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OUTLINE OF 
PRESENTATION 

• Claims in mineral withdrawal area and lands 

in plans of operations in Nevada 

• NDOM development of “High Mineral 

Potential” areas within Mineral Withdrawal. 

• NDOW lek density maps in proposed mineral 

withdrawal areas 

• Proposed new boundaries 

• Synopsis of Governor’s comment letter 





TABLE OF CUMULATIVE MINING PERMITS (P.O.O's) AND ACRES DISTURBED 
WITHIN PERMITS FOR ENTIRE STATE OF NEVADA 

Year Cumulative Private Acres* Public Acres* Total Acres  % Federal  % Total of 

Permits in P.O.O. in P.O.O. Disturbed  land disturbed  State disturbed 

2006 200 56,302 51,664 107,961 0.09% 0.15% 

2008 218 60,719 53,917 114,637 0.09% 0.16% 

2010 228 61,330 57,945 119,276 0.10% 0.17% 

2012 247 65,060 61,213 126,273 0.11% 0.18% 

2013 258 65,875 64,358 130,233 0.11% 0.19% 

2014 268 67,577 66,987 134,565 0.12% 0.19% 

*  Information on land disturbed in Nevada by Mining from: 

2012-2014:   Interstate Mining Compact Commission annual submittals from NDEP 

2000-2010:  Bureau of Mining Regulation and Reclmation (BMRR-NDEP) database 



*  Information on land disturbed in Nevada by Mining from: 

2012-2014:   Interstate Mining Compact Commission annual submittals from NDEP 

2000-2010:  Bureau of Mining Regulation and Reclamation (BMRR-NDEP) database 

0

50

100

150

200

250

300

0

20,000

40,000

60,000

80,000

100,000

120,000

140,000

160,000

2000 2002 2004 2006 2008 2010 2012 2013 2014

A
cr

es
 

CUMULATIVE MINING PERMITS AND ACREAGE 

WITHIN MINING PLANS OF OPERATIONS IN NEVADA  

Private

Acres*

Public

Acres*

Total Acres

Permits

P
erm

its 





DEVELOPMENT METHOD FOR AREAS OF 

HIGH MINERAL POTENTIAL IN PROPOSED 

MINERAL WITHDRAWAL 
 

• The process used to evaluate the area for high 

mineral potential (HMP) was a collaborative effort 

by the Nevada Bureau of Mines and Geology 

(NBMG) a unit of the University of Nevada, Reno, 

and the Nevada Division of Minerals, a State 

Agency 

 

•  Development of final HMP maps a collaborative 

effort with NDOW directed by Governor’s office 

 



DEVELOPMENT METHOD FOR AREAS 

OF HIGH MINERAL POTENTIAL  

• Historic occurrences of metals and industrial 

minerals from NBMG archives. From historic NBMG 

and USGS reports and maps. 

 

• Plans of Operations (POO’s) and Notices of Intent 

(NOI’s) for exploration and mining projects from BLM 

LR 2000 database 

 

• Townships with drill projects from 2004 -2014, from 

annual NBMG MI reports 

 



DEVELOPMENT METHOD FOR AREAS OF 

HIGH MINERAL POTENTIAL (CONT.) 

• Active unpatented mining claims, from BLM LR 2000 

database, 2016 assessment year. 

 

• Discussions with active exploration and mining 

companies with holdings within areas. 

 

• Comparison of high mineral potential maps, at 

township scale, with NDOW active Sage Grouse lek 

maps.  Boundaries of high mineral potential area 

buffer adjusted to minimize impact on leks 



DEVELOPMENT METHOD FOR AREAS 

OF HIGH MINERAL POTENTIAL  

 

• Twelve areas were identified and proposed to be 

removed from the BLM mineral withdrawal 

boundaries in Governor Sandoval’s letter to BLM of 

1-15-2016.   

 

 

























Governor’s comment 
letter synopsis 

• Nevada proposes a no action alternative and prefers our 

state Plan and CCS as the proper management and 

conservation plan 

 

• We disagree with the urgency of the mineral withdrawal 

when there are other threats that have not been 

adequately addressed 

 

• If the withdrawal application is approved, Nevada has 

developed maps that propose  boundaries that protect 

more sage grouse and areas of high mineral potential 



Governor’s comment 
letter synopsis 

• There is much confusion about protecting valid and 
existing rights in the SFA 

 

• There is a world-class lithium deposit within the SFA 
mineral withdrawal area that the State proposes as a 
pilot project area to utilize the State Plan and CCS 

 

• We propose a comprehensive socio-economic analysis 
at the local and State scales of the direct, indirect and 
cumulative impacts from the mineral withdrawal area.  
We do not believe they were adequately analyzed in 
the LUPA. 

 

• The LUPA will have far-reaching consequences to local 
and state economies 
 



Proposed boundaries 
are a win-win 

• More sage grouse are protected.  Habitat 

management area protections still in place. 

 

• Areas of high mineral potential are preserved for 

Nevada and U.S. economy 

 

• BLM and USFS are saved the effort and cost of ~3726 

mineral validity exams 

 

 


