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MISSION STATEMENT

The Bureau of Land Management is responsible for the stewardship of our public lands. It is
committed to manage, project, and improve these lands in a to manner to serve the needs of the
American people for all times. Management in based upon the principles of multiple use and
sustained yield of our nation's resources within a framework of environmental responsibility and
scientific technology. These resources include recreation, rangelands, timber, minerals, watershed,
fish and wilderness, air and scenic, scientific and cultural.
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT of the INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT
Las Vegas Field Office
4765 Vegas Drive
Las Vegas, Nevada 89108

In Reply Refer To:
1610
(NV-050)

June 12, 1998

Dear Interested Party:

I have enclosed a copy of the Executive Summary to assist in your review of the Las Vegas
Proposed Resource Management Plan and Final Environmental Impact Statement. The Summary
provides a brief but concise explanation of the Resource Management Plan development over the
past nine years with emphasis on identifying the changes made to both organization and content
of the document.

In addition, pursuant to the Endangered Species Act (ESA) of 1973, as amended, all Federal
agencies including the BLM must ensure that their actions “will not likely jeopardize the
continued existence of any endangered or threatened species or result in the destruction or
adverse modification of ... (critical) habitat”. The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service has reviewed
the Proposed Plan and issued a biological opinion which includes "terms and conditions that must
be complied with by the Federal agency or applicant (if any), or both, to implement the measures
specified...”.

The biological opinion lowers the thresholds proposed in the RMP for non-speed OHV activities
in desert tortoise ACECs. BLM will manage under those lower thresholds until such time that
monitoring data supports a change in these terms and conditions. The BLM will implement a
monitoring program that will be reviewed by the BLM and Service to determine if the interim
thresholds can be changed to reflect those established in the RMP, or possibly reduced further.
The differences between the RMP and biological opinion are described below:

1) Events allowed during the ACTIVE SEASON, 3/1 to 10/31.

. The allowable number of events is reduced from ten (10) to five (5) for the first three years of
management under the RMP with no more than three (3) events in any one ACEC (no change
from RMP).

2) Date restrictions during ACTIVE SEASON

The two closure periods within the ACTIVE SEASON designed to limit use during times when
tortoise are most active will be expanded. The early closure will be expanded four weeks from
the original April 1 to June 1 closure to March 16 to June 14 and the late closure will be
expanded two weeks from the original August 15 to October 15 closure to August 15 to October
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31. Provision has been made to ensure full weekend availability when the above dates would
otherwise split a weekend into open and closed halves.

3) Restrictions on number of Participants

During ACTIVE SEASON - For the first three years, events will be limited to a maximum of
75 participants. However, to accommodate larger historically held events, an event with up to
150 participants may be authorized with the provision that it counts as two of the three events’
allowed in the ACEC annually.

During INACTIVE SEASON - The provision allowing events entering from California to exceed
the 300 participant INACTIVE SEASON limit (if California has permitted more than 300
participants) has been eliminated. Events may not exceed 300 participants.

4) Geographic restriction during ACTIVE SEASON

Non-speed events may not be permitted in the Paiute Valley ACEC south of the old Nipton
Highway and south of Searchlight, NV with the exception of Secs. 10, 15, and 23 within T.63E,,
R.29S., between March 1 and October 31. This requirement is not included in the RMP. This
provision may be modified in the future as a result of monitoring findings.

A complete copy of the Biological Opinion is available on request at address listed above. The
BLM will continue to coordinate with the interested parties and the U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service in developing the monitoring plan and other options related to management of non-speed
organized OHV activity within desert tortoise ACECs.

Michael F. Dwyer
District Manager



QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS ON THE PROPOSED RESOURCE MANAGEMENT PLAN

Q. For what public lands does this Resource Management Plan (RMP) propose spéciﬁc
management guidance?

A. The plan covers approximately 2.6 million acres of BLM administered lands in Clark County,
and approximately 700,000 acres in Southen Nye County. Lands in the Red Rock Canyon National
Conservation Area, Nellis Bombing Range, Nevada Test Site and Desert National Wildlife Range are
not included in the Las Vegas Resource Management Plan. Each of these areas has a separate
planning document which provides guidance for management of the resources.

Q. At what phase of the planning process is the Las Vegas Resource Management Plan?

A. We are near the end of the planning process, with 3 steps remaining to complete, which are as
follows: 1.) A 30-60 day Governors consistency review and a 30 day public protest period of the
Las Vegas Resource Management Plan/Final Environmental Impact Statement. 2.) Resolution of
any protest received. The Director of the BLM will make the decisions on how to resolve any plan
protests. The Directors decision is the final position of the BLM. 3.) Final approval through a
Record of Decision, signed by the Nevada State Director.

Q. What Chapter in the document contains the proposed plan?

A. Chapter 2 in the RMP contains the specific Objectives and Management Directions. It is
recommended the reader focus on this chapter along with the Standard Operating Procedures in
Appendix M. Chapter 2 contains about 40 pages and represents the BLM proposed actions for
management of the resources, including but not limited to wildlife, special status species, lands,
minerals and recreation to name a few.

Q. When does the BLM anticipate final approval of the RMP?

A. If all protests can be resolved within a 60 day period, we expect to issue a Record of Decision in
October of 1998. There is a possibility of approving those parts of the plan which are not protested.
. A decision will be made sometime shortly after the end of the protest period.

Q. What would happen if an action is proposed which is not in conformance with the
approved Resource Management Plan?

A. There are 3 options if this were to occur which are as follows: 1.) Change the proposed action
s0 it is in conformance with the approved RMP. 2.) Deny the proposed action. 3.) Amend the
RMP to accommodate the proposal.

A plan amendment requires full public participation and review of the NEPA document prior 10
approval by the Nevada State Director. There will be a number of opportunities for you to
participate in the planning process during any amendment as we try to meet the needs of future
generations.

5



United States Department of the Interior
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT
Nevada State Office .
1340 Financial Blvd., P.O. Box 12000
Reno, Nevada 89520-0006

In Reply Refer To:
1610 (LVFO)
(NV930.1) (NV050)

Dear Reader: JU““ v 1998

Enclosed for your review is the Proposed Las Vegas Resource Management Plan (Plan) and Final
Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS). This proposed Plan outlines the various decisions for
management of renewable and non-renewable resources on approximately 3.3 million acres of public land
in Clark and southern Nye counties, Nevada. The Plan is open for a 30 day protest period beginning with
the date of this letter.

This Proposed Plan and FEIS has been developed in accordance with the National Environmental Policy
Act of 1969 and the Federal Land Policy and Management Act of 1976. This plan is a variation of
Alternative E which was presented in the Supplement to the Draft Stateline Resource Management Plan
released in May 1994 and as modified by public comment. This document contains a summary of the
decisions and resulting impacts, an overview of the planning process and planning issues, the Proposed
Plan, a summary of written and verbal comments received during public review of the Draft Plan and
Supplement, and responses to the substantive issues raised during the review.

The proposed Plan may be protested by any person who participated in the planning process, and who has
an interest which is or may be, adversely affected by the approval of the proposed Plan. A protest may
raise only those issues which were submitted for the record during the planning process (see 43 Code of
Federal Regulations 1610.5-2). Protests must be filed with the Director, Bureau of Land Management,
Attn. Ms. Brenda Williams, Protests Coordinator, WO-210/LS-1075, Department of Interior, Washington,
D.C. 20240.

All protests must be written and must be postmarked on or before July 14, 1998 and shall contain the
following information:

. The name, mailing address, telephone number, and interest of the person filing the protest.

. A statement of the issue or issues being protested.

. A statement of the part or parts of the document being protested.

. A copy of all documents addressing the issue or issues previously submitted during the planning

process by the protesting party, or an indication of the date the issue or issues were discussed for
the record.

. A concise statement explaining precisely why the Bureau of Land Management, Nevada State
Director's decision is wrong.

Upon resolution of any protests, an Approved Plan and Record of Decision will be issued. The approved
Plan/Record of Decision will be mailed to all individuals who participated in this planning process and all
other interested publics upon their request.

Singerely,
7 A/"'

obert V. Abbey
State Director, Neva
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SUMMARY

The Las Vegas Proposed Resource Management Plan/Final Environmental Impact Statement identifies future
management in the form of objectives and management directions for 3.3 million acres of public land in Clark
and Nye Counties, located in southern Nevada.

The following Summary Tables (S1 and S2) present a comparison of all the alternatives and impacts of each
alternative as compared to the no action alternative. The components of the various alternative are summarized
in Table S1 and are further described in Chapter 2. The impacts anticipated are summarized in Table S2 and are
more fully detailed in Chapter 4.
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Table S-1 Summary of the Alternatives

—

Program No Action Alternative A

Compliance with Clean Air Act;
project specific mitigation

Compliance with all Federal, State and
local air quality standards and
re; ions, including Clean Air Act;
Project specific mitigation

Alternative B

Water Resource
Management

plans for Virgin River, Muddy River
and Meadow Valley Wash

Maintain existing waters at the
source; fence to prevent degradation
of the source or associated riparian

area;

where other management plans cannot
adequately address the situation

Determine amount of water needed to
meet management objectives. File for
appropriative water rights on public
and acquired lands, in accordance with
State water laws, for those waters not
federally reserved

Soil Resource Maintain/improve watershed | Determine  watershed  potential; | Same as A
Management condition to reduce erosion and | undertake actions to reduce erosion
sedimentation and to enhance site | and sedimentation while enhancing
productivity site productivity
Project specific mitigation based | Project specific mitigation based on | Same as A
upon soil surface factor classes crosion condition classes and erosion
susceptibility ratings
Develop watershed 'management | Prepare watershed management plans

Same as A

Same as A

Minimize non-point pollution from
BLM- initiated and authorized
actions; Where appropriate institute
Best Management Practices to control
non-point source pollution

Minimize both point and non-point
sources of poliution following Best
Management Practices

Not addressed “

Not addressed Determine instream flow requirements | Same as A
and apply for necessary water rights
on the Virgin River and in Meadow
Valley Wash
Maintain or improve the water | Maintain the quality of waters | Sameas A
quality of streams and springs in | presently in compliance and improve
accordance with State and Federal | the quality of those waters found to be
regulations. in non-compliance with State and/or
Federal water quality standards
Not addressed Not addressed Not addressed




Table S-1 Summary of the Alternatives

Alternative C Alternative D Alternative E Proposed
|
Same as A Same as A Same as A Same as A [
|
]
Same as A Same as A Same as A Same as A
Same as A Same as A Same as A Same as A
Same as A Same as A Same as A On those watersheds that exhibit
good potential far recovery, prepare
and implement watershed
management plans or address in
other activity plans
Same as A Same as A Obtain water rights to springs Determine water needs to meet
associated with the grazing objectives; file for water rights on
privileges for allotmeats public and acquired lands for
closed to grazing and maintain sources not federally reserved
for wildlife, wild horses,
burros, and riparian values;
Determine amount of water
needed to meet management
objectives. File for
appropriative water rights on
public and acquired lands, in
accordance with State water
laws, for those waters not
federally reserved
Same as A Same as A Same as A Same as A
Same as A Same as A Same as A Same as A
Same as A Same as A Same as A Same as A
Not addressed Not addressed Not addressed Minimize the threat of flood and

sediment damage on populated areas
from public land management
actions by providing lands necessary
to_construct flood-control structures
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Riparian
Management

Table S-1 Summary of the Alternatives

Progeam _| No Action

Ensure that 75% of riparian arcas are
in proper functioning condition by
1997

Same as No Action

Alternative B

Same as No Action

Do not allow competitive off-road
vehicle cvents within 1/4 mile of
water sources

Same as No Action

Same as No Action

horses and burros, and .livestock;
Fence riparian areas to exclude
livestock and wild horses and burros;
Provide water for livestock, wild
horses and burros away from the
source

provide alternative water sources
and/or locations to prevent further
degradation of and to aid in the
recovery of spring associated riparian
areas

Protect the Virgin River riparian zone | Modify grazing systems or use Same as A
from degradation protective fences, as needed to prevent

further degradation and to aid in

recovery of the Virgin River riparian

zone
Provide water for wildlife, wild | Use protective fencing as needed and | Same as A

Retain all riparian arcas in public
ownership unless disposal would be
in the public interest

Same as No Action

Same as No Action

Give special attention to monitoring
and evaluating management activities
in ripanan areas and revise
management practices where site
specific objectives are not being met

Same as No Action

Same as No Action

Vegetation

Management

Notladdressed

Continue existing rangeland
monitoring studies and establish new
stdies as needed

Not addressed

Determine ecologic status of plant
communities on public lands and
manage to achieve desired plant
communitics or potential natural
community

Not addressed

b



Alternative C

Same as No Action

Table S-1 Summary of the Alternatives

Alternative D

Same as No Action

Alternative E

Same as No Action; Complete
inventory of riparian areas by
1995

Proposed

Ensure that all riparian arcas are in
proper functioning condition;
Complete assessments on all
riparian arcas; establish a schedule
for actions necessary to achieve
proper functioning condition

Same as No Action

Same as No Action

Same as No Action

Do not allow competitive off-road
vehicle events within 1/4 mile of
natural water sources associated

with riparian areas

Same as A Same as A Same as A Ensure that all riparian arcas are in
proper functioning condition

Same as A Same as A Same as A Improve riparian areas with priority

given to those that are functioning
at risk with a downward trend; Use
appropriate measures necessary for
improvement, including fencing
and/or alternate water sources away
from the riparian area

Same as No Action

Same as No Action

Same as No Action

Retain riparian areas and mesquite
woodlands in federal ownership,
unless disposal is in the public
interest

Same as No Action

Same as No Action

Same as No Action

Ensure that the minimmm
requirement of Proper Functioning
Condition on all riparian areas is
maintained or achieved during any
planning process

Not addressed

Not addressed

Establish the following criteria
for water utilization of springs
and associated riparian areas;
50% for riparian; 25% for
wildlife; 15% for wild horses
and burros; and 10% for
livestock (25% will be
allocated for wild horses and
burros if no livestock grazing

occurs and visa versa

Not addressed

Same as A

Same as A

Determine ecologic status,
woodland index or forage
value rating, as determined by
plant community surveys, on
Public land and manage to
achieve desired plant
communities or potential
natural community

Maintain or improve the condition
of vegetation on public lands to a
desired plant communities or
potential natural community




Table S-1 Summary of the Alternatives

Program No Action Alternative A Alternative B
i
Vegetation Not addressed Maintain or improve habuat of | Samcas A ;
Management threatened or  endangered plant
(con’t) species
Allow only minimal clearing of | Allow construction, mining activity or | Same as A 1
vegetation on project sites off-road vehicle activity on threatened
or endangered, or candidate plant
species habitat only after appropriate
mitigation
Rehabilitate all disturbed sites where | Provide for rehabilitation of disturbed Same as A
necessary and practical areas on public land to maintain or
restore plant productivity
|
Visual Resource | No Visual Resource Management | Designate and manage the following | Same as A
Management classes; develop mitigation on a | Visual Resource Management Classes:
project specific basis 1,125,415 acres class II; 1,867,657
acres class III; 678,055 actes class IV
Not addressed Not addressed Not addressed
Areas of Not addressed Designate 1,151,938 acres as arcas of | Designate 1,530,838 acres as areas
Critical critical environmental concern of critical environmental concern
Environmental
Concemn
Not addressed Not addressed Not addressed }
Not addressed Not addressed Not addressed
Fish, Wildlife Not addressed Designate 970,160 acres as tortoise Designate 1,346,200 acres as
and Special areas of critical environmental concern | tortoise  areas of  crtical
Status Species environmental concern
Management
Provide special management | Maintain or improve habitat conditions | Maintain  or improve habitat

consideration on Public lands within
Clark County to protect and increase
current populations of desert tortoise

on 970,160 acres of tortoise habitat to
support current population levels of
desert tortoise

conditions on 1,346,200 acres of
tortoise habitat to support current
population levels of desert tortoise
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Table S-1 Summary of the Alternatives

Proposed !

conditions on 1,356,680
acres of tortoise habitat to
support viable populations
of desert tortoise as defined
in the Recovery Plan

to achieve the recovery criteria
defined in the Tortoise
Recovery Plan

Alternative C Alternative D Alternative E
Same as A Same as A Inventory special status plant See Fish, Wildlife and Special |
species; take appropriate action | Status Species ;
to protect their habitat. ;
Same as A Same as A Develop appropriate mitigation | See Fish, Wildlife and Special |
measures before allowing Status Species |
construction, mining activity or
off-road vehicle activity on
known habitat for special |
status plant species i
Same as A Same as A When feasible, rehabilitate, Same as E'
reclaim or revegetate areas
subject to surface disturbing
activities; |
!
Same as A Same as A Same as A Designate and manage the }
following: 968,890 acres class II; i
1,727,870 acres class I1I; 635,135 |
acres class IV : l
Not addressed Not addressed Update visual resource Continue to refine the Visual ‘
inventory; Adjust designations Resource Management inventory to l
through a plan amendment refine the database and ratings
Designate 1,538,298 acres as | Same as A Designate 969,600 acres as Designate 1,005,031 acres as areas .
areas of critical areas of critical environmental of critical environmental concern
environmental concern concern
Not addressed Not addressed Not addressed Withdrawn lands relinquished by
other Federal agencies and located
within these areas would attain
designated status immediately upon
administrative control by BLM. All
ongoing management guidance,
restrictions and directions would
apply to relinquished lands.
Not addressed Not addressed Not addressed Portions of wilderness study areas
within areas of citical
environmental concern would fall
under management guidance,
restrictions and directions for the
area of critical environmental
concern, when released by Congress
Designate 1,356,680 acres as | Same as A Designate 797,730 acres as Designate 743,209 acres as tortoise
tortoise areas of critical tortoise areas of critical areas of critical environmental
environmental concern environmental concern concern
Maintain or improve habitat Same as A Manage desert tortoise habitat Same as E

B




Table S-1 Summary of the Alternatives

No Acton

Alternative A

Alternative B

Fish, Wildlife Not addressed Minimize impacts to tortoise habitat | Same as A
and Special during fire suppression
Status Species
Mgmt (con’t)
Not addressed Remove wild horses and burros which | Same as A
expanded beyond existing herd
management areas or into Ash
Meadows Natl. Wildlife Refuge
Encourage all public land users to | Designate all areas of critical | Same as A
travel only on existing roads or trails | environmental concern as limited to
in crucial wildlife habitat; avoid new | designated roads and trails
road or trail construction in crucial
habitat
Not addressed Not addressed Not addressed
Not addressed Monitor tortoise populations, habitat, | Same as A
activity plans, management decisions
and compliance with stipulations to
determine effectiveness of desert
tortoise mitigation measures
Not addressed Not addressed Not addressed
* Not addressed Not addressed Not addressed
Not addressed Not addressed Not addressed
Not addressed Not addressed Not addressed




Table S-1 Summary of the Alternatives

Alternative C Alternative D Alternative E Proposed
Same as A Same as A Same as A Same as A E
|
I
!
1
Same as A Same as A Manage for zero wild horses Manage for zero wild horses and !
and burros in tortoise areas of burros in tortoise areas of critical
critical environmental concern environmental concern
Same as A Same as A Same as A Designate all tortoise arcas of
’ critical environmental concern as !
LIMITED to designated roads and
trails for all motorized and
mechanized vehicles
Not addressed Not addressed Not addressed Do not allow commercial collection |
‘ of flora in tortoise areas of critical |
environmental concern; Only allow
commezcial collection of fauna upon
completion of a scientifically [
credible study that demonstrates 1
commercial collection does not i
adversely impact affected species or |
their habitat. This action will not |
affect hunting or trapping and casual E
collection as permitted by the State
Same as A Implement monitoring and Same as E
Same as A research dealing with
management issues within
desert tortoise areas of critical
environmental concern
Not addressed Not addressed Limit utility coeridors to 3,000 Same as E
feet or less in width within
areas of critical environmental
concern
Not addressed Not addressed Allow no new landfills in Do not allow new landfills in
tortoise areas of critical tortoise areas of critical
environmental concern. Close environmental concern
existing landfills by 1995
Not addressed Not addressed Do not authorize military Same as E
maneuvers in tortoise areas of
critical environmental concern
Not addressed Not addressed Require reclamation of Same as E

activities which result in loss
or degradation of tortoise
habitat with areas to be
reclaimed to pre-disturbance
condition
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Fish, Wildlife
and Special

Status Species
Mgmt. (con’t)

Table S-1 Summary of the Alternatives

No Action

Not addressed \

Alternative A

Prohibit off-road vehicle competitive
events in tortoise areas of critical
environmental concern

Alternative B

Same as A

Not addressed

Allow other types of events and
commercial activities on a case-by-
case basis in tortoise areas of critical
environmental concern

Same as A

Not addressed

Allow po new road construction or
siting of ancillary facilities in bighorn
lambing habitat

Same as A

Not addressed

Determine if predator control is
necessary in tortoise habitat; minimize
increase or spread of predator
populations where they prey on
tortoises

Same as A

Develop habitat management plans
for the Virgin River and Big Dune

Revise the Virgin River habitat
management plan. Designate Big
Dune, River Mts, and Amargosa
Mesquite as areas of critical
environmental concern

Same as A

Implement the Ash Meadows Habitat
Management Plan

Designate Ash Meadows as an area of
critical environmental concern; Make
BLM inholdings available for
withdrawal by the U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service

Same as A

" Not addressed

Prohibit BLM authorized activities
which would affect groundwater
levels/spring flows in Ash Meadows
and Moapa Valley

Same as A

Do 'not develop pew dual-use
allotments in bighom sheep habitat;
Do not authorize domestic sheep in
McCullough Allotment

Do not authorize domestic sheep
grazing in allotments with bighom
sheep habitat

Same as A




Table S-1 Summary of the Alternatives

Alternative C l Alternative D I Alternative E I Proposed |

Same as A Same as A Do not allow speed off-road Prohibit off-road vehicle speed
vehicle competitive events or events, mountain bike races, horse
off-road vehicle free play in endurance rides, hill dlimbs, mini
tortoise areas of critical events, publicity rides, high speed
environmental concern testing and similar speed based

events in tartoise areas of critical
environmental concern
Same as A Same as A Allow non-speed off-road Allow non-speed off-road vehicie
. vehicle events and commercial events in tortoise areas of critical
activities on a case-by-case environmental concern consistent
basis in tortoise areas of with restrictions in RC11
critical environmental concern
Same as A Same as A Same as A Evaluate discretionary activities in
bighorn sheep habitat. Grant :
authorization if consistent with goals
and objectives of the Rangewide
Plan

Same as A Same as A Not addressed Animal damage control activities
may be allowed on a temporary
basis if necessary for
reestablishment of native species or
as a tool to allow recovery of
decimated wildlife populations

Same as A Same as A Designate Virgin River, River Same as E
Mts., Amargosa Mesquite and
Big Dune as areas of critical
environmental concern;

Same as A Same as A Same as A Same as A

Same as A Same as A Prohibit BLM authorized land Manage public lands adjacent to the
uses which would result in Ash Meadows Area of Critical
unmitigated, significant Environmental Concern and Moapa
adverse impacts to ground Natl. Wildlife Refuge to
water levels/spring flows in complement spring and aquatic
Moapa Valley and Ash habitat for special status species,
Meadows area of critical including projects that may affect
environmental concern ground water level or spring flows

Same as A Same as A Do not authorize domestic In accordance with BLM guidelines,

sheep grazing in bighorn
sheep habitat

no domestic sheep grazing will be
authorized in bighorn sheep habitat




Table S-1 Summary of the Alternatives

Program No Action Alternative A Alternative B
Fish, Wildlife All new livestock and wild horse and | Allow new water developments for Allow new water developments for
and Special burro waters must not create new | wildlife, livestock, wild horses and wildlife, livestock, wild horses and
Status Species conflicts with fish or wildlife habitat | burros in tortoise arcas of critical burros in category I and II tontoise
Management environmental concern only if these | habitat only if these developments
developments do not create confliats | do not create conflicts with desert
with desert tortoise tortoise
Impacts from mining to crucial | Prevent undue and unmecessary | Sameas A
bighorn sheep and desert tortoise degradation of bighorn sheep habitat
habitat will be subject to mitigative | due to mineral exploration and
measures during the plan of | development
operations stage
Identify habitat needs of wildlife and | Allow wildlife populations to reach | Same as A
provide for these needs so as to levels consistent with habitat carrying
attain population goals, mumally | capacity; adjust populations using
agreed to with NDOW for species. monitoring data
Accomplish bighom sheep | Allow reintroduction of wildlife | Sameas A
introductions and permit natural | species into tortoise arcas of critical
expansion into historic habitat after environmental concern only if it will
preparation of a habitat management | creatc no conflicts with tortoise
plan or rolease site description;
Return native fauna to historic ranges
and/or improve population numbers
Not addressed Inventory/monitor  peregrine falcon | Same as A
habitat;  prevent undue  and
unnecessary degradation of habitat;
prepare a habitat mgmt plan for
occupied habitat; close areas within
12 mile of active nests between
Feb.1-Sept.1; explore reintroduction of
peregrine into suitable habitat
Not addressed Manage mesquite habitats for wildlife | Same as A
habitat values; Develop a management
plan for Amargosa Mesquite areas of
critical environmental concern
Not addressed Not addressed Not addressed
Provide and maintain sufficient | Maintain or improve the habitat of | Sameas A
quality and quantity of food, water, | threatened, endangered or candidate
cover and space to satisfy demands | plant species found on public lands
of all wildlife species. Give special | (Vegetation Mgmt.)
emphasis to Federal and State
classified species and to BLM
sensitive species
Forestry Allow greenwood cutting in the | Allow firewood harvest in Pahrump | Sameas A
Resources Spring, Virgin, and McCullough | and Amargosa Flat; Limit to one
Management Mtns. cord/household/year with maximum of
35 cords/year
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Alternative C .

Allow new water
developments for wildlife
and wild horses and burros
in tortoise areas of critical
environmental concern only
if these do not create
conflicts with desert tortoise

'Table S-1 Summary of the Alternatives

Alternative D

Same as C

Alternative E

Maintain existing wildlife
waters; Construct new guzzlers
as needed, consistent with
other resource needs;

Proposed

Same as E; Desgin new waters for
livestock, and wild horses and
burros to reduce potential conflicts
with wildlife

Same as A

Same as A

Same as A

Evaluate discretionary activities in

bighorn sheep habitat on a case-by-
case basis. Authorize if consistent

with the Rangewide Plan

Same as A

Same as A

Same as A

Support viable and diverse native
wildlife populations by providing
sufficient quantity and quality of
habitat

Same as A

Same as A

Same as A

Cooperate with State and Federal
wildlife agencies in implementing
introductions, reintroduction and
augmentation releases of native or
naturalized species

Same as A

Same as A

Same as A

Protect key nesting areas, migration
routes, important prey base areas,
and concentration areas for birds of
prey on public lands through
mitigation of activities during
National Environmental Policy Act
compliance

Same as A

Same as A

Manage mesquite and Acacia
habitats for wildlife habitat
values

Same as E; Only allow woodcutting
where consistent with sustaining a
healthy, vigorous plant community
and viable wildlife populations

Not addressed

Not addressed

Not addressed

Manage habitat to support elk which
move onto BLM managed lands
from the Spring Mits. in cooperation
with Nevada Division of Wildlife

Same as A

Same as A

Same as A

Enter into conservation agreements
with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service and the State of Nevada for
management of special status
species to prevent future federal
listing of such species

Same as A

Same as A

Allow firewood harvest in
Pahrump Valley; Limit to one
cord per household/year

Allow harvest of dead or down, or
BLM marked green trees for dwarf
mistletoe control only in approved

areas;

817
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Table S-1 Summary of the Alternatives

No Action Alternative A Alternative B
Forestry Coordinate the removal of native | Allow harvest of desert vegetation | Sameas A
Resources desert vegetation with the Nevada | from areas subject to surface-
Management Division of Forestry disturbing activities
{con’t)

Not addressed Maintain 138,000 acres of pinyon- | Same as A
juniper and conifer forest at late seral
stage or full ecological potential
Livestock Allow livestock grazing on 2,237,478 | Allow livestock grazing on 2,036,933 | Samec as A
Grazing acres of public lands; Close part of | acres of public lands;
Management Spring Mountain Allotment and all
of River Mt. Allotment
Close the Ash Meadows Allotment to | Manage livestock grazing under | Same as A
livestock grazing; do not authorize | constraints of Section 7 consultation;
livestock grazing on the Carson | Grazing prescription 1 in category I, 11
Slough or Grapevine-Rock Valley | and intensive III tortoise habitat;
Allotments until completion of | prescription 2 in category IIIb habitat.
Section 7 consultation
Ciose that portion of Red Rock | Allow no livestock grazing on 19 | Sameas A
Canyon within the Spring Mountain | allotments including unalloted areas
Allotment, and the River Mountain | in Nye County and riparian zones
Allotment to livestock grazing along the Muddy and Virgin Rivers,
and Meadow Valley Wash; Do not
authorize livestock grazing in Planning
Area B, Southern Nye county except
within the Mt. Stirling and County
Line Allotments
Develop allotment mgmt. plans for | Develop allotment mgmt. plans for | Sameas A
i the 7 allotments in Clark County | "I" and "M" allotments
and one allotment in Southern Nye
County
Intensively manage 14 allotments, | Develop allotment mgmt. plans for | Same as A
including Mt Stirling; Manage 4 | "I" and "M" allotments
allotments in  the  maintain
management catcgory guidelines
Determine proper long-term stocking | Establish stocking level based on | Sameas A
rates of domestic livestock on | availability of ephemeral forage
allotments, desirable numbers of wild
horses and burros in herd mgmt.
areas, and populations of mule deer
and bighorn sheep in their existing
and potential habitat




Table S-1 Summary of the Alternatives

Alternative C Alternative D Alternative E Proposed

Same as A Same as A Allow harvest of desert Public lands in Las Vegas District |
vegetation at those locations will be assessed for salvage of
where surface disturbing desert vegetation where surface
activities will occur disturbance occurs

Same as A Same as A Maintain Pinyon Juniper Same as E

Allow livestock grazing on
1,001,767 acres of public
lands; limit livestock grazing
in desert tartoise habitat

Allow livestock grazing on
1,902,881 acres of pt_xblic
lands

woodland and conifer forest
where possible for all aged
stands

Allow livestock grazing on
692,844 acres of public lands;

Allow livestock grazing on 610,893
acres of public lands;

Same as A

Close allotments in tortoise
areas of critical
environmental concem to
livestock grazing

In tortoise habitat outside of
areas of critical environmental
concern, manage for grazing
prescription 2 on open
allotments; eliminate livestock
grazing in tortoise areas of
critical environmental concern

with grazing prescription 2;
eliminate livestock grazing in
tortoise areas of critical

|
Manage open allotments consistent l
|
environmental concern 1

Allow no livestock grazing
on 19 allotments, Amargosa
Valley/Crater Flat, the
riparian zones along the
Muddy and Virgin Rivers,
and Meadow Valley Wash,
and within allotments
containing desert tortoise
habitat

Allow no livestock grazing
on 28 allotments; Do not

allow grazing in these areas:

Amargosa Valley/Crater
Flat, along the Muddy and
Virgin Rivers, and Meadow
Valley Wash

Allow no livestock grazing on
40 allotments

Allow no livestock grazing on 38
allotments and all unalloted areas in
Southern Nye County; Additional
allotment closures could be
approved based on voluntary
relinquishment of grazing privileges,
permits or leases

Same as A Same as A Completion of an allotment Establish grazing systems, including
management plan and rest and/or deferment principles as
environmental assessment needed to meet specific resource
required to reactivate any objectives '
inactive ephemeral-perennial or
perennial allotment
Same as A Same as A Same as A Drop existing categories from
allotments closed to livestock
grazing; Change Lower Mormon
Mesa from C to [ and Flat Top
Mesa from C to M

Same as A Same as A Reclassify 21 allotments as Livestock grazing on ephemeral

ephemeral/perennial; Set a total
of preference of 13,200 animal
unit months; 33 allotments
remain ephemeral

allotments will be aliowed if
sufficient forage is available and use
is consistent with the Standards and
Guidelines, and allotment specific
objectives
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Table S-1 Summary of the Alternatives

Program No Action Alternative A Alternative B
Livestock Manage perennial vegetation at a | Maintainfimprove  condition  of | Same as A ‘
Grazing proper utilization rate to obtain a | vegetation to desired plant community i
Management sustained yield and improve livestock | or potential natural community }
forage condition j
|
I
Wild Horse and | Manage wild horses and burros in | Maintain healthy, viable herds in | Same as A
Burro the Gold Butte, Muddy Mtns., Spring | thriving ecological balance in the herd
Management Mtns., and Eldorado Mtns. herd | mgmt areas
mgmt. areas
Develop herd management area plans | Develop herd management area plans | Same as A
for the following herd mgmt. areas: | for each herd mgmt. area
Mt Stirling, Amargosa, and Last
Chance herd mgmt. areas; Maintain
Ash Meadows Herd Management
Area as a horse free area
Manage wild horse and burro | Develop Long-Term Management | Same as A
numbers at current population levels | Levels for wild horses and burros
unless monitoring indicates that
adjustments are necessary
Not addressed Realign herd mgmt. area boundaries | Same as A
in the following areas to gain more
management control of populations:
Red Rocks, Lucky Strike, Johnnie,
and Trout Canyon herd mgmt. areas
Not addressed Maintain or improve wild horse and | Same as A
burro habitat to desired plant
community or potential natural
community
Not specifically addressed Develop dependable water sources for | Same as A

Cultural
Resource
Management

cultural resource
plans for Willow

Develop
management
Springs and Muddy Mtns; prepare
interpretive signs and a brochure for
Willow Springs

wild horses and burros

Develop project plans for the
following: Old Spanish Trail/Mormon
Road; Las Vegas and Tonopah
Railroad; Red Spring; Sandstone
Quarry; Willow Spring; and Whitney
Pockets sites to manage for public
values

Same as A

S5
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Table S-1 Summary of the Alternatives

Alternative D Alternative E Proposed
1
Same as A Same as A Same as A Provide for increased plant vigor !
and reproductive capability of i
perennial forage; Maintain static to ?
upward trend on key percanial !
species through livestock grazing t
management
Same as A Same as A In herd management areas Same as E \
which are not managed for
zero appropriale management . (
level, maintain healthy, viable
herds in thriving ecological
balance
Same as A Same as A Same as A Same as A
Same as A Same as A Establish appropriate Establish appropriate management 1
management levels for each level for each herd mgmt. area; I
herd mgmt. area; Establish an Establish an appropriate i
appropriate management level management level of zero for '
of zero for Gold Butte, Eldorado, Ash Meadows and {
Eldorado, Amargosa and Ash Amargosa mgmt. areas; Do not
Meadows herd mgmt. areas allow use by horses and burros in l
that part of the Gold Butte Herd
Mgmt. Area which overlaps with the
tortoise area of critical
environmental concern
Same as A Same as A Combine Last Chance and Mt. | Realign the following herd
Stirling herd mgmt. area into management areas to facilitate
the Johnnie Herd Mgmt. Area; management considerations with
Realign the Spring Mt. Herd distinct population units: Johnnie,
Mgmt. Area to create the Red Rocks and Wheeler Pass
Spring Mt Herd Mgmt. Area
managed by the Forest
Service and Red Rock Herd
Mgmt. Area managed by BLM
Same as A Same as A Same as A Limit utilization of current years
production by all herbivores on key
perennial species to 50% for grasses
and 45% for shrubs
Same as A Same as A Same as A Same as A
Same as A Same as A Same as A Selected cultural resources should
be designated as priorities for
activity planning and to determine
best use potential including: Gold
Butte, Crescent, Goodsprings,
Scarchlight and Hidden Valley



Table S-1 Summary of the Alternatives

No Action

Alternative A Alternative B

Program
Cultural Preserve a representative sample of | Designate 13 areas of critical | Sameas A
Resources line shacks, mining cabins, and other | environmental concern (20,020 acres)
Management isolated historic structures for identified National Register
(con’t) eligible or listed sites (cultural acreage
in the following includes only 5,840
acres in Red Rock, 320 acres in
Sunrise Mountain and 5,000 acres in
Virgin River areas of critical
environmental concern)
Not addressed Research Virgin River Anasazi district | Same as A
Provide fire protection for Mt. Potosi | Manage cultural resources at Red | Same as A
Cabin, Wheeler Pass Charcoal Kilns, | Rock and Stump Springs, Hidden
Searchlight Mining District, Virgin | Valley district, Bird Spring site, Sloan
Mountain  Cabin, Goodsprings | rock art site, Crescent; Gold Bute;
Mining District, Trout Canyon Cabin, | Goodsprings; and Searchlight mining
Mt. Potosi Mines, South McCullough | districts; and South Virgin Peak Ridge
Wickiup, and the Crescent Peak | district for conservation of scientific or
District historic values
eemmemecmnene Manage cultural resources within | Same as A
Amrow Canyon rock art district,
Brownstone Canyon district, Keyhole
Canyon, Frenchman Mine, and
Gypsum Cave for public values
Initiate regular and systematic patrols | Use surveillance to monitor known | Same as A
of specific areas and/or sites with | cultural and paleontological sites;
high cultural sensitivity install  protective  devices  as
. appropriate
Protect and preserve important | Designate 40 acre area of critical | Same as A
paleontological sites environmental concern within Arrow
Canyon Bird Track paleontological
district
Not addressed Manage 12,000 acres within Muddy | Same as A
Creek and Eglingston Escarpment
districts for information potential
Not addressed Designate Gold Butte/Virgin Mountain | Same as A

Determine sources of deterioration
and prorities for preservation
through field evaluations of all
cultural resource sites

traditional lifeway area
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Table S-1 Summary of the Alternatives

Alternative C Alternatiye D Alternative E Proposed
Same as A Same as A Designate 13 areas of critical Designate 12 areas of critical ‘
environmental concern environmental concern (20,520 t
(20,650 acres) for identified acres) for identified National :
National Register Eligible or Register Eligible or listed sites (less  §
listed sites (subtract 5,840 160 acres at Bird Spring in Red )
acres for Red Rock, add 150 Rock Canyon, subtract 110 acres g
acres to Crescent, add 6,320 from Crescent, add 140 acres to
acres for new Arden Historic Keyhole Canyon) ﬁ
area) [
Same as A Same as A Same as A Manage cultural resources on 1,500 ‘
acres of public land within the
Virgin River Anasazi district for the E
potential to yield historic or !
scientific information }
Same as A Same as A Same as A Manage cultural resources on E
11,759 acres at Red Rock Spring;
Stump Spring; Hidden Valley
district; Sloan Rock Art district; .
Crescent and Gold Butte, mining i
townsites: and S.Virgin Peak Ridge |
for conservation of scientific or I
historic values ‘l
Same as A Same as A Same as A Manage cultural resources on 3,660
acres w/in Arrow Canyon rock art
district; Keyhole Canyon;
Frenchman Mine and Gypsum Cave
for public values
Same as A Same as A Same as A Same as A
Same as A Same as A Same as A Same as A
Same as A Same as A Same as A Not addressed
Same as A Same as A Designate Gold Butte/Virgin Manage cultural resources on
Mountain, Quail Spring/Bird 200,000 acres of traditional lifeway
Spring and Spirit Mountain areas for their sociological values by ||
traditional lifeway areas providing for their protection and
preservation
Same as A Same as A Same as A Utilize data recovery efforts through

research designs to mitigate adverse
effects to cultural resources and
paleontological sites from proposed
federal actions
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Table S-1 Summary of the Alternatives (continued)

Lands
Management

Dispose of 163,673 acres of public
lands by the most appropriate
authority

‘ Program | No Action I Alternative A I Alternative B I

155,258 acres are available for
discretionary disposal through sale,
exchange, colar-of-title or reczeation
and public purpose patent

540,171 acres are available for
discretionary disposal through
sale, exchange, color-of-title or
recreation and public purpose
patent

Grant leases/permits under Sec. 302 of
the Federal Land Policy and
Management Act (FLPMA) for private
or commercial uses throughout the
planning area on a casc-by-case basis

Grant leases/permits (Sec. 302 of
FLPMA) for private and commercial
uses (areas of critical environmental
concern excluded) on a case-by-case
basis

Same as A

Grant leases for agricultural uses
throughout the planning area for the
Muddy River and Virgin River
floodplain

All public lands are closed to
agricultural entry

Same as A

Grant airport leases within Clark
County

Grant airport leases (areas of critical
environmental concern excluded) on a
case-by-case basis in the following
areas: within a 2 mile radius of Jean
and Searchlight and within a 3 mile
radius of Pahrump

Grant airport leases (areas of
critical environmental concern
excluded) on a case-by-case basis

Rights-of-Way
Management

Designate 61 miles of utlity corridors
(for planning purposes) in Planning
Area B of southern Nye County

Designate 590 miles of utility
corridors (for planning purposes) in
Clark and southern Nye counties

Same as A

Not addressed

Exclusive of designated corridors,
designate all areas of critical
environmental concern, semi-primitive
non-motorized Recreational
Opportunity Spectrum areas
(hereinafter referred to as semu-
primitive, non-motonized  areas),
significant caves (within 1/4 mile),
wilderness study areas, and Red Rock
Canyon National Conservation Area
(hereinafier referred to as Red Rock
Canyon) as right-of-way avoidance
areas (1,938,845 acres)

environmental concern, semi-
primitive non-motorized areas,
significant caves, wildemess study
areas, and Red Rock Canyon as
right-of-way avoidance
(2,317,745 acres)

Exclusive of designated corridors,
designate all areas of critical

Sto
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Alternative C

Table S-1 Summary of the Alternatives (continued)

Alternative D

Alternative E

Proposed

and southern Nye counties

and southern Nye counties

Nye counties

08,943 acres are available 540,171 acres are available 111,563 acres are available for 175,314 acres are available for
for discretionary disposal for discretionary disposal discretionary disposal through discretionary dispasal through
through sale, exchange, through sale, color-of-title, sale, exchange, color-of title or sale, exchange, color-of title or
colar-of-title or recreation or recreation and public recreation and public purpose recreation and public purpose
and public purpose patent purpose patent; all public patent patent. Public lands outside of
lands (excluding areas of disposal ares would be
critical environmental considered for repositioning to
concern and wilderness consolidate BLM parcels and
study areas) are available for improve BLM management if
exchange specific criteria are met
All public lands are closed Same as A Same as A Same as A
to leases/permits (Sec. 302
of FLPMA)
Same as A Same as A Same as A Public lands within the District
are not suitable for entry under
Indian Allotment, Desert Land
Entry or Carey Act and would
not be disposed of through those
authorities
Same as A Same as B Same as B Same as B
Designate 476 miles of Designate 536 miles of Designate 538 to 560 miles of Designate 538 miles of utility
utility corridors (for utility corridors (for utility corridors (for planning corridors (for planning purposes
planning purposes) in Clark planning purposes in Clark purposes in Clark and southern in Clark and southern Nye

counties

Exclusive of designated

of critical environmental
concern, semi-primitive
non-motorized areas,

study areas, and Red Rock
Canyon as right-of-way
avoidance areas (2,325,205
acres)

corridors, designate all areas

significant caves, wilderness

Same as A

Exclusive of designated comridors,
designate all areas of critical
environmental concern and
significant caves as right-of-way
avoidance areas (971,231 acres)

Exclusive of designated
cotridors, designate all areas of
critical environmental concern
and significant caves as right-of-
way avoidance areas. Under
Interim Management Policy,
wilderness study areas are
managed as right-of-way
avoidance areas ( 1,351,536
acres)
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Table S-1 Summary of the Alternatives (continued)

Program No Action Alternative A Alternative B
Rights-of-Way | Not addressed Designate all arcas of citical | Designate all Categary I tortoise
Management environmental concern as material site | habitat as material site right-of-
(con’t) right-of-way exclusion areas | way exclusion areas (364,000
(1,151,938 acres) acres)
Acquisitions Acquire private and State of Nevada | Acquire private lands within | Acquire private lands within
lands within Red Rock Canyon designated areas of critical | designated areas of critical
environmental concern (4,797 acres); | environmental concern (9,049
and 7,882 acres conveyed to Aerojet | acres)
Not addressed Obtain an easement on or across | Same as A
Pabco Tram Road
Recreation Manage Red Rock Canyon, Clark, | Designate and manage 13 special | Same as A
Management and Spring Mitn. special recreation | recreation management areas, and 1

management areas, and the Stateline
Extensive Recreation Management
Area, for recreational values

extensive recreation management area
for their specific recreational
opportunities

Manage the Las Vegas Dunes Off
Highway Vehicle Play Area (9,180

Nellis Dunes Special Recreation
Management Area,: Manage 9,180

Same as A ’l

acres) for intensive off-highway | acres for intensive off-highway

vehicle recreational use vehicle recreational use

Not addressed Stateline  Extensive  Recreation
Management  Area: Manage

2,661,907 acres for dispersed and
diverse
Recreation Opportunity  Spectrum
objectives

opportunities that meet .

Same as A “




Table S-1 Summary of the Alternatives (continued)

Alternative C

Designate all areas of
critical environmental
concern as material site
right-of-way exclusion areas
(1,538,298 acres)

Alternative D

Designate all areas of
critical environmental
concern as areal right-of-
way exclusion areas
(1,151,938 acres); designate
Hidden Valley, Sloan Rock
Art, and Big Dune areas of
critical environmental
concern as linear right-of-
way exclusion areas (4,680
acres

Alternative E

Designate all tortoise arcas of
critical environmental concern as
material site right-of-way
exclusion areas (968,031 acres)

Proposed

Designate Hidden Valley, Sloan '
Rock Art and Big Dune areas of
critical environmental concern as
linear right-of-way exclusion i
areas (5,640 acres); With the
exception of within 1/2 mile of
Federal Aid Highways, designate
all areas of critical
environmental concern as areal
right-of-way exclusion areas
approximately 953,000 acres

Acquire private lands within | Same as B Acquire undeveloped private Acquire private lands within

designated areas of critical Jands within designated areas of areas of critical environmental

environmental concern and critical environmental concern concern, wilderness study arcas,

tortoise managermnent areas and the Aerojet area; and private Congressionally designated arcas

(6,787 acres); in Ash lands along the Virgin River, and habitat for special status

Meadows, only acquire south of Riverside species; including Aerojet,

lands outside the refuge; private lands along the Virgin

and 7,882 acres conveyed River, south of Riverside and

to Aerojet other lands not specifically

) identified which would provide

resource protection, improve
land ownership patterns or
enhance public uses and values

Same as A Same as A Same as A Secure on the ground access to
otherwise inaccessible public
lands

Designate 11 special Same as A Same as A Designate 8 special recreation

recreation management management areas, and 1

areas, and 1 extensive extensive recreation management

recreation management area area as shown on Map 2-5

Same as A Same as A - Same as A Manage the Nellis Dunes Special
Recreation Management Area,
(10,000 acres) for intensive off-
highway vehicle recreational use

Manage 2,753,732 acres of Same as A Manage 1,277,133 acres of Manage the Stateline Extensive

Stateline Extensive
Recreation Management
Area for dispersed and
diverse opportunities that
meet Recreation
Opportunity Spectrum

objectives

Stateline Extensive Recreation
Management Area for dispersed
and diverse recreation
opportunities that meet Recreation
Opportunity Spectrum objectives

Recreation Management Area
(Map 2-5) for dispersed and
diverse recreation opportunities
that meet Recreation Opportunity
Spectrum objectives




Table S-1 Summary of the Alternatives (continued)

Program

Recreation
Management
(con’t)

No Action

Allow off-highway vehicle
competitive events on 2,655,278 acres

Alternative A

Allow off-highway vehicle
competitive events on 238,162 acres
in special recreation management
areas and in the Extensive Recreation
Management Area in the following
locations: Dry Lake Valley area;
Pahrump to Beatty; Mt
Stirling/Mercury area; Highland Hills
area; Laughlin area; Bitter Springs
arca

Alternative B

Allow  off-highway  vehicle
competitive events on 238,162
acres in  special recreation
management areas and in the
Extensive Recreation Management
Area in the following locations:
Dry Lake Valley area; Pahrump to
Beatty; Mt. Strling/Mercury;
Highland Hills area

Not addressed

Allow competitive and commercial
events which do not involve off-
highway vehicles ,and recreation
concessions in Stateline Extensive
Recreation Management Area, subject
to conflict resolution

Not addressed

Prohibit recreational and target
shooting in the Las Vegas Valley;
Legal hunting appropriate per Nevada
Division of Wildlife regulations.

Same as A
Same as A

Designate 2,900,998 acres as OPEN to
all motorized and mechanized vehicles

Designate 9,180 acres as OPEN to all
motorized and mechanized vehicles
(Nellis Dunes Special Recreation
Management Area)

Same as A II

Designate 696,175 acres as LIMITED
to existing roads, trails, and washes
for all motorized and mechanized
vehicles

Designate 2,524,880 acres as
LIMITED to existing roads, trails, and
washes for all motorized and
mechanized vehicles

Designate 2,136,029 acres as
LIMITED to existing roads, trails,
and washes for all motorized and
mechanized vehicles

Designate 70,641 acres as LIMITED
10 designated roads, trails, and washes
for all motorized and mechanized
vehicles

Designate 1,124,868 acres as
LIMITED to designated roads, trails,
and washes for all motorized and
mechanized vehicles

Designate 1,513,728 acres as
LIMITED to designated roads,

trails, and washes for all
motorized and  mechanized
vehicles

Designate 3,313 acres as CLOSED to
all motorized and mechanized
vehicles: Hidden Valley

Designate 12,190 acres as CLOSED
to all motorized and mechanized
vehicles: Hidden Valley

Same as A “

In wilderness study areas all vehicle
use is LIMITED to existing roads,
trails, and washes unless current
designations are more restrictive

Same as No Action

Same as No Action

Not addressed

Determine primary resource value in
each significant cave; Manage all
caves and karsts as wild systems, free
from commercial or show cave

developments

Same as A




Table S-1 Summary of the Alternatives (continued)

\\

Alternative C Alternative D Alternative E
Allow off-highway vehicle Same as A Allow off-highway vehicle Allow off-highway vehicle
competitive events on competitive events in special competitive events within
238,162 acres in special recreation management areas and specified special recreation
recreation management in the Extensive Recreation management areas and the
areas and in the Extensive Management Area in the Extensive Recreation
Recreation Management following locations: Dry Lake Management Area, exclusive of
Area in the following Valley, Pahrump Valley to areas of citical environmental
locations: one designated Beatty, Mercury area, Laughlin concern and wilderness study
course, Pahrump to Beatty area, Muddy Mountains, and areas (Map 2-5)
Meadow Valley Wash Road
Same as A | Same as A Same as A Same as A
Same as A Same as A Same as A Same as A
Same as A Same as A Designate 10,040 acres OPEN to Designate 24,600 acres OPEN to
all motorized and mechanized all motorized and mechanized
vehicles (Nellis Dunes, 1/2 Big vehicles (Nellis. Dunes, parts of
Dune); Also, unvegetated Big Dune, dry lake beds) Map 2-
portions of dry lake beds 10
Designate 1,871,444 acres Same as A Designate the remainder of the Designate 2,186,483 acres as
as LIMITED to existing planning area as LIMITED to LIMITED to existing roads,
roads, trails, and washes for existing roads, trails, and washes trails, and washes for all
all motorized and for all motorized and mechanized motorized and mechanized
mechanized vehicles vehicles vehicles
Designate 1,777,313 acres Same as A Designate 1,310,000 acres as Designate 1,117,252 acres as
as LIMITED to designated LIMITED to designated roads, LIMITED to designated roads,
roads, trails, and washes for trails, and washes for all trails, and washes for all
all motorized and motorized and mechanized motorized and mechanized
mechanized vehicles vehicles vehicles
Designate 13,190 acres as Same as A Designate approx. 19,200 acres as | Designate approx. 3,560 acres as
CLOSED to all motorized CLOSED to all motorized and CLOSED to all motorized and
and mechanized vehicles: mechanized vehicles: Hidden mechanized vehicles: Hidden
Hidden Valley and Big Valley, Virgin River and 172 of Valley and 200 acres at Big
Dune Big Dune Dune
Same as No Action Same as No Action Same as No Action Same as No Action
Same as A Same as A Same as A Same as A; If needed,
implement seasonal closures to
protect bats
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Table S-1 Summary of the Alternatives (continued)

Minerals
Management,
Locatable
Minerals

withdrawn areas and other withdrawn
and segregated areas. Special
stipulations may apply within crucial
bighorn sheep habitat

All public lands within the planning
area are OPEN for locatable mineral
activities except for legislatively
withdrawn areas and other withdrawn
and segregated areas

Allow fluid mineral leasing, subject to
seasonal and other minor constraints,
on 3,205,952 acres;

Allow fluid mineral leasing, subject to
no surface occupancy and similar
major constraints, on 15,133 acres;

Do not allow fluid mineral leasing on
716,226 acres;

Allow locatable mineral activity on
3,703,833 acres

Do not allow locatable mineral
activity on 937, 100 acres

Program No Action Alternative A Alternative B
Wild and Not addressed Coordinate with the Cedar City and |} Same as A
Scenic River Arizona Strip Districts on a formal
Management study of the Virgin River for
eligibility
Wilderness Manage 21 wilderness study areas in | Same as No Action Same as No Action
Management accordance  with the Interim
Management Policy untii designated
or released by Congress
Not addressed Release the Logandale Unit from | Same as A
further consideration as wilderness
Not addressed If released by Congress, manage | Same as A
wilderness study areas in accordance
with applicable special recreation
management area or area of critical
environmental concern management
direction
Minerals All public lands within the planning | Allow fluid mineral leasing, subjectto | Allow fluid mineral leasing,
Management, area are OPEN for fluid mineral { standard terms and conditions, on | subject to standard terms and
"Fluid Minerals activities except for legislatively | 747,779 acres; conditions, on 1,833,000 acres;

Allow fluid mineral leasing,
subject to seasonal and other
minor constraints, on 1,699,620
acres;

Allow  fluid mineral leasing,
subject to no surface occupancy
and similar major constraints, on
296,362 acres;

Do not allow fluid mineral leasing
on 856,108 acres

Allow locatable mineral activity
on 3,158,567 acres

Do not allow locatable mineral
activity on 1,482,870 acres

3%




Table S-1 Summary of the Alternatives (continued)ﬁ

Alternative C

Same as No Action

Alternative D

Same as No Action

Alternative E

Same as No Action

——

Proposed

Participate in an eligibility
determination of the Virgin
River for Wild and Scenic River
designation when initiated by
either Arizona or Utah BLM

Same as No Action

Same as A

Same as A

Not addressed

Same as A

Same as A

Same as A

If released by Congress, manage
wilderness study areas to maintain
existing qualities of the areas
through multipie use management

If released by Congress, manage
wilderness study areas to
maintain existing qualities of
the areas through multiple use
management and to provide for
semi-primitive recreation
opportunities.

Allow fluid mineral leasing,
subject to standard terms
and conditions, on 755,654
acres;

Allow fluid mineral leasing,
subject to seasonal and
other minor constraints, on
1,886,509 acres;

Allow fluid mineral leasing,
subject to no surface
occupancy and similar
major constraints, on 9,558
acres;

Do not allow fluid mineral
leasing on 2,033,369 acres

Allow locatable mineral
activity on 2,328,265 areas

Do not allow locatable
mineral activity on
2,312,668 acres

Allow fluid mineral leasing,
subject to standard terms
and conditions, on 531,844
acres;

Allow fluid mineral leasing,
subject to seasonal and other
minor constraints, on

3,936,500 acres;

Do not allow fluid mineral
leasing on 216,746 acres

Allow locatable mineral
activity on 4,008,868 acres

Do not allow locatable
mineral activity on 632,065
acres

Allow fluid mineral leasing,
subject to standard terms and
conditions, on 4,051,661 acres;

Allow fluid mineral leasing
subject to no surface occupancy
and other major constraints on
81,405 acres, plus acreage within
Meadow Valley Wash, Muddy
River and Virgin River riparian
zones and flood plains;

Do not allow fluid mineral
leasing on 552,024 acres

Allow locatable mineral activity
on 1,812,320 acres

Do not aliow locatable mineral
activity on 2,828,613 acres, plus
acreage in Meadow Valley Wash,
Virgin River and Muddy River

riparian_zones

Allow fluid leasing subject to
standard terms and conditions on
1,909,351 acres;

Allow fluid mineral leasing
subject to no surface occupancy
stipulations on 866,067 acres;

Allow fluid mineral leasing
subject to Timing and Surface
Use Constraints on 111,799
acres;

Close Ash Meadows Area of
Critical Environmental Concern
to geothermal prospecting and
leasing

Allow locatable mineral activity
on 2,135,146 acres

Do not allow locatable mineral
activity on 1,227,226 acres
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Minerals
Management,
Salable
Minerals

Minerals
Management,
Solid Leasable
Minerals

Hazardous
Materials
Management

Fire
Management

Table S-1 Summary of the Alternatives (continued)

The Las Vegas Valley is CLOSED to
sand and gravel sales except in
established community pits; free use
permits will be issued;

Administer sand and gravel leases
within and outside of the Las Vegas
Valley Subunit consistent with the
Clark County  Management
Framework Plan amendment;

The remainder of the public lands are
OPEN for saleable mineral activities
except for legislatively withdrawn
areas and other withdrawn and
segregated areas

All public lands within the planning
area are OPEN for non-energy
leasable mineral activities except for
legislatively withdrawn areas and
other withdrawn and segregated areas

Not addressed

The entire planning area is a full
suppression area

Deny existing sand and gravel
applications;

Close Las Vegas and Laughlin land
disposal areas to mineral material
disposal (65,993 acres);

Sand and gravel leasing same as No
Action Alternative;

Allow saleable mineral disposal on
2,959,709 acres

Do not allow saleable mineral
disposal on 1,682,219 acres

Allow  non-energy
3,943,316 acres

leasing on

Do not allow non-energy leasing on
721,759 acres

Not addressed

Same as No Action

Program l No Action l Alternative A I Alternative B |

Deny existing sand and gravel ‘
lease applications;

Close Las Vegas and Laughlin
land disposal areas to mineral
material disposal (111,524 acres);

Sand and gravel leasing same as
No Action Alternative;

Allow saleable mineral disposal
on 2,561,798 acres

Do not allow saleable mineral
disposal on 2,080,130 acres

Allow non-energy leasing on
3,522,205 acres

Do not allow non-energy leasing
on 1,142,870 acres

Not addressed

Same as No Action

Develop a county-wide program to
utilize prescribed burning and hazard
reduction burning to meet resource
management needs as well as fire
management goals

149,231 acres of public land are
available for prescribed burning for
resource enhancement; 232,109 acres
available for prescribed burning for
fuel hazard reduction

Same as A

Not specifically addressed

Designate the following: 627,011
acres as 10-acre initial attack area;
1,921,794 acres as 100-acre initial
attack area; 1,122,322 acres as  500-
acre initial attack area

Same as A




Table S-1 Summary of the Alternatives (continued)

Alternative C

Deny existing sand and
gravel lease applications;

Close Las Vegas and
Laughlin land disposal areas
to mineral material disposal
(61,273 acres);

Sand and gravel leasing
same as No Action

Alternative

Allow saleable mineral
disposal on 2,533,021 acres

Do not allow saleable

mineral disposal on
2,108,907 acres

Allow non-energy leasing
on 2,660,386 acres

Do not allow non-energy
leasing on 2,004,689 acres

Not addressed

Same as No Action

Alternative D

Deny existing sand and
gravel lease applications;

Las Vegas and Laughlin
land disposal areas are open
to mineral material disposal
(111,524 acres)

Sand and gravel leasing
same as No Action

Alternative;

Allow saleable mineral
disposal on 4,035,390 acres

Do not allow saleable

mineral disposal on 606,538
acres

Allow non-energy leasing on
4,448,329 acres

Do not allow non-energy
leasing on 216,746 acres

Not addressed

Same as No Action

Alternative E

Do not approve or renew existing

sand and gravel lease
applications. Convert unrenewed
leases to mineral material
contracts within community pits;

Do not allow the authorization or
rencwal of material site rights-of-
way or mineral material disposal

- outside of community pits within

the Las Vegas Valley non-
attainment area;

Allow saleable mineral disposal
on 3,421,446 acres;

Do not allow saleable mineral
disposal on 1,220,482 acxes, plus
acreage within the riparian zones
for Meadow Valley Wash, Virgin
River and Muddy River

Allow non-energy leasing on
1,481,625 acres;

Do not allow non-energy leasing
on 3,183,450 acres, plus acreage
within the riparian zones for
Meadow Valley Wash, Virgin
River and Muddy River

Not addressed

Same as No Action

Proposed

|
After June 1, 1999, do not renew ]
sand and gravel leases within |
areas identified for land disposal !
Allow saleable mineral disposal
outside of areas listed in Table
2-12 and outside of areas of
critical environmental concern,
except within 1/2 mile of Federal
Aid Highways and specified
County Roads in desert tortoise
Areas of Critical Environmental
Concern and in the Government
Wash Community Pit on the cast
edge of Rainbow Gardens Area

of Critical Environmental

Concern

Do not allow saleable mineral

disposal on approximately
1,033,569 acres (Table 2-12

Allow non-energy leasing on
1,872,673 acres outside of
riparian areas, disposal areas and
areas of critical environmental
concern

Do not allow non-energy leasing
on 1,033,569 acres (Table 2-12

Reduce risks associated with
hazardous materials on public
lands

Provide fire suppression on
3,331,895 acres based upon
suppression areas/zones and
resource management needs

Same as A Same as A Same as A Allow prescribed fire for
resource enhancement on those
areas identified in Map 2-11

Same as A Same as A Same as A Provide fire suppression efforts

commensurate with resource and
adjacent property values at risk

q1



Table S-2 Summary of the Impacts

Alternative B

No Action Alternative A

Air Resource Management

From Vegetation Not addressed Not addressed Not addressed
From Lands Increases of between 907 Same as No Action Same as No Action
Management and 2,384 tons per year in

airborne particulates and
91 to 238 tons per year of
carbon monoxide in the
Las Vegas Valley Non-
Attainment Area (Non-

Attainment Area). JI

From Recreation Off-highway vehicle Same as No Action Same as No Action “
Management events within or upwind
of Las Vegas Valley could
result in a temporary
increase in airborne
particulates in the Non-
Attainment area.

From Minerals Particulate emissions of Same as No Action Same as No Action
Management 900 tons per year within
the Las Vegas Valley
Non-Attainment Area

Soil Resource Management

From Livestock Loss of 650,654 tons per Same as No Action Same as No Action
Grazing Management year on critical condition
and highly susceptible
soils; loss of 114,080 tons
per year of saline soils.

A2l




Table S-2 Summary of the Impacts

Alternative C

Alternative D

Alternative E

Proposed

Not addressed

Not addressed

Not addressed

Windblown particulates
would be reduced
through the
improvement of
protective ground cover.

Same as No Action

Same as No Action

Same as No Action, but
no quantification given

Increases of 243 tons
per year in aitborne
particulates, 1,750 tons
per year of carbon
monoxide, 370 tons per
year of VOC and NO,
and 10.2 tons per year
of SO,

Proper meteorological
conditions could
potentially result in a
temporary but significant
increase in airborne
particulates in the Non-
Attainment Area, despite
limitations on off-
highway vehicle events

Same as No Action

Given proper
meteorological
conditions, air quality in
the Non-Attainment
Area could temporarily
further degrade during
off-highway vehicle
events

Events, if held upwind
of the valley, would
potentially contribute to
short term further
degradation of the air
quality in Las Vegas
Valley

Same as No Action

Same as No Action

Mineral activities could
create significant
airborne particulates,
especially in the Non-
Attainment Area

Sand and Gravel
operations in Las Vegas
Valley would produce
approximately 743 tons
of PM,, annually.

Loss of 224,655 tons per
year on critical condition
and highly susceptible
soils; loss of 1,905 tons
per year of saline soils.

Loss of 590,512 tons per
year on critical condition
and highly susceptible
soils; loss of 94,015 tons
per year of saline soils.

Salt loading of the
Colorado River drainage
due to impacts from
grazing would reduce
significantly due to
closure of many
allotments containing
saline soils.

Soil loss of 224 tons per
year from allotments
remaining open to
grazing. Thisis a
savings of 966 tons per
year soil loss if all
allotments remain open.
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Soil Resource Management

Table S-2 Summary of the Impacts

No Action

Alternative A

Alternative B

From Wild Horse and
Burro

Not addressed

Not addressed

Not addressed

From Rights-of-Way
Management

Loss of 31,414 tons/year
of critical condition and
highly susceptible soils;
Loss of 28,594 tons/year
of saline soils within the
Colorado River drainage.

Loss of 4,463 tons/year
of critical condition
and highly susceptible
soils; Loss of 6,541
tons/year of saline soils
within the Colorado
River drainage.

Loss of 4,463 tons/year
of critical condition and
highly susceptible soils;
Loss of 6,591 tons/year
of saline soils within
the Colorado River
drainage.

From Recreation
Management

Loss of 128,357 tons per
year of critical condition
and highly susceptible
soils; Loss of 89,353 tons
per year of saline soils

within the Colorado River

drainage.

Loss of 55,347 tons per
year of critical
condition and highly
susceptible soils; Loss
of 33,348 tons per year
of saline soils within
the Colorado River
drainage.

Loss of 81,027 tons per
year of critical
condition and highly
susceptible soils; Loss
of 28,061 tons per year
of saline soils within
the Colorado River
drainage.

From Minerals
Management

Loss of 47,118 tons per
year of critical condition
and highly susceptible
soils; Loss of 28,171 tons
per year of saline soils

within the Colorado River

drainage.

Loss of critical
condition and highly
susceptible soils; 11,936
tons per year from
leasable mineral entry;
10,533 tons from
mineral sales; 13,082
tons from non-energy
leasables; annual loss of
saline soils in Colorado
River drainage: 7,975
tons from leasable
mineral entry; 6,152
tons from mineral sales
and 7,975 tons from
non-energy leasables.

Loss of critical
condition and highly
susceptible soils; 12,192
tons per year from
leasable mineral entry;
10,520 tons from
mineral sales; 11,880
tons from non-energy
leasables; annual loss of
saline soils in Colorado
River drainage: 6,392
tons from leasable
mineral entry; 5,936
tons from mineral sales
and 5,296 tons from
non-energy leasables.
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Alternative C

Alternative D

Table S-2 Summary of the Impacts

Alternative E

Not addressed

Not addressed

Not addressed

Horse and burro use at
the appropriate
management level
would result in a
reduction of 113 tons of
soil loss per year (2,260
tons over 20 years)

Loss of 4,463 tons/year
of critical condition and
highly susceptible soils;
Loss of 5,135 tons/year
of saline soils within the
Colorado River drainage.

Loss of 4,463 tons/year
of critical condition and
highly susceptible soils;
Loss of 5,582 tons/year
of saline soils within the

Colorado River drainage.

Not addressed

Due to error in
calculations used in the
Draft Plan the impact is
not addressed because it
is not significant

Loss of 79,495 tons per
year of critical condition
and highly susceptible
soils; Loss of 26,446
tons per year of saline
soils within the Colorado
River drainage.

Same as C

Not addressed

Soil losses resulting
from continued off-road
vehicle use in
previously disturbed
areas is approximately
2,650 tons per year.

Loss of critical condition
and highly susceptible
soils; 10,755 tons per
year from leasable
mineral entry; 18,807
tons from mineral sales;
9,876 tons from non-
energy leasables; annual
loss of saline soils in
Colorado River drainage:
4,231 tons from leasable
mineral entry; 4,556 tons
from mineral sales and
4,175 tons from non-
energy leasables.

Loss of critical condition

and highly susceptible
soils; 14,608 tons per
year from leasable
mineral entry; 14,206
tons from mineral sales;
13,669 tons from non-
energy leasables; annual
loss of saline soils in

Colorado River drainage:

7,964 tons from leasable

mineral entry; 8,996 tons

from mineral sales and
7,964 tons from non-
energy leasables.

Not addressed

From areas disturbed by
mineral activities an
estimated soil loss of
1,164 tons per year or a
total of 23,280 tons over
the life of the Plan
would be expected.




Program

Table S-2 Summary of the Impacts

No Action

Water Resource Management

Alternative A Alternative B

From Riparian

Not addressed

Not addressed

Not addressed

From Livestock
Grazing Management

48,799 tons per year
delivered to stream
channels from critical
condition and highly
susceptible soils; 8,556
tons per year of saline
sediments within Colorado
River drainage.

Same as No Action

Same as No Action

From Wild Horse and
Burro

Not addressed

Not addressed

Not addressed

\\

From Lands
Management

Annual increase of 1,512
to 3,974 acre-feet of water
used per year within the
Las Vegas Valley due to
land disposal.

Same as No Action

Same as No Action

From Right-of-Way
Management

2,356 tons per year
delivered to stream
channels from critical
condition and highly
susceptible soils; 2,145
tons per year of saline
sediments within Colorado
River drainage.

355 tons per year
delivered to stream
channels from critical
condition and highly
susceptible soils; 491
tons per year of saline
sediments within
Colorado River

drainage.

355 tons per year
delivered to stream

channels from critical
condition and highly
susceptible soils; 494

tons per year of saline

sediments within
Colorado River

_drainage.
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Table S-2 Summary of the Impacts

Alternative C

Alternative D

Alternative E

Proposed

Not addressed

Not addressed

Improved riparian areas
would aid in soil
stabilization, decreased
water temperatures,
moderate peak flows and
stabilize base flows.

Improving riparian areas
to proper functioning
condition would result
in improved water
quality. Protection of
springs in open
allotments and herd
management areas
would improve water
quality.

16,849 tons per year
delivered to stream
channels from critical
condition and highly
susceptible soils; 143
tons per year of saline
sediments within

Colorado River drainage.

42,288 tons per year
delivered to stream
channels from critical
condition and highly
susceptible soils; 7,051
tons per year of saline
sediments within

Colorado River drainage.

Long-term benefit could
occur through the
protection of
approximately 2,925
acres along Meadow
Valley Wash and Virgin
River.

Water quality
improvements on 117
spring sources would
occur as a result of
reduced grazing activity.

]

Not addressed

Not addressed

Not addressed

Water quality
improvement would
occur on 34 spring
sources as a result of
removal of horses from
3 of 6 herd management
areas

Same as No Action

Same as No Action

Additional lands to be
disposed of will increase
the demand on available
ground water.

Additional lands
available for disposal
will result in an
increased demand for
ground water (an
additional 3,193 acre
feet per year).

355 tons per year
delivered to stream
channels from critical
condition and highly
susceptible soils; 385
tons per year of saline
sediments within

Colorado River drainage.

355 tons per year
delivered to stream
channels from critical
condition and highly
susceptible soils; 419
tons per year of saline
sediments within

Colorado River drainage.

Not addressed

Minimal impact would
result through
implementation of
mitigation measures
such as reclamation and
the avoidance of waters
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Table S-2 Summary of the Impacts

No Action Alternative A Alternative B

Water Resource Management

From Recreation
Management

9,627 tons per year
delivered to stream
channels from critical
condition and highly
susceptible soils; 6,701
tons per year of saline
sediments within Colorado
River drainage.

4,151 tons per year
delivered to stream
channels from critical
condition and highly
susceptible soils; 2,501
tons per year of saline
sediments within
Colorado River
drainage.

6,077 tons per year
delivered to stream
channels from critical
condition and highly
susceptible soils; 2,105
tons per year of saline
sediments within
Colorado River
drainage.

From Minerals
Management

3,534 tons per year
delivered to stream
channels from critical
condition and highly
susceptible soils; 2,113
tons per year of saline
sediments within Colorado
River drainage.

Tons per year delivered
to stream channels from
critical condition and
highly susceptible soils;
895 from leasable
mineral entry, 790 from
mineral sales, 981 from
non-energy leasables.
Tons per year of saline
sediments within
Colorado River
drainage: 776 from
leasable mineral entry,
1,064 from mineral
sales, 837 from non-
energy leasables.

Tons per year delivered
to stream channels from
critical condition and
highly susceptible soils;
914 from leasable
mineral entry, 789 from
mineral sales, 891 from
non-energy leasables.
Tons per year of saline
sediments within
Colorado River
drainage: 479 from
leasable mineral entry,
445 from mineral sales,
397 from non-energy
leasables.

Riparian Resource Management

From Riparian
Management

Long-term enhancement
through maintenance,
restoration or
improvement of riparian
values to healthy,
productive ecological
condition

Same as No Action

Same as No Action




Alternative C

Table S-2 Summary of the Impacts

Alternative D

Alternative E

Proposed

5,962 tons per year
delivered to stream
channels from critical
condition and highly
susceptible soils; 1,983
tons per year of saline
sediments within

Colorado River drainage.

Same as C

Not addressed

The restriction of off-
road vehicle activity to
areas previously
disturbed will benefit
water resources through
the preservation of
presently undisturbed
areas.

Tons per year delivered
to stream channels from
critical condition and
highly susceptible soils;
807 from leasable
mineral entry, 1,411
from mineral sales, 741
from non-energy
leasables. Tons per year
of saline sediments
within Colorado River
drainage: 317 from
leasable mineral entry,
342 from mineral sales,
313 from non-energy
leasables.

Tons per year delivered
to stream channels from
critical condition and
highly susceptible soils;
1,096 from leasable
mineral entry, 1,065
from mineral sales, 1,025
from non-energy
leasables. Tons per year
of saline sediments
within Colorado River
drainage: 579 from
leasable mineral entry,
675 from mineral sales,
479 from non-energy
leasables.

Not addressed

Potential sedimentation
could occur to the 90
springs and approx. 12
miles of stream located
in areas open to mineral
activity.

Same as No Action

Same as No Action

Same as No Action

Measures would be
taken to ensure all
spring associated
riparian areas and
riparian areas associated
with perennial streams
would be in proper
functioning condition
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Table S-2 Summary of the Impacts

Program

' No Action

Riparian Resource Management

Alternative A

Alternative B

From Area of Critical
Environmental
Concern Management

Not addressed

Not addressed

Not addressed

Grazing Management

in riparian areas on 10
active allotments would
degrade those areas on 80
springs (approx. 40 acres
of riparian) and the Virgin
River (approx. 190 acres
of riparian)

grazing in riparian areas
on 10 active allotments
would degrade those
areas on 80 springs
(approx. 40 acres of
riparian); No impact on
the Virgin River

From Fish, Wildlife Not addressed Not addressed Not addressed
and Special Status

Species Management

From Livestock Concentration of grazing Concentration of Same as A

From Wild Horse and
Burro Management

Concentration of wild
horses and burros in
riparian areas on 5 herd
management areas would
degrade those areas on 58
springs (approx. 29 acres
of riparian).

Same as No Action

Same as No Action

\l

From Right-of-Way
Management

Not addressed

Not addressed

Not addressed
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Table S-2 Summary of the Impacts

Alternative C | Alternative D | Alternative E | I Proposéd I

Not addressed

Not addressed

Not addressed

Designation of
1,016,709 acres as
Areas of Critical
Environmental Concern
will help mitigate
impacts to riparian areas
on 106 springs and 1.7
miles of stream due to
restriction of impacting
activities.

Not addressed

Not addressed

Not addressed

Designation of 743,209
acres as Areas of
Critical Environmental
Concern for desert
tortoise reduce impacts
to riparian habitat at 82
springs and 1.7 miles of
stream due to restriction
of impacting activities.

Concentration of grazing
in riparian areas on 2
active allotments would
degrade those areas on
38 springs (about 19
acres of riparian); No
impact on the Virgin
River

Same as A

Closure to grazing plus
fencing riparian areas

where grazing remains

will mitigate impacts to
riparian areas.

Same as E

Same as No Action

Same as No Action

Removal of horses and
burros in some herd
management areas plus
managing for the
appropriate management
level in the remaining
herd management areas
will help mitigate
impacts to riparian
areas.

Removal of horses and
burros in some herd
management areas plus
managing for the
appropriate management
level in the remaining
areas to ensure proper
functioning condition
will mitigate impacts to
riparian areas.

Not addressed

Not addressed

Not addressed

Potential impacts to
riparian areas would be
minimized through
avoidance and site
specific mitigation.

)
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Table S-2 Summary of the Impacts

Allrative A

Riparian Resource Management

Alternative B

From Recreation
Management

Not addressed

Not addressed

Not addressed

From Minerals
Management

Not addressed

Not addressed

Not addressed

Vegetation Management

.

From Vegetation
Management

Long-term improvement
of vegetative community
due to management for
desired plant community
or potential natural

Same as No Action

Same as No Action

community
From Livestock Moderate to slight impacts | Reduced impacts from Same as A
Grazing Management from livestock grazing, by | livestock grazing based
cropping of forage plants on closure of 14
during the year. allotments to livestock
grazing
From Wild Horse and | Not addressed Utilization of forage Same as A

Burro Management

plants would be
eliminated with removal
of wild horses and
burros from Amargosa
Herd Management
Area; Impacts would
continue in other areas.
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Alternative C

Table S-2 Summary of the Impacts

et ——— e T

Alternative D

Alternative E

Proposed

Not addressed

Not addressed

Not addressed

Limiting off-road
vehicle activity to
existing roads and trails
would improve the
riparian resource
through the prevention
of new soil disturbance
and sediment
production.

Not addressed

Not addressed

Not addressed

Closure to mineral
activity, except fluid,
within 1/4 mile of
riparian areas would
help mitigate impacts to -

riparian habitat.

Same as No Action

Same as No Action

Same as No Action

Same as No Action

Decreased grazing
impacts in designated
Areas of Critical
Environmental Concern
where livestock grazing

Reduced impacts from
livestock grazing based
on closure of 24 grazing
allotments

Closure of 43 grazing
allotments would
increase above ground
biomass with plant vigor
and reproductive

Closure of 42 grazing
allotments would
increase above ground
biomass with plant vigor
and reproductive

elimination of use levels
based upon setting
appropriate management
levels and managing
herds and habitat would
minimize or eliminate
damage to vegetative
resources.

is removed capability maintained or | capability maintained or
enhanced. enhanced.
Same as A Same as A Substantial decrease to Same as E
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Table S-2 Summary of the Impacts

No Action

Alternative A

Alternative B

Visual Resource Management

_From Visual

Reduced impacts of

Reduced impacts by

Same as A "

Resource projects designation of visual
Management resource management
classes in planning area
From Lands Loss of natural landscape Same as No Action Same as No Action
Management in Las Vegas Valiey,

Mesquite, Laughlin &
Pahrump due to urban
development

From Rights-of-Way
Management

No corridors designated

Designation of corridors
would help protect
veiwsheds by
concentrating impacts
within specific
geographic areas;
Corridors would have
moderate visual

impacts.

From Minerals Impacts to form, line, Same as No Action Same as No Action
Management color, and texture from

mining; In some cases,

would cause long-term

scars to landscape
Fish, Wildlife and Special Status Species Management
From Riparian Enhanced habitat for Same as No Action Same as No Action
Management wildlife and special status

species
From Vegetation Enhanced habitat as result | Enhanced habitat from Same as A

Management

of management to achieve
full ecological potential or
potential natural
community

management for
potential natural
community;

management of
mesquite stands

From Areas of Critical
Environmental
Concern

No areas of critical
environmental concern
would be designated

Habitats for wildlife
would be protected by
the designation of
1,151,938 acres as areas
of critical environmental
concern

Habitats for wildlife
would be protected by
the designation of
1,530,838 acres as areas
of critical environmental
concern
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Alternative C

Table S-2 Summary of the Impacts

Alternative D

%\

Alternative E

Proposed

Same as A

Same as A

Same as A

Same as No Action

Same as No Action

Same as‘No Action

Same as No Action “

Same as A

Same as A

Same as A

Same as A

Same as No Action

Same as No Action

Not addressed

Same as No Action

Same as No Action

Same as No Action

Same as No Action

Same as No Action “

Same as A

Same as A

Same as A

Same as A

Habitats for wildlife
would be protected by
the designation of
1,538,298 acres as areas
of critical environmental
concern

Same as A

Habitats for wildlife
would be protected by
the designation of
969,591 acres as areas
of critical environmental
concern

Habitats for wildlife
would be protected by
the designation of
1,005,031 acres as areas
of critical environmental
concern
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Fish, Wildlife and Special Status Species Management

Table S-2 Summary of the Impacts

No Action

Alternative A

Alternative B

From Fish, Wildlife
and Special Status
Species Management

Habitat would be managed
to sustain or increase
existing wildlife
populations

Same as No Action

Same as No Action

From Livestock
Grazing Management

Wildlife habitat would
improve as 2,795,792
acres open to grazing
would be managed under
Section 7 prescriptions
and 875,335 acres would
be closed to grazing.

Wildlife habitat would
improve as 2,595,247
acres open to grazing
would be managed
under Section 7
prescriptions and
1,075,880 acres would
be closed to grazing

Same as A

From Wild Horse and
Burro Management

Managing wild horses and
burros to maintain thriving
ecological balance would
improve habitat for some
wildlife.

Same as No Action

Same as No Action

From Lands
Management

Disposal of Category I
and II tortoise habitat
would fragment tortoise
populations and reduce
available habitat

970,160 acres of
tortoise habitat within
Areas of Critical
Environmental Concern
would not be available
for disposal and would
be protected for the
long-term

1,346,200 acres of
tortoise habitat within
Areas of Critical
Environmental Concern
would not be available
for disposal and would
be protected for the
long

From Rights-of-Way
Management

Both direct and indirect
impacts to wildlife from
rights-of-way construction
& maintenance

Impacts to wildlife
from construction &
maintenance; Habitat
would be protected as
Areas of Critical
Environmental Concern
would be closed to
material site rights-of-
way and be right-of-
way avoidance areas,
outside of corridors

Impacts to wildlife
from construction &
maintenance; Only
Category I tortoise
habitat would be closed
to material sites rights-
of-way resulting in
continuing impacts to
wildlife in other areas

Not addressed

Impacts to wildlife from
designation of 590
miles of corridors.

Impacts to wildlife from
590 miles of corridors.

|
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Table S-2 Summary of the Impacts

Alternative C

Alternative D

Alternative E

Proposed

Same as No Action

Same as No Action

Same as No Action

Same as No Action

Wildlife habitat would
improve as 1,001,767
acres open to livestock
grazing would be
managed under Section
7 prescriptions and
2,669,360 acres would
be closed to grazing.

Wildlife habitat would
improve as 2,341,875
acres open to livestock
grazing would be
managed under Section 7
prescriptions and
1,329,252 acres would
be closed to grazing.

Habitat for wildlife
would improve as
2,757,360 acres would
be closed to livestock
grazing; Open aliotments
would be managed
under Section 7
prescriptions

Wildlife habitat would
improve as 2,721,002
acres would be closed to
livestock grazing. 11
allotments open to
grazing would be
managed under Section
7 prescriptions

Same as No Action

Same as No Action

Managing for zero
animals in 4 herd
management areas and
for appropriate
management level in
other areas would
improve habitat for
wildlife

Managing for zero
animals in 3 herd
management areas and
managing for
appropriate management
level in other areas
would improve habitat
for wildlife

1,356,680 acres of
tortoise habitat within
Areas of Critical
Environmental Concern
would not be available
for disposal and would
be protected for the long
term .

Same as A

797,938 acres of tortoise
habitat within Areas of
Critical Environmental
Concern would not be
available for disposal
and would be protected
for the long term

743,209 acres of tortoise
habitat within Areas of
Critical Environmental
Concern would not be
available for disposal
and would be protected
for the long term

Same as A

Same as A

Same as A

Impacts to wildlife
from construction &
maintenance; Areas of
Critical Environmental
Concern would be right-
of-way avoidance areas,
outside of corridors and
would be closed to
material site rights-of-
way, except within 1/2
mile of highways.

Impacts to wildlife from
476 miles of corridors.

Impacts to wildlife from
563 miles of corridors.

Impacts to wildlife from
539 miles of corridors.

Same as E
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Table S-2 Summary of the Impacts

Fish, Wildlife and Special Status Speciés Management

No Action

Alternative A

Alternative B

From Recreation Impacts to wildlife from Impacts to wildlife from | Same as A "
Management off-highway vehicle off-highway vehicle use

designations: 2,900,998 would decrease: 9,180

acres OPEN; 766,789 acres OPEN; 3,649,757

acres LIMITED; 3,313 acres LIMITED; 12,190

acres CLOSED. acres CLOSED.

Impacts to wildlife in Impacts to wildlife Same as A

areas open to competitive
off-highway vehicle
events; Most of the
planning area is open.

would be reduced as
acreage open to high-
speed competitive
events would decrease.

From Wilderness
Management

Over the short-term
wildlife habitat in
wilderness study areas
would be protected by
Interim Management
Policy

Same as No Action

Same as No Action

Congressional release of
study areas would impact
long-term management of
wildlife habitat.

Same as No Action

Same as No Action

From Minerals
Management

Impacts to wildlife from
mineral development on
4,412,940 acres open to
fluid mineral leasing;
4,208,846 acres open to
locatables; 4,496,342 acres
open to saleables;
4,448,329 acres open to
non-energy leasables

Impacts to wildlife from
mineral development on
3,968,864 acres open to
fluid mineral leasing;
3,703,833 acres open to
locatables; 3,943,316
acres open to non-
energy leasables;
2,959,709 acres open to
saleables

Impacts to wildlife
from mineral
development on
3,828,982 acres open to
fluid mineral leasing;
3,158,567 acres open to
locatables; 2,561,798
acres open to saleables;
3,522,205 acres open to
non-energy leasables
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Table S-2 Summary of the Impacts

Alternative C

Alternative D

Alternative E

Proposed

Impacts to wildlife from | Same as A Impacts to wildlife from | Impacts to wildlife from
off- highway vehicles off- highway vehicles off- highway vehicles
would decrease: 9,180 would decrease: 10,180 would decrease: 24,600
acres OPEN; 3,648,757 acres OPEN; 3,542,820 acres OPEN; 3,303,735
acres LIMITED; 13,190 acres LIMITED; 4,360 acres LIMITED; 3,560
acres CLOSED. acres CLOSED. acres CLOSED.

Same as A Same as A Same as A Impacts to wildlife

would be reduced as
acreage open to high
speed, competitive
events would decrease.

Same as No Action

Same as No Action

Same as No Action

Same as No Action

Same as No Action

Same as No Action

Same as No Action

Study areas released by
Congress would be
managed to maintain
their existing aesthetic
qualities

Increased protection of
wildlife from closure of
2,033,369 acres to fluid
mineral leasing; .
2,312,668 acres to
locatables; 2,108,907
acres to saleables, and
2,004,689 acres to non-
energy leasables

Impacts to wildlife from
4,468,344 acres open to
fluid mineral leasing;
4,008,868 acres to
locatables; 4,035,390
acres to mineral
materials; 4,448,329
acres to non-energy
leasables

Increased protection of
wildlife from closure of
552,024 acres to fluid
mineral leasing,
2,828,613 acres to
locatables; 1,220,482
acres to saleables, and
3,183,450 acres to non-
energy leasables

Increased protection of
wildlife from no surface
occupancy stipulations
on 866,067 acres open
to fluid mineral leasing,
withdrawal of 1,227,226
acres to locatables;
closure of 1,033,569
acres to saleables, and
1,443,799 acres to non-
energy leasables
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Table S-2 Summary of the Impacts

No Action, Alternative A Alternative B

Fish, Wildlife and Special Status Species Management

Not addressed Additional protection of | Same as A
wildlife habitat as
tortoise areas of critical
environmental concern
would be closed to
mineral materials
disposal and seasonal
closures would be in
effect for fluid mineral

leasing
Livestock Grazing Management
From Riparian Not addressed Not addressed | Not addressed
Management
From Fish, Wildlife Not addressed Not addressed Not addressed
and Special Status
Species Management
Decreased grazing from Same as No Action Same as No Action
management actions and
Section 7 consultation;
season of use and
utilization levels reduced
From Range Not addressed Not addressed Not addressed »
Reclassification
Wild Horse and Burro Management
From Air, Soil and Short-term possible Same as No Action Same as No Action
Water Resource reductions in horse and
Management burro numbers from

management actions; long-
term improved condition
of vegetation and water
quality and quantity
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Table S-2 Summary of the Impacts

Alternative C

Alternative D

Alternative E

Proposed

Same as A Impacts to wildlife Additional protection of | Additional protection of
tortoise areas of critical wildlife as all areas of wildlife as all
environmental concern critical environmental areas of critical
would remain open-to concern would be environmental concern
mineral material recommended for would be recommended
disposal; Increased closure to saleables, for withdrawal from the
protection from seasonal | solid leasables and mining law and closed
closure on fluid mineral material site rights-of- to saleables, solid
leasing way leasables.

Not addressed Not addressed Livestock would be Same as E

relocated or removed if
utilization levels are
exceeded.
Not addressed Not addressed Protection of special Same as E

status species could
require a change in
grazing systems or
removal of livestock.

Substantial decrease in
forage use from closure
of desert tortoise habitat
to livestock grazing

Same as No Action

Substantial decrease in
forage use from closure
of tortoise areas of
critical environmental
concern to livestock
grazing.

—

Not addressed

-Not addressed

Permittees could realize
an economic benefit by
setting of preference
since a animal unit
month has an implied
value.

Not addressed \\

Same as No Action

Same as No Action

Wild burros would be
removed from Gold
Butte & Eldorado Herd
Management Areas (o
implement Tortoise

Wild burros would be
removed from Eldorado
and part of Gold Butte
Herd Management
Areas to implement
Tortoise Recovery Plan.

Recovery Plan.
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Table S-2 Summary of the Impacts

Program

No Action

Wild Horse and Burro Management

Alternative A

Alternative B

From Fish,
Wildlife and
Special Status
Species
Management

Competition from
wildlife expanding into
herd management areas;
potential for reduced
herd numbers in
tortoise habitat

Same as No Action

Same as No Action

From Rights-of-
Way Management

Not addressed

Not addressed

Not addressed

Cultural Resource Management

From Fish,
Wildlife and
Special Status
Species
Management

Not addressed

Designation of 1,017,838
acres as areas of critical
environmental concern aids
in preserving 2,200 eligible
sites

Designation of
1,404,358 acres as areas
of critical environmental
concern aids in
preserving 2,800
eligible sites

From Forestry
Management

Potential disturbance of
700 eligible sites from
cutting in Virgin,
McCullough, Spring
Mountains

Potential disturbance of
300 eligible sites from
wood cutting in Pahrump
Valley and Amargosa Flat

SmneasA

From Livestock

Potential disturbance of

Potential disturbance of

Same as A

availability for disposal
of 3,140,585 acres

availability for disposal of
1,603,885 acres

Grazing 5,200 eligible sites, 5,200 eligible sites, 31,000
Management 31,000 acres of acres of Traditional
Traditional Lifeway Lifeway Area
Area
From Lands Potential disturbance of | Potential disturbance of Potential disturbance of
Management 6,300 eligible sites from | 3,300 eligible sites from 2,500 eligible sites from

availability for disposal
of 1,224,985 acres

From Rights-of-
Way Management

Potential disturbance of
6,500 eligible sites,
31,000 acres Traditional
Lifeway Area from
permits

Potential disturbance of
1,000 eligible sites from
designated corridors on

540,247 acres

Same as A
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Table S-2 Summary of the Impacts

Alternative C | Altemnative D ' Alternative E | Proposed I

Same as No Action

Same as No Action

Wild burros would be
removed from Gold
Butte & Eldorado Herd
Management Areas to
implement Tortoise
Recovery Plan.

Wild burros would be
removed from Eldorado
and part of Gold Butte
Herd Management
Areas to implement
Tortoise Recovery Plan.

Not addressed

Not addressed

Fencing highways
without installing under
passes would hinder
movement of animals as
well as closing access to
waters.

Same as E

Designation of Same as A Designation of 969,591 Designation of
1,409,478 acres as areas acres of areas of critical 1,005,031 acres of areas
of critical environmental environmental concern of critical environmental
concern aids in aids in preserving 2,100 concern aids in
preserving 2,800 eligible eligible sites. preserving 2,100

sites eligible sites.

Same as A Same as A Not addressed- Potential disturbance of

300 eligible sites from
wood cutting in
Pahrump Valley.

Potential disturbance of
2,000 eligible sites,
31,000 acres of °
Traditional Lifeway
Area

Potential disturbance of
4,600 eligible sites,

- 31,000 acres of
Traditional Lifeway Area

Potential disturbance of
1,700 eligible sites.

Potential disturbance of
1,255 eligible sites.

Minimum of 2,000
eligible sites protected
by closure of planning
area to leases and
permits

Potential disturbance of
3,500 eligible site from
availability to disposal of
1,517,562 acres

Not addressed

Potential disturbance
involving 2,100 eligible
sites by the availability
of 1,022,314 acres for
disposal.

Potential disturbance of
1,000 eligible sites from
designated corridors on

505,012 acres

Potential disturbance of
1,000 eligible sites from
designated corridors on

531,148 acres

Not addressed

Potential disturbance of
200 eligible sites from
designated corridors on
157,761 acres.
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Table S-2 Summary of the Impacts

No Action

Alternative A

Alternative B

Cultural Resource Management

From Recreation
Management

Potential disturbance of
5,800 eligible sites from
off-road vehicle use on
2,900,298 acres
designated as OPEN

Potential disturbance of 20
eligible sites from off-road
vehicle use on 9,180 acres
designated as OPEN

Same as A

From Wilderness
Management

Additional protection of
cultural resources from
restrictions on new
access and limitations
on other surface-
disturbing activities in
wilderness study areas

Same as No Action

Same as No Action

From Minerals
Management

Potential disturbance of
7,500 eligible sites,
31,000 acres Traditional
Lifeway Areas

Potential disturbance of
7,500 eligible sites from
locatables; to 6,000 eligible
sites from saleable
minerals; 7,500 eligible
sites from solid leasables;
and 1,500 eligible sites
from fluid mineral uses

Potential disturbance of
7,300 eligible sites from
locatables; to 5,400
eligible sites from
saleable minerals; 7,300
eligible sites from solid
leasables; and 3,800
eligible sites from fluid
mineral uses

Lands Management

From Lands
Management

Long-term
encumbrances could
occur on lands
identified for disposal
but also a part of the
3,140,759 acres
available for Section
302 leases, permits, and
airport leases; multiple
use goals would be met

Long-term encumbrances
could occur on lands
identified for disposal but
also a part of the
1,636,059 acres available
for leases and permits;
encumbrances lessened by
limiting airport leasing to
specific areas; multiple use
goals would be met

Long-term
encumbrances could
occur on lands
identified for disposal
but also a part of the
1,257,159 acres
available for leases,
permits, and airport
leasing; multiple use
goals would be met




Alternative C

Table S-2 Summary of the Impacts

Alternative D

Alternative E

Proposed

Same as A

SamdasA

Not addressed

Potential disturbance of
eligible sites from off-
road vehicle use on
24,600 acres designated
as OPEN

Same as No Action

Same as No Action

Not addressed

Same as No Action

Potential disturbance of
5,000 eligible sites from
locatables; 5,400 eligible
sites from saleable
minerals; 5,700 eligible
sites from solid
leasables; and 1,500
eligible sites from fluid
mineral uses

Potential disturbance of
7,700 eligible sites from
locatables; 7,700 eligible
sites from saleables;
9,000 eligible sites from
solid leasables; and
1,000 eligible sites from
fluid mineral uses

Potential disturbance of
7,500 eligible sites from
mineral exploration and
development.

Same as C

Closing the planning
area to leases and
permits would prevent
long-term encumbrances
on lands valuable for
disposal; some long-term
encumbrances could
occur from airport
leasing limited to
specific areas; multiple
use management goals
would still be met

Long-term
encumbrances could
occur on lands identified
for disposal but also a

part of the 1,657,514

acres available for
leases, permits and
airport leasing; multiple
use goals would be met

Not addressed

Land would be available
to enhance community
growth and expansion.




Table S-2 Summary of the Impacts

From Rights-of-
Way Management

Public lands would be
encumbered,
establishing valid
existing rights-

Designation of 540,247
acres of utility corridors
could lessen encumbrances
on lands identified for
disposal; potential loss of
37,372 acres identified for
disposal throughout the
planning area

Designation of 540,247
acres of utility corridors
could lessen
encumbrances on lands
identified for disposal;
potential loss of 77,124
acres identified for
disposal throughout the
planning area

Program No Action Alternative A Alternative B l

Lands Management

From Minerals
Management

Impacts to lands
disposal program could
occur from "nuisance”
claims, mineral entry,
and development for
locatable, leasable, and
saleable minerals on
163,673 acres

Withdrawal of 65,998
acres from all mineral
entry and development
within the Las Vegas and
Laughlin areas would limit
long term or permanent
encumbrances which could
preclude disposal or lower
appraisal values

Withdrawal of 111,524
acres from all mineral
entry and development
within the Las Vegas
and Laughlin areas
would limit long-term
or permanent
encumbrances which
could preclude disposal
or lower appraisal

Way

could occur due to
continued proliferation
of randomly placed
utility line and material
site rights-of-way
(mainly in Clark
County)

could reduce social,
economic, and
environmental impacts by
confining similar uses to a
specific area.

values
Rights-of-Way Management
From Rights-of- Long-term impacts Right-of-way corridors Same as A

Not addressed

Right-of-way exclusion
areas could constitute a
loss of 31% of public land
available for material site
development; Right-of-way
avoidance areas could
constitute a loss of 53% of
public land available for
all types of rights-of-way

Exclusion areas could
constitute a loss of 9%
of public lands available
for material site
development;

Avoidance areas could
constitute a loss of

63% of public lands
available for all types of
rights-of-way
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Alternative C

Designation of 505,012
acres of utility corridors
could lessen
encumbrances on lands
identified for disposal;
potential loss of 19,375
acres identified for
disposal throughout the
planning area

Table S-2 Summary of the Impacts

Alternative D

| Designation of 531,148
acres of utility corridors
could lessen
encumbrances on lands
identified for disposal;
potential loss of 179,953
acres identified for
disposal throughout the
planning area

Alternative E

Not addressed

Proposed

Designation of 158,806
acres of utility corridors
could lessen
encumbrances incurred
on Public lands by
randomly placed lines.

Withdrawal of 61,278
acres from all mineral
entry and development
within the Las Vegas
and Laughlin areas
would limit long-term or
permanent encumbrances
which could preclude
disposal or lower
appraisal values

Withdrawal of 57,163
acres from locatable
entry in the Las Vegas,
Searchlight, Jean,
Goodsprings and
Laughlin areas would
limit long-term or
permanent encumbrances
which could preclude
disposal or lower
appraisal values

Not addressed

Mineral entry and
development encumbers
land and lessens
appraisal values.

Same as A

Same as A

Scenic values and
integrity of the
surrounding area would
be better protected by
designation of corridors.

Same as E

Exclusion areas could
constitute a loss of 42%
of public lands available
for material site
development; Avoidance
areas could constitute a
loss of 63% of public
land available for all
types of rights-of-way.

Exclusion areas could
constitute a loss of 34%
of public lands available
for linear and areal
rights-of-way (including
material sites);
Avoidance areas could
constitute a loss of 53%
of public lands available
for all types of rights-of-

way.

Not addressed

rights-of-way (including

Exclusion areas could
constitute a loss of 28%
of public lands available
for linear and areal

material sites);
Avoidance areas could
constitute a loss of 29%
of public lands available
for all types of rights-
of-way.
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Table S-2 Summary of the Impacts

Alternative A Alternative B

Delays in processing
applications could occur
due to continued
authorization of
communication (comm)
site rights-of-way on
crowded, multi-user
sites operating without
a site management plan

Management would be
facilitated by limiting
future comm site rights-of-
way to established sites,
until approval of a site
management plan for each
specific site

Same as A

Acaquisitions

From Acquisitions

Not addressed

Short-term administrative
impacts could occur from
acquisition of 12,679 acres
of private lands

Short-term
administrative impacts
could occur from
acquisition of 9,049
acres of private lands

Recreation Management

From Water
Resource
Management

Not addressed

Minor impacts to avoid
water sources, including
rerouting of off-highway
vehicle events; increased
water source developments
could increase visitor use
by 10%

Same as A

From Areas of
Critical
Environmental
Concern
Management

Not addressed

v

Off-highway vehicle
competitive events would
be eliminated on 1,145,978
acres designated as areas
of critical environmental
concern

Off-highway vehicle
competitive events
would be eliminated on
1,530,838 acres of areas
of critical environmental
concern

From Fish,
Wildlife and
Special Status
Species
Management

Cancellation of
competitive events in
tortoise habitat resulted
in impacts to
participants and
spectators; Closure of
996,400 acres to
competitive off-highway
vehicle use would
increase use in
Jean/Roach areas and

Nelson Hills.

Cancellation of competitive
events in tortoise habitat
resulted in impacts to
participants and spectators;
Closure of 970,160 acres
would increase use in
Jean/Roach, Eldorado,
Nelson Hills, and Nellis
Dunes.

Cancellation of
competitive events in
tortoise habitat resulted
in impacts to
participants and
spectators; Closure of
1,346,200 acres would
increase use in
Jean/Roach areas and
Nelson Hills.

(9



Alternative C

Table S-2 Summary of the Impacts

Alternative D

Alternative E

Proposed

competitive events in
tortoise habitat resulted
in impacts to
participants and
spectators; Closure of
1,356,680 acres would
increase use in
Jean/Roach area and
Nelson Hills.

competitive events in
tortoise habitat resulted
in impacts to participants
and spectators; Closure
of 798,000 acres would
increase use in
Jean/Roach area,
Pahrump Valley,
Laughlin and Nellis
Dunes.

Same as A Same as A Not addressed Same as A
Short-term Same as B Not addressed Any private lands
administrative impacts acquired within areas of
could occur from critical environmental
acquisition of 14,669 concern would enhance
acres of private lands the integrity of those
areas
Same as A Same as A Not addressed Minor impacts to avoid
water sources, including
rerouting of off-highway
vehicle events.
Off-highway vehicle Same as A Off-highway vehicle Off-highway vehicle
competitive events competitive events would | speed events eliminated
would be eliminated on be eliminated on 969,591 | from 1,005,031 acres of
1,538,298 acres of areas acres areas of critical critical environmental
of critical environmental environmental concern concern; Minimal
concern ' impact as limits are
already in effect.
Cancellation of Same as A Cancellation of Minimal impact. Users

and use patterns have
already adjusted to
desert tortoise protection
measures and limits.




Table S-2 Summary of the Impacts

No Action

Alternative A

Alternative 'B

Recreation Management

From Fish, Wildlife
and Special Status
Species
Management

Approx. a 10%
reduction in visitor use
would be expected,
based upon restrictions
in tortoise habitat

Approx. a 6 % reduction
in visitor use would be
expected, based upon
restrictions in tortoise
habitat

Approx. a 10%reduction

in visitor use would be
expected, based upon
restrictions in tortoise
habitat

Big Dune would be
open to casual off-road
vehicle use, except for
five acres which would
be closed

Same as No Action

Same as No Action

From Rights-of-
Way Management

Construction of new
projects could reduce
semi-primitive and non-
motorized
opportunities; increased
hunting and camping
opportunities

Additional road rights-of-
way in Sunrise Mtn. could
increase visitor use by
10% but could reduce
aesthetic value; Right-of-
way construction could
detract from semi-
primitive and non-
motorized opportunities

Same as A

From Recreation
Management

Visitor use would
increase by 10% or
144,810 visitor days

Visitor use would increase
by 20% or 289,620 visitor
days; Special Recreation
Management Areas would
be designated.

Same as A

From Minerals
Management

Geophysical exploration
and road construction
could reduce water
percolation into caves

Management actions to
protect cave and karst

resources would lessen
impacts from minerals
activities

Same as A

Loss of 20% of semi-
primitive non-
motorized opportunities
from mineral
exploration and
development.

Management actions to
protect areas of critical
environmental concern,
caves, and semi-primitive
areas would lessen
impacts from minerals
activities.

Same as A; Big Dune
Special Recreation
Management Area
would be protected
from minerals
exploration and

development.
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Alternative C

Table S-2 Summary of the Impacts

Alternative D

Alternative E

Proposed

Same as B

Same as B

Approx. a 15%
reduction in visitor use
would be expected,
based upon restrictions
in tortoise habitat

Minimal impact. Users
and use patterns have
already adjusted to
desert tortoise protection
measures and limits.

With Big Dune closed,
displaced recreationists
would need to travel
greater distances for
similar opportunities

Same as No Action

Same as No Action

Off-highway vehicle
enthusiasts would be
displaced from about
10% of Big Dunes

Same as A Same as A Increased access could Same as A
increase opportunities
for hunting, camping
and off-highway vehicle
touring, racing and free-
play
Same as No Action; Big | Same as A Same as No Action Visitor use would
Dune and Desert View increase by 20% or
would not be designated 289,620 visitor days due
as Special Recreation to increased population
Management Areas. growth.
Same as A Same as A Not addressed Same as A
Same as B Protection of caves from | Not addressed Same as A
locatable mineral entry;
loss of 20% of semi-
primitive non-motorized
recreation opportunities
from mineral activities
over 10 year period.
1
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Minerals Management

Table S-2 Summary of the Impacts

Program No Action Alternative A Alternative B

From Riparian Not addressed Approx. 2,330 acres would | Approx. 5,350 acres

Management be withdrawn from mining | would be withdrawn
claim location, solid from mining claim
mineral leasing, and location, solid mineral
mineral material disposal; | leasing, and mineral
fluid mineral leasing material disposal; fluid
would be allowed subject mineral leasing would
to major restrictions ' be allowed subject to

major restrictions
From Areas of ‘No impacts Areas of critical 1,465,138 acres of areas

mineral leasing and
mineral material disposal

Critical environmental concern of critical environmental

Environmental would be designated, concern would be

Concern withdrawing 931,398 acres | withdrawn from mineral

Management from mineral material material disposal;
disposal; 172,218 acres 175,938 acres from
from mining claim mining claim location;
location, solid mineral 544,938 acres from
leasing, and fluid mineral solid mineral leasing;
leasing; 9,600 acres would | 10,000 acres would be  f
be open to fluid mineral open to fluid mineral
leasing, subject to major leasing, subject to major
restrictions; 760,277 acres | restrictions; 956,580
would be open to fluid acres would be open to
mineral leasing, subject to | fluid mineral leasing,
minor restrictions subject to minor

restrictions

From Fish, Wildlife | -----------—-- Approx. 634 acres would Same as A

and Special Status be withdrawn from mining

Species ‘ claim location, mineral

Management leasing, and mineral
material disposal “

From Cultural | --~eememeemene Approx. 31,000 acres Same as A

Resource would be withdrawn from

Management mining claim location,

12



Alternative C

Table S-2 Summary of the Impacts

Alternative D

Alternative E

Proposed -

Same as B

Same as No Action

Not addressed

Approx. 9,000 acres
would be withdrawn
from mining claim
location, solid mineral
leasing, and mineral
material disposal; fluid
mineral leasing would
be allowed subject to no
surface occupancy

1,538,298 acres of areas
of critical environmental
concern would be
withdrawn from mineral
material disposal and
solid mineral leasing;
1,474,658 acres from
mining claim location;
1,483,258 acres from
fluid mineral leasing;
1,000 acres would be
open to fluid mineral
leasing subject to major
restrictions; 54,040 acres
would be open to fluid
mineral leasing subject
to minor restrictions

Areas of critical
environmental concern
would be designated,
withdrawing 139,658
acres from mineral
material disposal and
mining claim location

Not addressed

Areas of critical
environmental concern
would be designated,
withdrawing 1,005,031
acres from mining claim
location, mineral
material disposal and
mineral leasing. Fluid
mineral leasing would
be subject to no surface
occupancy and timing
and use constraints.

Approx. 11,600 acres
would be withdrawn
from mining claim
location, mineral leasing,
and mineral material
disposal

Same as A

Increased costs of
operation and
reclamation of disturbed
areas in areas of critical
environmental concern

Same as E; Approx.
25% of the planning
area would be
withdrawn from mining
claim, mineral leasing,
and mineral material
disposal.

Same as A

Approx. 12,570 acres
would be withdrawn
from mining claim .
location, mineral leasing
and mineral material
disposal

Approx. 12,400 acres
would be withdrawn
from mining claim
location, mineral leasing
and mineral material
disposal

Approx. 12,185 acres
would be withdrawn
from mining claim -
location, mineral leasing
and mineral material
disposal

13
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Minerals Management

No Action

Table S-2 Summary of the Impacts

Alternative A

Altemative B

From Lands
Management

Disposal of 108,107
acres of public lands in
Las Vegas Valley,
including saleable
mineral, would
decrease the availability
of silt, sand and gravel
to construction industry

Disposal of 61,838 acres
of public lands within Las
Vegas Valley, including
saleable minerals, would
decrease the availability of
silt, sand and gravel to
construction industry

Disposal of 99, 391
acres of public lands
within Las Vegas
Valley, including
saleable minerals, would
decrease the availability
of silt, sand and gravel
to construction industry

From Lands
Management

Existing classifications,
withdrawals, and
segregation affect
530,582 acres, limiting
the availability of
public lands for mining
claim location, mineral
leasing, and mineral
material disposal

Same as No Action

Same as No Action

From Rights-of-
Way Management

Existing material site
rights-of-way would
exclude 15,842 acres,
from mining claim

Same as No Action

Same as No Action

location
From Recreation Approx. 3,308 acres Approx. 12,190 acres Same as A
Management would be designated as | would be designated as

closed to all motorized | closed to all motorized

vehicle use, restricting vehicle use, restricting

access for mineral- access for mineral-related

related activities activities

----------------- Cave management actions | Same as A

would limit the availability
of 3,200 acres of public
lands to mining claim
location, mineral
materials disposal, solid
mineral leasing and fluid
mineral leasing.




Table S-2 Summary of the Impacts

Alternative C

Alternative D

Alternative E

Proposed

‘| Disposal of 59,998 acres
of public lands within
Las Vegas Valley,
including saleable
minerals, would decrease
the availability of silt,
sand and gravel to
construction industry

Same as B

Disposal of 69,771 acres
of public lands within
Las Vegas Valley,
including saleable
minerals, would decrease
the availability of silt,
sand and gravel to
construction industry

Disposal of 175,314
acres of public lands,
including saleable
minerals, would
decrease the availability
of silt, sand and gravel
to construction industry

Same as No Action

Same as No Action

Not addressed

Existing classifications,
withdrawals, and
segregation affect
434,055 acres, limiting
the availability of public
lands for mining claim
location, mineral
leasing, and mineral
material disposal

Same as No Action

Same as No Action

Not addressed

Same as No Action \‘

Same as A

Same as A

Not addressed

Approx. 3,560 acres
would be designated as
closed to all motorized
vehicle use, restricting
access for mineral-
related activities.

Same as A

Cave management
actions would potentially
limit the availability of
3,200 acres of public
lands to mining claim
location

Not addressed

Same as A




Table S-2 Summary of the Impacts

Program

Minerals Management

No Action

Alternative A

Altemative B

From Minerals
Management

Acreage available for fluid
mineral leasing would
decrease by 11%, solid
mineral leasing acreage by
11%, mining claim
location acreage by 12%
and mineral material
disposal acreage by 34%

Acreage available for
fluid mineral leasing
would decrease by 14%,
solid mineral leasing
acreage by 20%, mining
claim location acreage
by 25%, and mineral
material disposal
acreage by 43%

Fire Management

From Air Resource
Management

Fire kept to a maximum
of 10 acres 90% of the
time in the Non-
Attainment Area

Same as No Action

Same as No Action

From Soil Resource
Management

Critical erosion areas
would require the use of
hand tools

Same as No Action

Same as No Action

From Riparian
Resource
Management

Limits on use of foams,
penetrants or retardants
within 100 yards of
riparian areas, could
lead to larger fires in
some instances

Same as No Action

Same as No Action

From Wilderness
Management

Prescribed burning for
enhancement available
on case-by-case basis,
under approved bum
plan

Minor impacts to fire
program as  prescribed
burning for enhancement
only allowed on 56,721
acres in specified
wilderness study areas;
burning for fuels reduction
only allowed on 61,793

acres in specified
wilderness  study  areas,
subject  to approved

plan/environmental
assessment

Same as A
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Alternative C

Minerals Management

Table S-2 Summary of the Impacts

T S —

Alternative D

Alternative 