
Area Manager's Proposed Decision 

Dear 

fl'- 1 11/30/~ 

4160 .1 
(NV-027 .16) 

The Sonoma-Gerlach Resource Area is now entering into the final phase of the 
planning process. This phase is to implement the land use planning decisions 
as specified in the Management Framework Plan. 

This phase includes the monitoring of the available resources through 
establishing monitoring studies on the Blue Wing/Seven Troughs Allotments to 
measure to what extent the allotment objectives are being accomplished. 

Planning for the Blue Wing/Seven Troughs Allotments includes development 
through the Coordinated Resources Management and Planning Process (CRMP), an 
Allotment Monitoring Plan, Allotment Management Plan (AMP), and a Herd 
Management Area Plan (HMAP). The land use planning objectives and grazing 
management decisions for the planning area were developed and implemented 
through CRMP. This consultation and coordination process established through 
the multi-disciplinary approach; the identification of allotment issues, 
conflicts, problems and objectives for the CRMP area.The general resource 
planning objectives are: 

1. Manage domestic livestock grazing to increase 136,318 acres from poor and 
fair to good, and 3,505 acres from good to excellent ecological condition; 
improve range condition and forage availability, to reach and sustain 
33,852 AUMs of active preference for livestock grazing. 

2. Maintain a viable population of wild horses/burros in the planning area. 

3. Maintain or improve the condition of wildlife habitat to accommodate the 
needs of all species of wildlife presently or potentially using the 
planning area. 

4. Protect and enhance the water quality, quantity, and wetland 
characteristics of selected springs in the planning area. 

S. Control unauthorized livestock drift from adjacent allotments. 

6. Monitor the resources for attainment of management goals. 



.. 
The Lovelock CRMP group was established at a public meeting held on September 
16, 1981 in Lovelock, Nevada. The Blue Wing/Seven Troughs CRMP plan was 
approved on July 24, 1984 by the Lovelock CRMP group. The Blue Wing/Seven 
Troughs Monitoring Plan was approved by the Lovelock CRMP group on August 21, 
1985. 

The management objectives for the Blue Wing/Seven Troughs Allotments as speci
fied in the Sonoma-Gerlach Land Use Plan MFPIII are as shown in Appendix I. 

The process for establishing initial and subsequent levels of livestock 
grazing use and the rangeland monitoring program are discussed in the 
Rangeland Program Summary (RPS). The method for implementing the rangeland 
management program in the planning area will occur through monitoring and the 
selective management approach. The selective management categorization 
process in the Sonoma-Gerlach Resource Area has identified Blue Wing/Seven 
Troughs as "I" allotments. Monitoring will occur on "I" allotments at an 
intensity needed to help resolve issues and conflicts. Guidelines that apply 
to monitoring in allotments of this category include; collection of actual 
use data, utilization studies, use patterns, determining initial seral stages, 
trend studies, and as needed, other special studies. 

Monitoring studies have been established on the Blue Wing and Seven Troughs 
Allotments and the gathering of data has been initiated. Collection of this 
data will continue for the next five years (1989) or until sufficient 
monitoring data is available. These studies will then be evaluated as deemed 
necessary to determine if resource objectives are being achieved. These 
studies and evaluations will continue throughout the long-term period. 

The monitoring program in the Blue Wing-Seven Troughs Allotment is designed to 
monitor the effects of grazing on the vegetative resource, provide a basis for 
assessing the grazing system, vegetative changes, specific objectives and make 
any necessary adjustments in grazing use. Monitoring will indicate if grazing 
use is following the grazing plan and provide the decision basis for any 
immediate adjustments in annual operations. In addition, monitoring will 
serve to allow the CRMP group to determine if the specific objectives set 
forth in the plan are being accomplished. The objectives will be evaluated on 
a long-term basis utilizing permanent transects in key and/or critical areas. 

The involvement of the CRMP group and the permittees has been greatly 
appreciated in the development of the AMP, establishing objectives, 
establishm ent of monitoring study locations, and needed range improvements. 

My proposed decision is to gather additional monitoring data in accordance 
with the attached Blue Wing/Seven Troughs Monitoring Plan. 

To implement the gathering of additional monitoring data, my proposed decision 
1s to initiate the following management actions . which are necessary in order 
to collect the required data. These management actions are: 

1. Studies will be conducted in accordance with the Nevada Rangeland 
Monitoring Task Force minimum standards, the Winnemucca District 
Coordinated Monitoring Plan guidelines and the Blue Wing/Seven Troughs 
Monitoring Plan. Types of monitoring studies to be used on the Blue 
Wing/Seven Troughs Allotments include use pattern mapping, key area 
utilization, trend, ecological condition, actual use, and climatological 
data collection. 



2. Key area locations and key management objectives are listed on attached 
Table I and Table II. The key management objectives are established by my 
decision. 

Table I. Monitoring Studies Location and Base Data 
Table II. Key Management Area Objectives 

3. The evaluation of the monitoring data will consider all studies 
information collected and will be conducted through consultation with the 
affected interests. The evaluation of monitoring data will take place at 
the end of each grazing season data is collected. The evaluation will 
consider if the management objectives are being achieved, and if not, how 
can they be accomplished. Also all monitoring sites will be evaluated for 
adequacy of data being provided. 

Allotment evaluations will occur in three phases. During the interim, 
evaluate on the third year and at the end of the fifth year. Secondly, 
the short-term evaluation will occur in the eighth and at the end of ten 
years. The long-term evaluation will occur every six years after the 
short-term period, or on an as needed basis. 

4. The authorized level of use in the Blue Wing-Seven Troughs Allotments will 
be the current use as follows: 

Blue Wing Allotment Livestock Qualifications 

Active grazing preference in the Blue Wing Allotment: 24,329 AUMs. There 
are currently three operators in the Blue Wing Allotment. 

Grazing % 
Record Preference Kind of Period Federal 

0£erator Number Total SusEended Active Lives 'tock From To Range 
C-Punch Corp. 2016 2 1,460 0 21,460 Cattle 3/1 - 2/28 80 % 
B.G. Bunyard 2008 1,505 0 1,505 Sheep 12 /15 - 3 /15 100% 
Wesley L.Cook 2017 1,470 106 1,364 Sheep 12 /7 - 3 /17 100% 

Seven Troughs Allotment Livestock Qualifications 

Active grazing preference in the Seven Troughs Allotment is 9,523 AUMs. There are 
currently five operators in Seven Troughs Allotment. 

Grazing % 
Record Preference Kind of Period Federa l 

0£erator Number Total SusEended Active Livestock From To Rang e 
C-Punch Corp. 2016 4,404 0 4,404 Cattle 3/1 - 2/28 92% 
John Espil 2032 3,627 0 3,627 Sheep 12 /1 - 3 /15 100% 
Dufurrena Sheep Co. 2146 746 0 746 Sheep 11/1 - 3 /31 67% 
Dufurrena Sheep Co. 2146 373 Exchange-of-Use Sheep 11/1 - 3 /31 33% 
DeLong Ranches Inc. 2115 746 0 746 Cattle 11/1 - 3 /31 67% 
DeLong Ranches Inc. 2115 373 Exchange-of-use Cattle 11/1 - 3 /31 33% 
DeLong Ranches Inc. 2115 226 Exchange-of-use Cattle 11/1 - 3 /31 100% 
Tim DeLong 2046 895 Exchange-of-use Cattle 11/1 - 6 /31 100% 



5. Wild life 

Wildlife in the allotment will be monitored by recognizing reasonable 
numbers demand for AUMs as follows: 

Wildlife Reasonable Numbers 

(1) 

(2) 

Seven Troughs Allotment 

Antelope - 12 total reasonable numbers - 26 total AUMs 

Mule Deer - 165 total reasonable numbers - 495 total AUMs 

Blue Wing Allotment 

Antelope - 20 total reasonable numbers - 49 total AUMs 

Mule Deer - 234 total reasonable number - 701 total AUMs 

Bighorn Sheep - 44 total reasonable number - no bighorns present -
potential reintroduction area - Selenite Range - 106 total AUMs 

*Refer to the Blue Wing/Seven Troughs Allotment Management Plan for 
further wildlife data. 

6. Wild Horses and Burros 

Appropriate Management Levels (AMLs), as agreed to by the Lovelock CRMP 
Subcommittee for the public land on the Blue Wing and Seven Troughs 
Allotments, are 877 wild horses and 143 wild burros. This management 
level is thought to be compatible with the livestock operation as planned, 
wildlife demand, and the available resources on the noncheckerboard lands 
in the planning area. All excess animals over and above this management 
number will be removed. See Blue Wing-Seven Troughs Herd Management Area 
Plan for further details. 

It is proposed to reach AML in the planning area based on available 
funding. The management subunits, number of animals, and AUM demand 1n 
the planning area are as follows: 

Mana~ement Subunits Number of Animals AUM Demand 
Antelope 0 0 
Lava Beds/Seven Troughs/Kamma 640 Wild horses 7,680 AUMs 

Mtns. 104 Burros 1,248 AUMs 
Selenite Range 0 0 
Blue Wing Mountain/ 237 Wild horses 2,844 AUMs 
Nightingale Mountain/Shawaves 39 Burros 468 AUMs 
Truckee Range 0 0 

TOTALS 877 Wild horses 10 ,524 Wild horses 
143 Burros 1,716 Burros 

1,020 12 ,240 AUMs 



Current numbers in the planning unit as of September 16, 1985, by Herd Use 
Area (HUA) are: 

Wild Horses Burros Mules 
Seven Troughs HUA 66 105 0 
Kamma Mountain HUA 45 0 1 
Lava Beds HUA 1,057 40 0 
Selenites HUA 24 1 0 
Blue Wing Mountain HUA 52 49 0 
Shawave Mountain HUA 180 0 0 
Nightingale HUA 174 0 0 
Truckee Range HUA 82 0 0 
Antelope Range HUA 285 3 0 

TOTAL 1,965 198 1 

7. The authorized level of grazing use will remain in effect until monitoring 
studies indicate there is a need for adjustment. Any adjustments to your 
authorized stocking level will be based upon the accomplishment or lack of 
accomplishment of the key management area objectives and AMP objectives. 
These adjustments to grazing use may include but are not limited to 
season-of-use, periods-of-use, animal numbers, kind and class of 
livestock, designated range improvements, or a combination of these. 

This decision is issued in accordance with 43 CFR 4110.3-3(a) and (b) 
which states: 

(a) Permanent increases in the allocation of 
livestock forage (see 4110.3-l(b)) or suspensions of 
preference (see 4110.3-2(b)) shall be implemented over 
a 5-year period, unless after consultation with the 
affected permittees or lessees and other affected 
interests, an agreement is reached to implement the 
increase or suspension in less than 5 years. 

(b) After consultation, coordination and 
cooperation, suspensions of preference shall be 
implemented through a documented agreement or by 
decision. If data acceptable to the authorized officer 
are available, an initial reduction shall be taken on 
the effective date of the agreement or decision and the 
balance taken in the third and fifth years following 
the effective date, except as provided in paragraph (a) 
of this section. If data acceptable to the authorized 
officer to support an initial reduction are not 
available, additional data will be collected through 
monitoring. Adjustments based on the additional data 
shall be implemented by agreement or decision that will 
initiate the 5-year implementation period. 



If you wish to protest this proposed decision in accordance with 43 CFR 
4160.2, you are allowed 15 days from receipt of this notice within which to 
file such protest with the Area Manager, Bureau of Land Management, 705 E. 4th 
Street, Winnemucca, Nevada 89445. 

In the absence of a protest within the time allowed, the above proposed 
decision shall constitute my final decision. Should this notice become the 
final decision and if you wish to appeal this decision for the purpose of a 
hearing before an Administrative Law Judge, in accordance with 43 CFR 4.470, 
you are allowed thirty (30) days from receipt of this notice within which to 
file such appeal with the Area Manager, Bureau of Land Management, at the 
above address. 

The appeal should specify the reasons, clearly and concisely, as to why you 
think this decision is in error. 

Enclosures 

Sincerely yours, 

Sincerely yours, 

Gerald P. Brandvold 
Area Manager 



Appeniix I. Management Cl>jectives for the Blue Wing and Seven Troughs Allotuents 
AB Specified in the Sonana-Oarlach Lam Use Plan Page 1 of 2 

WlU)LUE 

Allotment/ 
(\>erator 

Blue Wing/ 
C--l'\.ln:h Corp. 
H.B. Bunyard 
Wesley Q::d( 

Seven Troughs/ 
C-Punch Corporaticn 
John Espil 
rufurrena Sheep Co. 
I).lfurrena Sheep Co. 
DeLoog Ranches Inc. 
Del.Dng Ranches Inc. 
))eU)og Ranches Inc. 
Tim Del.Dng 

Selective 
Management 
Category 

I 

I 

Initial 
Stocking 
level 
(Al.Ml) 

24,329 
21,fa.(:JJ 

1,505 
1,364 

4,404 
3,627 

746 
373 E/U 
746 
373 E/U 
226 E/U 
895 E/U 

Managerent 
Cl>jectives 

Existing Use (Alb) 
Bighorn 

Deer Antelope Sheep 

Improve range comitim and forage 865 
availability to sustain 24,329 Aflis 

0 0 

for livestock grazing. 
Canbine with Seven Troughs Allot

ue1t and consider both allotnents 
as one. 
Approval of CRMP including rooni

toring plan through the Lovelock 
CRMP ccmni.ttee. 
Managerent livestock grazing to 

increase 165 , 100 acres from poor 
fran good to excellent ecological 
conditim. 
Consider increasing existing 

forage by artificial methods 
wherever appropriate and feasible. 

Improve range comitim and for- 611 
age availability to sustain 9,521 
Al.1Ms for livestock grazing. 

Canbine with Blue Wing Allotaent 
and consider both as one allotuent. 
Approval of CRMP including rooni

toring plan through the Lovelock 
CRMP ccmni.ttee. 

0 0 

Management 
Cbjectives 

Manage rangeland habitat to provide 
for wildlife demand as follcws: 
Deer 701Af& 
Antelope 49 Al.Na 
Bighorn sheep 106 AJJMs 
Two mnths rest during the growth 

period (4/15~/15) in critical wild
life areas over 5,000 feet in 
elevaticn. 
'llle potential to restrict vehicle 

access to the tops of the Selenite 
Range during the critical sage 
grouse brooding season (6/1--8/31). 
Reintroduce bighorn sheep. 

Management rangeland habitat to 
provide for wildlife demand as 
foll™8: 
Deer 495 AI.Ns 
Antelope 26 AJJMs 
Bighorn Sheep O AlJHs 
~ mnths rest during the growth 

period (4/15~/15) in critical wild
life areas over 5,0CO feet in 
elevation, in the Seven Troughs 
Range. 



Apperdix I. Manageuent Objectives for the Blue Wing and Seven Troughs Allot:nEnts 
As Specifial in the Soooma-<,erlach I.ani Use Plan 

WILD HOOSES AND BURIDS 

Allot:uent/ 
~rator 

Blue Wing/ 
c~ C.Orp. 
H.B. Bunyard 
Wesley Cook 

Seven Troughs/ 
c~ c.orp. 
Jotn Espil 
OJfurrena Sheep C.O. 
rufurrena Sheep Co. 
Delong Ranches Inc. 
DelJJng Ranches Inc. 
Delong Ranches Inc. 
Tim Deung 

• 

Existing 
Use 
(A™s) 

11,220 

11,736 

Managerent 
Objectives 

Manage rangeland hsbitat to 
provide forage for 6 ,240 All1s of 
wild horse/burro use on the oon
checkerboard land. Reur:>ve all 
wild t¥>rses/burros from checker
board lani in accordance with 
MFP III decisicn. 
Perpetuate the existing popu

laticn of spotted ao:l pinto 
burros. 
Establishing a herd monitoring 

system. 

Manage rangeland habitat to 
provide forage for 6,000 All1s 

of wild horse/burro use on the 
non-checkerboard lani in 
accordance with MFP III decisicn. 
Perpetuate the existing 

populaticn of spotted ani pinto 
burros. 

Unidentifioo 
M:>nitoring 
Planning 
Components 

1. Ecological site 
condition and trend 
2. Actual Use 
3. Climate 
4. Range util izat i cn 
5. Project maintenance 
6. Wildlife habitat 
7. Wild horses an:i 
burros 
8. Riparian and 
~ow habitat 

1. Ecological site 
condition and trend 
2. Actual use 
3. Climate 
4. Range util i zat i cn 
5. Project mainten
ance 
6. Wildlife habitat 

Page 2 of 2 



Key Area 
Number 

134-0001 

134-0002 

134-0003 

134-000 6 

134-0007 

134-0008 

135-0001 

135-0002 

135-0003 

135-0004 

135-0005 

135-0007 

135-0008 

135-0010 

135-0011 

135-0012 

Table I. Monitoring Studies Location and Base Data 

Key Area Name 

Mauds Well 

Scossa 

Juniper Canyon 

Cow Creek 

Seven Troughs 
Exclosure No. l 

Seven Troughs 
Exclosure No. 2 

Shawave 

Lava Beds No. 2 

Lava Beds No. 3 

Bob Spring 

Stonehouse 

Selenites No. 2 

Selenites No. l 

Shawave 
Exclosure No. l 

Shawave 
Exclosure No. 2 

Lava Beds No. 3 

Location 

T. 34 N., R. 31 E., 
Sec. 31, SENE 

T. 33 N., R. 30 E., 
Sec. 16, NWNW 

T. 31 N., R. 28 E., 
Sec. 2, NWNE 

T. 31 N., R. 28 E., 
Sec. 13 , SWSE 

T. 31 N. , R. 2 9 E. , 
Sec. 3, SENW 

T. 32 N., R. 29 E., 
Sec. 35, NENE 

T. 26 N., R. 25 E., 
Sec. 13, NWNE 

T. 31 N. , R. 2 7 E. , 
Sec. 4, SENW 

T. 31 N., R. 26 E., 
Sec. 36, SESW 

T. 2 7 N. , R. 2 7 E. , 
Sec. 6, NWSW 

T. 27 N., R. 25 E., 
Sec. 21, SESE 

T. 30 N., R. 24 E., 
Sec. 2 9, NENE 

T. 31 N., R. 24 E., 
Sec. 32 , SESE 

T. 24 N. , R. 2 5 E. , 
Sec. 2, NESW 

T. 24 N., R. 26 E., 
Sec. 10, NESE 

T. 31 N., R. 26 E., 
Sec. 36, SESE 

Ecological Site 1/ 

27-028N 
(Loamy 6 -8 " p. z • ) 

27-028N 
(Loamy 6-8" p.z.) 

27-020N 
(Claypan 8-10" p.z.) 

27-073N (Granitic 
Upland 12-14" p.z.) 

27-007N (Loamy slope 
8-10" p. z.) 

27-013N 
(Loamy 4-8" p.z.) 

27-054N (Loamy slope 
10 -12 " p. z • ) 

27-054N (Loamy slope 
10 -12 " p. z • ) 

27-054N (Loamy slope 
10-12" p.z.) 

Ecological Status 
& Seral Stage'!:._/ 

25% (Early Seral) 

45% (Mid Seral) 

61% (Late Seral) 

37% (Mid Seral) 

36% (Mid Seral) 

62% (Late Seral) 

64% (Late Seral) 

58% (Late Seral 

42% (Mid Seral) 

27-0l8N (Gravelly loam 43% (Mid Seral) 
4-6" p.z.) 

27-020N (Claypan 
8-10" p.z .) 

23-022N (Upland Fan 
12-16" p.z.) 

2 7-072 N (Granitic 
Upland 8-12" p.z.) 

27-018N (Gravelly loam 
4-6" p.z.) 

44% (Mid Seral) 

33% (Mid Seral) 

38% (Mid Seral) 

66% (Late Seral) 

27-018N (Gravelly loam 57% (Late Seral) 
4-6" p. z.) 

27-008N (Loamy 8-10" 39% (Mid Seral) 
P• z •) 

1/Ecological sites listed here can be reference to SCS Ecological Site Descriptions 
(SCS 1983). 
2/Ecological Status is referred to here in terms of the percent potential natural plant 

community (PNC) present on the study site during site survey in 1984. 



Key Area 
tbiber 
134-0)()1 

134-ooo2 

134-0)()3 

134-ooo6 

134-0)()7 

134--0008 

-. ,-

Allowable Desired 
Key 1/ Use y Ecological lf 
Species levels Status 
SIHY 40 Late Seral 
ATCO 50 
PQ\i+ 50 

ORH'{ 50 Late Seral 

STll{l 40 Late Seral 
SIH'f 40 
PQ\t+ 50 

SIHY 40 Late Seral 
PO\t+ 50 
STil{l 40 

Slli'l 40 Late Seral 
STm2 40 
PQ\i+ 50 
BAHO 5 

SIH'f 40 Late Seral 
ORH'{ 50 
SPHAER 15 

Table II. Key Management Area <l>jectives 

Interim (5 lears) Short Tenn ( 10 iears) L:>ng Tenn (35 lears) 
Ecological Ecological 

Frequency'!:} Frequency Status 4/ Frequency Status 
Tren:l Tren:l <l>jectives Tre,'¥1 <l>jectives 
lJrMard (shcM increase Same as interim Maintain current Same as interim Maintain current composi-
in ATCO & PGM+ ccmpositicn of SUlY'; ticn of SIH'f; increase 

reevaluate objectives; A1CO & PO\t+ to at least 
show an increase in 10% 
A'ICO & PO\t+ to at 
least 5% 

Upward (shew increase Same as interim Increase ORHY to at Same as interim Increase ORHY to at 
in ORHY) least 5% least 10% 

Static (show no Same as interim Maintain current Same as interim Sane as short tenn 
decrease in key canpositicn of key 
species) species & at least 

10% total perennial 
forb composition 

Upward (show increase Increase SIHY to at Upward (show no Maintain SIHY at 5%; 
of STTirl, PO\H-, and least 5%; increase decrease in SIH'f; increase PO\t+ and 

SIHY STIW. am PO\H- to show an increase STlW. to at least 10% 
at least 5% in STTIQ. & PGM+) 

Upward (sho., increase Same as interim Increase SIHY & STllQ Same as interim Maintain SIH'f at 5%; 
of SUfi, S'lTIJl, PO\t+,) to 5% each; increase increase PG\++ and 

am native forbs) PG\++ to 8% STrn2 to at least 10% 

Upward (show increase Sane as interim Increase SIH'f to 40%; Static (show no Maintain SIH'f at 10%; if 
in SIHY if ORHY increases to decrease in key ORHY increases to U , 

1%, reevaluate species reevaluate objectives 
objectives 



Table II. Key Management Area Objectives 
( C.Ont inued) 

Interim (5 iears) Short Term (10 iears) 1.J:>ng Term (35 iears) 
All<Mable Desired Ecological Ecological 

Key Area Key "}j Use 2/ Ecological ~ Frequency~ Frequency Status 4/ Frequency Status 
?uiber Species Levels Status Trend Trend Chjectives Trend Cbjectives 
135-0001 SIHY 40 Late Seral Upward (show increase Same as interim Increase STTIQ to at Same as interim Increase S'ITH2 to at 

STTill 40 in STI'H2 ; show no de- least 5%; if FEID least 10%; maintain 
PG\++ 50 crease in SIHY & PQ\H-) increases to 1%, re- current % of SIHY and 
FEID 40 evaluate objectives; PO\++; increase total 

maintain current % of perennial forbs to 10% 
SUI'i and PO\++ 

135--0002 SIHY 40 Late Seral Upward (show increase Same as interim Increase STTIQ to at Same as interim Increase ST!ll2 to at 
STI'H2 40 in STl'H2; show no de- least 9%; maintain least 15%; maintain soort 
POAf+ 50 crease in SlllY & PQ\t-t) current leve 1 of Slll'i term levels of forbs, 
BASA) 30 and PG\++; increase SUfl, and POAf+ 

CRACl so total perennial forbs 
to 10% 

US-0003 SIHY 40 Late Seral Upward (show increase Saioo as interim Increase STI1Il to at Saire as interim Increase STill2 to at 
S'ITH2 40 in STI'H2 ; show no de- least 6%; maintain least 10%; maintain 
POfri+ 50 creases in other key levels of other key levels of other key 

OBHY 50 species) species species; increase total 
BASA 30 perennial forbs to at 

least 10% 

135-<XX>4 OBHY so Late Seral Upward (show increase Same as interim Increase ORHY to at Sare as interim Increase CEHY to at 
in ORllY) least 3%; if other least 8% 

perennial forage 
grasses appear, re-
evaluate objectives 

135-0005 POfri+ so Late Seral Upward (show an in- Same as interim Increase SIH'i to at Up.1ard (show an Increase PQ\H- to at 

SUfi 40 crease in SIH'i and least 5% and PO\++ increase in POAf+ least 14% and perennial 
PG\++; show an increase to 8%; if S'ITH2. and perennial forbs to at least 10%; 
of perennial forbs) appears, reevaluate forbs; show no maintain SUf'l at no less 

objectives decrease in SIH'i) than 5% 



Table II. Key Management Area Objectives 
(Continued) 

Interim (5 years) Short Term (10 years) Long Term (35 years) 
Allowable 

Key Area Key Y Use 2/ 
lbli>er Species 
135-0007 ~ 

STrul 
PUI'Rl 
BASA 

135-oooa SIHY 
STI'Hl 
PO!\++ 

135-0010 ORH'{ 

SIHi 
EUlA5 
SPBAER 

135--0011 ORH'{ 

EUlA5 

135-0012 SIHY 
STrul 

levels 
50 
40 
50 
30 

40 
40 
50 

so 
40 
so 
15 

50 
so 

40 
40 

Desired 
Ecological~ 
Status 
Late Seral 

Late Seral 

Late Seral 

Late Seral 

Frequency'!} 
Treoo 
Up.,ard (show increase 
in AGSP & STl'Hl; show 
no decrease in PUI'Rl) 

Up.,ard (sh°"' increase 
in Sllfi , STIHl , & 

PO!\++, aoo perennial 
£orbs) 

Static (show no 
decreases in key 
species) 

Static (show no 
decrease in key 
species) 

Utilization Study Cxlly 

Frequency 
Treoo 

Ecol('6ical 
Status 4/ 
Cl>jecti ve"s 

Frequency 
Treoo 

Same as interim Maintain PurR2 at Sane as interim 
20%; increase AGSP, 
STrn2, & perennial 
forbs (other than 
BASA3) to 5%. 

Sane as interim Increase SHl'i, Same as interim 
STIHl , & PQ\H- to 
5%; increase perennial 
£orbs to 7%. 

Same as interim Maintain current Same as interim 
ecol('6 ic al status 

Sane as interim Maintain current Sane as interim 
ecological status; 
i f a:vre perennial 
forage speci es 
appears, reevaluate 
objectives 

y Plant codes are used here base on SCS 1982. These codes are identified in the Plant List (Appeooix 2). 

Ecological 
Status 
Cl>jectives 
Maintain PUfR2 at 20%; 
increase N:,SP, STrul , & 
perennial forbs (other 
than BASA3) to 10%. 

Increase SUl'i, PO!\++, & 
STIHl to 5%; increase 
perennial £orbs to 10%. 

Sane as short term 

Sane as short term 

y Allowable use levels are the objectives established for utilization. They are derived frcm the Sonana~rlach Grazing Environmental Impact Statement, 

PP• 1-7. 

3/ This is the Seral stage that -would have the greatest value for all resources (livestock, wild horses/burros, gane species of wildlife). 

j 
4/' ~equency identified as static or upward. If an inp)rtant forage plant species appears on a study that previously was not recorded, then all m:mitoring 

~ject i ves for that key area should be reevaluated. 
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l. All o tm1·nt Inform at ion 

Rlu1 l,,'i11g 1S1 v1 n 1rou s.-:!is 
/\.11 o t mrn t Eva1un tion ~ 

6/;2../88 
J ll 1 \' ] : , 1 q F, : 

Thr· Blu1 Wing and SE·VE·n Troughs an · two St·pa r at1: al lotm1 ·nts but for th1-
E·v,1lu a tion pron ·ss hDVf · bH ·n com:)irn ·d an t·v3lua tf ·d as 0111. 

A. Blu1: Wing Allotm1:nt - 135 
Priority - 5, Cat~gory I 
Permitt1 ·1:s: C-Punch Corp. and WPsl1·y Cook 

SPvPn Troughs Allotm 1:nt - 134 
Priority - 6, CatPgory I 
PtrmittPes: C-Punch Corp., John Espil, Dufurr1:n a SheP p Co., DeLong 
Ranches and Tim DeLong 

B. The area is comprised of all or part of 11 mountain ranges: Kamma, 
AntPlopP, and SevPn Troughs within the StvPn Troughs Allotment, 
Selenite, Lava Beds, Antelope, Trinity, Blue Wing, Nightingale, 
Shawave, and Truckee within the Blue Wing Allotment. The rang1:s 
are typically separated by valley floors ranging from quite small 
(2-3 miles across) to extremely large (10-15 miles across) in 
size. The area is bordered on the north by the Western Pacific 
Railroad tracks and on the west by Highway 34 and the southeastern 
edge of the Pyramid Lake Indian Reservation boundary. The southern 
and Pastern borders of the area are the respective allotment 
boundary lines. 

The Blue Wing Allotment is approximately 66 miles long in a north 
south direction and 22 miles wide in an east-west direction . The 
Seven Troughs Allotment is approximately 29 miles long in a 
north-south direction and 22 miles wide in an east-west direction. 

a. Land Ownership Status 

Slue Wing 
Sevc: n Trou ghs 

C. LivPstock Us1: 

1. Blue Wing Allot ment 

Public 
976,928 
30 2,371 

1,279,299 

Other 
164,9 73 

62,398 
227,371 

- 1,141,901 
364,769 

- 1,50 6 ,67 0 

Active Grazing pr~f1:rtnc1: in th 1: Blue Wing Allot~ent is 24,329 
AUMs. Ther e are currently two op e rators in the Blue Wing 
Allotment. C-Punc h Corporation is th P on l y cattl1: opPra t or . 
\..'e s Cook is t h1· only sh, -,-p opt,ator wi th a 1,.,int1-, s1-ason - of - us• 
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, · 0 ,. Gr a, i ni: 
R1corci l'r1 f1 . r, nc-1 Kin d ()f !'1ri 0rl F1 d , T"il 1 

Op1·r ,1t or Numhr r To ta l Susp1-nrl1·d /\c tiv1 L1v1-s t ock fr ur.. Tc, R.lllf.f· 
- - -

0 2 1 , 4 &O Cn t t 11 3 /1 - 2/28 80 A* C- Punch Corp. 2016 21 ,4 60 
W1·Sl<·y L. Cook 2017 2 , c175 106 2 ,8 69 SliH p 12 /7 - 3/1 7 1 OOo/. 

* C-Punch Corp. E-xchang1•- of-us• : 

21 ,4 6() A!lMs Ft:d1--·ral Range = 80Z 
5 ,3 49 AllMs Exchan g1-- o f-u s 1-· 20Z 

✓ 26 ,8 09 AUMs Total 

2. St·Vt,n Trou gh s A1 lotm<'nt 

Activ1 c grazing pn:·fl"n ,ncf-'. in th f- Sev en Trou ghs Allot m1·nt 1s 
9,523 AUMs. Thf-r e are currently fiv e op e rators in StVPn 

Troughs Allotm l"nt. 

Grazing 
Record Prrference Kind Of Period 

Operator Number Tota l Suseended Activt Livestock From To 

C-Punch Corp. 2016 4,404 0 4,404 Cattle 3/1 - 2/28 

John Espil 2032 3,627 0 3,627 Sheep 12/1 - 3/15 

Dufurrena Sheep 2146 746 0 746 Sheep 11/1 - 3/31 

Co. 
Dufurn ,na Sheep 2146 373 Exchange-of-Use Sheep 11/1 - 3 / 31 

Co 
DE-Long Ranches 2115 74 6 0 746 Catt le 11/1 - 3/31 

Inc. 
DeLong Ranches 2115 373 Exchangtc-of-use Cattle 11 /1 - 3/31 

Inc. 
DeLong Ranches 2115 226 Exchange-of-use Cattle 11 / 1 - 3/31 

Inc. 
Tim DeLong 2046 8·95 Exchange-of-use Cattle 11/1 6/ 31 

% 
FrdPral 
Ran~f-

*92 % 
100% 
*67% 

*33 % 

*67% 

*33% 

100% 

100 % 

* C-Punch Corp. exchange-of-use: * Dufurrena Sheep Co. exchange-of-us e : 

4,460 AUMs Fede ral Range = 92 % 
339 AUMs Exchange-of-use= 8% 

4,803 AUMs Total 

* DeLong Ranches Inc, exchangE--of-use 

746 AUMs Parall e l Bas e Bas e Federal Rang<· 
373 AUMs Exchange-of-us!" 

'226 AUMs Exchangf--of-use SPL- 3266 

746 AllMs Federal Range 
373 AUMs Exchan ge -of-us e 

1,119 AUMs Total 

= 67% 
33 % 

= 100~:, 

3 . Kind and Class o f Livts tock Us1-

Ca ttl e - cow/calf 
Sheep - ewE/la n½ 
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_, I , • Cr .1 ;, i n ;.; Sy s t 1 ; ;, : 

C-Pun ch Co rp o r a li 11n - Tnr 1-xistin i::, r.razini:: syslr ·m 1s basically 
a yuirlon g wi l ei cow opt ration on bot h th, Blut · Wing an d St v1·n 
Trou bhs Al lotmt ·nts. Th1·n art · sf-v1·n ( 7) art .1s of us<· , t hn· t 
(3) wintt ·r us• · and four (4) summ1r us1· an.:.is whic h a n · list1 d 
b<· low: 

Wintt ·r list 

a. Sloug hh oust · /Granitc· Springs Valley 
b. Kumiva Vall< ·y/Li va Bt-ds/Blut Wing Mtn. 
c. Kamma Mtns./Antf-lOpf- Rangi- / Sa gi- Vall i-y 

Summi-r UH · 

a. Se l t-ni tt · s 
b. Shawav e Mtns./Nightingale Mtns. 
c. Lava Bf-ds / Dry Mtn./Blu e Wing Mtn. 
d. Seven Troughs/Sage VallPy 

The grazing management plan for C-Punch Corporation includes 
modifications to current areas and seasons-of-use, and 
livestock distribution patterns as agreed to in CRMP and 
out 1i ned below: 

a. Graze 350-400 head of livestock on the Seven Troughs Rang e 
from 4/1-10/31. These cattle will be moved north into the 
Kamma Mountains and Antelope Range and held from 11/1-3/31. 

b. Graze 150-200 head of livestock on the west side of the 
Selenite Range from 4/1-10/31. These cattle will be moved 
south and he ld in the Slough House area above Nixon from 
11/1-3/31. 

c. Graze 550-600 head of livestock in the Nightingale and 
Shawave Mountains from 4/1-10/31. These cattle will be 
held on the flats between the Selenites and the Lava Beds 
fr om 11 / 1 - 3 / 3 1 . 

<l. Graze 250-300 head of livesto ck on the east side of the 
Sf-leniu Rang e from 4/1-10 / 31. These cattle will bf· hE: ld 
on the flats be twee n th e Selenites and the Lav a Beds from 
11/1 -3 / 31. 

e. Graze 350 -4 00 head of livf-stock in the Lava Beds , Blu e Wing 
Mountains, and wes tern slop e s of thf- Sf-ve n Trou gh s Range on 
a rotatin g basis t hroughout th f7 year dept ·nding on wt·ath e r 
an d forage condition s . 

D(·Lonb Rancht-s , I nc . - Df"·Lon g Rancht·S Inc . ope:rat t· ,, ithin t h1 
Dufurrf-na adjudicated ar t-a -o f -use, which includes the Kamrna 
Mountains, Ant e lop~ Rangt- and the northw~st cornf-r of tht- Sevf-n 
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Tr o u t! hi- Ran re . Gr a z i n f . .d l J c on t i nu <' e cl c Ii y c, cl r a!-. w i n t e r u !:> t · 

fro n. N o v c □ h cr l t hrc •ui) , M,nch 3 1 , L iVt" S l ock 1,,,111 th en b e r.,t> Vt · J 

L>ul of th e a1Jo t rnc n t. 

Tim DeLong - Live.stock grazing us e wilJ occur in the for mer 
Tharalson and Duncan are a for exchange-of-use within th e Sev en 
Troughs Allotm e nt. Grazing us e will continu e each year fro m 
November I throu gh J une 30 when cattle will be moved out of th e 
allotm en t alJo • .in g sornc re gr owth prior to late fall grazin g . 

Dufurren a Sheep Co . - The sheep operation of Dufurrena Sheep 
Co. has been mana ged in a cc ordan ce with ar ea - of- use and 
season- o f-use that reflects the undivided 1/2 interest with 
De Long Ranches. Inc. Sheep grazin g will continue durin g th e 
winter season from November 1 through March 31 on th e north e rn 
portion of the Seven Troughs Allotment in the Kamma Mountains, 
Seven Troughs and Antel ope Range. During th e start of growth 
of the key species sheep will be trailed out of the allotment. 

John Espil - The sheep operation of John Espil has continued as 
winter season-of-use in the southern half of the Seven Troughs 
Allotment. He has grazed approximately 2,000 head of sheep 
from December 1 through March 15 when the sheep will be removed 
prior to the critical growth period. 

Wesley Cook - has winter sheep use in the Kumiva Valley/Lava 
Beds/Blue Wing Mountain area and the west side of the Selenite 
Range on the Blue Wing Allotment. He winters approximately two 
thousand (2,000) sheep from December 7 through March 17. 

D. Allotment Objectives (Short and Long Term) 

1. Short Term 

a. Utilization of streambank riparian plant species shall not 
exceed 30% in Jenny Creek except where adjusted by an 
approved activity plan. (WLA-1.3) 

b. Tota l utiliz a tion plant species in 358 acres of wetlan d 
riparian habitat shall not exceed 50%. (~L-1.10) 

c. Total utilizati on shall not exceed the allow able us e for 
the following wildlife key specie s . (WL-1. 7 & WL-1. 9) 

d. 

Ante lope bit terbrush (PUTR2) 
Quaking as pen (P0TRS) 
Serviceb e rry (AJ1AL) 
Snowberry ( SYHPH) 
Winter fat (EULAS) 
Cinque foi l (POTEN) 
Sandb erg blu egrass (POSE) 

50 % 
40? 
40 % 
40 1'. 
50% 
201; 
30~ (winter & s pr ing) 

Utilization of key plant 
habitat shall not exceed 
approved activity pl an. 

species on upland rangeland / 
50% except where adjusted by an 
(WL 1.7, WL 1.9, R..~ 1) 
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. . 
L on ~· 1 • n . 

a . Jmr1r ,,v, ,:rn,l m.1inu1in t l11 ov1 r al 1 str, c1r.; h.1hil.Jt in '.! mi 11-s 
of J1·nny Cnt ·k fro r., poor t o 60 ? of optimu1 :1 or b1·tt1 ·r. 
( WLA-1. 3) 

b. Imrrovt · or m,1inlain th! · conrlition of 358 acn ·s of w1·tlan rl 
riparian ha b itat t o good or high1r. (WL-1.10) 

c . lmprovt or m.1intain 24 acrr.s str ~ambank r ip arian habitat at 
good condition from poor condition. (WLA-1.3 & WL-1.9) 

d. Protect sagr grousr. strutting grounds and brooding habitat 
and irnprovt nesting an d wintering habitat by: (WL-1 .11 ) 

1) Following NDOW's guiddint aS for Vev tal Control 
Programs in Sage Grouse Habi tat in Nt·vada . 

2) Maintain sagebrush canopy at 30% in sag P grouse nesting 
areas where sagebrus ~ does not excePd thrr.e (3) fer.t i n 
hE:ight, 

e, Maintain or improve 40 acres of aspen woodland to good 
status or E:quivalent. (~~-1.9) 

f . Manage, maintain or improve pub l ic rangeland habitat 
condition to provid., forage on a sustained yield basis with 
an initial forage demand for big game of 1,196 AUMs for 
mule deer, 75 AUMs for pronghorn and 106 AUMs for bighorn 
sheep by: 

1) Improving overall mule dE:er habitat as follows: 

a) From fair to good 113,719 acr.,s: Lava Beds DY-4; 
SelE:nite Range DY-1; Seven Troughs DS-2; Seven 
Troughs DY-5. 

b) From poor to fair 22,107 acrE:s: Nightingale Mts. 
DY-2 and Shawav e Mts . DY-3 . 

g . Improving potential pro nghorn ha b itat 30 8 ,9 00 acres fro ~ 
fair to good condition. 

h . Improving 9,485 acres of pot en tial bigh o rn sh tep habitat 
(Sr.lenite Range BY-1) t o 90 % of optimum. 

1 . Manag~ , maintain and im?rOVr. ran gr.land con di tions on a 
s u stain~d yi~ld basis ~ i t h an initial stocking lrv el of 
33,852 AUMs. 

J • ~;,rn1;c- c'or;H-sti c 1iv e st x~ 6 ra z in 6 t o 1ncn ,asr. 13 6 , 318 acn ·s 
fro~ poor and fai r to go od , and 3,505 acrts fro m good t o 
PXC~ll~nt ~cological condition; improvt ran gr condition and 
f o ra gr. avail a b ility, t o r ~a ch and sustain 33,852 AUMs of 
ac tiv ~ prrfer~ncP f or liv ~stock graz in g . 
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"t: 1 

Current 

413/94 
50/22 

124/0 
169 / 0 
237 /149 

56/0 

Tah] , J I 
, 
I 

KI y Sr• c i, s Al l O \..' .'.J \; l ( lls , L, v, l s 
SlllY 40 
STTtC 40 
P OA++ 50 
fEJ D 40 
BASA3 30 
CRAC2 50 
ORHY 50 
BASA 30 
AGSP 50 
PUTR 2 50 
SPHAER 1 5 
EllLA5 50 

k. Manag~, maint ain and improvL rangPland conditions t o 
providP an initial level of 12,240 AUMs of forag~ on a 
sustained yield basis for 877/143 (AMLs) 1/ wild horses and 
burros in thP following Herd Use Areas: 

AML AUMs Progress 
Lava Beds 2/ 375/40 4500/480 999/24 head of horses 
Blu e Wing Mtns. 50/39 600/468 and burros removed from 
Nightingale Mtns. 87 /0 1044/0 Lava Beds, Stven Troughs, 
Shawavt Mtns. 100 / 0 1200/0 Sele nite Range and Kamma 
Seven Troughs 215/64 2580/768 Mtns. 1.n November/ 
Karnma Mens. 50/0 600/0 December 1987. 

1. Maintain and improve the free-roaming behavior of wild 
horses and burros by protecting and enhancing their home 
ranges. 

m. Maintain/Improve wild horse/burro habitat by assuring free 
accE-ss to wate:-r. 

n. Improve or maintain the wat e r quality of Jenny CreE-k to the 
state criteria for live:-stock drinking and wildlife 
propagation. 

1/AML refer to adult horses and burros (i .tc.· . two years or 
oldtr. 
2/Northeast corner of the H~rd Area is in the Seven Troughs 
Allotment. 

Sta t E- Water Quality Criteria 
Li v, -s t ock drinking 

co nstitm ,nt / us e Wildlife Propagati on 
TDS (total disso lv~ d solids) 
NC) 3 (r-;) 

Ftca1 colif or m 
p~l 
D. O. (diss o lved oxy ge n) 
Alkalinity 
Alkalinity 

3CJOO mg/1 
l :l:) r.ig 1 1 

1000/100 ml . 
5.0-9.0 

a(·r vbic 
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100 mg /1 
1000 /10 0 ml. 
5.0-9. 2 

aerobic 
30-13 0 mg/; 
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Year 
1982 
1983 
1984 
1985 
1986 

YE:ar 
1981 
1982 
1983 
1984 
1985 
1986 
1987 
1988 

I. . ~:"nitoririr nn! 1nv1n t ,,ry li.1:, 1 

J. Cl i m.it o l o~ ic:il nat.1 

Th 1 · B l u, W j n g / Sr· v I n Tr o ugh s A J l o t m r n t s a rt · ..., i t h i n t hf• B a s i n a n <l 
Rang, - physiographic provinc1. Tra · typical fl ·atun -s of th1 · ar1 -a 
ar1 · th1 broad, flat vallrys an d north-south trrnding mountain 
rang1 ,s . Eh ,vation varil ·S fro m 3,800 fu · t on th< · dr ·sert fl oor 
t o 8,200 fu-t i n th1 · mountain pi -aks . Thi climat1 - is 
charactE · ristic of th< · high, col d des1·rt with highly varia b11-
pn:·cipitation pattf ·rns and l· xtn ·mf· variations in tf ·mp1-ra tun , s. 
PrEecipitation ranges from 3.80 incht-s on th (-- vallt ·y floor to 
20'~ in th~ highrr mountains. ThEe avtrag~ annual pre:cipitation 
at Lovt-lock, Nevada, for a 12 year averagr is 5.78 inch1 -s . 
Se asonal ttmp f--ra tures rangt- from below freezing to l00 a F . Tht
average growing season is appro x imat t- ly 130 days from May to 
SeptembE:-r. 

Precipitation: (NOAA 1982-1986, LovE:-lock) 

Precipitation (inches) 
Growing Season Ann. 

1.5 
4.79 
2. 35 

.72 

.6 0 

total 
5.61 

12.27 
5. 72 
4.85 
1.88 

De:partun- - from 
Growing Season 

- 1.22 
2.18 

.26 
- 1.89 
- 2 .o 1 

Blue Wing/Seven Troughs Allotments 
Livestock Use 1981-1988 

Active AUMS 
20,970 
18,730 
18,4 02 
20, 122 
20,469 
21,640 
2 l , 07 5 
20 ,487 

3 . Uti lizatio n 

Trail AUMs 

503 
1 ,o 31 

857 
1 , 020 

658 

normal 
Ann. tot a 1 

- .15 
6.79 

.24 
- . 63 
- 3.60 

Total AUMs 
20,970 
18,730 
18,402 
20,625 
21,500 
22,497 
22,095 
21,1-'.5 

Thr Blu1 - ~i ng Allotme:nt has an allo tm ~n t Monitoring Plan (AMP) 
whic h is a compl ian cE: with tht: \.,'innf-mucca District Coordinat1 -d 
Monitorin g Plan . Tt1f- Blm - Win 6 AMP was approw ·d by thi · 
LoVf-· lo ck Co0rdina t ed Resourct Man agE·m1-nt Plan (CRMP) in August 

of 19 85 . 
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J l' r i ri r t l1 l 9 L: · , m n 11 i t <' r i n i- d ;i t :i i. ;1.< co : l r ~ t , · '. cl.1 t i n 1' b ,1 c ~- t P 

Jq7f( . Th•· dcJt n c ri l ]1 C tl d pri l>r t o ll/ i' ~ i nc lu :l, s : 

K f • y An · a U t i I i z a t i on 
Fr1·qu1·ncy Tn ·nd 
Fr1·qu1-:ncy Exclosur t-: 

a. S1-v1n Troughs Allotm1·nt 

Utilization was coll1 ·ctt-:d usin g the "Kf-y ForagE · Plant 
M1·thod" and was conducti-:d at six (6) sitf · location s in tli1 
Scv t=n Troughs Allotmc:nt. 

Plot 0134-00 0 1 - Mauds WPl l - Key Species (ARSPS and 
SIHY) years 84, 85, 86, 87. 

Light us e on all species in all years t-:xcept for 
heavy us e on ARSP5 in 84. 

Plot 0134-0002 - SCOSSA - Key Species (SIHY, ORHY, 
ARSP5, and EULA5) years 84, 85, 86, 87, 

Light use on all species in all years. 

Plot 0134-003 - Juniper Canyon - Key Species ( STTH2, 
POSC PHHO) years 84, 85, 86. 

Light use on all species in all years. 

Plot 0134-0006 - Cow Crnk - Key Species ( SIHY, STTH2, 
LOMAT) years 85, 86. 

Light us e on all species in all years. 

Plot 0134-007 - Seven Troughs Exclosure #1 - KPy Spf-:cies 
(POSC, SIHY), STTH2) years 85, 86, 87. 

Light use on all species in all years, approachin g 
moderat e us e (41-69 %) on STTH2 and SJHY in 86. 

Plot 0134-0 00f - Sevf ·n Trou ghs Ex closu n: i/2 - Key 
Species (SI~Y , ARSPS, ATCO) yea rs 84, 85, 87, 87. 

Light us e on all spf-cies 1n all y1-:ars except for 
moderatt us e (41-60 %) on SIHY in 86. 

b . Blu e Wing Allot mc~t 

Utili za ti on as col1Pct1-::d by t hf-: "Kpy ForagE; Plant V.Ethod" 
and wa~ condu c tf- d at eight (8) si t P locations in t hL Blut 
1·.'in; Al l 0 tm,:n t. 

Plot 0135-0001 - Shawav e - Kf-y Species (STTH2, SIHY, 
POSE) yt-ar s 82 , 85, 86, 87 . 
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'· ·' :. i 1·: . t o !-. , c, n ,1 l I s l' r ,· i 1 ~ 1 n ,1 l l y 1 ,1 r re f x ~ f l , f l) r 
modtr Dtf us, on STn i:' in 8:. 

Plot 0 135-0002 - L;iva B( ds f!:. - Kq Sp,-c if-S ( STTH2, 
SIHY) Yt·ars 82, 84, 8'"1, 8f, , 87. 

Plot 

Plot 

Plot 

Plot 

Plot 

Pl o t 

Plot 

Plot 

Li gh t USf · on SIHY for all y, -ars 8:, 84, 85 . Light 
usf · on STTH2 in 84, 85, 87 and modi r;iti us , in 82, 
h£·av y in 86. Al lowab lr - usi · ] t ·Vt· ls i.'£· n · £ xcu .-d1·d in 
82 and 86. 

0135-0003 - Lava Btds fr3 - Kty Sptci~s (STTH2, 
SIHY) ytars 82, 84, 85, 86, 87. 

Light us ~ on SIHY for all years tX Ctp t modt ratt us , 
in 82. Light us~ on STTH2 in 84, 85, 87 with 
modtratt ust in 82, 86 exceeding allowa blt us, 
11:cvtls. 

0135-0004 - Bob Spring - Key Specits (ORHY, ARSP5, 
GRSP) - years 84, 85, 86, 87. 

Light use on all species for all ytars. 

0135-0005 - Ston£-house - Key SpteiH (SIHY, POA++ & 
POSC) years 84, 85, 86. 

Light use on all species for all years. 

0135-0006 - Jayhawk - No data . 

0135-0007 - Selenites #2 - Key Speci1:cs (AGSP5, 
STC04, STTH2, PUTR) years 84, 85, 86. 

Light use on all species for all years except 
moderate use on AGSP5 and STOC4 in 86, and htavy 
use on PUTR2 for all ytars from 85 on Cole browse 
and extensive utilization. 

0135-0008 - Stlenites fl - Key Sptc its (SIHY, 
STTH2, LOMAT) Years 85, 86 . 

Light us e on all species for all years. 

0135-0009 - No Data. 

0135 -0 0 12 - Lava Btds [3 - Key spe cie s (STTH: , 
ytars 82 , 85 , 86, 87. 

!...ight use in 82 , 85 , 87 with modE·rat1 · us ( 1 :1 86 . 
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l . l'H l 'a t t, rn ~faJ>pi n ,c ( rl': : ) 

lls1· Patt1 ·rn M;ipping (l'PI-!) W.J~ con ,iuctfcl on t h 1 Hlu1 Wing an c~ 
St·vE-n Troughs allotm1 ·nts durin g 1986 an.i 1987 . UPM inform a ti or, 
is gn th1 n ·d twict a yE:ar t 0 ri ·cord usr · in th1 wint1 ·r and su m;rn·r 
an ·as. Thi· us1 an: ,as, mappin g scht -du11· ancl utilization clas s, -s 
art· listrd brlow. 

Wintf -r lls, .- - map April l to Apri 1 10 
;i. Sl oughho us( :/Granitf- Sprin gs \lallry 
b. Kumi va Vallf ·y/Lava Beds/Blu, Wing Mtn. 
c. Kamma Mtns./Anlt ·lope Range/SAgt Valley 

*d. Maud s Well/Poker Brown (map 6-300 
*Tim DeLong exchange of use area 

Summer UsE: - map October 20 to November 10 
a. Se h -ni tes 
b. Shawave Mtns./Nightingale Mtns. 
c. Lava Beds/Dry Mtn./Blue Wing 
d. Seven Troughs/Sage Valley 

Three utilization classes will be used; light (0-40%),moderate 
(41-60%) and heavy (61-100%); except at key areas where the 
standard six utilization classes will be used. 

1986-87 Winter Usr 
* - Sage Valley/Granite Springs 

Utilization was within allowable use levels (AULs) except 
for the areas adjacent to perennial sources of water where 
the use was heavy (61-100%). 

* - Kumiva Valley/Blue Wing Mtn. 
Utilization was within allowable use levels (AULs) except 
for areas adjacent to perennial sources of water where the 
use was heavy (61-100%). 

* - Kumiva Valley/Blue Wing Mtn. 
Utilization was within allowable use l e vels (AULs) except 
for areas adjac en t to pe rennial s ou rces of water where th e 
us e was heavy (61-100) and a frw scatt e r e~ areas of 
moder ate (41-60 %) use on Bottltbrus h Squirreltail (SIHY ) . 

1987 Sun m,ar Ust-
* - Lava Beds/Blu~ Wing Mtn, /Dry Mtn. 

Utilization was within allowablF us e leve l s (AULs) t-xcept 
pri mar ily th e areas of watt-r which was heavy (61-10 0%) . 

* - Sha-..•:;ve Mtns. / Nigh tin gale :'-ltns. 
Utiliza tion was within allowa b le usr l~vr!s (AULs) exc~pt 
for t hf art a~ adjac ~nt t o suurcts o f wa tt~ wh ic h wa s hravy 
(ti l - 1001~) . 
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·' -1. - ~ h:11,, ·1 ·;, 

l' tili za ti nn w:1s 1.· ithi:1 a llow.J l>1, us, ],v, ls (APLs) txc,pt 

for th<· ar i·as adjac, ·nt t o p<·n nnial souret s o f w;it, r i.·lit r, 
tlH us, - was h, -,wy (61-10 0%) . 

* - S1lE-nitu :; 
Utilization was i.•ithi n allowahl• · us, - 11·vt · ls (Al!Ls) t·xctpt 
for th, an -as adjacl ,nt to pt·n -nnial sourc1 s of watt r wh(·Tf· 
th, - US( · was IH·avy (61-100 %) 

/ 1987-88 l.1intn Usf--
* Kumiva Vall ey/L ava B~ds/Blu ~ Wing Mtn. (South t rn portion) 

Utilization on kf--y specif-& exctedtd the Allowable UsP 
LPve1s (AUL) on Bottlebrush Squirrtltail (SIHY) Indian 
Rictcgrass (ORHY) and Win tE:,rfat (EULA5). In larg L an ,as 
observed utilization levels we re htavy (61-100%), or th t rt 
was no availabl t forag e . 

Granit e Spring Vall ey 
Utilization on key sp e cies were within Allowable Use Levels 
(AULs) for the area observed. Use did exceed AUL on 
Bluegrass (Poa), Indian Rictgrass (Orhy) and Bottlebrush 
Squirreltail (Sihy) in areas adjacent to sources of water. 
(Cottonwood, Blut Wing and Granite Springs in the western 
portion and Top We ll and Lowry Wf--11 in thr- eastern portion.) 

1987-88 Winter Use 
* - Karmna Mtns./Antelop e Range/Sage Vall ey 

Utilization levels fell mainly into the moderate (41-60%) 
category with heavy use occurring near wat er sources 
(Rabbithole, Barrel and Rosebud Springs. Allowable Use 
Levels (AULsl were exceeded on Bottlebrush, Squirreltail 
(SIHY) in the moderate (41-60%) areas and on Bluegrass 
(Pott++) Indian Ricegrass (ORHY) as well as Bottlebrush 
Squirreltail (SIHY) in the heavy use areas. 

* - Kamma Mtns./Ant e lope Range/Sage Valley (major portion) 
Light use with a few moderat e ar ea s primarily associated 
with wat e r sour cts on tht s ou th Pr n third of th ~ area. 
HE:avy and rnodtratt us £: on t he ctntral third of th e art-a 
with h~a vy us e adjac~nt to wattr sourcts. Modtratr and 
heavy US E:- in t h£: northtrn third of thf • us E: arra with most 
of t ht heavy us E: ass ocia t E:d with wat t r sources, Exceeded 
Allowable Use Lev e ls (AULs) on Bottlebrush Squirr t 1tail 
(SIHY) Indian Rice gr ass (ORHY) Bluegrass (POA++) and 
Thurber Ntedlegrass (STTH2). 

1987-198 8 ~i nt e r Usr 
* - Kurniva Vallry / Lava Btds/Blu£:Win g Mtn. (northtrn ar ta) 

Li gh: (0 - 4on t o r:iodf--rat ,- (41-6 0 °n US( · on t h;- north i-rn an d 
wtst,rn porti on of t lH, arc:a wit h modt r aU · (41 - 60;:) t .) h1-avy 
(61-100 %) use on the r emaining portion of the us r ar t-a . 
Allowable Use l t ve ls (AULs ) wt r e exceedtd on Bottlebrus h 
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_r ~;,·;·.1ir r1 ]t;iil (SJ i:·o .:111.-J J'. ]1J1 f'.J"il:--'-' (J'(),\-f! ) . TrH rf l. '[Jf. 

s u ], s t il n t i a l ;i r, a s o f h, a v y u s 1 ( 6 1 - J () () ~ ) 0 n ',,' i n t I r f a t 

(ELILAC"i) . 

* - S 1 oughhous, -/Gran i U Spring Va 11 f•y ( S 1 oughhous1 · an -a) 
Light us E: ( 0-40%) wns n ·cord, -d on th1 · mnjori ty of th, - an ·n 
(65%) with som< art ·as of modnat1 • (41-60~ ~) uSf• (25 %) and a 
littlf' ht-:avy (61-100 7.) usf · on th f· an ,a. Th, - hh1vy us1 
(/Cil-100 %) was adjact-:nt to th1 · watf r sourcEcs. Tll, , ph on1• 
\..'rll and CrHl Sprin g . Allownbh· Us, Lt-:vt-:ls (AULs) wrr, 
E:xce~ded on Indian Ricegrass (ORHY) Bottlebrush 
Squirrdtail (SIHY) Ntedle and Thrt-:ad (STC04) and Wintnfat 
( E ULAS). 

5. Tn-nd 

Trt-:nd data has be t-:n colltcted on two sitE:s in the Blut-: Wing 
Allotment. The data that was collected was inconclusiv e sinc e 
it was collected for two years only. This short period of time 
does not allow any conclusions to be drawn from the data. 

6. Ecological Status Inventory 

Seven Troughs Allotment Ecological Status Inventory 

Summary: 

Total Acres in Survey Area - 364,769 
Total Acres Surveyed - *294,921 

The *69,848 acre difference between total acres and surveyed 
acres reflect fenced private lands, mining operations, small 
inclusions and rock outcrop. 

Ecological Status - Expressed 1n acres and percentage of total 
surveyed by seral stage. 

Late Seral 
50,506 (17 .1 %) 

Mid Sera 1 
237,11 0 (80%) 

* Acrt-:agt total a clos E- approximation 

Early SE-ral 
1 ,3 0s c2.s:n 

The Ecological Status Inv t-:ntor y is prE:st-:ntl y being conduct ed on 
the Blu, , Wing Allotmtcnt. Tht-: information should be comp ih ,d 
and available by th t spring of 1989. 

7. Monitoring and Invt-:nt ory Data Analysis 

a . l!1vl:ntory 

No quantifiabl~ data has b~en ga therE ·d on Jenny Cr e~k t o 
da t t . Fi~ld obs rvations hav~ be~n noted and J e nn y Cr~ t-:k 
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.. i " r, f, r rt (1 t " ,1 c: 1•n, , r co nd i t i 011 1 n t l1 , S P 1Hi m.-1 - ( ,, 1 1 :ic 11 ,,: ,\ 

~:Fl' 1 l l . 

b . Hab it a t Evalua ti on 

No d a t a a r l av ai la h lt tn quantif y tr l nd. 

8 . Strr ·am Surv f-y 

J (·nn y Cn :f-k was sa mph -d durin g April, J u ly an d Siptt- ·mh,r, 1980 
and the.· wa tf .·r qu a lity analyzi ·d by a lab. Tf.-mpt ratun , s r angf·d 
from 32 to 65 ° F, pl! 7.7 to 8.8, and turbity 11 to 27 TUS. 
Alkalinit y an d phosphatf-S wt rr · hi gh, 110 to 166 mg/Lan d 0.08 
t o 0.53 mg/ 1, r f-SpE::ctiv l l y . Ni tratt · rang Pd from 0.0 2 t o 1.4 
mg/ 1 and TDS fr om 217 to 349 mg/ 1. 

9. Past Inv t-ntori e s 

Lava Beds/ 
Seven Troughs 
~tns. 

Blur , Wing 
Mtns. 

Nightingale 
Mtns. 

Shawave 
Mtns. 

S£:lenit£: 
Range 

TOTALS 

Census 
9/84 

1108/ 
296 

90/ 
77 
794/9 

51/13 

2043/ 
395 

Census 
7/87 

1/ 
1711/ 

245 
3/ 

50/22 

6/0 

1767/ 
2 67 

Census 
12 /8 7 

112 

152 

1/ Includes Seven Troughs Allot. animals. 

Est 2/88 
ti's after 
gather 
2/ 
636/ 
219 

0 

636/219 

2/ Includes Kamma Mtn. Animals (Seven Troughs Allot) and 
Selenitf- (Blu e Wing). 
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7/88 
2/ 
706/24 

50/22 
124 

169 

0 

1049 / 
26 



r:s·11~:t:1i J; 1R: . :; ;i 

Fr om Son ;,,: 1-(.f rl.-1c l1 !-.] ~ 

Tn -nd Di H · C t ion 
Total llpv.'arJ Stabl1 Downard 

A 11 otm1-nt Acn ·s a / Acn -s % Acn -s :z. Acn -s ., 
I , 

B 1 Uf \..' i ng ½'76,928 0 0 762 ,00 4 78 214,9 24 22 
S1-ve.-n Trou ghs 302 ,371 0 0 15 ,118 5 28 7,2 53 95 

ESTIMATED ECOLOGICAL RANGE CONDITION 
from Sono ma-Gerlach EIS 

Rangic Condition Class 
Excellent Good Fair Poor 

Allotm e nt Total Acres % Acres % Acres % Acrt:s % 
Acres a/ 

Rlu e 1-,' ing 772 , 006 15,440 2 154,401 20 293,363 38 308,802 40 
Lava Beds HMA 204,922 4,098 2 40,985 20 77,870 38 81,969 40 
(Total) 976,928 19,538 2 195,386 20 371,233 38 390,771 40 

S£cven Troughs 275,549 13,777 5 41,333 15 96,442 35 123,997 45 
Lava Beds HMA 26,822 1,341 5 4,023 15 9,388 35 12,070 45 
(Total) 302,371 15,118 5 45,356 15 105,830 35 136,067 45 
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a . lnv1nt ory 

Herd Manag e ment 
Area 

HSR 
BluP Wing Mtns. 

Shawave ~:tns . 

Lava Beds 

N i g h t i n g a 1 f· Mtns . 

1) A bi g gam, h abita t inv1 ·nt o r y was cornpli · tt ;d during 
1986. Thi· dat a was usi d t o f·Stab lish th r lon g t r r m 
objE ,ct:ivi s f or California bigho r n shf :f,p , mult · d1•f r and 
pronghorn . Lon g tt ·rrn tn ·n-l data an , ga th1 ·rt ·d in 
conjun c tion with thf - stan dard ra ngf-· l and frrqu 1·nc y 
information. One broi.'St utili zat ion study ha~ hH ·n 
rstabl is hr d . 

2) To dat £c-11 br ood in g arras havr b£c-l:n idl:ntifird, 
are locat ed in th r followin g ran gt s: 

Lava BE·ds: 2 brooding arl:as 

Kamma Mtns: 1 broo di ng ar t a 

Self'.nite Range: 2 brood i ng areas 

Seven Troughs: 6 brooding areas 

3) Cruc ia 1 habitats 

Stn: ,ambank riparian 24 acres 
Wet land riparian 358 acr e s 
Aspen woodlands 40 acres 

4) Herd management area siz e , wild horsf'. and burro 
densities, habitat suitability ratings (HSR), and 
limiting factors 

Size Density Limiting 

( acn:s) (No. /m i. 2 ) HSR Factor 

21,411 2 0 . 45 Food 

98 ,3 86 0 . 41 Water 

256 , 637 1 0 .4 8 Food 

85,6 38 1 0 , 3 Wat £:-r 

5) ?ercfcnta gi· of H'-iA within t he Blur · Wing Allotmrnt 

lava Bf-ll s 
Blu e ~ing Mountains 
Sigh t ingalr Moun tains 
Sha wavL Mount a~~s 
Sevf ·n Tr o ughs 

ss;~ 
100 ~; 
100 1 
100 ~. 

2 n; 

HSR has not bc.·En complet! ,d on the.· Sc.·v£:-n Trou ghs 
A 11 o t nH n t . 
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I. Anirn.i l Rf--mov;i ] s 

2. 

Lava Bt·d B 1 Uf • Wing Mtn. Shawav( Nightingalt S1· lfni t1· 
1987 952/24 2 / 
1985 482/94 50-28 204 / 9 256 30/12 
1981 592/19 5 5 3 

2026/13 7 50 /28 1013 / 9 30 I 12 

Changf in Wild 1 i fr Population 

ThE:-N1,vada Departm(".nt of Wild 1 i ff-: ( NDOW) dof •S not providf-: 
wildlif~ population data by allotm e nt. How~vtr, overall 
populations trtnds in tht management units involvtd appear to 
be static after past increases. Basf--d on density data provided 
by NDOW we have tht fol lo win g AUM dE:cmand in the Blut Wing/St ·ven 
Troughs Allotments. 

California bighorn sheep: 

Mule dE:-er: 

Pronghorn: 

0 AUMs 

2,717 AUMs 

105 AllMs 

Not e : The me thodology used in calculating reasonablE:- numbe rs 
versus existing numbers and the redefinition of use area 
boundaries dof-:s not allow for a determination of significance 
of change in forage demand at this time. 

4. Empire Burn 

In the summE:-r of 1985 a fire burnE:-d approximattly 6,000 acres 
in the Blue Wing and Rodeo Creek Allotments. The arE:-a was 
closed to exclude grazing in January of 1986 and activE:- grazing 
preference was reduced by a total of 169 AUMs on the BluE:- Wing 
Allotment. In May of 1986 two key area sitts were establishf--d 
in th e b ur n and monitorin g s h ows that a nnuals dominate wit h a 
lo w occurr ence of perennial s pe ci e s. Thf-- area remains clos ed 
to date, 

The primary '"' atl · r sourcf.cs for t hEc BluE, Wing All o tme nt consists 
of 12 dtv Elop ed wt lls, 52 dEcvelop ed springs, 69 undev e lopt ·d 
sprin g s, 4 pipelin Ps, 8 res e rvoirs, and 1 ephem e ral stream. 

The pri mar y watf-:r sourcts for the Se v~n Troug h s All o tmt nt 
con s ist o f 3 deve l op~d wLll s , 29 dt:v tlo pe d spr i ngs , 3 3 
und Lvt lop ~d s prin gs , 2 pi pr lin r s, an d 17 rLs~rv oi rs. Two o f 
t hr w~ ll s anJ t~o d~vt l OpLd s pr in;s are p r t-SLn tly i no pEr ab1 1 

Thc Sf· wat er s ourc ,-s a] on t a n .: no t ad t-quatfc to provi de wat e r f or 
th f-: liv£ sstock, wi l dlifr an d wild hors e s/burros on t htsf 
all o tme nts. Water projrct s havL bre n id r ntifird throu gh CRMP, 
but t o d a t r thrr c has no t bf-=~n an y c onstructed. Th is is a 
m2jor prob]u:; in t hLSt all o t m£·nts. 
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l l . l\anar11 ,., n t Fv .1l u a ti o11 

A. Slior l Ti r m Obj, c tiv 1 s 

I. Utilization of str~a mbank riparian plant sp, -cits shall not 
f•XCH·d 30% in Jt ·nny CrH ·k t·xc1-pt wla ·r1 adjust, d by c1n ap pr ov, d 
a c tivit y Plan. (WLA-1.3) 

l1s1· p a tt1 ·rn mapping indicat1 ·s t his obj1 -ctiv1 u: not bting m<· t. 

Thi· v ·nf·ral t E-nd1·ncy o f c a tt]f - is t o hc·avily utiliz1 · strc -ambank 
riparian art-cas. 

2. Total utilizrttion plant sp ec ies in 358 acres of wetland 
riparian hab itat shall not excepd 50 %. (~'L-1.1 0) 

✓ UsE: pa tt t rn mappin g indicates this obj e ctive is not bein g m(t. 
Livestock distribution and apparent lack of following th e 
grazing system has concentrated cattl e on thP wetland areas 
throu gho ut thes e allotments on a continual basis. 

3. Total utilization shall not exceed the allowable use for the 
following wildlife key species. (WL-1.7) & ~'L-1.9) 

Antelope Bitterbrush (PUTR2) 
Quaking Aspen (POTR5) 
Serviceberry (AMAL) 
Snowberry (SYMPH) 
Winterfat (EULA5) 
Cinquefoil (POTEN) 
Sandberg bluegrass (POSE) 

50 % 
40 % 
40 % 
40 % 
50 % 
20 % 
30 % (winter and spring) 

Browse utilization studies indicate this objective is not being 
met for bitterbrush in the Selenite Range and snowberry 
throughout the allotments. Bitterbrush areas are experiencin g 
64% utilization and 60% on snowberry. More importantly 
reproduction is down and the hedging of key species is 
increasing to severe. Loss of habitat has concentrated mule 
deer into a small e r area. 

4. Utiliza tion of key plant sp ecies on upl an d ran gel and / ha bi ta t 
sh al l not E-Xceed 50% except whPrE- adj us ted by an approv (:-d 
a c t iv i t y p 1 a n • ( \..'L 1 • 7 , \..'L l • 9 , RM 1 ) 

✓ Use Pattern Mappin g indicates that utiliz a tion on wi nt t rfat i s 
bting e xct edt d in th e areas around Twin ButtE- Wt ll, th e west 
sidE of th r Seven Trou&hs , t hE flats east of Rocky Canyo n an d 
the East sidr of Grani t t Sprin gs Vallf-y, 

Utili zati on studies indicatr th E objtc t ive has btf- n mE t 1n t hE 
S(·V, n Tr ouih s Al1ot'T1,nt ,..,i t h t h, · (·XCE·p ti on o: r>-:c<:-,-ding 
Allov.-::; ':,lr lls , Ltvt.l s (AL'Ls) on Bottll ·'..irus h Sc;~ir r P lt ail (S I HY: 
in t hE Mauds Wtll sitt. 
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l !ti li z:1 t io11 obj1 c t i v, 1,,1:1, n11t on h.1lf ( 4 0u t pf t;) of t h• s tu ,h· 
si t, ." in t h, Rlut ',,.'inF Al1 o t m,nt and /,110 1.,ah l, l's • Lt ·v• ls 
(AllL!-) W! r, 1-xu-( -d1-d on f our sp1-ci1 s in th, ot l11 r half of th, 
si t1-s . Th, sit1 -s th a t f·Xc1-1-d1d Al1Ls w1-n PUTR2 in th1 -
S1 11-nit, -s and STT1!2 in th1· Lava Bi:-ds in thrH an -.:is . 

B. Lon g T1r m Obj1-ctiv~s 

1. Tmpro v£ and maint ain t h, ov i-r al l stna m hah i t;,t in 2 mi l, -s o f 
Jf ·nny Cn -1-k fro m poor t o 6Qi; or b, , tu -r. (\.-'LA-1. 3) 

Basi:- lin~ an d tri:-nd data are not av ailab l1-- to quantify to what 
f-'.Xt!·nt this objtctivt- is not btin g ac hi£:v1d . Fi 1--ld 
obs<·rvations, howt·vtr , indicatf • it is not . 

2 . Improv t or maintain th t condition of 358 acrts of we tland 
r1par1an habitat to late sera1 or high . (\.,'L-1 .1 0) 

Baseline and trend data art not yet sufficient to determin e if 
this obje c tive is being met. Non-attainment of short-ttrm 
objective (2), however, indicates this objectiv e is not bti ng 
achieved. Causes for this are discussed in A2 above. 

3. Improv e and maintain 24 acres of str e ambank riparian habitat at 
good c ondition from poor condition. (WLA-1.3 & WL-1 .9) 

Bas e line an d trend data are not yet sufficient to determine if 
this objectiv e is being met. Non-attainment of short-term 
objective lb(2), howe ve r, indicates this objective is not being 
achi e ved. Causes for this art discussed in A2 above. 

4. Protect sage grouse strutting grounds and brooding habitat and 
improve nesting and wintering habitat by: (WL-1.11) 

a. Following NDOW's guidelines fo r Vegetal Control Programs 1n 
Sage Grouse Habitat in Nevada. 

b. Maintain sag eb rush canopy at 30% in sa ge grouse ne stin g 
areas where sagebrus h does no t exceed thr ee (3) f ee t in 
hf.:ight. 

Bas e lin e and tr end data do no t ex ist t o dttermin e if t h~ 
objrctiv~ for struttin g grounds is being met or not. Prrs ~n t 
tr e nd and bas ~ linL da t a do in di cat e the ne sting habitat 
obj e ctiv e is be in g met. 

5 . Main tain or i rnpr ovL 40 acr es of aspen woodland to good status 
or equivalf·nt. ( WL-19 ) 

Basf •] inf and tre nd dat a i ndicati- t his objHtivf 1s bring mf t 
wit hin t h£- managemf-n t systP~. 

6 . Manage, maintain or improve public ran geland habitat condition 
t o provid L fora gL on a susta i ned yield basis with an initial 
foragf- demand f or b i g gamr of 1,196 AUMs for mu]~- dt Lr, 75 AUMs 
for pron ghorn an d 106 AUMs f or bighorn sh t ep by : 
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J) Fro m fair t 0 go oci 113 , 719 acr<s: Lava b1cis DY-!,: 
S1-h -nitr Rangt- DY-1; S1·vcn Trou ghs DS-2; St·vtn Trou t'hs 
DY-5 . 

2) Fro m poor t o fair 22,107 acr t: s: Nightingalt Mtns. DY-2 
and Shawavt Mtns. DY-3. 

b. Improving pot t·ntial pro 11gho rn ha bi tat 308 ,9 00 acn.s fr om 
fair to good con di tion. 

c. Improving 9,485 acr~s of potentia l bighorn sheep habitat 
(S£:lPnitf · Ran g£: BY-1) to 90% of opti mum, 

Bas el in e data indicat e s this objective has not been achi e ved . 
Long term trend data are not sufficient to dat ~ to determinL if 
the objectiv e is being moved toward achievement. 

7. Manage, maintain and improve rangeland conditions on a 

sustained yield basis with an initial stocking level of AUMs 
(33,852 AUMs Active Preference). 

Data is available, but not c~rrelated at this time. Inventory 
not compl e ted at this time o~ Blue Wing. 

8. Manag£:: doi!H:stic livestock grazing to incrtase 136,318 acres 
fro m poor and fair to good, and 3,505 acres from good to 
txcellent ecological conditi on; improve range condition and 
forage availability, to reac h and sustain 33,852 AUMs of active 
preference for livestock gra Eing. 

The range/ecological conditions in this document are forag e 
condition that will be replaced with ecological status 
condition as information bec ome s available. The objective will 
be redefined/ quantified to -cbtain a particular ecological 
status when site potential and identified uses are comb ined to 
meet vegetative objectiv e s. 

There is inadequat e informat i on at this ti mP t 0 determine if 
thf long ttrm objectives an , bei ng me--t. Th<: Eco l og ic al St a t us 
Inven tor y (ESI) is bein g con aucted on th e Blue-- ~in g / SEven 
Tr ough s Allotm t,nts durin g th e 198 8 field s e aso n . Upon 
comple tion of ESI th e inform ation will be us ed to quantify th ~ 
achievement of this objFctiv~. 

9. ~ana ge , maintain an d improve puhlic ran geland conditi ons t o 
provide an i n i t i a 1 h v .-: of ] 2 , 2 4 0 A ln-1 s o f for a 6 ( on a 
sustain~d y i eld basis f or 87 /14 3 (AMLs) l l ~i ld hors~, and 
burros in th .- fo1 lo"'·in g H.-rd llsf Areas: 
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~-
Cur r, nt 
L.}3 1 94 

50/22 
124 / 0 
169/0 
7.37/1 49 

56 /0 

L,1 \' i i R1·d!'- 2 / 3 7) / 4 ( 1 4 5ClCl / 4 SU 9 f)(J / 24 fir .:Jrl of :1n r SI 

p, 1 tH Win~ :-itns. 50/39 60 0/ 46 8 and burros n ·movf J f 
Ni g htingal, Mtns. 87/0 1044 / 0 Lava B1·d s , Sfvt ·n Trou 
Shaw a vt · Mtns. 100/0 120 0/ 0 s, lini tE- Rang1 and Kam\ 

~/ 
S<-V(·n Troughs 215/64 258 0/768 Mtns. 1n Nov1-rnbt-r/ 
Kamma Mtns. 50 /0 600 /0 D1-c1·mher 1987. 

Thi - Appr opriatr Manag1cmrnt L1v1 ls (AMLs) f o r thl · m1A's within 
th1 · Blut: Wing and St-v1-n Trou ghs Allotmtnts w1: n t-Sta bl~ shtd in 
th, , Lovdock CR.'-1P plan approvt ·d July 24, 1984. Herd nurnbtrs 
al lotmf •nt widt have variul fro m 3 to 154% abov1-- AML fo r 
hurros. Tht objective has not bet:n m~t. 

Variation in AML - % 

Allotment Wide (Blue ~ing/Seven Troughs) 
Lava Bed/Sev t:n Troughs Subunit 
Nightingale/Shawave Subunit 

AML 
877 /143 
640/104 
237/39 

HorsE:s 
3/254 
10/205 
45/273 

Burros 
10/227 
6/249 
10/121 

Animal rtmovals conductf-d in 1981, 1985 and 1987 rtsulted 1n 
bringing tht Lava Beds-Seven Trough subunit 1% below A~~ for 
horse and 11% above AML for burros. The Nightingalt-Shawave 
subunit was 30% abov1- AML for horses and 49% below AMI.. for 
burros. The burro numbers in the Nightingale-Shawave subunit 
used to calculate these percentages do not accurately refltct 
the trut: number of animals present. There was a total removal 
of horses and burros from the Selenite Range and Antelope Range 
in 1987. 

10. Maintain and improve the free-roaming behavior of wild horses 
and burros by protecting and enhancing their home ranges. 

Range improvements and other developments have not restricted 
the free roaming behavior of the wild horses and burros within 
the allotment. The objective has been met. 

11. Maintain an d i np rovL wild horse/b urro hab itat by assurin g fre e 
access t o water. 

~ild horses an d bu r ros within th e allotm e nt have fre e access to 
all waters. Th e objectiv e has been me t. 

12. Improve or maintain the wat e r quality of Jenny Creek to the 
state criteri a set for livestock drin kin g wat ~r an d wilcl ife 
propagation. 

const i tuf n t _lust 

State Wat~r Qual it y Crit e ri a 
:..iv, stock drin~ing 

wa tccr ~ildlif~ Propadation 
TDS ( total dissolved solids ) 
NO 3 ( N) 
Fecal col ifor m 
pH 
n.o. (jissolverl oxyg~n) 
Alkalini~y 

3000 mg/1 
100 mg/ 1 
1000/100 ml. 
5 .0 -9. 0 

ai ·r ob i c 
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100 mg/1 
1000/10 0 ml. 
5. 0 -9.2 
a, -r ob ic 
30-130 mi'., : l 



III. 

T:11 o bj t ;: ti \ ' 1 

I,, i n f 111 • l f L~ 1· 

i s hi i ni· 
'\o,' i l d l i f I 

a• t f n r l ivt s t ,)c k drinLinr 1.•,it, 1 a11,: rL' l 

p r c, ;· a t' ;i t i o 11 b, c .:i u s 1 0 f h i ! : I I a 1 k a 1 i n i t : : • 

C. Summary 

Th< usE· patttr n informati on gathi-nd 1n 198 6 and 19 87 indicati-d th, 
following probltms: 

J. Unf·v1·n liv1stock distri bu ti on litth us <· 1n s om<· ari-as wit h 
h<·avy ust · trailin g to and fro m wat, ·r or salt s o urc1 ·s. An ·a s o f 
moderatt- t o htavy use 1s i-xpanding. 

2 , Hr.avy us P areas adjactnt to wat tr s ourcPs appear to hP 
expanding in size. 

3 . Util izatio n on key species in some areas greatly exceed 
Allowable Use lev e ls (AULs) especially on Bottlebrush 
Squirr tlt ail (SIHY) and Winterfat (EULA5) 

4. Use in winter she ep us e artas app t ar to be he avy prior to sheep 
trailing into th e s t ar tas . 

5. Lack of water sources. 

6. Prior horst number problems. 

Conclusions 

Short Term Objectiv es 1-3 Long Term Objectives 1-7 

Utilization objectives on wetland and streambank riparian areas and 
upland sites associated with water are not being met . 

Factors contributin g to conditions: 

A. 

B. 

C. 

D. 

E. 

r. 

r · ..... ~ . 

Poor livtstock distribution. 

Failur t to main tain livestock 1n designa tt- d ar eas of us e as outline 
in t he AHP. 

Salt on the ~ater (within 1/4 mile) . 

Poor wa t er distribution and inad eq ua t e water sourc es . 

1,,'i ld horse and burro nu mbers have beE.:n a bo ve- AML until th r. wintt -r 
of 1987 . 

Livts t ock an~ ~il dli f e competiti on have r est ri c tr. d wil dl if e nu mbers 
to small co ncen trations a t higher e lev a ti ons . 

Lac k of rr.ain ~e;,anc ,- on ran ge ·ir.,i,JrO,·t-nH·nts . 

- 21 -



,. 

l1tilization i s within Allo1o1ablt · US!· l!Vl ls (AUL) on most SJJ1ci .... s in 
upland sitt ·s bi caus( distrihution problems k1·1·p cattlE n1·ar wa t 1;--rs. 
Lack of water r~s ul ts i n ov1;--r obligation of forag~ around wat1;--rs and 
ri pa rian art-as. Sonoma-Gt ·rlach EIS stat1;--d th at 163,953 acr1;--s of th < St · 

allo tments ar~ not suitahl~ b~cause of lack of wa tt ·r. 

Hors( · numbt-rs contributc ·d t o t li1· ovtrutilization of an ·as (as mf-'.ntion,d 
above) until 1987 wlic,n th ey wt n , rt--duc 1;--d t o appropriatf- - AML. 

IV. Recommendation: 

A. Eliminat e AUMs associated active preference in thos e areas not 
s e rvic ed by wat er . 

B, Improve wat er distribution. 

C. Change th e pres e nt grazing syst em to mee t the objective s of key 
forage species (including s easo n of use). 

D. Allow wetland riparian to reach late seral status then graze to the 
benefit of sage grouse . 

E. Allow wild horse and burro numbers to increase 25 percent above 
Appropriat e Management Levf-'.lS (AMLs) before r emoval, and th en 
remove animals to a level 25 percent below AMLs. By utilizing a 25 
perc en t fluctuation around the AMLs horse removals would be 
required ve ry fifth year. 

F. Fence Jenn y Creek in accordance with the riparian implementation 
schedule. 

G. Negotiate s e ason of use to allow for spring rest for key species. 

V. Sch e dul e for Conducting Allotment Evaluation 

A. Evaluation Schedul e 

\'I . 

Reevaluate at the end of two years . Evaluation schedult-s of 
moni t ori ng data will bt based on Re sourc e Area priori t ies . A basic 
schedule is shown below, specific dates ar t t o be fill ed in on t he 
approv al of this plan. 

1987 (yEcar 3) 

1989 ( ycar 5) 
1992 (year 8) 
1994 (year 10) 
2000 ( year 1 6) 

'.·!on i t or i n g St ra tf -gy 

A. Include winterfat (EULAS) as a key sp ~c1Ecs 

- 22 -



VII, 

h . LI~• 1xt1n ~ iv, ut .ili; ·.nti0n n,• t hc,l fr,r bro1-' f'• sp , , Hf. , 

C. Monitor stri- ·ambank r iparian 1n nlation t 0 t1·rrt ·strial sp1ci1 ·s 
divt -rsity pot, ntia1. 

;) . DocumE-·nt hors t.- movtc•mf-nt within HMAs with a combinati on of a1, rial 
and groun d ctnsusing. 

F:) Nl>OW n,-tds to provid, BLM wi th sa g<· grous, struttin g g roun cs s o 
that mana gr·rn1nt practic1 ·s can b~ monitortd. 

F. Completi- HSI in Sevtn Troughs and Kamma Mountains HMA's. 

G. Quantify strtambank riparian data on Jenny Creek. 

Gtneral Information 

A. Documents Reviewed 

1. Sonoma-Gtrlach EA Managemtnt Framework Plan II. 

2. Draft Habitat Manageme nt Plan for Seltnite Range and Seven 
Troughs Range . WHA-T-10 & WHA-T-15. 

3. Evans, Carol. 1985, Effects of Cattle Grazing on Sage Grousf
Use on Mtadows in the Sheldon NWR. Thesis. 

4. Wildlif~ Habitat in Managed Rangelands - The great Basin of 
Southeastern Oregon. 

5. Sonoma-Gerlach RA Method for Evaluating and Monitoring Riparian 
Habitat in Relation to Terrestrial Needs. 

6. BLM Manual Supplement 6630-Big Game Studies. 

7. BLM Manual Supplement 6671-Strea rn Surveys. 

8. Armentrout and Gardetto. Habitat Suitability Rating System for 
California Bighorn Shefp. 

9 . Allot~ t nt Monitoring Pla n 

10. Allotment Manageme nt Pla n 

11. Area Managers' Propos e d Decision 

12. Lov~lock Coordinated Resource Managernf-nt Pla n 

13 . Sono ma- Gerlach Range lan d Program Su~mary 

14. Riparian I □?ltmf-ntation Schf-duli-

15. Ecological Sitt Inventor y 

16 . Son or.ia- Gt-rl ach WH&B CE:-nsus and Population Estimat, · data 

- 2 3 -



); . 

l. An a Manag, r - G( r a ld Erandvold 

2. Supi--rvisory Rangf Constrvationist - Paul Jancar 

3 . Ran g~ Cons~rvationist - Ron PLarson 

4 . \.-'il<l1if, BiologiH - Don Armintr out 

5 . Wild Horst: Sp (:c i alis ts - To m Sf:lf ·y/Dick WhHl{r 

6. District Wildlif(: Biologist - Dennis To] 

7 . District Ran ge Staff Officer - Ron Kay 
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AGREEMENT FOR IMPLEMENTATION AND CHANGES I N 
AVAILABLE LIVESTOCK FORAGE AND LIVESTon: 

GRAZING USE ADJUSTMENTS FOR THE 
SEVEN TROUGHS ALLOTMENT 

I. INTRODUCTION 

This agreement is based on the Seven Troughs Allotment Evaluation 
attached, and documents the change in existing livestock practices on 
the Seven Troughs Allotment. 

The agreed upon changes in livestock, as documented below, are made in 
order to achieve the management objectives for the public lands and 
other lands under the Bureau of Land Management control identified in 
the Sonoma-Gerlach land use plan, which are specifically related to 
authorized livestock grazing use on the Seven Troughs Allotment. 

This agreement was prepared in consultation, cooperation, and 
coordination with The Lovelock CRMP Committee. 

II. ALLOTMENT SPECIFIC OBJECTIVES 

A. Allotment Objectives 

1. Short Term 

2. 

a . 

b. 

Total utilization on plant species in approximately 215 
acres of riparian habitat shall not exceed 50%. 

Total utilization shall not exceed the allowable~~ for 
the following wildlife key species.(a./.ve.) .,dJ j .<..). 

Antelope bitterbrush (PUTR2) 
Quaking aspen (POTR5) 
Serviceberry (AMAL) 
Snowberry (SYMPH) 
Winterfat (EULA.5) 
Cinquefoil (POTEN) 
Sandberg bluegrass (POSE) 

50% 
40% 
40% 
40% 
50% 
20% 
30% (winter & spring) 

c. Utilization of key plant 
habitat shall not exceed 
approved activity plan. 

species on upland rangeland/ 
50~except where . adjusted by an /. • i~ Ii-< (/1tJl,t,)~ ~6-X,, ~ ")ti q'~ 

;1 !/~ -~ { -lJ -, 
Long Term 

a. Manage, maintain and improve rangeland conditions on a 
sustained yield basis with an initial stocking level of 
9,523 AUMs. 



., .. • I II. . AGREED UPON CHANGES IN AVAILABLE LIVESTOCK FORAGE AND/OR LIVESTOCK USE 
ADJUSTMENTS 

A. From (Description of Existing Use) 

1. DeLong Ranches, Inc. - DeLong Ranches Inc. operate within the 
Dufurrena adjudicated area-of-us e , which includes the Kamma 
Mountains, Antelope Range and the northwest corner of the Seven 
Troughs Range. Grazing will continue each year as winter use 
from November 1 through Mere& 3-l:, Li v11,to~ wi 11 then be moved 
out of the allotment. P~All /5" -~ l oL..J 

Total 

746 

Preferenc e 
Suspended Active 

0 746 

Kind 

C 

B. To (Description of Agreed Upon Changes) 

Period 

11 / 01-0-3-1-31 
O'l/lS 

% F.R. 

67% 

The grazing system will continue as previously described. Delong 
Ranches agree to investiga t e and develop, if feasible, water in the 
following areas. 

- Antelope Spring - To develop water at t he source. T. 35 N., R. 
30 E. 

-Sulphur Seep - To develop water at the source. T. 34 N., R. 29 E. 

- Crazy Jack Seep - To develop water at the source. T. 34 N., R. 
31 E. 

- Mauds Well - To develoP. a more reliable watA._r ~urce. 
_ ,B"x &u.y".H. # :z - -;wa~ 4 de¥.-u/f', ,,di '(f.-4,,/ 

All ground work would be completed by DeLong Ranches, the BLM would 
complete the Environmental Assessment and Archaeological clearance. 

It is agreed that there would be a yearly monitoring review meeting 
to discuss any problems that may occur and make adjustments 
accordingly. 

IV. SPECIFIC MONITORING PROGRA~ 

Refer to the monitoring section of the Seven Troughs AMP for specific 
details. This plan is designed to describe the rangeland monitoring 
program and methodology that will be implemented in the Seven Trou ghs 
Allotment. Standard i zed monitoring studies have been established on 
the Seven Troughs Al l otment and the gathering of data was initiated in 
1984. Rangeland monitorin g was conducted prior to 1984. The earliest 
studies conducted were 3 x 3 photo trend plots. These earlier stu di es 
will either be updated to present standards or if unsuitable, files 
will be ma intained for fut ur e re f erence. 

The process for establishin g i nitial and subsequent levels of livestock 
grazing use and the rangelan d monitoring program are discussed in the 



:, " . ,., Rangeland Program Summa ry (RPS). The me thod for impleme nt i ng th e 
rang eland management pro g ram in th e planning area wi ll occur through 
monitoring and th e s e lectiv e manageme nt approach. 

The monitoring program in the Seven Troughs Allotment is designed to 
determine if the established management objectives are being met. 
Grazing use is one of the tools being used to meet these objectives. 
Monitoring will indicate if grazing use is following the grazing plan 
and provide the decision basis for any adjustments in annual 
operations. The objectives will be evaluated on a long-term basis 
utilizing permanent transects in key and/or critical areas. Short and 
long term management actions, adjustments and/or decisions will be 
base d on the evaluation of the results of these monitoring studies. 

Types of Studies 

All studies in this plan will be conducted in accordance with the 
"Nevada Rangeland Monitoring Handbook" (September 1984, the Winnemucca 
District Coordinated Monitoring Plan" (April 1985) and the appropriate 
BLM Manuals. Aquatic study methods will be performed to Bureau Manual 
Supplement (6671-NSO 6-38) standards. Special bighorn habitat 
monitoring will be in accordance with t he Sonoma-Gerlach Resource Area 
Monitoring Plan. 

V. FUTURE ADJUSTMENTS 

A. Evaluation Process 

Analysis will be based on the attainment of both key area and 
management objectives, identifying which objectives were or were 
not met (if applicable) and identifying why the objectives were or 
were not met (if applicable). 

Techniques used or types of data collected for short-term 
monitoring and evaluation include: (1) grazing use records, (2) 
weather information, (3) use maps, and (4) key forage plant 
utilization using cages for comparison. 

Techniques used or types of data collected periodically for 
long-term monitoring and evaluation include: (1) frequency, (2) 
percent composition by weight of the vegetation, (3) key forage 
plant utilization, (4) resource value ratings, (5) photography 
(photo plots), and (6) evaluation of permanent exclosures. 

At the completio n of the five year evaluation period, long-term 
time frames for further evaluations and schedules will be 
determine d and included in the monitoring plan update. 

Ecologica l status data will be analyzed and interpreted using 
standard SCS and BLM methodology. 

Subsequent ana ly sis and changes to the grazing system or Monitoring 
Plan will be made on a case by case basis, as directed by the Area 
Manager and Supervisory Range Conservationist in consultation with 
the permittees and oth er affected interests. 



--- -- --- -- - - ----- - . 

,. ~- . ~ .. • B. Eval uati on Schedule 

Eva lu a tion schedules of mon:to ring data will be based on Sonoma
Gerlach Resource Area prior iti es. Monitoring data will be 
evaluated at the end of th e initial consecutive three year period 
and again after the fifth year, which will complete the initial 
baseline data establishment period. During the initial 
establishment period evaluat e all studies data (frequency trend, 
ecological status , utiliz ati on, actual use and climatological 
da ta). However, utilization studies data and Use Pattern Mapping 
wi ll be the prim e data used f or analysis and making any needed 
adjustments during the short-term. Evaluate studies data as 
follows: 

____ year 3 
year 5 ----

If baseline and monitoring data are sufficient to make management 
adjustments at the end of the third and fifth years, adjustments to 
management practices can be made. At the end of the initial five 
year evaluation, subsequent evaluation time frames will be 
determined, agreed to by the permittee(s) and included as an update 
to the monitoring plan. 

VI. AUTHORITY 

The authority for this agreement given through 43 CFR 4110 . 3-2, 
4110.3-3, 4120.2 

VII. The agreed upon changes in available livestock forage and/ or livestock 
use adjustments identified above are binding on any success or interest 
or future transferees with such modifications as approved or required 
by the authorized officer. 

VIII. SIGNATURES 

0,_Q£2P~y 
Date 

II-~ - ~r 
GraldP. Brand~old Date 
Area Manager, Sonoma-Gerlach RA 
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AGREC~KT FOR IMPLEMENIATIOI~ AND CHANGES IN 
AVAILABLE LIVESTOCK FORAGE AND LIVESTOCK 

GRAZING USE ADJUSTMENTS FOR THE 
BLUE WING ALLOTMENT 

I. INTRODUCTION 

This agreement is bas ed on the Blue Wing Allotment Evaluation attached, 
and documents the chang e in existing liv e stock practices on the Blue 
Wing Allotment. 

The agreed upon changes in live s tock, as documented below, are made in 
order to achieve the managem en t obJectives for the public lands and 
other lands under the Bureau of Land Management control identified in 
the Sonoma-Gerlach land use plan, wh ich are specifically related to 
authorized livestock grazing us e on the Blue Wing Allotment. 

This agreement was prepared in consultation, cooperation, and 
coordination with The Lovelock CRMP Committee. 

II. ALLOTMENT SPECIFIC OBJECTIVES 

A. Allotment Objectives 

1. Short Tera 

2 . 

a. Utilization of key streambank riparian plant species shall 
not exceed 30% in the following streams except where 
adjusted by an approved activity plan. 

b. Total utilization of plant species in approximately 143 
acres of riparian habitat shall not exceed 50%. 

c. Total utilization shall not exceed the allowable use for 
the following wildlife key species. (WL-1.7 & WL-1.9) 

Antelope bitterbrush (PUTR2) 
Quaking aspen (POTRS) 
Serviceberry (AMAL) 
SnowhErry (SYMPH) 
Winterfat (EULAS) 
Cinquefoil (POTEN) 
Sandberg bluegrass (POSE) 

50% 
40% 
40% 
40% 
50% 
20% 
30% (winter & spring) 

d. Utilization of ke y pl ant 
habitat shall not exceed 
approved act i vity plan. 

sp e cies on up l and rangeland/ 
SO~xce,pt where adjusted by an 

~tiu - ~~ 

Long Tenn 
µµ,u-1 '°r;~. A!} 0 ~ 

a. Mana ge , maintain and impr ove rangeland conditions on a 
sust ai ned yield basis wit h a n initial stocking level of 
24 ,329 AUMs. 



" d . Gra ze 350- 40 0 head of liv e st ock in th e La va Be ds , Blue Wi ng 
Mountains, and wes tern slop es of th e Seven Troughs Range on 
a r o tating basis through out th e yea r dep e nding on wea t he r 
and forage conditions. 

B. To (Description of Agreed Upon Changes) 

C Punch agrees to reduce a total of 300 head of cattle for the 1989 
grazing season in th e following areas: 

- 50 hea d f ro m the We st Selenites. This would lower the numbe r 
using that area to 150 cattle maximum. 

- 100 head from the east side of the Selenites. This would lower 
the numbe.r there to 200 cattle maximum. 

- 100 head from the Nightingale and Shawave area. Thi s would lower 
the number there to 500 head maximum. 

- SO hea d from the West Seven Troughs area. This would lower the 
maximum number there to 350 head. 

C Punch has agreed to fence the meadows at Jenny Creek, and also 
agree that riparian areas identified as needing protection will be 
fenced by BLM on public land. It was also agreed that the BLM 
would provide signs for these fenced areas to help in their 
protection. 

BLM and C. Punch Corporation agree that riparian and key vegetation 
utilized by wildlife as identified in II.A.l. comprise a small 
percenta ,ge of the total forage in the allotment and that BLM and C 
Punch Corporation agree to maintain those utilization levels 
through fencing. Fences will be constructed by BLM on public lands. 

Data gathered through procedures set in paragraph IV shall be used 
to determine location and schedules for fences. 

C Punch will begin work on the proposed Vernon !2 pipeline which 
would run , five miles south from the existing well. C Punch will 
stake the location of the project and obtain necessary easements 
from the railroad. BLM will complete the environmental assess ment 
and the archaeological clearance for the proposed project. C Punch 
will construct the pipeline under a section 4 permit. 

Future projects that C Punch will pursue are: Ant el ope spring and 
pipeline, Ten Mile spring and pipeline, Desert Spring and 
pipeline. Once the Vernon fl well and pipeline are completed this 
will provide water to an area previousl y not watered and will hold 
livestoc k in this area longe r . 

This in t u rn will redu ce the grazing pressure on the Shawave an d 
Nightinga l e area of th e a ll otment. C Punch and BLM agree to ha ve a 
yearly mon itoring review to evaluate how the 300 head reduction is 
benefiting the area. We will also identif y any areas that are 
above the 50% utilization level. 



., II I. AGREED UPON CHANGES IN AVAILABLE LIVESTOCK FORAGE AND/OR LIVESTOCK USE 
ADJUSTMENTS 

A. From (Description of Existin g Use) 

1. Al lotment Preference Summary 

Total 

21,460 

Prefen :nce 
Suspended Active 

0 21,460 

2. Grazing System: 

Kind Period % F.R. 

C 03/01-02/28 80% 

C-Punch Corporation - The existing grazing system is basically 
a yearlong wild cow operation on both the Blue Wing and Seven 
Troughs Allotments. There are seven (7) areas of use, three 
(3) winter use and four (4) summer use areas which are listed 
below: 

Winter Use 

a. Sloughhouse/Granite Springs Valley 
b. Kumiva Valley/Lava Beds/Blue Wing Mtn. 
c. Kamma Mtns./Antelope Range/Sage Valley 

Summer Use 

a. Selenites 
b. Shawave Mtns./Nightingale Mtns. 
c. Lava Beds/Dry Mtn./Blue Wing Mtn. 
d. Seven Troughs/Sage Valley 

The grazing management plan for C-Punch Corporation includes 
modifications to current areas and seasons-of-use, and 
livestock distribution patterns as agreed to in CR.i.'1P and 
outlined below: 

a. Graze 150-200 head of livestock on the west side of the 
Selenite Range from 4/1-10/31. These cattle will be moved 
south and held in the Slough House area above Nixon from 
11/1-3/31. 

b. Graze 550-600 head of livestock in the Nightingale and 
Shawave Mountains from 4/1-10/31. These cattle will be 
held on the flats between the Selenites and the Lava Beds 
fro m 11/1-3/31 . 

c. Graze 250-300 head of livestock on the east side of the 
Selenite Range from 4/1-10/31 . These cattle will be held 
on the flats betw een the Selenites and the Lava Beds from 
11/1-3 / 31. 



.,, I V . SPECIFIC MOKI TORING PROGRAM 

R~fer to th e moni torin g s e ction of th e Blu e Wi ng AMP for sp e cifi c 
details. This plan is designed to describ e the rangeland monitoring 
program and methodolog y that will be implemented in the Blue Wing 
Allotment. Standardized monitoring studies have been established on 
th e Blue Wing Allotment and the gathering of data was initiated in 
1984. Rangeland monitoring was conducted prior to 1984. The earliest 
studies conducted we re 3 x 3 photo trend plots. These earlier studies 
will eith e r be updated to present standards or if unsuitable, files 
will be maintained for future reference. 

The process for establishing initial and subsequent levels of livestock 
grazing use and th e rangeland monitoring program are discussed in the 
Rangeland Progra m Summary (RPS). The method for implementing the 
rangeland management program in the planning area will occur through 
monitoring and the selective management approach. 

The monitoring program in the Blue Wing Allotment is designed to 
determine if the established management objectives are being met. 
Grazing use is one of the tools being used to meet these objectives. 
Monitoring will indicate if grazing use is following the grazing plan 
and provide the decision basis for any adjustments in annual 
operations. The objectives will be evaluated on a long-term basis 
utilizing permanent transects in key and/or critical areas. Short and 
long term management actions, adjustments and/or decisions will be 
based on the evaluation of the results of these monitoring studies. 

Types of Studies 

All studies in this plan will be conducted in accordance with the 
"Nevada Rangeland Monitoring Handbook" (September 1984, the Winnemucca 
District Coordinated Monitoring Plan" (April 1985) and the appropriate 
BLM Manuals. Aquatic study methods will be performed to Bureau Manual 
Supplement (6671-NSO 6-38) standards. Special bighorn habitat 
monitoring will be in accordance with the Sonoma-Gerlach Resource Area 
Monitoring Plan. 

V. FUTURE ADJUSTMENTS 

A. Evaluation Process 

Analysis will be based on the attainment of both key area and 
management objectives, identifying which objectives were or were 
not met (if applicable) and identifying why the objectives were or 
were not met (if applicable). 

Techniques used or types of data collected for short-term 
monitorin g and evaluat i on in c lude: (1) grazing use records, (2) 
weather information, (3) use maps, and (4) key forage plant 
utilization using cag e s for compariso n . 

Techniques used or types of data collected periodically for 
long-term monitoring and evaluation include: ( 1) frequency, (2) 
percent composition by weight of the vegetation, (3) key forage 
plant ut i lization, (4) resource value ratings, (5) photography 
(photo pl ots), and ( 6 ) evalu a tion of perman ent exclosures. 



At th e co mple ti on of th e five year evaluation pe riod, long-term 
time fram es for furth ~r evaluations and sch edules will be 
determin ed and in c lud ed i n th e monitoring plan update. 

Ecological status data will be analyzed and interpreted using 
standard SCS and BLM methodology. 

Subsequent analysis and changes to the grazing system or Monitoring 
Plan will be made on a case by case basis, as directed by the Area 
Manager and Supervisory Range Conservationist in consultation with 
the permittees and other affected int e rests. 

B. Evaluation Schedule 

Evaluation schedules of monitoring data will be based on Sonoma
Gerlach Resource Area priorities. Monitoring data will be 
evaluated at the end of the initial consecutive three year period 
and again after the fifth year, which will complete the initial 
baseline data establishment period. During the initial 
establishment period evaluate all studies data (frequency trend, 
ecological status, utilization, actual use and climatological 
data). However, utilization studies data and Use Pattern Mapping 
will be the prime data used for analysis and making any needed 
adjustments during the short-term. Evaluate studies data as 
follows: 

year 3 ---- year 5 ----
If baseline and monitoring data are sufficient to make management 
adjustments at the end of the third and fifth years, adjustments to 
management practices can~ made. At the end of the initial five 
year e~aluation, subse:quent evaluation time frames will be 
determined, agreed to by the permittee(s) and included as an update 
to the monitoring plan. 

VI . AUTHORITY 

The authority for this agre:ement given through 43 CFR 4110.3-2, 
4110.3-3, 4120.2 

VII. The agreed upon changes and agreement to reduce total numbe:r of cattle 
by 300 head for the 1989 season as identified above are binding on any 
successor interest or future transferees with such modifications as 
approved or required by the authorized officer. 

VIII. SIGNATURES 

/l - J (_· . c { · 
Date 

dca1d ~t'{q 
Ger a ld P. Brandvold Date 
Are a Manager, Sonoma-Gerlach RA 




