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Alternative B:  Emphasize Resource Conservation 
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- Few , if any (see map) parcels candidate for 
disposal or trade

Some

All

Few to None

?

for the
BLM Resource Management Plan      

"Block up" (consolidate) BLM ow nership into 
few er, larger tracts

Similar to Alternative B in management emphasis 
North 
Foothills 
Lands:

Designated w ithin Special Recreation 
Management Area

North 
Foothills 
Lands:

NOT Designated w ithin Special Recreation 
Management Area
All parcels (see map) candidate for disposal or 
trade (to agencies or private parties)

Alternative D:  BLM Management Efficiency 

Accommodate grow ing demand for community 
expansion, extractive resources use (gravel, 
stone, etc.) and recreation
Least restrictive related to granting rights-of-
w ay or other developments; accommodates 
commercial and "community priorities"

BLM Lands Could Be 
Sold or Traded 

Aw ay?

Alternative C:  Accommodate Demand for Public Uses

North 
Foothills 
Lands:

Designated w ithin Special Recreation 
Management Area
Some parcels (see map) candidate for disposal 
or trade

Part of Special Recreation 
Management Area?

North 
Foothills 
Lands:

Conserve optimum amount of natural resources
Designate seasonal, motorized access 
restrictions in important w ildlife habitat

Current resource management, plans, law s, 
regulations, and policies  

Alternative against w hich other alternatives are 
compared

NOT designated w ithin Special Recreation 
Management Area

Most restrictive related to granting rights-of-w ay 
or other developments

North 
Foothills
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YES

NO

YES
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