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@
70499 3210080
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RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED JUL 11

Dear Interested Public:

Please find enclosed the environmental assessment for the Granite Mountain Drift Fence-Relocation.
The purpose and need for this fence are described in the environmental assessment.

43 CFR Sec. 4120.3-1(f) states:

Proposed range improvement projects shall be reviewed in accordance with the requirements
of the National Environmental Policy Act (42 U.S.C. 4371 et seq.). The decision document
following the environmental analysis shall be considered the proposed decision under subpart
4160 of this part.

Therefore, the Decision Record following the environmental assessment is my proposed decision.
Protest and appeal procedures follow:

Any applicant, permittee, lessee, or other affected interests may protest the proposed decision under
Sec. 43 CFR 4160.1, in person or in writing within 15 days after receipt of such decision to:

Colin P. Christensen

AFM Renewable Resources
5100 East Winnemucca Blvd.
Winnemucca, NV 89445

The protest, if filed, should clearly and concisely state the reason(s) as to why the proposed decision
is in error.

In the absence of a protest, the proposed decision will become the final decision of the authorized
officer without further notice.




Any applicant, permittee, lessee or other person whose interest is adversely affected by the final
decision may file an appeal and petition for stay of the decision pending final determination on
appeal under 43 CFR 4160.4, §4.21 and §4.470. The appeal and petition for stay must be filed in
the office of the authorized officer, noted above, within 30 days following receipt of the final
decision, or 30 days after the date the proposed decision becomes final.

The appeal shall state the reasons, clearly and concisely, why the appellant thinks the final decision
is in error.

Should you wish to file a motion for stay, the appellant shall show sufficient justification based on

the following standards:

(1) The relative harm to the parties if the stay is granted or denied.

(2) The likelihood of the appellant’s success on the merits.

(3) The likelihood of immediate and irreparable harm if the stay is not granted, and
(4) Whether the public interest favors granting the stay.

As noted above the petition for stay must be filed in the office of the authorized officer.

Enclosures:

cC:

Sincerely yours,

2. A

Colin P. Christensen
Assistant Field Manager
Division of Renewable Resources

Granite Mountain Drift Fence-Relocation Environmental Assessment
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DECISION RECORD/FINDING OF NO SIGNIFICANT IMPACTS
Granite Mountain Drift Fence-Relocation

Project Location: T.35N. R. 22E. Sections 34 and 35
Decision

The decision is to construct the portion of the Granite Mountain Drift fence as proposed in EA #NV-020-00-
24.

Rationale

Construction impacts to the environment and natural resources would be minor. Relocation of the proposed
project would protect the riparian area from livestock and wild horse impacts.

The proposal is consistent with land use planning.

Finding of No Significant Impact

Based on the analysis in environmental assessment #NV-020-00-24, I have de}ermined that the actiqns
would have no significant impacts, therefore, an Environmental Impact Statement is not necessary according

to section 102 (2)(c) of NEPA.

The proposed project is in compliance with the Sonoma-Gerlach MFP. The proposed activity would not
cause any undue or environmental degradation.

%/@é—/ 7///‘//50

Colin P. Christensen Date
Assistant Field Manager
Division of Renewable Resources




Environmental Assessment
Granite Mountain Drift Fence-Reloca

I. Introduction/Overview
Purpose and Need

The Buffalo Hills"Allotment is located immediately north of Gerlach, Nevada. It consists of four pastures
and is managed under a rest rotation grazing system. The main fork of Wagon Tire Creek is located in the
Dolly Varden pasture with the south fork meandering between the Granite and Dolly Varden pastures.

Durmg 1‘9@3 !ﬁ 1994 a section of the south fork of Wagon Tire Creek was used quite heavily by horses
. Utilization limits had been exceeded both years even before livestock entered the pasture.
The penmttees have herded their livestock continually and removed them from this portion of the e&as‘cura

in order to keep use levels down. Duieto the high hiorse numbers this has notbeerrvery effectiveor efficient”

The proposed action is to relocate a portion of the Granite Mountain Drift fence so that this fork of Wagon
Tire Creék'Would be protected from both wild horses and livestock:* Though the action is not specifically
addressed in the Sonoma-Gerlach MFP, it is consistent with the objectives of the MFP and with Federal,
State, and Local laws, regulations, and policy.

II. Proposed Action and Alternatives
A. Proposed Action

The proposed action is to construct 1%z miles of fence along the south fork of Wagon Tire Creek. The action
would take place in T. 35N. R. 22E. Sections 34 & 35 (See attached map). The original fence would be left
in place to form an exclosure and facilitate a more expeditious recovery of the riparian area. When recovery
is completed the original fence may be removed to allow animals to water. If the exclosure is kept in place
the permittees would be allowed to push livestock through it when gathering. The fence would be a four
strand barbed wire fence built to antelope standards. The new fence would tie in with the existing fence
about 1 mile southeast of Heward Reservoir and continue westerly until it met back up with the existing
fence. Access to the site would be by existing roads, no new road construction would be needed.

This project would be implemented under a cooperative agreement. The Bureau would provide materials,
construct the fence and remove the original fence when needed. The permittees would have seasonal
maintenance on this project.

B. No Action Alternative

Under the no action alternative the fence would not be constructed. The riparian vegetation and stream
would continue to be impacted by wild horses and livestock.
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II1. Affected Environment/Environmental Consequences
Proposed Action
A. Vegetation

Reconstruction of the fence would occur in a variety of vegetation types, ranging from low sagebrush
(Artemisia arbuscula) to snowberry (Symphoricarpus spp.). The dominant vegetation would be low sage
and Sandberg bluegrasss (Poa secunda), bluebunch wheatgrass (4gropyron spicatum), and rabbitbrush
(Chrysothamnus spp.). The fence would not be constructed in the riparian area, so disturbance to riparian
vegetation would be minimal. Vegetation within the newly created exclosure would be protected from large
ungulate herbivory until fully recovered and thus would be more vigorous. Riparian vegetation is
characterized by willows (Salix spp.), rushes (Juncus spp.), and sedges (Carex spp.).

B. Water Resources

It is anticipated that there would be no adverse impacts to water quality. As a result of the exclosure water
quality would be higher.

C. Wildlife

Several species of wildlife occur in habitat surrounding the proposed project. Mule deer, pronghorn
antelope, chukar, sage grouse, quail, and several nongame species inhabit the area. Since the proposed
fence would be built to antelope specifications, there should be a positive impact to wildlife from the
improved condition of the riparian area. Wagon Tire Creek, at present, does not contain any fish
populations.

D. Wild Horses

Wild horses could potentially be affected through implementation of these proposed actions. Horses would
not be able to access water in this section of the creek if the fence were built. The next nearest water source
would be Heward Reservoir on years of good precipitation and the main fork of Wagon Tire Creek in years
with below normal precipitation. Heward Reservoir is about 100 yards above the stream and the main fork
is about 1%z miles from the proposed project, so water would be available in the vicinity.

E. Cultural Resources

A class III cultural resource inventory, CR2-2751(N), of the proposed fence line was conducted in October
1997. The results of the inventory were negative. The report is on file in the Winnemucca Field Office, in
the cultural files. No Native American consultation was undertaken because very little surface disturbance
would occur, no archeological sites were recorded, and there are no ethnographic record of ceremonial or
sacred sites in the area. No National Register properties would be impacted by the proposed project.

F. Threatened and Endangered Species
No on the ground search for sensitive plants was conducted, but the Nevada Threatened and Endangered
Plant Map Book (Nevada State Museum, 1988) located in the Winnemucca Office shows that no sensitive

plants are known to occur in the immediate vicinity of either proposed activity. No threatened or endangered
wildlife species would be impacted through implementation of this proposed action.
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G. Visual Resource Management

This project would be located in a Class II visual resource management area. The management objective
for this class is to retain the existing character of the landscape. The level of change should be low.
Management activities may be seen, but should not attract the attention of the casual observer. Any changes
must repeat the basic elements of form, line, color, and texture found in the predominant natural features
of the characteristic landscape. The proposed fence would meet Class II VRM objectives. A Visual
Contrast Rating Worksheet was completed on November 30, 1995. See Attachment 1.

H. Cumulative Impacts

All resource values have been evaluated for cumulative impacts. There would be no direct cumulative
impacts to resource values as a result of the proposed action, however an indirect impact could occur on the
main fork of Wagon Tire Creek. Ifwild horse and livestock use in the proposed fence area shifts to the main
fork of Wagon Tire Creek utilization limits may continue to be exceeded in this area.

[. Other Critical Elements of the Human Environment

Implementation of the proposed projects would not have any impact on flood plains, wetlands, air quality,

areas of critical environmental concern, hazardous materials, paleontological resources, wild and scenic
rivers, prime or unique farmlands, wilderness, noxious weeds or Native American Religious concerns.

IV. Consultation, Coordination, Cooperation
The specialists who have signed the face sheet of this document have reviewed and concur with the technical

aspects of this environmental assessment, as concerns their respective specialties. The permittees and
affected interests have been consulted, see CC on cover letter.

EA-Granite Mountain Drift Fence-Relocation -3- July 6, 2000



Form §400-4

P UNITED STATES Date
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR TS0
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT District
W INNe MUCe A
VISUAL |
CONTRAST RATING WORKSHEET Resource Area T c} rllc_(/\
Activi
iy prgnm 520 Myuge

SECTION A. PROJECT INFORMATION
5. Location Sketch (Scramazten 7.¢ mx.:)

L. 5“’1“‘ Name 4. Location
dcai iz W Delt Galee Y
\Key Observation Point R 22 €
ange ___<42E
cResT or il bedween towzid Res, % , _
3. VRM Class V/FSON TIRE Ppss, Section /
SECTION B. CHARACTERISTIC LANDSCAPE DESCRIPTION
I. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION 3. STRUCTURES
3 |STeee sLore Towio g '*g*;?}@d"“{‘p%‘& : 'f‘”
o4 . - 1 3 (M <Dr o .
Qo\hnd‘ 24izn_tower 0 Sou -
= | unclwlzh 3lopin - (ots s
z " slop 9 FLOWM«:} ,urdu['zﬁr/ﬁ
g | ook 3wy o Uight 4am on  um 40 Wgut+zn
3 09 08 5lopes —
E% PBoken | pafen. coanse patth 4o Smootn
E _—
SECTION C. PROPOSED ACTIVITY DESCRIPTION
1. LAND/WATER 2. VEGETATION ' 3. STRUCTURES
= -
: Linene, \/@,QHC& NO CoNtegen - N6 CHonge— Unere
g ) R
z AN Ul'Zf'- CrowN NO CtnV ' VW“Llc,a(, honinU‘('Z(/
-4 .
& | izl %m\ o Lone DK. Qfeen
8 | clcovarn Falws — ;
@
b -
g ob¥le ~ Subble -
SECTION D. CONTRAST RATING [0 SHORT TERM GLONG TERM
. FRNTURES 2. Does project design meet v%@;esourcc
LAND/WATER St N
DEGREE BODY VEGETATION | STRUCTURES n;n::g;ment o‘?’cmv.c; 3 0 No
OF (n ) o) (Explain on reverse side
CONTRAST 3. Additional mitigating measures recommended
2 2 8 O Yes No (Explain on reverse side)
2|s o | 21 5| = w| B
S|12|13|8|5|2|3 z2|5|3|3|¢
alZ|Z|z|a|lZ|z|z|a|2|Z|2f] - —_—
 |Form Evaluator’s Names Date
Z / v DEsA \]oo:\)\% 1-%0.95
e Line i / v
'§ Color V4 4 j
“ | Texaure / / /




H. 22E.

:24000

1

Proposed Wagon Tire Fencing

Existing Fence

CLATITXTE

Proposed Fence




R, 22E.

S ey i L B e - L
R RSN N 72t
’ \ L\

) ?c,

ha K
-

g
\
A

0

L

% Te

X7

1:62500

Proposed Wagon Tire Fencing

Existing Fence

[=== ==~ =

Proposed Fence




