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In Reply Refer To:
5000(NVL02000)

Dear Interested Public:

The Ely District BLM, Schell Field Office is proposing to restore quaking aspen stands in the
EganRange near Ely, Nevada. Quaking aspen is the most shade intolerant species in the west
and without disturbance or management, will be lost from the landscape. Aspen provides
valuable wildlife habitat as well as unique scenic and recreational opp@sunitreatments are
designed to promote regeneration and allow for a varied age distribution of aspen stems within a
stand.

TheEganRange Aspen Restoration project aims at restoring quaking aspen stands though
treatments that may include: hand removatahpeting conifers, prescribed fire and fencing. A
combination of these treatments may be needed to meet the objectives.

A preliminary environmental assessment discussing the proposed action and any potentially
significant impact to the quality of theiman environment has been prepared for your

review.

The document is available thie Ely District web site
http://www.blm.gov/nv/st/en/fo/ely_field_office.html

Please respond with any comments in writing-ebruary 162009. Comments may be
addressed o Mary DOAversa, Field Manager, Schell
Management, HC 33 Box 33500, Ely, NV 89301.

For more information please contact the Ely District Forester, Zach Peterson,289%7&/1 or
zachary peterson@blm.gov

Sincerely,

\sMary DOAversa

Mary DOAversa
Field Manager
Schell Field Office
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1.0 INTRODUCTION

This Environmental Assessment (EA) has been prepared to analyze the Bureau of Land Management
(BLM) Schell Field Officebs pr &gaoRamgéneatEly, Nevada.t or e a
The range is located on the west side of Hwy 93 andhdsgtirtom the Elko County line south to White

River Valleyin both the Schell and Egan Field Officéghe EA assists the BLM in project planning and

ensuring compliance with the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), and in making a determination
astowhet her any HAsignificanto impacts could result
by NEPA and is found in Chapter 40 of the Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) §81508.27. An EA

provides evidence for determining whether to prepare an @magntal Impact Statement (EIS) or a
statement of AFinding of No Significant I mpacto (

This document is tiered to tlidy Proposed Resource Management Plan/Final Environmental Impact
StatemenfRMP/EIS, 2007) released in November 2007. Shouldermd@aation be made that

i mpl ementation of the proposed or alternative act
i mpactso or fAsignificant environment al i mpacts be
Finding Of No Significant Impactswill be prepared to document that determination, and a Decision

Record issued providing the rationale for approving the chosen alternative.

1.1Background:

Quaking aspenRopulus tremuloidgds the most shade intolerantespecies in the western U.S.

Without disturbance, the shdived species will become overtopped by conifers and without full sunlight
will stop reproducing othestem of the clone will die. Without natural disturbance, i.e. wildéispen

stands mudbe restoredhroughother means. This proposal will be to restore these aspen stands through
hand cuttingof conifers and prescribed fivgithin the stand in order to increase the amount of light in the
stand and thereby increase regeneration of the .cloreddition, this environmental assessment will

analyze fencing of the aspen stands as part of the proposed action. Fencing aspen clones is very
successful at reducing herbivory of the aspen stems by ungulates and therefore increasing regeneration
potential.

The Ely District, based on numbers from the Ely District Approved Resource Management plan (RMP),
hasapproximately 7,000 acres of quaking aspen. Currently 60% of the aspen in the district is in an
overmature phase tree state, while the other i40fa mature pase tree state. Table 1 shdines

desired condition based on the RMP and the current state of quaking aspen on the Ely District.

Table 1. Desired range and current condition of aspen resources based on Ely Disti20B3)JP

Herbaceas State| Herbaceous State Tree State Tree State
(shrub and (immature (mature woodland (overmature woodland
sapling phase) | woodland phase) phase) phase)
Canopy cover 0-15% 16-29% tree 30-45% tree 45% or greater canopy
canopy cover canopy cover | cover(includes conifer
dominated)
Desired Range | 14% (980 acres)| 40% (2,800 acres| 45% (3,150 acres] <1% (<70 acres)
Current 0% (0 acres) 0% (0 acres) 40%(2,800 acres)  60%(4,200 acres)
Conditions

Areas with the highest concentration of aspen standshaken in Figure1 and 2 While these areas

contain many plant communities, aspen is most likely to be found in these areas and on the ground
verificationhas confirmed this.In theEganRange, aspen communities are likely to be found in and near
thefollowing plant commurties: pinyon pine, limber pin&Engelmann spruce, and white firhe 1,400

acres shown has been determined to have the highest potential for supporting aspen communities. It is
possible that other aspen communities exist irEtgm Range other than those shoimrFigures 1 and 2
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The intent of this environmental assessment is to analyze potential impacts to resources of treating any
aspen on BLM administered land within thganRangeusing the proposed methods found in this EA
(not including aspen communities located in wilderrerss.

1.2 Purposeand Needof the Proposed Action:

Quaking aspen communities within the Blistrict lack successful regeneration to persist on the
landscape in the short or long term dualtereddisturbance regimes and herbivory. Once lost, aspen
communities do not recover paturally reappear on the landscape due to the asexual reproduction of the
clone through root suckering:his restoration effort will increase regeneration of aspen and introduce a
new age cohort of stems. Overall health of the aspen communities witirbased.In addition, wildlife
species will benefit from increased aspen regeneration and heterogeneity within the aspdrastiynd.
desired condition classes found in the Ely District Approved Resource Management Plan (August 2008)
will be obtain& on a landscape scale within tiganRange through implementation of this restoration
effort.



Figure 1. Map of potential quaking aspen communities within thé&lorth Egan Range
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Figure 2. Map of potential quaking aspen communities within th&outh Egan Range



