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Figure 2-17:  Alternative C: Coal Leasing
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Figure 2-18:  Alternative D: Coal Leasing
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Figure 2-30:  Alternative C: Restrictions for Other Surface-disturbing Activities
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Figure 2-36:  Alternative A: Mineral Materials

Uncompahgre Draft Resource Management Plan Revision and Environmental Impact Statement



Appendix A. Figures

A
= 85
S~ Grand— =
@ Junction =
<7 ;

] L3
.'I ; ,'\
8 L7 A
Paonia =
£ ;

3 l : "S|
Area Closed to Mineral o o
@ taterial Disposal >
Area Open to Mineral ; e 0 10 20
o Material Disposal 7 )

Figure 2-37:  Alternative B: Mineral Materials

Uncompahgre Draft Resource Management Plan Revision and Environmental Impact Statement



Appendix A. Figures

-4.._::».\‘ G’_and __,‘,6,"'
~~—® Junction

‘)ML‘L)
'\
\
\
| » J |
&
\ o ) \
Area Closed to Mineral / S
88 Waterial Disposal j" - s
Area Open to Mineral i ‘J 0 10 20
™ Material Disposal | A ————— Miles
\ @/ - J

Figure 2-38:  Alternative C: Mineral Materials
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Alternative A: Comprehensive Travel and Transportation Management

Uncompahgre Draft Resource Management Plan Revision and Environmental Impact Statement



Appendix A. Figures

_ Grand
¥ Junction

{50)

(&

J
A

(50|
\MONUOSG

‘ o

ar ]
N T
a2 g
&
150,
77
Norwood 48
o J Qura
(141) . y
Area Travel Restrictions )
Seasonal Closures
Closed to Motorized and
Mechanized Vehkles )

No Motorized Vehicles
{(Mechanized Vehicles
Limited To Designated ‘
Routes)

0

Travel Limited to
Designated Routes

T

(133

10 20

e Miles

Figure 2-49:  Alternative B: Comprehensive Travel and Transportation Management
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Figure 2-50:  Alternative C: Comprehensive Travel and Transportation Management
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Figure 2-51:  Alternative D: Comprehensive Travel and Transportation Management
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Figure 2-52:  Alternative A: Right-of-Way Exclusion and Avoidance Areas

Uncompahgre Draft Resource Management Plan Revision and Environmental Impact Statement




Appendix A. Figures

Grand
W& Junction

Right of Way
& Avoidance Area

Right of Way
U5 Exclusion Area

(s

(50

.4 -
b Montrose
2 i

P

0 10 20
mm— Miles

Figure 2-53:  Alternative B: Right-of-Way Exclusion and Avoidance Areas
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Figure 2-56:

Alternative A: Designated Utility Corridors
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Uncompahgre Draft Resource Management Plan Revision and Environmental Impact Statement




Appendix A. Figures

Grand
¥ Junction

- ¥ 0 10 20
L] Area Closed to Target Shooting o Miles

Y
VT
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Figure 2-84:  Alternative B: National Scenic, Historic, and Recreational Trails and State and BLM Byways
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Figure 2-17:  Alternative C: Coal Leasing
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Figure 2-18:  Alternative D: Coal Leasing
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Figure 2-24:  Alternative A: Timing Limitation Stipulations for Fluid Mineral Leasing and Other Surface-
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Figure 2-26:  Alternative C: Timing Limitation Stipulations for Fluid Mineral Leasing and Other Surface-
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Figure 2-27:  Alternative D: Timing Limitation Stipulations for Fluid Mineral Leasing and Other Surface-
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Figure 2-28:  Alternative A: Restrictions for Other Surface-disturbing Activities
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Figure 2-29:  Alternative B: Restrictions for Other Surface-disturbing Activities
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Figure 2-30:  Alternative C: Restrictions for Other Surface-disturbing Activities

Uncompahgre Draft Resource Management Plan Revision and Environmental Impact Statement




Appendix A. Figures

Grand
Yo Junction

Surface-Disturbing Activity
Restrictions

Area of No Ground
@ pisturbance (NGD)

Area of Site-Specific 0 10 20
Relocation (SSR) e Miles
T
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Figure 2-32:  Alternative A: Lands Withdrawn and to be Recommended for Withdrawal from Locatable

Mineral Entry
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Figure 2-33:  Alternative B: Lands Withdrawn and to be Recommended for Withdrawal from Locatable
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Figure 2-34:  Alternative C: Lands Withdrawn and to be Recommended for Withdrawal from Locatable

Mineral Entry
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Figure 2-36:  Alternative A: Mineral Materials
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Figure 2-38:  Alternative C: Mineral Materials

Uncompahgre Draft Resource Management Plan Revision and Environmental Impact Statement



Appendix A. Figures

~_~.____Grand =
~~—® Junction

J
{
e
A )
Area Closed to Mineral S/ J
B yatenial Disposal [ T |
Area Open to Mineral J r 0 10 20
9 Waterial Disposal ——— weffeerglomeenke 1 Miles
N forrees J
Figure 2-39:  Alternative D: Mineral Materials

Uncompahgre Draft Resource Management Plan Revision and Environmental Impact Statement




Appendix A. Figures

Grand— @x

% Junction

\
\
el ‘L?‘.
w(
. Area Closed to Nonenergy
" Solid Mineral Leasing {
Area Open to Nonenergy 1" r 0 10 20
B soiid Mineral Leasing I 1 Miles
\ o
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Figure 2-44:  Alternative A: Recreation Management Areas
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Figure 2-46:  Alternative C: Recreation Management Areas

Uncompahgre Draft Resource Management Plan Revision and Environmental Impact Statement




Appendix A. Figures

€
Grand kfv)
@ Junction
North Delta
(59} B
Jumbo
@ Mountain
Roubideau | ]
Montrose r’___
Paradox Valley v S —— g
Kinikin
Dry Creek | "‘\.V P Hills
¢ ]
Spring Creek
| -
oo M
A ;

- San Miguel

™" River ] Ridgway

. } Trails

Dolores 1 "l

River Canyon

——

- g Burn .
{4) Canyon

Extensive Recreation

Management Area

Special Recreation ¥ g 0 10 20

@ Management Area i
[ s— Y
T
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Figure 2-48:

Alternative A: Comprehensive Travel and Transportation Management
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Figure 2-49:  Alternative B: Comprehensive Travel and Transportation Management
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Figure 2-50:  Alternative C: Comprehensive Travel and Transportation Management
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Figure 2-51:  Alternative D: Comprehensive Travel and Transportation Management
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Figure 2-52:  Alternative A: Right-of-Way Exclusion and Avoidance Areas
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Figure 2-53:  Alternative B: Right-of-Way Exclusion and Avoidance Areas
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Figure 2-54:  Alternative C: Right-of-Way Exclusion and Avoidance Areas
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Figure 2-55:  Alternative D: Right-of-Way Exclusion and Avoidance Areas
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Figure 2-56:

Alternative A: Designated Utility Corridors
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Figure 2-57:  Alternatives B and D: Designated Utility Corridors
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Figure 2-58:  Alternative C: Designated Utility Corridors
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Figure 2-59:  Alternative A: Lands ldentified for Disposal
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Figure 2-60:  Alternative B: Lands Identified for Disposal
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Figure 2-61:  Alternative C: Lands Identified for Disposal
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Figure 2-62:  Alternative D: Lands ldentified for Disposal
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Figure 2-63:

Alternative A: Areas of Critical Environmental Concern
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Figure 2-64:  Alternative B: Areas of Critical Environmental Concern
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Figure 2-65:  Alternative C: Areas of Critical Environmental Concern
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Figure 2-66:  Alternative D: Areas of Critical Environmental Concern
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Figure 2-68:  Alternatives A and B: Segments Eligible (Alternative A) or Suitable (Alternative B) for Inclusion in
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Figure 2-69:  Alternative D: Segments Suitable for Inclusion in the National Wild and Scenic Rivers System
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Figure 2-70:  Alternative B: Watchable Wildlife Viewing Sites
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Figure 2-79:  Alternative D: No Target Shooting Areas
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Figure 2-83:  Alternative A: National Historic Trails and State and BLM Byways
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Figure 2-84:  Alternative B: National Scenic, Historic, and Recreational Trails and State and BLM Byways
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Figure 2-85:  Alternative C: National Scenic, Historic, and Recreational Trails and State and BLM Byways
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Figure 3-12:  Naturita Ridge Herd Area
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Uncompahgre Draft Resource Management Plan Revision and Environmental Impact Statement



Appendix A. Figures

B _AG’rand-"" '
@ Junction

7 Wildland Urban Interface o [ e— ]S

Figure 3-14:  Wildland Urban Interface

Uncompahgre Draft Resource Management Plan Revision and Environmental Impact Statement



Appendix A. Figures

Grand—

@ Junction

/SN
\
)
\_r_L_.\;?Q
Cultural Region ¢
@ North Fork R §
0 ouray P
© Uncompahgre ' i
e 7 0 10 20
@ WestEnd } e Miles
\ /@”’ 4
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Figure 3-16:  Potential Fossil Yield Classification Distribution
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Figure 3-22:
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