturbance will also be prohibited if the consultation concludes that the proposed action 
is inconsistent with the recovery needs of the listed species as identified in an approved USFWS 
Recovery Plan. 

Coordination with the USFWS on Proposed Species: BLM policy requires a conferencing with the 
USFWS on any action that may adversely affect proposed species. Depending on the complexity of the 
situation, a conference may be completed in a single telephone conversation or may require the time 
frames of a consultation. Generally, on completion of the conference, approval of the application will be 
granted within 30 days. 

If the conference were to show that a proposed species may be jeopardized, surface-disturbing activities 
would be prohibited on the lease. 

Final Approval: Final approval of applications that would have no effect on listed or proposed species 
would normally be granted within 30 days of the review. 

Final approval for projects that may affect listed or proposed species in a beneficial, insignificant, or 
benign manner would normally be granted within 30 days of receiving USFWS written concurrence. 

For projects that require consultation or conference with the USFWS, final approval would normally be 
granted within 30 days of consultation or conference completion. Conditions of approval would include 
any conditions specified by the BLM or USFWS for minimizing impacts. 

CSU-Critical Habitat 

Stipulation: All or a portion of this lease lies within an area that is designated as critical habitat, or is 
proposed for designation as critical habitat by the USFWS.  A list of these areas affecting this lease will 
be provided at the time of leasing and will be updated as necessary over the term of the lease.  Any 
proposed surface disturbing activity occurring on the affected portions of this lease will be reviewed to 
determine if the activity would affect designated or proposed critical habitat.  Determination of effects to 
designated or proposed critical habitat may result in the proposed action being moved, modified, 
seasonally restricted, or delayed.  Consultation or conference with the USFWS is required if designated or 
proposed critical habitat may be affected.  Off-site compensation that would satisfactorily offset the loss 
of habitat may be required.  Prohibition of all surface disturbing activities on the lease will only occur as 
needed to avoid destroying or adversely modifying critical habitat or proposed critical habitat, or when 
the proposed action is inconsistent with the recovery needs identified in an approved USFWS Recovery 
Plan based on consultation with USFWS.  Furthermore, processing times for proposed actions may be 
delayed beyond established standards to accommodate species surveys, and consultation or 
conferencing with the USFWS.  This stipulation shall not be waived. 
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Objective: To minimize or eliminate adverse effects associated with fluid mineral development on 
habitat designated as critical, or is proposed for designation as critical habitat by the USFWS. 

Exception: The Authorized Officer may grant an exception if an environmental review determines the 
action as proposed or conditioned would have no effect on critical habitat or proposed critical habitat.   

Modification: The Authorized Officer may modify this stipulation to reflect new information with regard 
to the critical habitat or proposed critical habitat through the expansion or reduction of lands subject to 
this stipulation for a specific species. 

Application: The CSU-Critical Habitat stipulation would be applied to leases in areas that are designated 
as critical habitat or that are proposed for designation as critical habitat for certain species. A list of 
species and parcels would be included with the stipulation for each lease. The USFWS designates or 
proposes critical habitat according to the regulations found in 50 CFR 424. Critical habitat is one of the 
following: 

 Specific areas within the geographical area currently occupied by a species, at the time it is 

listed in accordance with the Endangered Species Act, on which are found those physical or 

biological features (i) essential to the conservation of the species and (ii) that may require 

special management considerations or protection, and 

 Specific areas outside the geographical area occupied by a species at the time it is listed upon a 

determination by the Secretary that such areas are essential for conservation of the species (50 

CFR 424.02). 

Review Process: Generally, the following process would be used to approve surface-disturbing activities 
on leases with the CSU-Critical Habitat stipulation. The proposed activity would be reviewed to 
determine if designated or proposed critical habitat would be affected. This review may involve site-
specific surveys for plant and animal species, conducted according to established methods, which may 
specify certain seasons or other conditions. In some cases this may mean that a survey cannot be 
completed until the next growing season for some plant species or after seasonal appearance for some 
animal species. 

If the review determines that designated or proposed critical habitat will not be affected, an exception 
to the stipulation would be granted, and approval of the application will normally be granted within 30 
days of the review. 

If the review determines that designated or proposed critical habitat may be affected, but in a 
beneficial, insignificant, or benign manner, and written concurrence is received from the USFWS, the 
application would normally be approved within 30 days of receiving USFWS concurrence. There is no 
regulatory timeframe for USFWS to provide their written concurrence. 

If it is determined that designated or proposed critical habitat may be adversely affected, BLM would 
work with the applicant to modify the proposal to minimize impacts. Modifications may include 
relocating activities, seasonal restrictions, mitigation, and compensation. Modified proposals would be 
developed with the applicant to ensure that the modified project still meets the applicant's objective. If 
the modified project were to still adversely affect designated or proposed critical habitat, the BLM 
would initiate formal consultation or conference with the USFWS. 
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Coordination with the USFWS on Designated Critical Habitat: The BLM is required to initiate formal 
consultation with the USFWS for any action that may affect designated critical habitat. As a result of the 
consultation, the USFWS would issue a biological opinion within 135 days, and it may request a 60-day 
extension. Extensions beyond 195 days require the consent of an applicant. 

As part of the biological opinion, the USFWS would determine if the proposed action would be likely to 
destroy or adversely modify critical habitat. Destruction or adverse modification of critical habitat 
means a direct or indirect alteration that appreciably diminishes the value of critical habitat for both the 
survival and recovery of a listed species. Such alterations include those adversely modifying any of the 
physical or biological features that were the basis for determining the habitat to be critical (50 CFR 
402.02). 

If consultation concludes that critical habitat would be destroyed or adversely modified, then surface 
disturbance would be prohibited on the affected portion of the lease. Surface disturbance also would be 
prohibited if the consultation were to conclude that the proposed action is inconsistent with the 
recovery needs of the listed species, as identified in an approved USFWS recovery plan. 

Coordination with the USFWS on Proposed Critical Habitat: BLM policy requires conferencing with the 
USFWS on any action that may adversely affect proposed critical habitat. Depending on the complexity 
of the situation, a conference may be completed in a single telephone conversation or may require the 
time frames of a consultation. Generally, on completion of the conference, the application would be 
approved within 30 days. If the conference were to show that proposed critical habitat would be 
destroyed or adversely modified, then surface disturbance would be prohibited on the affected portion 
of the lease. 

CSU-Sensitive Species 

Stipulation: All or a portion of this lease is within the range of one or more plant or animal species that 
are either federal candidates for listing as threatened or endangered (federal candidate), are listed by 
the State of California as threatened or endangered (state listed), or are designated by the BLM as 
sensitive (BLM sensitive).  A list of species will be provided at the time of leasing and updated as 
necessary over the term of the lease.  To determine whether species on this list or their habitat are 
present, a preliminary environmental review will be conducted for all surface disturbing activities.  
Presence of habitat or species may result in the proposed action being moved more than 200 meters (656 
feet) but not more than a quarter-mile or off of the lease and prohibition of activities during seasonal use 
period.  Furthermore, processing times for proposed actions may be delayed beyond established 
standards to accommodate species surveys, and coordination with the USFWS and California 
Department of Fish and Game.   

Objective: To minimize or eliminate adverse effects associated with fluid mineral development on federal 
candidate, state listed, and BLM sensitive species. 

Exception: The Authorized Officer may grant an exception if an environmental review determines the 
action as proposed or conditioned would have no effect on federal candidate, state listed, and BLM 
sensitive species.  

Modification: The Authorized Officer may modify the stipulation to reflect new information with regard 
to federal candidate, state listed or BLM sensitive species lists.  Furthermore, the authorized officer may 
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modify the maximum distance that a potential location could be moved to extend farther than the stated 
quarter-mile to maintain the sensitive species protection goals. 

Application: The CSU-Sensitive Species stipulation would be attached to all leases that are within the 
range of a federal candidate, state listed or BLM sensitive species. A list of sensitive species within the 
Field Office boundary would be included with the stipulation for each lease when the lease is issued.   

Review Process: Generally the following process would be used to approve surface-disturbing activities 
on leases with the CSU-Sensitive Species stipulation. The proposed activity would be reviewed to 
determine if special status species would be affected. This review may involve site-specific surveys for 
plant and animal species, conducted according to established methods that may specify certain seasons 
or other conditions. In some cases this may mean that a survey cannot be completed until the next 
growing season for some plants or after seasonal appearance for some animal species. 

If the review determines that a special status species may be adversely affected, then surface-disturbing 
activities may be relocated up to a quarter-mile, but not off the lease, and certain surface-disturbing 
activities may be prohibited during seasonal periods. BLM policy may also require coordination with the 
USFWS or California Department of Fish and Game. 

CSU-Priority Species, Plant Communities and Habitats 

Stipulation: All or a portion of the lease has been identified by the current RMP (i.e., ACECs and areas of 
ecological importance with this stipulation prescribed) as containing priority species, plant communities, 
or habitat that may be adversely affected by fluid mineral development.  A list of affected parcels or 
portions of the lease will be provided at the time of leasing.  To identify the possibility of adverse impact 
resulting from fluid mineral development, a preliminary environmental review will be conducted for all 
surface disturbing activities.  Identification of adverse impacts may result in the proposed action being 
moved, modified, seasonally delayed, or prohibited from all or a portion of this lease.  Furthermore, 
processing times for proposed actions may be delayed beyond established standards to accommodate 
species surveys.   

Objective: To minimize or eliminate adverse effects associated with fluid mineral development on 
priority species, plant communities, or habitat. 

Exception: The Authorized Officer may grant an exception if an environmental review determines the 
action as proposed or conditioned would have no effect on priority species, plant communities, or 
habitats.  

Modification: The Authorized Officer may modify the stipulation to reflect new information with regard 
to the presence of priority species, plant communities, or habitat through the expansion or reduction of 
lands subject to this stipulation. 

Application: The CSU-Priority Species, Plant Communities and Habitats stipulation would be applied to 
specific areas that contain unique or significant biological and botanical values as described in the RMP 
(i.e., ACECs and areas of ecological importance).   

Review Process: Generally the following process would be used to approve surface-disturbing activities 
on leases with the CSU- Priority Species, Plant Communities and Habitats stipulation: The proposed 
activity would be reviewed to determine if the values for which the area was recognized would be 
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affected. This review may involve site-specific surveys for plant species, conducted according to 
established methods, which may specify certain seasons or other conditions. In some cases this may 
mean that a survey cannot be completed until the next growing season for some plants species. 

If the review were to determine that the values for which the area was recognized may be adversely 
affected, then surface-disturbing activities may be moved, modified, or prohibited on portions of or the 
entire lease and certain activities may be prohibited during seasonal periods. 

CSU-Raptor 

Stipulation: All or a portion of this lease has been identified as an important raptor foraging, wintering, 
or nesting area.  Any proposed surface disturbing activity will be reviewed to determine if the activity 
would affect raptor foraging, wintering, or nesting habitat. Determination of effects to raptor foraging, 
wintering, or nesting habitat may result in the proposed action being moved more than 200 meters (656 
feet) but not more than a half-mile and prohibition of activities during seasonal use period.   

Objective: To minimize or eliminate adverse effects associated with fluid mineral development on 
sensitive raptor foraging areas, winter roosting areas, or nest sites. 

Exception: The Authorized Officer may grant an exception if the operator submits a plan that 
demonstrates that impacts from the proposed action are minimal or can be adequately mitigated.   

Modification: The Authorized Officer may modify the distance and other provisions of this stipulation 
based on new information and increasing or decreasing levels of the impacts anticipated from fluid 
mineral development. 

Waiver: The Authorized Officer may waive the stipulation should new information show the area no 
longer contains sensitive raptor habitat for foraging, winter roosting, or nesting. 

Application: The CSU-Raptor stipulation would be applied to lands that have been identified as 
important raptor foraging, wintering, or nesting areas.  Such lands include, but are not limited to, the 
Hopper Mountain, Kaweah, Kettleman Hills, Chico Martinez, Temblor, Caliente Mountain, and the San 
Joaquin River Gorge areas. 

Review Process: Generally, the following process would be used to approve surface-disturbing activities 
on leases with the CSU-Raptor stipulation. The proposed activity would be reviewed to determine if 
sensitive raptor foraging areas, winter roosting areas, or nest sites would be affected. If the review were 
to show that sensitive raptor use areas may be adversely affected, then surface-disturbing activities may 
be relocated up to one-half mile or certain activities may be prohibited during seasonal periods. 
Modified proposals would be developed with the applicant to ensure that the modified project still 
meets the applicant's objective. 

Different raptor species and different individuals vary in their sensitivity and ability to habituate to 
disturbances. Type and extent, duration and timing, and visibility of disturbance and influence of other 
environmental factors, such as topography, also affect the significance of the disturbance in any 
particular case. Often, moving an activity out of visibility, such as behind a topographic feature, would 
be sufficient. Delaying certain new activities until young birds have fledged is also a common tactic. 
Movement of surface-disturbing activities to retain roost trees or hunting perches may also be used. 
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The following species or groups of species would be eligible for protection under the CSU-Raptor 
stipulation: golden eagle, bald eagle, black-shouldered kite, northern harrier, sharp-shinned hawk, 
Cooper’s hawk, northern goshawk, red-shouldered hawk, red-tailed hawk, Swainson’s hawk, rough-
legged hawk, ferruginous hawk, osprey, American kestrel, merlin, prairie falcon, peregrine falcon, and all 
owl species. 

CSU-Known Cultural Resources 

Stipulation: All or a portion of the lease contains National Register-listed or potentially eligible cultural 
properties that may be adversely affected by fluid mineral development.  A list of affected parcels or 
portions of the lease will be provided at the time of leasing.  To identify the possibility of adverse impacts 
resulting from fluid mineral development, a preliminary cultural resource review/survey will be 
conducted for all surface disturbing activities.  Identification of adverse impacts may result in the 
proposed action being moved or modified.  Surface-disturbing activities would be prohibited on the 
portion of the lease where National Register-listed properties or properties potentially eligible for listing 
on the National Register occur.   

Objective: To minimize or eliminate adverse effects associated with fluid mineral development on known 
National Register-listed or potentially eligible cultural properties. 

Exception: The Authorized Officer may grant an exception, with concurrence from the California State 
Historic Preservation Office and Native American tribes, if a subsequent formal eligibility evaluation 
indicates the cultural property is ineligible.   

Modification: The Authorized Officer may modify the stipulation to reflect new information from formal 
eligibility evaluations for cultural properties through the expansion or reduction of land where surface 
disturbing activities would be prohibited.   

Waiver: The Authorized Officer may grant a waiver to the stipulation should the results of formal 
eligibility evaluation determine all cultural properties ineligible for listing on the National Register. 

Application: The CSU–Cultural Resources stipulation would be applied to lands that contain known 
National Register-listed or potentially eligible cultural properties. The locations and number of acres 
affected would be determined at the leasing stage. 

Review Process: Generally, the following process would be used to approve surface-disturbing activities 
on leases with the CSU-Cultural Resources stipulation.  The proposed surface disturbing activity would 
be reviewed to determine if a known National Register- listed or potentially eligible cultural property 
would be affected. If the review were to show that the cultural property may be adversely affected, 
then surface-disturbing activities would be relocated or modified.  Surface-disturbing activities would be 
prohibited on the lease only where the proposed action would be likely to destroy or adversely affect a 
known National Register-listed property or properties found eligible for listing on the National Register. 

CSU-Compensation Lands  

Stipulation: All or a portion of this lease underlies lands managed as compensation land by the BLM or 
an entity other than the BLM that may have a governing document that prohibits certain activities. To 
allow only a compatible amount of disturbance to unique or significant biological values, no more than 
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ten (10) percent of the surface within any parcel may be disturbed on the surface reserve lands 
overlaying the lease.  Furthermore, access to federal minerals within the lease will not disturb more than 
ten (10) percent of the surface within any parcel from off-site sources that are compensation lands (e.g., 
compensation land in private ownership).   

Objective: To minimize or eliminate adverse effects associated with fluid mineral development on lands 
managed as compensation land. 

Exception:  The Authorized Officer may grant an exception if, after coordination with appropriate agency 
(e.g., CDFG and USFWS), an environmental review determines the action as proposed or conditioned 
would not impair the values present and is consistent with the document that established the 
compensation land.  

Modification: The Authorized Officer may modify this stipulation if, after coordination with appropriate 
agency (e.g., CDFG and USFWS), an environmental review determines the action as proposed or 
conditioned would not impair the values present and is consistent with the document that established 
the compensation land. 

Waiver: The Authorized Officer may grant a waiver to the stipulation if the lease parcel no longer 
considered as compensation land by the appropriate agency (e.g., BLM, CDFG and USFWS).   

Application: The CSU–Compensation Lands stipulation would be applied to mineral estate underlying 
areas managed as compensation lands by the BLM or an entity other than BLM.   

Review Process: Generally the following process would be used to approve surface-disturbing activities 
on leases with the CSU–Compensation Lands stipulation: The document or agreement governing the 
specific parcel of compensation land (such as a conservation easement, USFWS biological opinion, 
CDF&G agreement) would be reviewed to determine if the proposed activity is allowed on the parcel.  If 
the proposed activity is allowed by the governing document, the activity would be reviewed to 
determine if the proposed surface disturbance would exceed the 10 percent threshold. If the review 
determines that the proposed activity would cumulatively exceed this threshold, actions to reduce the 
cumulative surface disturbance to below 10 percent, such as restoration, would be required prior to 
approval of the proposed activity. 

If the review were to determine that the proposed activity is not allowed by the governing document, or 
that the cumulative surface disturbance cannot be kept at or below the 10 percent threshold, then new 
surface-disturbing activities would be prohibited. 

If lands adjacent to the lease have also been set aside as compensation lands, either by BLM or another 
entity, off-site surface-disturbing activities to access federal mineral estate will be subjected to the same 
restrictions as above.   

CSU-Existing Surface Use/Management 

Stipulation: All or a portion of the lease contains federal mineral estate underlying surface with an 
established use or management that may be incompatible with fluid mineral development.  A 
preliminary environmental review will be conducted for all surface disturbing activities to identify 
possible conflict between surface use and fluid mineral development.  Surface disturbing activities may 
be moved, modified, or prohibited to accommodate the existing surface use should the Authorized 
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Officer determine the incompatibility of these uses.  Specifically, fluid mineral development shall not 
occur:  

1. Closer to any development (e.g., public highway, institution, place of public assembly, or 

occupied dwelling) than allowed by the county/city regulation or statute applicable to the area in 

which the proposed action occurs (including those exceptions where closer spacing is allowed);  

2. In a manner that significantly and adversely impacts natural and/or cultural resources of which 

the surface owner/administrator is charged with the management and protection; or  

3. In a manner that significantly and adversely impacts existing recreation opportunity of which the 

surface owner/administrator is charged with the management and protection.   

Furthermore, processing times for proposed actions may be delayed beyond established standards to 
accommodate review and coordination with the surface owner/administrator.   

Objective: To minimize or eliminate conflict between fluid mineral development and existing surface uses 
on both public lands and split estate over federal minerals, and to reduce impacts associated with fluid 
mineral resource development on the owners/occupants within a dwelling or structure on split estate 
lands. 

Exception: The Authorized Officer may grant an exception where a surface use agreement exists 
between the lessee and surface owner/administrator that allows for the proposed fluid mineral 
development.  Furthermore, exception may be granted where the proposed action is deemed, following 
an environmental review, to have discountable or insignificant impacts on the existing surface use.   

Modification: The Authorized Officer may modify this stipulation to further restrict surface use for 
mineral development on a portion of or all the lease if a more stringent requirement with regard to the 
location of facilities is deemed necessary following an environmental review (e.g., greater than 
county/city restrictions on fluid mineral development). 

Application: The CSU-Existing Surface Use/Management stipulation would be applied to areas where 
the authorized officer determines that pre-existing surface management uses/conditions would be 
incompatible with or preclude oil and gas operations from using the surface of a portion or even all of 
the leased land.  The locations and number of acres affected would be determined at the leasing stage. 

Review Process: Generally the following process would be used to approve surface-disturbing activities 
with the CSU-Existing Surface Use/Management stipulation.  The proposed activity would be reviewed 
cooperatively with the surface manager to determine if it is compatible with the existing 
uses/conditions, and if not, the activity would be moved or possibly even denied/rejected. 

CSU-Chimineas Ranch 

Stipulation: This lease is within the boundaries of, or adjacent to, the State of California’s Chimineas Unit 
of the Carrizo Plain Ecological Reserve, an area that contains unique or significant natural or cultural 
values. Prior to the authorization of any surface disturbing activities, a preliminary environmental review 
will be conducted to identify the potential presence of natural or cultural values. Authorizations may be 
delayed until completion of the necessary surveys during the appropriate time period for these resources. 
Surface disturbing activities may be prohibited on portions or the entire lease, and some activities may 
be prohibited during seasonal time periods. 
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Objective: To prevent or reduce disturbance to unique or significant natural or cultural values from fluid 
mineral development. 

Exception: The Authorized Officer may grant an exception if, after coordination with CDFG, an 
environmental review determines that the activity, as proposed or conditioned, would not impair the 
values present and is consistent with the management of the ecological reserve.  

Modification: The Authorized Officer may modify this stipulation to further restrict surface use on a 
portion of or the entire lease if a more stringent requirement is deemed necessary to protect resource 
values following an environmental review.   

Application: The CSU–Chimineas Ranch stipulation would be applied to lands adjacent to, or within the 
boundaries of the California Department of Fish and Game’s Chimineas Unit of the Carrizo Plain 
Ecological Reserve, where the surface is managed by BLM.  Split estate land, where the surface is 
management by the California Department of Fish and Game, would be subject to the NSO-Existing 
Surface Use/Management stipulation. 

Review Process: Generally, the following process would be used to approve surface disturbing activities 
on leases with the CSU–Chimineas Ranch stipulation. The proposed activity would be reviewed to 
determine if the values for which the area was recognized would be affected. This review may involve 
site specific surveys for plant and animal species, conducted according to established methodologies 
which may specify certain seasons or other conditions. In some cases this may mean that a survey 
cannot be completed until the next growing season for some plants or after seasonal appearance for 
some animal species. 

If the review determines that the values for which the area was recognized may be adversely affected, 
then surface disturbing activities may be prohibited on all or portions of the lease and certain activities 
may be prohibited during seasonal periods. 

G.2.3   Oil and Gas Leasing and Lease Management 

A lease for oil and gas gives a lessee (holder of the lease) the right to drill and produce, subject to the 
lease terms, any special stipulations, other reasonable conditions, and approval of an Application for 
Permit to Drill (APD).  The regulations at 43 CFR 3101.1-2 define the reasonable measures which BLM 
can require of a lessee.  Generally, the BLM cannot deny a lessee the right to drill once a lease is issued 
unless the action is in direct conflict with another existing law.  Any surface disturbing activity, however, 
requires prior approval of the BLM.  Such approval would include a site-specific evaluation and 
compliance with the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) of 1969 requirements.   

As part of the preparation for a lease sale the BLM California State Office submits a draft parcel list to 
the Bakersfield Field Office for review and processing.  An Interdisciplinary Team (IDT) is convened to 
review the legal descriptions of the parcels to determine if they are in areas open to leasing; if 
appropriate stipulations have been included or additional stipulations are needed; whether or not new 
information is available since the land use plan was approved; if appropriate consultations have been 
conducted or if additional consultations are needed; and if there are special resource conditions of 
which potential bidders should be made aware.  BLM conducts and documents an environmental 
analysis in compliance with NEPA, at the lease issuance stage, unless an adequate analysis was included 
in an existing environmental document. 
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The BLM offers lands for oil and gas lease to the highest qualified bidder in a competitive auction.  The 
lease term is 10 years, and for as long thereafter as oil and gas can be produced in paying quantities, and 
the maximum lease size offered by BLM is 2,560 acres, (see the Federal Onshore Oil and Gas Leasing 
Reform Act of 1987 Sec. 5102(a)(b)(1)(A).  The BLM can lease the federal mineral estate beneath both 
public land (BLM administered surface) and split estate lands where the surface estate is owned by 
another party.   

After obtaining an oil and gas lease and prior to drilling any well, a lessee and/or operator submits an 
Application for Permit to Drill (APD), indicating the specific location of the drilling site.  BLM conducts 
and documents additional environmental analysis at the APD stage.  BLM may require reasonable 
mitigation measures in the APD, consistent with the lease terms and stipulations.   

For parcels that are split estate, the lessee and/or operator would be responsible not only for adhering 
to BLM requirements, but also for reaching an agreement with the private surface landowner regarding 
access, surface disturbance and reclamation.  Where the lessee/operator is unable to reach a surface 
use agreement with the private surface owner, the lessee/operator can file a surface owner protection 
bond.  This bond should be in an amount sufficient to protect against damages to the surface as allowed 
in the statute that reserved the mineral rights to the Federal government.  However, the minimum of 
the surface owner protection bond is $1,000.00. 

On occasion, it may be desirable or necessary to drill a well from a surface location that is not directly 
above the drilling target.  This is known as directional drilling.  Even though the surface location may not 
be within the federal mineral lease, BLM has the authority to regulate drilling from adjacent, non-federal 
land if federal minerals are involved by requiring a drilling application. Such directional drilling is subject 
to applicable environmental laws, including NEPA, the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 (as 
amended), and the Endangered Species Act of 1973 (ESA), as amended.  BLM will process this type of 
application in the same manner as for an application on leased lands.   

Standard Operating Procedures, Implementation Guidelines, and Conditions of Approval to be employed 
of all existing federal oil and gas leases and private mineral developments subject to the limits of BLM 
authority are described in Appendix L.7. 

G.3 Locatable Minerals 

Locatable minerals are those for which the right to explore, develop, and extract mineral resources on 
federal lands open to mineral entry is established by the location (or staking) of lode or placer mining 
claims, as authorized under the General Mining Law of 1872, as amended.  In general, locatable minerals 
of interest are metallic minerals.  Those metallic minerals found within the Planning Area include: gold, 
copper, tungsten, asbestos, mercury, magnesite, chromite, and uranium.   

G.3.1 Land Use Planning Allocations  

Land Use Planning allocations include the identification of areas recommended for closure to the Mining 
Laws for locatable exploration or development that must be petitioned for withdrawal and any specific 
terms, conditions, or other special considerations needed to protect other resource values while 
conducting activities under the operation of the mining laws.
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G.3.2 Locatable Mineral Site of Interest 

Of greatest interest are those land use allocations that potentially affect areas of historical locatable 
mineral activity and areas of high locatable mineral potential.  To aid in the understanding of the 
potential impacts to all levels of mining operation, the following table presents information regarding 
impacts resulting from the Proposed Plan alternative on 92 individual sites identified as sites of mineral 
interest by the public.   
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Table G-1 
Summary of Potential Impacts to Locatable Mineral Sites of Interest Resulting from the Proposed Plan Alternative 

Longitude Latitude 
Prohibited / 
Restricted? 

Rational for Closures Other alternatives considered? Access Restrictions 

-119.32373 34.96669 Within Bitter Creek National Wildlife Refuge. Outside the authority of the BLM. 

-120.95908 35.61636 PoO Required No Closure Withdrawal from the Mining Law No Legal Public Access 

-120.93459 35.60190 Not on Public Lands 

-120.92678 35.59826 PoO Required No Closure Withdrawal from the Mining Law No Legal Public Access 

-120.95681 35.61079 Not on Public Lands 

-120.95958 35.61166 Not on Public Lands 

-118.40175 35.71998 PoO Required No Closure None Route Closed 

-118.40152 35.71968 PoO Required No Closure None Route Closed 

-118.38536 35.69887 PoO Required No Closure None Route Closed 

-118.38482 35.69858 PoO Required No Closure None Route Closed 

-118.38620 35.69720 PoO Required No Closure None Authorized Use Only 

-118.38562 35.69608 PoO Required No Closure None Authorized Use Only 

-118.44203 35.58081 Withdrawn Non-Discretionary withdrawal (WSA) None Route Closed 

-118.43703 35.57970 Withdrawn Non-Discretionary withdrawal (WSA) None No Access Route 

-118.43702 35.57968 Withdrawn Non-Discretionary withdrawal (WSA) None No Access Route 

-118.40786 35.56581 Withdrawn Non-Discretionary withdrawal (WSA) None No Access Route 

-118.40622 35.56438 Withdrawn Non-Discretionary withdrawal (WSA) None No Access Route 

-118.44172 35.58078 Withdrawn Non-Discretionary withdrawal (WSA) None Route Closed 

-118.27231 35.18939 Not on Public Lands 

-118.29194 35.19046 Not on Public Lands 

-118.31631 35.18985 Not on Public Lands 

-118.29439 
-118.29436 

35.17073 
35.17054 

PoO & Surface 
Use Agreement 
Required, Casual 
Collection 
Prohibited 

To protect sensitive cultural resources 
(Horse Canyon ACEC). 

Withdrawal from the Mining Law No Access Route 

-118.78984 36.42776 PoO Required No Closure Withdrawal from the Mining Law No Access Route 

-118.91764 36.59525 Withdrawn Non-Discretionary withdrawal (WSA) None No Access Route 

-118.78844 36.44716 Not on Public Lands 

-118.82734 36.42076 PoO Required No Closure Withdrawal from the Mining Law Authorized Use Only 
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Longitude Latitude 
Prohibited / 
Restricted? 

Rational for Closures Other alternatives considered? Access Restrictions 

-119.55205 35.38218 Not on Public Lands 

-119.52594 35.38058 Not on Public Lands 

-119.44874 35.20278 Not on Public Lands 

-119.62905 35.34308 Not on Public Lands 

-118.500920 35.716650 None No Closure None No Access Route 

-118.504530 35.639150 None No Closure None No Access Route 

-118.504810 35.637760 None No Closure None No Access Route 

-118.497310 35.633590 None No Closure Withdrawal from the Mining Law None 

-118.515640 35.620260 None No Closure None Route Closed 

-118.493140 35.659420 None No Closure None None 

-118.510640 35.619420 Not on Public Lands 

-118.534250 35.666650 Not on Public Lands 

-118.510640 35.612200 None No Closure None No Access Route 

-118.487590 35.635260 None No Closure Withdrawal from the Mining Law None 

-118.510090 35.619420 Not on Public Lands 

-118.513700 35.632200 None No Closure Withdrawal from the Mining Law Authorized Use Only 

-118.513980 35.652480 None No Closure None None 

-118.501750 35.623310 None No Closure Withdrawal from the Mining Law None 

-118.510620 35.612180 None No Closure None No Access Route 

-118.502620 35.633580 None No Closure Withdrawal from the Mining Law None 

-118.507320 35.633080 None No Closure Withdrawal from the Mining Law No Access Route 

-118.487620 35.635280 None No Closure Withdrawal from the Mining Law None 

-118.499020 35.618080 None No Closure Withdrawal from the Mining Law None 

-118.504520 35.635280 None No Closure Withdrawal from the Mining Law No Access Route 

-118.512320 35.625780 

Surface Use 
Agreement 
Required 

No Closure Withdrawal from the Mining Law None 

-118.513720 35.632180 None No Closure Withdrawal from the Mining Law Authorized Use Only 

-118.505920 35.637840 None No Closure None No Access Route 

-118.492620 35.667780 

Surface Use 
Agreement 
Required 

No Closure None None 
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Longitude Latitude 
Prohibited / 
Restricted? 

Rational for Closures Other alternatives considered? Access Restrictions 

-118.506220 35.634380 None No Closure Withdrawal from the Mining Law No Access Route 

-118.514020 35.620580 None No Closure None None 

-118.501720 35.623280 None No Closure Withdrawal from the Mining Law None 

-118.491720 35.638880 None No Closure Withdrawal from the Mining Law None 

-118.492620 35.639980 None No Closure Withdrawal from the Mining Law None 

-118.505920 35.629680 None No Closure Withdrawal from the Mining Law None 

-119.541570 37.118240 
Casual Collection 
Only 

Not Open to Mineral Entry None Non-Motorized Access 

-120.66589 34.90283 PoO Required No Closure Withdrawal from the Mining Law No Public Access 

-120.66589 35.45857 Not on Public Lands 

-120.82709 35.47329 None No Closure PoO Required No Access Route 

-120.83409 35.46826 None No Closure PoO Required Authorized Use Only 

-120.56067 35.40527 Not on Public Lands 

-120.56487 35.40777 Not on Public Lands 

-119.46844 34.79439 None No Closure None Route Closed 

-119.46924 34.79749 None No Closure None Route Closed 

-119.575370 37.116040 

Surface Use 
Agreement 
Required 

No Closure None No Access Route 

-119.540970 37.135240 
Casual Collection 
Only 

Not Open to Mineral Entry None Non-Motorized Access 

-119.542670 37.089140 Withdrawn BOR Owned Lands None None 

-119.565170 37.053240 Not on Public Lands 

-119.47874 35.09188 None None None None 

-119.53034 35.13418 None None None None 

-119.43984 35.06779 None None None None 

-119.58424 35.17328 None None None None 

-118.392310 35.582480 PoO Required No Closure Withdrawal from the Mining Law None 

-118.442030 35.580810 Withdrawn Non-Discretionary withdrawal (WSA) None Route Closed 

-118.437030 35.579700 Withdrawn Non-Discretionary withdrawal (WSA) None No Access Route 

-118.437020 35.579680 Withdrawn Non-Discretionary withdrawal (WSA) None Route Closed 

-118.513720 35.568080 None None None No Access Route 
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-118.514020 35.569380 None None None No Access Route 

-118.064810 35.558310 Withdrawn Non-Discretionary withdrawal (Wilderness) None No Access Route 

-118.457030 35.558310 Withdrawn Non-Discretionary withdrawal (WSA) None No Access Route 

-119.541570 37.118240 
Casual Collection 
Only 

Not Open to Mineral Entry None Non-Motorized Access 

-118.399250 35.584700 PoO Required No Closure Withdrawal from the Mining Law None 

-118.407860 35.565810 Withdrawn Non-Discretionary withdrawal (WSA) None No Access Route 

-118.406220 35.564380 Withdrawn Non-Discretionary withdrawal (WSA) None Route Closed 

-118.441720 35.580780 Withdrawn Non-Discretionary withdrawal (WSA) None No Access Route 

-119.540970 37.135240 
Casual Collection 
Only 

Not Open to Mineral Entry None Non-Motorized Access 

 




