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LANDER COUNTY COMMISSIONERS MEETING
TOWN BOARD OF BATTLE MOUNTAIN & AUSTIN
BOARD OF COUNTY HIGHWAY COMMISSIONERS

November §, 2018

LANDER COUNTY COURTHOUSE
COMMISSIONERS' CHAMBER
50 STATE ROUTE 305
BATTLE MOUNTAIN, NEVADA

Also Via Teleconference At

AUSTIN COURTHOUSE
COMMISSION OFFICE
122 MAIN STREET
AUSTIN, NEVADA

Call to Order
Pledge of Allegiance
A Moment of Silence
Lander County Commissioners may break for lunch from 12:00pm to 1:15pm
Any agenda item may be taken out of order, may be combined for consideration by the public
body, and items may be pulled or removed from the agenda at any time.
Commissioners Reports on meetings, conferences and seminars attended
Staff Reports on meetings, conferences and seminars attended
Public Comment - For non-agendized items only. Persons are invited to submit comments in
writing and/or attend and make comments on any non- agenda item at the Board meeting if
any, and discussion of those comments at the discretion of the Board. All public comment may
be limited to three (3) minutes per person, again at the discretion of the Board. Reasonable
restrictions may be placed on public comments based upon time, place and manner, but public
comment based upon viewpoint may not be restricted.

*CONSENT AGENDA*

All matters listed under the consent agenda are considered routine, and may be acted upon by
the Board of County Commissioners with one action, without extensive discussion. Any
member of the Board or any citizen may request that an item be taken from the consent agenda,
discussed and acted upon separately during this meeting. Consent agenda materials are available
at the Lander County Clerk's office for viewing and copies are available for a nominal charge.

*(1) Approval of November 8, 2018 Agenda Notice
*(2) Approval of October 11, 2018 Meeting Minutes
*(3) Approval of October 25, 2018 Meeting Minutes
*(4) Approval of the Payment of Bills

*(5) Approval of Payroll Change Requests

"Lander County is an Equal Opportunity Provider”
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*(1)

*2)

*(3)

*4)

*(5)

*(6)
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*COMMISSIONERS*

Discussion only regarding the November 27, 2018 Nevada Department of
Transportation (NDOT) Workshop scheduled for 9:00 am in the Community Meeting
Room of the Lander County Administration Building, and all other matters properly
related thereto.

Public Comment

Discussion and possible action to approve/disapprove a medical marijuana cultivation
facility license to Lander Leaf Growers, a pre-qualified applicant located in northern
Lander County, and all other matters properly related thereto.

Public Comment

Discussion and possible action to approve/disapprove a medical marijuana cultivation
facility license, a medical marijuana production facility license, a recreational
marijuana cultivation facility license and a recreational marijuana production facility
license to Pure Growers, a pre-qualified applicant located in northern Lander County,
and all other matters properly related thereto.

Public Comment

Discussion and possible action to discuss the fees associated with the use of the Battle
Mountain Civic Center for the Lander County Convention and Tourism Authority, and
all other matters properly related thereto.

Public Comment

Discussion only regarding an update of the Austin Realignment Project as presented
by Summit Engineering, and all other matters properly related thereto.

Public Comment

Discussion and possible action to set a date, time and location for an Austin Town
Hall meeting to discuss the Austin Youth Center, and all other matters properly related
thereto.

Public Comment

"Lander County is an Equal Opportunity Provider"”
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*(7)

*(8)

*(9)

*(10)

*(11)
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*PLANNING*

Discussion and possible action regarding approval/disapproval of parcel map for Mt.
Lewis, LLC located at Mount Lewis Drive, Battle Mountain, Nevada, as APN 002-
320-12, splitting seven (7) acre parcel into four (4) parcels, that was approved by the
Planning Commission on September 12, 2018, and all other matters properly related
thereto.

Public Comment

Discussion and possible action to approve/disapprove the parcel map for Gospill Land,
LLC located at Willow Creek/Mountain Spring Road, Battle Mountain, Nevada, APN
011-120-03 to split one (1) parcel of 17.42 acres into four (4) parcels, that was
approved by the Planning Commission on September 12, 2018, and all other matters
properly related thereto.

Public Comment

*COMMISSIONERS*

Discussion and possible action regarding ratification of a grant application and map
submitted by the Lander Economic Development Authority (LEDA) for a
bike/pedestrian path to include benches, trash receptacles, lighting and landscaping to
connect with the existing SR 305 and Broad Street path, and all other matters properly
related thereto.

Public Comment

Discussion and possible action regarding the Old Courthouse and all of the furniture
within, and to come up with a plan for disposal, and all other matters properly related
thereto.

Public Comment

Discussion and possible action to accept or decline the canvas of the votes for the
November 6, 2018 General Election, and all other matters properly related thereto.

Public Comment

“Lander County is an Equal Opportunity Provider"
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*(12)

*(13)

*(14)

Discussion only regarding a proposed BDR providing counties with populations of
less than 100,000 the option to enact a diesel tax of up to .05 cents/per gallon to pay
for road maintenance, and all other matters properly related thereto.

Public Comment

Discussion and possible action to approve/disapprove regarding a request to submit an
amicus brief supporting Lyon County, Walker River Irrigation District, et al. in the
case captioned Mineral County; and Walker Lake Working Group, Appellants, vs.
Lyon County; Centennial Livestock; Bridgeport Ranchers; Schroeder Group; Walker
River Irrigation District; State of Nevada Department of Wildlife; and County of
Mono, California, Respondents, before the Nevada Supreme Court concerning issues
including: (1) Whether the public trust doctrine applies to rights already adjudicated
and settled under the doctrine of prior appropriation and, if so, to what extent? (2) If
so. whether the abrogation of such adjudicated or vested rights constitute a “taking”
under the Nevada Constitution requiring payment of just compensation? Discussion,
consideration and possible action regarding: (a) Authorization for county manager and
district attorney’s office on behalf of Lander County to support and/or join the Carson
Water Subconservancy District (CWSD) or another party or entity in the preparation
and submission of an amicus brief in this matter, and all other matters properly related
thereto.

Public Comment

*CORRESPONDENCE

Correspondence/reports/potential upcoming agenda items.

Public Comment
Public Comment - For non-agendized items only. Persans are invited to submit comments in

writing and/or attend and make comments on any non- agenda item at the Board meeting if any, and
discussion of those comments at the discretion of the Board. All public comment may be limited to three
(3) minutes per person, again at the discretion of the Board. Reasonable restrictions may be placed on
public comments based upon time, place and manner, but public comment based upon viewpoint may
not be restricted.

ADJOURN

*Denotes "for possible action”, Each such item may be discussed and action taken thereon with information provided at the meeting.
Action may be taken according to the "Nevada Open Meeting Law Manual” via a telephone conference call in which a quorum of the
Board members is simultaneously linked to one another telephonically.

NOTE: TIMES ARE APPROXIMATE

This is the tentative schedule for the meeting. The Board reserves the right to take items out of order to accomplish business in the most
efficient manner. The Board may combine two or more agenda items for consideration. The Board may remove an item from the agenda or
delay discussion relating to an item on the agenda at any time.
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Naotice to persons with disabilities: Members of the public who are disabled and require special assistance or accommodations at the
meeting are requested to notify the County Manager in writing at the Courthouse, 50 State Route 303, Battle Mountain, Nevada
89820, or call (775) 635-2885 at least one day in advance of the meeting.

NOTICE: Any member of the public that would like to request any supporting material from the meeting, please contact the clerk’s
office, 50 State Route 305, Battle Mountain, Nevada 89820 (775) 635-5738.

AFFIDAVIT QF POSTING
State of Nevada )

) ss
County of Lander )

Keith Westengard, Lander County Manager of said Lander County, Nevada, being duly sworn. says, that on the 2% day of
November, 2018, he posted a notice, of which the attached is a copy, at the following places: 1) Battle Mountain Civic Center, 2)
Battle Mountain Post Office, 3) Lander County Courthouse, 4) Swackhamer's Plaza Bulletin Board, 5) Kingston Community Hall
Bulletin Board, and 6) Austin Courthouse in said Lander County, where proceedings are pending.

Keith Westengard, Lander County Manager (,

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 2™ day of November, 2018

Witness

Name of Agenda: Lander County Board of Commissioners

Date of Mecting: November 8.2018
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Cindy Benson
Lander County Fiscal Officer

ACKNOWLEDGEMENT OF REVIEW & AUTHORIZATION DATE

Fiscal Officer

LANDER COUNTY cOMMISSION MEETING

November 8, 2018

APPROVE/DISAPPROVE
SUBMITTED EXPENDITURES IN THE AMOUNT OF $852,008.64
From Check #200844 thru #200940

50 State Route 305 < » Battle Mountain, NV 89820
Phone: (775) 635-2573 < » Fax: (775) 635-9256



Report hNe:
Run Date

CHECK

NUMBER

200884

200845

200846

200847

200848

200845%

200850

200851

200852

200853

200854

200855

2008586

PB1308
11/05/18

VENDOR TNVQICE DESCRIPTICN

AMERICAN RED CROSS
10/10/18 LIFEGUARDING

AMPED-OUT-ELECTRICAL, LLC
10/17/18 RODEC GROUNDS

ARTISTIC FENCE CC., INC.
10/31/18 AUTOMATED GATE

ASSESSED VALUATION
10/23/18 KINGSTON LAND

ATLANTIS CASINO RESORT
9/17/18 QUICK, ROBERT
9/17/18 WILEY, BECKY
10/10/18 WESTENGARD, K
10/25/18 WESTENGARD, K

AUTO & TRUCK ELECTRIC
10/24/18 PARTS

B M GENERAL HOSPITAL
8/30/18 RAD 57
9/6/18 N95 MASKS
9/14/18 ONSITE AENIS 3
6/11/18 BANDAGES
9/11/18 VACCINES
59/16/18 VACCINES
10/19/18 NITRILE GLCVES

D&B GARNER INC.
10/17/18 TANKER 1

BUSINESS CARD
10/19/18
10/19/18
10/18/18
10/17/18
10/12/18
10/18/18
10/13/18

ELIZABETH BARELA
11/12-15/18 NACC
11/12-15/18 NACC
10/23/18 TESTING
10/23/18 TESTING
10/23/18 TESTING

SCARD OF REGENTS
MEMBERSHIP

BOB BARKER COMPANY, INC.
10/18/18 SANDALS/TRCUSERS

KYLA BRIGHT

LANDER COUNTY

/0 #

CHECX REGISTER 11/08/18

DATE

11/08/18

11/08/18

l1/08/18

11/08/18

11/08/18
11/08/18
11/08/18
11/08/18

11/08/18

11/08/18
11/08/18
11/08/18
11/08/18
11/08/18
11/08/18
11/08/18

11/08/18

11/08/18
11/08/18
11/08/18
11/08/18
11/08/18
11/08/18
11/08/18

11/08/18
11/08/18
11/08/18
11/08/18
11/08/1¢

11/08/18

11/08/18

TRANS#H
85441
55438
95549
95439

35440
95440
35440
35440

95437

95444
95444
95444
95444
95444
95444
95444

95445

95561
95561
955561
35861
95561
95561
95561

98550
955850
955850
95550
95550

95551

95443

AMOUNT

36.00

810.00

19,944.00

975.400

262.18
282.18
120.53
1g8.72

293.00

5,047.00

37.20
2,906,719

32.29
1,523 64
2,053.24
1,866.72

785.50

536.54
536.%4

84.0C

84,00
3n0.00
100.00
162.14

103.00
198.38

23.00
178.76
104.61

£0.00

4£E9.06
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CHECK
TOTAL

36.00

210.00

12,944.00

875.0¢0

433,861

233.00

13,866.89

1,804.02

807.75

60.00

462.06




Report No: PR1308 LANDER COUNTY Page 2
Run Date : 11/05/18 CHECK REGISTER 11/08/1B
CHECK CHECK
NUMBER VENDOR INVOICE DESCRIPTICN P/O # DATH TRANSE AMOUNT TOTAL
11/12-15/18 WACO 11/08/18 95442 138.00
138.00
200857 C & B OPERATIONS,LLC DBA:
10/19/18 FUEL FILTER 11/08/18 85448 277.83
10/19/18 BARTS 11/08/18 55448 516.76
10/19/18 CANOPY 11/08/18 95448 952 .32
1,746.91
200858 CASHMAN EQUTPMENT
10/17/18 PARTS 11/08/18 95447 B62.20
10/15/18 REPATIR OF BLADE 11/08/18 35447 5,498.37
6,361.57
200859 CIVIL AIR PATROL MAGAZINE
10/24/18 1/2 PAGE COLOR 11/08/18 35445 5%5.00
£95 .00
200860 CUMMINS ROCKY MOUNTAIN
10/10/18 FULL SERVICE 11/08/18 $5446 1,942.35
1,942 _35
200861 DALE'S SBRVICE, INC.
9/1-10/31/18 SELF-SERVICE 11/08/18 98562 5l1,714.44
9/1-10/31/18 FUELING SYST 11/08/18 95562 T4,769.586
126,484.00
200B62 DAY ENGINEERING
9/4/18 AUSTIN WALL 11/08/18 %5450 2,500.00
9/4/18 AUSTIN RD REFAVE 11/08/18 §5450 5,980.00
8,480.00
200863 DESERT TRAILS VETERINARY
9/28/18 SPAY/NEUTER 11/08/18 95451 50.00
10/1€/18 9PAY/NEUTER 11/08/18 95451 50.00
10/16/18 SPAY/NEUTER 11/08/18 95421 50.00
10/16/18 SPAY/NEUTER 11/08/18 95451 50.00
200.00
200864 EAGLE COMMUNICATIONS, LLC
11/1/18 PARTS/EQUIPMENT 11/08/18 95552 7.157.84
7,157.84
200885 ECOLAB
10/11/18 MACHINE RENTAL 11/08/18 95484 106.45
106.45
200866 ETCHEVERRYS FOOD TOWN
10/16/18 EASY OFF CLEANER 11/08/18 95453 5.49
10/146/18 PRO CYCLE 11/08/18 95453 16.00
21.49
2008867 EUREKA VETERINARY CLINIC
10/17/18 SPAY/NEUTER 11/08/18 95452 50.00
50.00C
200868 FAST GLASS
10/23/18 REPLACE GLASS 11/08/18 95456 85.00
85.00
200869 CHARLENE FETTERLY
10/24/18 TRI COUNTY FAIR 11/08/18 95455 23.¢0
23.00
200870 GEM ST. PAPER & SUPPLY CO
11/1/18 VAC DUAL MOTOR 11/08/18 95457 388.49
10/25/18 DISPENSER/SOAP 11/08/18 95457 170.26
10/16/18 SEAT COVER 11/08/18 95457 22.59-
10/25/18 SUPELIES 11/08/18 95457 59528

10/24/18 GARDS MAXI PAD 11/08/18 95457 35.43-




Repcort No: PE1308 LANDER COUNTY Page 3
Run Date : 11/05/18 CHECK REGISTER 11/08/18
CHECX CHECK
RUMBER VENDOR INVOICE DESCRIPTION P/O # DATE TRANS# AMOUNT TOTAL
596.12
200871 H.E. HUNEWILL CONST.CO.,
9/6/18 HOT TAP WATERLINE 11/08/18 95460 5,421.380
5/6/18 PATCH ASPHALT 11/08/18 95460 3,888.91
9,310.71
200872 HIGH DESERT ENGTNEERTNG
10/16/18 SURVEY WELL 11/08/18 95459 675.00
€75.00
200873 HIGH SIERRA LOCKSMITHS
11/2/18 2 LEVER LOCKS 1i/08/18 95553 485.00
11/2/18 KEVS 2002 FORD 11/08/18 95553 220.00
©05.00
200874 HOOF BEAT GATES & CORRALS
10/22/18 SHELTER 11/08/18 95555 4,847.00
4, B27.00
200875 HOY CHRISSINGER KIMMEL
10/31/18 WATER TRANSMISSN 11/08/18 25554 210.00
210.00
200876 HUGHES NETWORK SYSTEMS,
10/20/18 INTERNET 1./08/18 95438 214.41
214.41
200877 INLAND SUPPLY CO INC
8/20/18 LINERS 11/08/18 95461 305.95
10/16/18 CLEANER/SUPPLIES 11/08/18 95481 127.38
10/16/18 LINERS 1./08/18 95461 161.40
10/25/18 CENTERPULL TCWEL 1i/08/18 95451 65.04
663.75
200878 INTEGRITY PEST MANAGEMENT
10/24/18 200 MAIN ST 11/08/18 S5463 100.00
10/24/18 2595 EWY 50 11/08/18 954863 85_00
10/24/18 124 MAIN ST 11/08/18 95483 75.00
10/24/18 135 TOURT ST 11/08/18 95463 30._00
10/24/18 122 MAIN ST 11/08/18 35463 50.00
10/24/18 155 MAIN ST 11/08/18 95463 30.00
10/24/18 67 MAIN ST 11/08/18 95463 50.00
10/24/18 112 MAIN ST 11/08/18 95463 30.00
10/24/18 151 MATN ST 11/08/18 95463 30.00
10/24/18 AUSTIN AIRPCRT 11/08/18 95463 110.00
310.00
200879 INTERWEST SUPPLY CO, INC
10/18/18 FLAT BAR li/va/le 95462 232.85
10/25/18 GRAB HQOK 11/08/18 35462 80.00
312.818
200880 JONES WEST FORD
10/27/18 1% FORD EXPLORER 11/08/18 35465 28,050.25
28,050.25
200881 JOHN CRALIG, CAROL CRAIG,
10/26/18 DRIVE ROLL KIT 11/08/18 95464 81.75
81.75
200882 LANDER HARDWARE LLC
9/5/18 RESPIRATOR 11/08/18 95466 14.99
10/5/18 HEATER/STAKES 11/08/18 95466 55.97
10/8/18 GLOVES/KEYS 11/08/18 95466 17.49
10/11/18 KNOB TULIP 11/08/18 95466 13.99
10/11/18 COFFEEMAXER 11/08/18 95466 299.99

10/16/18 MARKING PAINT 11/08/18 85466 6.99




Report No: PB1308 LANDER COUNTY Page 4
Run Date : 11/05/18 CHECK REGISTER 11/08/18
CHECK CHECK
NUMBER VENDOR INVCICE DESCRIPTION P/O # DATE TRANS# AMOUNT TOTAL
10/16/18 REGULATOR HOSE 11/08/18 95466 27.99
10/16/18 RSGULATOR/HOSE 11/08/18 954585 2.00-
10/18/18 VINYL/BUSHINGS 11/08/18 95465 72.93
i0/18/18 TUBE VINYL 11/08/18 95466 6.45
10/24/18 CUSTOM CUT XEYS 11foe/18 9546¢ 1.75
10/25/18 ROPER GLOVE 11/08/18 95466 13.99
10/29/18 LIQUID NAILS 11/08/18 95468 4.13
10/31/18 BULBS 11/08/18 95465 9.98
354 .59
200883 LEXIS-NEXIS
10/31/18 OCT-18 BILLING 11/08/18 35556 524.00
594.00
200884 LP INSURNACE SERVICES,INC
10/17/18 DECEMBER 2018 11/08/18 95467 2.800.00
2,800.00
200885 MACLEOD WATTS, INC.
10/31/18 COUNTY/PEBF PLAN 11/08/18 $5468 5,600.00
5,600.00
200888 MALLORY SAFETY & SUPPLY
10/19/18 12PK GLASSES 11/08/18 55469 82.02
82.02
200887 MICHAEL CLAY CORPORATICN
OCT 2018 ATRPORT HANGERS 11/08/18 35557 82,006.85
82,0086.85
200888 NACC
COMMISSIONER ELECT : 11/08/18 95472 225.00
COMMTSSTONER ELECT 11/08/18 S5472 250.00
KEITH WESTENGARD 11/08/18 35472 250.00
725.00
200889 DYNA PARTS LLC
2/17/18 BUG BGONE/CARWASH 11/0e/18 $547C 14.28
9/26/18 TIRE VAL/WASHER 11/08/18 9547¢C 23.04
10/9/18 SUPPLIES 11/08/18 95470 44.99
10/10/18 HEADLIGET 11/08/18 95470 44.70
10/i0/18 OIL FILTER 11/08/18 9547¢C 5.33
10/11/18 FLASH LIGET 11/08/18 9547Q 18.82
10/15/18 OXY350/ACETYLENE 11/08/18 9547¢C 230.74
10/15/18 BFLUID DOT 3-32 11/08/18 9547¢ 4.93
10/16/18 FILTER 11/08/18 9547¢C 3.91
10/16/18 GRUGE 11/08/18 954749 27.43
10/16/18 FILTER EXCHANGE 11/08/18 95470 30
1¢/16/18 BFLUID/BRKFLUID 11/08/18 35470 20.58
10/18/18 FUSES 11/08/18 9547Q 349.8%6
10/18/18 HITCH PIN 11/08/18 95470 17.88
10/18/18 SCCKET 11/08/18 95470 3.58
10/22/18 FILTERS 11/08/18 95470 80.28
10/23/18 PITTING 11/08/18 95470 4.14
10/23/18 SW3O0CONV 11/08/18 95470 45.48
10/23/18 CAR WASH SCAP ai/oa/18 95470 13.938
10/23/18 SUPPLIES 1i1/08/18 95470 8.43
10/24/18 SOCRET SET/SUPPS 11/08/18 95470 o I 1
10/24/18 UNIT %2 i1/08/1e 95470 86.94
10/24/38 FITTING 1:/08/18 95470 21.42
10/24/18 BRAKE WASHER 11/08/18 35470 2,661.56
10/24/18 TAPE 11/08/18 95470 25.50

3,925.83
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Run Date : 11/05/18 CHECK REGISTER 11/08/18
CHECK CHECX
NUMBER VENDOR INVOICE DESCRIPTION P/C # DATE TRANS# AMOUNT TOTAL
200850 NATICONAL ELEVATCR
9/28/18 ANNUAL TESTING 11/08/18 95478 550.00
550.00
200891 NATIOWWIDE DRAFTING &
5/28/18 STAMPS/STAPLES 11/08/18 95471 87.89
87.83
200892 THE DIGGERS GROUFP LLC
9/20/18 TUNE UP KIT 11/08/18 95475 60.53
60.53
200823 NEWMAN TRAFFIC SIGNS
9/10/18 TRAFFIC SIGN 11/08/13 95474 102.76
10/19/18 TRAFFIC SIGNS i1/08/18 95474 702.10
804.85
200894 NATIONAL MEDICAL SERV.INC
9/30/18 MOORE-HANSEN 11/08/18 95477 1132.00
113.00
200895 NORTHERN NV CHAPTER ICC
ANNA PENOLA 11/08/18 95574 20.00
20.00
200898 STATE OF NEVADA
10/1/18 AUSTIN/KINGSTCN 11/08/18 95476 2,400.00
10/2/18 BM FAIRGROUNDS 11/08/18 35476 S00.00
2,900.00
200897 NV WATER RESOURCES ASS0C.
2019 NWRA MEMBERSHIP DUES 11/08/18 954173 560.00
5¢60.00
200898 ANNA PENOLA
11/12-15/18 NACO 1i/08/18 95481 1328.00
NACC BASKET 11/08/18 95558 45.00
183.00
200839 SMS COMPUTING, INC.
10/15/18 ROAD & BRIDGE 11/08/18 95482 40.00C
10/15/18 ROAD & EBRIDGE 11/o08/18 95482 40.00
10/26/18 ASSESSOR 11/08/18 95482 1,185.00
10/26/18 ASSESSOR 11/08/18 95482 1,345.00
10/26/18 ASSESSOR i1/08/18 85482 1,195.00
3,815.00
200800 EEZONELLA ASSOCIATES, INC
9/29/18 OUTSIDE SERVICES 11/08/18 85566 1,469.00
1,4649.00
200901 POINT S BATTLE MTN TIRE &
8/1/18 2013 FORD F150¢ 11/08/18 95473 76.50
9/8/18 MOUNT DISMQUNT 11/08/18 55473 54.00-
10/5/18 UNIT 40 11/08/18 35472 74.20
10/10/18 RESCUE 4 11/08/18 95473 1,544.31
10/9/18 USED TIRES TRAILR 11/08/18 35473 35%.00
10/15/18 2015 FORD F350 11/08/18 95479 70.44
10/19/18 UNIT 9 11/08/18 95479 223.15
10/23/18 UNIT 42 11/08/18 95479 75.20
10/24/18 RESCUE 2 11/08/18 95479 252.35
10/23/18 FLAT REPAIR 11/08/18 95479 15.00
10/31/1e 2013 FORD F150 11/08/18 95479 138_92
10/30/18 2012 CHEV EQUINX 11/08/18 95479 562.40
2,837.47

200202 POWERPLAN
10/22/18 PARTS 11/c8/18 e¢5480 85.18




Report No: PB1308 LANDER COUNTY Page
Run Date : 11/06/i8 CHECK REGISTER 11/08/18
CHECK CHECK
NUMBER VENDOR INVQICE DESCRIPTION P/O # DATE TRANS# AMOUNT TOTAL
85.18
200903 PRIORITY DISPATCH CORP.
10/12/18 EMD C1973% 11/08/18 25483 730.490
730.00
200904 QUAL CON CONTRACTORS, INC
OCT 2018 TAXIWAY C 11/c8/18 95559 180,204 .55
180,204.55
200908 QUILL CORP
10/3/18 NOTEBOOK 11/08/18 95484 1378
12/3/18 CUPS/PAPER/FILES 11/08/18 954824 $71.35
12/3/18 TONER 11/08/18 95484 72 .93
10/3/18 CRLENDARS 11/08/18 55484 19.38
15/3/18 CALENDAR 11/p08/18 55484 14.33
10/3/18 NOTEBCORS 11/08/18 95484 27.58
1,120.68
200906 QUILL CCRP
10/15/18 HEATER 11/08/18 95485 F0:599
10/15/18 HEATER 11/08/18 95485 30.39
10/18/18 SIGNATURE STAME 11/08/18 95485 28.48
10/22/18 CALENDAR 11/68/18 95485 16.29
14/22/1e PAPER/CALENDARS 11/08/18 55483 73.70
18/24/18 TONER 11/08/18 55485 91.99
273.14
200207 QUILL CCRP
16/9/18 COPY BAPER 11/08/18 95486 147.36
127.36
200908 QUILL CORP
10/16/18 DESK SORTER 11/08/18 95860 20.89
10/156/18 LABEL SUEBPLIES 11/08/18 95560 282.01
302.90
200803 STEVEN AGUILAR
10/11/18 ANTIFREEZE 11/08/18 95487 537 .50
537.50
200910 RESEARCH AND CONSULTING
CONSULTING SERVICES 11/08/18 95288 3,577.03
3,577.03
200911 DESMOND SKEATH
10/15/18 REPRTR FURNACE 11/08/18 25533 43.00
10/27/18 REPAIR FURNACE 11/08/18 95533 45.00
23.00
200812 ROBIN SMITH
11/12-15/18 NACO 11/08/18 35564 138.00
138.040
200913 S0ONSRAY MACHINERY LLC
9/28/18 CASE MOTOR GRADER 11/08/18 95¢91 26%,700.00
269,700.00
200914 ST OF NEVADA
10/2/18 GONZALEZ, MOLLY C 11/08/18 55493 25.00
25.00
200915 ST OF NEVADA
11/1/18 L.C. RETIREES 11/08/28 95573 5,769.7%
B. 7593749
200916 STRYRER EMS EQUIPMENT, INC
10/15/18 WHEEL GUIDE 11/o8/1e 95492 629 .82
629.82

2¢0917 SUPER 8 MOTEL




Report No: PB1308

Run Date

CHECK
NUMBER

200918

200213

200820

200321

200822

200923

200924

200925

2900926

200927

2002238

200%2%

200530

11/05/16

VENDOR

5YSCO

SYSCC FOCD SERVICES

TRANS UNICHN

TYLER TECHNOLCGIES, INC.

RON UNGER

UNITED RENTALS

USA BLUE BOCK

VELOCITY TRUCK CENTERS

VIPER GLASS LLC

PATSY WATTS

WASHOE COUNTY SHERIFF'S

WASHOE COUNTY

WESTERN NEVADA SUPPLY QO

CHECK REGISTER 11/08/18

INVOICE DESCRIPTION

B/24/18 DENNIS LOWE
10/12/18 DENNiIS LOWE

10/24/18
10/24/18
10/31/18
10/31/18

10/18/18
10/25/18

7/25/18 JULY CREDIT CHECK
7/25/18 AUG CREDIT CHECK

10/21/18 SOTFTWARE
11/1/18
10/17/18 SOFTWARE

11/4/18 FBINAA/NVSCA

10/1/18 LIGHT TOWER

10/2/18 GLOVES/HANDLE

10/23/18 REPAIR #213
10/17/18 RELAY EIGH CURNT

9/13/18 INSTALL GLASS

10/19/18 RACO LAS VEGAS
10/19/18 NACO LAS VEGAS
10/19/18 NACO LAS VEGAS

10/5/18 JULY-SEPT 2018

10/12/18 WALGREN, KEVIN
10/12/18 HAWDLE/PROCESS
10/12/18 TOXICOLCGY INTRP
10/12/18 HANSEN, DFRRA
10/12/18 WINAP, EMERSON

3/7/18 HYDRATION SYSTEM

LANDER COUNTY

P/O #

DATE

11/08/18
11/c08/18

11/08/18
11/08/18
11/08/38
11/08/18

11/08/18
11/08/18

11/08/18B
11/08/18

11/08/18
11/08/18
11/v8/18

1i/08/218

11/c8/18

11/08/18

1r/08/18
11/08/18

11/08/18

i1/08/18
11/08/18
11/08/18

11/08/18

11/08/18
11/08/18
11/08/18
11/08/18
11/08/18

11/08/18

TRANS#

95567
95567

95489
95489
95489
95489

95480
954350

95534
95534

95565
95535
95565

95538
95536
25537

95539
25539

95540

95642
95842
95542

25545

25541
5541
95541
95541
95541

95568

AMOTINT

77.73
84 .30

148,35

98.30
17..82
114.55

204.14
279.29

7.69
232.07

858.30
750.400
5,040.00

139.40

241 .13

485.88

B,669.72
48.70

1272.00

337.90
3£.00
46.00

400.00

113.00
11.30
75.00

300.00

2,300.00

85.00

CHECK
TOTAL

162.03

533.62

483.43

30.7¢

6,548.30

139.00

241.13

485.86

8,718.42

120.00

417.50

400.00

2,799.30

85.00

Page




@ @

Report No: PB1308 LANDER CQUNTY Page 8
Run Date : 11/05/18 CHECK REGISTER 11/08/18B
CHECK CHECK
WUMBER VENDOR INVOICE DESCRIPTION B/O # DATE TRANSH AMOUNT TOTAL
200931 FRANX WHITMAN
10/12/18 CNRWA 11/08/18 95544 119.90
119.90
200932 WINNEMUCCA PUB. CO., INC.
1 YR RENEWAL 11/08/18 95543 35.00
35.00
200933 WINNEMUCCA PUB. CO., INC.
9/30/18 ELECTION QUESTION 11/08/18 95569 6,440.00
10/17/18 VOTER REG CLOSUR 11/08/18 95569 335.70
€,775.70
200934 WINNEMUCCA PUB. CO., INC.
10/31/18 NOV 14 MEETING 11/08/18 95570 83.58
Bg.58
200935 YESCO LLC
11/1/18 625 S. BROAD 11/08/18 95546 468.33
468.33
200936 YESCO LLC
10/22/18 CQOP EXT SIGN 11/08/18 95571 680.00
10/22/18 BHVRL HLTH SIGN 11/08/18 95571 1,610.00
2,300.00
200537 DEREK ZACHARTAS
11/25/18 INVESTIGATCR i1/08/18 95563 715.00
715.00
200938 ROSS ZIMMERMAN
10/12/18 SPAY/NEUTER 11/08/18 95548 75.00
10/17/18 SPAY/NEUTER 11/08/18 95548 50.00
125.00
200939 ZONES, INC.
9/21/18 NOTEBOOK CASE 11/08/18 95547 23 .08
9/24/18 MS USB-C 11/08/18 95547 165.00
9/25/18 SURFACE BOOK 11/08/18 95547 3,984.00
5/25/18 SURFACE PRO 11/08/18 25547 1,855.00
9/27/18 MS EXTND HARDWARE 11/08/1€ 95547 283.00
6,330.00
200940 &IMPRINT
10/26/18 SWEATSHIRTS 11/08/18 95572 384.98
3184 _98

CHECKS TCTAL 852,098.64




Cindy Benson
Lander County Fiscal Officer

LANDER COUNTY COMMISSION MEETING

November 8, 2018
APPROVE

Check #200804

Cindy Bénson — Fiscal Officer

50 State Route 305 < > Battle Mountain, NV 89820
Phone: (775) 635-2573 < » Fax: (775) 635-9256

7




COUNTY OF LANDER PATSY WAITS 10/25/18
BATTLE MOUNTAIN, NEVADA 200804
10/24/18 1810120009 10/13/18 AUSTIN EMS RUN 50.00

50.00

PLEASE DETACH AND FILE




Cindy Benson
. Lander County Fiscal Officer

LANDER COUNTY cOMMISSION MEETING

November 8, 2018
APPROVE

@ Check #200803

ol Pt

Cindy Bénson — Fiscal Officer

. 50 State Route 305 < » Battle Mountatn, NV 89820
Phone: (775) 635-2573 < » Fax: (775) 635-9256

9




COUNTY GF LANDER
BATTLE MOUNTAIN, NEVADA

10/2a/18 5142

TETON SIGNS

10/25/18

10/23/18 LEPC TRLR WRAP

PLEASE DETACH AND FILE

10

200803

6,325.00

6,325.00




Cindy Benson
. Lander County Fiscal Officer

LANDER COUNTY CcOMMISSION MEETING

November 8, 2018
APPROVE

@ Check #200802

oty v

Cindy Bénson — Fiscal Officer

. 50 State Route 305 < » Battle Mountain, NV 89820
Phone: (775)635-2573 < » Fax: (775) 635-9256

11




COUNTY OF LANDER

JESST SWANGER

BATTLE MOUNTAIN, NEVADA

16/24/18

ADVANCE MEALS

10/25/18

11/4-5/18 PROPERTY REXAM

PLEASE DETACH AND FILE

12

200802

46.00

46.00




Cindy Benson

Lander County Fiscal Officer

LANDER COUNTY COMMISSION MEETING

November 8, 2018

APPROVE

Check #200800

Cindy énsou — Fiscal Officer

50 State Route 305 < » DBattle Mountain, NV 89820
Phone: (775) 635-2573 < » Fax: (775)635-9256

13




COUNTY OF LANDER NANCEE STALLARD 10/25/18 2‘00300
BATTLE MOUNTAIN, NEVADA

10/24/18 i0/15/18 - 10/19/18 ELECTION PROJECT 663,20
10/24/18 10/8/18 - 10/12/18 ELECTION PROJECT 663,20

1,326.40

PLEASE DETACH AND FILE




Cindy Benson
Lander County Fiscal Officer

LANDER COUNTY cOMMISSION MEETING

November 8, 2018
APPROVE

Check #200794

Cindy Bé&on — Fiscal Officer

50 State Route 305 < » Battle Mountain, NV 89820
Phone: (775) 635-2573 < » TFax: (775) 635-9256

15




COUNTY OF LANDER

BATTLE MOUNTAIN, NEVADA

10/24/18

ADVANCE MEALS

MOLLY GONZALEZ lo/25/18

11/4-5/18 REAL PROP EXAM

PLEASE DETACH AND FILE

16

200794

46.00

46.00




Cindy Benson
Lander County Fiscal Officer

LANDER COUNTY COMMISSION MEETING

November 8, 2018
APPROVE

Check #200791

Lo dt7]
Cindy B¥nson — Fiscal Officer

50 State Route 305 < » Battle Mountain, NV 89820
Phone: (775) 635-2573 < » Fax: (775) 635-9256

17




COUNTY OF LANDER CHARLENE FETTERLY 10/25/18 200791
BATTLE MOUNTAIN, NEVADA
10/25/18 ADVANCE LODGING 11/7-9/18 4-H PROF DEVELP 106,00
106.00

PLEASE DETACH AND FILE




Cindy Benson
Lander County Fiscal Officer

LANDER COUNTY cOMMISSION MEETING

November 8, 2018

APPROVE

Check #200789

4 Zﬁé & («/’/‘EM?
Cindy Benson — Fiscal Officer

50 State Route 305 < » Battle Mountain, NV 89820
Phone: (775) 635-2573 < » Fax: (775) 635-9256

19




COUNTY OF LANDER

CHIP COLPITTS

BATTLE MOUNTAI N, NEVADA

10/24/18
10/24/18
10/24/18
l0/24/18

1810110040
1810120048
18101400221
1810210012

10/25/13

10/21/18 AustIn EMS RUN
10/12/18 AUSTIN EMS RUN
10/14/18 AUSTIN EMS RUN
10/21/18 AUSTIN EMS Rum

PLEASE DETACH AND FILE

20

200789

50.00
50.00
50.00
50.00

200.00




Cindy Benson
Lander County Fiscal Officer

LANDER COUNTY cOmMmISSION MEETING

November 8, 2018
APPROVE

Check #200788

e
La? s
Cindy Bénson — Fiscal Officer

50 State Route 305 < » Battle Mountain, NV $9820
Phone: (775) 635-2573 < » Fax: (775) 635-9256

21




COUNTY OF LANDER DEBORAH CARDOZA 10/25/18
BATTLE MOUNTAIN, NEVADA N .
10/24/18 1810110040 10/11/18 AUSTIN EMS RUN
10/24/18 1810120048 10/12/18 AUSTIN EMS RUN
10/24/18 1810140021 10/14/18 AUSTIN EMS RUN
10/24/18 1810210012 10/21/18 AUSTIN EMS RUN
PLEASE DETACH AND FILE

12
2

200788

100.00
100.00
100.00
100,00

400.00




Cindy Benson
. Lander County Fiscal Officer

LANDER COUNTY COMMISSION MEETING

November 8, 2018
APPROVE

@ Check #200786

oo fornrn

Cindy Bénson — Fiscal Officer

. 50 State Route 305 < » Battle Mountain, NV 89820
Phone: (775) 635-2573 < % Fax: (775) 635-9256

23




COUNTY OF LANDER AMAZON CAPITAL SERVICES 10/25/18 200786
BATTLE MOUNTAIN, NEVADA
10/24/18 112-0757186-6293020 B/28/18 BATTERY 240.00
240,00

PLEASE DETACH AND FILE




Cindy Benson
Lander County Fiscal Officer

LANDER COUNTY commisSION MEETING

November 8, 2018
APPROVE

Check #200810

Cindy ﬁenson — Fiscal Officer

50 State Route 305 < » Battle Mountain, NV 89820
Phone: (775) 635-2573 < 3 Fax: (775) 635-9256

25




COUNTY OF LANDER

AMAZON CAPITAL SERVICES 11/02/18

BATTLE MOUNTAIN, NEVADA

11/02/189
11/02/18
11/02/18

112-5802013-1817844
112-5802013-1817844
112-5802013-1817844

9/21./18 BATTERIES
9/21/18 BATTERIES
9/21/18 BATTERIES

PLEASE DETACH AND FILE

200810

25.58
25.57
25.57

76.72




Cindy Benson

Lander County Fiscal Officer

LANDER COUNTY cOmMMmMISSION MEETING

November 8, 2018

APPROVE

Check #200817

Cindy B#nson — Fiscal Officer

50 State Route 305 < > Battle Mountain, NV 89820
Phone: (775) 635-2573 < ¥ TFax: (775) 635-9256

27




COUNTY OF LANDER ELIZABETH ESPARZA i1/02/18 200817
BATTLE MOUNTAIN, NEVADA
11/02/18 ADVANCE MEALS 11/7-9/18 NV SPCLTY CRT 138,00
11/02/18 ADVANCE MILEAGE 11/7-9/18B NV SPCLTY CRT 236.53
374.83
PLEASE DETACH AND FILE




Cindy Benson
Lander County Fiscal Officer

LANDER COUNTY cOMMISSION MEETING

November 8, 2018

APPROVE

Check #200819

Cindy ;énson — Fiscal Officer

50 State Route 305 < > Battle Mountain, NV 89820
Phone: (775) 635-2573 < » Fax: (775) 635-9256

29




COUNTY OF LANDER ANN JOHNSTONE 11/02/18 200819
BATTLE MOUNTAIN, NEVADA
11/02/18 10/20/18 - 10/27/18 EARLY VOTING 696,36
696.36
PLEASE DETACH AND FILE




Cindy Benson
Lander County Fiscal Officer

LANDER COUNTY cOMMISSION MEETING

November 8, 2018

APPROVE

Check #200824

Cindy Bésnn — Fiscal Officer

50 State Route 305 < » Battle Mountain, NV 89820
Phone: (7753) 635-2573 < » Fax: (775) 635-9256

31




COUNTY OF LANDER DANA C. LONGCHAMDS 11/02/18
BATTLE MOUNTAIN, NEVADA 102/ 200824

11/02/18 10/9/18 ~ 10/27/18 EARLY VOTING 696.36

626.36

PLEASE DETACH AND FILE




Cindy Benson
. Lander County Fiscal Officer

LANDER COUNTY COMMISSION MEETING

November 8, 2018
APPROVE

@ Check #200826

Cindy Efnsun — Fisecal Officer

. 50 State Route 305 < > Battle Mountain, NV 89820
Phone: (775) 635-2573 < » Tax: (775) 635-9256

33




COUNTY OF LANDER MIDWAY MARREY 11/02/18 2008 26
BATTLE MOUNTAIN, NEVADA )
11/02/18 ACCT #1134 SEPTEMBER STATHMENT 806.09
806.09
PLEASE DETACH AND FILE




Cindy Benson
Lander County Fiscal Officer

LANDER COUNTY CcOMMISSION MEETING

November 8, 2018
APPROVE

Check #200835

Cindy ﬁson — Fiscal Officer

50 State Route 305 < » Battle Mountain, NV 89820
Phone: (775) 635-2573 < » Fax: (775) 635-9256

35




COUNTY OF LANDER STEVEN SMITH 11/02/18 200835
BATTLE MOUNTAIN, NEVADA . .
11/02/18 PER DIEM ADVANCE 11/6/18 DRUG CRT CNFRNC 440.25
440.25
PLEASE DETAGH AND FILE

36




Cindy Benson
. Lander County Fiscal Officer

LANDER COUNTY CcOMMISSION MEETING

November 8, 2018
APPROVE

@ Check #200836

Cindy ﬁnson — Fiscal Officer

. 50 State Route 305 < » DBattle Mountain, NV 89820
Phone: (775) 635-2573 < » Fax: (775) 635-9256

37




COUNTY OF LANDER NANCEE STALLARD 11/02/18 200836
BATTLE MOUNTAIN, NEVADA
i1/02/18 10/22/18 - 10/26/18 ELECTION PREPARATION 911.90

911.90

PLEASE DETACH AND FILE

38




Cindy Benson
Lander County Fiscal Officer

LANDER COUNTY cOMMISSION MEETING

November 8, 2018
APPROVE

Check #200838

Cindy ﬁnson — Fiscal Officer

50 State Route 305 < » Battle Mountain, NV 89820
Phone: (775) 635-2573 < » Fax: (775) 635-9256

39




COUNTY OF LANDER PEGGY RENEE SURLA
BATTLE MOUNTAIN, NEVADA

11/02/18

11/02/18

200838

431,08

10/23/18 - 10/26/18 EARLY VOTING

431.08

PLEASE DETACH AND FILE

40




Cindy Benson
Lander County Fiscal Officer

LANDER COUNTY COMMISSION MEETING

November 8, 2018
APPROVE

Check #200839

Cindy éson — Fiscal Officer

50 State Route 305 < » Battle Mountain, NV 8§9820
Phone: (775) 635-2573 < » Fax: (775) 635-9256

41




COUNTY OF LANDER

BATTLE MOUNTAIN, NEVADA

11/02/18

5146

TETON SIGNS

11/02/18

10/26/18 commM GRAPHICS

PLEASE DETAGH AND FILE

42

200839

1,225.00

1,225.00




Cindy Benson
Lander County Fiscal Officer

LANDER COUNTY CcOMMISSION MEETING

November 8, 2018

APPROVE

Check #200841

Clsndy Beﬁon — Fiscal Officer

50 State Route 305 < » Battle Mountain, NV 89820
Phone: (775) 635-2573 < » Fax: (775) 635-9256

43




COUNTY OF LANDER MICHELE TOLBERT 11/02/18
BATTLE MOUNTAIN, NEVADA 200841
11/02/18 10/20/18 - 106/27/18 EARLY VOTING 696. 36
696.36

PLEASE DETACH AND Fil.E

44




Cindy Benson
Lander County Fiscal Officer

ACKNOWLEDGEMENT OF REVIEW & AUTHORIZATION DATE

44 Oi;m /-05-18
Fiscal Officer

LANDER COUNTY cOMMISSION MEETING

November 8, 2018

APPROVE/DISAPPROVE
SUBMITTED EXPENDITURES IN THE AMOUNT OF $852,098.64
From Check #200844 thru #200940

50 State Route 305 < » Battle Mountain, NV 89820
Phone: (775) 635-2573 < » Fax: (775) 635-9256



Report No: p. LANDER COUNTY . Page 1
Run Date : 1 /18 CHECK REGISTER 11/08/18

CHECK CHECK
NUMBER VENDOR INVOICE DESCRIPTION P/O # DATE TRANSH AMOUNT TOTAL
200844 AMERICAN RED CROSS

10/10/18 LIFEGUARDING 11/08/18 95441 36.00
36.00
200845 AMPED-QOUT-ELECTRICAL, LLC
10/17/18 RODEO GROUNDS 11/08/18 95438 810.00
B10.00
200846 ARTISTIC FENCE CO., INC.
10/31/18 AUTOMATED GATE 11/08/18 95549 19,944 .00
19,944.00
200B47 ASSESSED VALUATION
10/29/18 KINGSTON LAND 11/08/18 95439 975.00
975.00
200848 ATLANTIS CASINC RESORT
9/17/18 QUICK, ROBERT 11/08/18 95440 262.18
9/17/18 WILEY, BECKY 11/08/18 95440 262.18
10/18/18 WESTENGARD, K 11/08/18 95440 120.53
10/25/18 WESTENGARD, K 11/08/18 95440 188.72
833.61
200849 AUTQ & TRUCK ELECTRIC
10/24/18 PARTS 11/08/18 95437 293.00
293.00
200850 B M GENERAL HOSPITAL
8/30/18 RAD 57 11/08/18 95444 5,047.00
9/6/18 N95 MASKS 11/08/18 95444 37.20
2/18/18 ONSITE AEDS 23 11/08/18 95444 2,906.79
9/11/18 BANDAGES 11/08/18 95444 32.29
9/11/18 VACCINES 11/08/18 95444 1,923.64
9/16/18 VACCINES 11/08/18 95444 2,053.24
10/19/18 NITRILE GLOVES 11/08/18 95444 1,866.73
13,B66.89
200851 B&B GARNER INC.
10/17/18 TANKER 1 11/08/18 95445 795.50
795.50
200852 BUSINESS CARD
10/19/18 11/08/18 95561 536.94
10/19/18 11/08/18 95561 536.94
10/18/18 11/08/18 985861 24.00
10/17/18 11/08/18 95561 84.00
10/12/18 11/08/18 95561 300.00
10/18/18 11/08/18 95561 100,00
10/19/18 11/08/18 95561 162.14
1,804.02
200853 ELIZABETH BARELA
11/12-15/18 NACO 11/08/18 95550 103.00
11/12-15/18 NACO 11/08/18 95550 1598.38
10/23/18 TESTING 11/08/18 95550 23.00
10/23/18 TESTING 11/08/18 95550 178.76
10/23/18 TESTING 11/08/18 95550 104.61
607.75
200854 BOARD OF REGENTS
MEMBERSHIP 11/08/18 95551 60.00
60.00
200855 BOB BARKER COMPANY, INC.
10/15/18 SANDALS/TROUSERS 11/08/18 95443 469.06
469.06

200856 KYLA BRIGHT



Report No:
Run Date

CHECK
NUMBER

200857

200858

200859

200860

200861

200862

200863

200864

200865

200866

200867

200868

200869

200870

o
T /18

VENDOR INVOICE DESCRIPTION
11/12-15/18 NACO

C & B OPERATIONS,LLC DBA:
10/19/18 FUEL FILTER
10/19/18 PARTS
10/19/18 CANOPY

CASHMAN EQUIPMENT
10/17/18 PARTS
10/15/18 REPAIR OF BLADE

CIVIL AIR PATROL MAGAZINE
10/24/18 1/2 PAGE COLOR

CUMMINS ROCKY MOUNTAIN
10/10/18 FULL SERVICE

DALE'S SERVICE, INC.
9/1-10/31/18 SELF-SERVICE
9/1-10/31/18 FUELING SYST

DAY ENGINEERING
9/4/18 AUSTIN WALL
9/4/18 AUSTIN RD REPAVE

DESERT TRAILS VETERINARY
9/28/18 SPAY/NEUTER
10/16/18 SPAY/NEUTER
10/16/18 SPAY/NEUTER
10/16/18 SPAY/NEUTER

EAGLE COMMUNICATIONS, LLC
11/1/18 PARTS/EQUIPMENT

ECOLAB
10/11/18 MACHINE RENTAL

ETCHEVERRYS FCOD TOWN
10/16/18 EASY OFF CLEANER
10/16/18 PRO CYCLE

EUREKA VETERINARY CLINIC
10/17/18 SPAY/NEUTER

FAST GLASS
10/23/18 REPLACE GLASS

CHARLENE FETTERLY
10/24/18 TRI COUNTY FAIR

GEM ST. PAPER & SUPPLY CO
11/1/18 VAC DUAL MOTCR
10/25/18 DISPENSER/SOAP
10/16/18 SEAT CCVER
10/25/18 SUPPLIES
10/24/18 GARDS MAXI PAD

LANDER COUNTY

P/O #

CHECK REGISTER 11/08/18

DATE

11/08/18

11/08/18
11/08/18
11/08/18

11/08/18
11/08/18

11/08/18

11/08/18

11/08/18
11/08/18

11/08/18
11/08/18

11/08/18
11/08/18
11/08/18
11/08/18

11/08/18

11/08/18

11/08/18
11/08/18

11/08/18

11/08/18

11/08/18

11/08/18
11/08/18
11/08/18
11/08/18
11/08/18

TRANS#H

95442

95448
95448
95448

95447
95447

95449

95446

95562
95562

95450
95450

95451
95451
95451
95451

95552

95454

95453
95453

95452

25456

95455

95457
95457
25457
95457
95457

AMOUNT

138.

277.
516.

952

862.

5,499,

585

1,942,

51,714,
74,769,

2,500.
5,980.

50
50.
50.
50.

S0

95..

23..

188.
170.
22.
395.
25

(o8s]

83
76
32

20

0o

3s

44
56

00
00

.00

oo
oo
co

.84

.49
.00

00

Qo

00

49
26
59-
39

-43-

CHECK
TOTAL

138.

1,746.

6,361.

595

1,942.

126,484

8,480.

200.

G

106,

2%

95 ..

23.

00

21

57

.00

35

.00

Q0

00

Ba

45

49

.00

a0



Report No:
Run Date

CHECK
NUMBER

200871

200872

200873

200874

200875

200876

200877

200878

200879

200880

200881

200882

@.

VENDOR INVOQICE DESCRIPTION

H.E. HUNEWILL CONST.CO.,
9/6/18 HOT TAP WATERLINE
9/6/18 PATCH ASPHALT

HIGH DESERT ENGINEERING
10/16/18 SURVEY WELL

HIGH SIERRA LOCKSMITHS
11/2/18 2 LEVER LOCKS
11/2/18 KEYS 2002 FORD

HOOF BEAT GATES & CORRALS
10/22/18 SHELTER

HOY CHRISSINGER KIMMEL
10/31/18 WATER TRANSMISSN

HUGHES NETWORK SYSTEMS,
10/20/18 INTERNET

INLAND SUPPLY CO INC
8/20/18 LINERS
10/16/18 CLEANER/SUPPLIES
10/16/18 LINERS
10/25/18 CENTERPULL TOWEL

INTEGRITY PEST MANAGEMENT

10/24/18 200 MAIN ST
10/24/18 2595 HWY 50
10/24/18 124 MAIN ST
10/24/18 135 COURT ST
10/24/18 122 MAIN ST
10/24/18 155 MAIN ST
10/24/18 67 MAIN ST
10/24/18 112 MAIN ST
10/24/18 151 MAIN ST
10/24/18 AUSTIN AIRPORT

INTERWEST SUPPLY CO, INC
10/1B/18 FLAT BAR
10/25/18 GRAB HOCK

JONES WEST FORD
10/27/18 19 FORD EXPLORER

JOHN CRAIG,CAROL CRAIG,
10/26/18 DRIVE ROLL KIT

LANDER HARDWARE LLC
5/5/18 RESPIRATOR
10/5/18 HEATER/STAKES
10/8/18 GLOVES/XEYS
10/11/18 KNOB TULIE
10/11/18 COFFEEMAKER
10/16/18 MARKING PAINT

LANDER COUNTY

P/O #

CHECK REGISTER 11/08/18

DATE

11/08/18
11/08/18

11/08/18

11/08/18
11/08/18

11/08/18

11/08/18

11/08/18

11/08/18
11/08/18
11/08/18
11/08/18

11/08/18
11/08/18
11/08/18
i11/08/18
11/08/18
11/08/18
11/08/18
11/08/18
11/08/18
11/08/18

11/08/148
11/08/18

11/08/14

11/08/18

11/08/18
11/08/18
11/08/18
11/08/18
11/08/18
11/08/18

TRANSH

95460
95460

3545%

95653
95553

95555

95458

55461
95461
95461
95461

95463
95463
95463
95463
95463
95463
95463
95463
25463
25463

35462
95462

95465

95464

95466
95466
95466
95466
95466
95466

AMOUNT

5,421,
3,888,

6§75,

485,
420.

4,847,

210.

214

309.
127,
161.

65.

28,050.

8L

14,
55
17

109.

0 ™
= o

00

00
00

0o

0o

.41

83
EES
40
04

25

75

Page 3

CHECK
TOTAL

596.12

2,310.71

205,00

4,847.00

210.00

214 .41

663.75

312.8B8

28,050.25

81.75%



Report Ne:

Run Date
CHECK
NUMBER

200883

200884

200DBBS

200886

200887

200888

200889

®
1K /18

VENDOR

10/16/18
10/16/18
10/18/18
10/18/18
10/24/18
10/25/18
10/25/18
10/31/18

LEXIS-NEXIS
10/31/18

LP INSURNACE SERVICES, INC

10/17/18
MACLEOD WATTS, INC.

10/31/18
MALLORY SAFETY & SUPPLY

10/19/18

MICHAEL CLAY CCRPORATION
OCT 2018

NACO

INVOICE DESCRIPTION

REGULATCR HOSE
REGULATOR/HOSE
VINYL/BUSHINGS
TUBE VINYL
CUSTOM CUT KEYS
ROPER GLCVE
LIQUID NAILS
BULBS

OCT-18 BILLING

DECEMBER 2018

COUNTY/PEBP PLAN

12PK GLASSES

AIRPORT HANGERS

COMMISSIONER ELECT
COMMISSIONER ELECT
KEITH WESTENGARD

DYNA PARTS LLC

9/17/18 BUG BGONE/CARWASH
9/26/18 TIRE VAL/WASHER
10/9/18 SUPPLIES

10/10/18
10/10/18
10/11/18
10/15/18
10/15/18
10/16/18
10/16/18
10/16/18
10/16/18
10/18/18
10/18/18
10/18/18
10/22/18
10/23/18
10/23/18
10/23/18
10/23/18
10/24/18
10/24/18
10/24/18
10/24/18
10/24a/18

HEADLIGHT

OIL FILTER
FLASH LIGHT
0XY350/ACETYLENE
BFLUID DOT 2-32
FILTER

GAUGE

FILTER EXCHANGE
BFLUID/BRKFLUID
FUSES

HITCH PIN
SOCKET

FILTERS

FITTING
S5W30CONV

CAR WASH SOAP
SUPPLIES

SOCKET SET/SUPPS
UNIT #2

FITTING

BRAKE WASHER
TAFPE

LANDER COUNTY

CHECK REGISTER 11/08/18

P/O # DATE
11/08/18
11/08/18
11/08/18
11/08/18
11/08/18
11/08/18
11/08/18
11/08/18

11/08/18

11/08/18

11/08/18

11/08/18

11/08/18

11/08/18
11/08/18
11/08/18

11/08/18
11/08/18
11/08/18
11/08/18
11/08/18
11/08/18
11/08/18
11/08/18
11/08/18
11/08/18
11/08/18
11/08/18
11/08/18
11/08/18
11/08/18
11/08/148
11/08/18
11/08/18
11/08/18
11/08/18
11/08/18
11/08/18
11/08/18
11/08/18
11/08/18

TRANS#

95466
95466
95466
95466
95466
95466
95466
95466

85556
95467
95468
95469
95557

95472
95472
95472

95470
95470
95470
95470
55470
95470
55470
85470
95470
95470
954770
95470
95470
95470
95470
95470
95470
25470
95470
95470
95470
95470
55470
95470
95470

AMOUNT

2% .
2.
72.

584

82,006.

225,
250.
250,

349"

[
13:
4
9

CHECK

33

00

594.

.00
2,B00.

.00
5,600.

.02

82

85

82,006 .

725,

3929

TOTAL

.69

0o

0o

00

.02

85

0o

83



Report No:
Run Date

CHECK

NUMBER

200890

200891

200892

200893

200894

200885

200896

200897

200898

200899

200900

200901

200902

9.

VENDOR INVOICE DESCRIPTION
NATIONAL ELEVATOR
9/28/18 ANNUAL TESTING

NATIONWIDE DRAFTING &
9/28/18 STAMPS/STAPLES

THE DIGGERS GROUP LLC
9/20/18 TUNE UP KIT

NEWMAN TRAFFIC SIGNS
9/10/18 TRAFFIC SIGN
10/19/18 TRAFFIC SIGNS

NATIONAL MEDICAL SERV.INC
9/30/18 MOORE-HANSEN

NORTHERN NV CHAPTER ICC
ANNA PENOLA

STATE OF NEVADA
10/1/18 AUSTIN/KINGSTON
10/2/18 BM FAIRGROUNDS

NV WATER RESQURCES ASS50C.
2019 NWRA MEMBERSHIP DUES

ANNA PENOLA
11/12-15/18 NACO
NACO BASKET

SMS COMPUTING, INC.

10/15/18
10/15/18
10/26/18
10/26/18
10/26/18

ROAD & BRIDGE
ROAD & BRIDGE
ASSESSCR
ASSESSOR
ASSESSCR

PEZONELLA ASSOCIATES, INC
9/29/18 OUTSIDE SERVICES

POINT S5 BATTLE MTN TIRE &
8/1/18 2013 FORD F150
9/6/18 MOUNT DISMOUNT
10/5/18 UNIT 40
10/10/18 RESCUE 4
10/9/18 USED TIRES TRAILR

POWERPLAN

10/15/18
10/19/18
10/23/18
10/24/18
10/23/18
10/31/18
10/30/18

10/22/18

2015 FORD F350
UNIT 9

UNIT 42

RESCUE 2

FLAT REPAIR

2013 FORD F150
2012 CHEV EQUINX

PARTS

LANDER
CHECK REGISTER 11/08/18

P/O #

COURTY

DATE

11/08/18

11/08/18

11/08/18

11/08/18
11/08/18

11/08/18

11/08/18

11/08/18
11/08/18

11/08/18

11/08/18
11/08/18

11/08/18
11/08/18
11/08/18
11/08/18
11/08/18

11/08/18

11/08/18
11/08/18
11/08/18
11/08/18
11/08/18
11/08/18
11/08/18
11/08/18
11/08/18
11/08/18
11/08/18
11/08/18

11/08/18

TRANSH
95478
95471
95475

95474
95474

95477

95476
95476

95473

95481
95558

35482
95482
95482
95482
95482

9EBEE

95479
55478
95479
9547%
95479
954739
85479
395479
95479
95479
95479
95479

95480

AMOUNT

550.00

87.89

60.53

102.7¢6
702.10

304.

113.00

52

20.

2,400.00
500.00
2,900

560.00

560.

138.00
45.00

40.00
1,185.00

1,345.00
1,1585.00

3,815.

1,469.00

1,469.

2,837.

85.18

00

aa

.00

00

.00

aa

a0

47



Report No: ’8 LANDER COUNTY .
Run Date : 1 /18 CHECK REGISTER 11/08/18

CHECK
NUMBER VENDOR INVOICE DESCRIPTION P/O # DATE TRANSH
200903 PRIORITY DISPATCH CORP.

10/12/18 EMD C13731 11/08/18 95483
200904 QUAL CON CONTRACTORS, INC

OCT 2018 TAXIWAY C 11/08/18 95559
200905 QUILL CORP

10/3/18 NOTEBOOK 11/08/18 95484

10/3/18 CUPS/PAPER/FILES 11/08/18 954384

10/3/18 TOHNER 11/08/18 95484

10/3/18 CALENDARS 11/08/18 95484

10/3/18 CALENDAR 11/08/18 95484

10/3/18 NOTEBOOKS 11/08/18 95484
200906 QUILL CORP

10/15/18 HEATER 11/08/18 95485

10/15/18 HEATER 11/08/18 95485

10/18/18 SIGNATURE STAMP 11/08/18 95485

10/22/18 CALENDAR 11/08/18 95485

10/22/18 PAPER/CALENDARS 11/08/18 95485

10/24/18 TONER 11/08/18 95485
200907 QUILL CORP

10/9/18 COPY PAPER 11/08/18 95486
200908 QUILL CORF

10/16/18 DESK SORTER 11/08/18 95560

10/16/18 LABEL SUPPLIES 11/08/18 95560
200909 STEVEN AGUILAR

10/11/18 ANTIFREEZE 11/08/18 95487
200910 RESEARCH AND CONSULTING

CONSULTING SERVICES 11/08/18 95488
200911 DESMOND SKEATH

10/15/18 REPAIR FURNACE 11/08/18 95533

10/27/18 REPAIR FURNACE 11/08/18 95533
200912 ROBIN SMITH

11/12-15/18 NACO 11/08/18 95564
200913 SONSRAY MACHINERY LLC

9/28/18 CASE MOTOR GRADER 11/08/18 95491
200914 ST OF NEVADA

10/2/18 GONZALEZ, MOLLY C 11/08/18 95493
200915 ST OF NEVADA

11/1/18 L.C. RETIREES 11/08/18 95573
200916 STRYKER EMS EQUIPMENT, INC

10/15/18 WHEEL GUIDE 11/08/18 95492

200917 SUPER B MOCTEL

AMOUNT

730.

147.

20.
282,

537,

2599,

48.
45.

138.

269,700,

25

5,759

629.

0o

55

36

B9
01

50

a3

00
00

00

00

ao

79

82

CHECK
TOTAL

730.

180,204,

T, 720

273 .

147 .3

BT

293,

269,700.

55

68

14

90

50

7.03

aa

-00

00

-00

.82



Report No: P. LANDER COUNTY .
Run Date : 17T 18 CHECK REGISTER 11/08/18

CHECK CHECK
NUMBER VENDOR INVOICE DESCRIPTION F/O # DATE TRANS# AMOUNT TOTAL
8/24/18 DENNIS LOWE 11/08/18 95567 77793
10/12/18 DENNIS LOWE 11/08/18 95587 84.30
162.03
200918 8YSCOo
10/24/18 11/08/18 95489 148.35
10/24/18 11/08/18 95489 98.90
10/31/18 11/08/18 95483 171.82
10/31/18 11/08/18 95483 114.55
533.62
200919 SYSCO FOOD SERVICES
10/18/18 11/08/18 95420 204.14
10/25/18 11/08/18 95430 279.29
483 .43
200920 TRANS UNION
7/25/18 JULY CREDIT CHECK 11/08/18 95534 7.69
7/25/18 AUG CREDIT CHECK 11/08/18 95534 23.07
30.76
200921 TYLER TECHNOLOGIES, INC.
10/21/18 SOFTWARE 11/08/18 95565 858.30
11/1/18 11/08/18 95535 750.00
10/17/18 SOFTWARE 11/08/18 95565 5,040.00
6,648.30
200922 RON UNGER
11/4/18 FBINAA/NVSCA 11/08/18 95538 139.00
139.00
200923 UNITED RENTALS
10/1/18 LIGHT TOWER 11/08/13 95536 241.13
241.13
200924 USA BLUE BOCK
10/2/18 GLOVES/HANDLE 11/08/18 95537 485.86
485 .86
200925 VELOCITY TRUCK CENTERS
10/23/18 REPAIR #213 11/08/18 95539 8,669.72
10/17/18 RELAY HIGH CURNT 11/08/18 95539 48_70
8,718.42
200926 VIPER GLASS LLC
9/13/18 INSTALL GLASS 11/08/18 95540 120.00
120.00
200927 PATSY WAITS
10/12/18 NACO LAS VEGAS 11/08/18 95542 337.90
10/18/18 NACO LAS VEGAS 11/08/18 95542 34.00
10/19/18 NACO LAS VEGAS 11/08/18 95542 48 .00
417.90
200928 WASHOE COUNTY SHERIFF'S
10/5/18 JULY-SEPT 2018 11/08/18 95545 400.00
400,00
200929 WASHOE COUNTY
10/12/18 WALGREN, KEVIN 11/08/18 95541 113.00
10/12/18 HANDLE/PROCESS 11/08/18 95541 11.30
10/12/18 TOXICOLOGY INTRP 11/08/18 95541 75.00
10/12/18 HANSEN, DEBRA 11/08/18 95541 300.00
10/12/18 WINAP, EMERSON 11/08/18 95541 2,300.00
2,799.30
200930 WESTERN NEVADA SUPPLY CO
9/7/18 HYDRATION SYSTEM 11/08/18 95568 85.00

85.00



Report No:
Run Date
CHECK
NUMBER
200931
200932

200933

200934

200935

200936

200937

200938

200939

:qlll!?le

VENDOR

FRANK WHITMAN
WINNEMUCCA PUB.

WINNEMUCCA PUB.

WINNEMUCCA PUB.
YESCO LLC

YESCC LLC

DEREK ZACHARIAS

ROSS ZIMMERMAN

ZONES, INC.

4IMPRINT

INVOICE DESCRIPTICN

10/12/18 CHNRWA

€0., INC.
1 YR RENEWAL

CO., INC.
9/30/18 ELECTION QUESTION
10/17/18 VOTER REG CLOSUR

C0., INC.
10/31/18 NOV 14 MEETING

11/1/18 625 S. BROAD

10/22/18 COOP EXT SIGN
10/22/18 BHVRL HLTH SIGN

11/25/18 INVESTIGATOR

10/12/18 SPAY/NEUTER
10/17/18 SPAY/NEUTER

9/21/18 NOTEBOOK CASE
5/24/18 MS USB-C

3/25/18 SURFACE BOOK
5/25/18 SURFACE PRO
2/27/18 MS EXTND HARDWARE

10/26/18 SWEATSHIRTS

CHECKS TOTAL

LANDER COUNTY .
CHECK REGISTER 11/08/18

P/O # DATE TRANS#
11/08/18 95544
11/08/18 955413

11/08/18 95569
11/08/18 95569

11/08/18 295570
11/08/18 25546

11/08/18 95571
11/08/18 95571

11/08/18 95563

11/08/18 95548
11/08/18 95548

11/08/18 95547
11/08/18 95547
11/08/18 95547
11/08/18 95547
11/08/18 95547

11/08/18 956572

AMOUNT

13189,

35.

6,440.
e {29

g9,

468 .

690,
.00

1,610

715.

751
50.

43.
165.
3,984.
1,855.
283.

384 .

20

00

a0

58

23

oo

oo

CHECK
TOTAL

b i P

35.

G, 775.

89.

468 .

2,300.

b

125.

852,098.

30

a0

70

58

33

00

00

.00

.98

Page

&



Commissioner Reports November 8, 2018




LANDER COUNTY COMMISSIONERS MEETING
11/8/2018
Agenda Item Number 1
THE REQUESTED ACTION OF THE LANDER COUNTY COMMISSION (S:
Discussion only regarding the November 27, 2018 Nevada Department of Transportation
(NDOT) Workshop scheduled for 9:00 am in the Community Meeting Room of the Lander

County Administration Building, and all other matters properly related thereto.

Public Comment:

Background:

Recommended Action:

50



LANDER COUNTY COMMISSIONERS MEETING
11/8/2018
Agenda ltem Number _ 2
THE REQUESTED ACTION OF THE LANDER COUNTY COMMISSION IS:
Discussion and possible action to approve/disapprove a medical marijuana cultivation facility
license to Lander Leaf Growers, a pre-qualified applicant located in northern Lander County, and

all other matters properly related thereto.

Public Comment:
Background:

Recommended Action:

51



LANDER COUNTY

MEDICAL MARIJUANA
CULTIVATION FACILITY LICENSE

LICENSE GRANTED 11/08/18
*SUBJECT TO THE QUARTERLY RENEWAL FEE
BUSINESS NAME: LANDER LEAF GROWERS

BUSINESS LOCATION: 1075 ALLEN ROAD, BATTLE MOUNTAIN, NV-NORTHERN LANDER COUNTY

)

/
/

DOUG MILLS, CHAIR




LANDER COUNTY COMMISSIONERS MEETING
11/8/2018

Agenda Item Number _ 3

THE REQUESTED ACTION OF THE LANDER COUNTY COMMISSION [S:
Discussion and possible action to approve/disapprove a medical marijuana cultivation facility
license. a medical marijuana production facility license, a recreational marijuana cultivation
facility license and a recreational marijuana production facility license to Pure Growers, a pre-
qualified applicant located in northern Lander County, and all other matters properly related

thereto.
Public Comment;

Background:

Recommended Action:



LANDER COUNTY

MEDICAL MARIJUANA

PRODUCTION FACILITY LICENSE

LICENSE GRANTED 11/08/18
*SUBJECT TO THE QUARTERLY RENEWAL FEE
BUSINESS NAME: PURE GROWERS

BUSINESS LOCATION: 905 ALLEN ROAD, BATTLE MOUNTAIN, NV-NORTHERN LANDER COUNTY

v/l

DOUG MILLS, CHAIR




LANDER COUNTY

RECREATIONAL MARIJUANA
PRODUCTION FACILITY LICENSE
LICENSE GRANTED 11/08/18

*SUBJECT TO THE QUARTERLY RENEWAL FEE
BUSINESS NAME: PURE GROWERS

BUSINESS LOCATION: 905 ALLEN ROAD, BATTLE MOUNTAIN, NV-NORTHERN LANDER COUNTY

| /
V4

DOUG MILLS, CHAIR




LANDER COUNTY

MEDICAL MARIJUANA
CULTIVATION FACILITY LICENSE

LICENSE GRANTED 11/08/18

*SUBJECT TO THE QUARTERLY RENEWAL FEE

BUSINESS NAME: PURE GROWERS

BUSINESS LOCATION: 905 ALLEN ROAD, BATTLE MOUNTAIN, NV--NORTHERN LANDER COUNTY

qd/ /
i/

DOUG MILLS, CHAIR




T T T T S

——
LANDER COUNTY

RECREATIONAL MARIJUANA
CULTIVATION FACILITY LICENSE

LICENSE GRANTED 11/08/18
*SUBJECT TO THE QUARTERLY RENEWAL FEE
BUSINESS NAME: PURE GROWERS

1 BUSINESS LOCATION: 905 ALLEN ROAD, BATTLE MOUNTAIN, NV-NORTHERN LANDER COUNTY

-y
/
/! y /
fy ,.-, /
/7 4
L (%

DOUG MILLS, CHAIR




LANDER COUNTY COMMISSIONERS MEETING
11/8/2018

Agenda Item Number 4
THE REQUESTED ACTION OF THE LANDER COUNTY COMMISSION IS:
Discussion and possible action to discuss the fees associated with the use of the Battle Mountain
Civic Center for the Lander County Convention and Tourism Authority, and all other matters

properly related thereto.

Public Comment;

Background:

Recommended Action:



LANDER COUNTY COMMISSIONERS MEETING
TOWN BOARD OF BATTLE MOUNTAIN & AUSTIN
BOARD OF COUNTY HIGHWAY COMMISSIONERS

October 27, 2016

LANDER COUNTY COURTHOUSE
COMMISSIONERS' CHAMBER
50 STATE ROUTE 305
BATTLE MOUNTAIN, NEVADA

Also Via Teleconference At

AUSTIN COURTHOUSE
COMMISSION OFFICE
122 MAIN STREET
AUSTIN, NEVADA

9:00 AM Call to Order

*(1)
*(2)
“(3)
*(4)

Page 1 of 6

Pledge of Allegiance

A Moment of Silence

Lander County Commissioners will break from lunch from 12:00pm to 1:15pm
Commissiongts Reports on meetings, conferences and seminars attended

Staff Reports on meetings, conferences and seminars attended

Public Comment - For non-agenized items only. Persons are invited 10 submit commienis in
writing andior atiend and make commenis on any non- agendea item af the Board meeting if
any, and discussion of those comments ot the discretion of the Board. All public comment may
be limited to three (3) minutes per pevson, again at the discretion of the Board. Reasonable
restrictions may be placed on public comments based upon time, place and manner, but public
comment based upon viewpoint may not be restricted

*CONSENT AGENDA*

All matters listed under the consent agenda are considered rou tine, and may be acted upon by
the Board of County Commissioners with one action, without extensive discussion. Any
member of the Board or any citizen may request that an item be taken from the consent
agenda, discussed and acted upon separately during this meeting, Consent agenda materials are
available at the Lander County Clerk' s office for viewing and copies are available for a
nominal charge.

Appraval of Agenda Notice October 27, 2016
October 13, 2016 Meeting Minutes

Payment of Bills

Payroll Change Requests

“Lander County is an Equal Opportunity Provider”

54




LANDER COUNTY COMMISSION AGENDA October 27, 2016

*(1)

*(2)

*(3)

. “(4)

*(5)

*(6)

Page 2 0f 6

*COMMISSIONERS*

Discussion and presentation of "Assessment of Drought Resilience of the Battle
Mountain and Austin Public Water Supply Systems: Results of a Groundwater
Modeling Study by the Desert Research Institute" by John Cobourn, and all other
matters properly related thereto.

Public Comment

Discussion and possible action to approve/disapprove the route for the Annual Parade
of Lights to be held December 3, 2016, and all other matters properly related thereto,

Public Comment

Discussion and possible action regarding the fees charged to the Lander County
Convention & Tourism Authority for the use of the Battle Mountain Civie Center for
special events, and all other matters properly related thereto.

Public Comment

Discussion of advertisement of grants received by 11th Judicial Youth and Family
Services; Youth Apprenticeship Program, $14,850; Project Magic $25,274:
Alcohol/Marijuana Wise/Nicotine 101/Other Drugs $3,300; and all other matters
properly related thereto,

Public Conmment

Discussion and possible action to approve/disapprove a contract to detain Lander
County Youth in Northeastern Nevada Juvenile Detention Center in Elko County, and
all other matters properly related thereto.

Public Comment
*AIRPORT*

Discussion and presentation by Steve Marshall of JUB Engineering regarding Austin
Airport Master Plan Introduction, and all other matters properly related thereto.

Public Comment

"Lander County is an .f.'.'(;mvsf SOppommi.[v Provider"




LANDER COUNTY COMMISSION AGENDA October 27, 2016

M

*(8)

*(9)

*(10)

()

*(12)

Page3 of 6

*ASSESSORS*

Discussion and possible action regarding Resolution 2016-12 directing the County
Assessor to prepare and publish the 2017/18 Secured Tax Roll, and all other matters
properly related thereto.

Public Commem

*PLANNING*

Discussion and possible action regarding approval of a Parcel M ap for Nancee and
Larry Stallard, located at 155 Mulligan Way, Battle Mountain, Lander County
Assessor Parcel Number 01 [-110-12, splitting one (1) 75.93 acre parcel into three (3)
I acre parcels and leaving one (1) parcel at 72.93 acres; and all other matters properly
related thereto.

Public Comment
*UPDATES*

Update from the Building Official, and all other matters property related thereto.

Public Comment

Update from the Human Resources Director, and all other matters properly related
thereto.

Public Comment

Update from Lander County EMS, and al! other matters properly related thereto.

Public Comment
*PUBLIC WORKS*
Update from the Public Works Director regarding status of projects, and all other
matters properly related thereto.

Public Conmment

"Lander County is an fi'qméf é‘)ppurumir_\-‘ Provider”




LANDER COUNTY COMMISSION AGENDA October 27, 2016

*(13)

*(14)

*(15)

*(16)

*(17)

*(18)

Page 4 of 6

Discussion and possible action to approve/disapprove the Public Works Director to
advertise for bid for a metal shop for the Lander County Landfill in an amount not to
exceed $120,000.00, and all other matters properly related thereto.

Public Conment
*COMMISSIONERS*

Discussion and possible action to approve/disapprove the job description for the
Executive Assistant to the Executive Director, and all other matters properly related
thereto.

Public Comment

Discussion and possible action to approve/disapprove the job description for the
Public Works Administrative Assistant, and all other matters properly related thereto.

Public Conment

Discussion and possible action to approve/disapprove the travel expenses of the
District 4 Lander County Commissioner to be elected November 8, 2016 to the
Annual NACO Conference in Pahrump, Nevada held November 14 through
November 17, 2016, and all other matlers properly related thereto.

Public Comment

Discussion and possible action regarding the approval/disapproval of lease renewal
between Bullock Mechanical and Lander County in the amount of $336.00 for the
1,120 square foot building located at 142 W. Third Street, Battle Mountain, NV
89620, and all other matters properly related thereto.

Public Comment

Discussion and possible action to approve/disapprove Resolution 2016-13 that would
appoint two individuals on the Lander County Convention and Tourism Authority to
serve a one time three year tern, then revert to a two year term, and all other matters
properly related thereto.

Publie Comment

“Lander County is an 1—'.‘quq.’_f()ppommify Provider"
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*(19)  Discussion and possible action regarding request of the District Attorney to declare a
critical labor shortage pursuant to NRS 286.523 for the position of Chief Deputy
District Attorney, and all other matters properly related thereto.

Public Comment
*FINANCE*

*(20)  Update on budget review, contracts, financial update, and all other matters properly
related thereto.

Public Comment
*CORRESPONDENCE*

*(21)  Correspondence/reports/upcoming agenda items.

Public Comment
Public Comment - For non-agendized items on ly. Persons are invited to submit comments in
writing and/or attend and make comments on any non- agenda item at the Board meeting if any, and
discussion aof those comments at the diseretion of the Board. All public comment may be limited 1o three
(3) minutes per person, again at the discretion of the Board. Reasonable restrictions may be placed on
public camments based upon time, place and manner. but public comment based upon viewpoint may
not be restricted.

ADJOURN
*Denotes discussion/action item with information pravided at the meeting. Action may be laken according to the "Nevada Qpen
Meeting Law Manual” via a telephone conlerence call in which a quorum of the Board memnbers is simultancousty tinked to one
another telephonically.
NOTE: TIMES ARE APPROXIMATE
This is the tentative schedule for the meeting. ‘The Board reserves the right to Lake items out of order 1o accomplish business in the most

efticient manner. The Board may combine two or more agenda items for considetation. The Board may remove an item from the agenda or
delay discussion relating (o an flem on the apenda at any Llime.

Notice to persons with disabilities; Members of the public who are disabled and require special assistance or aeconmodations at the
meeting are requested to notify the County Exeeulive Director in writing al the Courthouse. 50 State Route 305, Battle Mountain,
Nevada BY820. or call (775} 635-2885 at least one day in advance ol the meeling,

NOTICE: Any member of the public that would like 1o request any supporting maicrial from the meeting. please conlact Keith
Westengard, Lander County Exeeutive Direclor, 50 State Route 305. Battie Mountain, Nevada 89820 (775) 633-5738.

AFFIDAVIT OF POSTING
State of Nevadn )
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o

County of Lander )

Keith Westeagard, Lander County Executive Director of said Lander County, Nevada, heing duly sworn. says, that on the 219
day of October 2016, he posted a notice. of which the attached is a copy. at the following places: 1) Battle Mountain Civie
Center, 2) Battle Mountain Post OlTice, 3) Lander County Courthouse, 4) Swackhamer's Plaza Bulletin Toard. 5) Kingston
Communily Hall Bulletin Board, and 6) Austin Courthouse in snid Lander County, where proceedings are pending.

Keith Westengard, Lander County Executive Director (

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 219 day of Octaber, 2016

e 1L

Witness

Name of Agenda: Lander County Commissioner’s Meeting

. Date of Meeting: Oclober 27. 2016
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CHAIRMAN BAKKER: Okay. Doug made a motion. Patsy

seconded it.

3)

Any public comment?

{No comment.)

CHAIRMAN BAKKER: All in faver?
COMMISSIONER MILLS: Aye.

CHAIRMAN BAKKER: Aye.

COMMISSIONER WAITS: Aye.
COMMISSIONER CLARK: Aye.

DAWN McCLARY: Thank vou.

CHAIRMAN BAKKER: Okay. Thank you —-
COMMISSIONER WAITS: Thank you, Dawn.
CHAIRMAN BAKKER: —— Dawn.
COMMISSIONER WAITS: Good —-
COMMISSIONER MILLS: Thanks.
COMMISSIONER WAITS: - luck in your new position.
DAWN McCLARY: Thank you.

Discussion and possible action regarding the fees charged to

the Lander County Convention & Tourism Authority foxr the use

of the Battle Mountain Civie Center for special events, and

all other matters properly related thereto.

CHAIRMAN BAKKER: Three, discussion and possible action

regarding the fees charge to the Lander County Convention and

Tourism Authority for the use of the Battle Mountain Civic

Center for the special events, and all the matters properly

related thereto.

i8)

Alsco, we're going to open up 18,

Discussion and possible action to approve/disapprove
Resolution 2016-13 that would appoint two individuals on the
Lander County Convention and Tourism Authority to serve a
one—-time, three-year term, then revert to a two-year term,
and all other matters properly related thereto.

CHATIRMAN BAKKER: Discussion and possible action to

approve/disapprove Resolution 2016-13 that would appoint two

individuals to —-- on the Lander County Conventicn and Tourism

Authority to serve a one-time, three-year term to revert to a

Lander County Board of Commissioners
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two-year term, and all other matters properly related thereto.

Qkay.

GRADY PIERCE: 1I'm Grady Pierce. Lander County Convention
and Tourism, if you have any questions.

MARSHA FORGERON: Marsha Forgeron, new member and learning.

COMMISSIONER WAITS: Good morning.

CHAIRMAN BAKKER: Any guestions?

COMMISSIONER WAITS: Just what positions that we're going
to put in what term slots. That's zll.

COMMISSIONER MILLS: Do you —-- do you have a preference on
who does the three-year terms?

GRADY PIERCE: No.

DISTRICT ATTORNEY HERRERA: Commission, what I suggestead
last time and it wasn't part of the motion, sc¢ scomebody had to
bring it up again, was that the -- the two positions that --
that no one competed against, maybe perhaps they should be the
three years. And that would be —-- that would be the other two
positions aside from these two individuals here that would be —-

CHATRMAN BAKKER: So Rich and Ann.

DISTRICT ATTORNEY HERRERA: Yes. And —-

COMMISSIONER MILLS: Oh, Ann Miles?

CHATRMAN BAKKER: Uh-huh.

DISTRICT ATTORNEY HERRERA: And you only —-

COMMISSIONER WAITS: So Rich and Anne would be the --

GRADY PIERCE: Three years.

CHAIRMAN BAKKER AND DISTRICT ATTORNEY HERRERA: Three
vears.

COMMISSIONER WAITS: Three-year.

DISTRICT ATTORNEY HERRERA: One time, three years.

GRADY PIERCE: One time only. So we're staggered.

DISTRICT ATTORNEY HERRERA: So they'd be staggered there.
That's just a suggestion.

COMMISSIONER WAITS: Okay.

GRADY PTIERCE: That's fine with -- with —-— with me.

COMMISSIONER WAITS: Actually, that's the motel/hotel
anyway. And that's probably a good one to leave --

DISTRICT ATTORNEY HERRERA: Yep.

COMMISSIONER WAITS: -— with the continuity on that type of
thing.

DISTRICT ATTORNEY HERRERA: Yep.

Lander County Board of Commissioners
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COMMISSIONER WAITS: I agree.

CHAIRMAN BAKKER: Somecone want to make a motion on that?

COMMISSIONER WAITS: I*LY == IWLL, ==

DISTRICT ATTORNEY HERRERA: So it's basically filling in
the blanks. If you look at the resoclution, --

COMMISSICONER WAITS: Ckay.

DISTRICT ATTORNEY HERRERA: ~-- ycu have to name the names
so we can fill in the blanks.

COMMISSIONER WAITS: Okay. I'1l make a motion that we
approve the Resolution 2016-13 that would appoint two
individuals to the Lander County Convention and Tourism
Ruthority to serve a one-time, three-year term and that would be
the motel and hotel representatives. And authorize the chair to
sign.

COMMISSICNER MILLS: I'll second.

CHAIRMAN BAKKER: Patsy made a motion. Doug seconded.

Any public comment?

(No comment.)

CHATRMAN BAKKER: All in favor?

COMMISSIONER MILLS: Aye.

CHAIRMAN BAKKFER: Aye.

COMMISSIONER WAITS: Aye.

COMMISSIONER CLARK: Aye.

CHATIRMAN BAKKER: Okay. Now —-—

DISTRICT ATTORNEY HERRERA: And this is a -- a joint
resolution. So as soon as it's all signed, we will be sending
it. e ——

COMMISSIONER CLARK: Yeah.

GRADY PIERCE: Our board.

CHAIRMAN BAKKER: Their board.

COMMISSICNER WAITS: Giving it to Convention and Tourism
for your board.

CHAIRMAN BAKKER: Okay. And then issue number three.
Charging the Convention and Tourism to use the civic center.

GRADY RPIERCE: We -- ycu know, obviously this was back when
we managed the -- the civie center, we always let the county
government utilize the facility with no fee.

And I guess we would just like to have that same respect
back.

COMMISSIONER WAITS: Rich, the question that came up was

umn, er——
.

Lander County Board of Commissioners
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when we were looking at that, we --~ we queried into the same
thing. We thought the government offices did not pay a fee, but
they assured us that they did, that the school had paid.

GRADY PIERCE: Right.

COMMISSIONER CLARK: The Resource Center has paid.

GRADY PIERCE: The Resource Center had paid?

COMMISSIONER CLARK: Yeah, when they have their crab feed.
When ~- when yeou have alcohel, ycou have to pay.

GRADY PILRCL: Well, —-

COMMISSIONER CLARK: I know where you're coming from,
Grady. I don't have a problem with it.

GRADY PIERCE: Right. I guess —-

COMMISSIONER CLARK: This is just the way it's really been.

GRADY PIERCE: The —-- but what we're doing is not a —- a
fundraiser for a particular group. What we're doing is to help
the entire community.

COMMISSIONER CLARK: The Resource Center is a 503.

GRADY PIERCE: Well, yeah, I guess vou can take your stance
however you want as far as whether you want to bring pecple to

Lander County or you don't. I know we do. We want to promote, .
and we want to bring people in. But just down to the dellars |
and cents and, you know, T guess we'll Jjust have tc figure that
out .

COMMISSIONER CLARK: How much money do yecu have in your
bank account?

GRADY PIERCE: That's irrelevant to what --

COMMISSIONER CLARX: ©No, it's not irrelevant.

GRADY PIERCE: It is irrelevant.

COMMISSIONER CLARK: ©No, 1it's not.

GRADY PIERCE: How much money do you have?

COMMISSIONER CLARK: It's public record. How much do you
have?

GRADY PIERCE: Well, same as yours.

COMMISSIONER CLARK: Hcw much do you have?

GRADY PIERCE: Not as much as you.

COMMISSIONER CLARK: Ycu still haven't given me a figure,
Grady.

Last time I checked it was 980,000, And it was 600,000.
Are you hurting for money?

GRADY PIERCE: Yes,

Lander County Board of Commissioners
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COMMISSIONER

record. You know

GRADY PIERCE:

COMMISSIONER

GRADY PIERCE:
Do you see the motels full every night?

there.
COMMISSIONER
is: What is your

GRADY PIERCE:

civic center.
COMMISSIONER
question, Grady,
It's that simple.
COMMISSIONER
money scmeone has
discussion.

GRADY PIERCE:

for an event --
COMMISSIONER

GRADY PIERCE:

COMMISSTONER

similar organizations similarly.

all get a similar

private indiwvidual,

CLARK: What's your balance? It's public
it
I know it.
CLARK: Well, tell me.
But if we're not frugal with it, it wcn't be

No.
CLARK: That wasn't my question.
balance?

Yes,

My questicn

we have enough to -- to -- to rent the

CLARK: You still haven't answered my

because you know you have a fat bank account,

MILLS: T think I would say that how much

is irrelevant to the question or —-- or the
Yeah, I mean, it's about using a facility
MILLS: Right. To me, it's --

that sponsors and helps the community.

MILLS: To me, it's more about treating
So if it's a 501{c) (3),
If it was a
If it's a

they pay a similar rate,

Lhey
rate for the civic center.
they all pay a similar rate.

county entity or a government entity,
That's what I would be more concerned about.
GRADY PIERCE: Right,
CHAIRMAN BAKKER: What does the schools pay,
GRADY PIERCE: I think the last --
for two years, but the last I knew it was $5,000 a year.
CHAIRMAN BAKKER: 55,000 =
GRADY PIERCE: Yeah.
whenever they needed or wanted it.
DISTRICT ATTORNEY HERRERA: Is that true?
UNIDENTIFIED PARTICIEANT: That
CHAIRMAN BAKKER: Okay.
COMMISSIONER MILLS: Then I would —-
Convention and Tourism wants te do it,

I mean, --

then?
I haven't been on there
year?

And that opened it up to the entire
year,

is5 correct.

I would say that if
you could -- we cculd

‘come up with an annual rate or a per—-use rate.

GRADY PIERCE: S50 does that mean that —--

Lander County Board of Commissioners
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ROBIN SMITH: Rokin Smith, for the record.

CHAIRMAN BAKKER: Oh. What's up?

GRADY PIERCE: (Indiscernible.)

ROBIN SMITH: 1I'd think that if you're going to do an
annual rate for Convention and Tourism and the school, then you
have to look at all of the 501 (c) (3)s. It has to be fair across
the board.

If you guys want to honor their contract this year because
it was already set in place for a no-fee, that's fine. But I
think moving forward, if one club has to follow the rate
schedule, all clubs need to. Not saying Convention and Tourism
is a club, but there's other -- the Bass Club brings people into
this town. Family Resource for the crab feed brings people into
this town. Yes, you guys bring people into this town for the
chukar tournament, but other organizations —-

GRADY PIERCE: Well ——

ROBIN SMITH: -- do toc. And if they have to pay, then
I__

GRADY PILERCE: Then --

ROBIN SMITH: —— think, ==

GRADY PIERCE: -—- ycu're right.

ROBIN SMITH: -- it's only falr to be straight across the
board.

COMMISSTONER CLARK: What's your recommendation, —-—

COMMISSIONER MILLS: That's —-

COMMISSTIONER CLARK: —-— Robin?

ROBIN SMITH: Well, T mean, I don't think this needs to
turn into a huge deal. If we want to honcr their contract this

year, that's fine. Moving forward, I think we need to sit tr-
—-- stay to our rate schedule that we agreed on last commission
meeting. FEalr is fair.

COMMISSIONER WAITS: I don't look at it guite the same
because they -- they are a board set up by the NRS statute. And
that's still just a little bit different than somebody that has
an individual club that they're doing things for.

ROBIN SMITH: Okay.

COMMISSICNER WAITS: You can't —-

ROBIN SMITH: -— Family --
COMMISSICNER WAITS: -- compare that.
ROBIN SMITH: -- Resource Center. Are they under the NRS

|
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statute? Is the school? I mean, where is the line drawn?
Where --

COMMISSIONER WAITS: Well, but their --

ROBIN SMITHE: -- is the line drawn?

COMMISSIONER WAITS: But their mission is not to obtain the
—— and collect the taxes that go back in grants for all of the

county. I mean, it's just -- I look at it differently. I --
GRADY FPIERCE: Yeah. No, it --
You're right. It -- it could go either way. And we could
be here all day. But, yeah, I mean. Yeah, I can see, you know,

there's no happy medium so however we decide to leave this.

COMMISSIONER WAITS: Well, on the other side too is we
still -- now that the county has taken it over, has to -— has
to, you know, maintain the costs that -- that we have too. 3ut
I don't think it should be anything excessive. And I think we
can still treat that a little bit differently than we do every
other individual club.

CHAIRMAN BAKKER: I feel, honestly -- and if we come up
with an annual rate, I would actually be okay with that. That's
not a bad idea. But when you say the county got it for free, we
didn't get it for free, because we paid all the maintenance,

.minor or major. 8o iL was like we were paying for maintenance

to use the building. And yvou guys collected the fees, which is
fine. But there has to be —- it can't just be nothing. Because
1f you look at it from a business standpoint, you can say -- say
Convention and Tourism wasn't using it and we could find someocne
else to renl it out for that whole week, they would be paying.

GRADY PIERCE: Right.

CHAIRMAN BAKKER: The county would be making money.

GRADY PIERCE: And that might be the best solution too is
that we don't use that facility.

CHAIRMAN BAKKER: And then the county wouldn't be out
nothing either one way or the other,

GRADY PIERCE: No, and that -- that would be good.

CHAIRMAN BAKKER: Because we never made money off of it —--

GRADY PIERCE: Right.

CHAIRMAN BAKKER: -- in the past. So if you don't use it
and you don't do an event, the county itself wouldn't be losing
money one way or the other. Because there wouldn't be no
maintenance.

— e e e e —— ———
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GRADY PIERCE: You're right.
CHAIRMAN BAKKER: And there wouldn't be no upkeep.
GRADY PIERCE: Running that facility, you're right. You

can't lose money. I mean, you're making money hand over fist.
S0 -- so it's -- it's a good -- good move that you took that
back.

COMMISSIONER CLARK: You're shaking your head no, Robin.

ROBIN SMITH: That building does not make money hand over
fist. I'm sorry.

COMMISSIONER CLARK: Okay.

ROBIN SMITH: And you know that. You guys ran it for five
years.

GRADY PIERCE: Five?

ROBIN SMITH: Or Paula was in there five years. I don't
know, however many years you guys ran it. But you know that
that building's not making money hand over fist. And giving the
facility away for free just puts the county farther and farther.

GRADY PIERCE: So when -- when it is rented, we would have
the full support staff of people there monitoring and -- and
keeping things moving along.

ROBIN SMITH: Yes. And as you did when you got it for the
bike race.

GRADY PIERCE: Hm.

CHAIRMAN BAKKER: So what do you guys want to do?

COMMISSIONER MILLS: Well, I just think they should be
treated the same as other organizations. I'm —-

And I'm fine with giving it to them for the chukar feed
this year at no charge., That's fine with me.

But going in the future, I think they should be treated the
same as everyone else.

COMMISSIONER WAITS: (iR tsonsh e enis

o
GRADY PIERCE: So -- .
COMMISSIONER MILLS: Um.

Lander County Board of Commissioners
Meeting of October 27, 2016

Page 29




0o~ W =

W W W WwWwowwowMNMNDMNMNMNRNMNDRNDNDMNRDL = = e et o e ok
gtﬂm\lm(ﬂhml\)—‘OLO@*JO)W&O)N—*O&D@‘QG‘JWLCOI\)—LO(D

W OAT .

GRADY PIERCE: Correct.

COMMISSIONER WAITS: Before they just say automatically, I

think we should do it like everybody else, --

GRADY PIERCE: Correct.

COMMISSIONER WAITS: -- I would like a chance for your
board to have the input on that. Because your comment was,

perhaps we don't want to use it. Well, then if we don't want to

use 1t, we're not going to set a fee.
GRADY PIERCE: Right.

COMMISSIONER WAITS: So if you don't want to -- you might
think about, well, let's have two or three things there and go
with an annual fee. And I'd like the input from your board
firat —-

GRADY PIERCE: Okay.

COMMISSIONER WAITS: -- before we make that decision.

COMMISSIONER MILLS: I think I'm -- I'm okay with that. So
I would -- I'll second that motion.

CHAIRMAN BAKKER: Patsy made a motion. Doug seconded.

Any public comment?

ALECIA: I -- I agree that they should say —--

CHAIRMAN BAKKER: Hey, Alecia, you've --

ALECIA: -- it should be a —-

CHAIRMAN BAKKER: -- got to state your name.

ALECIA: Alecia (indiscernible), --

CHAIRMAN BAKKER: Okay.

ALECIA: -- for the record.

COUNTY CLERK SULLIVAN: You've got to actually come up and
(indiscernible) .

ALECIA: First on the public -- as a citizen, I think they
-- everyone should pay straight across. I think you probably
should do a fee because it might come up later again with
ancther organization. And they should prove that they're a
501(c) (3). We have to do it whether we're doing the Burners or
the Sober Seniors. 1If whoever you're doing, you have to give
you guys, Convention and Tourism, you have to prove to them your
bank accounts and your 501(c) (3)s. Se¢ I think that -- that
should be an effort in there.

And then secondly, as a business owner, they say they're

Lander County Board of Commissioners
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deing it for the best of the community. They spend a great
amount of money out of town when there's local businesses that
could help them with some of those prizes. Their ATV, you're
nct going tc be able to buy that here. There are a lot of
things that they do. And they send a big trailer out of town,
fill it up with thousands and thousands of dollars of
merchandise that they could buy at lots of places here in town.
Sc that's my two cents,

GRADY PIERCE: Yeah. No, we -—- we -- to combat that, we —--
we spend a great deal of money in Lander County for prizes with
different businesses that have -~

ALECIA: What percentage is that?

GRADY PIERCE: Probably 6 percent. Well, I take that back,
with the guns, probably 50 ¢r 60.

MARSHA FORGERON: I was about to =ay, it's about half.

CHAIRMAN BAKKER: Yeah, but don't they buy the guns out of
town?

GRADY PIERCE: No.

MARSHA FORGERON: Neo,

S E LSRR S S O o R

20 CHAIRMAN BAKKER: Did they buy them in town this year?
21 GRADY PIERCE: Yeah. Always buy them --

22 CHATIRMAN BAKKER: Because I know —-

23 GRADY PIERCE: -— in town.

24 CHAIRMAN BAKKER: -- lasl year they went to Cabela's in
25 Reno. TLast year they bought damn -~ darn near everything in
26 Reno —-—

27 GRADY PIERCE: That's

28 CHAIRMAN BAKKER: -- because I was at thcse meetings.
29 GRADY PIERCE: That's because there was no one in Lander
30 County that had the ability to sell a gun.

31 CHAIRMAN BAKKER: You can go to Ace.

32 GRADY PIFRCE: He --

33 CHAIRMAN BAKKRER: They order them.

34 GRADY PIERCE: -— didn't want to.

35 CHATIRMAN BAKKER: Huh?

36 GRADY PIERCE: After he got broken into —-—

37 CHAXRMAN BAKKER: He -- he will --

38 GRADY PIERCE: -—- he was gun --

39 CHAIRMAN BAKKER: =-- order --

40 GRADY PIERCE: == shy.

ll
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CHAIRMAN BAKKER:
GRADY PIERCE: He
CHAIRMAN BAKKER:
GRADY PIERCE: But
CHAIRMAN BAKKER:
GRADY PIERCE: —=
CHAIRMAN BAKKER:
GRADY PIERCE: s
CHAIRMAN BAKKER:
was bought in Reno last
GRADY PIERCE: Uh-
CHAIRMAN RAKKER:
COMMISSIONER CLARK
aren't doing a good job
The argument
GRADY PIERCE: No,
COMMISSTONER CLARK
GRADY PIERCE: =
COMMISSIONER CLARK
GRADY PIERCE: The
COMMISSICNER CLARK
that had been the issue

comes

-- guns for you,

was gun-shy. He Lold us no.

Qkay, --

now —-—

—- what about the gun --

this year he —-

—— safes?

is.

What about -- 95 percent of everything
year --

huh.

—-- and the year before.

: You know, nobody argues that you guys

. You're deing a good Jjob.

:  —- oVver monsy.

I don't think so.

: That's —-

money?

: The money. That's the issue. I mean,
with the contract. And that's the issue

right now, fair payment,

CHAIRMAN BAKKER: Anyway.

GRADY PIERCE: Huh? ©No, you're right. T just —-- I had
just thought that maybe z lot of the old animosity had died.

But I guess it hasn't. So -- so we'll
COMMISSIONER CLARK: Well,
just trying to be fair with this,

just stay the course.

define animosity. I mean, we're

One person pays. The other person should pay.

CHAIRMAN BAKKER: Ted, can we get clarification that they
need to be a 501{c) (3) or if they're governmental?
DISTRICT ATTORNEY HERRERA: They're a separate entity.

They're a legal entity. Subdivision of State of Nevada by NRS

statute.

CHAIRMAN BAKKER: So they governmental, theugh? Or what's
the --

DISTRICT ATTORNEY HERRERA: Well, they're -- they're just
like the -- the hospital board --

CHAIRMAN BAKKER: Okay.

Lander County Board of Commissioners N T
Meeting of October 27, 2016
Page 32
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DISTRICT ATTORNEY HERRERA: -- or the hospital district.
Do you charge them? I -- I den't —— it's a matter of what
policy you want to develop. I can't look at any ordinance or
statute to help you cut on this one.

CHAIRMAN BAKKER: Okay.

DISTRICT ATTORNEY HERRERA: I guess that's the best answer.

You -—- you have to set a policy on -- on your relationship with
this other governmental agency -- entity, I should say. That's
what it is. It's a policy decision.

COMMISSIONER WAITS: Well, there's not another governmental
agenéy that ==

DISTRICT ATTORNEY HERRERA: Well -—-

COMMISSIONER WAITS: -- that simply collects the taxes and
gives them all ocut —-

DISTRICT ATTORNEY HERRERA: They're a —--

COMMISSIONER WAITS: -- as grants.

DISTRICT ATTORNEY HERRERA: -- governmental entity.

COMMISSIONER WAITS: T mean, back to the county. I mean,
that's a little bit different than the hospital, even though
it's maybe set up the same through NRS. They're still —-
they're unigue. They're different.

DISTRICT ATTORNEY HERRERA: They are. They are. But
there's nothing in the statute and the ordinance. And T'11
empha- —-— reemphasize to help you out on this.

COMMISSIONER WAITS: I ==

DISTRICT ATTORNEY HERRERA: You have to set a policy is my
only point.

COMMTISSIONER WAITS: I understand.

CHAIRMAN BAKKER: Any other puklic comment?

{No comment.}

CHAIRMAN BAKKER: Okay. All in favor?

COMMISSIONER MILLS: Aye,

CHAIRMAN BAKKER: Ave.

COMMISSIONER WAITS: Aye.

COMMISSIONER CLARK: Avye.

CHATIRMAN BAKKER: Okay. Thank you, guys.

I
I

Lander County Board of Commissioners
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Battle Mountain

Civic Center

625 S. Broad St

Battle Mountain, NV 89820
775-635-3336

INVOICE

Lander County Convention & Tourism

Paula Tomera DATE:  Oct 31 - Nov. 4, 2018
635-1112 INVOICE # 103111418
Chukar Feed and Tournament PO#

DESCRIPTION AMOUNT
Building Rental Fees @ $200.00 per day x 5 days $1,000.00
Alcohol deposit — 4, /) 117 A P2 $500.00
Dishes U $100.00
Silverware $50.00
Steam Tables x 4 @ 25.00 per table $200.00

CODE TO CIVIC CENTER
052-000-36010

Thank you for allowing Battle Mountain Civic Center
the opportunity to host your event,

Please remit to: Battle Mountain Civic Center
625 S Broad St
Battle Mountain, NV 89820

TOTAL |

Make all checks payable to Battle Mountain Civic Center

THANK YOU FOR YOUR BUSINESS!
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Battle Mountain:

Civic Center

625 S. Broad St

Battle Mountain, NV 89820
775-635-3336

INVOICE

Lander County Convention & Tourism

Paula Tomera DATE: Sept. 8-16, 2018
635-1112 INVOICE # 981618
Human Powered Bike Races PO#
DESCRIPTION AMOUNT
Building Rental Fees @ $200.00 per day x days $1,800.00
Alcohol Deposit - refundable $500.00
CODE TO CIVIC CENTER
052-000-36010

Thank you for allowing Battle Mountain Civic Center

the opportunity to host your event.

Please remit to: Battle Mountain Civic Center
625 S Broad St

Battle Mountain, NV 89820

TOTAL | $2,300.00

Make all checks payable to Battle Mountain Civic Center

THANK YOU FOR YOUR BUSINESS!
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LANDER COUNTY COMMISSIONERS MEETING
11/8/2018

Agenda ltem Number _ 5
THE REQUESTED ACTION OF THE LANDER COUNTY COMMISSION IS:
Discussion only regarding an update of the Austin Realignment Project as presented by Summit
Engineering, and all other matters properly related thereto.
Public Comment:

Background:

Recommended Action:
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LANDER COUNTY COMMISSIONERS MEETING
11/8/2018
Agenda ltem Number _ 6
THE REQUESTED ACTION OF THE LANDER COUNTY COMMISSION [S:
Discussion and possible action to set a date, time and location for an Austin Town Hall meeting

to discuss the Austin Youth Center, and all other matters properly related thereto.

Public Comment:
Background:

Recommended Action:



LANDER COUNTY COMMISSIONERS MEETING
11/8/2018

Agenda ltem Number _ 7

THE REQUESTED ACTION OF THE LANDER COUNTY COMMISSION IS;

Discussion and possible action regarding approval/disapproval of parcel map for Mt. Lewis, LLC
located at Mount Lewis Drive, Battle Mountain, Nevada, as APN 002-320-12, splitting seven (7)
acre parcel into four (4) parcels, that was approved by the Planning Commission on September
12, 2018, and all other matters properly related thereto.

Public Comment:
Background: This itemi as heard and approved in front of the Planning Commission on
9-12-2018 The allowable septic system desity without an engineering report is 99 per

square mile. There are approximately 74 existing systems At comolete buildout there is
a possibility of 82 septic systems. Othar information is attached

Recommended Action: Reaview and approve/disapprove the atiached parcel map
application
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Lander County Commission Agenda Request Form

COMMISSIONER MEETING DATE 11/08/2018

NAME ROBERT BRANSTAD REPRESENTING MT. LEWIS, LLC

ADDRESS 2300 CALDWELL BLVD NAPA IDAHO 83651

PH: (510)334-2232
WHICH NUMBER SHOULD WE CALL DURING NORMAL BUSINESS HOURS? LISTED

WHO WILL BE ATTENDING THE MEETING: ROBERT BRANSTAD

JOB TITLE: OWNER

SPECIFIC REQUEST TO BE PLACED ON THE AGENDA: DISCUSSION FOR POSSIBLE ACTION REGARDING
APPROVAL/DISAPPROVAL OF PARCEL MAP FOR MT. LEWIS, LLC LOCATED AT MOUNT LEWIS DRIVE, BATTLE
MOUNTAIN, NV AS APN 002-320-12 TO SPLIT SEVEN (7) ACRE PARCEL INTO FOUR PARCELS.

BACKGROUND INFORMATION: THIS ITEM WAS HEARD AND APPROVED IN FRONT OF THE PLANNING
COMMISSION ON 09-12-2018. THE ALLOWABLE SEPTIC SYSTEM DENSITY WITHOUT AN ENGINEERING REPORT
1S 99 PER SQUARE MILE. THERE ARE APPROXIMATELY 74 EXISTING SYSTEMS. AT COMPLETE BUILD OUT
THERE IS A POSSIBILITY OF 82 SEPTIC SYSTEMS.

WHAT ACTION WOULD YOU LIKE THE BOARD TO TAKE TO RESOLVE THIS ISSUE? PLEASE REVIEW AND
APPROVE/DISAPPROVE THE ATTACHED PARCEL MAP APPLICATION.

ARE THERE ANY COSTS ASSOCIATED WITH YOUR REQUEST? YES X NO_
. AMOUNT $ __ 400.00
HAS THIS ISSUE BEEN DISCUSSED AT A PRIOR COMMISSION MEETING? YES__  NO_X
WHEN?
HAS THIS ISSUE BEEN REVIEWED AND APPROVED BY AFFECTED DEPT HEADS? YES X NO

ALL BACKUP MATERIAL MUST BE PROVIDED WITH AGENDA REQUEST, NOT AT THE
MEEING:
IS ALL THE BACK UP MATERIAL ATTACHED TO THIS AGENDA REQUEST? YESX NO

IT THE ITEM IS A CONTRACT AND/OR AGREEMENT, OR REQUIRES LEGAL REVIEW, IT
MUST BE REVIEWED BY THE DISTRIC ATTORNEY'S OFFICE PRIOR TO AGENDA SETTING
OR IT WILL NOT GO ON THE AGENDA.

HAS THE DISTRICTATTORNEY'S OFFICE PROVIDED THE REQUIRED REVIEW? YES = NO_
THE COMMISSIONERS RESERVE THE RIGHT TO REJECT OR RECOMMEND TABLING ALL AGENDA REQUESTS
FOR INSUFFICIENT INFORMATION.

ALL INFORMATION STATED IS CORRECT ND T TO MY KNOWLEDGE:

SIGNATURE // / DATE Ip 50 / g

The ;énder CounWB‘cfard Woners meets the 22¢ and 4 Thursday of each month

Lander County e 50 State Route 305, Battle Mountain, NV 89820 e 775-635-2885 fax-635-5332
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LANDER COUNTY PLANNING COMMISSION

September 12, 2017

AGENDA ITEM NUMBER 10

4) *Discussion for possible action regarding approval/disapproval of the following
Parcel Map, and other matters properly related thereto:

Applicant: Mt Lewis LLC

Location: Mount Lewis Drive, Battle Mountain, NV

APN: 002-320-12

Type: To split one (1) parcel into four (4) parcels
. Applicant wishes to split 7-acre parcel into four parcels:

Parcel 1: 0.51 acres
Parcel 2: 0.51 acres
Parcel 3: 0.51 acres
Parcel 4: 5.47 acres

The allowable septic system density without an engineering report is 99 per square
mile. There are approximately 74 existing systems within that area.

Staff Comments: Notice of this request was sent to staff:
Keith Westengard, Lander County Executive Director
Anna Penola, Building Official
Bert Ramos, Public Works Director
Lura Duvall, County Assessor
Ted Herrera, Lander County District Attorney

Planning Commission meeting — September 12, 2017
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. olander County MR

Community Development

PARCEL MAP APPROVAL APPLICATON

APPLICANT/OWNER INFORMATION

Applicant(s): figbect PDangraD Address: (17 Poctia Soudw

Phone Number: 510 -339. 2322 ¢ Mi&i-o%c\ A Qs i ¢—
Legal Owner(s): M e, L LC Address: 2300 € Ay || BivD

Phone Number: 510 334-92372 NAMPA, THAHO B340

Applicant’s Representative or Engineer: Rob et Baros 5—:‘}—5

PROJECT INFORMATION

. Property Location: ) Patlie 4. Ny B9 &‘-’—C),/ (ess <+, SI"Q‘LP RBnCH
003 - 280~ 12 (vew) L-Ardle, Coun-‘*ﬁ\
- g , 2 .- \ ¢ CQ ]
Assessor's Parcel Number: 0_ Q& -2 3 C-0p 721/(3 [ 4 C‘" ,’57) LP!"(’LJ‘JZL') 'PC\H'Q,D

Current Zoning: M Rf-b

Total Number of Parcels and Acreage: | 5 ‘Qf(,r{.zd(b - '7 Acres +O+'-AL(>

Public Utilities will be Purnislled as follows:
Electricity: [ V ‘EI’E{C’)\U%—- Water: ‘ﬁ\]ﬂ C"-Jz &1‘“? m‘J'Sewa.ge: ..P{’H/f;‘dpf :Z’ﬁ‘HC,

Existing and proposerl street dedications are as follows: NN

7,'§rpe of street improvements pmposecl are as follows: OCW\L»

315 South Humboldt Street < » Bartle Mountain NV 89820

Phone: (775) 635-2860 < * Fax: (775) 635-1120
Lander County Parcel Map Page | of 2
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. Existing and proposed fire protection improvemeuts are as follows: (YO0

Proposed use on each parcel: QQT'(\(‘;,QSL q//&m\ %— M{JQMM\

BIGNATURE(S)

I here ]:y oerhify that the information stated above and on forms, p}ans and other materials submitted a.lang with this
a.ppiication form is true and corvect to the best of my lznowfeclge. Itis my respomibﬂity to inforni Lander County of any
changes to information representecl in this submittal,

- T2 — D A2 S

%j ;i-‘lgn}ﬁ;w;m’, ey snescke” o

Applicant’s Signature (if the person applying is not the owner)  Date

. REQUIRED AT TIME OF APPLICATION

The £0Uowing must accompany this application:

® A copy of the Grant Bargain and Sale Deed.
3 copies: ofﬁthgpropasec{.Earce}.Map prepare in accordance with-Chapter 16.12 of Lander County Code -
for review by County Surveyor, Planning Dept & Assessor / Treasurer.

e 12 copies of proposed Parcel Map, (may be 11 x 17).

o  Mylar of proposed Parcel Map with all appropriate signatures & any changes required by review.

If property is improved, include all existing Luiltlings, buﬂ&ing sethacks and any other pertinent

¢
information,
®  Any bonding of roads if applicable,
A water right per parcel if applicable.
o $105.00 fee should a waiver letter from the C ounty Surveyor be requested
o $400.00 certification review (non-refundable).
The following is due by in ordex to be on the

3:00 p.m. Planning Commission Agenda.

315 South Humbold: Street <C > Battle Mountain NV 89820
Phone: (775) 635-2860 € » Fax: (775)635-1120
Lander County Parcel Map Page 2 of 2
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Assessor Data Inquiry - Secured Property Detail

Page | of |

LCIosa Window J LPersonal Property JI Sales Dala | | Secured Tax Inquiry I i Recorder Website

Parcel Detail for Parcel # 002-320-12 |

Prior Parcel # | 002-320-06

I Location |

Ownership I

Add'l Addresses |
Assessor Maps

gal Description
Ag Land

Property Location MOUNT LEWIS DRIVE
Town IN SW4SW4 19/32/45
District 2.0 - Battle Mountain Town
Subdivision PARC B, BOWEN ETAL MAP Lot Block

Property Name

f Description |

Total Acres 7.000 Square Feet 0

Improvement Photas | Finished Basement SF 0 Bedrooms / Baths 0 /.00

_—

Ag Acres 000 WIR Acres .000
Improvements "
Single- y y
family Detached 0 Non-dwelling Unils 0 Bedracms / Baths 0/ 00
Single-
family Attached 0 Mobile Home Hookups 0 Stories .0
Muitiple-
family Uniits Wells 0  Garage Square Ft... 0
Mobile Homes 0 Septic Tanks 0 Attached / Detached
Total Dwelling Units 0 Buildings Sq F1 0
Improvement List Residence 5q F10
[ Improvement Skelches ] Basement Sq F1 0 Basement

Assessad Owner Name MT LEWIS LLC

L Assessed Valuation I

Assessed Values 2018-19 2017-18 2016-17 Taxable Values 201B-19 2017-18 2016-17
Land 28,000 28,000 12740 Land 80,000 80.000 38,400
Improvements 0 0 0 Improvements 0 0 0
Personal Property 0 o] 0 Persanal Property 0 0 0
Ag Land 0 0 0 Ag Land 0 0 0
Exemptions 0 0 0 Exemptions 0 0 0
Net Assessed Value 26.060 28,000 12,740 Net Taxable Value 807000“ 80.00"07 38,400

Increased (New) Values Increased (New) Values
Land Q 0 12,740 Land 0 0 36,400
Improvements Q 0 4] Improvements 0 0 0
Personal Property 0 0 Q Personal Property 0 0 g

! Taxable Valuation —I

Mailing Addrass

2300 CALDWELL BLVD
NAMPA, ID 83651
Legal Owner Name MT LEWIS LLC

280722

Vesling Doc #, Date "06/15/2017 Year ! Book / Page 17 /682 /
549

Map Document #s 275405

I Appraisal Classifications —|

Current Land Use Code 140 | Code Table

Zoning Code(s) R4 TC C1 C2

Re-appraisal Year 2015
Weighted Year

Re-appraisal Group 1
Original Construction Year

http://www.landercounty.org:1401/cgi-bin/asw101?Pgycel=232012&aori=a

Back 1o Search List

8/16/2018
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Propérty to the east and south of subject parcel are zoned R2-MO (12,000sf
lots, % acre, Manufactured Housing Overlay.)

Property to the west and north of subject parcel is zoned R4 (Multiple Family
Residence one residence for every 1250sf.)

Lander County Master plan calls for a minimum of 2.5 acre parcels if
municipal water and sewer service is not available unless a subdivision map
ig filed.

Lander County master plan also states: (PSF.5.32) New development
proposing lot sizes where a gross dengity exceeds 2.5 acres per unit or smalley
shall not be approved if it proposes to use on-site sewage treatment and
disposal systems, unless it qualifies for one of the following exceptions:

a. The development combines or reconfigures existing parcels, which have the
legal right to use individual on-site sewage treatmont systems, and the new
or recombined lots are equal to or larger than the existing parcels.

b. The proposed developed is on land already Zoned A-1 (RR-1) and contains 3
or fewer lots where sewer serves ia not available.

c. The development is designated for R8 (.5 Acre) or less denge development
by the appropriate Lander County Land Use Plan map and:

(1a) The area is scheduled to be sewered within the next five years as shown
in the Capital Improvements Program; and

(1b) The development is served by a community water system and will have
minimum % aere lot sizes; and

(1c) The project includes dry sewer lines and is designated for future
connection to a community sewer system. Requirements for dry sewer lines
shal be reviewed by the County engineer; and

{1d) The conditions of project approval require the creation of a financing
mechanism, such as an improvement distriet for sewers, so that lot or
homeowners will make regular payments toward future sewer connection and
construction costs:

The requested zoning change may result in the addition of 13 septic tanks for
the subject parcel map. 99 septic systema per mile are allowed in this area
without further éngineering. There are currently 74 septic syatems in this
area. At complete build-out under current zoning, there would be
approximately 91 asptic systems.
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Bubssguent parcel map.defined.-Lander.County Cade , - .

16.04.030

“Subsequent parcel map” means any map that proposes to divide land which was included
in a map approved by the county board of commissioners within the preceding three
hundred sixty-five days of the date of application of the proposed map. Subsequent parcel
maps shall be treated as subdivision maps, Any improvements required on the preceding
map causing the proposed map to be classified as a subsequent parcel map must be
completed prior to signing of the map by the board.
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wilNRS:Refarence ...

NRS 278.462 Requirements which may be imposed by governing body.

The governing body or, if authorized by the governing body, the planning commission or
other authorized person:

1.

[

May require street grading, drainage provisions and lot designs as are reasonably
necessary,

If it anticipates, based upon duly adopted ordinances and plans, that the parcels will
be used for residential, commereial or industrial purposes, may require off-site
access, street alignment, surfacing and width, water quality, water supply and
sewerage provigions only as nocessary and consistent with the existing use of any
land zoned for similar use which is within 660 feet, of the proposed pareel, If the
governing body, the planning commission or other authorized person may require
additional improvements which are reasonably necessary and consistent with the
use of the land if it is developed as proposed.

For a second or subsequent parcel map with the respect to:
(a) A single parcel; or
(b) A eontiguous tract of land under the same ownership, may require any
reasonable improvement, but not more that would be required if the parcel
were a subdivision,

oINACReference ..y .,

NAC 444,790 Lot Size. (NRS 439.200, 444.650)

1.

A minimum area of 1 acre (43,660 square feet), including public streets and alleys or
other public right-of*ways, lands or any portion thereof abutting on, running
through or within a building site, is required for the installation of an individual
sewage disposal system on a lot served by a well.

For a lot that is part of a tentative map that is approved before January 1, 2000, a
minimum area of % acre (10,890 square feet), including public streets or alleys or
other public right-of-ways, land or any portions thereof abutting on, running
through or within a building site, 1s required for the installation of an individual
sewage disposal system on a lot served by community water supply.

For a lot that is part of a tentative map that is approved on or after January 1, 2000,
a minimum area of % acre (21,780 square feet), including public streets or alleys or
ather public rights-of-ways, land or any portions thereof abutting on, running
through or within a building site, is required for the installation of an individual
gsewage disposal aystem on a lot served by a community water supply.
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LANDER COUNTY COMMISSIONERS MEETING
11/8/2018

Agenda Item Number 8

THE REQUESTED ACTION OF THE LANDER COUNTY COMMISSION IS:
Discussion and possible action to approve/disapprove the parcel map for Gospill Land, LLC
located at Willow Creek/Mountain Spring Road, Battle Mountain, Nevada, APN 011-120-03 to
split one (1) parcel of 17.42 acres into four (4) parcels, that was approved by the Planning
Commission on September 12, 2018, and all other matters properly related thereto.

Public Comment:
Background: This item was heard and approved in front of the Planning Commission on
9-12-2018. The allowable septic system desity without an engineering report is 99 per

sauare mile. There are appoximately 74 existing systems At complete build out there is
2 possiblity of 82 septic systems. Other information 1s attached.

Recommended Action: Review and approve/disapprove the ailached parcal map
applicatian,
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Lander County Commission Agenda Request Form

COMMISSIONER MEETING DATE 11/08/2018

NAME ROBERT BRANSTAD REPRESENTING GOSPILL LAND, LLC

ADDRESS 2300 CALDWELL BLVD NAPA IDAHO 83651
PH: (208)-867-0088
WHICH NUMBER SHOULD WE CALL DURING NORMAL BUSINESS HOURS? LISTED

WHO WILL BE ATTENDING THE MEETING: ROBERT BRANSTAD

JOB TITLE: OWNER

SPECIFIC REQUEST TO BE PLACED ON THE AGENDA: DISCUSSION FOR POSSIBLE ACTION REGARDING
APPROVAL/DISAPPROVAL OF PARCEL MAP FOR GOSPILL LAND, LLC LOCATED AT WILLOW CREEK/MOUNTAIN
SPRINGS ROAD, BATTLE MOUNTAIN AS APN 011-120-03 TO SPLIT ONE PARCEL OF 17.42 ACRES INTO FOUR
PARCELS.

BACKGROUND INFORMATION: THIS ITEM WAS HEARD AND APPROVED IN FRONT OF THE PLANNING
COMMISSION ON 09-12-2018. THE ALLOWABLE SEPTIC SYSTEM DENSITY WITHOUT AN ENGINEERING REPORT
IS 99 PER SQUARE MILE. THERE ARE APPROXIMATELY 74 EXISTING SYSTEMS. AT COMPLETE BUILD OUT
THERE IS A POSSIBILITY OF 82 SEPTIC SYSTEMS.

WHAT ACTION WOULD YOU LIKE THE BOARD TO TAKE TO RESOLVE THIS ISSUE? PLEASE REVIEW AND
APPROVE/DISAPPROVE THE ATTACHED PARCEL MAP APPLICATION.

. ARE THERE ANY COSTS ASSOCIATED WITH YOUR REQUEST? YES X NO__
AMOUNT $ __400.00
HAS THIS ISSUE BEEN DISCUSSED AT A PRIOR COMMISSION MEETING? ¥ES. . NO_X_
WHEN?
HAS THIS ISSUE BEEN REVIEWED AND APPROVED BY AFFECTED DEPT HEADS? YES X NO __

ALL BACKUP MATERIAL MUST BE PROVIDED WITH AGENDA REQUEST, NOT AT THE
MEEING:
IS ALL THE BACK UP MATERIAL ATTACHED TO THIS AGENDA REQUEST? YESX NO

IT THE ITEM IS A CONTRACT AND/OR AGREEMENT, OR REQUIRES LECGAL REVIEW, IT
MUST BE REVIEWED BY THE DISTRIC ATTORNEY'S OFFICE PRIOR TO AGENDA SETTING
OR IT WILL NOT GO ON THE AGENDA.
HAS THE DISTRICTATTORNEY'S OFFICE PROVIDED THE REQUIRED REVIEW? YES___=  NO__
THE COMMISSIONERS RESERVE THE RIGHT TO REJECT OR RECOMMEND TABLING ALL AGENDA REQUESTS
FOR INSUFFICIENT INFORMATION. i
ALL INFORMATION STATED IS CORRECT AND TRUE TO MY KNOWLEDGE:

SIGNATURE - /7 / [ W DATE \O' ZJD' | Q)

he/Landm (‘ount)}?ﬂbar missioners meets the 22 and 4" Thursday of each month

Lander County e 50 State Route 305, Battle Mountain, NV 89820 e 775-635-2885 fax-635-5332
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LANDER COUNTY PLANNING COMMISSION

September 12, 2017

AGENDA ITEM NUMBER 9

4) *Discussion for possible action regarding approval/disapproval of the following
Parcel Map, and other matters properly related thereto:

Applicant: Gospill Land LLC

Location: Willow Creek/Mountain Springs Road Battle Mountain, NV
APN: 011-120-03

Type: To split one (1) parcel into four (4) parcels

Applicant wishes to split 17.42 acre parcel into four parcels:
Parcel A 0.50 acres
Parcel B 0.84 acres
Parcel C 0.53 acres
Parcel D 14.86 acres

The allowable septic system density without an engineering report is 99 per square
mile. There are approximately 74 existing systems within that area.

Staff Comments: Notice of this request was sent to staff:
Keith Westengard, Lander County Manager
Anna Penola, Building Official
Bert Ramos, Public Works Director
Lura Duvall, County Assessor
Ted Herrera, Lander County District Attorney

Planning Commission meeting — September 12, 2017
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Lander County
Community Development

PARCEL MAP APPROVAL APPLICATON

APPLICANT/OWNER INFORMATION

Applicant(s): / L‘S/Q-l £ (fldﬂ &L C Phone: ﬁ[ﬁ S(ﬂi7 /Ojg
Address: %’5()/ /(L(/([é'f((/ X /]///7{/)[/ A s/

Legal Owner(s): __ %/( RS Phone:

Address:

Applicant’s Representative or Engineer and contact information if applicable: ‘th /) / }7 L{}// .

DS . )3 Ly

PROJECT INFORMATION , -

paprts ason:_{U10000) Che b R /Mlintlen Wz

Assessor’s Parcel Number: Q_/l-[_ﬂzﬁ-ﬁj e ___-___-__d

Current Zoning: /Q . A0,

Total Number of Parcels and Acreage: 3 L) }Jd/w 0eds ( ﬁ?fﬂc W7 <, '556(@)
Vavauv: c/zqu,j LA (/4 dotic, )

Public Utilities will be furmshed as follows:

Electricity: /W A Water: /M (Ll M £, Sewage: )4( 107‘7 £
il

/) , y
Existing and proposed street dedications are as follows: ol = A

]
Type of street or other improvements proposed are as follows: /l/ Cf W

Existing and proposed fire protection improvements are as follows: L 0 AL AJ{; 7‘1{ s

50 State Route 305 e Battle Mountain NV §9820 Phone: (775) 635-2860 e Fax: (775) 635-1120
Page 1 of 2

Lander County Parcel Map App frev 9-2016)

91



Proposed use on each parcel is as follows (if applicable): O\ f’%{ {‘(1 (l LLL)( Ifjj /)i ﬁ( i LJ\- 1 l'-L,Q
o, :

SIGNATURE(S)

I here by certify that the information stated above and on forms, plans and other materials submitted along with
thie application form isAkue and correct to the best of my knowledge. It is my responsibility to inform Lander

County of Z}%nges o inforaration represented in this submittal.
W /@7

(/C/L S F- ¥

Owner’d Signature Date
Applicant’s Signature (if the person applying is not the owner) Date
Application is due by 5//0// S in order to be heard at the &/—) 6:00 p.m.

Planning Commission meeting.

This application will not be placed on the Planning Commission Agenda until all requirements of the Lander County
Code Title 16 have been met. The Planning Commission will forward its recommendations to the Board of County
Commissioners for final determination.

REQUIRED AT TIME OF APPLICATION
The following must accompany this application:

A copy of the Grant Bargain and Sale Deed or Affidavit attesting to ownership.
One (1) copy of the proposed Parcel Map prepared in accordance with Chapter 16.12 of Lander County Code
for review by the appropriate departments.
e One electronic copy (pdf) of the Proposed Parcel Map.
If property is improved, include all existing buildings, building setbacks, and any other pertinent
information.
Any bonding of roads or improvements if applicable.
A water right per parcel if applicable.
$105.00 fee should a waiver from the County Surveyor be requested.
$400.00 certification review (non-refundable).
Note that the Mylar of the proposed Parcel Map with appropriate signatures and any changes required will
need to be submitted before the Planning Commission meeting date.

It is strongly recommended that all applicants or their representative attend
(or be available by phone) the planning commission hearing as their application
may be deferred or denied for lack of evidence.

. 50 State Route 305 e Battle Mountain NV 89820 Phone: (775) 635-2860 e Fax: (775) 635-1120

Lander County Parcel Map App frev 9-2016; Page 2 of 2
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Assessor Data Inquiry - Secured Property Detail

Page 1 of' 1

| Close Window | | Personal Properly ILSaies Data I | Secured Tax Inquiry | l Recorder Websile ]

Parcel Detail for Parcel # 011-120-03

|

Town
District 8.0 - Baitle Mountain Road Special
Subdivision Lot Block

Property Name

Prior Parcel #| 011-120-01
[ Location ] I Ownership I
Property Location MOUNTAIN SPRINGS DRIVE Assessed Owner Name GOSPILL LAND, LLC

gal Description
Ag Land

Mailing Address o hin Hist
2300 CALDWELL BLVD [~ 22200Y
NAMPA, D 83851 Document Histary

Legal Owner Name GOSPILL LAND, LLC

Vesting Doc #, Date "02/26/2018 Year/ Book / Page 18 /702 /

357
Map Documnent #s 199088 268274 281302

l Improvement Photos I Finished Basement SF 0

Description | L Appraisal Classifications l
Total Acres 17.420 Square Feet 0
Ag Acres 000 WIR Acres .000 Current Land Use Code 120
Improvements
Single- Non-dwelling Units ©  Bedrooms / Baths 0 /.00
family Detached . Zoning Code(s) R2:MO
Single- . ’
y il Mobile Home Hookups 0 Stories .0
family Attached P Re-appraisal Group 4  Re-appraisal Year 2018
Multiple- QOriginal Construction Year Weighted Year
family Unils Wells0  Garage Square Ft... 0 g g
Maobile Homes 0 Seplic Tanks 0 Attached / Detached
Total Dwelling Units 0 Buildings Sq Ft 0
Improvement List | Residence Sq Ft 0
| Improvement Sketches I Basement Sq Ft0 Basemenl

Bedrooms / Baths 0 /.00

[ Assessed Valuation I [ Taxable Valuation 1

Assessed Values 2018-19 2017-18 2016-17 Taxable Values 2018-19 2017-18 2016-17
Land 13,105 13,105 13,105 Land 37443 37,443 37,443
Improvements 0 0 0 Improvements 0 0 0
Personal Property 0 0 0 Personal Property 0 0 4]
Ag Land 0 0 0 Ag Land 0 0 Q
Exemptions 0 0 0 Exemptions 0 0 0
Net Assessed Value 13105 13105 13,105 Met Taxable Value 37,443 37,443 37,443

Increased (New) Values | Increased (New) Values
Land 0 0 Q Land 0 0 0
Improvements 0 0 0 Improvements 0 0 0
Personal Property 0 0 0 Personal Property 0 0 0

m

hitp://'www.landercounty.org:1401/cgi-bin/asw101 ‘?Pq'tgcelﬂ 112003&aori=a

Back 10 Search List

8/15/2018
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Mgster-Plan REFSREHES

Properties surrounding subject parcel are zoned R2-MO (12,000sf lots, %
acre. Manufactured Housing Overlay.)

Lander County Master plan calls for a minimum of 2.5 acre parcels if
municipal water and sewer service is not available unless a subdivision map
1s filed.

Lander County master plan also states: (PST.5,32) New development
proposing lot sizes where a gross density exceeds 2.6 acres per unit or smaller
shall not be approved if it proposes to use on-site sewage treatment and
disposal systems, unless it qualifies for one of the following exceptions:

a. The development combines or reconfigures existing parcels, which have the
legal right to use individual on-site sewage treatment aystems, and the new
or recombined lots are equal to or larger than the existing parcels.

b. The proposed developed is on land already Zoned A-1 (RR-1) and contains 3
or fewer Jots where sewer serves is not available.

¢. The development is designated for R3 (.6 Acre) or less dense development
by the appropriate Lander County Land Use Plan map and:

(1a) The area is scheduled to be sewered within the next five years as shown
in the Capital Improvements Program; and

(1b) The development is served by a community water system and will have
minimum % acre lot sizes; and

(1e) The project includes dry sewer lines and is designated for future
connection fo a community sewer system, Requirements for dry sewer lines
shal be reviewed by the County engineer; and

(1d) The conditions of project approval require the creation of a financing
mechanism, such as an improvement district for sewers, so that lot or
homeowners will make regular payments toward future sewer connection and
construction coste;

The requested zoning change may result in the addition of 8 septic tanks for
the subject parcel map. 99 septic systems per mile are allowed in this area
without further engineering. There are currently 74 septic systems in this
area. At complete huild-out under current and proposed zoning, there would
be approximately 91 septic systems,




INRS Reference ™+

NRS 278.462 Requirements which may be imposed by governing body.

The governing body or, if authorized by the governing body, the planning commission or
other authorized person:

L.

May require street grading, drainage provisions and lot designs as are reasonably
necessary.

If it anticipates, based upon duly adopted ordinances and plans, that the parcels will
be used for residential, commercial or industrial purposes, may require off-site
access, stroet alignment, surfacing and width, water quality, water supply and
sewerage provisions only as necessary and consistent with the existing use of any
land zoned for similar use which is within 660 feet of the proposed parcel, If the
governing body, the planning commission or other authorized person may require
additional improvements which are reasonahly necessary and consistent with the
use of the land if it is developed as proposed.

For a second or subsequent parcel map with the respect to!
(a) A single parcel; or
(b) A contiguous tract of land under the same ownership, may require any
reasonable improvement, but not more that would be required if the parcel
were a gubdivision.

«..NAC Reference o4

NAC 444.790 Lot Size. (NRS 439.200, 444.650)

1.

- A minimum-area of 1-acre (43,560 square-feet), including public streets and alleys or

other public right-of-ways, lands or any portion thereof abutting on, running
through or within a building site, is required for the installation of an individual
sewage disposal system on a lot served by a well,

For a lot that is part of a tentative map that is approved before January 1, 2000, a
minimum area of % aere (10,890 square foet), including public streets or alleys or
ather public right-of-ways, land or any portions thercof abutting on, running
through or within a building site, is required for the installation of an individual
sewage disposal system on a lot served by community water supply.

For a lot that is part of a tentative map that is approved on or after January 1, 2004,
a minimum area of % acre (21,780 square feet), including public streets or alleys or
other public rights-of*ways, land or any portions therveof abutting on, running
through or within a huilding site, is required for the installation of an individual
sewage disposal system on a lot served by a community water supply.
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LANDER COUNTY COMMISSIONERS MEETING
11/8/2018

Agenda ltem Number _ 9

THE REQUESTED ACTION OF THE LANDER COUNTY COMMISSION [S:

Discussion and possible action regarding ratification of a grant application and map submitted by
Lander Economic Development Authority (LEDA) for a bike/pedestrian path to include benches,
trash recepticals, lighting and landscaping to connect with the existing SR 305 and Broad Street
path, and all other matters properly related thereto.

Public Comment:

Background: LEDA has been working to update and expand the existing SR 305/Broad
Street bike/pedestrian path. They are now prepared to submit the grant application that
Is due on the 9th of Novwember. Piease see attached application and map for
reference.

Recommended Action:
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November 6, 2018

Ms. Janice Keillor
State Trails Administrator

Nevada Division of State Parks La];'de’ lE°°“°mi°
901 S. Stewart St., Suite 5005 ‘;ft;:’:;e"‘
Carson City, NV 89701 ¥

315 South Humboldt St.
Battle Mountain, NV 89820

Mr. Art Krupicz

Grants and Cultural Resource Assistant
Nevada Division of State Parks

901 S. Stewart St., Suite 5005

Carson City, NV 89701

Re: 2019 Recreational Trails Program Grant Application
Dear Ms. Keillor and Mr. Krupicz

The Lander Economic Development Authority (LEDA) appreciates the opportunity to submit the
attached application for a Recreation Trails Program Grant for our Battle Mountain Recreational
Trail Expansion Project. The project expands and enhances Battle Mountain’s existing
pedestrian/bicycle trail to connect more residential areas to more recreational and commercial
areas.

The project is compliant with Section 1302 (e)(2)(¢) of the National Recreational Trails Act as
the trail expansion would not be used for motorized traffic. The project is located entirely on

areas owned by Lander County and would not require any Federal action to authorize.

As with the existing trail, the expanded pedestrian/bicycle trail would be maintained by the
Lander County Public Works Department for a period of no less than 25 years.

If you have any further questions regarding this application, please direct them to the Lander
County Planning and Zoning Department (775-635-2860) for action by LEDA.

Sincerely,

George Fennemore
Board Member



STATE OF NEVADA

Recreational Trails Program

2019 Grant Application

CFDA 20.219

APPLICATIONS DUE: NOVEMBER 9, 2018, 12:00 PM

APPLICATIONS MUST BE RECEIVED BY THIS TIME, POSTMARKS WILL NOT
BE ACCEPTED

PLEASE SUBMIT: 3 FULL COLOR COPIES (DOUBLE SIDED) &
ONE ELECTRONIC COPY ON A FLASH DRIVE

TO: NEVADA DIVISION OF STATE PARKS
901 S. STEWART STREET, SUITE 5005
CARSON CITY, NV 89701
ATTN: RTP GRANT PROGRAM

DO NOT ATTACH ITEMS THAT ARE NOT REQUIRED.

EMAILS WILL NOT BE ACCEPTED.

For assistance, please contact:

Janice Keillor Art Krupicz
State Trails Administrator Grants & Projects Analyst
(775) 684-2787 (775) 684-2775

jkeillor@parks.nv.gov akrupicz@parks.nv.gov




Application
Nevada Recreational Trails Program

SECTION 1
1. Applicant Name:  Lander County Economic Development Authority
2, Project Name: Battle Mountain Recreational Trail Expansion Project
3 Project Dates: Start: July 1,2018 Completion: December 1, 2018
4. TAX ID or EIN #
5. DUNS #

6. Classification of Applicant: (check one)

Government: [ Federal O State M County O Local/Municipal
Organization: O Partnership O Non-profit O For Profit O Individual O Other

7 Grant Manager / Primary Point-of-Contact (if grant is awarded):
Name: Title:
E-mail: Phone:
Address:
City, State, Zip:
8. Land Owner: Lander County, Nevada
9. Classification of Land Control: (check all that apply)

O Public Land [ Private Land & Combination , County, City,
O R&PP: attach copy of lease with expiration date. If other lease, attach copy

10. Project Costs: (Please do not submit match not directly related to the project)
Grant Request:
Match Amount: (20% of total amount for diverse & educ. projects; 5% for moto)

Total Project Amount:

10(a). What are your sources of match?
O Federal O Private O In-kind M City/County & Pre-Project Planning O Other
Please describe source(s):

Lander County Economic Development Authority will conduct the project pre-planning. A Lander

County Commissioner will serve as the project planner and construction manager. Lander County

Public Works will execute some aspects of the construction and assume maintenance of the project.
1. Project Category(s)

O Education

O Education with motorized component

O Non-motorized for single use

& Non-motorized for diverse use

[0 Diverse use (motorized and non-motorized)
O Motorized for single use

O Motorized for diverse use

Nevada Recreational Trails Grant Application FY2019 Page 2 of 12




12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

Trail Use: (check all that apply)

8 pedestrian (urban/path) | Mountain Biking | Equestrian

[1 Pedestrian (hiking/trail) M Bicycle Path (paved) | Snowshoe/cross country ski
LI Education [l Interpretation/maps/brochures [ ADA accessible

|1 OHV/Motorized (1 Other:

Type of Project: (check all that apply)

O Educational or trails training

CMaintenance or restoration of existing trails

b Trailside and trailhead facilities

] Purchase or lease of trail construction equipment
8 Construction of new trails

O other

Scope of Work (400 words maximum — describe exactly what work will be completed, include
miles of trail or other measurable goals). Please be specific to the actual project being built.

The existing 2.5-mile pedestrian/bicycle trail along State Route 305 (Broad St.) will be expanded
on three existing Lander County owned streets a) 0.6 miles of Front St., b) 0.4 miles of Reese
Rd., and c) 0.3 miles of Broyles Ranch Rd. The expansions would consist of lane markings to
designate areas of the roadway for pedestrian/bicycle use. These expansions will provide
walking/bicycle trails that connect the residential areas of Battle Mountain to the Downtown
Core, Lion’s Park, Belaustegi Park, the Cookhouse Museum, the Battle Mountain Recreational
Cent, the Battle Mountain Golf Course, fairgrounds, the Levee Trail, the Humboldt River, and the
California Immigrate Trail system. Thus, the expanded trail would enable non-motorized resident
access to commercial and recreational resources. To enhance resident trail use, 10 focal areas
would be constructed along the trail. These areas would consist of a solar-powered lamppost/trail
marker, bench trash receptacle, and trash receptacle.

Project Location:
A. Congressional District(s) number (check all that apply) (11 K2 O3 14

B. County: Lander County

C. Municipality/Town/City: Battle Mountain (unincorporated)

D. Latitude: 40.6421334 Longitude:  -116.9342671
E. Township: 32 North Range: 45 East

Standards/Guidelines Applied to Project:

O Universal Access to Outdoor Recreation - A Design Guide

O Designing Sidewalks & Trails for Access

0O AASHTO’s Guide for the Development of Bicycle Facilities

O USFS Standard Specifications for Construction & Maintenance of Trails
O BLM Handbook 9114-1 Trails

O IMBA International Mountain Biking Association

OTHER:

Nevada Recreational Trails Grant Application FY2019 Page 3 of 12




17.

Environmental Compliance (see page 10 of the RTP Handbook for more information)
Education projects with no ground disturbing activities may skip to Question 18.

17(a). Is a Federal agency involved in this project as an applicant, partner, or landowner?

O Yes
M No

If yes, environmental clearances have likely been completed for your project area. Please indicate
which NEPA document was produced. Please attach the document to this application:

O Categorical Exclusion (CE)
O Record of Decision (ROD)
O Finding of No Significant Impact (FONSI)

If you have Federal involvement and have attached one of the NEPA documents above, you may skip to
Question 8.

[f there are no Federal partners or land owners involved, the project will need to be reviewed by
the FHWA. Please provide the following information:

17(b). Describe the extent of ground disturbance for this project. Specifically, describe the
length, width, and depth of the most significant instances of excavation/digging.

None

17(c). Describe both current and past uses of the project area.

Lander County public roadway

17(d). Describe any known cultural resources in the project area. This may include historic
buildings, archaeology sites, and any other objects estimated to be over 50 years old.

None

Nevada Recreational Trails Grant Application FY2019 Page 4 of 12




18.

19.

17(e).

17(f).

17(g).

Please attach the following three (3) maps:

* General location map (showing project area within the state or county)

e Topographic map (7.5 minute series quadrangle, 1:24,000 scale) with project
boundary and map name
o Topographic maps are preferred but aerial photos will suffice

* Detail map indicating specific project elements (e.g., structures, trail alignment)

e Forall maps, please include a key, north arrow, scale, and map name (if available)

e Maps larger than 11x17 will not be accepted

Please attach the following photographs:
e At least two (2) overviews of the project area from different angles and distances
e Please include photos of known cultural resources, if present.

If available, please attach shapefiles of the project area (these are produced via GPS and
end with the filename “.shp”; they may also be found within larger files ending in
“.mxd”). These are not required for this application but are appreciated, if available.

List all permits required to complete project:
Revocable Application and Permit for Occupancy of Nevada Department of Transportation
Right-of-Way

Additional approvals

If the project involves any of the situations listed below, applicants must provide the following
documentation:

19(a).

19(b).

19(c).

Crossing of public highway: Include a statement or letter certifying that the
appropriate official (having jurisdiction over the public road at the point where the trail
crosses the road) has reviewed this project and approved of the proposed crossing.

Crossing of railroad-gas-power lines, or utility rights-of-way: Include documentation
certifying that the appropriate official has reviewed this project and that the proposed
crossing meets their approval,

Crossing of streams or encroachment on any wetlands: Project applicants planning
to construct, operate, maintain, enlarge, or abandon any obstruction that will affect a
watercourse, its 100-year floodway, or any lake, pond reservoir, marsh, or wetland, must
obtain an appropriate USACE 404 and/or other applicable permits.

Any state or local government agency or public utility working in a 100-year flood plain
which has been identified by the National Flood Insurance Program, must also obtain a
permit.

Nevada Recreational Trails Grant Application FY2019 Page 5 of 12




20.

21.

In addition, project applicants may be required to prepare an erosion and sedimentation
control plan for stream crossings or general construction activities.

19(d). Building structure or providing a water supply: Local agency applicants must
secure a copy of any building permits that may be required by the local township code
enforcement officer or a statement indicating that a permit is not necessary.

Federal and State agency applicants are to follow their normal procedures.

19(e). Sewer and water permitting: Project applicants must include a copy of the sewage
disposal permit issued by a certified municipal sewage enforcement officer or the local
township if a comfort station is to be constructed. Project applicants serving any non-
residential use with their own water source must provide the appropriate permit from the
county or state health official with jurisdiction.

Projects that include a paved bicycle path: Is the project included in both local and state
bicycle plans?

] Yes, plan title(s)
M No
LI Not Applicable. Please describe:

Has the applicant received funding from the Recreational Trails Program in the past?
M No U Yes

Number of projects funded:
Amount of funding Received: $
Number of projects Completed:

SECTION 11

Proposed Budget: Provide your budget details in the following table. Please follow this format as much
as possible and be very specific, as your application will rate higher. Reminder: all match must be directly
related to the building of the trail/facility or educational project. If a cost is not eligible for reimbursement
it is most likely not eligible to be used for match. Do not add extra match above what is required. Matching
funds beyond the minimum requirement do not affect the score.

Nevada Recreational Trails Grant Application FY2019 Page 6 of 12




Item Description

Federal Grant

Federal Match

Non-Federal
Match

Total

Design and
Engineering Costs
(provide detail)

$600

(Design drawings
and maps)

$600

Planning costs
within past 18
months (for match
only; provide
detail)

Direct labor costs
Salaries or actual
costs

Volunteer or
donated labor -
# hrs of labor
@$23.56/hr

Equipment
purchase, rent, or
lease (provide
detail) — cost @ #
of days

$20,410

(Equipment
purchase)

$20,410

Contracts
(construction, etc.)
Include copy of
estimate or identify
what contract will
include

Materials (provide
details)

Gas and
Maintenance
(.535/mile for
2018)

Other: be specific

Other: be specific

Other: be specific

Other: be specific

Totals

Nevada Recreational Trails Grant Application FY2019
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Percentages 100%

SECTION III

Narrative: Each response is scored via a standardized rubric. See page 27 of the RTP Manual for more
information.

Address the following sixteen (16) questions in the order listed below.
Please limit each response to 3 paragraphs or less.

Type directly into this application.

Supporting documents may be attached in support of your responses.

Project Need

L.

Describe how this project fits with current community development plans.

This project is consistent with Section 5 of the Battle Mountain Master Plan and Section 9.2 of the
Lander County Comprehensive Economic Development Strategy. Specifically, Battle Mountain
has experienced 70% residential growth since 2000 creating the need for additional commercial
and recreational services. The community has responded through public and private investment
in parks, recreational areas and new businesses. This project will increase access and wtilization
of these services, especially by juvenile residents who are reliant on pedestrian and bicycle access.

Describe the project’s ability to enhance recreation options for an underserved area or population.
“Underserved” is defined as an area or population with inadequate services, facilities, and/or a
lack of access to recreation opportunities.

This project will provide walking/bicycle trails that connect the residential areas of Battle
Mountain to the Downtown Core, Lion's Park, Belaustegi Park, the Cookhouse Museum, the Battle
Mountain Recreational Cent, the Battle Mountain Golf Course, fairgrounds, the Levee Trail, the
Humboldt River, and the California Immigrate Trail system. Thus, the expanded trail would enable
non-molorized resident access to commercial and recreational resources. Currently access to
recreational areas depends on motorized transil.

Project Quality

:

Describe project schedule(s) and contingency plans.

This project entails 1.3 miles of line painting on pavement and installation of lampposts, benches,
and trash receptacles at 10 focal point locations. Procurement of materials is expected to take
eight weeks with a four week construction period. The proposed schedule aligns with a Fall
construction period conducive to outdoor painting and focal point installations. The schedule
allows for eight weeks of contingency for delays in procuring materials or scheduling installation
work.

Describe the confirmed partnerships for this project.
The pariners in this project are the Lander County Commissions, the Lander County Public Works

Department and the Lander County Economic Development Authority. The partners are pursuing
this project under their mandates to improve the quality of life for residents of Lander County.
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5. Describe the nature and extent of public engagement with this project and what is being done to
mitigate any concerns conveyed by the public.

This project has been discussed as part of the Battle Mountain Master Plan. There have been no
concerns conveyed.

6.  Describe the implementation of best practices in each phase of the project (e.g., planning,
budgeting, construction, etc.).

This project has been discussed as part of the Battle Mountain Master Plan. There have been no
concerns conveyed.

Alisnment with Nevada’s Recreation Goals

7. How will the project contribute to the maintenance and/or rehabilitation of existing outdoor
infrastructure?

This project expands and enhances an existing trail, thereby promoting its use and engaging
Lander County Public Works in the routine maintenance of the trail via regularly scheduled
attention to the 10 focal areas.

8. How will safety be implemented in the design, maintenance, and management of the project?

This project separates pedestrian and bicycle traffic from active roadways. Installation and
maintenance will be conducted under Lander County Public Works safety program for work along
public roadways.

9. How does the project increase connectivity between trails, facilities, or other locations?

Pedestrian and bicycle access to the existing trail system from residential areas other than those
adjacent to Broad St. would require movement along a roadway without a designated
pedestrian/bicycle trail. This project would enhance more access to the trail, and would also
extend the trail to new recreational areas, namely Belaustegi Park, the Cookhouse Museum, the
Jairground, the levee trail, the Humboldt River, and the California Immigrant Trail system.
Furthermore, trail utilization would be improved through the addition of 10 focal areas that
included signage, lighting, seating, and dog-walking support.

10.  How does the project engage youth?

Non-motorized trail options are particularly suited to use by youth for movement between
recreational areas in Battle Mountain.

1. How will the project contribute (or otherwise complement) the development, maintenance, and/or
management of new outdoor recreation facilities?

This project complements the use, development, maintenance, and management of current and new
recreation facilities by expanding use access to more residents.

12, How does the project contribute to the economic vitality of its community?

This project satisfies the need for additional recreational opportunities to sustain the growing
residential population of Battle Mountain (i.e., 70% growth since 2000). The need and benefit of

Nevada Recreational Trails Grant Application FY2019 Page 9 of 12




these additional recreational activities have been identified in Section 5 of the Battle Mountain
Master Plan and Section 9.2 of the Lander County Comprehensive Economic Development
Strategy.

13.  How will the project contribute to the conservation and/or rehabilitation of water and habitat?

This project will promote recreational use of the trail systems along the Humboldt River and
California Immigrant Trail without any additional development in those areas. Non-motorized
recreational use supports water resources and habitat uplift through public awareness.

Applicant History

14.  Summarize the grant management experiences of both the organization and the personnel
responsible for this specific project.

Lander County Economic Development Authority has successfully completed the Future Industrial
Needs Discovery Project and the Renewable Energy Development Study under Federal grants.
Therefore, Lander County has demonstrated ability to receive, deploy, and report on grant funding
while achieving project results. Lander County received the 2010 U.S. Department of Interior
Sustainable Development Award for work conducted under these grants.

15. Summarize your organization’s project management record.
proj g

Lander County Economic Development Authority pariners with the Lander County finance
department to manage grants under the rules and reporting guidelines required by grantors. This
partnership has successfully managed the Future Industrial Needs Discovery Project ($400,000
grant) and the Renewable Energy Development Study ($98,000 grant) in compliance with grant
procedures and successful completion of scope.

16. Describe your organization’s capacity to maintain facilities for the next 25 years.

The Lander County Public Works Department is a permanent deportment of the Lander County
government. This department has current responsibility for maintaining County roadways, public
services, and recreational areas. The project’s 1.3 miles of pathway and 10 focal areas will be an
incremental addition to their maintenance responsibilities.

SECTION IV

Maps, Photographs, and other Graphics: If you already compiled graphics in response to Section I,
Question 17 (Environmental Compliance), those will suffice. Education projects do not require
graphics.

If you have not yet compiled graphics, please assemble the following:
Three (3) specific maps:
e General location map (showing project area within the state and/or county)

e Topographic map (7.5 minute series quadrangle, 1:24,000 scale) with project
boundary and map name

Nevada Recreational Trails Grant Application FY2019 Page 10 of 12




o Topographic maps are preferred but aerial photos will suffice
e Detail map indicating specific project elements (e.g., structures, trail alignment)
e For all maps, please include a key, north arrow, scale
e Maps larger than 11x17 will not be accepted

Photographs:

o At least two (2) overviews of the project area from different angles and distances.

SECTION V

Transmittal Letter(s): All applicants must submit at least one transmittal letter with this application,
signed by an individual with the authority to bind the organization to a legal agreement.

If there is no Federal involvement, the letter must verify the following:

a)

b)

The project will not facilitate motorized activities on trails that have been predominantly used
by non-motorized trail users and on which, as of May 1, 1991, motorized use is either prohibited
or has not occurred (Section 1302 (e)(2)(c) of the National Recreational Trails Act);

A commitment to maintain the project’s features for 25 years.

If the project involves any Federal agencies (as applicant, partner, and/or landowner), please include a
letter of support from each Federal partner. Their letter(s) must verify the following:

a)

b)

d)

They have read the application and agree to any responsibilities assigned to them for this
project;

The project will not facilitate motorized activities on trails that have been predominantly used
by non-motorized trail users and on which, as of May 1, 1991, motorized use is either prohibited
or has not occurred (Section 1302 (e)(2)(c) of the National Recreational Trails Act);

The project is in compliance with all applicable laws and in particular the National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) and Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act
(NHPA);

Construction of trails for motorized activity are situated upon land allocated for use other than
wilderness or have been released to uses other than wilderness by an Act of Congress, and that
such construction is otherwise consistent with an approved land and resources management

plan;

A commitment to maintain the project’s features (e.g., trails, buildings) for 25 years.

SECTION VI

Authorized Signature of Applicant

The signature below indicates approval of this project and authorizes this request for funding from the

Nevada Recreational Trails Program.

Nevada Recreational Trails Grant Application FY2019 Page 11 of 12




Signature

Name (print or type)

Title

Agency / Organization

Date

PRESENTATION TO THE RTP COMMITTEE

The RTP application process requires a presentation to the RTP Committee. Presentations are limited to
10 minutes in length and provide an opportunity to further explain your project. In addition, the
committee can ask questions about the project and clarify any details.

The RTP Committee meets for two days in November. You are not required to attend the entire two-day
meeting. Shortly after the application deadline, NDSP staff will contact you with the specific date and
time of your presentation. Applicants must be in attendance for their allotted presentation time, to merit
final consideration. In-person attendance is preferred, but not required. Applicants who must deliver their
presentation remotely (i.e., video or voice) will be accommodated. The method of presentation delivery
does not influence scores.

Nevada Recreational Trails Grant Application FY2019 Page 12 of 12
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November 6, 2018

Ms. Janice Keillor

State Trails Administrator
Nevada Division of State Parks
901 S, Stewart St., Suite 5005
Carson City, NV 89701

Mr, Art Krupicz

Grants and Cultural Resource Assistant
Nevada Division of State Parks

901 S. Stewart St., Suite 5005

Carson City, NV 89701

Re: 2019 Recreational Trails Program Grant Application

Dear Ms. Keillor and Mr. Krupicz

[ am a Battle Mountain community member and would like to express my support for the Battle
Mountain Recreational Trail Expansion Project. This trail represents one of the current
recreational facilities that is used by the Battle Mountain community.

The expansion and enhancement of the trail would further promote and growth recreational
opportunities in Battle Mountain as the trail would now connect our primary residential,

commercial, educational, and other recreational areas together.

The enhancements on the trial, namely the benches, lamp posts, and trash cans, would facilitate
and encourage trail use by members of the community of different mobility levels.

I would request that you consider Lander County’s application for your 2019 grant.

Sincerely,
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4.

5.

NDOT

Fee: Permit No.:
Milepost: District:
System No.:

Applicant:

Type of Work:

FOR DEPARTMENT USE ONLY

REVOCABLE APPLICATION AND PERMIT FOR OCCUPANCY OF
NEVADA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION RIGHT-OF-WAY
(Under the provisions of NRS 408.423, 408.210 and NAC 408)

Location where excavation, construction, installation and/or occupancy is proposed

Broad Street (SR 305; Battle Mountain) from Front St. to Fairway Drive
Local name of highway Street address or nearest cross street

Describe in detail the type and scope of work; capacity or size of facility; stages and time frame for
development; scheduled dates for start and completion. Attach 4 sets of detailed plans ordrawings.
The project will install five sets of improvements along the existing multiple use walking/bike trail, with

each set of improvements consisting of a solar powered street lamp, a park bench, and a metal trash can.

The five locations will be at the 1) the south east corner of the intersection of SR 305 and Fairway Drive; 2) the

southeast corner of the intersection of SR 305 and Sheep Creek Road, 3) the southwest corner of the intersection of

SR 305 and Old Route 8-A, 4) the southside of Broad Street near the HideAway restaurant, and 5) the south side of

Broad Street due east from the Battle Mountain Convention Center. Please refer to the attached map labels #1, #2,

#3, #4, and #6.

Per NDOT requirements, improvements along roadways without curbs will be a minimum of 30 feet from the active
roadway.

PERMITTEE hereby acknowledges that he has received and read a copy of the specific Terms and
Conditions Relating to Right-of-Way Occupancy Permits issued by the State of Nevada Department of
Transportation, and accepts said terms and conditions and any additional terms and conditions stated in
this permit.

SPECIFIC TERMS AND CONDITIONS APPURTENANT TO THIS PERMIT ARE LISTED ON PAGE 2.

THE PERMIT SHALL BE SIGNED AND RETURNED TO THE DISTRICT OFFICE.

Name of PERMITTEE (Type or Print) Signature of PERMITTEE

Address Title Phone No.
City, State, Zip Date of Application

Phone No. Fax No. Permittee's [.D. No. or Parcel No.

i

Rev. 6/2011
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This Right-of-Way Occupancy permit is granted to the PERMITTEE in accordance with the provisions of Chapter 408 NRS,
and NAC 408 and subject to the terms and conditions stipulated to perform the work described.

NDOT
Rev. 6/2011

Dated this day of , 20

STATE OF NEVADA, DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

By

Director or District Engineer
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10.

Fee: Permit No.:
Milepost: District: |
System No.:
Applicant:
Type of Work:

FOR DEPARTMENT USE ONLY

REVOCABLE APPLICATION AND PERMIT FOR OCCUPANCY OF
NEVADA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION RIGHT-OF-WAY
(Under the provisions of NRS 408.423, 408.210 and NAC 408)

Location where excavation, construction, installation and/or occupancy is proposed

Front Street (Battle Mountain) from 650 W. Front Street to Belastegui Park
Local name of highway Street address or nearest cross street

Describe in detail the type and scope of work; capacity or size of facility; stages and time frame for
development; scheduled dates for start and completion. Attach 4 sets of detailed plans ordrawings.
The project will install four sets of improvements along the existing multiple use walking/bike trail, with

each set of improvements consisting of a solar powered street lamp, a park bench, and a metal trash can.

The four locations will be at the 1) north side of 650 W. Front Street 2) the north side of Front Street across from Tule

Street, 3) the north side of Front Street across from Broad Street, and 4) the north side of Front Street at

Belaustegui Park. Please refer to the attached map and labels #7, #8, #9, and #10.

Per NDOT requirements, improvements along roadways without curbs will be a minimum of 30 feet from the active

roadway.

PERMITTEE hereby acknowledges that he has received and read a copy of the specific Terms and
Conditions Relating to Right-of-Way Occupancy Permits issued by the State of Nevada Department of
Transportation, and accepts said terms and conditions and any additional terms and conditions stated in
this permit.

SPECIFIC TERMS AND CONDITIONS APPURTENANT TO THIS PERMIT ARE LISTED ON PAGE 2.

THE PERMIT SHALL BE SIGNED AND RETURNED TO THE DISTRICT OFFICE.

Name of PERMITTEE (Type or Print) Signature of PERMITTEE

Address Title Phone No.

City, State, Zip Date of Application

Phone No. Fax No. Permittee's I.D. No. or Parcel No.

NDOT

kev. 6/2011 2




25 ADDITIONAL TERMS AND CONDITIONS

This Right-of-Way Occupancy permit is granted to the PERMITTEE in accordance with the provisions of Chapter 408
NRS, and NAC 408 and subject to the terms and conditions stipulated to perform the work described.

Dated this day of , 20

STATE OF NEVADA, DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

By

Director or District Engineer

NDOT
Rev. 6/2011 3




. Lander County Commission Agenda Request Form

COMMISSIONER MEETING DATE 11/08/2018
NAME KYLA BRIGHT REPRESENTING LEDA
ADDRESS 50 STATE ROUTE 305

PH: (775)635-2860
WHICH NUMBER SHOULD WE CALL DURING NORMAL BUSINESS HOURS? (775) 635-2860

WHO WILL BE ATTENDING THE MEETING: KYLA BRIGHT
JOB TITLE: LIASON FOR LEDA

SPECIFIC REQUEST TO BE PLACED ON THE AGENDA: DISCUSSION AND POSSIBLE ACTION REGARDING
RADIFICATION OF A GRANT APPLICATION AND MAP SUBMITTED BY LANDER ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT
AUTHORITY (LEDA) FOR A BIKE/PEDESTRIAN PATH INCLUDING BENCHES, TRASH RESEPTICALS, LIGHTING,
AND LANDSCAPING TO CONNECT WITH THE EXISTING SR 305 AND Brocd STREET PATH.

BACKGROUND INFORMATION: LANDER ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY HAS BEEN WORKING TO
UPDATE AND EXPAND THE EXISTING SR 305/BRCN)' STREET BIKE/PEDESTRIAN PATH. THEY ARE NOW
PREPARED TO SUBMIT THE GRANT APPLICATION THAT IS DUE ON THE 9™ OF NOVEMBER. PLEASE SEE
ATTACHED APPLICATION AND MAP FOR REFERENCE.

WHAT ACTION WOULD YOU LIKE THE BOARD TO TAKE TO RESOLVE THIS ISSUE? PLEASE REVIEW AND
RATIFY THE DECISION MADE BY LEDA TO APPLY FOR THE GRANT TO FUND THE UPDATE AND EXPANTION
OF THE SR 305/BROAD STREET BIKE/PEDESTRIAN PATH.

. ARE THERE ANY COSTS ASSOCIATED WITH YOUR REQUEST? YES __  NO_X_
AMOUNT §
HAS THIS ISSUE BEEN DISCUSSED AT A PRIOR COMMISSION MEETING? YES___=  NO_X_
WHEN?
HAS THIS ISSUE BEEN REVIEWED AND APPROVED BY AFFECTED DEPT HEADS? YES X NG

ALL BACKUP MATERIAL MUST BE PROVIDED WITH AGENDA REQUEST, NOT AT THE
MEEING:
IS ALL THE BACK UP MATERIAL ATTACHED TO THIS AGENDA REQUEST? YESX NO

IT THE ITEM IS A CONTRACT AND/OR AGREEMENT, OR REQUIRES LEGAL REVIEW, IT
MUST BE REVIEWED BY THE DISTRIC ATTORNEY'S OFFICE PRIOR TO AGENDA SETTING
OR IT WILL NOT GO ON THE AGENDA.

HAS THE DISTRICTATTORNEY'S OFFICE PROVIDED THE REQUIRED REVIEW? YES_ = NO__
THE COMMISSIONERS RESERVE THE RIGHT TO REJECT OR RECOMMEND TABLING ALL AGENDA REQUESTS
FOR INSUFFICIENT INFORMATION.

ALL INFORMATION STATED IS CORRECT AND TRUE TO MY KNOWLEDGE:

SIGNATURE DATE
The Lander County Board of Commissioners meets the 2" and 4'h Thursday of each month

Lander County e 50 State Route 305, Battle Mountain, NV 895820 e 775-635-2885 fax-635-5332
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STATE OF NEVADA

Recreational Trails Program

CFDA 20.219

APPLICATIONS DUE:

NOVEMBER 9, 2018;12:00PM
APPLICATIONS MUST BE RECEIVED BY THIS TIME, POSTMARKS WILL NOT
BE ACCEPTED

PLEASE SUBMIT: 3 FULL COLOR COPIES (DOUBLE SIDED) &
ONE ELECTRONIC COPY ON A FLASH DRIVE

TO: NEVADA DIVISION OF STATE PARKS
901 S. STEWART STREET, SUITE 5005
CARSON CITY, NV 89701
ATTN: RTP GRANT PROGRAM

DO NOT ATTACH ITEMS THAT ARE NOT REQUIRED.

EMAILS WILL NOT BE ACCEPTED.

For assistance, please contact:

Janice Keillor Art Krupicz

State Trails Administrator Grants & Projects Analyst
(775) 684-2787 (775) 684-2775
jkeillor@parks.nv.gov akrupicz@parks.ny.gov
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10.

11

Application
Nevada Recreational Trails Program

SECTION 1

Applicant Name:

Project Name:

Project Dates: Start: Completion:
TAXID or EIN #
DUNS #

Classification of Applicant: (check one)

Government: L Federal O State O County O Local/Municipal
Organization: O Partnership O Non-profit O For Profit O Individual O Other

Grant Manager / Primary Point-of-Contact (if grant is awarded):
Name: Title:

E-mail: Phone:

Address:

City, State, Zip:

Land Owner:

Classification of Land Control: (check all that apply)
O Public Land O Private Land O Combination , County, City,
O R&PP: attach copy of lease with expiration date. If other lease, attach copy

Project Costs: (Please do not submit match not directly related to the project)
Grant Request:
Match Amount; (20% of total amount for non-moto & diverse; 5% for moto and education)

Total Project Amount: (Grant Request divided by 0.8 for non-moto & diverse and 0.95 for moto
and education)

10(a). What are your sources of match?
U Federal O Private O In-kind O City/County O Pre-Project Planning O Other
Please describe source(s):

Project Category(s)

O Education

O Education with motorized component

O Non-motorized for single use

O Non-motorized for diverse use

O Diverse use (motorized and non-motorized)
O Motorized for single use

O Motorized for diverse use

Nevada Recreational Trails Grant Application_FY2019 Page 2 of 10
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12.

13

14.

15.

16,

Trail Use: (check all that apply)

0 Pedestrian (urban/path) 0 Mountain Biking U Equestrian

D Pedestrian (hiking/trail) O Bicycle Path (paved) [ Snowshoe/cross country ski
0 Education . O Interpretation/meps/brochures [ ADA accessible

[1 OHV/Motorized [ Other;

Type of Project: (check ail that apply)

[ Bducational o trails training

ClMaintenance or restoration of existing trails

[ Trailside and trailhead facilities

O Purchase or lease of trail construction equipment
[T Construction of new trails

O other

Scope of Work (400 words maximum — describe exactly what work will be completed, include

miles of trail or other measurable goals), Please be specific to the actual project being built.

Project Location:
A, Congressional District(s) number (check alf that apply) (11 12 [J3

B. County:

L4

C. Municipality/Town/City:

D. Latitude:
E. Township: Range:

Longitude:

Standards/Guidelines Applicd io Project:

L Universal Access to Outdoor Recreation - A Design Guide

O Designing Sidewalks & Trails for Access

O AASHTO’s Guide for the Developrent of Bicycle Facilities

[1 USFS Standard Specifications for Construction & Maintenance of Trails
O BLM Handbook 9114-1 Trails

O IMBA International Mountain Biking Association

OTHER:

Nevada Recreational Trails Grant Application FY2019

Page 3 of 10
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17. Environmental Compliance (see page 10 of the RTP Handbook fot more information)
Education projects with no ground disturbing activities may skip to Question 18.
17(a). Is a Federal agency involved in this project as an applicant, partner, or landowner?

O Yes
I No

If yes, environmental clearances have likely been completed for your project area. Please indicate
which NEPA document was produced. Ploase attach the document to this application;

00 Categorical Exclusion (CR)
O Recotd of Decision (RCOD)
O Finding of No Significant Impact (FONSI)

if you have Federal involvement and have attached one of the NEPA documents above, you may skip to
Question 18.

If there arc no Federal partners or land owners involved, the project will need to be reviewed by
the FITWA. Pleasc provide the following information:

17(b), Describe the extent of ground disturbance for this project. Specifically, describe the
length, width, and depth of the most significant instances of excavation/digging.

17(c). Describe both current and past uses of the project area.

17(d). Desoribe any known cultural resources in the project area. This may include historic
buildings, archaeology sites, and any othor objects estimated to be over 50 years old.

Nevada Recreational Trails Grant Application FY2019 Page 4 of 10
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i

18.

19.

17(e). Please attach the following three (3) maps:

*  General location map (showing project area within the state or county)

¢ Topographic map (7.5 minuto series quadrangle, 1:24,000 scale) with project
boundary and map name '
o Topographic maps are preferred but aerial photos will suffice

* Detail map indicating specific project elements (2.g., structures, trail alighment)

* For all maps, please include & key, notth arrow, scale, and map name (if available)

*  Maps larger than 11x17 will not be aocepted

17(f). Please attach the following photographs:
*  Atleast two (2) overviews of the project arca from different angles and distances
* Please include photos of known cultural resources, if present,

17(g). If available, please attach shapefiles of the project area (theso are produced via GPS and
. ond with the filename “shp”; they may also be found within larger files ending in
“.mxd”). These are not required for this application but are appreciated, if available.

List all permits required to complete project:

Additional approvals
If the project involves any of the situations listed below, applicants must provide the following
documentation;

19(a).  Crossing of public highway: Include a statement or lotter certifying that the
appropriate official (having jurisdiction over the public road at the point where the trail
crosses the road) has reviewed this project and approved of the proposed crossing,

19(b). Crossing of railroad-gas-power lines, or utility rights-of-way: Include documentation
certifying that the approptiate official has reviewed this project and that the proposed
crossing meets their approval,

19(c). Crossing of streams or encroachment on any wetlands: Project applicants planning
to construct, operate, maintain, enlarge, or abandon any obstruction that will affect a
watercourse, its 100-year floodway, or any lake, pond reseryoir, marsh, or wetland, must
obtain an appropriate USACE 404 and/or other applicable permits,

Any state or local government agency or public utility working in a 100-year flood plain
which has been identified by the National Flood Insurance Program, must also obtain a
permit,

Nevada Recreational Traila Grant Application_FY2019 Page 5 of 10

106




20.

21.

In addition, project applicants may be required to prepare an erosion and sedimentation
control plan for stream crossings or general construction activities.

19(d). Building structure or providing a water supply: Local agency applicants must
secure a copy of any building permits that may be required by the local township code
enforcement officer or a statement indicating that a permit is not necessary.

Federal and State agency applicants are to follow their normal procedures.

19(e). Sewer and water permitting: Project applicants must include a copy of the sewage
disposal permit issued by a certified municipal sewage enforcement officer or the local
township if a comfort station is to be constructed. Project applicants serving any non-
residential use with their own water source must provide the appropriate permit from the
county or state health official with jurisdiction,

Projects that include a paved bicycle parh: [s the project included in both local and state
bicycle plans?

Yes, plan title(s)
No
Not Applicable. Please describe:

Has the applicant received funding from the Recreational Trails Program in the past?
I No Yes

Number of projects funded:
Amount of funding Received: $
Number of projects Completed:

SECTION IT

Proposed Budget: Provide your budget details in the separate budget section (2019 NV RTP
Application_Budget Section). Please follow the existing format and be very specific, as your application
will rate higher. Reminder: all match must be directly related to the building of the trail/facility or
educational project. If a cost is not eligible for reimbursement it is most likely not eligible to be used for
match. Do not add extra match above what is required. Matching funds beyond the minimum requirement
do not affect the score.

Nevada Recreational Trails Grant Application_FY2019 Page 6 of 10
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SECTION II

Narrative: Each response is scored via a standardized rubric. See page 27 of the RTP Manual for more
information,

Address the following sixteen (16) questions in the order listed below.,
Please limit each response to 3 paragraphs or less.

Type directly into this application.

Supporting documents may be attached in support of your responses.

Project Need
I~ Describe how this project fits with current community development plans.
2. Describe the project’s ability to enhance recreation options for an underserved area or population.

“Underserved is defined as an area or population with inadequate services, facilities, and/or a
lack of access to recreation opportunities.

Project Quality

3. Describe project schedule(s) and contingency plans.
4. Describe the confirmed partnerships for this project.

5. Describe the nature and extent of public engagement with this project and what is being done to
mitigate any concerns conveyed by the public.

6. Describe the implementation of best practices in each phase of the project (e.g., planning,
budgeting, construction, etc.).

Alignment with Nevada’s Recreation Goals

7. How will the project contribute to the maintenance and/or rehabilitation of existing outdoor
infrastructure?

8. How will safety be implemented in the design, maintenance, and management of the project?
9. How does the project increase connectivity between trails, facilities, or other locations?
10. How does the project engage youth?

I1. How will the project contribute (or otherwise complement) the development, maintenance, and/or
management of new outdoor recreation facilities?

12. How does the project contribute to the economic vitality of its community?

13. How will the project contribute to the conservation and/or rehabilitation of water and habitat?

Nevada Recreational Trails Grant Application_ FY2019 Page 7 of 10
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Applicant History

14, Summarize the grant management experiences of both the organization and the personnel
responsible for this specific project.

15.  Summarize your organization’s project management record.

16. Describe your organization’s capacity to maintain facilities for the next 25 years.

SECTION IV

Maps, Photographs, and other Graphics: If you already compiled graphics in response to Section I,
Question 17 (Environmental Compliance), those will suffice. Education projects do not require
graphics.

If you have not yet compiled graphics, please assemble the following:

Three (3) specific maps:
» General location map (showing project area within the state and/or county)

* Topographic map (7.5 minute series quadrangle, 1:24,000 scale) with project
boundary and map name

o Topographic maps are preferred but aerial photos will suffice
* Detail map indicating specific project elements (e.g., structures, trail alignment)
e For all maps, please include a key, north arrow, scale
e  Maps larger than 11x17 will not be accepted

Photographs:
» At least two (2) overviews of the project area from different angles and distances.

SECTION V

Transmittal Letter(s): All applicants must submit at least one transmittal letter with this application,
signed by an individual with the authority to bind the organization to a legal agreement.

If there is no Federal involvement, the letter must verify the following:
a) The project will not facilitate motorized activities on trails that have been predominantly used
by non-motorized trail users and on which, as of May 1, 1991, motorized use is either prohibited

or has not occurred (Section 1302 (e)(2)(c) of the National Recreational Trails Act);

b) A commitment to maintain the project’s features for 25 years.

If the project involves any Federal agencies (as applicant, partner, and/or landowner), please include a
letter of support from each Federal partner. Their letter(s) must verify the following:

a) They have read the application and agree to any responsibilities assigned to them for this
project;
Nevada Recreational Trails Grant Application FY2019 Page 8 of 10
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b)

d)

€)

The project will not facilitate motorized activities on trails that have been predominantly used
by non-motorized trail users and on which, as of May |, 1991, motorized use is either prohibited
or has not occurred (Section 1302 (e)(2)(c) of the National Recreational Trails Act);

The project is in compliance with all applicable laws and in particular the National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) and Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act
(NHPA);

Construction of trails for motorized activity are situated upon land allocated for use other than
wilderness or have been released to uses other than wilderness by an Act of Congress, and that
such construction is otherwise consistent with an approved land and resources management
plan;

A commitment to maintain the project’s features (e.g., trails, buildings) for 25 years.

SECTION VI

Authorized Signature of Applicant

The signature below indicates approval of this project and authorizes this request for funding from the

Nevada Recreational Trails Program.

Signature

Name (print or type)

Title

Agency / Organization

Date
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PRESENTATION TO THE RTP COMMITTEE

The RTP application process requires a presentation to the RTP Committee. Presentations are limited to
10 minutes in length and provide an opportunity to further explain your project. In addition, the
committee can ask questions about the project and clarify any details.

The RTP Committee meets for two days in December. You are not required to attend the entire two-day
meeting. Shortly after the application deadline, NDSP staff will contact you with the specific date and
time of your presentation. Applicants must be in attendance for their allotted presentation time, to merit
final consideration. In-person attendance is preferred, but not required. Applicants who must deliver their
presentation remotely (i.e., video or voice) will be accommodated. The method of presentation delivery
does not influence scores.
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STATE OF NEVADA
RECREATIONAL TRAILS PROGRAM

FAPPILICANT-HANDBOOK

CFDA 20.219

Please review this handbook before proceeding with an

application.
For assistance, please contact:
Janice Keillor Art Krupicz
State Trails Administrator Grants & Projects Analyst
(775) 684-2787 (775) 684- 2775
jkeillor@parks.nv.gov akrupicz@parks.nv.gov
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Nevada Division of State Parks
Department of Conservation and Natural Resources

Brian Sandoval
Governor, State of Nevada

Brad Crowell
Director, Department of Conservation and Natural Resources

Eric Johnson
Administrator, NDSP

Tim Hunt
Chief of Planning and Development, NDSP

Janice Keillor
Parks and Recreation Program Manager, NDSP
State Trails Administrator

The policy of the Department of Conservation and Natural Resources is to fully comply with
the intent of Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964. Title VI provides that no person in the
United States shall, on grounds of race, color, or national origin, be excluded from

participating in, denied the benefits of, or subjected to discrimination under any program or
activity receiving Federal financial assistance.
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QUICK FACTS

Grant Opens: August 24, 2018

Applications Due: November 9, 2018

Committee Meeting: December 5-6, 2018, 8-5pm each day
Meeting Location: Clark County Wetlands Park

Meeting Room
7050 E. Wetlands Park Lane
Las Vegas, NV 89129
Available Funding: $1,250,000
Permissible Uses: New trail construction
Trail restoration
Trail head facilities (restrooms, signage, kiosks, etc.)
Purchase of tools to construct and/or renovate trail
Land acquisition for trail purposes
Safety and educational programs
Engineered trail design/maintenance documents

Grants available to: Governmental agencies
Non-profit organizations
Tribal governments

Match Requirements: 20% for nonmotorized and education
5% for motorized

RECREATIONAL TRAILS PROGRAM SUMMARY

The Recreational Trails Program (RTP) is a federally-assisted, State-administered program
through the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA). RTP funding is authorized under the
“Fixing America’s Surface Transportation (FAST) Act. Specifically, the funds are from the
Transportation Alternatives (TA) set-aside under the Surface Transportation Block Grant Program.
RTP legislation requires the Governor of each State to designate an agency to administer the
program. The Governor of Nevada has delegated administration of the program through the
Nevada Department of Transportation (NDOT) to the Nevada Division of State Parks (NDSP).

States may distribute funds in the form of grants to city, county, state, and federal governmental
entities, Native American tribes, and special government districts such as General Improvement
Districts and private individuals or organizations.

The RTP is designed to supplement and assist current federal, state, local, and volunteer trail
efforts. Through financial and technical assistance, and improved communications among all trail
interests, the program expands the quantity and quality of recreational trails in America. This
program requires states to: (1) designate an official to be responsible for the trails program, (2)
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crcate a recreational trails advisory committee and (3) use the funds to meet the goals of the
legislation.

The Nevada Recreational Trails Advisory Committee is charged with evaluating applications and
making recommendations on projects to be funded. It consists of both motorized and nonmotorized
trail users, government officials, and other representatives of diverse user groups generally.

Applicants may submit more than one application. In addition, applicants may be the lead on an
application and a partner for others. However, grantees should prioritize their own projects if they
are submitting multiple applications since they would be competing against themselves.
Applications will be pre-screened and, if incomplete, will not be forwarded to the committee for
review.

DISTRIBUTION OF FUNDS
Nevada’s FY 2019 RTP apportionment for projects is approximately $1,250,000.

40 % or $500,000 shall be used for recreational trail or related projects that facilitate diverse
recreational trail use within a recreational trail corridor, trailside, or trailhead, regardless of
whether the project is for diverse motorized use, for diverse nonmotorized use, or to accommodate
both motorized and nonmotorized recreational trail use;

30 % or $375,000 shall be used for uses relating to motorized recreation: and
30 % or $375,000 shall be used for uscs relating to nonmotorized recreation,

The State has the option of using up to 5% for education projects. If the State chooses not to use
the 5%, this money is redistributed into the assured access funding categories (motorized,
nonmotorized and diversified) according to the required 40/30/30 distribution.

Federal requirements allow a maximum of 7% of the state’s apportionment to be used by the state
to administer the program.

PROJECT CATEGORIES

There are six categories of RTP projects that were developed to aid applicants in describing their
projects and to assist the RTP committee in assessing the potential impact projects might have.
The funding categories are defined as:

Category 1 — Educational.

Education projects are allotted 5% of the annual RTP apportionment and are funded at the
discretion of the State based on applicant interest, overall need, and the amount of projects being
submitted in other categories. Funds in this category can be used for trail education programs
related to safety, environmental protection, creation of publications, and training. Education
programs cannot be for law-enforcement training and must support the maintenance and use of
recreational trails.
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Category 2 - Nonmotorized for single use,

Projects in this category compete for the 30% of funds available for nonmotorized recreation,
These projects are primarily intended to benefit only one mode of nonmotorized recreational trail
use, such as pedestrian only, or equestrian only. Projects serving various pedestrian uses (such as
walking, hiking, running, bird-watching, education, interpretation, backpacking, etc.) constitute a
single use for the purposes of this category. Note: wheelchair use by mobility-impaired
individuals, whether operated manually or powered, constitutes pedestrian use, not motorized trail
use. Projects serving various nonmotorized human-powered snow uses (such as skiing, snow
shoeing, etc.) constitute a single use for this category.

Category 3 - Nonmotorized for diverse use.

These projects compete for funds available to either nonmotarized or diverse recreation {which
together account for 70% of available RTP funds). These projects are primarily intended to benefit
moro than one mode of nonmotorized recreational trail use such as: walking, bicycling, and
skating; both pedestrian and equestrian use; and pedestrian use in summer and cross-country ski
use in winter,

Category 4 - Diverse use (motorized and nonmotorized).

These projects compete for the 40% of funds available for diverse recreation. They are intended
to benefit both nopmotorized and motorized recreational trail use. This category includes projects
where motorized use is permitted, but is not the predominant beneficiary, This category includes
projects where motorized and nonmotorized uses are separated by season, such as cquestrian use
in summer and snowmobile use in winter. Other examples; a common trailhead project serving
separate ATV and bicyele trails; purchasing a machine to groom both snowmobile and cross-
country ski trails. ’

Category 5 - Motorized for single use.

These projects compete for the 30% of funding available for motorized recreation, These projects
are primarily intended to benefit only one mode of motorized recreational use, such as snowmobile
trail grooming. A project may be classified in this category if the project also benefits some
nonmotorized uses (i.e., nonmotorized uses are not excluded), but the primary intent must be for
the benefit of motorized use.

Category 6 - Motorized for diverse nge, .

These projects compete for funds available for either motorized or diverse recreation (which
together account for 70% of available RTP funds). These projects are primarily intended to benefit
more than one mode of motorized recreational use, such as: motoreycle and ATV use; ot ATV use
in summer and snowmobile use in winter. A project may be classified in this category if the project
also benefits some nonmotorized uses (it is not necessary to exclude nonmetosized uses), but the
primary intent must be for the benefit of motorized use.
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Intended Use Examples Funding Categories

Trail Education,

Educational Youth camps

Education

Pedestrian only,

Nonmotorized Single Use .
equestrian only

Nonmotorized

Pedestrian, bicycle, and

Nonmotorized Diverse Use equestrian (shared)

Nonmotorized and Diverse

Equestrian in summer,

Diverse Use AR e
snowmobile in winter

Diverse

Motorized Single Use Motorcycles only Motorized

Motorcycles and

Motorized Diverse Use :
snowmobiles

Motorized and Diverse

PERMISSIBLE USES

According to RTP Legislation: 23 U.S.C. 206:

A grantee may use funds received from the Recreational Trails Program to:

L. Provide for trail related educational programs, completed and reimbursed by September
30, 2019;

Z, Purchase trail building tools: non-profit citizen volunteer organizations ONLY. They must

be in conjunction with current trail projects (don’t have to be RTP funded projects) and
must be inventoried and reported to State Parks annually for five years after receipt from a

grant;

3 Develop urban trail linkages near homes and workplaces; community gardens with trail
components;

4, Maintain existing recreational trails, including the grooming and maintenance of trails

across snow,

3; Restore areas damaged by unauthorized recreational use, long time wear and tear, and
natural disasters;

6. Develop trailside and trailhead facilities;

7. Provide features that facilitate the access and use of trails by persons with disabilities:
8. Acquire easements for trails, or for trail corridors;
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10.

11.

12,

13.

14,

Acquire fee simple title to property from a willing seller when the objective of the
acquisition cannot be accomplished by acquisition of an casement or by other means;

Construct new trails facilities including signage;

Maintenance of previous RTP projects that have not been funded within five (5) years of
current application;

Construction of new trails crossing federal lands if the construction is approved by all State
and/or Federal agencies charged with management of the impacted lands. Applicant must
include the NEPA decision docement, proof of section 106 compliance, and tribal
consultation; as well as a support letter from the agencies involved;

Landscaping of trail facilities only if a relatively small portion of an overall project;

Utilities that are directly related to the trail project such as lighting, drinking fountains,
horse washing stations, toilets, electric, irrigation ctc.

'USES NOT PERMITTED -

A grantee may not use funds received from the Recreational Trails Program for:

1. The purchase of promotional items such as pens, cups, shoclaces, key chains, baseball caps,
paperweights, magnets, matchbooks, patches, t-shirts, scissors, balloons, or buttons, Nor
may the value of such items be used as a match for Federal funds.

2 Condemnation of any kind or interest in property;

3. Construction of any recreational teail on federal land that is inconsistent with approved land
and resource management plans;

4. Trail Feasibility Studies: Permissible use relates to actual on-the-ground trail projects.

5, Trail Planning: A project proposal solely for the purpose of trail planning is not eligible
for funding. However, if trail planning is a relatively small portion of an overall trail project
(15%), it may be allowed.

6. Sidewalks or bike lanes: RTP funds should not be used to provide sidewalks along or
adjacent to public roads or streets, unless the path or sidewalk is needed to complete a
missing link between other recreational trails. Bike lanes in the road are not eligible.

T Parks: Parks and park-related features such as picnic arcas, day use, camping areas, or
amphitheaters are not eligible. Trail components or associgted facilities must specifically
serve the purpose and safe use of the recreational trail.
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10.

Operations: Trail or park operations are not eligible (annual management and/or
maintenance of a facility or area).

Law Enforcement costs,
MATCHING REQUIREMENTS
There is a required matching share [rom a grantee. In Nevada, the match requirements are:

20% of a_grant request for nonmotorized and education projects and 5%_of the amount
requested for molorized projects.

Federal funds can be used toward the 20% matching share; the total federal share cannot
exceed 95% of the total project cost (non-federal funds must provide a mininum of 5% of
the total project cost).

All match must be directly related to the project in the grant application, If the project
covers a broad recreation use, do not include the costs of items or tasks that are not directly
related to the project proposal.

The maiching share may include volunteer labor, in-kind services, cash, malterials, and
services at fair market value. Do not inflate your match. Match expenditures must meet the
same eligibility standards as grant monies.

Public trail work days are permissible and the costs (including volunteer hours) can be used
as match (volunteer rate valued at $24.69 per hour, per Independent Sector, August 201 8).

If planning or environmental compliance was done before your application was approved,
it can be used as match (but only if the planning/environmental was done within the 18
months preceding your RTP award). If planning or environmental have not been done by
the time of your grant award, they can be covered by the grant.

Indirect costs - If the applicant has an ICAP (Indirect Cost Allocation Plan) recognized by
a Federal agency, they may claim that percentage of the federal grant amount. They may
choose not to claim that amount and use those costs as match. The TCAP must be current
and not expired. A copy of the current ICAP documentation must be provided to NDSP.

If a_grantee does not have an ICAP, they may claim up to 10% de-minimus of the federal
grant amount. If a grantee wishes to develop an ICAP, it must submit one with this
application to State Parks, who will work with FHWA to accept ICAP proposals prior to
grant award, The ICAP must be listed in the epplication budget and must be matched,

For the year 2018 grants, trained volunteer hours-in-kind has a value of $24.69 per hour,
for use as match,

The 2018 mileage rate is 54.5 cents per mile for gas and maintenance of the vehicle,
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DESIGN STANDARDS

Grantees are required to identify the standards used for each trail project. A final inspection will
be conducted to ensure that the design standards stated on the application were consistently
applied. The final reimbursement will not be released until the project has passed a final
mspection, as determined by NDSP,

Bicycle transportation facilities must meet or exceed the guidelines in AASHTO's Guide for the
Development of Bicvele Facilities. Signs should conform to the Manual on Uniform Traffic
Control Devices and/or Standard Highway Signs (particularly for trails within or crossing highway
rights-of-way). The latter manual does allow some variable dimensions for trail signs.

NOTE: All proposed projects that include bicycle transportation paths and routes should be
included in both Local and State Bicycle Plans (sidewalks and bike lanes are not eligible)

ENVIRONMENTAL AND CULTURAL REQUIREMENTS

All RTP projects must comply with environmental and cultural resource regulations in order to
avoid impacts to historic buildings, archacological sites, and sensitive ecological areas. More
specifically, all projects that use Federal funds are subject to both the National Environmental
Policy Act (NEPA) and National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA). While RTP funds are
managed by a state entity (NDSP), they originate with the Federal Highway Administration
(FHWA). As a result, RTP projects must comply with both NEPA and NHPA.

This section is designed to guide RTP applicants through the process. Applicants need to
understand the general process and be ready to supply particular documents as needed.

To receive an award, it is not necessary for a project to have finished the compliance processes
(NEPA and NHPA), but it will improve the chances of getting funded as the project will be more
“shovel ready”.

If you are awarded an RTP grant, environmental and cultural compliance must be completed before
NDSP can issue a Notice to Proceed.

The processes for each Act often overlap, but in all cases the RTP applicant must first establish
whether a Federal agency is involved with the project.

If You Have a Federal Partner

If a Federal agency is involved with your project, it is up to that entity to complete the
NEPA/NHPA process. Applicants must contact their Federal partners in order to obtain particular
NEPA documents. These documents can take one of several forms:

Categorical Exclusion (CE)
Finding of No Significant Impact (FONSI, which is attached to an Environmental
Assessment — EA)

* Record of Decision (ROD, which is attached to an Environmental Impact Statement — EIS).
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If NEPA was completed within your project area, one (or more) of these documents will be on file
with your Federal partners. Please obtain a copy of the document and attach it to the RTP
application. There are no further environmental or cultural requirements for the application.

If You Do Not Have a Federal Partner

If your project does not involve any Federal entities, the required NEPA/NHPA clearances were
not likely done. If this is the case, NDSP and its partners will complete much of the work for you.
More specifically, NDSP will work with the FHWA-Nevada Division to establish NEPA
compliance; and with NDOT to establish NHPA compliance. This process begins after a grant is
awarded and takes up to a year to complete.

Even though NDSP completes these clearances on your behalf, there are still several elements that
applicants must compile as part of the application process:

1. Project Area: to determine if an RTP project will impact cultural resources, the project area
must be made clear on maps. Officially called the “Area of Potential Effect (APE)”, this
boundary is best shown on a topographic map. If providing a topo map, please be sure to
include the map name. However, for the RTP application, the project boundary can be
depicted on an aerial photo, which is more easily obtained through common websites, apps,
and other sources.

2. Ground-disturbing Activity: if the project includes ground disturbance, please make clear
the nature and extent of the work. Describe the length, width, and depth of the project
activity. For example, if a kiosk is being installed at a trailhead, how deep will the footings
go?

3. Land Use (past and present): Werc there any past disturbances in the arca? What are current
conditions like? This information need not be detailed, but NDSP staff appreciates any
context that project partners might have.

4. Known Resources: Are there cultural resources already known to be on the property? These
would include archacology sites, as well as any buildings or other objects estimated to be
50 years or older.

5. Photographs: provide a general overview of the project area from different angles and
distances. Pleasc include photographs of known cultural resources, as described above,

Applicants who need to establish NEPA and/or NHPA compliance are free to hire their own
vendors for these processes. However, the project will still need to go through FHWA and NDOT
for review. If you are considering vendors for these processes, pleasc contact NDSP grant staff for
more details.

PROGRAM TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE
Technical assistance is available through NDSP. Grants staff are available to answer questions

regarding procedures, completion of required documents (e.g., quarterly reports and
reimbursement requests), and other inquiries.
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COMMITTEE MEETING AND PRESENTATION

In addition to completing the application, cach applicant will be required to attend the RTP
committee meeting and present their proposal (either in-person or remotely). The advisory
committee consists of both motorized and nonmotorized trail users, government officials, and
other representatives of diverse user groups. The agenda for this meeting will be announced shortly
after the application deadline (when the total number of applicants is known). The meeting
announcement will include information about the required applicant presentation as well,

NOTIFICATION OF GRANT ACCEPTANCE AND FUNDING APPROVAL

The Park and Recreation Program Manager will notify all applicants of grant eligibility following
the grant application deadline. Following the committee meeting, projects selected for a grant
award will be submitted to the FHWA for final approval.

Only after NDSP has been notified of FHWA's approval will individual grant agreements be
approved. Funds will be allocated to projects based on the priority scoring and conditions set forth
by the Administrator of State Parks. Eligible projects that do not score high enough to receive
funding are eligible to re-apply another year.

No project will be considered active or otherwise eligible for reimbursement until a Notice

to Proceed is issued.

PROJECT IMPLEMENTATION

Upon receipt of'a fully executed Project Agreement and Notice to Proceed, the grantee shall initiate
activities on the project. Costs incurred by grantees prior to receipt of a fully executed Project
Agreement and Notice to Proceed are not eligible for funding unless specifically authorized as
planning or environmental compliance match as described under the “Matching Requirements”
section and specifically listed in the funding agreement.

Key Factors in implementing an RTP project:

1. Once approved, the grant application and funding agreement are both part of the binding
contract. The grantee shall treat the application as a binding contract and plan the
implementation of the project accordingly.

2 The project shall be completed by the date cited in the Project Agreement issued by NDSP
to the grantee and is generally not to exceed three years.

3. Project implementation shall include the timely submission of all quarterly progress
reports. The grantee shall be aware that NDSP must report the progress of all active RTP
projects to the FWHA-Nevada Division office. The NDSP report is based on quarterly
reports submitted by grantees. Failure to submit the required quarterly progress reports on
a timely basis could affect one’s ability to obtain RTP grants in the future.
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10.

14

The Recreational Trails Program is a reimbursable grant program. The grantee can only
submit requests for reimbursements affer the costs are incurred, not in advance. Credit for
the sponsor’s match can only be awarded after the match has been accomplished and
appropriately justified through complete documentation of costs. Grantees may request
reimbutsement as needed while the project is underway. Costs incutred prior to project
approval and issuance of a Notice to Proceed, ate not eligible for reimbursement unless
authorized as a planning or environmental compliance match, as described in the
“Matching Requirements™ section. Payments usually take over one month to process.

reimbursement request MUST be submitted within nine (9) months of roject approval,
otherwise the project may become inactive and funds mav be reallocated to other programs.

Receipts andfor invoices from vendors and proof of payment must support requests for
reimbursements. This requirement also applies to maich funds.

Final requests for reimbursement will be approved only if the match specified in the project
application has been fulfilled. 10% of the grant will be withheld until all match is met.
Failure to provide match or complete the profect can result in repayment of previous

All requests for reimbursement must be submitted on the Request for Reimbursement form
(Appendix C),

Deviations from the project scope will require an amendment to the project agreement.
The grantee must consult with the NDSP grant stafl before implementing any changes.
After consultation, the grantee shall submit in writing a request to amend the scope. NDSP
staff will process the request per the guidelines outlined under “Project Deadlines and
Extensions” (page 19). Any amendments to the scope must keep the project within its
original inlent and funding category. In addition, environmental and cultural compliance
must be re-established,

Land owned or acquired by the grantee shall maintain a deed restriction which
characterizes the property as an outdoor recreational site open, accessible, and maintained
for the use and benefit of the general public for ninety-nine (99) years, Land under
ownership or lease by the grantee shall be dedicated as an outdoor recreation trail
open, accessible, and maintained for the use and benefit of the general public for a
minimum of twenty-five (25) years after the project completion date, as sel forth in
the Project Agreement. A lease must not be revocable at will and must contain a clause
which enables the grantee to dedicate the land for that period. All deed dedications must
be recarded in the public property records by the grantee, or in the case of a nonprofit
grantee, by the land owner,

The grantee must prove sufficient control and tenure of the project site so that a loss ofuse
will not oceur without appropriate mitigation.
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FINANCIAL RESPONSIBILITY

The grantee shall be responsible for the financial management of approved projects and shall
appoint a financial manager or supervisor who will be responsible for financial administration of
the project. The appointed financial manager shall adopt and install the appropriatc internal
controls to ensure the project is accomplished in the most efficient and economical manner.

PROCUREMENT PROCEDURES

For federal, state, and local agency projects, the internal agency procurement procedures shall
apply to all procurement activities and contract work, unless otherwise waived by proper
authorities. Please refer to page 19 for more information.

TRAVEL COMPENSATION

Reimbursement to the grantee for travel, meals, or lodging shall be subject to amounts and
limitations used by the State of Nevada, as they are amended from time to time. Travel costs
should be clearly delineated in the project budget.

ACCOUNTING PROCEDURES

The total reimbursable funds made available for an approved project shall not exceed the approved
budget as identified in the project agreement. Grantees shall be reimbursed only for actual
expenses made in accordance with the project agreement and project application,

Grantees may recover administrative costs if they have a current ICAP with a cognizant federal
agency. Administration costs must pertain to the approved federal project cost and be included in
the approved budget.

The grantee shall:

1. Keep adequate records on the particular project.

2. Fully support quarterly reimbursement requests with complete documentation of funds
spent and match, such as invoices paid, timesheets, volunteer documentation and copies of
checks and submit them in an orderly manner.

3. Provide accounting procedures necessary to assure proper disbursement and accounting for
money paid.

4. Base the accounting procedures on generally accepted accounting standards and meet the
following minimum requirements unless NDSP agrees to specific exceptions:

a) Establishment of separate accounts and supporting documentation. Each project
account should be identified by the number assigned to the project by NDSP.

b) Identification of all receipts in sufficient detail to show the dates and sources of such
receipts. Receipts and/or invoices should be labeled and costs clearly marked as to
whether they apply to the grant share or matching share.

¢) Itemization of all supporting records of project expenditures in sufficient detail to show
the exact nature of expenditures.

2019 Nevada RTP Handbook Page 14 of 27




d) When payment is by check, the canceled check should be properly identified and filed.
Receipts and/or invoices must support all cash disbursements,
e) Do not submit more information than what is required for justification.

The Federal Highway Administration and State of Nevada can audit projects. Records maintained
by NDSP are subject to FHWA and state audits as well.

NDSP will maintain all records provided by the grantee until such audits are conducted. The
grantee shall retain all project records (including design plans, specifications, contracts, vouchers,
etc.) for four years after the completion of the project.

As a grantee of federal funds, each grantee must comply with the audit requirements of the Single
Audit Act of 1984 and the Single Audit Act Amendments of 1996. The Single Audit Act threshold
is $750,000 in federal expenditures. The $750,000 audit threshold means that state and local
governments, and non-profit organizations acting as RTP grantees arc required to hire an
independent firm to audit them when the rotal of all Jederal grants awarded to the sponsor in a
sponsor’s fiscal year reaches $750,000. In such circumstances, the grantee shall provide NDSP
with a copy of the findings of that audit.

Documentation for Sponsor’s Matching Share

The same amount of back-up justification is required for match as for reimbursements. 1f the
grantee’s matching share includes volunteer labor, the grantee shall keep volunteer sign-in sheets
which show the volunteer’s name, date worked, number of hours worked, and type of work (i.e.,
clearing, planting, crew supervisor, equipment operator, etc.).

If "In-Kind Services" or "Hard Cash" are applied as match, the grantee will be required to provide
adequate documentation in a format that fully accounts for the services or funds expended. The
same amount of back-up justification is required for match as for reimbursements. Donated skilled
labor (e.g., carpenter, mason, surveyor, crew supervisor, equipment operator) is valued at the
average or regular market rate. Donations of cash, labor, or equipment must also be documented.
Timesheets are required for all “work force labor” used as match. Payroll registers are also
accepted.

If a construction company is donating equipment or services (e.g., a grader or excavation work)
some type of record must be kept indicating both the value and type of donation. For example, the
number of hours a grader was in operation and the operator’s standard market rate of compensation
would have to be documented.

QUARTERLY PROGRESS REPORTS

Grantees shall submit quarterly progress reports (Appendix B) throughout the duration of the grant,
Each grantee must submit quarterly progress reports to NDSP on or before January 10, April 10,
July 10, and October 10 of each year. The first quarterly report shall be due the first of these four
dates that occurs after the issuance of the Notice to Proceed. NDSP shall report the quarterly
progress of all active RTP projects to the FHWA Division Office in Nevada.
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Grantees who do not submit quarterly progress reports on time may risk losing their grant

funds and/or eligibility for future grant awards.

Projects must begin within nine (9) months of the grant award or they can be terminated.

REIMBURSEMENT REQUESTS

Grantees must submit reimbursement requests on the Request for Reimbursement form (Appendix
C). Reimbursement requests do not need to be submitted with quarterly reports and can be
submitted as often as needed. The first request must be submitted within 9 months after issuance
of the Notice to Proceed and at lcast every 9 months thereafter.

Failure to submit a reimbursement request every 9 months may cause the project to become

inactive and at risk of losing their grant funds.

The grantee must demonstrate that both the grant share and the matching share are being met in
the proper ratio. For motorized projects, the amount of match submitted should be at least 5% of
the amount reimbursed at any given time. For education and diverse projects, the amount of
match submitted should be at least 20% of the amount reimbursed at any time.

NOTE: Reimbursement requests undergo a two-step process. First, they are reviewed by NDSP.
Second, they are reviewed and processed by the FHWA. While NDSP and its partners regularly
review the process and implement new efficiencies, the reimbursement process can still take
several months. Grantees must factor this time into their budget planning.

CONSTRUCTION COMPLETION AND INSPECTION

At the completion of each project and before the final reimbursement, the grantec will request
NDSP to conduct an on-site inspection of the project. The inspection will verify the project was
completed per the approved Project Agreement, and all funded items are accounted for. The
grantee may be asked to submit a final report, map, and photos demonstrating how the grant
deliverables have been met,

Program compliance and project inspections will include, but not be limited to:
* Compliance with specifications and guidelines stated in project application.
* General project compliance and account records.
* Conformance to approved project scope.
* Compliance with environmental and cultural requirements.
* Compliance with design standards.
= Accessibility for persons with disabilities.
= Compliance with project timelines.
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RECORD RETENTION

The grantee shall retain all program and financial records for four years after the project is
complete. At a minimum, the following records shall be maintained and made available for audit,
with copies forwarded to NDSP:
= Payroll register by pay period showing the names, hours worked, hourly rate, benefits,
deductions, gross pay and net pay.
* Final Cost Summary of all payroll registers indicating applicable totals.
* Time Sheets signed by both employees and their respective supervisors, including
volunteers.
= Receipts/Invoices for purchased materials.
= Receipts/Invoices for all design and construction costs.
* Each receipt/invoice shall include the date paid and check number,
= Canceled checks or copies thereof.

RECREATIONAL TRAIL RESPONSIBILITIES
At the federal level, the administration of the RTP program rests with the FHWA. In Nevada, the
FHWA-Nevada Division oversees RTP activities. Responsibility for the state’s compliance with
the terms of the program rests with NDSP. Grantees are responsible for keeping accurate and clear
records, and completing cach project within the terms of the Project Agreement and Project
Application in accordance with all federal and state guidelines, including this handbook.
PENALTIES
Failure to comply with the provisions of this grants manual and other established guidelines may

be considered cause for NDSP to cancel the grant, request repayment, or withhold future payments
to the grantee until discrepancies are corrected.

PROJECT DEADLINES AND EXTENSIONS

Grantees will be given 36 months to complete an RTP project, with the exception of education
projects. All Education projects must be completed by September 30, 2019.

Requests for extensions will only be considered if they facilitate completion of a viable project
and protect the taxpayers’ investment,

NDSP does not guarantee approval of extensions requests. If approved, extensions will be in six-
month increments or in increments deemed prudent by NDSP.

Before submitting a request for an extension, all grantees should meet the criteria listed below:

> Submit requests for extensions in writing for receipt by the Recreational Trails Program
Manager 3 months before the expiration date of the grant.

> Fully justify requests for time extensions, illustrating unavoidable delays.
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The Federal Highway Administration will not approve extensions and a major scope
change. In this instance, the project/grant would be cancelled and the applicant would have
to reapply during the next grant cycle, and with a new scope and budget. If grantee has
received approval for a minor scope change, NDSP may consider approving an extension.

» To receive favorable consideration for a time extension, the grantee should have submitted
timely quarterly progress reports throughout the life of the grant. For reporting purposes,
quarterly progress reports submitted after the 10" of the month following the end of the
previous quarter are considered late. Quarterly progress reports received after the 15th of
the month following the end of the quarter are considered missing.

If an extension is necessary, grantees are strongly encouraged to determine how much time it will
take to complete the project and request one extension accordingly. Multiple time extensions will
only be considered if:

o Significant progress was made throughout the life of the project, including during
the first extension.
. The grantee encounters problems caused by external factors completely beyond
their control (new regulatory requirements, catastrophic events).
. Unforeseen circumstances arise during construction (physical, site specific
problems).
TERMINATING A GRANT

A grant award agreement may be terminated for the following reasons:

Termination without Cause
Any discretionary or vested right of renewal notwithstanding, an agreement may be terminated upon
written notice by mutual consent of both parties or unilaterally by either party without cause.

State Termination for Non-appropriation

The State may terminate an agreement if, for any reason, the Contracting Agency's funding from
State and/or federal sources is not appropriated or is withdrawn, limited, or impaired. In such a
circumstance, the Grantee waives any and all claim(s) for damages, effective immediately upon
receipt of written notice (or any date specified therein).

Cause Termination for Default or Breach
A default or breach may be declared with or without termination. An agreement may be terminated
upon written notice of default or breach as follows:

I. If Grantee fails to provide or satisfactorily perform any of the conditions, work,

deliverables, goods, documentation, or services within the time requirements specified in
the agreement and it's amendments; or
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2. Ifany authorization, waiver, permit, qualification or certification required of the grantee to
complete the project is for any reason denied, revoked, debarred, excluded, terminated,
suspended, lapsed, or not renewed; or

3. If Grantee becomes insolvent, subject to receivership, or becomes voluntarily or
involuntarily subject to the jurisdiction of the bankruptcy court; or

4. Ifitis found by the State that any quid pro quo or gratuities were offered or given by
Grantee (or any agent or representative of Grantee) to any officer or employee of the State
of Nevada with a view toward securing a contract or securing favorable treatment; or

5. Ifitis found by the State that Grantee has failed to disclose any material conflict of interest
relative to the performance of the grant agreement.

Period for Corrections

Termination upon a declared default or breach may be exercised only after service of formal written
notice and the subsequent failure of the defaulting party (within 15 calendar days of receipt of that
notice) to provide cvidence, satisfactory to the State, showing that the declared default or breach has
been corrected.

Settling Affairs upon Termination
In the event of termination of this contract for any reason, the partics agree that the provisions of this
paragraph survive termination:
1. The grantee shall account for and be responsible for all claims for fees and expenses for
the project as identified in the project agreement;
2. Grantee shall preserve, protect and promptly deliver into State possession all proprictary
information;
3. In the case of Cause Termination for Default or Breach, the Grantee will reimburse
NDSP all federal grant monies previously received through the RTP program for the
project in question.

Remedies

Except as otherwise provided for by law or this handbook, which will become of part of the grant
agreement contract, the rights and remedies of the parties shall not be exclusive and are in addition
to any other rights and remedies provided by law or equity, including, without limitation, actual
damages, and to a prevailing party reasonable attorneys' fees and costs. It is specifically agreed that
reasonable attorneys' fees shall include without limitation $154.36 per hour for State-employed
attorneys. The State may set off consideration against any unpaid obligation of Grantee to any State
agency in accordance with NRS 353C.190.

FEDERAL GUIDANCE

Please refer to the following links for financial guidance related to the RTP grant program.

http://www. fhwa.dot.gov/environment/recreational trails/euidance/financial management/

hup:/fwww.fhwa.dot. gov/environment/transportation enhaucemenrs/guidance/allowcasts.ctm

http://www.fhwa.dot.gov/environment/recreational trails/legislation
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APPENINX A
EXAMPLE AGREEMENT

STATE OF NEVADA

NDSP
Recreational Trails Program Project Agreement

Grantee: Trail Blazers, Inc

Project Name: Ridge Runner Trailhead

R e

l Project Number FY 2018-06

1|

Period Covered by Agreement:
From; Dete of Notice to Proceed

Jit

To: 12/31/2018

Scope of Work: Development of a traithead with two panel kiosk and 3 directional signs and
carsonite/stickers. 5 yards of gravel for parking arca and ADA parking signs. Desing,
purchase and installa tion of one tail map panel for inside kiosk.

Standards applied to this project: USFS Standard Specifications for Construction &
Maintenance of Trails, Universal Access to Outdoor Recreation — A Design Guide

Total Project Cost: § 125,765

See: Attachment A ~Budget

The following attachments are hereby incorporated into this agreement:

& Projeci Scope (from application) Project Budge {from application)

R 12 |
Federal Grant Share: $ 76,206 61%
Matching Share: $ 49,559 39%

This Agreement and its integrated attachment(s) constitute the entire agreoment t of the parties
and as such ave intended to be the complete and exclusive statement of the promises,
representations, negotiations, discussions, and other agreements that may have been made in
connection with the subject matter hereof, Unless an integrated attachment-to this Contract
specifically displays a mutual intent to amend a particular part of this Contract, general
conflicts in language between any such attachment and this Contract shall be construed
consistent with the terms of this Contract. Unless otherwise expressly authorized by the terms
of this Contract, no modification or amendment to this Contract shall be binding upon the par-
ties unless the same is in writing and signed by the respective parties hereto,

The grantee agrees to submit quarterly progress reports and requests for reimbursement.
Reports must be submitted to the Nevada NDSP on the forms provided by the Division on
the dates listed bolow, in accordance with Nevada’s FY 2014 Recreational Trails Program
Manual.

L |

’1
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| Quarters and due dates:
1" quarter  Januaty 1 through March 31 Report due:  April 10
2" quarter  April I through June 30 Report due:  July 10

3 quarter  July 1 throngh September 30 Report due:  October 10
| 4" quarter _ October 1 through December 31 Report due: anuary 10
Land ewned by the grantee, or in the case of a nonprofit grantee or governmental entity, Ir

which is acquired with RTP funds, shall have a deed restriction upon said property as an
outdoor recreational site open, accessible and maintained for the use and benefit of the
general public for ninety-nine (99) years. Land under ownership of the grantee or controlled
such as by lease, upon which RTP funding for trail access development ot maintenance is
being used, shall be dedicated as an outdoor recreation trail open, accessible and maintained
for the use and benefit of the general publio for a minimum of twenty-five (25) years after the
project completion date as set forth in the Project Agreement. A lease must not be revocable
at will and must contain a clause which enables the grantee to dedicate by deeded easement,
the land for the twenty-five (25) year period. All deed dedications must be recorded in the
public property records by the grantee, or in the case of a nonprofit prantee, by the fand
owner. The grantee must have and prove sufficient control and tenure of the project site that a
conversion of use will not eccur without appropriate mitigation to the satisfaction of NDST
and FHWA, Il

——

The State of Nevada hereby promises, in consideration of the promises made by the Grantee
herein, to take the necessary steps and action and to attempl (o enter into an agreement with
the Federal Highway Administration to obtain Federal Money for that pottion of the project
referred to as Federal Assistance, to accept such funds from the United States and to tender to
the Grantee that portion of the obligation which is required as the Federal Grant,

The Grantee hereby promises, in consideration of the promises made by the State of Nevada
herein, to exceute the project described above in accordance with the terms of this agreement
and as described in the Nevada Recreational Trails Program Grants Manual,
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In witness whereof, the parties hereto have executed this agreement as of the date below:

STATE OF NEVADA GRANTEE
By: Jane Doe By: Jack Moe
Signature Signature of Representative
Jane Doe - Jack A. Moe
Typed Name Typed Name
State Trails Coordinator Trail Blazers, Inc.
Title Name of Board/Commission/Agency
6/24/2017 ' 6/23/2017
Date Date
—— =]

Rehnbmsefnent checks should be made payable to:

Narme of Agency/Individual: Trail Blazers, Inc,

Address: 785 Lightning Fast Construction Lane

City, State, Zip: Carson City, NV 89701

DUNS # 09876668

Tax Identification # 88-6987098
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APPENDIX B
EXAMPLE QUARTERLY REPORT

RECREATIONAL TRAILS PROGRAM
QUARTERLY PROGRESS REPORT

Project Number; 2018-06 Grant Expiration Date: 12/31/2018
Project Name: Ridge Runner Trailhead
Contact: Jack A. Moe

Phone Number: 775-333-9999
Date Submitted: 7-7-17

Submission Pertod (Check one): O January 1- March 31 (due April 10)
April 1- June 30 (due July 10)
L1 July 1- September 30 (due October 10) -
00 October 1- December 31 (due January 10)

Quarterly Progress: (Narrative description of work accomplished this guarter as it periaing to the scope of
work,}

Gravel, kiosk and all signs purchased and ingtalled. Design underway for panel, (draft is
enclosed)
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APPENDIX C
EXAMPLE REIMBURSEMENT

REQUEST FOR REIMBURSEMENT
(Submit this form enly if requesting reimbursement and/or match)

Project # 2018-06

Dates This Request Covers From: _July 30, 2018 to _December 31,2018 .

INSTRUCTIONS

1. Complete each blank.

2. Round to the nearest dollar—do not show decimals on top table,

3. Attach receipis, copies of checks or vouchers documenting proof that payment has been made for
this reimbursemeni request. Documentation must be clearly maried as match or reimbursement.

4. The grantee must demonstrate that both the grant share and the matching share are being met in
the proper ratio. The applicant must submi syfficient match so that the match total in Column F is
equal (or more than) the match percentage in Column C.

A | B | ¢ I p 1T &® | F G
Grant Award Requests for Reitmbursements
This Previous Total Balance Remaining
Type | Amount % Request | Requests | (D+E) (B-F)

Grast | $50,000 | 83% | $1,724 |§ 100 $1.824 |S 48,176
Match [ §10,000 | 17% | $2.83% |$ 100 $2,939  |'s 7,061
Total | $60,000 | 100% | $4,563 | $ 200 $4,763 | $ 55237

Please list invoices and amountis and other documentation,

Grant Share Request:

Please provide an itemized list of expenditures applied toward the grant share for this requesi,
(Please, only information periinent to the reimbursement justification) Please list invoices and
amounts here and attach backup documentation/copies

| 11/24/17 | CC Building permit $1,320.00
12/03/17 | Vital Signs $404.,00
TOTAL $1724.00

Matching Share:

Please provide an itemized list of expenditures applied toward the matching shave for this request.
(Please, only information pertinent 1o the match justification)

12/30/17 | CC Building Permit $2,786.,86
12/17/17 | Lowes $51.85
TOTAL i $2,838.71
(note that this is rounded to nearest on the uppermost table ($2,839)
Jack A, Marshell June 31, 2015
Signatove - Date
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Volunteer Sign-In Sheet —~Ward Charcoal Ovens State Historic Trail

APPENDIX D
EXAMPLE OF DOCUMENTING IN-KIND VOLUNTEER LABOR - MATCH SHARE

Name Date Assignment Hours Rate Total
J. Smith 11-5-18 Clear brush 8 $15 $120
11-10-18 Clear brush 8 15 120
11-20-18 Remove debris B 15 120
12-1-18 Clear brush 8 15 120
12-5-18 Clear brush 8 15 120
12-12-18 Clear brush 8 15 120
S. Jones 11-5-18 Clear brush 8 $15 120
11-10-18 Trail work 8 15 120
12-1-18 Trail work 8 L5 120
12-5-18 Trail work 8 15 120
12-12-18 Trail work 8 15 120
B. Brown 11-5-18 Clear brush 8 $15 120
11-15-18 Trail work 8 15 120
12-1-18 Trail work 8 15 120
12-5-18 Remove debris 8 15 120
12-12-18 Remove debris 10 15 120
K., Wilson 11-5-18 Remove debris 8 $15 120
11-12-18 Remove debris g 15 120
11-13-18 Clear brush 8 15 120
R. Davis 11-5-18 Construct kiosk 8 $15 176
11-6-18 Construet kiosk 8 15 176
12-1-18 Construct kiosk 8 15 176
12-5-18 Construct kiosk 8 15 176
12-12-18 Constroct kiosk 10 15 220
C.Freeman 11-5-18 Crew leader 8 $15 176
11-6-18 Crew leader 8 15 176
11-10-18 Crew leader 8 15 176
11-15-18 Crew leadet B 15 176
12-1-18 Crew leader 8 15 176
12-5-18 Crew leader 10 15 220
12-12-18 Crew leader 10 15 220
TOTALS $4554
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APPENDIX E

EXAMPLE OF APPROVED BUDGET

(ALWAYS ROUND CENTS UP OR DOWN TO THE NEARRBST DOLLAR)

Budget

Applicant: Trail Blazers, Inc,

Prdject Name: Ridge Runner Trailhead

Ttem Description

Grant

Maich

Total

Design and Engineering Costs:
1. Project Design & Brochure Layout

$3,400

$o

$3,400

Salaries or actual costs

1. Brochure design: 80 hrs @$22=$1,760
2. In-kind labor: 220 hrs @$22= $4,840
3. Travel Cosis: 160 mix $1.70=$272

$0

$6,872

$6,872

Volunteer or donated labor
1. 2,640 hrs unskilled labor @$15/hr=$39,600
| 2. 117 hes skilled labor@$23.56/br=$2,757

$0

$42,357

Special Service Purchase Contract
[. Brochures-NV State Printer = $1,800

$1,233

2, Design & Fabricate 4-18x24 Interpretive Panels =

$3,033

$42,357

S0

$3,033

Purchase or rental of equipment;
1, White Pine County — Dump truck

$

$515

$515

Construction Contraci-for bridge installation

$22,000

$0

$22,000

Purchase of Materials

1. Trail side benches: 6 x $252,84 = $1,517
2. 3 bridgos: 3 x $9,700 = $29,100

3. Trail traffic counter; $1,809

4, Carsonite trail markers: $2,847

5. Kiosk: $927

6. 4 sets of mounting hardware: $244

7. Base material; 300cuy(@ $22 = $6600

8. Pavers: 2200 at $1.77=%$3,894

7. Misc. materials: $835

$47,773

$0

$47,773

Other (be specific)

TOTAL

$76,206

$49,744

$125,950
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APPENDIX F
PRIORITIES FROM THE 2016 NEVADA COMPREHENSIVE OUTDOOR RECREATION PEAN

~ Priority 1
Maintain and rehabilitate existing facilities

Keep older and other existing facilities (vesirooms, trails, signs, etc.) in proper working order and
looking good.

Priority 2
Ensure safoty
Ensure that all facilities are safe as possible and reduce conflicts between users {hiker-equestrian-
biker-OHY).

Priority 3
Increase connectivity between trails, facilities, and other locations

Make sure that trails and paths are connected, making an inter-linked system for hikers, bikers, riders,
and others to explore.

Priority 4
Engage youth
Encourage children, young adults, and families io explove the outdoors more Jrequently,

Priority 5
Develop new facilities
Build new restrooms, trails, signs, and other amenities in areas that need them.

Priority 6 (iie

Integrate with economic security and growih
Develop outdoor recreation opportunities that help local and/or regional economies grow.

Priority 6 (tie)
Conserve water and habitat
Build new facilities and restore older ones with water and habitat conservation in mind.
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LANDER COUNTY COMMISSIONERS MEETING
11/8/2018

Agenda ltem Number _10_
THE REQUESTED ACTION OF THE LANDER COUNTY COMMISSION [S:
Discussion and possible action regarding the Old Courthouse and all of the furniture within, and
to come up with a plan for disposal, and all other matters properly related thereto.
Public Comment:

Background:

Recommended Action:
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LANDER COUNTY COMMISSIONERS MEETING
11/8/2018

Agenda Item Number 11
THE REQUESTED ACTION OF THE LANDER COUNTY COMMISSION [S:

Discussion and possible action to accept or decline the canvas of the votes for the November 6,
2018 General Election, and all other matters properly related thereto.

Public Comment:

Background:

Recommended Action:
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CANVASS AND ABSTRACT OF THE VOTE OF
LANDER COUNTY, STATE OF NEVADA
2018 GENERAL ELECTION
HELD ON NOVEMBER 6™, 2018

STATE OF NEVADA )
) SS.
COUNTY OF LANDER )

I, SADIE SULLIVAN, Clerk of said County, do hereby certify the attached to be a full, true, and
correct statement of votes cast in said County, polled at the 2018 General Election held on Tuesday,
November 6", 2018; and | hereby certify that the complete number of votes cast in said County is set
forth in the attached documents.

Witness my hand and Official Seal, this g day of November, 2018.

Sadu Sulliom

SADIE SULLIVAN, LANDER COUNTY CLERK

WE, THE UNDERSIGNED Board of County Commissioners of Lander County, State of Nevada, do
hereby accept the attached Abstract of Votes to be a full, true, and correct statement of the votes of
Lander County, Nevada, polled at the General Election held on Tuesday, November 6”’, 2018.

Dated this 8" day of November, 2018.

Doug Miil; Chairman Sean r, Vice Chairman

1/,/’;’{_ ( 7, _‘, 7 .y L:E;
~Judie Allan, Merﬁber Patsy Waits, Member

/// ’/{ '

Art Clark 11, Member
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Election Summary Report

General Election
LANDER COUNTY
November 06, 2018
Summary for: All Contests, All Precincts, All Tabulators, All Counting Groups

Election Night Results

Precincts Reported: 9 of 9 (100.00%)
Registered Voters: 2,100 of 2,988 (70.28%)
Ballots Cast: 2,100
U.S. Senator (Vote for 1)
Precincts Reported: 9 of 9 (100.00%)

Total
Times Cast 2,100 /2988 7028%
Candidate Party Total
Bakari, Kamau A. IAP 25
Hagan, Tim LPN 36
Heller, Dean REP 1,588
Michaels, Barry NPP 30
Rosen, Jacky DEM 350
None Of These Candidates NP 64
Total Votes 2,093

Total

Rep in Congress, District 2 (Vote for 1)

Precincts Reported: 9 of 9 (100.00%)

Total
Times Cast 2,100/2988 70.28%
Candidate Party Total
Amodei, Mark E. REP 1,692
Kable, Clint DEM 376
Total Votes 2,068

Total
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Governor (Vote for 1)

Precincts Reported: 9 of 9 (100.00%)

Total
Times Cast 2,100 /2988 70.28%
Candidate Party Total
Best, Russell IAP 26
Bundy, Ryan NPP 100
Laxalt, Adam Paul REP 1,571
Lord, Jared LPN 21
Sisolak, Steve DEM 316
None Of These Candidates NP 57
Total Votes 2,091

Total

Lieutenant Governor (Vote for 1)
Precincts Reported: 9 of 9 (100.00%)

Total
Times Cast 2,100/2988 70.28%
Candidate Party Total
Hansen, Janine IAP 121
Marshall, Kate DEM 427
Roberson, Michael REP 1,425
Uehling, Ed NPP 35
None Of These Candidates NP 82
Total Votes 2,090
Total
Secretary of State (Vote for 1)
Precincts Reported: 9 of 9 (100.00%)
Total
Times Cast 2,100 /2988 70.28%
Candidate Party Total
Araujo, Nelson DEM 393
Cegavske, Barbara K. REP 1,585
None Of These Candidates NP 112
Total Votes 2,090

Total
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State Treasurer (Vote for 1)
Precincts Reported: 9 of 9 (100.00%)

Total
Times Cast 2,100 /2988 70.28%
Candidate Party Total
Beers, Bob REP 1,561
Conine, Zach DEM 347
Hoge, Bill IAP 72
None Of These Candidates NP 107
Total Votes 2,087
Total
State Controller (Vote for 1)
Precincts Reported: 9 of 9 (100.00%)
Total
Times Cast 2,100/2988 70.28%
Candidate Party Total
Byrne, Catherine DEM 407
Knecht, Ron REP 1,566
None Of These Candidates NP 115
Total Votes 2,088
Total
Attorney General (Vote for 1)
Precincts Reported: 9 of 9 (100.00%)
Total
Times Cast 2,100/2,988 70.28%
Candidate Party Total
Duncan, Wes REP 1,528
Ford, Aaron DEM 345
Hansen, Joel F. IAP 117
None Of These Candidates NP 94
Total Votes 2,084

Total
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State Senate, District 14 (Vote for 1)

Precincts Reported: 9 of 9 (100.00%)

Times Cast
Candidate Party
Boszak, Wendy DEM
Hansen, Ira REP
Total Votes

Total
2,100 /2,988 70.28%

Total
394
1,672
2,066

Total

State Assembly, District 32 (Vote for 1)

Precincts Reported: 9 of 9 (100.00%)

Times Cast
Candidate Party
Hansen, Alexis M. REP
Povilaitis, Paula DEM
Total Votes

County Assessor (Vote for 1)
Precincts Reported: 9 of 9 (100.00%)

Times Cast
Candidate Party
Duvall, Lura REP
Total Votes

County Clerk (Vote for 1)

Precincts Reported: 9 of 9 (100.00%)

Times Cast
Candidate Party
Miller, Leann NPP
Sullivan, Sadie REP
Total Votes

Total
2,100/2988 70.28%

Total
1,677
382
2,059

Total

Total
2,100/2988 70.28%

Total
1,916
1,916

Total

Total
2,100 /2,988 70.28%

Total
499
1,571
2,070

Total

11/6/2018 9:18:34 PM
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County Commissioner District 1 (Vote for 1)
Precincts Reported: 9 of 9 (100.00%)

Total
Times Cast 2,100 /2,988 70.28%
Candidate Party Total
Sparks, Bryan REP 1,918
Total Votes 1,918
Total

County Commissioner District 2 (Vote for 1)
Precincts Reported: @ of 9 (100.00%)

Total
Times Cast 2100/2988 70.28%
Candidate Party Total
Clark, Art 11l REP 1,033
Dimitroff, Harry L. Sr. NPP 1,024
Total Votes 2,057
Total

County Commissioner District 5 (Vote for 1)
Precincts Reported: 9 of 9 (100.00%)

Total
Times Cast 2100/2988 70.28%
Candidate Party Total
Ancho, Kathleen V. REP 1,392
Mareno, Manuel Il NPP 667
Total Votes 2,059
Total

County District Attorney (Vote for 1)

Precincts Reported: 9 of 9 (100.00%)

Total
Times Cast 2100/2988 70.28%
Candidate Party Total
Herrera, Theodore C, REP 1,807
Total Votes 1,807

Total
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County Recorder (Vote for 1)

Precincts Reported: 9 of 9 (100.00%)

Total
Times Cast 2,100/ 2,988
Candidate Party Total
Bunch, Lesley L. REP 1817
Total Votes 1,917

Total
County Treasurer (Vote for 1)
Precincts Reported: 9 of 9 (100.00%)

Total
Times Cast 2,100 / 2,988
Candidate Party Total
Bisiaux, Tina Marie REP 1,020
Johnson, Jusdivia NPP 1,037
Total Votes 2,057

Total

Justice of the Supreme Court, Seat C (Vote for 1)

Precincts Reported: 9 of 9 (100.00%)

Total
Times Cast 2,100/ 2,988
Candidate Party Total
Cadish, Elissa NP 652
Tao, Jerry NP TH5
None Of These Candidates NP 576
Total Votes 2,003

Total

Justice of the Supreme Court, Seat F (Vote for 1)

Precincts Reported: 9 of 9 (100.00%)

Total
Times Cast 2,100 / 2,988
Candidate Party Total
Silver, Abbi NP 1,386
None Of These Candidates NP 577
Total Votes 1,963

Total

11/6/2018 9:18:34 PM
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Justice of the Supreme Court, Seat G (Vote for 1)

Precincts Reported: 9 of 9 (100.00%)

Total
Times Cast 2,100 /2,988 70.28%
Candidate Party Total
Harter, Mathew NP 793
Stiglich, Lidia NP 640
None Of These Candidates NP 556
Total Votes 1,989
Total

Justice of the Peace, Argenta (Vote for 1)

Precincts Reported: 5 of 5 (100.00%)

Total
Times Cast 1879 /2670 7037%
Candidate Party Total
Fortune, Denise NP 1,162
Melver, Toby NP 678
Total Votes 1,840
Total

Justice of the Peace, Austin (Vote for 1)

Precincts Reported: 4 of 4 (100.00%)

Total
Times Cast 221/318  69.50%
Candidate Party Total
Gandolfo, Billy NP 181
Total Votes 181
Total

State Ballot Question No. 1 (Vote for 1)

Precincts Reported: 9 of 9 (100.00%)

Total
Times Cast 2,100/2988 70.28%
Candidate Party Total
YES NP 1,031
NO NP 1,030
Total Votes 2,061

Total

11/6/2018 9:18:34 PM
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State Ballot Question No. 2 (Vote for 1)

Precincts Reported: 9 of 9 (100.00%)

Times Cast

Candidate
YES
NO

Total Votes

Party

NP
NP

Total

2,100/ 2,988

Total
872
1,187
2,059

Total

70.28%

State Ballot Question No. 3 (Vote for 1)

Precincts Reparted: 9 of 9 (100.00%)

Times Cast

Candidate
YES
NO

Total Votes

Party

NP
NP

Total

2,100/ 2,988

Total
305
1,770
2,075

Total

70.28%

State Ballot Question No. 4 (Vote for 1)

Precincts Reported: 9 of 9 (100.00%)

Times Cast

Candidate
YES

NO

Total Votes

Party

NP
NP

Total

2,100 /2,988

Total
1,249
820
2,069

Total

70.28%

State Ballot Question No. 5 (Vote for 1)

Precincts Reported: 9 of 9 (100.00%)

Times Cast

Candidate
YES
NO

Total Votes

Party
NP
NP

Total
2,100/ 2,988

Total
834
1,241
2,075

Total

70.28%

11/6/2018 9:18:34 PM
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State Ballot Question No. 6 (Vote for 1)

Precincts Reported: 9 of 9 (100.00%)

Times Cast

Candidate Party
YES NP
NO NP
Total Votes

Total
2,100 / 2,988

Total
673
1,389
2,062

Total

70.28%

11/6/2018 9:18:34 PM
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Precinct

US SENATE
UNITED STATES
SENATE
Argenta 01
Argenta 02
Argenta 03
Argenta 04
Argenta 05
Southern Lander County 06
Austin 07
Gillman Springs Ranch 08
Kingston 09
Precinct 99

UNITED STATES SENATE -
Total

Cumulative
Cumulative
Cumulative - Total

US SENATE - Total

Statement of Votes Cast
General Election
LANDER COUNTY
November 06, 2018
SOVC for: All Contests, All Districts, All Counting Groups

i Cards Cast Voters Cast % Turnout
Voters

463 322 322 69.55%

627 400 400 63.80%

TZ 144 144 84.21%

686 498 498 72.59%

723 515 515 71.23%

84 59 59 70.24%

il s 79 79 67.52%

17 12 12 70.59%

100 71 1 71.00%

0 0 0 N/A

2,988 2,100 2,100 70.28%

0 0 0 N/A

0 0 0 N/A

2,988 2,100 2,100 70.28%

11/7/2018 8:48:14 AM
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U.S. Senator (Vote for 1)

Precinct
US SENATE
UNITED STATES SENATE
Argenta 01
Argenta 02
Argenta 03
Argenta 04
Argenta 05
Southern Lander County 06
Austin 07
Gillman Springs Ranch 08

Kingston 09
Precinct 99
UNITED STATES SENATE -
Total
Cumulative
Cumulative

Cumulative - Total
US SENATE - Total

Times Cast

322
400
144
498
515
59
79
12
71

2,100

2,100

Registered
Voters

463
627
171
686
723

84
117

17
100

2,988

2,988

Precinct
US SENATE
UNITED STATES SENATE
Argenta 01
Argenta 02
Argenta 03
Argenta 04
Argenta 05
Southern Lander County 06
Austin 07
Gillman Springs Ranch 08

Kingston 09
Precinct 99
UNITED STATES SENATE -
Total
Cumulative
Cumulative

Cumulative - Total

US SENATE - Total

Bakari, Kamau A.

(IAP)

Cc O O N O @ A N B oWU

%]
w

25

Hagan, Tim
(LPN)

B N O w0

o

36

36

11/7/2018 8:48:14 AM
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Precinct
US SENATE
UNITED STATES SENATE
Argenta 01
Argenta 02
Argenta 03
Argenta 04
Argenta 05
Southern Lander County 06
Austin 07
Gillman Springs Ranch 08

Kingston 09
Precinct 99
UNITED STATES SENATE -
Total
Cumulative
Cumulative

Cumulative - Total
US SENATE - Total

Heller, Dean

(REP)

240
268
106
418
388

52

58

47

1,588

1,588

Michaels, Barry

(NPP)

o os

-

O O O O O O wM™m

Lo
o

30

Rosen, Jacky

(DEM)

56

92

29

55

75

15

23

350

350

None Of These
Candidates

(NP)

16

13
22

CcC O o N

64

64

Total Votes

321
397

497
515
57
79
12
71

2,093

2,093

11/7/2018 8:48:14 AM
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Rep in Congress, District 2 (Vote for 1)

Precinct
US SENATE
UNITED STATES SENATE
Argenta 01
Argenta 02
Argenta 03
Argenta 04
Argenta 05
Southern Lander County 06
Austin 07
Gillman Springs Ranch 08

Kingston 09
Precinct 99
UNITED STATES SENATE -
Total
Cumulative
Cumulative

Cumulative - Total
US SENATE - Total

Times Cast

322
400
144
498
515
59
79
12
7

2,100

2,100

Registered
Voters

463
627
171
686
723

84
117

17
100

2,988

2,988

Precinct
US SENATE
UNITED STATES SENATE
Argenta 01
Argenta 02
Argenta 03
Argenta 04
Argenta 05
Southern Lander County 06
Austin 07
Gillman Springs Ranch 08

Kingston 09
Precinct 99
UNITED STATES SENATE -
Total
Cumulative
Cumulative

Cumulative - Total
US SENATE - Total

Amodei, Mark E.

(REP)

289
111

1,692

1,692

Koble, Clint
(DEM)

54

101

30

61

89

12

22

376

376

11/7/2018 8:48:14 AM

Total Votes

390
141
494
510
57
76
12
70

2,068

2,068
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Governor (Vote for 1)

Precinct
US SENATE
UNITED STATES SENATE
Argenta 01
Argenta 02
Argenta 03
Argenta 04
Argenta 05
Southern Lander County 06
Austin 07
Gillman Springs Ranch 08

Kingston 09
UNITED STATES SENATE -
Total
Cumulative
Cumulative

Cumulative - Total
US SENATE - Total

Times Cast

322
400

498
515
59
79
12
71

2,100

2,100

Registered
Voters

463
627
g
686
723

84
117

17
100

2,988

2,988

Precinct
US SENATE
UNITED STATES SENATE
Argenta 01
Argenta 02
Argenta 03
Argenta 04
Argenta 05
Southern Lander County 06
Austin 07

Gillman Springs Ranch 08

Kingston 09
UNITED STATES SENATE -
Total
Cumulative
Cumulative

Cumulative - Total
US SENATE - Total

Best, Russell

(IAP)

26

26

Bundy, Ryan
(NPP)

12
24
10
23
26

- o w

100

100

11/7/2018 8:48:14 AM
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Precinct
US SENATE
UNITED STATES SENATE
Argenta 01
Argenta 02
Argenta 03
Argenta 04
Argenta 05
Southern Lander County 06
Austin 07
Gillman Springs Ranch 08
Kingston 09

UNITED STATES SENATE -
Total

Cumulative
Cumulative
Cumulative - Total

US SENATE - Total

Laxalt, Adam Paul

(REP)

248
266
102
406
385

52

55

48
1,571

1,571

Lord, Jared

(LPN)

O W oW NN N

21

Sisolak, Steve

(DEM)

85
28
50
69

15

18
316

316

None Of These

g g
5 s
1 321
13 397
0 143
13 498
15 512
1 58
1 79
0 12
3 71
57 2,091
0 0
0 0
57 2,091

11/7/2018 8:48:14 AM
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Lieutenant Governor (Vote for 1)

Precinct
US SENATE
UNITED STATES SENATE
Argenta 01
Argenta 02
Argenta 03
Argenta 04
Argenta 05
Southern Lander County 06
Austin 07
Gillman Springs Ranch 08

Kingston 09
UNITED STATES SENATE -
Total
Cumulative
Cumulative

Cumulative - Total
US SENATE - Total

Times Cast

322
400

498
515
59
79
12
71

2,100

2,100

Registered
Voters

463
627
17
686
723

84
117

17
100

2,988

2,988

Precinct
US SENATE
UNITED STATES SENATE
Argenta 01
Argenta 02
Argenta 03
Argenta 04
Argenta 05
Southern Lander County 06
Austin 07
Gillman Springs Ranch 08

Kingston 09
UNITED STATES SENATE -
Total
Cumulative
Cumulative

Cumulative - Total

US SENATE - Total

Hansen, Janine

(1AP)

15
26
11
25
29

121

121

Marshall, Kate

(DEM)

76
103
33
68
a7

22

20
427

427

11/7/2018 8:48:14 AM
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Precinct
US SENATE
UNITED STATES SENATE
Argenta 01
Argenta 02
Argenta 03
Argenta 04
Argenta 05
Southern Lander County 06
Austin 07
Gillman Springs Ranch 08

Kingston 09
UNITED STATES SENATE -
Total
Cumulative
Cumulative

Cumulative - Total

US SENATE - Total

Roberson, Michael

(REP)

204
242
86
377
364
49
48

a6
1425

1425

Uehling, Ed
(NPP)

O W Y N e W

25

None Of These
Candidates

(NP)

16

21
21

82

Total Votes

321
395
142
497
514
59

79

12

71
2,090

2,090

11/7/2018 8:48:14 AM
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Secretary of State (Vote for 1)

Precinct
US SENATE
UNITED STATES SENATE
Argenta 01
Argenta 02
Argenta 03
Argenta 04
Argenta 05
Southern Lander County 06
Austin 07

Gillman Springs Ranch 08

Kingston 09
UNITED STATES SENATE -
Total
Cumulative
Cumulative

Cumulative - Total

US SENATE - Total

Times Cast

322
400
144
498
515
59
79
12
71

2,100

2,100

Registered
Voters

463
627
171
686
723

84
117

17
100

2,988

2,988

Precinct
US SENATE
UNITED STATES SENATE
Argenta 01
Argenta 02
Argenta 03
Argenta 04
Argenta 05
Southern Lander County 06
Austin 07
Gillman Springs Ranch 08

Kingston 09
UNITED STATES SENATE -
Total
Cumulative
Cumulative

Cumulative - Total
US SENATE - Total

Araujo, Nelson

(DEM)

105
34
66
87

14

19
393

393

Cegavske, Barbara

237
270
104
406
397

54

58

50
1,585

1,585

(REP)

11/7/2018 8:48:14 AM
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Precinct
US SENATE
UNITED STATES SENATE
Argenta 01
Argenta 02
Argenta 03
Argenta 04
Argenta 05
Southern Lander County 06
Austin 07
Gillman Springs Ranch 08

Kingston 09
UNITED STATES SENATE -
Total
Cumulative
Cumulative

Cumulative - Total
US SENATE - Total

None Of These

3 g
ke 2
21 321
20 395
5 143
26 498
30 514
3 59

6 78

0 12

1 70
112 2,090
0 0

0 0
12 2,090

11/7/2018 8:48:14 AM
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State Treasurer (Vote for 1)

Precinct
US SENATE
UNITED STATES SENATE
Argenta 01
Argenta 02
Argenta 03
Argenta 04
Argenta 05
Southern Lander County 06
Austin 07
Gillman Springs Ranch 08

Kingston 09
UNITED STATES SENATE -
Total
Cumulative
Cumulative

Cumulative - Total
US SENATE - Total

Times Cast

322
400
144
498
515
59
78
12
71

2,100

2,100

Registered
Voters

463
627
171
686
723

84
17

17
100

2,988

2,988

Precinct
US SENATE
UNITED STATES SENATE
Argenta 01
Argenta 02
Argenta 03
Argenta 04
Argenta 05
Southern Lander County 06
Austin 07
Gillman Springs Ranch 08

Kingston 09
UNITED STATES SENATE -
Total
Cumulative
Cumulative

Cumulative - Total
US SENATE - Total

Beers, Bob
(REP)

236
263
107
404
385

49
54
11
52
1,561

1,561

Conine, Zach

(DEM)

51
91
27
55
85

16

17
347

347

11/7/2018 8:48:14 AM
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Precinct
US SENATE
UNITED STATES SENATE
Argenta 01
Argenta 02
Argenta 03
Argenta 04
Argenta 05
Southern Lander County 06
Austin 07
Gillman Springs Ranch 08

Kingston 09
UNITED STATES SENATE -
Total
Cumulative
Cumulative

Cumulative - Total
US SENATE - Total

Hoge, Bill
(IAP)

12
16

20

(=B B A8

72

72

None Of These
Candidates

(NP)

107

107

Total Votes

321
393
142
497
513
59

79

12
71
2,087

2,087

11/7/2018 8:48:14 AM
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State Controller (Vote for 1)

Precinct
US SENATE
UNITED STATES SENATE
Argenta 01
Argenta 02
Argenta 03
Argenta 04
Argenta 05
Southern Lander County 06
Austin 07
Gillman Springs Ranch 08

Kingston 09
UNITED STATES SENATE -
Total
Cumulative
Cumulative

Cumulative - Total
US SENATE - Total

Times Cast

322
400
144
498
515
59
79
12
71

2,100

2,100

Registered
Voters

463
627
171
686
723

84
117

100

2,988

2,988

Precinct
US SENATE
UNITED STATES SENATE
Argenta 01
Argenta 02
Argenta 03
Argenta 04
Argenta 05
Southern Lander County 06
Austin 07
Gillman Springs Ranch 08

Kingston 09
UNITED STATES SENATE -
Total
Cumulative
Cumulative

Cumulative - Total

US SENATE - Total

Byrne, Catherine

(DEM)

110
30
71

101

14

20
407

407

Knecht, Ron
(REP)

239
263
106
401

54
60

49
1,566

1,566

11/7/2018 8:48:14 AM
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Precinct
US SENATE
UNITED STATES SENATE
Argenta 01
Argenta 02
Argenta 03
Argenta 04
Argenta 05
Southern Lander County 06
Austin 07
Gillman Springs Ranch 08

Kingston 09
UNITED STATES SENATE -
Total
Cumulative
Cumulative

Cumulative - Total
US SENATE - Total

None Of These
Candidates

(NP)

i e oo

115

Total Votes

321
395
141
498
512
59
79

12

71
2,088

2,088

11/7/2018 §:48:14 AM
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Attorney General (Vote for 1)

Precinct
US SENATE
UNITED STATES SENATE
Argenta 01
Argenta 02
Argenta 03
Argenta 04
Argenta 05
Southern Lander County 06
Austin 07
Gillman Springs Ranch 08
Kingston 09

UNITED STATES SENATE -
Total

Cumulative
Cumulative
Cumulative - Total

US SENATE - Total

Times Cast

322
400

498
515
59
79

71

2,100

2,100

Registered
Voters

463
627
171
686
723

84
i 174

17
100

2,988

2,988

Precinct
US SENATE
UNITED STATES SENATE
Argenta 01
Argenta 02
Argenta 03
Argenta 04
Argenta 05
Southern Lander County 06
Austin 07
Gillman Springs Ranch 08

Kingston 09
UNITED STATES SENATE -
Total
Cumulative
Cumulative

Cumulative - Total

US SENATE - Total

Duncan, Wes

(REP)

233
249
102
397
383

53

56

46
1,528

1,528

Ford, Aaron

(DEM)

52
94
23
61
80

14

16
345

345

11/7/2018 8:48:14 AM
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Precinct
US SENATE
UNITED STATES SENATE
Argenta 01
Argenta 02
Argenta 03
Argenta 04
Argenta 05
Southern Lander County 06
Austin 07
Gillman Springs Ranch 08

Kingston 09
UNITED STATES SENATE -
Total
Cumulative
Cumulative

Cumulative - Total

US SENATE - Total

Hansen, Joel F.

(1AP)

19
30
11
24
24

B

17

117

None Of These
Candidates
(NP)

17
21

15
26

w o O

94

94

Total Votes

394
141
497
513
59

78

12

69
2,084

2,084

11/7/2018 8:48:14 AM
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State Senate, District 14 (Vote for 1)

Precinct
US SENATE
UNITED STATES SENATE
Argenta 01
Argenta 02
Argenta 03
Argenta 04
Argenta 05
Southern Lander County 06
Austin 07
Gillman Springs Ranch 08

Kingston 09
UNITED STATES SENATE -
Total
Cumulative
Cumulative

Cumulative - Total
US SENATE - Total

Times Cast

322
400
144
498
515
59
79
12
71

2,100

2,100

Registered
Voters

463
627
171
686
723

117
17
100

2,988

2,988

Precinct
US SENATE
UNITED STATES SENATE
Argenta 01
Argenta 02
Argenta 03
Argenta 04
Argenta 05
Southern Lander County 06
Austin 07
Gillman Springs Ranch 08

Kingston 09
UNITED STATES SENATE -
Total
Cumulative
Cumulative

Cumulative - Total
US SENATE - Total

Boszak, Wendy

(DEM)

61
102
33
63
93

13

22
394

394

Hansen, Ira
(REP)

258
291
107
429
414

54

62

48
1672

1,672

11/7/2018 8:48:14 AM

Total Votes

319
393
140
492
507
58

75

12

70
2,066

2,066
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State Assembly, District 32 (Vote for 1)

Precinct
US SENATE
UNITED STATES SENATE
Argenta 01
Argenta 02
Argenta 03
Argenta 04
Argenta 05
Southern Lander County 06
Austin 07
Gillman Springs Ranch 08
Kingston 09

UNITED STATES SENATE -
Total

Cumulative
Cumulative
Cumulative - Total

US SENATE - Total

Times Cast

322
400
144
498
515
59
79
12
2l

2,100

2,100

Registered
Voters

463
627
171
686
723

84
117

17
100

2,988

2,988

Precinct
US SENATE
UNITED STATES SENATE
Argenta 01
Argenta 02
Argenta 03
Argenta 04
Argenta 05
Southern Lander County 06
Austin 07
Gillman Springs Ranch 08
Kingston 09

UNITED STATES SENATE -
Total

Cumulative
Cumulative
Cumulative - Total
US SENATE - Total

Hansen, Alexis M.

(REP)

262
290
114
426
412

54

59

49

1,677

1,677

Povilaitis, Paula

(DEM)

53
101
28
62
94

17

22
382

382

11/7/2018 8:48:14 AM

Total Votes

315

142
488
506
58

76

12

71
2,059

2,059
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County Assessor (Vote for 1)

Precinct
US SENATE
UNITED STATES SENATE
Argenta 01
Argenta 02
Argenta 03
Argenta 04
Argenta 05
Southern Lander County 06
Austin 07
Gillman Springs Ranch 08
Kingston 09

UNITED STATES SENATE -
Total

Cumulative
Cumulative
Cumulative - Total
US SENATE - Total

Times Cast

322
400

498
515
59
79
12
71

2,100

2,100

Registered
Voters

463
627
171
686
723

117
17
100

2,988

2,988

Precinct
US SENATE
UNITED STATES SENATE
Argenta 01
Argenta 02
Argenta 03
Argenta 04
Argenta 05
Southern Lander County 06
Austin 07
Gillman Springs Ranch 08

Kingston 09
UNITED STATES SENATE -
Total
Cumulative
Cumulative

Cumulative - Total
US SENATE - Total

Duvall, Lura
(REP)

285
356
126
465
479
52

76

11
56
1916

1,916

Total Votes

295
356
126
465
479
52
76

11
56
1,916

1916

11/7/2018 8:48:14 AM
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County Clerk (Vote for 1)

Precinct
US SENATE
UNITED STATES SENATE
Argenta 01
Argenta 02
Argenta 03
Argenta 04
Argenta 05
Southern Lander County 06
Austin 07
Gillman Springs Ranch 08

Kingston 09
UNITED STATES SENATE -
Total
Cumulative
Cumulative

Cumulative - Total
US SENATE - Total

Times Cast

322
400

498
515
59
79
12
7

2,100

2,100

Registered
Voters

463
627
171
686
723

I
17
100

2,988

2,988

Precinct
US SENATE
UNITED STATES SENATE
Argenta 01
Argenta 02
Argenta 03
Argenta 04
Argenta 05
Southern Lander County 06
Austin 07
Gillman Springs Ranch 08

Kingston 09
UNITED STATES SENATE -
Total
Cumulative
Cumulative

Cumulative - Total
US SENATE - Total

Miller, Leann

(NPP)

68
108
48
110
135

16
499

499

Sullivan, Sadie

(REP)

250
283
98
385
371
55
68

52
1,571

1571

11/7/2018 8:48:14 AM

Total Votes

318
391
144
495
506

59
77
12
68
2,070

2,070
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County Commissioner District 1 (Vote for 1)

Precinct
US SENATE
UNITED STATES SENATE
Argenta 01
Argenta 02
Argenta 03
Argenta 04
Argenta 05
Southern Lander County 06
Austin 07
Gillman Springs Ranch 08

Kingston 09
UNITED STATES SENATE -
Total
Cumulative
Cumulative

Cumulative - Total
US SENATE - Total

Times Cast

322
400

498
515
59
79
12
71

2,100

2,100

Registered

Voters

463
627
171
686
723

117
17
100

2,988

2,988

Precinct
US SENATE
UNITED STATES SENATE
Argenta 01
Argenta 02
Argenta 03
Argenta 04
Argenta 05
Southern Lander County 06
Austin 07
Gillman Springs Ranch 08

Kingston 09
UNITED STATES SENATE -
Total
Cumulative
Cumulative

Cumulative - Total
US SENATE - Total

Sparks, Bryan

(REP)

308
360
129
465
478
51
64

1

52
1,918

1,918

Total Votes

308
360
129
465
478

51

52
1918

1,918

11/7/2018 8:48:14 AM
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County Commissioner District 2 (Vote for 1)

Precinct
US SENATE
UNITED STATES SENATE
Argenta 01
Argenta 02
Argenta 03
Argenta 04
Argenta 05
Southern Lander County 06
Austin 07

Gillman Springs Ranch 08

Kingston 09
UNITED STATES SENATE -
Total
Cumulative
Cumulative

Cumulative - Total

US SENATE - Total

Times Cast

322
400

498
515
59
79

71

2,100

2,100

Registered
Voters

463
627
171
686
723

T
17
100

2,988

2,988

Precinct
US SENATE
UNITED STATES SENATE
Argenta 01
Argenta 02
Argenta 03
Argenta 04
Argenta 05
Southern Lander County 06
Austin 07
Gillman Springs Ranch 08
Kingston 09

UNITED STATES SENATE -
Total

Cumulative
Cumulative
Cumulative - Total

US SENATE - Total

Clark, Art Il
(REP)

138
176
60
275
250
35
57

35
1,033

1,033

Dimitroff, Harry L.

Sr.
(NPP)

179
220
80
219
257
20
15

29
1,024

1,024

11/7/2018 8:48:14 AM

Total Votes

317
39
140
494
507
55

72

12

64
2,057

2,057
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County Commissioner District 5 (Vote for 1)

Precinct
US SENATE
UNITED STATES SENATE
Argenta 01
Argenta 02
Argenta 03
Argenta 04
Argenta 05
Southern Lander County 06
Austin 07
Gillman Springs Ranch 08

Kingston 09
UNITED STATES SENATE -
Total
Cumulative
Cumulative

Cumulative - Total
US SENATE - Total

Times Cast

322
400

498
515
59
79
12
71

2,100

2,100

Registered
Voters

463
627
17
686
723

84
117

17
100

2,988

2,988

Precinct
US SENATE
UNITED STATES SENATE
Argenta 01
Argenta 02
Argenta 03
Argenta 04
Argenta 05
Southern Lander County 06
Austin 07

Gillman Springs Ranch 08

Kingston 09
UNITED STATES SENATE -
Total
Cumulative
Cumulative

Cumulative - Total
US SENATE - Total

Ancho, Kathleen V.

(REP)

197
248

98
363
333

50

50
1,392

1,392

Moreno, Manuel ||

(NPP)

119
145
46
127
173
13
25

16
667

667

11/7/2018 8:48:14 AM

Total Votes

316
393

490
506
57

75

12

66
2,059

2,059
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County District Attorney (Vote for 1)

Precinct
US SENATE
UNITED STATES SENATE
Argenta 01
Argenta 02
Argenta 03
Argenta 04
Argenta 05
Southern Lander County 06
Austin 07
Gillman Springs Ranch 08

Kingston 09
UNITED STATES SENATE -
Total
Cumulative
Cumulative

Cumulative - Total

US SENATE - Total

Times Cast

322
400
144
498
515
59
79
12
71

2,100

2,100

Registered
Voters

463
627
171
686
723

84
117

17
100

2,988

2,988

Precinct
US SENATE
UNITED STATES SENATE
Argenta 01
Argenta 02
Argenta 03
Argenta 04
Argenta 05
Southern Lander County 06
Austin 07
Gillman Springs Ranch 08

Kingston 09
UNITED STATES SENATE -
Total
Cumulative
Cumulative

Cumulative - Total
US SENATE - Total

Herrera, Theodore

273
342
125
439
457
41
65

11
54
1,807

1,807

(REP)

Total Votes

273
342
125
439
457

41

65

54
1,807

1,807

11/7/2018 8:48:14 AM
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County Recorder (Vote for

Precinct
US SENATE
UNITED STATES SENATE
Argenta 01
Argenta 02
Argenta 03
Argenta 04
Argenta 05
Southern Lander County 06
Austin 07
Gillman Springs Ranch 08

Kingston 09
UNITED STATES SENATE -
Total
Cumulative
Cumulative

Cumulative - Total

US SENATE - Total

Times Cast

322
400

498
515
59
79
12
71

2,100

2,100

b
S’

Registered
Voters

463
627
171
686
723

17

100

2,988

2,988

Precinct
US SENATE
UNITED STATES SENATE
Argenta 01
Argenta 02
Argenta 03
Argenta 04
Argenta 05
Southern Lander County 06
Austin 07
Gillman Springs Ranch 08
Kingston 09

UNITED STATES SENATE -
Total

Cumulative
Cumulative
Cumulative - Total

US SENATE - Total

Bunch, Lesley L.

(REP)

292
362
133
465
479

52

70

53
1,917

1,917

Total Votes

292
362
133
465
479

52

70

53
1,917

1,917

11/7/2018 8:48:14 AM
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County Treasurer (Vote for 1)

Precinct
US SENATE
UNITED STATES SENATE
Argenta 01
Argenta 02
Argenta 03
Argenta 04
Argenta 05
Southern Lander County 06
Austin 07

Gillman Springs Ranch 08

Kingston 09
UNITED STATES SENATE -
Total
Cumulative
Cumulative

Cumulative - Total
US SENATE - Total

Times Cast

322
400

498
515
59
79
12
il

2,100

2,100

Registered
Voters

463
627
171
686
723

84
117

17
100

2,988

2,988

Precinct
US SENATE
UNITED STATES SENATE
Argenta 01
Argenta 02
Argenta 03
Argenta 04
Argenta 05
Southern Lander County 06
Austin 07
Gillman Springs Ranch 08

Kingston 09
UNITED STATES SENATE -
Total
Cumulative
Cumulative

Cumulative - Total
US SENATE - Total

Bisiaux, Tina Marie

(REP)

148
174
50
274
233
48
53

31
1,020

1,020

Johnson, Jusdivia

(NPP)

169
217
90
217
271
10
24

36
1,037

1,037

11/7/2018 8:48:14 AM

Total Votes

391
140
491
504
58

77

12

67
2,057

2,057
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Justice of the Supreme Court, Seat C (Vote for 1)

Precinct
US SENATE
UNITED STATES SENATE
Argenta 01
Argenta 02
Argenta 03
Argenta 04
Argenta 05
Southern Lander County 06
Austin 07
Gillman Springs Ranch 08

Kingston 09
UNITED STATES SENATE -
Total
Cumulative
Cumulative

Cumulative - Total
US SENATE - Total

Times Cast

322
400

498
515
59
79
12
71

2,100

2,100

Registered
Voters

463
627
171
686
723

117
17
100

2,988

2,988

Precinct
US SENATE
UNITED STATES SENATE
Argenta 01
Argenta 02
Argenta 03
Argenta 04
Argenta 05
Southern Lander County 06
Austin 07
Gillman Springs Ranch 08
Kingston 09

UNITED STATES SENATE -
Total

Cumulative
Cumulative
Cumulative - Total

US SENATE - Total

Cadish, Elissa

(NP)

117
136
43
132
162
14
19

27
652

652

Tao, Jerry

(NP)

105
148
52
183
194
28
41

18
775

775

11/7/2018 8:48:14 AM
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Precinct
US SENATE
UNITED STATES SENATE
Argenta 01
Argenta 02
Argenta 03
Argenta 04
Argenta 05
Scuthern Lander County 06
Austin 07
Gillman Springs Ranch 08
Kingston 09

UNITED STATES SENATE -
Total

Cumulative
Cumulative
Cumulative - Total

US SENATE - Total

None Of These

v wvi
L7 et
I o
o =
e =
= 2
93 315
98 382
40 135
163 478
141 497
10 52
14 74

3 11
14 59
576 2,003

0 0

0 0
576 2,003

11/7/2018 §:48:14 AM
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Justice of the Supreme Court, Seat F (Vote for 1)

Precinct
US SENATE
UNITED STATES SENATE
Argenta 01
Argenta 02
Argenta 03
Argenta 04
Argenta 05
Southern Lander County 06
Austin 07
Gillman Springs Ranch 08
Kingston 09

UNITED STATES SENATE -
Total

Cumulative
Cumulative
Cumulative - Total
US SENATE - Total

Times Cast

322
400
144
498
515
59
79
12
71

2,100

2,100

Registered
Voters

463
627
171
686
723

84
117

17
100

2,988

2,988

Precinct
US SENATE
UNITED STATES SENATE
Argenta 01
Argenta 02
Argenta 03
Argenta 04
Argenta 05
Southern Lander County 06
Austin 07
Gillman Springs Ranch 08

Kingston 09
UNITED STATES SENATE -
Total
Cumulative
Cumulative

Cumulative - Total

US SENATE - Total

Silver, Abbi

(NP)

211
275
93
321
343
38
53

45
1,386

1,386

None Of These

11/7/2018 8:48:14 AM

& o
o 5]
o >
8 =
= 2
96 307
101 376
40 133
146 467
148 491
10 48
20 73
4 11
12 57
577 1,963
0 0
0 0
577 1,963
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Justice of the Supreme Court, Seat G (Vote for 1)

Precinct
US SENATE
UNITED STATES SENATE
Argenta 01
Argenta 02
Argenta 03
Argenta 04
Argenta 05
Southern Lander County 06
Austin 07
Gillman Springs Ranch 08

Kingston 09
UNITED STATES SENATE -
Total
Cumulative
Cumulative

Cumulative - Total

US SENATE - Total

Times Cast

322
400

498
515
59
79
12
71

2,100

2,100

Registered
Voters

463
627
171
686
723

117
17
100

2,988

2,988

Precinct
US SENATE
UNITED STATES SENATE
Argenta 01
Argenta 02
Argenta 03
Argenta 04
Argenta 05
Southern Lander County 06
Austin 07
Gillman Springs Ranch 08

Kingston 09
UNITED STATES SENATE -
Total
Cumulative
Cumulative

Cumulative - Total

US SENATE - Total

Harter, Mathew

(NP)

116
155
55
192
201
20
30

19
793

793

Stiglich, Lidia

(NP)

105
134
44
126
154
22
26

23
640

640

11/7/2018 8:48:14 AM
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Precinct
US SENATE
UNITED STATES SENATE
Argenta 01
Argenta 02
Argenta 03
Argenta 04
Argenta 05
Southern Lander County 06
Austin 07
Gillman Springs Ranch 08

Kingston 09
UNITED STATES SENATE -
Total
Cumulative
Cumulative

Cumulative - Total
US SENATE - Total

None Of These
Candidates
(NP)

88
37
155
143
10
15

18
556

556

Total Votes

377
136
473
498
52

71

11
60
1,989

1,989

11/7/2018 8:48:14 AM



Page: 32 of 39

Justice of the Peace, Argenta (Vote for 1)

Precinct
US SENATE
UNITED STATES SENATE

Argenta 01
Argenta 02
Argenta 03
Argenta 04
Argenta 05

UNITED STATES SENATE -
Total

Cumulative
Cumulative
Cumulative - Total
US SENATE - Total

Times Cast

322
400

498
515

1,879

1,879

Registered
Voters

463
627
174
686
723

2,670

2,670

Precinct
US SENATE
UNITED STATES SENATE

Argenta 01
Argenta 02
Argenta 03
Argenta 04
Argenta 05

UNITED STATES SENATE -
Total

Cumulative
Cumulative
Cumulative - Total

US SENATE - Total

Fortune, Denise

(NP)

180
243
99
289
351
1.162

1,162

Melver, Toby

(NP)

136
147

43
196
156
678

678

11/7/2018 8:48:14 AM

Total Votes

316
390
142
485
507
1,840
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Justice of the Peace, Austin (Vote for 1)

Precinct
US SENATE
UNITED STATES SENATE
Southern Lander County 06
Austin 07
Gillman Springs Ranch 08
Kingston 09

UNITED STATES SENATE -
Total

Cumulative
Cumulative
Cumulative - Total
US SENATE - Total

Times Cast

79
12
71

221

221

Registered
Voters

84
117
17
100

318

318

Precinct
US SENATE
UNITED STATES SENATE
Southern Lander County 06
Austin 07
Gillman Springs Ranch 08

Kingston 09
UNITED STATES SENATE -
Total
Cumulative
Cumulative

Cumulative - Total
US SENATE - Total

Gandolfo, Billy

(NP)

49
66
11
55
181

181

Total Votes

66
1"
55
181

181

11/7/2018 8:48:14 AM
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State Ballot Question No. 1 (Vote for 1)

Precinct
US SENATE
UNITED STATES SENATE
Argenta 01
Argenta 02
Argenta 03
Argenta 04
Argenta 05
Southern Lander County 06
Austin 07

Gillman Springs Ranch 08

Kingston 09
UNITED STATES SENATE -
Total
Cumulative
Cumulative

Cumulative - Total
US SENATE - Total

Times Cast

322
400
144
498
535
59
79
12
71

2,100

2,100

Registered
Voters

463
627
171
686
723

84
17

17
100

2,988

2,988

Precinct
US SENATE
UNITED STATES SENATE
Argenta 01
Argenta 02
Argenta 03
Argenta 04
Argenta 05
Southern Lander County 06
Austin 07

Gillman Springs Ranch 08

Kingston 09
UNITED STATES SENATE -
Total
Cumulative
Cumulative

Cumulative - Total
US SENATE - Total

YES
(NP)

159
196
65
251
257
26
40

34
1,031

1,031

NO
(NP)

157
195
75
240
252
31
36

35
1,030

1,030

11/7/2018 8:48:14 AM

Total Votes

316
39
140
491
509
57
76

12
69
2,061

2,061
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State Ballot Question No. 2 (Vote for 1)

Precinct
US SENATE
UNITED STATES SENATE
Argenta 01
Argenta 02
Argenta 03
Argenta 04
Argenta 05
Southern Lander County 06
Austin 07

Gillman Springs Ranch 08

Kingston 09
UNITED STATES SENATE -
Total
Cumulative
Cumulative

Cumulative - Total
US SENATE - Total

Times Cast

322
400

498
515
59
79
12
71

2,100

2,100

Registered
Voters

463
627
171
686
723

117
17
100

2,988

2,988

Precinct
US SENATE
UNITED STATES SENATE
Argenta 01
Argenta 02
Argenta 03
Argenta 04
Argenta 05
Southern Lander County 06
Austin 07
Gillman Springs Ranch 08

Kingston 09
UNITED STATES SENATE -
Total
Cumulative
Cumulative

Cumulative - Total

US SENATE - Total

YES
(NP)

130
187
63
196
215
12
34

32
872

872

NO
(NP)

187
206
78
290
293
45
43

36
1,187

1,187

11/7/2018 8:48:14 AM

Total Votes

393
141
486
508
57

77

12

68
2,059

2,059
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State Ballot Question No. 3 (Vote for 1)

Precinct
US SENATE
UNITED STATES SENATE
Argenta 01
Argenta 02
Argenta 03
Argenta 04
Argenta 05
Southern Lander County 06
Austin 07
Gillman Springs Ranch 08

Kingston 09
UNITED STATES SENATE -
Total
Cumulative
Cumulative

Cumulative - Total
US SENATE - Total

Times Cast

322
400
144
498
515
59
79
12
71

2,100

2,100

Registered
Voters

463
627
171
686
723

117
(4
100

2,988

2,988

Precinct
US SENATE
UNITED STATES SENATE
Argenta 01
Argenta 02
Argenta 03
Argenta 04
Argenta 05
Southern Lander County 06
Austin 07
Gillman Springs Ranch 08
Kingston 09

UNITED STATES SENATE -
Total

Cumulative
Cumulative
Cumulative - Total
US SENATE - Total

YES
(NP)

61
14
76
79
14
15

12
305

305

NO
(NP)

287
333
127
415
433
43
63

1
58
1,770

1,770

11/7/2018 8:48:14 AM

Total Votes

320
394
141
491
512

57
78
12
70
2,075

2,075
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State Ballot Question No. 4 (Vote for 1)

Precinct
US SENATE
UNITED STATES SENATE
Argenta 01
Argenta 02
Argenta 03
Argenta 04
Argenta 05
Southern Lander County 06
Austin 07
Gillman Springs Ranch 08

Kingston 09
UNITED STATES SENATE -
Total
Cumulative
Cumulative

Cumulative - Total
US SENATE - Total

Times Cast

322
400
144
498
515
59
9
12
71

2,100

2,100

Registered
Voters

463
627
171
686
723

84
17

17
100

2,988

2,988

Precinct
US SENATE
UNITED STATES SENATE
Argenta 01
Argenta 02
Argenta 03
Argenta 04
Argenta 05
Southern Lander County 06
Austin 07
Gillman Springs Ranch 08
Kingston 09

UNITED STATES SENATE -
Total

Cumulative
Cumulative
Cumulative - Total
US SENATE - Total

YES
(NP)

187
245
9N
293
302
29
48

50
1,249

1,249

(NP)

NO

13
148
50
200
207
28
29

19
820

820

11/7/2018 8:48:14 AM

Total Votes

393
141
493
509
57

77

12

69
2,069

2,069
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State Ballot Question No. 5 (Vote for 1)

Precinct
US SENATE
UNITED STATES SENATE
Argenta 01
Argenta 02
Argenta 03
Argenta 04
Argenta 05
Southern Lander County 06
Austin 07
Gillman Springs Ranch 08

Kingston 09
UNITED STATES SENATE -
Total
Cumulative
Cumulative

Cumulative - Total
US SENATE - Total

Times Cast

322
400

498
515
59
79
12
7l

2,100

2,100

Registered
Voters

463
627
171
686
723

117
17
100

2,988

2,988

Precinct
US SENATE
UNITED STATES SENATE
Argenta 01
Argenta 02
Argenta 03
Argenta 04
Argenta 05
Southern Lander County 06
Austin 07
Gillman Springs Ranch 08

Kingston 09
UNITED STATES SENATE -
Total
Cumulative
Cumulative

Cumulative - Total
US SENATE - Total

YES
(NP)

128
174

205
216
19
21

23
834

834

NO
(NP)

193
220
97
291
293
38
56

45
1,241

1,241

11/7/2018 8:48:14 AM

Total Votes

321
394
141
496
509
57

77

12
68
2,075

2,075
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State Ballot Question No. 6 (Vote for 1)

Precinct
US SENATE
UNITED STATES SENATE
Argenta 01
Argenta 02
Argenta 03
Argenta 04
Argenta 05
Southern Lander County 06
Austin 07
Gillman Springs Ranch 08
Kingston 09

UNITED STATES SENATE -
Total

Cumulative
Cumulative
Cumulative - Total

US SENATE - Total

Times Cast

322
400
144
498
515

59

79

71

2,100

2,100

Registered

Voters

463
627
171
686
723

84
117

17
100

2,988

2,988

Precinct
US SENATE
UNITED STATES SENATE
Argenta 01
Argenta 02
Argenta 03
Argenta 04
Argenta 05
Southern Lander County 06
Austin 07
Gillman Springs Ranch 08

Kingston 09
UNITED STATES SENATE -
Total
Cumulative
Cumulative

Cumulative - Total
US SENATE - Total

YES
(NP)

110
148
42
143
160
14
26

27
673

673

NO
(NP)

208
245
99
348
347
42
50

40
1,389

1,389

11/7/2018 8:48:14 AM

Total Votes

319
393
141
491
507
56

76

12

67
2,062

2,062



LANDER COUNTY COMMISSIONERS MEETING
11/8/2018
Agenda [tem Number 12
THE REQUESTED ACTION OF THE LANDER COUNTY COMMISSION |IS:
Discussion only regarding a proposed BDR providing counties with populations of less than
100,000 the option to enact a diesel tax of up to .05 cents/per gallon to pay for road maintenance,

and all other matters properly related thereto.

Public Comment:
Background: Attached

Recommended Action:

141



Lander County Mail - NACO Rural Diesel Fuel Tax BDR - Revenue Information Page 1 of 1

NS PRI Keith Westengard <kwestengard@landercountynv.org>
W&w GouRTY 9

NACO Rural Diesel Fuel Tax BDR - Revenue Information
1 message

Vinson Guthreau <vguthreau@nvnaco.org> Mon, Oct 29, 2018 at 9:52 AM
To: Dagny Stapleton <dstapleton@nvnaco.org>
Bcc: kwestengard@landercountynv.org

Hello everyone,

| have attached updated revenue information based on NACO's proposed BDR providing counties with
populations of less than 100,000 the option to enact a diesel tax of up to 5 cents per gallon to pay for road
maintenance. These figures also include a revenue breakout for those counties that would be eligible for
truck parking revenue.

Let us know if you have any questions, this information should be helpful as we move closer to the
legislative session.

Thank you,
Vinson W. Guthreau

Deputy Director
Nevada Association of Counties

. Office: 775-883-7863
Mobile: 775-527-4888
Save the Date
November 13-15

o

%% £ NAC
B

ANNUAL CONFERERCE

Douglas County 2018

Collaborative
Responsible
Transparent

@ Diesel Gallons Sold-Diesel Tax Generation FY 17-18 Data.xlsx
12K
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FY 17-18 CLEAR  PROPOSED PROPOSED LESS:
DIESEL GALLONS 1 CENTDIESEL  SCENTDIESEL  IFTA/TRUCK
COUNTY SOLD TAX GENERATES TAX GENERATES PARKING
CARSON CITY 7,889,062 78,891 394,453
CHURCHILL 5,982,390 59,824 299,120
DOUGLAS 5,738,089 57,381 286,904
ELKO 42,288,840 422,888 2,114,442 211,444
ESMERALDA 76,504 765 3,825
EUREKA 955,619 9,556 47,781
HUMBOLDT 21,794,699 217,947 1,089,735 108,973
LANDER 4,676,736 46,767 233,837
LINCOLN 1,341,978 13,420 67,099
LYON 51,941,430 519,414 2,597,072 259,707
MINERAL 2,131,178 21,312 106,559
NYE 8,293,617 82,936 414,681
PERSHING 12,076,885 120,769 603,844 60,384
STOREY 5,492,079 54,921 274,604
WHITE PINE 8,100,752 81,008 405,038 -
RURAL TOTAL 178,779,858 1,787,799 8,938,993 640,509

143




ANNUAL NET
PROCEEDS

394,453
299,120
286,904
1,902,998
3,825
47,781
980,761
233,837
67,099
2,337,364
106,559
414,681
543,460
274,604
405,038

. 8,298,484
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LANDER COUNTY COMMISSIONERS MEETING
11/8/2018

Agenda Item Number _13__

THE REQUESTED ACTION OF THE LANDER COUNTY COMMISSION (S:

Discussion and possible action to approve/disapprove regarding a request to submit an amicus
brief supporting Lyon County, Walker River Irrigation District, et al. in the case captioned
Mineral County; and Walker Lake Working Group, Appellants, vs. Lyon County; Centennial
Livestock; Bridgeport Ranchers; Schroeder Group; Walker River Irrigation District; State of
Nevada Department of Wildlife; and County of Mono, California, Respondents, before the
Nevada Supreme Court concerning issues including: (1) Whether the public trust doctrine applies
to rights already adjudicated and settled under the doctrine of prior appropriation and, if so, to
what extent? (2) If so, whether the abrogation of such adjudicated or vested rights constitute a
“taking” under the Nevada Constitution requiring payment of just compensation? Discussion,
consideration and possible action regarding: (a) Authorization for county manager and district
attorney’s office on behalf of Lander County to support and/or join the Carson Water
Subconservancy District (CWSD) or another party or entity in the preparation and submission of
an amicus brief in this matter, and all other matters properly related thereto.

Public Comment:

Background:

Recommended Action:
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July 20, 2018

Gordlon 1, Delyoll
E-MAIL; gdepuo]i@wunclhumnd\\'adgc.wm
DIRECT DIAL: {775) 688-1010

Jeff Fontaine

FHumboldt River Basin Water Authority
400 Bunker Hill Drive

Cavson City, Nevada 89703

Re:  Mineral Conunty; and Walker Lake Working Group, Appellants vs, Walker
River Irvigation District, ot of., Respondents, In the Supreme Court of the
State of Nevada, Case No, 75917
Our File No. 1709, 0286

e s g .[)ealx Mr' 'I"Gnl'ﬂine: % S e e e et e ¢ et e e e e+ e wmen o e

We represent the Walker River Irrigation District in the referenced matter, This matter
was before the Ninth Circuit Court of Appeals on a Rule 12(b) jurisdictional dismissal from the
United States District Court for the District of Nevada, Mineral County contends that fully
perfected water rights recognized by and adiministered undérthe Walker "River Dettee; which -
vitis-enteied i 1936, must be mrdified 1 prescive tnihimum levels in Walker Take. 1 lleges
that those water rights must be modified so that ‘ot Jeast127,000° dcto foet of Hows annually
. [are] reserved ‘Gromi the Waller River” for the benefit of Walkot Lake, afd that the public trust
doetrine mandates {1i4t todifi cation.

The Ninth Circuit has certified the following question to the Nevada Supreme Court;
@“Dues the public trust doctrine apply to rights already adjudicated and settled under the doctrine
of prior appropriation and, if so, to what extent?” In additlon, if the Nevada Supreme Court
determines the public trust doctrine does apply and allows for or requires the reallocation of
tights settled under the doctrine. of prior appropriation, the Ninth Circuit has also invited the
Nevada Supreme Court to consider an additional question. That additional question is “Does the =
abrogation of such adjudicated or vested rights constitute a “taking” under the Nevada ‘

Constitution requiring payment of Just compensation?” A copy of the Ninth Circnit’s Order is
enclosed.

We have now received an Order from the Nevada Supreme Court, It has accepted the
first question and has established a briefing schedule. Ouwr brief will be due in about 60 days,
assuming this schedule does nol change. We will keep you informed of any changes to the
schedule. A copy of the Nevada Supreme Court’s Order is enclosed. '

It is our position that Nevada’s comprehensive water law does not provide for
involuntary modifications of fully perfected water rights. 1t is alse our position that Nevada’s
waler law does not violate the public trust doetrine because it does not allow for modification of

. flly perlected water rights. Finally, it is our position that if the Court dg_t;zrmir_uﬁ_}hat__tlm > public

. WOODBURN AND WEDGE

Attorneys and Counsalers at Law

SNl Red S due e N, wof, 0
Pyl min o o NV Canie
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B LT o

146




]
1
a

WOODBURN | WEDGE

. Jeff Fontaine, Humboldt River Basin Water Authority

July 20, 2018
Page 2 of 2

trust doctrine requires that Nevada's water law provide for moditication of fully petfected water
rights, it is for the legislature, in the first instance, to amend the law to provide the standards for
when such modifications would be required and to what extent,

A roling otherwise from the Nevada Supreme Court would mesn that all perfected
Nevada water rights, whether perfected under the law prior to Nevada's statutory water law or
perfected under that Statutory water law, and whether surface or underground water could be
involuntarily modified. Such a ruling will substantially undermine the reliability of all Nevada
water rights, and that will adversely affect Nevada’s present and future economy.

We are asking that you consider submitting an amicus.brief on behalf of your entity or

agency supporting our position. You should be aware that in the Ninth Circuit, Mineral County

had the amicus support of 35 law professors from 33 law schools and from the Sierra Club and
the Natural Resources Defense Council, Mineral County may very well receive similar support
before the Nevada Supreme Court.

[n addition, should it be an issue, we ask that you support the District’s position that
allowing the modification of fully petfected water rights ag Mineral County seeks here would
constitute a taking under the Nevada Constitution, and require just compensation. As you can
sec from the Nevada Supreme Court’s Order, it is not yet clear whether it will consider that

‘question. At present, #t does not appear that it will consider that issue. We will keep you

informed of any changes on that issue.

If you would like to have copies of all of the briefs before the Ninth Circuit, please let us
know, and we will provide them to you, In addition, if you have any questions, please do not
hesitate to contact us.

Sincerely,

Aeuden b 02/)

Gordon [, DePaoli

GHD:hd
Enclosures
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MARY L. NUTI LAWRENCE M. N UTI;
LESLIE NUTL MICA FARMS, LLC, ¢/o
Mike Faretto; JOHN AND LURA
WEAVER FAMLY TRUST, ¢/o Lura
Weaver, Trustes; SMITH VALLEY
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LIVESTOCK CO., INC.; DAVID
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LAKE MUTUAL WATER COMPANY ;

I}efandantsnAppellees. N

Before: A. Wallace Tashima, Raymond C. Fisher and JayS Bybee, Circuit

Judges.

ORDER
Pursuent to Rule 5 of the Nevada Rules of Appellate Procedure, we
respectfully certify to the Supreme Court of Nevada the question of law set forth in
Section 1T of this order. The answer to the certified question may determine an

issue pending before this court and its resolution will have significant implications
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for Nevada state wator law, There is no clearly controlling precedent in the
decisions of the Nevada Supreme Court,

We hold Mineral County’s public trust claim for the reallocation of the
waters of Walker River and the Takings Clause claim in abeyance pending the

result of certification,

1. Background

The circumstances here are virtually identical to those that led totheNevada

Supreme Court’s decision in Mineral County v. Nevada Depariment of

Conservation & Natural Resources, 20 P.3d 800, 802-05 (Nev. 2001), in which

- Mineral County and the Walker Take Working Group (the “Working Group”)

brought essentially the same suit as this one, In Mineral County, the Nevada
Supreme Court ultimately declined to exercise jurisdiction in iight of the federal
district court's continuin g and exclusive j‘urisdiption over the Walker River Basin
litigation. See id. at 807, We reproduce the relevant backgtound hete in brief,
A.The Walker River Basin and Walker Lake’s Declin e

Thé: Walker River Basin covers about 4000 square miles; running northeast
from its origins in the Sierra Nevada Mountains in California before turning south
and ultimately flowing into Walker Lake in Nevada, The first quarter of the basin

lies in California, and California accounts for a majority of the precipitation and




surface water flow into the basin. The vast majority of the water is consumed .

across the border m Nevada.

Walker Lake is about 13 miles long, five miles wide andl 90 feet deep —a
large lake by most any measure. But its size and volume have shrunk significantly
since they were first measured in 1882. By 1996, Walker Lake had retamed_ just‘lSO
percent of its 1882 surface are and 28 percent of its 1882 volume, Today’s

Walker Lake also suffers from high concentrations of total dissolved solids

(“TDS") ~meaning it has a high selt content, low oxygen content and a high -

temperature.

- These conditions have drastically degraded the lake’s environmental and

economic well-being, The high TDS concentrations have proven so inhospitable to *

fish species that, according to Mineral County, much of the lake's fishing industry

“has been éliminated for the time being.” Walker Lake’s decline also threatens its .
statys as an impontgntshe]ter for migratory birds, and it has “drive[n] away the
many Nevadans and other Americans who used Wél_ker Lake fur recreational
enjoyment and e¢onomically productive activities,” Although the parties dispute
the cause of Walker Lake’s troubles, it seems clear that upstream appropriations

play at least some part, togsther with declining precipitation levels and natural lake

recession over time.
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* B. Litigation Over Water Rights in the Basin

In an effort to protect and rehabilitate Walker Take, Mineral County
intervened in the long-running litigation over water rights in the Walker River
Basin. That litigation began in 1902, when one cattle and land company sued
another in the United States District Court for the District of N evada over

appropriations from the Walker River. After considerable back and forth in state

and federal cowrt — including a Supreme Court decision holding that the Nevada

federal court had prior, exclusive jurisdiction over the action, see Rickey Land &
Cattle Co. v. Miller & Lux, 218 U.8. 258, 262 (1910} - the case ended in 1919.
Five years later, the. United States brought a new acﬁbﬂ in Nevada federa] -
court, seeking to establish the water rights of the Walker I,aI;:e Paiute Tribe, After
12 more years of litigation ~ bringing us to 1936 — that proceeding resulted in the
‘Walker River Dectee, The Walker River Decree adjudicated the \;sratB'l‘ rights of -
hundreds of claimants under the doctrine of prior appropriation.! The Deoree also

created the Walker River Commission and the United States Board of Water

' Under the doctrine of prior appropriation, “[t]he first appropriator of the

- water of a stream passing through the public lands . . . has the right to insist that the
water shall be subject to his use and enjoyment to the extent of his original
appropriation, and that its quality shall not be impaired 8o as to defeat the purposge
of its appropriation.” Lobdell v. Simpson, 2 Nev. 274, 277-78 (1866) (quoting
Butte Canal & Ditch Co. v, Vaughn, 11 Cal. 143, 153-54 (1858)).
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Commissioncrs, The federal district coutt in Nevada has maintained jurisdiction

over the Decree and its administration ever since,

[n 1987, the Paiute Tribe intervened in the Walker River litigation to

" establish procedures for reallocating water rights under the Dectee. Since, that

proceeding’s conclusion in 1988, the Nevada State Engineer reviews all

applications to change allocations under the Deoree in Nevada, subject to review

0y the Nevada fedoral distriot court, It apponrs that Nevada's prior appropriation

law, which has largely been codified, governs the Bngineer’s decisions anci t‘rié
distriot court’s review, Sée, e.g., Nev, Rev, Stat. § 533.370; see also Greg Walch,
Water Law: T?'eadfng Water Law ~— 4 Nevada Water Rféhm Primer, 6 Nev. Law.
18, 18 (Nov. 1998) (disoussing the history of prior aﬁpi'oiariation and its

codiﬁcéti on in Nevada), Next, in 1991, the Paiute Tribe and the Uhnited States
sought recognition of the Tribe’s right to a certain additional aniount of water from |

the Walker River, under & principle that Native American tribes have superior

“water rights bused on their relationship to the foderal government, Thatcase is

pending before this panel. See United States v. Walker River Irvigation Dist,, No.

15-16478,

C. Mineral County’s Intervention
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In 1994, Mineral County moved ‘o intervene in the Deeree litigation, The
district court granted the motion in 2013, The amended complaint in intervention

alleges that “[a]ctivities and businesses aftributable to the presence and uss of

Walker Lake represent]] approximately 50% of the economy of Mineral County,”

The complaint asks the Decree court, “pursuant to its continuing, Jurisdiction under

.« the . . Decree, [to] reopen and modify the final Decree to recognize the rights |

of Mineral Coury .. and the public to have i leyels of wate] to
maintain the viability of Walker Lake.” Mineral County seeks recognition “tha’é a
minimum of 127,000 acre/fect [of water] per year to Walker Lake s . . . required
under the doctrine of maintenance of the public trust.”zl

The Working Group — already a party to this litigation as a right-holder
under the Dectee o supports Mineral County’s position. Because of the postur.é of
this case, the Worlliing Group is. considered a defendant as to Mineral County’s

intervention. But the Working Group “always has supported efforts to transfer

* Under the public trust doctrine, states hald navigable waterways within
their borders in trust for the good of the public. See Lawrence v. Clark County,
254 P.3d 606, 607 (Nev. 2011); see also Mineral County, 20 P.3d at 807 (Rose, 1.,
concurting) (“In its most fundamental terms, the public trust doctrine provides that
.. all of a state’s navigable waterways ate held in trust by the state for the benefit

of the people and that a state official’s control of those waters is forever subject to
that trust.”).
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water rights for use in Walker Lake . . . and has supported the enforcement of the
public trust doctrine for this same purpose,”
In 2015, the district court dismissed the amended complaint in intervention.

Firgt, the district court held Mineral County laclced standing to assert its public

trust claim. It concluded Mineral Connty’s claim “was based purely on a patens
patriae theory” of standing ~ i.e., that Mineral County did not assert any of its own

interests, only those of its citizens — and that a county lacks the ability to sveas -

parens patriae,

Notwithstanding its conclusion on, standing, the district court also addressed
the merits of Miher_al County’s public‘trust claim. It concluded the public trust
doctrine may factor into fisture allocations of water, but that using the doctrine to

reallocate rights already adjudicated under the Docree would constitute a taking

and require just compensation. Invoking the political question doctrine, the court

concluded it lacked authority to order Nevada'to effectuate such atakiﬁg. The
district court also held, without analysis, that Walker Lake is not part of the Walker ~

River Basin under the Decres, and therefore that the Decree prohibits allocating

any water specifically to the lake.
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Mineral County timely appealed. We have concluded the district court erred
in dismisging the amended complaint in intervention for lack of standing.® The
remaining issue -- whether the Walker River Decree can be amended to allov&f far
certain minimum flows of water to reach Walker Lake — depends on whether the
public trust doctrine applies to rights previously adjudicated and settled under the

dootrine of prior appropriation and permits atteration of prior allocations.* This is

an impostant question of Nevada water layy wo belicve should be docided by fhe ..
Nevada Sumorpa Court. |
IL Discussion
The Nevada Supreme Court expressly tecognized the public trust doctrine

under Nevada law in Lawrence v. Clark County, 254 P.3d 606 (Nev. 2011).

Lawrence involved an attemipt by the Nevada legislature to transfer state-owned

land to Clark County, See id, at 608, Because the land may have been a navigable

waterway when Nevada joined the United States, the Nevada State T.and Registrar

refused to transfer title, citing the public trust’s prohibition on alienating land held

> In a concurrently filed memorandum disposition, we hold Mineral County
has standing to assert its public trust claim, Furthermore, we have concurrently
decided that Walker Lake is within the Walker River Basin. See United States v.
U.S Bd. of Water Comm’rs, No. 15-16316,

" We hold the subsequent takings claim in abeyance pending the result of
certification.
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in trust for the public. Seeid The Nevada Suprere Court remanded after setting
out a three-part test for assessing whether the public trust doctrine permits
alienation of state land, See id at 616-17.5

Lawrence, although f_onn.a]ly recognizing the doctrine for the first time,
traced public trust principles in Nevada law back fo the state’s founding,

coneluding the doctrine was “based on 4 policy reflected in the Nevada

power.” Id. at 613, The court also noted it had applied public trust principles in

several of its earlicr decisions. One of those decisions, Mineral C’oim_ty v. Nevada
Department of Conservation & Natural Resources, appears to be particularly
relevant here.

Mineral County involved the very case now under consideration, filed by
Mineral County ard the Working Group directly in the Nevada Supreme Court

while the county’s motion to intervene in this case was pcnding. Although the

“Nevada Supreme Court dismissed the action based on the federal court’s prior

exclusive jurisdiction, two aspects of Mineral County are relevant here. First, the

* This test appears to be of limited relevance here because it addresses
alienation of trust lands. The issues here involve the scope of the public trust

doctrine and its relationship to the doctrine of prior appropriation and Nevada’s
statutory water law,

10
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Nevada Supreme Court effectively invited the foderal court ’Eo certify the publie’

trust question at issue here. See Mineral County, 20 P.3d at 807 n.35 (“[Minerai
County and the Working Group] argue that if their motion to intervene in th;a
federal court is event‘ually granted, they will seek to ﬁave this court decide-ﬁae

scope of the public trust doctrine pursuant to the federal abétentimrl doctrine, Ifthe ™

-- federal court reviews this question, it can certify a question regarding the pu’;’)lic

trust doctrine p-uF'sugnt to NRAP 5; therefors, the issue n_egdnq;‘gecesaabrily_,bel . o

addressed via the extraordinary remedy of a writ.”).

Second, in Mineral, County, Justice Rose (joined by Justice Shearing) wrote

8 concurrence addressing in broad strokes the public trust dootrine’s application in

i

this case. Justice Rose opined:

- Although the orjginal-abjectives of the puble trust

wers to protect the public’s rights in navigation, commerce;

ai)d fishing, the trust has evolved to encompass additional
pilblic values ~ including recreational and ecological uses,
Additionally, although the original scope of the public trust
téached only navigable water, the trust has evolved to.
encompass non-navigable tributaries that foed navigable =
bodies of water, This extension of the doctrine is nagural
dng necessary ‘wherd, as bere, the navigable water’s” .
existence is wholly dependent on tributaries that appeat 1o

be over-appropriated, - - . - e e o

..+ [T]he existence of the public trust doctrine in -
Nevada appears to be beyond debate. . . |, This court has
itself recognized that . . . public ownership of water is the

1

158




most fundamente] tenet of Nevada water law. Addit onally,

- we have noted that those holding vested water rights do not
OWn ar acquire title to water, but mercly enj oy a tight to the
beneficial use of the water, This right, however, is forever
subject to the public trust, which at all times forms the outer
boundaries of permissible government action with respect
to public trust resources. In this manner, then, the public
trust doctrine operates simultaneously with the system of
prior appropriation, :

If the curtent law governing the water engineer does
not clearly diréct the engineer to continnously consider in
the course of his wotk the public’s interest in Nevada’s
natural water resources, then the law is deficient, Itis then
appropriate, if not our constitutional duty, to exprossly
reaffirm the engineer’s continuing respongibility as a public
trastee to allocate and supervise water tights so that the
appropriations do not substantially impair the public .
interest in the lands and waters temaining,
1d. &t 807-09 (footnotes and internal quotation marks omilted). No Nevada
Supreme Court decision has formally adopted Justice Rose’s concurrence, but

Lawrence discussed it as petsuesive authority in the development of Nevada's

public trust law, See 254 P.3d at 610-11,
Inlipht of Lawrence, all parties agree the public trust doctrine exists in
Nevada, They disagree, however, over the doctrine’s scope and whethey it permits

reallocation of rights settled under the separate doetrine of prior appropriation by

12
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 the Walker River Decree, No controlling Nevada precedent reconciles these

doctrines, and the parties advance conflicting proposals.

Mineral County, for example, contends the public trust doetrine rcquifes_the
State Engineer to réconsider previous allocations and, in doing s, to reserve a
specified minimum flow for Walker Lake regardless of any other rights or
considerations, Although Mineral County points to a number of general principles
suggesting the public trust doctrine applies t?_w_&ﬂlﬁ?{_]{?%?ﬂl? some form, it has riot
présented authority for a version of the doctrine that holds absolute supremacy |
over the competing dactrine of prior appropriation,

The Lyon County appelles sit at the opposite end of the spectrum, They
contend, essentially, that once water rlghts have been adjudicated and Settl;_d by
decree, they are vested and no longer within the purview of the public. trust
ductring. Lyon County i correct that Névada considers water rights '-settled_bx -
decree “-vggté’é.—’:“ See Nev. Rev. Stat, § 533.000 ef seq. (entitled “Adjudication of
Vested Water Rights”), Nevada law refers to water rights seitled by decree as
“final” and “con'clusive,” id. § 533,210, and the Nevada State Engineer - charged
with administering Nevada’'s statutory water law - may neither “carry out his or _
her duties . . . in 'almann.sr that conflicts with any . . . decree or order issued by a

state or federal court,” i, § 533.0245, nor authorize any change in water use that

13
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“i§ inconsistent with any applicable federal or state decree,” id, § 533.3703. There
is, moreover, significant authority stressing the importance of finality in the
adjudication of water rights. See, e.g., Arizona v. California, 460 U.S. 605, 620
(1983} (“Certainty of rights is particularly important with respect to water rights in )
the Western United States. . .. The docfrine of prior appropriation , . . is itself
largely a product of the compelling neéd for certatnty in the ho.l-cl"ul:: g and use 61“
water Az'ights.‘.-’)‘

Lyon County’s position nonetheless appears to suffer from the same
shortc-omin.g as that of Mineral County., i’c does not expiain why the public trust
doctrine must complétely yield to the doctring of prior appropriation (or, more
precisely, to the decrees resulting from adjudications under the prior appmpnatlon
doctrma and Nevada's statutory water law). The principles of finality on which
Lyon County rests are encapsulated in Nevada’s statutes and endorsed by the
Supreme Coutl, but it is not clear they would compel Nevada to conclude that
rights already adjudicated are exenpt from the public frust.

There is significant authority sugg?sting rights already adjudicated may not
be always and forever exempt from the public trust. For example, the Nevada

Supreme Court has held:
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the most fundamental tenet of Nevada water law [is that]
“the water of all sources of water supply within the
boundaries of the state whether above or beneath the
surface of the ground, belongs to the public.” Indeed, even
those holding certificated, vested, or perfected water rights
do not own or acquire title to water,

Desert Irrigation, Ltd. v. Nevada, 944 P 2d 835, 842 (Nev. 1997) (alteration.
omitted) (quoting Nev. Rev. Stat, § 533.025). Based on this statement, Justice

Rose concluded in Mineral County that even “those holding vested water rights”

~ hold “[tlhis right , . . forever subject to the public trust.” 20 P.3d at 808, *Qﬁo'ti_;}g

Justice Rose, Lawrence said the same thing in its exposition of the public trust

doctrine (albeit.without holding that vested wéter rights are subject to the public

trust). See 254 P.3d at 611; see also Mineral County., 20 P.3d at 808-09 (Rose, J.,

concurting) {opining that “the public trust doctrine operates simultaneously with -

the system of prior appropriation” and urging the Nevada Supreme Court “to

expressly reaffirm the [Nevada S‘Eate] [Elngincer’s continuing responsibility as a .

public trustec to allocate and supervise water rights [pursuant to the public trust
doctrine]”). Thus, Nevada might not altogether exempt vested, adjudicated rights
from the public trust doctrine.

Unf:lﬂr Jugtice Rose’s view, that water rights have been settled By

adjudication and decree may be relsvant to balancing the public trust doctrine
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against cotﬂj:éting ptinciples of Nevada water law. But it does ;mt nace;ssai'ily R
“mean the public trust — itself a fundamental principle of lag ~ cannqlt disturb them.,
Faced with.a similar question in Nafional duciubon Society v, Superior
Court, 658 P.2d 709 (Cal. 1983), the California Supteme Cotrt outlinéd the
competing values underlying the pgblio trust doct_rine and doctrine of priot *
approptiation and, rather than deeming one doctrine supreine, balancedl them;

This case brings together for the first time two_
T systens of legal thoughit: the appropriative water rights
system which since the days ofthe gold rush has dominated
California water law, and the public trust dootrine which,
after evolving as a shield for the protection of tidelands,
now extends its protective scope to navigable lakes. Ever
since we first recopnized that the public trust protects
environmental and recreational values, the two systéms of
legal thought have been on a collision vourse, They meet
th a unique and dramatic setting which highlights the clash
of values. Mono Lake is a scenic and ecological treasure of
national significance, imperiled by continued diversions of
watet; yel, the need of Los Angsles for water is apparent,
its reliance on rights granted by the hoard evident, the cost
of curtailing diversions substantial, '

..« The prosperity and habitability of much of this
state requires the diversion of great quantities of water from
its streams for purposes unconnected to any navigation, - :
commerce, fishing, recreation, or ecological use relating to b
the source stream. The state must have the power to grant
nonvested usufructuary rights to appropriate water even if
diversions harm public trust uses. Approval of such
diversion without considering public trust values, howevet,
may result in needless destruction of those values.
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Id. a1 712 (citations omitted), This approach appears. similar to the one Justice -

Rose described ~ albeit in only generai terms — in his Mineral County concurrence,

An épproach ajong these lines would permit, but not require, reallocation of water
rights that were previously settled. See Mineral County., 20 P.éd at 808-09 (Rose,
T, concirring) (the two systems operato simultaneously, and the State Engineer
must at least “consider” the public trust in making allocation decisions}.d

We conclude that whether, and to what extent, tho public trust doctrine

applies to appropriative rights settled under the Walker ﬁiver Decree is an open .7
question. Because this question has significant implications for Nevada’s water
laws and because we oannot be certain how the Nevada Supreme Court would
resolve this matter, certification on this question of law is appt"opriate.

UL Question Certified to the Nevada Supreme Court

The question of law we certify is:

“Lyon County and the Nevada Department of Wildlife NDOW) also
suggest Nevada law already incorporates the public trust doctrine by requiring that
approptiated water be put to a “beneficial use.” The Nevada Supreme Court has
not yet considered this question. As in National Audubon, “no respotsible body
has ever” expressly considered the public trust in making allocation decisions,
Nat’l Audubon, 658 P.2d at 728 see also Mineral County, 20 P.3d at 808 (Rose, J.
concwrting) (“If the current law governing the water engineer does not clearly
direct the engineer to continuously consider . . . the publie’s interest in Nevada’s
natural water rescurces, then the law is deficient.”).
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Does the ptblic trust doctrine aﬁply' to Arighm already
-adjudicated and settled under the docirine of prior.
appropriation &nd, if so, to what extent?”
IV. Conclusion
Mineral County’s appeal presents.an open and important question under

Nevada law that may be determinative of an issue essential to the resolution of e

claims raised in the present cage, We therefore respectfully request that the

Supreme Court of Nevada accept and decide the question cettified, “We recognize

that the [Nevada Supreme] Court may, in its discretion, reword the éertiﬁed ‘
. question” Progressive Gulf Ins. Co, . Fachnrich, 627 F.3d 1137, 1140 (9th Cit,
2010), Wé further agree to abide by the decision of the Nevada Supreme Court ag
specified in Rule 5 of the Nevada Rulss of Appellate Procedure, which statés “[t]he
written opinion of the Supreme Court stating the law governing the questions
certified . . . shall be res judicata a¢ to the parties.” Nev, R, App. P. 5(g).

In light of our decision to certify the issue sot forth above, the subnllission of
this appeal for _decisiqn is withdrawn, and al| further proceedings in this case

before our court are stayed pending final action by the Supreme Court of Nevada,

A the Nevada Supreme Couit deteriiiines the public trugt doctrine applies -
and allows for reallocation of rights settled under the doctrine of prior o
appropriation, it may wish to answer a further question: does the abrogation of-
such adjudicated or vested rights constitute a “taking” under the Nevada
Consfitution requiring payment of just compengation? o

18

165




save for any petition for rehearing regarding this order ot the concurrently filed

~_ memorandum disposition. The Clerk is directed to administratively close this

docket, pending further order, The Clerk of this court shall forward & copy of this
order, under official seal, to the Supreme Cou:t of Nevada, along with copies of all
briefs and excerpts of record that have been filed with this court, The parfies shall

notify the Clerk of this court within 14 days of any decision by the Nevada

Supretne Court to acoept or decline cortificetion. 1f the Nevada Supreme Court . .-

accepts cortification, the parties shall then notify the Clerk of this court within 14
days of the issuance of the Nevada Supreme Court’s opinion.
Supplemental Material

Pursuant to Ru;els of the Nevada Rules of Appellate Procedure, we include

here the designation of the parties who would be the appellants and respondents in

the Nevada Supreme Court, as well as the names and addresses of counsel.

.Appellan ts:

Mineral County, Nevada and Walker Lake Warking Group

Sean A, Rowe

Mineral County District Attorney
P.0O. Box 1210

Hawthorne, NV 89415

Simeon M. Herskovits |

Advoeates for Community & Environment
P.O. Box 1075

El Prado, NM 87529-1075
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.

Attorneys for Mineral County, Nevada and Walker Lake Working Group

Respondents:

Lyon County, Nevada et al. (Centennial Livestock, Bridgeport Ranchers and the
Schroeder Group) .

Stephen B, Rys, District Attorney
Lyon County

31 S. Main Street

Yerington, NV 89447

Attorney for Lyon County

R 1 ¥ e e
3 ' 429 West Plumb - e
Reno, NV 89509
Attorney for Lyon County

Roderick E. Walston
Steveri G, Martin ,

. Best Best & Krieger LLP
2201 N. Main Street, Suite 390
Walnut Creek, CA 94596
Attorneys for Centennial Livestock

Therese A, Ure

Schroeder Law Offices, P.C.

440 Marsh Avenue

Reno, NV 89509

Attorney for the Schroeder Group

Walker River Irrigation District

Gordon H. DePaoli

Dale E. Ferguscen

Woodburn and Wedge

6100 Neil Road, Suite 500

Reno, NV 89511

Attorneys for Walker River lirigation District

® ’
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Dale E. Ferguson

Woodburn and Wedge

6100 Neil Road, Suite 500

Reno, NV 89511

Attorneys for Walker River hirigation District

Nevada Department of Wildlife

Adam Paul Laxalt, Attorney General

Bryan L. Stockton, Senior Deputy Attarney (GGenera!
100 North Carson Street

Carson City, NV 89701-4717

Attorneys for Nevada Department of Wildlife

County of Mono, California

Stacey Simon, Acting County Counsel
Stephen M., Kerins, Deputy County Counsel
Office of the County Counsel

County of Mono

P.O, Box 2415

Mammoth Lakes, CA 93546

Attorneys for County of Mono, California

QUESTION CERTIFIED; PROCEEDINGS STAYED.

Fy A5 ok

Jay S/ Blbee
nited States Civen
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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA

MINERAL COUNTY; AND WALKER No. 76817

LAKE WORKING GROUP,
Appellants, i
Ve, '
LYON COUNTY; CENTENNIAL F I L E D
LIVESTOCK; BRIDGEPORT
RANCHERS; SCHROEDER GROUP; JUL 18 2018
WALKER RIVER IRRIGATION IZABETH A, BROWN
DISTRICT; STATE OF NEVADA : ;;ﬁszgﬂ%! ; iﬁfg”i w
DEPARTMENT OF WILDLIFE; AND PEFDTEOE
L e E COUNTY OF MONO, CALIFORNIA, 77 77 o
| Regpondents,
ORDER ACGEPTING CERTIFIED QUESTION AND
DIRECTING BRIEFING
This matter involves a legal question certified to this court
. _ under NRAP 5 by the United States Court of Appeals for the Ninth Circuit.

Specifically, the Ninth Circuit has certified the following question of law to

this court:

TDoes the public trust doctrine apply to rights
alveady adjudicated and settled under the dostrine
of prior appropriation and, if so, to what extent?

In deteymining whether to accept a certified question, this court
considers three factors: (1) will this court's answer be determinative of part
of the federal cage, (2) is there any clearly controlling Nevada precedent,
and (8) will the éna wer help settle important questiong of law, Voluo Cars
of N. Am. v. Ricci, 122 Nev. 746, 187 P.8d 1161 (2006). We conelude that
those factors are met with respect to the above question. Ses Mineral Cty.
v. Nev. Dep't of Conserv. & Natural Res., 117 Nev. 235, 237, 245 n.35, 20
P.3d 800, 801, 807 n.36 (2001) (refusing to entertain writ petition raising

this question because case was pending in another forum (federal district

Suppere COURT
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LANDER COUNTY COMMISSIONERS MEETING
11/8/2018

Agenda ltem Number _14
THE REQUESTED ACTION OF THE LANDER COUNTY COMMISSION IS:
Correspondence/reports/potential upcoming agenda items.
Public Comment:

Background:

Recommended Action:
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CORRESPONDENCE

November 8, 2018

i

_ United States Department of the Interior. Bureau of Land Management.

Tuscaror Field Office. Notice of Decision Sheep Creek Fire ES&R
Treatments.

_ United States Department of the Interior. Bureau of Land Management.

Mount Lewis Field Office. Public Consultation for the 2018 Crum Fire
Mount Lewis Field Office.

_ United States Department of the Interior. Bureau of Land Management.

Mount Lewis Field Office. Public Consultation for the 2018 Power Fire
Mount Lewis Field Office.

. State of Nevada. Department of Conservation & Natural Resources.

Corrective Action Plan.

. United States Department of the Interior. Bureau of Land Management.

Mount Lewis Field Office. Draft Environmental Impact Statement.

. United States Department of the Interior. Bureau of Land Management.

Winnemucca District Office. Rangeland Management Specialist
replacement.

. United States Department of the Interior. Bureau of Land Management.

Mount Lewis Field Office. 2018 Dry Creek Wildfire Management and
Livestock Closure Decisions.

. United States Department of the Interior. Bureau of Land Management.

Mount Lewis Field Office. 2018 Copper Fire Wildfire Management and
Livestock Closure Decisions.

. United States Department of the Interior. Bureau of Land Management.

Mount Lewis Field Office. 2018 Francis Fire Wildfire Management and
Licestock Closure Decisions.
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WATIOHAL SYSTEM OF PURLIC LANDS

United States Department of the Interior

BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT
Tuscarora Field Office
3900 East Idaho Street
Elko, Nevada 89801
http://www.blm.gov/nv

In Reply Refer To:
1742/4190 (NVED200)
0CT 182018
25 Ranch, LLC
P.O. Box 3
Battle Mountain, NV 89820
CERTIFIED MAIL NO. 7017 1450 0001 8790 3627 RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

NOTICE OF DECISION
SHEEP CREEK FIRE ES&R TREATMENTS

Dear Permittees and Interested Parties:

The Bureau of Land Management (BLM), Tuscarora Field Office has completed the Sheep Creek Fire
Emergency Stabilization and Rehabilitation (ES&R) Treatments Determination of NEPA Adequacy
(DNA), DOI-BLM-NV-E020-2018-0032-DNA, and it is available online at https://go.usa.gov/xPN2h.
The Sheep Creek Fire burned approximately 30,510 acres of public land and 29,232 acres of private land
for a total of 59,742 acres of land. The southwestern fire perimeter begins approximately 7 miles
northeast of Battle Mountain, Nevada in Lander County. The majority of the fire burned in areas of
previous fires including the 2001 Sheep Fire, the 2012 North Battle Mountain Fire, the 2016 Izzenhood
Fire, and the 2017 Roosters Comb Fire.

Greater sage-grouse (GRSG) habitats within the fire perimeter include Priority Habitat Management
Areas (PHMA), General Habitat Management Areas (GHMA), and Other Habitat Management Areas
(OHMA). North of the fire perimeter, there is one active lek within a 4-mile buffer. The fire burned
within pronghorn antelope summer and crucial winter range, elk and bighorn sheep year-round range, and
mule deer crucial winter range. Other resource concerns include the establishment of invasive species and
noxious weeds, soil erosion, and watershed function.

Fire intensities were variable depending on slope, aspect and fuel loading. The majority of the Sheep
Creek Fire burned at low to moderate intensities, with higher intensities in the drainages. Because the fire
perimeter is located within GRSG habitat and provides important habitat for antelope, elk, and deer, it is
important to reestablish species such as big sagebrush, which don’t typically recover quickly after fire,
and provide important cover and forage for wildlife.

This Decision only authorizes emergency stabilization and rehabilitation treatments not related to
livestock grazing, that shall be placed in full force and effect under the authority of 43 CFR 4190.1(a),
based on the vegetation and soil within the burned area being at immediate risk to erosion and other long
term damage.

DECISION

Drill Seeding

Drill seed approximately 915 acres of BLM administered land with a mixture of Russian wildrye, Snake
River wheatgrass, Siberian wheatgrass, Sandberg’s bluegrass, Indian ricegrass and Rocky Mountain
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beeplant. Drill seeding will take place in areas of gentle topography conducive to drill seeding. Drill
seeding will be done in the fall/winter of 2019/2020 following an imazapic treatment in the fall of 2018,

Aerial Seeding

Approximately 12,184 acres will be aerially seeded in the fall/winter of 2018 with species appropriate for
the site based on resistance, resilience and ecological site descriptions as well as local knowledge of site
conditions and potential. The topography on the selected sites does not allow for drill seeding and higher
elevations as well as slope aspects make aerial success more likely. Establishment of the seeded species
will stabilize soils, provide competition against noxious and invasive weeds, such as cheatgrass, and meel
GRSG habitat requirements. Aerial seeding will be coordinated with snowfall conditions, if time permits.

Fall/Winter 2018: Aerial Mule Deer Mix

Aerial seed approximately 5,392 acres with a mixture of Wyoming big sagebrush, Sandberg’s
bluegrass, forage kochia, and Western yarrow using a full coverage pattern. Thé main focus of the
trcatment is to reestablish the bumed sagebrush habitat with the appropriate cover and structure to
support upland game habitat objectives.

Fall/Winter 2018: Aerial Watershed Mix

Approximately 564 acres of drainages will be aerially seeded with Basin big sagebrush, Snake
River wheatgrass, thickspike wheatgrass, and Basin wildrye using a full coverage pattern. The
main focus of the treatment is to reestablish the burned watersheds with the appropriate cover and
structure to stabilize soils and support GRSG and upland game habitat objectives.

Fall/Winter 2018: Aerial Sdgebrush Mix
Approximately 11,170 acres will be seeded with Wyoming and Basin big sagebrush, and Western
yarrow in an every other coverage pattern (5,585 actual acres seeded),

Fall/Winter 2019; Aerial Kochia Mix

Approximately 643 acres will be seeded with forage kochia along roads within the Sheep Creek
Fire following an imazapic treatment in the fall of 2018. ‘These treatment areas will be
approximately 400 feet wide and will be seeded at full coverage. The main focus of this treatment
is to protect the long term investment of Emergency Stabilization and Rehabilitation efforts
within the burned area.

Fences

Approximately 6 miles of temporary fence within or in close proximity to the Sheep Creck Fire perimeter
may neexd to be constructed to meet management goals and to protect the sceded areas. Salvaged fence -
material from previous fire protection fences will be used whenever possible to reduce costs, Flight
diverters will be installed on any temporary fences that are being installed within 1.25 miles of any active
or pending GRSG leks,

Noxious Weeds and Invasive Plants

Aerially apply imazapic (commonly known as 'Plateau’) on approximately 1,558 acres impacted by the
Sheep Creek Fire in the fall of 2018. Follow-up treatments will include drill seeding and aerially seeding
with kochia along roadways in the fall/winter of 2019. With the elimination of the standing cheatgrass it
is anticipated that the herbicide treatment will provide a good control of cheatgrass for two growing
seasons to allow the existing vegetation to recover and the seedings to establish with limited competition.

Noxious weed inventories and treatments will be conducted on new and existing infestations found within
and/or close proximity to the Sheep Creek Fire perimeter several years post-fire. The known noxious
weeds near or within the fire perimeter include Scotch thistle. Musk thistle, hoary cress, bull thistle (non-
native invasive), puncturevine, Russian knapweed, and yellow starthistle, It is anticipated that there will
be an increase in the amount of noxious weeds resulting from the disturbance created by the fire and fire
suppression activities.
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Inventory methods will be a broad scale ocular observation for qualitative and quantitative data.
Infestations found will be documented using the global positioning system (GPS) for mapping and will be
included in the plan for treatment at the next appropriate treatment time. The access roads through the fire
and the dozetlines will also be surveyed.

Treatments will consist of an integrated weed management approach emphasizing mechanical and
chemical methods. Chemical treatments will be done in accordance with all label requirements and
conform {o the BLM Chemical Pest Control Handbook H-9011-1. Chemicals used will be approved for
use on BLM administered lands and applied following standard safety and operating procedures.

Monitoring

Post-treatment monitoring studies will be conducted for five years to evaluate the effectiveness of the
proposed treatments or to determine if additional treatments are needed, and to determine the time frame
for re-opening lands for grazing. Monitoring will be conducted on the proposed actions each year
following treatment (2019-2023) to determine the success of the treatments. Specific monitoring
method(s) used will depend on the establishment objectives developed. Vegetative monitoring techniques
used will be consistent with the Assessment and Inventory Monitoring (AIM) protocol.

Cultural

Section 106 will be completed before all ground-disturbing treatments are implemented. Inventory
strategies will vary depending on the type(s) of treatment and cultural resource potential. At a minimum,
standards in the Nevada State Protocol Agreement between the BLM, Nevada and the Nevada State
Historic Preservation Office (SHPO) will be met. Potential adverse effects will be mitigated through
project modification or complete avoidance.

Tribal Consultation

Consultation with Native American Tribes is an on-going and collaborative process. Project- and plan-
specific notification for each fire is being made to the Tribal Councils with ties to each fire area. This
notification includes identifying the fire area, discussing proposed ESR plans, and describing means of
specific project implementation. Tours of the [ire areas are also being offered to Tribes,

Stipulations
I. The seasonal timing and buffer distances for Greater sage-grousce have been modified based on
coordination with NDOW, ‘

2. Flight diverters will be installed on any temporary fences constructed or repaired within 1.2 miles
of any active or pending sage-grouse leks.

Required Design Features

The Required Design Features (RIDF) applied to this project are RDF Gen 12, RDF Gen 13, RDF Gen
19, RDF Gen 20, and RDF Gen 22, See DOI-BLM-NV-E020-2018-0032-DNA for the RDFI descriptions
and documentation of RDY selection.

LAND USE PLAN CONFORMANCE AND COMPLIANCE WITH APPLICABLE LAWS
L:and Use Plan Conformance

The proposed action conforms to the 1987 Elko Resource Management Plan (RMP), as it was amended
for fire management on Septenber 29, 2004, The decision for fire rehabilitation from the Approved Fire




Management Amendment, page 20, is to “Conduct fire rehabilitation activities to emulate historic or pre-
fire ecosystem structure, functioning, diversity and/or to restore a healthy stable ecosystem.” The
proposed action is consistent with resource objectives of the plan:

Emergency Fire Rehabilitation

L. Bvaluate all wildfires as soon as possible to determine if reseeding is necessary to recover
ecological processes and achieve habitat objectives appropriate for the biological needs of sage-
grouse and prevent the invasion of noxious weeds or other exotic invasive species.

2. Assure that long-term wildfire rehabilitation objectives are consistent with the potential natural
vegetation community.

3. Align long-term objectives for seedings with the habitat needs of sage-grouse. Seedings should
include an appropriate mix of grasses, forbs, and shrubs, including sagebrush, that will recover
the ecological processes and habitat features of the potential natural vegetation. Emphasize native
plant species when these species are adapted to the site, are awulable in sufficient quantitics, and
are economically and biologically feasible.

4. Reseed all burned lands occurring in sage-grouse habitat within 1 year unless natural recavery of
the native plant community is expected.

The proposed action also conforms to the Nevada and Northeastern California Greater Sage-Grouse
Approved RMP Amendment. The proposed action is consistent with the Sagebrush-steppe, invasive
species, and livestock grazing objectives and Management Decisions within the Amendment. 1t is also
consistent with the Post-Fire Management Objective to retain, protect, and improve intact unburned
sagebrush communities in burned areas incorporating the FIAT assessment. It is also consistent with the
following Management Decisions:

MD VEG 3: Use BLM GRSG habitat maps, habitat ohjectives (see Table 2-2 for GRSG habitat
objectives), ecological site potential, state and transition models, and concepts of resistance and resilience
(Appendix H) to prioritize habitat restoration projects, including those following wildfire, to address the
mos! limiting GRSG habitat vegetation components and to conneet seasonal ranges. abitat restoration
includes the following:
i.  Restoring &.ag,ebmsh canopy in PHMAs and GHMAs to meet GRSG habltal objectives (T ﬂblc
235
ii.  Reestablishing perennial grasses and native forbs in PHMAs and GIIMAs
iif.  Reducing or removing pinyan or juniper in PHMAs and GITMASs to enhance seasonal range
connectivity and to maintain sagebrush canopy and understory integrity
iv.  Restore areas affected by wildfire and the continuing invasive annual fire cyele to meet.
JRSG habitat objectives (Table 2-2)
v.  Prioritize restoration in areas that have not crossed an ecological threshold

MD VEG 7: In PIIMAs and GHMAs, give preference to native seeds for restoration, based on
availability, adaptation (ecclogical site potential), and probability of success. Where the probability of
success or adapted seed availability is low, nonnative seeds may be used, as long as they support GRSG
habitat objectives. Choose native plant species outlined in Ecological Site Descriptions (ESDs), where
available, to revegetate sites. Emphasize use of local seed collected from intact stands or greenhouse
cultivation. If the commercial supply of appropriate native seeds and plants is limited, work with the
BLM Native Plant Materials Development Program, Natural Resource Conservation Service (NRCS)

176



. Plant Material Program, or State Plant Material Programs. If currently available supplies are limited, use
the materials that provide the greatest benefit for GRSG. In all cases, seed must be certified as weed free.

MD VEG 8: To increase seeding success and to ensure effective soil and seed contact, consider the use of
specialized seed drills or other proven and effective methods that may become available based on new
science. .

MD VEG 11: In perennial grass, invasive annual grass, and conifer-invaded cover types, restore
sagebrush steppe with local sagebrush seedings or planted seedlings where feasible.

MD VEG 12: Continue to coordinate with NDOW, CDFW, and NRCS for all development or habitat
restoration proposals in PHMAs and GIIMAs. Also, coordinate with the Nevada SETT, tribes, and local
working groups on projects proposed in sagebrush ecosystems.

MD VEG 21: Assess invasive annual grass presence and distribution before implementing vegetation
resloration projects to determine if treatments are required to treat invasive annual grasses.

MD VEG 22: Treat sites in PHMAs and GHM As that contain invasive species infestations through an
integrated pest management (IPM) approach, using fire, chemical, mechanical, and biological (e.g.,
targeted grazing) methods, based on site potential and in accordance with FIAT (Appendix H). Treat
arcas that contain cheatgrass and other invasive or noxious species to minimize competition and favor
establishment of desired species.

. MD FIRE 34: Review Objective SSS 4 and apply MDs 858 1 through 8588 4 when reviewing and
analyzing projects and activities proposed in GRSG habitat.

MD FIRE 35: Prioritize posi-fire treatments in PHMAs and GHMAs to maximize benefits to GRSG and
its habitat. Focus post-fire trealments on replacing or reestablishing burned sagebrush habitat with the
appropriate cover and structure to support GRSG habitat objectives {Table 2-2).

MD FIRE 36: In post-fire rehabilitation plans in PHMASs and GHMAs, design rcvégctation projects to
accomplish the following:

o Maintain and enhance unburned intact sagebrush communities when at risk from adjacent threats

¢ Stabilize soils

e Reestablish hydrologic function

e  Maintain and enhance biological integrity

e Promote plant resiliency

» [Limil expansion or dominance o[f] invasive specics

e Reestablish native species

MD FIRE 37: Tmplement post-fire treatments in PHMAs and GHMAs that emphasize stabilizing,

rehabilitating, and restoring sagebrush ecosystems damaged by wildfires, including controlling invasive
species.
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MD FIRE 38: Increase post-fire treatment activities in PTIIMAs and GIIM As through the use of
integrated funding opportunities with other resource programs and partners.

MD FIRE 39: Following post-fire treatments, monitor and implement management actions in PHMAs
and GHMAs that promote healthy perennial grass, shrub and forb communities, and lentic (slow-moving
freshwater) and lotic (rapid freshwater) riparian habilals so as to further restoration and ensure long term
persistence of seeded or pre-burn native plants, in accordance with GRSG habitat objectives (Table 2-2).

MD FIRE 40: Evaluate the potential for sagebrush island plantings based on ESDs in large burn areas
that may lack sufficient sagebrush seed sources in order to ensure the reestablishment of sagebrush in
GRSG habitat.

MD FIRE 41: Monitor post-fire rehabilitation freatments on a multiple-year basis to ensure that project
objectives are achieved.

MD FIRE 42: Use GRSG habitat objectives (Table 2-2) and emphasize the use of native plant species in
post-fire rehabilitation (e.g. reseeding), recognizing that nonnative species may be necessary, depending
on the availability of native sced and prevailing sile conditions. Selected species shall maintain site
ecological function based on pre-burn conditions and anticipated threat of invasive and noxious weed
establishment. Use ESDs and state and transition models if available.

Noxious weed treatments were nol identified as an issue in the development of the Elko RMP and were
not specifically addressed in the document. However, weed management is clearly consistent with the
terms, conditions, and decisions of the RMP as previously documented in the FY2000 Normal Fire
Rehabilitation Plan Environmental Assessment. The Elko Field Office Noxious Weed Strategy Plan
{September 2004) outlines the priority factors for weed treatinents. Only BLM approved herbicides and
adjuvants shall be applied on BLM administered lands.

Compliance with the National Environmental Policy Act (NIEPA)

The proposed actions have been analyzed in the followmg NEPA documents and were found to have no
significant impacts: '

o FY2000 Normal Fire Rehabilitation Plan Envirotimental Assessment (NFRPEA), (BLM/EK/PI.-
2000-037), which was compleled to update and replace the F'Y93 Normal Fire Rehabilitation Plan
Environmental Assessment (EA) (EA-NV-010-92-060)

e Programmatic EA of Integrated Weed Management on Bureau of Land Management Lands
(BLM/EK/PL-1998/008)

* Vegetation Treatments Using Herbicides on Bureau of Land Management Lands in 17 Western
States Programmatic Environmental Impact Statement Record of Decision, Approved September

2007

» Esmeralda Fire Complex (B0JT) Emergency Stabilization And Rehabilitation Plan EA
(BLM/EK/PL2005/015)

e Sheep Fire (C5W7), Emergency Stabilization And Rehabilitation Plan EA (BLM/EK/PL-
2007/005)

‘e Winters Fire (CIFR) Emergency Stabilization and Rehabilitation EA (BLM/EK/PL-2006/026)
¢ Tuscarora Sagebrush Habitat Restoration Initiative EA, Finding Of No Significant Impact
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(FONSI), and Decision Record (DR) (BLM-NV-E020-2010-01-EA)

RATIONALE

[ have decided to implement the proposed action, as described, because:
1. The project will meet the need for restoring lands damaged by wildfire to a management-
approved condition, consistent with agency and Departmental policies and procedures.

2. The action conforms to the applicable RMP and is consistent with current BLM and Departmental
policies and procedures.

3. The project has been planned to incorporate environmental design features and monitoring
requirements. There are no extraordinary circumstances having significant effects that will
require an environmental analysis.

AUTHORITY

This project is approved for implementation beginning immediately. This decision is placed in full force
and effect under the authority of 43 CFR 4190.1(a).

PROVISIONS FOR APPEAL

This decision is subject to administrative appeal. Within 30 days of receipt of this decision, parties who
are adversely affected and believe it is incorrect have the right to appeal to the Department of the Interior
Roard of Land Appeals, Office of the Secretary, in accordance with regulations at 43 CFR 4.4. Appellants
must follow procedures outlined in Form 1842-1, “Information on Taking Appeals to the Board of Land
Appeals.” An appeal should be in writing and specify the reasons, clearly and concisely, as to why the
decision is in error. Appellants are requested to supply this office with a copy of the Statement of
Reasons.

W/’%W /& o=T 18

F" ﬂMelanie A. Peterson Date

Field Manager
Tuscarora Field Office

Enclosures: :
Sheep Creek Fire ES&R Treatment Map
Form 1842-1, Information on Taking Appeals to the Board of Land Appeals

CC:

26 Ranch, Inc.

1546 Cole Blvd., Suite 270

Lakewood, CO 80401

CERTIFIED MAIL NO. 7017 1450 0001 8790 3719  RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED
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American Ag Credit

P.O. Box 2088

Elko, NV 89803 :

CERTIFIED MAIL NO. 7017 1450 0001 8790 3726

Carl Slagowski

IIC 65 Box 30

Carlin, NV 89822

CERTIFIED MAIL NO. 7017 1450 0001 8790 3733

Congressman Mark Amodei

Attn: Martin Paris, Rural Representative
905 Railroad St., Suite 104 D

Elko, NV 89801

Ellison Ranching Co.

HC 32 Box 240

Tuscarora, NV §9834

CERTIFIED MAIL NO. 7017 1450 0001 §790 3740

Eureka County Department of Natural Resources
P.O. Box 682

Eureka, NV 893106

CERTIFIED MAIL NO. 7017 1450 0001 8790 3757

Eureka County District Attorney

Attn: Thedore Beutel

P.O. Box 190

Bureka, NV 89316

CERTIFIED MAIL NQ. 7017 1450 0001 8790 3764

Jerry Todd

P.O. Box 73

Bureka NV 89316

CERTIFIED MAIL NO. 7017 1450 0001 8790 3771

Jim Baumann

P.O. Box 308

BEureka, NV 89316

CERTIFIED MAIL NO. 7017 1450 0001 8790 3788

Kathy Gregg

6145 Galena Dr.

El Dorado, CA 95623-4540

CERTIFIED MAIL NO. 7017 1450 0001 8790 3795

Ken Conley

HC 62 Box 62646

Eureka, NV 89316

CERTIFIED MAIL NO. 7017 1450 0001 8790 3801
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RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED
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Lander County Beard of County Commissioners

50 State Route 305

Battle Mountain, NV 89820

CERTIFIED MAIL NO, 7017 1450 0001 8790 3818

Laurel Marshall

HC 62 Box.62114

Fureka, NV 89316 A

CERTIFIED MATL NO. 7017 1450 0001 8790 3825

Lenny Fiorenzi

P.0. Box 193

Bureka, NV 89316

CERTIFIED MAIL NO. 7017 1450 0001 §790 3832

Mike Marvel

P.O.Box 1194

Battle Mountain, NV 89820

CERTIFIED MAIL NO. 7017 1450 0001 8790 3849

Natural Resources Management Advisory Commission

John Baldwin

540 Court St., Suite 104

Elko, NV 89801

CERTIFIED MAIL NO. 7017 1450 0001 8790 3856

Nevada Cattlemen's Association

P.O.Box 310

LElko, NV 89803

CERTIFIED MAIL, NO. 7017 1450 0001 8790 3863

- Nevada Department of Agriculture

David Voth, Rangeland Health Program Manager
4780 E. Idaho St.

Elko, NV 89801

CERTIFIED MAIL NO. 7017 1450 0001 8790 3870

Nevada Department of Wildlife

Attn: Caleb McAdoo

60 Youth Center Rd.

Elko, NV 89801

CERTIFIED MAIL NO. 7017 1450 0001 8790 3887

Nevada State Clearing House

Department of Administration

001 8. Stewart St., Suite 5003

Carson City, NV 89701

CERTIFIED MAIL NO. 7017 1450 0001 8790 3894

RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED




Resource Concepts, Inc

Alin: John L. McLain

340 N. Minnesota St.

Carson City, NV 89703-4152

CERTIFIED MAIL NO. 7017 1450 0001 8790 3900

Steve Foree

312 Blakeland Dr.

Spring Creek, NV 89815

CERTIFIED MAIL NO. 7017 1450 0001 8790 3917
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Form 1842-1
(September 2006)

UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

INFORMATION ON TAKING APPEALS TO THE INTERIOR BOARD OF LAND APPEALS

DO NOT APPEAL UNLESS
1. This decision is adverse Lo you,
AND
2. You believe it is incorrect

IF YOU APPEAL, THE FOLLOWING PROCEDURES MUST RE FOLLOWED

1. NOTICE OF
APPEAL. .ot

A person who wishes to appeal to the Interior Roard of Land Appeals must file in the office of the officer who
imade the decision (not the Iuterior Board of Land Appeals) a notice that he wishes to appeal. A person served
wilh the decision being appealed must transmit the Notice of Appeal in time for it to be filed in the office where
it is required to be filed within 30 days after the date of cervice. If a decision is published in the FEDERAL
REGISTER, & person not served with the decision must transmit a Notice af Appeal in time for it to be filed
within 30 days after the date of publication (43 CFR 4.411 and 4.413).

2. WHERE TO FILE

NOTICE OF APPEAL ..o

WITH COPY TO
SOLICITOR..,

Bureau of Land Management
Melanie. A, Peterson

Tuscarora Field Office Manager
3900 E, Idzho St.

Elko, NV 82801

Office of the Solicitor, Pacific Southwest Region
1J.8. Departiment of the Interior

2R00 Cottage Way, Room E-2753

Sacramento, CA 95825-1890

3. STATEMENT OF REASONS

WITH COPY TO

SOLICITOR o sesasininan s

Within 30 days after filing the Notice of Appeal, file a complete statement of the reasons why you are appealing,
This must be filed with the United States Department of the Interior, Office of Hearings and Appeals, Interior
Board of Land Appeals, 801 N. Quincy Street, MS 300-QC, Arlington, Virginia 22203, 1f vou fully stated
your reasons for appealing when filing the Notice of Appeal, no addilional statement is necessary

{43 CFR 4.412 and 4.413).

Office of the Solicitor, Pacific Southwest Region
U.8. Department of the Tuterior

2800 Cottage Way, Room E-2753

Sncramento, CA 95825-1890

4, ADVERSE PARTIES. .....oooviniane

Within 15 days after each document i filed, each adverse party named in the decision and the Regional
Salicitor or Field Selicitor haying jurisdiction over the State in which the appea! arose must be served with a
copy of: (a) the Notice of Apped, (b) the Statement of Reasons, and (c) any other documents filed

(43 CFR 4413).

5. PROOF OF SERVICE....ccoovones

Within 15 days after any document is served on an adverse party, file proof of that service with the United Staies
Depariment of the Interior, Office of Hearings and Appeals, Interior Board of Land Appeals, 801 N. Quincy
Street, MS 300-QC, Arlington, Virginia 22203, This may consist of a certified or registered mail "Return Receipt
Card" signed by the adverse party (43 CFR 4.401(c)).

6. REQUEST FOR STAY .o

Except where program-specific regulations place this decision in full force and eflect or provide for an
automatic stay, the decision becomes gffective upon the expiration of the time allowed for filing an appeal
unless a petition for a stay is timely filed together with a Notice of Appeal (43 CFR 4.21). If you wish to file
a petition for a ‘stay of the effectiveness of this decision during the time that your appeal is being reviewed by
the Interior Board of Land Appeals, the petition for a stay must accompany your Notice of Appeatl (43 CFR 421
ar 43 CTR 2801.10 or 43 CER 2881.10). A petition for a stay is required to show sufficient justification
based on the standards lisied below. Copies of the Notice of Appeal and Petition for a Stay must also be submitted
to each party named in this decision and to the Interior Board of Land Appeals and 1o the appropriate Office of the
Solicitor (43 CFR 4.413) at the same time the original documents are filed with this office. If you request a
stay, you have the burden of proof to demonstrate that a stay should be granted.

Standards for Obtaining a Stny. Bxcept as otherwise provided by law or other pertinent regulations, a
petition for a stay of a decision pending appeal shall show sufficient justification based on the following
standards: (1) the relative hartm to the pariies if the stay is granted or denied, (2) the likelihood of the appellant's
success on the merits, (3) the likelihood of immediate and irreparable harm if the stay is not pranted, and (4)
whether the public interest favors granting the stay.

Unless these procedures are followed, your appeal will be subject to dismissal (43 CFR 4.402). Be certain that all communications are
identified by serial nomber of the case being appealed.

NOTE: A document is not filed until it is actually received in the proper office (43 CFR 4.401(a)). Sce 43 CFR Parl 4, Subpart B for general rules
relating to precedures and practice involving appeals.

(Continued on page?2)
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43 CFR SUBPART 1821--GENERAL INFORMATION

Sec. 182110 Where are BLM offices located? (a) In addition to the Headquarters Office in Washington, D.C. and seven national level support
and service centers, BLM operales 12 State Offices each having several subsidiary offices called Field Offices. The addresses of the Stale Offices
can be found in the mast recent edition of 43 CFR 1821.10. The State Oftice geographical areag af jurisdiction are as follows:

STATE OFFICES AND AREAS OF JURISDICTION:

Alaska State Office —-——--—— Alaska

Arizoua State Office ~m--mne-- Arizona

California State Office -—-— California

Colorado State Office -—--— Colorado

Eastemn States Office -——-—--. Arkansas, Tawa, Louisiana, Minnesota, Missouri
and, all States cast of the Mississippi River

ldaho State Office —mmmemeememe Idaho

Montana State Office -------- Montana, North Dakotn and South Dakata

Nevada State Office ------n-- — Nevada

New Mexico State Office —-- New Mexico, Kansas, Oklahoma and Texas

Oregen State Office ~-vmeemame Oregon and Washington

Utah State Office «—---e-— Utah

Wyoming State Office ---—-- Wyoming and Nebraska

(b} A list of the names, addresses, and geographical areas of jurisdiction of all Field Offices of the Bureau of Land Management can be obtained at
the above addresses or any office of the Bureau of Land Management, including the Washington Office, Bureay of Land Management, 1849 ¢ Street,
NW, Washington, DC 20240,

e ——— T —— e e ﬂ:;w'—;ﬁ

(Form 1842-1, ScptenE;r 2006)
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LS. DEFARTMINT OF THE INTIRIOR
MAMAGEMINT

WAL 36 LA

United States Department of the Interior

BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT
Mount Lewis Field Office
50 Bastian Road
Battle Mountain, Nevada 89820
Phone: 775-635-4000 Fax: 775-635-4034
www.blm.gov/nevada

In Reply Refer To:
4130/6711/9217/9220/9264 (NVBO100)

PUBLIC CONSULTATION
FOR THE 2018 CRUM FIRE
MOUNT LEWIS FIELD OFFICE

Dear Interested Public:
Introduction:

During the summer of 2018, the Crum Fire burned approximately 2,878 acres with 1,712 acres
being on privately owned land, and 1,166 acres on public land within the Mount Lewis Field
Office (MLFO). Argenta Allotment (refer to the enclosed Crum Fire map). An investigation
determined that the wildland fire was caused by lightning. An interdisciplinary review
determined rehabilitation was needed to maintain and/or restore important resources affected by
the fire.

The fire burned Greater Sage-Grouse (GRSG), mule deer, winter pronghorn habitat, and other
wildlife habitat areas. An Emergency Stabilization and Burn Area Rehabilitation (ES&R) plan
was developed to determine the treatments needed to maintain and/or restore these resources and
to establish a healthy, stable ecosystem. The Crum Fire has increased the potential of wind and
water erosion, and the spread of noxious weeds and invasive/non-native plant species. If left
untreated, damage to these important resources could reduce ecological conditions and rangeland
health.

The fire has been divided into two different treatment areas, the upland treatment area and the
lowland treatment area. In the lowland treatment area, which is approximately 727 acres in size,
fire burned through a converted annual grassland. To help implement successful rehabilitation,
the BLM, in coordination with the permittee, will develop a targeted grazing treatment. The
purpose of targeted grazing in the low lands is to suppress cheatgrass growth in the spring,
reduce overall fine fuels and to provide a better opportunity for seeding establishment. Under
this program, all livestock will be removed from the burn prior to when desirable perennial
forage species enter their growing season. Livestock will remain excluded from the burn using a
fence installed on private lands. Once the desirable perennial forage species go into dormancy,
the BLM will coordinate with the permittee on the appropriateness of grazing the burn again.
Upon the achievement of the Invasive Exotic and Noxious Species Objective, as discussed in the
objéctives section, the BLM will drill seed the low lands and a complete grazing close will be
implemented.
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The upland treatment area is approximately 440 acres of BLM land and occurs on steep slopes.
A closure will be issued upon the Grazing Closure Decision in the upland treatment area. The
purpose of this closure will be to promote the success of vegetative treatments and promote
natural recovery. The 1987 Shoshone Eurcka Resource Management Plan (RMP) Amendment
Record of Decision and the Battle Mountain District (BMD) Programmatic Emergency
Stabilization and Rehabilitation Plan, dated September 10, 2008, requires that seeded areas be
rested from livestock grazing for a minimum of two growing seasons or until objectives are met.

Background:

The Crum Fire was caused by lightning. The Crum Fire burned 1118 acres of Greater Sage
Grouse’s General Habitat Management Area (GHMA) and 48 acres of Other Habitat
Management Area (OHMA). The Crum occurred entirely in winter pronghorn antelope habitat
with 1139.8 acres of the fire classified as winter Mule Deer habitat. The whole fire is in the
Argenta Allotment.

The Crum Fire potentially burned through 10 different ccological sites. All of the ecological
sites are range sifes in the 24 Nevada series. The ecological siles and expected plant species for
cach site are as follows:

s  Loamy 5-8 p.z (R0O24XYO02NV) - Achnatherum hymenoides (Indian Ricegrass), Airiplex
confertifolia (shadscale), and Picrothamnus desertorum (bud sagebrush)

e Silty 4-8 p.z. (R0O24XY004NV) - Indian ricegrass and Krascheninnikovia lanata
(winterfat)

e Loamy 8-10 p.z. (RO24XYOQOSNV) -~ Achnatherum thurberianum (Thurber’s
needlegrass), and Artemisia tridentata ssp. Wyomingensis (Wyoming big sagebrush)

e  Mountain Range (R024XYOL6NV) - Festuca idahoensis (Idaho fescue), Poa (bluegrass),
and Artemisia arbuscula and novia (low and black sagebrush)

e Droughty Loam 8-10 p.z (R024XY020NV) - Indian ricegrass, Thurber’s needlegrass,
Wyoming big sage, and Grayia spinosa (Spiny Hopsage)

e Loamy Slope 12-14 p.z. (R024XY021) - Idaho fescue, Pseudoroegneria spicata ssp.
spicata (bluebunch wheatgrass), and Artemisia tridentata ssp. vaseyana (mountain big
sagebrush)

¢ North Slope 14+ p.z. (R024XY023NV) - Idaho fescue and mountain big sagebrush

e Claypan 12-16 p.z. (R024XY027NV) - Idaho fescue, bluebunch wheatgrass and low
sagebrush

e South Slope, 12-16 p.z. (RO24XY029NV) - Bluebunch Wheatgrass and Mountain Big
Sagebrush

o Shallow Loam 10-14 p.z. (R024XY035NV) - Thurber’s needlegrass, bluebunch
wheatgrass, and Artemisia tridentata (big sagebrush)

Part of the area the Crum Fire burned in the 1996 Slaven II Fire. The burn severity of the Crum
fire was high; this fire burned hot and fast and there is no remaining stubble in the fire area.
Historic trends for natural recovery following fire in Nevada indicate that the lower precipitation
zones show a decreased chance of natural recovery, which is consistent with the resistance and
resilience concepts developed for the sagebrush steppe. Empirical evidence is also available from
the nearby 1999 Mule Fire and the 1996 Slaven II Fire which show without post fire ecological

Page2 0l 8
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stabilization, this ecotype is unlikely to recover and may convert into a Bromus tectorum
(cheatgrass) monoculture. Often times these systems have a high potential for re-burning and
causing catastrophic, large-scale fires.

The Crum Fire burned in the Shoshone Mountain Range. The northern portion of the Crum Fire
is flat with a less than 10% slope but in the southern area slopes reach greater than 60%. The
lowest portion of the burn is approximately 4660 feet above sea level and the fire rises up to
6680 feet with the majority of the gain being in the southern portion of the fire. The Crum Fire
on the western edge of the fire runs Hill Top Canyon Road. This road serves a common
thoroughfare to houses and ranches farther back in mountain range, as well as a recreation
corridor for the Town of Battle Mountain. There is a high potential for increased erosion
following the Crum Fire to affect the road.

Along Hill Top Canyon Road runs the only perennial strcam within the fire perimeter, which is
known as Rock Creek. There are several other drainages, which have intermitlent streams.
These drainages concentrate water flows during precipitation events and periods of snowmelt.
Following fire, there is increased risk of heavy erosion through these systems. This can
negatively affect watershed health and stability as well as water quality for years to come. In the
flats, wind erosion blowing into the Town of Battle Mountain and affecting the quality of life in
Lander County’s largest town is also a viable concern. Most invasive exotic vegetation thrives
following disturbance, but does not provide a sufficient replacement for perennial vegetation to
prevent increased erosion within the burned area.

Within the burn perimeter and the area immediately adjacent to it, there are five known
populations of different noxious weeds. Populations included are Tamarix ramosissima
(saltcedar), Cardaria draba (hoary cress), Onopordum acanthium (Scotch thistle), Acroptilon
repens (Russian knapweed) and Cardius nutans (musk thistle). Other invasive exotic plants
were found within the burn like cheatgrass, Alyssum desertorum (desert madwort), Halogeton
glomeratus (saltlover), and Lepidium perfoliatum (clasping pepperweed). Within the
surrounding areas and the road leading to the fire there has been reports of Lepidium latifolium
(tall white top), Cirsium vulgar (bull thistle), and Tribulus terrestris (puncture vine). Due to the
proximity to populated areas and livestock operations within the areas of the Crum Fire, there is
an increased risk of external seed sources contributing to invasive and exotic species presence in
this burn.

Objectives:

Post fire, the greatest challenge in the Great Basin Ecoregion is reducing the spread of invasive
exotic species. Additionally, there is an increased risk of severe erosion during precipitation
events and the introduction and spread of Nevada noxious weed species. Therefore, the BLM
has established the following objectives as standards for success on this rehabilitation project.

Each treatment will be reviewed annually to see if the objectives are being met or if the site is
moving towards meeting the objectives. If it is determined that objectives are not being met or if

the site is not moving towards meeting the objective a BLM interdisciplinary team will meet to
decide if the site has the potential to meet the prescribed objectives. They may determine at this

Page 3 of 8
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time additional treatments will be required to meet objectives. If additional treatments are
necessary, they may plan up to an additional five years of treatments.

Desirable Perennial Plant Communities Objective:

Establishment of perennial species is a primary objective. Healthy perennial plant communities
stabilize soil, dissipate wind and water cnergy, enable increased infiltration of precipitation and
improve overall habitat for wildlife, Healthy communitics are also more resilient to future
disturbances and are able to more effectively compete with invasive exotic and noxious species.
The following outlines the BLM’s desirable perennial plant community objective.

* An average of three perennial species/square meter which are rooted firmly in the soil.
Species that qualify in meeting this objective must meet one or more of the following:
o s aspecies expected within the ecological site description for the site;
o Is aspecices that fills a functional role as a species on the ecological site
description; or
o Isaspecies that is included within the seed mix.

Invasive Exotic and Noxious Species Objective:

To ensure successful establishment, invasive exotic and noxious species populations must be
suppressed within this project area. The BLM has several treatment methods proposed to meet
the following objective.

e Reduce or maintain the average cover of invasive exotic and noxious species populations
to twenty percent or less.

Monitoring:

This rehabilitation etfort represents a significant financial investment by the BLM. To ensure
the best possible outcome, the BLM will monitoring all treatment areas for three to five years.
Monitoring will be done to evaluate the success of rehabilitation treatments. The BL.M will
establish permanent representative monitoring sites within the burned area.

Density and cover measurements will be used to determine the effectiveness of the seeding
treatments. Monitoring measurements like Line-Intercept, Gap, Density, Height, and other BLM
approved methods will be taken. Monitoring techniques will be implemented through methods
in BLM technical references and in accordance with the 2008 Battle Mountain ES&R EA.

Alongside density study methods, the BLM will conduct a tug test. The BLM will use the tug
test to determine how firmly individual plants are rooted. Plants that can be removed from the
soil without tearing the roots or stems are not considered to be firmly established.

Additionally, the BLM will establish photo point monitoring, which will be repeated annually.
When possible, all monitoring sites will have adjacent, non-treated reference sites established, to

compare results of the treatments.

Monitoring will focus on addressing the following questions:

Page 4 of 8
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1. Have the desirable species been successfully established, and do they provide sufficient
cover to adequately protect the site from soil erosion?

2. Is there evidence that a desirable self-sustaining communities are being established?

3. Is there vegetative reproduction occurring along with the establishment of the desirable
species?

Wildfire Management Treatments:

Reseeding the Burned Area:

The Crum Fire will be reseeded in two separate treatiments. Each treatment will consist of
different seed mixes. There will be a division between treatments will be between upland
treatment area and the lowland treatment area. Due to price and availability of seed at the time
of purchase, the seed mix may change without notice. Any changes to seed mixes will take info
consideration the local site soil and climatic conditions to provide the best possible chance for
success. Preference in the seed mix will be given to native species over non-native species to fill
the same functional roles. All seedings will occur during the fall, winter or spring. 1f possible,
seedings will be implemented shortly before anticipated snowfall to increase the chance for
success. The two treatments are explained in further detail as follows:

The lowland treatment area consists of approximately 727 acres of BLLM managed land. Due fo
the low potential in the flats for perennial plant communities to reestablish, the BLM, in
coordination with the grazing permittee, will implement a targeted grazing regimen. The
targeted grazing regimen is discussed in further detail under the livestock grazing closure below.
The objective will be to attain invasive exotic objectives, which are outlined in the objectives
section below. Upon attaining the exotic objectives, the BLM may drill seed the lowland
treatment area. The drill seed mix will avoid any rock outcrops, unburned islands and any
identified cultural sites. The lowland treatment area seed mix will consist of six perennial
grasses; Indian ricegrass, Agropyron fragile (Siberian wheatgrass), Elymus elymoides
(bottlebrush squirreltail), Leymus cinereus (basin wildrye), Idaho fescue and Poa Secunda
(Sandberg bluegrass), one shrub; Wyoming big sagebrush and three forbs; Linum lewisii (Lewis
flax), Sphaeralcea munroana (Munro's globemallow) and Bassia prostrata (forage kochia)

The upland treatment area consists of 440 acres of BLM managed land, This treatment will be
implemented as soon as possible and will be implemented through broadcast seeding or aerially
seeding. The upland treatment area seed mix will consist of five perennial grass species: Indian
ricegrass, Siberian wheatgrass, bottlebrush squirreltail, Sandberg bluegrass and Psathyrostachys
Juncea (Russian wildrye); one forb: Sphaeralcea munroana (Munro’s globemallow); and one
shrub: shadscale.

A livestock grazing closure will be implemented to allow the seeded species to establish. The
grazing closure will remain in effect until the objectives as outlined above are met or for a

minimum of two growing seasons. The grazing closure is discussed further under the grazing
closure section below.

Page 5 of 8
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Invasive Exotic Plants and Noxious Weed Treatments:

Invasive exotic plants and Nevada listed noxious weeds are known to occur within the Crum Fire
perimeter and in the surrounding landscape. In order to maximize a successful rehabilitation
outcome, the BLM must strive to reduce both invasive exotic plants and Nevada listed noxious
weeds. These species will often times outcompete desirable native and non-native species and
disrupt the overall function of any given ecosystem. Several examples of invasive exotic plants
are known to occur within the area of the Crum Fire include cheatgrass, desert madwort,
Saltlover, and Clasping Pepperweed. Nevada listed noxious weed species like saltcedar, hoary
cress, Scotch thistle, Russian knapweed and musk thistle were also found within the fire
perimeter. Additional known populations of Nevada listed noxious weed species outside the fire
perimeter include tall whitetop, puncture vine and bull thistle. Nevada State Law requires that
all populations of noxious weeds shall be treated.

There is an increased potential for these populations to establish and expand within burned areas.
Invasive exotic and noxious weed species can have seeds banks that persist through a burn and
are often times the first species to germinate following a fire. Existing seed sources can be
supplemented by wind, vehicles, and livestock moving through the area. Given the extent of
invasive exotic species populations, especially in the lowland treatment area, there is a limited
potential for recovery without specific invasive exotic and noxious weed species treatments. The
BLM is proposing both chemical and targeted grazing treatments to manage the spread of
invasive exotic and noxious weed species populations.

The BLM generally spot treats populations of noxious weed species and most invasive exotic
species as part of post fire rehabilitation. The BLM will use an approved herbicide mix, which
will be sprayed at a recommended rate. Monitoring and treatments will be funded under this
project for a period of five years.

The BLM will split the use of the use of Imazapic by the lowland project area and the upland
project area. Imazapic is a relatively selective herbicide. It is used primarily to suppress
cheatgrass; it will not affect the majority of the seeds that are going to be planted. If this
treatment occurs prior to the growing season of desirable perennial species, then the BLM will
consider the inclusion of a Glyphosate herbicide. Glyphosate herbicides will kill all plants it
comes into contact with as long as they are actively growing. The BLM will implement this
treatment as soon as feasibly possible following the Wildfire Management Treatment Decision in
the upland treatment area. Initially, the BLM will not treat the lowland treatment area with
Imazapic.

The targeted grazing treatment is the intended treatment to reduce cheatgrass fuel loads in the
lowland treatment area. Grazing Treatments will occur for short durations and at high intensity.
Timing will occur in the early spring before perennial grasses are expected to green up. There
may be an option for fall use as well depending on climatic conditions, fine fuel loads and in
coordination with the grazing permittee. If monitoring indicates that the targeted grazing
program is not effective in sufficiently reducing cheatgrass fuel loads, then the BLM will
consider the use of Imazapic in the lowland use area. This treatment is discussed in further detail
in the Grazing Closure Section.
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. All chemical treatments will be entered into the National Invasive Species Information
Management System (NISIMS) or a BLM accepted alternative.

A Document of Land Use Plan Conformance and NEPA Adequacy (DNA) to the 2008
Programmatic Emergency Stabilization and Rehabilitation (ES&R) Environmental Assessment
(EA) would be completed for the above projects prior to issuance of an implementation decision
regarding the Wildfire Management Treatments.

Grazing Closure:

The permittee affected by the Crum Fire is Julian Tomera Ranches, Inc. The fire burned in one
use area within the Argenta Allotment. Julian Tomera Ranches, Inc. is permitted for 9,237
Animal Unit Months (AUMSs) for livestock use throughout the Argenta Allotment (table 1).
Between Julian Tomera Ranches and all the other permittees on the Argenta Allotment, the
average-stocking rate is 8.05 Acres/AUM.

Table [: Curvent Permit Terms and Conditions

T T T T v | B | B [
- Permittee Allotient | /058 | DIVGSOTk 4o e o eir | R ison o | et mitted
: SR ey i O 18 | Area Type : s I T CAUMSs
T e e el e te | n ot se e
Julian Tomera Ranches, Inc | Argenta All Cattle 3/1 228 | 9237

The BLM is proposing three separate temporary grazing closures based on the two treatment

. areas and on the timing of seedings (Table 2). The BLM is proposing to close the upland
treatment area immediately upon issuance of the Closure Decision. The upland treatment area is
largely defined by steep slopes. The BLM will be relying on the permittee implementing
stockmanship and the steep slopes to keep livestock off this grazing closure.

The lowland treatment area will initially receive no reduction in AUMs. The BLM has worked
with the permittee to establish a two to three year targeted grazing program. Under this program,
the BLM will close the burn to grazing during the growing season of desirable perennial species.
If targeted grazing can meet the Invasive Exotic and Noxious Species Objective, then the BLM
will implement a full grazing closure with a temporary AUM reduction as outlined in Table 2.

Table 2: Recommended Grazing Clositre & Reduction

Treatment Area/Treatment Livestoek 1 Dates of Closure | Acrés Propgs_qd Temp
R Type 2 3 |- Reduction -
Upland Treatment Area | Cattle |  Year Round 440 54
Lowland Trcatmc?m Area Beflore Cattle T — 797 0
Seeding
Lowland Treatm.cnt Arca After Caitle ° Year Round 427 90
Seeding

Table 3 further outlines the total available AUMSs to Julian Tomera Ranches in the overall
Argenta Allotment, both prior to implementing seeding in the lowland treatment area and
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following the implementation of seeding in the lowland treatment area. The total AUMs will be a
sum of reductions in the upland and in the lowland treatment area.

Table 3: AUM Reductions Based on Lowland Seeding Implenientation

& : - VTre‘ﬁtmeth Permitted | Upland Temp | Lowland Temp . Available AUMs

|y | AUM ' Reduction | Reduction ' | Under Treatment

’.  Prior to Lowland Seeding 9,237 54 0 9,183
Following Lowland Seeding 9,237 54 90 9,093

All grazing closures will be in effect for two years from when seeding occurs. If objectives are
not achieved within that period, the BLM will form an Interdisciplinary Team to evaluate the
effectiveness of treatments. At this time, the BLM may decide to implement additional
treatments or to extend/modity grazing closures. The decision to extend a grazing closure will
require a reasonable chance for further rest to meet objectives.

The permittees and interested public are being informed that prior to the start of the 2019 grazing
scason, the Battle Mountain District Office will issue a decision and notice of closure, which will
temporarily close a portion of the Argenta Allotment burned by the Crum Fire. This closure
would continue in effect until conditions outlined above are met. Decisions temporarily closing
areas to livestock grazing would be issued as [inal decisions in {ull force and effect pursuant to
Title 43, Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) Subparts 41 10.3-3(b) and 4160.3(f).

In accordance with BLM policy, this letter serves as the opportunity for the interested public,
partners, stakeholders, state, local and tribal governments, to provide comments to the ES&R
projects that have been developed by the Battle Mountain ES&R [DT. Please submit any
comments in writing to the above address within 15 days of the date posted on this letter. 1f you
have any questions, please contact Anna O’Brien, District ES&R Lead at (775) 635-4000.

Sincerely,

yp

Jon D. Sherve
- Field Manager
Mount Lewis Field Office

Enclosures
Map: 2018 Crum Fire: Location
Map: 2018 Crum Fire: Perimeter
Map: 2018 Crum Fire: Proposed Fence Lines
Map: 2018 Crum Fire: Proposed Plantings
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2018 Crum Fire: Location
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2018 Crum Fire: Perimeter
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2018 Crum Fire: Proposed Fence Line

L
Miles

Location in Nevada:

o A
Za0V 15 77
',; 5.
o 2 ‘,{.
g
W\ Y ﬁ: LR "s_:
Location within:
Lander County
)

T3k A
‘ v |

o i

=
[\S B
¥

W g

.

L ™
0,."-?k ]

by

24 [" 2
Legend

E3Crum Perimeter
%—Proposed Fences

‘$‘Proposed Cattle Guards

»— Existing Fence Lines
EJTownship and Range
ISection
Admin. by BLM
Private Land

“NO WARRANTY IS MADE BY THE BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT AS TO THE ACCURACY, RELIABILITY,

OR COMPLETENESS OF THESE DATA FOR NDIiJIggAL USE OR AGGREGATE USE WITH OTHER DATA"



2018 Crum

Fire: Proposed Plantings
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United States Department of the Interior

BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT
Mount Lewis Field Office
50 Bastian Road
Battle Mountain. Nevada 89820
Phone: 775-635-4000 Fax: 775-635-4034
www.blm.gov/nevada

In Reply Refer To: OCT 1 8 2018
4130/6711/9217/9220/9264 (NVBO0100)

pm;\m CONSULTATION
FOR THE 2018 POWER FIRE
MOUNT LEWIS FIELD OFFICE

Dear Interested Public:
Introduction:

During the summer of 2018, the Power Fire burned approximately 1,086 acres with 523 acres
being on privately owned land, and 563 acres on public land within the Mount Lewis Field
Office (MLFO), Argenta Allotment (refer to the enclosed Power Fire map). An investigation
determined that the wildland fire was human caused. After an interdisciplinary review. it was
determined that rehabilitation was needed to maintain and/or restore important resources affected
by the fire.

The fire burned Greater Sage-Grouse (GRSG), Mule Deer, winter Pronghorn habitat, and other
wildlife habitat areas. An Emergency Stabilization and Burn Area Rehabilitation (ES&R) plan
was developed to determine the treatments needed to maintain and/or restore these resources and
to establish a healthy, stable ecosystem. The Power Fire has increased the potential of wind and
water erosion, and the spread of noxious weeds and invasive/non-native plant species. If left
untreated, damage to these important resources could reduce ecological conditions and rangeland
health. To promote the success of vegetative treatments and promote natural recovery. rest from
livestock grazing is required. The 1987 Shoshone Eureka Resource Management Plan (RMP)
Amendment Record of Decision and the Battle Mountain District (BMD) Programmatic
Emergency Stabilization and Rehabilitation Plan, dated September 10, 2008, requires that seeded
areas be rested from livestock grazing for a minimum of two growing seasons or until objectives
are met.

Background:

The Power Fire was caused by a power line. The Power Fire burned 30.2 acres of general habitat
(GHMA) and 516.9 acres of other habitat (OHMA) Greater Sage Grouse habitat along with
winter Pronghorn and Mule Deer habitat. Parts of the private land also falls within these
habitats. The fire burned within the Argenta Allotment, and abuts the Beacon Light road and the
Beowawe Geothermal Power Plant.
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The burn severity of the fire was low; this is due to the fact that the fire did not burn very hot.
There were standing tall bunch grasses that were only partially burned and some unburned tops
of sagebrush throughout the burn. Pre-burn this part of the landscape had not cured out fully and
the little greenery in the grasses and shrubs kept this fire from growing more than 1086 acres and
kept it from becoming catastrophic or burning into old fires.

The Power Fire potentially burned through 6 different ccological sites, one of which while not
classified as an actual ecological site and called Playa. The rest of the ecological sites are range
sites in the 24 and 25 Nevada series. The ecological sites and expected plant species for each
site are as follows: - _
e Loamy 5-8 precept zone (p.z.) (RO24XYO02NV) - Achantherum hymenoides (Indian
Ricegrass), Atriplex confertifolia (Shadscale), and Picrothamnus deseriorum (Bud
Sagebrush)
e Sodic Terrace 6-8 p.z. (R024XY0O03NV) - Elymus elymoides (Bottlebrush Squmeltml)
Shadscale, and Sarcobatus vermiculatus (Black Greasewood)
o Loamy 8-10 p.z. (RO24XYO005NV) - Achnatherum thurberianum (Thurber’s
Needlegrass), and Artemisia tridentata ssp. Wyomingensis (Wyoming Big Sagebrush)
e Sodic Flat 6-8 p.z. (R024XY 0 INV) - Leymus cinereus (Basin Wildrye), Distichlis
spicata (Inland Saltgrass), and Black Greasewood
e Loamy 8-10 p.z. (RO25XY019NV) - Indian Ricegrass, Thurber’s Needlegrass, and
Wyoming Big Sagebrush.

The arca that the Power Fire burned had not burned in recent history. However, in northern
Nevada historic trends for natural recovery following fires indicate that the lower precipitation
zones show a decreased chance of natural recovery. This is consistent with resistance and
resilience concepts developed for the sagebrush steppe. Empirical evidence is available from the
2007 Beowawe, 2007 Sansinea, 2007 Power, 2001 Whirlwind, and 1999 Mule Fires, which show
without post fire stabilization this ccotype is unlikely to recover and may convert into a Bromus
Tectorum (Cheat Grass) monoculture. Often times these systems have a high potential for re-
burning, causing catastrophic, large-scale fires.

The area that the Power Fire burned is rather flat, though a portion by the Beacon Light road has
a steep drop-ofl. The lowest portion of the burn is approximately 4860 feet above sea level and
the fire rises up to 5200 feet elevation, with the majority of the gain being right next to the road.
This road is a main access road to both the power plant and connecting the town of Battle
Mountain to both outlying farms and the town of Beowawe. The potential for any erosion that
happens on the hill by the road to impact the road itself is high. Also within the fire, there are
multiple drainages that bisect the fire. While at the time of the fire there was no water in these
drainages they do hold intermittent streams and the potential for any rain or snowmelt to cause
erosion within the drainages is highly likely. This erosion could negatively affect properties and
water quality downslope of the fire through sediment movement and changes in terrain for years
to come. Erosion will also increase the disturbed areas where invasive exotic vegetation thrives
and contribute to soil loss within the burn area.

Within the burn perimeter, there are no known noxious species but other invasive exotic plants
were found within the burn like Bromus tectorum (Cheat Grass), Alyssum desertorum (Desert

Page 2 of 7
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Madwort), Halogeton glomeratus (Saltlover), and Lepidium perfoliatum (Clasping Pepperweed).
Within the surrounding areas and the road leading to the fire there has been reports of Acroptilon
repens (Russian Knapweed), Cardaria draba (Hoary Cress), Carduus nutans (Musk Thistle),
Lepidium latifolium (Tall White Top), Onopordum acanthium (Scotch Thistle), Taeniatherum
caput-medusae (Medusahead), Tamarix ramosissima (Saltcedar), and Tribulus terrestris
(Puncture Vine). Due to the proximity to populated areas and livestock operations within the
general are of the fire, there is an increased risk of external seed sources contributing to invasive
and exotic species presence in the burn.

Objectives:

Post fire, the greatest challenge in the Great Basin Ecoregion is reducing the spread of invasive
exotic species. Additionally, there is an increased risk of severe erosion during precipitation
events and the introduction and spread of Nevada noxious weed species. Therefore, the BLM
has established the following objectives as standards for success on this rehabilitation project.

Fach treatment will be reviewed annually to see if the objectives are being met or if the site is
moving towards meeting the objectives. If it is detcrmined that the objectives are not being met
or if the site is not moving towards meeting the objective a BLM interdisciplinary team will meet
to decide if the site has the potential to meet the prescribed objectives. They may determine at
this time additional treatments will be required to meet objectives. If additional treatments are
necessary, they may plan up to an additional five years of treatments.

Desirable Perennial Plant Communities Objective:

Establishment of perennial species is a primary objective. Healthy perennial plant communities
stabilize soil, dissipate wind and water energy, enable increased infiltration of precipitation and
improve overall habitat for wildlife. Healthy communities are also more resilient to future
disturbances and are able to more effectively compete with invasive exotic and noxious species.
The following outlines the BLM’s desirable perennial plant community objective.

e Anaverage of three perennial species/square meter which are rooted firmly in the soil.
Species that qualify in meeting this objective must meet one or more of the following:
o s aspecies expected within the ecological site description for the site;
o Is a species that fills a functional role as a species on the ecological site description;
or
o s a species that is included within the seed mix?

Invasive Exotic and Noxious Species Objective:

To ensure successful establishment, invasive exotic and noxious species populations must be
suppressed within this project area. The BLM has several treatment methods proposed to meet
the following objective.

e Reduce or maintain the average cover of invasive exotic and noxious species populations
to twenty percent or ]ess.
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Monitoring:

This rehabilitation effort represents a significant financial investment by the BLM. To ensure
the best possible outcome, the BLM will monitoring all treatment areas for three to five years.
Monitoring will be done to evaluate the suceess of rehabilitation treatments. The BLM will
establish permanent representative monitoring sites within the burned area.

Density and cover measurements will be used to determine the effectiveness of the sceding
treatments. Monitoring measurements like Line-Intercept, Gap, Density, Height, and other BLM
approved methods will be taken. Monitoring techniques will be implemented through methods
in BLM technical references and in accordance with the 2008 Battle Mountain ES&R EA.

Alongside density study methods, the BLM will conduct a tug test. The BLM will use the tug
test to determine how firmly individual plants are rooted. Plants that can be removed from the
soil without tearing the roots or stems are not considered to be firmly established.

Additionally, the BLM will establish photo point monitoring, which will be repeated annually.
When possible, all monitoring sites will have adjacent, non-treated reference sites established, to
compare results of the treatments.

Monitoring will focus on addressing the following questions:
1. Have the desirable species been successfully established, and do they provide sufficient
cover to adequately protect the site from soil erosion?
2. Is there evidence that a desirable self-sustaining communities are being, established?
3. Is there vegetative reproduction occurring along with the establishment of the desirable
species?

Vildfire Management Treatments:

Reseeding the Burned Area:

The Power Fire will be reseeded in two separate treatments. Each treatment will consist of
different seed mixes. 537 acres will be predominantly drill seeded while the rest will broadcast
seeded. Due to price and availability of seed at the time of purchase, the seed mix may change |
without notice. Any changes to sced mix will take into consideration the local site soil and '
climatic conditions to provide the best possible chance for success. Preference in the seed mix
will be given to native species over non-native species to fill the same functional roles. All
seedings will occur during the fall, winter, or spring. If possible, seedings will be implemented
shortly before anticipated snowfall to increase the chance for success. The two treatments are
explained in further detail as follows:

The proposed drill seed mix will primarily consist of 5 perennial grasses: 4chantherum
hymenoides (Indian Ricegrass), Agropyron fragile ( Siberian Wheatgrass) Elymus elymoides
(Bottlebrush Squirreltail), Leymus cinereus (Basin Wildrye), Achnatherum thurberianum
(Thurbers Needlegrass), 3 shrubs: Atriplex conferiifolia (Shadscale), Grayia spinosa (Spiny
Hopsage), and Artemisia tridentata ssp. Wyomingensis (Wyoming Big Sagebrush); and 3 forbs;
Achillea millefolium (Western Yarrow), Sphaeralcea munroana (Munroes Globemallow) and
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Bassia prostrata (Forage Kochia). The drill mix with be used on the flats on public land
throughout the fire and will avoid rock outcrops, unburned islands, and any identified cultural
sites.

Along the roads and under the power lines, a broadcast seeder will be uses with and without a
chain harrow incorporating the seed. The proposed mix for broadcast seeding is a green-strip
mix. Green-strip mixes are often utilized in areas of high fire potential like along roadways and
below power lines due to the slower curing of the vegetation and the fact that some of these
species are less flammable than other native vegetation. The slower curing means that the
vegetation stays greener longer and a fire that starts in green vegetation is more likely to die off
on its own or to not move as far or fast allowing a longer response time for the first responders
prior to the fire moving outside the green-strip area, The green-strip mix is proposed to consist
of is 6 perennial grasses: Achantherum hymenoides (Indian Ricegrass), Agropyron fragile
(Siberian Wheatgrass) Elymus elymoides (Bottlebrush Squirreltail), Leymus cinereus (Basin
Wildrye), Distichlis spicata (Inland Saltgrass, and psathyrostachys juncea (Russian Wildrye),
and 1 forbs: Bassia prostrata (Forage Kochia). Seeding will oceur in the fall, winter, and early
spring, shortly before anticipated winter snowfall to assist with propagation.

A livestock closure will be implemented to allow the seeded species to establish. The grazing
closure will remain in effect until the objectives outlined above are met or for a minimum of two
growing seasons. The grazing closure is discussed further under the grazing closure section
below. To facilitate the closure, approximately 7 miles of fence will be installed around
perimeter of the fire. The fence should be constructed before the growing season and prior to
turnout in that pasture/ allotment. This time frame should minimize the detrimental effects of
grazing on sprouting seeding treatments. Once site objectives are met and the closure is lifted,
the fence will be removed. The fence will be metal T-post and barbed wire construction with 3
strands of barbed wire and 1 smooth bottom wire. Corners will be metal rails and gates will be
placed at a minimum of every mile, to allow for removal of animals that are able to get past the
fence. Sage grouse fence markers will be placed along the length if the fence comes within % a
mile of any leks.

[nvasive Exotic Plants and Noxious Weed Treatments:

Invasive exotic plants and Nevada listed noxious weeds are known to occur within the Power
Fire perimeter and in the surrounding landscape. In order to maximize a successful rehabilitation
outcome, the BLM must strive to reduce both invasive exotic plants and Nevada listed noxious
weeds. These species will often times outcompete desirable native and non-native species and
disrupt the overall function of any given ecosystem. Scveral examples of invasive exotic plants
are known to occur within the area of the Power Fire include Cheat Grass, Desert Madwort,
Saltlover, and Clasping Pepperweed. While no known Nevada listed noxious weed species were
found within the fire there is populations of Russian Knapweed, Hoary Cress, Musk Thistle, Tall
White Top, Scotch Thistle, Medusahead, Saltcedar, and Puncture Vine outside the fire perimeter.
Nevada State Law requires that all populations of noxious weed be treated.

There is an increased potential for these populations to establish and expand within burned areas.
Invasive cxotic and noxious weed species can have seeds banks that persist through a burn and
are often times the first species to germinate following a fire. Existing seed sources can be
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supplemented by wind, vehicles, and livestock moving through the area. Given the extent of
invasive exotic species populations, especially in the lowland treatment area, there is a limited
potential for recovery without specific invasive exotic and noxious weed species (reatments. The
BLM is proposing both chemical and targeted grazing treatments to manage the spread of

invasive exotic and noxious weed species populations.

The BLM generally spot treats populations of noxious weed species and most invasive exotic
species as part of post fire rehabilitation. The BLM will use an approved herbicide mix, which
will be sprayed at a recommended rate. Monitoring and treatments will be funded under this

project for a period of five years,

To reduce the Cheat Grass and assist the reseeding measures and the native recovery the BLM
will use Imazapic within the fire perimeter. Imazapic is a relatively selective herbicide. Tt is
used primarily to suppress Cheat Grass; it will not affect the majority of the seeds that are going
to be planted. If this treatment occurs prior to the growing season of desirable perennial species,
then the BLM will consider the inclusion of a Glyphosate herbicide. Glyphosate herbicides will
kill all plants it comes into contact with as long as they are actively growing. The BLM will
implement this treatment in the fall or carly spring.

All chemical treatments will be entered into the National Invasive Species Information

Management System (NISIMS) or a BLM accepted alternative.

A Document of Land Use Plan Conformance and NEPA Adequacy (DNA) to the 2008

Programmatic Emergency Stabilization and Rehabilitation (ES&R) Environmental Assessment
(EA) would be completed for the above projects, prior to issuance of an implementation decision
regarding the Wildfire Management Treatments.

Grazing Closure:

There are two permittees that were affected by the Power Fire, Henry Filippini, Jr. and Elko
Land and Livestock Company. The fire burned in one use area within the Argenta Allotment.
Permitted Animal Use Months (AUMSs) for permittees affected by the Power Fire are shown in
Table [. The average-stocking rate on the Argenta Allotment is 8.05 acres/AUM.

Table 1: Current Permil Terms and Conditions

. : | Use -| Livestock | Beginning [ Endof [ L ]
Permittee Allotment : | ofSeason | Season
. Area | Type D 50 “AUM
_ i - of use of use
Elko Land and Livestock Company | Argenta All Cattle 11/15 3/1 393
| Henry Filippini, Jr. Argenta All _Cattle 3/16 12/31 | 460

The BLM is proposing to temporarily reduce permitted AUMs within the fire perimeter upon
issuance of the Closure Decision. See Table 2 for the recommended grazing closure and

reduction times and AUMs. The Power Fire burned approximately 1,086 acres of BLM

Managed Lands. When the average-stocking rate of 8.05 acres/AUM is applied to the aftected

BLM acres, there is a total recommended temporary reduction of 135 AUMs,
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Tabie 2: Recommended Grazing Closure and Reduction

_ . Permittee Permitted | Proposed Temp | Available AUMs Under
e R |- AUMs | “Reduction -7 - = Temp Reduction -
Henry Filippini, Jr. 460 73 387
Elko I.and and Livestock Company 393 62 331

All grazing closures will be in effect for two years from when seeding occurs. If objectives are -
not achieved within that period, the BLM will form an Interdisciplinary Team to evaluate the
effectiveness of treatments. Af this time, the BLM may decide to implement additional
treatments or to extend/modify grazing closures. The decision to extend a grazing closure will
require a reasonable chance for further rest to meet objectives.

The permittees and interested public are being informed that prior to the start of the 2019 grazing
scason, the Battle Mountain District Office will issue a decision and notice of closure, which will
temporarily close a portion of the Argenta Allotment burned by the Power Fire. This closure
would continue in effect until conditions outlined above are met. Decisions temporarily closing
areas to livestock grazing would be issued as final decisions, in full force and effect pursuant to
Title 43, Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) Subparts 4110.3-3(b) and 4160.3(1).

In accordance with BLM policy, this letter serves as the opportunity for the interested public,
partners, stakeholders, state, local and tribal governments, to provide comments to the ES&R
projects that have been developed by the Battle Mountain ES&R IDT. Please submit any
comments in writing to the above address within 15 days of the date posted on this letter. If you
have any questions, please contact Anna O’Brien, District ES&R Lead at (775) 635-4000.

Sincerely.

Z A Mo

Jon D. Sherve
Field Manager
Mount Lewis Field Office

Enclosures
Map: 2018 Power Fire: Location
Map: 2018 Power Fire: Perimeter
Map: 2018 Power Fire: Proposed Fence Lines
Map: 2018 Power Fire: Proposed Plantings
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2018 Power Fire: Location
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2018 Power Fire: Proposed Fence Lines

Location in Nevada: Pt Location within:

Battle Moutain District Office N i Lander County
50 Bastian Road ) — Legend
Battle Mountain, Nv 89820 W E . x;sn:; :E'lcu_Llne_Pwer
Date: 7/5/2018 : =il
S o Epistrict Boundary
. [JCounty Boundry
[ISection
0 0.175 0.35 0.7 = Admin. by BLM
e i o I | e Miles Private Land
. ¥—Existing Fence

“NO WARRANTY 1S MADE BY THE BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT AS T0 THE ACCURACY, RELIABILITY, ~— Contours 20R
OR COMPLETENESS OF THESE DATAFOR INDEIggAL USE OR AGGREGATE USE WITH OTHER DATA"




2018 Power Fire: Proposed Plantings
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NEVADA DIVISION OF STATE OF NEVADA

ENVE R@ M ME NTAL Department of Conservation & Natural Resources

Brian Sandoval, Governor

PROTECTION e b

Qclober 22, 2018

Battle Mountain Truck Stop LLC
¢/o: Damon Borden

6409 East Sharp Avenue
Spokane Valley, WA 99212

Subject: Corrective Actlon Plun

Facility: Broadway Colt Service Center
660 West Front Street, Battle Mountain, Nevada
Facility ID # 5-000283
Petroleum Fund Case # 2014000004

Dear Mr. Borden:

The Nevada Division of Environmental Protection (NDEP) has received and reviewed the Corrective

Action Plan (CAP) dated July 10, 2018, for the referenced facility (Site), and provided by Tracy Johnston,

Certified Environmental Manager (CEM), of McGinley & Associates (MeGinley) on behalf of Battle

Mountain Truck Stop, LLC. The CAP was received in our Carson City Office on July 19, 2018 and includes

the evaluation of several remedial alternatives, McGinley’s recommended remedial approach and a
. preliminary remedial design.

The CAP evaluated 3 remedial alternatives for the impacted soil and groundwater, The 3 remedial
alternatives included Excavation and Groundwater Pump and Treat (GPT); Vapor Extraction (VE) and
GPT; and Air Sparge (AS) and VE. The CAP evaluated the constraints and costs associated with each
alternative. Typically a site with shallow contamination would favor the excavation alternative, however
the high groundwater and existing underground utilities would add significant costs and complications.
Based on costs, physical site constraints and other factors, McGinley recommends the AS and VE
alternative to remediate the impacted soil and groundwater, Additional information regarding the pilot test
and the remedial design was provided in an electronic correspondence dated October 19, 2018,

The proposed preliminary remedial design included AS points with a radius of influence of approximately
30 feet, Several of the product recovery wells will be utilized as VE wells, Due to do the shallow
groundwater and the anticipated limited radius influence of the VE wells, McGinley recommend that slotted
piping be installed in the new piping trenches and connected to the VE system to supplement the VE wells,
Following the NDEP approval of the proposed CAP, McGinley will prepare construction plans and
specifications for the remediation system and submit a remedial design report,

The NDEP concurs with McGinley's recommendations. The design report including the construction plans
and specifications will be submitted no later than December 21, 2018, NDEP requests all report
documents be submitted in digital portable document format (pdf; €.z, compact disc or e-mail) concurrent
with a hardcopy document, Please be advised that NDEP has a 20 megabyte limit for e-mail attachmoents.

901 S, Stewart Street, Sulte 4001 « Carson City, Nevada 89701 ¢ p: 775.687.4670 = : 775.687 5856 » ndep.nv.gov
printed on recycled soper
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Mr, Damon Borden

Broadway Colt Service Center
Corrective Action Plan

Facility 1D: 5-000283

Petroleum Fund ID; 2014000004
October 22, 2018; Page 2 of 2

Please contact Michael Friend with any questions or comments at (775) 687-9371 or
mpfriend@ndep.nv.gov.

Sincerely,

Michael Friend, P.E.
Professional Engineer
Remediation and LUST Branch
Bureay of Corrective Actions

ec: Jonathan McRae, Supervisor, UST/LUST Branch, NDEP Burcau of Corrective Actions, Carson City, NV
i V.20V
Todd Croft, Supervisor, Remedialion and LUST Branch, NDEP Burcau of Corrective Actions, Las Vegas, NV
terofi@ndep.nv.gov
Mike Cabble,

Frederick “Rick” J. Perdomo, Senior Deputy Attorney General, Office of the Attorney General, Carson City, NV
fperdomo(@ag.nv.gov

Tracy Johnston, McGinley and Associates, Inc., ichnston@megin.com

Justin Fike, McGinley and Associates, Inc., iﬁkc@mcgln._com

cc: | Chairman, Lander County Board of Commissioners, 50 State Route 305 S., Battle Mountain, NV 89820-4300
Bartlolo (Bert) Ramos, Public Works Director, 50 State Route 305 8., Battle Mountain, NV 89820

Adjacent Property Owners;

Baltle Mountain Truck Stop LLC, C/0 Danicl Alsaker, P.O. Box 14646, Spokane, WA 99214
Bureau of Land Management, 50 Bastion Road, Battic Mountain, NV 89820

NV Energy, P.O. Box 30065, Reno, NV 89520-3063 ’

Southern Pacific Railroad, 915 L Street, Suite 1180, Sacramento, CA 95814

D Thompson Properties, LLC, D. Thompson, 750 NE Columbia Blvd., Pertland, OR 97211
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United States Department of the Interior

BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT
Mount Lewis Field Office
50 Bastian Road
Battle Mountain, Nevada 89820
Phone: 775-635-4000 Fax: 775-635-4034
www.blm.gov/nevada

In Reply Refer To:
3809 (NVB0100)

NVN-067575 (16-1A) 0CT 2 3 2018
DOI-BLM-NV-B010-2016-0052-EIS

Dear Interested Public:

The Bureau of Land Management is seeking input regarding the release of the Draft
Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) for a proposal by Barrick Cortez Inc. to expand its
Cortez Hills Project. This is an open pit and underground gold mine located south of Crescent
Valley, in Lander and Eureka Counties, Nevada. The public comment period ends December 5,
2018.

The BLM has scheduled three public comment meetings in the following locations:

° Tuesday, November 6, 2018 — BLM Battle Mountain District Office, 50 Bastian
Road, Battle Mountain

o Wednesday, November 7, 2018 — Crescent Valley Town Hall, Crescent Valley
° Thursday, November 8, 2018 — Elko Convention Center, 700 Moren Way, Elko

The public meetings will be held from 6 p.m. to 8 p.m. These meetings provide the public and
interested agencies an opportunity to learn about the mine expansion project and to help identify
issues and provide public comments on the DEIS. Early public involvement is crucial to identify
potential issues that may need to be addressed through the process.

The proposed project would consist of new and expanded facilities at the Cortez Hills Mine on
BLM-administered lands. If the proposed project is approved and developed, there would be an
increase of 3,798 acres of mining-related surface disturbance within the Amended Plan of
Operations (APO) area including: expansion of pits and waste rock facilities, construction and
expansion of water management facilities and construction and operation of additional ancillary
facilities. The APO would include increasing the existing approved plan boundary by 4.279 acres
— from 58.093 acres to 62,372 acres. [n addition, Barrick Cortez Inc. has requested that

the underground mine be expanded deeper than is currently authorized to reach new ore

deposits.

The BLM has identified preliminary issues relating to water management, vegetation resources.

wildlife (including migratory birds), special status species (including Greater sage-grouse),
cultural resources, geological resources, palcontological resources, soils, recreational values,
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United States Department of the Interior

BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT
Winnemucca District Office
Humbaoldt River Field Office

5100 Bast Winnemucca Boulevard
Winnemucca, Nevada 89443
Phone: (773) 623-1500 Fax: (775) 623-1740
Email: wloweb@ blim,gov
www.blm.gov/nv/sten/fo/wioiiml

In Reply Refer To:
4000 (NV010.12)

Dear Permittee / Stakeholder:

The purpose of this letter is to apprise you on staffing within the Winnemucca District, specifically
the Range Program. The Humboldt River Field Office recently recruited a new Rangeland
Management Specialist (RMS), Kruze Kinder. Kruze has been hired in replacement of Morgan
Lawson. With the hire of Kruze the Winnemucca District has a remaining two range positions
open, one RMS and the Supervisory Range Management Specialist positions. We are hoping (o
fill these as soon as possible.

The allotment list enclosed is to determine the RMS assigned to your allotment. This list also
includes phone numbers for your point of contact within the Winnemucca Range Program. Thank
you for your past, present and future patience, understanding and willingness to work with us here,
your local BLM.

Sincerely,

e b

David Kampwerth
Field Manager
Humboldt River Field Office

cc: State Range Lead, Nevada
District Manager, Battle Mountain
District Manager, Elko
District Manager, Carson City
District Manager, Ely
Interested Publics

213



Angie Arbonies 623-1588

Wes Barry 623-1584
Kruze Kinder 623-1572

BLM Winnemucca District RMS Contact List

As of October 11, 2018

Sabrina McCue 623-1766
Lena Hite 623-1565

Primary RMS for Allotment
Highlighted in YELLOW il
necessary

Allot Name Operator Display Name RMS
ABEL CREEK FIVE FINGERS GRAZING ASSOCIATION, LLC LENA
ABEL CREEK T FIVE RANCH LLC LENA
ALDER CREEK ALDER CREEK DENIO RANCH, LLC WES
ANDORNO WILSON RANCH. INC. LENA
ANTELOPE WILSON RANCH. INC. LENA
ASA MOORE JOE AND D'ANN BIDAURRETA SABRINA
BILK CREEK DUFURRENA SHEEP COMPANY KRUZE
BLOODY RUN T QUARTER CIRCLE RANCHES, INC KRUZE
BLOODY RUN CRAWFORD CATTLE WES
BLUE MOUNTAIN DELONG RANCHES. INC. ANGIE
BLUE WING/7 TROUGHS ESTILL RANCHES LLC ANGIE
BLUE WING/7 TROUGHS JOHN ESPIL SHEEP COMPANY., INC, ANGIE
BLUE WING/7 TROUGHS DUFURRENA SHEEF COMPANY KRUZE
BLUE WING/7 TROUGHS C-PUNCH RANCH INC., WES
BOTTLE CREEK DUFURRENA SHEEP COMPANY KRUZE
BOTTLE CREEK DELONG RANCHES, INC. LENA
BOTTLE CREEK MEL HUMMEL LENA
BOTTLE CREEK ROBERT & SUSAN HOENCK LENA
BOTTLE CREEK WILSON RANCH, INC. LENA
BUFFALO BARTELL RANCH, LLC KRUZE
BUFFALO HILLS JOLA ANN MOTT ANGIE
BUFFALO HILLS STEVEN REDD ANGIE
BULLHEAD CRAWFORD CATTLE WES
__ BUTTERMILK KENNETH BUCKINGHAM SABRINA
BUTTERMILK LUCAS 7HL GRAZING LLC SABRINA
CHIMNEY CREEK PORCUPINE CREEK RANCH, LLC KRUZE
CLEAR CREEK ROBERT PARLASCA L.LC. KRUZE
COAL CANYON-POKER JOHN OLAGARAY LENA
COAL CANYON-POKER BINGO G. WESNER SABRINA
COAL CANYON-POKER DUNCAN FAMILY 2002 TRUST SABRINA
COYOTE ESTILL RANCHES LLC ANGIE
COYOTE LENA S. AND WILLEY COURTNEY ANGIE
COYOTE HILLS JOHN W. UGALDE LENA
CROWLEY CREEK BARTELL RANCH, LLC KRUZE
DAVEYTOWN HENRY V. MCERQUIAGA KRUZE
DAVEYTOWN HOME RANCH LLC WES
DEER CREEK TODD AND JOSI WEAGANT ANGIE
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DESERT QUEEN CERESOLA ESTATE DBA CERESOLA BROTHERS SABRINA
DESERT QUEEN GREEN GOAT RESTORATION LLC SABRINA
DESERT QUEEN STAN CERESOLA SABRINA
DESERT VALLEY DELONG RANCHES. INC. LENA
DESERT VALLEY MEL HUMMEL LENA
DIAMOND § CRAWFORD CATTLE WES
DOLLY HAYDEN MARVEL LAND AND LIVESTOCK, LLC SABRINA
T DOUBLE H GRACE M. MCERQUIAGA FAMILY TRUST KRUZE
DYKE HOT WOODWARD RANCH LLC WES
EDEN VALLEY FRANK AND KATHY BENGOA KRUZE
FLAT CREEK KIRK D. MADER LENA
FORT SCOTT HS RANCH KRUZE
GALLAGHER FLAT GRACE M. MCERQUIAGA FAMILY TRUST KRUZE
GALLAGHER FLAT HENRY V. MCERQUIAGA KRUZE
GOLCONDA BUTTE CRAWFORD CATTLE WES
GOLDBANKS ELLC GRAZING MEMBERSHIP LLC SABRINA
GOLDBANKS MARVEL LAND AND LIVESTOCK, LLC SABRINA
GRANITE KENNETH BUCKINGHAM SABRINA
GRANITE ROBERT BUCKINGHAM SABRINA
HANSON CREEK HS RANCH KRUZE
HAPPY CREEK HAPPY CREEK, INC. ANGIE
HARMONY E. JAMES AND BETHANY THOMPSON KRUZE
 HARMONY PEDROLI RANCHES KRUZE
HOLE IN THE WALL JERSEY VALLEY CATTLE COMPANY, LLC SABRINA
HOME STATION GAP JERSEY VALLEY CATTLE COMPANY, LLC SABRINA
- HORSE CREEK HENRY V. MCERQUIAGA KRUZE
HOT SPRINGS PEAK JERRY HARPER KRUZE
HUMBOLDT HOUSE JOHN BELL LENA
HUMBOLDT HOUSE JOHN OLAGARAY LENA
HUMBOLDT HOUSE THE ROSE OF SNOWVILLE LLC WES
HUMBOLDT SINK CARL CLINGER SABRINA
HUMBOLDT SINK GREEN GOAT RESTORATION LLC SABRINA
HUMBOLDT VALLEY T QUARTER CIRCLE RANCHES, INC KRUZE
HUMBOLDT VALLEY HUMBOLDT RANCHES LENA
HUMBOLDT VALLEY THACKER PROPERTIES, INC. LENA
HUMBOLDT VALLEY THE ROSE OF SNOWVILLE LLC WES
INDIAN CREEK FORREST AND LILLA BELL FAMILY TRUST LENA
IRON POINT GENE AND JO CHRISTISON FAMILY TRUST SABRINA
[RON POINT JIM & SUE CHRISTISON SABRINA
[RON POINT PINSON RANCH SABRINA
JACKSON MOUNTAIN DELONG RANCHES. INC. ANGIE
JERSEY VALLEY JERSEY VALLEY CATTLE COMPANY, LLC SABRINA
JORDAN MEADOWS HOME RANCH LLC WES
KINGS RIVER JAMES R. BUELL, VMD SABRINA
KLONDIKE THE SHINING K, LLC LENA
KNOTT CREEK KNOTT CREEK RANCH R.D.D. INCORPORATED ANGIE
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LEADVILLE B ROBERT R. DEPAOLL ANGIE
LITTLE HORSE CREEK HENRY V. MCERQUIAGA KRUZE
LITTLE HORSE CREEK THEODORE MCERQUIAGA KRUZE

LITTLE OWYHEE CRAWFORD CATTLE WES
LONG CANYON LEON FREY LENA
LOWER QUINN WILSON RANCH. INC. LENA

MAIUBA JOHN ESPIL SHEEP COMPANY, INC. ANGIE
MAJUBA DUFURRENA SHEEP COMPANY KRUZE
MAJUBA THE ROSE OF SNOWVILLE LLC WES
MARTIN CREEK DANIEL AND DEMETRIA GORDAN LENA
MELODY E. JAMES AND BETHANY THOMPSON KRUZE
MORMAN DAN DELONG RANCHES. INC. ANGIE
MULLININ JOHN BELL LENA
05G0O0D GENE AND JO CHRISTISON FAMILY TRUST SABRINA
0SGOOD JIM & SUE CHRISTISON SABRINA
05GOOD PINSON RANCH SABRINA
PAIUTE MEADOWS PAIUTE MEADOWS GRAZING ASSOCIATION. LLC ANGIE
PARADISE HILL KEN SMITH KRUZE
PINE FOREST PINE FOREST LAND & STOCK COMPANY ANGIE
PLEASANT VALLEY CRAWFORD CATTLE WES
PLEASANT VALLEY VESCO RANCH WES
POLE CANYON RODEO CREEKAa:gPé)CL& g:)r;\'nf\' GRAZING —
POLE CREEK JOHN AND JOHNA BELL LENA
PRINCE ROYAL JOHN BELL LENA
PRINCE ROYAL JOHN OLAGARAY  LENA
PROVO FIVE FINGERS GRAZING ASSOCIATION, L.L.C LENA
PUEBLO MOUNTAIN MOSER RANCH L1LC LENA

PUMPERNICKEL CHESTER F. DAWSON EXEMPTION TRUST SABRINA
PUMPERNICKEL ELLC GRAZING MEMBERSHIP LLC SABRINA
PUMPERNICKEL RICHARD & NANCY ROSASCO) SABRINA
PUMPERNICKEL _ ROGER JOHNSON SABRINA

RAGGED TOP JOHN ESPIL SHEEP COMPANY INC. ANGIE
RAGGED TOP JOHN OLAGARAY LENA
RAWHIDE THE SHINING K, LLC LENA
RAWHIDE JOHN OLAGARAY LENA
RAWHIDE CRAWFORD CATTLE WES
RAWHIDE VESCO RANCH WES
REBEL CREEK RON & DENISE CERRI KRUZE
ROCK CREEK RICHARD & NANCY ROSASCO SABRINA
RODEG CREER RODEO CREEKA.SSLSPé)é_iEA EQ)»;YON GRAZING PR

RYEPATCH FORREST AND LILLA BELL FAMILY TRUST LENA

RYEPATCH JOHN BELL LENA

RYEPATCH JOHN OLAGARAY LENA

SAND DUNES MIKE MCNINCH KRUZE
SAND DUNES PEDROLI RANCHES KRUZE
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SAND DUNES

T QUARTER CIRCLE RANCHES, INC KRUZE
SAND PASS T QUARTER CIRCLE RANCHES. INC KRUZE
SCOTT SPRINGS CRAWFORD CATTLE WES
SINGUS KEYSTONE RANCH INC SABRINA
$OD HOUSE HAPPY CREEK INC ANGIE
SOLDIER MEADOWS BTAZ NEVADA LLC ANGIE
SOLID SILVER ROBERT BUCKINGHAM SABRINA
SONOMA PIQUET T&G TRUST AND LEVI P. PIQUET KRUZE
SOUTH ROCHESTER THE SHINING K. LLC LENA
SOUTH ROCHESTER JOHN OLAGARAY LENA
SOUTH ROCHESTER CRAWFORD CATTLE WES
SPRING CREEK PETEJ. MARVEL AND KATHI F. MARVEL FAMILY TRUST LENA
STAR PEAK JOHN OLAGARAY LENA
STAR PEAK SALVADOR GALINDO LENA
STAR PEAK THACKER PROPERTIES, INC. LENA
STAR PEAK THE SHINING K. LLC LENA
SUGAR LOAF ROBERT GORDON LENA
THOMAS CREEK [ JAMES AND BETHANY THOMPSON KRUZE
THOMAS CREEK GARTH AMOS KRUZE
uc UC RANCH LLC WES
UPPER QUINN RIVER RON & DENISE CERRI KRUZE
UPPER QUINN RIVER SNAPFIELD GRAZING ASSOCIATION LLC KRUZE
WASHBURN STEVE AND AMORITA MAHER KRUZE
WHITE HORSE HUMBOLDT RANCHES LENA
WILDER-QUINN CASEY, PETE & NAOMI KRUZE
WILDER-QUINN DUFURRENA SHEEP COMPANY KRUZE
WILDER-QUINN QUINN RIVER CROSSING RANCH, LLC KRUZE
WILLIAM STOCK NINETY SIX RANCH LENA
WILLIAM STOCK T FIVE RANCH LLC LENA
WILLOW CREEK RON & DENISE CERRI KRUZE
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United States Department of the Interior

BURFAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT
Mount Lewis Field Office
50 Bastian Road
Battle Mountain, Nevada 89820
Phone; 775-635-4000 Fax: 7735-635-4034
htps://www.blm.gov/nevada

In Reply Refer To:
6711/9217/9220/9264 (NVBO10)

Dear Interested Public

Enclosed please find the 2018 Dry Creek Fire Wildfire Management and Livestock Closure
Decisions. If you have any questions, please contact Anna O’Brien Emergency Stabilization and
Rehabilitation Lead 775-635-4175.

Sincerely,
W, J“/‘W‘k

Jon D. Sherve
Field Manager
Mount Lewis Field Office

Enclosures
2018 Dry Creek Fire Wildfire Management and Livestock Closure Decisions
Map: 2018 Dry Creek: Location
Map: 2018 Dry Creek Fire: Perimeter
Map: 2018 Dry Creek Fire: Proposed Plantings
List of Interested Parties

cc: Interested Public
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United States Department of the Interior

BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT
Mount Lewis Field Office
50 Bastian Road
Baitle Mountain, Nevada 89820
Phone 775-635-4000 Fax: 775-635-4034
hitp://www.blm. gov nevada

In Reply Refer To: OCT 2 6 M
6711/9217/9220/9264 (NVB0100)

4

2018 Dry Creek Fire
Wildfire Management and Livestock Closure Decisions

Dear Permittees:

INTRODUCTION:

During the summer of 2018, the Dry Creek Fire bumed approximately 434 acres, all of which was on
public land within the Bureau of Land Management (BLM), Battle Mountain District Office (BMDO),
Mount Lewis Field Office (MLFO), Dry Creek Allotment (refer to the enclosed Dry Creek Fire maps).
The fire was determined to be caused by lightning., After an interdisciplinary review, it was determined
that rehabilitation was needed to maintain and/or restore important resources affected by the fire.

The fire burned Grealer Sage-Grouse, Mule Deer, and other wildlife habitat areas. An Emergency
Stabilization and Burn Area Rehabilitation (ES&R) plan was developed to determine the treatments
needed to maintain and/or restore these resources and to establish a healthy, stable ecosystem. The Dry
Creek Fire has increased the potential of wind and water erosion, and the spread of noxious weeds and
invasive/non-native plant species. If left untreated, these important resources could exhibit reduced
ecological conditions and rangeland health. To promote the success of vegetative treatments and natural
recovery, rest from livestock grazing is required. The 1987 Shoshone Eureka Resource Management Plan
(RMP) Amendment Record of Decision and the Battle Mountain District (BMD) Programmatic
Emergency Stabilization and Rehabilitation Plan, dated September 10, 2008, requires that seeded areas be
rested from livestock grazing for a minimum of two growing seasons or until objectives are met.

BACKGROUND:

The Dry Creek Fire started on Wednesday July 25, 2018, and was contained on the 27th. The Dry Creek
Fire falls wholly in Battle Mountain’s best Priority Habitat Management Area (PHMA) for the Greater
Sage-Grouse. It is also summer Mule Deer Habitat. The entire fire area is located within the Dry Creek
Allotment.

The area in which the Dry Creek Fire burned contains the largest population of Greater Sage-Grouse in
central Nevada. It is also known as some of the best Mule Deer habitat in the county. The Nevada
Division of wildlife has placed this fire as the highest priority for restoration in central Nevada and will be
assisting in the restoration process.

The Dry Creek Fire potentially burned through 11 different ecological sites, one of which is not classified
but just called Rock Outcrop. Seven of these ecological sites are range sites in the 24 Nevada series, two
are in the 25 Nevada series (one of which is a forestry site), and two are in the 28 Nevada Series. The
ecological sites and dominant plant species for each site are as follows:
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* Mountain Ridge (R024XYO016NV)- Festuca idahoensis ([daho Feseue), Poa (Bluegrass)
Artemisia arbuscula (Low Sagebrush) and Ariemisia nova (Black Sagebrush)

e Claypan [0-12 precipitation zone (p.z.) (RO24XYO18NV)- Achnatherum thurbertanum
{Thurber’s Needlegrass), Pyendorocgneria spicata ssp. spicata (Bluebunch Wheatgrass), and
Low Sagebrush

e Loamy Slope 12-14 p.z. (RO24XY021NV)- ldaho Fescue, Bluebunch Whealgmss and Artennisia
tridentata ssp. vaseyana (Mountain Big Sagebrush)

Claypan [2-16 p.z. (R024XY027NV)- Idaho Fescue, Bluebunch Wheatgrass and Low Sagebrush
South Slope 12-16 p.z. (RO24XY029NV)- Bluebunch Wheatgrass, and Mountain Sagebrush
Loamy Slope 14+ p.z. (RO24XYO32NV)- Bronus marginatus (Mountain Brome), Idsho Fescue
and Mountain Big Sagebrushy

e Stony Loam 14+ p.z. (RO24XY034NV)- ldaho Fescue, Bluebunch Wheatgrass, Artenisia
tripariite (Threelip Sagebrush), and Mountain Big Sagebrush

o Wet Meadow (ROZ5XY005NV)- Deschanipsia caespitosa (Tufted Halrgrass)

e Unnamed (FO25XY065NV)- Mountain Brome, Elfynus truchucarhs (Slender Wheatgrass),
Symphoricarpos oreophifus (Mountain Snowberry), and Populus menuloides (Quaking Aspen)
Loamy Bottom 14+ p.z. (R028BY024NV)- Basin Wildrye and Mountain Sagebrush
Loamy {6+ p.z, (RO2BBYO029NV)- Achnatherum lfettermanii (Lelterman’s Needlegrass),
Mountain Brome, and Mountain Big Sagebrush

The area that the Dry Creck Fire hurned had not historically burned. The burmn severity of the Dry Creek
fire was high; this fire burned hot and fast and there is no remaining stubble in the fire area. Historic
trends for natural recovery following fire in Nevada indicate that the lower precipitation zones show a
decreased chance of natural recovery, which is consistent the with resistance and resilience concepts
developed for the sagebrush steppe. Empirical evidence available from the 2000 and 2013 Ferguson and
the 1999 Trail Canyon fires, that all burned in neighboring mountain ranges and similar ecoregions and
elevation, helped inform management of past fire recovery in these areas. These fires show that without
post fire ceological stabilization and rehabilitation, this area is unlikely to recover and may convert to a
Bronmus tectorum (Cheat Grass) monoculture. Often times, these systems have a high potential for re-
burning and causing catastrophic, large-scale fires,

The Dry Creek Fire burned in the Simpson Park Mountain Range. The area that the Dry Creek Fire
burned is steep with most of fire being above a 30% slope. The lowest portion of (he burn is
approximately 7,220 feet above sea level and the elevation reaches up to 8,700 feet. The Dry Creek Fire
also burmed a miner road in the area. Also, within the fire are multiple drainages that have intermittent
streams. These drainages concentrate water flow during precipitation events and periads of snowmelt.
Following fire, there is increased risk of heavy erosion throughout these systems. This erosion could
nepalively aflect private properties and water quality downslope of the fire area, Most invasive exotic
vegetation establishes and thrives following disturbance, and does not effectively stabilize soils compared
te perennial vegetation.

Within the burn perimeter and the area immediately adjacent to it, there is one known noxious weed
populations, Carditus nutans (Musk Thistle). There is also a high likelihood that there are other noxious
weeds in the area that were not found while fighting the fire. Invasive exotic plants were found within the
burn like, Brons tectorum (Cheat Grass), Alysstm desertorum (Desert Madwort), Halogeton glomeratus
(Saltlover), and Lepidium perfoliatum (Chasping Pepperweed). Due to the new disturbance, it is highly
likely that external seed sources will contribute to invasive and exotic species establishment in this burn.




Objectives:

Post fire, the greatest challenge in the Great Basin Ecoregion is reducing the spread of invasive exotic
species. Additionally, there is an incrcased risk of severe erosion during precipitation events and the
introduction and spread of Nevada noxious weed species. Therefore, the BLM has established the
following objectives as standards for success on this rehabilitation project.

Each treatment will be reviewed annually to see if the objectives are being met or if the site is moving
towards meeting the objectives. If it is found that the objectives are not being met or if the site is not
moving towards meeting the objectives then a BLM interdisciplinary team will meet to decide if the site
has the potential to meet the prescribed objectives. They may determine at this time additional treatments
will be required to meet objectives. If additional treatments arc nccessary, they may plan up to an
additional five years of treatments.

Desirable Perennial Plant Communities Objective:

Establishment of perennial species is a primary objective. Healthy perennial plant communities stabilize
soil, dissipate wind and water energy, enable increased infiltration of precipitation and improve overall
habitat for wildlife. Healthy communitics are also more resilient to future disturbances and are able to
more effectively compete with invasive exotic and noxious species. The following outlines the BLM’s
desirable perennial planl community objective.

e An average of three perennial species/square meter which are rooted firmly in the soil. Species
that qualify in mecting this objective must meet one or morc of the lollowing:
o It is a species expected within the ceological site description for the site
o It is a species that [ills a functional role as a species on the ecological site description
o Itis a species that is included within the seed mix

Invasive Exotic and Noxious Species Objective:

To ensure successful establishment, invasive exotic and noxious species populations must be suppressed
within this project area, The BLM has several treatment methods proposed to meet the foliowing
objective.

s Reduce or maintain the average cover of invasive cxolic and noxious species populations to
twenty percent or less.

Monitoring:

This rehabilitation effort represents a significant financial investment by the BLM. To ensure the best
possible outcome, the BLM will monitor all treatment areas for three to five years, Monitoring will be
done to evaluate the success of rehabilitation treatments. The BLM will establish permanent
representative monitoring sites within the burned area.

Density and cover measurements will be used to determine the effectiveness of the seeding treatments.
Manitoring measurements like Line-Intercept, Gap, Density, Height, and other BLM approved methods
will be taken,to show how the vegetation is recovering. Manitoring techniques will be implemented
through methods in BLM technical references and in accordance with the 2008 Baitle Mountain ES&R
EA.

Alongside density study methods, the BLM will conduct a tug test for perennial species. The BLM will
use the tug test to determine how firmly individual plants are rooted. Plants that can be removed from the
soil without tearing the roots or stems ate not considered to be firmly established.
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Additionally, the BLM will establish photo point monitoring, which will be repeated annually. When
possible, all moniloring sites will have adjacent, non-treated reference sites established, to compare
results of the treatments,

Monitoring will focus on addressing the foliowing questions: .
e Have the desirable species been successfully established, and do they provide sufficient cover to
adequately protect the site from soil erosion?
s [s there evidence that desirable self-sustaining communities are being established?
o Is there vegetative reproduction occurring along with the establishment of the desirable species?

On October 2, 2018, the MLFO sent out a public consultation letter for the Dry Creek Fire. This
consultation letter was issued with a 15 day comment period. It discussed the proposed ES&R treatments
for the burn area, grazing closures, and the recommendations for the vegetative objectivesicriteria for
reintroduction of livestock to the burn areas. The letter served as the opportunity for the interested public,
pariners, and stakeholders, along with the state, local, and tribal governments, to provide comment to the
proposed ES&R projects that had been developed by the ES&R interdisciplinary team.

At the conclusion of the comment period, comments were received, and some of the comments were
integrated into this Decision and its DNA, while others are addressed in appendix A of the DNA.
Therefore, it is my decision to implement the management actions identified for Wildlife Management
and Grazing Closure Decisions for the 2018 Dry Creek Fire, :

WILDFIRE MANAGEMENT DECISION:

This Decision is issued under 43 CFR §4190.1 and is effective upon issuance, The BLM MLFO has
made the determination that vegetation, soil, and other resources on the public lands are at immediate risk
of erosion or other damage, due to the effects of the Francis Fire.

The following is a list of treatmenis, which were brought forward in the 2018 Francis Fire Emergency
Stabilization and Rehabilitation plan in order to protect resources impacled by the fire,

Reseeding the Burned Area:

The Dry Creek Fire will be reseeded aerially. Any changes to seed mix will take into consideration the
local site soil and climatic conditions, to provide the best possible chance for success, Prelerence in the
seed mix will be given to nalive species over non-native species to [ill the same functional roles. All
seedings will occur during the fall, winter, or spring. [ possible, seedings will be implemented shortly
before anticipated snowfall to increase the chance for success. The two treatments are explained in
further detail as follows:

The proposed drill seed mix will primarily consist of 6 perennial grasses: Bromus marginatus (Mountain
Brome), Efymus elymoides (Bottlebrush Squirteltail), Festiea idahoensis (Idaho Fescue), Leyimis
cinerews (Great Basin Wildrye), Prewdoroegneria spicata ssp. spicate (Bluebunch Wheatgrass), and Poa
nevadensis (Nevada Bluegrass). There will also be one shrub in this mix Arremisia tridentata ysp.
vaseyana {Mountain Big Sagebrush). Battle Mountain District will be donating forbs to the mix that are
already in the district’s seed supplies. Seeding will occur in the fall, winter, and early spring, shortly
before anticipated winter snowtall to assist with propagation.

A livestock closure will be implemented to allow the seeded species to establish, The grazing closure will
remain in effect until the objectives outlined above are mel or for a minimum of two growing seasons.
The grazing closure is discussed further under the grazing closure section below, To facilitate the closure,
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the rancher will work closely with the Range Staff and through actively push cattle, and implementing
strategic supplement placement, they will keep the cattle off the burn. This burn happened right by their
ranch house and in steep enough territory that they should be able to keep the cattle off the fire with
minimal work. '

Stabilizing the Creek and Hills)de:

The Dry Creek Fire is already showing signs of rill and sheet erosion down by the creek and road.
Erosion control utilizing wood or straw bales, muleh, or fabric will occur in areas where the erosion is
active. This will promote streambank stabilization in the creek, prevent high amounts of erosion and
requived maintenance on (he road, prevent blowouts of culverts, and inhibit high rates foc sedimentation
on private lands below the burn perimeter.

Invasive Exotic Plants and Noxious Weed Treatments:

Invasive exotic plants and Nevada noxious weads are known to occur within the Dry Creek Fire perimeter
and in the surrounding landscape. In order ta maximize a successful rehabilitation oulcome, the BLM
must strive to reduce both invasive exotic plants and Nevada listed noxious weeds. These species will
often times outcompete desirable native and non-native species and disrupt the overall function of any
given ecosystem. Several examples of invasive exolic plants are known to oceur within the area of the
Copper Fire include Bronus tectorum (Cheat Grass), Afyssum desertorum (Desert Madwort), Halogeton
glomeratus (Saltlover), and Lepidium perfoliatum (Clasping Pepperweed). Carduus nutans (Musk
Thistle), a Nevada listed noxious weed specics was also found within the fire. Nevada State Law requires
that all populations of noxious weed be treated.

There is an increased potential for these populations to establish and expand within burned areas.
Invasive exotic and noxious weed species can have seed banks that persist through a bum and are ofien
times the first species to germinate following a fire. Existing seed sources can be supplemented by wind,
vehicles, and livestock moving through the area. Given the extent of invasive exotic species populations,
especiully in the lowland treatment area, there is a limited potential for recovery without specific invasive
exotic and noxious weed species treatments. The BLM is proposing both chemical and targeted grazing
treatments to manage the spread of invasive exotic and noxious weed species populations.

The BLM generally spot treats populations of noxious weed species and most invasive exotic species as
part of post fire rehabilitation. The BLM wilt use an approved hetbicide mix, which will be sprayed at a
recommended rate. Monitoring and treatments will be funded under this project for a period of five years.

The BLM will use Imazapic within the fire perimeter to reduce the Cheat Grass, assist-the reseeding
measures, and promote natlive plant recovery. Imazapic is a relatively selective herbicide. It is used
primarily to suppress Cheat Grass, and it will not affect the success of seeding efforts. If this treatiment
occurs prior to the growing season of desirable perennial species, then the BLM will consider the
inclusion of a Glyphosate herbicide. Glyphosate herbicides will kill all plants it comes into contact with
as long as they are actively growing. The BLM will implement this treatment in the fall or early spring,

All chemical trealments will be entered into the National Invasive Species Information Management
System (NISIMS) or a BLM accepted alternative,

Rational:

This Decision on DNA 2018 Dry Creek Fire Emergency Stabilization, Rehabilitation, and Grazing
Closure (DOI-BLM-NV-B010-2019-0008-DNA) is effective upon issuance, in accordance with 43 CFR
4190.1, to allow implementation of treatments within a time frame consistent with the urgent nature of
burmed area rehabilitation 1o mitigate the effects of wildfire and fire suppression activities on natural




resources, Such resources include wildlife habitat, soil structure and forage values for wildlife, wild
horses, and livestock. Implementation of the treatments for the Dry Creek Fire will minimize the
potential of invasion and establishment of invasive and/or noxious weeds, provide quality forage for
wildlife, wild horses and livestock, and facilitate meeting the Northern Great Basin Resource Advisory
Council’s (RAC) Standards and Guidelines.

Analysis of the burned area and the associated range sites was completed to determine the suitability and
location of the sceding treatments, Species selected for the treatment are adapted to the range sites chosen
for treatment and will facilitate a quicker vegetative response that will stabilize soils, reduce erosion,
improve infiltration, provide competition for invasive non-native species, and replace organic litter that
was consuined by the fires, In order 1o increase the likelihood of successes, the seeding treatment will
oceur within the winter months in order to take advantage of available soil moisture. Research and
implementation of previous Emergency Stabilization (ES) and Burned Area Rehabilitation (BAR) plans
has shown success with the timing and application methods that will be utilized to implement the seeding
trealment. 1 is expected that vegetation establishment will be successtul on all siles although the
presence or absence of timely moisture will be a limiting factor,

Temporary fencing is necessary to protect the significant amount of investment being put into the fire
rehabilitation. By temporarily excluding wild horses, large ungulates, and cattle, seeded and planted
species will have the opportunity to develop robust root systems and provide a naturalized seed source to
continue the rehabilitation of the burned area with less active management required.

This Decision on 2018 Dry Creek Fire Emergency Stabilization, Rehabilitation, and Grazing Closure
(DOL-BLM-NV-B010-2019-0008-DNA) conforms to the Shoshone-Eureka Resource Management Plan
(RMP), as amended, the Northern Great Basin RAC Standards and Guidelines and the Battle Mounlain
District (BMD) Programmatic Emergency Stabilization and Rehabilitation Plan dated September 10,
2008. The proposed treatments are specifically accounted for in the Emergency Stabilization and
Rehabilitation Plan,

Decision Authority:

The authority for this Decision on 2018 Dry Creck Fire Emergency Stabilization, Rehabilitation, and
Grazing Closure (DOI-BLM-NV-B8010-2019-0008-DN4) is contained in Title 43 of the Code of Federal
Regulations (CFR) including, but not limited to the following:

§4190.1 Effect of wildfire management decisfons.

{(a) Notwithslanding the provisions of 43 CFR §4.21{a)(1), when BLM determines that vegetation, soil,
or other resources on the public lands are at substantial risk of wildfire due to drought, fuels buildup, or
other reasons, or at immediate risk of erosion or other damage due to wildfire, BLM may make a
rangeland wildfire management decision effective immediately or on a date established in the decision.
Wildfire management includes but is not limited to: '

(1) Fuel reduction or fuel treatment such as prescribed burns and mechanical, chemical, and
biological thinning methods (with or without removal of thinned materials); and

(2) Projects to stabilize and rehabilitate lands affected by wildfire.
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Appeal Provisions:

This Decision on 2048 Dry Creék Fire Emergency Stabilization, Rehabilitation, and Grazing Closure
(DOI-BLM-NV-B010-2019-0008-DNA) may be appealed to the Interior Board of Land Appeals, Office of
the Secretary, in accordance with the regulations contained in 43 CFR, Part 4 at the below address. If an
appeal is taken, your notice of appeal must be filed within this office 1o Jon 13, Sherve, Field Manager,
Mount Lewis Field Office within 30 days from the effective date of this decision. The appellant has the
burden of showing that the decision appealed from is in error. Notwithstanding the provisions of 43 CFR
§4.21(a)(1), filing a notice of appeal does not automatically suspend the effect of the decision,

United States Department of the Interior
Office of the Secretary

Board of Land Appeals

4015 Wilson Blvd., Arlington, Virginia 22203

If you wish to file a petition pursuant to regulation 43 CFR §4.21(b) and §4190.1(a) for a stay of the
effectiveness of this decision during the time that your appeal is being reviewed by the Board, the petition
for a stay must accompany your notice of appeal. A petition for a slay is required to show sufficient
justification based on the standards listed below. Copies of the notice of appeal and petition for a stay
must also be submitted to each party named on this decision and to the Interior Board of Land Appeals
and to the appropriate Office of the Solicitor (sec 43 CFR §4.413) at the same time the original
documents are filed with this office. If you request a stay, you have the burden of proof to demonstrate
that a stay should be granted.

WHERE TO FILE U.S. Department of the Interior
NOTICE OF APPEAL. . . . Bureau of Land Management

Baltle Mountain Field Office

50 Bastian Road

_ Baitle Mountain, NV 89820

SOLICITOR 1.8, Department of the Interior
ALSQCQPYTO. . . . Office of the Field Solicitor

Pacific Southwest Region

2800 Cottage Way, Room E-1712

Sacramento, CA 95825

A petition for a stay of a decision pending appeal shall show sufficient justification based on the
following standards:

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

(2) The likelihood of the appelldnt's success on the merits,

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

GRAZING CLOSURE DECISION:

This Decision on 2018 Dry Creek Fire Emergency Stabilization, Rehabilitation, and Grazing Closure
(DOI-BLM-NV-B010-2019-0008-DNA) is issued effective upon issuance in accordance 43 CFR §4110.3-
3(b) and 43 CFR §4160.3(f). The Bureau of Land Management has made the determination that
yegetation, soil, and other resources on the public tands are at immediate risk of erosion or other damage
due to wildfire and that continued grazing use poses an imminent likelihood of significant resource
damage.




. Therefore, it is my final dccision to implement the {ollowing actions;

1. Close the burned area nssociated with the Dry Creek Fire to livestock grazing beginning March
2019, The fire will remain closed for a minimum of two growing scasons or until vegetation
objectives are achieved.

~

Due to the size and vegelative communities associated with the fire, there will be a reduction of
AUMSs associated with the permits held by Dry Creek Ranch,

The current permitted Animal Use Months (AUMs) and the permittee affected by the Dry Creck Fire is
shown in Table 1,

Table 1: Cwrrent Terms and Condiriony

e | Fradn : Livestock | . ' . “Permitted
- Permittee Allotment Pasture Tyme Season of Ujs:zw O AUMS
Dry Creek Ranch | Dry Creek Allotment | Mountain Cattle April 1* to July 31# 1,765

The BLM is will temporarily reduce permitted AUMs within the fire perimeter upon issuance of the
Closure Decision. See Table 2 for further delineation of the temporary reduction of AUMs.

Table 2: Grazing Closure Redution Delfueation

; Permitted | Proposcd Temp Available AUMSs Under
Pepmilieet | AUMs Reduiction Tery Redviction
Dry Creek Ranch 1,765 46 1,719

. All grazing closures will be in effect for two growing seasons from when seeding accurs. If objectives
are not achieved within that period, the BLM will form an Interdisciplinary Team to evaluate the
effectiveness of treatments, At this time, the BLM may decide to implement additional treatmenits or to
extend/modify grazing closures. The decision to extend a grazing closure will be based on the likeliness
for further rest 1o allow the site to meet objectives; these objectives were delineated above in the section
titled *‘Objective™.

Rationale;

This Decision on 2048 Dry Creek Fire Emergency Stabitization, Rehabilitation, and Grazing Closure
(DOI-BLM-NV-B0)10-2019-0008-DNA) is being issued effective upon issnance, in accordance with 43
CFR §4110.3-3(h), in order to provide an opportunity for the burn area to recover, to allow for successful

~ establishment of seeding treatments and to limit the likelihood of significant damage to natural resources.
Rest from livestock grazing is required in order to successfully re-establish perennial vegetation, restore
plant vigor and seed production, minimize active soil erosion and minimize the post fire invasive and
noxious weed establishment (BLM H-1742-1 pg 35). The establishment of vegetation criteria
accompanied by annual moniloring will ensure that perennial vegetation will be fully recovered from the
effects of the burn prior to the re-introduction of fivestock grazing. The growing season for key perennial
grasses in the burned area approximately begins In April and ends in August depending upon the year and
the species type.
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Decision Authority:

The authority for this decision on 2018 Dry Creek Fire Emergency Stabilization, Rehabilitation, and
Grazing Closure (DOI-BLM-NV-B010-2019-0008-DNA) is contained in Title 43 of the Code of Federal
Regulations (CFR) including, but not limiled to the following:

§4110.3-3(b): When the authorized officer determines that the soil, vegetation, or other resources on the
public lands require immediate protection because of conditions such as drought, fire, flood, insect
infestation, or when continued grazing use poses an imminent likelihood of significant resource damage,
after consultation with, or a reasonable attempt to cansult with, affected permittees or lessees, the
interested public, and the State having lands or responsible for managing resources within the area, the
authorized officer shall close allotments or portions of allotments to grazing by any kind of livestock or
modify authorized grazing use notwithstanding the provisions of paragraph (a) of this section. Notices of
closure and decisions requiring modification of authorized grazing use may be issued as final decisions
effective upon issuance or on the date specified in the decision. Such decisions shall remain in effect
pending the decision on appeal unless a stay is granted by the Office of Hearings and Appeals in
accordance with 43 CFR §4.21, :

§4160.3(f): Notwithstanding the provisions of §4.21(a) of this title pertaining to the petiod during which
a final decision wil not be in effect, the authorized officer may provide that the final decision shall be
effective upon issuance or on a date established in the decision and shall remain in effect pending the
decision on appeal unless a stay is granted by the Office of Hearings and Appeals when the authorized
officer has made a determination in accordance with §4110.3-3(b), or §4150.2(d). Nothing in this section
shall affect the authority of the Director of the Office of Hearings and Appeals or the Interior Board of
Land Appeals to place decisions in full force and effect as provided in §4.21(a)(1) of this title.

Appeal Provisions:

In accordance with 43 CFR §4.470, and §4160.4, any person whose interest is adversely affected by a
final decision of the authorized officer may appeal the decision for the purpose of a hearing before an
administeative law judge, The appeal must be filed within 30 days after receipt of the final decision. In
accordance with 43 CFR §4.470, the appeal shall slate clearly and concisely the reason(s) why the
appellant thinks the final decision of the authorized officer is wrong.

Pursuant to 43 CFR §4.471 and §4160.4, an appellant also may petition for a stay of the final decision
pending appeal by filing a petition for stay along with the appeal within 30 days after receipt of the final
decision.

The appeal and any petition for stay must be filed at the office of the authorized ofticer, Jon Sherve, Field
Manager, Mount Lewis Field Office. Within 15 days of filing the appeal and any petition for stay, the
appellant also must serve a copy of the appeal and any petition for stay on any person named in the
decision and listed at the end of the decision, and on the Office of the Solicitor.

» WHERE TO FILE U.S. Department of the Interior
NOTICE OF AFPEAL. . . . Bureau of Land Management
; Battle Mountain Field Office -
50 Bastian Road

Battle Mountain, NV 89820
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SOLICITOR U.S. Department of the Interior
ALSO COPYTO. . . . Office of the Field Solicilor
Pacific Southwest Region
2800 Cottage Way, Room E-1712
Sacramento, CA 95825

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

(n The relative harm (o the parties if the stay is granted or denied,

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

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

43 CFR §4.471(d) provides that the appellant requesting a stay bears the burden of proof to demonstrate
that a stay should be granted.

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

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

Jon D. Sherve
Field Manager
Mount Lewis Field Office

Enclosure(s)
Map: 2018 Dry Creck Fire Map: Location
Map: 2018 Dry Creek Fire Map: Perimeter
Map: 2018 Dry Creek Fire Map: Proposed Plantings
List of Interested Parties

cc: Interested Public
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Cathy Cecl
7033 Divot Drive
LaVerne, CA 91750

Steven Carier
P.0. Box 27
Lund, NV 898317

Barrick Cortez Inc. Ranches
Al Plank
HC 66 Box 1250
Crescent Valley, NV 89821

Center for Biological Diversity
Patrick Donnelly
PO Box 364414

North Las Vegas, NV 89036

Esmeralda CountyCommissioners
Nancy Boland
P.O. BOX 517
Goldfield, NV 88013

Gandolfo Ranch

William Gandclfa
HCB1 Box 6165

Austin , NV 89310

Harry Brown Family Trust
Harry Brown
HC-61, Box 6145
Austin , NV 88310

Lander County Planning
Kyla Bright
50 Stale Route 305
Battle Mountain, NV 89820

N-6 Grazing Soard
Henry Filippini Jr.
HC 61 Box 70
Dattle Mountain, NV 88820

Nevada Cattlieman's Association

Kaley Sproul
P.O. Box 310
Elko, NV 89803

Glenn Alexander
227 North highland Dr.
Winnemucca, NV 98445

American Farm Mortgage Company
Lynn Ashby
8901 Greaneway Commons P, Suite 200
Louisvile , KY 40220

Barrick Cortez Inc, Ranches
Doug Groves
HC-66, Box 1250
Crescent Valley, NV 89821

Churchiil County Commissianers
155 N Taylor St., #110
Fallon, NV 82406

Eureka County DNR
P.O. Box 682
Eureka, NV 89316

Grass Valley Ranch LI C
Jerry Lancasler
HC&5, Box 500

Austin , NV 83310

L&N Livestock
Lance Knudsen
HC 65, Box 50
Carlin, NV 88822

Lander County PLUAC
Phillp Williams
P.O. Box 767
Austin , NV 89310

NDOW
Caleb McAdoo
60 Youth Center Road
Elko, NV 89801

Nevada Department of Transportalion
Steve Cooke
1263 S. Stewart Street
Carson City, NV 89701
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Lorinda Whitman
HC60 Bax 51363
Round Mountain, NV 89045

Badger/Chiara Ranches
Dan/Eddyann Filippini
HC-81, Box 65 Badger Ranch Road
Battle Mountain, NV 89820

BTAZ NV
John Young
P.O Box 1187
Round Mountain, NV 89045

Damele Partnership
Pete and Tom Damele
HC-31, Box 10
Austin , NV 89310

Eureka County DNR
Jim Baumann
P.0. Box 308

Eureka, NV 89316

Great Basin Resource Watch
John Hadder
P.0. Box 207
Reno, NV 89504

Lander Co Commissioners
50 Stale Route 305
Battle Mountain, NV 89820

Lander County Public Lands
Frank Whitman
FO Bex 239
Austin , NV 83310

NDOW
Jeremy Lutz
525 Round Mountain Driva
Rattle Mountain, NV 89820

Nevada Department of Wildlife
Alan Jenne

1100 Valley Road

Reno, NV 89512




Nevada Department of Wildlife
Clint Garrett
P.Q. Box 592
Eureka, NV 89316

Nevada State Clearinghouse
Skip Canfield
901 8. Stewart Street, Suite 5003
Carson Clty, NV 89701

NRAC
Jim Wise
P.0O. Box 327
Eureka, NV 89316

NRAC
Mike Protani
P.Q. Box 654
Eureka, NV 89316

NV Depart. Of Agriculture
David Voth
4780 East Idaho Street
Elko, NV 83801

Sadler Ranch
Levi Shoda
HCB2, Box 62175
Eureka, NV 89316

U.S Fish & Wildlife Service - Reno
1340 Finaclal Blvd, Suite 234
Rena, NV 89502

Western Watersheds Project
Scoll Lake
P.O. Box 2863
Boise, 1D 83701

Wildlands Defense
Katla Fite
P.O. Box 125
Bosie, ID 83701

Nevada Department of Wildlife
Terl Slatauski
P.O. Box 1032
Tonopah, NV 89048

NightWatch Marine
Pam Harrington
3089 Crescent Ave,
Crescent Valley, NV 89521

NRAC
Ken Conley
HC 62 Box 646
Eureka, NV 89316

NRAC
Mike Rebaleati
P.0. Box 321
Eureka, NV 89316

Nye County Commissioner
PO BOX 153
Tenopah, NV 80049

Synergy Resource Solutions, nc
Jack Alaxander
5393 Hamm Road
Bellgrade, MT 59714

W. Shoshone Descendants of Big Smokey
Felix |ke
1949 Circle Way
Elko, NV 83801

White Sage Grazing
Jorry and Tana Masterpool
573 CR 3525
Paradise, TX 76073

Nevada Department of Wildlife - Cly
Moira Kolada
1218 N, Alpha St
Ely, NV 89301

NRAC
Gary McCuin
P.O. Box 611
Eureka, NV 89316

NRAC
Lee Damele
HC 62 Box 62310
Eureka, NV 89316

NRAC
Paul Efzer
P.O. Box 351
Eurcka, NV 89316

Paris Ranch
Bert Paris
HC81 Box 140
Battle Mountain, NV 89820 ‘

Town of Tonopzh
James Eason
P.O. Box 151

Tonopah, NV 89042

Sy

Western Watersheds Project
Kelly Fuller
P.O. Box 779
Depoe Bay, OR 97341

Wild Horse Education
Laura Leigh

2016 Lemmon Dr, #316 !

Reno, NV 89506




MATIONAL FTSTEM OF PUSLIC LAHDS

WA DIPARTMINT CF THE INTIRIDR
WALAU OF LD MARAGIMDNE

United States Department of the Interior

BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT
Mount Lewis Field Office
50 Bastian Road
Battle Mountain. Nevada 89820
Phone: 775-635-4000 Fax: 775-635-4034
https: www.blm.goy nevada

In Reply Refer To:
6711/9217/9220/9264 (NVBO10)

Dear Interested Public

Enclosed please find the 2018 Copper Fire Wildfire Management and Livestock C losure
Decisions. 1f you have any questions, please contact Anna O’Brien Emergency Stabilization and
Rehabilitation Lead 775-635-4175.

Sincerely,

Al e

Jon D. Sherve
Field Manager
Mount Lewis Field Office

Enclosures
2018 Copper Fire Wildfire Management and Livestock Closure Decisions
Map: 2018 Copper and Copper FFire: Location
Map: 2018 Copper Fire: Perimeter
Map: 2018 Copper Fire: Proposed Fence Lines and Plantings
List of Interested Parties

cc: Interested Public
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mACmAL STTTLS OF FULE LAWDY

United States Department of the Interior

BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT
Mount Lewis Feld Office

50 Bastian Road
Battle Mountain, Nevada 89820
Phone: 775-635-4000 Fax: 775-635-4034
hitp: www.blm.gov nevada . \\
In Reply Refer To: g N
6711/9217/9220/9264 (NVBO100) C°T26 2010

42018 Copper Fire
Wildfire Management and Livestock Closure Decisions

Dear Permittees:

INTRODUCTION:

During the summer of 2018, the Copper Fire burned approximately 716 acres, all of which was on public
land within the Bureau of Land Management (BLM), Battle Mountain District Office (BMDO), Mount
Lewis Field Office (MLFO), Carico Lake Allotment (refer to the enclosed Copper Fire maps). The fire
was determined 1o be caused by lightning. Afier an interdisciplinary review, it was determined that
rehabilitation was needed to maintain and/or restore imporiant resources affected by the fire.

The fire burned Greater Sage-Grouse, Pronghorn, Mule Deer, and other wildlife habitat areas. An
Emergency Stabilization and Burn Area Rehabilitation (ES&R) plan was developed to determine the
(reatments needed to maintain and/or restore these resources and to establish a healthy, stable ecosystem.
The Copper Fire has increased the potential of wind and water erosion, and the spread of noxious weeds
and invasive/non-native plant species. If left untreated, these important resources could exhibit reduced
ecological conditions and rangeland health. To promote the success of vegelative treatments and natural
recovery, rest from livestock grazing is required. The 1987 Shoshone Eureka Resource Management Plan
(RMP) Amendment Record of Decision and the Battle Mountain District (BMD) Programmatic
Emergency Stabilization and Rehabilitation Plan, dated September 10, 2008, requires that seeded areas be
rested from livestock grazing for a minimum of two growing seasons or until objectives are met.

BACKGROUND:

The Copper Fire started on Saturday July 21, 2018, and was contained the following day. The Copper
Fire burmed 322 acres of Greater Sage-Grouse's Other Habitat Management Area (OHMA) and 263 acres
of General Habitat Management Area (GHMA). The Pronghomed Antelope habitat is split between 692
acres of winter habitat and 24 acres of year round habitat. The whole fire is in winter Mule Deer habitat.
The entire fire area is also in the Carico Lake Allotment.

The Copper Fire potentially burned through 3 different ecological sites, one of which is not classified but
just called Rock Outcrop. All of the ecological sites are range sites in the 24 Nevada series. The
ecological sites and dominant plant species for each site are as follows:

« Loamy 5-8 precipitation zone (p.2.) (RO24XYO002NV)- Achantherum hymenoides (Indian

Ricegrass), Atriplex confertifolia (Shadscale), and Picrothamnus desertorum (Bud Sagebrush)
» Silty 4-8 p.z. (R024XYO004NV)- Indian Ricegrass and Krascheninnikovia lanata (Winterfat)
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The area that the Copper Fire burhed had not historically burned. The burn severity of the Copper fire
was high; this fire bumed hot and fast and there is no remaining stubble in the fire area. Historic trends
for natural recovery following fire in Nevada indicale that the lower precipitation zones show a decreased
chance of natural recovery, which is consistent the with resistance and resilience concepts developed for
the sagebrush steppe. Empirical evidence available from the nearby 1999 Filippini, 2007 Elephant Head,
and 2016 Carico fires, that ali burned in neighboring meuntain ranges and similar ecoregions and
elevation, helped inform management of past fire recovery in these aress. These fires show that without
post fire ceological stabilization and rehabilitation, this area is unlikely to recover and may convert to a
Bronus tectorim (Cheat Grass) monoculture. Often times, these systems have a high potential for re-
burning and causing catastrophic, large-scale fires, - ’

The Copper Fire was located within the Toiyabe Mountain Range. The area that the Copper Fire
burned is relatively flat with a less than 10 % slope. The lowest portion of the bum is approximately
4,840 feet above sea level andthe elevation reaches up to 5,040 feet. The Copper Fire also burned some
minor roads in the area. There is a high potential for increased erosion to impact these roads. Also,
within the fire are multiple drainages that have intermittent streams. These drainages concentrale water
flow during precipitation cvents and periods of snowmelt. Following fire, there is increased risk of heavy
erosion throughout these systems. This erosion could negatively affect private properties and water
quality downslope of the fire area. Most invasive exotic vegelation establishes and thrives following
disturbance, and does not effectively stabilize soils compared to perennial vegetation.

Within the burn perimeter and the area immediately adjacent (o it, there are no known noxious weed
populations. The likelihood that there are unreported noxious weeds in the area is high based on the
known infestations in similar arcas near the fire perimeter. Invasive exotic plants were found within the
burn, Bromus tectorum (Cheat Grass), Alyssum desertorum {Desert Madwaornt), Halogeton glomeratus
(Saltlover), and Lepidium perfolianam (Clasping Pepperweed), Due to the new disturbance, it is highly
likely that external seed sources will contribute to invasive and exotic species establishment in this bun.

Obicctives:

Post fire, the greatest challenge in the Great Basin Ecoregion is reducing the spread of invasive exotic
species. Additionally, there is an increased risk of severe erosion during precipitation events and the
introduction and spread of Nevada noxious weed species. Therefore, the BLM has established the
following objectives as standards for success on this rehabilitation project,

Each treatment will be reviewed annually to see if the objectives are being met or if the site is moving
towards meeting the objectives, Ifit is found that the objeclives are not being met or if the site is not
moving towards meeting the objectives then a BLM interdisciplinary team will meet to decide if the site
has the potential lo meet the prescribed objectives, They may defermine at this time additional treatments
will be required to meel objectives, If additional treatments are necessary, they may plan up te an
additional five years of treatments.

Desirable Perennial Plang Communpities Objective:

Establishment of perennial species is a primary objective. Healthy perennial plant communities stabilize
soil, dissipate wind and water energy, cnable increased infiltration of precipitation and improve overall
habitat for wildlife. Healthy communities are also more resilient to future disturbances and aye able to
more effectively compete with invasive exotic and noxious species, The following outlines the BLM’s
desirable perennial plant community objective.

* Anaverage of three perennial species/square meter which are rooted firmly in the soil. Species
that qualify in mecting this objective must meet one or more of the following:

#)
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o Itis a species expecied within the ecological site description for the site
o It is a species that fills a functional role as a species on the ecological site description
o Itis a species that is included within the seed mix

Invasive Exotic and Noxious Species Objective:

T'o ensure successful establishment, invasive exolic and noxious species populations must be suppressed
within this project area, The BLM has several Lreatment methods proposed to meet the following
objective. '

e Reduce or maintain the average cover of invasive exotic and noxious species populations to
twenty percent or less.

Monitoring:

This rehabilitation effort represents a significant financial investment by the BLM. To ensure the best
possible outcome, the BLM will monitor all treatment areas for three lo five years. Monitoring will be
done to evaluate the success of rehabilitation treatments. The BLM will establish permanent
representative monitoring sites within the burmed area.

Density and cover measurements will be used to determine the effectiveness of the seeding treatments.
Meonitoring measurements like Line-Intercept, Gap, Density, Height, and other BLM approved methods
will be taken to show how the vegetation is recovering. Monitoring techniques will be implemenied
through methods in BLM technical references and in accordance with the 2008 Battle Mountain ES&R
EA.

Alongside density study methods, the BLM will conduct a tug test for perennial species. The BLM will
use the tug test to determine how firmly individual plants are rooted. Plants that can be removed from the
soil without tearing the roots or stems are not considered to be firmly established.

Additionally, the BLM will establish photo point monitoring, which will be repeated annually. When
possible, all monitoring sites will have adjacent, non-treated reference sites established, to compare
results of the treatments.

Monitoring will focus on addressing the following questions;
e Have the desirable species been successfully established, and do they provide sufficient cover to
adequately protect the site from soil erosion?
o s there cvidence thal desirable self-sustaining communities are being established? '
o Is there vegetative reproduction occurring along with the establishment of the desirable species?

On October 2, 2018, the MLFO seat out a public consultation letter for the Copper Fire. This
consultation letter was issued with a 15 day comment period. It discussed the proposed ES&R treatments
for the burn area, grazing closures, and the recommendations for the vegetative objectives/criteria for
reintroduction of livestock to the burn areas. The letter served as the opportunity for the interested public,
pariners, and stakeholders, along with the state, local, and tribal governments, to provide comment (0 the
proposed ES&R projects that had been developed by the ES&R interdisciplinary team.

At the conclusion of the comment period, comments were received, and come of the comments were
integrated into this Decision and its DNA, while others are addressed in appendix A of the DNA.
Therefore, it is my decision to implement (he management actions identified for Wildlife Management
and Grazing Closure Decisions for the 2018 Copper Fire.
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WILDFIRE MANAGEMENT DECISION:

This Decision is issued under 43 CFR §4190.1 and is effective upon issuance. The BLM MLFO has
made the determination that vegetation, soil, and other resources on the public lands are at immediate risk
of erosion or other damage, due to the effects of the Copper Fire,

The following is a list of treatments, which were brought forward in the 2018 Copper Fire Emergency
Stabilization and Rehabititation plan in order to protect resources impacled by the fire.

Reseeding the Burned Area:

The Copper Fire will be resceded with a drill séeder. Any changes to seed mix will take into
consideration the local site soil and climatic conditions, to provide the best possible chance for success.
Preference in the sced mix will be given 1o native species over non-native species to fill the same
functional roles. All seedings will ocour during the fall, winter, or spring. If possible, seedings will be
implemented shorily before anticipated snowfall to increase the chance for success, The lwo Ireatments
are explained in {urther delail as follows:

The proposed drill seed mix will primarily consist of 6 perennial grasses: Achantherim hymenoides
(Indian Ricegrass), Elynnis elymoides (Bottlebrush Squirreltail), Leynuus cinerens (Great Basin Wildrye),
Poa secunda (Sandberg’s Bluegrass), Distichlis spicata (Inland Saltgrass) and Hesperostipa comaia
(Needle and Thread Grass). 4 shrubs: Atriplex confertifolia (Shadscale), Artemisia tridentata 35,
Wyomingensis (Wyoming Big Sagebrush) and Grayia spinosa (Spiny Hopsage) and Sarcobatus
vermiculatus (Black Greasewood): and 2 forb: Bassia prostrata (Forage Kochia), and Sphaeralcea
munroana (Munroes Globemallow), The drill mix will be used on the [lats on public land throughout the
fire and will avoid rock outcrops, unburned islands, and any identified historic properties. Seeding will
oceur in the fall, winter, and carly spring, shortly before anticipated winter snowfall to assist with
propagation.

A livestock closure will be implemented to allow the seeded species lo establish. The grazing closure will
remain in effect until the objectives outlined above are met or for a minimum of lwo growing seasons.
The grazing closure is discussed further under the grazing closure scction below. To facilitate the closure,
approximately 5 miles of fence will be installed around the perimeter of the fire. The fence should be
constructed before the growing season and prior to turnout in that pasture/ allotment. This time frame
should minimize the detrimental effects of grazing on sprouting seeding treatments. Once site objectives
are met and the closure is lifted, the fence will be removed. The fence will be metal T-post and barbed
wire construction with 2 strands of barbed wire and 1 smooth bottom wire. Corners will be easy panels
and gates will be placed at a minimum of every mile, to allow for removal of animals in the
event that livestock enter the exclosure accidently. Sage-Grouse fence markers will be placed
along the fence line if it falls within % a mile of any leks.

Invasive Exotic Plants and Noxious Weed Treatments:

Invasive exotic plants are known to oceur within the Copper Fire perimeter and in the surrounding
landscape. In order to maximize a successful rehabilitation outcome, the BLM must strive to reduce both
invasive exotic plants and Nevada listed noxious weeds. These species will often times outcompete
desirable native and non-native species and disrupt the overall function of any given ecosystem. Several
examples of invasive exotic plants are known to oceur within the area of the Copper Fire include Bromus
tectornum (Cheat Grass), Alysstm desertorum (Desert Madwort), Halageton glomeratus (Saltlover), and
Lepidium perfolionun (Clasping Pepperweed). There were no known Nevada listed noxious weed species
found within the fire. Nevada State Law requires that all populations of noxious weed be treated.
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There is an increased potential for these populations to establish and expand within burned areas.
Invasive exotic and noxious weed species can have seed banks that persist through a burn and are often
times the first specics to germinate following a fire. Existing seed sources can be supplemented by wind,
vehicles, and livestock moving through the area. Given the extent of invasive exotic species populations,
especially in the lowland treatment area, there is a limited potential for recovery without specific invasive
exotic and noxious weed species treatments, The BLM is proposing both chemical and tarpeted grazing
treatments to manage the spread of invasive exotic and noxious weed species populations.

“I'ne BLM generally spot treats populations of noxious weed species and most invasive exolic species as
part of post fire rehabilitation. The BLM will use an approved herbicide mix, which will be sprayed at a
recommended rate. Manitoring and treatments will be funded under this project for a period of five years.

The BLM will use Imazapic within the fire perimeter to reduce the Cheat Grass, assis! the reseeding
measures, and promote native planl recovery. Imazapic is a relatively selective herbicide. It is used
primarily to suppress Cheat Grass, and it will not affect the success of sceding efforts. 1f this treatment
aceurs prior to the growing season of desirable perennial species, then the BLM will consider the
inclusion of a Glyphosate herbicide. Glyphosate herbicides will kill all plants it comes into contact with
as long as they are actively growing. The BLM will implement this treatment in the fall or early spring.

All chemical treatments will be entered into the National Invasive Species Information Management
System (NISIMS) or a BLM accepted alternative.

Rational:

This Decision on DNA 2018 Capper Fire Emergency Stabilization, Rehabilitation, and Grazing Closure
(DOI-BLM-NY-B010-201 9.0007-DNA) is effective upon issuance, in accordance with 43 CFR 4190.1, to
allow implementation of treatments within a time frame consistent with the urgent nature of burned area
rehabilitation to mitigate the effects of wildfire and fire suppression activitics on natural resources. Such
resources include wildlife habitat, soil structure and forage values for wildlife, wild horses, and livestock,
Implementation of the treatments for the Copper Fire will minimize the potential of invasion and
establishment of invasive andfor noxious weeds, provide quality forage for wildlife, wild horses and
livestock, and facilitate meeting the Northern Great Basin Resource Advisory Council’s (RAC) Standards
and Guidelines. '

Analysis of the burned area and the associated range sites was completed to determine the suitability and
location of the seeding treatments. Species sclected for the treatment are adapted to the range sites chosen
for treatment and will facilitate a quicker vegetative response that will stabilize soils, reduce erosion,
improve infiltration, provide competition for invasive non-native species, and replace organic litter that
was consumed by the fires. In.order to increase the likelihood of successes, the seeding treatment will
occur within the winter months in order to take advantage of available s0il moisture, Research and
implementation of previous Emergency Stabilization (ES) and Burned Area Rehabilitation (BAR) plans
hias shown success with the timing and application methods that will be utilized to impleiment the seeding
treatment. 1t is expected that vegetation establishment will be successful on all sites although the
presence or absence of timely moisture will be a limiting factor.

Temporary fencing is necessary to protect the significant amount of investment being put into the fire
rehabilitation. By temporarily excluding wild horses, large ungulates, and caitle, seeded and planted
species will have the opportunity to develop robust root systems and provide a naturalized seed source (o
continue the rehabilitation of the burned area with less active management required,
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This Decision on 2018 Copper Fire Emergency Stabilization, Rehabilitation, and Grazing Closure (DOI-
BLM-NV-B010-2019-0007-DNA) conforms to the Shoshone-Eureka Resource Management Plan (RMP),
as amended, the Northern Greal Basin RAC Standards and Guidelines and the Battle Mountain District
(BMD) Programmatic Emergency Stabilization and Rehabilitation Plan dated September 10, 2008. The
proposed treatments are specifically accounted for in the Emergency Stabilization and Rehabilitation
Plan.

Decision Authority:

The authority for this Decision on 2018 Copper Fire Emergency Stabilization, Rehabilitation, and
Grazing Closure (DOI-BLM-NV-B010-20] 9-0007-DNA) is contained in Title 43 of the Code of Federal
Regulations (CFR) including, but not limited to the following; :

§4190.1 Effect of wildfire management decisions.

(a) Notwithstanding the provisions of 43 CFR §4.21(a)(1), when BLM delennines that vegetation, soil,
or other resources on the public lands are at substantial risk of wildfire due to drought, fuels buildup, or
other reasons, or at immediate risk of erosion or other damage due to wildfire, BLM may make a
rangeland wildfire management decision effective immediately or on a date established in the decision,
Wildfire management includes but is not limited to: '

(1) Fuel reduction or fuel treatment such as prescribed burns and mechanicat, chemical, and
biological thinning methods (with or without removal of thinned materials); and

(2) Projects to stabilize and rehabilitate lands affected by wildfire,
Appeal Provisions:

This Decision on 2018 Copper Fire Emergency Stabilization, Rehabilitation, und Grazing Closure (DOI-
BLM-NV-B010-2019-0007-DNA) may be appealed to the Interior Board of Land Appeals, Office of the
Secretary, in accordance with the regulations contained in 43 CFR, Parl 4 at the below address. If an
appeal is taken, your notice of appeal must be filed within this office to Jon D. Sherve, Field Manager,
Mount Lewis Field Office within 30 days from the effective date of this decision, The appellant has the
burden of showing that the decision appealed from is in error. Notwithstanding the provisions of 43 CFR
§4.21(a)(1), filing a notice of appeal docs not autornatically suspend the effect of the decision.

Linited States Department of the Interior
Office of the Secretary

Board of Land Appeals

4015 Wilson Blvd,, Arlington, Virginia 22203

If you wish to file a petition pursuant to regulation 43 CFR §4.21(b) and §4190.1(a) for a stay of the
effectiveness of this decision during the time that your appeal is being reviewed by the Board, the petition
for a siay must accompany your notice of appeal, A petition for a slay is required to show sufficient
Justification based on the standards listed below. Copies of the notice of appeal and petition for a stay
must also be submitted to each party named on this decision and 1o the Interior Board of Land Appeals
and to the appropriate Office of the Solicitor (sec 43 CFR §4.413) at the same (ime the original
documents are filed with this office. If you request a stay, you have the burden of proofto demonstrate
that a stay should be granted,
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WHERE TO FILE U.S. Department of the Interior

NOTICE OF APPEAL. . . . Bureau of Land Management
Rattle Mountain Field Office
50 Bastian Road
Battle Mountain, NV 89820
SOLICITOR U.S. Department of the Interior
ALSOCOPYTO. . . . Office of the Field Seolicitor

Pacific Southwest Region
2800 Cottage Way, Room E-1712
Sacramento, CA 95825

A petition for a stay of a decision pending appeal shall show sufficient justification based on the
following standards:

(1) The relative harm to the partics if the stay is granied or denied,

{2) The likelihood of the appellant's success on the merits,

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

GRAZING CLQSURE DECISION:

This Decision on 2018 Copper Fire Emergency Stabilization, Rehabilitation, and Grazing Closure (DOI-
BLM-NV-B010-2019-0007-DNA) is issued effective upon issuance in accordance 43 CFR §4110.3-3(b)
and 43 CER §4160.3(f). The Bureau of Land Management has made the determination that vegetation,
soil, and other resources on the public lands are al immediate risk of erosion or other damage due to
wildfire and that continued grazing use poses an imminent likelihood of significant resource damage.

Therefore, it is my final decision to implement the following actions:
1. Close the burned area associated with the Copper Fire Lo livestock grazing beginning February

2019, The fire will remain closed for a minimum of two growing seasons or unti} vegetation
objectives are achieved.

i-.}

Due to the stocking rate within this pasture and the size of the fire compared to the overall pasture
acreage, no AUMs associated with the permits held by Barrick Cortez, Inc will be temporarily
reduced. '

Tablel shows the season of use and AUMs for the Allotment as well as the temporary suspension of
AUMs associated with the fire. :

Table | Current Terms and Conditions

e ’ Livestock { Season of Permitled | Temporary AUM
_ Permiitee Allotment Pasture Type Use 1 AUMs Reduction
Bamick Cortez, | Catico Lake | Corlez Joint Eebruary 1" ,,
Inc. Allotment Venture Conle 1o March 31st i 0

All grazing closures will be in effect for two growing seasons from when seeding occurs. If objectives
are not achieved within that period, the BLM will form an Interdisciplinary Team to evaluate the
effectiveness of treatments. At this time, the BLM may decide to implement additional treatments or to
exiend/modify grazing closures. The decision to extend a grazing closure will be based on the likeliness

7
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for further rest to allow the site to meet objectives; these objectives were delineated above in the section
titled “Objective”.

Rationale:

This Decision on 2018 Copper Fire Emergency Stabilization, Rehabilitation, and Grazing Closure (DOI-
BLM-NV-BO10-2019-0007-DNA) is being issued effective upon issuance, in accordance with 43 CFR
§4110.3-3(b), in order 1o provide an opportunity for the burn area to recover, 1o alow for successful
establishment of seeding treatments and 10 limit the likelihood of significant damage to natural resources,
Rest from livestock grazing is required in order to successfully re-establish perennial vegetation, restore
plant vigor and seed production, minimize active soil ergsion and minimize the post fire invasive and
noxious weed establishment (BLM H-1742-1 pg 35). The establishment of vegetation criteria
accompanied by annual monitoring will ensure that perennial vegelation will be fully recovered from the
effects of the burn prior to the re-introcuction of livestock grazing. The growing season for key perennial
grasses in the burned area approximately begins in April and ends in August depending upon the year and
the species type.

Decision Authority:

The authority for this decision on 20§ Copper Fire Emergency Stubilization, Rehabilitation, and
Grazing Closure (DO/-BLM-NV-B0I 0-2019-0007-DNA) is contained in Title 43 of the Code of Federal
Regulations (CFR) including, but not limited to the following:

§4110.3-3(b): When the authorized officer determines that the soil, vegetation, or other resources on the
public lands require immediate protection because of conditions such as drought, fire, flood, Inseet
infestation, or when continued grazing use poses an imminent likclihood of significant resource damage,
after consultation with, or a reasonable altempt to consult with, affected permitices or lessees, the
interested public, and the State having lands or responsible for managing resources within the area, the
authorized officer shall close allotments or portions of allotments (o grazing by any kind of livestock or
modify authorized grazing usc notwithstanding the provisions of paragraph (a) of this section. Notices of
closure and decisions requiring modification of authorized grazing use may be issued as final decisfons
effective upon issuance or an the date specified in the decision. Such decisions shall remain in effeet
pending the decision on appeal unless a stay is granted by the Office of Hearings and Appeals in
accordance with 43 CFR §4.21.

§4160.3(f): Notwithstanding the provisions of §4.21(a) of this title pertaining to the period during which
a final decision will not be in effect, the authorized officer may provide that the final decision shall be
cffective upon issuance or on a date established in the decision and shall remain in effect pending the
decision on appeal unless a stay is granted by the Office of Hearings and Appeals when the authorized
officer has made a determination in accordance with §4110.3-3(b), or §4150.2(d). Nothing in this section
shall affect the authority of the Director of the Office of Hearings and Appeals or the Interior Board of
Land Appeals to place decisions in ful] force and effect as provided in §4.21(a)(1) of this title.

Appeal Provisions:

In accordance with 43 CFR §4.470, and §4160.4, any person whose interest is adversely affected by a
final decision of the authorized officer may appeal the decision for the purpose of a hearing before an
administrative law judge. The appeal must be filed within 30 days afler receipt of the final decision. In
accordance with 43 CIFR §4.470, the appeal shall state clearly and concisely the reason(s) why the
appellant thinks the final decision of the authorized officer is wrong.
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Pursuant to 43 CFR §4.471 and §4160.4, an appellant also may petition for a stay of the final decision
pending appeal by filing a petition for stay along with the appeal within 30 days afier receipl of the final
decision.

The appeal and any petition for stay must be filed at the office of the authorized officer, Jon Sherve, Field
Manager, Mount Lewis Field Office. Within 15 days of filing the appeal and any petition for stay, the
appellant also must serve a copy of the appeal and any petition for stay on any person named in the
decision and listed at the end of the decision, and on the Office of the Solicitor.

WHERE TO FILE U.S. Department of the Interior
NOTICE OF APPEAL. . . . Bureau of Land Management
Battle Mountain Field Office
50 Baslian Road
Battle Mountain, NV 89820
SOLICITOR U.S. Department of the Interior
ALSOCOPYTO. . . - Office of the Field Solicitor
Pacific Southwest Region
2800 Cottage Way, Room E-1712
Sacramento, CA 95825

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

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

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

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

43 CFR §4.471(d) provides that the appellant requesting a stay bears the burden of proof to demonsirate
that a stay should be granted.

Any person named in the decision {rom which an appeal is taken (other than the appellant) who wishes o
file a response to the petition for a stay may file with the Hearings Division a motion to intervene in the
appeal, together with the response, within 10 days after receiving the petition. Within 15 days after filing
the motion to intervene and response, the person must serve copies on the appellant, the Office of the
Solicitor and any other person named in the decision (43 CFR §4.472(b)).

At the conclusion of any document that a party musl serve, the party or it’s representalive must sign a

written statement certifying that service has been or will be made in accordance with the applicable rules
and specifying the date and manner of such service (43 CFR §4.422(c)(2)).

Sim:r::n:ly%%v{/\K
%-Aar

Jon D. Sherve

Field Manager

Mount Lewis Field Office

Enclosure(s)
Map: 2018 Copper and Copper Fire: Location
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Map: 2018 Copper Fire: Perimeter
Map: 2018 Copper Fire: Proposed Fence Lines and Plantings
List of Interested Parties
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2018 Francis and Copper Fire: Location
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2018 Copper Fire: Perimeter
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2018 Copper Fire: Proposed Fence Lines and Plantings
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Cathy Ceci
7033 Divol Drive
l.aVerne, CA 21750

Steven Carter
P.O. Box 27
Lund, NV 89317

Barrick Cortez Inc. Ranches
Al Plank
HC 86 Box 1250
Crescent Valley, NV 89821

Center for Binloglcal Diversity
Patrick Donnelly
PO Box 364414

North Las Vegas, NV 89036

Elko Land and Livestock Company
Jeff White
1665 Mountaln City Highway
Clko, NV 89801

Eureka County DNR
P.O. Box 682
Euraka, NV B3316

Gandolfo Ranch

William Gandolfc
HC61 Box 6165

Austin , NV B3310

Harry Brown Family Trust
Harry Brown
HC-61, Box 6145
Austin , NV 89310

Lander Co Commissioners
50 State Route 305
Battle Mountain, NV 89820

Lander County Public Lands
Frank Whitman
PO Box 239
Austin , NV 89310

Glenn Alexander
227 Nortn highland Dr.
Winnemucca, NV 98445

American Farm Mortgage Company
Lynn Ashhy
8901 Greeneway Commaons Pl, Suite 200
Loulsville , KY 40220

Barrick Cortez Inc. Ranches
Doug Groves
HC-66, Box 1250
Crescent Valley, NV 89821

Churehill County Commissionars
155 N Taylar St., #110
Fallon, NV 884086

Elilson Ranching Company
Bill Hall
HC-32, Box 240
Tuscarora, NV 89834

Eureka County DNR
Jim Baumann
p.0. Box 308

Eureka, NV 89316

Grass Valley Ranch LLC
Jerry Lancasler
HC65, Box 500

Austin , NV 89310

JWE Ranching
John Filippini
HC 66-46
Crescent Valley, NV 89821

Lander Counly Planning
Kyla Bright
50 State Route 305
Baitie Mountain, NV 89820

N-6 Grazing Board
Henry TFilippini Jr.
HC 61 Box 70
Battle Mountaln, NV 88820
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Lorinda Whitman
HCB0 Box 51363
Round Mountain, NV 82045

Badger/Chiara Ranches
Dan/Eddyannh Filippini
HC-61, Box 65 Badger Ranch Road
Battle Mountain, NV 88820

BTAZ NV
John Young
P.0O Box 1187
Round Mountain, NV 89045

Elko Land and Livestock Company
Hanes Holman
1655 Mountain City Highway
Elko, NV 89801

Esmeralda CountyCommissioners
Nancy Boland
P.C. BOX 817
Goldfield, NV 89013

Filippini Ranch

Shawn Mariluch

HC 61, Box 75
Battle Mountain, NV 89820

Great Basin Resource Watch
John Hadder
P.0O. Box 207
Reno, NV 89504

L&N Livestock
Lance Knudsen

HC 65, Box 50
Carlin, NV 89822

Lander County PLUAC
Philip Williams
P.O. Box 767
Austin , NV 89310

NDOW
Caleb McAdco
60 Youth Center Road
Elko, NV 89801




NDOW
Jeramy Lutz
525 Round Mountain Drive
Battle Mountain, NV 89820

Nevada Department of Wildlife
Alan Jenne
1100 Vailey Road
Reno, NV 89512

Nevada Stale Clearinghouse
Skip Canfield

901 8. Stewarl Street, Suite 5003

Carson Clty, NV 89701

NRAC
Jim Wise
- P.O. Box 327
Eureka, NV 89316

NRAC
Mike Protani
P.0. Box 654
Eureka, NV 89316

NV Deparl. Of Agriculture
David Voth
A780 East Idaho Street
Elko, NV B3801

Sadler Ranch
Levi Shoda
HC62, Box 62175
Eureka, NV 89318

Synergy Resource Solutions, Ing
Jack Alexander
5393 Hamm Road
Bellgrade, MT 59714

Tomera Ranches
Pete Tomera
P.O. Box 276
Battle Mountain, NV 89820

W. Shashone Descendants of Big Smokey

, Felix Ike
. 1949 Circle Way
Elko, NV 89801

Nevada Caltleman's Association
Kaley Sproul
P.0C. Bax 310
Elko, NV 89803

Nevada Department of Wildllfe
Clint Garrett
P.O. Box 592
Eureka, NV 89316

NightWatch Marine
Pam Harrington
3083 Crescent Ave.
Crescent Valley, NV 89821

NRAC
Ken Conley
HC 62 Box 646
Eureka, NV 89316

NRAC
Mike Rebaleat
P.O. Box 321
Eureka, NV 89316

Nye County Commissioner
PO BOX 153
Tonopah, NV 89049

Sliver Creek Ranch, INC
Pauline [nchauspe
HC-61, Box 61230
Austin , NV 89310

Tomera Ranches
Dan Tomera
P.O. Box 644
Baitle Mountain, NV 89820

Town of Tonopah
James Eason
P.O. Box 151

Tonopah, NV 89049

Western Watersheds Project
Kelly Fuller
P.0O. Box 779
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MATIOMAL STSTEM OF PUSLIC LAMCS

LS DIPANTMINT OF THI NTERICR
BLLAL OF LD MANAGLNMUNT

United States Department of the Interior

BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT
Mount Lewis Field Office
50 Bastian Road
Battle Mountain, Nevada 89820
Phone: 773-635-4000 Fax: 773-635-4034
https://www.blm.govinevada

In Reply Refer To:
6711/9217/9220/9264 (NVBO10)

Dear Interested Public

Enclosed please find the 2018 Francis Fire Wildfire Management and Livestock Closure
Decisions. If you have any questions, please contact Anna O’Brien Emergency Stabilization and
Rehabilitation Lead 775-635-4175.

Sincerely,

%Z/MO/ e

Jon D. Sherve
Field Manager
Mount Lewis Field Officc

Enclosures
2018 Francis Fire Wildfire Management and Livestock Closure Decisions
Map: 2018 Francis and Francis Fire: Location
Map: 2018 Francis Fire: Perimeter
Map: 2018 Francis Fire: Proposed Fence Lines and Plantings
List of Interested Parties

ce: Interested Public

263



Ao T OF Fumc L)

United States Department of the Interior

BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT
Mount Lewis Field Office
50 Bastian Road
Battle Mountain, Nevada 89820
Phane: 775-635-4000 Fax: 775-635-4034
hup:'www.blm.gov nevada

In Reply Refer To: - UCT 2 8 2013
6711/9217/9220/9264 (NVBO100)

2018 Francis Fire
Wildfire Management and Livestock Closure Decisions

Dear Permittees:

INTRODUCTION:

During the summer of 2018, the Francis Fire bumed approximately 1,275 acres, all of which was on
public land within the Bureau of Land Management (BLM), Battle Mountain District Office (BMDO),
Mount Lewis Field Office (MLFO), Carico Lake Allotment (refer to the enclosed Francis Fire maps).
The fire was determined to be caused by lightning. Afier an interdisciplinary review, it was determined
that rehabilitation was needed to maintain and/or restore important resources affected by the fire.

The fire burned Greater Sage-Grouse, Pronghomn, Mule Deer, and other wildlife habitat areas. An
Emergency Stabilization and Burn Area Rehabilitation (ES&R) plan was developed to determine the
treatments needed to maintain and/or restore these resources and to establish a healthy, stable ecosystem.
The Francis Fire has increased the potential of wind and water erosion, and the spread of noxious weeds
and invasive/non-native plant species. If left untreated, these important resources could exhibit reduced
ecological conditions and rangeland health. To promote the success of vegelative treatments and natural
recovery, rest from livestock grazing is required. The 1987 Shoshone Eureka Resource Management Plan
(RMP) Amendment Record of Decision and the Battle Mountain District (BMD) Programmatic
Emergency Stabilization and Rehabilitation Plan, dated September 10, 2008, requires Lhal seeded areas be
rested from livestock grazing for a minimum of two growing seasons or until objectives are met.

BACKGROUND:

The Francis Fire started on Tuesday July 24, 2018, and was contained the following day. The Francis
Fire burned 760 acres of Greater Sage-Grouse’s Other Habitat Management Area (OHMA). The entire
fire area is year round Pronghorned Antelope habitat and is within the Bald Mountain Herd Management
Area for Wild Horses. The fire area is in winter Mule Deer habitat, of which 47 of the burned acres are
considered critical winter habitat necessary for the survival of the Mule Deer in the area. The entire fire
area is in the Carico Lake Allotment.

The Francis Fire potentially burned through 8 different ecological sites, one of which is not classified but
just called Rock Outcrop. All of the ecological sites are range sites in the 24 Nevada series. The
ecological sites and dominant plant species for each site are as follows:

s Loamy 5-8 precipitation zone (p.z.) (RO24XYO002ZNV)- Achantherum hymenoides (Indian
Ricegrass), Atriplex confertifolia (Shadscale), and Picrothamnus desertorum (Bud Sagebrush)
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» Sodic Terrace 68 p.z. (RO24XYOU3INV)- Elyinus elymoides (Bottlebrush Squirrellail), Shadscale,
and Sarcobatus vermiculatys (Black Greasewood)

¢ Loamy 8-10 p.z. (RO24XYO005NV)- Achnatherum thurberiamon (Thurber’s Needlegrass), and
Artemista tridentata ssp. Wyomingenyis {(Wyoming Big Sagebrush)

e Dry Floodplain (R024XY006MNV) Leymus cinereus (Basits Wildrye), and Artentivia tridentata
ssp, tridemtata (Basin Big Sagebrush)

» Droughty Loam 8-10 p.z. (RO24XY020NV)- Indian Ricegrass, Thurber’s Needlegrass, Wyoming
Big Sage, and Grayia spinosa (Spiny Hopsagce)

e Gravelly Fan (R024XY041)- Indian Ricegrass, Basin Wildrye, Wyoming Big Sagebrush, and
Spiny Hopsage

®  Shallow Loam 8-10 p.z. (RO24XY047NV)- Indian Ricegrass, Thurber's Needlegrass, and
Wyoming Big Sagebrush.

The area that the Francis Fire burned had not historically burned. The burn severity of the Francis (ire
was high; this fire burned hot and fast and there is no remaining stubble in the fire area. Historic trends
for natural recovery following fire in Nevada indicate that the lower precipitation zones show a decreased
chance of natural recovery, which is consistenl the with resistance and resilience concepts developed for
the sagebrush steppe, Empirical evidence available from the nearby1999 Filippini, 2007 Elephant Head,
and 2016 Carico fires, that all burned in neighboring mountain ranges and similar ecoregions and
elevation, helped inform management of past fire recovery in these areas. These fires show that without
post fire ecological stabilization and rehabilitation, this area is unlikely to recover and may convert to a
Bronuiy tectarum (Cheat Grass) monoculture, Often times, these systems have a high potential for re-
burning and causing catastraphic, large-scale fires.

The Francis Fire was located within the Toiyabe Mountain Range. The eastern and western edges of the
Francis Fire are flat with a less than 10 % slope. In the center of the fire’s bum perimeter slopes reach
greater than 60 %. The lowest portion of the burn is approximately 5,000 feel above sea level and the
clevation reaches up lo 5,680 feet. The Francis Fire also bumed some minor roads in the area. There is a
high potential for increased erosion to impact these roads. Also, within the fire are multiple drainages
that have intermitient streams. These drainages concentrate water flow during precipitation events and
periods of snowmelt. Following fire, there is increased risk of heavy erosion throughout these systems.
This erosion could negatively affect private properties and water quality downslope of the fire area, Most
invasive exotic vegetation establishes and thrives following disturbance, and does not effectively stabilize
soils compared to perennial vegelation.

Within the bum perimeter and the arca immediately adjacent to it, there are no known noxious weed
populations. The likelihood that there are unreported noxious weeds in the area is high based on the
known infestations in similar areas near the fire perimeter. Invasive exotic plants were found within the
burn, Bromus tectorum (Cheat Grass), dlyssum desertorum (Desert Madwort), Halogeton glomeratus
(Saltlover), and Lepidium perfolictum (Clasping Pepperweed). Due to the new disturbance, it is highly
likely that external seed sources will contribute to invasive and exotic species establishment in this burn.

Objectives:

Post fire, the greatest challenge in the Great Basin Ecoregion is reducing the spread of invasive exotic
species. Addilionally, there is an increased risk of severe erosion during precipitation events and the
introduction and spread of Nevada noxious weed species. Therefore, the BLM has established the
following objectives as standards for success on this rehabilitation project.




Each treatment will be reviewed annually to see if the objectives are being met or if the site is moving
towards mecting the objectives. If it is found that the objectives are not being met or if the site is not
moving towards meeting the objectives then a BLM interdisciplinary team will meet 1o decide if the site
has the potential to meet the prescribed objectives. They may determine at this time additional treatments
will be required to meet objectives. If additional treatments are necessary, they may plan up to an
additional five years of treatments.

Desirable Perennial Plant Communities Objective:

Establishment of perennial species is a primary objective. Healthy perennial plant communities stabilize
soil, dissipate wind and waler energy, enable increased infiltration of precipitation and improve overall
habitat for wildlife. Healthy communities are also more resilient to future disturbances and arc able to
more effectively compete with invasive exotic and noxious species. The lollowing outlines the BLM's
desirable perennial plant community objective.

»  An average of three perennial species/square meter which are rooted firmly in the soil. Species
that qualily in meeting this objective must meet one or more of the following:
o Itis aspecies expected within the ecological site description for the site
o Itisaspecies that fills a functional role as a species on the ecological site description
o Itis a species that is included within the seed mix

Invasive Exotic and Noxious Species Objective:

To ensure successful establishment, invasive exotic and noxious species populations must be suppressed
within this project area. The BLM has several treatment methods proposed to meet the following
objective.

¢ Reduce or maintain the average cover of invasive exotic and noxious species populations to
twenty percent or less.

Monitoring:

This rehabilitation effor! represents a significant financial investment by the BLM. Tao ensure the best
possible outcoimg, the BLM will monitor all treatment areas for three to five years. Monitoring will be
done to evaluate the suecess of rehabilitation treatments. The BLM will establish permanent
representative monitoring sites within the burned area.

Density and cover measurements will be used to determine the effectiveness of the sceding treatments.
Monitoring measurements like Line-Intercept, Gap, Density, Height, and other BLM approved methods
will be taken to show how the vegetation is recovering. Monitoring lechniques will be implemented
through metheds in BLM technical references and in accordance with the 2008 Battle Mountain ES&R
CA.

Alongside density study methods, the BLM will conduct a tug test for perennial species. The BLM will
use the tug test to determine how firmly individual plants are rooted. Plants that can be remaved from the
soil without tearing the roots or stems are not considered to be firmly eslablished.

Additionally, the BLM will establish photo point menitoring, which will be repeated annually. When
possible, all monitoring sites will have adjacent, non-treated reference sites established, to compare

results of the treatments,

Monitaring will focus on addressing the following questions:
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Have the desirable species been successfully established, and do they provide sufficient cover to
adequately protect the site from soll evosion?

o [s there evidence that desirable self-sustaining conununities are being established?

« [s there vegetative reproduction occurring along with the establishment of the desirable species?

On October 2, 2018, the MLLFO senl out a public consultation letter for the Francis Fire. This
consultation letter was issued with a 15 day comment period. It discussed the proposed ES&R treatments
for the burn area, grazing closures, and the recommendations for the vegetative objectivesferiteria for
reinlroduction of livestock to the bumn areas. The letler served as the opportunity for the interested public,
partners, and stakeholders, along with the state, local, and tribal governments, to provide comment to the
proposed ES&R projects that had been developed by the ES&R interdisciplinary team.

At the conclusion of the comment period, comments were received, and some of the comments were
integrated into this Decision and its DNA, while others are addressed in appendix A of the DNA,
‘Therefore, it is my decision to implement the management actions identified for Wildlife Management
and Grazing Closure Decisions for the 2018 Prancis Fire.

WILDFIRE MANAGEMENT DECISION:

This Decision is issued under 43 CFR §4190.1 and is effective upon issvance. The BLM MLFO has
made the determination that vegetation, soll, and other resources on the publ;c lands are at immediate risk
of erosion or other damage, due to the effects of the Francis Fire,

The following is a list of treatments, which were brought forward in the 2018 Francis Fire Emergency
Stabilization and Rehabilitation plan in order to protect resources impacted by the fire.

Reseeding the Burmed Acea:

The Francis Fire will be reseeded in two separate ireatments. Each treatment will consist of different seed
mixes. 607 acres is proposed Lo be aerially seeded and the rest will be drill seeded. Due to price and
availability of sced at the time of purchase, the seed mix may change without notice. Any changes to
seed mix will take into consideration the local site soil and climatic conditions, to provide the best
pU.sSlblL chance for success, Preference in the seed mix will be given (o native species over non-native
species to fill the same functional roles. All seedings will oceur during the fall, winter, or spring. If
possible, seedings will be implemented shortly before anticipated snowfall to increase the chance for
success., The two treatments are explained in further detail as follows:

The proposed drill seed mix will primarily consist of 6 perennial grasses: Achantherum hynienoides
(Indian Ricegrass), Elymus elymoides (Bottlebrush Squirreltail), Leymus cinerens (Great Basin Wildrye},
Poa secunda {Sandberg’s Bluegrass), Distichlis spicata (Inland Saltgrass) and Hesperostipa cometa
{Needle and Thread Grass). 4 shrubs: Atriplex confertifolia (Shadscale), Artemisia tridentaia ssp.
Wyomingensis (Wyoming Big Sagebrush) and Grayia spinosa (Spiny Hopsage) and Sarcobatus
vermiculatus (Black Greasewodd); and 2 forb: Bassia prostrata (Forage Kochia), and Sphaeraleca
nuinroana (Munroes Globemallow), The drill mix wilf be used on the flats on public land throughout the
fire and will avoid rock outerops, unburned islands, and any identified historic properties.

The aerial mix is proposed to be applied where the ground is too steep for any other seed application. The
aetial mix is proposed o consist of 5 perennial grasses: Achantherum hiymenofdes (Indian Ricegrass),
Elymus elymoides (Boltlebrush Squirreltail), Leymus cinereus (Great Basin Wildrye), Poa secunda
(Sandberp's Bluegrass) and Psendoroegneria spicata ssp. spicata (Bluebunch Wheatgrass). 2 shrubs:
Artenmisiu tridentata ssp. Wyomingensis (Wyoming Big Sapebrush) and Krascheninnikovia lunata



(Winterfat), and 1 forb: Sphaeralcea munroana (Munroes Globemallow). Seeding will occur in the fall,
wintet, and early spring, shortly before anticipated winter snowfall to assist with propagation.

A livesteck closure will be implemented to allow the seeded species to establish. The grazing closure will
remain in effect until the objectives outlined above are met or for a minimum of two growing seasons.
The grazing closure is discussed further under the grazing closure section below. To facilitate the closure,
approximalely 7 miles of fence will be installed around the perimeter of the fire. The fence should be
constructed before (he growing season and prior to turnout in that pasture/ allotment. This time frame
should minimize the detrimental etfects of grazing on sprouting seeding treatments. Once sitc objeclives
are met and the closure is lifted, the fence will be removed. The fence will be metal T-post and barbed
wire construclion with 2 strands of barbed wire and I smooth bottom wire. Corners will be easy panels
and gates will be placed at a minimum of every mile, to allow for removal of animals in the
event that livestock enter the exclosure accidently. Sage-Grouse fence markers will be placed
along the fence line if it falls within %4 a mile of any leks.

Invasive Exotic Plants and Noxious Weed Treatments:

Invasive exotic plants are known to oceur within the Franeis Fire perimeter and in the surrounding
landscape. In order to maximize a successful rehabilitation outcome, the BLM must strive to reduce both
invasive exotic plants and Nevada listed noxious weeds. These species will often times outcompete
desirable native and non-native species and disrupt the overall function of any given ecosysiem. Several
examples of invasive exotic plants are known to oceur within the area of the Francis Fire include Bronues
rectorum (Cheat Grass), Alvssum desertorum (Desert Madwort), Halogeton glomeratus (Saltlover), and
Lepidium perfoliatum (Clasping Pepperweed). There were no known Nevada listed noxious weed species
found within the fire. Nevada State Law requires that all populations of noxious weed be treated.

There is an increased potential for these populations to establish and expand within burned areas.
Invasive exctic and noxious weed species can have seed banks that persist through a burn and are often
times the first species to germinate following a fire. Existing seed sources can be supplemented by wind,
vehicles, and livestock moving through the area. Given the extent of invasive exotic species populations,
especially in the lowland treatment arca, there is a limited potential for recovery without specific invasive
exotic and noxious weed species treatments. The BLM is proposing both chemical and targeted grazing
treatments to manage the spread of invasive exotic and noxious weed species populations.

The BLM generally spot treats populations of noxious weed species and most invasive exotic species as
part of post fire rehabilitation. The BLM will use an approved herbicide mix, which will be sprayed at a
recommended rate. Monitoring and treatments will be funded under this project for a period of five years.

The BLM will use Imazapic within the fire perimeter 1o reduce the Cheat Grass, assist the reseeding
measures, and promote native plant recovery. Imazapic is a relatively selective herbicide, It is used
primarily to suppress Cheat Grass, and it will not affect the success of seeding efforts. If this treatment
occurs prior to the growing season of desirable perennial species, then the BLM will consider the
inclusion of a Glyphosate hetbicide. Glyphosate herbicides will kill all plants it comes into contact with
as long as they are actively growing, The BLM will implement this treatment in the {all or early spring.

All chemical treatments will be entered into the National Invasive Species Information Management
System (NISIMS) or a BLM acecepted alternative.




Rational:

This Decision on DNA 2018 Francis Fire Emergency Stabflization, Rehabilitation, and Grazing Closure
(DOL-BLM-NV-B0I0-2019-0006-1INA) is effective upon issuapce, in accordance with 43 CFR 4190.1, o
allow implementation of (reatments within a time frame consistent with the urgent nature ol burned area
rchabilitation to mitigate the effects of wildfire and fire suppression activitics on natural resources. Such
resources include wildlife habitat, soil structure and forage values for wildlife, wild horses, and livestock.
Implementation of the treatments for the Francis Fire will minimize the potential of invasion and
eslablishment of invasive and/or noxious weeds, provide quality forage for wildlife, wild horses and
livestock, and [acilitate meeting the Northern Great Basin Resource Advisory Council’s (RAC) Standards
and Guidelines,

Analysis of the burned area and the associated range sites was completed to determine the suitability and
location of the seeding treatments. Species selected for the treatment are adapled to the range sites chosen
for treatment and will facilitale a quicker vegetative response that will stabilize soils, reduce erosion,
improve infiltration, provide competition for invasive non-native species, and replace organic litter that
was consumed by the fires, In order to increase the likelihood of successes, the seeding treatment will
oceur within the winter months in order to take advantage of available soil moisture. Research and
implementation of previous Emergency Stabilization (ES) and Burned Area Rehabilitation (BAR) plans
has shown success with the timing and application methods that will be utilized to implement the seeding
treatment. It is expected that vegetation establishment will be successful on all sites although the
presence or absence of timely moisture will be a limiting factor.

Temporary fencing is necessary to protect the significant amount of investment being put into the fire
rehabilitation. By temporarily excluding wild horses, large ungulates, and cattle, seeded and planted
species will have the opportunity to develop robust root systems and provide a naturalized seed source to
continue the rehabilitation of the burned area with less aclive management required.

This Decision on 20/8 Francis Fire Emergency Stabilization, Rehabilitation, and Grazing Closure (DOI-
BLM.NV-B0](-2019-0006-NPNA) conforms to the Shoshone-Eureka Resource Management Plan (RMP),
as amended, the Northern Great Basin RAC Standards and Guidelines and the Battle Mountain District
(BMD) Pragrammatic Emergency Stabilization and Rehabilitation Plan dated September 10, 2008. The
proposed treatments are specifically accounted for in the Emergency Stabilization and Rehabilitation
Plan.

Decision Authority:

The authority [or this Decision on 2018 Francis Fire Emergency Stabilization, Rehabilitation, and
Grazing Closure (DOL-BLM-NV-B(H 0-201 9-0006-DN4) is contained in Title 43 of the Code of Federal
Regulations (CFRY) including, but not limited to the following;

§4190.1 Effect of wildfire management decisions.

(a) Notwithstanding the provisions of 43 CFR §4.21{a){1), when BLM determines that vegetation, soil,
or other resources on the public lands are at substantial risk of wildfire due to drought, fuels buildup, or
other reasons, or al immediate risk of erosion or other damage due to wildfire, BLM may make a
rangeland wildfire management decision effective immediately or on a date established in the decision.
Wildfire management includes but is not limited to:

(1) Fuel reduction or fuel treatment such as prescribed bums and mechanical, chemical, and
biological thinning methods (with or without removal of thinned materials); and
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(2) Projects to stabilize and rehabilitate lands affected by wildfire.
Appeal Provisions:

This Decision on 2018 Francis Fire Emergency Stabilization, Rehabilitation, and Grazing Closure (DOI-
RLM-NV-B010-2019-0006-DNA} may be appealed to the Interior Board of Land Appeals, Office of the
Secretary, in accordance with the regulations contained in 43 CFR, Pant 4 at the below address, ifan
appeal is taken, your notice of appeal must be filed within this office to Jon D. Sherve, Ficld Manager,
Mount Lewis Field Office within 30 days from the effective date of this decision. The appellant has the
burden of showing that the decision appealed from is in error. Notwithatanding the provisions of 43 CFR
§4.21(a)1}, filing a notice of appeal does not automatically suspend the effect of the decision.

United States Department of the Interior
Office of the Secretary

Board of Land Appeals

4015 Wilson Blvd., Arlington, Virginia 22203

If you wish to file a petition pursuant to regulation 43 CFR §4.21(b) and §4190.1(a) for a stay of the
effectiveness of this decision during the time that your appeal is being reviewed by the Board, the petition
for a stay must accompany your notice of appeal. A petition for a stay is required to show sufficient
justification based on the standards listed below. Copies of the notice of appeal and pelition for a stay
must also be submitted to each party named on this decision and to the Interior Board of Land Appeals
and to the appropriate Office of the Solicitor (see 43 CFR §4.413) at the same time the original
documents are filed with this office. If you request a stay, you have the burden of proof to demonstrate
that a stay should be pranted.

WHERE TO FILE 1.5, Department of the Interior
NOTICE OF APPEAL. . . . Bureau of Land Management
Battle Mountain Field Office
50 Bastian Road
Baille Mountain, NV 89820
SOLICITOR U.S. Department of the Interior
ALSOCOPY TO. . . . Office of the Field Solicitor

Pacific Southwest Region
2800 Cottage Way, Room E-1712
Sacramenio, CA 95825

A petition for a stay ol a decision pending appeal shall show sufficient justification based on the
following standards:

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

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

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

GRAZING CLOSURE DECISION:

This Decision on 2018 Francis Fire Emergency Stabilization, Rehabilitation, and Grazing Closure (DOI-
BLM-NV-B010-20{ 9-0006-DXNA) is issued effective upon issuance in accordance 43 CFR §4110.3-3(b)
and 43 CFR §4160.3(f). The Bureau of Land Management has made the determination that vegetation,

7




. ~ soil, and other resources on the public lands are at immediate risk of erosion or other damage due to
wildtire and that continued grazing use poses an imminent likelihood of significant resource damage.

Therefore, it is my final decision to implement the following actions:
1. Close the burned area associated with the Francis Fire to livestock grazing beginning March
2019, The fire will remain closed for a minimuwm of two growing seasons or until vegelation

objectives are achieved.

2. Due to the stacking rate within this pasture and the size of the fire compared to the overall pasture
acreage, no AUMs associated with the permits licld by Barrick Cortez, Ine will be temporarily
reduced,

Table | shows the season of use and AUMs for the Allotment as well as the temporary suspension of
AUMs nssociated with the fire.

Table {: Current Terms and Conditions

s e e e
Permittec Allotment Pasture Livestock | Sensonof | Permitted | Temporary AUM

Type Use AUMSs Reduction

April lstto
June 6th L39% 3 9

Barrick Cortez, | Carico Lake Tniyabc

Inc. Allounent [  Mountain Catile

All grazing closures will be in effect [or two growing seasons from when seeding occurs. 1f objectives
are not achieved within that period, the BLM will form an Interdisciplinary Team to evaluale the
effectiveness of treatments. Al this time, the BLM may decide to implement additional treatments or to

. extend/modily grazing closures, The decision to extend a grazing closure will be based on the likeliness
for further rest to allow the site (o meet objectives; these objectives were delineated above in the section
titled “Objective”.

Rationale;

This Decision on 2018 Francis Fire Emergency Stabilization, Rehabifitation, and Grazing Closure (DOI-
- BLM-NV-B0I10-2019-0006-DNA) is being issued effective upon issuance, in accordance with 43 CFR
§4110.3-3(b), in order to provide an opportunity for the burn area to recover, to allow for successful
establishment of seeding treatrnents and to linmit the likelihood of significant damage 1o natural resources.
Rest from livestock prazing is required in order to success fully re-establish perennial vegetation, restore
plant vigor and sced production, minimize active soil erosion and minimize the post fire invasive and
noxious weed establishment (BLM H-1742-1 pg 35). The establishment of vegetation criteria
accompanied by annual monitoring will ensure that perennial vegetation will be fully recovered from the
effects ol the burn prior to the re-introduction of livestock grazing. The growing scason for key perennial
grasses in the burned area approxitately begins in April and ends in August depending upon the year and
the species type.

Decision Authority:
The authority for this decision on 2048 Francis Fire Emergency Stabilization, Rehabilitation, and

Grazing Closure (DOBLM-NV-B010-2019-0006-DNA) is contained in Title 43 of the Code of Federal
Regulations (CFR) including, but not limited to the following:
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§41.10.3-3(b): When the authorized officer determines that the soil, vegetation, or other resources on the
public lands require immediate protection because of conditions such as drought, fire, flood, insect
infestation, or when continued grazing use poses an imminent likelihood of significant resource damage,
after consultation with, or a reasonable attempt to consult with, aftected permittees or lessees, the
interested public, and the State having lands or responsible for managing resources within the area, the
authorized officer shall close allotments or portions of allotmenls to grazing by any kind of livestock or
modify authorized grazing use notwithstanding the provisions of paragraph (a) of this section. Notices of
closure and decisions requiring modification of authorized grazing use may be issued as final decisions
effective upon issuance or on the date specified in the decision. Such decisions shall remain in effect
pending the decision on appeal unless a stay is granted by the Office of IHearings and Appeals in
accordance with 43 CFR §4.21.

§4160.3(): Notwithstanding the provisions of §4.21(a) of this titlc pertaining to the period during which
a final decision will not be in effect, the authorized officer may provide that the final decision shall be
effective upon issuance or on a date established in the decision and shall remain in effect pending the
decision on appeal unless a stay is granted by the Office of Hearings and Appeals when the authorized
officer has made a determination in accordance with §4110.3-3(b}, or §4150.2(d). Nothing in this section
shall affect the authority of the Director of the Office of Hearings and Appeals or the Interior Board of
Land Appeals to place decisions in full force and effect as provided in §4.21(a)(1) of this title.

Appeal Provisions:

In accordance with 43 CFR §4.470, and §4160.4, any person whose interest is adversely affected by a
final decision of the authorized officer may appeal the decision for the purpose of a hearing before an
adrninistrative law judge. The appeal must be filed within 30 days after receipt of the final decision. In
accordance with 43 CFR §4.470, the appeal shall stale clearly and coneisely the reason(s) why the
appellant thinks the final decision of the authorized officer is wrong.

Pursuant to 43 CFR §4.471 and §4160.4, an appellant also may petition for a stay of the final decision
pending appeal by filing a petition for stay along with the appeal within 30 days afier receipt of the final
decision,

The appeal and any petition for stay must be f{iled at the office of the authorized officer, Jon Sherve, Field
Manager, Mount Lewis Field Office. Within 15 days of filing the appeal and any petition for stay, the
appellant also must serve a copy of the appeal and any petition for stay on any person named in the
decision and listed at lhe end of the decision, and on the Office of the Solicitor.

WHERE TO FILE U.S. Department of the Interior
NOTICE OF APPEAL. . . . Burean of Land Management
Battle Mountain Field Office
50 Bastian Road
Battle Mountain, NV 89820
SOLICITOR U.S. Department of the Interior
ALSOCOPYTO. . . . Office of the Field Solicitor
Pacific Southwest Region
2800 Cotlage Way, Room E-1712
Sacramento, CA 95825

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




. (H The relative harm to the parties if the stay is granted or denied;
(2) The likelihood of the appellant’s success on the merits;
(3) The likelihood of immediate and irreparable harm if the stay is not granted; and,
(4) Whether the public interest favors granting the stay.

43 CFR §4.471(d) provides that the appellant requesting a stay bears the burden of proof 1o demonstrate
that a stay should be granted.

Any person named in the decision from which an appeal is taken (other than the appellant) who wishes 1o
file a respanse to the petition for a stay may file with the Hearings Division a motion to intervene in the
appeal, together with the response, within 10 days afler receiving the petition. Within 15 days after filing
the motion to intervene and response, the person must serve copies on the appellant, the Office of the
Solicitor and any other person named in the decision (43 CFR §4.472(b)).

Al the conclusion of any document that a party must serve, the party or it's representative muslt sign a
writlen slatement certifying thal service has been or will be made in accordance with the applicable rules
and specifying the date and manner of such service (43 CFR §4.422(c)(2)).

Sincerely,

Jon D. Sherve
Fieid Manager
Mount Lewis Field Office

. Enclosure(s)

Map: 2018 Francis and Copper Fire: Location

Map: 2018 Francis Fire: Perimeter

Map: 2018 Francis Fire: Proposed Fence Lines and Plantings
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2018 Francis and Copper Fire: Location
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2018 Francis Fire: Perimeter
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2018 Francis Fire: Proposed Fence Lines and Plantings
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Cathy Ceci
7033 Divet Drive
LaVerne, CA 91750

Steven Carter
P.O. Box 27
Lund, NV 89317

Barrick Coriez Inc. Ranches
Al Plank
HC 66 Box 1250
Crescent Valley, NV 59821

Center for Biological Diversity
Patrick Donneliy
PO Box 364414

North Las Vegas, NV 89038

Elko Land and Livestock Company
Jeff White
1655 Mountain City Highway
. Elko, NV 89801

Eureka County DNR
P.O. Box 682
Eureka, NV 89316

Gandolfe Ranch

Willlam Gandolfo

HC61 Box 6165
Austin , NV 89310

Harry Brown Familly Trust
Harry Brown
HC-61, Box 6145
Austin , NV §9310

Lander Co Commissioners
50 State Route 305
Battle Mountain, NV 88820

Lander Caunty Public Lands
Frank Whitman
PO Box 239
Austin , NV 89310

Glenn Alexander
227 North highland Dr.
Winnemucca, NV 98445

American Farm Mortgage Company
Lynn Ashby

8801 Greeneway Commons Pl, Suite 200

Loulsville , KY 40220

Barrick Cortez Inc. Ranches
Doug Groves
HC-66, Box 1250
Crescent Valley, NV 89821

Churchill County Commissioners
156 N Taylor St,, #110
Fallon, NV 89406

Ellison Ranching Company
BIll Hall
HC-32, Box 240
Tuscarora, NV 89834

Eureka County DNR
Jim Baumann
P.0. Box 308

Eureka, NV 89316

Grass Valley Ranch LLC
Jerry Lancaster
HC85, Box 500,

Austin , NV 89310

JWF Ranching
John Flllppini
HC 66-48
Crescent Valley, NV 89821

Lander County Flanning
Kyla Bright
50 Stale Reoute 305
Batile Mountain, NV 89820

N-6 Grazing Board
Henry Filippini Jr.
HC 61 Box 7C
Baltle Mountain, NV 89820

209

Larinda Whitman
HCB0 Box 51363
Round Mountain, NV 89045

Badger/Chiara Ranches
Dan/Eddyann Filippini
HC-61, Box 65 Badger Ranch Road
Baltle Mouniain, NV 89820

BTAZ NV
John Young
P.O Box 1167
Round Mountain, NV 86045

Elko Land and Livestock Company
Hanes Holman
1655 Meuntain City Highway
Elko, NV 89801

" Esmeralda CountyCommissioners

Nancy Boland
P.O. BOX 517
Galdfield, NV 88013

Filippinl Ranch

Shawn Marlluch

HC 61, Box 75
Battle Mountain, NV 89320

Great Basin Resource Watch
John Hadder
P.O. Box 207
Reno, NV 89504

L&N Livestock

Lance Knudsen
HC 65, Box 50
Carlin, NV 88822

Lander County PLUAC
Philip Willlams
P.O. Box 767
Austin , NV 89310

NDOW
Caleb McAdoo
60 Youth Center Road
Elko, NV 89801




NDOW
Jeremy Lutz
525 Round Mountain Drive
Battle Mountain, NV 89820

Mevada Department of Wildlife
Alan Jenne
1100 Valley Road
Reno, NV 89512

Nevada State Clearinghouse
Skip Canfield
901 S. Stewart Strest, Suite 5003
Carson Clty, NV 89701

NRAC
Jim Wise
P.O. Box 327
Eureka, NV 88316

NRAC
Mike Protani
P.0, Box 654
Eureka, NV 89316

NV Depart. Of Agriculture
David Voth
4780 East |daho Street
Elko, NV 89801

Sadler Ranch
Levi Shoda
HC82, Box 62175
Eureka, NV 83316

Synergy Resource Solutions, Inc
Jack Alexander
5393 Hamm Road
Bellgrade, MT 59714

Tomera Ranches
Pete Tomera
P.O. Box 276
Battle Mountain, NV 89820

W. Shoshone Descendants of Big Smakey

Felix Ike
1949 Circle Way
Elko, NV 89801

Navada Cattleman's Association
Kaley Sproul
P.O. Box 310
Elko, NV 89803

Nevada Department of Wildlife
Clint Garrelt
P.0. Box 592
Eureka, NV 89316

NightWatch Marine
Pam Harrington
3089 Crescent Ave,
Crescent Valley, NV 89821

NRAC
Ken Conley
HC 62 Box 646
Eureka, NV 89316

NRAC
Mike Rebaleati
P.O. Box 321
Eureka, NV 89316

Nye County Commissioner
PO BOX 153
Tonapah, NV 88049

Silver Creek Ranch, INC
Pauline Inchauspe
HC-61, Box 61230
Austin , NV 88310

Tomera Ranches
Dan Tomera
P.O. Box 644
Battle Mountain, NV 88820

Town of Toncpah
James Eason
P.O. Box 151

Tonopah, NV 89049

Western Watersheds Project
Kelly Fuller
P.O. Box 779
Depoe Bay, OR 97341
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Nevada Department of Transportation
Steve Cooke
1263 S. Stewart Strest
Carson City, NV 89701

Nevada Department of Wildlife - Ely
Maira Kolada
1218 N. Alpha St.
Ely, NV 88301

NRAC
Gary McCuin
P.O. Box 811
Eureka, NV 80316

NRAC
Leo Damele
HC 62 Box 62310
Eureka, NV 88316

NRAC
Paul Etzler
P.O. Box 351
Eureka, NV 89316

Paris Ranch
Berl Paris
HC61 Box 140
Battle Mountain, NV 89820

Smith's |.odge
Gerald Smith
340 Beuna Vista Drive
Baitle Mountain, NV 89820

Tomera Ranches
Paul Tomera
P.Q. Box 767
Battle Mountain, NV 89820

U.8 Fish & Wildlife Service - Reno
1340 Finaclal Blvd, Suite 234
Reno, NV 89502

Waestern Walersheds Project
Scott Lake
F.0. Box 2863
Boise, ID 83701




. White Sage Grazing Wild Horse Education Wildlands Defense

Jerry and Tana Masterpool Laura Leigh Katie Fite
573 CR 3526 2016 Lemmon Dr, #3186 P.0. Box 125
Paradise, TX 760723 Reno, NV 89506 Bosie, |D 83701




LANDER COUNTY COMMISSIONERS MEETING
11/8/2018
Agenda ltem Number __ 1
THE REQUESTED ACTION OF THE LANDER COUNTY COMMISSION IS:
Discussion only regarding the November 27, 2018 Nevada Department of Transportation
(NDOT) Workshop scheduled for 9:00 am in the Community Meeting Room of the Lander

County Administration Building, and all other matters properly related thereto.

Public Comment:

Background:

Recommended Action:

50



LANDER COUNTY COMMISSIONERS MEETING
11/8/2018
Agenda Item Number 2
THE REQUESTED ACTION OF THE LANDER COUNTY COMMISSION IS:
Discussion and possible action to approve/disapprove a medical marijuana cultivation facility
license to Lander Leaf Growers, a pre-qualified applicant located in northern Lander County, and

all other matters properly related thereto.

Public Comment:

Background:

Recommended Action:

51



LANDER COUNTY COMMISSIONERS MEETING
11/8/2018

Agenda ltem Number 3

THE REQUESTED ACTION OF THE LANDER COUNTY COMMISSION IS:
Discussion and possible action to approve/disapprove a medical marijuana cultivation facility
license, a medical marijuana production facility license, a recreational marijuana cultivation
facility license and a recreational marijuana production facility license to Pure Growers, a pre-
qualified applicant located in northern Lander County, and all other matters properly related
thereto.

Public Comment:

Background:

Recommended Action:



LANDER COUNTY COMMISSIONERS MEETING
11/8/2018
Agenda ltem Number 4
THE REQUESTED ACTION OF THE LANDER COUNTY COMMISSION [S:
Discussion and possible action to discuss the fees associated with the use of the Battle Mountain
Civic Center for the Lander County Convention and Tourism Authority, and all other matters

properly related thereto.

Public Comment:

Background:

Recommended Action:



LANDER COUNTY COMMISSIONERS MEETING
11/8/2018

Agenda Item Number _ 5

THE REQUESTED ACTION OF THE LANDER COUNTY COMMISSION IS:
Discussion only regarding an update of the Austin Realignment Project as presented by Summit

Engineering, and all other matters properly related thereto.

Public Comment:
Background:

Recommended Action:

74



LANDER COUNTY COMMISSIONERS MEETING
11/8/2018

Agenda ltem Number 6
THE REQUESTED ACTION OF THE LANDER COUNTY COMMISSION IS:
Discussion and possible action to set a date, time and location for an Austin Town Hall meeting
to discuss the Austin Youth Center, and all other matters properly related thereto.
Public Comment:

Background:

Recommended Action:

15



LANDER COUNTY COMMISSIONERS MEETING
11/8/2018

Agenda ltem Number _ 7

THE REQUESTED ACTION OF THE LANDER COUNTY COMMISSION IS:

Discussion and possible action regarding approval/disapproval of parcel map for Mt. Lewis, LLC
located at Mount Lewis Drive, Battle Mountain, Nevada, as APN 002-320-12, splitting seven (7)
acre parcel into four (4) parcels, that was approved by the Planning Commission on September
12, 2018, and all other matters properly related thereto.

Public Comment:
Background: This item as heard and approved in front of the Planning Commission on
9-12-2018. The allowable septic system desity without an engineering report is 99 per

square mile. There are approximately 74 existing systems. At complete buildout there is
a possibility of 82 septic systems. Other information is attached.

Recommended Action: Review and approve/disapprove the attached parcel map
application.

76



LANDER COUNTY COMMISSIONERS MEETING
11/8/2018

Agenda ltem Number 8

THE REQUESTED ACTION OF THE LANDER COUNTY COMMISSION [S:
Discussion and possible action to approve/disapprove the parcel map for Gospill Land, LLC
located at Willow Creek/Mountain Spring Road, Battle Mountain, Nevada, APN 011-120-03 to
split one (1) parcel of 17.42 acres into four (4) parcels, that was approved by the Planning
Commission on September 12, 2018, and all other matters properly related thereto.

Public Comment:
Background: This item was heard and approved in front of the Planning Commission on
9-12-2018. The allowable septic system desity without an engineering report is 99 per

square mile. There are appoximately 74 existing systems. At complete build out there is
a possiblity of 82 septic systems. Other information is attached.

Recommended Action: Review and approve/disapprove the attached parcel map
application.

38



LANDER COUNTY COMMISSIONERS MEETING
11/8/2018

Agenda ltem Number _ 9

THE REQUESTED ACTION OF THE LANDER COUNTY COMMISSION |[S:

Discussion and possible action regarding ratification of a grant application and map submitted by
Lander Economic Development Authority (LEDA) for a bike/pedestrian path to include benches,
trash recepticals, lighting and landscaping to connect with the existing SR 305 and Broad Street
path, and all other matters properly related thereto.

Public Comment:

Background: LEDA has been working to update and expand the existing SR 305/Broad
Street bike/pedestrian path. They are now prepared to submit the grant application that
is due on the 9th of Novwember. Please see attached application and map for
reference.

Recommended Action:

99



LANDER COUNTY COMMISSIONERS MEETING
11/8/2018

Agenda ltem Number 10
THE REQUESTED ACTION OF THE LANDER COUNTY COMMISSION |IS:
Discussion and possible action regarding the Old Courthouse and all of the furniture within, and
to come up with a plan for disposal, and all other matters properly related thereto.
Public Comment:

Background:

Recommended Action:

139



LANDER COUNTY COMMISSIONERS MEETING
11/8/2018

Agenda Item Number 11

THE REQUESTED ACTION OF THE LANDER COUNTY COMMISSION IS:
Discussion and possible action to accept or decline the canvas of the votes for the November 6,

2018 General Election, and all other matters properly related thereto.

Public Comment:
Background:

Recommended Action:

140



LANDER COUNTY COMMISSIONERS MEETING
11/8/2018
Agenda Item Number 12
THE REQUESTED ACTION OF THE LANDER COUNTY COMMISSION 1S:
Discussion only regarding a proposed BDR providing counties with populations of less than
100,000 the option to enact a diesel tax of up to .05 cents/per gallon to pay for road maintenance,

and all other matters properly related thereto.

Public Comment:
Background: Attached

Recommended Action:

141



LANDER COUNTY COMMISSIONERS MEETING
11/8/2018

Agenda Item Number 13

THE REQUESTED ACTION OF THE LANDER COUNTY COMMISSION IS:

Discussion and possible action to approve/disapprove regarding a request to submit an amicus
brief supporting Lyon County, Walker River Irrigation District, et al. in the case captioned
Mineral County; and Walker Lake Working Group, Appellants, vs. Lyon County; Centennial
Livestock; Bridgeport Ranchers; Schroeder Group; Walker River Irrigation District; State of
Nevada Department of Wildlife; and County of Mono, California, Respondents, before the
Nevada Supreme Court concerning issues including: (1) Whether the public trust doctrine applies
to rights already adjudicated and settled under the doctrine of prior appropriation and, if so, to
what extent? (2) If so, whether the abrogation of such adjudicated or vested rights constitute a
“taking” under the Nevada Constitution requiring payment of just compensation? Discussion,
consideration and possible action regarding: (a) Authorization for county manager and district
attorney’s office on behalf of Lander County to support and/or join the Carson Water
Subconservancy District (CWSD) or another party or entity in the preparation and submission of
an amicus brief in this matter, and all other matters properly related thereto.

Public Comment:

Background:

Recommended Action:

145



LANDER COUNTY COMMISSIONERS MEETING
11/8/2018

Agenda ltem Number _14_
THE REQUESTED ACTION OF THE LANDER COUNTY COMMISSION |[S:
Correspondence/reports/potential upcoming agenda items.
Public Comment:

Background:

Recommended Action:

170
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