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RMVIP Revision/EIS

Management of Split-Estate Lands
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No warranty is made by the Bureau of Land Management
as to the accuracy, reliability, or completeness of these
data for individual or aggregate use with other data.

Original data were compiled from various sources

¥ This information may not meet National Map Accuracy
Standards. This product was developed thorugh
digital means and may be updated without notification.
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= Split-estate lands are areas where the land
LaS VegaS surface I1s managed by another agency
. (state or federal) or is privately owned,
% — RMP ReV|S|0n but the subsurface minerals are managed
7 | BunkervilleZFF Las Vegas and by the BLM. These minerals could include
' N\ Pahrump Field Offices oil and gas, gypsum, sand and gravel,
“\ Moapa ” and other leasable, locatable, and salable -
i id:le L 7 . minerals. In some cases, this relationship  Keb)
/ = A— | ESae exists because the surface rights were @)
, ’ = X conveyed by the federal government at <
\ Legend some point, but ownership of the mineral D
— e —— | '. | ) Examples of Split Estate estate and rights of mineral development
N * N\ onnne were retained in federal ownership. Most Q
| | Bureau of Land Management : P. m
C \ Pestinasndn T recent sales of public lands have been the T
N | \ US Highway conveyance of only the surface estate,
J j Mt. Charleston State Highway while BLM has retained the mineral rights. QD
\ __\ Pahrump e T This creates issues with the grandfathered o
T | vallh A management of federal mineral rights in K==
” SN & Vit areas of non-federal surface ownership.  Bgg
N Liongbrsl . Towns Requests for development of these mineral Q)
C;‘ /N estates could cause heightened public =5
%,. / interest and conflicts. Management of -
0‘6 these types of lands is an issue that needs -
to be clarified during the RMP revision. 3
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