Exhibit 4-a-1
HCAC 112415

Concerns over Draft Red
Cliffs NCA Resource
Management Plan

November 24, 2015

Presented to Washington County HCAC by County
Commissioner Alan Gardner



hcpasst
Typewritten Text
Exhibit 4-a-1
HCAC 112415


Land Acquisition: What the 1999 RMP
and Alternative A Contain

* BLM will acquire selected lands. (The 1999
plan includes a map showing all of the
HCP inholdings as acquisition lands.)

» Most acquisitions will occur through
exchanges.

* BLM’s acquisition commitment from HCP
Implementation Agreement is specifically
mentioned.




Land Acquisition: What RMP
Alternatives B, C, and D Contain

» Generic language that is also used for
Beaver Dam Wash NCA.

* No fargeted lands to acquire—just the
possibility of acquiring “in-holdings and
edge-holdings.”

* No emphasis on exchanges.

=B - NO reference to the HCP or BLM’s
= commitment to acquire inholdings.




Land Acquisition: Conclusion

»The final RMP needs 1o:

= Acknowledge BLM's commitment to acquire
the private and SITLA owned lands in the Red
Cliffs Desert Reserve,

= |dentify those lands for acquisition, and

= |dentity exchanges as the primary means of
acquisition.




Utility Development Protocols

» The HCP documents include utility development
protocols that require the Red Cliffs Desert
Reserve to be managed as an avoidance area
for right of ways and prescribbe rules for the
development and maintenance of utility and

water infrastructure.
 OPLMA (Lands Bill) states that ufilities in t

ne Red

Cliffs NCA may be developed it “carried out In

accordance with (1) each ufility develo

oment

protocol described in the habitat conservation

plan; and (2) any other applicable law.’



Utility Development Protocols in the
RMP

* The RMP, however, states the UDPs are
INnsufficient because they do “not address the
mitigation of development impacts on the many
other resource values that Congress identified
for conservation, protection, and
enhancement.” (Page 32.)

 The UDPs not referenced in Alternatives B, C, or
D. (See, for example page 284.)




Utility Development Protocols
Conclusion

»The final RMP needs be In
accordance with the Utility
Development Protocols rather than
dismiss them.




Omission of Language Discussing
Coordination with Washington County

= For 20 years, the County (in part through the
HCAC) and the BLM have worked cooperatively
to manage public and private lands in the Red
Cliffs Desert Reserve.

= The 1999 RMP acknowledges this important
relationship.

= Alternatives B, C, and D entirely fail to
acknowledge this relationship.




Examples

= Washington County, the HCP, or HCAC

are not Mentioned in t

= Desert Tortoise Objec

ne following:

ves and

Management Actions (page 214),

= Special Status Species Management
Actions (page 209), and

= Water Resource Objectives and
Management Actions (pages 178-179).



Coordination Conclusion

= The final RMP should state that BLM will
work cooperatively with Washington
County in carrying out management
actions that are consistent with the HCP
documents.



Northern Corridor

= OPLMA requires BLM to “idenftity 1 or more
alternatives for a northern fransportation

route” “in developing the travel
management plan.”

= |n order for BLM to identify a route or
routes in the tfravel management plan, the
final RMP must contain a corridor
designation that will allow one or more
routes.




The BLM's Preferred Alternative

Not Allow a Northern Corridor

Does
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Alternative D Exaggerates the Environmental
mpact of a Northern Corridor by Analyzing the
Proposed Routes Collectively rather than
ndividually

ROMW 1 RO13W

RO1TW ROBW

= % = 7 =5 ST
‘ i 4 £ N5y ]
A 7 oo X s g
5 7 ] N N e
8 s 5 7 ART < -
L34 U7 9 # L ey e 5 “Toquervitel
: N : i Y
2Lk } \ A |Z : £ Y- )
& . Leads / i
-
3 =
¢ A 5 d\:i;wnn' a
% ; {
hﬂ? § : 5 l.‘xi‘.:
4 s - | i 4 I .
. P Y 4N
XE O, ‘ ™ i = J‘ B
(] : f;
b X
por L § ¢ X 3 l K o]
o \ ! I5
\’M\‘ R arta Clara ] X \ 877 A l 5 1
: - St el /i rad
g < = / : [
P i 3 : L L
K Sl LI » | - o e v
] > = f " y. ik
= s SthGacr 'd
—-\ ¢ : @
3 ‘l : $AND
= ( .‘t& /\4\
P N Y P Lo _A
Rights of Way Exclusion Areas & Designated Utility and Transportation Corridor - Red Cliffs NCA - Alternative D
~
— N3t 4 C cgorvation Area Boundary ROWI Existing & gt g a0 ‘
Exdusion —— Major This pronat ev e ud vwm (BN triencn. wly . 1
= ﬁ:memmmw;'u B ROW Corfdor  —H— Mimor '.:L'.E'.".H".J::ﬂ::f:" °‘ Y: e i ®
e el et of oo by . e ST
B Washingtcn County Fre feme dNodhern f : ! | ‘Ti
Tranapotation Aigrment Ba sed on Tite e et o1 purpoams £ ot e by the BN metere
Rights-of- Wy Agplication LoctonMep




Northern Corridor Conclusion

= The final RMP needs to allow for the
study and identification of a northern
corridor in the travel management
plan.




Overall Conclusion

= The BLM is working to address Washington
County's concerns.

»The County is optimistic that the final RMP will:

» Follow the intent of OPLMA, and

= Acknowledge the ongoing cooperation between
the BLM and Washington County (including the
HCAC) in managing the managing the Red Cliffs
Desert Reserve and Red Clitfs NCA.






