


 mining claims that predate the withdrawal.

 

Rationale: sites that predate the withdrawal will be affected if the claim is not
 valid – the validity of the claim is the key & until validity is established, mining
 activities are impacted

On Wed, May 13, 2015 at 10:46 AM, Dreher, Robert <robert_dreher@fws.gov> wrote:
For ease of review, I've pasted below the clean version of my proposed text:

The Secretary intends to act promptly on recommendations from the BLM for land withdrawals to
 safeguard proposed Sagebrush Focal Areas that anchor the range-wide conservation strategy
 for greater sage-grouse from potential future mining claim locations.

Mining operations could have a significant impact on habitat and on greater sage-grouse
 populations in the Sagebrush Focal Areas.  

Unlike other resource uses on BLM lands, the Mining Law of 1872 gives the BLM only limited
 authority to control the placement and extent of locatable mineral development through land use
 planning provisions or permit approvals. The uncertainty regarding the potential for future
 mining claims, their location, and the extent of development that they may entail raises
 concerns regarding the ability of BLM to maintain long-term protection of these most sensitive
 and important areas for conservation of the greater sage-grouse.

Withdrawal of the lands within the Sagebrush Focal Areas from location and entry under the
 1872 Mining Law would create greater certainty regarding the long-term protection of these
 areas for the Fish and Wildlife Service as it determines  whether the greater sage-grouse
 warrants protection as a threatened or endangered species.  If approved, a withdrawal would be
 subject to valid existing rights, and consequently would not affect mineral development activities
 on valid mining claims and sites that predate the withdrawal.

The Secretary will consider BLM’s recommendations for withdrawal of the lands within the
 Sagebrush Focal Areas through a public process that will engage the public, States, and other
 stakeholders.  The process will include consideration of the mineral potential and importance as
 sagebrush habitat of the areas recommended for withdrawal.

In addition, the Secretary will consider a process for future reconsideration of a withdrawal,
 on a site-specific basis, if new information indicates that there exists a mineral deposit of
 national significance in a particular location and that mineral exploration or development
 could go forward without adverse impacts to greater sage-grouse at that location.    

On Wed, May 13, 2015 at 10:38 AM, Dreher, Robert <robert_dreher@fws.gov>
 wrote:

I've taken a stab at editing these talking points to make them something closer to a statement
 by the Secretary (as I have noted, a clear statement by the Secretary would provide the
 greatest assurance to FWS).  I've tried to navigate the delicate balance between assuring
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