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PROPOSED DECISION
Grazing Permit Renewals for Aaron Kesler(2703103)Herbert Stathes (2704455)
and Sterling Wines(2704562)or the Cherry Creek Allotment (00403) and the Big
Rock Seeding Allotment (00428)and for Turner & Irlbeck Ranch (2704541) for the
Cherry Creek Allotment

Background Information

OnOctoberl7, 2008the Finding of No Significant Impact (FONSI) féaron Kesler
(2703103)Herbert Stathes (270445%nd Sterling Wine704562)or the Cherry
Creek Allotment (00403) and the Big Rock Seeding Allotment (0Q42&) for Turner &
Irlbeck Ranch (204541) for the Cherry Creek Allotments signed (EA No. N\043
08-012. The FONSJIEnvironmental Assessment (EA), and Standards Determination
Document arattached.This proposed decision is igliin accordance with 43 CFR
4160.1.

This decisionrcomgies with BLM Nevada Instruction Memorandum (IM) No. NX0O6&

034 which provides guidance to facilitate the preparation of grazing permit renewal
Environmental Assessments (EAs) as per the requirement set forth in BLM Washington
Office IMs WO 2003071 and VO 2004126.

The proposed action is in conformance with the Ely District Record of Decision and

Approved Resource Management Plan détegust 20,2008. The proposed action is
specifically provided for in - kake foll owing N
approximately 11,246,900 acres and 545,267 animal unit months available for livestock

grazing on a longerm basis. L&b; Maintain the current preference, seasbuse, and

kind of livestock until the allotments that have not been evaluated for meetimakorg

progress toward meeting the standards or are in conformance with the policies are

evaluated. Depending on the results of the standards assessment, maintain or modify

grazing preference, seasanfsuse, kind of livestock, and grazing managementtizex



to achieve the standards for rangeland health. Changes, such as improved livestock
management, new range improvement projects, and changes in the amount and kinds of

forage permanently available for livestock use, can lead to changes in preference,

authorized seaseaof-use, or kind of livestock. Ensure changes continue to meet the

RMP goals and objectives, including the stan

The term grazing permits under consideration authorize grazing use ©Ghehg Creek
Allotment (00403) and the Big Rock Seeding Allotment (004@8the permittees
identified above. The term permits for Dan Hoétay and Mary LegrandJames A. and
Carleen J. Westill be fully processed separate from this decisidhe Cherry Creek
Allotment and the Big Rock Seeding Allotment encompasses approximately 153,107
public land acres and 1,862 public land acres, respectiVélg.new grazing permits will
reflect terms and conditions in accordance with the EA.

The current term permit for AandKesler authorizes 3,475 Animal Unit Months (AUMSs)

for Cherry Creek Allotment and 340 AUMs for the Big Rock Seeding Allotment.

Permitted use for Aaron Kesler ftire Cherry Creek Allotmens 2,276 AUMs active,
565AUMs voluntary nonuse and 634 AUMs susded nonuseThe current term permit
authorizsapproximately 227 head of cattle with a season of use from 05/01 to 02/28.
Permitted use for Aaron Keslasrfthe Big Rock Seeding Allotmers, 340 AUMSs active

and 0 AUMs are suspended nonu3decurrentterm permit authorsapproximately

136head of cattle with a season of use from 05/01 to 07/15 on even numbered years, and
approximately67 head of cattle with a season of use from 09/01 to 2/28 on odd numbered
years.

The current term permit for HerlieStathesauthorizesl,325 AUMs for Cherry Creek
Allotment and 77 AUMs for the Big Rock Seeding Allotmdpermitted use forerbert
Stathedor the Cherry Creek Allotmemd 567 AUMSs active, 172UMs voluntary
nonuseand 586 AUMs are suspended nonu$hke current term permit authoeg
approximately 56 head of cattle with a season of use from 05/01 to (¢2&iitted use
for Herbert Stathefor the Big Rock Seeding Allotment & AUMs active and 0 AUMs
suspended nonusdhe current term permit autheeisapproximatel\31 head of cattle
with a season of useom 05/01 to O715 on even numbered years, and approximately 1
head of cattle with a season of use from 09/01 to 2/28 on odd numbered years.

The current term permit for Sterling Wines authorizdt0 Animal Unit Months

(AUMSs) for Cherry Creek Allotment and 62 AUMs for the Big Rock Seeding Allotment.
Permitted use faBterling Winedor the Cherry Creek Allotment 854 AUMs active,

145 AUMs voluntary nonuse, and 496 AUMs suspended nonlise curent term

permit authorizing approximately 49 head of cattle with a season of use from 05/01 to
02/28. Permitted use fosterling Winedor the Big Rock Seeding Allotment 82 AUMs
active and 0 AUMs suspended nonu3&e current term permit authoeiz

approximately25 head of cattle with a season of use from 05/01 to 07/15 on even
numbered years, and approximately 10 head of cattle from 09/01 to 2/28 on odd
numbered years.



The current term permit for Turner & Irlbeck Ranch authorizes 1,600 Animal Unit
Months (AUMSs) for Cherry Creek AllotmenPermitted use foFurner & Irlbeck Ranch
for the Cherry Creek Allotmei 1,177 AUMs active, 423 voluntary nonuse and O
AUMSs suspended nonusdhe current term permit authoeigapproximately 160 head of
cattlewith a season of use from 05/01 to 02/28.

Fully processing and renewing the term permitsNaron KeslerHerbert Stathesand

Sterling Wines for th Cherry Creek Allotmerdnd the By Rock Seeding Allotmengnd

for Turner &Irlbeck Ranchfor the Chery Creek Allotmenprovides for a legitimate

multiple use of the public lands and includes terms and conditions for grazing use that
conform to Guidelines and will achieve or make significant progress towards achieving
the Standar ds f omGrédeBasand@adirsacddrdande ithalls t e
applicable laws, regulations, and policies and in accordance with Title 43 CFR 4130.2(a)
which statesi Gr az i ng p e shallibe issued to qublied applisants to

authorize use on the public lands anceotands under the administration of the Bureau

of Land Management that are designated as available for livestock grazing through land
us e p Tha desisiol specificallidentifiesmanagement actions atefms and

conditions appropriate to achieve mgement and resource condition objectives. The
proposed action that was developed under this proposed decision executes livestock
management practices that would ensure that Standards for Rangeland Health and
multiple use objectives continue to be acbkigand that significant progress is made
towards those that are currently not achieved.

The standards were assessed foGherry Creek Allotmenand the By Rock Seeding
Allotmentby a BLM interdisciplinary team consisting of rangeland management
specalists, wildlife biologist, weeds specialist, watershed specialishaeologist, and
others. Documents and publications used in the assessment process incl8dé the
Survey of Western White Pine Area, Nevada, Parts of White Pine and Eureka Counties
Ecological Site Descriptions for Major Land Resource Area 28Brpreting Indicators

of Rangeland Health (USEBLM et al. 2000), Sampling Vegetation Attributes (USDI
BLM et al. 1996) and the National Range and rasHandbook (USDANRCS 1997).

For a canplete list of references, see part VII. Consultation and Coordination of the
Environmental Assessmenill are available for public review in tiegan FieldOffice.

The interdisciplinary team used rangeland monitoring data, professional observations,
ard photographs to assess achievement of the Standards and conformance with the
Guidelines.

The internal scoping and assessment of rangeland health fohéney Creek Allotment

and the By Rock Seedindllotment was conducted on April 4, 2008. At thgeting,

the proposed action was presented to the interdisciplinary team. A review and analysis of
the rangeland monitoring data was conducted. Rangeland monitoring data foethe C
Creek Allotmentand the Bj Rock Seedin@llotment is summarized irhe Standards
Determination Document that is associated with the Term Permit Renewal EA (Appendix

| of the EA). As a result of the interdisciplinary team assessment and monitoring data
review, it has been determined that rangeland health and the quatieypant

communities is adequate to authorize the grazing permit renewals.



The assessment of rangeland health focaherry Creek Allotment and the Big Rock
SeedingAllotmentwas conducted in the summer, 20@&r the Cherry Creek Allotment
Standard Juplands) and Standard 3 (habitat) were determined taobachieving the
Standard, but making significant progress towaitls:as also determined for these two
standards thaiestock are not a contributing factim not achieving the Standard and
thatfailure to meet the standawhsrelated to other issues or conditiorir Standard 2
(riparian andvetland for the Cherry Creek Allotment it was determined that iois n
achieving the Standard, but making significant progress tow#trdsas detemined that
livestockwasa contributing factor to not achieving the Standard thaffailure to meet
the standar@vasalsorelated to other issues or conditiorir Big Rock Seeding
Allotment Standard 1 fulands) and Standard 3 (habitat) are achievivg$tandard.
Standard 2 (riparian andetfand was not aes®dbecause all six of thgpringson the
allotment are located aboveB60 feet in steep terradominated bypinion juniper
woodlandsand notaccessedybcattle.

Grazing systemwithin the Chery Creek Allotmentare in placdor the Cherry Creek
Allotmentacmrding to the grazing decision of 2001 and livestock grazing agreements
reached as a result of the 2001 decision. The reduction in AUMS and grazing systems
havedistributal livestock use ad result in moderate or less utilization of key forage plant
species resulting in appnogte production andover Range improvement projects such

as the construction of a fence in 1999 to split the Goshute Seeding, in the Cherry Creek
Allotment, into a east and west pasture have improved springs within the east pasture of
the Goshute Seeding. Additional range improvement projects inclugargan

protection fenmg being consideretbr other springs/seefs help continue progressing
toward achievig Standard 2Based on a review of the monitoring data presented in this
determinationcurrent livestock grazing management practices ilCtiesry Creek

Allotment and the Big Rock Seediiglotmentare in conformance with the Guidelines

for Livestock Gazing ManagementA review and analysis of the monitoring data was
conducted. A summary of the findings for both allotments are as follows:

Cherry Creek Allotment

Standard 1.Upland Sitesare rot achieving the Standard, but making significant pragres
towards. Livestock are not a contributing factor to not achieving the Standard, failure to
meet the standard is related to other issues or conditiRersgeland monitoring and
professional observation indicates that overall soil condition is curresithg

maintained. Soils are stable and productive and the topsoil is holding in plastkey
areas are meeting the vegetative cover appropriate to the corresponding ecological site
with four key areas having increased cover over the last ten yaaeetdhe appropriate
amount cover for their ecological sites. Two key areas have decreased cover over the last
ten years and are not meeting the appropriate amount of cover for their ecological site.
Current cattle grazing is not attributed to the déatjrcover. Both sites had appropriate
cover in 1998, so lower precipitation may be a factor in the decline of vegetative cover.
Halogeton KHalogeton glomeratyshas also increased at both sites.




Standard 2.Riparian and Wetland Sitese not achievinghe Standard, but making
significant progress towards. Livestock are a contributing factor to not achieving the
Standard, failure to meet the standardis®related to other issues or conditiorfSeveral
riparian areas are improving based on monitpdata collected and professional
observations. The upper portion of Goshute Creek was found tgbap@r functioning
conditionin 2005, while the lower portiowas found to be nefunctionalwith an

incised, gravelly, fairly straight channel with ahivelocity flow, similar to a ditchnd
lacking riparian characteristiciEgan Creek was found to be in proper functioning
condition in August 2005In 2005, three springs analyzed in the Goshute Seeding had
improved from functional at risk to propemittioning condition. A cluster of small
springs/seeps loted south of the Green Ranch were also analyzed. Four were rated
proper functioning condition in 1995. Data for the remaining springs demonstrated that
the springs were functional at risk to mamctional in 1995. In 2005, two of these
springs showed improvement with a rating of proper functioning condition.

Riparian Areas Not Improvingtn 1998, DuckCreek flowed north of the Schellbourne
Road for 0.75 miles. At that time, 5.5 milescogéek riparian were found to be in proper
functioning condition.Livestock use was found to be light throughout the Duck Creek
lowland riparian areas. The survieyl998was conducteduringa very wet year. This

led to extended stream flow and bettartimormal livestock distribution on wetland
areas.In 2005,Duck Creek and associated wetlandsafound to be in proper

functioning condition for the first four miles, beginning at the southern allotment
boundary and flowing north. This was the disean@ter occurred in the stream channel.
Water was not flowing in the creek channel for approximately the next two miles, to
Schellbourne Road. This two mile portion of the creek was found to be functioning at
risk with some undercutting and bare baokservedand local heavy livestock utilization
noted. Both 2005 and 1998 received about the same amount of precipitation, however
lack of precipitation may also be a factor since the amount of precipitation received over
the period of time between the twtudies has declined (see EA, Appendix I, Chet}.7

Standard 3.Habitatis not achieving the Standard, but making significant progress
towards. Livestock are not a contributing factor to not achieving the Standard, failure to
meet the standard islated to other issues or conditions.

Rangeland monitoring shows habitat conditions throughout a large portion of the
allotment exhibit a healthy, and productive, plant community that is progressing toward
providing suitable habitat for wildlife and m&amning ecological processes. Key areas
located in the slough, including those in saline meadow andehelay basin, indicate

that plant diversity is good to excellent and that these areas are improving. The Overland
Burn located in the Cherry CreekiiRge also hagood plant diversity with a variety of

upland shrubs and grasses including serviceb@me(anchieMedik.), elderberry
(Sambucug..), and basin wild ryel;eymuscinereus)

Rangeland monitorindoes indicate that several areas on theraot are noéxhibitng
a healthy, and productive, plant commurahd are noprogressing toward providing
suitable habitat for wildlife and maintaining ecological processes.



Big Rock Seeding Allotment

Standard 1.Upland Sitestandard is achievedrangeland monitoring and professional

observation indicates that overall soil condition is currently being maintained. Soils are

stable and productive and the topsoil is holding in plaice intercept cover studies

have been conducted at the five keyaarevithin the allotmentAppendix IIl, Table 31

summarizes data collected at these five key areas. A well dispersed accumulation of litter

i's present at each key caverdeangleryadequptatst year s o
support functioning soil catitions.

Standard 2.Riparian and Wetland Sitestandard was not accesséthere are five
naturalsprings and one developed spring on the Big Rock Seeding Allotment on public
land. All six of these springs are located above 6, 800 feet in steepéer deminated

by pinion juniper woodlandsDue to these factorapne ofthese springs are accessed by
cattle. Proper functioning condition to evaluate riparian health and functionality has not
yet been determined for these springs. The one develpgad basvater piped to a

trough at a lower elevation to water livestock.

Standard 3.Habitat standard is achieveBangeland monitoring show habitat

conditions overall exhibit a healthy, and productive, plant community that is progressing
toward prowding suitable habitat for wildlife and maintaining ecological processes over
the majority of the allotment. Vegetative structure and distribution is appropriate for this
crested whegrassseeding Although shrub densities are increasitig crested

wheatgrass is maintaining good vigor and this grass species is able to handle the grazing
pressure, especially during the critical growing season.

The project proposal was posted on the Ely BLM District Office web site, on or about
April 30, 2008, ahttp:/www.blm.gov/nv/st/en/fo/ely_field_office.html. No comments
were received to the proposal. hard copy of the preliminary EA was mailed on
September 30, 2008 to the permittees and those publics who requested one and who have
expressed an interest in rangnanagement actions on the Cherry Creek Allotment and

the Big Rock Seeding Altmment. The preliminary EA was posted on the Ely District

web site on or about September 30, 2008. The preliminary EA allowed a fifteen day
comment period. No comments havemeeceived in response to the web site posting.
Verbal comments were received from the one grazing permittee, Aaron Kesler via
permittee requested meeting. The comments were documented on a BLM conversation
record. Changes to the EA have been madalhgsen the comments received.

Additional information on public consultation and coordination is presented in Section
VIl of the EA.

LIVESTOCK MANAGEMENT DECISION



Grazing Permit Terms and Conditions for Aaron Kesler, Herbert Stathes, and Sterling
Wines for the Cherry Creek Allotment and the Big Rock Seeding Allotment; and for
Turner & Irlbeck Ranch for the Cherry Creek Allotment are as follows

Terms and conditions of authorized use will be carried forth from the 2001 agreements
except for a change the season of use for the term permit held by Aaron Kesler on the
North Egan Seeding in the Cherry Creek Allotment. For the Cherry Creek Allotment the
season of use faterbert StathesSterling WinesaandTurner & Irlbeck Ranchwill

remain May 1 to Felbary 28. For the Cherry Creek Allotment the season of use for
Aaron Kesler Wl remain May 1 to February 28 except for the season of use specific to
theNorth Egan Seeding in the Cherry Creek AllotmefbheNorth Egan Seedingeason

of use will be changkto March 1 to February Z8d include a six week rest period. On
even years this rest period will be set to occur from May 1 to June 15 to allow the crested
wheatgrass time to recover and maintain plant he&émmitted use for the Cherry Creek
Allotment will remain as 5,293 active AUMs and 1,569 AUtdmaining in voluntary
nonuse

The Big Rock Seeding Allotment will continue withetspring/fall rotation grazing
system withseasons of use remaig May 1 toJuly 15 on even numbered yearsl
Septenber 1to February 28 on odd numbered years. ddtee AUMswill remain at
621 AUMS.

Livestock Management Practice$erms and Conditions

In accordance with 43 CFR 4110.3, 4112(B) and 41303 permitted use for Aaron
Kesler,Herbert Stathesard Sterling Wines for the Cherry Creek Allotment and the Big
Rock Seeding Allotmerdnd for Turner & Irlbeck Ranch for the Cherry Creek Allotment
will appear as follows on the permit:

Term Permit for Aaron Kesler (#2703103)

Allotment | Pasture Livestock | Grazing Period | % Type AUMs
Name Name Number/ | Begin - End Public | Use *
and Kind Land*
Number
Cherry Native 170 05/01-02/28 100 Active | 1,702
Creek Cattle
(00403) | North Egan | 33Cattle | 03/01-02/286ix | 100 Active | 396
Seeding week annual rest
period- rested on
even year$/1-
6/15
West 10 Cattle | 05/01-02/28 100 Active | 108
Goshute
Seeding
East Goshutq 43 Cattle | 05/01:06-15 (odd | 100 Active | 65
Seeding years)




11 Cattle

09/01-02/28 (even

ye

ars)

65

Big Rock
Seeding
(00428)

136
Cattle

05/02-07/15 (even

ye

ars)

57 Cattle

09/01-02/28 (odd
years)

100 Active

340

339

*0% Public Land is the percent of public land for billing purposes.

*AUMs may differ from Active Permitted Use due to a rounding difference with tf

number of livestocland the period of use.

Allotment AUMs Summary

Allotment and Pasture Active | Voluntary Suspended | Total
AUMs | Nonuse AUMs| AUMs AUMs
Total for Cherry Creek 2,276 565 634 3,475
Native Range 1,702 565 634 2,901
North Egan Seeding 400 0 0 400
West Goshute Seeding 108 0 0 108
East Goshute Seeding 66 0 0 0
Total for Big Rock Seeding 340 0 340
Term Permit for Herbert Stathes (270445p
Allotment | Pasture | Livestock Grazing Period % Type | AUMs**
Name and Name | Number/Kind Begin - End | Public | Use
Number Land*
Cherry Native 8 Cattle 05/01-02/28 100 Active | 80
Creek
(00403) | South | 48Cattle 05/0:02/28 |100 | Active | 480
Egan
Seeding
Big Rock 31 Cattle 05/01:07/15 100 Active | 74
Seeding (even years)
(00428) 13 Cattle 09/01-02/28 71
(odd yeas)

*% Public Land is the percent of public land for billing purposes.
*AUMs may differ from Active Permitted Use due to a rounding difference with th
number of livestock and the period of use.

Allotment AUMs Summary

Allotment and Pasture Active Voluntary Suspended | Total
AUMs Nonuse AUMs| AUMs AUMs
Total for Cherry Creek 567 172 586 1,325
Native Range 80 172 586 838
South Egan Seeding 487 0 0 487
Total for Big Rock Seeding 77 0 77

Term Permit for Sterling Wines (2704562




Allotment | Pasture | Livestock Grazing Period % Type | AUMs**
Nameand | Name Number/Kind | Begin End Public | Use
Number Land*
Cherry Native 35 Cattle 05/01-02/28 100 Active | 350
Creek
(00403) | South 14 Cattle 05/0:02/28 | 100 | Active | 140
Egan
Seeding
Big Rock 25 Cattle 05/02:07A5 100 Active | 62
Seedng (even years)
(00428) 10 Cattle 09/01-02/28 60
(odd yeary

*0% Public Land is the percent of public land for billing purposes.

*AUMs may differ from Active Permitted Use due to a rounding difference with th

number of livestock and the period of use.

Allotment AUMs Summary

Allotment and Pasture | Active Voluntary Suspended Total
AUMs Nonuse AUMs | AUMs AUMs
Total for Cherry Creek 499 145 496 1,140
Native Range 352 145 496 993
South Egan 147 0 0 147
Seeding
Total for Big Rock 62 0 62
Seeding
Term Permit for Turner & Irlbeck Ranch (2704541)
Allotment | Pasture | Livestock Grazing % Type AUMs**
Name and| Name Number/Kind | Period Public | Use
Number Begin End Land*
Cherry Native 102 Cattle 05/02-02/28 | 100 Active | 1,019
Creek West 9 Cattle 05/0:02/28 | 100 Active | 90
(00403) Goshute
Seeding
East 37 Cattle 05/01:06-15 | 100 Active | 56
Goshute (odd year}y
Seeding -5 catie 09/0202/28 54
(even years

*0% Public Land is the percent of public land folling purposes.
*AUMs may differ from Active Permitted Use due to a rounding difference with th

number of livestock and the period of use.

Allotment AUMs Summary

Allotment and Pasture

Active
AUMSs

Voluntary

Nonuse AUMs

Suspended
AUMs

Total
AUMSs




Total for Cherry Creek 1,177 423 0 1,600
Native Range 1,027 423 0 1,450
West Goshute Seedin 93 0 0 93
East Goshute Seeding 57 0 0 57

The proposed term permit and allotment information is as follows:

The renewal of the term grazing permits for Aaronl&esierbert StathesandTurner &

Irlbeck Ranchwill be for a period of ten years. The renewal of the term grazing permit

for Sterling Wines will be for a period of t
lease that expires on February 28, 20W@on transfer or renewal of the lease, the

subsequent term permitilivbe issued for the remaining eight years of the ten year term

permit period. To comply with the stipulations of the agreements, an evaluation will be

completed in 2011, at which timeetbe term permits may or may not be issued with

changes, based on the need for new terms and conditidris.decision will be effective

upon the decision becoming final or pending final determination on appeal.

Terms and conditions for grazing use whiah become pertinent to the permits for
Aaron Kesler (2703103Herbert Stathes (270445%nd Sterling Wine2704562)or
the Cherry Creek Allotment (00403) and the Big Rock Seeding Allotment (0C:28);
for Turner & Irlbeck Ranch (2704544)e proposd as follows:

Terms and Conditionspecific to each permittee on the Cherry Creek Allotment

Aaron Kesler

1.1l n accordance with the AStipulation to Mod
signed in November 2003, a total of 565 AUMs from the 1,199 suspédigd
from the Cherry Creek Allotment native rangiél lee placed in voluntary nonuse
until March 1, 2010.

2. Active usewill not exceed 10% of the totattive use fothe Cherry Creek Allotment
native ranch between May 1 and May 15, therefore, a maxinmhdmOocan be
licensed between May 1 and May 15 on the native range.

3. Goshute Seeding: The Goshute Seeding is divided into two pastures, the East Pasture
and the West Pasture.

e A spring/fall rest rotation season of us# be established for the EastsRae of the
Goshute Seeding. Spring us#l be authorized from May 1 to June 15. Fall wile
be authorized from September 1 to February 28.

e The season of use for the West Pasture of the Goshute Sedting May 1 to
February 28. Water haulivgll be required in the West Pasture to achieve proper
livestock distribution.

4. North Egan Seeding: Water hauling may be required in the seeding to achieve proper
livestock distribution.

5. In accordance with the exchange agreement dated January 2004 H¢itiveear
and Herbert Stathes, this permit exchanged 335 AUMs of active use permitted in the
South Egan Seeding for 335 AUMs of active use permitted in the native range.
Therefore this permit no longer has grazing preference in the South Egan Seeding;



instead it has an additional 335 AUMs in the native range for a total of 1,702 AUMs
in the native range.

The season of use for the North Egan Seeding in the Cherry Creek Allotrtdre
changed to March 1 to February 28 and include a six week rest pénodven years
this rest perioavill be set from May 1 to June 15 to allow the crested wheat grass
time to recover and maintain plant health.

Herbert Stathes

1.

Herbert Stathes agrees to place 172 AUMs of his current permitted use on native
range of 587 AIMs on the Cherry Creek Allotment into voluntary nonuse for
conservation purposes for a period of ten years beginning March 1, 2001. Cherry
Creek Allotment cattle grazing privileges of 172 AUM#l wemain on the Term

Grazing Permit in voluntary nonuse.

Active usewill not exceed 10% of the totattiveuse on the Cherry Creek Allotment
native ranch between May 1 and May 15, therefore, a maximum of 8 can be licensed
between May 1 and May 15 on the native range.

South Egan Seeding: Water haulwidj be reuired in the seeding to achieve proper
livestock distribution. When rangeland monitoring studies indicate sufficient
additional forage is available and objectives are being met, temporargmewable
(TNR) grazing may be issued. TNR grazing authowrassue in the South Egan
Seedingwill be initially offered to the permittees with adjudicated AUMS in the
seeding. If any or all of the three permittees are unable to make TNR use, the other
Cherry Creek Allotment permitteesll be encouraged to mak@plication for TNR

use in the South Egan Seeding.

In accordance with the exchange agreement dated January 2004 between Kitt Lear
and Herbert Stathes, this permit exchanged 335 AUMs of active use permitted in the
native range for 335 AUMSs of active usermitted in the South Egan Seeding.
Therefore this permit now has 80 AUMs of grazing preference in the native range and
335 AUMs in the South Egan Seeding.

Sterling Wines

1.

2.

Sterling Wines agrees to place 145 AUMs of his current permitted use on native
range of 497 AUMs on the Cherry Creek Allotment native range into voluntary
nonuse for conservation purposes for a period of ten years beginning March 1, 2001.
Cherry Creek Allotment cattle grazing privileges of 145 AUMK vemain on the

Term Grazing Periin voluntary nonuse.

Active usewill not exceed 10% of the totattiveuse on the Cherry Creek Allotment
native ranch between May 1 and May 15, therefore, a maximum of 35 can be licensed
between May 1 and May 15 on the native range.

South Egan SeedingiVater haulingwill be required in the seeding to achieve proper
livestock distribution. When rangeland monitoring studies indicate sufficient
additional forage is available and objectives are being met, temporargmenable
(TNR) grazing may be issde TNR grazing authorization issue in the South Egan
Seedingwill be initially offered to the permittees with adjudicated AUMS in the
seeding. If any or all of the three permittees are unable to make TNR use, the other



Cherry Creek Allotment permitte@sll be encouraged to make application for TNR
use in the South Egan Seeding.

Turner & Irlbeck Ranch

1. Turner & Irlbeck Ranclagrees to place 423 AUMs of their current permitted use on
native range of 1,450 AUMs on the Cherry Creek Allotment native ramge i
voluntary nonuse for conservation purposes for a period of ten years beginning March
1, 2001. Cherry Creek Allotment cattle grazing privileges of 423 AUMsremain
on the Term Grazing Permit in voluntary nonuse.

2. Active usewill not exceed 10% of étotalactiveuse on the Cherry Creek Allotment
native ranch between May 1 and May 15, therefore, a maximum of 103 can be
licensed between May 1 and May 15 on the native range.

3. Goshute Seeding: The Goshute Seeding is divided into two pastures, tRadfast
and the West Pasture.

e A spring/fall rest rotation season of us# be established for the East Pasture of the
Goshute Seeding. Spring us#l be authorized from May 1 to June 15. Fall wié
be authorized from September 1 to February 28.

e The season of use for the West Pasture of the Goshute Sedting May 1 to
February 28. Water haulingill be required in the West Pasture to achieve proper
livestock distribution.

Termsand Conditionspecific to each allotment and common tgpaltmittees within
that allotment
Cherry Creek Allotment

1. Livestock numbers are flexible as long as permitted use is not exceeded during the
authorized season of use.

2. The Cherry Creek Allotment is a common use allotment. The permittees have
utilized histaical grazing areas; however, the native range portion of the allotment
has no specific designated use areas reserved for any individual permitted operator
on the Cherry Creek Allotment. Therefore, the entire native range portion of the
allotmentwill beopen to all permittees authorized on the Cherry Creek Allotment.

3. Water haulingwill be determined by the authorized officer in cooperation with the
livestock permittees on an annual basis. Water hauling maybe required to the
following locations:

e The sagbrush plant communities on the east facing benches of the Cherry
Creek Range generally west of the Salvi Ranch.

e Slough Well No. 3 (about 4 miles north of Cherry Creek, Nevatdb)pe
maintained and pumped and troughs filled to distribute cattle uséer Wa
hauling to this arewill be required if well will not work.

¢ The northeast portion of the allotment.
e The Woodcamp Pasture east of Highway 93.

4. No livestock grazingvill be authorized within the Goshute Creek exclosures, in
order to protect riparian vegion and the habitat of the BLM Nevada Sensitive
Specie Bonneville Cutthroat Trout.




5. Salt and/or mineral supplements for livest@gk be located no closer than % mile
from water sources. Supplements are to be placed ¥z mile from existing waters.

6. Establish utilization levels as follows:
e« Perenni al grasses: 50% tot al current year

0 This use level is necessary to allow desirable key herbaceous species to 1)
develop above ground biomass for protection of soils, 2) to contribute to
litter cover,and 3) develop roots to improve carbohydrate storage for
vigor, reproduction, and improve/increase desirable perennial cover.

o Perennial shrubs and halfirubs: 50% use on current annual production.

0 This use level is necessary to allow desirable key lcedass species to 1)
develop above ground biomass for protection of soils, 2) to contribute to
litter cover, and 3) develop roots to improve carbohydrate storage for
vigor, reproduction, and improve/increase desirable perennial cover.

o Crested wheatgrass5% use on current annual production.

Big Rock Seeding Allotment

1. Salt and/or mineral supplements for livestock shall be located no closer than % mile
from water sources. Supplements are to be placed ¥z mile from existing waters.

2. Establish utilization leels as follows:
o Crested wheatgrass: 65% use on current annual production.

Additional Stipulations Common to All Grazing Allotments:

1. "Livestock numbers identified in the Term Grazing Permit are a function of seasons of
use and permitted use. Dewvaats from those livestock numbers and seasons of use may
be authorized on an annual basis where such deviations would not prevent attainment of
the multipleu se obj ectives for the allotment. o

2. ADeviations from speci Wherecdnsigtantavthh ng use d
multiple-use objectives. Such deviations will require an application and written
aut horization from the authorized officer pr

3. The authorized officer is requiring that an actual use report (form3)138
submitted within 15 days after completing your annual grazing use.

4. The payment of your grazing fees is due on or before the date specified in the grazing
bill. This date is generally the opening date of your allotment. If payment is not received
within 15 days of the due date, you will be charged a late fee assessment of $25 or 10
percent of the grazing bill, whichever is greater, not to exceed $250. Payment with Visa,
MasterCard or American Express is accepted. Failure to make payment within 30 days
of the due date may result in trespass action.

5. Pursuant to 43 CFR 10.4 (G) the holder of this authorization must notify the
authorized officer by telephone, with written confirmation, immediately upon discovery
of human remains, funerary objects, sacobjects, or objects of cultural patrimony (as



defined at 43 CFR 10.2). Further, pursuant to 43 CFR 10.4 (C) and (D), you must stop
activities in the immediate vicinity of the discovery and protect it from your activities for
30 days or until notifiedlo proceed by the authorized officer.

6. Grazing use in White Pine County will be in accordance with the Northeastern Great
Basin Area Standards and Guidelines for Grazing Administration. The Standards and
Guiddines have been developed by the respective Resource Advisory Council and
approved by the Secretary of the Interior on February 12, 1997. Grazing use will also be
in accordance with 43 CFR Subpart 418Gundamentals of Rangeland Health and
Standards an@uidelines for Grazing Administration.

7. If future monitoring data indicates that Standards and Guidelines for Grazing
Administration are not being met, the permit will be reissued subject to revised terms and
conditions.

8. The permittee must notifyné authorized officer by telephone, with written
confirmation, immediately upon discovery of any hazardous or solid wastes as defined in
40 CFR Part 261.

9. The permittee is responsible for all maintenance of assigned range improvements
including wildlife escape ramps for both permanent and temporary water troughs.

Rationale For Changes in Grazing Use

Monitoring data review and assessment findings indicate that current livestock
management practices aghievng or progresmg toward meeting the Standard$-or

the Cherry Creek Allotment and the Big Rock Seeding Allotmeatigg is in

conformance with all applicable Guidelines as provided in the Northeastern Great Basin
Standards and Guideline#.is anticipated that the Stasdis for Rangeland Health will
continue to be achieved or progress toward meeting the Standards and grazing use levels
will remain at or below allowable use levels throughout a majority of the two allotments.

The only change made to grazisg change irseason of use in the North Egan Seeding.
AaronKesler is the only permittee that has AUMs allocated in the North Egan Seeding so
this change does not impact the other permittees on the Cherry Creek Allotment. The
season of use for this seeding will tnged to March 1 to February 28 and include a

six weekrest perioceach year. This rest period will be sateven years from May 1 to

June 15 to allow the crested wheat grass time to recover and maintain plant Haialth.
permittee is able tgraze tie Big Rock Seeding Allotment on even years or graze the
native range on the CherGreek Allotmentduring this rest period, which allows needed
flexibility in his operation. This change is necessary for improved livestock management
by the permittee. Bgontinuing with the current management actions identified in the
agreements and implementing the change in season of use on the North Egan Seeding the
Cherry Creek Aotmentwould continue tgrogress towardchiesing the three

Standards



AUTHORITY : The authority for this decision is contained in Title 43 of the Code of
Federal Regulations, which states in pertinent part:

4100.08 : AThe authorized officer shal/l manage
the principle of multipleuse and sustainageld and in accordance with applicable land

use plans. Land use plans shall establish allowable resource uses (either singly or in
combination), related levels of production or use to be maintained, areas of use, and

resource condition goals and objees\vo be obtained. The plans also set forth program
constraints and general management practices needed to achieve management objectives.
Livestock grazing activities and management actions approved by the authorized officer

shall be in conformance withe land use plan as defined at CFR6@L0b ) . O

4110. 3: AThe authorized officer shal/l peric
grazing permit or lease and shall make changes in the permitted use as needed to manage,
maintain or improve randgnd productivity, to assist in restoring ecosystems to properly

functioning condition, to conform with land use plans or activity plans, or to comply with

the provisions of subpart 4180 of this part. These changes must be supported by

monitoring, field dservations, ecological site inventory or other data acceptable to the
authorized officer.o

411032 (b)) : AWhen monitoring or field observe
use are not consistent with the provisions of subpart 4180, or grazingotiserigise

causing an unacceptable level or pattern of utilization, or when use exceeds the livestock

carrying capacity as determined through monitoring, ecological site inventory or other

acceptable methods, the authorized officer shall reduce permézdg use or

ot herwise modify management practices. 0

4130. 3: ALIivestock grazing permits and | eas
determined by the authorized officer to be appropriate to achieve the management and

resource condition objectives fibre public lands and other lands administered by the

Bureau of Land Management, and ensure conformance with the provisions of subpart

4180 of this part. o

4130.31 ( a) : AThe authorized officer séall spec
period(s) of use, the allotment(s) to be used, and the amount of use, in animal unit

months, for every grazing permit or lease. The authorized livestock grazing use shall not
exceed the Iivestock carrying capacity of th

4130.31 ( c mnits &nd keases shall incorporate terms and conditions that ensure
conf ormance with subpart 4180 of this part.o

4130.32 : AThe authorized officer may specify i
and conditions which will assist in achieving managemoérectives, provide for proper
range management or assist in the orderly ad



4130.33 : AFoll owing consultation, cooperation,

lessees or permittees, the State having lands avnisigbe for managing resources within
the area, and the interested public, the authorized officer may modify terms and

conditions of the permit or lease when the active use or related management practices are

not meeting the land use plan, allotment mansegg plan or other activity plan, or
management objectives, or is not in conformance with the provisions of subpart 4180 of
this partéo

4160.1 (a)iProposed decisions shal/l be
lessee, andry agent and lien holder of record, who is affected by the proposed actions,
terms or conditions, or modifications relating to applications, permits and agreements
(including range improvement permits) or leases, by certified mail or personal delivery.
Copies of proposed decisions shall al so

4160.1 (b) AProposed decisions shall st
the pertinent terms, conditions and the provisions of applicable regulations. As
appropriatedecisions shall state the alleged violations of specific terms and conditions
and provisions of these regulations alleged to have been violated, and shall state the
amount due undegs 4130.8 and 4150.3 and the action to be taken sl 7 0 . 1. 0

41603 (a) Al n the absence of becomethefingst , t
decision of the authorized officer without further notice unless otherwise provided in the
proposed decision.

4160.3(b) Upon the timely filing of a protest, the autized dficer shall reconsider
her/his proposed decision in light of the pratests statement of reasons fwotest and
in light of other information pertinent the case. At the conclusionher/his review of
the protest, the authorized a#r shall servéer/his finaldecision on the protestant or
her/his agent, or both, and the interested public.

4160.3 (c)A period of 30 days following receipt of the final decision, or 30 days after the
date the proposed decision becomes final as provided in paragjagtit(is section, is
provided for filing an appeal and petition for stay of the decision pending final
determination on appeal. A decision will not be effective during théa3Oappeal

period, except as provided in paragraph (f) of this section. Se&8e 4.21 and 4.470

of this title for general provisions of

4180. 1: AThe authorized officer shal/l
4130, and 4160 of this part as soon as practicable but not latehéhstart of the next

ServVve

be se

ate t

he pr

t he

t ake

grazing year upon determining that existing grazing management needs to be modified to

ensure that the following conditions exist.

(&) Watersheds are in, or are making significant progress toward, properly
functioning physical conditionncluding their upland, ripariawetland,
and aquatic components; soil and plant conditions support infiltration, soil
moisture storage, and the release of water that are in balance with climate
and landform and maintain or improve water quality, watantjty, and



timing and duration of flow.

(b) Ecological processes, including the hydrologic cycle, nutrient cycle, and
energy flow, are maintained, or there is significant progress toward their
attainment, in order to support healthy biotic populations and
communities.

(c) Water quality complies with State water quality standards and achieves, or
is making signifiant progress toward achieviregtablished BLM
management objectives such as meeting wildlife needs.

(d) Habitats are, or are making significant progitesgard being, restored or
maintained for Federal threatened and endangered species, Federal
Proposed, Category 1 and 2 Federal candidate and other special status
species. 0

Protest and Appeal

Protest

In accordance with 43 CFR 4160.2, any applicant, p&&itessee or other interested

public may protest the proposed decision under 4160.1 of this title, in person or in writing
to Jeffrey A. WeeksField Manager for the Egan Field Office, HC 33 Box 33500, 702
Industrial Way, Ely, Nevada 893®iithin 15 daysafter receipt of such decision. The
protest, if filed, must clearly and concisely state the reason(s) why the protestant thinks
the proposed decision is in error.

In accordance with 43 CFR 4160.3 (a), in the absence of a protest, the proposed decision
will become the final decision of the authorized officer without further notice unless
otherwise provided in the proposed decision.

In accordance with 43 CFR 4160.3 (b), should a timely protest be filed with the
authorized officer, the authorized offiosill reconsider the proposed decision and shall
serve the final decision on the protestant and the interested public.

Appeal

In accordance with 43 CFR 4.470 and 4160.4, any person who wishes to appeal or seek a
stay of a BLM grazing decision must folladive requirements set forth in 4.470 through

4.480 of this title. The appeal or petition for stay must be filed with the BLM office that
issued the decision within 30 days after its receipt or within 30 days after the proposed
decision becomes final as prded in 4160.3 (a).

The appeal and any petition for stay must be filed at the office of the authorized, officer
Jeffrey A. WeeksField Manager for the Egan Field Office, HC 33 Box 33500, 702
Industrial Way, Ely, Nevada 8930Within 15 days of filing he appeal and any petition

for stay, the appellant also must serve a copy of the appeal and any petition for stay on



any person named in the decision and listed at the end of the decision, and on the Office
of the Solicitor, Regional Solicitor, Pacific Sbwest Region, U.S. Department of the
Interior, 2800 Cottage Way, RoomIEz 12, Sacramento, California 9582890.

Pursuant to 43 CFR 4.471(c), a petition for stay, if filed, must show sufficient
justification based on the following standards:

(1) The relatie harm to the parties if the stay is granted or denied;

2The likelihood of the appellantds success
(3) The likelihood of immediate and irreparable harm if the stay is not granted; and,

(4) Whether the public interest favors granting the stay.

43 CFR4.471(d) provides that the appellant requesting a stay bears the burden of proof to
demonstrate that a stay should be granted.

Any person named in the decision from which an appeal is taken (other than the
appellant) who wishes to file a response to ple¢ition for a stay may file with the
Hearings Division in Salt Lake City, Utah, a motion to intervene in the appeal, together
with the response, within 10 days after receiving the petition. Within 15 days after filing
the motion to intervene and respong® person must serve copies on the appellant, the
Office of the Solicitor and any other person named in the decision (43 CFR 4.472(b)).

At the conclusion of any document that a party must serve, the party or its representative
must sign a written statgent certifying that service has been or will be made in
accordance with the applicable rules and specifying the date and manner of such service
(43 CFR 4.422(c)(2)).

Sincerely,
/slJeffrey A. Weeks

Jeffrey A. Weeks
Field Manager
Egan Field Office

Enclosures (2)
1. Finding of No Significant Impact (FONSI)
2. Environmental Assessment NM3-08-012 with appendices

cc
Nevada State Clearingholissentelectronically



FINDING OF NO SIGNIFICANT IMPACT (FONSI)
FOR
Aaron Kesler, Herbert Stathes Sterling Wines and Turner & Irlbeck Ranch
Grazing Term Permit RenewalsEA No. NV-043-08-012

Finding of No Significant Impact (FONSI)

| have reviewed the Final Environmental Assessment (EAOK3/08-012 dated

October 142008 After consideration of the environmental effects as described in the

EA, and incorporated herein, | have determined that the proposed action associated with
fully processing the term permit renewals along with the management practices identified
in theEA will not significantly affect the quality of the human environment and that an
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) is not required to be prep&radronmental
Assessment (EA) N\43-08-012has been reviewed through the interdisciplinary team
process

Rationale:

| have determined the proposed action is in conformance witglyHeistrict Record of

Decision and Approved Resource Management Plan (RMP) to manage the public lands
admini stered by the Bureau of Lat2@l Managemen
2008). Theseproposed term permit renewalould be effective in restoring rangeland

health and watershed condition on public lands irCtherry Creek Allotment and the

Big Rock Seedind\llotment. Through sound livestock management practices,

progression will be made towards achievement of Standardsoafiokmance to the

Guidelines for Grazing Administration.

This finding and conclusioaf no significant impadts based on my consideration of the
Council on Envir onme maforsignifiCance (40 GFR 6598.21)CEQ) <cr i
both with regard to the context and the intensity of impacts described in the EA.

Context:

The proposed term permit renewals are located withiStépetoe B and the Egan Basin
WatershedsThe Cherry Creek Allotmerand the Big Rock Seeding Allotment
encompasses approximately 153,107 public land acres and 1,862 public land acres,
respectively.Both of these allotments are common use allotments located approximately
40 miles north of Ely, Nevada within White Pine @ou The Cherry Creek Allotment
borders with Elko County, and the town of Cherry Creek is located within this allotment.
White Pine County is sparsely populated. Although the acreage involved is somewhat
extensive, impacts from livestock grazing argdrsed, and compatible with the rural,
agricultural setting throughout most of the area.

Intensity:



1) Impacts that may be both beneficial and adverse.

The Environmental Assessment has considered both beneficial and adverse impacts of
the proposed aicin. None of the impacts considered in the EA approach the threshold of
significance, i.e. exceeding air or drinking water quality standards, contributing to a
decline in the population of a listed species, etc. In other words, none of the resource
impads are intensely adverse or beneficial.

2) The degree to which the proposed action affects public health or safety.

The Proposed Action would not result in potentially substantial or adverse impacts to
public health and safety.

3) Unique characterisics of the geographic area such as proximity to historic or
cultural resources, park lands, prime farmlands, wetlands, wild and scenic rivers, or
ecologically critical areas.

There are no unique cultural or environmental characteristics in the geogeaapaic
Cultural and historic resources typical of the general area may occur on the akptment
but there are no known sites of particular importance or interest. There are no parks,
prime or unique farmlands, wetlands, wild and scenic rivers, or ecalbgcritical areas
(ACECs) within the area of analysis.

4) The degree to which the effects on the quality of the human environment are likely
to be highly controversial.

The effects of livestock grazing on public lands have become more controvertial

past several years. However, most effects were disclosed ElytHRistrict Resource
Management PlanAlthough public input has been sought for the proposed action, there
has been little public interest and only a few comments on effects amhalyzine
attached EA.

5) The degree to which the possible effects on the human environment are highly
uncertain or involve unique or unknown risks.

The effects of livestock grazing are well known and documented. Management practices
are employed to set resource objectivesmid maintain or achieve rangeland healfihe

effects analysis demonstrates the effemts the human environmerdre nothighly
uncertain, and do not involve unique or unknown risk

6) The degree to which the action may establasiprecedent for future actions with
significant effects or represents a decision in principle about a future consideration.

The Proposed Action will not establish a precedent for future actions with significant
effects or represent a decision in prineiglbout a future consideration. Renewing the
grazing permit does not establish a precedent for other Rangeland Health Assessments



and Decisions Any futureactions oiprojects within the area or in surrounding areas will
be analyzedand evaluatecbn ther own merits andwould be implemented or not,
independent of the actions currently selected.

7) Whether the action is related to other actions with individually insignificant but
cumulatively significant impacts.

No significant cumulative impacts habeen identified in the EA. Past, present, and
reasonably foreseeable future actionggomg in the cumulative impact assessment area
would not result in cumulatively significant impactg=or any actions that may be
proposd in the future, further enviromental analysis, including the assessment of
cumulative impacts, auld be required.

8) The degree to which the action may adversely affect districts, sites, highways,
structures, or objects listed in or eligible for listing in the NRHP or may cause twss
destruction of significant scientific, cultural, or historical resources.

No districts, sites, highways, structures or objects listed in or eligible for listing in the
National Register of Historic Places (NRHP) were identified in the project arédafand
The proposed action will not cause the loss or destruction of significant scientific,
cultural or historical resources.

9) The degree to which the action may adversely affect an endangered or threatened
species or its habitat that has been detersdrto be critical under the ESA of 1973.

The BLM is required by the Endangered Species Act of 1973, as amended, to ensure that
no action on the public lands jeopardizes a threatened, endangered, or proposed species.
Theproposedaction complies with thEndangered Species Act, in that potential effects

of this decision on listed species have been analyzed and documentSddgttohlV).

The action will not adversely affect any endangered or threatened species or its habitat
that has been determined @ dritical under the Endangered Species act of 1973, as
amended.

10) Whether the action threatens a violation of Federal, State, or local law or
requirements imposed for the protection of the environment.

The proposed action will not violate or threaterwviolate any Federal, State, or local law
or requirement imposed for the protection of the environment.

/sl Jeffrey A. Weeks October 17. 2008
Jeffrey A. Weeks Date
Field Manager
EganField Office
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I. INTRODUCTION

I. INTRODUCTION

A. Background

This environmental assessment (EA) addresses the impacts to Bureau of Land
Management (BLM) administered public land resources through the renewal ohthe ter
grazing permd for Aaron Kesler(2703103, Herbert Stathes (270445%nd Sterling
Wines(2704562)or the Cherry Creek Allotmen{00403)and the Big Rock Seeding
Allotment (00428); and for Turner &rlbeck Ranch (2704541) for the Cherry Creek
Allotment It is tiered to and incorporates by referenceBheDistrict Record of

Decision and Approved Resource Management Plan signed on August 20w4008.
disclosed the cumulative impacts of grazing actmmgheEly District. The proposed is

in confomance with the Ely District Record of Decision and Approved Resource
Management Plan. The proposed action implements livestock management decision
LG-5 (p.87 ROD).This EA fulfills the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA)
requirement for sitspecifc analysis of resource impactBoth the proposed action and
alternatives to the proposed action are considered.

TheCherry Creek Allotmenhas six permittees, and the Big Rock Seeding Allotment has
four permittees.This EA addresses the impacts to Bla@ministered public land

resources through the renewal of the term grazing permits for Aaron Kdsibert
Stathesand Sterling Wines for the Cherry Creek Allotment and the Big Rock Seeding
Allotment, and for Turner &rlbeck Ranch for the Cherry Cre@lotment. Next year,
three additional term permit renewals will dddressedbr the remainingpermitteeghat

are permitted on these allotmenithese woulde consideredollowing the completion

of standards determinatiolmclimens for additionalallotments that are part of thetbeee
remai ni ng grazeng parimitst e e s 6

A Final Multiple Use DecisiofFMUD) was issud for the Cherry Creek Allotment on

July 20, 2001as well ador two neighboring allotments, the Goshute Basin Allotment

and the hdian Creek Allotment. This decision cadierth the management actions and
adjustmergto permitted use identified in the livestock grazing agreements on these
allotments. The Final Multiple Use Decision was based upon the evaluation of
monitoring da&, recommendations from district staff, and input received through
consultation, coordination, and cooperation from the permittee and public interest groups
to determine progress in meeting management objectives for each allotment. Based on
these decisia) range management actions were implemented to meet the land use plan
objectives as stipulated in the Egan Resource Area Record of Degilsioras a result of

the FMUD, five of the six permittees signed agreements to take voluntary nonuse on the
nativeportion of Cherry Creek Allotment to hefpogress in meeting management
objectives The remaining permittee agreed to take voluntary non use following a
AStipulation to Modify Decision (FMUD) and t
stipulation resulté in an exchange agreement of AUMs located in native and the South
Egan Seeding between two of the permitte®dive year evaluatioms follow up tahe

FMUD was also completedAll of thesedocumers werereviewed and taken in to
consideratioralong wih theanalysis otcurrentdata.

ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT
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A Management Action Selection Report (MASR) was completed for Big Rock Seeding
Allotment onDecember 20, 1990Based on analysis of monitoring studies for this

allotment, all of the land use plan objectives identifiad heen met with current

management practices. Based on this data, no grazing adjustments were necessary at that
time, so no decision was required.Third Year Reevaluation Summary was also

complete for this allotment in 1993. Both of theseumend werereviewed and taken in

to consideratiomlong with theanalysis opresentdata.

The term grazing permit renewsainder consideratioauthorize cattle user the Cherry
Creek Allotment and the Big Rock Seediidptment (see Figures Iral Il, geneal
location maps).The Cherry Creek Allotment is a common use cattle allotment with a
grazing permitted use & 578Animal Unit Months (AUMSs). Of these 5,293 AUMs are
active,1,569 AUMs are voluntary nonusand 1,716 are suspended nonuBee Big
RockSeeding Allotment is also a common esdtleallotment with a grazing permitted
use of621 Animal Unit Months (AUMs). Of thes@12 AUMs are active an@ AUMs
aresuspendedonuse. The permit for Aaron Kesler expires February 28.20he
permit for Herbert StatheandTurner & Irlbeck RanclexpireFebruary 28, 204 The
permit for Sterling Winegxpires February 28, 2010.

Standards and Guidelines for Grazing Administration were developed by the
Northeastern Great Basin Resource Advisory Coun@&ldRand approved by the
Secretary of the Interior on February 12, 1997.

Monitoring data vasreviewed and assessments of the rangeland health of each allotment
were completed during the permit renewal process thrthefbtandards Determination
Documentfor Cherry Creek Allotment and Big Rock Seeding Allotm@pypendix 1).

Conclusions of the Standards Determination Document:

Cherry Creek Allotment

Standard 1.Upland Sitesare rot achieving the Standard, but making significant progress
towards. Livestok are not a contributing factor to not achieving the Standard, failure to
meet the standard is related to other issues or conditions.

Rangeland monitoring and professional observation indicates that overall soil condition is
currently being maintainedSoils are stable and productive and the topsoil is holding in
place. Most key areas are meetingetiegetativecover appropriate to therresponding
ecologicalsite with four key aredsaving increased cover over the last ten years to meet
the appropate amount cover for their ecological sitd'wo keyareashave decreased

cover over the last ten years and are not meeting the appropriate amount of cover for their
ecological site.Current cattle grazing is not attributed to the declining cover. &tah

had appropriate cover in 1998, so lower precipitation may be a factor in the decline of
vegetative cover. Hafjeton(Halogeton glomeratyshas also increased at both sites.

Data collected for the remaining key areas demonstrates that cover isrepetophe
correspondingecological sitd Appendix Il, Table 31).
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Standard 2.Riparian and Wetland Sitege rot achieving the Standard, but making
significant progress towards. Livestock are a contributing factor to not achieving the
Standard, fdure to meet the standardatsorelated to other issues or conditions.

Cherry Creek has a variety of riparian areas. There are both lotic (stream) and lentic
(spring/seep) riparian systems within the allotment. The three lotic systems that have
beenmonitored in the allotment include Duck Creek, Egan Creek, and Goshute Creek.
The bwland riparian ares commonly referred to as "the slough” and consists mainly of
wet meadow, saline bottom, and saline meadow range sltieste are many springs and
seeps in the allotment both in the lowlands and the uplands.

Riparian Areas Improving: The upper portion of Goshute Creek was found to be in
proper functioning conditiom 2005, while the lower portiowas found to be nen
functionalwith an incised, tavelly, fairly straight channel with a high velocity flow,
similar to a ditchand lacking riparian characteristicEgan Creek was found to be in
proper functioning condition in August 200% 2005, three springs analyzed in the
Goshute Seeding had imgved from functional at risk to proper functioning condition.
A cluster of small springs/seeps lted south of the Green Ranch were also analyzed.
Four were rated proper functioning condition in 1995. Data for the remaining springs
demanstrated thathe springs were functional ask to nonfunctional in 1995. In 2005,
two of thesespringsshowed improvemenntith a rating of proper functioning condition.

Riparian Areas Not Improvingtn 1998, DuckCreek flowed north of the Schellbourne
Road fa 0.75 miles. At that time, 5.5 miles of creek riparian were found to be in proper
functioning condition.Livestock use was found to be light throughout the Duck Creek
lowland riparian areas. The surnvieyl998was conducteduringa very wet year. This

led to extended stream flow and better than normal livestock distribution on wetland
areas.In 2005,Duck Creek and associated wetlandsafound to be in proper

functioning condition for the first four miles, beginning at the southern allotment
bounday and flowing north. This was the distance water occurred in the stream channel.
Water was not flowing in the creek channel for approximately the next two miles, to
Schellbourne Road. This two mile portion of the creek was found to be functioning at
risk with some undercutting and bare baokservednd local heavy livestock utilization
noted. Both 2005 and 1998 received about the same amount of precipitation, however
lack of precipitation may also be a factor since the amount of precipitation ckosiee

the period of time between the two studies has declined (see Appkrcipart7-1).

Standard 3.Habitatis not achieving the Standard, but making significant progress
towards. Livestock are not a contributing factor to not achieving the $tarddure to
meet the standard is related to other issues or conditions.

Rangeland monitoring sh@tabitat conditions throughout a large portion of the
allotment exhibit a healthy, and productive, plant community that is progressing toward
providingsuitable habitat for wildlife and maintaining ecological processes. Key areas
located in the slough, including those in saline meadow andehelay basin, indicate

that plant diversity is good to excellent and that these areas are improving. The@®verla
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[. INTRODUCTION

Burn located in the Cherry Creek Range alsoduaxl plant diversity with a variety of
upland shrubs and grasses including servicelj&melanchieMedik.), elderberry
(Sambucug..), and basin wild ry¢Leymuscinereus)

Rangeland monitorindoes imicate that several areas on the allotment arextabitng

a healthy, and productive, plant commurahd are noprogressing toward providing
suitable habitat for wildlife and maintaining ecological procesBa®e ypland key areas
havehadincreasingshrub densities over the past ten years. During this same ten year
period upland key area CG@ has had shrub densities decrease with primaribgatin
invading the arealn all of these areas the herbaceous understory is declining.
Utilization by cdtle at these key areas has been mostly light to moderate except-for CC
14 which had heavy utilization 2003(see Appendix Il, Table Also, CC-08 showed
heavy utilizationwhich was attributed to wild horses, not cattlBrecipitation data since
1981shows an overall decline in precipitation, but whether ikia factor in whythese
areas are seeing increases in shrub denbaesot been determithelt has been
determined that the increase in shrub denggiest attributed t@urrent livestock

grazing since utilization levedrangeprimarily from slight tomoderate

Big Rock Seeding Allotment
Standard 1.Upland Sitestandard is achieved.

Rangeland monitoring and professional observation indicates that overall soil condition is
currenty being maintained. Soils are stable and productive and the topsoil is holding in
place.Line intercept cover studies have been conducted at the five key areas within the
allotment. Appendix Ill, Table 31 summarizes data collected at these five kegsaré

well dispersed accumulation of I|itter is
with cover being very adequate to support functioning soil conditions.

Standard 2.Riparian and Wetland Sitestandardwas not accessed.

There are fivanaural springs and one developed spring on the Big Rock Seeding
Allotment on public land. All six of these springs are located above 6, 800 feet in steeper
terraindominated byinion juniper woodlandsDue to these factorapne ofthese

springs are accesd by cattle. Properfunctioningcondition to evaluate riparian health

and functionality has not yet been determined for these springs. The one developed
spring hasvater piped to a trough at a lower elevation to water livestock.

Standard 3.Habitatstandard is achieved.

Rangeland monitoring show habitat conditions overall exhibit a healthy, and productive,
plant community that is progressing toward providing suitable habitat for wildlife and
maintaining ecological processes over the majorityhefallotment. Vegetative structure
and distribution is appropriate for this crested whestsseeding Although shrub

densities are increasinipe crested wheatgrass is maintaining good vigor and this grass
species is able to handle the grazing pressspecially during the critical growing

season.
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I. INTRODUCTION

B. Need for the Proposal

The need for the proposal is to provide for legitimate multiple uses of the public lands by

renewing the term grazing persior Aaron KeslerHerbert Stathesand Sterling Wines

for the Cherry Creek Allotment and the Big Rock Seeding Allotraard for Turner &

Irlbeck for the Cherry Creek Allotmentith terms and conditions for grazing use that

conform to Guidelines and achieve the Standa
Area in accordance with all applicable laws, regulations, and policies and in accordance

with Title 43 of the Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) at 4130.2(a) effective March 24,

1995, which states fAGrazing permnanss or | ease
authorize use on the public lands and other lands under the administration of the Bureau

of Land Management that are designated as available for livestock grazing through land

use plans. 0

C. Relationship to Planning

The proposed action is contgist with Federal, State, and local plans to the maximum
extent possibleThe proposed is in conformance with the Ely District Record of

Decision and Approved Resource Management Plan dated August 2008 and signed
August 20, 2008. The proposed action lenpents livestock management decisionbG
(p.87 ROD) The proposed action has been analyzed within the scope of other relevant
plans and is in compliance with statues, regulations, and exeouti®es listed below:

e State Protocol Agreement betweée Bureau of Land Management, Nevada and the
Nevada State Historic Preservation Office (1999)

¢ Northeastern Great Basin Resource Advisory Council (RAC) Standards and

Guidelines (February 12, 1997).

White Pine County Elk Management Plan approved March 1999

White Pine County Public Lands Policy Plan (2007)

1973 Endangered Species Act

1964 Wilderness Act

Pam White Wilderness Act of 2006

Migratory Bird Treaty Act (1918 as amended) and Executive Qr8®86(1/11/01).

D. Relationship to Bureau Guidance

This document was prepared in compliance with BLM Nevada Instruction Memorandum
(IM) No. NV-2006034 which provides guidance to facilitate the preparation of grazing
permit renewal Environmental Assessments as per the requirement set forth in BLM
Washington @ice IMs WO 2003071 and WO 2004.26. It also complies with the
requirements outlined in the following policies and manuals:

e BLM Manual H41801, Land Health Standards

e BLM Manual 8560, H8560 1, 8561 (Wilderness Management)
AThe BLM mu s taldistrdogtioneofrnatige speeaids of wildlife, fish,
and plants by ensuring that ecosystems and ecological processes continue to
function natwurallyo (.11 A 1).
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II. DESCRIPTION OF THE PROPOSED ACTION AND ALTERNATIVES

e BLM Manual 8400 Visual Resources Management

Complies with Washington Office Instruction kerandum No. 2006850 (Policy on
Migratory Birds).

E. Identification of Issues

The permit renewal proposal was scoped internally by resource specialists d April
2008at the Ely BLMDistrict Office. No issues were identified that time The

Standad Determination Document revealed that the Standards for the Cherry Creek
Allotment were not achieved and the Standards for the Big Rock Seeding Allotment were
achieved.The publicwasafforded the opportunity to provide comments aa th
preliminary EAfrom September 30, 2008 to October 14, 2008

II. DESCRIPTION OF THE PROPOSED ACTION AND ALTERNATIVES

A. Proposed Action

The BLM wouldfully process angssueterm grazing permstfor Aaron KeslerHerbert
Stathesand Sterling Wines for the Cherry Creekofment and the Big Rock Seeding
Allotment, and for Turner & Irlbeck Ranch for the Cherry Creek Allotment

Management actions identified and implemented through agreement with the permittees
in 2002 will continue.These includeontinuingthevoluntarynonuse ofl,569AUMS,
defering grazingduring the critical spring growing peripdndcontinuingto implement

therest rotation system for thevo Goshute Seeding pastureRhis is necessary fdahe

Cherry Creek Aotment tocontinue tgorogress towardchieving the threestandards.
Theproposegermited grazing schedule for each of the four permittessasvn in

Tables 1, 3, 4, and 5 The proposal is to have these grazing schedules remain the same as
they are currently being implemented under theeturagreementgxcept for a change

to the season of use by Aaron Kesler on the North Egan SeedimeyCherry Creek
Allotment

Aaron Kesler is the only permittee that has AUMs allocated in the North Egan Seeding so
this change does not impact theatpermittees on the Cherry Creek Allotmenhe

current season of use for the North Egaeding is May 1 to February 28. The season of
use for this seeding woultk changed to March 1 to Februarya2®i include &ix week

rest period. On even yealsd rest period woulbe set taxccur from May 1 to June 15

to allow the crested wheat grasaé torecover and maintain plant healthhis permittee
would be able tgraze the Big Rock Seeding Allotment on even years or graze the native
range on the Chigy Creek Allotmentduring this rest perigdvhich would allow

flexibility in his operation. This change would be necessary for improved livestock
management by the permitteBy continuing with the currembanagemenrdctions

identified in the agreemenémd implementing the change in season of use on the North
Egan Seeding the Cherry Creekofmentwould continue tgrogress towardchieving

the threeStandards
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II. DESCRIPTION OF THE PROPOSED ACTION AND ALTERNATIVES

TheCherry Creek Allotment grazinggreements that initially implemented these
managemerdctionswill expirein 2011and are included in the current grazing permits
As part of the proposed action thesgmlemented management actiomsuld be carried
forward as part of the renewed grazing pespas well as the change in season of use on
the North Egan Seedin@he renewal bthe term grazing permits féxaron Kesler,

Herbert StathesandTurner & Irlbeck Ranchvould be for a period of ten years. The
renewal of the term grazing permit for Sterlwgnes would be for a period oo years
due to the length of the permitiisdeaseahat expireon February 28, 2010Jpon

transfer or renewal of the lease, the subsequent term permit would be issued for the
remaining eight years of the ten year term permit period. However, to comply with the
stipulations of the agreements, an evaluation will be completed in 2011, at which time
these term permits may or may not be issued with changes, based on the need for new
terms and conditions.

For the Cherry Creek Allotmertté seasons of use are recommeridaemain May 1 to

February 28vith the Active AUMs remairng at 5,293 Active AUMsand1,569 AUMS
remaining in voluntary nonusexcept for a change to the season offoisthe term
permit heldoy Aaron Kesler on the North Egan Seeding in the CherrglCAdlotment.
It is recommended for the Big Rock Seeding Allotment to continue wetbpthng/fall
rotation grazing system witteasons of use recommended to remain MayJlil{ol5 on
even numbered yeaasndSeptember 10 February 28 on odd numberecay® The

Active AUMs are recommended to remain at 621 AUMS.

Table 1.ProposedTerm Permit for Aaron Kesler (#2703103)

Allotment | Pasture Livestock | Grazing Period | % Type AUMs
Name Name Number/ | Begin - End Public | Use *x
and Kind Land*
Number
Cherry Native 170 05/01-02/28 100 Active | 1,702
Creek Cattle
(00403) | North Egan | 33 Cattle | 03/01-02/2gsix 100 Active | 396
Seeding week annual rest
period rested on
even year$/1-
6/15)
West 10 Cattle | 05/01-02/28 100 Active | 108
Goshute
Seeding
East Goshutg 43 Cattle | 05/01:06-15 (odd | 100 Active | 65
Seeding yearg
11 Cattle | 09/01-02/28 (even 65
years
Big Rock 136 05/01-07/15 (even| 100 Active | 340
Seeding Cattle years)
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II. DESCRIPTION OF THE PROPOSED ACTION AND ALTERNATIVES

(00428) 57 Cattle | 09/01:02/28 (odd 339
years)
*0% Public Land isthe percent of public land for billing purposes.
*AUMs may differ from Active Permitted Use due to a rounding difference with tf
number of livestock and the period of use.
Allotment AUMs Summary
Allotment and Pasture Active | Voluntary Suspended | Total
AUMs | Nonuse AUMs| AUMs AUMs
Total for Cherry Creek 2,276 565 634 3,475
Native Range 1,702 565 634 2,901
North Egan Seeding 400 0 0 400
West Goshute Seeding 108 0 0 108
East Goshute Seeding 66 0 0 0
Total for Big Rock Seeding 340 0 340
Table 2. Current Term Permit for Aaron Kesler (#2703103)
Allotment | Pasture Livestock | Grazing Period | % Type AUMs
Name Name Number/ | Begin - End Public | Use *
and Kind Land*
Number
Cherry Native 170 05/01-02/28 100 Active | 1,702
Creek Cattle
(00403) | North Egan | 41 Cattle | 05/01-:02/28 100 Active | 400
Seeding
West 10 Cattle | 05/01-02/28 100 Active | 108
Goshute
Seeding
East Goshutq 43 Cattle | 05/01-06-15 (odd | 100 Active | 65
Seeding years)
11 Cattle | 09/01-02/28 (even 65
years)
Big Rock 136 05/01-07/15 (even| 100 Active | 340
Seeding Cattle years)
(00428) 57 Cattle | 09/01-02/28 (odd 339
years)
*0%6 Public Land is the percent of public land for billing purposes.
*AUMs may differ from Active Permitted Use due to a rounding difference with th
number oflivestock and the period of use.
Allotment AUMs Summary
Allotment and Pasture Active | Voluntary Suspended | Total
AUMs | Nonuse AUMs| AUMs AUMs
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II. DESCRIPTION OF THE PROPOSED ACTION AND ALTERNATIVES

Total for Cherry Creek 2,276 565 634 3,475
Native Range 1,702 565 634 2,901
North Egan Seeding 400 0 0 400
West Goshute Seeding 108 0 0 108
East Goshute Seeding 66 0 0 0
Total for Big Rock Seeding 340 0 340

Table 3. Proposed andCurrent Term Permit for Herbert Stathes (270445p

Allotment | Pasture | Livestock Grazing Period % Type | AUMs**
Name and Name | Number/Kind Begin - End | Public | Use
Number Land*
Cherry Native 8 Cattle 05/01-:02/28 100 Active | 80
Creek
(00403) | South | 48Cattle 05/01:02/28 [ 100 | Active | 480
Egan
Seeding
Big Rock 31 Cattle 05/01:07/15 100 Active | 74
Seeding (even years)
(00428) 13 Cattle 09/01-02/28 71
(odd yeary

*% Public Land is the percent of public land for billing purposes.
*AUMs may differ from Active Permitted Use due to a rounding difference with th
number of livestock and the period of use.

Allotment AUMs Summary

Allotment and Pasture Active Voluntary Suspended | Total
AUMs Nonuse AUMs | AUMs AUMs
Total for Cherry Creek 567 172 586 1,325
Native Range 80 172 586 838
SouthEgan Seedig 487 0 0 487
Total for Big Rock Seeding 77 0 77

Table 4. Proposed andCurrent Term Permit for Sterling Wines (2704562

Allotment | Pasture | Livestock Grazing Period % Type | AUMs**
Name and Name Number/Kind | Begin End Public | Use
Number Land*

Cherry Native 35 Cattle 05/01-02/28 100 Active | 350
Creek
(00403) | south 14 Cattle 05/01-02/28 | 100 Active | 140
Egan
Seeding

Big Rock 25 Cattle 05/01:07/15 100 Active | 62
Seeding (even years)
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II. DESCRIPTION OF THE PROPOSED ACTION AND ALTERNATIVES

(00428) 10 Cattle 09/01-02/28 60
(odd yeary
*0% Public Land is the percent of public land for billing purposes.

*AUMs may differ from Active Permitted Use due to a rounding difference with th
number of livestock and the period of use.

Allotment AUMs Summary

Allotment and Pasture | Active Voluntary Suspended Total
AUMs Nonuse AUMs | AUMs AUMs
Total for Cherry Creek 499 145 496| 1,140
Native Range 352 145 496 993
South Egan 147 0 0 147
Seeding
Total for Big Rock 62 0 62
Seeding
Table 5. Proposed andCurrent Term Permit for Turner & Irlbeck Ranch
(270454)
Allotment | Pasture | Livestock Grazing % Type AUMs**
Name and | Name Number/Kind | Period Public | Use
Number Begin End Land*
Cherry Native 102Cattle | 05/02-02/28 | 100 Active | 1,019
Creek — Myest | 9cCattle 05/0102/28 | 100 | Active | 90
(00403) Goshute
Seeding
East 37 Cattle 05/01:06-15 | 100 Active |56
Goshute (odd year}
Seeding 5 =atie 09/0202/28 54
(even years

*% Public Land is the percent of public land for billing purposes.
*AUMs may differ from Active Permitted Use due to a rounding difference with th
number of livestock and the period of use.
Allotment AUMs Summary

Allotment and Pasture Active Voluntary Suspended | Total
AUMSs Nonuse AUMs| AUMs AUMSs
Total for Cherry Creek 1,177 423 0 1,600
Native Range 1,027 423 0 1,450
West Goshute Seedin 93 0 0 93
East Goshute Seeding 57 0 0 57

Terms and Condibins:

Cherry Creek Allotment

1. Establish utilization levels as follows:

ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT
Pagel0



II. DESCRIPTION OF THE PROPOSED ACTION AND ALTERNATIVES

s Perennial grasseS0% totalc ur r ent year 6s gr owt h

This use level is necessary to allow desirable key herbaceous species to 1) develop
above ground biomass for protection of sa#sto contribute to litter cover, and 3)
develop roots to improve carbohydrate storage for vigor, reproduction, and
improve/increase desirable perennial cover.

s Perennial shrubs and halfirubs’50% useon current annual production.

This use level is messary to allow desirable key herbaceous species to 1) develop
above ground biomass for protection of soils, 2) to contribute to litter cover, and 3)
develop roots to improve carbohydrate storage for vigor, reproduction, and
improve/increase desirable mamial cover.

s Crested wheatgras85% useon current annual production.

Big Rock Seedindllotment
1. Establish utilization levels as follows:

o Crested wheatgras85% useon current annual production.

All terms and conditions would be the same fa pihoposed action and the action
alternative, except with the change made to the North Egan Seeding would be
implemented under the proposed actidiis changed term and condition in the
proposed action is marked in bold téxtighlight this changeA full description of the
current angroposed terms and conditions for the revised term pearatocated in
AppendixV.

Monitoring: Rangeland monitoring data would continue to be collected f&@hbeay

Creek Allotment and the Big Rock Seediigjotment to determine if the livestock
management practices are meetaghallotmend ebjectivesand progressing towards

or achieving the Standards for Rangeland Health as provided by the Northeastern Great
Basin RAC.

Monitoring studies typically inclde but would not limited to: use pattern mapping, key
forage plant method for utilization, cover studies, ecological condition studies, frequency
(trend), apparent trend (based on observations), weed detection, professional
observations, and photographyobght assessments would be conducted as needed.
Rapid assessment (riparian proper functioning condition) would be conducted as needed.
Baseline monitoring could be conducted in association with watershed assessment.
Monitoring could be conducted beforeirohg, or following grazing use.

If a future assessment should result in a determination that changes are necessary for
achieving the Standards and conforming to the Guidelines, the permitd be reissued
subject to revised terms and conditions.

B. No Action Alternative
Under theno action alternative, the permits would be renewed without changes to grazing
managementThe new term pernstwould include terms and conditions for grazing use
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II. DESCRIPTION OF THE PROPOSED ACTION AND ALTERNATIVES

that achieve, or make significant progress towards achigven§tandards and
Guidelines for Grazing Administration and the other pertinent land use objectives for
livestock use.

The BLM would fully process and issue term grazing pexfait Aaron KeslerHerbert
Stathesand Sterling Wines for the Cherry Cre&llotment and the Big Rock Seeding
Allotment, and for Turner & Irlbeck Ranch for the Cherry Creek Allotmdander the

no action aternative nanagement actions identified and implemented through
agreemergwith the permittees in 2002aumld continue. Thse include continuing the
voluntary nonuse aof, 569AUMS, defering grazingduring the critical spring growing

period fromMarch 1 to April 30, and continuing to implement tlest rotation system for
thetwo Goshute Seeding pasturddnder this alternatie the Cherry Creek Botment

would continue tgprogress towardchiesing the threeStandardshowever no changes
woul d be made t o thAeefordimiting thesflexéititypos hisgrazingni t
operation The current permiéd grazing schedulerf@ach of the four permittees is

shown in Table2-5. With this alternative thgrazing schedulesould remain the same

as they are currently being implemented under the current agreermbatagreements

that initially implemented these management astiwill expire in 2011 and are included

in the current grazing permits. As paritloé no ation alternativethese implemented
management actions would be carried forward as part of the renewed grazing permits.
The renewal bthe term grazing permits fésaron KeslerHerbert StathesandTurner &
Irlbeck Ranchwould be for a period of ten years. The renewal of the term grazing permit
for SterlingWines would be for a period dio years due to the length of the permiltee
leasethat expiren February8, 2010.Upon transfer or renewal of the lease, the
subsequent term permit would be issued for the remaining eight years of the ten year term
permit period. However, to comply with the stipulations of the agreements, an evaluation
will be completed in 201, at which time these term permits may or may not be issued
with changes, based on the need for new terms and conditions.

For the Cherry Creek Allotmertié seasons of useould remain May 1 to February 28
with theActive AUMs remaiing at 5,293 ActiveAUMs and1,569 AUMS remaining in
voluntary nonuseThe Big Rock Seeding Allotmemtould continue with tle spring/fall
rotation grazing system witteasons of use recommended to remain MayJlil§ol5 on
even numbered yeaasdSeptember 10 February 2®&n odd numbered years. The
Active AUMs are recommended to remain at 621 AUMS.

All terms and conditions would be the same for the proposed action amaladtison

alternative, except with the change made to the North Egan Seeding would be dropped in
this alternative. The changed term and condition in the proposed action is marked in bold
textto highlight this changeA full description of thecurrent angroposed terms and
conditions for the revised term permarelocated inAppendixV.

Monitoring: This would remain the same as the proposed action.

C. Other Alternatives
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II. DESCRIPTION OF THE PROPOSED ACTION AND ALTERNATIVES

Since the alternative of no livestock grazing was fully described and analyzed in the Ely
Resource Management Plan Final Environmental Impact Statement, the effects of not
rerewing the term grazing permits are not analyzed in this document. The decision in the
RMP was that livestock grazing would be maintained until the allotments that have not
been evaluated are evalugtedwhich case under 43 CFR 4130.2(a) and 4130.2(e)(3)
requires the issuance of grazing permits to qualified applicants that accept the proposed
terms and conditions of the permit or lease.

[ll. DESCRIPTION OF THE AFFECTED ENVIRONMENT

The Cherry Creek Allotment and the Big Rock Seeding Allotment enassegs
approximately 153,107 public land acres and 1,862 public land acres, respe@itly.

of these allotments are common use allotments located approximately 40 miles north of
Ely, Nevada within White Pine Countythe Cherry Creek Allotment borderstiwElko
County, and the town of Cherry Creek is located within this allotmEme permit area
occurs within both the Steptoe B Watershed (040) and the Egan Basin Watershed (040).
Portions of thél'riple B Complexandthe Antelope Wild Horse Herd Managemt Area

occur within the permit arealhe permit area is located within the Butte and Antelope
sage grouse population unit§he permit area occurs within the Nevada Department of
Wildlife hunting management areas #11 and #ARhough no wilderness @ars within

the Big Rock Seeding Allotment, there are portions of the Goshute Canyon Wilderness
and the Becky Peak Wilderness located within the Cherry Creek Allotment.

A. Mandatory Elements of the Human Environment
According to the guidance providedtire BLM NEPA Handbook H1790G-1 (2008),

AThe affected environment section of an EA s
and trend of issue related elements of the human environment that may be affected by
implementing the proposed action or an akise( p. 53) . 0 The f ol l owi ng

the human environment are presented because consideration is mantlaésey.

elements of the human environment are listed in Table 5. Elements that may be affected
are further described in this EA. Those elermé¢hat are not presentwould not be

affected are also listed in Table 5, but will not be considered further in this document.

Table 5.MandatoryElements of the Human Environment

Mandatory Not Present | Present Rationale
Element Present | and Not and
or Affected | Affected
Negligible
Impact

Air Quality Minor dust is associated with

normal livestock trailing to/from
X water locations. Any increase ir

dust would be transitory and
quickly dissipate.
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[Il. DESCRIPTION OF THE AFFECTED ENVIRONMENT

Areas of Critical
Environmental
Concern (ACEC)

No ACECs occur in the propose
project area.

Cultural
Resources

Historic resource values (mining
ranching and Pony Express
Route) would not be affected by
the proposed actioriNo rock art
or other prehistoric type feature
have been recorded or are knmow
to exist. The primary prehistorig
site type consists of lithic scattel
The Cultural Needs Assessmen
for theseallotmens indicated the
proposed etion would not have
an impact on these resources.

Environmental
Justice

No minority or lowincome
groups would be affected by
disproportionately high and
adverse health or environmteal
effects identified in the propose(
action aea.

Farmlands (Prime
or Unigue)

Prime farmland soils do not occl
in the allotmerg.

Floodplains

No floodplainsoccur in the
proposed project area.

Migratory Birds

Several species of migratory biri
are known to have a distribution
that overlaps with the proposed
action area.The nesting season
for these species, such as the
Brewer 6s s paawr |
and sage thrasher, is
approximately April 15 through
July 15. However, the potential
for the proposed livestock grazir
to negatively affect migratory
birds is discountable because of
low density of livestock within
the allotments.

Native American
Corcerrs

A Native American Coordination
Meeting was held in thEly BLM
District Office onMarch 12,
2008.No concerns were
identified.
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[Il. DESCRIPTION OF THE AFFECTED ENVIRONMENT

Noxious Weeds
and NonNative,
Invasive Species

Surface disturbance may increa
the risk of nomative, invasive
species establishment.

Threateed & There are no known species

Endangered afforded protections under the

Species Endangered Species Act (ESA)
that occur in the proposed proje
area

Wastes No hazardous or solid wastes

(Hazardous and
Solid

existin the allotmerd nor would
be introduced by the proposed
action.

Water Quality
(surface and
ground)

Ground water located in a deep
aquifer would not be impacted
No surface water within the
proposed etion area is used for
domestic drinking water.

Wetlands/Ripariar

There are no wetlands in the
proposedaction area. There are
several riparian areas throughot
theCherry Creek Aotment that
could be impacted by the
proposed actiowith changes to
the management of livestock to
progress towardchieving the
Standardor Riparian Areas

Wild and Scenic
Rivers

There are no wild and scenic
rivers within the allotment.

Wilderness

Portions of the Cherry Creek
Allotment occur within the
GoshuteCanyonWilderness and
the Becky Peak Wildernss
Trammeling activities could
occur in the form of removal of
vegetation through livestock
grazing.

B. Consideration of Other Resources and Uses

In addition to theaboveelements of the human environment, the BLM considers other
resources and usesatloccur on public lands and the issues that may resoitthe
implementation of the proposedt@an. The potential resources and uses that may be
affected are listed in Table 6, along with a brief rationale for either considering or not
considering th&em. Theresources and us#sat are considered in the EA are described
in the Affected Environment and are analyzed in the Environmental Consequences
section. Those resources or uses that are not present or would not be affected are also
listed in Tabé 6, but will not be considered further in this document.
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Table 6. Other Resources and/or Issues in the Allotment

Resource or Issue

Not

Present

Present

Rationale

Present

and Not

and

or
Negligible
Impact

Affected

Affected

Livestock
Grazing/Range/Sta
ndads and
Guidelines

The proposed action
establishes maximum
allowable use on key forage
plant species ancbntinues the
current grazing agreemerits
progress toward achieving the
Standards for Rangeland
Health. There is also a changg
in season of usenahe North
Egan Seeding in the Cherry
Creek Allotment thatvould
affecto n e p e rlivestdck
operation.

Recreation

Recreation activities include
hiking, wildlife viewing,
hunting, OHV riding, rock
hounding, bird watching,
cultural tourism, campg,
picnicking, wilderness
recreation and other disperse
recreation activities. Grazing
activities would have no
adverse effects to recreation
within the allotmerdg

Special Status
Species (animals)

The greater sage grouse,
Bonneville cutthroat but and
relict dace have known habita|
within the allotments.
Although state or BLM listed
sensitive species may be
present within the allotments,
is unlikely that individuals
would be impacted by the
livestock grazing as proposed
in this EA due to theelative
low density of livestock within
the allotment(s). In addition,
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the current livestock
management practices may
allow the improvement of
habitat for these species.
Further mor e, 1
populations would not be
expected to be negatively
impaded by the proposed
livestock grazing.

Special Status
Species (plants)

Resource is not present.

Soils Soils and objectives for soil
X quality are addressed in the E
District RMP. There could be
positive or negative impacts t¢
soils as a resultfahe proposed
action or the change in seaso
of use alternative.

Vegetation X The proposed actiomould
ensure grazing occurs within
acceptableitilization levels
and thaigrazing occurs in
conformance with the
Guidelines pertinent to the
Standards foRangeland

Health.
Wild Horses and Portions of the Cherry Creek
Burros Allotment occur within the

Antelope Herd Management
Area(HMA) and theTriple B
X Complex Grazing
management changes may
affectwild horse habitat
through improved
management.

Wildlife X Grazing management change
may affect wildlifehabitat
through improved

management.
Visual Resources X Grazing activities would not
affect the Class |, Il, Il and IV

VRM classified landscapes
identified in the allotment.

C. Potentially Affected Elements of the Human Environment
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[Il. DESCRIPTION OF THE AFFECTED ENVIRONMENT

Those resources/concerns that have concluded to be not prelsamioegligible impact
require no further analysis.

Based on the review of existing baseline data and surveys conducted in preparation of
this EA, BLM specialists have identified the following as potentially affected elements of
the human environment:

Livestock Grazing/Range/Standards and Guidelines
Noxious Weeds and Invasive Ndtative Species
Soils

Special Status Species (animals)

Vegetation

Wetlands/Riparian

Wild Horses and Burros

Wilderness

Wildlife

Livestock Grazing/Range/Standards and Guidelines

Although hstorically livestock grazing occurred by both cattle and sheep in the Cherry
Creek Allotment currenty cattle are thgpermitted livestoclauthorized to graze the
allotment. Sheep may be authorized to trail through on occaSiattle graze most
portions of the native range in the valley bottom and bencheste are three fenced
crested wheatgrass seedings also grazed by cattle: theEfauthNorth Egan, and
Goshute SeedingsThe higher elevationsharacterized by pinyon/juniper woodlands
are not grazed due to remote, rugged topography, thick trees, and lack of water and
forage availability. The Cherry Creek Allotment is a common a#letment shared by

six permitted cattle operator®ermitted grazing in the Cherry Creek Allotmbas been
authorized in accordance with the Final Multiple Use Decision of July, 2001, which
reduced permitted AUMs of use, established a deferred gregstgm that allows for
annual spring rest during the critical growing period, established new seasons of use and
livestock rotations in th&oshute 8edings, and set other terms and conditions for
improved livestock management including water haulingdtridute cattle useRange
improvements inclugla boundary fence between Cherry Creek Allotment and
Schellbourne Allotmenthat wasmplemented to improve grazing management.

The Big Rock Seedingas established in 1968, and historically wammisteredas a

pasture of the Cherry Creek Allotmemlthough Big Rock Seedingias not recognized

as a separate allotment in the Egan RMP/EIS, it was listed as a separate allotment in the
Egan Rangeland Program Summahy.order tosimplify administration, perntied use

for the Big Rock Seeding Allotment became administered separately from Cherry Creek

Allotmentin 1990 through the Management Action Selection Repbdur permitted

cattle operatoreave common use tiie Big Rock Seeding AllotmenCurrently cdtle

graze primarily in the portion of the allotment that is crested wheatgrass. There is native
vegetation on the bench portion of the allotment availablgreming,however this area

has not been grazed by cattle in recent years due to an increasgimjunipertrees.
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[Il. DESCRIPTION OF THE AFFECTED ENVIRONMENT

The current permits for cattle uke both allotments ardescribed in th@o action
alternative Bothallotmens haveexperienced lack of precipitatiomn the recent past,
resulting in poor vegetative production and decre&s@dje availability. The permittse
have responded proactively theseconditions by reducingse

Noxious Weeds and Invasive, NaWative Species

No field weed surveys were completed for this projéastead he Ely District weed
inventory data wasonsulted.Musk thistle Carduus nutansis foundwithin the
boundaries of the Big Rock SeediAtiotment Russian knapweddcroptilon repeny
musk thistle, squarrose knapwéd@kntaurea virgatgs Canada thistl¢Cirsium arvensg
bull thistle (Cirsium vulgar, hoary cresgLepidium drabg, Scotch thisti§Onopordum
acanthium), andsalt cedar{Tamarix spp arefoundwithin the boundaries of the Cherry
Creek Allotment.Russian knapweednusk thistle spotted knapwee(Centaurea
stoebg, squarrose knaweed waer hemlockCicutamaculate)Canada thistle bull
thistle black henban¢Hyoscyamus niggrhoary cressScotch thistleand slt cedarare
foundalong roads and drainages leading to the both allotments

Both allotmens werelast inventoriedor noxious weeds i2005 While not officially
documentedhe following nonnative invasive weeds probably occur in or arotinel
allotmens. cheatgrassBromus tectorum halogeton(Halogeton glomeratys
horehound Marrubium vulgare, bur butterap (Ranunculus testiculatysand Russian
thistle Salsola kal).

Soils

There are many different soil types with several kinds of parent materials throughout the
Cherry Creek Allotment. The soils have developed primarily from alluviums, mixed
alluviums, collwiums, and residuums derived from limestone and dolomite, sandstone,
andesite, quartzite, and conglomerate. Minor areas have developed on alluvium derived
from volcanic rock or alluvium derived from limestone influenced by loess high in ash
content. Soitypes vary from basin clay in the meadow portions to sodic or gravelly

loam on the terraces. Slope is also varied throughout the allotment. Soils within the Big
Rock Seeding Allotment agravelly loam to very gravelly sandy loamith slight

sloping

Special Status Species (Animals)

Nevada BLM Sensitive Species list are species designated by the State Director, in

cooperation with the State of Nevada Department of Conservation and Natural

Resources, that are not already included as BLM Special Sipéiases under (1)

Federally listed, proposed, or candidate species; or (2) State of Nevada listed species.
Species which were eliminated from the U. S.
candidate list in 1995 were maintained by BLM as per Instnudflemorandum No. NV

98-013. Nevada BLM policy is to provide these species with the same level of protection

as is provided for candidate species in BLM Manual 6840.06 C. The Policy ( BLM

Manual section 6840.06 C) s toattmamagement, per t i nen
consistent with the principles of multiple use, for the conservation of candidate species
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[Il. DESCRIPTION OF THE AFFECTED ENVIRONMENT

and their habitats and shall ensure that actions authorized, funded, or carried out do not
contribute to the need to list any of these speciesassttire ned or endangered.

Nevada Sensitive Species identified Growmesting birds listed as Sensitive Species
under BLM policy known to occur in therpposedaction area may be affected. The
greater sage grouse has known habitat within the allotmenty. nfTdyebe affected by
theproposedaction. The relict dace is found in the Cherry Creek allotment, in an
unnamedspring on private landThe greater sage groulsas known breeding and
nesting habitat within the allotmeni®heallotments haveeven knowreks or
strutting/mating groundsThe Bonneville cutthroat trout is found in Goshute Creek.
Goshute Creek has exclosures on it to exclude catlentering and breeding raptors
such as ferruginous hawks and bald eaglesanaypy and forage in the arand pursue
locally abundant prey species such as various small mammaleiels

Vegetation

The vegetative plant communities of the Cherry Creek Allotment have developed on

many different soil typesat a variety of elevations and precipitatemnes The primary
vegetation includes meadows in the valley bo
winterfat(Krascheninnikovia lanafesites in the valley bottorandon the terraces, black
sagebrusfArtemisianovg, Wyoming big sagebrughrtemisiatridentate ssp.

Wyomingensjsor big sagebrugArtemisia tridentaterange sites on the benches, and

pinion (Pinus monophyllpandjuniperJuniperusosteospermeawoodlands, mountain big
sagebruslfArtemisiatridentatassp.vaseyang and mountain mahogaf@ercocarpus

Kunth) areas at the higher elevations.

The primary native perennial grasses associated with the valley bottom sites include
alkali bluegrasd?oaleptocomy, alkali cadgrasqSpartinagracilis), sedggCarexL.),
rush(JuncuslL.), alkali sacatoriSporobolus airoidds Muhlenberg's centaury
(Centauriummuehlenbergii)basin wildrye(Leymuscinereu3, and inland saltgrass
(Distichlis spicata) The primary native perennial grasses associated with the bench
areas, sagebrush sites, and woodland sites include Indian ridggriasaherum
hymenoides bluebunch wheatgrag@seudoroegneriapicatg, needleand
threaqHesperostipaomatg, bottlebrush squirreltafElymuselymoidey, Thurbebd s
needlegrasfAchnatherunthurberianun), muttongras¢Poafendleriang, basin wildrye,
and bluegrass@0d). The primary native forbs include arrowleaf balsamroot
(Balsamorhizesagittata) tapertip hawksbearCrepisacuminate) asteEucephalus)
and globemallowSphaeralcea).

The Cherry Creek Wildland Urban Interface (WUI) vegetation project was implemented
in recent years to reduce the threat of catastrophic wildfire to the town of Cherry Creek
and the Cherry Creek Historic Minirigjstrict. The project is located south and west of
the town of Cherry Creek, in the sagebrush and pinyon/juniper woodland plant
communities. Heavy fuels were reduced through prescribed burning and mowing. The
treated areas created fuel breaks to prelaegeé catastrophic firesThree significant

fires have also occredduring recent yeansithin the Cherry Creek Allotment and
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[Il. DESCRIPTION OF THE AFFECTED ENVIRONMENT

altered the vegetation. These are the Cherry Fire, the Butte Fire, and the Cherry Creek
Fire.

Big Rock Seeding Allotment getation compromises primarily crested wheatgrass
(Agropyroncristatun). Other vegetation that occurs within this allotment includes
Wyoming big sagebrush and desert shrub mixed atigat Native grasses present
include Indian ricegrass, bluebunch wheatgrass, needliread, and bottlebrush
squirreltail.

Wetlands/Riparian

There are both lotic (stream) and lentic (spring/seep) riparian systems within the
Cherry Creek Motment. The three lotic systems that have been monitoredsin th
allotment include Duck Creek, Egan Creek, and Goshute Creek. These creeks
generally flow year round, however the flow distance of Duck Creek within the
allotment can vary annually from 2 to filles. The Duck Creek lowlandparian

is an area of up to several thousand acres surrounding Duck Creek. This area is
also commonly referred to as "the slough" and consists mainly of wet meadow,
saline bottom, and saline meadow. The acres of wetlayetateon within these

sites may vary year by year due to variations in precipitation and clilSatégs

and seeps occur throughout the allotment. Several springs occur at the upper
elevations, but the majority of seeps and springs occur within tHaridwiparian
area. Several riparian areas have had enclosure fences built to protect riparian
values including the upper portions of Goshute Creek and some unnamed springs
within the sough area. The Cherry Creek Riparian Exclosure Fence and Spring
Devdopment Project is currently being implemented to protect two unnamed
springslocated at T25N, R64E, S. 19 SESE and T25N, R64E, S.29 NWNE.

Big Rock Seeding Allotment hdive naturalspringsand one developed spring on
public land. All six of thee sprigs are located above8®0 feet in steeper terrain
dominated byinyorn/juniper woodlands

Wild Horses and Burros

The term permit renewal areacurs within portions of th&ntelope Herd Management
Area (HMA) andTriple B Complex(Cherry CreekandButte HMAS). An appropriate
management level (AMUpr the Antelope HMA west aflighway93 iszera Under the
Triple B Complexthe previousCherry Creek HMA izeroandthe previouButte HMA
is 95 Based oraerial census flown in October of 2Q@7e popuations estimatef 13
wild horseswithin the Cherry CreekIMA. Also, the population estimate following a
census flight in July 2008 is 123 within the Butte HMA.

Wilderness

TheBecky Peak Wildernedees in theSchellRange in eastern Nevada. The Wildkess

is 18,200acres and encompasses elevations &660to 9,859feet The Goshute
CanyonWilderness lies within the Egan and Cherry Creek Ranges in eastern Nevada.
This Wilderness i42,543acres and encompasses elevations B@00to 10,41 0feet
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Wilderness characteristics are described under five categories as listed in the Wilderness
Act of 1964: untrammeled, (Untrammeled is defined as unlimited, unrestricted, or
unrestrained) naturalness and primeval character, undeveloped, outstanding dgsortun
for solitude or a primitive unconfined form of recreation and other features of scientific,
educational, scenic or historical value.

Untrammeled.These wildernesses hatew trammeling activities. Bmmeling
activities includghe removal of vegation through livestock grazing.

Naturalness and primeval charactefhe naturalness and primeval charactdvagh
wildernessgsis mostly preserved. Some changes to the native vegetation composition
have occurred, including the introduction of thesmative annual cheatgrass over small
areas of the wilderness

Undeveloped.The Becky PeaRVildernessand the Goshut€anyonWilderness are
substantially undevelopetpweverthere arghreeexisting range developments within
the Goshute Canyowildernesswithin theCherry Creek These include a portion of the
Steptoe Valley drift fence, the Goshute Creek enclosures, and the Log Cabin Spring
pipeline. These developments are accessible by roltese are 13 known user created
two track routes o¥arious condition within the wilderness boundaries. None of these
routes are associated with the management of grazingsewiidernesgs

Outstanding opportunities for solitude or a primitive form of recreati®isitors can
enjoy outstanding oppamities for solitude and primitive, unconfined recreation in the
Becky PealVildernessand the Goshute Wildernes$he steep rocky ridgelines in
particular provide excellent opportunities for solitude. Outstanding recreation
opportunities for hiking, humg, exploration and camping are present throughotkt
area. Only the 14day gay limit for camping in thesareas confines primitive
recreational opportunities.

Wildlife

The allotmers provide habitat for game animals such as mule @ear roundyinter
range and migration corridorgronghornantelopgyear roundpand elk(year round)
Antelopeare the primary big game species found on the allosndifite allotmens
provide habitat for aatural biological diversity including numbers and speoie
microbes, invertebrates, reptiles, birds and mammals.

V. ENVIRONMENTAL CONSEQUENCES OF THE PROPOSED ACTION AND
THE NO ACTION ALTERNATIVE

Livestock Grazing/Range/Standards and Guidelines

Proposed Action:This actionwould affect the overall manament of livestoclon the
Cherry Creek Allotmenbased ortontinued voluntary nonuse of AUMS, the
continuation of grazing deferment during theicalt spring growing seasoandthe
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THE NO ACTION ALTERNATIVE

continued rest rotation systavhithe Goshute Seeding pastur@se chage in the season
of use for the North Egan Seeding would improve flexibility for the permitiées
allotmentwould continue tarequire water haulintp improve livestock distribution.
Water haulingcouldaddanadditional cost to the livestoglermittees Implemening this
proposed actionould continueimprove the vegetative conditions within tGeerry

Creek Alotment and help to meet the Standard amgb€lines. The only proposed
change tdoth allotmentsvould beto set the utilization levdbr perennialgrasses
perennial shrubs, and crested wheatgra$ss change could improve the vegetative
conditions within the allotmest

No Action: This actionwould affect the overall management of livestock on the Cherry
Creek Allotmenin the same waysathe proposed action. The only pastaction

alternative that is different thahe proposed action is the change in the season of use for
the North Ega Seeding. This alternative would limit the livestock management
flexibility for this permittee.

Noxious Weeds and Invasive, Naxative Species

Proposed ActionThe proposed action could increase the populations of the noxious and
invasive weeds already within the allotmeaimd could aid in the introductiaf weeds

from surrounding aread\ithin the allotments, watering and salt/mineral supplement
sites are of particular concern of new weed infestations due to the concentration of
livestock around those sites and the amount of ground disturbance associated with that.
If new weed infestations estah within the allotments this could have an adverse
impacton native plant communities, especially the Big Rock Seeding allotment which is
currently considered to be mostly wefede.  Also, any increase of cheatgrass could

alter the fire regime in tharea.

A Noxious and Invasive Weed Risk Assessment was completed for this project and can
be found in Appendix V Theproject can proceed as planrediong as the following
measures are followed:
¢ Prior to entering public lands, the BLM will provide amination regarding noxious
weed management and identification to the permit holders affiliated with the project.
The importance of preventing the spread of weeds to uninfested areas and importance
of controlling existing populations of weeds will be exipéal.
e The range specialist for tl@otments will include weed detection into project
compliance inspection activitiedf the spread of noxious weeds is noted, appropriated
weed control procedures will be determined in consultation with BLM persondel a
will be in compliance with the appropriate BLM handbook sections and applicable
laws and regulations.
e To eliminate the introduction of noxious weed seeds, roots, or rhizomes all interim and
final seed mixes, hay, straw, hay/straw, or other organaugsts used for feed or
bedding will be certified free of plant species listed on the Nevada noxious weed list
or specifically identified by the BLM Ely Field Office.
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THE NO ACTION ALTERNATIVE

e Grazing will be conducted in compliance with the Ely District BLM noxious weed
schedules.The scheduled procedures can significantly and effectively reduce noxious
weed spread or introduction into the project area.

Any newly established populations of noxious/invasive welkstsovered will be
communicated to the Ely Distribtoxious and Invase Weed Coordinatorfor treatment.

No Action: Theno actionalternative would have similar consequences on noxious and
nortnative, invasive weeds.

Soils

Proposed Action:The impacts to soils are expected to be minimal from implementing

the proposedction for both allotments. Areas near waters would continue to receive
minor impacts of hoof action on surface soils; these impacts should be relatively minor.
Some temporary reduction in soil protection could occur as a result of forage
consumptionGererally, grazing would not be concentrated in any one location, but
would be dispersed and distributed throughout the native pasture and crested wheatgrass
seedings. Maintenance of vegetation production and appropriate vegetation canopy and
ground cover wold tend to maintain good soil/water relations. Soils would maintain
structure, water holding capacity, and percolation characteristics. Wind or water erosion
would be expected to be minimal. Not grazing during the critical growing period would
help to ontinue to minimize soil disturbance and compaction to the soils in both
allotments.

Forthe Cherry Creek Allotment the proposed action would continue to implement
changes in livestock management that have demonstrated a benefit to soils by having
increasedvegetativecover over thgastten years to meet the appropriate amaint

cover for their ecological site. Since current cattle grazing is not attributed to the
declining cover at two of the key areas within the Cherry Cidiekment (see Aopendix

I) these sites will probably not improve with the implementation of the proposed.action

No Action: Theno actionalternative would have similar consequences on soils as the
proposed action.

Special Status Animal and Plant Species (Federally Listedhypgtrsed or Candidate
Threatened or Endangered Species and State Sensitive Species)

Proposed Action:Sage grouse may be affected by grazing on the leks during the mating
season or by altering their characteristezusing them to become unsuitable for use.
effects are expected on Bonneville cutthroat trout due to cattle being excluded from
Goshute CreekThe proposed action would have kriownimpacts orraptors or any

other of the BLM Sensitive Species, as described in this documbatproject, as

proposed, should continue to provide the current level of habitat for the species presently
known tooccur there.
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No Action: Theno actionalternative would have similar consequences to special status
animals as the proposed action.

Vegetation

Proposd Action: For both allotments, there would be a change to vegetation through the
establishment of allowable use levels on forage plants by livestock. These levels would
allow desirable key herbaceous species to develop roots to improve carbohydrgee stora
for vigor, reproduction, and improve/increase desirable perennial cover.

For the Cherry Creek Allotment, the proposed action would serve to enhance the
vegetative community and help the allotment to continue progressing toward
achievement of Standa8l The proposed action would continue to implement changes

in livestock management that have demonstrated a benefit to vegetation over the past ten
yearsin the slough and in the Overland Burn. Monitoring diaticates that plant

diversity is good toxellent and that these areas are improving through these
implemented management practices.

Although these management practices would improve vegetation within most of the
Cherry Creek Aotment, mngeland monitoring does indicate that several aretiseon
allotment are not exhibiting healthy and productive plant communities. In these areas the
herbaceous understory is declining, with shrub densities increasing or invasive, species
such as halogetomcreasing. Utilization of key forage species insthareas has been
mostly light tomoderate (seBppendixll, Table 51) and it was determined in the SDD
that cattle are not a causal factor for these declining vegetative communities. Since
current cattle grazing is not attributed to the declining véigetaondition of these areas
within the Cherry Creek Allotment these sites will probably not improve with the
implementation of the proposed action. These areas may require further analysis to
determine an appropriate action.

No Action: Theno actionalternative would have similar consequences to vegetation as
the proposed action.

Wetlands/Riparian
Proposed ActionRiparian and wetland areas are not accessed by cattle in the Big Rock
Seeding Allotment (see) so the proposed action has no affect.

Forthe Cherry Creek Allotment the proposed action would carry forward livestock
management actions and adjustments implemented over the past ten years to permitted
cattle use to continue to improve riparian areas to properly functioning condition.
Voluntarynon use of AUMS, deferred grazing system during the critical spring growing
period from March 1 to April 30, and a rest rotation system for the two Goshute Seeding
pastures would allow for continued improvement to many riparian areas throughout the
allotment even with decreasing precipitatioAlso, the change in season of use on the
North Egan Seeding would have no effect on riparian areas, since no riparian areas are

ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT
Page25



IV. ENVIRONMENTAL CONSEQUENCES OF THE PROPOSED ACTION AND
THE NO ACTION ALTERNATIVE

located within the fenced boundaries of the seedirige proposed action would also

help to maintain those riparian areas that are currently rated proper functioning condition.
While the proposed action may improve most riparian areas in the allotment, not all
riparian areas are improving through these changes in livestock manag&uoest.

riparian areas are not improviagd this lack of improvement &tributed to livestock

grazing in some cases as well as declining precipitation. Enclosure fences may be
required to restore these areas where grazing and trampling by livestock rgipgeve
achievement of a healthy riparian arddese would be considered case by case bases

and are outside the scope of this EA.

No Action: Theno actionalternative would havihe sameaesultsto riparian areas and
wet lands as the proposed action.

Wild Horses and Burros

Proposed Actionimplementing the proposed action would have minimal impacts upon
wild horses in the Antelope HMA and Triple B Complex (Cherry Creek, and Butte

HMAS) that the Cherry Creek allotment covers. Wild horses would hédrafi an
appropriate forage resource resulting from sound grazing management pradtiees.
change in season of use for the North Egan Seeding would not impact wild horses, since
this area is outside the HMA.

No Action: Theno actionalternative would &ve similar consequences wiid horses in
the Antelope HMA and Triple B Complex (Cherry Creek and Butte HMAS).

Wilderness

Proposed Action: ThBecky PeakVilderness is located at a high elevation on the
Cherry Creek Allotmenaind no livestock grazingurrently occurs in this are&Grazing

does occur within the GoshuBanyonWilderness.Under the proposed action,
trammeling activities would continue in the form of removal of vegetation through
livestock grazing. There are no anticipated impactstaralness and primeval character
from the proposed action. Under the proposed action, the undeveloped character of the
Becky PealVildernessand the Goshut€anyonWildernessvould not be affectedThe
North Egan Seeding is outside of wilderness, sactiange in season of use does not
impact wilderness valueshere are no anticipated impacts to solitude or primitive forms
of recreation from the proposed action.

No Action: No impacts would occur based on tiweaction aternative since the
managemet would not change. The two alternatives are essentially the same with
respect to wilderness.

Wildlife

Proposed Action:Grazing at appropriate levels should provide sufficient forage for big
game species such as elk, deer and antelope. Other wslaiiieas small mammals,

reptiles and insects may be affected if grazing causes changes in habitat characteristics.
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No Action: Theno actionalternative would have similar consequences to wildlife as the
proposed action.

Cumulative Impacts

Accordingtohe 1994 BLM Publication AGuidelines fo
Cumul ative Impactso the analysis can be focu
identified during scoping that are of major importance. The only issue raised during

internal and externacoping was that the allotment rangeland conditions apparently were

failing to meet the Standards for Rangeland Health as written by the Northeastern Great

Basin Resource Advisory Council. The issue relates to most of the elements of the

human environnm@ because the relationship between vegetation conditions and

soil/water/animal interactions and environmental health is affected by the amount,

distribution, and composition of the vegetation as a community where they occur.

Cumulative impacts include honly those identified as pertainitgthe proposed action
and/or no etion alternative, but those actions planned or occurring in the environment of
the project area which have impacts on the human environment. A general discussion of
past, present, @reasonably foreseeable future actions follows as they pertain to the
major issue of rangeland and habitat health.

1. Past Actions

Both allotments hav@rimarily been used for livestock grazin@ff-highway vehicle

(OHV) use has become popular andwson the roads and twitacks on both

allotments. Hunting, trapping, wildlife viewing, and other recreational actinaes

occuredon both allotments year rounéire suppression activities have occurred on

the allotments and/or in the vicinity dfa allotmentsCrested wheatgrass was seeded

on both allotments during the 196008s. A v
implement during the past ten years in the South Egan Seeding on the Cherry Creek
Allotment to restore the crested wheatgrass.

Otherpast actions on the Cherry Creek Allotment:

Mining activities within theallotment have occurred over the past 100 years. The
Northern Nevada Railroad track also runs thrautjthealotment and was used as
transportation route prior the 1970. Several range fires have occurred withimsth
allotment. The Cherry Creek Wildland Urban Interface (WUI) vegetation project was
implemented in recent years to reduce the threat of catastrophic wildfire to the town
of Cherry Creek and the Cherry Creek Higtdining District. The project is

located south and west of the town of Cherry Creek, in the sagebrush and
pinyon/juniper woodland plant communities. Heavy fuels were reduced through
prescribed burning andowing. Several range improvements have ocediron the
allotment to improve grazing management including the allotment boundary fence
between Cherry Creek Allotment and the Schellbourne allotmerdrasidsure

fences around several riparian areAsrariety of realty actions have occurred within
theallotment including theoad rightof-ways and data collection for proposed
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energy projectsThe congressional designation of the Goshute Canyon Wilderness
and the Becky Peak Wilderness occurred in 2006 and had minimal impacts to
grazing. Wild horse gdters have also occurred in recent years to reduce numbers of
wild horses and stay within the AML set for each HMA.

2. Present Actions

Both allotments are currently being used for livestock grazing. OHV use occurs on
the roads and twtracks on both allobents. Hunting, trapping, wildlife viewing, and
other recreational activities occur on both allotments year round. Fire suppression
activities continue to occur dhe allotments anoh the vicinity of the allotments.

Other present actions on the QtyeCreek Allotment:

Mining exploration and some mining activities are occurring within the allotment.
An enclosure fence and spring development to protect riparian values for the two
unnamed springs within the allotment is being implemented.

3. Reasoably Foreseeable Future Actions

It is expected thatdih allotmentsvould continue tde grazed by livestock.
Rangeland monitoring would be expected to contifdelV would use occurs on the
roads and twaracks on both allotments. Hunting, trappingldifie viewing, and
other recreational activities occur on both allotments year rokinel suppression
activities would continue to occur on the allotments and/or in the vicinity of the
allotments.

Otherreasonablyoreseeable futuractions on the Rerry Creek Allotment:

Mining exploration and someining activitiesareexpected to continugithin the
allotment Wild horse census and gathers to achieve AML are expected to continue.
Currently two coal fie power plants are proposed that could ichpiae allotment.A
wind generating farm ialsobeing studied foanarea in the Egan Mountain Range
Portions of these energy projects are proposed within the Cherry Creek Allotment
including the alternative site for one of the power plants, corridorsater pipelines
and power linesand upgrading the rail lineAdditional power lines are propos#tit
cross the Cherry Creek Allotment within tBeuthwest Intertie Project (SWIP)
corridor. If there is an increase in population for this area dileet®e proposed
projects recreation use could be expected to increase for the lnpacts from these
projects wvll be further analyzed through the appropriate NEPA document.

Cumulative Impacts Summary. The proposed renewal of grazing pesfor Aaron

Kesler (2703103)Herbert Stathes (270445%nd Sterling Wine@704562)or the

Cherry Creek Allotment (00403) and the Big Rock Seeding Allotment (0G4#Bjor

Turner &lrlbeck Ranch (2704541) for the Cherry Creek Allotnveoild improve

rangeland hdth and watershed conditions by continuingriplement sound grazing
management practices. No cumulative impacts of concern are anticipated as a result of
the proposed actions in combination with any other existing or planned activity
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IV. ENVIRONMENTAL CONSEQUENCES OF THE PROPOSED ACTION AND
THE NO ACTION ALTERNATIVE

V. PROPOSED MTIGATING MEASURES

Appropriate mitigation has been included as part of the proposed action, and no
additional mitigation is proposed based on this environmental analysis.

VI. SUGGESTED MONITORING

Rangeland monitoring data will continue to be colled¢tedhe Cherry CreelAllotment
and the Big Rock Seeding Allotmetotdetermine if the changévestock management
practices aid in meeting Standards for Rangeland Health and other multiple use
objectives for the allotmesit

Monitoring studies may incluse pattern mapping, key forage plant method utilization
transects (KFPM), cover studies, ecological condition studies, frequency trend studies,
observed apparent trend studies, weed detection, professional observations, and
photographs. Rapid ripari@ssessment (proper functioning condition studies) will be
conducted on an as needed basis. Baseline monitoring (ecological condition, cover,
utilization, and trend) may be conducted associated with watershed assessment.

If a future monitoring assessmeansults in a determination that additional changes in
grazing management practices are necessary for compliance with the Standards for
Rangeland Health, the grazing pesmitouldbe reissued subject to revised terms and
conditions.

VII. CONSULTATION A ND COORDINATION

A. Intensity of Public Interest and Record of Contacts

There is a general public interest in the proper grazing management of public lands.
Aaron KeslerHerbert StathesSterling Winesand Turner &rlbeck Ranch hava strong
interest n thesderm permit renewal A scoping letter was mailed to each grazing
permittee regarding the permit renewal action on March 21, 2008, requesting comments
by April 14, 2008. No comments were received.

OnMarch 12,2008, these term permit renewalgerepresented at a Tribal coordination
meeting at the Ely BLMDistrict Office. No concerns were identified during this

meeting. There were no questions or comments regarding the proposal from the Tribal
participants.

On April 4, 2038, the project wasnesented to the Ely BLM internal scoping team and no
issues were identified. The project proposal was posted on thzidgtict Office web
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siteon or aboutApril 24, 2008 http://www.blm.gov/nv/st/en/fo/ely_field_office.htnand
no comments were received.

OnJune 192008 a Notice of Proposed Action on Lands in Wilderness was mailed
individualsand organizations that have expressed an interesldernesgelated actions
requesting comments [yly 18 2008 Comments were received from Western
Watasheds Project on July 17, 2008. These comments were reviewtakandnto
consideation with regard to this environmental assessment

The ElyDistrict Office mails an annual Consultation, Cooperation, and Coordination
(CCC) Letter to individuals anorganizations that have expressed an interest in

rangeland management related actions. Those receiving the annual CCC Letter have the
opportunity to request from the Field Office more information regarding specific actions.
Those requesting notificatiasf range actions are requested to respond if they want to
receive a copy of the final EA and signed Decision Record/Finding of No Significant
Impact. The following individuals and organizations, who were sent the annual CCC

letter inFebruary2008, haverequested additional information regarding rangeland

related actions or programs within t@aerry CreelAllotmentand the Big Rock Seeding
Allotment

Nevada Cattl emends Association
Sustainable Grazing Coalition

Steve ForeeNevada Division of Wildlife
Cindy MacDonald

Laurel Marshall

Resource Concepts, Inc.

Nevada State Clearinghouse

Western Watersheds Project

Steven Carter

Gordon V Foppiano

Kay & Mary K. Lear

Rob Mrowka

On September 3008 a preliminary EA with appendices was senindividuals al
organizations that have expressed an interagiainingrelated actionsn the Cherry
Creek Allotment and the Big Rock Seeding Allotmesguesting comments l6yctober

14, 2008 Comments were received from Aaron Kesler on October 10, 20D8&om
Western Watersheds Project on October 14, 200Bese comments were reviewed and
taken into consideration with regard to this environmental assessBesed on
comments provided by Aaron Kesler regarding his livestock operat@amges were
made to the pqmosed action. Although comments from Western Watersheds Projects
were considered, thedid notmerit changinghe environmental assessmeResponses

to these comments adecumented in the administrative record.

Record of Personal Consultation and Gadination
OnMarch 21, 2008, Aaron Kesldderbert StathesSterling Winesnd Turner &rlbeck
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Ranchwereconsulted regarding the renewal of their term pexiioit the Cherry Creek
Allotment and/or the Big Rock SeediAdjotment.

B. Internal District Review

Gina Jones Ecologist/NEPA Coordination

Sheri Wysong NEPA Coordination

Kathleen McConnell Cultural Resources

Bonnie Million Noxious and Invasive, Nenative Species

Marian Lichtler Wildlife, Special Status Species, Migratory Birds

Kalem Lenard Recreation and Visual Resources

Doris Metcalf Lands

Mindy Seal Rangeland Resources, Vegetation, Soil, Water, Air,
Wetlands and Riparian

Bill Wilson Geology and Mineral Resources

Ruth Thompson Wild Horse and Burro Resources

Melanie Petrson Hazardous and Solid Waste

Elvis Wall American Native Concerns

Chris Mayer Rangeland Resources, Vegetation, Soil, Water, Air,
Wetlands and Riparian

Dave Jacobsen Wilderness and\CEC
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APPENDIX | - STANDARDS DETERMINATION DOCUMENT
Cherry Creek Allotment00403)and Big Rock Seeding Allotme(00428)

Standards and Guidelines Assessment

The Standards@an Gui del i nes for Nevadads Northeaster
developed by the Northeastern Great Basin Area Resource Advisory Council (RAC) and
approved in 1997. Standards and guidelines are likened to objectives for healthy

watersheds, healthy native ptacommunities, and healthy rangelands. Standards are

expressions of physical and biological conditions required for sustaining rangelands for

multiple uses. Guidelines point to management actions related to livestock grazing for

achieving the standards.

This Standards Determination Document evaluates and assesses livestock grazing
management achievement of the Standards and conformance with the Guidelines for the
Cherry Creek Allotment and the Big Rock Seeding Allotment in the Ely BLM District.

This daument does not evaluate or assess achievement of the wild horse and burro or the
off highway vehicle Standards or conformance to their respective Guidelines.

The Standards were assessed for the Cherry Creek Allotment and the Big Rock Seeding
Allotmentby a BLM interdisciplinary team consisting of rangeland management
specialists, wildlife biologist, weeds specialist, and watershed specialist. Documents and
publications used in the assessment process include the Soil Survey of Western White
Pine Area, Neada, Parts of White Pine and Eureka Counkes]ogical Site

Descriptions for Major Land Resource Area 28B, Interpreting Indicators of Rangeland
Health (USDIBLM et al. 2000), Sampling Vegetation Attributes (USEBLM et al.

1996) and the National RangedaPasture Handbook (USBMRCS 1997). A complete

list of references is included at the end of this document. All are available for public
review in the Ely BLM District Office. The interdisciplinary team used rangeland
monitoring data, professional olbgations, and photographs to assess achievement of the
Standards and conformance with the Guidelines.

The Cherry Creek Allotment and the Big Rock Seeding Allotment encompasses
approximately 153,107 public land acres and 1,862 public land acres, neslge®&bth

of these allotments are common use allotments located approximately 40 miles north of
Ely, Nevada within White Pine Countythe Cherry Creek Allotment borders with Elko
County, and the town of Cherry Creek is located within this allotmEm. permit area
occurs within both the Steptoe B Watershed (040) and the Egan Basin Watershed (040).
Portions of the Butte, Cherry Creek and Antelope Wild Horse Herd Management Areas
occur within the permit arealhe permit area is located within the Budted Antelope

sage grouse population unit§he permit area occurs within the Nevada Department of
Wildlife hunting management areas #11 and #ARhough no wilderness occurs within

the Big Rock Seeding Allotment, there are portions of the Goshute G&kyderness

and the Becky Peak Wilderness located within the Cherry Creek Allotment.

TheCherry Creek Allotmenhas six permittees, and the Big Rock Seeding Allotment has
four permittees.This Standards Determination Document evaluates and assesses
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livestockgrazing management achievement of the Standards and conformance with the
Guidelines forAaron Kesler (#2703103Ran Hoots (2703222; Herbert Stathes
(#2704455)Turner & Irlbeck Ranch (#04541) Kay and Mary Lea(#2704539; and

Sterling Wineg#2704562for the Cherry Creek Allotment. It also evaluates and

assesses livestock grazing management achievement of the Standaig@madance

with the Guidelines for Aaron Kesler; Herbert Stathes; Sterling Wines; and James A. and
Carleen J. West 2703115 for the Big Rock Seeding AllotmenBased on this

document four new ten grazing permits could be isgliis year for a period up to ten

years toAaron Kesler, Herbert StatheSterling Winesand Turner & Irlbeck Ranch

Next year, three additional term permit renewals will be considered for the remaining
permittees thatra permitted on these allotmenftBhese would be done following the
completion of standards determination documents for additional allotments that are part
of these three remaining permitteesd grazing

A Final Multiple Use DecisioffFMUD) was isuel for the Cherry Creek Allotment on

July 20, 2001as well ador two neighboring allotments, the Goshute Basin Allotment

and the Indian Creek Allotment. This decision carf@th the management actions and
adjustmergto permitted use identified e livestock grazing agreements on these
allotments. The Final Multiple Use Decision was based upon the evaluation of
monitoring data, recommendations from district staff, and input received through
consultation, coordination, and cooperation from threngieee and public interest groups

to determine progress in meeting management objectives for each allotment. Based on
these decisionsange management actions were implemented to meet the land use plan
objectives as stipulated in the Egan Resource Rezard of DecisionAlso as a result of

the FMUD, five of the six permittees signed agreements to take voluntary nonuse on the
native portion of Cherry Creek Allotment to hgpgress in meeting management
objectives The remaining permittee agreed thetaoluntary non use following a
AStipulation to Modify Decision (FMUD) and t
stipulation resulted in an exchange agreement of AUMs located in native and the South
Egan Seeding between two of the permitte®dive yea evaluatioras follow up tahe

FMUD was also completedAll of thesedocumers werereviewed and taken in to
consideratioralong with theanalysis oftturrentdata.

Table 1. Current Permitted Use (AUMSs) for Cherry Creek Allotmentwith Permittee Agreements
3
)
: = é = =) S 2o
Permittee g% E'-a = o= || = s _ 9 = 8_% —_ 2
= ® O 5co | Eco| 83| 3¢ = S =
© © O o o DO O DO o O o O S O =)
Z Ow nuwow [ ZUon = < >z 0z <
Dan Hoots 434 135 569 179 611 1,359
Kay & Mary 205 205 85 0 290
Lear
Aaron Kesler 1,702 174 400 | 2,276 565 634| 3,475
Herb Stathes 80 487 567 172 586 1,325
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Turner &

Ilbeck Ranch | 1,027 150 1177 = 0 1,600
Sterling Wines 352 147 499 145 496 1,140
Totals 3,800 459 634 400| 5,293 1569 2.327| 9,189

A Management Action Selection Report (MASR) was completed for Big Rock Seeding

Allotment onDecember 20, 1990Based on analysis of monitoring studies for this

allotment, all of the land use plan objectives identified had been met with current
managementractices. Based on this data, no grazing adjustments were necessary at that
time, so no decision was requirefl.Third Year Reevaluation Summary was also

complete for this allotment in 1993. Both of theseumend werereviewed and taken in

to consideationalong with theanalysis ofpresentlata.

Thirty-onekey areadave beerstablished on the Cherry Ckegllotment and five key
areas have been established for the Big Rock Seeding Allotment. The establishment of
key areas is based on accessip#dind general use by livestock, vegetation, and

ecological range sites. Key areas for the Cherry Creek Allotamehthe Big Rock
Seeding Allotmentvere monitored and datallectedover the past several yeavas

analyzed in this assessment. Native kegge species vary throughout the Cherry Creek

Allotment and include Indian ricegrass, needle and thidadbunch wheatgradsasin
wildrye, alkali bluegrassalkali sacaton, andinter fat. There are also four craste

wheatgrass seedings within tlakotment that provide additional foradgéey areas for
the Big Rock Seeding Allotment were established to collect utilization data of the crested

wheatgrass, which is the key forage for this allotment. A summary of monitorinfpdata
Cherry Creek Allotrent islocated in Appendixl and for Big Rock Seeding Allotment in

AppendixIll of this document.

PART 1. STANDARD CONFORMANCE REVIEW

Cherry Creek Allotment Standards Review

Standard 1. Upland Sites

Upland soils exhibit infiltration and permeabilitgtes that are appropriate to soil type,
climate and land form.

As indicated by:

Indicators are canopy and ground cover, including litter, live vegetation and rock,

appropriate to potential of the site.

Determination:
I Achieving the Standard
X Not Achieving the Standard, but making significant progress towards achieving
Standar d,

T

Not

Ac hi

eving

t he

and

not
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Causal Factors

I Livestock are a congtheistandard ng factor to not
X Livestock are not a contributing factor to not achieving the standard

X Failure to meet the standard is related to other issues or conditions.

Guidelines Conformance:
XlIn conformance with the Guidelines
[ Not in confodamesrce with the Gui

Conclusion: Not achieving the Standard, but making significant progress towards.
Livestock are not a contributing factor to not achieving the Standard, failure to meet the
standard is related to other issues or conditions.

UPLANDS Sites: Rangland monitoring and professional observation indicates that
overall soil condition is currently being maintained. Soils are stable and productive and
the topsoil is holding in placeThe vegetative plant communities of the Cherry Creek
Allotmenthave @veloped on many different soil types with several kinds of parent
materials. The soils have developed primarily from alluviums, mixed alluviums,
colluviums, and residuums derived from limestone and dolomite, sandstone, andesite,
guartzite, and conglomde Minor areas have developed on alluvium derived from
volcanic rock or alluvium derived from limestone influenced by loess high in ash content.
The primary range sites within the allotment include several types of meadow range sites
inthe valleybottm ( of t en r ef e r 1),sddic dr gravellgloam haege $itesl o u g h 0
on the terraces, winterf@rascheninnikovia lanafesites in the valley bottom or on the
terraces, black sagebrigintemisianovg, Wyoming big sagebrusAftemisia tridentate
ssp.Wyomingensjsor big sagebrusAftemisia tridentatgrange sites on the piedmont

fans (benches), armnion (Pinus monophyllpand juniperJuniperusosteospermpg
woodlands, mountain big sagebrusimtémisiatridentatassp.vaseyang and mountain
mahoganyCercocarpuKunth) range sites at the higher elevations.

Most key areas are meeting the cover appropriate to the site. Four key ar€¥s (4C

11, 14) have increased cover ptee last ten years to meet the appropriate amount cover
for their ecological site. Two key (G@01, 08) have decreased cover over the last ten
years and are not meeting the appropriate amount of cover for their ecological site. Data
collected for theemaining key areas demonstrate that cover is approjoitte
associate@cological site. Current cattle grazing is not attributed to the declining cover
at CG001 and C&8. CCO001 has been grazed in the light to moderate range since
2002. Heavy utization was document in 2008 at Key Area-G&in the Woodcamp
Pasture. This is attributed to wild horses that were observed in the area, since cattle did
not graze this pasture during that time. Since both sites had appropriate cover in 1998,
lower predpitation may be a factor in the de® of vegetative cover. Hajeton has also
increased at both sites.

Standard 2. Riparian and Wetland Sites

Riparian and wetland areas exhibit a properly functioning condition and achieve state
water quality critera.
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As indicated by:

e Stream side riparian areas are functioning properly when adequate vegetation, large
woody debris, or rock is present to dissipate stream energy associated with high water
flows. Elements indicating proper functioning condition sastavoiding accelerating
erosion, capturing sediment, and providing for groundwater recharge and release are
determined by the following measurements as appropriate to the site characteristics:

o Width/Depth ratio; Channel roughness; Sinuosity of strekamnel; Bank
stability; Vegetative cover (amount, spacing, life form); and other cover (large
woody debris, rock).

o Natural springs, seeps, and marsh areas are functioning properly when adequate
vegetation is present to facilitate water retention,riiitgg and release as indicated
by plant species and cover appropriate to the site characteristics.

o Chemical, physical and biological water constituents are not exceeding the state
water quality standards.

The above indicators shall be applied to theeptial of the site.

Determination:

I Achieving the Standard

X Not Achieving the Standard, but making significant progress towards

I Not Achieving the Standard, and not maki ng

Causal Factors

X Livestock are a contributing factor to not achieving the standard.

I Livestock are not a contributing factor to not achieving the standard
X Failure to meet the standard is related to other issues or conditions

Guidelines Conformance:
2( In conformance with the Guidelines
I Notin conformance with the Guidelines

Conclusion: Not achieving the Standard, but making significant progress towards.
Livestock are a contributing factor to not achieving the Standard, failure to meet the
standard is related to other issues or conditions.

Riparian Standard not met (not achieve®herry Creek has a variety of riparian areas.
There are both lotic (stream) and lentic (spring/seep) riparian systems within the
allotment. The three lotic systems that have been monitored in the allatciade

Duck Creek, Egan Creek, and Goshute Creek. These creeks generally flow year round,
however the flow distance of Duck Creek within the allotment can vary annually from 2
to 14 miles. Goshute Creek is currently classified as a fishery. Duck &rddkgan

Creek are not currently fisheries. Tloavland riparian ares commonly referred to as

"the slough" and consists mainly of wet meadow, saline bottom, and saline meadow
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range sites. The acres of wetland vegetation within these sites magsaatyyyyear
due to variations in precipitation and climafehere are many springs and seeps in the
allotment both in the lowlands and the uplands.

The Final Multiple Use Decision for Cherry Creek carried forth management actions and
adjustments to paritted use to improvdparianareas to properly functioning condition.
Changes implemented in 2002 included voluntary non use of AUMS, deferred grazing
systemduring the critical spring growing period froltarch 1 to April 30, anc rest

rotation systenfior thetwo Goshute Seeding pastures. Implementation of these
management actions have helped to improve several riagas throughout the

allotment even with decreasing precipitation. While several riparian areas have improved
there are still ripariaareas that are not improving toward proper functioning condition.
This lack of improvement is attributed to livestock grazing in some cases as well as
declining precipitation. Enclosure fences are proposeestoresome springs where

grazing and trapling by livestock is preventing achievement of a healthy riparian area.

Riparian Areas Improving: The upper portion of Goshute Creek was also found to be in
proper functioning conditiom 2005, while the lower portiowas found to be nen
functionalwith an incised, gravelly, fairly straight channel with a high velocity flow,
similar to a ditchand lacking riparian characteristicEgan Creek was found to be in
proper functioning condition in August 2005 2005, three springs analyzed in the
Goshue Seeding had improved from functional at risk to proper functioning condition.
A cluster of small springs/seeps ltead south of the Green Ranch were also analyzed.
Four were rated proper functioning condition in 1995. Data for the remaining springs
demonstrated that the springs wéwactionalat risk to nonfunctional in 195. Two
springs in 1995 rated functional &k and nonfunctionalln 2005, both springs showed
improvement with a rating of proper functioning condition.

Riparian Areas Nblmproving: In 1998, Duck creek flowed north of the Schellbourne
Road for 0.75 miles. At that time, 5.5 miles of creek riparian were found to be in proper
functioning condition.Livestock use was found to be light throughout the Duck Creek
lowland ripaian areas. The survéty 1998was conducteduringa very wet year. This

led to extended stream flow and better than normal livestock distribution on wetland
areas.In 2005,Duck Creek and associated wetlandsafound to be in proper

functioning condion for the first four miles, beginning at the southern allotment
boundary and flowing north. This was the distance water occurred in the stream channel.
Water was not flowing in the creek channel for approximately the next two miles, to
Schellbourne Rad. This two mile portion of the creek was found to be functioning at
risk with some undercutting and bare baokservednd local heavy livestock utilization
noted. Both 2005 and 1998 received about the same amount of precipitation, however
lack of pecipitation may also be a factor since the amount of precipitation received over
the period of time between the two studies has declined (see Appleritiiart 71).

Standard 3. Habitat:

Habitats exhibit a healthy, productive, and diverse populatiorat¥e and/or desirable
plant species, appropriate to the site characteristics, to provide suitable feed, water,
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cover and living space for animal species and maintain ecological processes. Habitat
conditions meet the life cycle requirements of threateme endangered species.

As indicated by:

Vegetation composition (relative abundance of species);
Vegetation structure (life forms, cover, height, or age class);
Vegetation distribution (patchiness, corridors);

Vegetation productivity; and

Vegetaton nutritional value.

Determination:

| Achieving the Standard

X Not Achieving the Standard, but making significant progress towards

I Not Achieving the Standard, not making significant progress toward standard

Causal Factors

Il Livestock are a contribdatdi ng factor to
X Livestock are not a contributing factor to not achieving the standard

X Failure to meet the standard is related to other issues or conditions

Guidelines Conformance:
2( In conformance with the Guidelines
I Not in conformance with the Guidelines

Conclusion: Not achieving the Standard, but making significant progress towards.
Livestock are not a contributing factor to not achieving the Standard, failure to meet the
standard is related to other issues or conditions.

Rangeland monitoring (includinprofessional observationscological condition, line
intercept studiesand key forage plant utilization) show habitat condititieughout a

large portion of the allotmermixhibit a healthy, and productive, plant community that is
progressing towardrpviding suitable habitat for wildlife and maintaining ecological
processesKey areas located in the slough, including those in saline meadow andtthe w
clay basin indicate that plant diversity is good to excellent and that these areas are
improving. The Overland Burn located in the Cherry Creek Range alsgduaisplant
diversitywith a variety of upland shrubs and grasses inclusi@rgiceberry Amelanchier
Medik.), elderberry$ambucus.), and basin wild ryeleymuscinereus)

Rangeland monitoropdoes indicate that several areas on the allotment aexhititing

a healthy, and productive, plant commuratd are noprogressing toward providing
suitable habitat for wildlife and maintaining ecological procesBa®e ypland key areas
(CC-08, 11 14) havehadincreasing shrub densities over the past ten years. During this
same ten year period upland key area@as had shrub densities decrease with
primarily habgeton invading the aredn all of these areas the herbaceous understory is
declning. Utilization by cattle at these key areas has been mostly light to moderate
except for CEL4 which had heavy utilization in 2008 C-08 also showed heavy
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utilization as stated previousiyhich was attributed to wild horses, not cattle

Precipitaion data since 1981 does show an overall decline in precipitation, but whether
thisis a factor in whythese areas are seeing increases in shrub dehsiie®t been
determine. It has been determined that the increase in shrub densitiesattribuéd to
current livestock grazingince utilization levedrangeprimarily from slight tomoderate

Although the majority of the allotment exhibitheaalthydiversemix of plant

communitiesthe monitoring data does indicate in some areaslésatabé plant species

are lacking and ecological processes are not being maintained. These areas are losing
resiliency as the favorable understory of grasses, forbs, shrubs, and small trees declines
under a spreading pinyon/juniper canopy, or declines as Wyadbnignsagebrush range
transitions to a monoculture of woody species dominance. A discussion of these
problems by dminant vegetation areas follows.

Black sagebrush range sites

Professional observation and photographs indicate inappropriate cover, cmnpasd
production in significant portions of the black sagebrush range sites. Small trees, shrubs,
grasses, and forbs are declining beneath a thick spreading canopy of juniper and pinyon
trees. Understory decadence and mortality are common. PingiQuraper trees are
estimated to compose up to a disproportionate 60% of total ground cover on these range
sites.

Pinyon/juniper woodlandommunity

The pinyon/juniper woodland range sites within the western portions of the Egan Basin in
the Cherry CreeRllotment exhibit a spreading, dense overstory tree canopy and an
impoverished (sparse to absent) understory of small trees, shrubs, grasses and forbs as
indicated by range site potential information, professional observation, and photographs.
These woolhnd plant communities are considered to be-ovature due to the lack of

natural wildfire disturbance. Competition, shading, and spreading root systems are all
factors leading to a declining understory. Several walks through these areas have revealed
common understory decadence and mortality of shrubs and the herbaceous species.
Black sagebrush, mountain mahogany, serviceberry, bluebunch wheatgrass
(Pseudoroegneriapicatg, Indian ricegras§Achnatherunhymenoides T hur ber 6 s
needlegrasfAchnatherunthurberianun), and other species areking or absent in

major portions of the woodland sites. Thus there is an inappropolte, composition,

and production in these areas. Competition, shading, and spreading root systems are all
factors leading to a declining understory. Understegetative composition should be
about 35% grasses, 15% forbs, and 50% shrubs and young trees when the average
overstory canopy is medium (20 to 35%).

Wyoming big sagebrush range sites

Portions of the Wyoming big sagebrush range within the Cherry @déstknent have
passed a threshold, transitioning to dominance of woody Wyoming big sagebrush while
losing herbaceous native grass and forb production. Range data from the 2000
evaluation, photographs, and professional observation support the condtasimoaody
Wyoming sagebrush is becoming odEminant in these areas. The different types of
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Wyoming big sagebrush range sites on the allotment should consist of anywhere from 40
to 55% perennial grass composition by weight according to the rangessitgotiens.

Indian ricegrass and neediadthread are two key native grasses that are lacking in the
sagebrush understory.

These sagebrush areas have been affected historical grazing, by drought, and lack of
wildfire. The value of these areas for wateed and as habitat for wildlife and livestock

is declining. Again, these areas should continue to be monitored and vegetation
treatments that restore range resiliency and health should be considered for these areas.

Big Rock Seeding Allotment Standard Review

Standard 1. Upland Sites

Upland soils exhibit infiltration and permeability rates that are appropriate to soil type,
climate and land form.

As indicated by:
¢ Indicators are canopy and ground cover, including litter, live vegetation and rock,
appopriate to potential of the site.

Determination:

X Achieving the Standard

I Not Achieving t
I Not Achieving t

Standard, but making

Causal Factors
Livestock are a contributing factor to not achieving the standard.

— — —(

Livestock are not a contributing factor
Failure to meet the standard is related
Guidelines Conformance:
2( In conformance with the Guidelines
I Not in conformance with the Guidelines

Conclusion: Standard Achieved

UPLANDS Sites: Rangeland monitoring and professional observation indicates that
overall soil condition is currently being maintained on the native range. Sodtable
and productive and the topsoil is holding in place.

All five key areas occur igravelly loam to very gravelly sandy loamith slight sloping

No rill or sheet erosion was observddne intercept cover studies conducted at the five

key areas Wwhin the allotment showed a cover of 25 to 58 percent. A well dispersed
accumul ation of I|itter is also presvernt at
providingvery adequate suppdd functioning soil conditions.
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Standard 2. Riparian andWetland Sitesi Standard Not Accessed
Riparian and wetland areas exhibit a properly functioning condition and achieve state
water quality criteria.

As indicated by:

e Stream side riparian areas are functioning properly when adequate vegetation, large
woody debris, or rock is present to dissipate stream energy associated with high water
flows. Elements indicating proper functioning condition such as avoiding accelerating
erosion, capturing sediment, and providing for groundwater recharge and release are
determined by the following measurements as appropriate to the site characteristics:

o0 Width/Depth ratio; Channel roughness; Sinuosity of stream channel; Bank
stability; Vegetative cover (amount, spacing, life form); and other cover (large
woody debris, ck).

o Natural springs, seeps, and marsh areas are functioning properly when adequate
vegetation is present to facilitate water retention, filtering, and release as indicated
by plant species and cover appropriate to the site characteristics.

o Chemical) physical and biological water constituents are not exceeding the state
water quality standards.

The above indicators shall be applied to the potential of the site.

Determination:

Achieving the Standard
Not Achieving
Not Achieving

— — —(

h e i&Gnmntprogtesstodigrdsb ut maki ng si g
he Standard, and not making

~t ~+

ausal Factors

Livestock are a contributing factor to not
Livestock are not a contributing factor to not achieving thedsted

Failure to meet the standard is related to

— — —( O

Quidelines Conformance:
1 In conformance with the Guidelines
I Not in conformance with the Guidelines

Conclusion: Standartllot Accessed

Riparian: There are fivenaturalsprings and one developed spring on the Big Rock
Seeding Allotment on public land. All six of these springs are located above 6, 800 feet
in steeper terraidominated bypinion juniper woodlandsDue to these factorapne of

these springs are accessed byleatProper functioning @ndition (PFC) to evaluate

riparian health and functionality has not yet been determined for these springs. The one
developed spring hagater piped to a trough at a lower elevation to water livestSele
Appendix V, FigureVII for a map of water sources for this allotment.
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Standard 3. Habitat:

Habitats exhibit a healthy, productive, and diverse population of native and/or desirable
plant species, appropriate to the site characteristics, to provide suitable feed, water,
coverand living space for animal species and maintain ecological processes. Habitat
conditions meet the life cycle requirements of threatened and endangered species.

As indicated by:

Vegetation composition (relative abundance of species);
Vegetation structre (life forms, cover, height, or age class);
Vegetation distribution (patchiness, corridors);

Vegetation productivity; and

Vegetation nutritional value.

Determination:
X Achieving the Standard
| Not Achieving the Standard, but making sigrdint progress towards

~

| Not Achieving the Standard, not making significant progress toward standard

Causal Factors

I Livestock are a contributing factor to
I Livestock are not a contridouting factor
I Failure to meet the standard is relat
Guidelines Conformance:

X In conformance with the Guidelines

I Not in conformance with the Guidelines

Conclusion: Standard Achieved.

Rangeland monitoring (including professionakervations and key forage plant
utilization) show habitat conditions overall exhibit a healthy, and productive, plant
community that is providing suitable habitat for wildlife and maintaining ecological
processes over the majority of the allotment. Vatgee structure and distribution is
appropriate for this crested whgedssseeding allotment as determined by monitoring
data, range observations and professional judgniéré.level area withithis allotment
is a crested wheatgrass seedinitp the pant community dynamics alteredhe steeper
terrain of this allotment has not been altered and is covered by native vegetation,
predominately pinion juniper woodland vegetation.

Line intercept cover studies conducted at the five key areas indicateahatgetative
composition is predominatelyrested wheatgragdgropyron desertorumyith Wyoming

big sagebruslArtemisia tridentate wyomingensiadSandberg bluegragsPoa
secundareestablishing in portions of the allotment. Trace amourtiglofy¢on

(Halogeton glomeratusgre also presenAlthough shrub densities are increasitige

crested wheatgrass is maintaining good vigor and this grass species is able to handle the
grazing pressure, especially during the critical growing season.
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PART 2. ARE LIVESTOCK A CONTRIBUTING FACTOR TO NOT MEETING
THE STANDARDS? SUMMARY REVIEW:

Cherry Creek Allotment Standards Summary Review

Standard #1: Upland Sites
Not achieving the Standard, but making significant progress towards. Livestock are not a
contribuing factor to not achieving the Standard, failure to meet the standard is related to
other issues or conditions.

Standard #2: Riparian and Wetlands

Not achieving the Standard, but making significant progress towards. Livestock are a
contributing factoto not achieving the Standard, failure to meet the standatslas
related to other issues or conditions.

Standard #3: Habitat

Not achieving the Standard, but making significant progress towards. Livestock are not a
contributing factor to not achievirtge Standard, failure to meet the standard is related to
other issues or conditions.

Big Rock Seeding Allotment Standards Summary Review

Standard #1: Upland Sites
The Standard is being achieved.

Standard #2: Riparian and Wetlands
The Standard isotassessed.

Standard #3: Habitat
The Standard is being achieved.

PART 3. GUIDELINE CONFORMANCE REVIEW AND SUMMARY

Cherry Creek Allotment Guideline Conformance Review andSsummary

Grazing is in conformance with all applicable Guidelines as provided indhbddstern
Great Basin Standards and GuidelinBased on a review of the monitoring data
presented in thideterminationcurrent livestock grazing management practices in the
Cherry CreelAllotment are largely in conformance with the Guidelines forekiock
Grazing Management. Grazing systems are in placggdiog to the grazing decision of
2001 and livestock grazing agreements reached as a result of the 2001 decision. The
reduction in AUMS and grazing systemavedistributed livestock use and rekun
moderate or less utilization of key forage plant species resulting in ageoproduction
andcover Range improvement projects including a fence splitting the Goshute Seeding
into separate pasturéss improved springs within the east pastufalditional range
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improvement projects includingparian protection fenag arebeing planned for #n
springs/seep® helpcontinueprogreseg towardachieving Standarg.

Big Rock Seeding AllotmenitGuideline Conformance Review andSsummary
Grazing isin conformance with all applicable Guidelines as provided in the Northeastern
Great Basin Standards and Guidelines.

PART 4. MANAGEMENT PRACTICES TO CONFORM WITH GUIDELINES
AND ACHIEVE STANDARDS

Discussion:

Current management practices implementedesineFinal Multiple Use Decision for
Cherry Creek and the agreements with permitseekelping this allotment to progress
towardachieving the threestandards. Current management practices for Big Rock
Seeding Allotment have helped this allotment toiewe thewo standardaissessed

Recommendations:

The Terms and Conditions established in the Final Multiple Use Decision for Cherry
Creek Allotmendated July20, 2001 and in accordance with the permittee agreements
will continue to be included in thertm permits for all authorized permittees on the
Cherry Creek Allotment. See Appendidor the terms and conditions for each
permittee. ©ntinue all desirable livestock management practices currently being
implemented for both allotments. Establistizétion levels for both allotmentsn key
forage speciesContinue rangeland monitoring of these allotments for livestock in
compliance with proper allowable use levels for these allotments. For the Cherry Creek
Allotment continue to evaluate riparianeas and determine if additional management
actions such as enclosure fences are needed.

Cherry Creek Allotment

1. Establish utilization levels as follows:
e Perennial grasseS0% totalc ur r ent year 6s gr owt h

This use level is necessary to allow ddslieskey herbaceous species to 1) develop
above ground biomass for protection of soils, 2) to contribute to litter cover, and 3)
develop roots to improve carbohydrate storage for vigor, reproduction, and
improve/increase desirable perennial cover.

e Perennibshrubs and halhrubs50% useon current annual production.

This use level is necessary to allow desirable key herbaceous species to 1) develop
above ground biomass for protection of soils, 2) to contribute to litter cover, and 3)
develop roots to inmpve carbohydrate storage for vigor, reproduction, and
improve/increase desirable perennial cover.

o Crested wheatgras85% useon current annual production.

Big Rock Seedind\llotment
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1. Establish utilization levels as follows:

o Crested wheatgras85% useon current annual production.
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APPENDIX || - DATA ANALYSIS FOR CHERRY CREEK ALLOTMENT

1. Review of Final Multiple Use Decision/Management Action Selection Report
A Final Multiple Use Decision was issued for the Cherry Creek Allotment on July 20,
2001. Ths documenwas reviewed during thenalysis along with currenfata.

2. Key Areasand Location

A key area is a relatively small portion of a unit selected as a point for monitoring change
in vegetation or soil and the impacts of management. Key areas, if properly located,
reflect the cunt management over similar important areas in the unit. Key areas
represent range conditions, trends, seasonal degrees of use, and resource production and
values. Table 21 depics key areas and their location within this allotment as well as the
year etablished. Although not included in this table, there are an additielelen key

areas located in the seeding pastures and the native slough area of the allotment used to
monitor utilization only.

Table 21. Cherry Creek Allotment Key Areas

Key Area Year Established Location

CC-001 1983 T25N, R63E, sec. 13 NESE
CC-01 1993 T22N,R63E SEC 1 SENW
CC-02 1993 T23N,R63E, SEC 1

CC-03 1993 T26N,R64E SEC 22 SE
CC-04 1995 T23N,R63E, SEC 8

CC-05 1995 T24N,R63E, SEC 10 NESW
CC-06 1995 T24N,R64E,SEC 19 NE
CC-07 1995 T24N,R64E, SEC 16 SW
CC-08 1995 T24N,R65E, SEC 6

CC-8b 1998 T25N,R65E, SEC 32 W1/2
CC-09 1996 T24N,R64E, SEC 9 NE
CC-10 1996 T26N,R64E, SEC 27
CC-11 1996 T25N, R64E, SEC 6 SESW
CC-12 1996 T23N,R62E

CC-14 1997 T23N,R63E, SEC 8 SESW
CC-15 1997 T25N,R65E, SEC 29 SENE
CC-16 1997 T24N,R63E, SEC 21 SW
CC-17 1997 T22N,R63E SEC 12

CC-18 1998 T25N,R64E, SEC 9 NW
CC-19 1998 T24N,R63E, SEC 22 SE

3. Vegetative Cover and Composition

Ecological Sites are interpretive units into which landssaeative vegetation are
separated for study, evaluation, and management. An ecological site, as defined for
rangeland, is a distinctive kind of land with specific physical characteristics that differs
from other kinds of land in its ability to produceliatinctive kind and amount of
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vegetation (NRCS 1997). The ecological site of a key area is determinechased
several factors including soil mapping unit, topography, and plant community.

The Line Intercept Cover Study is a commonly used methostiohating the relative

percent live foliar cover of a range site by plant class (tree, shrub, grass, forb, or annual).
The method also estimates the percent live foliar cover by plant species. The results are
then compared to the appropriate cover faheange site as indicated by the Natural
Resources Conservation Service (NRCS) range site guides. Results are also compared to
what is known about healthy rangelands in general.

Listed belowin Table 31 are descriptions @he ecologicalsites within the Cherry Creek
Allotment wherekey areas have been established and monitored using the line intercept
cover study Included in thisist are the associated sd@scription precipitation zone,

and the plant communitgomposition and cover. Data adted for each key area

regarding vegetative cover and vegetative composition is summarized within each table.

Most key areas are meeting the cover appropriate to the site. Four key ar€¥s 04C

11, 14) have increased cover over the last ten yeanget the appropriate amount cover

for their ecological site. Two key (CG@01, 08) have decreased cover over the last ten
years and are not meeting the appropriate amount of cover for their ecological site. Data
collected for the remaining key areanbnstratd that cover is appropriate

association with thecological site. Current cattle grazing is not attributed to the
declining cover at C@01 and CA8. CCGO001 has been grazed in the light to moderate
range since 200&eeTable6-1). Heavy uilization was document in 2008 at Key Area
CC-08 in the Woodcamp Pasture. This is attributed to wild horses that were observed in
the area, since cattle did not graze this pasture during that time. Since both sites had
appropriate cover in 1998, lowerggipitation may be a factor in the decline of vegetative
cover. Both sites are also seeing an increase in halogeton.

Key areas located in the slough include those in saline me@@ed\d, 06, 07, 09, 10, 17,

18 and the wetclay basinCC-02. Although tle ratio of grasses, forbs and shrubs varies
from the potential vegetative composition, professional observations (data notes) at these
sites indicate that plant diversity is good to excellent and that these areas are improving.
Key area CEL2 is an uplandite located in the Overland Burn and professional
observations here also indicgeod plant diversityncludingserviceberry, elderberry,

and basin wild rye.

Several key areas are not meeting the potential vegetative composition for their
ecologicalsite. Upland key areas @3, 11,and14 have undergone increasing shrub
densities over the past ten years. During this same ten year period upland key-area CC
04 has had shrub densities decrease with primarily halogeton invading the area.
Utilization by cattle at these key areas has been mostly light to moderate except for CC
14 which had heavy utilization in 2003 (sesble 61). CCG08 also showed heavy

utilization as stated previouslyPrecipitation data since 1981 does show an overall
decline in pecipitation, but whether this a factor in whythese areas are seeing

increases in shrub densitieas not been determithelt has been determined that the
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increase in shrub densitiesnot attributed t@urrent livestock grazing since utilization
levels are primarily in the slight temoderatgange.

Table3-1. Ecological Site®escriptions, Associatddey Areas Vegetative Cover and

Composition Data

028BY002NV. Saline Meadow 61 0 0
Plant community dominated by alkali sacaton. Alkahdgpass, alkali bluegrass, and

sedges are important associated species. Potential veg composition is about 85%
and grassikes, 10% forbs, and 5% shrubs. Approximate ground cover (basal and ¢

is about 15 25 percent.

.P. Z

Key Date *Cover | *Composition | Data Notes
Areas Monitored (%)* (%)
CC-01 |6/25/1998 | 6% Grasses 33% | Single stem grasses common i
See noteg Forbs  34% | the transect, but not included a
Shrubs 33% | juncus and spartinaCover
appropriate to site. Soil has hig
salt contentproduction is low.
CC-06 |6/29/1998 | 10% Grasses 70% | No soil compaction or
See noteg Forbs  30% | trampling. Good species
Shrubs 0% | diversity, fair production.
CC-07 | 7/8/1998 8% Grasses 88% | About 6365% of ground wrface
See noteg Forbs 12% | is covered with vegetation. No
Shrubs 0% | soil compaction or trampling.
Young greasewood shrubs are
sprouting in a couple of places.
CC-09 | 7/7/1998 14% Grasses 57% | Single stem grasses common i
See noteg Forbs  43% | the transect but not cowgt.
Shrubs 0% | Cover appropriate to site. Soil
has mildly salt content, no
compaction or trampling
observed.
CC-10 | 7/7/1998 2% Grasses 74% | Single stem grasses common i
See noteg Forbs  26% | the transect but not counted.
Shrubs 0% | Cover appropriate to siteo8e
trampling of soil observed, no
compaction of soil observed.
CC-17 | 7/8/1998 See noteg See notes Cover and composition not
collected at this site because
100% ground coverage by folia
cover. Good grass and forb
diversity present. Soils not
trampled o compacted.
CC-18 | 7/31/2007 22% Grasses 67% | A good ecological site with
Forbs 4% | excellent native plant diversity.
Shrubs 29% | Soils are stable with no excess
compaction.
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028BY011NV. Shallow calcareousloam 8 1 0 0

Plant community dminated by black sagebrush, Indian ricegrass and needleand thr
Potential veg composition is about 50% grasses, 10% forbs, and 45% shrubs.
Approximate ground cover (basal and crown) is 28 percent.

.P. Z

Key Date *Cover | *Compositimm | Data Notes
Areas Monitored | (%)* (%)
CC-001 | 8/1/2007 13% Grasses 33% | Soils- biotic crust are common
Forbs 0% | in the shrub interspaces, no
Shrubs 67% | excess trampling or compactiof
Stable gravely soil. Very minor
cheatgrass present.
6/16/1998 | 21% Grasses 19% | Soils no excess trampling or
Forbs trace compaction.Cheatgrass is
Shrubs 81% | abundant.
CC-08 | 8/2/2007 14% Grasses 8% | Halogeton invading winterfat
Forbs 0% | patches.Soils no excessive
Shrubs 92% | trampling or compaction,
cryptomatic cruspresent.Sign
of wild horseand sheep
observed akey area.Not
grazed by cattle.
6/25/1998 | 22% Grasses 18% | Soil is stable.
Forbs 0%
Shrubs 82%
CC-08b | 6/25/1998 | 26% Grasses 23% | Soils no excessive trampling or
Forbs trace | compactionsome light
Shrubs 77% | pedestalling, andryptomatic
crust present.
CC-16 |6/16/1998 | 18% Grasses 27% | Soils no excess trampling or

Forbs 16%

Shrubs 57%

compaction.Cheatgrass is
abundant.

028BY052NV.Droughty Loam 8-10" P.Z.

The plant commuty is dominated by Wyoming big sagebrush, spiny hopsage, Indig
ricegrass and needleandthread. Potential vegetative composition is about 45% gra
5% forbs and 50% shrubs. Approximate ground cover (basal and crown) is 20 to 3

percent.

Key Date *Cover | *Composition | Data Notes

Areas Monitored | (%)* (%)

CC-05 | 8/1/2007 35% Grasses 11% | Biotic crust is present, but

Forbs 0%
Shrubs 89%

infrequent in shrub interspaces
Utilization is light or less.
Cheatgrass is present, but
infrequent. No excessampling
or compaction
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028BYO75NV. Coarse Gravelly Loam6 8 06 P. Z.

Plant community dominated by Indian ricegrass and shadscale. Bud sagebrush ar
winterfat are important associated plants. Potential veg composition is about 50%
grasses, 5% forbs, ad&% shrubs. Approximate ground cover (basal and crown) is

about 15 25 percent.

Key Date *Cover | *Composition | Data Notes
Areas | Monitored | (%)* (%)
CC-04 | 8/2/2007 24% Grasses 7% | Shadscale is dying off, some young
Invasive plants are vigorousHalogeton and
(Halogeton) | cheatgrass are invading the area.
82% Soils are untrampled, biotic crust is
Shrubs 11% | common in shrub interspaces.
6/18/1998 | 6% Grasses 17%| Cheatgrass abundant, but not coun
Forbs 0% | in transect. Utilizatiorslight or less.
Shrubs 83% | Native plants are vigorous.
CC-11 | 7/31/2008 | 35% Grasses 17%| Stable gravely loam or loam soil.
Forbs 0% | Biotic crusts present and common i
Shrubs 83% | shrub interspaces. Halogeton and
cheatgrass present in pockets. Ho
use ewdentwith use onindian
ricegrassslight or less.
6/29/1998 | 14% Grasses 21%| Some pedestalling of plants
Forbs 0% | observed, but no compaction or
Shrubs 79% | trampling of soils present.
Cheatgrass is abundant.
CC-14 | 8/2/2007 36% Grasses 21%| Indian ricegrasss vigorous and
Forbs 0% | lightly grazed. Cattle sign present
Shrubs 79% | from last year and rabbit sign
present. Soils are stable and
untrampled, biotic crust present in
shrub interspaces. Cheat gr&ss
present.
6/18/1998 | 10% Grasses 66%/| Native grasses have gouigor.
Forbs 0% | Soils are stable and untrampled,
Shrubs 44% | biotic crust present in shrub
interspaces. Cheat grassabundant

028BY094NV.Calcareous Loam 1014" P.Z.

The plant community is dominated byibbunch wheatgrass, Indian ricegrass, and bi
sagebrush.Potential vegetative composition is about 60% grasses, 5% forbs and 3
shrubs and trees. Approximate ground cover (basal and crown) is 20 to 30 percent

Key Date *Cover | *Conposition | Data Notes
Areas Monitored | (%)* (%)
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CC-12

8/1/2007

25%

Grasses 10%
Forbs 22%
Shrubs 68%

Very good plant diversity and good
cover. Plants present but not in
transect serviceberry, elderberapd

basin wild rye. S8ils are stable, no
excess tramplingLocated in
Overland bun, burn isseveral years
old.

028BY098NV.Wet Clay Basin
The plant community is dominated by inland saltgrass, bluegrasses, rushes and se
Povertyweed and cinquefoil are important species associated with this site. Potent
vegetaitve composition is about 60% grasses and 40% forbs. Approximate ground ¢
(basal and crown) is 0 to 80 percent.

Key Date *Cover | *Composition | Data Notes
Areas | Monitored | (%)* (%)
CC-02 | 7/31/2007 | 15.27% | Grasses 14% | Rushesarepresent Stable soil with
Forbs 86% | good vegetation cover. No excess
Shrub 0% | trampling or compaction of soils.
Old trail along road is filling in with
grasses, site is improving.
7/8/1998 6% Grasses 33%
Forbs 67%
Shrub 0%

4. Similarity Index of Ecological Sé Inventory

The Integrated Vegetation Management Handbodk7#0-2 describes the similarity

index of Ecological Site Inventory to assess vegetation conditlensimilarity index is

a calculation based on a comparison of the plant species compositipreséatly

existing plant community to the plant species composition of a reference condition
(potential natural community or climax). When the similarity index is computed, a
successional status category is derived that signals how far away or hothelose
presently existing plant community is successionally to the historic climax plant
community or the potential natural community for that ecological site. A similarity index
of 0 to 25% represents an early seral plant community. A similarity indextof 8%
represents a mideral plant community. A similarity index of 51 to 75% represents a late
seral plant community. A similarity index of 76 to 100% represents the potential natural
community.

It should be understood that vegetation objectivesatteatieveloped using successional
status (seral status) categories are not always focused on achieving the reference
condition(s). Another way of saying this is that the potential natural community or the
historic climax plant community is not always theget endpoint of vegetation
management. The reference indicators are the range in production (pounds per acre) of
each plant speci es06 an ndwyavéighty ortessdéaeguently,n d
cover, for the potential natural community or thedmstclimax plant community.
Sometimes the range in production or range in cover is also converted to a range in

pr odu
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percent of plant species composition. Existing plant species composition is compared
against the reference indicators to estimate successiogatal status.

It should also be noted that BLM no longer links the seral status categories of potential
natural community, late seral, ragetral, and early seral, to range condition categories of
excellent, good, fair, and poor. The range conditategories of excellent, good, fair,

and poor were developed to connote forage condition of the rangeland for livestock types
(for example cattle and sheep). Instead this technigo@nijunction with other data
ascertains livestock forage condition, asesghe relative value of vegetation

communities for wildlife and their habitat, and ascertains the achievement of health
standards in relation to vegetation.

The National Range and Pasture Handbook defines trend as a rating of the direction of
changehat may be occurring on a site. The plant community and soeiased

components of the ecosystem may be either moving toward (improving) or away
(declining) from the desired plant community. At times, it can be difficult to determine
the direction of chnge and trend may be determined as not apparent.

The following tabledescribes the potential natural plant community and plant community
dynamics for each ecological range site identified. It slsomarizegcological status

and trend for dateollectal atseverakey areas for th€herry CreelAllotment. Most

key areas are in the mid to late seral stages. Trend is not apparent for most key areas.
Trend is declining or moving away from the desired plant community for key areas CC
01, CG11, CG14, amd CGO02. Trend is improving or moving toward the desired plant
community at key area GC7.

Table 41. Ecological Status/Seral Stagasd Trendof Cherry Creel@llotment Key
Areas

Range Site: 028BY002NV

Thepotential natural vegetativammunityfor this ecological range site should be
dominated by alkali sacaton. Alkali cordgrass, alkali bluegrass and sedges are imp
associated plant species. As ecological condition declines, inland saltgrass and Bz
rush increase, as alkali sacaton and aldakgrass decrease. Where severe stream
entrenchment occurs, the potential for this site is lost due to change in soil moisture
balance. Typically, this site is succeeded by the plant community characterized in t
Saline Bottom(028BY004NV)site descripbn following severe stream down cutting tr
is dominated by basin wildrye and alkali sacaton.

Key Area Date Ecological Status Trend

CC-01 6/29/1998  Mid Seral declining
CC-06 6/29/1998 Mid Seral not apparent
CC-07 7/8/1998 Late Seral not apparent
CC-09 7/7/1998 Mid Seral not apparent
CC-10 7/7/1998 Mid Seral not apparent
CC-17 7/8/1998 Late Seral improving
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Range Site: 028BY011NV

The potential natural vegetative community for this ecological range site should be
dominated by black sagebrush, Indiaegrass and needleandthread. As ecological
condition declines, black sagebrush, rabbitbrush and shadscale increase, while pel
grass, palatable shrubs and forbs decrease. Cheatgrass and halogeton are specie:
invade on this site.

Key Area Date Ecological Status Trend

CC-001 6/16/1998 Mid Seral not apparent
CC-08 6/25/1998  Mid Seral not apparent
CC-08b 6/25/1998 Mid Seral not apparent
CC-16 6/16/1998  Mid Seral not apparent

Range Site: 028BY075NV

Thepotential natural vegetassxcommunity for this ecological range site should be
dominated by Indian ricegrass and shadscale. Bud sagebrush and winterfat are im
associated plants. As ecological condition declines, shadscale and Douglas' rabbitl
will increase in density, wile Indian ricegrass composition will be reduced. With furtt
degradation, shadscale may become dominant to the extent of a nearly pure stand
major disturbance such as a fire, Douglas' rabbitbrush may become dominant on tt
Cheatgrass, hafjeton and mustards are the likely species to invade this site.

Key Area Date Ecological Status Trend

CC-04 6/18/1998 Mid Seral not apparent

1l 7/31/2007  Early Seral not apparent
7/7/1998 Mid Seral declining

cC14 8/2/2007 Mid Seral declining
6/18/1998 Mid Seral not apparent

Range Site: 028BY098NV

The potential natural vegetative community for this ecological range site should be
dominated by inland saltgrass, bluegrasses, rushes and sedges. Povertyweed and
cinquefoil are important species asised with this site. This is not a stable plant
community. This plant community may be completely water covered during the gro
season, or it can be a very productive site, often dominated by annual forbs, in drie
years.

Key Area Date Ecological Staus Trend

CC-02 7/8/1998 Mid Seral declining

Range Site: 028BY052NV

The potential natural vegetative community for this ecological range site should be
dominated by Wyoming big sagebrush, spiny hopsage, Indian ricegrass and
needleandthread. As ecologlicondition declines, Wyoming big sagebrush, spiny
hopsage, horsebrush and other shrubs increase in density as Indian ricegrass and
needleandthread decrease.

Key Area Date Ecological Status Trend
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CC-05 8/1/2007 Mid Seral not apparent

5. Licensed Livstock Use

Since the implementation of the FMUD in 2002estock licensed actual use on the
Cherry Creek Allotment has varied dependent on growing conditions, available forage,
and management objectives of the permittees and the BLM. TdbiecBides licensed
actual use and percentage of licensed actual use compared to total active AUMs
permitted by allotmenand pasture from 2002 to 2Q0The total number of active AUMs
for the Cherry Creek Allotmens 5,293. The break down by pasture for this total
amounts:

Native Range 3,800 Active AUMs

Goshute Seeding East 174 Active AUMs

Goshute Seeding West 285 Active AUMs

North Egan Seeding 400 Active AUMs

South Egan Seeding 634 Active AUMs

Table 51. Cherry Crele Allotment Licensed Actual Use
% Licensed Actual
Licensed Actual Use ofTotal

GrazingYear Pasture Name Use (AUMS) Permitted Use
2002 Native Range 3258 86%
Goshute Seeding East 108 62%
Goshute Seeding West 174 61%
North Egan Seedg 183 46%
South Egan Seeding 310 49%
2002 Total 4033 76%
2003 Native Range 2873 76%
Goshute Seeding East 146 84%
Goshute Seeding West 95 33%
North Egan Seeding 348 87%
South Egan Seeding 275 43%
2003 Total 3737 71%
2004 Native Range 1924 51%
Goshute Seeding East 23 13%
Goshute Seeding West 25 9%
North Egan Seeding 146 37%
South Egan Seeding 633 100%
2004 Total 2751 52%
2005 Native Range 2866 75%
Goshute Seeding East 42 24%
Goshute Seeding West 149 52%
North Egan Seeding 247 62%
South Egan Seeding 549 87%
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2005 Total 3853 73%
2006 Native Range 2221 58%
Goshute Seeding East 180 103%
Goshute Seeding West 255 89%
South Egan Seeding 541 85%
2006 Total 3197 60%
2007 Native Range 3474 91%
Goshute Seeding East 159 91%
Goshute Seeding West 74 26%
South Egan Seeding 445 70%
2007 Total 4152 78%
6. Utilization

The following is a summary of the livestock utilization data oddd on the Cherry

Creek Allotment. The Final Multiple Use Decision for Cherry Creek Allotment did not

set maximum utilization on kefpragespecies, however 50% utilization on perennial

native grasses allows desirable key herbaceous species to deweleeiund biomass

for protection of soils, to contribute to litter cover, aadevelop roots to improve
carbohydrate storage for vigor, reproduction, and improve/increase desirable perennial
cover. Utilization on crested wheatgrass is recommendsgbedximately65% since

this grass species is able to handle heavier grazing pressure, especially during the critical
growing season.

The general utilization objective for all allotments in the former Egan Resource Area of

the ElyDistrict Office Area accating to the Egan Resources Management Plan and Final
Environmental Impact Statement (RMP/FEISeptember, 1984) and Record of
Decision(RODIFebr uary, 1987) is to AEstablish util
cover, plant vigor and soil fertilityniconsideration of plant phenology, physiology,

terrain, water availability, wildlife needs,
ROD, p. 44). The Nevada Rangeland Monitoring Handbook gives recommendations as

to the proper use levels by plant caigy (grass, forbs, shrubs) and by grazing season

(spring, summer, fall, winter, yearlong). Proper use levels for all allotments are also

implied by the Standards and Guidelines for Rangeland Health and Grazing

Administration (February 1997).

Key forage plant utilization method (KFPM) was used to collect utilization data at the
key areas.Several key aredsave beemstablished throughout the Cherry Creek
Allotmentin native range andrested wheatgrass seedpastureto measure utilization.
Utilization foreachgrazing yeaby key areas summarized in Table-4. Utilization

primarily ranged from the slight to moderate range. Heavy utilization was documented at
three key areas in 2003 and one key area in 2007. Some of the heavier utilizgtion m
be attributed to lower precipitation affecting forage production and poor livestock
distribution in these areas. Heavy utilization on winterfat in 2008 at Key Are@8G1C
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the Woodcamp Pasture is attributed to wild horses that were observed iratherae

cattle did not graze this pasture during that time. Key ared (S$ a crested wheatgrass
seeding and the heavy (62%) utilization at this area was within an acceptable range for
this plant specie.

Table 61. Cherry Creek Allotment UtilizatioSBummary

‘ Percent | Utilization
Grazing Year | Key Area | Key Species Utilization | Range
2001 CC-01 *combined slough veg. 32% light
CC-02 combined slough veg. 36% light
CC-03 combined slough veg. 44% moderate
CC-04 Indian ricegrass 52% moderate
CC-06 combined slough veg. 20% slight
CC-07 Alkali bluegrass 20% slight
basin wildrye 10% slight
CC-09 combined slough veg. 12% slight
CC-10 combined slough veg. 44% moderate
CC-14 Indian ricegrass 58% moderate
CC-16 Indian ricegrass 38% light
CC-17 combined slough veg. 44% moderate
CC-19 alkali sacaton 18% slight
2002 CC-001 Indian ricegrass 44% moderate
CC-01 combined slough veg. 20% slight
CC-02 combined slough veg. 26% light
CC-03 combined slough veg. 38% light
CC-04 Indian ricegrass 52% moderate
CC-05 Indian ricegrass 14% slight
CC-06 combined slough veg. 14% slight
CC-08 Indian ricegrass 42% moderate
winterfat 14% slight
CC-10 combined slough veg. 40% light
CC-11 bottlebrush squirreltail 54% mocdcerate
CC-14 Indian ricegrass 52% moderate
CC-15 winterfat 24% light
CC-16 Indian ricegrass 44% moderate
CC-17 combined slough veg. 56% moderate
CC-19 alkali sacaton 12% slight
CC-20 combined slough veg. 40% light
CC-21 combined sloughreg. 10% slight
CC-22 inland saltgrass 18% slight
CC-23 combined slough veg. 10% slight
CC-24 combined slough veg. 10% slight

Page28of 51




APPENDIX Il - DATA ANALYSIS FOR CHERRY CREEK ALLOTMENT

NES-1 crested wheatgrass 28% light
NES-2 crested wheatgrass 58% moderate
2003 CC-001 Indian ricegrass 34% light
CC-01 combined slough veg. 10% slight
CC-02 combined slough veg. 22% light
CC-03 combined slough veg. 42% moderate
CC-04 Indian ricegrass 60% moderate
CC-05 Indian ricegrass 10% slight
CC-06 combined slough veg. 18% slight
CC-07 basin widrye 24% light
Inland saltgrass 20% slight
CC-08 Sandber gbs 50% moderate
winterfat 78% heavy
CC-09 combined slough veg. 10% slight
CC-10 combined slough veg. 46% moderate
CC-11 bottlebrush squirreltail 58% moderate
CC-14 Indian ricegrass 66% heavy
CC-15 Sandber gbs 46% moderate
winterfat 60% moderate
CC-16 Indian ricegrass 32% light
Needlegrass 32% light
Sandber gbs 16% slight
CC-17 combined slough veg. 46% moderate
CC-19 alkali sacaton 20% slight
CC-20 combined slough veg. 50% moderate
CC-21 combined slough veg. 10% slight
CC-22 inland saltgrass 14% slight
CC-23 combined slough veg. 12% slight
CC-24 combined slough veg. 34% light
GS1 crested wheatgrass 62% heavy
NES 1 crested wheatgrass 28% light
NES-2 crested wheatgrass 46% moderate
SES1 crested wheatgrass 32% light
SES?2 crested wheatgrass 32% light
SES3 crested wheatgrass 44% moderate
SES4 crested wheatgrass 36% light
2005 CC-001 Indian ricegrass 30% light
CC-01 combined slough veg. 36% light
CC-02 combined slough veg. 22% light
CC-03 combined slough veg. 34% light
CC-04 Indian ricegrass 10% slight
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CC-05 Indian ricegrass 22% light
CC-06 combined slough veg. 10% dight
CC-07 basin wildrye 14% slight
Inland saltgrass 18% slight
CC-08 Sandbergbs 10% slight
winterfat 10% slight
CC-09 combined slough veg. 16% slight
CC-10 combined slough veg. 48% moderate
CC11 bottlebrush squirredil ~ 10% slight
CC-14 Indian ricegrass 24% light
CC-15 Sandbergds 10% slight
winterfat 10% slight
CC-16 Indian ricegrass 38% light
Needlegrass 32% light
CC-17 combined slough veg. 34% light
CC-19 alkali sacaton 10% slight
CC-20 combined slough veg. 46% moderate
CC-21 combined slough veg. 10% slight
CC-22 inland saltgrass 30% light
CC-23 combined slough veg. 10% slight
CC-24 combined slough veg. 26% light
GS1 crested wheatgrass 22% light
NES-1 crestedvheatgrass 16% slight
NES2 crested wheatgrass 32% light
2007 CC-001 bottlebrush squirreltail 43% moderate
CC11 bottlebrush squirreltail 48% moderate
CC-18 basin wildrye 72% heavy
combined slough veg. 48% moderate
*Combined slough veds comprised primarily oflkali cordgrass, inland saltgrass, anc
rushes.

7. Precipitation data

Historical climate data from the Western Regional Climate Center in Ely, Nevada is
being used for this assessment. The table below includes data annyéigi@tidata
collected since 1981Chart 71 demonstrates the declining trend of precipitation since

1981.

Table #1. Annual Precipitation for Ely, Nevada

ANNUAL ANNUAL
YEAR PRECIPITATION YEAR PRECIPITATION YEAR
1981 10.29 1991 998
1982 15.53 1992 9.78

2001
2002

ANNUAL
PRECIPITATION
6.7

4.52
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1983 14.84 1993 10.06 2003  8.54
1984 14.84 1994 9.72 2004 9
1985 9.89 1995 12.19 2005 12.99
1986 8.6 1996 7.31 2006 9.2
1987 12.3 1997 95 2007 6.76
1988 8.66 1998 12.23

1989 6.6 1999 6.61

1990 8.76 2000 10.12

Chart 7-1. Annual Precipitation Graphed From 1981to 2004
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8. Analysis of Riparian Areas

The following is a summary of the monitoring data collected for riparian areas of the
Cherry Creek Motment from 1994 through 2005. Data was collected for both lentic
(spring) and lotic (stream) ripariareas.

Lotic (Stream) Riparian Areas

There are three creeks (lotic riparian areas) that generally flow year round within the
Cherry Creek Allotment. The creeks are Duck Creek, Egan CaedkGoshute Creek
Lime Kiln Springis also a lotisystemwith intermittent flow.

Duck Creek

The Duck Creek wetlands, also referred to in this evaluation as lowland riparian, is an
area of up to several thousand acres surrounding Duck Creek. This area is also
commonly referred to as "the slough" and consists mainiyeb meadow, saline bottom,
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and saline meadow range sites. The acres of wetland vegetation within these sites may
vary year by year due to variations in precipitation and climate. The water flow in Duck
Creek also varies year by year for the same reaso

On August 31, 2005, Duck Creek and associated wetlaagsfound to be in proper
functioning condition for the first four miles, beginning at the southern allotment

boundary and flowing north. This was the distance water occurred in the streaml.chann
Water was not flowing in the creek channel for approximately the next two miles, to
Schellbourne Road. This two mile portion of the creek was found to be functioning at
risk. Vegetation attributes and creek channel characteristics were goodfimsttthe

miles in the allotment. Stream sinuosity and bank cover were good. Vegetative cover
was appropriate to the range site characteristics. For the next 2 miles, some undercutting
and bare banks were observed, the channel was considered too deapr(ghd

downcutting of the channel), and local heavy livestock utilization was noted.

In August, 1998, Duck creek flowed north of the Schellbourne Road for 0.75 miles. At
that time, 5.5 miles of creek riparian were found to be in proper functionimttioon

Also, approximately 3,000 acres of associated lowland riparian were found to be in
proper functioning condition. In August 199&estock use was found to be light
throughout the Duck Creek lowland riparian areas. The sunvE998was conducte
duringa very wet year. This led to extended stream flow and better than normal
livestock distribution on wetland areas. Estimates of acreage of wetlands can vary
between wet and dry years

Egan Creek
Egan Creek was found to be in proper functioningdtion in August, 2005 for about 1

mile of stream riparian habitat, from the quarry east to the mouth of the canyon. One of
thethree poing of origin of thewater sources for the creek was flowing. The other two
sources were dry. These sources arprivate ground west of the flagstone quarry.

Upper Egan Creek (originating from Telegraph Creek) was flowing northerly clear to the
confluence of Egan Creek near the private creek sources. This upper flow has not been
seen in many years, and is unusual.

Although the road restricts sinuosity and the creek channel occurs in a narrow canyon,
Egan Creek is iproperfunctioningcondition with vegetation appropriate to range site
potential. Some invasive plants occur near the creek including stingirey petterty

weed, cheatgrass, and thistle. Channel roughness and bank stability are excellent.
Vegetation is very thick along the channel; more than adequate to dissipate energy during
high flows. A good diversity of streamside vegetation was presduatling aspen,

willow, rose, and chokecherry.

Goshute Creek

Approximately 1.25 miles of Goshute Creek was found to be in proper functioning
condition on September 1, 2005. This stream section, from the fish ladder east to the east
end of the third exckure, has been protected by fencing since about 1975. Vegetative
attributes were all good, including vegetation cover and composition appropriate to range
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site potential. From the end of the third exclosure east to the county rait&Creek

was fourd to be nofunctional. This portion of the creek has little value for riparian
vegetation or fish habitat because of periodic flooding and alterations for irrigation water
flow made by the local rancher that holds water rights for this stream. It iamow

incised, gravelly, fairly straight channel with a high velocity flow, similar to a ditch.

Lime Kiln Spring (686)

This is a lotic (stream) systetimat 1ows from April tofirst of June in normal years and
to end of July in wet yearRated poperfunctioning conditiorin 1995, o bare banks or
cattle degradatiowaspresent.

Lentic (Spring) Riparian Areas

SpringSourca No. 634641

A cluster of eight small springs/seeps were identified in the Cherry Creek Allotment in
December of 1980. The spgs/seeps are located on public land south of the Cordano
Ranch in T. 25N., R. 64E., Section 5, SE 1/4. They are on level terrain amidst salt desert
shrub range. Nevada Water Resource Inventory forms were completed for all eight of the
springs, numbere@34- 641. The inventory forms indicated the largest spring had a flow
estimated at 1/4 to 1/2 gallon per minute (gpm) with other springs having less than 1/4
gpm flow or no flow at all. Two springs were classified as perennial while four were
intermittent.

In July of 1995 lentic (spring)roperfunctioningcondition studies were completed by a
riparian team for five of the eight sources, numbers 635, 637, 638, 639, and 640.
Additional proper functioning conditiostudies were completed 2005 for 634635,

636, and 637. Source number 638 was rated proper functioning condition. Data for the
remaining springs demstrated that the springs were functionaisi to nonfunctional.
Sources 635 and 637 rated in 1995 and again i6.2B0th springs werrated as
functional at isk in 1995, and showednmprovement with a rating of functional &k

for 635 and nonfunctional for 637. Heavy use by livestock and invasive species were
identified as factors for this declining conditioA.summary of theesults of these
studiess in Table 81. See Appendix IV, Figures Il through V for maps with the
location of these springs.

Spring SourceNo. 644- 649

A second cluster of ten small springs/seeps was also identified in the Cherry Creek
Allotment in Deeember of 1980 and June of 1982. These springs are located in the
Goshute Seeding in T. 25N., R. 64E., Section 17, NE 1/4. They are on level terrain
amidst the crested wheatgrass of the seeding. The springs/seeps are an important cattle
watering sourcéor cattle authorized to graze the seeding. Inventory forms indicated
spring/seep flows were estimated from less than 1/2 to 2 gpm. Flows were
unmeasureable because of seep like conditions.

In July of 1995 lentic (spring)roper functioning conditiostudies were completed by a
riparian team for water sourcéd4, 644A, 645, 646, 647, 648, and 649iditional
proper functioning conditiostudies were completed 2005 for 644, 645, 646, 647, 648,
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and 649. All springs rated in the Goshute Seedingrhptbved to proper functioning
condition. Plant species and cover were appropriate to site characteristics. These spring
sources are located in a completely fenced seedingmimg) livestoclgrazing uses

differed every other yearA summary of theasults of thesstudiess in Table 81. See
Appendix IV, Figures Il through V for maps with the location of these springs.

Spring SourceNo. 6071 654, 671, and 672

A third cluster of small springs/seeps was also identified in the Cherry Creek Altotme

in June of 1982. These springs are located south of the Green Ranch in an area of public
land that has been fenced on two sides. They are on level terrain amidst salt desert shrub
range. Inventory forms indicated spring/seep flows were measuretinoates from no

visible flow to 2 gpm.

In July of 1995 lentic (spring)roper functioning conditiostudies were completed by a
riparian team for six springs/seeps in the area identified dbogeurcesiumbered
650R,651, 652R, 653, 654, 671, and 67®ne new spring/seepuimbered52-1R was
also identified and studiedAdditional proper functioning conditiostudies were
completedn 2005 for 650, 652, 653, and 654. Sources 650R, 651, 652R;B%2Rre
rated proper functioning condition in 199bata for the remaining springs demonstrated
that thesprings were functional aisk to nonfunctional in 1995. Factors identified for
these declining conditions include hummocking and lack of visible flow of water.
Sources 653 and 654 were rated in 18088 again in 2005. In 1995, spring 653 was
rated agunctional at isk and spring 654 was rated fhamctional. In 2005, both springs
showed improvement with a rating of proper functioning condition.

Spring SourceNo. 712-715

A fourth cluster of srall springs/seeps was identified in the Cherry Creek Allotment in
July of 1983. These springs are located northeast of the Cordano Ranch on level terrain
in a saline bottom area of the floodplain.

In July of 1995 lentic (spring)roper functioning corition studies were completed by a
riparian team for 712, 713, 714, and 7T%o of the springs were rated proper

functioning condition. The remaining two springs were rated functional at risk with trend
not apparent. Factors identified for the functiataisk rating include hummocking and
riparian zone not enlarging. A summary of the results of thieskess in Table8-1.
SeeAppendix 1V, Figures Il through V fomaps with thelocation ofthesesprings.

Other Spring Sources Rated

Halloway Sprimg (669) is located at the east facing base of therZ¥eek Range and
was rated mper functioning condition in 1995.

Unnamed spring (685) located in the Cherry Creek Range. Ratetibnal at risk with
trend not apparent in 1995, this seep is locaii#itin an existing road and subject to
routing from passing vehicles.

Log Canyon Spring (687) is located in the Cherry Creek Range. Paigel
functioning condition in 1995, this is a developed spring with a 500 gallon tank..
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Spring sources 678, 6798® 711R,716A, and 716B have been accessed for proper

functioning condition, but a review of these springs locations found them to be located on

private land. Therefore they were dropped from this analysis.

Table 81. Lentic (spring) Analysis SummargrfCherry Creek Allotment

Name

Source Number Dates Analyzed
Pasture Function
Location Remarks
unnamed spring | 09/2005

634

North Slough

T. 25N., R. 64E.,
Sec. 5, SE1/4

Nonfunctional
Canadiarthistle abundant. Majority ofparian vegtationis lost.
Sediment/feces in water. Uplands in poor condition.

unnamed spring
635

North Slough

T. 25N., R. 64E.,
Sec. 5, SE 1/4

07/1995

Functional atisk with trend not apparent to doward

The riparian- wetland zone is shrinking and disturbance dueotof
action is present. Severe hummocking is present with hummocks up
one foot high. Overgrazing is present.

09/2005
Functional atisk with downward trend
Hoof action, hummocking. Heauyg severe use.

unnamed spring
636

North Slough

T. 25N.,R. 64E.,
Sec. 5, SE1/4

09/2005

Nonfunctional

Severe use, severe hummocking. Riparian area is shrinking. Hoof g
mud, lack of diversity

unnamed spring
637

North Slough

T. 25N., R. 64E.,
Sec. 5, SE 1/4

07/1995

Functional atisk with a downwardrend

The riparian- wetland zone is shrinking and disturbance due to hoof

action is present. Some hummocking is present, heavy cattle use is
and riparian plant species exhibit poor to moderate vigor with plants
thinning out.

09/2005

Nonfunctianal

Heavily infested with thistle & other invasives.

Severe hummocking, severe use. Riparian area shrinking.

unnamed spring
638

T. 25N., R.64E.,
Sec.5,SE 1/4

07/1995

Proper functioning condition

The riparian- wetland zone is stable and good vege¢atover is present
on the banks. The overall condition of the site is good with some
trampling noted. Moderate grazing has occurred on grasses, rushes
sedge.
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unnamed spring
639

T. 25N, R. 64E.,
Sec. 5, SE 1/4

07/1995

Functional atisk with a devnward trend
The riparian- wetland zone is shrinking and plant species that indicate
maintenance of riparianwetland soil moisture characteristics are
declining. The overall condition of the site is poor and utilization is
heavy. Purple thistle and inunocks are present.

unnamed spring
640

07/1995
Nonfunctional

T.25N., R. 64E., | The riparian wetland zone is shrinking, hoof action is noted, and the

Sec. 5, SE 1/4 overall condition is poor. The area is dry and the riparian habitett
present

unnamed spring | 07/1995

644

Goshute Seeding
T. 25N., R. 64E.,
Sec. 17, NE1/4

Functional atisk with a downward trend
Wetland plants exhibit fair vigor. Water is degraded and stagnated, v
excess algae at the source. Heavy trampling is noted. Severe
hummocking present at source. Current year utilization is 30% on se(
rush, and bluegrass. Good condition at source then degrades to poc
from the source.

09/2005
Proper functioning condition
0.25 acre spring/seep Clover presedpring enclose.

unnamed enclosec
spring

644 A

T. 25N., R. 64E.,
Sec. 17, NE1/4

07/1995

A proper functioning conditiostudy was not done for this enclosed
spring. The tiny spring source was dry amidst thick vegetation. It wg
noted on the survey form that the spgrimas not responding to being
enclosed.

unnamed spring

645

Goshute Seeding
T. 25N., R. 64E.,
Sec. 17, NE1/4

07/1995

Functional atisk with a downward trend

Hummocking is present around the source. Bare bank is present arc
the source due to trampli and overgrazing. Mustard and poverty wee
are present around the source. Overall condition of site noted as go(

09/2005
Proper functioning condition
Saltgrass protecting perimeter. Invasive species nearby

unnamed spring

646

Goshute Seeding
T.25N., R. 64E.,

07/1995

Proper functioning condition

Severe hummocking is present around the sources (2). Overall con(
of the site noted as fair to good. Some stagnation is present.

Sec. 17, NE1/4

09/2005

Proper functioning condition

0.25 acre spng/seep. Good riparian species
Diversity. Recovered well from early season grazing.

unnamed spring
647

Goshute Seeding
T. 25N., R. 64E.,

07/1995

Proper functioning condition

Minor trampling is present around the source. Overall camddf the
site noted as good. Some hummocking and bare banks around the
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Sec. 17, NE1/4

09/2005
Proper functioning condition
Kentucky bluegrass, dock present.

unnamed spring

648

Goshute Seeding
T. 25N., R. 64E.,
Sec. 17, NE1/4

07/1995

Functional atisk with a downward trend

Water quality is not sufficient to support riparestland plants. Flow
patterns are altered by disturbance. Severe hummocking is present
source. Overall condition of the site is poor.

09/2005
Proper functioning condition
Rose seedlings establishing. Poverty weed near end of flow.

unnamed spring

649

Goshute Seeding
T. 25N., R. 64E.,

07/1995

Functional atisk with a downward trend

This site is composed of two riparian areas approximately 40 ft. apar
from each other. Hummocking present and shoreline exhibits hoof a

Sec. 17, NE1/4

09/2005
Proper functioning condition
Same good condition as other springs.

unnamed spring
650

Native

T. 25N., R. 64E.,
Sec. 19, SE1/4

9/2005

Functional atisk with a downwardrend

Hoof action, hummocking. Cement drinkmesent at spring. An
enclosure fence with water piped out and troughed for livestock and \
horses is proposed. This spring is not in a herd management area (k
but is located near the Triple B HMA anddvhorse have been observe|
in the area.

unnamed spring
650R

Native

T. 25N., R. 64E.,
Section 19, SE 1/4

07/1995

Proper functioning condition

Some trampling and evidence of erosion present at the riparian/uplar,
boundary. Overall condition of the sigefair to good.

unnamed spring
651

T. 25N., R. 64E.,
Section 20, SW 1/

07/1995

Proper functioning condition

Overall condition of the site good. Trampling is minimal and
wildflowers are present.

unnamed spring
652

Native

T. 25N., R. 64E.,
Sec.20, SW1/4

09/2005
Functional atisk with a downward trend
Riparian is decreasingleavy use by cattle

unnamed spring
652R

T. 25N., R. 64E.,
Section 20, SW 1/

07/1995
Proper functioning condition
Some trampling around the banks. Spring has a corcol¢etion box.
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unnamed spring
652-1R (New)

T. 25N., R. 64E.,
Section 20, SW 1/«

07/1995

Proper functioning condition

Overall condition of the site is fair. Some trampling and minimal
stagnation noted. No visible flow.

unnamed spring
653

Native

T. 25N., R. 64E.,

07/1995

Functional arisk with a downward trend

Hummocks are present and there is no visible flow. The site fails to |
water and salt is leaching to the surface.

Sec. 20, SW1/4

09/2005
Proper functioning condition
Moderate use. Attle hummocking present.

654

Native

T. 25N., R. 64E.,
Sec. 20, SW1/4

07/1995

Nonfunctional

The size has declined significantly. The seep has dried up and the
remaining riparian vegetation has receded

09/2005
Proper functioning condition
Hummockswell vegetated. Good herbaceous component in the uplan

Halloway spring
669

T. 24N., R 63E.,
Section 16, NE 1/4

07/1995

Proper functioning condition

Riparian area is very smalWery little vegetation present. No apparent
flow. A few thistle plantgpresent. Deer use noteNot generally used b}
cattle.

unnamed spring
671

T. 25N., R. 64E.,
Section 20, SW 1/
unnamed spring
672

T. 25N., R. 64E.,
Section 20, SW 1/

Unnamed spring
685

T25N., R63E,
Sec. 8 SW1/4

Log canyon spring
687

T. 25N., R. 63E.,
Section 32, SW 1/«

unnamed spring
712

T. 26N., R. 64E.,
Section 27 NW 1/4

07/1995

Functional atisk with a downward trend

Approximately one half of the site has been lost to hummocking. The
has been affectedgerely from trampling.

07/1995

Functional atisk with a downward trend

Approximately 1/3 of the riparian site is lost due to hummocking and/
less flow from the source. Sediment is being depdsih the spring
source from upland erosion.

08/1995

Functional atisk with trend not apparent.

Small seep located in road. Road erosion and hoof action noted. Se
subject to rutting by passing vehisle

07/1995

Proper functioning condition

Overall in good condition with some trampling. Slight grazing on curt
year's growth. This is a developed spring with a tank holding 500 ga
of wate.

07/1995

Functional atisk with trend not apparent.

Hummocking and severe trampling are present at south spring head.
Banks sloughing.
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unnamed spring | 07/1995

713 Functional atisk with trend not apparent

T. 26N., R. 64E., | Spring head shrinking. Banks are trampled by cattle. Bare banks ar;
Section 27 SW 1/4 present. Hummocks present. Ripawagtland zone is not enlarging.
unnamed spring | 07/1995

714 Proper functioning condition

T.26N., R. 64E., | Small hummocks present. Slight bank impact with compaction from
Section 27 NW 1/4 cattle. North source is altered by disturbance and bermed.
unnamed spring | 07/1995

715 Proper functioning condition

T. 26N., R. 64E., | Overall ondition of riparian area good. Moderate trampling.
Section 27 SW 1/4
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APPENDIX I'll - DATA ANALYSIS BIG ROCK SEEDING ALLOTMENT

1. Review of Management Action Selection Report

A Management Action Selection Report was issued on December 20, 1990 for the Big

Rock Seeding Abtment. A Third Year R@valuation Summary was also complete for
this allotment in 1993. Both of these documents were reviewed and taken in to
consideration along with the analysiscofrentdata.

2. Key Areas and Soil Mapping Units

Table 21 depictkey areas and their locations within this allotment as well as the soll

associated with each key area.

Table 21. Big Rock Seeding Allotment Key Areas and Soil Type

Soill
iey Location Mapping | Soil Type and Description
rea Unit
Belmill-Cowgil-Selti association is
T22N. R63E, predominantly grgvelly loam to very gravelly
sandy loanoccurring at a 2 to 8 percent slope.
BR-1 | sec 9, 361 . X
Runoff is slow to moderate and the potential fo
NE1/4,NW1/4 ) . ; . :
sheet and rill erosion varies with slope gradien
No rill or sheet erosion was observed at this sif
Wintermute is gravelly sandy loaatcurring at a
T23N. R63E, Oto4 percent slope. Rl_moff is mgdlum and th
potential for sheet and rill erosion is slight to
BR-2 | sec 33, 421 .
moderate depending oropke and the surface
SW1/4,SE1/4 ) :
texture. No rill or sheet erosion was observed
this site.
Belmill-Cowgil-Selti association is
T23N. R63E, predominantly grz?lvelly loam to very gravelly
sandy loanoccurring at a 2 to 8 percent slope.
BR-3 | sec 29, 361 . )
Ruroff is slow to moderate and the potential fo
SE1/4,SE1/4 : . ) : .
sheet and rill erosion varies with slope gradien
No rill or sheet erosion was observed at this sif
PyratCowgil-Broyles association is
predominantly gravelly sandgam to very
T23N, R63E, gravelly sandy loanaccurring at a 2 to 8 percen
BR-4 | sec 29, 181 slope. Runoff is medium. The potential for she¢
NW1/4,NW1/4 and rill erosion is moderate to high depending
slope. No rill or sheet erosion was observed a
this site.
Palinor is very gravelly loaraccurring at a 2 to
T22N, R63E, 15 percent slope. The available water holding
BR-5 | sec 9, 282 capacity is very low to low, water intake rates ¢
SE1/4,&1/4 slow to moderate and runoff is slow to medium

No rill or sheet erosion was observed at this sil
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3. Line Intercept Cover and Composition Studies

The Line Intercept Cover Study is a commonly used method of estimating the relative
percent live foliar cover of a range site by plant class (tree, shrub, grass, forb, or annual).
The method also estines the percent live foliar cover by plant species. The results are
then compared to the appropriate cover and composition for each range site as indicated
by the Natural Resources Conservation Service (NRCS) range site guides. Since this
allotment is a ested wheatgrass seeding, the range site guides do not apply, instead
results were compared to what is known about healthy rangelands in general.

Line intercept cover studies have been conducted at the five key areas within the

allotment. The Table-2 summarizes data collectat these five key areas. A well

di spersed accumul ation of | itter is present
cover being very adequate to support functioning soil conditions. Composition is
predominatelycrested wmeatgrasgAgropyron desertorumyith Wyoming big sagebrush

(Artemisia tridentate wyomingense)dSandberg bluegragBoasecunda)

reestablishing in portions of the allotment. Trace amourttalogetonHalogeton

glomeratus)re also present.

Table 31. Big Rock Seeding Allotment Cover and Composition Data

Date Key

0 it 0
Area Cover (%) | Composition (%)

crested wheatgrass100%
6/18/2008 | BR-1 58% Sandberg bluegrasdrace

crested wheatgrass57%
halogeton 2%

6/19/2008 | BR-2 40% Wyoming big sagebrushd41%
crested wheatgrass 30%

6/19/2008 | BR-3 25% Wyoming big sagebrush70%
crested wheatgrass 3%

6/19/2008 | BR-4 30% Wyoming big sagebrush97%

crested wheatgrass 61%
Sandberg bluegrass88%
6/18/2008 | BR-5 58% halogeton 1%

4. Licersed Livestock Use

Over the last nine grazing seasons from 1999 to 2007, livestock licensed actual use on the
Big Rock Seeding Allotment has varied with a high of 572 AUMS in 2000, and a low of

13 AUMs in 2007. Livestock use has varied dependent on graseimgjtions, available

forage, and management objectives of the permittees and the BLM. Thlnlelddes

licensed actual use and percentage of licensed actual use compared to total active AUMs
permitted for this allotment. Active AUMs permitted for tBigg Rock Seeding

Allotment are 621AUMs.
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Table 41. Big Rock Seeding Allotment Licensed Actual Use

. . Licensed Actual Use

Grazing Licensed Actual

Year Use (AUMSs) Compared to dtal

Permitted Us€%)

1999 280 45%

2000 572 92%

2001 278 45%

2002 312 50%

2003 344 55%

2004 370 60%

2005 201 32%

2006 77 12%

2007 13 2%
5. Utilization

The following is a summary of the livestock utilization data collected on the Big Rock

Seeding Allotment. Allowable use levels have not been formally establishedsfor th

allotment. The general utilization objective for all allotments in the former Egan

Resource Area of the Ely Field Office Area according to the Egan Resources

Management Plan and Final Environmental Impact Statement (RMPi/FEgStember,

1984) and Read of Decision(ROD Febr uary, 1987) is to fAEstab
to maintain watershed cover, plant vigor and soil fertility in consideration of plant

phenology, physiology, terrain, water availability, wildlife needs, grazing systems and

aesthet values. 0 (Egan ROD, p. 44). The Nevadase
gives recommendations as to the proper use levels by plant category (grass, forbs, shrubs)

and by grazing season (spring, summer, fall, winter, yearlong). Proper use levels for all
allotments are also implied by the Standards and Guidelines for Rangeland Health and

Grazing Administration (February 1997).

Key forage plant utilization method (KFPM) was used to collect utilization data at the
key areas. There are five key areasaldshed on the Big Rock Seeding Allotment.
Utilization for each of these areas is summarized in Talile Since this allotment is a
crested wheatgrass seeding with higher resiliency, 65% utilization is acceptable. This
allotment also has a spring/fadist rotation grazing system. Utilization on the allotment
has varied dependent on precipitation and number of livestock grazed. In 2008,
utilization was moderate. However, in 2000 and 2001, utilization was heavy to severe at
some of the key areas. tAbugh there was heavier utilization during these years, the rest
rotation grazing system is allowing the crested wheatgrass to recover. Use pattern
mapping was also completed for the primary areas used by cattle of the Big Rock
Seeding Allotment in 1996These areas use ranged from light to moderate.

Table 51. Big Rock Seeding Allotment Utilization
Key Species Grazing Year Key Area Utilization
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Table 51. Big Rock Seeding Allotment Utilization

Key Species Grazing Year Key Area Utilization
crested
wheatgrass 1995 BR-1 15%
BR-2 48%
BR-3 50%
BR-4 12%
1996 BR-1 38%
BR-2 58%
BR-3 48%
BR-4 20%
1997 BR-1 24%
BR-2 48%
BR-3 54%
BR-4 28%
BR-5 50%
1998 BR-1 64%
BR-2 46%
BR-3 40%
BR-4 46%
BR-5 42%
2000 BR-1 38%
BR-2 78%
BR-3 84%
BR-4 76%
BR-5 46%
2001 BR-1 22%
BR-2 80%
BR-3 90%
BR-4 50%
BR-5 40%
2008 BR-1 27%
BR-2 48%
BR-3 42%
BR-4 32%
BR-5 43%

6. Analysis of Riparian Areas

There are five sprirggand one developed spring on the Big Rock Seeding Allotment on
public land. All six of these springs are located above 6, 800 feet in steeper terrain
dominated by pinion juniper woodlands (gggendix IV, Figure VI). Due to these

factors, none of thessprings are accessed by cattRroper functioning conditioto

evaluate riparian health and functionality has not yet been determined for these springs.

Page430f51




APPENDIX IIl - DATA ANALYSIS BIG ROCK SEEDING ALLOTMENT

One of these springs is developed and the water is piped to a trough at a lower elevation
to wate livestock. See Appendix\, FigureVIl for a map of water sources for this
allotment.
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Figure I.
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Figure I1.
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Figure Ill.
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Figure IV.
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Figure M.
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Figure VI.
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APPENDIX V1 TERMS AND CONDITIONS
Grazing Permit Terms and Conditions for Aaron Kesler, Herbert Stathes, and Sterling Wines for
the Cherry Creek Allotment and the Big Rock Seeding Allotment; and for Turner &HKrlbe
Ranch for the Cherry Creek Allotment

Livestodk Management Practicederms and Conditions

In accordance with 43 CFR 84130.3 and 841-30tBe following terms and conditions shall be
included in the term grazing permit for Aaron Keskéerbert Stathesand Sterling Wines for the
Cherry Creek Allotrert and the Big Rock Seeding Allotmesntd for Turner & Irlbeck Ranch
for the Cherry Creek Allotment

Terms and Conditionspecific to each permitte the Cherry Creek Allotment

Aaron Kesler

7.Inaccordance with the fAStipuDasmbastApMedli dys
November 2003, a total of 565 AUMs from the 1,199 suspended AUMSs from the Cherry
Creek Allotment native range would be placed in voluntary nonuse until March 1, 2010.

8. Active use licenseavould notexceed 10% of the totattive use on th&€herry Creek
Allotment native between May 1 and May 15, therefore, a maximum of 170 can be licensed
between May 1 and May 15 on the native range.

9. Goshute Seeding: The Goshute Seeding is divided into two pastures, the East Pasture and the
West Pasture.

e A spring/fall rest rotation season of use would be established for the East Pasture of the
Goshute Seeding. Spring use would be authorized from May 1 to June 15. Fall use would be
authorized from September 1 to February 28.

e The season afse for the West Pasture of the Goshute Seeding would be May 1 to February
28. Water hauling would be required in the West Pasture to achieve proper livestock
distribution.

10.North Egan Seeding: Water hauling may be required in the seeding to achiexe prop
livestock distribution.

11.In accordance with the exchange agreerdatgd January 200zetween Kitt Lear and
Herbert Stathes, this permit exchanged 335 AUMSs of active use permitted in the South Egan
Seeding foB35 AUMSs of active use permitted in the natrange. Therefore this permit no
longer has grazing preference in the South ERpedingjnstead it has an additional 335
AUM s in the native range for a total of 1,702 AUMs in the native range.

12.The season of use for the North Egan Seeding in the CingiCreek Allotment would be
changed to March 1 to February 28 and include a six week rest period. On even years
this rest period would be set from May 1 to June 15 to allow the crested wheat grass
time to recover and maintain plant health.

Herbert Stdies

5. Herbert Stathes agrees to place 172 AUMs of his current permitted use on native range of
587 AUMs on the Cherry Creek Allotment into voluntary nonuse for conservation purposes
for a period of ten years beginning March 1, 2001. Cherry Creek Allotrattg grazing
privileges of 172 AUMs would remain on the Term Grazing Permit in voluntary nonuse.
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6. Active use licenseavould notexceed 10% of the total actiuge on the Cherry Creek
Allotment native between May 1 and May 15, therefore, a maximucanbe licensed
between May 1 and May 15 on the native range.

7. South Egan Seeding: Water hauling would be required in the seeding to achieve proper
livestock distribution. When rangeland monitoring studies indicate sufficient additional
forage is available @hobjectives are being met, temporary menewable (TNR) grazing
may be issued. TNR grazing authorization issue in the South Egan Seeding would be
initially offered to the permittees with adjudicated AUMS in the seeding. If any or all of the
three pernttees are unable to make TNR use, the other Cherry Creek Allotment permittees
would be encouraged to make application for TNR use in the South Egan Seeding.

8. In accordance with the exchange agreement dated January 2004 between Kitt Lear and
Herbert Stathg this permit exchanged 335 AUMSs of active use permitted in the native range
for 335 AUMs of active use permitted in the South Egan Sgediimerefore this permit now
has 80 AUMs of grazing preference in the native range886dAUMSs in theSouth Egan
Seeding.

Sterling Wines
4. Sterling Wines agrees to place 145 AUMs of his current permitted use on native range of 497

AUMs on the Cherry Creek Allotment native range into voluntary nonuse for conservation
purposes for a period of ten years beginning Mar@001. Cherry Creek Allotment cattle
grazing privileges of 145 AUMs would remain on the Term Grazing Permit in voluntary
nonuse.

5. Active use licenseavould notexceed 10% of the total actiuse on the Cherry Creek
Allotment native between May 1 and Ma¥, Therefore, a maximum of 35 can be licensed
between May 1 and May 15 on the native range.

6. South Egan Seeding: Water hauling would be required in the seeding to achieve proper
livestock distribution. When rangeland monitoring studies indicate suffiggzhtional
forage is available and objectives are being met, temporaryemawable (TNR) grazing
may be issued. TNR grazing authorization issue in the South Egan Seeding would be
initially offered to the permittees with adjudicated AUMS in the seedihgny or all of the
three permittees are unable to make TNR use, the other Cherry Creek Allotment permittees
would be encouraged to make application for TNR use in the South Egan Seeding.

Turner & Irlbeck Ranch

4. Turner & Irlbeck Ranclagrees to placé23 AUMs oftheir current permitted use on native
range of 1,450 AUMs on the Cherry Creek Allotment native range into voluntary nonuse for
conservation purposes for a period of ten years beginning March 1, 2001. Cherry Creek
Allotment cattle grazing prileéges of 423 AUMs would remain on the Term Grazing Permit
in voluntary nonuse.

5. Active use licensed would not exceed 10% ofdbhgvepermitted use on the Cherry Creek
Allotment native between May 1 and May 15, therefore, a maximum of 103 can be licensed
between May 1 and May 15 on the native range.

6. Goshute Seeding: The Goshute Seeding is divided into two pastures, the East Pasture and the
West Pasture.
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e A spring/fall rest rotation season of use would be established for the East Pasture of the
Goshute 8eding. Spring use would be authorized from May 1 to June 15. Fall use would be
authorized from September 1 to February 28.

e The season of use for the West Pasture of the Goshute Seeding would be May 1 to February
28. Water hauling would be requiredtite West Pasture to achieve proper livestock
distribution.

Termsand Conditionspecific to each allotment and common to all permittees within that
allotment
Cherry Creek Allotment

7. Livestock numbers are flexible as long as permitted use is not exiceedeg the
authorized season of use.

8. The Cherry Creek Allotment is a common use allotment. The permittees have utilized
historical grazing areas; however, the native range portion of the allotment has no specific
designated use areas reserved for adiyitdual permitted operator on the Cherry Creek
Allotment. Therefore, the entire native range portion of the allotment would be open to all
permittees authorized on the Cherry Creek Allotment.

9. Water hauling would be determined by the authorized offitenoperation with the
livestock permittees on an annual basis. Water hauling maybe required to the following
locations:

e The sagebrush plant communities on the east facing benches of the Cherry Creek
Range generally west of the Salvi Ranch.

e Slough WellNo. 3 (about 4 miles north of Cherry Creek, Nevada) would be
maintained and pumped and troughs filled to distribute cattle use. Water hauling to
this area would be required if well will not work.

e The northeast portion of the allotment.
e The Woodcamp Pastieast of Highway 93.

10. No livestock grazing would be authorized within the Goshute Creek exclosures, in order to
protect riparian vegetation and the habitat of the BLM Nevada Sensitive Specie Bonneville
Cutthroat Trout.

11. Salt and/or mineral supplements fieestock would be located no closer than ¥ mile from
water sources. Supplements are to be placed %2 mile from existing waters.

12. Establish utilization levels as follows:

e« Perenni al grasses: 50% tot al current yearo

0 This use level is necessaryaitow desirable key herbaceous species to 1)
develop above ground biomass for protection of soils, 2) to contribute to litter
cover, and 3) develop roots to improve carbohydrate storage for vigor,
reproduction, and improve/increase desirable perenniakécov

o Perennial shrubs and haliirubs: 50% use on current annual production.

0 This use level is necessary to allow desirable key herbaceous species to 1)
develop above ground biomass for protection of soils, 2) to contribute to litter
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cover, and 3) develomots to improve carbohydrate storage for vigor,
reproduction, and improve/increase desirable perennial cover.

s Crested wheatgrass: 65% use on current annual production.

Big Rock Seeding Allotment

3. Salt and/or mineral supplements for livestock shalblsated no closer than % mile from
water sources. Supplements are to be placed %2 mile from existing waters.

4. Establish utilization levels as follows:
o Crested wheatgrass: 65% use on current annual production.

Additional Stipulations Common to All Grazimglotments:

1. "Livestock numbers identified in the Term Grazing Permit are a function of seasons of use
and permitted use. Deviations from those livestock numbers and seasons of use may be
authorized on an annual basis where such deviations wouldaveip attainment of the
multipleu se objectives for the allotment. 0

2 . ADeviations from specified grazing-use
use objectives. Such deviations will require an application and written authorizatiothé&om
authorized officer prior to grazing use.o

3. The authorized officer is requiring that an actual use report (form2)13® submitted within
15 days after completing your annual grazing use.

4. The payment of your grazing fees is due on or bélfierelate specified in the grazing bill.

This date is generally the opening date of your allotment. If payment is not received within 15
days of the due date, you will be charged a late fee assessment of $25 or 10 percent of the
grazing bill, whichever igreater, not to exceed $250. Payment with Visa, MasterCard or
American Express is accepted. Failure to make payment within 30 days of the due date may
result in trespass action.

5. Pursuant to 43 CFR 10.4 (G) the holder of this authorization muft thatiauthorized

officer by telephone, with written confirmation, immediately upon discovery of human remains,
funerary objects, sacred objects, or objects of cultural patrimony (as defined at 43 CFR 10.2).
Further, pursuant to 43 CFR 10.4 (C) and @)y must stop activities in the immediate vicinity

of the discovery and protect it from your activities for 30 days or until notified to proceed by the
authorized officer.

6. Grazing use in White Pine County wik in accordance with the Northeastern Great Basin

Area Standards and Guidelines for Grazing Administration. The Standards and Guidelines have

been developed by the respective Resource Advisory Council and approved by the Secretary of

the Interior on Fetmary 12, 1997. Grazing use will also be in accordance with 43 CFR Subpart

4180 - Fundamentals of Rangeland Health and Standards and Guidelines for Grazing

Administration.

7. If future monitoring data indicates that Standards and Guidelines for Gragmui&tration
are not being met, the permit will be reissued subject to revised terms and conditions.
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8. The permittee must notify the authorized officer by telephone, with written confirmation,
immediately upon discovery of any hazardous or solid wasteefined in 40 CFR Part 261.

9. The permittee is responsible for all maintenance of assigned range improvements including
wildlife escape ramps for both permanent and temporary water troughs.
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APPENDIX VI T RISK ASSESSMENT FOR NOXIOUS & INVASIVE WEEDS
RISK ASSESSMENT FOR NOXIOUS & INVASIVE WEEDS

Term Grazing Permit Renewal fBour Permittees
Cherry Creek & Big Rock Seedifglotment
White Pine County, Nevada

On April 9™, 2008aNoxious & Invasive Weed Risk Assessment was completettéoterm

grazing permit renewal for Aaron Kesléfterbert Stathes, Sterling Wines, and Turner & Irlbeck
Ranchon theCherry Creek and Big Rock Seedialgptments in White Pine County, N\Both

of these allotments are common use allotments located apateky 40 miles north of Ely, NV.

The Cherry Creek allotment encompasses 153,107 acres of BLM administered public lands. The
Big Rock Seeding allotment encompasses 1,862 acres of BLM administered public lands.

No field weed surveys were completed ttois project. Instead he Ely District weed inventory

data wasonsulted. Thefollowing speciesarefoundwithin the boundaries of the Big Rock

Seeding allotment

Carduus nutans Musk thistle
Thefollowing speciesarefoundwithin the boundaries of theh@rry Creek allotment
Acroptilon repens Russian knapweed
Carduus nutans Musk thistle
Centaurea virgata Squarrose knapweed
Cirsium arvense Canada thistle
Cirsium vulgare Bull thistle
Lepidium draba Hoary cress
Onopordum acanthium  Scotch thistle
Tamaix spp. Salt cedar
Thefollowing speciesarefoundalong roads and drainages leading to the both allotments
Acroptilon repens Russian knapweed
Carduus nutans Musk thistle
Centaurea stoebe Spotted knapweed
Centaurea virgata Squarrose knapweed
Cicutamaculata Water hemlock
Cirsium arvense Canada thistle
Cirsium vulgare Bull thistle
Hyoscyamus niger Black henbane
Lepidium draba Hoary cress
Onopordum acanthium  Scotch thistle
Tamarix spp. Salt cedar

Both allotmens werelast inventoried for noxicaiweeds ir2005 While not officially
documentedhe following nonnative invasive weeds probably occur in or arotehllotment:
cheatgrassBromus tectorui halogetonHalogeton glomeratys horehoundMarrubium
vulgare), bur butterap (Ranunculugesticulatu3, and Russian thistléS@lsola kal).

Factor 1 assesses the likelihood of noxious/invasive weed species spreading to the project area.

None (0) Noxious/invasive weed species are not located within or adjacent to the
project area. Project aitiy is not likely to result in the establishment of
noxious/invasive weed species in the project area.

Low (1-3) Noxious/invasive weed species are present in the areas adjacent to but
within the project area. Project activities can be implementdgeevent the
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spread of noxious/invasive weeds into the project area.

Moderate Noxious/invasive weed species located immediately adjacent to or withir
4-7) project area. Project activities are likely to result in some areas becomin
infested with nagious/invasive weed species even when preventative
management actions are followed. Control measures are essential to pr
the spread of noxious/invasive weeds within the project area.

High (810) | Heavy infestations of noxious/invasive weeds are &xtatithin or
immediately adjacent to the project area. Project activities, even with
preventative management actions, are likely to result in the establishme
spread of noxious/invasive weeds on disturbed sites throughout much of
project area.
For this project, the factor rates l®derate(5) at the present tim&he proposed action could
increase the populations of the noxious and invasive weeds already within the afi@imaent

could aid in the introductioaf weeds from surrounding area#/ithin the allotments, watering

and salt/mineral supplement sites are of particular concern of new weed infestations due to the
concentration of livestock around those sites and the amount of ground disturbance associated

with that.

Factor 2 assesses the sequences of noxious/invasive weed establishment in the project area.
Low to Nonexistent | None. No cumulative effects expected.
(1-3)
Moderate (47) Possible adverse effects on site and possible expansion of infes
within the project area. Cumulagiweffects on native plant
communities are likely but limited.

High (8-10) Obvious adverse effects within the project area and probable
expansion of noxious/invasive weed infestations to areas outsid
project area. Adverse cumulative effects on natleat
communities are probable.

This project rateasHigh (8) at the present timelf new weed infestations establish within the
allotments this could have an adverse impact those native plant communities, especially the Big
Rock Seeding allotment whids currently considered to be mostly wdeske. Also, any

increase of cheatgrass could alter the fire regime in the area.

The Risk Rating is obtained by multiplying Factor 1 by Factor 2.

None (0) Proceed as planned.

Low (1-10) Proceed as plannednitiate control treatment on noxious/invasive weed
populations that get established in the area.

Moderate (11 | Develop preventative management measures for the proposed project]
49) reduce the risk of introduction of spread of noxious/invasive weeds int¢
area. Preventative management measures should include modifying t
project to include seeding the area touy disturbed sites with desirable
species. Monitor the area for at least 3 consecutive years and provide
control of newly established populations of noxious/invasive weeds an
follow-up treatment for previously treated infestations.

High (50-100) | Project must be modified to reduce risk level through preventative
management measures, including seeding with desirable species to o¢
disturbed site and controlling existing infestations of noxious/invasive
weeds prior to project activity. Project nhpsovide at least 5 consecutive
years of monitoring. Projects must also provide for control of newly
established populations of noxious/invasive weeds and fallptveatment
for previously treated infestations.

For this project, the Risk Ratinghdoderate(40). This indicates that the project can proceed as
plannedas long as the following measures are followed:
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Prior to entering public lands, the BLM will provide information regarding noxious weed
management and identification to the permit holddibaaéd with the project. The importance

of preventing the spread of weeds to uninfested areas and importance of controlling existing
populations of weeds will be explained.

The range specialist for tlatfotments will include weed detection into projecompliance

inspection activities If the spread of noxious weeds is noted, appropriated weed control
procedures will be determined in consultation with BLM personnel and will be in compliance
with the appropriate BLM handbook sections and applicabls &awd regulations.

To eliminate the introduction of noxious weed seeds, roots, or rhizomes all interim and final seed
mixes, hay, straw, hay/straw, or other organic products used for feed or bedding will be certified
free of plant species listed on thewhda noxious weed list or specifically identified by the BLM
Ely Field Office.

Grazing will be conducted in compliance with the Ely District BLM noxious weed schedules.
The scheduled procedures can significantly and effectively reduce noxious weedspread
introduction into the project area.

Any newly established populations of noxious/invasive wekstsovered will be communicated

to the Ely DistrictNoxious and InvasivéVeed Coordinatorfor treatment.

Reviewed by: /s/Bonnie Waggoner 4/9/2008

Bonnie Waggoner Date
Ely District Noxious & Invasive Weeds Coordinator
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