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Chapter 1

1.1 INTRODUCTION

TheBristleconeField Office of théureau of Land Management (BLEIy Districhasprepared this
Environmental Assessment (EA) to analyze anticipated impacts of granting Desert Land Entry (DLE) for
86.4 acresvhich were not included ithe originalentry decisionto the entry personKathy Smithdated

March 24, 2010The public lands lieg analyzed are locatealongthe foothill benches on the west side

of the Schell Creek Range within the Tehama Creek drainage in the Steptoe Valley Watershed. The
project area is located in T.22N., R.64 E., Sections 22 and 27; Mt. Diablo Meridian (V& Pine

County, Nevada (Map 1).

The purpose of this EA is to evaluate and disclose the direct, indirect and cumulative impacts of the
ProposedAction and alternative tahe resources present. Should a determination be made that
implementation of thechosen alternativevould not result in significant environmental impacts, or
environmental impacts beyond those already addressdalyrDistrict Record of Decision and Approved
Resource Management PIGRMP)2008), as amendeda Finding of No Significalhpact (FONSI) will

be prepared to document that determination and a Decision Record issued providing the rationale for
approving the chosen alternative. This document is intended to satisfy the requirements of the National
Environmental Policy Act (NERARccordance with Council of Environmental Qudl@Qyuidelires
andBLM policy.

1.2 BACKGROUND INFORMATION

The Desert Land Aof March 3, 1877amended on March 3, 1891, allows for individuals to apply for up
to 320 acres of arid and sefarid public lads for the purpose of reclaiming for agricultural crop
production. The parcels applied for muken be classified through a formal classification decision to
determine their suitability for agricultural purposes.

After a DLE application is approvaadthe landshave beerclassified as suitable for agriculture, the
applicant requests entry from the BLM heentry request includes d-year planfor development ofa
complete irrigation system anithe cultivationof one-eighth of the land.When theagricultural
development requirements are met per 43 CFR 2521, the BLM sells the land to the applicant and
transfers the title, giving full ownershif the land to the applicant

On November 5, 1984 DLE application was submitted by Charlcia B. Rasgof the Rosenlund
Ranch for a parcel totaling 302.5 aciesSteptoe ValleyThe 864 acre parceddescribed in the
ProposedAction of this documenéare part of the 302.5 acre applicatiolm May of 1985 EA #N3A0-5-9
was prepared and RONS&nd Decsion Record were signed which classified 8@i8.5 acreparcel as
suitable for agriculture purposes.

Charlcia B. Rosenlund was notified of the final order classifying the land as suitable for agriculture
through an Amendeclassification Decision datddnuary 17, 198@\ppendix A). The next step for
Charlciavasto request entry to begimgriculturaldevelopment of the land. She provided evidence of
water rights but did not present an irrigation plan nor did she fulfill any other requirements to reques
entry at that time. Kathy Smith purchased the Rosenlund Ranch in 2005 and renamed it the Tehama
Creek Ranch. On June 25, 2007 Kathy Smith filed a DLE AssignimeApplecation with the BLM for

the full 302.5acres. On Neember 22, 2010the BLMgranted assignment, transferring the DLE
application to Ms. Smith (Appendix B).
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After Ms. Smith submitted the DLE Assignment Claim Application, the BLM prepared EBIZNDIN-
L02G200945-EA to analyze the anticipated impactsapiproving the DLE application, the subsequent
agriculture development under the Desert Land Act, podsiblefuture sale and patentAs part of the
assessment process, a cultural resources survey was completed in 2008 and received State Historic
Preservaibn Office (SHPO) concurrence in 2009. As a result of the cultural survey, 86 Wexeres

removed analysis and the EA analyzed only 216.1 abiheseason forthe decrease in acresas to
excludesegmentf the historic Lincoln Highway which crostiee parcel. On March 24, 2010, a

Decision Record and FONSI were signed selecting and approving the Proposed Action for the 216.1 acre
DLE. On February 28, 20Ms. Smith was granted entrgnto 216.1 acres to commence agricultural
development and meet reqrements set in 43 CFR 2521 within four years (Appendix C).

Ms. Smith did not request an amendment to reduce the acres in the DLE application. The BLM did not
NE@21S 2N Y2RAFE (GKS OflFaaATAOLIGA2Y 2F 4@cGeszA G 0f S
omitted from the 2010 EA and 2011 Entry Allowed Decision. TheraftareSmith could still be granted

entryto the 86.4 acres

Granting entry to 216.1 acres with the intent of avoiding the 1913 Lincoln Higiesaited inthe entry
having a configration of two parcelsvith limited access and connection between thehhe
configuration omitted the eastermostlands among the more fertile withirthe original DLE
application.Theresulting boundary istair-stepped, causingnefficiency in the agridtural operation

and land management complexities to both the private and the public ldiMip 3). Among the
complexitiesare that the location ofhe water right point of diversion remaéd on public landThe DLE
application intended for the well tbe within the entered landsTo develop the well and portions of the
pipelines,Ms. Smith applied for and received a righfttway grant (ROW), serial numbeyd2391, and
pursued construction starting in the summer of 2014.

Ms. Smith experienced delays in the construction of the irrigation system that were beyond her control.
A third year of drought in Nevadaok a toll on the availability of well drillers. Her contractor postponed
drilling datesOn November 4, 2014, she amulifor a 3year extension of time to make final proof on

the DLEprovide evidence of having fulfilled the requirements of the Act and regulatfonghe

purpose of obtaining title to the land. The decision granting the extension to February 27w2%18,
issued on December 31, 2018ince the summer of 2015, Ms. Smith completed the installation of the
well, started installation of the pipelines, and cleared land in the entered area to prepare for cultivation.

In 2015 the BLM entered into consultatiovith SHPO to address mitigation measures concerning the
Lincoln Highway and received concurrence on the mitigation plan. This allows Ms. Smith and the BLM to
move forward with entry and development of the 86.4 acres remaining to be edten DLE

applicdion.

This EA discloses the anticipated environmental consequences of implementing the Proposed Action, or
alternative to that action. The BLM Nevada Deputy State Director for Natural Resources, Lands and

Planning (DSD) is the Authorized Officer. TheDSD RSOA &A2Y X YR (GKS NI dGAz2yl €
stated in the Decision Record.

1.3 PURPOSE AND NEED

The pupose ofthe Federal action is for the BLM to grant DLE to Kathy Smith86.4 acres of public
land adjacent to the existing DeRtry granted on March 24, 2010 (discussion in 1.2 above). The Federal
action will also improve efficiency of public and private land management.



The needor the action is established by tH& M) @sponsibility under the Desert Land Entry Act of

March 3, 1877, 43 1$.C. 23las amendedvarch 3, 1891, (43 CFR 2580yespondtoa & @ { YA (1 KQa
request to be granted entry to the remaini®$.4 acresncludedin her application. Granting the

request willsimplifythe DLEboundary improveprivate andpublic landmanagementand place the well

and pipelines withinhe DLE

1.4 DECISION TO BE MADE

Based on the information provided in this EA 8ieMDSDwill decide whether or not to grari¥ls. Smith
entry for agricultural developmerto the additional86.4 acresni the DLE applicatiatihat were
excluded from the original EAnd if so, with whastipulations

1.5 CONFORMANCE WITH LAND USE PLANS

The Ely District Record of Decision andrappd RMPpublished in August 200&s amendedaddresses
land use planning decisions for the subject area. FfbposedAction and alternative is consistent with
the Lands and Realty Goals as identified on page 65 of thewhildRare to:

1 Consolidatepublic land patterns to ensure effective adminidios and improve resource
management;

Make public lands that promote community development available for disposal

Meet public, local, state, and federal agency needs for use authorizations such asofights
way, permits, leases, and easements while avngjdir minimizing adverse impacts to other
resource values.

1
)l

TheProposedAction and alternative are also in compliance with the Lands and Realty Management
Actions as identified for parameters for land disposals on page8%B&pecifically the bullets éatified
under LR24 (page 69):

1 Allow land disposal of parcels containing National Register eligible sites when mitigation
and/or data recovery has occurred prior to patent.

1 Process existing Desert Land Entry, Carey Act, and Indian Allotment applidatioms.
application is cancelled, relinquished, or rejected, the lands could not be applied for again.
Reject applications for Desert Land Entries, Carey Act, or Indian Allotments in designated
disposal areas if they are located within a closed water hasliess existing water rights are
held.

91 Dispose of lands only in identified areas. Exceptions will be Recreation and Public Purposes
Act, Airport Conveyances, existing Desert Land Entries, Carey Act and Indian Allotments, and
disposals to resolve trespasse

The Nevada and Northeastern California Greater Szgeise Approved Resource Management Plan
Amendment{ARMPApublished in September 2015 ideriifl and incorporatel appropriate measures
in existing land use plans to conserve, enhance, and restore GreateGoagge (GRSG) habitat. The
Proposed Action and alternative is in compliance wfih followingManagement Decision (MR2s
identified on page B5.

1 MD LR 21 (2Lands classified as Priority Habitat Management Areas (PHMAs) and General
Habitat Management Areas (GHMAS) for GRSG will be retained in federal management
unless the agency can demonstrate the disposal, including land exchanges, of the lands will
have ro direct or indirect adverse impact on conservation of the GRSG.



1.6 RELATIONSHIPS TO STATUTES, REGULATIONS or OTHER PLANS

Desert Land Entries and the ensuing agricultural development and eventuahshjmtent are

allowable on BLMdministered land pethe Desert Land Act of March 3, 1877, 43 U.S.C. 231 and
amended by the Act of March 3, 1891 and BLM regulations (43 CFR 2520), at the discretion of the
Secretary of the Interior or his/her delegated officer. The Desert Land Act sets forth the guidglines b
which the Kathy Smith DLE may be completed and land transferred to private ownership.

TheProposedAction and alternative analyzed are also in compliance with all applicable laws and
policies, including the following:

1 Migratory Bird Treaty Act

1 Section106 of the National Historic Preservation Act

9 State Protocol Agreement, between BLM and Nevada State Historic Preservation Office,
2014

1 White Pine County Land Use Plan, January 2009

1.7 SCOPING AND ISSUES

External scoping was not performed in the preparatidnhis EA due to the anticipated low potential

for controversy as indicated in the 20EA. Inthe2009! = (KS d&a.[a RSGSNXYAYSR (K
and scale of the project did not warrant public scoping meetings. Howmaource agencies and

Native Anerican Tribes were consulted in preparing [the] docundeformal consultation with the

Lincoln Highway Association was initiated in March 2015. During the spring of 2015, informal

consultation with the local chapter of the Lincoln Highway Associadiemtified proposed design

features to mitigate impacts to the 1913 Lincoln Highway.

TheProposedAction was presented to thinterdisciplinary (ID) Teaon Jly 7, 2014. Internal scoping
raised issuesonsidered or dismissetiaving to do withithe 1913 incoln Highway, livestock graziramd
impacts to wildlife from conversion of sagebrush to alfalfa croplanissuesanalyzed in this EA
follow:

1 What are the potential impacts to the soil resource from disposal of 86.4 acres and their
conversion taagriculture, or from the No Action alternative?

1 What are the potential impacts to the vegetative resource from disposal of 86.4 acres and their
conversion to agriculture, or from the No Action alternative?

1 What are the impacts to migratory birds and otiveitdlife with the loss of sagebrush habitat to
alfalfa croplandor from the No Action Alternative?

1 What are the impacts to special status species (i.e. GreaterGamese and pygmy rabbit) with
the conversion of sagebrush communities to alfalfa cropland?

1 What effect does the entry have on authorizations, such as-offatays within the lands
affected by the Proposed Action, or from the No Action Alternative?

1 Would inclusion of an additional 86.4 acres into the DLE have an impact on livestock grazing?



Chapter 2

2.1 INTRODUCTION

TheBristleconeField Office explored and objectively evaluated all reasonable alternatives that met the
underlying need for the Proposed Action. The purpose and peesented in Chapter,and their
rationale,will form the baseline fodevelopingalternatives. There were no alternative actions identified
that addresgd unresolved conflictef fulfilling the request in the application, simplifying boundaries to
improve private and public land management, andcjplg the well and pipelines on the private lands A
such there is one action alternative proposed. The No Action Alternative is provided for baseline
comparison of the impacts of the Proposed Action.

2.2 PROPOSED ACTIANTERNATIVE

TheProposedAction is togrant entry upon 86.4 acres of laimtiuded in the DLE application which was
alreadyclassifiedas suitable for agriculturayhile implementing appropriate mitigain ofimpacts to

the 1913 Lincolilighway (Map 2).Granting entry to the 86.4 acres andeitheventual salevould place
the well, pipelines and associated infrastructuregrivateland. Granting entry to theséands would
simplify the boundaries of both the private attte public lands.

If the ProposedAction is selected, the BLM wolilskue an entry order to the 86 dcres in White Pine
County, Nevada, to entsgerson, Kathy SmithThis would completesntry to the302.5 acre parcel
described in the DLE application submitted on November 5, 1884 Smith would be allowed to make
final proof on the land within four (4yearsby placing onesighth, 10.8 acres, into crop production.

Upon being granted entry samitigation for an eligible sit¢he 1913 segment of the Lincoln Highway
would be rerouted to attach to the 1930 segment north thfe proposed DLE as mitigation (Map 2
Rght-of-way N-92391for the well and pipelines would be relinquishbg Ms. Smithsince these
developments would be within private land

Upon making final prooMs. Smith wilpurchase the land and receive patdndm the BLMransferring
the land into private ownership

The86.4 acres of the Proposed Action avithin the 302.5 acrefentified in thel984DLE application
(Map 1):

Mt. Diablo Meridian, Nevada
T.22N.,R.64E.,
sec. 22 SEYVaNWY4, SWY4NWY4,
NEYaSWWWY4SWYa, NEVaSWYaSWYa, NWY4SWYaSWYa,
SWY4SWY4SWYa, WYLaWY2SEYASWYASWYa;
sec. 27 NWYaNWY4, SWYNWY4,
SYaNEVANEYaNWYANSVYNEYANWIGY2NEYANWY4,
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2.3 NO ACTIOMLTERNATIVE

The DLE would remain two separate parcels totaling 216.1 asrdssignated in thEntry Order issued

by the BLM to Kathy Smith on February 28, 20tk irrigation well and pipeles located on public land
would remain authorized under ROW392391 Ms. Smithhasuntil February 27, 2018 to make final

proof. To commte this process, she would need to install irrigation facilities and produce a crop en one
eighth of the land (27 acres). Upon making final prids, Smithwould be able topurchase the land

and receive patent from the BLM.

The land management complégs created by the stastepped boundary on the east and west sides of
the entered land would not be resolveli.does not ensure that access to the 1913 Lincoln Highway will
remain unobstructed in the vicinity of the northwest corner of Tehama CreekiRahere the private

land and DLE land connect by a point.

The location of the 216.1 acres for the No Action Alternative felemsvs (Map 3)

Mt. Diablo Meridian, Nevada
T.22N.,R.64 E.,
sec. 22 SWYaNWV4, NV2SEVANWYL, SWYASEVANWYa, NWYASEYVASEYANWYa,
NWY4SWYa, WL2NANEYs SWYa, NEVaNWYANEYs SWYa,
NYaNWYLSWYANEYASWYa, NEYVANWYZNEY: SWYa,
NYaNWYLSWYANEYASWYa;
sec. 27 SYaNEVAINEYs NWYia, SYaNWYANEYVANWYL, SYaONEYVANWYL, SWYANWYa,
SEVaNWYANWY4, EVaNEVANWYANWYL, SWYaNEYANWYANWY4,
SYaSWYaNWYaNWY4, SYaNEYASWYANWYINWYL, NEVANEYZSWYANWYANWY4,

10
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2.4 ALTERNATIMEONSIDERED BUT NOT ANALYZED

An alternative was considered to add only 48.75 acres adjacent to the west side of the existing DLE
entry. Ms. Smithwould haveentry to 264.85 acresut of the 302.5 for which she applie@he48.75

acres would place the irggion well and pipelines authorized to Ms. Smith within the land to be
patented upon making final proofdowever, this alternative truncates access to the Lincoln Highway, a
public road, and would require the samen@ute mitigation as the Proposed Aatio Further, this
alternative fails to address the public and private land management problem caused by the stair
stepped boundary and solved by the Proposed Action

The location of the 48.75 acres includes the parcel of land due west of the Tehama @nebklRomits
the land within the stahstepped boundary to the east of trenteredDLE.

Mt. Diablo Meridian, Nevada
T.22N.,R64 E.,
sec. 22SW¥s NWY4,
NY2 SEVa NWVY4, SWY4 SEYa NWYa, NWYa SEVa SEVANWYA,
NWYs SWY2, WY2NWYANEY2SWYa, NEVANWYINEY2SWYa,
NYaNWYLSWYANEYASWYa;
sec. 27 NWYaNWYa, SWYaNWY4;
SYaNEVAINEYVAINWYANSVYINEYVINWELANEYVINWYa,

This alternative was not analyzed because it did not providehstructed access to the 1913 Lincoln
Highway nor did it resolve the land management problems caused by thesttpped boundaryn the
east side of the parcel. Also, it does not support the full 302.5 acre DLE application

12



Chapter 3

3.1 INTRODUCTION

Thischapter will present the cuent affected environment in general and as specific to the issues
identified for the alternatives described @hapter 2. This chapter will also provide a brief overview of
resouces considered but dismissed from detailed analysis due to the lack oftjzdtlem impacts. It

will present the current conditions gfotentially impactedesources aa baseline for analysis in
Chapter 4.

3.1.1 Affected Environment

3.1.1.1 General Settings

The subject lands are located in the northern end of Steptoe V@llgfth Steptoe Valley 2 NJ & G K S
@t )fapioximately 22 miles north of McGill, Nevada. Elevations range between 6,100 and 6,200 feet
(Map 1) Access to the subject lands is frarS. Highway 93 via a welkintained gravel road.

North Steptoe Valley is locatduetween the generally nortisouthctrending Egan and Cherry Creek
ranges on the west and the Schell Creek Range on the east. The center of the valley is approximately 3.3
miles west of the subject lands

Ely, which is located at the south endnafrth Steptoe \alley, is the largest town in theea. The town

of McGill idocated approximately 12 miles north of Ely. Most of the valley is sparsely populated and is
dominated by ranching and farmiragtivities Private lands are mostly developed as pastores

irrigated hay and alfalfa fields. Federal lands surrounding the privately owneddemdde habitat for
wildlife and wild horses, andre used mostly for livestock grazing and recreation.

The climate ohorth Steptoe Valley is characterized as samd and cold. Annual precipitation at the

Ely Airport on the lowlandis generally less than 9 inches. Annual precipitation may average as little as
6 inches in the other lowland areas toward the north end of the valley. Precipitation at the higher
altitudes in both the Egaand Schell Creek ranges averagare than 20 inches and may exceed 30

inches locallyNorth Steptoe Valley is characterized by a wide range in daily and seasonal temperatures.
At McGill, the average annual temperature is 47.4%3audry and July have the lowest and highest
average monthly temperatures. The average January temperature is 16.5°F, and the average July
temperature is 71.2°F. Daily ranges in temperature commonly are 30° or more. The growing season for
this area is abut 105days; howevethe average growing season varies depending upon the relative
topographic location in the valley. The growing season also varies substantially from year to year at a
given location.

3.1.1.2 Supplemental Authoritieand Other Resourceand Uses

' LIWSYRAE ™M 27F . [ al@enl) Wentifiesuppleyidrtal A@Horiti@gor resourceghat

are sulpect to requirements specified by statute or executive order and must be considered in all BLM
environmental @cuments. Further, the RMP identés resources and usés be consideredor analysis
Table 3.1 presents a list of the resoureesl useshat must be consideredand whether the BLM
interdisciplinary team determinethem to be present;the issues identified through scopingnd if the
resource is beingnalyzed fodirect, indirect or cumulativeffects as a result of the Proposed Action

or No Action Alternative.

13



Table 3.1Supplemental Authoritieé Y I NJ S R *& dndi Gthett Résources and Uses

Resource Present | Affected | Rationale for Dismissal from Analysis or Issue(s) Requit
Yes/No | Yes/No | Detailed Analysis
Any increase in emissions and dust resulting from remo
Air Quality* v N of qatlve vegetation and preparation of the land for
agriculture would be temporary and would not cause a
material degradation of air quality.
Converting the subject lands from native sagebrush
Water Resources communities to an alfalfa cropland would require some
(Water Quality Y N form of irrigation. It is unlikely that there would be an
Surface/Ground*) impact to groundwatequality as a result of this action,
and a detailed analysis is not recpd.
. Potential impacts to soil resources are presented in
Soil Resources Y Y Chapter 4 (section 4.2.1.1).
Vegetation
Resources - .
(Forest and v v Potential |mpach to vegetation resources are presented
Rangeland*) Chapter 4 (section 4.2.1.2).
(Threatened or
Endangered Species*)
V\(etla_nds and N N No wetlands or riparian zones have been identified.
Riparian Zones
Fish and Wildlife
(Fish Habitat*) Potential impacts to fish and wildlife aggresented in
(Migratory Birds?) Y Y Chapter 4 (section 4.2.1.3)
(Threatened or P e
Endangered Species*)
Special Status v v Potential impacts to special status species are presente
Species Chapter 4 (section 4.2.1.4)
Wild Horses N N The Proposed Action is not within a WI|C.| horse herd
management areandwould not affect wild horses.
Cultural v N For discussionf the 1913 Lincoln Highway mitigatisee
Resources Chapter 4 (section 4.2.1.5).
BLM has determined that there are no impacts or conce
Native American as a result of complying witRational Historic Preservatio
. Act NHPA Section 106 notices to tribes, and no tribes
Religious N N . e " - .
have identified any traditional religious or cultural sites
Concerns . " .
importance locatedvithin or adjacent to the proposed
project area.
Subject parcels fall within VRM Class lll. Use of public
Visual Resources N lands would not change and impacts to visual resourcesg
y a result ofeitherthe Proposed Actioor the No Action
Alternativewould be insignificant.
Lands and Realty | Y v Potertial impacts to lands and realty are presented in

Chapter 4 (section 4.2.1.6)

14



For discussion of recreational access along the Lincoln

Recreation N Highway se&ection 4.2.1.5 Cultural Resources.
. : Potential impacts to livestock grazing is presented in
Livestock Grazing Y Chapter 4 (section 4.2.1.7)
The Proposed Action would not affésteptoe Valley
Watershed N Watershedmanagement units B and C
Floodplain$ N The Proposed Action is not within a floodplain.
Noxious and Invasive species are not an affected resou
and do not need to be analyzed, because no known
: populations of noxious weeds are currently present with
Noxious and . . . :
. N or adjacent to the Project Area, and Invasive (not noxiol
Invasive Weeds . . .
species are only present intermittenthBased on the
Proposed Action, any direct, indirect or cumulative impa
would not be expected
Wildernesst N No deS|gnate(_3I wilderness would be affected by the
Proposed Action.
Wild and Scenic No designated wild and scenic rivers would be affected
. N .
Rivers* the Proposed Action.
Lands with Both the original (1974.980) andupdated (2011)
wilderness N inventories found wilderness characteristics lacking with
characteristics the project area.
Special
De5|gnat|_ons other N No Special Designations have been identified.
than Designated
Wilderness
The subject lands have been physically inspected and
existing records have been examined in accordance wit
Wastes, Hazardou N Section 120(h) of the Superfund Amendments and
or Solid Reauthorization Act of 1986. No evidence was found to
indicate that any hazardous substance was sidicx one
year or more, or disposed of or released on the property
Environmental N The Proposed Action would not disproportionately affec

Justice*

minority or low income population.

The subject lands encompass two of the map units identified in the Soil Survey of Western White Pine

County:

Soil Resources

Map unit 801¢ Broland very gravelly loam, 4 to 8 percent slopes

This map unit is found in approximately 68 acres of the north parcel of thedubnds. The depth to

seasonal high water table is more than 60 inches and permeability is moderately slow. The hazard of
water and wind erosion is slight. The major component of this map unit is Broland very gravelly loam (85

percent) and it has the fldwing contrasting inclusions: Aridic Argixerolls gravelly loam (5 percent),
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Tulase silt loam (5 percent), Broyles very fine sandy loam (4 percent), and Aridic Durixerolls gravelly
loam (1 percent).

Map Unit 1330; YodyDewar Association

This map unit ifound in the remainder of the subject lands. The depth to seasonal high water table is
more than 60 inches, and permeability is moderate. The hazard of water and wind erosion is slight. This
map unit has the following major components: Yody gravelly stoady (55 percent) and Dewar

gravelly silt loam (30 percent). The following contrasting inclusions are present: Broland very gravelly
loam (5 percent), Durixerollic Calciorthids gravelly loam (4 percent), Kunzler loam (3 percent), and Pyrat
gravelly sandjoam (3 percent).

3.1.1.4 Vegetation Resource

There are no forested or riparian areas on the subject lands. Vegetative structure is comprised of late
seral shrub cover with little to no herbaceous understory.

Vegetation on the subject lands within Soils Map 86it is predominantly black sagebrugtrtemisia
nova with Indian ricegrassA\chnatherum hymenoidés> ¢ K dzND S NIA&hnath& @Rt SANF aa o
thurberianunj, and needle and threadHgsperostipa comajadispersed throughout.

Vegetation on the subject lanagthin Soils Map Unit 1330 is predominantly Wyoming big sagebrush
(Artemisia tridentata ssp. wyomingensis | Y R 5 2 dz3 f ICArg@othainnuvisdidilofizghK o
Indian ricegrassAchnatherum hymenoidgsneedle and threadHesperostipa comaj)aand bdtlebrush
squirreltail Elymus elymoidégslispersed throughout.

3.1.15 Fish and Wildlife

No permanent water that could support agtic species is present in the subject lands. Game animals
such as pronghorn, mule deer, and elk forage on the subject lands todegnee. There is mule deer
winter range lesshtan a mile to the east. A variety of small mammals such as-tddel jackrabbits,
mountain cottontail, coyotes, and badgers that are found in sagebshshblandhabitat are likely to be
present. Reptilesuch as the leopard lizard, sagebrush lizard, western whiptail, and Great Basin
rattlesnake are also likely residents.

The subject lands provide nesting and foraging habitat for a variety of migratory birds. Birds normally

found in sagebrusbhrudand@S 3SGF GA 2y Ay Of dzZRS 02YY2y aLISOASa adz
sparrow, sage thrasher, vesper sparrow, and blhckated sparrow. Raptors that may regularly forage

in the area include rethiled hawks, ferruginous hawks, golden eagles, prairi@fa@nd northern

harriers. Golden eagles and feginous hawks are identified 8. MSpecial Statuspgcies(Section

3.1.1.6)

The Atlas of the Breeding Birds of Nevada (Floyd et al., 2007) was reviewed to assist in the identification
of birds that may beed in the subject lands. Two fesquare kilometer Atlas Blocks were established
northeast of the subject lands. The survey results indicate habitats included on these blocks were more
mesic than those of the project area, but the results provide addiiamformation regarding species

that may occur in the area. Based on the Atlas of Breeding Birds of Nevada, Paisks 3pecies that

are common in Nevada and have a high probability of breeding in the subject lands.

Migratory birds are those listed B0 CFR 10.13 and include many native species commonly found in the
United States. Migratory birds are protected under the Migratory Bird Treaty Act (MBTA), which makes
it unlawful to take, kill, or possess migratory birds.
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Table 3.2Potential breedingdirds in subject lands

Common Name

Scientific Name

NEGSNDa o6t Of0)|

Euphagus cyanocephalus

NBE g SNRa alLd NNE

Spizella breweri

Common nighthawk

Chordeiles minor

Common raven

Corvus corax

Ferruginous hawk

Buteo regalis

Golden eagle

Aquilachrysaetos

Horned lark

Eremophila alpestris

Lark sparrow

Chondestes grammacus

Longbilled curlew

Numenius americanus

Longeared owl

Asio otus

Mallard

Anas platyrhynchos

Mourning dove

Zenaida macroura

Northern harrier

Circus cyaneus

Prairiefalcon

Falco mexicanus

Sage thrasher

Oreoscoptes montanus

Savannah sparrow

Passerculus sandwichensis

Shorteared owl

Asio flammeus

Western meadowlark

Sturnella neglecta

Willet

Catoptrophorus semipalmatus

Vesper sparrow

Pooecetes gramineus

3.1.1.6

Special Status Species

There are no known federally lesi or proposed Threatened or Endangered species that use the subject
lands.

Greatersage-Grouse

The GreaterSageGrouse(GRSG$ a BLM S=nsitive Soeciesthat hasbeen determinedy the U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Servicéo not warrant protectionunder the Endangerd Secies Ad (Septemberr015). The
ARMP Aprovides management direction for the BLM to avoid and minimize disturbance in GRSG
habitat management areas. The ARMPA includasagement actions, GRSG habitat objectives,
mitigation requirements, monitoring protocols and adaptive management triggers and responses.

The subject lands are within the Southeastern Nevada Biological SignificafB8dit and armapped
asPriority Habitat Management Are®HMA; areas that have been identified as having high
conservation value to maintaining@RSG populatigrvhich includes breeding, late broadaring, and
winter concentration areasThe Kathy Smith DLE makes up 0.025% of PHh& Boutheastern
Nevada BSWhere are two active leks, Whiteman Creek and Whiteman Creek Socdkedl1.4 and 2.4
milessouth ofthe DLE boundaryespectively In 2014, the two active leks ranged from 2 to 9 strutting
males TheNorth Tehama Credkkis located).6 mile to the easpf the subject lands, and was last
active in 2003 when had7 strutting males In 2009, the applicant reported that i@RSGave been
observed in the existing agricultural fields or surrounding area (Smith 2009)veovaecording to
NDOWGRSGvere observed using the agricultural fields at the Tehama Creek Ranch in 2011, prior to
construction of the big game exclusionary fence.
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A field visit to the DLE on September 25, 2014 revealed the parcel to the west ofuae gmioperty
containsa Mt. Wheeler Power transmission powerline andiagle poldistribution powerling a

Nevada Bell telephone pole line and a buried facility, a graveled access road from Hwy 93 to the ranch,
the 1930 and 1913 Lincoln Hwywy 93runsalongthe west side andils. Smitlf @rivate landison the
eastsideandincludes two houses, buildingstructures and an elk fenc&he parcel to the north of the
private property is farthest from the powerlines, but grasses anddarb sparse.

Pyagmy rabbit
The pygmy rabbit is anoth&peial Status Specidlsat has recently been found not warranted for

protection under the ESA (Federal Register/Vol. 75, No. 189/Thursday, September 30, 262BHDOI
and Wildlife Service 2010). Pygmy rabbit habitat and sign has been documented within the subject
lands. Pyapy rabbit occurrence is influenced by habitat suitability as indicated by the presences of tall,
dense, big sagebrush stands in combination with deep,\gaartt loose soils for burrows.

Other Special Status Species

Numerous other fecil Status Becieshave the potential to be utilizing the subject lands. The western
OdZINNR gAYy 3 2¢f> f233ISNKSIR AaKNR]S: NBEgSNDa alLl
area. There are no trees suitable for nesting ferruginous hawks or rocky outcrapesting golden

eagles, although they could forage in the area. Various BLM sensitive bat species would be expected to

forage over the subject lands, but no roosting habitat for bats isaailTable 33 lists the BLM special
status species that mayelpotentially inhabiting or utilizing the subject lands.

Table 3.3Special Status Species potentially occurring or utilizing the subject lands

Common Name

| Scientific Name

Birds

Golden eagle

Aquila chrysaetos

Western burrowing owl

Athene cuniculariallypugaea

Ferruginous hawk

Buteo regalis

{6l AyazyQa KI 41

Buteo swainsoni

Greater saggrouse

Centrocercus urophasianus

Loggerhead shrike

Lanius ludovicianus

Sage thrasher

Oreoscoptes montanus

NEgSNRa& aLl NNE g

Spizella breweri

Mammals

Pygmy rabbit

Brachylagus idahoensis

Pallid bat

Antrozous pallidus

¢ 296y as yeRredbato A 3

Corynorhinus townsendii

Big brown bat

Eptesicus fuscus

Spotted bat

Euderma maculatum

Western red bat

Lasiurus blossevillii

Hoary bat

Lasiurus cinereus

California myotis

Myotis californicus

Western smatfooted myotis

Myaotis ciliolabrum

Longeared myotis

Myotis evotis

Little brown myotis

Myotis lucifugus

Longlegged myotis

Myotis volans

Yuma myotis

Myotis yumanensis

Western pipistrelle

Pipistrellus hesperus

Brazillian fregtailed bat

Tadarida brasiliensis
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3.1.1.7 Qultural Resources

Acultural resources inventorgf the Area of Potential Effects (AREfaling 310-acreswhich includes

the subject landsvas completed in 2009. The inventory identified a tatbl1l archaeological sites, both
historic and prehistoricOne of thearchaeologicasitesconsists otwo segmentsf the HistoricLincoln
Highway One segment is the 1913 route and second segment is the 1930 Batk.the 1913 and the
1930 routes haw beendeterminedeligiblefor the National Register of Historic Plac&nly the 1913
segment of the Lincoln Highwayowd be affected by théroposedAction.

3.1.1.8 Lands and Realty

There are six ROW authorizations within the area of the Proposed ActionAMdapf the six, five

directly serve the Tehama Creek Ranch or the portion of the DLE to which entry has been granted. Some
of the ROWs are elmcated withother ROWSsfor examplethe ROW for the irrigation well and pipelines

being situated within portioa of the power line and access road ROWSs.

Table 34 Rightsof-ways authorizations

Case file Serial

Number Description

Mt. Wheeler Power Transmission Line

N-5485 ¢CKAa Aa | nnQ & A RS-Nmdiohg the WeéstbouNdiny &f thel
existingand proposedLE.It has an offshoot that runs east to other private
lands east of the Tehama Creek Ranch.

Mt. Wheeler Power Distribution Line

N-7922 CKAd A& | HpQ 6ARS -pwhyp GFKUILINENEHAY YAl (]
west. Line provides2 6 SNJ (12 YI G K& { ¥YRIKQa A NJ

NV BelBuriedTelephone Line

N-47878 ¢CKAA Aa | mMnQ ¢ Athe Sortvdoidth partion aiN-68288/aing ¥
access road 181430,to provide telephone service to Tehama Creek Ranch.

NV BelBuriedTelephone Line

N-66289 is primarilya n Q & A RS  w hotth-sdukhlparalleNidAy7a22to
the west of the DLEIt has an offshoot from the northsouth linegoingeast,
along access road-81430, to theTehama CreeRanch.

N-66289

Kathy Smith access road to Tehama Creek Ranch
N-81430 ¢CKAA Aad I onQ ¢6ARS wh?2 T BEdiréckos fromOg
o (G2 aad {YAGKQA ¢SKIFYIF [/ NBS|T wlty

Tehama Creek, LLC irrigation well and pipelines for the Kathy Bitfith

N-92391 ¢CKAd A& | onQ 6ARS whH 2/ RT avMIROMESr HeNP
existingirrigationwell.
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Map 4:Rights of Ways
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