CENTER FOR NATIVE ECOSYSTEMS

1536 Wynkoop, Suite 303
Denver, Colorado 80202
303.546.0214
cne(@nativeecosystems.org
www.nativeecosystems.org

Don Simpson

State Director

Bureau of Land Management
Wyoming State Office

5353 Yellowstone Road
Cheyenne, WY 82009

September 17, 2009

Re: Protest of the Bureau of Land Management’s Notice of Competitive Oil and
Gas Lease Sale of Parcels with High Conservation Value

Dear Director Simpson:

In accordance with 43 C.F.R. §§ 4.450-2; 3120.1-3, Center for Native Ecosystems
(“CNE”) and Biodiversity Conservation Alliance (“BCA”) protest the October 2, 2009

sale of the following parcels:

I. PROTESTED PARCELS

WY-0910-005
WY-0910-008
WY-0910-009
WY-0910-010
WY-0910-011
WY-0910-012
WY-0910-013
WY-0910-014
WY-0910-015
WY-0910-016
WY-0910-017
WY-0910-018
WY-0910-019
WY -0910-020

WY-0910-021
WY-0910-023
WY-0910-026
WY-0910-028
WY-0910-029
WY-0910-030
WY-0910-031
WY-0910-032
WY-0910-033
WY-0910-034
WY-0910-035
WY-0910-036
WY-0910-037
WY-0910-038

IL. PROTESTING PARTIES

WY-0910-039
WY-0910-040
WY-0910-041
WY-0910-042
WY-0910-043
WY-0910-044
WY-0910-045
WY-0910-046
WY-0910-047
WY-0910-048
WY-0910-049
WY-0910-050
WY-0910-051
WY-0910-032

WY-0910-053
WY-0910-054
WY-0910-035
WY-0910-036
WY-0910-058
WY-0910-059
WY-0910-060
WY-0910-061
WY-0910-062
WY-0910-063
WY-0910-066-



Center for Native Ecosystems has a well-established history of participation in
Bureau of Land Management (“BLM”) planning and management activities, including
participation in Wyoming BLM oil and gas leasing decisions and the planning processes
for the various Wyoming BLM Field Offices. CNE’s mission is to use the best available
science to participate in policy and administrative processes, legal actions, and public
outreach and education to protect and restore native plants and animals in the Greater
Southern Rockies.

Biodiversity Conservation Alliance’s mission is to protect and restore biological
diversity, habitat for wildlife and fish, rare plants, and roadless lands in Wyoming and
surrounding states.

CNE and BCAs members visit, recreate on, and use lands on or near the parcels
proposed for leasing. The staff and members of CNE and BCA enjoy various activities
on or near land proposed for leasing, including viewing and studying rare and imperiled
wildlife and native ecosystems, hiking, camping, taking photographs, and experiencing
solitude. CNE and BCAs staff and members plan to return to the subject lands in the
future to engage in these activities, and to observe and monitor rare and imperiled species
and native ecosystems. We are collectively committed to ensuring that federal agencies
properly manage rare and imperiled species and native ecosystems. Members and
professional staff of CNE and BCA are conducting rescarch and advocacy to protect the
populations and habitat of rare and imperiled species discussed herein. CNE and BCAs
members and staff value the important role that areas of high conservation value, should
play in safeguarding rare species and communities and other unique resources on public
land. Our members’ interests in rare and imperiled species and ecosystems on BLM
lands will be adversely affected if the sale of these parcels proceeds as proposed. Oil and
gas leasing and subsequent mineral development on the protested parcels. if approved
without adequate environmental analysis under the National Environmental Policy Act,
consultation under the Endangered Species Act, and appropriate safeguards to minimize
negative impacts, is likely to result in a greatly increased risk of significant harm to rare
and imperiled species and native ecosystems. Further, our staff and members have been
deprived of the opportunity to publicly comment on the proposed leasing. As a result,
BLM's decision to lease the protested parcels is uninformed and will result in significant
harm to rare and imperiled species and native ecosystems. The proposed leasing of the
protested parcels will harm our members’ interests in the continued use of those public
lands and the rare and imperiled species they support. Therefore protestors have legally
recognizable interests that will be affected and impacted by the proposed action.

Josh Pollock. Conservation Director for Center for Native Ecosystems, is

authorized to file this protest on behalf of CNE. Erik Molvar, Executive Director of
Biodiversity Conservation Alliance, is authorized to file this protest on behalf of BCA.

III. AFFECTED RESOURCES



0Oil and gas exploration and development authorized through the proposed leasing of
the protested parcels is likely to have significant negative impacts on greater sage-grouse,
white-tailed prairie dog, black-tailed prairie dog, black-footed ferret, various raptor
species and other special status species. Exhibit 1 lists the protested parcels, and the
special status species and habitats of concern located within each parcel. In addition,
many of the protested parcels may contain habitat for species listed under the Endangered
Species Act. In addition, the descriptions of the protested parcels in the sale notice
discloses when species listed under the Endangered Species Act may be present in the
protested parcels. Oil and gas development authorized through the proposed leasing of
the protested parcels is likely to have significant impacts on the species and habitats listed
above and in Exhibit 1. The issues raised in the statement of reasons apply to these
species and areas of high conservation value. In this section, we have provided additional
background on greater sage-grouse, white-tailed prairie dog and raptors.

greater sage-grouse

Oil and gas development authorized by the leasing of the protested parcels will have
significant impacts on greater sage-grouse. A number of the protested parcels are located
within a four mile buffer around occupied greater sage-grouse leks. Some of the parcels
directly overlap with greater sage-grouse leks. In addition, a number of the protested
parcels are within greater sage-grouse core areas. Finally, a number of the protested

_parcels are within greater sage-grouse winter habitat. (Information on overlap between
protested parcels and the above types of sage-grouse habitat was obtained from a GIS
overlay of the parcels proposed for leasing and sage-grouse habitat as mapped by the
Wyoming Game and Fish Department). Please see Exhibit 1 for details on the overlap
between protested parcels and key greater sage-grouse habitat.

We request that all lease parcels with sage grouse leks, nesting habitat, breeding
habitat, wintering habitat and brood-rearing habitat contain stipulations which fully
comply with and adhere to the Sage-Grouse Habitat Management Guidelines for
Wyoming adopted July 24, 2007. Many if not most of the leases are in sage grouse core
areas under the Governor’s executive order, yet stipulations that would conform to the
state’s policy are not applied. We further request that all lease parcels with sage grouse
leks, nesting habitats, breeding habitat, wintering habitat and brood-rearing habitat
conform to the recommendations offered in the Wyoming Game and Fish Department’s
“Recommendations for Development of Oil and Gas Resources within Important Wildlife
Habitats™ (included in the list of relevant documents below).

Oil and gas development authorized by the leasing of the protested parcels is likely to
have significant direct, indirect, and cumulative impacts on greater sage-grouse breeding,
nesting, brood rearing and winter habitat, and result in population declines and lek
abandonment. The studies listed below contain information on:

o the status of the greater sage-grouse
o the impacts of oil and gas development on greater sage-grouse



e the efficacy of application of various protective measures (including protective
measures applied to the protested parcels as lease stipulations and notices) in
mitigating impacts of oil and gas development on greater sage-grouse

o expert recommendations on how best to minimize and mitigate impacts of oil and
gas development on greater sage-grouse

¢ information essential to analysis of the direct and indirect impacts of the oil and
gas development on the protested parcels on greater sage-grouse

o information essential to analysis of the cumulative impacts of oil and gas
development on the protested parcels, and other past, present and reasonably
foresecable activities, including grazing, climate change, fire, grazing etc.. on
greater sage-grouse populations

This information is essential to adequate NEPA analysis of the likely direct, indirect,
and cumulative impacts of oil and gas development on the protested parcels on greater
sage-grouse. In addition, this information is crucial to any effort to develop a range of
alternatives for oil and gas development, and to develop and analyze the likely
effectiveness of lease notices and stipulations applied to the protested parcels to mitigate
impacts of oil and gas development on greater sage-grouse to insignificance. The
information in these documents constitutes the best available science on greater sage-
grouse, and the impacts of oil and gas development on greater sage-grouse. The BLM
has not considered the information contained within these documents as part of a
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) analysis of the impacts of oil and gas
development authorized by the leasing of the protested parcels on greater sage-grouse.
We hereby incorporate the following documents by reference:

Western Watersheds Project v. U.S. Forest Service, 535 F. Supp. 2d 1173 (D. Idaho
2007).

Aldridge CL, Boyce MS. 2007. Linking occurrence and fitness to persistence: habitat-
based approach for endangered greater sage-grouse. Ecological Applications 17: 508-
526.

Baxter RJ, Flinders JT, Mitchell DL. 2008. Survival, movements, and reproduction of
translocated greater sage-grouse in Strawberry Valley, Utah. Journal of Wildlife
Management 72: 179-186.

Braun CE. 2006. A blueprint for sage-grouse conservation and recovery. Tucson, AZ:
Grouse Inc.

Connelly JW, Schroeder MA, Sands AR, Braun CE. 2000. Guidelines to manage sage
grouse populations and their habitats. Wildlife Society Bulletin 28: 967-985.

Doherty KE. 2008, Sage-grouse and energy development: Integrating soience with
conservation planning to reduce impacts. Ph.D. Dissertation. University of Montana,
Missoula.



Doherty KE, Naugle DE, Walker BL, Graham JM. 2008. Greater sage-grouse winter
habitat selection and energy development. Journal of Wildlife Management 72: 187-195.

Holloran MJ, Anderson SH. 2005. Spatial distribution of greater sage-grouse nests in
relatively contiguous sage-brush habitats. The Condor 107: 742-752.

Holloran MJ, Heath BJ, Lyon A, Slater SJ, Kuipers JL, Anderson SH. 2005. Greater
sage-grouse nesting habitat selection and success in Wyoming. Journal of Wildlife
Management 69: 638-649,

Moynahan BJ, Lindberg MS, Rotella JJ, Thomas JW. 2007. Factors affecting nest
survival of greater sage-grouse in Northcentral Montana. Journal of Wildlife
Management 71: 1773-1783.

Oyler-Mecance SJ, Taylor SE, Quinn W. 2005a. A multilocus population genetic survey
of the greater sage-grouse across their range. Molecular Ecology 14: 1293-1310.
Oyler-Mocance SJ, St. John J, Taylor SE, Apa A, Quinn TW. 2005b. Population genetics
of Gunnison sage-grouse: Implications for management. Journal of Wildlife
Management 69: 630-637.

Schroeder MA, et al. 2004. Distribution of sage-grouse in North America. The Condor
106: 363-376.

Teddy Roosevelt Conservation Partnership, North American Grouse Partnership. 2008.
Petition for rulemaking to protect greater sage-grouse on lands administered by the
Bureau of Land Management. 44 pages.

Biologists from the Western Association of Wildlife Agencies ("WAFWA") recently
authored a memorandum entitled: Using the best available science to coordinate
conservation actions that benefit sage-grouse across states affected by oil and gas
development in Management Zones I-II (Colorado, Montana, North Dakota, South
Dakota, Utah and Wyoming) (Memorandum from Terry Cleveland and John Emmerich

to Tom Christiansen and Joe Bohne, Wyoming Game and Fish Department, January 29,
2008).

Walker BL, Naugle DE, Doherty KE. 2007, Greater sage-grouse population response to
energy development and habitat loss. Journal of Wildlife Management 71: 2644-2654.

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service. 2008. Greater sage-grouse interim status update. 31
October 2008. Mountain Prairie Region Wyoming Ecological Services Office, 240 pp.

Wyoming Department of Game and Fish. 2009. Recommendations for development of
oil and gas resources within important wildlife habitats. May 2009. Cheyenne, WY 250

PP



We ask that BLM consider the information contained within these documents in making
a decision regarding whether to withdraw the protested parcels given the arguments
outlined below in the statement of reasons.

white-tailed prairie dog

A number of the protested parcels are located within important white-tailed prairie
dog habitat, including areas that CNE has nominated as white-tailed prairie dog Areas of
Critical Environmental Concern (See Exhibit | for details). GIS data for this analysis
was obtained from various sources; details on the data sources will be provided upon
request. Oil and gas development authorized by the leasing of the protested parcels is
likely to have significant direct, indirect, and cumulative impacts on white-tailed prairie
dog and other species that rely on white-tailed prairie dogs, including black-footed
ferrets. The studies listed below contain information on:

» the status of the white-tailed prairie dog
e the impacts of oil and gas development on the white-tailed prairie dogs
the efficacy of application of various protective measures (including protective
measures applied to the protested parcels as lease stipulations and notices) in
mitigating impacts of oil and gas development on white-tailed prairie dogs
o expert recommendations on how best to minimize and mitigate impacts of oil and
gas development on white-tailed prairie dogs
s information essential to analysis of the direct and indirect impacts of the oil and
gas development on the protested parcels on white-tailed prairie dogs
¢ information essential to analysis of the cumulative impacts of oil and gas
development on the protested parcels, and other past, present and reasonably
foreseeable activities, including grazing, climate change, plague, shooting etc., on
white-tailed prairie dog populations

This information is essential to adequate NEPA analysis of the likely direct, indirect,
and cumulative impacts of oil and gas development on the protested parcels on the white-
tailed prairie dog, and associated species, including black-footed ferret. In addition, this
information is crucial to any effort to develop a range of alternatives for oil and gas
development, and to develop and analyze the likely effectiveness of lease notices and
stipulations applied to the protested parcels to mitigate impacts of oil and gas
development on white-tailed prairie dogs to insignificance. The information in these
documents constitutes the best available science on white-tailed prairie dogs, and the
impacts of oil and gas development on white-tailed prairie dogs. The BLM has not
considered the information contained within these documents as part of a National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) analysis of the impacts of oil and gas development
authorized by the leasing of the protested parcels on white-tailed prairie dogs or
associated species, including black-footed ferrets. We hereby incorporate the following
documents by reference:



Center for Native Ecosystems et al. 2002, ESA petition to list the white-tailed prairie
dog, submitted to U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service on July 11, 2002.
http:/mativeecosystems.org/wp-content/uploads/wtpd-esa-listing-petition. pdf

Center for Native Ecosystems. 2003. Nominations for the designation of Areas of
Critical Environmental Concern for 25 large white-tailed prairie dog complexes.
Submitted to Wyoming Bureau of Land Management on January 21, 2003
http://nativeecosystems. org/wp-content/uploads/acec-nomination. pdf
http://nativeecosystems. org/wp-content/uploads/acec-map.pdf

Wyoming BLM prepared a programmatic Biological Evaluation of the impacts of
Wyoming BLM’s oil and gas program on white-tailed prairie dog. The BE which can be
foud at http:/www.blm. pov/pedata/ete/medialib/blm/wy/wildlife/wt-

prdog. Par.20150.File.dat/WTPDbio-eval.pdf, concludes thatthe BLM’s oil and gas
program in Wyoming will contribute to the need to list the white-tailed prairie dog under
the Endangered Species Act.

The BE makes the following determination on p. 3-14:

“Implementation of energy and mineral resource management actions may impact and is
likelv to contribute to the need for Federal listing of the WTPD for the Great Divide
(Rawlins FO), Green River (Rock Springs FO), Kemmerer, and Pinedale RMPs. This
determination is based on the limited ability for the BLM to provide minimization of
direct effects of oil and gas development to the WTPD through implementation of the
conservation strategies (section 4.0) and the potential to damage or destroy suitable
occupied and unoccupied WTPD habitat on split estates. In addition, each of these FOs
have WTPD complexes located in areas of potential mineral development.”

The BE recommends the following Best Management Practices for oil and gas
development to remedy this situation on p. 4-2:

“No further oil and gas exploration and development should be allowed into occupied
prairie dog colonies, or the BLM should apply a Condition of Approval (COA) on all
Applications for Permit to Drill (APDs) within areas containing known populations of
WTPDs that protects rearing of young from April 1 through July 15. When possible, a No
Surface Occupancy stipulation should be applied to all ocoupied and recovering prairie
dog habitat for well pads or ancillary facilities (e.g. compressor stations, processing
plants, etc.) within 1/8th mile of WTPD habitat. When possible, no seismic activity
should be allowed in occupied or recovering prairie dog habitat.”

Though BLM has prepared new RMPs since this BE was written, none of the new RMPs
incorporated the above BMPs recommended in the BE.



Raptors

Qil and gas development authorized by the leasing of the protested parcels will have
significant impacts on various raptor species. A number of the protested parcels are
located within important raptor habitat, including, but not limited to nesting habitat.
(Information on overlap between protested parcels and raptor habitat was obtained from
the BLM sale notice for this oil and gas lease sale). Please see Exhibit 1 for details on the
overlap between protested parcels and important raptor habitat.

Oil and gas development authorized by the leasing of the protested parcels is likely to
have significant direct, indirect, and cumulative impacts on raptor nesting habitat, and
other important raptor habitat and result in nest abandonment and contribute to
population declines. The study listed below contain information on:

s the status of various raptor species

o the impacts of oil and gas development on raptors

o the efficacy of application of various protective measures (including protective
measures applied to the protested parcels as lease stipulations and notices) in
mitigating impacts of oil and gas development on raptors

s expert recommendations on how best to minimize and mitigate impacts of oil and
gas development on raptors

s information essential to analysis of the direct and indirect impacts of the oil and
gas development on the protested parcels on raptors

» information essential to analysis of the cumulative impacts of oil and gas
development on the protested parcels, and other past, present and reasonably
foreseeable activities, including grazing, climate change, fire, grazing etc., on
raptor populations

This information is essential to adequate NEPA analysis of the likely direct, indirect,
and cumulative impacts of oil and gas development on the protested parcels on raptors.
In addition, this information is crucial to any effort to develop a range of alternatives for
oil and gas development, and to develop and analyze the likely effectiveness of lease
notices and stipulations applied to the protested parcels to mitigate impacts of oil and gas
development on raptors to insignificance. The information in this document constitutes
the best available science on and the impacts of oil and gas development on raptors. The
BLM has not considered the information contained within these documents as part of a
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) analysis of the impacts of oil and gas
development authorized by the leasing of the protested parcels on sensitive raptor
species. We hereby incorporate the following documents by reference:

D. M. Whittington and G. T. Allen. 2008. Draft guidelines for raptor conservation in the
Western United States. February 2008. U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Region 9,
Washington, D.C. 156 pp.



We ask that BLM consider the information contained within these documents in making
a decision regarding whether to withdraw the protested parcels given the arguments
outlined below in the statement of reasons.

IV. STATEMENT OF REASONS

BLM should withdraw from the sale all protested parcels for the reasons set forth
below. There is credible evidence of resource conflicts and potentially significant
environmental impacts which have not been properly analyzed. Oil and gas development
authorized by the leasing of the protested parcels is likely to have significant impacts on
several special status species, including greater sage-grouse, white-tailed prairie dog,
black-tailed prairie dog, black-footed ferret, and several raptor species. In addition, oil
and gas development authorized by the proposed leasing of the protested parcels is likely
to have significant impacts on Citizen’s Proposed Wilderness Areas, and other sensitive
resources. The BLM should withdraw the protested parcels pending completion of pre-
leasing programmatic and site-specific Environmental Assessments or Environmental
Impact Statements that provide an adequate analysis of the impacts of the proposed
leasing on rare and imperiled species, special status species, areas of high conservation
value, and other sensitive resources; and compliance with the National Environmental
Policy Act (NEPA). In addition, the BLM should withdraw the protested parcels until the
BLM has met its obligations with respect to special status species. The BLM should also
withdraw all protested parcels that may contain habitat for species protected under the
Endangered Species Act (ESA), pending BLM compliance with the requirements of the
ESA. Inaddition, BLM should withdraw the protested parcels until BLM can
demonstrate that leasing the protested parcels will not violate the Federal Land Policy
and Management Act (FLPMA). Finally, BLM should withdraw the protested parcels
until the BLM has met its obligations under the Administrative Procedure Act.

A. National Environmental Policy Act

1. BLM Has Failed to Take a “Hard Look” at the Environmental Effects of the
Proposed Leasing,

The National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) requires federal agencies to
prepare a statement on the environmental impacts of every major action significantly
affecting the quality of the human environment. National Environmental Policy Act of
1969 § 102(2)(C), 42 U.S.C. § 4332(C) (2009). According to the Supreme Court,
agencies must take a “hard look” at the environmental effects of major federal actions in
order to satisfy that requirement. Kleppe v. Sierra Club, 427 U.8. 390, 410n.21 (1976).
While NEPA does not mandate particular results, it does prescribe a necessary process
that agencies must follow during their decision-making processes, Robertson v. Methow
Valley Citizens Council, 490 U.S. 332, 350-51 (1989). “Federal agencies shall use the
NEPA process to identify and assess the reasonable alternatives to proposed actions that
will avoid or minimize adverse effects of these actions upon the quality of the human
environment.” 40 C.F.R. §1500.2(e) (2009). Agencies are required to consider



alternatives to a proposed action and must not prejudge whether it will take a certain
course of action prior to completing the NEPA process.42 U.S.C § 4332(C). Federal
regulations make clear that discussion of alternatives to the proposed action is “the heart”
of the environmental impact statement. 40 C.F.R. §1502.14 (2009).

a. BLM Failed to Consider Significant New Information

None of the NEPA documents, to which the leasing is tied, address the significant
new information now available on the status of the greater sage-grouse, white-tailed
prairie dog, black-tailed prairie dog, black-footed ferret, various raptor species and other
special status species. An “agency must be alert to new information that may alter the
results of its original environmental analysis, and continue to take a ‘hard look at the
environmental effect of [its] planned action, even after a proposal has received initial
approval.”™ Friends of the Clearwater v. Dombeck, 222 F.3d 552, 557 (9th Cir. 2000)
(quoting Marsh v. Or. Natural Res. Council, 490 U.S. 360, 374 (1989)).

In order to satisfy the “hard look” requirement, the BLM must supplement its
existing environmental analyses when new circumstances “raise[] significant new
information relevant to environmental concerns . . . .” Portland Audubon Soc'y v.
Babbitt, 998 F.2d 705, 708 (9th Cir. 2000). Agencies are required to “prepare
supplements to either draft or final environmental impacts statements if . . . there are
significant new circumstances or information relevant to environmental concerns and
bearing on the proposed action or its impacts.” 40 C.F.R. § 1502.9(c)(1)(ii) (2009). The
Supreme Court has held that a supplemental EIS must be prepared if “new information is
sufficient to show that the remaining action will ‘affec[t] the quality of the human
environment’ in a significant manner or to a significant extent not already considered. . .
. Marsh v, Or. Natural Res. Council, 490 U.S. 390, 374 (1989); see 42 U.8.C. §
4332(2)(C) (2009). In a recent Utah case, the court held that the “Utah BLM ignored
significant new information when it decided to lease the sixteen parcels at issue without
first conducting a supplemental NEPA analysis.” So. Utah Wilderness Alliance v. Norton,
457 F. Supp. 2d 1253, 1267 (D. Utah 2006). The analysis relied upon failed to reflect
significant new information regarding the wilderness characteristics of the parcels at
issue. Jd. Further, in Center for Native Ecosystem), the Interior Board of Land Appeals
held that once the BLM has identified existing NEPA documents, it is the responsibility
of the relevant field office reviewers to determine whether there were “"significant new
circumstances or information relevant to environmental concerns and bearing on the
proposed action or its impacts." Center for Native Ecosystems, 170 IBLA 331, 346
(2006) (*CNE 17).

In the present case, BLM has failed to meet the requirements of NEPA in light of
the significant new information regarding greater sage-grouse, white-tailed prairie dog,
black-tailed prairie dog, black-footed ferret, various raptor species and other special
status species, BLM must address this new information in a NEPA analysis of the
proposed leasing of the protested parcels in order to comply with NEPA. The BLM has
been provided with significant new information and changed circumstances relevant to
the potential impacts of the oil and gas development authorized by the proposed leasing,

10



on a number of the special status species at issue here, including, greater sage-grouse,
white-tailed prairie dog, black-tailed prairie dog, black-footed ferret, and other special
status species. Center for Native Ecosystems has provided BLM with significant new
information on a number of these special status species, in each of our previous protests
of BLM oil and gas lease sales, and in comments on Resource Management Plan
Revisions and environmental analyses of proposed oil and gas developments. We hereby
incorporate the significant new information section in each of our past protests of WY
BLM oil and gas lease sales by reference. In addition, we hereby incorporate by
reference significant new information on the aforementioned species that we have
provided to BLM in our comments and protests throughout the relevant RMP revision
processes, and/or as part of comments on oil and gas leasing environmental assessments.
Finally, the documents and studies that we have referenced in ‘ Affected Resources’
section of this protest contain significant new information on greater sage-grouse and
white-tailed prairie dog that has not been considered in the NEPA documents to which
the proposed leasing is tiered. The BLM has been provided with new information on the
status of greater sage grouse, white-tailed prairie dog and sensitive raptor species, new
science on the likely impacts of oil and gas development on these species, new
information on the likely extent of oil and gas development likely in habitat for these
species, and new science on the likely effectiveness of the standard mitigation measures
proposed by BLM to mitigate the impacts of the proposed leasing on these species. In
addition, some of the documents referenced in the ‘ Affected Resources’ of this protest,
provide expert recommendations regarding how to mitigate the impacts of oil and gas
development on greater sage-grouse, white-tailed prairie dog and various raptor species.
None of the NEPA documents, to which the proposed leasing is tiered, adequately
address significant new information that bears directly on the impacts of oil and gas
development on the aforementioned special status species. The BLM must address the
significant new information and changed circumstances that have arisen since publication
ofthe NEPA documents to which the proposed leasing is tiered, in order to comply with
NEPA.

b. BLM Failed to Conduct Direct, Indirect, and Cumulative Impacts
Analysis

None of the documents which BLM relied upon in its Determination of NEPA
Adequacy consider the direct, indirect, and cumulative effects of oil and gas drilling on (x
species) and its habitat. At minimum, “the agency’s [Environmental Assessment] must
give a realistic evaluation of the total impacts and cannot isolate a proposed project,
viewing it in a vacuum.” Grand Canyon Trust v. F.4.4.,290 F.3d 339, 342 (D.C. Cir.
2002). More specifically, “an environmental impact statement must analyze not only the
direct impacts of a proposed action, but also the indirect and cumulative impacts,”

Utahns for Better Transp. v. U.S. Dep't of Transp., 305 F.3d 1152, 1172 (10th Cir. 2002)
(citing Custer County Action Assoc. v. Garvey, 256 F.3d 1024, 1035 (10th Cir. 2001))
(internal quotation omitted); see also 40 C.F.R. § 1509.25(a)(2) (2009) (scope of EIS is
influenced by cumulative actions and impact); Greenpeace v. Nat'l Marine Fisheries
Serv., 80 F. Supp. 2d 1137, 1149 (W.D. Wash. 2000) (management plans were unlawful
for failing to consider cumulative impacts on species). Conner v. Burford holds that the

11



inability at the lease sale stage to fully ascertain effects of development “is not a
justification for failing to estimate what those effects might be.” Conner v. Burford, 848
F.2d 1441 (9th Cir. 1988); see also Methow Valley Citizens Council, 490 U.S. 332
(1989).

Cumulative impact is defined as “the impact on the environment which results
from the incremental impact of the action when added to other past, present, and
reasonably foreseeable future actions regardless of what agency (Federal or non-Federal)
or person undertakes such other actions. Cumulative impacts can result from individually
minor but collectively significant actions taking place over a period of time.” 40 C.F.R. §
1508.7 (2009). The Tenth Circuit recently noted that the BLM’s own Handbook for
Fluid Mineral Resources recognizes that “BLM has a statutory responsibility under
NEPA to analyze and document the direct, indirect and cumulative impacts of past,
present and reasonably foreseeable future actions resulting from Federally authorized
fluid minerals activities.” Pennaco Energy Inc., v. U.S. Dep 't of Interior, 377 F.3d 1147,
1160 (10th Cir. 2004).

The BLM must address the effects of direct, indirect and cumulative impacts of
oil and gas leasing on the greater sage-grouse, white-tailed prairie dog, black-tailed
prairie dog, black-footed ferret and various raptor species, in a NEPA document in order
to comply with NEPA. The BLM has issued determinations of NEPA adequacy that
conclude that various existing NEPA documents contain adequate analysis of the impacts
of the proposed leasing, and consideration of alternatives. The BLM also proposes to
conduct further site-specific NEPA analysis at the time when a lessee applies for an
Application for a Permit to Drill (APD). As discussed further below, the appropriate time
to conduct site-specific NEPA analysis is at the leasing stage, not at the stage when a
lessee files an APD. However, regardless of whether BLM is correct in its position that
the appropriate time to conduct site-specific analysis at the APD stage rather than at the
leasing stage, the BLM's existing programmatic NEPA documents do not contain
adequate analysis of the environmental impacts of the proposed leasing, or adequate
consideration of a range of alternatives. These programmatic NEPA documents form the
basis for the decision to lease the protested parcels. The Finding of No Significant
Impact in these programmatic NEPA documents and subsequent DN As, is predicated on
the application of lease stipulations that are intended to protect resources (in this case
special status species and their habitat, a Wilderness Study Area, and other sensitive
resources), from significant impacts. However, most of the programmatic NEPA
documents that BLM relies upon in making this FONSI (primarily Resource
Management Plans (RMPs) and various RMP Amendments), are decades old, and have
been rendered obsolete by, 1) new information on the rate and scale of oil and pas
development on BLM lands, 2) new information on impacts of oil and gas development
on special status species, 3) research demonstrating that lease stipulations outlined in
these documents and applied to the protested parcels are ineffective at minimizing
impacts to special status species, and 4) changes in the status (both biological and
regulatory) of many special status species. Further, many of these documents did not
contain an adequate analysis of impacts to special status species, or consideration of
alternatives, even given the information that was available at the time they were prepared.
BLM has completed revisions of some of the relevant Resource Management Plans.
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However, these revised Resource Management Plans fail to adequately analyze the
impacts of oil and gas development on the special status species at issue here, or 1o
consider an adequate range of alternatives. We hereby incorporate our comments on the
relevant revised Resource Management Plans, by reference.

The BLM must revise its existing programmatic NEPA documents prior to a
decision to apply particular lease stipulations to the protested parcels and lease them for
oil and gas exploration and development. In doing so, the BLM must adequately analyze
the potential direct, indirect, and cumulative impacts of the proposed leasing on greater
sage-grouse, white-tailed prairie dog, black-tailed prairie dog, black-footed ferret, and
other special status species that may occupy the protested parcels, as well as Citizen’s
Proposed Wilderness Areas.

For example, the NEPA documents to which the proposed leasing is tiered do not
provide adequate analysis of the potential direct and indirect effects of oil and gas
exploration and development on the protested parcels on greater sage-grouse. In
addition, the BLM has not adequately analyzed the potential cumulative impacts of oil
and gas development, grazing, climate change, oil shale and tar sands development,
geothermal development, alternative energy development, off-road vehicle use, and other
activities on greater sage-grouse over the life of the Resource Management Plans, BLM
adopted a National Sage-Grouse Conservation Strategy in 2004 as part of an effort to
ensure that greater sage-grouse populations and habitats are conserved and recovered
across the range of the greater sage-grouse. The old Resource Management Plans to
which much of the proposed leasing is tiered, do not include significant new information
outlined in the National Sage-Grouse Habitat Conservation Policy, yet the BLM proposes
to authorize leasing on the protested parcels without revising or supplementing these
RMPs, or conducting a site-specific pre-leasing NEPA analysis that addresses this
information. In addition, the recently revised RMPs at issue here do not undertake the
analysis or management measures required by that strategy. The BLM National Sage-
Grouse Habitat Conservation Strategy has failed, and BLM has contributed to significant
declines in sage-grouse populations across the species' range, and has contributed to the
need to list the species under the Endangered Species Act. On December 4, 2007, the
Federal District Court for the District of Idaho reversed and remanded the U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service’s (“FWS”) decision not to list the sage grouse as “threatened” or
“endangered” under the ESA. Western Watersheds Project v. U.S. Forest Service, 535 F.
Sup. 2d 1173 (D. Idaho 2007). The court explained the perilous condition of the sage
grouse and the impact suffered by its habitats to date. Jd. at 1173. Further elaborating on
the current state of grouse habitat, the court noted: “Nowhere is sage-grouse habitat
described as stable. By all accounts, it is deteriorating, and that deterioration is caused by
factors that are on the increase.” /d. at 1186. The court specifically focused on the impact
of oil and gas development on grouse habitat as identified by an independent expert team.
Id. at 1179. The court noted “a singular lack of data on measures taken by the BLM to
protect the sage-grouse from energy development, the single largest risk in the eastern
region.” Id. at 1188. The BLM has failed to adequately protect greater sage-grouse from
significant declines on BLM lands across its range, in large part because it has
systematically failed to adequately analyze the direct, indirect and cumulative impacts of
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oil and gas development, and a variety of other BLM authorized activities, on the greater
sage-grouse. An emerging scientific consensus amongst sage-grouse experts suggests
that, in order to avoid significant continued declines of greater sage-grouse, BLM must:
1) set aside substantial areas of sage-grouse habitat as reserves free from oil and gas
development, and 2) avoid development within breeding, summer and winter habitats,
which are essential to the survival of populations, and 3) apply adequate mitigation
measures as lease stipulations, to ensure against significant declines in response to energy
development in areas outside of core reserves. Inthis instance the BLM is authorizing
leasing of significant acreage of key greater sage-grouse habitat, including sage-grouse
leks, breeding habitat, nesting habitat, and winter habitat. Experts recommend avoiding
development within breeding and winter habitats, and within 4 miles of greater sage-
grouse leks. BLM is authorizing oil and gas development within these key habitats, with
lease stipulations that are unlikely to prevent significant declines in greater sage-grouse
populations in these areas. The best available science on the greater sage-grouse suggests
that BLM's lease stipulations (including those attached to the leases at issue here), are
inadequate to prevent significant declines of greater sage-grouse in response to large-
scale oil and gas development. Please see the references listed in the * Affected
Resources Section of this Protest for studies and research reviews that substantiate the
above claims. The BLM has failed to conduct adequate programmatic analysis of the
direct, indirect and cumulative impacts of the proposed leasing on greater sage-grouse.
The BLM has failed to address significant new information that bears directly on the
impacts of leasing the protested parcels in greater sage grouse habitat in general, and
particularly in areas that are within a four mile buffer surrounding greater sage-grouse
leks, within greater sage-grouse core areas identified by the Governor's greater sage-
grouse working group, and winter habitat. The BLM's outdated and inadequate
programmatic analysis of leasing the protested parcels in greater sage-grouse habitat has
resulted in application of lease stipulations that have been repeatedly demonstrated to be
ineffective at mitigating impacts of leasing and subsequent oil and gas development to
insignificance. Past leasing with identical lease stipulations has resulted in significant
impacts to greater sage-grouse in Wyoming, and has resulted in the BLM contributing to
the need to protect the greater sage-grouse under the Endangered Species Act. The
decision to lease the protested parcels in greater sage-grouse habitat with the stipulations
attached in the sale notice, will result in substantially increased and unnecessary risk of
significant impacts to greater sage-grouse. Please see the documents referenced in the
‘Affected Resources’ section of this protest for substantiation of the above claims. BLM
failed to conduct an adequate NEPA analysis of the proposed leasing. BLM's conclusion
that sale of the leases at issue here, will not significantly impact the greater sage-grouse,
is arbitrary and capricious.

Similarly, the BLM has not adequately consider the direct, indirect and
cumulative impacts of oil and gas leasing and subsequent development on white-tailed
prairie dog, black-tailed prairie dog, black-footed ferret, various raptor species and other
special status species that may rely on habitat within the protested parcels. The BLM
must address the effects of direct, indirect, and cumulative impacts of oil and gas leasing
on the all of these special status species, in a NEPA document in order to comply with
NEPA.
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¢. BLM Failed to Address an Adequate Range of Alternatives

The purpose of NEPA'’s alternatives requirement is to ensure that agencies do not
undertake projects “without intense consideration of other more ecologically sounds
courses of action, including shelving the entire project, or of accomplishing the same
result by entirely different means.” Envtl. Def. Fund, Inc. v. U.S. Army Corps of Eng 'rs,
492 F.2d 1123, 1135 (5th Cir. 1974); see also Or. Envil. Council v. Kunzman, 614 F.
Supp. 657, 660 (D. Or. 1983) (stating that the alternatives that must be considered under
NEPA are those that would ‘avoid or minimize’ adverse environmental effects.) Federal
agencies shall “use the NEPA process to identify and assess the reasonable alternatives to
proposed actions that will avoid or minimize adverse effects of these actions upon the
quality of'the human environment.” 40 C.F.R. § 1500.2(e). Alternatives should include
reasonable alternatives to a proposed action that will accomplish the intended purpose,
are technically and economically feasible, and yet have a lesser impact. Headwaters, Inc.
v. BLM, 915 F.2d 1174, 1180-81 (5th Cir. 1990); City of Aurora v. Hunt, 749 F.2d 1457,
1466-67 (10th Cir. 1984).

In Pennaco Energy, the Tenth Circuit upheld the IBLA's ruling, which overturned
BLM’s decision to lease a number of parcels for oil and gas development because the
NEPA analysis failed to consider an adequate range of alternatives. Pennaco Energy, Inc.
v. Dept. of Interior, 377 F.3d 1147, 1150) (10th Cir. 2004). The court stated “in order to
provide ‘a clear basis for choice among options by the decision maker and the public,” an
agency’s EIS must consider the “no action” alternative.” Id. at 1150; 40 C.F.R. §
1502.14(d) (EIS shall “[i]nclude the alternative of no action™). The court found that “the
EIS did not consider reasonable alternatives available in a leasing decision, including
whether specific parcels should be leased, appropriate lease stipulations, and NSO and
non-NSO areas.” Pennaco, 377 F.3d at 1154.

In the present case BLM must consider a “reasonable range of alternatives,” in a
site specific NEPA analysis of leasing of each of the protested parcels. The BLM should
analyze an adequate range of alternatives, including permanently suspending leasing in
key habitat for rapidly declining species that may be significantly impacted by oil and gas
development at a landscape scale, applying 'no surface occupancy' stipulations to key
habitat for special status species, and conducting phased leasing in key habitat for special
status species. When new information suggests that existing lease stipulations are
ineffective, and that alternative lease stipulations might better minimize impacts of oil
and gas exploration and development on a particular special status species, the BLM
should consider a range of alternatives that includes application of any such alternative
lease stipulations. BLM has not considered an adequate range of alternatives to the
proposed leasing of the protested parcels.

For example, none of the RMPs to which the proposed leasing is tiered, consider
setting aside large core reserves for greater sage-grouse that will remain free from oil and
gas development for the life of the RMPs. Nor do any of the RMPs consider an
alternative in which oil and gas development activities are prohibited within 4 miles of
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leks and associated nesting areas, an alternative in which oil and gas development
activities are prohibited within a buffer of greater than % mile but less than 4 miles of
sage-grouse leks, an alternative with phased development of sage-grouse habitat, an
alternative that concentrates road construction and development so as to avoid key sage-
grouse habitat, etc. The best available science suggests that these alternatives may better
protect greater sage-grouse in the face of oil and gas development, and that adoption of
more protective alternatives may be necessary in order to ensure that BLM does not
continue to contribute to the need 1o list the greater sage-grouse under the Endangered
Species Act (See documents listed in the ‘ Affected Resources Section of this Protest).

The BLM has failed to consider an adequate range of alternatives to explore the
best ways to minimize impacts of the proposed leasing to greater sage-grouse, white-
tailed prairie dog, black-tailed prairie dog, black-footed ferret, and various raptor species
or on sensitive lands within wilderness study areas.

2. BLM Must Conduct NEPA Analysis Prior to Making an Irretrievable and
Irreversible Commitment of Resources

NEPA analysis must be conducted prior to a federal action that would result in an
“irreversible and irretrievable commitment of resources.” Mobile Qil Corp. v. F.T.C., 562
F.2d 170, 173 (2d. Cir. 1977). Doing otherwise “would frustrate the fundamental
purpose of the National Environmental Policy Act . . . which is to ensure that federal
agencies take a ‘hard look’ at the environmental consequences of their actions, early
enough so that it can serve as an important contribution to the decision making process.”
Sierra Club v. Bosworth, 510 F.3d 1016, 1026 (9th Cir, 2007). Leasing without a No
Surface Occupancy (“NSO™) stipulation has on-the-ground consequences and is an
“irreversible and irretrievable commitment of resource,”” which requires NEPA analysis.
So. Utah Wilderness Alliance, 166 IBLA 270, 276-77 (2005). In Conner v. Burford, the
court addressed oil and gas leasing in the Flathead and Gallatin National Forests. 848
F.2d 1441 (9th Cir. 1988). That case mandates an EIS at the lease sale stage, even
though it is difficult to ascertain whether, or where, drilling activity might occur. Id. at
1451, see also Pennaco Energy, Inc. v. U.S. Dep 't of Interior, 377 F.3d 1147, 1160 (10th
Cir. 2004). In a more recent Tenth Circuit case the court stated that “assessment of all
‘reasonably foreseeable’ impacts must occur at the earliest practicable point, and must
take place before an ‘irretrievable commitment of resources’ is made.” N.M. ex rel
Richardson v. BLM, 565 F.3d 683, 717-18 (10th Circuit 2009). The Court went on to
conclude that the issuance of an oil and gas lease without an NSO stipulation constituted
such a commitment of resources. /d. at 718.

In the present case, BLM has proposes to issue leases in key habitat for greater
sage-grouse, white-tailed prairie dog, black-tailed prairie dog, black-footed ferret and
various raptor species, and to defer site-specific NEPA analysis of the impacts of the oil
and gas development authorized by the proposed leasing to the time when an operator
applies for a permit to drill. These leases do not have NSO stipulations. As a
consequence, oil and gas development authorized by the proposed leasing is likely to
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have significant impacts on these species. The proposed leasing constitutes an
irretrievable and irreversible commitment of resources.

a. Site-Specific NEPA Analysis Required Prior to Leasing

Because lease issuance is the point at which there has been an irretrievable and
irreversible commitment of resources, “the appropriate time for considering the potential
impacts of oil and gas exploration and development is when BLM proposes to lease
public land for oil and gas purposes . . ..” Ctr. for Native Ecosystems, 170 IBLA 345
(2006) (emphasis added); see also So. Utah Wilderness Alliance (SUWA), 166 IBLA 270,
276-77 (2005), Sierra Club v. Peterson, 717 F.2d 1409 (D.C..Cir. 1983) (concluding that
an EIS must be prepared when the lease is issued); Bob Marshall Alliance v. Hodel, 852
F.2d 1223 (9th Cir. 1988). In Park County, the court permitted the agency to forego
preparation of an EIS when it had previously prepared an extensive environmental
assessment covering the leases in question. Park County Resource Council v. U.S. Dep 't
of Agric., 817 F.2d 609, 624 (10th Cir. 1987). That holding does not preclude BLM from
preparing an EIS at the pre-leasing stage. Pennaco Energy, Inc. v. U.S. Dep 't of the
Interior, 377 F.3d 1147, 1162 (10th Cir. 2004). Rather, that holding is limited to cases
where the agency prepared an “extensive” environmental assessment covering the leases
in question. /d. In the present case, the only NEPA documents prepared for the protested
parcels are Resource Management Plan documents that do not contain adequate
consideration of the impacts of reasonably foreseeable post-leasing development, or
consider an adequate range of alternatives. Thus, the BLM must consider all stages of oil
and gas production in a NEPA analysis conducted prior to leasing.

Thus, BLM must conduct a site-specific analysis of the impacts of all stages of oil
and gas development on the protested parcels on greater sage-grouse, white-tailed prairie
dog, black-tailed prairie dog, black-footed ferret, and various raptor species, prior to
leasing the protested parcels. BLM should: 1) conduct surveys of the protested parcels,
determine and disclose whether the parcel contains habitat for rare and imperiled species
(including special status species), 2) analyze the likely direct, indirect, and cumulative
impacts of oil and gas exploration and development on rare and imperiled species, 3)
analyze an adequate range of alternatives to the proposed leasing (e.g. no leasing, no
surface occupancy, etc.), and 4) analyze any proposed mitigation measures applied as
lease stipulations or lease notices to determine their likely effectiveness; prior to leasing
the protested parcels.

3. NEPA Requires Analysis of Effectiveness of Mitigation Measures

A complete discussion of steps that can be taken to mitigate adverse
environmental impacts is an important ingredient of the NEPA process. Robertson v.
Methow Valley Citizens Council, 490 U.S. 332, 351 (1989). “Without such a discussion,
neither the agency nor other interested groups and individuals can properly evaluate the
severity of the adverse effects.” Id. In recognition of the importance of a discussion of
mitigation measures, Council on Environmental Quality (CEQ) regulations “require that
the agenoy discuss possible mitigation measures in defining the scope of the EIS, 40 CFR
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§ 1508.25(b), in discussing alternatives to the proposed action, § 1502.14(f), and
consequences of that action, § 1502.16(h), and in explaining its ultimate decision, §
1505.2(c).” Id. at 352.

In this instance, BLM has not provided a complete discussion of steps that can be
taken to mitigate adverse environmental impacts to greater sage-grouse, white-tailed
prairie dog, black-tailed prairie dog, black-footed ferret, and various raptor species, and
neither the agency nor the public can properly evaluate the severity of the adverse effects
that oil and gas development on the protested parcels will have on these species. None
of the relevant NEPA documents to which the proposed leasing is tiered, contain a
complete discussion of the variety of potential steps that could be taken to mitigate
adverse environmental impacts to these species. The BLM has not: 1) prepared a site-
specific NEPA document, 2) discussed an adequate range of site-specific alternatives
(e.g. no leasing, no surface occupancy, etc.), or 3) discussed the consequences of the
proposed action; and thus BLM has failed to discuss possible mitigation measures at each
stage of this process. As a consequence, BLM has applied mitigation measures (as lease
notices and stipulations) that are unlikely to be effective at mitigating adverse impacts to
greater sage-grouse, white-tailed prairie dog, black-tailed prairie dog, black footed ferret
and various raptor species, and has not disclosed the severity of the adverse impacts that
oil and gas development on the protested parcels will have on these species. This failure
to disclose the severity of adverse impacts is especially egregious with respect to
protested parcels in greater sage-grouse habitat, given that several peer reviewed studies
(see ‘Affected Resources’ section of this protest) have demonstrated that the mitigations
proposed as lease stipulations and notices to protect greater sage-grouse have been
completely ineffective in existing oil and gas fields, and are likely to be ineffective in this
instance. Thus, there are likely to be very severe adverse impacts on greater sage-grouse
populations if the leasing of the protested parcels proceeds as proposed. BLM must
provide a complete discussion of steps that could be taken to mitigate impacts to the
aforementioned species, as part of a site-specific NEPA analysis of the proposed action.
This analysis should include discussion of alternate mitigation measures (to be applied as
lease stipulations) that have been recommended by U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, State
Wildlife Agencies, and other experts to mitigate impacts of oil and gas development on
these species to insignificance. This analysis should also include alternate mitigation
measures that other BLM Field Offices are applying as lease stipulations to prevent
significant impacts to these species (e.g. greater sage-grouse lease stipulations commonly
applied in Utah and Colorado).

a. FONSI Must be Based on Effectiveness of Mitigation Measures

When a proposed action will result in impacts to resources, the Agency is
obligated to describe what mitigating efforts it could pursue to off-set the damages that
would result from the proposed action. See 40 C.F.C. § 1502.16(h) (2009) (stating that an
EIS “shall include discussions of . . . [m]eans to mitigate adverse environmental
impacts™). “Mitigation must ‘be discussed in sufficient detail to ensure that
environmental consequences have been fairly evaluated.” Carmel-the-Sea v. U.S. Dep't
of Transp., 123 F.3d 1142, 1154 (9th Cir. 1997). (quoting Robertson v. Methow Valley
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Citizens Council, 490 U.S. 332, 353 (1989)). The Ninth Circuit explained that fair
evaluation requires agencies to “analyze[] the mitigation measures in detail [and] explain
how effective the measures would be. A mere listing of mitigation measures is
insufficient to qualify as the reasoned discussion required by NEPA.” Nw. Indian
Cemetery Protective Ass'n v. Peterson, 764 F.2d 581, 588 (9th Cir. 1985), rev'd on other
grounds, 485 U.S. 439 (1988).

In Neighbors of Cuddy Mountain, the court found that while the U.S. Forest
Service (“USFS”) had acknowledged that a proposed timber sale would negatively
impact the redband trout by increasing sedimentation levels, the EIS prepared by the
USFS did not identify which (or whether) mitigation measures might decrease
sedimentation in the creeks affected by the sale. d. Further, the court noted that “it is also
not clear whether any mitigating measures would in fact be adopted. Nor has the Forest
Service provided an estimate of how effective the mitigation measures would be if
adopted, or given a reasoned explanation as to why such an estimate is not possible.” /d.
Further, the court found that “[t]he Forest Service’s broad generalizations and vague
references to mitigation measures . . . do not constitute the detail as to mitigation
measures that would be undertaken, and their effectiveness, that the Forest Service is
required to provide.” Id.

In the present case. BLM has failed to discuss mitigation measures in sufficient
detail to ensure that consequences of oil and gas development authorized by the leasing
have been fairly evaluated. None of the NEPA documents that the proposed leasing is
tiered to contain an analysis of the likely effectiveness of mitigation measures applied as
lease stipulations, lease notices, or conditions of approval of APDs, in mitigating to
insignificance, impacts of oil and gas development on special status species, including
greater sage-grouse, white-tailed prairie dog, black-tailed prairie dog, black-footed ferret
and various raptor species, or on sensitive lands. The BLM has failed to analyze the
mitigation measures applied as lease stipulations and notices in detail, and to explain how
effective the measures would be. The BLM has listed the mitigation measures that will
be applied to the lease parcels (as lease stipulations and notices). However, BLM does
not provide any estimate of how effective the mitigation measures would be if adopted,
and does not give a reasoned discussion of why such an estimate is not possible.

With respect to the parcels in greater sage-grouse habitat, BLM has not provided
any estimate of the likely effectiveness of mitigation measures (which include timing
limitations on development in breeding and winter seasons, and a ¥ mile buffer around
greater sage-grouse leks) despite the fact that BLM is aware of: 1) several peer reviewed
studies of the impacts of oil and gas development in existing oil and gas fields that
demonstrate that these mitigation measures do not prevent significant lek loss and
population declines; 2) peer reviewed studies that model the likely effectiveness of
application of different sized no surface occupancy buffers around leks to mitigate
impacts of oil and gas development on breeding sage-grouse 3) reviews of. greater sage-
grouse research done by experts at state wildlife agencies that address the impacts of oil
and gas development and the effectiveness of various mitigation measures, inclu_ding the
mitigation measures applied to the protested parcels as lease notices and stipulations, 4)
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alternate mitigation measures recommended by biologists at U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service and state wildlife agencies, to better mitigate impacts of oil and gas development
on greater sage-grouse. (the documents cited in the ‘ Affected Resources’ section of this
protest contain the this information).

As a result, BLM s Finding of No Significant Impact (FONSI) is arbitrary and
capricious. The FONSI is predicated on the assumption that mitigation measures applied
to the lease parcels in sage-grouse habitat will be effective. This fundamental assumption
is without factual basis, and runs directly contrary to the totality of the information in
front of the BLM, including the best available science. The lease stipulations for greater
sage-grouse consist of timing limitations that restrict surface disturbance during the
breeding season in breeding and nesting habitat, and during winter in winter habitat.
These stipulations allow surface disturbance and construction of facilities associated oil
and gas development activities to occur in this habitat outside of the season during which
the seasonal stipulation is applied. The resulting loss and fragmentation of habitat may
make these habitats unusable in the breeding and winter seasons, in the years following
development activity that takes place in previous years outside of these seasons. These
timing limitations are unlikely to protect the greater sage-grouse from significant declines
in response to oil and gas development in crucial breeding and winter habitat. See the
documents listed in the * Affected Resources’ Section of this protest for details on the
ineffectiveness of timing limitations at mitigating impacts of oil and gas development on
greater sage-grouse to insignificance. The BLM also applies a restriction on surface
occupancy within ¥4 mile of occupied greater sage-grouse leks. Several peer reviewed
studies have demonstrated that this lease stipulation will be completely ineffective at
mitigating impacts to insignificance. See ‘Affected Resources section of'this protest for
the relevant studies) For example, WAFW A (See document cited in the ‘ Affected
Resources’ section of this protest) reviewed available literature from 2003-2008 and
identified the following persistence levels resulting from application of different “no
surface occupancy” or “NSO” buffer sizes at full field development:

NSO Buffer Size Lek Persistence Lek Loss
0.25 mi. 4% 96%
0.5 mi. % 95%
1.0 mi. 10% 90%
2.0 mi. 28% 72%

The notices and stipulations outlined above are likely to result in a 95-96% loss of
leks across the significant amount of greater sage-grouse breeding habitat that is proposed
for leasing in this sale (under a full-field development scenario). There is a scientific
consensus that the mitigation measures applied to the parcels at issue here, are unlikely to
be effective (see the documents referenced in the * Affected Resources’ section of this
protest). Thus, the leasing of the protested parcels is likely to result in significant impacts
to greater sage-grouse, and the BLM’s FONSI is arbitrary and capricious.
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It is also doubtful that the mitigation measures proposed to mitigate impacts to
white-tailed prairie dog, black-tailed prairie dog, black-footed ferret, various raptor
species and other special status species will be effective.

Despite evidence that suggests mitigation measures may not mitigate impacts to
insignificance, BLM provides little or no rational for its assertion that assorted lease
stipulations, notices and COAs will mitigate impacts to insignificance. The record is
devoid of support for BLM's assertion that the lease stipulations and notices applied to
the protested parcels will mitigate impacts to special status species to insignificance.

b. BLM Improperly Relied on the Possibility of Mitigation in Issuing a
FONSI

In Davis v. Mineta, the Tenth Circuit found that federal agencies did not comply
with NEPA when they relied on the possibility of mitigation measures in issuing a
FONSI. According to the court, “[m]itigation measures may be relied upon to make a
tinding of no significant impact only if they are imposed by statute or regulation, or
submitted by an applicant or agency as part of the original proposal. As a general rule,
the regulations contemplate that agencies should use a broad approach in defining
significance and should not rely on the possibility of mitigation as an excuse to avoid the
EIS requirement.” Davis v. Mineta, 302 F.3d 1104, 1125 (10th Cir. 2002) (emphasis
provided) (citing Forty Most Asked Questions Concerning CEQ's National
Environmental Policy 4ct Regulations ("Forty Questions™), 46 Fed. Reg. 18,026, 18,038
(Council on Envtl. Quality 1981).

Many of the lease notices and stipulations applied to protect special status species
at issue here contain language that allows them to be waived, but the conditions under
which they may be waived are not clearly spelled out in the lease stipulations, leaving the
public with little certainty regarding whether and under what circumstances the
mitigation measures will actually be implemented. It is unclear when exactly the
mitigation measures will be required, and under what specific circumstances they might
be waived. For example, the lease stipulations restricting or prohibiting surface
occupancy in breeding and/or nesting habitat for greater sage-grouse and raptors state that
“surface occupancy or use...will be restricted or prohibited unless the operator and
surface managing agency arrive at an acceptable plan for mitigation of anticipated
impacts”. It is unclear what constitutes an “acceptable plan for mitigation of anticipated
impacts”, or how exactly the agency and operator would arrive at such a plan. In
addition, there is substantial uncertainty regarding whether the lease notices and
stipulations applied to protect the species at issue here will be effective even if they are
applied. The BLM is relying on the possibility of mitigation to avoid the required site-
specific NEPA analysis.

¢. BLM Must Appropriately Address Expert Comments
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Federal regulations require that agencies “make every effort to disclose and
discuss at appropriate points in the draft statement all major points of view on the
environmental impacts of the alternatives including the proposed action.” 40 C.F.R. §
1502.9(a) (2009). The agency is required consider opposing views prior to approving
any proposed action, in this case the lease sale. See Robertson v. Methow Valley Citizens
Council, 490 U.S. 332, 350n.13(1989) (EIS should reflect critical views of other to whom
copies of the draft were provided and responses to opposing views); see also Seattle
Audubon Society v. Lyons, 871 F. Supp. 1291, 1318 (W.D. Wash. 1994) (“[An EIS] must
also disclose responsible scientific opinions in opposition to the proposed action, and
make a good faith, reasoned response to it.”). Inthe final environmental impact
statement, BLM must assess and consider comments, respond to each comment by one or
more of the provided means, and state its responses. 40 C.F.R. § 1503.4 (2009).

As a result of the fact that BLM has not conducted a site-specific NEPA analysis
of oil and gas development authorized by the proposed leasing, the public has not had an
opportunity to review the proposed action and alternatives, evaluate the severity of the
adverse effects, or comment on the proposed action; and BLMs decision has not been
informed by public comment. In addition, BLM has failed to disclose credible scientific
opinions on how best to mitigate impacts to greater sage-grouse, raptors and other special
status species. Experts have published papers that outline the results of research on the
cfficacy of mitigation measures proposed to mitigate impacts to greater sage-grouse and
other species (see the papers referenced in the ‘ Affected Resources’ section of this
protest). In addition, experts have recommended that specific mitigation measures be
applied to protect greater sage-grouse, raptors, and other species, from potential adverse
effects associated with oil and gas development. Unlike the mitigation measures
proposed by BLM on the lease parcels at issue here, these recommendations are based on
the best available science (see the papers referenced in the ‘ Affected Resources’ section
of this protest). The information contained in these papers calls into question BLM’s
conclusion that oil and gas development authorized by the leasing of the protested paroels
will not have significant impacts. BLM has not disclosed or considered credible
scientific opinions that call BLM’s conclusion into question. Failure to disclose and
thoroughly respond to differing scientific views violates NEPA.

d. NEPA Analysis of Effectiveness of Mitigation Measures Must Have
Scientific Integrity

The BLM must evaluate the effectiveness of the mitigation measures used in oil
and gas leasing with the best available science. “The information must be of high
quality. Accurate scientific analysis, expert agency comments, and public scrutiny are
essential to implementing NEPA.” 40 C.F.R. § 1500.1(b) (2009). “For this reason,
agencies are under an affirmative mandate to ‘insure the professional integrity, including
scientific integrity, of the discussions and analyses in environmental impact statements[,]
identify any methodologies used and . . . make explicit reference by footnote to the
scientific and other sources relied upon for conclusions[.]'" Envtl. Def. v. U.S. drmy
Corps of Eng'rs, 515 F. Supp. 2d 69, 78 (D.D.C. 2007) (citing 40 C.F.R. § }S()2.24
(2009)). If there is scientific uncertainty NEPA imposes the mandatory duties to (1)
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disclose the scientific uncertainty; (2) complete independent research and gather
information if no adequate information exists unless costs are exorbitant or the means of
obtaining the information are not known; and (3) evaluate the potential, reasonably
foreseeable impacts in the absence of relevant information. See 40 C.F.R. § 1502.22
(2009).

The BLM has failed to ensure the scientific integrity of the discussion and
analyses contained in the NEPA documents and Determinations of NEPA Adequacy for
the leasing of the protested parcels, particularly the protested parcels in greater sage-
grouse habitat. BLM has not only failed to adequately evaluate the effectiveness of the
mitigation measures applied to the protested parcels as lease stipulations and notices, but
has seemingly deliberately avoided considering the best available science and disclosing
scientific uncertainty. The BLM's Finding of No Significant Impact is predicated on the
assumption that the mitigation measures applied to greater sage-grouse habitat will
mitigate impacts to greater sage-grouse to insignificance. The best available science (see
documents referenced in the ‘ Affected Resources’ section of this protest) demonstrates
that these mitigation measures have not been effective in areas where oil and gas
development has occurred on BLM lands, and introduces substantial uncertainty as to
whether these measures will mitigate impacts of oil and gas development on sage-grouse
to insignificance on the parcels at issue here. BLM is (or should be) well aware of this
information, yet has not disclosed it in any of the documents it relies upon in making the
decision to lease the protested parcels. In addition, state wildlife agencies, U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service and independent experts have recommended speoific measures that
should be applied to oil and gas lease parcels to mitigate impacts of oil and gas
development on greater sage-grouse, raptors and other species to insignificance (see
documents referenced in the * Affected Resources’ section of this protest). BLM is (or
should be) well aware of these recommendations. Yet, BLM has not considered these
recommendations in any of the documents it relies upon in its decision to lease the
protested parcels. Thus, BLM has failed to ensure the scientific integrity of the
discussions and analysis in the documents it relies upon it its decision to lease the
protested parcels, and has failed to evaluate the effectiveness of the mitigation measures
(applied to the protested parcels as lease notices and stipulations) that it proposes to use
to mitigate impacts to greater sage-grouse, raptors and other special status species. Asa
result, BLM’s FONSI is arbitrary and capricious.

4, The Documents Relied Upon by BLM in its DNA are Insufficient for NEPA
Analysis

The purpose of Determinations of NEPA Adequacy (“DNAs”) is to determine
whether BLM can properly rely on existing NEPA documents in making its decision to
lease parcels for oil and gas development. So. Utah Wilderness Alliance v. Norton, 457 F.
Supp. 2d 1253, 1255 (D. Utah 2006). “DNAs, unlike EAs and FONSIs, are not
mentioned in [] NEPA or in the regulations implementing [] NEPA'. . .. Thus, DNAs are
not themselves documents that may be tied to NEPA documents, but are used to
determine the sufficiency of previously issued NEPA documents.” So. Utah Wilderness
Alliance, 164 IBLA at 123 (quoting Pennaco, 377 F.3d at 1162). In “CNE 1,” the IBLA
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noted that “a DNA serves to identify for a BLM decision-maker the location of existing
NEPA analysis, The DNA cannot supplement what is not sufficient in NEPA
documentation. Center for Native Ecosystems, 170 IBLA 331, 345 (2006); see also Kern
v. U.S. BLM, 284 F.3d 1062, 1073 (9th Cir. 2002)

The NEPA documents BLM outlines in its Determinations of NEPA Adequacy
for the proposed leasing of the protested parcels do not constitute adequate NEPA
analysis of oil and gas development that will be authorized by the lease sale.

a. Resource Management Plans Do Not Contain Adequate NEPA
Analysis of Oil and Gas Development Authorized by the Proposed
Leasing.

The relevant Resource Management Plans (“RMP™) do not contain adequate
analysis of the impacts of oil and gas development on the protested parcels on greater
sage-grouse, white-tailed prairie dog, black-tailed prairie dog, black-footed ferret, and
various raptor species, nor do they consider an adequate range of alternatives to leasing in
habitat for these species. In addition, nearly all of these RMPs were approved between
1985 and 2000, and do not contain significant new information (see previous sections of
this protest for more detail) that bears directly on the likely impacts of the proposed
action. The Rawlins RMP was revised more recently, and finalized in 2008. However,
despite its relatively recent revision, the Rawlins RMP also fails to adequately analyze
the impacts of oil and gas development on these species, nor does it consider an adequate
range of alternatives. In addition, it does not consider significant new information that
bears directly on the impacts of the proposed action, despite the fact that BLM was
provided with this information during the comment period on the RMP revision. We
hereby incorporate CNE and BCA’s comments on the Rawlins RMP by reference. Thus,
these RMPs are insufficient NEPA documents for leasing in important habitat for greater
sage-grouse, white-tailed prairie dog, black-tailed prairie dog, black-footed ferret and
various raptor species.

b. No Other NEPA document Contains Adequate NEPA Analysis of the
Proposed Action

None of the various additional NEPA documents referenced in BLM’s DNAs, contain
adequate analysis of the impacts of o1l and gas development on the protested parcels on
greater sage-grouse, white-tailed prairie dog, black-tailed prairie dog, black-footed ferret,
and various raptor species, or adequate consideration of a range of alternatives to leasing
in habitat for these species. In addition, none of these documents contain significant new
information (see previous sections of this protest for more detail) that bears directly on
the likely impacts of the proposed action.

B. Federal Land Policy Management Act

1. BLM Must Prevent Unnecessary or Undue Degradation
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The BLM has a duty under the Federal Land Policy and Management Act
(“FLPMAY) to prevent unnecessary and undue degradation to the lands under its
management. “In managing the public lands the [Secretary of Interior] shall, by
regulation or otherwise, take any action necessary to prevent unnecessary or undue
degradation of the lands.” 43 U.S.C. § 1732(b). The use of the imperative language
“shall”, makes clear that Congress intended to leave the Secretary no discretion in
administering the Act. NRDC v. Jamison, 815 F. Supp. 454, 468 (D.D.C. 1992). “The
court in Mineral Policy Ctr. v. Norton [found] that in enacting FLPMA, Congress’s intent
was clear: Interior is to prevent, not only unnecessary degradation, but also degradation
that, while necessary . . . is undue or excessive.” Mineral Policy Ctr. v. Norton, 292 F.
Supp. 2d 30, 43 (D.D.C. 2003). In addition, that court held that “FLPMA, by its plain
terms, vests the Secretary of the Interior with the authority — and indeed the obligation —
to disapprove of an otherwise permissible . . . operation because the operation though
necessary . . . would unduly harm or degrade the public land.” Id. at 49,

Oil and gas development authorized by the leasing of the protested parcels will
result in unnecessary and undue degradation to special status species and their habitats,
including greater sage-grouse, white-tailed prairie dog, black-tailed prairie dog, black-
footed ferret, various raptor species, and other special status species; Adobe Town
Wilderness Study Area and other sensitive lands.

2. BLM Must Mitigate Adverse Effects

The BLM must mitigate the adverse effects on greater sage-grouse, white-tailed
prairie dog, black-tailed prairie dog, black-footed ferret, and various raptor species in
order to comply with the “unnecessary and undue degradation™ standard of FLPMA.
Kendall’s Concerned Area Residents, 129 IBLA 130, 138; see 42 C.F.R. 3809.2-1(b). “If
there are significant environmental effects that cannot be mitigated, an EIS must be
prepared even if there is no unnecessary or undue degradation of the public lands.” /4.,

42 U.S.C. § 4332(2)(C) (1988). “If unnecessary or undue degradation cannot be
prevented by mitigating measures, BLM is required to deny approval of the plan.”
Kendall's at 138, see 43 C.F.R. § 3809.0-3(b); Dep 't of the Navy, 108 IBLA 334, 336
(1989); see 43 U.S.C. § 1732(b) (1988); 43 C.F.R. § 3809.0-5(k).

Negative impacts of oil and gas development on greater sage-grouse, white-tailed
prairie dog, black-tailed prairie dog, black-footed ferret, various raptor species and other
gpecial status species could be mitigated through use of mitigation measures that have
been recommended by experts (see documents referenced in the * Affected Resources’
section of this protest. BLM is not mitigating negative effects on these species that could
be mitigated, and this will result in unnecessary degradation.

3. Consistency

The BLM is violating FLPMA because it is not being consistent with the policies
of state, tribal, and other agencies in its conservation policies for greater sage-grouse,
white-tailed prairie dog, black-tailed prairie dog, black-footed ferret, and various raptor
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species. FLPMA requires the BLM to seek to “be consistent with officially approved and
adopted resource related policies and programs . . . of other federal agencies, State and
local governments and Indian tribes.” 43 C.F.R. § 1610.3-2; see 43 U.S.C. § 1712(c)(9).

For example, the Wyoming Department of Game and Fish, the Colorado Division
of Wildlife, the Western Association of Fish and Wildlife Agencies, and the U.S. Fish
and Wildlife Service have developed greater sage-grouse conservation plans and other
documents that make recommendations regarding how to best conserve greater sage-
grouse while developing oil and gas resources in and near greater sage-grouse habitat.
BLM’s treatment of greater sage-grouse is inconsistent with all of these plans and
recommendations. Biologists at these state and federal agencies have determined that
greater sage-grouse are extremely sensitive to oil and gas development, and that oil and
gas development on BLM lands without adequate mitigation measures to prevent
significant impaets is contributing to the ongoing decline of the greater sage-grouse. In
addition, biologists from these agencies have concluded that the mitigation measures
typically used by BLM to mitigate impacts of oil and gas development on greater sage-
grouse (including the lease stipulations and notices at issue here) are ineffective, and have
recommended mitigation measures that would be more effective at mitigating impacts to
insignificance. The greater sage-grouse conservation plans and recommendations that
have been made by biologists at these state and federal agencies are consistent with the
federal goals mandated by FLPMA, and it is feasible for BLM to manage greater sage-
grouse in a manner that is consistent with these plans and recommendations, while still
developing oil and gas resources. If BLM continues to ignore the science and
recommendations contained in these documents, oil and gas development on BLM
managed public land (including the protested parcels) may result in loss of greater sage-
grouse populations throughout much of the Eastern half of the species’ range.

Similarly, the U.S, Fish and Wildlife Service has recently completed new
guidelines for raptor conservation in the western United States, which include
recommendations for mitigation of impacts of oil and gas development on raptors. The
BLM's treatment of raptors is inconsistent with these guidelines. If BLM continues to
ignore the science and recommendations in this document, oil and gas development on
BLM lands (including the protested parcels) may result in unanticipated direct, indirect
and cumulative impacts on various species of sensitive raptors.

4, BLM Has Failed to Protect Sensitive Species as Required

The BLM recently revised Section 6840 of the BLM Manual. The new
regulations under Section 6840 of the BLM Manual are illegal, and should be revoked.
The previous version should be re-instated. BLM is failing to protect special status
species under the requirements outlined in both the current and previous versions of
Section 6840 of the BLM Manual.

The 2008 revisions to BLM manual 6840 on special status species are inconsistent

with the mandate of the Endangered Species Act. The ESA states that agencies shall (1)
utilize their authorities in furtherance of the Act; (2) carry out programs for the
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conservation of listed species; and (3) insure that any action authorized, funded, or
carried out by such agency is not likely to jeopardize the continued existence of, or result
in the destruction or adverse modification of habitat of any listed species. ESA §§ 2(c)(1),
§ 7(a)(1)-(2). The nondiscretionary nature of these duties is evidenced by the use of the
word “shall” in all three cases. As a result of the 2008 revisions, the manual purports to
give the BLM discretion in performing duties where it does not exist under the ESA. For
example, the manual allows the BLM to dispose of lands providing habitat for listed
species, including critical habitat under certain circumstances. Disposal of critical habitat
could result in a violation of ESA § 7(a)(2), which requires agencies to insure that actions
will not result in destruction or adverse modification of critical habitat of listed species.

In addition, portions of the revised manual are inconsistent with the stated
objective of the special status species policy. The weakening of protections for various
categories of species could result in an increased likelihood that such species will need to
be listed in the future. This is in direct conflict with one of the stated policy objectives
which is to “initiate proactive conservation measures that reduce or eliminate threats to
Bureau sensitive species to minimize the likelihood of and need for listing of these
species under the ESA.” BLM Manual 6840.02(B). For example, the 2008 revisions
remove state-listed species from coverage under the policy. Instead, the manual directs
State Directors to apply narrow criteria in designating sensitive species. This change
could result in a number of state-listed species being removed from coverage under the
policy and inereasing the likelihood of future listing. Such a result would be contrary to
the policy objective of the special status species policy.

FLPMA provides that “nothing in the Act should be construed . . . as enlarging
or diminishing the responsibility and authority of the States for management of fish and
resident wildlife.” 42 U.S.C. § 1732(b). In order to comply with FLPMA. BLM must
include state-listed species in its “special status species policy.” While the power over
public lands is ultimately entrusted to Congress under the Property Clause, it is well
established that states can act, subject to constitutional restraints, to preserve wildlife
within state boundaries under the rubric of the police power. (Hughes v. Oklahoma,
1979). The Supreme Court has stated that a “State is free to enforce its criminal and civil
laws on federal land so long as those law do not conflict with federal law.” Cal. Coastal
Comm 'n v. Granite Rock, 480 U.S. 572, 580 (1987). State regulation is only pre-empted
if Congress intended to oocupy a field or if state law actually conflicts with or frustrates
the purpose of federal law. Here, Congress did not intend to occupy the field of wildlife
preservation so comprehensively as to preclude states from enacting legislation to
preserve wildlife. Also, there is no conflict between any federal law and the protection of
species listed as threatened or endangered by the Colorado Division of Wildlife.

Under the previous version of Section 6840 of the BLM Manual, the BLM still
fails to adequately protect Sensitive Species. Instruction Memorandum 97-118, issued by
the national BLM office, governs BLM Special Status Species management and requires
that actions authorized, funded, or carried out by BLM do not contribute to the need for
any species to become listed as a candidate, or for any candidate species to become listed
as threatened or endangered. It recognizes that early identification of BLM sensitive
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species is advised in efforts to prevent species endangerment, and encourages state
directors to collect information on species of concern to determine if BLM sensitive
species designation and special management are needed.

If Sensitive Species are designated by a State Director, the protection provided
by the policy for candidate species shall be used as the minimum level of protection.
BLM Manual 6840.06. The policy for candidate species states that the "BLM shall carry
out management, consistent with the principles of multiple use, for the conservation of
candidate species and their habitats and shall ensure that actions authorized, funded, or
carried out do not contribute to the need to list any of these species as
threatened/endangered.”" BLM Manual 6840.06. Specifically, BLM shall:

(1) Determinate the distribution, abundance, reasons for the current status,
and habitat needs for candidate species occurring on lands
administered by BLM, and evaluate the significance of lands
administered by BLM or actions in maintaining those species.

(2) For those species where lands administered by BLM or actions have a
significant affect on their status, manage the habitat to conserve the
species by:

a. Including candidate species as priority species in land use plans.

b. Developing and implementing rangewide and/or site-specific
management plans for candidate speoies that include specific
habitat and population management objectives designed for
recovery, as well as the management strategies necessary to meet
those objectives.

¢. Ensuring that BLM activities affecting the habitat of candidate
species are carried out in a manner that is consistent with the
objectives for those species.

d. Monitoring populations and habitats of candidate species to
determine whether management objectives are being met.

(3) Request any technical assistance from FWS/NMFS, and any other
qualified source, on any planned action that may contribute to the need
to list a candidate species as threatened/endangered.

BLM Manual 6840.06. Despite this clear guidance, there is little evidence that
BLM is fulfilling these obligations. Specifically, BLM failed to: 1) conduct
surveys and/or inventories necessary to determine the distribution and abundance
of Sensitive Species; 2) failed to assess the reasons for the current status of
Sensitive Species; 3) failed to evaluate the potential impacts of leasing and
subsequent oil and gas activities on Sensitive Species; 4) develop conservation
strategies for Sensitive Species and ensure that the activities in question are
consistent with those strategies; 5) monitor populations and habitats of Sensitive
Species; and 6) request appropriate technical assistance from all other qualified
sources; for any of the sensitive species at issue here. This failure has
compromised BLM's NEPA analyses of the likely impacts of oil and gas
development authorized by the leasing of the protested parcels, on special status
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species, including greater sage-grouse, Colorado butterfly plant, white-tailed
prairie dog, black-tailed prairie dog, and black-footed ferret.

a. BLM failed to adequately consider sensitive species in its
NEPA documents to which the leasing is tiered

BLM Manual § 1622.1 refers to "Fish and Wildlife Habitat Management" and
contains specific language requiring the BLM in the RMP process to, among other things:

1) Identify priority species and habitats . . .

2) [E]stablish objectives for habitat maintenance, improvement, and
expansion for priority species and habitats. Express objectives in
measurable terms that can be evaluated through monitoring.

3) Identify priority areas for HMPs [Habitat Management Plans] . . .

4) Establish priority habitat monitoring objectives . . .

5) Determine affirmative conservation measures to improve habitat
conditions and resolve conflicts for listed, proposed, and candidate
species.

BLM Manual § 1622.11(A)(1) — (A)(3). The RMPs and other NEPA documents to
which this leasing is tiered do not meet these obligations, and BLM did not take
appropriate steps to remedy these failings before initiating this lease sale.

As a result, oil and gas development authorized by the leasing of the protested
parcels will contribute to the need to list the greater sage-grouse, white-tailed prairie dog,
black-tailed prairie dog, black-footed ferret, various raptor species, and other special
status species; and BLM is failing to meet its obligations with respect to special status
species and wildlife in general.

C, Endangered Species Act

1. Consultation Duty and “No Jeopardy”

Before the BLM makes any “irreversible or irretrievable commitment of
resources” that may have an impact on a listed species, ESA § 7 requires it to comply
with consultation requirements. BLM is required to prepare a biological assessment (BA)
to determine whether the listed species is “likely to be affected” by the proposed action.
16 U.S.C. § 1536(c)(1): 50 C.F.R. § 402.12, Ifthe species will be affected, then BLM
must engage in formal consultation with FWS to determine whether the activity “is likely
to jeopardize the continued existence of’ the species or “result in the destruction or
adverse modification of” its critical habitat. 16 U.S.C. § 1536(a)(2); 50 C.F.R. § 402.14;
see also 50 C.F.R. §402.02 (defining “jeopardy” as lessening the likelihood of survival
and recovery of a species). At the conclusion of consultation, the FWS must prepare a
“biological opinion” (BO) to evaluate the potential effects of the proposed action on the
species or its critical habitat. If the Service concludes that the action will have a negative
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effect, it must suggest “reasonably and prudent alternatives” (RPAs) that will not cause
jeopardy. Otherwise, the Service issues a “no jeopardy” opinion. 16 U.S.C. § 1535(b)(4).
The Tenth Circuit stated that “despite its name, consultation is more than a mere
procedural requirement, as it allows FWS to impose substantive constraints on the other
agency's action if necessary to limit the impact upon an endangered species.” N.M. ex rel.
Richardson v. BLM, 565 F.3d 683 (10th Cir. 2009).

The consultation process is triggered by the action of leasing because it is likely
to impact black-footed ferret and other species protected under the Endangered Species
Act. See Conner v. Burford, 848 F.2d 1441, 1452 (1988). In Connor, the BLM could not
issue oil and gas leases until the FWS analyzed consequences of all stages of the leasing
plan in the Biological Opinion (“BiOp™). Id. at 1455. ESA’s consultation requirement is
not met by “incremental steps™ and by mere notification of' the potential presence of
endangered species. /d. at 1452-58, Contrary to the BLM position that relies upon Wyo.
Qutdoor Council v. Bosworth, the Tenth Circuit stated that the critical stage for
environmental analysis is the leasing stage, not the APD stage. Pennaco Energy v, U.S.
Dep 't of the Interior, 377 F.3d 1160 (10th Cir. 2004).

Under the Endangered Species Act (“ESA™), the BLM must consult with FWS
before offering the protested parcels for lease because several species listed under the
Endangered Species Act, including (but not limited to) black-footed ferret, may be
jeopardized by oil and gas development authorized through leasing of the protested
parcels. In addition, the protested parcels contain non-block cleared areas where black-
footed ferrets may be present but surveys have not been done to determine whether they
are present, potential black-footed ferret reintroduction sites, and important recovery
habitat for black footed-ferrets within prairie dog colonies

The BLM and FWS have not conducted adequate analysis of the impacts of the
proposed leasing on listed species in any programmatic biological assessment or
biological opinion. As a result, the leasing of the protested parcels may jeopardize listed
species.

In addition, the BLM and FWS must conduct site-specific consultation at the
leasing stage that considers not only direct impacts to species on lease parcels, but also
indirect and cumulative impacts to listed species and their habitat both on lease parcels
and on adjacent lands. The BLM and FWS must consider not only impacts to survival of
the species, but also impacts to recovery. The BLM and FWS have failed to meet these
requirements under the ESA with respect to black-footed ferret, and any other listed
species that may ocour within the protested parcels (See BLM’s sale notice for disclosure
of potential for ESA listed species within the protested parcels).

2. Duty to Conserve and Duty to Engage in Recovery Planning

In addition to consultation requirements, federal agencies are bound by two
affirmative obligations under the ESA. Section 7(a)(1) states that federal agencies shall
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“seek to conserve [listed] species and shall utilize their authorities in furtherance of the
purposes of [the] Act.” 16 U.S.C. § 1536(a)(1). A number of courts have held that the
duty to conserve imposes an independent duty upon agencies to give the conservation of
a listed species top priority. Carson-Truckee Water Conserv. Dist. v. Watt, 549 F. Supp.
704 (D. Nev. 1982) citing TVA v. Hill, 437 U.S. 153, 184 (1978): Bensman v. U.S. Forest
Serv., 984 F. Supp. 1242, 1246 (D. Mont. 1997). The ESA also states that the Secretary
“shall develop and implement plans for the conservation and survival [of listed species]
unless he finds that such a plan will not promote the conservation of the species.” 16
U.8.C § 1533(f)(1).

The BLM’s current policies with respect to oil and gas leasing prioritize oil and
gas development over the survival and recovery of listed species. BLM has failed to
meet its affirmative obligation to seek to conserve listed species, including black-footed
ferret.

D. BLM has Discretion to not Lease

Under the statutory and regulatory provisions authorizing this lease sale, the BLM
has full discretion over whether or not to offer these lease parcels for sale. The Mineral
Leasing Act of 1920 (*MLA”) provides that “[a]ll lands subject to disposition under this
chapter which are known or believed to contain oil and gas deposits may be leased by the
Secretary.” 30 U.8.C. § 226(a) (2009) (emphasis added). The Supreme Court has
concluded that this “left the Secretary discretion to refuse to issue any lease at all on a
given tract.” Udall v. Tallman, 380 U.S. 1, 4 (1965); see also Wyo. Ex rel. Sullivan v.
Lujan, 969 F.2d 877 (10th Cir. 1992); McDonald v. Clark, 771 F.2d 460, 463 (10th Cir.
1985) (“While the [Mineral Leasing Act] gives the Secretary the authority to lease
government lands under oil and gas leases, this power is discretionary rather than
mandatory y.”), Burglin v. Morton, 527 F.2d 486, 488 (9th Cir. 1975).

Submitting a leasing application vests no rights to the applicant or potential
bidders. The BLM retains the authority not to lease. “The filing of an application which
has been accepted does not give any right to lease, or generate a legal interest which
reduces or restricts the discretion vested in the secretary whether or not to issue leases for
the lands involved.” Duesing v. Udall, 350 F.2d 748, 750-51 (D.C. Cir. 1965), cert. den.
383 U.S. 912 (1966), see also Bob Marshall Alliance v. Hodel, 852 F.2d 1223, 1230 (9th
Cir. 1988), Pease v. Udall, 332 F.2d 62, 63 (Sth Cir. 1964); Geosearch v. Andrus, 508 F.
Supp. 839, 842 (D.C. Wyo. 1981).

The arguments set forth in detail above demonstrate that exercise of the discretion
not to lease the protested parcels, is appropriate and necessary. Withdrawing the
protested parcels from the lease sale until BLM has met its legal obligations outlined
above, is a proper exercise of BLM's discretion under the MLA. The BLM has no legal
obligation to lease the disputed parcels and is required to withdraw them until the
agencies have complied with the applicable law.

V. CONCLUSION & REQUEST FOR RELIEF
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CNE and BCA therefore request that the BLM withdraw the protested parcels
from the August Sale.

Sincerely,

Josh Pollock
Conservation Director
Center for Native Ecosystems

Erik Molvar
Executive Director
Biodiversity Conservation Alliance
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Exhibit 1

Protested Parcel _..mmnm and Imperiled Species andfor Areas of High
Serial Number  ‘Field Office ._uozwm_.qmn_o_.. Value in Protested Parcel :Additional Information
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...........................................................................................................................................
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WY-0910-060 LANDER ‘greater sage-grouse core area - South Pass
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WY-0810-061  :LANDER :greater sage-grouse core area - South Pass

WY-0910-062 LANDER " igreater sage groUse core area - South Pass i T
WY-0910-063 cﬁOmrbzo m_‘mmwmﬁmmmmrm:ocmw core area - N Hot .w_u::mm Ooc:.o\r::
WY-0910-066 -,mmggmmmm --.....,mmwmﬁm_. sage-grouse core area - mmmm

iwithin 4 miles of an cccupied greater wmm_m.m_d:mm _mx :
igreater sage-grouse breeding habitat iLek Name - Clareton Cil Field

iwithin 4 miles of an occupied mqmmﬁn mm@@.@B.:m.m _mx ;
wWY-0910-020 zmS_O}w._.rm mﬂmmﬁmw sage-grouse Uﬂmmﬁ_:m habitat iLek Name - Morse Williams

WY-0910-017 Zmﬁmmm}.m._._u_m

m_nmr Name - Skybow

2::_3 4 miles of an occupied mqmmﬂmﬁ mmmm.@_d:mm rmx i
WY-0910-030 m:ﬂ_ur_.o mﬁmmﬁmq sage-grouse breeding habitat iLek Name - Tuttle Draw
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sa:_: 4 miles of an occupied greater sage-grouse lek, :
VVY-0910-031 _wC_u_u}_.O m_‘mmﬁma sage-grouse breeding habitat iLek Name - Tuttle Draw

‘within 4 miles of an occupied mamwﬂwﬂ mwmmr@3mwm._mx :
WY-0910-032 wc_nﬂPrO mﬂmmﬁmq sage-grouse U_‘wmaﬁm habitat iLek Name - Tuttle Draw

wy0910-023 "mc_u_u.p_.o mﬂmmﬁmﬂ sage-grouse breeding habitat

WY-0810-033 mmc_u_ub.ro .mﬁmmﬁma sage-grouse breeding habitat m_.mx Name - Tuttle Draw
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Exhibit 1

Protested Parcel

.m_ma Office

\Rare and Imperiled Species andlor Areas of High

____iAdditional Information

s

Serial Number I ,.mnondmmEmn_oz Value in Protested Parcel
m&n:_: 4 miles of an oonr_v_@u greater mmmmd_dcwm lek,
bbbl c‘m&i.imcmmmro _____lgreater sage-grouse breeding habitat
iwithin 4 miles of an occupied greater mmmmr@acmm _mr
WY-0910-035 ---.mc__...mm.r.o-..--.-.-..... greater sage-grouse breeding habitat
within 4 miles of an cccupied greater mm@@@ﬂocmm _mx
WY-0910-036 ....---rmCﬂﬂ>rO ::mmﬂmmﬁm.. sage-grouse breeding habitat
: wsa:_: 4 miles of an occupied oqmmﬁmﬂ mm@m@ﬂocmm _mx
WY-0910-037 :BUFFALO  :greater sage-grouse breeding habitat
: ¥ iwithin 4 miles of an occupied greater sage-grouse lek,
WY-0910-037 iBUFFALO :.nm.ﬂmmﬂm.w sage-grouse breeding habitat
: within 4 miles of an occupied greater mmmmbﬂocmm _mx
WY-0810-038 ---W_.w.cmmm.r.o _____greatersage-grouse breeding habitat
in:_: 4 miles of an occupied greater mmmm.mﬂor_mm _mx
WY-0910-038 :Jmc_u_n\p_.mu:. ..:_mﬂm&m.\. sage-grouse breeding habitat
ms_a:_: 4 miles of an occupied wqmmﬁmﬂ mm@m.@ﬁocmm _mx
WY-0910-040 ..--.-.O.bm.mmm ______igreater sage-grouse breeding habitat =~
~ within 4 miles of an occupied greater sage-grouse fek,
WY-0910-040 Ob \SPER __greater sage-grouse breedinghabitat
within 4 miles of an occupied greater mmum.ma_cmm _mx
WY-091 obmm;::ﬁmh&ﬁzm .. .greater sage-grouse breeding habitat
iwithin 4 miles of an occupied mqmmﬁmﬂ mmmmtmﬂo:mm lek,
WY-0510-046 :::wapaa_u_zm mﬁmmﬁmq sage-grouse breeding habitat
wwithin 4 miles of an occupied mqmmwmﬂ mmum.rmacmm _nx
WY-0910-046 m»ﬁrs_m . igreater sage-grouse breeding habitat
'within 4 miles of an occupied greater mwumﬁacmm _mx
WY-0810-047 .....---,mbéﬁnmzm “m‘ﬁm‘mﬁmﬁmm@m.mﬁcmw breeding habitat
iwithin 4 miles of an occupied @_.mmwm_. mmmmrma_:mm _mx
WY-0810-047 ...-..@qu_n._zm ::@ﬂmmﬁmq sage-grouse breeding habitat
within 4 miles of an occupied greater mmmmima:mm _mx
W0 048 | --.mmér_zm . greater sage-grouse breeding habitat
‘within 4 miles of an occupied greater sage-grouse _mx
WY-0910-005 _,.__mrﬁmm,:w._._u_,ms;::;mmmmﬁmq sage-grouse breeding habitat
iwithin 4 miles of an occupied @:mmﬁmﬂ mmmmrmazm.m ﬂmx
WY-Q910-050 W%PEEZM igreater sage-grouse breading habitat

= s e il

—.m_n Name -

ﬂrﬁ_m _u_,ms_..

_.mx Name - Tuttie Draw

1 \\\\

_nm.w_.n Name - Tutlle Draw

_:m_A Name - Tuttle Draw

._lmw Name - ZV Creek lli

iLek Name - Tuttle Draw

_rwx MName -

Tuttle Draw

iLek Name - Teapot Creek 1

m_uwr Name - Teapot Creek 2

iLek Name - 1983074

_um_.n Mame - 1883112

‘Lek Name - 1983074

iLek Name - 1883152

1
i

_iLek Name - 1983074

H
'

wr,mx Narme - 1984172

_.m_n Name - North State Land

m_nm_n Name - 1983074
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Exhibit 1

Protested Parcel

Serial Number ---.._n_mE Office
WY-0910-050 m}ér_.zm
WY-0910-054 mO.QA SPRINGS

_igreater sage-grouse breeding habitat

mm,.‘m and Imperiled Species andfor Areas of High
OOz.w@ERE: Value in Protested Parcel

within 4 miles of an ooocv_ma greater mm@m@acmm lek,

o mﬁwm.ﬁmq sage-grouse breeding habitat

iwithin 4 miles of an occupied mqmmwmﬂ mm@P@B:mm lek,

‘within 4 miles of an occupied greater mmm_mﬂ.macmm ek,

m_ﬂmmﬁm_. sage-grouse breeding habitat

...mﬁmﬁma sage-grouse breeding habitat

_ igreater sage-grouse breeding habitat

mﬂmmﬁmq sage-grouse breeding habitat

‘within 4 miles of an occupied @qmm.hm_‘ mmwm.m_d:mu _mx

'within 4 miles of an occupied greater sage-grouse lek,

mbn..._n_o:m_ Information
_ iLek Name - 1984332

. {Un-named
W..C: named
.wCa-:mEma

Ach-:m_jma

‘within 4 miles of an occupied m:wm.ﬁmﬂ mm@m;@_d:mm lek,
igreater sage-grouse breeding habitat

within 4 miles of an occupied greater mmmmdﬂo:mm lek,

___igreater sage-grouse breeding habitat

_ igreater sage-grouse breeding habitat

@ﬂmﬂmn sage-grouse breeding habitat
:.mﬁmm.ﬁmq sage-grause breeding habitat

:..mﬁmm.ﬁmq sage-grouse breeding habitat

‘within 4 miles of an cccupied n_,mmﬁm_. mmmm.mﬂo:wm _mx

‘within 4 miles of an occupied @qmmﬁmﬁ mmmm,@ﬂor_um _mx

C: named

{Un-named

PR S

within 4 miles of an occupied greater sage-grouse _mx
‘greater sage-grouse breeding habitat

iwithin 4 miles of an occupied @qmmwmﬁ mwmm.m_d:mm lek,

Un-named

‘Un-named

WC: named

MC: named

‘within 4 miles of an occupied @zw.mﬁww1 mwmrP@B:mm _mx

iwithin 4 miles of an occupied greater mwmm;macm,m._.mx

twithin 4 miles of an cccupied mqmmﬁmﬂ. wmmmr@a:mm ek,

m:mmﬂmq sage-grouse breeding habitat

mﬂmmwm_. sage-grouse breeding habitat

WC:-:mSmn_

{Un-named

.35_: 4 miles of an occupied m:mmwwﬂ mmmmrma:mm lek,

:..mﬂmmﬁmq sage-grouse breeding habitat

EJ\..DW.._O @H.uu { ”—u>€<_l_2m
WY-0010055 monvm%%m
WY0910.055  RAWLINS _grea
WY0010.059 _LANDER g
WY-0910.060  LANDER
5,83o‘m&.......-.ﬁ%mms?
S___z\.Dw._D D‘m‘w‘._.: &LPZG.WT RaaLis e
5__.4..9@‘_ 0-062 _LPZ_.U._ME-: _igreal
ﬁmﬁ@ﬁ.‘,stéof_,_o.-.-.--.
é‘.@wL_D:D.@.@> “l‘kxm_&gmmmﬂ R aTE
WY0010065  KEMMERER e
E.D@AD@H_.W ---.Z_Mf_.cOb(wa:.W
WYD910.018 | NEWCASTLE
WY-0910018 __NEWCASTLE _

WY Q910-018 mZ EWCASTLE

'within 4 miles of an occupied greater sage-grouse lek,

iwithin 4 miles of an occupied @mmmﬁmﬁ mwmm.macmm _wx
igreater sage-grouse breeding habitat

‘L ek Name - North Dull Center Road

..m_.mx MName - North Dull Center Road

iLek Name - Clareton Oil Field

i ek Name - South Dull Center Road
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Exhibit 1

5

WY-0910-025

WY-0810-025

WY-0910-025

YWY-0910-026

WY-0910-026

WY-0910-028

WY-0910-023

WY-0910-029

WY-0910-035

WY-0910-035

wWY-0810-040

WY-0310-040

WY-0910-035

WY-0810-040

rotested Parcel
Serial Number

WY-0910-025

- inn_.-. <

WY-0910-028

WY-0910-035

..nn.._.u..

g

_m_m_n_ Office

mc_ump_ro

wc_umpro..

igreater sage-grouse breeding habitat

__igreater sage-grouse breeding habitat

_mm:w and Imperiled Species and/or Areas of High
Oo:mmaﬂ_oa Value in Protested Parcel

(S.EE 4 miles of an ooocu_m_a @:mmﬁmﬁ sage-grouse lek,

iwithin 4 miles of an occupied @.dm@. mmmm.m..o:mm _mx

wc_n FALO

mc_uvyro 3

m:ﬁmp_be..

wc_u_ub_.o

wcn_u.pro

mc_unbro

meﬂﬂ}rD_

mC._Hmu}_;O:

mcﬂ?o A

_wCTr FALO

wc—u_u}_.D

mc_ump_b

; m_‘m&mn sage-grouse breeding habitat
mﬂmmﬁmn sage-grouse breeding habitat

mﬂm..d.. sage-grouse breeding habitat
: mﬂmmﬁmq sage-grouse breeding habitat
1 mﬁmﬁmﬂ sage-grouse breeding habitat

mﬁm.mﬂmﬂ sage-grouse breeding habitat

: mﬂmmﬁmq sage-grouse breeding habitat
mamwm_‘ sage-grouse breeding habitat
mﬁm.mﬁmq sage-grouse breeding habitat :
35_3 4 miles of an occupied @.,mmﬁm_‘ mm@mﬁacwm _mx

1 mﬁmmﬁma sage-grouse breeding habitat

mﬂmmﬁm_n sage-grouse breeding habitat

.Pann_n.:m_ Information

rmr Name - Bishop

.rox Name - Whitetail Creek

iwithin 4 miles of an occupied greater wwumrmﬁo_._mm lek,

.55_: 4 miles of an occupied mqmmwmﬁ mm@mrmacmm _mx

E:E: 4 miles of an occupied greater mm@mrmﬂocmm lek,

iwithin 4 miles of an occupied @qmmﬁmﬁ mmum@dcmm _mx

2&..5 4 miles of an occupied greater mwumrmacmm lek,

me_.: 4 miles of .m.,m.anomm_ma nq‘m\m‘mﬁmmmmn...@ammm_mx.

‘within 4 miles of an occupied m_.mmﬁm_‘ mm@gacmm _mx
wﬂmmﬁmq sage-grouse breeding habitat

z;:_: 4 miles of an occupied mnmm.ﬁmﬁ mmmmb_d:mm _mx

_55_; 4 miles of an occupied greater mm@mrmacmm lek,

_.55_3 4 miles of an occupied greater mmmmbﬁo:mm ek,

iwithin 4 miles of an occupied mqmmﬁm_. mmm_erBCmm mmx

Oﬁmwmm

n>mumw

mOmemm

i&;_: 4 miles of an ornr_v_ma greater mmmm,macmw lek,

_35_: 4 miles of an cnocﬁ_ma @qmmﬁmﬁ mwwm.ma:mm _nx

Sadbsait 1

mm————— 1

_.mw Name - Bishop

_.mx Name - Yellowhammer

_um.w Name - Bishop

_rmx Name - Whitetail Creek

_nmx Name - Flora

o ettt iR R i

_.m_a Name - Yellowhammer

_.mx Name - Skybow

_.mw Name - Wallace

rwx Name - Tuttle Draw

3 me Name - ZV Creek Il

rmx Name - Tuttle Draw

rmx Name - 2ZV Creek I

_umx Narme - Teapot Creek 1

g 35_.} 4 miles of an occupied @_,mmwmﬁ mmmmrma_._mn _mx

mﬁmmﬁmﬂ sage-grouse breeding habitat

igreater sage-grouse breeding habitat

_uu_n Name - Teapot Creek 2

m_umw Name - Teapot Cresk 2
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Exhibit 1

Protested Parcel

Serial Number

WY-0910-040

WY-0510-042

WY-0910-042

WY-0910-045 :iiwpﬁ._.._zm :
WY-0910-045 m»éu_.z‘m%i
Wr0910-046 lmmﬂu.r._zm..... o
WY-0910- ohm......-:m»ﬁr_mm,
WY-D910046 ..--,‘_wm,s.‘_.._zm Lt
yxaaanadn m}ém_‘zm;
S‘;mb‘ﬁomm@.....---.wn.ém_z..m...:. j
WY-0010-046 ,impéﬁzmi.,
Wy-0910-04/7 ..---Lw»ﬁr_zm... :
WY-0910-047 ;‘:Wbﬁr_'zm.: i/
WY-0910-048 -.mpéw_zm.. A%
s?bﬁo.mmm.,.‘..,&_w»é‘czm; :
WY-0910-048 mpér_,zm...-i.
WY-0910-048 RAWLINS

_..._m_n Office

Opm_umm ‘

m»ﬁ:zm:

m»ﬁ:zm....

smemmeel,

.Ooswchmen.: Value in Protested Parcel

::;m_'mmﬁm.mmmmm*mqo:mm. breeding habitat
_____igreater sage-grouse breeding habitat

m_‘mmﬁ.mq sage-grouse breeding habitat

‘Rare and Imperiled Species and/or Areas of High

‘within 4 miles of an ooocv_@a @—mmﬁmﬂ mmmm.macwm _mx

twithin 4 miles of an occupied mqmmﬁmﬁ mmmmrmacmm _mx

iwithin 4 miles of an occupied greater mmmmdacmu lek,

..55_: 4 miles of an occupied m-mmﬂna mmumfwacmm _mx
mﬁmmﬁmq sage-grouse breeding habitat

s I et

::xmﬂmmﬁmq sage-grouse breeding habitat

A @_,mmﬁmq sage-grouse breeding habitat

___igreater sage-grouse breeding habitat

::;mmﬂmm.nm- sage-grouse breeding habitat

~igreater sage-grouse breeding habitat

within 4 miles of an cccupied @qmmﬁmﬁ mwmmbﬁccmm lek,

iwithin 4 miles of an occupied greater mwwm@ﬂo:mu lek,

,.s”:_: 4 miles of an occcupied m:wmﬁmﬁ mmum.ma:mm lek,
i mﬂmmﬁmq sage-grouse breeding habitat

'within 4 miles of an occupied @qmmﬁmﬂ mm@m@ﬂccmo _mx

iwithin 4 miles of an occupied m_.mmﬁmﬂ mmwmr@acmm _mx

saathin 4 miles of an occupied greater mmmm.m:ucmm _mx
_igreater sage-grouse breeding habitat

wﬁ_:_: 4 miles of an occupied greater mmmm.macmm _mx
‘greater sage-grouse breeding habitat

v

iwithin 4 miles of an occupied greater mmmm.m_dcmu ek,

iwithin 4 miles of an occupied mqmmﬁmﬁ mmmm.macmm lek,

.

____igreater sage-grouse breeding habitat

"

‘within 4 miles of an occupied greater mmmmﬁacum _wx
igreater sage-grouse breeding habitat

within 4 miles of an occupied mamm;mﬁ mm@P@chm _mx

 igreater sage-grouse breeding habitat

iLek Name -

‘within 4 miles of an occupied greater sage-grouse lek,
..:mﬁmw.ﬁmq sage-grouse breeding habitat

iwithin 4 miles of an occupied greater mwmmr@_d:mm _mx
.mmﬁwma sage-grouse breeding habitat

_ﬁnn_-n_o:m_ Information

iLek Name - Teapot Creek 3

._nmx Name - 2280231

Lek Name - 2380362 _

Lek Name - 1983074

iLek Name - 2084341

L ek Name - 1883112 _

L ek Name - 1883152

iLek Name - 1883112

i

iLek Name - 1983074

iLek Name - 1883152 _

iLek Name - 1983074

iLek Name - 1883152

1983074

iLek Name - 1984172

iLek Name - 1984312

iLek Name - 1984172

il ek Name - 2084341
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Exhibit 1

Protested Parcel
Serial Number

YWY-0910-049

WY-0910-049

WY-0910-049

WY-0510-048

WY-0910-049

WY-0910-049

S R

WY-0910-050

WY-0910-050

WY-0910-050

WY-0910-050

WY-0910-050

WY-0910-050

WY-0910-051

B

WY-0910-051

WY-0010-052

WY-0910-052

WY-0510-055

\44:1] &

pEEE T

- .|.|_.|.

._".m_ﬂ_ Office

mfm_,,,s....H LINS

m)«d LINS

m}r& LINS

mbgr_zm

m»ﬁ:zm 4

mb.c{_u_zm

m.Bz_._zm

"mmwm and Imperiled Species andfor Areas of High

_igreater sage-grouse breeding habitat
_igreater sage-grouse breeding habitat

; mﬁmmnmﬂ sage-grouse breeding habitat

1,...

; m:mnﬁ.mq sage-grouse breeding habitat

mmwmwma sage-grouse breeding habitat

Oo:.mm:___mn_o: Value in Protested Parcel

iwithin 4 miles of an occupied greater sage-grouse lek,

iwithin 4 miles of an occupied greater mmummecmm _mx

iwithin 4 miles of an occupied greater sage-grouse lek,

sa:_: 4 miles of an occupied greater mmmm.macww. .ﬁr
mﬁmwmﬁ sage-grouse breeding habitat

:

n&nn_o:m_ information

JlekName-1983074
ilekName-1984332 =~
_,m_m%awbmmwm& oy B

iLek Name - 2084341

swithin 4 miles of an occupied @qmmﬁmﬁ mmmm@:ucmm lel,
‘greater sage-grouse breeding habitat

‘within 4 miles of an occupied n-mmnmﬁ mmmm.macmm mmx

iwithin 4 miles of an occupied greater sage-grouse lek,

m>E_._zms

_M}E_l_zm

m.><<_._zm..

S:.mﬂmmmmﬂ sage-grouse breeding habitat

_ igreater sage grouse breeding habitat A
‘within 4 miles of an occupied mqmm.ﬁmﬁ mmmmrmacmw mmx

‘within 4 miles of an occupied greater mm@m.macmm _mw

X _(mx Name - 1984332

Sl e

iLek Name - 1984172

iLek Name - 1983074

_rmw Name - 1984332

iwithin 4 miles of an occupied mammﬁmﬁ mmmmﬁacmu _mx

_U»E_._zm..

__igreater sage-grouse breeding habitat

.&::_: 4 miles of an occcupied greater mm@m.macmm _mx

mqmmwmn sage-grouse breeding habitat

mz_z_._zm i

mbfgr_ NS

mb,rﬁl_zm

mrﬁczm... ;

mpé_._zm

mm\ﬁ.& LINS

.mam#m._, sage-grouse breeding habitat
..::.mﬂmmﬁmﬁmmmm.mscmm breeding habitat
m_,mmﬁm_. sage-grouse breeding habitat

.mﬂmmﬁmq sage-grouse breeding habitat

'within 4 miles of an occupied mqmmﬁmﬂ mm@m,@ﬂocmw lek,

iwithin 4 miles of an occupied mqmmﬁmﬂ mmwmIm_‘ocmm. _mx

iwithin 4 miles of an occupied greater mmwm.@,dcmm _mx
mﬁmmﬁm._, sage-grouse breeding habitat

,555 4 miles of an occupied greater mmmm@ﬁ:mm _mx

iwithin 4 miles of an occupied @qmm.mmﬁ, mw@mrma:mm _mx

iwithin 4 miles of an occupied greater wnwmrm:u:mm _mx

igreater sage-grouse breeding habitat

_lm_\ Name - 1984172

rmx Name - 1984332

ek Name - 1984312

Lek Name - 1984332

iLek Name - Hangout Ridge _

S Buttes

iLek Name -

Lek Name - 5 Buttes

iUn-named

‘Lek Name - Hangout Ridge

Page 6 of 38




Exhibit 1

Protested Parcel mm:‘m and Imperiled Species and/or Areas of High :

Serial Number .-.-._‘.,_m_,‘_u@anm ____Conservation Value in Protested Parcel  iAdditional Information
iwithin 4 miles of an occupied greater sage-grouse lek, :

YVY-0910-055 mpér_zm ... greatersage-grouse breedinghabitat  iUnnemed
wwithin 4 miles of an occupied greater mmmmbﬂo:mm _mx :

WY-0910.061 ....-.,Ezo.mm ... igreater sage-grouse breeding habitat  Un-named_ g SRR
‘within 4 miles of an occupied greater sage-grouse lek, :

wWY-0910-061 Ez_wmmz...-..-. __igreater sage-grouse breeding habitat _ PENEINNE |5 o SN
Ez:_: 4 miles of an occupied greater mm@mr@ﬂo:wm _mx .

WY-0910-082 ;Z.@.mm e .m..ﬁwﬁmﬂ sage-grouse breedinghabitat =~ .Cm..q.,_.mamn_ ..... A
E::S 4 miles of an occupied greater mmmm.macmm lek, i

WY-0910-062 :;.--.,_Lﬁz_w_wm ... .Dreatersage-grouse breedinghabitat  iUn-named PR = 15

: ‘within 4 miles of an occupied mnmmﬁm.q mm@mr@ﬂo:mm _wx
WY-0910-062 4--W_...>.zmmm ... jgreater sage-grouse breeding habitat Un-named
: wi_z.._: 4 miles of an occupied greater sage-grouse lek, _

Wy 0910062 _T>z.m.mm. ... /greater sage-grouse breeding habitat  iUn-named S DA Wl et
355 4 miles of an occupied greater mmmm,@_dcmm .mx

Wr-0910-063 .,;-Eo@mzo ___.._igreater sage-grouse breeding habitat bl At s WO MR SO U
iwithin 4 miles of an occupied greater mmw@macmm _mx

Wy-0910-063 ..é%%.ﬁzu ....[greatersagegrouse breedinghabtat _ iUnnamed
‘within 4 miles of an occupied greater mmmmmacmm _mx

WY-091 @@mm.........mmcmmm.rb ... greater sage-grouse breeding habitat iLekName -Tutle Draw
iwithin 4 miles of an occupied @nmmﬁmﬂ mmmmrmﬂo_hmm _mx :

WY-0910-037 .-rmc_nmm.rO s m,ﬁ‘mrm‘ﬁmﬂ sage-grouse breeding habitat g HekName -Tule DYaw -
sar_: 4 miles of an occupied mnmmﬁm_, mmmmﬁﬁccmm _mx §

WY-0910018 zmS.O}m._._,m m.ﬁ.mwmmmwwmrmqm_“_m.m.. breeding habitat & P.m._A. Name - Clareton Oil Field
iwithin 4 miles of an occupied greater mmmmfmacmm _mx “

WY-0910-018 anQ,m?m igreater sage-grouse breeding habitat __iLek Name - North Dull Center Road_
wwithin 4 miles of an occupied greater sage-grouse lek,

WY-0910-018 ‘......-._.,u_néoﬁﬁm _igreater sage-grouse breeding habitat _ .. jLekName - South Dull Center Road _
iwithin 4 miles of an occupied greater mm@mﬁacmm _mx :

WY-0910-025 m_ JFFALO _ igreatersagegrousebreeding habitat  flekMame-Bishop
iwithin 4 miles of an occupied greater mm@ﬂrmacmm _nx

WY-0910-025 mcﬁupro _m'ﬂmmﬁmﬁmmmmrmacwm biestmgiabe -~ rm‘w‘_uﬁﬁ:mimwoﬁm
s___n: in 4 miles of an occupied @-mmﬁmﬂ mm.@m@a:mu lek, ”

WY-0910-025 mmCﬂ_u}_.O igreater sage-grouse breeding habitat il ek Name - Whitetail Creek
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Exhibit 1

Protested Parcel m_um_.m and Imperiled Species andfor Areas of High

Serial Number .....‘..q._m_..._:@anmiis‘ Conservation Value in Protested Parcel  iAdditional Information
within 4 miles of an ooocn_wa greater sage-grouse lek, w

WY-0910-025 .....:._wc_umm,._...O mﬂmmﬁmq sage-grouse breeding habitat _lm.m._./._@.am SRR b
iwithin 4 miles of an occupied m.,mmwmﬂ wwmmfmacwm _m_A :

WY-0910-025 .....,.,mcmmm.r.o ______igreater sage-grouse breeding habitat eno o HelNee - Floa ) o
iwithin 4 miles of an occupied mwmmﬁmﬂ wmmmrm:u:um lek,

WY-0910-025 ....---.mcmmmwo s mamﬁmq sage-grouse breeding habitat o lekName-Yelowhammer
2::5 4 miles of an occupied mwmmﬂmﬁ mm@wr@aocmm lek, w

WY-091 o;om@simcmmmwo ..... igreater sage-grouse breeding habitat ___ ilekMName-Bishop
within 4 miles of an occupied greater sage-grouse ek, i

WY-0910-025 :..-.-mw.c_um%._no m.ﬁm.mamq sage-grouse breeding habitat ‘wmﬂmx Name - \Whitetail Creek =~
within 4 miles of an occupied @nmmﬁmﬂ mmmmrmacmm lek, .

Wy-0910.025 mcmmmwo . igreater sage-grouse breeding habitat  ilekName - Yelowhammer
sﬁ:_: 4 miles of an occupied greater mmmm.@acmm lek, :

WY-0910-028 ....--:mcmmm.r.o “““ ‘greater sage-grouse breeding habitat clare o o e - ERYRRd T
iwithin 4 miles of an occupied greater sage-grouse lek, :

WY-0510-028 .:-.:._m.w.cmn_u_p_.o mﬂmmﬁmq sage-grouse breeding habitat Crhelcane S Bt Ge s I R
iwithin 4 miles of an cccupied greater mmmmbﬂo:mm _mx

VVY-0910-028 i--.,.m.c_umm.ro ......igreater sage-grouse breeding habitat __ ilekName-Yelowhammer
‘within 4 miles of an occupied greater mmmrkmacmm _mx

Ebﬁ@.@mm........-,mcmmmwo ... \greater sage-grouse breeding habitat e jlekName-TulleDraw
‘within 4 miles of an occupied @qmmﬁm_, mmmmlmacmm mmx

WY-0910.035 ......-rmmmmm‘r,oi-}Jm@mﬂmﬁmmmwmﬂmmm breedinghabitat __ llekMame-ZVCreskll
sa:_: 4 miles of an occupied greater mmm_m,@_dcmm *mr

WY-0910035 mmcmmﬁo .......igreater sage-grouse breeding habitat  ilekName-ZvCreekMl
fwithin 4 miles of an cccupied greater mm@m.macmm _mx M

WY-0910-040 Obmmumm FESR m@m.mm_. sage-grouse breeding habitat e me‘ﬁﬁam-‘-uﬁmmmﬂmm@‘mwu_:
iwithin 4 miles of an occupied mqmmwmq mmmmmacmm _mx i

d g L S .-.mh,..mmmm ... greater sage-grouse breeding habitat .. jtekName - Teapot Creek2
within 4 miles of an cccupied greater mmmm.@acmm umx i

V0910040 ‘......,m.\pmm.m_w ... greater sage-grouse breeding habitat Lek Name - Teapot Creek3
within 4 miles of an accupied greater sage-grouse lek, ;

VWY-0910-042 :....-,_.m_._pﬁ_._zm :.;mﬂmmﬁmq sage-grouse breeding habitat ke Bame = PIBIRRE ol T ey
within 4 miles of an occupied m-mmﬁmﬁ mmm.m.macmm ﬂmx :

WY-0810-D42 mmbﬁr_ NS igreater sage-grouse breeding habitat iLek Name - 2279183
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Exhibit 1

Protested Parcel “mm_\m and Imperiled Species andfor Areas of High

Serial Number m.m_,._.manm....e _{Conservation Value in Protested Parcel
‘within 4 miles of an occupied greater sage-grouse lek,
WY-0910-042 -,m.u,é.r._._.,._.m.. .___igreater sage-grouse breeding habitat
iwithin 4 miles of an occupied greater mmmmrmacmm _mx
WY-091 o.o.ﬁ......E@émzm.é--.-.s. greater sage-grouse breeding habitat
1355 4 miles of an occupied mqmmﬁmﬂ mmmm.m:ucmm iek,
WY-0810-042 m>é.r._z..m...,,--5z greater sage-grouse breeding habitat
s_ﬂ:_: 4 miles of an occupied greater mmmm.macmm _mx
WY-0910-042 ......---m‘bér_‘@m ~ igreater sage-grouse breeding habitat
iwithin 4 miles of an occupied @ammﬁmﬁ mwm@mazmm lek,
WY-0910-042 .........m,pfmr_zm ... igreater sage-grouse breeding habitat
._35_3 4 miles of an occupied @qmmﬂma mmmmbacmm _mx
EbwAm‘mmw::...--.m}_ﬁ_;_zm: mﬂmmﬁmﬂ sage-grouse breeding habitat SN
3:.._: 4 miles of an occupied greater mmmm;ma_cmm "mx
WY-091 DEN..,..-.-.w»ém_.zm,..,,111 igreater sage-grouse breeding habitat
'within 4 miles of an occupied greater mwm_m.macmm _nx
WY-0910- m_m@ii.@pér_.zm ... igreater sage-grouse breeding habitat
iwithin 4 miles of an occupied greater mmm_m@ﬂo:mm _mx
,.e@msE.m........-m»ér_‘zmi?i ‘greater sage-grouse breeding habitat
‘within 4 miles of an occupied greater mmmm@ﬂo:mm _mx
WY-0910- Em....‘,},vm»écz..m...-.-..-..... greater sage-grouse breeding habitat

:within 4 miles of an occupied greater mmmm.@a:mm wmx

i

.h%_.n_o:m_ Information

_ymx Name - 2280231

_|D_n Name - 2279183

_|mx Name - 2280231

.rmx Name - 2380362

_rww Name - 2280231

m_um_.n Name - 2280262

R, nieciy S e et
.

iLek Name - 2380362

iLek Name - 1883112

Lek Name - 1883152

iL ek Name - 1983074

semmnma ae SRS A

iLek Name - 1984172

lLek Name - 1984312

iLek Name - 1984332

iLek Name - 1984172

iLek Name - 1984312

WY-0910- Emi;impér_zm...-..---......m.@ﬁmq. sage-grouse breeding habitat

§=.._: 4 miles of an occupied greater mmmm,macmm ek,
VWY-0910-048 ......--.m>§_u_,z.m ,;i:im.@ﬁmq sage-grouse breeding habitat

‘within 4 miles of an occupied greater mm@mvmacmm _mx
WY-0910-048 :‘..---,mbé_n_.zm mmmmﬁmq sage-grouse breeding habtat

‘within 4 miles of an occupied mqmmmwﬂ mm@m.macmm _mx
Ewbma‘Emi....-.m.,pé.r._z..m...-..-....... |greater sage-grouse breeding habitat :

‘within 4 miles of an occupied greater mwmm.wa_._mm _mw
VETOSt ommm......---.m»&w_zm‘,.},%%;mﬂmm@ sage-grouse breeding habitat

‘within 4 miles of an occupied greater mm@m.ma:mm _mx
WY-0910-048 JJ,\mpE_..._.zm.....i......mmmmﬂmq sage-grouse breeding habitat

within 4 miles of an occupied greater mmwm.marm.m._m_a

WY-0910-048 mmbi_u_zm greater sage-grouse breeding habitat

iLek Name - 2084341

w_;mx Name - 1984172

Page 9 of 38




Exhibit 1

Protested Parcel

Serial Number i_...n..m_..‘_..@as‘
WY-0910.048 ..-,@é.,._._.,_m
3@2o.@@....---.?.@zfm
S:\.om‘_ Dohm .-..rmbgh_zm
3%5.%;...-.-..@E‘zm
WY-0910-049 ,,J..,._,N.Ec%
WY-0910049 Lﬁ%%

WY-0910-049 m}ér_zm‘
WY-0910.049 ..--.?Ezm
WY 0910-049 ....--.-,_nSE_a_zm
5@3D_Em.....---mér_._,._m
sﬁao.@m.,,im»ﬁ.@m :
WY0910049  RAWLINS
WY-0910.049 :.‘.---,m%c,%
WY-091 o.ﬁw.}-@éﬁz@ 4
E@o.ﬁm.,?,m»ér_zm .
WY-0910- E@.‘._.--.--?E,_.%
WY-0910-049 mm}f{_l_zm

ﬁﬁmﬁmq sage-grouse breeding habitat

m_,mmﬂmq sage-grouse breeding habitat

m_mmwm and Imperiled Species andfor Areas of High
:Conservation Value in Protested Parcel

hna.n_o:m_ Information

within 4 miles of an occupied greater sage-grouse lek, m

_.mw Name - 1984332

‘within 4 miles of an occupied @_.mmﬁm_‘ mmmm.mﬂow.mm wmx
\greater sage-grouse breeding habitat

_ub_n Name - 2084341

within 4 miles of an occupied greater sage-grouse lek,
_rmx Name - 1963074

e mﬂmmﬁmq sage-grouse breeding habitat

e .mﬁmmﬁmq sage-grouse breeding habitat
mﬂmmﬁmq sage-grouse breeding habitat
 igreater sage-grouse breeding habitat
An @ﬁmﬂma sage-grouse breeding habitat

il mﬁmmwmq sa

R mﬂmmﬁmﬂ.m..mm@mﬁﬂcmm breeding habitat

mﬂmmﬁmq sage-grouse breeding habitat

It mﬁmmwma sage-grouse breeding habital

__ﬁ:_: 4 miles of an occupied @qmmﬁmﬂ mmmfmacmm _mx

ek Name - 1984172

within 4 miles of an occupied greater m.m.m.um.w.@ﬂow_mm lek,

il m@ﬁﬂﬁm?mﬁﬁm@. breeding habitat :...-....rmx Name - 1984332
iwithin 4 miles of an occupied @-mm;mﬁ mm@mrmacmm _mx :
. {greater sage-giouse breeding habitat  LekName - 1983074

,_Sn_.._: 4 miles of an occupied greater sage-grouse lek,
rmx Name - 1984172

,ﬁr_a 4 miles of an occupied greater mmmméacmm _mx

iLek Name - 2084341

_..___E..S 4 miles of an occupied @qmmﬁmﬁ mmmm.m_d:mm _mx

_umw Name - 1883074

iwithin 4 miles of an occupied mqmmﬁﬂ mwmgacmm _mx
_,mx Name - 1984332

sa:_: 4 miles of an occupied mqmmﬁmﬁ mmmm.@acmm _mx
ge-grouse breeding habitat

za:_: 4 miles of an occupied mqmmw\ﬁ mmmmrma_:mm _mx
._.nx Name - 1984172

2084341

T e b <

255 4 miles of an occupied greater mmmm‘macmm _mx
mﬂmmﬁmq ‘sage-grouse breeding habitat

within 4 miles of an occupied greater sage-grouse lek, |

_iLekName - 1984312

iLek Name - 1984332

rmx Name - 1984172

_5._5_: 4 miles of an occupied m-mmﬁmﬁ mwmmrmacmw _mx
igreater sage-grouse breeding habitat

iwithin 4 miles of an cccupied greater sage grouse lek,

.mrmx Name - 1984332

s,;:_: 4 miles of an occupied greater mumm@acmm fek,
‘greater sage-grouse breeding habitat

.mrm_n Name - 2084341
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Exhibit 1

Protested Parcel

Serial Number

WY-0910-050
WY-0910-050

WY-0810-050

.u_m_m Office

_u:n...,,_‘_....h LINS

-.-Wmmﬁ.r.mmm...

wm>$f_z.m :

___ igreater sage-grouse breeding habitat

m_,mmﬂmq sage-grouse breeding habitat

...m_,.mﬁmq sage-grouse breeding habitat

mmm..m and Imperiled Species andfor Areas of High

i wOo:mmJ.mzo: Value in Protested Parcel

‘”__555 4 miles of an moocuﬁma @.,mmam_‘ sage-grouse lek,
;mﬂmmﬁwﬁm.mmm;mqo:mm breeding habitat

rwithin 4 miles of an occupied m_.mmﬁmﬁ mmmm.m:u:mm lek,

iwithin 4 miles of an occupied @qmm_mmﬂ mm@mmacmm _mx

'within 4 miles of an occupied @mmmﬁmﬂ mmmm,macmm _mx

Lmﬁmmwmﬁ sage-grouse breeding habitat

iwithin 4 miles of an occupied greater sage-grouse lek,
...mﬂwmﬁma sage-grouse breeding habitat ;
,_55_: 4 miles of an ooocU_ma @qmm»mﬁ mmmmrma_._mm _mx

,5.:_: 4 miles of an cccupied greater mmmmbazwu _mx

‘within 4 miles of an cccupied mqmmﬁmﬂ mm@mﬁﬂo:mm _mx

.;m_,mmﬁmq sage-grouse breeding habitat

within 4 miles of an occupied mqmm_nmﬂ mmmmrma_:mm _mx

__igreater sage-grouse breeding habitat

WY-0910050 mpé_n_zm
WY-0910-050 :;wyé_u_‘zm
WY-0910-050 .--..m»&.ﬁz...m
WY-0910-052 :....-;m.»ér_z:m
WY-0910-052 --.-mpé_u_zm
Wy-0910-052 :i.‘-mpé_..._.z.m
WY-0910-053 ..-.-mpE_._zm

Wr-091 ommw..,:i_wvér_zm
WWY-0910083 -mpé_n_zm
Wy-0910062 Ezm_mw::i::
EHoﬁo.mm.m.i..-i_...\.pzm.mm‘
WWY-0910-062 .....-Lrvz_‘u‘mm
WY-0910025 wc_ummro
WY-0910-025 BUFFALO

2 igreater sage-grouse breeding habitat

mmwm.nm.. sage-giouse | _u_.mmn__:m_ rm_uam;

....mﬁm&mq sage-grouse breeding habitat

‘within 4 miles of an occupied greater sage-grouse lek,
K mﬁm@.ﬁmq sage-grouse breeding habitat

iwithin 4 miles of an occupied m_,mmﬂmﬂ mmum_d.cmm _mx

:Lm_,mnﬁmq sage-grouse breeding habitat

iwithin 4 miles of an occupied greater mmmmmacmm _m_.n
mﬁmﬁm_, sage-grouse breeding habitat

iwithin 4 miles of an occupied @qmm_wﬂ mmwmdacmu _mx

iwithin 4 miles of an occupied greater mw@gﬂo:mo _mx

iwithin 4 miles of an occupied @qmmﬁmm. mmmmr@_d:mm _ur

‘within 4 miles of an ccoupied m-mmwmﬂ mm@P@Ecwm _m_a
igreater sage-grouse breeding habitat

iLek Name - 1983074

_um_\ Name - Hangout Ridge

.

_.mx Name - Standard Road

ek Name - 1984332

i Em:_: 4 miles of an ooocn_@a greater mm@mrwazmm ek,
) mﬁmm.ﬁmq sage-grouse breeding habitat

__iLek Name - 1984172

rmx Name - 1984332

it _.m.xzm__.:m 1984172

iLek Name - 1984312

_um_n Name - 5 Buttes

rmx Name - Hangout Ridge

_um_a Name - Standard Road

_nm_n Name - 5 Buttes

_iUn-named

C: named

_ _In-named

__lmx Name - Bishop

‘Lek Name -

Flara

: haan_oam_ Information
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Exhibit 1

Protested Parcel

Serial Number

WY-0910-025 ;@cmmwrﬁ ... igreater sage-grouse breeding habitat __.[Lek Name - Whitetail Creek
twithin 4 miles of an occupied @qmm.mmﬂ mwmmﬁacmw _mx L

WY-0910.025 -..”_m.c.mnpc@... __igreater sagegrouse breedinghabitat ek Name - Yellowhammer
iwithin 4 miles of an occupied greater sage-grouse ol

5.;%3o.mmwii@,@r‘_zm _____igreater sage-grouse breeding habitat _ L eldMame - 2070AGR
,ﬁ:ﬁ: 4 miles of an occupied greater mwum@nucmm _mx :

WY-0910-042 mpé.r._.z.m “““ greater sage-grouse breedinghabitat  ilekName-2280231
iwithin 4 mites of an occupied greater mmmm.m_d:mm wmx i

WY-0910-042 mméu_.zm ....[greatersage-grouse breeding habitat _ iLekName-2280262
rwithin 4 mites of an occupied greater mwmm.macwm _mx ;

WY-0910-042 m>é.r._:..m _____greater sage-giouse breeding habitat ... jLek Name - 2380362
2;:5 4 miles of an occupied mqmmﬂmﬁ sage-grouse lek, 1

WY0910.042  RAWLINS igreater sage-grouse breeding habitat _ o iekName-2080003
ir_j 4 miles of an occupied greater mmmmﬁacmm lek, :

WY-0910-042 .-..-.--mbé_u_.zm ol LT mﬁmwﬂ sage-grouse breeding habitat . ilelcName - 2279198
‘within 4 miles of an cccupied m_.mmﬁm_. mm@m.macmm _mx i :

WY-0010-042 mpér_‘z‘m . igreatersagegrousebreedinghabitat ilekName-2280231
‘within 4 miles of an cccupied greater mmmm‘m_d:ma _wx ;

WY-0910042 m_pﬁ.r..__,.,_m .. greater sage-giouse breeding habitat _jLekName - 2280262
aﬁ:_: 4 miles of an occupied greater mmwmvm_dcmm _mx

ﬁwﬁoa.m%s;;Lm>émz...m...----.-. _Igreater sage-grouse breeding habitat __jlekName-2280203
En:_a 4 miles of an occupied mﬂmmﬁmﬁ mm@W@B:mm _mx :

WY-0910-042 m}c@_u_,zm mmmmﬁmﬁmwmm.@@cmw breeding habitat . ilekName -2279163
,_55_: 4 miles of an cccupied greater mmmm@ﬁo:wm _mx E

WY-0910-042 m>é.r._.zm .......greater sage-grouse breeding habitat _ iLekName-2280231
within 4 miles of an cccupied greater mmmm,macmm _mx

wroRbies m>ér_z=m ... greatersage-grouse breedinghabitat  ilekName-2280294
iwithin 4 miles of an occupied greater mmmmﬁacmm _mx i

WY-0910.042 mpécz...m ... greater sage-grouse breeding habitat o lekName 2080203
si:_j 4 miles of an occupied greater mmmm@d:mm _mx "

WY-091 o“omm.......-.m»E.r_._.,._m ... \greater sage-grouse breeding habitat woojlekName - 2279193

WY-0910-042

.m.m_.n_ Office

Rare and lmperiled Species and/or Areas of High
OosmeR_os Value in Protested Parcel

‘within 4 miles of an ODOCn,@a m:mmﬁmﬂ sage-grouse lek,

?Ea_o:m_ Information

mmh,g“[_zm

within 4 miles of an cccupied @-mmwmﬂ mmm_m.@apmw _mx
.greater sage-grouse breeding habitat

mrm_a Name - 2280231

Page 12 of 38




Exhibit 1

Protested Parcel

Serial Number

WY-0910-042

WY-0910-042

WY-0910-042

WY-0910-042

WY-0910-042 :J-m»éu_.zm Rerler
Wr0910-042 .::m}ﬂ.fz..mi 1
WY-0910-042 i.---.m»étzm.. 14,
WY-0910-042 ..----,m»ﬁ.:zm
WY-0910-042 ..:;@péu_.zmi w
5&@20@%..:;Jm.\yér_z:ma i
Wy oaiaong :-m»ﬁmmm
WY-0910-044 m>5___._zm‘

WY-0910-044

WY-0910-048

WY-0910.048

WY-0910-048

WY-0910-048

o mmmﬁ_u_ INS

mbE_Lzm

—te =

m»ér_zm

_AbS__l_Zm

mb«dﬁ_zm

m»é:zm

mmbqn LINS

m.»E_._zm..

= 4||1|.

m}E:zm i

._u_m_n_ Office

o ~n...oswm_a._.mﬂ_c: Value in Protested Parcel

...mﬁmmﬁmq sage-grouse breeding habitat

.;mﬂmmnmq sage-grouse breeding habitat

‘within 4 miles of an occupied greater sage-grouse lek,
.....mmﬂmmﬁmq sage-giouse breeding habitat

& @ﬂmmrmq sage-grouse breeding habitat

uwﬁmmnmﬁ ‘sage-grouse breeding habitat

_,_c;:_: 4 miles of an occupied greater mmmmbarmm _wx
:.mﬁmﬁm_, sage-grouse breeding habitat

hmﬂmm.hmq sage-grouse breeding habitat

mmwm and Imperiled Species and/or Areas of High

within 4 miles of an ooocvhma greater mmmmrmacmm lek,

wwithin 4 miles of an occupied mammwmﬂ mmmm.wacmm _nx
mmmmwmﬂ. sage-grouse breeding habitat

sﬁ?: 4 miles of an occupied greater mmmmbacmn lek,
m_.mmﬁmq sage-grouse breeding habitat

‘within 4 miles of an occupied @ﬁmmﬁmﬂ mwmwb_d:wm _mx

within 4 miles of an occupied m:mmﬁmﬂ mmmm.macmm lek,

iwithin 4 miles of an occupied greater mw@P@Bcwm _mx
m@mﬁmq sage-grouse breeding habitat

",_..ﬂr_: 4 miles of an occupied greater sage-grouse lek
.. |greater sage-grouse breeding habitat

‘within 4 miles of an occupied m:wmﬁﬂ mmmmr@_dcmm _mx
mamwm.. sage-grouse breeding habitat

m,_s—:_: 4 miles of an occupied greater mmumrmacum _mx
mﬁmm.ﬁmq sage-grouse breeding habitat

sﬂ:_: 4 miles of an cccupied greater mwmw.@ﬁo:mm lek,
m_,m..wﬁma sage-grouse breeding habitat

Min_.._z 4 miles of an cccupied m«mmmmﬂ mwm_m.macmm _mx
...mﬁmmrma sage-grous2 breeding habitat

.iar._z 4 miles of an occupied greater mwu@macmm _mx

igreater sage-grouse breeding habitat

sﬂ:ﬁ 4 miles of an occupied m:wm.ﬁmﬁ mmwmmazmm _mx

‘within 4 miles of an occupied m_qmmwmﬁ mmmmrm_ﬂo:mm lek,

wwithin 4 miles of an occupied @qmm_wﬂ mwmm..ma:mm _mx
igreater sage-grouse breeding habitat

.mban:_o:m_ Information

e ._um_n Name - 2380362

i
:

iLek Name - 2280203

rmx Name - 2279193

rmm.z@ﬂo - 2280291

.

iLek Name - 2280294

_rmx Name -

2279193

H

rmx MName - 2280231

iLek Name - 2280262

iLek Name - 2380362

iLek Name - 2280203

e S ————

_rmx MName - 2279193

_.mx Name - 2280291

iLek Name - 2280294

_an Name - 1984172

i PR SSERt

; rmx Name - 1984312

ek Name - 1984332

| ek Name - 2084341
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Exhibit 1

Serial Number

WY-0910-019

WY-0910-042

WY-0810-042

WY-0810-042

WY-0910-042

Protested Parcel

__"_m_n_ Office

A T

"mm_‘w and Imperiled Species andfor Areas of High
Do:mm_.cmeo: Value in Protested Parcel

H

.m&n_a_o:m_ Information

‘within 4 miles of an occupied greater sage-grouse ek,

zmﬁopw#m

wWr-0a10019 Lzméo.wwﬁ._.m..--..
wy-0910018 z EWCASTLE
b bt L0 KNG ,.v._.mé@wﬁmi,

mb&c_l_zm

mbér_zm

mbé_.._zm

mmh%d_n_zm

mﬁmﬁmq sage-grouse breeding habitat

:mmzwmpmﬁ sage-grouse breeding habitat
_igreater sage-grouse breeding habitat

igreater sage-grouse breeding habitat

it S

it m:mmﬁmﬁ sage-grouse breeding habitat

iwithin 4 miles of an accupied m:mmﬁmﬁ mmmm,macmm lek,
_nm_n Name - Buck Creek Gate

“,,ﬁ_:_: 4 miles of an occupied mqmm_um_, mmmm.@ﬂc:mm lek, :

iLek Name - Buck Creek Playa

iwithin 4 miles of an occupied mqmmam_. mm@W@chm _mx

...mx Name - Cellars 2

,_m_mw_n 4 miles of an occupied greater sage-grouse fek,

rmx MName - Keeline State Land

wwithin 4 miles of an occupied greater mmmm.ma:mn fek,
igreater sage-grouse breeding habitat

iLek Name - 2279193

iwithin 4 miles of an occupied greater mmwmrmnu:mm _mx

mﬂmmﬁma sage-grouse breeding habitat m._um._mzm.ﬂo - 2279183

E_S_: 4 miles of an occupied @qmmﬁmﬂ mwmmfmﬂo"._mm ,mx

iwithin 4 miles of an occupied m-mmﬁmﬂ mmmm.macmw ek,
igreater sage-grouse breeding habitat

habitat _iLekName - 2280231

'|_ek Name - 2280062

WY-091 o..@.@...;.,-..myéﬁzm ......|greater sage-grouse breeding habitat JlekName-1983074
swithin 4 miles of an occupied greater mw@?@B:mm wwx :

WY-0910-049 impétz...m.......... _igreater sage-grouse breediing habitat jekName-1984172
iwithin 4 miles of an occupied m.,mmﬁmﬂ mm@mﬁacmm fek,

WY-0910-049 ......-.mpé.r.._zsmz ____igreater sage-grouse breeding habitat _ ... jlekName-1984332
.55_: 4 miles of an occupied greater mm@rroacwm _mx :

WY-0910-043 z......mpﬁ.r_.zm ..._..[greatersagegrousebreedinghabitat Em.%am.-momﬁ&e S L
iwithin 4 miles of an occupied greater wm@méﬁo:mu lek,

Wr-0910-049 .----m>é..r._,zm... :z_mamﬁmq sage-grouse breeding habitat r»m.%am ABGINIA, L
‘within 4 miles of an occupied greater sage-grouse lek,

WY-0910-049 m»é.cz...m ____igreater sage-grouse breeding habitat rmx emTie ~ 1OBGBN2 L L S
,E_E_: 4 miles of an occupied greater mm@mbacmm lek, ;

WY-0910-049 m>ér_.z.m ______igreater sage-grouse breeding habitat 4 r.m_.n.zﬂsm..._mmﬁmm......-.-.-.
E.:.._: 4 miles of an occupied mnmmmmﬂ mmmm.@ﬂo:mm _mx

WY-0910-049 }i-mpﬁ_..._.z.m .m@ﬁm_ﬂ sage-grouse breeding habitat rmm,v_mam...momﬁm.,_... SHEL I
within 4 miles of an occupied @qmmﬁm_. mmmrrmﬁo:mm _mx .

WY-0910-019 v._ﬂémmfw._ﬂm :..mﬂwmﬂm,. sage-grouse breeding habitat ‘Lek Name - Buck Creek Corner
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Exhibit 1

Protested Parcel w .mm:w and Imperiled Species andfor Areas of High
Serial Number m_m_@.,ﬂﬂnmi:i {Conservation Yalue in Protested Parcel
‘within 4 miles of an occupied greater mmmmdacmm._mx
WY-0910-042 ﬁm},._z._n_.zm mﬁmnnmq sage-grouse breeding habitat =~
wwithin 4 miles of an occupied m_,mmmw_. mmmmrma_._mm lek,
WY-091 D.mmm::: "mbfe_unzm _igreater sage-grouse breeding habitat

iwithin 4 miles of an ooo:n_ﬁa greater sage-grouse lek,
WY-0810-042 mbS.EZm mﬂmm.ﬁmﬁ sage-grouse breeding habitat

e s e o e el b b 2 A w2 .5 it s s Ay Td 0 S b

sﬂ:_: 4 miles of an occupied m_.mmﬁmﬂ wmmm‘macmm —mx

WY-0810- @.m.“.m:.:.,:-myﬁ_u_‘zm m.nm.mﬁmq sage-grouse breeding habitat
‘within 4 miles of an occupied greater sage-grouse lek,
WY-0910-042 ..,.....,mpérEm ... igreater sage-grouse breeding habitat
sﬂ:_: 4 miles of an occupied greater mmmmrmacmm ”mx
5,83o.@%ii@?_zm ____greater sage-giouse breeding habtat
{ﬂ:_: 4 miles of an occupied greater sage-grouse lek,
WWY-0910- mmm:::---._w}fﬂ.r._z:m ___igreater sage-grouse breeding habitat

sﬂ:_: 4 miles of an occupied @:mmﬂmﬁ mm@wﬁam«..m.._wx
WY-0810-042 m»EEZm igreater sage-grouse breeding habitat

wathin 4 miles of an occupied mwmmﬂmﬁ wmmm@ﬂocmm _mx

WY-0910-042 ;%Jm»ér_.zm ... igreater sage-grouse breeding habitat
iwithin 4 miles of an occupied greater mmmmrmacmm _Dx
wY-0910-042 m?ar_zm m_,mmﬁmq sage-grouse breeding habitat

E::_: 4 miles of an occupied m-mmwmﬂ mmmmfmacmm _mx
WY-0910-042 mmm,cd_u_zm mﬂmmwm... sage-giouse breeding habitat

BT

&_5_: 4 miles of an occupied mqmm@. mm@m.mﬂo:mm lek,

WY-0910-042 ::;:Lm.pﬂm_u_.zm mﬁmﬁmq sage-grouse breedinghabitat .
‘within 4 miles of an occupied mqmmnmﬁ mmmnﬁﬂo:wm _mx
éwbma..@%:i;umpér_‘zm ..........igreater sage-grouse breeding habitat __
iwithin 4 miles of an occupied greater mm@?macmw _mx
WY-0910-042 mbé_._zm igreater sage-grouse breeding habitat

i;:_: 4 miles of an ocoupied @ammﬁﬂ mmmm.macmm _mr

S R G s e Tese s o i e iy i i i Eemais Sl s

,_um_a Name - 2279193

- }r\_\\lw i e e A e e o SES o et Ao naraiel fee - UL R PR N R e e

_F,ann_o:m_ information

B it bl b pereluaait Llan e s e

'
:

rmw Name - 2580362

iLek Name - 2280203

rmx Name - 2279183

iLek Name - 2280231

iLek Name - 2280262

_..mr Name - 22802894

£
i

rm_n Name - 2280203

iLek Name - 2279193 _

._fm.w Name - 2280231

_lm_ﬂ Name - 2280262

iLek Name - 2380362

._um_n Name - 2280203

_umT Name - 2280231

WY-0810-042 m><<r_2:m mﬂmmﬁm_. sage-grouse breeding habitat =4 ‘_lm_ﬁ Iy - 228061 e il
‘within 4 miles of an occupied @_.mm.hmﬂ sage-grouse lek, .

WY-091 O..omm::;imb,ﬁ....r_.zm m.ﬂ.m.mﬂmq sage-grouse breeding habitat L_aa.m.z.mﬂm..-.mmmnmw.u......::.-...:.-.-.
iwithin 4 miles of an occupied mammﬁmﬂ mw@@@@cmm ek,

WY-0810-042 mmPSF_Zm igreater sage-grouse breeding habitat mrm_a Name - 2280203
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Exhibit 1

Protestad Parcel

Serial Number

WY-0910-042

WY-0910-042

WY-0910-042

WY-0910-042

WY-0910-042

WY-0910042

WY-0910-042

WY-0910-042

WY-0910-042

WY-0910-044

WY-0910-044

WY-0910-044

WY-0910-044

WY-0910-044

WY-0910-044

WY-0910-044

WY-0910-044

W

=42 .sxrr\‘

bl

irwww‘

:\\.}

.m_m_n Ofiice

m>€<_|_2m

mwp_é:zm

_U><<E2m

m.»ﬁ: NS

mpér_v.m e
m>5.r_,z,.m
m»ﬁizm

m»&: NS

w?e LINS

mpér_zms

m»Er_zm.....

m»ﬁtzm :

m»é:zm y

m><<_v_2m

m>$:zm

wmbér_zm

m»ézzm.. :

...Oo:wm_.qm:_a_.. Value in _uno_.”mﬂmn Parcel
:,mﬂmm.hmﬁ sage-grouse breeding habitat
i mﬂmmﬁmq sage-grouse breeding habitat
m_.mmﬂm., sage-grouse breeding habitat

;.mﬁmmwmq sage-grouse breeding habitat

4 m_‘mmﬂmm sage-grouse breeding habitat

.......mﬂmmﬁmq sage-grouse breeding habitat

m,,w&mq sage-grouse. Uﬁmm_u_:m_ habitat
Beol mﬂmmﬁmq sage-grouse breeding habitat
._.,.%.mamﬁmﬁ sage-grouse breeding habitat

;mﬁmmﬁmn sage-grouse breeding habitat

;.m_,m,mwma sage-grouse breeding habitat

mmﬂm and Imperiied Species andfor Areas of High

.
:

hamn_oam_ Information

iwithin 4 miles of an occupied m«mnﬁmﬂ mmmméﬂo:mm _mx

EE..S 4 miles of an occupied greater sage-grouse ek,

iwithin 4 miles of an occupied greater mmum.@a:mm _mx

Em:_: 4 miles of an occupied greater sage-grouse lek,
......mﬂmﬂm_. sage-grouse Q‘m@a_:m habitat

._!mx Name -

279183

_iLek Name - 2280262

Sy

iLek Name - 2280291

_nmw Name - 2280294

'

H

rm_ﬁ MName - 2279183

EE.._: 4 miles of an occupied greater sage-grouse lek,

mﬂﬂm.mmq sage-grouse breeding | habitat

e

iLek Name - 2280231

rmx Name - 2280262

2__:_: 4 miles of an occupied mqmmﬁmﬂ mmum.ma:mm _mx

....«E.._: 4 miles of an occupied greater mmmm,m_dcmm _mx

igreater sage-grouse breeding habitat

iwithin 4 miles of an occupied greater mm@m.m:u:mm _mx

s

: _lm_a Name - 2280294

ek Name - 2380362

35_3 4 miles of an occupied mammﬁmﬁ nmmmrmacmm _mx

‘within 4 miles of an occupied mqmmﬁmﬁ mmmgacmm _mx

within 4 miles of an occupied mamm_wﬂ mmmm.mﬁo:mm _mx
‘greater sage-grouse breeding habitat

2_5_: 4 miles of an occupied @nmmﬁmﬂ mmwm.rm_d:mm _mx
m:mmﬂmﬂ sage-grouse breeding habitat

iwithin 4 miles of an occupied m:mmﬁwﬂ mwmmbﬁo:mm _mx

iwithin 4 miles of an occupied @:mm;mﬂ mmwm.macmm _mx
‘greater sage-grouse breeding habitat

_xmx Name - 2280203

iLek Name - 2279193

rmx Name - 2280291

_;m_n Name - 2280284

_rmx Name - 2280203

rm_a Name - 2279193

| ek Name - 2280291

iLekName -2180022
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Exhibit 1

Protested Parcel
Serial Number

Wy-0910.044

WY-0910-044

Wraaam,.

WY-0910-018

WY-0910-019

WY-0910-019

WY-0910-019

WY-0910-019

WY-0010-042

WY-0010-042

WY-0910.042

WY-0910-042

WY-0910-042

WY-0910-042

WY-0910-042

WY-0910-042

WY-0910-042

wmmma Office

Wmm:w and Imperiled Species and/or Areas of High
iConservation Value in Protested Parcel

mbc.c LINS

m>§: NS

'within 4 miles of an occupied greater sage-grouse lek,

et ..m.m:wﬂmq sage-grouse breeding habitat

iwithin 4 miles of an occupied @«mmwmﬂ mm@gazmm _mx

__igreater sage-grouse breeding habitat

ﬁ ,_ EWCASTLE

z EWCASTLE

& zm&ﬂﬁ#m

" Z EWCASTLE

iwithin 4 miles of an occupied mqmmﬂmﬁ sage-grouse lek,

igreater sage-grouse breeding habitat

.Mb.n.n.m_oum_ Information

iLek Name - 2280294

Lek Name - 2281342

m._lmw Name - Buck Creek Corner

iwithin 4 miles of an occupied mnmmwmﬁ mmmm.macmm _mx

._wmﬂ.m.m.ﬂmq sage-grouse breeding habitat

msa:_: 4 miles of an occupied mnmmﬁ_‘ mm@@f@ﬁ:mm lek,
__igreater sage-grouse breeding habitat

iwithin 4 miles of an occupied greater sage-grouse lek,

_ igreater sage-grouse breeding habitat

7__ EWCASTLE

PUEEEERER S

z EWCASTLE

m>§:zm :

ﬁ»é:zm...

m)gr_zm

m»é:zm

. mm><<r._zm.

m}ér_zmi

-..ww»,.ér.im 445

__RAWLINS

RAWLINS

ek Name -

;mrmx Name - Buck Creek Gate

swithin 4 miles of an cccupied greater sage-grouse lek,

_igreater sage-grouse breeding habitat

'within 4 miles of an occupied greater mmm._mr.macmm _mx

i.“mﬁmwwmq sage-grouse breeding habitat

iwithin 4 miles of an occupied @:mmﬁmﬁ mmmm.macmm _mx

...mmﬁ.ﬂu.ﬁmq.mmmw -grouse breeding habitat

within 4 miles of an occupied @qmmﬁmﬂ mmmwma:ww umx
‘greater sage-grouse breeding habitat

e

‘within 4 miles of an occupied mqmmﬂm,. mmmmLchmm _mx
_igreater sage-grouse breeding habitat

‘within 4 miles of an occupied greater mmmmﬁacmm _mx

.....mm.ﬂmm.ﬁmq sage-grouse breeding habitat

‘within 4 miles of an occupied mqmmﬁmﬁ mm@@@é:mm ek,

imm_,mmﬁmq sage-grouse breeding habitat

within 4 miles of an occupied @Emﬁmﬂ mw@m.mmo:mm _mx

___igreater sage-grouse breeding habitat_

iwithin 4 miles of an occupied mqmmﬁmﬂ mw@m.rmacmm _mx

___igreater sage-grouse breeding habitat

m,.sn:_z 4 miles of an oooc_u_@u mﬂmmﬁmﬂ mwumdﬂo:mm lek,

,.ms.ﬁ:_s 4 miles of an ooccb_ma m_;mm:f.mﬂ mmmm,@ﬂc:mm _mx T

igreater sage-grouse breeding habitat

iLek Name - Cellars 2

iLek Name - Cellars 7

_iLek Name - 2279193

iLek Name - 2279193

iLek Name - 2280231

.me Name - 2280294

Buck Creek Playa

.m_.mx Name - Keeline mﬂmﬁ Land

iLek Name - 2380362

Lek Name - 2280203

iLek Name - 2279193

' ek Name - 2280231
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Exhibit 1

Protested Parcel

Serial Number

WY-0910-042

WY-0910-042 ::Jmpﬁr._.z.m..
WY-0910042 .---._wm.ér._z.m
WY-0910-042 m}Em.._.zm
Lk A mmb,ﬁ.r._.zm

WY-0910-042

WY-0910-042

WY-0910-042

._"_m_ﬂ_ Office

_“N><q_|_2m

mbc{_l_zm

_m}E_._zm;

DOameR_oz Value in Profested Parcel

.mamﬁmq sage-grouse breeding habitat

;.mﬁmmﬁmq sage-grouse breeding habitat

mﬂmmﬂm_. sage-grouse breeding habitat

mbﬁ&;_z.m

WVY-0910-042 .mmﬁr_zm :
wyisahes qu.shv_ NS
Wy-0910-043 ;-:m?ev._z.m.
WY-0910-043 :?@péu_‘zm
WY-0010- mu._m::i;w»ﬁm_.zm

WY-0810-043

WY-0910-043

WY-0910-043

WY-0910-043

SR Sl

P — e Sya

mpsr._z.m

mbﬁ:zm;

..mﬂmmwmﬁ sage-grouse breeding habitat

_igreater sage-grouse breeding habitat

.:mﬁmmwwq sage-grouse breeding habitat

:.mﬂmmwmq sage-grouse breeding habitat

it et

mummnma sage-grouse breeding habitat

"mm_‘m and Imperiled Species and/or Areas of High

,_555 4 miles of an ooocv.@a @qmmﬁmﬁ mmmm.mazmm iek,
mﬂmﬂma sage-grouse breeding habitat

si_.._z 4 miles of an OOOEQWQ @q.mmwmﬂ mmum.macmm _mx

2;:_: 4 miles of an oS:n“mn_ greater sage-grouse lek,
i3 m_‘mmﬂmq sage-grouse breeding habitat

within 4 miles of an occupied mmmmﬁmﬂ mmum.r@acmm ek,

iwithin 4 miles of an occupied mqmmﬁwﬁ mm@m.macmm lek,

‘within 4 miles of an occupied greater mmmm.m_dcmm _mr
m:wmﬁ.mn sage-grouse breeding habitat

v
"
v

bp.a_.n_o:m_ Information

.

iLek Name - 2260262

Lek Name - 2280291

i
!

iLek Name - 2280294

iLek Name - 2280203

iLek Name - 2279193

'Lek Name - 2280231

__ﬁn:_: 4 miles of an occupied @qmmﬂmﬁ mwmwﬁacmm lek,

iwithin 4 mites of an occupied greater mmmm.@ao:mm _mx

within 4 miles of an cccupied mnmmﬂmn mmmm..ma:mm _mx

within 4 miles of an occupied greater mmmmrmacmm _mx
mﬁmmﬁmq sage-grouse breeding habitat

1‘\\\\111‘
i

iLek Name - 2280262

'

iLek Name -

2280294

iLek Name - 2380362

ek Name - 2180013

&m:ﬁ 4 miles of an occcupied greater mmmm.@a:mm _mx
mﬂmm.mm_. sage-grouse breeding habitat

1
H
'
!

_.mx MName - 2180022

En:_: 4 miles of an occupied greater mm.m.mowacmm _mx

iwithin 4 miles of an occupied @q_mmwma mm@m.mﬂo:mm lek,

within 4 miles of an occupied @qmmﬂwﬂ mmmm,ma:mm lek,
igreater sage-grouse breeding habitat

iwithin 4 miles of an occupied m_ammﬁmﬂ mmwmma:mm _mx

mbed_l_zm

:U.PS_CZM

...mﬂmmwmﬁ sage-grouse breeding habitat

wwithin 4 miles of an occupied @qmmwmq mmmm.macmm _mx

ST )

iLek Name - 2279281

_umx Name - 2280231

rm_n Name -

2280262

iLek Name - 2180013

iwithin 4 miles of an occupied greater mwm_m.macmm _u_.n
igreater sage-grouse breeding habitat

m_nm_ﬂ Name - 2180022
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Exhibit 1

Protested Parcel M mm:w and Imperiled Species and/or Areas of High ;

Serial Number ..-;-m_m_n‘_banm........ iConservation Value in Protested Parcel  ‘Additional Information
§=,.5 4 miles of an occupied greater mmumdacmm _mx _

WY-0910-043 -.m»ﬁr_mm ... igreater sage-grouse breeding habitat kekiame ofeten e Ty
iwithin 4 miles of an cccupied @:mmﬁmﬂ mwmmﬁazwm _mx :

WY-0910- Em..‘..--.”..._wmﬁ.r._z..m. .. greatersagegiouse breeding habitat  ilekName-2279193

; iwithin 4 miles of an cccupied greater sage-grouse lek,

WY-0910-043 mm>§_._zm.. ...m._wmmﬁmq sage-grouse breeding habitat dekName-2280231
En:_z 4 miles of an occupied greater mmm_m@:ucmm _mx :

WY-0910-043 -m.bﬁm_u_._.,._m R mﬁmm.ﬁmq sage-grouse breedinghabtat rmm,%ﬂw---mwmammm::..--:--.:....----..
within 4 miles of an occupied greater mm@m.macwm lek, .

E%m&o@..mws....,J@pér_.zm......--...... greater sage-grouse breedinghabitat  iLekName - 2180013
within 4 miles of an occupied areater mmum.macmm _mx |

WY-0910-043 ......-._w_pEr_zm: @ﬂmmﬁmﬁ sage-grouse breeding habitat ,_.mv Mame . FI800I5 et LT
s_a_.__a 4 miles of an occupied greater sage-grouse lek, :

WY-091 o.mmmi..-..rmmé‘r_z‘m‘..-.-..-..... greater sage-grouse breeding habitat ci st e ke Bge - 2oV g o
z::_: 4 miles of an occupied @qmm.ﬂm_, mmum.mscmm _mx :

WY-091 o:@m_.@..:..--:mbé_n_‘zm m.ﬂ.m.mﬁmq..m.mm.mruno:mw breeding habitat S klelc Name - DOBIEIRT ¢
within 4 miles of an occupied mamm.ﬁmﬁ mwmmmacmm wmx :

WY-0910.043 .....---,_”.N.»é.gr._,zm . |preatersagegrouse breedinghabitat  LekName-2280262
iwithin 4 miles of an occupied greater mmmm,m_‘ocmm _mx 4

WY-0910043 m»@&@mié..... greater sage-grouse breeding habitaf lekName-2380362
iwithin 4 miles of an occupied greater mm@m.macmm lek,

WY-0910.043 mpé:zm ‘greater sage grouse breeding habitat dLekName-2180022

: within 4 miles of an occupied greater sage-grouse _mx :
WY-0010-043 RAWLINS _Igreater sagegrouse breedinghabitat  lekName-2280203

iwithin 4 miles of an occupied greater mwmm;@a:mm lek,

WY-0910-043 .ﬁ){cﬁzm ....--:,::.m‘ﬂwwﬁm...‘mmmmrmacmm breeding habitat _um.m‘ﬂ_‘mamimuﬂgmw..:::z... k)
‘within 4 miles of an occupied m.,mmﬁmﬂ mmm@mazmm _mx
Wy-0910-043 mvér_zm.. __igreater sagegrouss breeding habitat —~ Lek Name - 2280262
: E__r_: 4 miles of an occupied greater mwmm.wacmm lek, T
E,_\.bﬁo.mmmi..;-:mmér_zm.....::,:, greater sage-grouse breeding habitat e lekMame-2280901

sﬁ:_: 4 miles of an occupied @qmmﬁwﬂ mwmmmacmm _mx
wWY-0910-043 m><<_|_zm igreater sage-grouse breeding habitat

_:m_n Name - 2280284
iwithin 4 miles of an occupied m-mmﬁmﬂ wmm_w.m:u:mm _w_a :
WY-0810-043 mm>5~r_2m igreater sage-grouse breeding habitat :Lek Name - 2280203
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Exhibit 1

Protested Parcel

mmm_ﬂ_ Office

W,Wm:‘m and Imperiled Species andfor Areas of High

Mno:wm:..m:o: Value in Protested Parcel

‘within 4 miles of an ooocv_@n_ @qmmﬁmﬂ mm@m.macmm Tek,

within 4 miles of an occupied mqmmﬁwﬂ mw@@@ﬁ:mm _mx

W,.s:a: 4 miles of an occupied @qmmﬁmﬁ mmunrmﬂocmm _m_\

‘within 4 miles of an occupied greater sage-grouse lek,

within 4 miles of an occupied mqmmﬁmﬁ mmmm.@ﬂocmw _mx

sa: in 4 miles of an occupied greaier mmmm.ma:am lek,

WY-0910-042

WY-0910-042

WY-0010-042

wWY-0910-042

WY-0910-042

mﬁﬂr_: 4 miles of an occupied m_.mmww% mmmm.@_‘ocmm:_mx

within 4 miles of an occupied mqmmﬁmﬂ mmmmdﬂocmm _mx

‘within 4 miles of an occupied greater mmmmtmacmw _mx

iwithin 4 miles of an occupied greater mm@méacmm _mx

PRar ot

Y mmbé_u_zm

m>§r.zm...

ﬁ»ér_zm...

mbé: NS

mmbg_l_zm

within 4 miles of an occupied greater sage-grouse lek,
‘greater sage-grouse breeding habitat

::mﬁ_ﬂ:_: 4 miles of an occupied greater sage-grouse lek,

Serial Number il

WY-0910-043 .:::@pér._am --,-......mm.ﬁ.mmh.hmq sage-grouse breeding habitat
WY-0010-043 mbér._.z.m: ....wmﬁmﬁm.‘ sage-grouse breeding habitat
WY-0910-043 .mbc.,.__r._zm:.: _ igreater sage-grouse breeding habitat
WY-0910-043 mB.asz _ igreafer sage-grouse breeding habitat
WY-0910-043 mbﬁfmﬂu_.zm AT L ,mm.mﬂmﬁm_, sage-grouse breeding habitat
WY-0910-044 .:%W{m.r_fsm: ~greater sage-grouse breeding habitat
WY-0910-044 mmwws_l_ NS __igreater sage-grouse breeding habitat
WY-0910-044 Wm_pg_l_zm ~_igreater sage-grouse breeding habitat
WY-0910-044 .a;imxér_.zms ... {greater sage-grouse breeding habitat _
WY-0510-044 __un:.ar_zm: ::mmﬂmm.hmq sage-grouse breeding habitat
WY-0910-044 mmﬁa_n_zm greater sage-grouse breeding habitat
@Q@EP@.\.@......--.tmb,E:zm... __....jgreater sage-grouse breeding habitat _

iwithin 4 miles of an occupied greater sage-grouse ek,
M. ,:.wm_,mu.wwmq sage-grouse breeding habitat

iwithin 4 miles of an occupied m_.mm_“mq mw@@@ﬁ:mm ek,
.....:wmﬂmmﬁmq sage-grouse breeding habitat

iwithin 4 miles of an occupied greater wmm.m.w@a:mm lek,
__igreater sage-grouse breeding habitat

‘within 4 miles of an occupied greater sage-grouse lek, -

iLek Name -

)an_n_ozm_ Information

m@,_,,mem - 2279193

iLek Name - 2280231

_Lek Name - 2280262

Lek Name - 2280291 _

Lek Name - 2280294

- 2180022

_iLek Name - 2280203

iLek Name - 2279193

iLek Name - 2280262

iLek Name - 2280291 _

ﬁm_a MName - 2280284

iLek Name - 2279193

me Name - 2280203

_Lm_n Name - 2280231

ws_ﬂ:_: 4 miles of an occupied greater mmmmrma:mm lek,
:greater sage-grouse breeding habitat

Lek Name - 2280262

i ek Name - 2280284

_ilekName-2279193
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Exhibit 1

Protested Parcel

Serial Number

WY-0910-042

WY-0910-043

WY-0810-043

WY-0910-043

WY-0910-043

WY-0910-043

WY-0910-043

WY-0910-043

WY-0910-043

WY-0910-043

WY-0910-043

WY-0910-043

WY-0910-043

WY-0910-043

WY-0010-043

WY-0910-043

WY-0910-043

.n.:\]wll\ai\w

B e

.m_m_n_ Office

m}i_._z.m 8

m.»E:zm;

.mm:w and Imperiled Species andfor Areas of High
mmmwmaﬂ_os Value in Protested Parcel

iwithin 4 miles of an occupied greater sage-grouse lek,
mﬁmmﬁmq sage-grouse breeding habitat

iwithin 4 miles of an occupied greater mmmmrm:u:mm _mx
_igreater sage-grouse breeding habitat

'
:

@gﬁ NS
mb,@u_z:m

m>§r_z.m

m?ar_zma

e

m_p,é_._zm ‘

m}EEzm :

m»ﬁ_._zm.....

mpE:zm ;

N ..-.-m»é.r._z..m......-..
iim>§u_.zm..
m}é.r._,z.m 2

iwithin 4 miles of an occupied m-mmwwﬂ mm@m@ﬂo:mm lek,
mﬂmmﬁ.m_. sage-grouse breeding habitat

Em:_: 4 miles of an occupied m:mmﬁmﬂ mmmm.@_d:mm lek,
m.ﬂwﬁmﬂ sage-grouse breeding habitat

iwithin 4 miles of an cccupied @qmmﬂmﬂ mm@@macmm ek,
mﬂmmwmn sage-grouse breeding habitat

'

ﬂmhér_z:mi!-.-:

m>ﬁr_z..m...:--.-..

1 w Uk AR
RAWLINS

within 4 miles of an occupied @qmmﬂmﬂ mwwm.macmm _mx
mﬁmmw,..m_‘ sage-grouse breeding habitat

p

sﬁ: in 4 miles of an occupied greater sage-grouse lek,
mﬂmmwma sage-grouse breeding habitat

in:_n 4 miles of an occupied m.,mmﬁm« mmmmbacmm lek,
m_,mm..mmq sage-grouse breeding habitat

within 4 miles of an occupied greater mw@m.macwm _mx
_ igreater sage-grouse breeding habitat

‘within 4 miles of an occupied greater mwmm@acmm _mx
~igreater sage-giouse breeding habitat

1 AR, s b B i el o i e e B e )

iwithin 4 miles of an occupied greater mmmm.m_dcmm _mx
mﬂmm.nmq sage-grouse breeding habitat

__55_3 4 miles of an occupied mnmmﬁmﬂ mmm_m.macmm lek,
mﬂmmﬁmq sage-grouse breeding habitat
within 4 miles of an occupied @qmmﬁmﬁ mmum.macmm _mx
mﬂmm_”mq sage-grouse breeding habitat
‘within 4 miles of an occupied @-mmﬁmﬂ wmm@rmacmm lek,
igreater sage-grouse breeding habitat

iwithin 4 miles of an occupied @qmmﬁmﬁ mmmm.m:.u:,mm _mx
.mﬁmmﬂmq sage-grouse breeding habitat

v
'

‘within 4 miles of an occupied greater mmmmLm_B:mm _mx
_ igreater sage-grouse breeding habitat

within 4 miles of an occupied @qmmﬁmﬂ sage-grouse _mx "
igreater sage-grouse breeding habitat

._lmw Name -

iLek Name -

bn_nn_o:m_ Information

2380362

rmw Name - 2180013

Fw_.n Name - 2180022

rmx Name - 2279193

iLek Name - 2279281

Lek Name - 2279193

_um*n Name - 2260231

iLek Name - 2280262 _

_ iLek Name - 2180013

_:mx Name - 2180022

rmw Name -

2279193

iLek Name - 2279281

iLek Name - 2280231

_lmx Name - 2280262

iLek Name - 2380362

2180013

ek Name - 2180022
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Exhibit 1

Protested Parcel
Serial Number

WY-0510-043

WY-0910-043

.m_m_a Office

m.}é:zm. "

mzz_._zm;

.:.::.:.mﬂmmﬁmq sage-grouse breeding habitat :
‘within 4 miles of an occupied m..mmwmﬁ mmm_m.m:u:mm _mx

"mm:w and Imperiled Species andfor Areas of High
ho:mm_dm__o: Value in Protested Parcel

swithin 4 miles of an ooncn_ma mqmmnmﬁ mmmm.macmm lek,

:greater sage-grouse breeding habitat

WY-0910-043 ..--.mmér_zm... G
WY-0910-043 mpé.c.zm..i-
WY-0910-043 ;Jw»é,r,_‘zm..i |
WY-0910-043 .---.m»ér._zm...
WY-DH0045 -rmvéwmzm...--.-.-.
WY-0910-043 m»ﬁrﬁm
WY-0910-043 m>éc.zm...-- :
WY-0910-043 m><<r_zm

WY-0910-043

WY-0810-043

WY-0910-043

WY-0910-043

WY-0910-043

WY-0910-043

WY-0810-D43

s smmapane

m»ﬁczm

mpéczm :

m»ﬁ:zm

m»E_._zm..

mpﬁr.zm

mvEEzm

mmbgr_zw

‘within 4 miles of an occupied greater sage-grouse lek,
e @_.mmﬂm_. sage-grouse breeding habitat

.@:wmﬁmq sage-grouse breeding habitat

% .:.mh,mmwma sage-grouse breeding habitat

e e

g m reater sage-grouse breeding habitat

PRLA S ~ [t

......._.mﬂmmﬂmﬂ sage-grouse breeding habitat

:.mﬂmmﬂma sage-grouse breeding habitat

.ﬁnrmn 4 miles of an occupied greater mmcmro_d:mm _mx

‘within 4 miles of an occupied greater sage-grouse lek,

iwithin 4 miles of an concv_mq @.,mmﬁmﬂ mm@@bﬂo:mm _mx
‘greater sage-grouse breeding habitat

:within 4 miles of an occupied mqmm»mﬂ sage-grouse lek,

€ mﬂmmwmq. sage-grouse breeding habitat

SEETENE 1

] ettty e

_umx Name - 2279193

rm*.a Name - 2280231

_nmx Name - 2280262

h.e_n_.n_o.:m_ Information

' m ek Name - 2279183

E Name - 2380362

_|m_n Name - 2180022

_|m_n Name - 2279193

W,S_:_: 4 miles of an occupied mqmmﬁmﬂ mmmm.n:u:mm _mx
igreater sage-grouse breeding habitat

‘within 4 miles of an occupied @,,mmﬁmﬁ mm@méacmm _mx

"

iwithin 4 miles of an occupied mqmm_..m_. mmmmrmazmm _mx
‘greater sage-grouse breeding habitat

rmx Name - 2280203

_nm_n Name - 2273193

—.mx Name - 2280231

:within 4 miles of an occupied @qmmﬂmﬁ mmmmbacmm lek,

:."m reater sage-grouse breeding habitat

_lm_a Mame - 2280262

.._535 4 miles of an occupied greater mmmmb_,o:mm _mx

‘within 4 miles of an occupied greater mmmmr@_,o_._mm _mx

iwithin 4 miles of an occupied greater mmmwﬁacmm lek,

o mﬂmmﬁmq sage-grouse breeding habitat

_nm_m Name - 2280294

_un_n Name - 2180022

255 4 miles of an occupied m:wmﬁmﬂ mm@@@ﬁ.:mm ek,
m:wmﬁmq sage-grouse breeding habitat

rmx Name - 2280203

rmw Name - 2279193

iwithin 4 miles of an occupied greater mm@gacmm mmx
mﬁmmﬁmq sage-grouse breeding habitat

iwithin 4 miles of an cccupied mammﬁmﬂ mmmm.@acmm _mx
.mﬂmmﬁmq sage-grouse breeding habitat

m_amx Name - 2280262

rmw Name - 2280231
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Exhibit 1

Protested Parcel

Serial Number

._"_m_n_ Office

WY-0910-043 J;:mb,éu_,zm
WY-0910.043 ....----m.pér_z.m
Eb&.@mmm.....‘--,mwﬁr_zm

WY-0910-044 mpﬁ.r_.e.m
NYCO910049 | - ,m>£.r_.zm
e taaiag. ,_,“,.,bs,._.r._zem

WY-0910-044

WY-0810-044

WY-0910-044

WY-0010-043

WY-0910-043

PR P

FPEEZ@

m><<_|_2m

m>2_._z.m

mpé:z.m.....

mmé_s_zm

B

5 .Oo:wm_dm:oz Value in Protested Parcel

. ,.mﬂmmwmq sage-grouse breeding habitat

...m_.mmmmﬁ sage-grouse breeding habitat

e R e

...mﬁmwmq sage-grouse breeding habitat

SRS e

mﬁmmw.mn sage-grouse breeding habitat

:.mﬁmm.ﬁma sage-grouse breeding habitat

m:wmwmq sage-grouse breeding habitat

me:w and Imperiled Species andfor Areas of High

iwithin 4 miles of an ooncv_ma @-mmﬁmﬂ mm@@.@acmm ek,

swithin 4 miles of an occupied mqmmﬁmﬂ mmmm.m:u:mm ek,
igreater sage-grouse breeding habitat

:within 4 miles of an occupied greater sage-grouse lek,

‘] .mﬂ.wm_n.mu sage-grouse breeding habitat

han_n_c_,.m_ Information

rm_n Name - 2280281

FD_A Name - 2180013

E_”_,.S 4 miles of an cccupied nzmmﬁmﬁ mmmmé_d:mn _mx

iwithin 4 miles of an occupied mqmm.hm_. mmmmmacmm ek,
mﬂmmwmq sage-grouse breeding habitat

iwithin 4 miles of an occupied @qmmﬂmﬁ mmum@_d:mm _mx
igreater sage-grouse breeding habitat

iwithin 4 miles of an occupied greater mmmmm_d:ma lek,
mﬁmmﬁmq sage-grouse breeding habitat

'within 4 miles of an occupied greater mm@mﬁacmm _mx

‘within 4 miles of an cccupied @qmmﬁmﬁ mmmmd_d:mm lek,
igreater sage-grouse breeding habitat

iwithin 4 miles of an occupied greater mmmmba_._mm _mx

i m_,mmﬂmﬂ sage-grouse breeding habitat

§=.._: 4 miles of an occupied @ammﬁmﬂ mmmmrm_d:mm _mx

‘within 4 miles of an cccupied greater mmmmlmazmm _mx

fwithin 4 miles of an occupied mqmmwmﬂ mmmmrma_:mm _mx

 igreater sage-grouse breeding habitat

&..5._1 4 miles %.mm.onnmwmma um.m.mmmﬁ mm.ﬁ.“.mr..macum _mx

._55_: 4 miles of an occupied mqmmﬁmﬂ wmmm.macmm wmw
m_‘mmﬁm_. sage-grouse breeding habitat

YVY-0910-043 .....-..-m»ér_,zm :
VWY-0910-043 :éaw}éc,zm...
WY-0910-043 ;iime.a_._zm;
SERI0 028 . :;@E:zm;
WY-0910-043 m»E_._zm

WY-0810-043

W_N_PEEZM

 igreater sage-grouse breeding habitat

f::_: 4 miles of an occupied mqmm_r.mﬂ mmwmﬁﬁo:mm _mx

iwithin 4 miles of an cccupied mamm:wﬂ mmm_m.macmm lek,
igreater sage-grouse breeding habitat

R

'

_umr Name - 2180022

'

__iLekcName - 2279193

'
'
'

_,mx Name - 2273183

rmW MName - 2280231

Fm_.n Name - 2280262

_lm_a Name - 2280294

iLek Name - 2180013

rmx Mame -

2180022

Fm—n Name - 2279183

_rmx Name - 2279281

iLek Name - 2279193

rmr Name - 2280231

| ek Name - 2380362

iLek Name - 2280262
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Exhibit 1

Protested Parcel
Serial Number

WY-0910-043

¥ iB10045 ....-,mmér_z:m;:
WY-0910-043 .....---m.}ér_z..miij
WY-0910-043 iim»éu_.zm
WY-0910-043 m>§.r_.zm
WY-0910-043 m»ﬁ:zm

WY-0910-043

WY-0910-043

WY 0910043

WY-0910-043

WY-0910-043

WY-0910-043

WY-0910-043

WY-0910-043

WY-0810-043

WY-0910-043

WY-0910-043

e

mmesespansie e

e

_u.m_n_ Office

_”~><<_|_2m

m.><<:zm. :

m}E:zm 2

mbEC NS

mh&r.zm..

m>§:zm.. A

.DO:mmEQ_oz Value in Protested Parcel
mﬂmmwm_. sage-grouse breeding habitat
_igreater sage-grouse breeding habitat
; .mﬁmm.hmq sage-grouse breeding habitat
i mﬁmnnmq sage-grouse breeding habitat
TS mﬁmm.;.oﬁ sage-grouse breeding habitat

‘within 4 miles of an cccupied greater sage-grouse lek,
Lmﬂmmﬁq sage-giouse breeding habitat

mﬂmmﬁm.i sage-grouse breeding habitat

mm_‘m and Imperiled Species and/or Areas of High

‘within 4 miles of an ooocv_ma @Emﬁmﬂ mmmmﬁﬂo:mm lek,

iwithin 4 miles of an occupied mqmmﬁmﬂ mmmm.macwm _mx
mﬂmmm& sage-grouse breeding habitat

rmx Name - 2180022

5::_: 4 miles of an cccupied @qmmﬁoﬁ mmu@macmm ek,

sa:_: 4 miles of an occupied greater sagagrouse lek,

iLek Name - 2280203

hﬁnn_o:ﬂ information

._lmw Name - 2180013

iLek Name - 2279193 _

iwithin 4 miles of an occupied greater mmmm.rmacmm ek,
mﬂmmﬁmq sage-grouse breeding habitat ._umw Name -

2279193

‘within 4 miles of an occupied mqmmﬁmﬂ mmum.@acmm ,mx

_lmx Name - 2280231

s_a:a 4 miles of an cccupied mqmm_wﬂ mm@@@&:mm lek,

ge-grouse br iLek Name -

iLek Name - 2280294

‘within 4 miles of an occupied mﬁmmnmﬂ mmmmmacmm _m_«r w
\greater sage-grouse breeding habitat .._lmx Name - 2180013

iwithin 4 miles of an occupied greater mmmm.@acmm _mx
mﬁmmﬁmq sage-grouse breeding habitat

&;3_3 4 miles of an cccupied @qmmwma mmmg_‘o:mm lek, m

m»ﬁ:zm

mmngzm

mbr&_u_zm

wbcd_l_zm

m»ﬁ._.._ NS

m_umbg__l_ NS

Lmﬁmmﬁmq sage-grouse breeding habitat
...mﬂmm?q sage-grouss breeding habitat
i mﬂmm#mq sage-giouse breeding habitat
__igreater sage-grouse breeding habitat

.mﬁmwmq sage-grouse breeding habitat

hwithin 4 miles of an ono‘m_mu._ma @.qmmwmﬂ.mwmw.r.mamwm _mx;\i

iwithin 4 miles of an occupied @_‘mmﬁmﬂ mm@mrmazwm _mx

..:.:mrmx Name - 2280231

iwithin 4 miles of an occupied @:mm_mﬁ mmumv@_d:mm lek,

iLek Name - 2280262

ﬁm: in 4 miles of an Onnc_u_ma mammﬁmﬂ mwmw.macmm _mx
mﬂmmwmq. sage-grouse breeding habitat

‘within 4 miles of an occupied mqmmﬁmﬁ mmmmdacmm _mx

rmT Name - 2280291

iLek Name - 2280294

‘within 4 miles of an cccupied @nmmﬁmﬁ mmwmr@a:mw _mx

i ek Name - 2180022

2280262

- 2180022
‘Lek Name - 2280203

iLek Name - 2279193
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Exhibit 1

Protested Parcal

Serial Num ber

WWY-0910-043 mpE_uEm.... .
WY-0910 043 i-,mmér_zm
WY-0910-043 :.-Lm}ér._z..m
WY-0910043 ,;impE_..,g,_m

WY-0910-043

WY-0910-043

WY-0910-043

WY-0910-044

WWY-0910- 044

WY-0910-044

WY-0910- Dﬁf..-..mbémzm.
WY-010.044 r‘-m»_km_‘zm e
Yy 8810044 . E-mb,é_u_‘zm
WY-0910-044 m><<_._zm

T s

:....|||vr

ae s .|||ﬂ1

.m_m_n Office

mmﬁ:zm

mmﬁczm

_“~><<_1_2m

m.&.ﬁ\ LINS

mb.E:?m i

m>ér._zm

WY-0010.044 mnE.r.Em..
el Lt L SIS Lmu,ér_.z.m

WY-0910-044

mmbér_zm

mﬁmmwma sage-grouse breeding habitat

o mﬁmmﬁma sage-grouse breeding habitat

o mﬂmmﬂmq sage-grouse U_d@a_:m habitat

% mﬂm..mﬁmq sage-grouse breeding habitat
mﬂmmwmﬁ sa
..::.mﬂmmﬁmq sage grouse breeding habitat
. mﬂmmﬁma sage-grouse breeding habitat
; m_,mwﬁmq sage-grouse breeding habitat
mﬁwmwm.ﬁ sage-grouse breeding habitat
mﬂmmﬁma sage-grouse breeding habitat
Lol mﬂmmﬁ.mﬂ sa
__.... igreater sage-grouse breeding habitat

..mﬁmm.mmﬁ sage-grouse breeding habitat

mmnm and Imperiled Species and/or Areas of High
Ooswm:___m—_o: Value in Protested Parcel

iwithin 4 miles of an occupied greater sage-grouse lek,

iwithin 4 miles of an occupied @:mm.ﬁmﬁ mmquﬂo_._mm _mx
igreater sage-grouse breeding habitat

iwithin 4 miles of an occupied greater mmmm@ﬂocmw lek,

¢ mﬂm@wmq sage-grouse breeding habitat

within 4 miles of an occupied greater sage-grotse lek,

iwithin 4 miles of an occupied mqmm.hmw mmmmtm_dcmm _mx

within 4 miles of an occupied nqmmﬁm_, mmmmrmacmm _mx
igreater sage-grouse breeding habitat

X hmnn,oam_ Information

iLek Name - 22 il AR (0

iLek Name - 2280203

.“—.mx Name - 2279193

"_um_a Name - 2280231

___iLek Name - 2280262

iwithin 4 miles of an occupied greater mmmm@_d:mm ek,

,S—:_: 4 miles of an occupied greater uwmm@B:mm _mx
ge-grouse breeding habitat

iwithin 4 miles of an ocoupied greater sage-grouse lek

‘within 4 miles of an occupied greater mmm_mrma_._um _mx

iwithin 4 miles of an occupied greater mmwmrmacmm _mx

s&:_: 4 miles of an cccupied @qmmﬁw_. mmmmmacmm _mr

,..a:_: 4 miles of an occupied greater mmmmr@acmm _mx

iwithin 4 miles of an occupied greater mmm_m@a_:mm lek,
ge-grouse breeding habitat

e i ——2 dfpyes! e PR R

‘within 4 miles of an occupied mnmmﬁmﬂ mm@.w@ﬂ.cam _mx_

iLek Name - 2280291

N_lww Name - 2280294

.“_.m_a Name - 2180013

......rmx Name - 2180022

_umx Name - 2279183

free

_nmw Name - 2280203

iLek Name - 2279193

2280231

.__rmx Name -

iL ek Name - 2280262

iLek Name - 2280294

‘within 4 miles of an occupied greater wm.@mf@_‘o:wn _mx

iwithin 4 miles of an occupied greater mmmmrmacmm _mx
igreater sage-grouse breeding habitat

___iLek Name - 2180013

mrm_n Name - 2180022
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Exhibit 1

Protested Parcel

Serial Number

VWY-0910-044

WY-0910-044

WY-0910-044

WY-0910-044

WY-0910-044

WY-0910-044

WY-0910-044

WY-0910-044

WY-0910-044

WY-0910-044

WY-0510-044

WY-0910-044

WY-0910-044

WY-0910-044

WY-0510-043

WWY-0910-043

WY-0910-043

3 .-..w%m%

SESPRC IR iy

.m_ma Office

mmmﬁc‘zm‘

mﬁc.f LINS

_Nhﬁﬁzm:::

mm:w and Imperiled Species andfor Areas of High
Oozmm_dweo: Value in Protested Parcel

R et

_.ﬁ:_: 4 miles of an cnocv_ma @:mmﬁmq sage-grouse _mx
; mﬂmmrmq sage-grouse breeding habitat

iwithin 4 miles of an occupied greater mmmm.mazum me
_igreater sage-grouse breeding habitat

.,.sm:_: 4 miles of an occupied mqmm»mﬂ mmmmﬁ_d:mm _mx

hﬁn_n_o:m_ Information

_um_n Name - 2279183

_fmx Name - 2279193

_.m_n Name - 2280231

_umx Name - 2280262

iLek Name - 2280291

_.mw Name - 2280294

'within 4 miles of an occupied greater sage-grouse lek,
i .mwm.mwmq sage-grouse breeding habitat

'within 4 miles of an occupied m_‘mmﬁmﬂ mmmm.macwn _mx
igreater sage-grouse breeding habitat

mpé_._zm...

m»E:zm.....

:N.PS...E NS

mp&: NS

m:woﬁmq sage-grouse breeding habitat

iwithin 4 miles of an occupied mnmmﬁmﬂ mmmmmacmm .mx
‘greater sage-grouse breeding habitat

s__=_;_: 4 miles of an occcupied mammﬁmﬂ mm@mrma_cmm _mx
mﬂmm_“.mq. sage-grouse breeding habitat

‘within 4 miles of an occupied greater mmwmdﬂo:mm _mx

‘within 4 miles of an occupied @-mm.hmﬂ mmm@macm.m _mx
.mﬂmmﬁm- sage-grouse breading habitat

rmT Name - 2180013

iLek Name - 2180022

2280203

iLek Name - 2279193

:;i;m.}éw_m_m ..m.ﬂ.m....mﬁmq.m.m.mrrmqocmw.vﬁmmaﬁm habitat o
'within 4 miles of an occupied @qmmﬁmﬁ mmuméﬂo:mm *mx
..--W)ﬁrﬁm Lm_,mmﬁmq sage-grouse breeding habitat
'within 4 miles of an occupied greater sage-grouse lek, “
:;Jwrﬁ.n_.z.m&.-::. ‘greater sage-grouse breeding habitat
within 4 miles of an occupied mammﬁmﬁ mw@mb_,o:mm _mx :
---._wbﬁrmz:m:; st m.ﬂmm.mmq sage-grouse breeding habitat
Enr_: 4 miles of an occupied greater sage-grouse lek,
.--:..u}é.rE.m B mmmmﬂmm sage-grouse breeding habitat
...335 4 miles of an occupied greater mmmm.mﬁo:wm lek,
mbﬁr_zm mwmmwmn sage-grouse breedinghabiftat ek Nar
‘within 4 miles of an occupied @qmmﬁm_. mmum;@a:mw _mx _
...---,Wbﬁm_n_.zm fatie mﬂmmﬁmﬁ sage-grouse breeding habiat _rm*m._u,ww,,:u
within 4 miles of an cccupied m-mmﬁwﬁ mwmm.w_,ocmm _mx
‘:,@écem...-.-....._... greater sage-grouse breeding habitat RO
\_.355 4 miles of an occupied greater mwmm,rmacum _mx 5
.-..._wpémzsm; _____greater sage-grouse breeding habitat

_lmx hame - 2280231

_rmx Name - 2280262

iLek Name - 2280291

3

iLek Name - 2280294

5 S tndtor ok S atte

_Lek Name - 2180013 _

_umx Name - 2180022

i ek Name - 2279193
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Exhibit 1

Protested Parcel
Serial Number

WY-0910-043

WY-0910-043

WY-0910-043

WY-0910-043

WY-0910-043

WY-0910-043

.m.m_n_ Office

wmm«m and Imperiled Species andfor Areas of High

Mﬂo:wmﬂ_m:o_.. Value in Protested Parcel

‘within 4 miles of an ogcn__ma mqmm”mﬂ sage-grouse lek,

......mﬁmmﬁma sage-grouse breeding | habitat

rwithin 4 miles of an cccupied m:mm»mﬂ mmm_m.macmm _mw.
m_,mmﬁmq sage-grouse breeding habitat

'within 4 miles of an cccupied mnmmﬁmﬂ mmmmfmacmm _mx

i m_‘mm.hm... sage-grouse breeding habitat

'within 4 miles of an occupied oqmmﬁmﬂ wmm_mbﬁo:mm _mx

:;..m_,mmwmq sage-grouse breeding habitat

‘within 4 miles of an occupied mqmmw@. mmmmbﬁo:mm lek,
mﬂmmnmq sage-grouse breeding habitat

'within 4 miles of an occupied greater mmnwbﬂo:mm lek,

__igreater sage-grouse breeding habitat

WY-0910-044

WY-0910-044

WY-0810-044

WY-0910-044

WY-0910-044

WY-0910-044

VWY-0910-044

WY-0910-044

WY-0010-044

WY-0810-040

WY-0910-041

within 4 miles of an occupied greater sage-grouse lek,
m:wmﬁmq sage-grouse breeding habitat

wwithin 4 miles of an occupied mqmmﬁmﬁ mmmm@a:mm lek,

_ igreater sage-grouse breeding habitat

within 4 miles of an occupied greafer sage-grouse iek,

‘greater sage grouse breeding habitat

'

‘greater sage-grouse breeding habitat

L~ et i e P i e i e b et

‘within 4 miles of an occupied greater sage-grouse lek,
o el wﬁmmﬁmﬁ sage-grouse breeding habitat

within 4 miles of an occupied greater sage-grouse lek,
E:.mﬂwmﬁmn sage-grouse breeding habitat

fwithin 4 miles of an occupied greater mmmméacmm lek,
] ‘mﬂmmﬁq sage-grouse breeding habitat

h&nn_o:m_ Information

_iLek Name - 2260203

‘within 4 miles of an occupied mmmmﬁmﬁ mmmmbazmm _mx‘

._umx Name - 2280231

__iLekName - 2280262

_iLek Name - 2280291

! _.m_A Name - 2280234

Al rmx Name - 2180013

5 _fmx Name - 2180022

5 rmx Name - 2279163

.3 me Name - 2280203

i _umw Name - 2279193

t _.mx Name - 2280231

iLek Name - 2280262

iwithin 4 miles of an occupied mqmmwmq mmmmﬁacmo lek,
mﬁmmﬁmq sage-grouse breeding habitat

,z_;_;_: 4 miles of an occupied @:mmﬁwﬂ nwmm.macum _mx
m_,mmﬁmq sage-grouse breeding habitat

‘Salt Creek Drainage BLM amw_m:mﬁma Area of Critical
Environmental Concern

Salt Creek Drainage BLM amm_@:mﬁma Area of Critical
‘Emdranmental Concern

L ek Name - 2280291

i 4 e

_.mx hName - 2280294
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Exhibit 1

Protested Parcel
Serial Number

WY-0910-042

WY0910042

WY-0910-058

WY-0910-058

WY-0910-053

WY-0910-059

WY-0910.059
WY-0910-059

YWY-0810-053

WY-0910-059

Wy 0910068

WY-0910-060

WY-0910-061

WY-0910-055

Wy 010008,

WY-0910-008

WY-0810-008

R Tt

_".._m_n_ Office

m_wpcér_zw

wmpér_zm

_LPZDmm

_kPZDmm

m_L_PZ_Um_M
__LANDER
LANDER
LANDER

_LANDER

EZ_umm... i

_LpZDmm

r»ZUmm:

mh.,ér_zm

¢ WS__ma | prainie dog ACEC

IACEC
mwﬁﬁmgwm- Ooan_mx nominated white-tailed prairie dog
>Om0

ACEC

...::..POmO

POmO

_IACEC

.POMO

mmmwm and Imperiled Species and/or Areas of High
____iConservation Value in Protested Parcel

Shirley Basir/Medicine Bow Complex nominated white-

w:_nmf Basin/Medicine Bow Oo_d_u_..wx nominated white-
‘tailed prairie dog ACEC

.wimmgﬁmq Complex nominated white-tailed vﬁmﬁm aom
ACEC

wémmgﬁma OoBu_mx nominated white-tailed Qm_:m aom

m.émmgmﬁmq Ooan_mx nominated white-tailed Em:_m ao@

{Sweetwater Complex nominated white-tailed prairie dog
{ACEC

Mwimm?mﬁmq Oo:,_n_ox nominated white-tailled U_m_:m Qom

‘Sweetwater Complex nominated white-tailed prairie dog
_PO_MO

R ..W_gm_mgmﬁmq Complex nominated white-tailed prairie dog
bOmO

mémm?.m.mmﬂ Ooan_mx nominated white-tailed [ Qm_:u aom

iSweetwater Ooauwmx nominated white-tailed nﬁm_:m - dog

iSweetwater ODBn_mx nominated white-tailed Qm_:m aom

Dma Compilex nominated white-tailed prairie dog ACEC

Z EWCASTLE

Oﬁmm_mma ﬁomm::m_. black-footed ferret reintroduction area
& m:a black-tailed prairie dog habitat _

z mﬁo.mo#m

H. Z EWCASTLE

~iand black- tailed prairie dog habitat

hbmn:_oam_ Information

'
.
i
i
H
A N e e
i
e s R eirinils IR
v
'
b, ol ok e
| SEPATI —e T

D_.mmm_m:a potential black- footed ferret reintroduction area

iand black-tailed prairie dog habitat

iGrassland potential black-footed ferret reintroduction area
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Exhibit 1

Protested Parcel

Mmmzw and Imperiied Species andfor Areas of High

.Wno_._mm_.cmg_o_.. Value in Protested Parcel

iAdditional Information

:Grassland potential black-footed ferret reintroduction area |

‘and black-tailed prairie dog habitat

iGrassland t&m:»_m_ U_mox.ﬁooﬁmﬁ ferret reintroduction area’

..M@mmm_m:a potential black-footed fesret reintroduction area |

_iand black-tailed prairie dog habitat

Woﬂmm_m:a potential black-footed ferret reintroduction area
‘and black-tailed prairie dog habitat :

‘Grassland potential black-footed ferret reintroduction area |

wmamm_m:a n.ogm::mm U_mox Hoﬁma ferret reintroduction area |

~ iGrassland potential biack-footed ferret reintroduction area

~iand black-tailed prairie dog habitat

‘Grassland _uonm::m_ black-footed ferret reintroduction area

Grassland potential black-footed ferret reintroduction area

‘and black-tailed prairie dog habitat

anwmm_m:a _uonm::m_ black-footed ferret reintroduction area

_iand black-tailed prairie dog habitat

mmamm_m:a Ema_m_ black-footed ferref reintroduction area :
‘and black-tailed prairie dog habitat :

MD_,mmm_m:n_ w.o_m::m_ black-footed ferret reintroduction area
_and black-tailed prairie dog habitat :

‘Grassland an:__m_ black-footed ferret reintroduction area |

:mm:a black-tailed _uE_:m dog hzbitat

::m‘mmmmm_mna potential black-footed ferret reintroduction area !
‘and black-tailed prairie dog habitat :

{Grassland potential Black-footed ferret reintroduction area m

_iand black-tailed prairie dog habitat ;
‘Grassland tQm::m_ black-footed ferret reintroduction area |

Serial Number .---r..u_m__..._..@mmnm

WY-0910-008 zm,_ao»w#m

WY-0910-008 z EWCASTLE

Wy-0910-008 zméobwﬁm

WY-0810-008 zmﬁmm..md.m _iand black-ta

WY0910.009  INEWCASTLE __and black failed prairie dog habitat
WY-0910-008 zmﬁoﬁ#m .....

WY-0310-008 W_,L:mﬁoﬁ@m

wWY-0910-008 mszObm.:.m mm:n_ black-tailed prairie dog habitat
wWY-0910-010 ZmSmOm.w.Hm “““

WY-0910-010 _,._mEO}w:l..._qm

Wyoaiaon. m_.mémm,wﬁ.m.i.

WY-0910-010 z EWCASTLE

WYL910-010 z IEWCASTLE

WY-0510-010 .:J%_‘,._m,éﬂbws_(_lm ‘‘‘‘‘
WY-0910-010 zmémmmqrm-? ;jand black-tailed pra
WY-0910-010 zmﬁompwj.m.--.

WY-0910-010 mz EWCASTLE

tand black-tailed prairie dog habitat
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Exhibit 1

Protested Parcel

Serial Number

_m..m_n_ Office

W,_anm and Imperiled Species andfor Areas of High

2 .mnbsmmﬁm:on Value in Protested Parcel

"‘Grassland potential black-footed ferret reintroduction area

iand black-tailed prairie dog habitat

?E_n_o:m_ Information

Mmamm,mza potential black- footed ferret reintroduction area

__iand black-tailed prairie dog habitat

Grassland potential black-footed ferret reintroduction area

‘and black-tailed prairie dog habitat

_O_mmm_m_._a voﬁm::mw black-footed ferret reintroduction area

.:.m:a.v,mox -tailed prairie dog habitat
‘Grassland potential black-footed ferret reintroduction area |

‘and black-tailed prairie dog habitat

woamm_mna potential black-footed ferret reintroduction area

___iand black-tailed prairie dog habitat
iGrassland potential black-footed ferret reintroduction area :

WY-0910-010 émﬁo»wj.m

wyoo o, zmém_mmﬁmi
L ;:mém»m#‘_.m,-.-.
WY-0910-010 szO»mE.m.-.-.
WY-0910010 zmsﬁqurm.---..
WY-0910-010 .---.zmémmmﬁm

E,B@S‘Eb-‘i-:zmﬁ.@.}mﬁ.m-.-.

WY-0910-010

WY-0810-010

WY-0910-010

WY-0910-010

WY-0910-010

WY-0910-010

WY-0910-010

WY-0910.010

WY-0910-011

WY-0910-011

: mz EWCASTLE

Z EWCASTLE

z EWCASTLE

mzm,_ao»m#m ¢

Z EWCASTLE

z IEWCASTLE

z mEOmew il

S e

..mm:n_ black-tailed prairie dog habitat

moamm_m:a potential black-footed ferret reintroduction area
~:and black-tailed prairie dog habitat b

iGrassland potential black-footed ferret reintroduction area |
_and black-tailed prairie dog habitat
@mmm_mza potential black- footed ferret reintroduction area. w

Z EWCASTLE

mzmﬁmubm;m

‘Grassland potential black-footed ferret reintroduction m.nm,m:.w
__iand black-tailed prairie dog habitat _ "

‘Grassland noﬁm::m_ black-footed ferret reintroduction area
_iand black-tailed prairie dog habitat :

‘and black-tailed prairie dog habitat

‘Oamm_mza potential black-footed ferret reintroduction area |
Zm...ﬁc_o.b,m|_._.|m. AR :

mza black-tailed prairie dog habitat

. mmﬁmmm_m:a vomm::m_ U_mn_ﬁooﬁma ferret reintroduction area

‘and black-tailed prairie dog habitat

Oﬂmm_m:a Uoﬁm_._:m_ black-footed ferret reintroduction area

m:a black-tailed prairie dog habitat

“Grassland potential biack-footed ferret reintroduction area |

O_,mm.m_m:a ﬁgm::m | black-footed ferret reintroduction area
iand black-tailed prairie dog habitat :
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Exhibit 1

Protested Parcel

Serial Number

OO,

WY-0910-011

WY-0910-011

WY-0910-011

WY-0810-011

WY-0910-011

WY-0910-011

WY-0910-011

WY-0910-011

WY-0910-011

Wy-0810.011

WY-0910011

WY-0910-011

WY-0910011

WY-0010-011

WY-0910-011

WY-0910-011

L i

o

m..m_n Office

Z EWCASTLE

zm..ao_pm#.m

z EWCASTLE

z IEWCASTLE

Z EWCASTLE

mz EWCASTLE
zmémm‘m,:.mi

2 EWCASTLE

: ZmS_.O}m,_._. =

Z _WJ.}_O}wI_._lm s

Z mEOb.w,_._[m ;

Z EWCASTLE

Z EWCASTLE

z EWCASTLE

zgmm,wﬁm,

7_m<<o>wj.m

INEWCASTLE

mmw:w and Imperiled Species and/or Areas of High
_ {Conservation Value in Protested Parcel

Grassland potential black-footed ferret reintroduction area !
‘and black-tailed prairie dog habitat .

mmﬂmmm_mma potential black-footed ferret reintroduction area |
_iand black-tailed prairie dog habitat

‘Grassland potential black-footed ferret reintroduction area |
_iand black-tailed prairie dog habitat .

.W.Omm_mm_m:a potential black-footed ferret reintroduction area
:and black-tailed prairie dog habitat :

‘Grassiand potential black-footed ferret reintroduction area !
‘and black-tailed prairie dog habitat :

wm_mmm_mna potential black-footed ferret reintroduction area
‘and black-tailed prairie dog habitat _

{Grassland potential black-footed ferret reintroduction mq.mw...w
__iand black-tailed prairie dog habitat ;

Grassland potential black-footed ferret reintroduction area.
~:and black-tailed prairie dog habitat

mmamm_m:a ﬁoﬂma_m_.u_mox.aoﬁ@a ferret reintroduction area |
~ iand black-tailed prairie dog habitat :

.M@mmm_m:n_ potential black-footed ferret reintroduction area
iand black-tailed prairie dog habitat :

i ,Wm.mmw_m:a potential black-footed ferret reintroduction area |
‘and black-tailed prairie dog habitat :

mmamm_m:a potential biack-footed ferret reintroduction area
~_iand black-tailed prairie dog habitat

{Grassland potential black-footed fesret reintroduction area |
_ iand black-tailed prairie dog habitat

iGrassland potential black- footed ferret reintroduction area |
mm:a black-tailed prairie dog habitat ;

m,@,mmm_m:a potential black- footed ferret reintroduction area 1
~‘and black-tailed prairie dog habitat

.mm_mmm_m:a potential black-footed ferret reintroduction area
iand black-tailed prairie dog habitat

wmmmmm_m:a Ucnmi_m_ black-footed ferret reintroduction area
‘and black-tailed prairie dog habitat

hgna_aam_ Information

'
Lr iy - i e el
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Exhibit 1

Protested Parcel

Serial Number

WY-0910-011

WY-0910-011

WOS0011

WY-0910-011

WY-0910-011

WY-0910-011

wWY-0910-011

WY-0910-011

WY-0910-011

wWY-0910-011

WY-0910012

WY-0910-012

WWY-0810-012

WY-0910.013

WYonlools

WY-0910-013

WY-0910-013

S

.m._m_n_ Office

7.._.m5.o>m?m

“zmﬁob.m#m

zmﬁ.@@#m

Z EWCASTLE

Z EWCASTLE

-.._Wm_ EWCASTLE

INEWCASTLE _

NEWCASTLE

Z EWCASTLE

z mEo»w#m

7_ EWCASTLE

Z EWCASTLE

 iconservation Value in Protested Parcel

;Grassland voﬂm_._:m_. biack-footed fesret reintroduction area
_iand black-tailed prairie dog habitat .

SO, o=l rE i 2 e

mmﬂmm“mzn_ ﬁoﬁm:cmm black-footed ferret reintroduction area :
iand black-tailed prairie dog habitat i

Wm_mmm_n:a _uo»w::m_ Ewn_@oowma ferret reintroduction area

m_mm_‘m and Imperiled Species and/or Areas of High

.mmﬁmm_m:a potential black-footed fesret reintroduction area |
~iand black-tailed prairie dog habitat .

:Grassland potential black-footed ferret reintroduction area
‘and black-tailed prairie dog habitat

mmamm_m:a potential black-footed ferret reintroduction area
~iand black-tailed prairie dog habitat ;

'iGrassland potential black-footed ferret reintroduction area
__iand black-tailed prairie dog habitat
wmﬂmm_m:a vowmarm_ black-footed ferret reintrodiuction area :

‘and black-tailed prairie dog habitat

__pnm_.n_o:m_ Information

mmﬂmm_m:a potential black- footed ferret reintroduction area
~iand black-tailed prairie dog habitat

“Grassland potential biack-footed ferret reintroduction area |
_‘and black-tailed prairie dog habitat it

‘Mmﬂmmm_m:a uQm::m_ black-footed ferret reintroduction area
~iand black-tailed prairie dog habitat

‘Grassland _uQmJ:m_ black-footed ferret reintroduction area :

mw:a black-tailed prairie dog habitat

...Mm_,mmm_m:a w.owm::m_ black-footed ferret reintroduction area |
~iand black-tailed prairie dog habitat .

mmﬂmmﬂm:a potential black-footed ferret reintroduction area

_NEWCASTLE _ and black-tailed praiiedog habitat ____ _____ _____}
iGrassland potential black-footed ferret reintroduction area :

;:‘qu,(‘ﬁmw.::m ___iand black-tailed prainedog habitat i
‘Grassland potential black-footed ferret reintroduction area |

iizm&o.vm#m __iand black-ailed prairie dog habitat
:Grassland potential black-fuoted ferret reintroduction area ;

mzmch.quﬁm ‘and black-tailed prairie dog habitat ”
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Exhibit 1

Protested Parcel

Serial Number

WY-0910-014

WY-0910-014

Wiaooe |

WY-0910-014

.m.mK Office

seemmmps

mz EWCASTLE

"z IEWCASTLE

~Conservation Value in Protested Parcel

,,mmﬂw and Imperiled Species and/or Areas of High

zméohp.m#m

Z EWCASTLE

WY-0910-014

WY-0910-014

WY-0910-014

WY-0910-014

WY-0910-014

WY-0910-014

wyn1oie

WY-0910-014

WY-0910-014

i L
Wy a4 |

WY-0910-014

WY-0910-014

P

‘ mzm,%»mﬁm.

z NEWOASTLE

Z NEWCASTLE

zm__.ao»,.mﬁm

z IEWCASTLE

zméo»,mﬁm

v___MEO}m._.ﬁm

Z EWCASTLE

szQw#.ﬂ 3

zmén»wj.m

?_ EWCASTLE

Z EWCASTLE

m Z EWCASTLE

e s

{Grassland potential black-footed ferret reintroduction area |
“iand black-tailed prairie dog habitat ;

Oﬂmm_m:a potential black-footed ferrel reintroduction area :

i ‘and black-tailed prairie dog habitat

"‘Grassland potential black-footed ferret reintroduction area
......m:a black-tailed prairie dog habitat :

MDBmm_m:a ﬁoﬁm_..:m_.w_mox%ooﬁma ferret reintroduction area
‘and black-tailed prairie dog habitat

iAdditional Information

‘and black-tailed prairie dog habitat

{Grassland potential black-footed ferret reintroduction area |
_‘and black-tailed prairie dog habitat _

,O_mmm_m_.ﬁ potential black-footed ferret reintroduction area

:and black-tailed prairie dog habitat

.mmamm_m:n ama_m_ black-footed ferret reintroduction area
~iand black-failed prairie dog habitat ;

‘and black-tailed prairie dog habitat

O_,mmm_mzn potential black-footed fesret reintroduction area

mmﬂmm.w:a v.o”m_.a_m_ black-footed ferret reintroduction area
~:and black-tailed prairie dog habitat :

mmamm_m:a potential black-footed fesret reintroduction area ;

iGrassland _U.Qwa_n_ U_mn_@ooﬂmn_ ferret reintroduction area |

.wmmmmm.mnn_ potential black-footed ferret reintroduction area |

mm:a black-tailed prairie dog habitat

mm_,mmm_m:a noﬂm::m_.gmox footed ferret reintroduction area
‘and black-tailed prairie dog habitat i

.mmawm_mza _U.Qm:__m_ black-footed ferret reintroduction area
_iand black-tailed prairie dog habitat .

wmﬁmm_m:a potential black-footed ferret reintroduction area

and black-tailed prairie dog habitat

m_._n_ black-tailed prairie dog habitat

B s i D i A e e i o Ll
PR e e m———————
-t o 2 & e At e

umamm_m:a potential black-footed ferret reintroduction area |

.woﬂmm_m:a ﬁgma_m_ black-footed ferret reintroduction mmm.mm..m_.

:and black-tailed prairie dog habitat
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Exhibit 1

Protested Parcel

mmm_n_ Office

mﬂm_.m and Imperiled Species andfor Areas of High

; wﬂos.wm_.:mn_o_.. Value in Protested Parcel
‘Grassland potential black-footed ferret reintroduction area
and bilack-tailed prairie dog habitat _

mmﬁmm_mza U.Qm:»_mm black-footed ferret reintroduction area m

s ‘and black- -tailed prairie dog habitat

(Grassland potential black-footed ferret reintroduction area |

iand black-tailed prairie dog habitat

{Grassland potential black-footed ferret reintroduction area |

‘and black-tailed prairie dog habitat

Serial Number
WY-0910-014 zmﬂmmw.m._._.m
WY-0910-014 zm,,ao»m#m
WY-0910-014 ....---.zmé@mm#m.
WY-0910-014 mzménp.wﬁm
WY-0910-014 Zmé@mmml_._lm
WY-0910.014 zmﬁﬂ}wﬁw
hh e zmém_m.mﬁmé
WY-0910-014 Zm,.<<0>w.ﬂrm..-.
WY-0910-015 :itm,‘,mnmmﬁm 5
witoigoie - zmém%wﬂr.m..-..
WY-0810-015 zméopw#m
WY-0910-015 szO»mﬂrm
WY-0910-015 Z EWCASTLE

WY-0910015

WY-0910-015

WY-0910-015

WY-0810-015

B

_szo»‘mﬁm

Zm.éOb.w._._um

Z EWCASTLE

m Z EWCASTLE

‘Grassland potential black- footed ferret reintroduction area
_iand black-tailed prairie dog habitat Ik d
moﬂmm_m:a uoﬁm::m_ black-footed ferret reintroduction area “
_:and black-tailed prairie dog habitat _
‘Grassland potential black-footed ferret reintroduction area |
_iand black-tailed prairie dog habitat :
WD_,mmm_m:a uoﬁw::m_ U_mow Foﬁma ferret reintroduction area |

Wmamm_mza _uo#m::n_ black-footed fesret reintroduction area
~iand black-tailed prairie dog habitat
‘Grassland _uo.ma_m_ black-footed ferret reintroduction area |
iand black-tailed prairie dog habitat _
iGrassland potential black-footed ferret reintroduction area m
__iand black-tailed prairie dog habitat :

Wmﬂmmm_m:a ﬁoﬂma_m_ black-footed ferret reintroduction area :
iand black-tailed prairie dog habitat

{Grassland potential black-footed ferret reintroduction area |
__iand black-tailed prairie dog habitat :

Additional Information

:w,ﬁ.m.ﬁmmw,m:n_ potential black-footed fefret reintroduction area :
~_iand black-tailed prairie dog habitat

iGrassland uo_m::m_ black-footed ferret reirtroduction area

‘and black-tailed prairie dog habitat

e et

Mmﬂmm_m:a u.oﬂm::m_ black-footed ferret reintroduction area ;
_iand black-tailed prairie dog habitat :

.mmﬁmm_m:a potential black- footed ferret reintroduction area :
:and black-tailed prairie dog habitat
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Exhibit 1

Protested Parcel
Serial Number

._n.m_n Ofiice

WY-0810-015

Walbaloie

WY-0910-015

WY-0810-015

W-0910-015

PR,

WY-0910-015

WY-0910-015
WY-0910-015

WY-0910-015

WY-0910-015

WY-0910-015

WY-0910-015

MY L0019, .

WY-0910-015

WY-0910-015

WY-0910-015

WY-0910-015

i .

e

zmsﬁpmj.m

Z EWCASTLE

Z_MEOEWI_.m

z NEWCASTLE

z [EWCASTLE

szo.mem

z IEWCASTLE

cheOb.mﬁum

zméokﬁrm

_mno:mm_dﬂ_o: Value in Protested Parcel
_ ‘and black-tailed prairie dog habitat
~ iand black-tailed prairie dog habitat
“iand black-tailed prairie dog habitat

imm:a black-tailed prairie dog habitaf

.....wm:a black-tailed prairie dog habitat

mmm:w and Imperiled Species andfor Areas of High

‘Grassland potential black-footed ferret reintroduction area

,,mmw_mmm_m_._n potential black-footed ferret reintroduction area

Grassland potential black-footed ferret reinfroduction area |

{Grassland potential black-footed ferret reintroduction area

mmﬂmmm_mma _uogm::m_ U_mox moo.@n_ ferret reintroduction area

....woﬂmmﬂmza potential black-footed ferret reintroduction area :
~iand black-tailed prairie dog habitat :

‘Grassland ._H.Qm::m | black-footed ferret reintroduction area

MO_,mmm_m:a _uo”w:cm_ U_mn_iﬂoom@n_ ferret reintroduction area

:i.woﬂmmw_m:a potential black-footed ferret reintroduction area |

Z EWCASTLE

z.méob.m#m

Z EWCASTLE

Z EWCASTLE

Z EWCASTLE

ceemmmata AR e

Z EWCASTLE

”.Z EWCASTLE

iand black-tailed prairie dog habitat

‘and black-tailed prairie dog habitat

E  iand black-tailed prairie dog habitat
~ iand black-tailed prairie dog habitat

_ iand black-tailed prairie dog habitat

'Grassland potential black-footed ferret reintroduction area |

mm:a black-tailed prairie dog habitat

{Grassland potential black-footed ferret reintroduction area

wmamm_m:a ﬂ.oﬁm::m_.c_mnx.qooﬂwa ferret reintroduction area

anmmm_m:n_ _uQm::m_ U_mnwjﬁooﬁma ferret reintroduction area

Mm_mmm_mma ﬁonma_mf black-footed ferret reintroduction area

\Grassland potential black-footed ferret reintroduction area |

‘Grassland potential black-footed ferret reintroduction area
‘and black-tailed prairie dog habitat :

MOBmm_m:n_ pctential black-footed ferret reintroduction area |
~‘and black-tailed prairie dog habitat :

e

e A

{Additional Information
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Exhibit 1

Protested Parcel

WY-0810-015

WY-0910-015

WY OHoOonD

Serial Number

.wmm_n_ Office

zmﬁowm#m

Z EWCASTLE

Z EWCASTLE

WY-0910-015

WY-0810-015

WY-0910-015

WY-0910-015

P v

WY-0910015

PRSI S

WY-0910-015 zmﬁ@mmﬁmi

WY-0910-015 .ss-zméobmﬁm

WY-0810.015 .izmém‘pmj.m,.-.
WY-0910.015 zmﬁm»mﬁ.mi
WY-0910-015 zmé@@mﬁmi;
WY-0910-015 zméﬂmm#m

"mmm:w and Imperiled Species andfor Areas of High

‘Conservation Value in Protested Parcel

‘Grassland potential biack-footed ferret reintroduction area

; ‘wmﬁmmm_m:a me:__m_ black-footed ferret reintroduction area

wmamm_m:a ﬁoﬁm::m_‘v_mnx.mooﬁwa ferret reintroduction area

‘and black-tailed prairie dog habitat

‘Grassland potential black-footed ferret reintroduction area |
i,mm_a black-tailed prairie dog habitat :

land black-tailed prairie dog habitat

~‘and black-tailed prairie dog habitat

" Grassland potential black-footed ferret reintroduction area
~ iand black-tailed prairie dog habitat

‘wmﬁmmm_m:a potential black-footed ferret reintroduction area

~‘and black-tailed prairie dog habitat

.ww:a black-tailed prairie dog habitat

‘and black-tailed prairie dog habitat

iand black-tailed prairie dog habitat

‘Grassland potential black-footed ferret reintroduction area

‘Grassland potential black-footed fefret reintroduction area

..@mmm_m:a u.onm_,.:m_ black-footed ferret reintroduction area

zmﬁopw#m Tiok

z EWCASTLE

z IEWCASTLE

Z EWCASTLE

z EWCASTLE

| Grassland potential black-footed fesret reintroduction area |
f:mm_._n_ black-tailed prairie dog habitat
mamm_m:a _uo:w::m_ black-footed ferret reintroduction area :

:and black-tailed prairie dog habitat

‘Grassland potential biack-footed ferret reintroduction area. |

‘and black-tailed prairie dog habitat

‘and black-tailed prairie dog habitat

WY-0910-015 .;Lz EWCASTLE
WY-0910-015 zmﬁOPw#m
WY-0910.015 INEWCASTLE

m_,mmm_m:a. u_oﬁm::m_ black-footed ferret reintroduction area

‘Grassland potential black-footed ferret reintroduction area :

‘and black-tailed prairie dog habitat _

‘and black-tailed prairie dog habitat

mﬂmmmdm:a _uo.w::m. black-footed ferret reintroduction area

iand black-tailed prairie dog habitat

‘Grassland potential black-footed ferret reintroduction area

:“Oﬂmmm_m_._n_ potential biack-footed ferret reintroduction area |
:wm:n_ black-tailed prairie dog habitat :

i additional Information_
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Exhibit 1

J

Protested Parcel ‘Rare and Imperiled Species and/or Areas of High

Serial Number .mmm_m_ Office  Conservation Value in Protested Parcel  iAdditional Information_
‘Grassland potential black-footed ferret reinfroduction area : AR M ;

WY-0910-015 i-zmé@mﬁ‘mi.._.w%n_ black-tailed prairie dog habitat e IR i S e
Grassland potential biack-footed ferret reintroduction area : A PR

WY-0910-015 zﬂé@%ﬁm ek et onimdoB NODIBE L L
{Grassland potential black-footed ferret reintroduction area | J

WY-0910015 ;z‘msﬁobpm?m __iand black-tailed prairie dog habitat Bl IR S ol T e L2
wm_mmm_m:a potential black-footed ferret reintroduction area

WY-0910015 zm,_zn.pmﬁmi Candbicciaastipraiie g elat |
:Grassland potential black-footed ferret reintroduction area |

WY-0910.015 _,._mémm.m?,mii..wmmm bkt pdedbg e o U e )
:Grassland potential black-footed ferret reintroduction area |

WY-0910-015 mv._méob‘mﬂrm- ___iand black-tailed prairie dog habitat T e e ok g -
iGrassland potential black-footed ferrat reintroduction area |

Wy-0910-015 zmﬁ.,@mﬁ.mi..,.wmam_.}gmmm..n.m__ma Eredodog Bt s 0 b Ty LT,
‘Grassland potential black-footed ferret reintroduction area '

WY-0910-015 zmém%mj.m::...mm:a black-tailed prairie dog habitat PERLD i :

T iGrasstand potential biack-footed ferret reintroduction area © X

WY0910-015 zmémm.m#m __iand blacktailed praifiedoghabitat i & AR NG
iGrassland potential black-footed ferret reintroduction area |

WY-0910-015 mzméo_pm._.rm ....wm:a black-tailed praiiedog habitat Gy e RS
wmﬂmm_m:a _uonm::m" black-footed ferret reintroduction area :

Emb&.@.mmm;:;Lz.ménbwﬁms . iarelblrktalled poainadog babitar o G il
‘Grassland potential black-footed ferret reintroduction area
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