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BLM manages 2.7 million acres of minerals, including 300,000 acres of 
“split estate” where the surface is owned by someone else.



Lander’s Geographic Context:

Lander’s 
proximity to 
national parks, 
forests and theforests, and the 
Reservation and 
the heavy 
concentration of 
important sage‐
grouse habitat 
influence 
planning p g
decisions.
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BLM must look at a 
range of alternatives, 
ranging from strong 
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Oil and Gas are Lander’s most 
commercially important minerals.



BLM Oil and Gas Program
BLM oil and gas minerals can be:g
• open subject to standard stipulations
• open subject to moderate constraints
• open subject to major constraints or

l d t il d l i• closed to oil and gas leasing

Most 
restrictions

Fewer
restrictions

Limited
restrictions

Almost no 
restrictions

All alternatives emphasize development in areas with moderate to 
high mineral potential Preferred alternative applies more restrictions

Alternative B Alternative D 
(preferred)

Alternative A 
(existing plan)

Alternative C

high mineral potential. Preferred alternative applies more restrictions 
in areas of low to no potential.
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Planning issue: Greater Sage‐Grouse Management

Greater Sage Grouse Management Compared to WY BLM State Strategy

Protection WY BLM Plan No  Resource  Resource  Preferred 
Action Protection Use Alternative

Lek Buffers 0.6 miles ¼ mile 0.6 miles ¼ mile Same as WY
Nesting  3 miles  in Core; 

2 mile outside
2 miles 3 miles for 

all leks
2 miles Same as WY

Disturbance  5%, 1 per 640  None 2.5%, 1 per  None Same as WY
Limits acres 640 acres

Planning issue: National Historic Trails
Alt A and C: ¼ mile buffer; Alt B: 20 mile buffer; Preferred:  

Planning issue:  Air Quality

5 mile buffer that is NSO or CSU unless no visual impacts.

g y

Qualitative Analysis at RMP 
stage; Quantitative Analysis 
at site‐specific project 
stage.

9National Historic Trails heading towards the Wind River Mountains
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Planning Issue: Wild and Scenic River eligible waterways
Current management and the preferred alternatives manage 21 of 30.5 miles of eligible segments as 
suitable; Alternative B manages all 30.5 miles as suitable, and Alternative C manages none as suitable



Planning issue:  ROW management 
(Acres) A‐Existing Alt B Alt C D‐Preferred( ) g

Designated 
corridor

4,892 15,364 660,908 53,599

Avoidance 66,099 315,219 11,714 1,047,966, , , , ,

Exclusion 205,916 2,919,209 147,053 829,332

Alternative Closed to  Closed to 

Planning issue: 
Acres Closed to Motorized Travel

motorized over‐snow

A‐Existing 5,923 14,729

B 71 761 181 173B 71,761 181,173

C 5,472 0

D‐Preferred 25,425 69,493
B C k N di Ski A

11

Beaver Creek Nordic Ski Area
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NAVIGATING THE DOCUMENT



DOCUMENT LAYOUTDOCUMENT LAYOUT

Volume 1 Volume 3
 Executive Summary
 Chapter 1 

 Glossary
 Appendices

 Chapter 2
 Chapter 3

 Maps

Volume 2
 Chapter 4
 Chapter 5
 Chapter 6 Chapter 6



HOW DO THE CHAPTERS FIT TOGETHER?HOW DO THE CHAPTERS FIT TOGETHER?



THE ALTERNATIVES TABLESTHE ALTERNATIVES TABLES



SIMPLIFYING THE REVIEW PROCESSSIMPLIFYING THE REVIEW PROCESS



STEP 1: IDENTIFY YOUR TOPICS OF INTERESTSTEP 1: IDENTIFY YOUR TOPICS OF INTEREST

Interest Interest 
Areas



STEP 2: EXECUTIVE SUMMARYSTEP 2: EXECUTIVE SUMMARY



STEP 3: FOCUS ON ONE TOPIC AT A TIMESTEP 3: FOCUS ON ONE TOPIC AT A TIME



STEP 4: MAPSSTEP 4: MAPS



STEP 5: CHAPTER 3 – CURRENT CONDITIONSSTEP 5: CHAPTER 3 CURRENT CONDITIONS



STEP 6: CHAPTER 2 – ALTERNATIVESSTEP 6: CHAPTER 2 ALTERNATIVES



EFFECTS ANALYSIS ORIENTATIONEFFECTS ANALYSIS ORIENTATION

Chapter 4 describes the adverse or beneficial impacts to a resource or resource use from
other resource programs.

Wildlif  

Fire and 
Fuels 

Visual 
Resource 

Management
Wildlife 

Management

Fuels 
Management

Impacts to 
Trails and Travel 

Management

Oil and Gas and 
th  Mi l 

Rights-of-Way 
and Corridors

Renewable 
Energy

other Mineral 
Development

and Corridors



STEP 7: CHAPTER 4 – EFFECTS ANALYSISSTEP 7: CHAPTER 4 EFFECTS ANALYSIS

• Introduction to Resource 

• Summary of Impacts

• Methods and Assumptions

• Detailed Analysis of Alternativesy
- Alternative A
- Alternative B
- Alternative C
- Alternative D



SIMPLIFYING THE REVIEW PROCESSSIMPLIFYING THE REVIEW PROCESS
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PREPARING SUBSTANTIVE COMMENTS



THE BLM DECISION AREATHE BLM DECISION AREA

 44 broad resource areas over 2.4-million acres of BLM-
administered surface and 2 8 million acres of mineral administered surface and 2.8-million acres of mineral 
estate.  

 The BLM does not have the authority or capability to manage 
all aspects of every resource described in the RMP.  

 Management of some resources may fall under the purview 
of state, local or other federal government agencies.  of state, local or other federal government agencies.  

 Please contact a BLM Interdisciplinary (ID) Team members 
for additional information.  



WHY ARE PUBLIC COMMENTS SO IMPORTANT?WHY ARE PUBLIC COMMENTS SO IMPORTANT?

 BLM is a federal land management agency tasked with  BLM is a federal land management agency tasked with 
managing public lands in the public interest. 

 BLM factors in public issues and concerns through the public 
comment process. 

 Comments are most useful that provide relevant and new 
information with sufficient detail. o at o t su c e t deta



WHAT IS A SUBSTANTIVE COMMENT?WHAT IS A SUBSTANTIVE COMMENT?
 Questions, with reasonable basis, the accuracy of 

information in the RMP and EISo at o t e a d S

 Questions, with reasonable basis, the adequacy of, 
methodolog  for  or ass mptions sed for the methodology for, or assumptions used for the 
environmental analysis

 Presents new information relevant to the analysis

 Presents reasonable alternatives other than those  Presents reasonable alternatives other than those 
analyzed in the EIS

 Causes changes or revisions in one or more of the 
alternatives.



THE DOS AND DON’TS OF COMMENTINGTHE DOS AND DON TS OF COMMENTING

THE DOs

 Suggest specific changes in the document  

THE DON’Ts

 Avoid vague statements or concerns   Vague  Suggest specific changes in the document, 

and provide the page number and section of 

the document in your comment.

 Avoid vague statements or concerns.  Vague 

statements do not suggest a specific change or 

give the BLM direction on which to act.

 Clearly identify:
- Where the issue or error is located.

- Why you believe there is an error.

 Understand that a comment is not a vote for or 

against one of the alternatives.  The BLM must 

rely on supporting information  not on the 
- Alternative ideas about how to address 

issues or errors.

rely on supporting information, not on the 

number of comments received. Numerous 

comments expressing the same concern or 

issue is considered to be one comment.
 Provide constructive solutions with 

documentation or resources to support your 
recommendations.

issue is considered to be one comment.

 Avoid using form letters to convey your point.  

Your unique way of writing or phrasing a 
 If applicable, include your formal and 

informal education or training as it relates to 
your observations and comments.

Your unique way of writing or phrasing a 

comment is important for understanding your 

point of view.  



EXAMPLE COMMENTEXAMPLE COMMENT

HELPFUL COMMENT

I disagree with the visual resource 

NOT SO HELPFUL COMMENT

The preferred Alternative has too much Visual I disagree with the visual resource 
management class II designation for the area 
between Low Valley and Dry River.  This area 
contains radio towers, power lines and fences 
which detract from the view already   This area 

The preferred Alternative has too much Visual 
Resource Management Class II.

Why is this comment not helpful?
which detract from the view already.  This area 
also contains valuable mineral deposits which 
are currently being developed and that 
development is expected to continue.  The 
classification should be changed to class III

This comment is not specific enough for the BLM 
to consider in balance with other resource 
issues.  It does not contain supporting 
information or rationale.

classification should be changed to class III.



NEXT STEPSNEXT STEPS

 Begin reviewing the document. Begin reviewing the document.
 Contact BLM specialists with questions.

Att d bli  ti g  f  dditi l d t il d  Attend public meetings for additional detail and 
information.

 Submit comments by December 7, 2011.
 Proposed RMP and EIS expected Spring 2012.g
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QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS


