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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Twenty-five natural sources of water on the U.S. Department of Energy’s (DOE) Nevada
Test Site (NTS) were visited from June 1996 through January 1977. These water sources
included 15 springs, 5 seeps, 4 tank sites (natural rock depressions that catch and hold :
surface runoff), and 1 ephemeral playa pond. They are rare, localized habitats on the NTS
that are important to regional wildlife and to isolated populations of water-tolerant plants
and aquatic organisms. One purpose of the site visits was to identi& those water sources
which may be classified as “jurisdictional wetlands” and “waters of the United States”
regulated under the Clean Water Act of 1977 (CWA). Section 404 of the CWA
authorizes the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) to issue permits for the discharge
of dredged or fill material into waters of the United States, including wetlands. No field
investigations on the NTS have been conducted in the past to identifi those natural water
sources which would be protected as rare habitats and which may fall under regulatory
authority of the CWA.

This report identifies 16 NTS natural water sources that maybe classified by the USACE
as jurisdictional wetlands and 8 that may be classified as waters of the United States.
Foreknowledge of these classifications will expedite project planning. If DOE proposes to
impact jurisdictional wetlands or waters of the United States, a Section 404 CWA permit
from USACE will be required. This report also identifies and summarizes previous
studies of NTS natural water sources; describes the known physical, chemical, and
biological features- of these water sources; and identifies the current DOE management
practices related to the protection of NTS wetlands.

Water sources on the NTS which were excluded as study sites were those created and
sustained by artificial means. They include, for example, ponds adjacent to water wells
that would dry up if the wells were shut down. Treatment ponds and lagoons also are not
considered waters of the United States, and were excluded as study sites.

The method used to delineate wetland boundaries at each study site on the NTS was the
Routine Wetland Determination method described in the U.S. Army Cops of Engineers
Wetlands Delineation Manual (Environmental Laboratory, 1987). This method is used to
delineate jurisdictional wetlands based on the presence of field indicators for three
parameters: (1) hy&ophytic (water tolerant) vegetation, (2) wetland hydrology, and
(3) hydric soils. Data collected at each study site included a description of the wetland
field indicators present at each site, the location and size of each wetland, observed
wildlife usage, and photographs. At selected sites, cursory physical and chemical water
quality data were also collected.

Sixteen of the 25 NTS water sources surveyed met thethree required criteria to be
considered jurisdictional wetlands. They included Cane Spring, Captain Jack Spring,
Cottonwood Spring, Coyote Spring, Gold Meadows Spring, John’s Spring, Oak Spring,
Reitmann Seep, Tippipah Spring, Topopah Spring, Twin Spring, Wahmonie Seep 1,
Wahmonie Seep 2, Wahrnonie Seep 3, Whiterock Spring, and the vegetated margins of
Yucca Playa Pond.
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Nine study sites had unvegetated pools of water which did not meet the criteria for
jurisdictional wetlands, but which may be classified as waters of the United States. They
include cave pools at four spring sites (Cane, Tippipah, Tub, and Whiterock springs), the
pools of water in natural rock depressions at four sites (Ammonia Tanks, Fortymile
Canyon Tanks, Rock Valley Tank, and Tongue Wash Tank), and the periodically
inundated area of Yucca Playa Pond, the ephemeral pond that holds surface runoff from
Yucca Lake playa.

All 16 of the study sites that may be classified as jurisdictional wetlands had field
indicators for hydrophytic vegetation. Twenty-three species of plants had 10 percent or
greater absolute cover at one or more study sites. These dominant species were used in
determining if field indicators for hydrophytic vegetation were present at a site. Seventeen
of the 23 dominant species were obligate wetland species or facuhative wetland species.

Twenty-three of the 25 study sites had field indicators of wetland hydrology which
included standing water, saturated soils, and evidence of periodic inundation such as water
lines or dried algal mats. The only two sites which lacked these field indicators of
wetland hydrology were Rainier Spring and Tupapa Seep. The source of water at most of
the study sites is groundwater discharge from seeps and springs. Surface runoff from
precipitation was found at Yucca Playa Pond and at the four tank sites.

Nineteen of the 25 study sites had field indicators for hydric soils which included
saturated or inundated soils, dark-colored soils due to high organic matter content, and soil
mottling. Field indicators were scarce at the 19 sites and were often inferred from site
hydrology and past observations of surface water or saturated soils. Four of the six sites
lacked saturated soils or other field indicators for hydric soils (Pavits Spring, Rainier
Spring, Rock Valley Tank, and Tupapa Seep). Two of the six sites lacked soils altogether
because they were located in bedrock (Fortymile Canyon Tanks and Tongue Wash Tank).

Eleven of the springs and seeps surveyed have surface flow of water all year long. These
sites are Cane Spring, Captain Jack Spring, Cottonwood Spring, John’s Spring, Oak
Spring, Reitmann Seep, Tippipah Spring, Topopah Spring, Tub Spring, Twin Spring, and
Whiterock Spring. The remaining 15 sites are ephemeral; they may dry up at some period
of time during the year or during dry years. The sizes of the NTS wetlands are very
small. With the exception of Tippipah Spring, Whiterock Spring, and Yucca Playa Pond,
most were less than 300 square meters (m2) (3,228 square feet [ft2]). They varied in size
from less than 1 m2 (10.8 ft2) at Reitmann Seep to approximately 3,400 m2 (37,000 ft2)
along the edges of Yucca Playa Pond, based on the area of hydrophytic vegetation. Water
levels were generally shallow at all study sites, ranging from 3 to 200 centimeters (cm)
(1.2 to 78.7 inches [in.]). Flow rates of NTS springs measured during 1996 were very
low, ranging from 0.0-3.0 liters/minute (fYmin) (0.0 to 0.80 gallons [gal] /rein).

Eighty-one species of vascular plants have been recorded in or near the NTS wetland sites
based on the results of the 1996 and 1997 field surveys and on past NTS studies. Most of
the species in NTS wetlands are forbs (33 species, 41 percent) followed by grasses, rushes,
and sedges combined (30 species, 37 percent), and trees and shrubs combined (18 species,
22 percent). This is very different from the general flora of the NTS, where forbs make
up approximately 74 percent of the total number of species. Grasses, rushes, and sedges
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make up only
plant species listed as threatened or endangered under the Endangered Species Act occur at
any of the NTS natural water sources.

A total of 138 species of animals have been documented at NTS wetland sites, including
various classes of animals such as mammals, birds, reptiles, and terrestrial insects. The
largest group of vertebrates using NTS wetlands is birds (100 species). Passerine birds
comprise the majority of birds recorded (80 species). Waterfowl use of NTS springs is
negligible, probably due to the small surface areas of open water. Cane Spring and Yucca
Playa Pond are the only natural NTS wetland sites that are known to attract migratory
waterfowl. Many freshwater invertebrates occur in NTS natural water sources. They
include nonparasitic nematodes (roundworms), oligochaetes (segmented worms),
crustaceans (fairy shrimp, tadpole shrimp, clam shrimp, seed shrimp, copepods, water
fleas), hydrobiid gastropod (springsnails), and chironomids (midge larvae). Use of
wetland habitats on the NTS by federally listed threatened or endangered animals is
negligible. Scat of the threatened desert tortoise have been found at the Rock Valley Tank
site.

Executive Order 11990 (Federal Register, 1977) specifies that each federal agency “shall
provide leadership and shall take action to minimize the destruction, loss or degradation
of wetlands, and to preserve and enhance the natural and beneficial values of wetlands in,
carrying out the agency’s responsibilities. “ DOE has taken several actions to ensure
compliance with this Order. Data included in this report on NTS wetland locations,
boundaries, sizes, animal usage, and presence of field indicators for jurisdictional .wetkmds
classification will be used by DOE to better define the “natural and beneficial values” of
NTS wetlands and to develop appropriate ecosystem management goals.

DOE has developed several tools to manage biological resources, including wetlands, on
the NTS. These tools include a Geographic Information System (GIS) wetlands database
which will be linked with other resource databases during development and
implementation of land and facility use management goals. This report presents
management goals specific for NTS wetlands that incorporate the intent of existing
wetlands legislation, the principles of ecosystem management, and the interests of regional
land managers and other stakeholders. Specific management goals presented in this report
include (1) avoiding wetland impacts whenever possible, (2) minimizing all unavoidable
wetland impacts, (3) restoring the biological integrity of wetlands if degradation occurs,
and (4) preserving and enhancing the natural and beneficial values of NTS wetlands.
Other recommendations pertaining to the management of NTS natural water sources are
discussed in the final chapter of this report.
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1.0 INTRODUCTION

1.1 Definition of a Wetland

There are 15 known springs and 5 known seeps on the U.S. Department of Energy’s
(DOE’s) Nevada Test Site (NTS) in southern Nevada. Springs are sites where water flows
from soil or rock creating noticeable surface flows. Seeps are sites where water also
flows, but at much slower rates than springs resulting in saturated soils without noticeable
surface flow. Other wet areas on the NTS include tanks (natural rock basins) and playas
(plains of silt or mud, covered with water seasonally). Water flow and saturated soils on
these sites may create habitat that supports hydrophytic vegetation or aquatic organisms,
characteristic features of wetlands. The reference definition of a wetland is “. . . an
ecosystem that depends on constant or recurrent, shallow inundation or saturation at or
near the surface of the substrate. The minimum essential characteristics of a wetland are
recurrent, sustained inundation or saturation at or near the surface and the presence of
physical, chemical, and biological features reflective of recurrent sustained inundation or
saturation. Common diagnostic features of wetlands are hydric soils arid hydrophytic
vegetation. These features will be present except where specific physiochemical, biotic,
or anthropogenic factors have removed them or prevented their development.” (Nuclear
Regulatory Commission ~RC], 1995).

1.2 Ecological Importance of Wetlands

Identifying and characterizing wetlands is important because of their value to local and
regional ecosystems. Wetlands are known to have three major functions: (1) habitat
maintenance and food web suppofi, (2) short- and long-term storage of water; and (3)
cycling of nutrients, removal of dissolved substances, and accumulation of inorganic
sediments. The ecological and societal value of these functions include flood damage
control, maintaining water quality, maintaining biodiversity, and providing habitat and
forage for nongame and game species such as fish, fir-bearers, and waterfowl.

Wetlands within desert ecosystems are distinctly different .fiom the familiar examples of
large marshlands, peatlands, and river floodplains within other physiographic regions of
the nation. Desert springs and seeps are often too small in size to aWect local or regional
surface water flow or nutrient cycling. However, they do provide wildlife habitat, free-
standing water, and forage which are regionally rare. They may increase the biodiversity
of desert ecosystems, provide habitat and forage to migratory species passing through
desert ecosystems, or help to determine the home range of resident wildlife species and the
size of resident wildlife populations dependent on drinking water.

1.3 Legal Status of Wetlands

Wetlands are federally regulated throughout the nation on both private and public lands.
The Clean Water Act (CWA) of 1977 (42 U.S. Code ~SC] 1251, et seq. [amendments to
the Federal Water Pollution Control Act of 1972]) was enacted to maintain and restore the
chemical, physical, and biological integrity of the “waters of the United States.” Section
404 of the Act authorizes the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) to issue permits
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for discharging dredged or fiIl material into the waters of the United States, including
wetlands. Since 1977, the USACE’s regulatory authority has been expanded through
numerous judicial decisions to include permitting for any disturbance to the size or water
quality of wetlands, not just permitting for discharging dredged or fill materials into
wetlands. The USACE (Federal Register ~R], 1982) and the U.S. Environmental
Protection Agency (EPA) (FR 1980) have jointly defined wetlands to aid in the
delineation of “jurisdictional wetlands,” i.e., those regulated under the CWA. Similar to
the reference definition above? they define wetlands as “Those areas that are inundated or
saturated by surface or ground water at a frequency and duration sufficient to support, and
that under normal circumstances do support, a prevalence of vegetation typically adapted
for life in saturated soil conditions. Wetlands generally include swamps, marshes, bogs,
and similar areas.”

The National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) of 1969 (42 USC 4321) requires federal
agencies to evaluate the impact of proposed actions on the environment. The broad intent
of NEPA includes promoting “. . . efforts which will prevent or eliminate damage to the
environment and biosphere and . . . enrich the understanding of the ecological systems and
natural resources important to the Nation . . .“ Documents produced in compliance with
NEPA, including Environmental Assessments (EAs) and Environmental Impact Statements
(EISS) routinely identify wetlands as unique components of the ecosystem which are
described and discussed as part of the impact analysis.

In fiu-therance of NEPA, the Carter administration issued Executive Order 11990,
Protection of Wetlands, in 1977 (42 FR 26961, May 24, 1977) to “. . . avoid to the extent
possible the long and short term adverse impacts associated with the destruction or
modification of wetlands and to avoid direct or indirect support of new construction in
wetlands wherever there is a practicable alternative.” This Order requires governmental
agencies to minimize the destruction, loss, or degradation of wetlands and preserve and
enhance the natural and beneficial values of wetlands in carrying out the agency’s
responsibilities, including managing federal lands and facilities.

1.4 Need and Purpose for Wetlands Survey on the NTS

No field investigations have been conducted in the past to identi& all natural water
sources on the NTS. Only nine springs have been routinely visited by NTS researchers
such as hydrologists, biologists, and archeologists over the past 30 years. However, prior
to 1996, 12 other NTS seeps and springs and numerous ephemeral ponds which collect
surface runoff on NTS playas remained scarcely studied and largely undocumented in
available literature. These lesser-known natural water sources are equally rare and unique
NTS habitats important to regional wildlife and localized populations of aquatic organisms
and water-dependent vegetation. Their identification is essential for proper management
and protection of natural resources on the NTS.

DOE/Nevada Operations OffIce (NV) has for the past two decades implemented an
ecological monitoring program on the NTS to monitor various components of the
ecosystem and to provide baseline data needed to identifi and protect rare biological
resources and federal- and state-protected plants and animals. The monitoring of wildlife
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use at selected NTS springs has been a long-term component of this program. This
survey, aimed at identifying and describing all the natural water sources on the NTS, was
conducted in 1996 and 1997 through DOE/NV’s Ecological Monitoring and Compliance
(EMAC) program.

4>

The pertinent ecological data gathered on wetlands during this survey will be incorporated
into an NTS resource management plan. DOE’s Land- and Facili&Use Management
Policy (O’Leary, 1994) is “. . . to manage all of its land and facilities as valuable national
resources . . . based on the principles of ecosystem management and sustainable develop- ,,4
ment. [DOE] will integrate missioq economic, ecologic, social, and cultural factors in a
comprehensive plan for each site that will guide land and facility decisions . . . . This
policy will result in land and facility uses that support the Department’s critical missions,

,,

stimulate the economy, and protect the environment.” The principles of ecosystem
rhanagement is an approach to sustain the production of natural resources and the
ecosystems on which those resources depend. This resource management plan will
identi~ the rare and unique habitats of the NTS, such as wetlands, and how they will be
managed based on ecosystem principles.

,,

This wetlands survey is also helpfid for compliance with NEPA. ‘In the Final
Environmental Impact Statement for the Neva& Test Site and O&Site Locations in the
State of Nevada (EIS) (DOE, 1996a), several alternative DOE activities proposed for the
NTS over the next ten years were analyzed for their impacts on the existing environment,
which included ten known springs and seeps. None of the proposed activities were
expected to negatively affect these water sources. Information regarding all the natural
water sources, however, even those that are more remote or are ephemeral, may be needed
during NEPA impact analyses and siting suitability analyses for new NTS projects
developed during, and well beyond, the next ten years.

Due to their federal regulatory status, this survey was designed to provide a preliminary
delineation of jurisdictional wetlands that occur on the NTS. If a proposed project would
impact a jurisdictional wetland, a permit from the USACE would need to be obtained
before construction could begin. This survey also identifies those natural water sources
which do not quali& as jurisdictional wetlands, but which may be protected as waters of
the United States. Examples of waters of the United States are springs, seeps, tanks, and
playas that do not support hydrophytic vegetation, but which have standing water for long
periods. The permitting process for projects which may impact these waters is similar to
that for jurisdictional wetlands. This survey of natural NTS water sources may expedite
project siting, permitting, and construction by identifying up front those sites that may be
regulated under Section 404 of the CWA.

1.5 Goals and Objectives of the NTS Wetlands Survey and Report

The goals and objectives of the 1996-1997 NTS wetlands field survey and this summary
report are to

● identify and summarize all previous studies of NTS natural water sources;
● describe the physical, chemical, and biological features of these water sources;

3
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● determine if NTS natural water sources have the potential for classification as
jurisdictional wetlands or waters of the United States; and

● identi~ current DOE management practices related to the protection of NTS wetlands
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2.0 STUDYAREA

The NTS is located in Nye County in southwestern Nevada. The NTS encompasses 3,496
square kilometers (km2) (1,350 square miles [rni ~) and is situated along the transition zone
between the Mojave Desert and Great Basin Desert. The topography of the eastern and
southern NTS is typical of the Great Bas@ with numerous north/south-trending mountain
ranges and intervening alluvial basins. In the northwestern portion of the NTS, the
physiography is dominated by the volcanic highlands of Pahute and Rainier mesas. There
are three primary valleys on the NTS: Yucca Flat, Frenchman Flat, and Jackass Flats.
Elevation on the NTS ranges from less than 1,000 meters (m) (3,281 feet [R]) above sea
level in Frenchman Flat and Jackass Flats to about 2,340 m (7,600 ft) on Rainier Mesa.

Both Yucca Flat and Frenchman Flat are closed basins, while Jackass ‘Flats is open with
surface water drainage via Fortymile Wash into Amargosa Valley southwest of the NTS.
Streams on the NTS are ephemeral. Runoff results from snowmelt and from precipitation
during storms that occur most commonly in winter. Localized summer thunderstorms can
also produce runoff events. Much .of the runoff quickly irrtltrates into rock fractures or
into the dry soils, some is carried down alluvial fans in arroyos, and some drains onto
playas in Yucca and Frenchman flats where jt may stand for weeks as lakes.

Elevation is the most obvious factor affecting the distribution of plant and animal
communities on the NTS. Mojave Desert plant communities are found at lower
elevations, Great Basin Desert plant communities at the higher elevations, and transitional
communities are found in the bottom of closed basins.

There are 20 known springs and seeps, 4 tanks, and 1 ephemeral pond on the NTS which
occur over a range of elevations and habitats (Figure 2-1, Table 2-l). Eleven of the
springs are the only natural sources of perennial surface water on the NTS. These include
Cane Spring, Captain Jack Spring, Cottonwood Spring, John’s Spring, Oak Spring,
Reitmann Seep, Tippipah Spring, Topopah Spring, Tub Spring, Twin Spring, and
Whiterock Spring. Most water discharged Iiom NTS springs and seeps travels only a
short distance from the source before evaporating or infiltrating into the ground. In
contrast, there are at least 23 man-made impoundments on the NTS (Greger and Romney,
1994a) which are sources of perennial surface water. Most of these reservoirs are
scattered through the valley bottoms.

The only biological communities on and around the NTS that are not widespread are those
associated with the natural wetlands and man-made water sources. Many of the birds on
the NTS, including almost all of the waterfowl and shorebirds,’ use the playas in
Frenchman and Yucca flats, artificial ponds at springs, and sewage lagoons during their
migration or during winter (Hayward et al., 1963). Bats have been observed feeding and
drinking at one natural spring and at five man-made ponds on the NTS and often seek
food and water at these water sources (Bechtel Nevada &HSIl, 1996). The distribution of
about ’60 wild horses (Equus cabanas) living on or near Rainier Mesa appear to be
directly related to the location of natural and man-made ponds (Greger, 1995).

A more detailed description of the physiography, geology, climate, and vegetation of the
NTS has been presented in Beatley (1976) and O’Farrell and Emery (1976).
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Figure 2-1 Location of NTS natural water sources monitored in 1996 and 1997
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Table 2-1 Attributes and location coordinates of NTS natural water sources monitored in 1996 and 1997

I NTS Elevation
Habitat type”(m) GeologylAgeb

Ash flow tutllMiocene

Lava flowsiMiocene

Easting Northing

1615 Sagebrush 562850 4110240

1237 Blackbrush 580750 4072641

CaptainJack Spring 1792 Rnyon-Juniper Ash fall tul37Miocene-
Oligocene

Rhyolitic lava flows-bedded
tu~iocene

573834 4113579

Cottonwood Spring 25 1292 Rabbitbrush 554045 4083726

Coyote Spring I 27 1085 Creosote

Rabbitbrush

Lava flows~locene

Rhyolitic Iavas-tuffaceous
bedslMocene

Ash fall tu~iocene-
Oligocene

583594 4066568

FortyrnileCanyon 25
Tanks

1396 557500 4085000

Pinyon-JuniperGold Meadows 12
Spring

2048 570415 4120398

1840John’s Spring 15 Sagebrush-Oak Ash fall tuff/Miocene-
Oligocene

582100 4122490

Oak Spring 15 1783 Sagebrush-Oak Ash fall tut37Miocene-
Oligocene

582208 4122209

581931 40681181203

‘1890

2reosote Lavaflows/Miocene

Wyon-Juniper Ash fall tufi7Miocene-
Oligocene

571463 4116050

1402 .

1048

Reitmam Seep I 7 31ackbmsh

Creosote “

Ash fall tut17Miocene 591278 4105578

Limestone,
dolomites/Upper-Mid
Cambrian

568070 4061000

1585 sageb~h Ash fall tuiMvliocene-
Oligocene

570857 4099671

1

Tongue Wash Tank 12 1950 Pinyon-Juniper

Blackbrush

Ash fall tu~iocene

Ash flow tutlllvliocene

Ash fall tutt7Mocene-
Oligocene

Lava flowsiMiocene

571360 4113050

Topopah Spring I 29 1774 564973 4088339

Tub Spring 15 1594 sageb~sh 584925 4121850

4066459

4089984

1140 Creosote 582129

1310

1286

Rabbitbrush

Blackbrush

Rhyolitic lavas/Miocene 555484

Lava flowsfMiocene

Lava flowsiMiocene

Lava flows/Miocene

577679 4073923

WahmonieSeep 2 I 26 1347 Blackbrush 577471 4073319

4073349WahmonieSeep 3 I 26 1341 Blackbrush 577044
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Table 2-1 (continued)

NTs Elevation UTM UTM

Water Source Area (m) Habitat type’ Geology/Ageb Easting Northing

Whiterock Spring 12 1539 Blackbrush Ash fall tuti Miocene- 577099 4117282

Oligocene

Yellow Rock 30 1298 Blackbrush Rhyolitic lava flow~locene 555979 4091944

springs

Yucca Playa Pond 6 1189 Salt cedar Alluvium/Holocene-Pliocene 584805 4090584

aDominant perennial vegetation surrounding each site.
bTaken from Frizzell and Shulters (1990).



3.0 METHODS

3.1 Literature Search to Identify Study Sites and Historical Use

To identi@ the study sites at which field surveys would be conducted, 30 U.S. Geological
Service (USGS) 7.5-Minute Series quadrangle maps were examined for seep and spring
sites and a literature search was conducted. Potential wetlands on Frenchman and Yucca
flats were identified by examining aerial photographs and looking for vegetated sites on
and along the edge of the playas. The literature search identified (1) names of natural
water sources which were unnamed on the maps; (2) locations of springs, seeps, and tanks
that were not found on the maps; &d (3) pertinent studies and historical accounts of
wetland sites on the NTS. Many sites that were located on maps or identified in available
literature were specifically excluded flom this study, including water sources that were
created and are sustained by artificial means and would therefore be disqualified as both
jurisdictional wetlands and waters of the United States. For example, many wells on the
NTS have adjacent ponds that support hydrophytic vegetation and aquatic organisms, but
they would dry up if the wells were shut down. Also, treatment ponds or lagoons,
although they have standing water for long periods of time, are not waters of the United
States as defined by the CWA.

Several internal databases were searched including the BN ecological library database and
an annotated ecological bibliography for the NTS (0’Farrell and Emery, 1976). Searches
were conducted by the DOE/NV Technical Itiormation Resource Center (TIRC) using

“ their in-house Tech-Lib library database, the Oak Ridge National Laboratory database
named ITIS (Integrated Technical Information System), and the University of Nevada
System library database. Other agencies and institutions which assisted in literature search
efforts by providing bibliographies, references, and documents included Desert Research
Institute (DRI), Las Vegas and the EPA, Las Vegas. Internet searches were conducted on
DOE and USGS web site databases. The following key words were used in these
searches: NTS, springs, wetlands, water quality, water chemistry, hydrology, groundwater,
flow rates, and perched water table. Historic tiormation on springs and seeps was
collected using additional key words such as historic, prospectors, ranching, mining,
prehistoric, artifacts, ethno-history, Native Americans, and cultural resources.

Subject matter experts employed by BN, DOE/NV, and DRI with experience in geology
and hydrology were also contacted to find pertinent reports referencing NTS natural water
sources. Also, all historical data files and reports created in support of ecological tasks
conducted by DOE/NV through the EMAC were referenced to identifi past plant or
wildlife animal observations at NTS springs and seeps.

The results of the literature searches provided information on spring hydrology, water
quality, wildlife use, species inventories, and documented anthropogenic disturbances.
These data were summarized and presented in this report, along with the results of the
field surveys conducted in 1996-1997.

,; I
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3.2 Field Surveys

Biologists conducted surveys at 25 natural water sources on the NTS (Figure 2-1, Table
2-1) from June 1996 through February 1997. Three seeps were discovered in the summer
of 1996 during field surveys conducted to map desert tortoise (Gophenis agassizii) habitat
on the NTS. These seeps were not identified on USGS maps or in the available literature.
They are located in washes south of Cane Spring Road in Area 26 and are referred to in
this report as Wahmonie Seep 1,2, and 3 (Figure 2-l).

Field surveys were conducted in coordination with other field and office tasks supported
by DOE/NV. Therefore, not all springs were surveyed at the same time and many were
visited multiple times. In June, biologists visited ten sites: Cane Spring, Captain Jack
Spring, Reitmann Seep, Tippipah Spring, Topopah Spring, Tub Spring, Wh.iterock Spring,
and Walunonie Seep 1, 2, and 3. In July, Gold Meadows Spring and Reitmann Seep were
visited. In September, biologists visited 12 sites: Cane Spring, Captain Jack Spring,
Coyote Spring, Pavits Spring, Reitmann Seep, Tippipah Spring, Topopah Spring, Tongue
Wash TanlG Tub Spring, Tupapa Seep, Whiterock Spring, and Wahxnonie Seep 1. In
November, biologists visited five sites: Cane Spring, Oak Spring, Reitmann Seep,
Tippipah Spring, and Tupapa Seep, and in December six sites were visited Cottonwood
Spring, Fortymile Canyon Tanks, John’s Spring, Rainier Spring, Twin Spring, and Yellow
Rock Springs. In January 1997, Ammonia Tanks, Rock Valley TanlG Yellow Rock
Springs, and Yucca Playa Pond were visited, and in February 1997, Fortymile Canyon
Tanks, John’s Spring, and Rainier Spring were visited.

Data were collected at each site to (1) identi& the location and size of each wetland (i.e.,
delineate wetland boundaries); (2) describe the vegetation, hydrology, and soils to
delineate jurisdictional wetland boundaries; (3) collect cursory physical and chemical water
quality datq (4) document wildlife usage; and (5) document wetland habitat with
photographs.

3.2.1 Determining Wetland Site Coordinates

The coordinates identi@ng the field location of each study site (Table 2-1) were recorded
using hand-held Global Positioning System (GPS) units (Magellan~ ProMark V).
Coordinates were recorded as Universal Transverse Mercator (UTM) system values
(Zone 11, North American datum) based on an average of 20 GPS readings and an
average PDOP for all 20 readings of 10 or less. PDOP is defined as the precision dilution
of perception and refers to the three-dimensional spacing of satellites. If satellites are
properly spaced (indicated by a low PDOP, where PDOPS of six or less are recom-
mended), the resulting coordinate readings are more accurate. The GPS coordinates for
each site were not corrected for degradation by the U.S. Department of Defense and are
believed to be accurate to within 100 m (328 ft) of the true location. The UTM coordi-
nates of each NTS wetland site were then cross-checked with coordinates from the
appropriate USGS 7.5-Minute Series quadrangle maps.

10



3.2.2 Selecting Wetland Delineation Methods

The method used to delineate wetland bound&ies at each site’ on the NTS was the Routine
Wetland Determination method (Table !3-1) published in the- U.S. Army Corps of ., ~
Engineers Wetlands Delineation Manual (1987 Manual) (Environmental Laboratory,
1987). There are two other wetland delineation methods, the use of National Wetland
Inventory (NWI) maps prepared by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) and the
Comprehensive Wetland Determination method. The three methods vary in intensity of
field effort and their applicability to the NTS.

Table 3-1 Steps for conducting an on-site routine wetland delineation survey

.

●

●

✎

●

✎

✎

●

✎

✎

●

✎

✎

●

✎

✎

✎

Locate the project area

Determine whether an atypical situation exists
..
,(

Identi@ the plant community types

Determine whether normal environmental conditions are present

Select representative observation points

Characterize each plant community type

Record indicator status of dominant species

Determine whether hydrophytic vegetation occurs

Apply wetland hydrologic indicators

Determine whether wetland hydrology is present

Determine whether soils must be characterized

Dig a soil pit

Apply hydric soil indicators *

Determine whether hydric soils are present

Make wetlands determination

Determine wetland-nonwetland boundary

Sample other transects and synthesize data

* Munsell color chart classifications were not applied in describing soils; only the presence or absence of

mottling was recorded. Table is cited from the methods described in U.S. Amy Cops of Engineers
Wetlands Delineation Manual (Environmental Laboratory, 1987).

11
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NWI wetland maps provide classification and identification of general categories or types
of wetlands (e.g., lake-based wetlands, riverine wetlands, palustrine wetlands, estuary
wetlands, coastal wetlands, and marine or saltwater wetland types) (Cowardin et al.,
1979). The only wetland type applicable to the NTS wetlands is the palustrine (inland)
wetland type. Because of the scale size of the maps (1:24,000 or 1:100,000), many or
most areas less than 2 hectares Ma] (5 acres [at]) in size, such as those on the NTS, are
not identified or distinguishable. Furthermore,” these maps do not distinguish between
jurisdictional and nonjurisdictional wetlands. Apparently, because of the small size and
infrequent occurrence of wet areas on the NTS, no NWI maps have been produced, and
hence, identification of wetlands or approximate wetland boundaries using these maps was
not done.

The Comprehensive Wetland Determination method is used to delineate jurisdictional
wetlands based on the presence of field indicators for three parameters: (1) wetland
hydrology (flooded or saturated), (2) hydric soils (formed in a low-oxygen environment),
and (3) hydrophytic (water tolerant) vegetation. The same three parameters are also used
in the Routine Wetland Determination method; however, the Comprehensive Wetland
Determination method uses more precise and quantitative methods of determining canopy
cover such as line-point transects for estimating the canopy cover of dominant plants and
for identifying hydrophytic vegetation.

Comprehensive determinations are only to be used when the project area is very complex
(especially large wetlands) or when the deterrnination requires rigorous documentation
(e.g., if litigationis anticipated,or when the presence of one pamuneter such as hydrology,

hydric soils, or hydrophytic vegetation is disputed). Th@ method was not deemed
appropriate because the NTS EIS did not identifi any proposed actions that would impact
NTS wetlands (DOE, 1996a), nor were there any disputes or controversies identified
associated with the NTS wetlands.

The Routine Wetland Determination method delineates jurisdictional wetlands based on
the presence of the same field indicators as does the comprehensive method. However,
the vegetation sampling methods are not as stringent. Ocular estimates of canopy cover of
dominant species of plants can be taken to characterize and identi& hydrophytic vegeta-
tion. The Routine Wetland Determination method was selected for use because it is a
rapid, yet effective and accepted method to identi& jurisdictional wetlands. The data
collected at each site to identi@ the presence of hydrophilic vegetation, wetland
hydrology, and hydric soils were recorded on a data form (Figure 3-1) similar to the
USACE Form 1 (Environmental Laboratory, 1987).

3.2.3 Delineating Wetland Boundaries

The aerial extent of each wetland was determined by identi~ing the boundary between
wetland and upland vegetation. This boundary was determined by comparing plant species
composition of the plant community in or immediately surrounding the seep or spring with
plant species composition of the upland plant community more distant from the seep or
spring. Changes in vegetation, in both species presence and abundance, were generally
obvious (e.g., green vegetation versus brown vegetation), and transitions between the two

12



Routine Jurisdictional Wetland Determination

Name:

Date

Hydrology

Wetland UniC
UTM Coordinates Easting Nortli~

Tfie: Se;~ _ spring Pond _ Detention basin _ Stream Mechanically containe~
Source: Natural _ Man-enhanced _ Man-made _ Ephemeral ~ Permanent _ Temporary
Date of constructionlperiod of flow:
Disturbance type (if any) and date
Inundated: Yes No Depth of standing water Saturated Yes_ No_ Depth to saturatio~
Other field indicators:
Atypical situation Yes No Wetland hydrology: Yes _ NL

Vegetation
List 3 dominant species, percent cover in bold, in each vegetation layer (5 if only I or 2 -hers are present)

Species Iidicator Status % Cover
Trees
1.
2.
3.
4.
c
J.

Shrubs
1.
9
L.

J.

A . .
4.

5.
Herbs
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.
7.
8.
9.
10.

Other field indicators:
Percentage of species that are OBL, FACW, andlor FAC: %; Hydrophytic vegetation: Yes_ No_
Basis:
Hydric SoiIs
Field indicators:

Hydric Soils: Yes No
Jurisdictional Wetland Determination : Wetland Nonwetland

NOTES:

Figure 3-1 Form used to document field indicators for wetlands on the NTS

13

. —-. ,.. ., ,.,,.. ,.,.~.. . .. ... .... .. . .-J, ..- . . . . ,., .,
—-. —. . . . . . .



community types were rather abrupt (e.g., less than 1 m [3.3 ft] wide). Wetland areas
were identified by the presence of plant species such as hydrophytic grasses, sedges,
rushes, and shrubs that are characteristically restricted to moist habitats. Upland areas
were identified by the presence of plant species characteristic of dry, arid soils. The
boundaries of the wetland areas were then paced off to estimate the approximate
dnensions of the wetland area.

To identi~ the boundaries of jurisdictional wetlands, in accordance with the Routine
Wetland Delineation method, a further field analysis of plant communities within the
wetland (non-upland) areas was required. The wetland area at each site was subdivided
into zones. Areas with standing water, or evidence of historic standing water (e.g.,
presence of dried algae or waterlines), were distinguished as one zone. Transitional areas
be~een the very wet zone and the dry uplands were divided into one or more zones based
on changes in species composition. The NTS wetlands were very small, often less than
0.4 ha (1 at), and many only a few square meters in size. Therefore, usually only one
wetland vegetation zone was identified per site. Within each major zone, a sample plot
(also referred to as an “observation point”) of approximately 1.5 m (5 ft) radius was
selected. Plot size was smaller for small wetlands having less area. Tippipah Spring and
Whiterock Spring were large wetlands where a mosaic of mesic habitats occurred or where
a long linear wetland habitat occurred which had different vegetation characteristics
downslope from the springhead. Within such larger wetland mosaics, boundaries of
wetland zones that were patchy, discontinuous, or represented a changing linear corridor
were sketched on a site map showing the relative position of site features. Approximate
dimensions of each distinct wetland zone were recorded. The exact location of boundaries
was difficult to document in the field because of a lack of aerial photos or maps with
sufilcient resolution or detail to permit determining their precise spatial locations.

3.2.4 Characterizing Wetland Vegetation

At each NTS site, one representative observation point per wetland zone was selected to
examine field indicators for hydrophytic vegetation. The presence of hydrophytic vege-
tation is one of three parameters used to define a jurisdictional wetland. Vascular plants
were identified and, using an ocular estimate (a visual projection of the plant canopy to
the ground surface), were assigned an absolute percent cover estimate @ each vegetation
layer present (i.e., tree, shrub, herb). Plants in each vegetation layer with a 10 percent or
greater cover value were defined as dominant species. All plants were classified as to
their wetland status. To classify them, the National List of Plant Species 1%.atOccur in
Wetlands Interrnountain (Region 8) (Reed, 1996) was used. The plant names used are
according to the National Plant Database (NRCS, 1996a). This list has assigned species to
one of the following classes. A suffix of “-” or “+” is often used with the following
codes to indicate that the plant is found on either the lower or higher ends of the range of
probabilities that define each class. An asterisk (*) following a regional indicator identi-
fies tentative assignments based on limited information from which to determine the
indicator status.

● UPL – Upland plants, occur almost exclusively in upland environments
● FACU – Facultative upland plants, occur in wetlands less than 33 percent of the time

14
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● FAC – Facukative wetland species, occur in wetlands between 33 to 67 percent of the

time
“ FACW – Facultative wetland plants, occur in wetlands between 67 to 99 percent of the

time
● OBL – Obligatory wetland species, occur in wetlands @eater than 99 percent of the ‘

time
● NI – No indicator, or not sufficient information to classi& this species at this time
● NL – Not listed in the National List of Plant Species That Occur In Wetlands:

Intermountain (Region 8) because they occur in wetlands less than 1 percent of the
time

One additional classification was assigned to some plants found at NTS study sites:

● UNISN – Unknown status because plants lacked taxonomic characteristics needed to
determine the genus and species.

Those wetland zones in which, greater than 50 percent of the dominant plants are classified
as FAC, FACW, or OBL were considered to possess hydrophytic vegetation per the
USACE guidelines (Environmental Laboratory, 1987). In situations where there were
equal numbers of dominant hydrophytic and upland species (e.g., four dominant hydro-
phytic and four dominant upland species), an alternative method for establishing
dominance, recommended in a USACE memorandum (Williams, 1992), was used. This
method was presented in a 1989 interagency manual produced by the USACE, FWS, and
the U.S. Department of Agriculture (USDA) and uses a comparison of the proportion of
canopy cover due to hydrophytic versus upland species. If the canopy cover at a site due
to hydrophytic plants is greater than 50 percen~ then the site would be considered as
having field indicators for hydrophytic vegetation. The presence of filamentous algae and
moss, although they are not vascular plants used to define wetlands, also were recorded
when observed at study sites.

To conform to USACE convention, the Latin scientific names of plants are used
throughout the text of this report. The common name of each plant species is presented
once in the text the first time it is discussed, and thereafter the genus and species name of
each plant is used. To assist the reader, Appendix A presents a table of both the scientific
and common names of all plants presented in the text or tables of this report.

3.2.5 Characterizing Wetland Hydrology

Wetland hydrology encompasses all hydrologic characteristics of areas that are periodically
inundated or have soils saturated to the stiace for some duration during the growing
season, usually about 12.5 percent of the growing season (Environmental Laboratory,
1987). At the NTS, this is about 14 to 21 days depending on elevation. The presence of
natural surface water or saturated soils (i.e., not derived from human intervention or
construction of such things as wells or sumps) in the late summer or fhll was considered
sufllcient evidence of wetland hydrology at each NTS study site. Because 1996 was a
rather dry year with little precipitation, most of the water at the springs and seeps was
assumed to be from substiace flows rather than horn runoff. Data from past visits to
these sites were also used as evidence of perennial supplies of spring water.

,,,
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At each wetland site, the maximum depth of standing water was measured with a meter
stick. The areal extent of standing water was estimated by pacing off the area using a
known stride. Depth to saturation was recorded as zero at all sites with pools or where
the surface soils were saturated. The presence of saturated soils was determined by
squeezing free water from a soil sample by hand or by observing water seeping into a
46-cm- (18-in-)-deep soil pit upon excavation. Soil pits were dug at very few study sites
to avoid disturbing the sites. Therefore, depth to saturation was commonly not measured
in wetland zones where surface soils were dry. One exception was in a wetland zone
downslope of the springhead at Whiterock Spring. Here, a meter stick was inserted into a
previously installed vertical pipe and the distance to water was recorded. At those NTS
sites where standing water was absent, field indicators for wetland hydrology, including
water marks on rocks and the presence of dried algae and other field indicators were
recorded, as described in the 1987 Manual (Environmental Laboratory, 1987) (Figure 3-l).

Spring flow rate (thin) was measured at sites where water flowed through previously
installed pipes @.eitrnann Seep, Topopah Spring, Tub Spring, and Whiterock Spring) or
where stream flow could be directed through a hand-held pipe (Cane, Captain Jack,
Cottonwood, John’s Oak, and Tippipah springs, and For&mile Canyon Tanks) and
measured in a graduated beaker per unit time. Flow rate measurements were replicated
three or more times, and the average rate was recorded (Figure 3-2).”

At 11 NTS sites, water quality parameters that may be important to aquatic animals and
wildlife were measured by a simplified, rapid technique. These parameters included water
temperature, dissolved oxygen, pH, conductivity, and total dissolved solids (TDS). Hand-
held probes (Coming Checkmate System, “Corning Scientific Products, Inc.) were used to
take measurements at a depth of 5 cm (2 in). Readings were taken from one or more
microhabitats (e.g., open pools, cave pools, man-made containers) where water was at
least 5 cm (2 in) deep. Water quality probes were calibrated with known standard
solutions prior to use and frequently checked against these standard solutions while in
field. Automatic endpoint readings from the meter were used to determine when a
particular value had stabilized. The stabilized values were recorded (Figure 3-2).

3.2.6 Characterizing Hydric Soils

the

A hydric soil is “A soil that is saturated, flooded, or ponded long enough during the
growing season to develop anaerobic conditions that favor the growth and regeneration of
the hydrophytic vegetation.” (Environmental Laboratory, 1987). Biologists dug one or
more soil pits 46 cm (18 in) deep at 7 of the 25 FITS study sites to identify indicators of
hydric soils. The presence of organic matter was noted and the general thickness and
texture of soils (e.g., rocky, gravelly) was recorded (Figure 3-1). Soil mottling was
visually determined to be present or absent from the soil pits and also was recorded.

A complete soil analysis as prescribed by the Routine Wetland Determination method was
not completed at the majority of the NTS wetland sites. For example, soil pits were not
dug at 18 of the sites with smaller wetland zones, and a Munsell Color Chart (Munsell,
19~2) was not used to classify mottling of mineral deposits in the soil
dark chroma observed. A determination was made that digging a soil
much disturbance at small sites and that complete soil analyses would
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NTS Wetlands Water Quality and Wildlife Monitoring Form

Location: Date Time: Start Finish

Observer(s) AirTemp ‘C: Wind: Weather: Cloud Cover:

Locationnotes:

WaterTemp(“C) Dissolved Oxygen(ppm) pH TDS(ppm) Cond/(@)

1) 1) 1~ ~ 1)

2) 2) z~ ~ 2)
3) 3) 3~ 3~ 3)
MrrxDepthofsurfacewate~ Surfaceareaofspring Springflowrate:
Rel.Depthtowatertable: Locationnotes:
WaterTemp(“C) DissolvedOxygen(ppm) pH TDS(ppm) Cond/(@)
1) 1) 1~ ~ 1)
2) 2) z~ ~ 2)
3) 3) 3~ 3~ 3)
Moxdepthofcavewater Surfaceareaofcavepool: Vegetation Invertebrates
Filomentousalgae/moss:

A-en. .

Genusspecies CommonName
,,-

Total M F J A Track Scat Condition/behavior/animal

I

2
3
4
5
6

Searchedriporirmzone for prese]]ceof animalsign: . Abbrcvirdions:M=male,F=female,J=juvenile,A=adult,AnimalSign:1=lowabundance,2=moderateabundance,3=high
abundance.Cloudcover=YO visualestimates;r)-25~0 = low, 25=7YX0 = moderate,7’5-100~0 = high, FilamcntousAlga@absent,minimal,abundant,orhwy growlh,
Notes, UTM.S,Slope, Drawings:

. .

,.”
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delineate sites as jurisdictional wetlands. It is known that the USACE regards desert
springs and seeps to be sites where “atypical situations” often occur in regards to the
presence of hydric soil indicators (personal communication with Nancy Kang, USACE,
Reno, Nevada OffIce, November 21, 1996). An atypical situation, as defined by the
USACE, is an occasion where one or more field indicators for wetlands (i.e., hydrophytic
vegetation, hydrology, hydric soils) have been sufllciently altered by natural events or by
recent human activities to preclude their presence (Section F., Atypical Situations, in
Environmental Laboratory, 1987). NTS wetlands that support hydrophytic vegetation and
have surface hydrology are considered by the USACE to possess hydric soils, even though
the field indicators f& hydric soils are absent. Such sites-would be classified by the -
USACE as atypical situations and would still be classified as jurisdictional wetlands.

Soils in sites that are ponded or saturated for a long duration (seven days to one month)
a very long duration (>one month) during the growing season (NRCS, 1996b) are also
defined as hydric soils according to the 1987 Manual. The growing season is defined in
the 1987 Manual as the portion of the year when soil temperatures at 50 cm (19.7 in)
below the soil surface are higher than biologic zero (5 degrees Celsius PC]. [410
Fahrenheit [F]) (for ease of determination, this period is usually approximated by the

or

number of frost-fi-ee days). Because there had been only trace amounts of precipitation at
the NTS prior to and during the fall of 1996, the presence of saturated soils or the
presence of surface water, together with the presence of filamentous algae (which requires
several weeks to grow), was interpreted as evidence to support the conclusion that the
water must have persisted at least seven days and perhaps for several weeks or months.
This water would have been present during a fi-ost-free period (i.e., the growing season)
and would therefore meet the criteria used to veri~ the presence of hydric soils.

3.2.7 Delineating Jurisdictional Wetlands

After field data about field indicators were collected, a determination was made as to
which area(s) within each site would be considered jurisdictional wetlands regulated by the
USACE. Wetland plant community zones that were dominated by hydrophytic vegetation,
hydric soils, and that had wetland hydrology were considered jurisdictional wetlands.
Because of the small size of the jurisdictional wetlands on the NTS, it was not always
possible to accurately depict boundaries on site sketches or aerial photographs (i.e.,
identifying 1 m [3.3 ft] boundaries on photos or maps that are only accurate to 10 m
[32.8 ft]) or through narrative descriptions. The original intent of the wetland surveys was
merely to identi& NTS wetlands that had jurisdictional wetland areas that would require
future field work to precisely identifi boundaries. It is anticipated that if future develop-
ment plans require disturbance of wetlands with areas considered jurisdictional, then the
exact boundaries of the jurisdictional and nonjurisdictional areas would be surveyed and
appropriate scale maps produced.

All boundaries of jurisdictional wetlands within this report should be considered
approximate and managers directing fhture development activities within or near these
areas should recognize that additional field work will be required to accurately identi~
jurisdiction~ boundaries. The size of these areas, and associated boundaries, probably
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fluctuate over time along with the amount of groundwater surfacing at each site. Because
detailed aerial photos or surveys were not available, the relative location of areas (plant
communities)’ that are considered jurisdictional wetlands is communicated through site
sketches or narrative descriptions. The USACE usually conducts a site visit to verify field
boundaries and site conditions, and locating jurisdictional boundaries maybe adjusted by ‘ ‘
the USACE at,the time of the site visit.

e

3.2.8 Describing Historical Use

Sites with prior historical use or natural events that obscure positive wetland field
indicators require additional field techniques for delineating wetland boundaries. These
altered sites are referred to as “atypical situations.” Unique delineation procedures for
these atypical situations are described in the 1987 Manual. These procedures attempt to
determine site conditions prior to alteration by observing field evidence remaining at the
site. Historical use at each potential wetland site was reviewed in the field and in the
literature to determine if human alteration of a site occurred. Such alterations might
include the removal of soils while attempting to improve water sources or while con-
structing stream channels. Each site was also evaluated to determine if natural events such
as floods, fires, or landslides may have altered site conditions. Evidence of atypical
situations, when found, is presented in the appropriate subsections of Section 4.2, “Site
Description and Historical Use.”

3.2.9 Characterizing Wildlife Use

Biologists recorded all sightings of animals, presence of tracks, and scat observed at each
wetland site. On approach to a site, biologists fust observed and counted any fleeing
animals. Biologists then walked the complete perimeter of the vegetated wetland zones to
locate any tracks and scat. Tracks and scat were identified with the aid of Murie (1974).
The spring pools were also inspected for the presence of selected aquatic invertebrate
groups (e.g., snails, ostracods, copepods). After vegetatio~ hydrology, soils, wildlife
signs, and aquatic animal data were collected, a stationary observation point was chosen
where birds, attracted to the wetland site, were observed and counted for a period of 30
minutes. All animal use data flom these 1996 and 1997 surveys were recorded (Figure
3-2), compiled, and added to an existing historical database of similar data collected at
NTS springs and seeps from 1988 to 1994.

The common names of animals are used throughout this report. The Latin genus and
species name for each animal is presented only once in the text the first time the animal is
mentioned. Appendix D presents a table which includes both. the common and scientific
names of all ‘animals mentioned in this report.

3.2.10 Photographing Wetlands

An historical database of over 550 photographs taken on tid near the NTS wetland
between 1960 and 1996 was searched. Recent photographs which best showed the

sites

boundary of the wetlands ‘and the characteristic vegetation and hydrology of each site were
retrieved and compared with historical photographs dating to 1960. These comparisons
were made to identi& any trends in wetland attributes over time. Where needed,
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biologists took 35-mm photographs during these 1996 suweysto show the current
conditions and specific microhabitats of NTS wetlands.

3.2.11 Creating a Wetlands Geospatial Database

&cView GIS~ 3.0 software was used to organize information about NTS wetlands into a
geospatial database. This database is part of a larger geospatial database developed by BN
called the Ecosystem Geographic Information System (EGIS). EGIS operates on a
Pentium@-based (166 MHZ, 32 Mb IUkM) IBM PC-compatible computer. EGIS was
structured to access and display spatial information about NTS ecosystem resources and
features such as UTM coordinates of site locations, topographic da~ roads, NTS site
boundaries, tabular site da~ text files, digital photographs, other images (e.g., aerial
digital photographs and satellite images), and biological data. Topographic data for the
wetlands geospatial database were created from USGS Digital Elevation Model data sets.
Road and site boundary data were created from NTS site facilities datasets. Wetland
photographs (1O x 15 cm [4 x 6 in]) were scanned at a file size ranging from 300 bytes to
3 megabytes and stored as digital image files in a tagged image file format (TIFF) format.
Several GIS project files were created for the wetlands geospatial database and stored in
computer files at BN’s North Las Vegas Facility. Layouts (figures) were developed for
each wetland site and printed on an Epson Stylus Pro XL~ printer.
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4.0 RESULTS

4.1 Previous Studies

The hydrologic conditions of the NTS have been studied extensively and have probably
received more scientific scrutiny than any other area in Nevada. DOE~ has funded studies
of surface water and groundwater in order to best predict the impact of their missions on
these resources and to develop project siting and operating criteria which will protect these
resources. Some of these investigations have examined springs on and near the NTS and
have provided some information on the physical hydrology, recharge and discharge rates,
hydrochemistry, water quality, historical use, plant communities, and wildlife usage ofNTS
springs.

4.1.1 Hydrology

NTS springs are generally located in volcanic lavas and tiff formations of Miocene age
(Table 2-l). Water flow derives from perched water tables in these formations (Moore, 1961;

Ingraham et al., 1990). NTS springs are not believed to be restricted to any single lithologic
unit (Clebsch, 1960), suggesting that they are fed by several different perched zones of
saturation throughout the NTS. The area of any one perched aquifer maybe only as large as
a few square miles (Clebsch, 1960). Springs from perched water are characterized by highly
variable discharge and by variable temperature, usually less than 21 ‘C (70 ‘F) (Winograd and
Thordarson, 1975). No springs on the NTS emerge from the valley-fill or the lower-
carbonate aquifers found on the floor of valleys in the region, such as Big Spring in Ash
Meadows. That type of spring, in contrast to perched groundwater springs, represents
discharge points of a regional zone of saturation and are characterized by high and uniform
discharge and uniform temperatures, generally from 24°C to 35°C (75 “F to 95”F)
(Winograd and Thordarson, 1975).

Discharges from springs, seeps, and aquifers in the region range from less than one to several
thousands of gallons per minute (DOE, 1996a). Recorded flow rates from springs and seeps
at NTS are all very low, generally less than 10 Ihnin (2.6 galhnin) (Ball, 1907; Moore, 1961;
Thordarson and Robinson, 1971; DOE, 1988; Lyles et al., 1990; Ingraharn et al., 1991).
Moore (1961) reported estimates of discharge rates for eight springs on the NTS taken from
1958 to 1960. The highest discharge rates were observed at Cane Spring (7.6-11.4 lhnin [2-3
gal/rein]) and Whiterock Spring (3 .8-7.6 !/rein [1-2 gal/rein]). The o“ther six NTS springs
(Captain Jack, Oak, Rainier, Tippipah, Topopah, and Tub) have recorded maxinmm
discharge rates less than 1.7 !/rein (0.4 galhnin) (Moore, 1961; Lyles et al., 1990).

Cane and Whiterock springs are two of the most studied springs; and the variation in their
flow rates over time has been examined. Between 1981 and 1988, discharges varied horn
1.1 to 6.0 Urnin (0.3 to 1.5 gal/rein) at Cane Spring and from 0.5 to 4.4 Urnin (0.1 to 1.2

gal/rein) at Whiterock Spring (Ingraham et al., 1991; Lyles et al., 1990). Such changes in
discharge rates are most likely, affected by changes in the volume of local precipitation.
Recharge of the perched water tables that feed NTS springs occurs by itilltration of rain
or snowmelt through unsaturated, fractured rock. Two mechanisms of ifilltration are
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thought to affect spring discharges: slow infiltration to the perched water table through
unsaturated rock, and rapid tilltration through the rock fractures. During periods of
moderate precipitation, water Mlltrates slowly through the pores of the rock resulting in
longer residence time of the recharging water and in reduced fluctuations in spring
discharge rates. During large precipitation events, water infiltrates rapidly, primarily by
fracture flow, allowing the water a short-circuit path to the springs. This mechanism of
recharge and discharge is thought to explain observed increases in discharge at Cane
Spring and Whiterock Spring within two to three months after heavy rains (Ingraharn
et al., 1991). Thordarson (1965) has also documented increased infiltration and discharge
at Whiterock Spring after heavy rains. Through oxygen isotopic analyses of rainwater and
discharge water from Cane and Whiterock springs, Ingraham et al. (1991) concluded that
both surnrner and winter precipitation are responsible for recharging the perched ground-
water. Ingraham et al. (1991) determined the residence time of groundwater at Cane
Spring to be approximately 600 years. Lyles et al. (1990) suggested a mean residence
time of about 30 years for groundwater at Whiterock Spring. Long-term trends (over
several decades) in discharge rates of NTS springs ‘and seeps have not been studied.

4.1.2 Water Quality

To understand the regional movement of groundwater, numerous chemical analyses have
been conducted at selected springs on or near the NTS by Schoff and Moore (1964),
Taylor and Giles (1979), Winograd and Thordarson (1975), and Lyles et al. (1990).
Various kinds of water quality data also have been collected at selected springs on the
NTS. Moore (1961) recorded water temperature, pH, selected cations and anions, -
conductivity, alkalinity, and dissolved solids at eight springs. As part of a study of algae,
Taylor and Giles (1979) measured various water quality data including pH, water tempera-
ture, total alkalinity, total phosphorus, arnmoni~, and nitrate nitrogen at eight NTS springs.
Lyles et al. (1990) recorded water temperature, electrical conductivity, pH, selected
cations, and anions at Cane Spring and Whiterock Spring to examine how precipitation
events influence temporal water chemistry of springs. Rornney tid Greger (1992)
measured selected cations and 20 mineral elements in spring water from ten sites on the
NTS. Stetzenbach (1995) also measured selected anions, cations, and 73 trace metals at
three NTS springs.

Moore (1961) measured radioactivity at eight springs on “the NTS. Beginning in 1965,
DOE began long-term monitoring of radioactivity in four to eight springs on the NTS
(Lewis et al., 1965). This monitoring still occurs annually (Davis et al., 1996). Taylor
and Giles (1979) measured the uptake of tritiurn and gamma-emitting radionuclides by
algae in eight NTS springs. All of these investigations have reported negligible levels of
radioactivity, commensurate with natural background levels or indicative of regional and
global fallout as a result of historic aboveground nuclear testing.

4.1.3 Vegetation

No systematic inventory of vascular or aquatic plants has been conducted at springs on the
NTS. Past botanical surveys have been conducted at only a few of the known springs.
They provide lists of species present at or near springs, but the location of hydrophytic
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versus upland plants, relative to the spring source or standing water, has not been clearly
documented. The most thorough listing of plWts can be found for Cane Spring. Drouet
(1960) a.hd Shields and Drouet (1962) recorded 16 aquatic species of algae at Cane
Spring. Taylor and Giles (1979) also conducted an algae survey at Cane Spring and at .,

seven other NTS springs. Fifty-two individual species were documented, of which 29
were found at only a single spring. Allred et al. (1963) surveyed four NTS springs (Cane,
Tippipah, Topopah, and Whiterock) and listed 33 species of vascular plants located at or
near these springs. Beatley (1976) lists 35 species of plants occurring at or near six
springs on the NTS.

4.1.4 Wildlife Use I

The most thorough surveys of selected NTS springs to record the presence of boih
invertebrates and vertebrates were conducted in the 1960s by researchers from Brigham
Young University (Allred et al., 1963; Jorgensen and Hayward, 1965). Of the four
springs surveyed, Cane Spring was studied most extensively. Allred et al. (1963) recorded
5 species of lizards, 5 species of mammals, 18 species of insects, and 70 species of birds
at Cane Spring. Hayward et al. (1963) reported 35 species of birds from Cane Spring and
only 7, 2, and 3 species of birds fi-om Tippipah, Topopah, and Whiterock springs, respec-
tively. Castetter and Hill (1979 and unpublished field notes) ‘reported 45 species of birds
observed at Cane Spring from 1975 to 1977.

Giles (1976) examined eight NTS springs to assess the potential costs of improving the
availability of water for wildlife at the springs and provided some anecdotal comments on
wildlife use at springs. Most wildlife species which were noted as using the sites included
mule deer (Odocoileus hemionu$, mourning doves (Zenaida macroura), black-tailed
jackrabbits (Lepus cal~omicus), coyotes (Canis latrans), and mountain lions (Felix
concolor). In 1987, researchers from the University of California at Los Mgeles were
funded by DOE and began to collect wildlife use data from nine springs on the NTS. A
total of 46 vertebrate species, including reptiles, birds, and mammals were observed across
all nine springs (Romney and Greger, 1992; Greger and Romney, 1994~b). -An
undescribed species of aquatic snail was observed at Cane Spring during these wildlife use
surveys (Greger and Rornney, 1994a).

4.1.5 Historical Use

Worman (1969) has provided the most extensive historical account of human activities
around the NTS springs. Seven springs that occur east and north of the Yucca Mountain
area have been identified as important Native American sites (Stoffle et al., 1990~b;
Henton and Pippin, 1988). Also, ethnobotanical studies have been conducted on the NTS
which document how Native Americaus in the region used numerous wetland plant species
(Stoffle et al., 1989). From the available literature, it is known that over 15 NTS springs,
seeps, and tanks were used by either miners, homesteaders, or Native Americans. Of
these, over 11 springs have been modified in an attempt to increase or contain water flow.
The site-specific information on the historical usage of each NTS natural water source,
obtained from these citations, is presented in the following descriptions of each study site.
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4.2 Description of Study Sites

This section includes a description of all 25 NTS study sites, including all known springs,
seeps, tanks, and natural ponds. The sites are presented in alphabetical order. The data
collected at each site are presented so as to clearly describe the presence or absence of
field indicators which determine the jurisdictional status of wetlands to facilitate USACE’s
use of this document as reference material if needed in the future for permitting purposes.

4.2.1 Ammonia Tanks

4.2.1.1 Site Description and Historical Use

The Ammonia Tanks are located in a side canyon at the lower end of Stockade Wash,
approximately 1 km (0.6 rni) north of Airport Road (Figure 4-1) and 3 km (1.9 mi) west
of Pahute Mesa Road in Area 18. The site consists of two large natural rock basins
(tanks) located below bedrock areas that collect stiace runoff and several smaller tanks
along a wash channel that drains from these basins. These tanks retain water for a limited
time during the year. The Ammonia Tanks site was used by Native Americans from
before the 1820s until about 1950. A fall festival (possibly to harvest wild grains, pinyon
nuts, and conduct rabbit drives) was held at the Ammonia Tanks and drew people from
Oasis Valley and other areas (Stoffle et al., 1990a). Euroamericans used the tanks around
1900. Man-made rock walls have been added to a large f~e-blackened rock shelter near
the tanks. The rock walls narrow the entrance of the shelter and form a door opening.
Numerous inscriptions occur on the rock wall near the upper tank (photo 4-l). Some
inscriptions of names date to 1904. Old tin cans litter the area around the rock shelter.
There appears to be little evidence, however, of human manipulation of the water source.

4.2.1.2 Hydrophytic Vegetation

A routine wetlands survey was conducted at this site on January 7, 1997. Baltic rush
(Juncus balticus) was the only wetland species observed at the observation point at the
pool of the upper tank and comprised about 8 percent of the cover (Table 4-l). Louisiana
sagewort (Atiemi,sia ludoviciana) was the dominant plant species growing at the water
source and comprised about 30 percent of the absolute cover. Basin wiklrye (Zz-ynus

cirzereus) and brittlebush (Erzcelia sp.) also occurred in lesser amounts near the water tank,
5 percent and 2 percent, respectively. The total vegetated area near the two largest @nks
was estimated to be about 12 m2(108 ~). Other plants in the surrounding upland area
included big sagebrush (Artenzisia tridentata), redstem stork’s bill (Erodiunz cicutarhn),
mormon tea (Ephedra viridis), cheatgrass (Bronzus tectorunz), green rabbitbrush
(Chrysothamnus viscidijloris), flax (Linunz sp.), and antelope bitterbrush (Purshia
tridentata). The lower tank had very little vegetation with no hydrophytic species of
plants.

4.2.1.3 Hydrology

The site consists of two large tanks and several smaller tanks that vary in size. Two of
the largest tanks were each approximately 3 m by 5 m (9.8 ft by 16.4 ft) ft) and had
estimated depths of 100 cm (39 in) (Photo 4-2). The tanks fill with water primarily from
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Table 4-1 Ammonia Tanks wetland vegetation as surveyed on January 7, 1997

Habitat: Wash Pool

Species Common Name Indicator Statusa Absolute 0/0 Cover

Tree Layer:
no species

Shrub Layer:
no species

Herb Layer:
Artemisia ludoviciana Louisiana sagewort FACU 30
Encelia sp. unidentified brittlebush 2
Juncus balticus Baltic rush FACW 8
Leymus cinereus basin wildrye FACU 5

Percentage of dominant species that are OBL, FACW, or FAC indicator status: O ‘?/0.

Dominant plant species are indicated by bold Absolute % Cover values.
a For Region 8 indicator status codes for plants, see Section 3.2.4.

Hydrophytic vegetation: No

$,

,.

.,

surface flow. They are located in a narrow, rocky wash with moderate amounts of
exposed bedrock upstream. No surface flow from the tanks was observed. No water
quality measurements were taken.

4.2.1.4 Hydric Soils

Field indicators of hydric soils were restricted to small accumulations of soil fines located
downslope of the tank above bedrock where soil appeared to be saturated for at least
seven days during the growing season, indicating the presence of hydric soils.

4.2.1.5 Determination of Jurisdictional Status

Because of a lack of hydrophytic vegetation at Ammonia Tauks, this site would probably
not be considered a jurisdictional wetland.

4.2.1.6 Wildlife Use

Little is known of wildlife use of the are~ however, deer and coyote scat and tracks were
observed near the water source, suggesting use by these species.
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4.2.2 Cane Spring

4.2.2.1 Site Description and Historical Use

Cane Spring is located at the northeast end of Skull Mountain near the junction of Cane
Spring Road and Area 27 Road, south of Cane Spring Wash (Fi@e 4-2). The Cane
Spring site (Photo 4-3) has a moderate slope (30 percent) with a north-facing aspect.
Native Americans occupied the site and cultivated corn and squash (Stoffle et al., 1990a).
Present historical structures on site include an old rock and wood house with a corral built
to hold relay horses for a freight line that ran from Utah to southern Nevada prior to 1900
(WormW 1969). A tunnel was excavated into the spring, apparently by ranchers or
miners, to improve the flow of water, forming a horizontal shaft (an adit) and cave pool
(Photo 4-4). The adit is about 3 m (9.8 I?) wide, more than 1 m (3.3 ft) in diameter, and
of undetermined length into the hillside. Water from this site was hauled to the mining
camp (tent town) of Wihrnonie in 1928. A local gravesite near the spring dates to 1922.
Livestock and some feral horses occupied the area until at least 1976 (Giles, 1976) and
probably grazed heavily on wetland vegetation.

Water fi-om the cave pool flows through a drainage channel about 30 m (98 ft) north to a
man-made reservoir (Figure 4-2). This reservoir is known to fill with water during wet
years (Photo 4-5), but was dry during site visits in 1996 (Photo 4-6). The reservoir was
apparently created by early ranchers who constructed an earthen berm across the drainage
channel. The berm also functions as a road. Spring water also flows intermittently from
a seep adjacent to a large Goodding’s willow (Salix gooddingiz! tree inside a fenced area
to the east of the cave pool (Figure 4-2). This area was fenced by DOE in the early
1970s to protect largeflower suncup (Cane Spring evening primrose) (Camissonia
megahzntluz) from grazing by feral horses (this plaut was believed to be locally rare and
threatened on the NTS ~oads and Williams, 1977]). Water flows fi-om this seep
through another drainage channel into the reservoir (Figure 4-2). A wooden flow gauge
box has been installed about 20 m (66 ft) downslope from the cave pool (Figure 4-2) and
is fed water through a PVC (polyvinyl chloride) pipe. An existing bladed road into the
Cane Spring site was barricaded by DOE some time in the 1970s to protect this historical
site from future hurnau disturbance.

4.2.2.2 Hydrophyfic Vegetation

A mosaic of small wetland habitats comprise the Cane Spring site as shown in Figure 4-2.
Wetland plant species observed at the site include Baltic rush, rabbitsfoot grass
(Polypogon monspeliensis), Goodding’s willow, and saltcedm (Tamurix ramosissmu). On
a hill slope above the pool (Photo 4-3), a small 70-m2 (753 -ft?) deltzq with an accumula-
tion of over 2 m (6.6 ft) of fines, supports a mixture of Baltic rush and basin wildrye. A
small stand (25 mz [269 f?]) of southern cattail (Typha domingensis) stalks occurs below
the flow gauge box. Four to five large (5 to 15 m [16.4 to 49.2 ft] tall) Goodding’s
willow trees on the site offer significant cover to wildlife. Southern cattails were recorded
growing in the seep under these willows in September of 1996. Common upland plant
species growing in the area include fourwing saltbush (Atriplex canescens), foxtail brome
(Bromus rubens), cheatgrass, rubber rabbitbrush (Er.kameria [Chrysothamnus] ntzuseosa),
and blackbrush (Coleogyne ramosissima. Largeflower suncup (Cane Spring evening
primrose) was first described from Cane Spring (Beatley, 1976). Two additional wetland
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Photo 4-4. Cave pool and outflow at
Cane Spring on June 19, 1996. (ws344-
19.TIF)
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Photo 4-5. Reservoir at Cane Spring, looking east in 1963 (Allred et al., 1963). (ws500-01.TIF)
.

Photo 4-6. Dry reservoir at Cane Spring, looking east on November 14, 1996. (ws501-01.TIFJ
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species were reported to occur at Cane Spring in 1988 that were not observed during the
1996 field survey: common reed (Phragmites australis) and western honey mesquite
(Proscpis glandulosa) (Stoffle et al., 1989). Beatley (1976) stated that three small western
honey mesquite trees were apparently planted at Cane Spring and that they were not
known to flower.

A wetland plant survey was conducted in the drainage channel 5 m (16.4 i?) directly down
slope from the cave pool on June 19, 1996. In this area, approximately 33 percent of the
dominant plants observed were hydrophytic, a value too low for the area downslope from
the cave pool to be considered a jurisdictional wetland (Table 4-2). The seep site,
however, had a dominance of hydrophytic plants (>51 percent) when surveyed in
September 1996 (Table 4-3). These hydrophytic plant; included Baltic
cattail, and Goodding’s willow which were growing in saturated soils.
230 m2 (2,475 @ (Table 5-1, Section 5.0) has field indicators positive
vegetation.

Table 4-2 Cane Spring wetland vegetation as surveyed on June 19, 1996

rush, southern
This- area of about
for hydrophytic

Habitat: Drainage Channel Below Cave Pool

Species Common Name Indicator Status= Absolute 0/0 Cover

Tree Layer:
no species

Shrub Layer:
Atriplex canescens fourwing saltbush UPL 15

Herb Layer:
Leymus cinereus basin wildrye FACU 40
Rumex salic~olius willow dock FACW* 15

Percentageof dominant speciesthat are OBL, FACW, or FAC indicator status: 33 ‘?/0.
Dominant plant species are indicatedby bold Absolute% Cover values.
‘ For Region 8 indicator status codes for plants, see Section3.2.4.

-. Hydrophytic vegetation: No

Table 4-3 Cane Spring wetland vegetation as surveyed on September 9, 1996

Habitat: Seep ‘Under Willow Trees

Species Common Name Indicator Status’ Absolute O/. Cover

Tree Layer:
Sali.x gooddingii Goodding’swillow FACW 90

Shrub Layer:
no species
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Habitat: Seep Under Willow Trees

Species Common Name Indicator Statusa Absolute ?4. Cover

Herb Layer:
Juncus balticus Baltic rush FACW 30
Leymus cinereus basin wildrye FACU 40
Typha domingensis southerncattail OBL 15

Percentageof dominant speciesthat are.OBL,FACW, or FAC indicator status: 75 %0.
Dominant plant speciesare indicatedby bold Absolute% Cover values.
a For Region 8 indicator status codesfor plants, see Section 3.2.4.

Hydroph~lc vegetation: Yes

4.2.2.3 Wetland Hydrology and Wafer Qualify

Areas observed to have field indicators of wetland hydrology included the cave pool and
the seep area inside the fence to the east of the cave pool. The amount of surface water
increased visibly from June to November 1996 due to precipitation. On June 19, 1996,
surface water was observed only in the cave pool and in the flow gauge box. On
September 9, 1996, surface water was seeping through the earthen dam forming saturated
soils below the cave pool and was also flowing from the seep within the fenced area under
the Goodding’s willow tree, forming a 4-m2 (43-f?) inundated area. OnNovember 14,
1996, water was flowing over the cave dam and had inundated a small area 1 to 2 m2 (11
to 21 f?) and 10 to 15 cm (4 to 6 in) deep just below the cave dam in the main drainage
channel.

The flow rates of surface water at Cane Spring also increased from June to November.
During June, no flow was observed into the flow gauge box from the cave pool via an
existing PVC pipe. In September, the flow rate into the box was 0.015 .Umin (0.004
galhnin). In November, water was flowing over the cave dam at a measured rate of
3 l/rein (0.8 gal/rein). The flow rate of water into the flow gauge box was not noticeably
greater, however, than in September, but it was not measured.

The depth of water in the cave pool also increased from June to November. The cave
pool is about 2 m (6.6 ft.) inside the cave opening. On June 6, 1996, water depth of the
pool was about 60 cm (24 in). In September, the water level rose about 10 cm (4 in), but
had not overflowed the cave darn. In November, the water depth measured was greater
than 1 m (3 ft), and its maximum depth was visually estimated to be 2 m (6 ft). Water
quality data were taken at the cave pool and the flow box in June, September, and
November 1996. These water quality data are presented in Table 5-2 (Section 5.0).

4.2.2.4 Hydric Soils

Several field indicators of hydric soils were found at the cave pool and the seep area
inside the fence and included dark (low-chroma) organic profiles, mottling, and evidence ,,!
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of saturated soils. Soil, eroding by sheet erosion from slopes adjacent to the site, appears
to have collected or been trapped by the dense vegetation of sedges and grasses growing at
the seep. This has resulted in the accumulation of soil fines to a moderate depth of 2 to 3
m (6.6 to 9.8 ft) (based on comparisons with adjacent topographic contours) which has
apparently accumulated over hundreds or perhaps thousands of years. The strongest
evidence of hydric soils is the occurrence of soils that appear to have been saturated or
inundated for greater than seven days during the plant growing season (see Section 3.2.6).

4.2.2.5 Determination of Jurisdictional Status

Portions of the Cane Spring site may quali~ as jurisdictional wetlaqds because they have
field indicators for all three required parameters: hydrophytic vegetation, wetland
hydrology, and hydric soils. The seep area within the fenced area which supports
Goodding’s willow, Baltic rush, and southern cattail qualifies as a jurisdictional wetland.
While the area directly downslope from the cave pool did not have a dominance of
hydrophytic vegetation during the surveys, it is likeIy that during wetter periods of time,
this area would also have more hydrophytic species and would probably be considered a
jurisdictional wetland. The size of these two areas fluctuates with seepage and will vary
over time. The cave pool was unvegetated and therefore did not meet the criteria of a
jurisdictional wetland. However, the pool may be considered by the USACE to be waters
of the United States protected under the CWA.

4.2.2.6 Wildlife Use

The area is used heavily for drinking and resting sites by numerous migrating birds
including passerine (perching song birds), mourning doves, and resident species such as
chukar (zllecton”s chukar) and Gambel’s quail (Callipepla gambeliz” (Table 5-4, Section
5.0). The large Goodding’s willow trees provide nesting sites for common ravens (Corvus
cm-ax) and long-eared owls (Asio otus). Bobcats (Lynx ruji.n), coyotes, mountain lions,
and mule deer are some common mammals that use &e area. Mule deer tracks at the cave
pool entrance indicate the opening is large enough for this species to access the pool.

An undescribed species of hydrobiid snail (Pyrgzdopsis sp.) occurs at Cane Spring. From
June through November 1996, the snail was found on several algal mats in the cave pool
nearest the tunnel entrance. Previous field records show that the snail occurred in the east
channel (Paul Greger, unpublished data, 1988) and was collected from the wooden flow
gauge box in 1992. The east channel was dry and had no snails in June 1996. Other
invertebrates including both ostracods and copepods occur at this spring.

4.2.3 Captain Jack Spring

4.2.3.1 Site Description and Historical Use

Captain Jack Spring (Figure 4-3) occurs in a rocky, remote area at the northeastern end of
the Eleana Range on steep slopes with a southeast-facing aspect. Native Anerican
cultural sites, including two rock shelters and various other artifacts, are located at short
distances from the spring (Worman, 1969). The area was occupied and named after an
early Native American explorer ,who carried mail from Utah to the Groom Mine
(Worman, 1969). Livestock was kept in the area as evidenced by the presence of an old
corral. Remnants of old livestock watering tanks and old pipes occur about 30 m (98 ft)
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below the spring pool. The old pipes (not functional) apparently fed water to the tanks
for livestock. After flood damage, new pipes were installed and a new watering tank was
bolted to the bedrock (Smith et al., 1979).

Water flows from the base of a narrow rocky box canyon which is about 5 m (16.4 ft)
wide by 15 m (49.2 ft) long. The water forms a pool 61 x 76 cm (24 x 30 in) which is
about 20 cm (8 in) deep (Photo 4-7). This pool drains downslope through a channel.
This small stream of water was about 30 m (131 ft) long and 20 cm (8 in) wide. The
drainage channel is at times thickly vegetated with aquatic plants (Photo 4-8). A small
herd of about 20 feral horses occupies the area (Photo 4-9) (Greger and Romney, 1994b).
Use of the spring by horses varies with the season, and heavy grazing and trampling by
horses results in seasonal reductions in the absolute cover of wetland vegetation at the site
(Photo 4-10).

4.2.3.2 Hydrophyfic Vegetation

Captain Jack Spring occurs in typical pinyon-juniper habitat where localized patches of
Gambel’s oak (Quercus ganzbelii) are common around the base of rocky ledges. Upland
species include Louisiana sagewort, big sagebrush, foxtail brome, cheatgrass, mormon tea,
eastern Mojave buckwheat (Eriogonum fasciculatum), Utah juniper (Juniperus
osteospenna), basin wildrye, singleleaf pinyon (Pinus monophyla), and bluegrasses (Pea
spp.). Wetland plant species in the area around the spring and within the drainage channel
include seep monkeyflower (Mimulus guttatus), biennial cinquefoil (Potentilla biennis),
willow dock (Rumex salicifolius), water speedwell (Veronica anagallis-aquatica), and
bridge penstemon (Penstemon rostrz$?orus).

On June 19, 1996, the spring drainage channel was nearly denuded of aquatic vegetation
for most of its length coincident with heavy horse usage. On September 19, 1996,
vegetation had regrown and there was extensive growth of aquatic vegetation throughout
the total length of the drainage channel and the pool. This vegetated area was approxi-
mately 30 m2 (323 f?) (Photo 4-8). A wetland vegetation survey was conducted in the
drainage channel of Captain Jack Spring about 25 m (82 ft) downslope of the spring pool.
Results showed that 100 percent of the dominant species observed were hydrophytic plants
indicating that field indicators for hydrophytic vegetation are present at Captain Jack
Spring (Table 4-4).

4.2.3.3 Wetland Hydrology and Wafer Quality

Areas observed to have field indicators of wetland hydrology included the spring pool and
the drainage channel below the pool. Water flow rate was approximately 0.9 f?/min (0.2
galhnin) on September 10, 1996 (Table 5-1, Section 5.0). The total inundated area at
Captain Jack Spring was about 7 m2 (75 &) during September 1996. The spring pool is
less than 0.5 m2 (4.9 f?) in surface area and contains an estimated volume of about 70 L
(18.5 gal). Surface water and saturated soils were present at Captain Jack Spring on both
visits during June and September 1996. Water quality data were taken during both visits
and are presented in Table 5-2 (Section 5.0).
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Photo 4-9. Horses at Captain Jack Spring on June 1989. IWS1n-16.TIFJ

Photo 4-10. Horse damage at Captain Jack Spring on November 21, 1988. (wsI04-04.TI19
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Table 4-4 Captain Jack Spring wetland vegetation as surveyed on June 19, 1996

Habitat: Drainage Channel Below Pool

Species Common Name Indicator Status’ Absolute 0/0 Cover

Tree Layer:
no species

Shrub Layer:
no species

Herb Layer:
Mimulus guttatus seep monkeyflower OBL 10
Potentilla biennis biennial cinquefoil FAC 5
Rumex salicijolius willow dock FACW* 50
Veronica anagallis-aquatica water speedwell OBL 10

Percentageof dominant speciesthat are OBL, FACW, or FAC indicator status: 100 0/0.
Dominant plant speciesare indicatedby bold Absolute % Cover values.
a For Region 8 indicator status codes for plants, see Section3.2.4.

Hydrophytic vegetation: Yes

4.2.3.4 Hydric Soils

Field indicators of hydric soils were limited at this site. Soils were poorly developed,
shallow, and sandy in this region with low amounts of organic matter. Areas identified as

having hydric soils were confined to the spring pool and the narrow drainage channel
where the soils appeared to be saturated for seven or more days during the growing
season, indicating the presence of hydric soils.

4.2.3.5 Determination of Jurisdictions/Status

Two areas at Captain Jack Spring (the spring pool and the narrow drainage channel below
the pool) would probably quali~ as jurisdictiomi.1 wetlands because they had field
indicators fgr all three required parameters: hydrophytic vegetation, wetland hydrology,
and hydric soils.

4.2.3.6 Wildlife Use

This spring is corornonly used by coyotes,feral horses, mountain lions, mule deer, and
large numbers of upland game birds such as chukar, Gambel’s quail, and mourning doves.
Sixteen or more species of passerine birds have been recorded using the spring habitat
(Table 5-4, Section 5.0). Raptors are also common in this are% including the Cooper’s
hawk (Accipiter cocperii) and the sharp-shinned hawk (Accipiter striatus). Tiny fresh-
water crustaceans such as ostracods and copepods are common in the spring pool.
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4.2.4 Cottonwood Spring

4.2.4.1 Site Description and Historical Use

Cottonwood Spring is located northwest of Calico Hills about 1 km (0.6 mi) west of
Fortymile Canyon (Figure 4-4). This spring occurs in an east-facing wash at the top of a
steep (40 percent) slope. It flows from fractures in rock ledges at approximately a 1,292-
m (4,240-ft) elevation and is visible from a distance because three cottonwood trees

(Populwfiemorzti~ occur at the spring (Photo 4-11). The spring is marked on the
Topopah Spring NW USGS 7.5-Minute Series quadrangle map (1961), but is not named.
This spring is the only site on the N~S where a cottonwood tree exists; therefore, the
spring was named “Cottonwood Spring.” The spring was used by Native Americans, as

evidenced by a temporary camp site which is located just above the spring on the ridge

face at 1,310 m (4,300 ft). This site has three rock shelters and one rock alignment

(Henton and Pippin, 1988). Prospecting and mining occurred in Fortymile Canyon near
this spring. A surviving Forty-Niner emigrant claimed to have found some ore in

Fortyrnile Canyon near a spring with a cottonwood tree close to the junction of several
Native American trails (Stoffle et al., 1990a). A prospector set out to fmd the spring in

1880 and was attacked by Native Americans and driven away (Stoffle et al., 1990a).

There appears to be little evidence of human disturbance at this spring. A few pieces of
iron pipe were located in the wash about 100 m (328 ft) below the spring, suggesting that
water was piped down the wash. A few pieces of metal rebar were also found near the
cottonwood trees.

4.2.4.2 Hydrophytic Vegetation

A wetland vegetation survey was conducted on December 12, 1996. Within the sampling
area (observation point), 66 percent of the dominant plants were hydrophytic species
indicating that hydrophytic vegetation was present at Cottonwood Spring (Table 4-5).
Seep monkeyflower was the dominant species growing throughout the entire habitat;
however, most of these individuals were very young plants of 1 cm (0.5 in) in height or
less (Photo 4-12). Old flowering stalks of last year’s plants remained. Mosses and
western goldfem (Pentagrama triangular) were also widely distributed throughout the
habitat. Plant species along the border of the delineated wetland area included wormwood
(Atiemisia dracunculus), Louisiana sagewort, and New Mexico thistle (Cirsium
neomexicanum). Plants observed in the upland areas surrounding the drainage channels
included green rabbitbrush, needle-leaf rabbitbrush (Ericamen.a teretifolia), eastern Mojave
buckwheat, morrnon te~ Cooper’s heathgoldenrod (Ericameria cooperi), and Mexican
bladdersage (Salazaria mexicana). An approximate 40-m2 (430-&) area near the
cottonwood trees had accumulated deep soils, but the soils were not saturated. Roots from
the trees appeared to extend into the adjacent spring pool area where saturated soils were
present. A small pile of runoff debris in the dry wash near the cottonwoods suggested
previous surface water flow through this area. The surface area delineated by hydrophytic
plants was estimated to be approximately 130 mz (1,399 &) (Table 5-1, Section 5.0).
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Photo 4-11. Cottonwood Spring looking northeast on January 8, 1997. (ws347-1I.TIF)

Photo 4-12. Vegetation on rock face at Cottonwood Spring on January 8, 1997. (ws347-09.TIFI
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Table 4-5 Cottonwood Spring wetland vegetation as surveyed on December 12, 1996

Habitat: Drainage Channel

Species Common Name Indicator Status* Absolute VO Cover

Tree Layer:
Populusjiemontii Fremont’s cottonwood FACW* 20

Shrub Layer:
Rhus tnlobata smooth sumac NI 10

Herb Layer:
Bromus rubens foxtail brome UPL 2
Mimulus guttatus seep monkeyflower OBL 20

Ferns:
Pentagrama triangularis western goldfem NL 2

Percentageof dominant speciesthat are OBL, FACW, or FAC indicatorstatus: 66 ‘?/0.
Dominant plant species are indicatedby bold Absolute% Cover values.
‘ For Region 8 indicator status codes for plants, see Section3.2.4.

Hydrophytic vegetation: Yes

4.2.4.3 Wetland Hydrology and Water Quality . .

Areas observed to have field indicators of wetland hydrology included the spring pool, a
seep area below the spring pool, and intermittently wet areas within two drainage channels
below the spring pool. The spring pool, about 1 rn2 (10.8 ~) in area and about 25 cm (10
in) deep, was located just below the three cottonwood trees @hoto 4-13). Growths of
filamentous algae were abundant in the spring pool. Below&e spring pool is a seep area.
Water also flows from two other locations (Figure 4-4) along a rock face (Photo 4-12)
coveregl with mosses, ferns, and other” hydrophytic plants. Most inundated areas in the
habitat-were shallow, about 3 cm (1 in) deep. The-seep area and two channels near the
spring had surface flow in December 1996 and formed a confluence about 70 m (230 ft)
below the cliff face (Figure 4-4). These channels cut through rock and formed pools of
various size and depth. They vary from about 15 cm (6 in) to’2 m (6 ft) in width and 3

“cm (1 in) to about 25 cm (1 O in) in depth (Photo 4-14). The flow rate measured in
December 1996 in the wash below the confluence of the two channels was approximately
1 lhnin (0.3 galhnin) (Table 5-1, Section 5.0). The area of surface inundation was about
90 m2 (969 fl?). Water quality data were taken in January 1997 and are presented in
Table 5-2 (Section 5.0).
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Photo 4-13. Spring pool at Cottonwood Spring on January 8, 1997. (wsw7-08.TIF)

Photo 4-14. Pool in roclq wash at Cottonwood Spring on January 8, 1997. (ws347-05.TIFJ
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4.2.4.4 Hydric Soils

Hydric soils appear to be present at Cottonwood Spring and were confiied to the seep
below the spring pool, and in pools and saturated soils within the two drainage channels.
These soils appeared to be saturated for at least seven days during the growing season,
indicating the presence of hydric soils.

An area with deeper soils directly under the three cottonwood ~ees did not appear to have
hydric soils. Soils did not appear to be saturated within 61 cm (2 ft) of the surface;
however, no soil pits were dug at this site.

4.2.4.5 Determination of Jurisdictional Status

Several areas around Cottonwood Spring would probably be considered jurisdictional
wetlands because they have field indicators of all three required wetland parameters:
hydrophytic vegetation, wetland hydrology, and hydric soils. These areas include the
spring pool, the seep or saturated area below the spring pool, and intermittent pools or wet
areas within the two drainage channels located about 70 m (230 ft) upslope and about 150
m (492 ft) downslope &om the confluence of the drainage channels.

4.2.4.6 Wildlife Use

No previous monitoring of wildlife use has been conducted at this spring. Little is known ~
about wildlife use of the spring. Mule deer scat was observed in the vicinity of the spring
at the time of the wetland survey. Aquatic invertebrates observed in the spring pool in
December 1996 included crustaceans (ostracods and copepods).

.4.2.5 Coyote Spring

4.2.5.1 Site Description and Historical Use

Coyote Spring (Figure 4-5) is located about 3 km (2 mi) southeast of Hampel Hill and .,

approximately 3 to 5 km (2 to 3 mi) southwest of Frenchman Flat. The site (Photo 4-15)
is within a wash in an area that is distant from any roads and shows no evidence of
disturbance by man.

4.2.5.2 Hydrophytic Vegetation

A wetland vegetation survey of Coyote Spring was conducted on September 4, 1996. :’

Coyote Spring consists of three seep areas (F’igure 4-.5) that either currently or previously
supported wetland vegetation. In September, only one of these three areas was dominated
by hydrophytic vegetation (Table 4-6, Photo 4-16). This area was the fbrthest downslope
and was dominated by inland saltgrass (Distichlis spicata), a wetland plant species which
covered a surface area of about 160 m2 (1,722 f?). A second seep area is about 40 m2
(430 &) in size and is located on the adjacent hill side. It was dominated by common
kochia (Kochia scoparia) and soils there were moist and dark-colored. No vegetation !-
occurred on the third area which had dark-colored and moist soils and was located west of
the other seep areas.
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Table 4-6 Coyote Spring wetland vegetation as surveyed on September 4, 1996

Habitat: Wash Slope

Species Common Name Indicator Status’ Absolute O/. Cover

Tree Layer:
no species

Shrub Layer:
.no species

Herb Layer:
Distichlis spicata inland saltgrass FAC+* 60

Percentageof dominant species that are OBL, FACW, or FAC indicatorstatus: 100 ‘?/0.

Dominant plant speciesare indicatedby bold Absolute% Cover values.
‘ For Region 8 indicatorstatus codes for pIants, see Section 3.2.4.

Hydrophytic vegetation: Yes

Other upland plants in the area included shadscale saltbush (Atriplez confertij?olia),
largeflower suncup (Cane Spring evening primrose), bottlebrush squirreltail (Elymus
elynzoide.s), and basin wildrye.

4.2.5.3 Wetland Hydrology and Water Quality

The only area observed to have field indicators of wetland hydrology was the seep area
farthest downslope, although no standing water was observed at this site. Seasonal water
availability at Coyote Spring is poorly understood; however, the presence of facultative
wetland vegetation (inland saltgrass) and dark-colored soils are evidence of prior wetland
hydrology. The unvegetated area of 6 m2 (65 &) located in the wash also had dark-
colored and wet surface soils. Observations made in September 1996 may not be
representative of conditions during wetter years. No water quality data were collected at
the time of the field survey.

4.2.5.4 Hydric Soils

Field indicators for hydric soils appeared to be present in the area dominated by inland
saltgrass (i.e., the seep area furthest down slope). These indicators included dark-colored
soils which appeared to have been saturated for periods of at least seven days during the
growing season. No soil pits were dug. The other two seep areas also had dark-colored
moist soils, but did not have evidence of saturated soils.

4.2.5.5 Determination of Jurisdictional Status ~ -

Coyote Spring has one area that would probably quali~ as a jurisdictional wetland (the
area dominated by inland saltgrass) because it had all three required parameters:
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hydrophytic vegetation, wetland hydrology, and hydric soils. Field indicators from the
other two areas suggest that these areas could also support hydrophytic vegetation after a
period of normal precipitation when seep flows would be higher. However, at the time of
the survey, these other two seep areas did not have field indicators that would meet
criteria to be considered jurisdictional wetlands.

4.2.5.6

Coyotes,
area and

Wildlife Use

mule deer, and game birds such as Gambel’s quail are common vertebrates in the
likely use the seep areas during winter and spring when flow rates are expected

to be highest. No previous monitoring of wildlife use h~- been conducted at these-seeps.
No birds or other wildlife signs were observed at the seeps during limited observations
conducted as part of the wetland survey.

4.2.6 Fortymile Canyon Tanks

4.2.6.1 Site Description and Historical Use

Several unnamed tanks and a small seep, identified as “Seep” on the Topopah Spring
b“. USGS 7.5 Minute Series quadrangle map (1961), are located in a side wash about 2 km

(1.2 mi) east of Fo@mile Canyon (Figure 4-6). The tanks and seep are located in a
narrow section of the canyon with steep barren slopes on either side (Photo 4-17). There
is no reported evidence of human occupation or use of this site.

4.2.6.2 Hydrophyfic Vegefafion

A wetland vegetation survey of Fortymile Canyon Tanks was conducted on February 12,
1997. Most of the tanks at this site have no vegetation associated with them. One area
did have some limited soil &d vegetation (Photo 4-18). Cover on this area was low at
approximately 11 percent (Table 4-7). Louisiana sagewort and foxtail brome dominated
the site. One other species, seep monkeyflower, occurred at the site, but averaged only 1
percent cover. No other species were found at this site. Because only 33 percent of the
species identified from the observation point were classified as obligate or facuhative
wetland species, the site would be classified as not having hydrophytic vegetation. Plant
species observed in the upland area were Stansbury clifiose (Purshia stansburiana),
skunkbush sumac (Rhus tn”lobata), green rabbitbrush, roundleaf rabbitbrush (En”camen”a
teret~olia), mormon tea, Nevada jointfir (Ephedra nevadensis), and big sagebrush.

4.2.6.3 Hydrology

This site consists of seven water tanks located in bedrock and a small seep at the head of -
the tanks. The tanks are located in a narrow rocky wash and they vary in size. The two
largest ones were approximately 1 m by 3 m (3 ft by 9 ft), and the water in this tank was
about 20 cm (8 in) deep. All tanks were filled with water at the time of the survey in
February 1997. The estimated total area of surface water was 8 m2 (86 f?) (Table 5-1,
Section 5.0). Bedrock is exposed about 30 m (98 ft) up both sides of the canyon, which
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Photo 4-17. Habitat at Forlymile Canyon Tanks looking east on February 12,1997.

(40h41LELTIF)

Photo 4-18. Vegetation at Fort.ymile
Canyon Tanks on February 12,1997.
(40MILE2.TIF)
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Table 4-7 Fortymile Canyon Tanks wetland vegetation as surveyed on February 12, 1997

Habitat: Third Tank Downslope from Seep

Species Common Name Indicator Status’ Absolute 0/0 Cover

Tree Layer:
no species

Shrub Layer:
no species

Herb Layer:
Artemisia ludoviciana Louisiana sagewort FACU 5
Bromus rubens foxtail brome UPL 5
Mimulus guttatus seep monkeyflower OBL 1

Percentageof dominant speciesthat are OBL, FACW, or FAC indicator status: 33 ‘??0.

Dominant plant species are indicatedby bold Absolute ‘ACover values.
‘ For Region 8 indicator status codes for plants, see Section 3.2.4.

Hydrophytic vegetation: No

hastens runoff and aids in the collection of water in the tanks on the canyon bottom. The
tanks appear to collect surface runoff from precipitation and from water flow from the
seep. At the time of the survey, water was seeping from under a large boulder at the head
of the tanks at a measured rate of 0.2 I/rein (0.05 galhnin). No water quality
measurements were taken.

4.2.6.4 Hydric Soils

This site occurs primaily on bedrock which has no soil development. However, one
small (4 m2 [43 fi2]) area had shallow soils which appeared to be saturated for at least
seven days during the growing season, indicating the presence of hydric soils.

4.2.6.5 Jurisdictional Wetland Determination

This site would not be considered a jurisdictional wetland because it lacks hydrophytic
vegetation.

4.2.6.6 Wildiife Use

Little is known of wildlife use of this water source, although mule deer and coyotes are
common in the area and their scat were observed in the adjacent wash area. During the
survey, three golden eagles were observed soaring in the canyon above the tanks.
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4.2.7 Gold Meadows Spring

4.2.7.1 Sife Description and Historical Use

Gold Meadows Spring is located near the base of a wash in Gold Meadows (Figure 4-7)
about 3 km (2 mi) north of Rainier Mesa. It is about 100 m (328 ft) from Kawich Valley
Road. Native American artifacts have been recovered from the Gold Meadows area,
indicating there were Native American camps in the area (Worman, 1969). Gold
Meadows Spring has an ephemeral pond during the spring which dries up”in late summer
of most years. Gold Meadows Spring appears to have been used by ranchers to water
livestock in recent times. An earthen berm was constructed on the southwest side of the
pond apparently to improve water storage. During years of abundant rainfall (e.g., 1992),
the pond measures about 10 x 40 m (33 x 131 ft) (Photo 4-19).

4.2.7.2 Hydrophyfic Vegetation

From the survey observation point located within the pond are% 100 percent of the
dominant plants were wetlWd species (Baltic rush; Table 4-8) indicating that hydrophytic
vegetation was present at this site. Baltic rush, a facultative wetland species, was the only
plant species recorded at the Gold Meadows Spring observation point during July of 1996.
This species covered an area about 45 m2 (484 ft~. Plant species bordering the perimeter
of the pond (then dry) were primarily big sagebrush and basin wildrje. The upland
habitat was dominated by the trees Utah juniper and singleleaf pinyon.

4.2.7.3 Wetland Hydrology and Water Quafity

The only area observed to have field indicators of wetland hydrology was the ephemeral
pond. During the winter and spring of most years, water in the pond is present (based on
observations in 1989 to 1996). By summer, the pond usually dries up (photo 4-20);
however, in 1992 the pond remained all year. Although surface water was not present at
the time of the field survey on July 22, 1996, previous field observations of ponded water
and water lines on rocks in the pond area indicated that the site had wetland hydrology:
No water quality data were able to be taken at the time of the 1996 survey.

4.2.7.4 Hydric Soils

Soils at this site were shallow, about 20 cm (8 in) deep and had a dark-colored surflace
layer (probably because of high levels of organic matter). No evidence of soil mottling
was observed. This site may have been periodically dug out by man to deepen the pond,
and excavated soils were probably used to build up the existing berm. Therefore, an
atypical situation occurred where hydric soils have been removed or disturbed. At the
time of the survey, no saturated soils were observed (Table 5-1, Section 5.0); however,
because the pond soils appeared to have been flooded or saturated for at least seven days
during the growing season of each year, it seems that the site had hydric soils. This
estimated area of saturated soils coincides with the area where Baltic rush was found (45
m2 [484 &]).
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Photo 4-19 Emergent vegetation in Gold Meadows Spring on June 10,1992 (WS31O-12.TIF)

. ..—.

-——- ---- . __.. -----— —-_
Photo 4-20 Dry pond at Gold Meadows Spring on December 10,1990 (WS213-23.TIF)
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Photo 4-21 John’s Spring below the rocky outcrop looking north on February 24, 1997 (JOHNS1.TIF)

Photo 4-22 Wetland vegetation at John’s Spring on February 24,1997 (JOHNS2.TIF)
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wood embedded in the ground near the spring. It is likely that this spring was used by
Native Americans because of its proximity to Oak Spring, where Native Ameficans had
winter camps (Stoffle et al., 1990a). This spring appears to have been minimally
impacted from mining activities in comparison to Oak Spring (see Section 4.2.9).

4.2.8.2, Hydrophytic Vegetation

A wetland vegetation survey was conducted at John’s Spring in December 1996. From
the observation point located at the ledge pool just below the rock face, 100 percent of the
dominant plants were hydrophytic species, indicating that hydrophytic vegetation was
present at this site (Table 4-9). Mosses and filarnentous algae were common along the
wet cliff face. Tufted evening primrose (Oenothera cespitosa var. murginata), although
categorized as an “NL” species (see Methods, Section 3.2.4), was found primarily in seep
areas of the rock face. Dominant hydrophytic species included clustered field sedge
(Carex praegracilis) and seep monkeyflower which comprised about 80 percent of the
cover of the ledge pool area. “Other species such as stickywilly (Galium aparine) and an
unidentified penstemon constituted plant species with less than 1 percent cover. An
adjacent transitional area between the jurisdictional wetland and the upland was comprised
of basin wildrye and smooth sumac. Withiri this transitional are% basin wildrye
constituted about 60 percent cover and smooth sumac constituted about 20 percent cover.
Species in the adjacent upland area included big sagebrush, fourwing saltbush, cheatgrass,
mormon tea, singleleaf pinyon, desert bitterbrush (Purshia glandulosa), and Garnbel’s oak.
The total area of the wetland habitat dominated by hydrophytic species was estimated to
be about 50 m2 (538 f?) (Table 5-1, Section 5.0) and was restricted to seep areas along
the rock face and the ledge pool below the rock face.

4.2.8.3 Wetland Hydrology and Water Quality

Areas observed to have field indicators of wetland hydrology included seeps located in the
rock face and a surface pool at the base of the rock face. Water seeps out of the rock face
in numerous locations across a dhkance of about 25 m (82 ft) and flows down a steep
slope for about 5 m (16 ft). Flow rate was measured at 0.4 I?/min (0.01 galhnin) in
December 1996 (Table 5-1, Section 5.0). A 2-cm- (l-in)-deep surface pool exists on a
relatively flat area at the base of the rock face. The surface area of.this pool is about 5
m2 (54 f?) and is covered W& a dense growth of seep monkeyflower (Photo 4-22).

Water quality measurements were not taken at this site.

4.2.8.4 Hydric Soils

Hydric soils at John’s Spring were confined to the seep areas at the base of the rocky cliff
and the ledge pool, and comprised about 50 m2 (538 II?). Soils in these areas appeared to
be saturated for at least seven days during the growing season, indicating the presence of
hydric soil.
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Table 4-9 John’s Spring wetland vegetation as surveyed on December 12, 1996

Habitat: Ledge Pool

Species Common Name Indicator Status’ Absolute 0/0 Cover

Tree Layer:
no species

Shrub Layer:
no species

Herb Layer:
Carex praegracilis clustered field sedge FACW- 20
G2dlium aparine catchweedbedstraw FACU Tr
Mimulus guttatus seep monkeyflower OBL 80
Oenothera cespitosa tufted eveningprimrose NL’ Tr
ssp. marginata
Penstemon sp unidentifiedpenstemon Tr

Percentageof dominant species that are OBL, FACW, or FAC indicatorstatus: 100 ‘?/0.

Dominantplant speciesare indicatedby bold Absolute % Cover values. Tr = trace, <lOAabsolutecover.
‘ For Region 8 indicator status codes for plants, see Section3.2.4.

Hydrophytic vegetation: Yes

4.2.8.5 Determination of Jurisdictional Status

Several areas at John’s Spring would probably be considered jurisdictional wetlands
because they had field indicators of all three wetland parameters: hydrophytic vegetation,
wetland hydrology, and hydric soils. These areas include the seep areas along the rock
face and the ledge pool at the base of the rock face which covered an area about 50 m2

(538 f?).

4.2.8.6 Wildlife Use

Little is known about wildlife use of the spring because of limited study. Mule deer use
the area as indicated by the presence of scat near the spring. Migratory passerine birds
such as dark-eyed juncos (.hmco hyemdis) were observed drinking from the spring on
December 18, 1996. Many species of passerine birds probably benefit from drinking at
this site during summer months.

4.2.9 Oak Spring

4.2.9.1 Site Description and Historical Use

Oak Spring is located southwest of Oak Spring Butte (Figure 4-9) in an oak grove on a
hillside (Photo 4-23) near the northern NTS boundary. Native A-nericans were reported to
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have had winter camps at Oak Spring during the late 1800s or early 1900s (StoHle et al.,
1990a). Gold and silver mining activities occurred around 1905 in the Oak Spring area
(Stoffle et al., 1990a). Historic disturbances at the site include depressions and excavation
of soil from around the spring on the hillside, flattening of the slope just below the spring
to provide space for small water drums, and old 5-cm- (2-in) -diameter metal pipes laid
from the spring down the hillside. These disturbances suggest that Oak Spring was
developed to provide water for these local mining activities. The metal pipe apparently
provided water to living quarters and an old corral located about 1.6 km (1 rni) south of
the spring (Giles, 1976). In the 1970s, DOE modified the site to enhance water
availability to wildlife (Smith et al., 1978). An existing pipe, inserted in the ground
below the spring, apparently directed water to two small converted 55-gallon (208-k’) drum
guzzlers (one vvith an animal-escape ladder). At the time of the sprvey on November 4,
1996, the mouth of the spring was a small opening or depression in the soil less than 0.5
m (2 ft) wide with observable flow, and both guzzlers were dry.

4.2.9.2 Hydrophyfic Vegetation .

Wetland vegetation around the saturated soils of the spring. was primarily a thick growth
of small sandbar willow (Sahk exigua) (Photo 4-24). Basin wildrye and smooth sumac
also occurred in the adjacent moist soils. The willows comprised about a 40-m2 (430-f?)
area around the spring outflow. Upland vegetation nearby was big sagebrush, fourwing
saltbush, cheatgrass, green rabbitbrush, rnormon tea, singleleaf pinyon, desert bitterbrush,
and. Gambel’s Oak.

From the survey observation point, located at the spring pool, nearly 100 percent of the
dominant plant species were wetland species (sandbar willow) indicating that hydrophytic
vegetation w-as present (Table 4-1 O). Beatley (1976) reported five additional wetland
plant species from Oak Spring (Table 5-3, Section 5.0) that were not detected during the
survey: sturdy sedge (Carex alma), beardless wikkye (Leymus filymus] triticoides), seep
mo~eyflower, and beardless rabbitsfoot grass (Polypogon viri”dis). All of these species
are obligate or facuhative wetland species. It is probable that some of these species
reestablish during periods of greater spring flow and moist soil conditions. Seeds of some
of these plants might readily disperse to the site from plants growing at John?s Spring
about 250 m (820 ft) away.
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Photo 4-23 Vegetation at Oak Spring looking south on November 4,1996 (WS343-13.T~

—.— ._ ..— —._. - .,_ .- ._. ___

Photo 4-24 Closeup of wetland vegetation at Oak Spring on November 4,1996 (WS343-16.TIF’)
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Table 4-10 Oak Spring wetland vegetation as surveyed on November 4, 1996

Habitat: Spring Outflow

Species Common Name Indicator Statusa Absolute 0/0 Cover

Tree Layer:
no species

Shrub Layer:
Salix exigua sandbarwillow FACW 100

Herb Layer:
no species

Percentageof dominant speciesthat are OBL, FACW, or FAC indicator status: 100 ‘?/0.

Dominantplant speciesare indicatedby bold Absolute VO Cover values.
aFor Region 8 indicatorstatus codes for plants, see Section3.2.4.

Hydrophytic vegetation: Yes

& adjacent transitional area between the jurisdictional wetland and upland areas was
comprised of basin wildrye and smooth sumac. Within this transitional area, basin wildrye
constituted about 30 percent cover and smooth sumac about 5 percent.

4.2.9.3 Wetland Hydrology and Wafer Quality

Field indicators of wetland hydrology were restricted to one area during the wetland
survey in November 1996. This area was a small pool of surface water less than 1 m2 (11
f?) in area and about 2.5 cm (1 in) deep. Flow out of this pool was measured at 0.4
Umin (O.1 galhnin) in December 1996 (Table 5-1, Section 5.0). No water quality
measurements were taken at the site.

4.2.9.4 Hydric Soils

Field indicators for hydric soils were restricted to saturated soils at the surface pool at Oak
Spring. Soils were fairly shallow and limited in areal extent. Soil mottling was not
observed in the soil pit that was dug; however, soils had a moderate amount of dark
organic matter and were saturated for what appeared to have been greater than seven days
during the growing season, indicating the presence of hydric soils. The spring had
apparently been excavated and soils may have represented an atypical situation.

4.2.9.5 Determination of Jurisdictional Status

Only the small area at Oak Spring occupied by sandbar willow met the criteria to be
considered as a jurisdictional wetland because it had field indicators for all three required
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parameters: hydrophytic vegetation, wetland hydrology, and hydric. soils. Other areas .
lacked field indicators for hydrophytic vegetation.

4.2.9.6 Wildlife Use

Few observations of wildlife have been made at this site due-to its remote location. Mule
deer are common in the area as evidenced by the presence of scat near the spring. Other
species which have been observed in the past include black-tailed jackrabbits, mourning
doves, common ravens, and scrub jays (Aphelocoma coerzdescens).” The grove of
Gambel’s oak probably offers significant cover for many species of wildtie.

4.2.10 Pavits Spring

4.2.10.1 Site Description and Historical Use

Pavits Spring is located in a remote area east of Hampel Hill in a wash bottom about 3.2
km (2 mi) southwest of Frenchman Flat (Figure 4-10; Photos 4-25 and Photo 4-26).
There is no evidence that indicates this spring has been modified by man. Surface water
was observed in a small pool about 20 cm (8 in) deep at Pavits Spring during previous
visits to this spring on February. 2, March 23, and September 9, 1988 (Photo 4-27).
However, during the September 1996 visit, the spring pool was dry (Photo 4-28).

4.2.10.2 Hydrophytic Vegetation

The only wetland plant species recorded at Pavits Spring during September 1996 was
alkali sacaton (Sporobolus airoides). This species was confined to an area less than 1 m2
(11 f?). Upland species in the area include creosotebush (Larrea tridentata), white
burrowbush (Ambrosia dumosa), rubber rabbitbrush, orchardgrass (Dactylus glomerata),
blugrasses, and largeflower suncup (Cane Spring evening primrose).

From the survey observation point located at the dry wash pool, only 33 percent of the
dominant plant species were wetland species (Table 4-1 1), indicat@g that field indicators
for hydrophytic vegetation were not present at Pavits Spring.

4.2.10.3 Wetland Hydrology And Wafer Qualify

Field indicators for wetland hydrology consisted of water marks on the sides of the dry
spring pool. Surface water did not exist at Pavits Spring during the wetland survey in
September 1996 (Photo 4-28). The spring pool (dry during the September 1996 sm”ey) is
located at the bottom of a hill and adjacent to a drainage channel. No water quality
measurements were taken at this site.

4.2.10.4 Hydric Soils

Field indicators for hydric soils were not observed at this site. Soil pits were not dug
because of the potential to disturb the small pool site. Soils at this site are poorly
developed, with little organic matter.
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Photo 4-25 Habitat of Pavits Spring looking north on September 9,1988 (WS036-17.TIF)

II ——— II

— . . . .—. .—-
Photo 4-26 Wash vegetation around Pavits Spring looking northeast on September 9,1988
(WS036-14.TIF’)
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Photo 4-27 Pavits Spring pool with water on September 9,1988 (WSO36-1O.TIF)

Photo 4-28 Dry pool at Pavit.s Spring on September 4,1996 (WS502-01.TIF)
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Table 4-11 Pavits Spring wetland vegetation as surveyed on September 4, 1996

Habitat: Dry Wash Pool

Species Common Name Indicator Statusn Absolute 0/0 Cover

Tree Layer:
no species

Shrub Layer:
Ericameria (Chrysothamnus)
nauseosa rubber rabbitbrush NL 40

Herb Layer:
Dac@us glomerata orchardgrass FACU 10
Sporobolus airoides alkali sacaton FAC- 10

Percentageof dominant speciesthat are OBL, FACW, or FAC indicator status: 33 ‘?/0.
Dominant plant species are indicatedby bold Absolute % Cover values.
a For Region 8 indicator status codes for plants, see Section3:2.4.

Hydrophytic vegetation: No

4.2.10.5 Determination of Jurisdictional Status

Because of the lack of hydrophytic vegetation and hydric soils, it is probable that Pavits
Spring would not be considered a jurisdictional wetland.

4.2.10.6 Wildlife Use

Wildlife which use Pavits Spring include desert cottontails (Sylvilagus audobonii), coyotes,
Garnbel’s quail, hummin gbirds, and mule deer. Invertebrate groups recorded from water
samples from Pavits Spring in 1988 (Greger, unpublished notes) include chironomids
(aquatic midges), cladocerans (water fleas), oligochaetes (aquatic earthworms), and
nematodes (round worms).

4.2.11 Rainier Spring

4.2.11.1 Site Description and Historical Use

Rainier Spring is located in a wash adjacent to a dirt road approximately 300 m (984 ft)
north of E Tunnel Portal (Figure 4-11, Photo 4-29). This site was apparently used in the

I
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Photo 4-29 Habitat at Rainier Spring looking north on February 20,1997 (RAINIERI.T~

—..—... .

Photo 4-30 Closeup of vegetation at Rainier Spring on February 20,1997 (RAmIDHU.TIF)
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1900sto water livestock, asevidenced bytiepresence ofmetdwatertds. Several
metal pipes exist in the wash. One outflow pipe was inserted into the rocks about 10 m
(33 ft) above several water guzzlers which were made from 55-gallon (208-1) drums and
were filled partially with sediment (Photo 4-30). A wooden post was inserted into the
wash sediment apparently to secure or stabilize one of the tanks. An overturned stock
tank about 1.8 m (6 ft) long x 0.6 m (2 ft) wide was located about 10 m (33 ft) ilu-th.er
down the wash from the drums.

4.2.11.2 Hydrophytic Vegefafion

The wetlands survey performed on December 18, 1996, showed that basin wildrye, a
nonhydrophytic plant, was the only dominant plant species present in the wash at Rainier
Spring and comprised about 30 percent of the cover in the wash (Table 4-12). The area
of the wash where basin wildrye occurred was about 22 mz (237 &). Plant species in the
surrounding upland included big sagebrush, mormon tea, rubber rabbitbrush, Utah juniper,
and singleleaf pinyon. It was concluded that hydrophytic vegetation did not occur at this
site at the time of the survey, although basin wildrye is indicative of mesic areas
elsewhere on the NTS.

Table 4-12 Rainier Spring wetland vegetation as surveyed on December 18, 1996

Habitat: Wash

Species Common Name Indicator Status’ Absolute 0/0 Cover

Tree Layer:
no species

Shrub Layer:
no species

Herb Layer:
Leymus cinereus basin wikkye FACU 30

Percentageof dominant speciesthat are OBL, FACW, or FAC indicatorstatus: O ‘?/0.
Dominant plant species are indicatedby bold Absolute YoCover values.
aFor Region 8 indicator status codes for plants, see Section 3.2.4.

Hydrophytic vegetation: No

4.2.11.3 Hydrology

Rainier Spring was reported to have water on September 18, October 4, and October 15,
1957 (Moore, 1961). This site was sampled for water quality and radioactivity at that
time. Rainier Spring was reported to be dry on November 10, 1960 (Moore, 1961). No
flow was observed from the outflow pipe in 1996. A dirt road leading to B Tunnel exists
within 20 m (66 ft) of the spring site. The construction of this road may have influenced
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drainage and recharge patterns of the area by intercepting rainfall and directing water flow
down the road. This could have decreased spring discharge. Surface water was absent at
Rainier Spring on December 18, 1996, and no water qwdity measurements were taken.

4.2.11.4 Hydric Soils

No field indicators of hydric soils (such as surface water or saturated soils) were observed
at Rainier Spring.

4.2.11.5 Jurisdictional Wetland Determination

Rainier Spring would probably not be considered a jurisdictional wetland because it lacked
all three characteristics of a jurisdictional wetland: hydrophytic vegetation, wetland
hydrology, and hydric soils.

4.2.11.6 Wildlife Use

The Rainier Spring site has little value for wildlife use because it lacks surface hydrology.
No wildlife or their sign were observed at the site during the wetland survey.

4.2.12 Reitmann Seep

4.2.12.1 ~Site Description and Historical Use

Reitmann Seep was also known as Green Spring (Giles, 1976); however, this site is
unnamed (i.e., referred to as “spring”) on the Paiute Ridge USGS 7.5-Minute Series
quadrangle map (1986). The name “Reitmann Seep” has been commonly used in past
DOE reports. It is about 3 km (2 rni) east of Yucca Flat and southwest of Slanted Buttes
(Figure 4-12, Photo 4-3 1). The seep forms a very small pool (Photo 4-32) and cont&ns
about 23 4 (6 gal) of water throughout the year (Giles, 1976). The pool and surrounding

vegetation have an area of about 1 m2 (11 f?). The slope above Reitmann Seep is
moderately steep and heavy rainfall ,commo~y fills the pool with sediment. Little

information on historical use of Reitmann Seep by humans is known. The seep was

improved by man during recent times, apparently for the purpose of supplying water to
wildlife. A 55-gallon (208-Y) drum (now heavily rusted) is cut open on one side and

buried flush wjth the soil surface. It was installed about 10 m (33 ft) downslope from the
spring pool and is fed water through a pipe. The pipe from the pool to the drum is buried
in a narrowly excavated channel.

4.2.12.2 Hydrophytic Vegetation

Wetlands vegetation at Rekmnn Seep includes Parish’s spikerush (Eleocharis parishii)
and annual rabbitsfoot grass. From the survey observation point at the spring pool, about

66 percent of the dominant plant species around the seep were wetland species (Table
4-13), indicating that hydrophytic vegetation was present at Reitmann Seep. This area of
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Photo 4-31 Habitat of Reitmann Seep iooking southwest on June 2,1989 (ws11O-22.TIF) .

. . -.

Photo 4-32 Pool at Reitmann Seep on June 2,1989 (WS11O-23.TIF)
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Table 4-13 Reitmann Seep wetland vegetation as surveyed on June 19, 1996

Habitat: Spring Pool

Species Common Name Indicator Status’ Absolute 0/0 Cover

Tree Layer:
no species

Shrub Layer:
no species

Herb Layer:
Bromus rubens foxtail brome FACU 10
Eleocharis parishii Parish’s spikerush OBL 50
Polypogon monspeliensis annual rabbitsfoot FACW+ 40

grass

Percentageof dominant speciesthat are OBL, FACW, or FAC indicator status: 66 ‘?/0.
Dominant plant species are indicatedby bold Absolute ‘ACover values.
aFor Region 8 indicator status codes for plants, see Section3.2.4.

Hydrophytic vegetation: No

wetland vegetation is very small (about 1 m2 [11 ft2]). Vegetation of the upland plant
community adj scent to the wetland included fourwing saltbush, foxtail brome, blackbrush,
and Joshua tree (Yucca brevifolia).

4.2.12.3 Wetland Hydrology and Water Quality

Surface water is present throughout the year at Rehmmrm Seep in a small pool and a
guzzler whose combined area is approximately 1.5 m2 (12 f?). The pool is located at the
base of a fractured, rocky hillside in an earthen basin that appears to have been formed by
runoff water from the hillside above the pool. Flow rates measured from an existing pipe
inserted into the ground at the spring were low and varied from 0.03 l/rein (0.007
gal/rein) in September 1996 to 0.2 l/rein (0.05 gal/rein) in November 1996 (Table 5-1,
Section 5.0). Water quality measurements were taken in June, July, September, and
November 1996. Data are presented in Table 5-2 (Section 5.0).

4.2.12.4 Hydric Soils

Hydric soils were restricted to the saturated soils at the spring pool at Reitmann Seep.
These soils appear to be saturated for more than seven days during the plant growing
season, indicating the presence of hydric soil. Soils are very black and appear high in
decaying organic matter, most of which appears to be plant litter that has blown into the
pool from adjacent upland vegetation.
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4.2.12.5 Determination of Jurisdictional Status

The spring pool at Reitmann Seep, although very small in size, meets the criteria to be
considered a jurisdictional wetland based on the presence of all three required parameters:
wetland hydrology, hydrophytic vegetation, and hydric soils.

4.2.12.6 Wildlife Use

Wildlife commonly using Reitmann Seep include coyotes, mule deer, mourning doves,
Gambel’s quail, and passerine birds such as sage sparrows (Amphispiza belli).
Invertebrates observed at the site include ostracods.

4.2.13 Rock Valley Tank

4.2.13.1 Site Description and Historical Use

Rock Valley Tank is located at the western edge of Rock Valley near the base of a
limestone ridge (Figure 4-13, Photo 4-33). Little is Imown about human use of this water
tank. It is likely that Native Americans used the site because Native American artifacts
occur within 3 km (1.9 mi of the water source near the southwest base of Skull Mountain

(colleen Beck ~RI], personal communication,. 1992). Little evidence of human
disturbance was observed at this site. Near the water source, some rocks had been moved
and stacked into a pile.

4.2.13.2 Hydrophytic Vegetation

. Hydrophytic vegetation was absent from the Rock Valley Tank site. Foxtail brome was
the dominant plant growing in dark soils near the tank (Table 4-14). This mesic area
below the tank covered about ’25 m2 (269 fl?) surface area. Plant species in the “
surrounding upland area included white burrobush, Nevada jointfi.r, and creosotebush.

4.2.13.3 Hydrology

Surface water was present at the Rock Valley Tank on January 7, 1997, and was observed
in the small rock opening measuring about 20 x 30 cm (8 x 12 in) at the base of a limes-
tone ridge (Photo 4-34). No water flow from the rock cavity was observed. The depth
of water inside the rock cavity near the surface was about 30 cm (1 ft). The water-filled
cavity extended more than 1 m (3.3 ft) horizontally into the rock formation. It appears
that the cavity may have been formed by a combination of standing water from runoff
gradually dissolving the rock substrate, freezing and thawing of the water in the winter,
and perhaps by water seeping through fractures in the rock formation. In the rock
formation above the tank, several small 0.03-m3 (l-@) depressions appear to have been
formed by similar processes, and water in these depressions may seep through the rock to.
the tank below. Narrow erosion channels in the rock were also tiequently observed in the
area along fractures. No water quality meast.irements were taken.
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Photo”4-33 Habitat in the vicinity of Rock Valley Tank looking northwest on January 7,1997
(WS346-24.TIF)

Photo 4-34 Tank opening (center) at Rock Valley Tank looking west on January 7,1997 (WS340-20.TIF’)
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Table 4-14 Rock Valley Tank wetland vegetation as surveyed on January 7, 1997

Habitat: Limestone Outcrop

Species Common Name Indicator Status” Absolute 0/0 Cover

Tree Layer:
no species

Shrub Layer:
no species

Herb Layer:
Bromus rubens foxtail brome FACU 20

Percentage of dominant species that are OBL, FACW, or FAC indicator status: O 0/0 .

Dominant plant species are indicated by bold Absolute ‘ACover values.
aFor Region 8 indicator status codes for plants, see Section3.2.4.

Hydrophytic vegetation: No

4.2.13.4 Hydric Soils

The Rock Valley Tank site lacked field indicators for hydric soils. The soil found below
the tank was not saturated. The soil appeared dark, probably due to erosion of the dark
limestone rock.

4.2.13.5 Jurisdictional Wetland Determination

Rock Valley Tank would probably not be considered a jurisdictional wetland because it
lacked hydrophytic vegetation and hydric soils.

4.2.13.6 Wildlife Use

Wildlife known to use this site include bobcats, coyotes, and the desert tortoise (Greger
and Romney, 1994). Coyote scat was abundant at the water source in January 1997.

4.2.14 Tippipah Spring

4.2.14.1 Site Description and Historical Use

Tippipah Spring lies at the base of a northeast ridge of Shoshone Mountain (Figure 4-14).
This area was occupied by Native Americans who had winter camps near the spring,
probably during the late 1800s to early 1900s (Stoffle et al., 1990a). An old stone
building and foundation, scattered debris, pipes, a corral with a large water storage tank,
and barbed wire fences attest that this area was once used by cattlemen and wild horse
hunters (Worman, 1969). A gently sloping tunnel was excavated into the hillside, creating
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Photo 4-35 Tippipah Spring cave on October 5,1988 (WS041-17.TI19

Photo 4-36 Habitat surrounding Tippipah Spring looking west on October 5,1988 (3W3501-01.TIF)
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a cave approximately 9 m (30 ft) long (Giles, 1976). Spring water accumulates in the
tunnel in a pool about 4 m (13 ft) from the cave entrance (Photo 4-35). The back of the
tunnel is under water when the pool is full. The remaining 6 m (20 ft) of the adit are .
only visible when water levels in the pool are low. Water from the cave Pool flows for
about 40 m (130 ft) through subsurface strata and emerges in a long surfa~e channel
(Photo 4-36). The channel flows north for va@ng distances depending on seasonal
rainfall (Figure 4-14). It appears that the upper portion of the spring channel has been
excavated periodically by man judging from the mounds of dirt on either side of the
channel. The upper spring channel was nearly dry during the Fall of 1990 resulting in
visible decline in cover of riparian plants (Photo 4-37). The same habitat showed

a

recovery of the wetland vegetation during 1992 (Photo 4-38), a wet year which broke a
three-year drought period.

4.2.14.2 Hydrophyfic Vegetation

During June 1996, the wetland vegetation consisted of a narrow, linear corridor that
extended for 170 m (558 ft). Three locations along its length were sampled: upper
channel, mid-channel (Photo 4-39) and lower channel (Photo 4-40). Eleven species of
wetland plants were recorded at these observation points. The dominant wetland species
were Baltic rush, biennial cinquefoil, fiual rabbitsfoot grass, and water speedwell (Tables
4-15 to 4-17). There were minor differences in the plant communities sampled at the
three observation points. The number and composition of wetland plant species varies
along the watercourse with distance from the spring source. Annual rabbitsfoot grass was
present in the lower, two sections and was not observed in the upper section. Biennial
cinquefoil was present only in the lower channel. Other species within the jurisdictional
wetland boundary were trefoil (Lotus sp.) and southern cattail. Louisiana sagewort and
rubber rabbitbrush were encroaching on the edge of the wetland boundary. The overall
wetland habitat was dominated by Baltic rush. The total surface area of this wetland, as
defined by wetland vegetation, was approximately 500 m2 (5,380 f’?) (Table 5-1, Section
5.0). Common upland plant species in the area included big sagebrush, blackbrush, rubber
rabbitbrush, fourwing saltbush, Nevada jointfir, and desert bitterbrush.

Surveys from the observation points in the upper channel, mid-channel, and lower channel
all determined that 100 percent of the dominant pla@ species were wetland species
indicating that Tippipah Spring has hydrophytic vegetation (Tables 4-15 to 4-17).
However, no vascular plants were observed at the spring pool, possibly because the pool
lies within the cave where light is limited.

4.2.14.3 Wetland Hydrology and Wafer Quality

Field indicators of wetland hydrolo~ were restricted to the cave pool and the three
channel areas. Surface water was present at Tippipah Spring during the wetland survey in
June 1996. The estimated area of surface inundation was approximately 190 m2 (2,044
I?&)(Table 5-1, Section 5.0). Flow rates in the mid channel were estimated to be
approximately 2.7 l?hnin (0.7 galhnin) on November 15, 1996. Water. quality measure-
ments were taken at the open channel pool in June, September, and November 1996.
Measurements were taken at the cave pool in September and November 1996. Data are
presented in Table 5-2 (Section 5.0).
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Photo 4-37 Tippipah Spring channel nearly dry, with drought-stressed vegetation, looking north on
November 29,1990 (WS231-03.TIF)

Photo 4-38 Upper reach of Tippipah Spring channel showing recovery of vegetation following drought,
looking north on June 4,1992 (WS31O-O9.TIF)
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Photo 4-39 Middle reach of Tippipah Spring channel looking southwest on June 18,1996 (WS341-25.TIF)

Photo 4-40 Lower reach of Tippipah Spring channel looting northwest on June 18,1996 (WS341-24.TIF)

85

,.-.,~ - .-, ,... . .. , .’-. . . .. . ..r >.- - .,..-.;,,. F. .. .. ./ -,, ,.
— -—. -—_ —-. —

. . . . . . . . .,,
. .



..- .,-. -- = .....-+... . ....—-... . .. . . . . .... . . . . . . .

Table 4-15 Tippipah Spring wetland vegetation as surveyed on June 18, 1996

Habitat: Upper Stretch of the Spring Channel

Species Common Name Indicator Statusa Absolute “/o Cover

Tree Layer:
no species

Shrub Layer:
no species

Herb Layer:
Carex praegracilis clusteredfield sedge FACW- 2
Eleocharis palustris common spikerush OBL Tr
Heliomeris multiflora var.
nevadensis Nevadagoldeneye NL Tr
.luncus balticus Baltic rush FACW 49
Polypogon monspeliensis annual rabbitsfoot FACW+ Tr

grass

Veronica anagallis-aquatica water speedwell OBL 49

Percentage of dominant species that are OBL, FACW, or FAC indicator status: 100 %0.

Dominant plant species are indicated by bold Absolute % Cover values. Tr = trace, <1’XOabsolute cover.
a For Region 8 indicator status codes for plants, see Section 3.2.4.

Hydrophytic vegetation: No
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Table 4-16 Tippipah Spring wetland vegetation as surveyed on June 18, 1996

Habitat: Middle Stretch of Spring Channel

Indicator
Species Common Name status’ Absolnte 0/0 Cover

Tree Layer:
no species

Shrub Layer:
no species

Herb Layer:
Bromus rubens
Bromus tectomm
Castilleja sp.

Deschampsia danthonioides
Eleocharis parishii
Epilobium glabem”mum
Heliomens multijlora var.
nevadensis
Juncus balticus
Juncus longis~lis
Lactuca sem-ola
Polypogon monspeliensis
Verbena bracteata
Veronica anagallis-aquatica

foxtail brorne
cheatgrass
unidentifiedIndian
paintbrush
annualhairgrass
Parish’sspikerush
smooth willowweed

Nevada goldeneye
Baltic rush
longstyle rush
prickly lettuce
annual rabbitsfoot grass
bigbract verbena
water speedwell

FACU
NL

FACW
OBL

“FACW

NL
FACW
FACW+
FACU
FACW+
FACU
OBL

Tr
2
Tr

Tr
Tr
2

2
40
Tr
2

30
2

20

Percentage of dominant species that are OBL, FACW, or FAC indicatorstatus: 100 ‘?/0.

Dominant plant speciesare indicatedby bold Absolute % Covervalues.Tr = trace, <1% absolute cover.
a For Region 8 indicator status codes for plants, see Section3.2.4.

Hydrophytic vegetation: Yes
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Table 4-17 Tippipah Spring wetland vegetation as surveyed on June 18, 1996

Habitat: Lower Stretch of Spring Channel

Species Common Name Indicator Statusa Absolute 0/0 Cover

Tree Layer:
no species

Shrub Layer:
no species

Herb Layer:
Bromus tectorum
Erodium ckutarium
Heliomeris multij’ora
var. nevadensis
Juncus balticus
Lactuca sem”ola
Polypogon monspeliensis

Potentilla biennis
Verbena bracteata
Veronica anugallis-aquatica

cheatgrass
redstem stork% bill

Nevada goldeneye
Baltic rush

prickly lettuce
annual rabbitsfoot
grass
biemial cinquefoil
bigbmct verbena

water speedwell

NL
NL

N-L
FACW
FACU

FACW+

FAC
FAC
OBL

Tr
Tr

2
40
2
10

20
1

25

Percentage of dominant plant species that are OBL, FACW, or FAC indicator status: 100 ‘??0.,

Dominant plant species are indicated by bold values for Absolute ‘Y. Cover. Tr = trace, <IYo absolute cover.
‘For Region 8 indicator status codes for plants, see Section 3.2.4).

Hydrophytic vegetation: Yes

4.2.14.4 Hydric Soils

Field indicators of hydric
channel areas where soils

soils were also restricted to areas at the cave pool and the three
appeared to be saturated for seven days or more during the plant

growing season, indicating the presence of hydric soil. Several soil pits were dug to -
examine soils for other field indicators for hydric soils. No evidence of soil mottling was
found. Because the upper spring outflow area appears to have been dug out or possibly
blasted due to the presence of rock immediately adjacent to the channel, this site may
represent an atypical situation for soils evaluation.

4.2.14.5 Determination of Jurisdictional Status

The three channel areas at Tippipah Spring would probably qualifi as jurisdictional
wetlands because they had field indicators for all three required parameters: hydrophytic
vegetation, wetland hydrology, and hydric soils. The cave pool lacks hydrophytic
vegetation and would probably not be considered as a jurisdictional wetland. It may,
however, be protected under the CWA as waters of the United States.
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4.2.14.6 I/Wcfljfe L/se

Wildlife species observed at Tippipah Spring include chukar, coyotes, Garnbel’s quail,
southern pocket gophers (Thomomys umbrinus), black-tailed jackrabbits, mourning doves,
mule deer, raptors, and about 15 species of passerine birds. Invertebrates were abundant
and included ostracods (seed sluirnp), copepods (crustaceans), and aquatic insects.

4.2.15 Tongue Wash Tank

4.2.15.1 Site Description and Historical Use

Tongue Wash Tank is located in rock ledges southeast of Rainier Mesa within 500 m
(1,641 ft) of the intersection of Holmes Road and Rainier Mesa Road (Figure 4-15). The
cave entrance is about 2 m (6 ft) high by 1.5 m (5 ft) wide, large enough to permit entry
by people or large animals (Photo 4-41). Native American use of the site is certain due to
the petroglyphs on the rocks at the site. There was rio evidence of human disturbance or
modification of the hydrology of the site.

4.2.15.2 Hydrophytic Vegetation

No wetland or upland plants were observed at the observation point located at the tauk on
September 10, 1996. A small 2-m2 (22-fl?) vegetated area with soil frees &d upland
plants existed several meters downslope from the tank. Plant species in the surrounding
upland included big sagebrush, mormon tea, Utah juniper, and singleleaf pinyon.

4.2.15.3 Hydrology

The Tongue Wash Tank exists in a natural cave in a tuff rock formation. Water appears
to collect fkom internal fractures within the tuff. The pool of water in the tank measured
about 3 m (10 ft) long by 1.5 m (5 ft) wide and 25 cm (1 O in) deep. A dark water line
mark observed in the tank indicates long-standing water and a pool depth of 46 cm (18 in)
when fill (photo 4-42). There was no water flow observed from the td, however, water
line marks indicate that water could reach a level that may result-h an overflow of the
tank. No water quality measurements were taken.

4.2.15.4 Hydric Soils

The Tongue Wash Tank site lacks hydric soils because the surface water is confined .to
rock substrate.

4.2.1 5.!5 Jurisdictional Wetland Determination

Tongue Wash Tank would probably not be considered a jurisdictional wetland because it
lacked hydrophytic vegetation and hydric soils. The water in the tank may, however, be
considered waters of the United States protected under the CWA.
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Photo 4-41 Cave opening at Tongue Wash Tank looking south on January 10,1997 (WS340-24.TIF)

~$. .- .@.
.-> ,;~ 1

Photo 4-42 Tank inside cave at Tongue Wash Tank on Januarj 10,1997 (WS340-22.TIF)
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4.2.15.6 Wildlife Use

Little is known about wildlife use of Tongue Wash Tank. Several species of birds,
including ravens, were observed drinking from the water tank on September 10, 1996.

4.2.16 Topopah Spring

4.2.16.1 Site Description and Historical Use

Topop@ Spring is located on a south-facing slope in a box canyon of Topopah Wash
southwest of Shoshone Peak (Figure 4-16). Native Americans used this area as a winter
camp during the late 1800s or early 1900s (Stoffle et al., 1990a). A rock shelter exists on
the hill slope opposite the spring. Remnants of human habitation including a concrete
foundation, pipes, and water tanks occur immediately to the west of the spring. Evidence
of some excavation exists on the hillside meadow where some seeps emanate (Photo
4-43). A cave pool (Photo 4-44) occurs at the base of a small man-made tunnel
(Worman, 1969). A pipe was installed in the ground about 15 m (49 ft) downslope from
the cave pool. Water flows out the end of this pipe forming a second, much smaller
shallow pool (Photo 4-45). The upland vegetation near the spring was modified by a
wildfue burn that occurred in Topopah Wash many years ago.

4.2.16.2 Hydrophytic Vegetation

Two observation points at Topopah Spring were sampled: the area around the cave pool
and the hillside meadow. These two areas form a discontinuous wetland site. A total of
11 wetland species of plants were recorded from both areas at Topopah Spring (Tables
4-18 and 4-19). There were differences in the vegetation between the two areas sampled.
The cave pool area had fewer plant species (10) compared to the hillside meadow (17).
Species composition (based on percent absolute cover and dominance) was also different
between sites. The cave pool area had three dominant wetland species including seep
monkeyflower, willow dock, and water speedwell. The dominant wetland species on the
hillside meadow included Baltic rush and Rocky Mountain rush (Juncus saximontanus)
(Photo 4-46). Eleven species in the sample area of the hillside meadow were not present
at the cave pool sample area. Upland species in the area near the spring habitats included
Utah serviceberry (Amelanchier utahensis), big sagebrush, mormon tea, basin wildrye,
desert a.hn.ond (Prunus fasciculata), Stansbury cliffrose, Gambel’s oak, and skunkbush
sumac.

One hundred percent of the dominant plant species in the cave pool area (Table 4-18)
were hydrophytic species, indicating that field indicators for hydrophytic vegetation are
present at this area. At the hillside meadow sample area, only two of the four dominant
plants (50 percent) were wetland species (Table 4-19). Normally, greater than 50 percent
of the dominant plants must be hydrophytic to conclude that field indicators for hydro-
phytic vegetation are present. However, it is appropriate to conclude that such field
indicators were present at the hillside meadow area because hydrophytic species at this site
(the nine species categorized as FAC, FACW, or OBL [Table 4-19]) comprised 63 percent
of the cover, whereas nonhydrophytic species comprised only 43 percent of the cover. It
is therefore concluded that Topopah Spring has field indicators for hydrophytic vegetation
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Photo 4-43 Topopah Spring wetland area looking north on June 27,1988 (WS012-13.TIF’)

Photo 4-44 Vegetation of Topopah Spring cave pool on April 18,1989 (WS109-15.TIF)
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Photo 4-45 Outflow pipe at To~opah Spring on September 9,1996 (WS34O-1O.TIF)

Photo 4-46 Hillside meadow at Topopah Spring looking north on June 20,1996 (WS339-18.TIF)
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Table 4-18 Topopah Spring wetland vegetation as surveyed on June 20, 1996

Habitat: Cave Pool

Species Common Name Indicator Status’ Absolute O/. Cover

Tree Layer:
no species

Shrub Layer:
no species

Herb Layer:
Artemisia ludoviciana
Bromus diandms
Epilobium glabem”mum
h4imulus guttatus
Polypogon monspeliensis
Potentilla biennis
Pseudognaphalium stramineum
Rume-z salicijolius
Sisymbrium altissimum
Veronica anagallis-aquatica

Louisiana sagewofi.
ripgut grass
smooth willowweed
seep monkeyflower
annual rabbitsfoot grass
biennial cinquefoil
straw falsecudweed

willow dock
tall tumblemustard
water speedwell

FACU

NL
FACW

OBL
FACW+

FAC
NL

FAC*
FACU
OBL

5
1
5

10
1

2
5

15
1

20

Percentage of dominant plant species that are OBL, FACW, or FAC indicator status: 100 ‘??0.
Dominant plant species are indicated by bold Absolute % Cover values.
‘ For Region 8 indicator status codes for plants, see Section 3.2.4.

Hydrophytic vegetation: Yes
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Table 4-19 Topopah Spring wetland vegetation as surveyed on June 20, 1996

Habitat: Hillside Meadow

Indicator
Species Common Name “ Statusa Absolute !4. Cover

Tree Layer:
no species

Shrub Layer:
no species

Herb Layer:

Agrostis exarata
var. monolepis monolepis bentgrass I?ACW 5

Artemesia ludoviciana Louisiana sagewort FACU 10
Bromus diandus ripgut grass NL 2
Carex praegracilis clustered field sedge FACW 5.
Castilleja sp. unidentified Indian 2

paintbrush
“Conyza canadensis Canadian horseweed NL 2
Eleocharis panshii Parish’s spikerush OBL 5
Epilob@m g.kzbem”mum smooth willowweed I?ACW 2
Engeron divergens spreading fleabane NL 5
Juncus balticus Baltic rush FACW 27
Juncus saximontanus Rocky Mountain rush FACW+ 10
Luctuca sem-ola prickly lettuce FACU Tr
A4imulus guttatus seep monkeyflower OBL 2
Poa secunda Sandberg bluegrass FACU 20
Polypogon monspeliensis annual rabbitsfoot grass . FACW+ 5
Potentilla biennis biennial cinquefoil FAC 2
Pseudognaphalium
stramineum straw falsecudweed NL 2

Percentage of dominant plant species that are OBL, FACW, or FAC indicator status: 50 %0.
Absolute % cover due to all hydrophytic species presenk 63 ‘??0.
Dominant plant species are indicated by bold Absolute ‘A Cover values. Tr = trace, <lOA absolute cover.
‘ For Region 8 indicator status codes for plants, see Section 3.2.4.

Hy&ophytic vegetation: Yes*

*Because the number of dominant hydrophytic species was equal to the number of dominant nonhydrophytic
species, an alternative method for determining the presence of hydrophytic vegetation was used (Williams,
1992; see Section 3.2.4).

at both the cave pool area and the hillside meadow. The area of wetland vegetation at
Topopah Spring comprised a much larger area of about 200 m2 (2,152 ft~ (Table 5-1,
Section 5.0).
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4.2.16.3 Wetland Hydrology and Wafer Qualify

Field indicators for wetland hydrology were observed at both the cave pool area and the
hillside meadow. Surface water was present at the site on June 20, 1996, and the com-
bined area of standing water was estimated to be about 8 m2 (86 f?). Flow rates at
Topopah Spring, measured fi-om the existing pipe, were very low (0.14 f?/min [0.04
galkni.n]) (Table 5-1, Section 5.0). Water flow was widely distributed on the hillside
meadow and was not measured. Water quality measurements were taken in the spring
pool in June and September 1996. Data are presented in Table 5-2 (Section 5.0).

4.2.16.4 Hydric Soils

Field indicators of hydric soils were observed at both the cave pool area and the hillside
meadow and consisted of saturated or inundated soils which appeared to be inundated for
seven days or longer during the plant growing season, indicating the presence of hydric
soil. Two soil pits were dug to examine soils for field indicators for hydric soils.
Mottling was not observed in the soil exposed from these soil pits.

4.2.16.5 Detenninafion of Jwisdicfional Sfafus

Both the cave pool area and the hillside meadow at Topopah Spring would probably be
considered jurisdictional wetlands because they had field indicators for all three required
parameters: hydrophytic vegetation, wetland hydrology, and hydric soils.

4.2.16.6 Wildlife Use

Wildlife commonly using this spring include coyote, mountain lion, mule deer, raptors,
and passerine birds. Upland game birds are common including chukar, Gambel’s quail,
and mourning dove. Extensive use of this spring is made by chukar in the summer.
Biologists have observed hundreds of these birds around the cave pool during numerous
visits.

4.2.17 Tub Spring

4.2.17.1 Sife Description and Historical Use

Tub Spring is located in a wash on a southeast-facing slope on the east side of Oak Spring
Butte, north of Yucca Flat (Figure 4-17, Photo 4-47). Access to water at Tub Spring was
developed by local mining operations located about 1.6 km (1 mi) southwest of the spring
(Giles, 1976). After the spring was developed, it was probably used to water cattle that
grazed in the region before 1950. A tunnel 0.6 to 0.9 m (2 to 3 ft) wide was excavated
about 9 m (30 Et) into the hillside. Water collects in a pool within the tunnel throughout
the year behind a small earthen darn at the tunnel entrance. The depth of the water is
approximately 0.6 m (2 ft) (Giles, 1976). A 7.6-cm- (3-in) -diameter pipe had been
installed from the tunnel down slope about 60 m (197 ft) to a large metal watering tank.
In 1975, the spring and pipeline system was renovated after a rock slide plugged the
pipeline (Smith et al., 1978). Additionally, a wire screen was placed over the pipe
entrance to prevent recurrence of the blockage. The original pipeline and watering tank
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Photo 4-47 Habitat at Tub Spring looking northwest on November 10,1988 (WS046-20.TIF)

Photo 4-48 Vegetation around Tub Spring on August 24,1996 (WS046-20.TIF)
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were retied. In the 1980s, biologists conducting wildlife surveys at the site observed that
the pipe was broken and that no water was flowing into the metal watering tank. Some
time in the early 1990s, a 3.8-1 (l-gal) tin can was installed in the ground under the
broken end of the pipe which was about 10 m (33 fi) upslope from the watefig tank.
Water currently runs through the pipe, fills the tin can, and overflows onto the ground
forming a wetted area of about 1 m2 (11 f?) (l?hoto”4-48).

4.2.17.2 Hydrophytic Vegetation

Only two plant species, sku.nkbush sumac, and an unidentified grass, were observed
growing in a small moist area around the tin can (Table 4-20). Upland vegetation near
this area includes desert needlegrass (Achnathenm speckmum), fourwing saltbush, big
sagebrush, foxtail brome, cheatgrass, blackbrush, mormon te~ Nevada jointfii, Cooper’s
heathgoldenrod, rubber rabbitbrush, and Stansbury cliffrose. Hydrophytic vegetation was
absent from this site and at the cave pool.

Table 4-20 Tub Spring wetland vegetation as surveyed on November 7, 1996

Habitat: Tin Can Area

Species Common Name Indicator Status= Absolute O/. Cover

Tree Layer:
no species

Shrub Layer:
Rhus trilobata skunkbush sumac III 10

Herb Layer:
unidentified grass 1

Percentage of dominant plant species that are OBL, FACW, or FAC indicator status: O ‘?/0.
Dominant plant species are indicated by bold values for Absolute ‘A Cover.
‘ For Region 8 indicator status codes for plants, see Section 3.2.4.

.Hydrophytic vegetation:&

4.2.17.3 Wetland Hydrology and Wafer Qualify

Field indicators of wetland hydrology were limited to the cave pool and the saturated area
around the tin can where surface water was present. It is likely that the area around the
tin can would be dry if it had not been developed by the recent activities of man. Flow
rate measured from the broken pipe on September 20, 1996 was 0.1 lhnin (0.03 galhnin)
(Table 5-1, Section 5.0). Water quality measurements were taken in the guzzler can in
June and September 1996 and are presented in Table 5-2 (Section 5.0).
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4.2.~7.4 Hydric Soils

Field indicators of hydtic soils were observed at the cave pool and around the tin can.
Soils in these areas appeared to have been saturated for more than seven days during the
growing season, indicating the presence of hydric soil. However, because the soils around
the can are dependent on water being delivered by the pipe, this area is considered
artificially wet. No soil pits were dug due to the small size of the area and the evidence
of prior disturbance. Soils appeared to be poorly developed in undisturbed areas around
the site.

4.2.17.5 Determination of Jurisdictional Status

No area at Tub Spring would be considered a jurisdictional wetland because all areas
lacked field indicators for hydrophytic vegetation. Although the cave pool would not be
considered a jurisdictional wetland, it may be considered waters of the United States.

4.2.17.6 Wildlife Use

Chukar, coyotes, Gambel’s
passerine

4.2.18

4.2.18.1

This site

birds drink water

Tupapa Seep

quail, mourning doves, mountain lions, mule deer, and
at the site.

Site Description and Historical Use

was identified as “Tupapa Seep Spring” on the Camp Desert Rock USGS 7.5-
Minute Series quadrangle map (1961). No spring could be found at the site and it was
renamed for this report as “Tupapa Seep.” It is located in a wash in a remote area about
1 km (0.6 mi) southeast of Hampel Hill and 3.2 km (2 mi) southwest of Frenchman Flat
(Figure 4-1 8). The site appears to be unaltered by man (Photo 4-49), and no historical
accounts of human activity at the spring were found.

4.2.18.2 Hydrophytic Vegetation

A vegetation survey from an observation point located within the wash was conducted at
Tupapa Seep on November 7, 1996 (Photo 4-50). From the observation point only one
dominant species was classified as a hydrophytic plant, foxtail barley (Hordeum jubatum).
Cheatgrass, an upland grass, was the only other dominant species observed in the sample
area (Table 4-2 1). Other plants in the sample area included: shadscale saltbush, rubber
rabbitbrush, &d Mexican bladdersage. Based on the weak showing of hydrophytic species
at this site, it was concluded that the criteria for hydrophytic vegetation were lacking.

4.2.18.3 Wetland Hydrology and Water Qua/ity

Field indicators of wetland hydrology were lacking at this site. No evidence of surface
water or saturated soils was detected during visits to Tupapa Seep in September and
November 1996. This seep is probably seasonally intermittent in flow and appears to
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Photo 4-49 Habitat around Tupapa Seep looking north on September 4,1996 (WS505-01.TIF9

Photo 4-50 Closeup of vegetation at Tupapa Seep looking east on November 4,1996 (wS505-03.TIF)
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Table 4-21 Tupapa Seep wetland vegetation as surveyed on November 7, 1996

Habitat: Wash

Species Common Name Indicator Statusa Absolute 0/0 Cover

Tree Layer:
no species

Shrub Layer:
Atripk confertijolia shadscale saltbush . NL 2
Encameria nauseosa rhbber rabbitbrush NL 2
Salazana mexicana Mexicanbladdersage m 2

Herb Layer:
Bromus tectomm cheatgrass NL 20
Hordeum jubatum foxtail barley FAC* 60

Percentage of dominant plant species that are OBL, FACW, or FAC indicator status: 50 ‘?/0.
Dominant plant species are indicated by bold Absolute % Cover values.
a For Region 8 indicator status codes for plants, see Section 3.2.4.

. Hydmphytic vegetation: No

“ remain dry in low rainfall years. Knowledge of seasonal availability of water at this site
is lacking because of limited prior study. No water quality measurements were taken at
this site.

4.2.18.4 Hydric Soils

No field indicators for hydric soils were observed at this site in 1996. Soils appeared dry
at the time of the survey and no soil pits were dug. Soils in the area did appear to be
dark with a low chroma value.

4.2.18.5 Determination of Jurisdictional Status

This site would probably not qualifi as a jurisdictional wetland based on a lack of field
indicators for all three required parameters: hydrophytic vegetation, wetland hydrology,
and hydric soils. Some seepage may occur in wet years and sustain plant species that are
occasionally found in wetlands. However, during dry years few wetland species persist.
The lack of archaeological and historical features at the site also suggests that this site did
not provide a dependable supply of water.

4.2.18.6 Wildlife Use

Because of limited study, little is known about wildlife use of the are% however, coyote
scat and a common raven were observed near the seep area.
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4.2.19 Twin Spring

4.2.19.1 Site Description and Historical Use

This site is shown as an unnamed spring on the Topopah Spring USGS 7.5-Minute Series
quadrangle map (1961), but has been referred to in the literature as “Twin Springs”
(Stoffle et al., 1990b). For purposes of this report, the site is referred to as “Twin Spring”
because only one spring with surface inundation was apparent at the site. Twin Spring is
located in Fortymile Canyon about 91 m (300 ft) above the canyon floor on a steep (40
percent) west-facing slope (Figure 4-19, Photo 4-51). The area is believed to have been
used as a trappers’ camp by Native Americans until recent times (Stoffle et al., 1990b).
Numerous prehistoric artifacts exist near the spring and on the slope below the spring,
including a petroglyph boulder, stone chips, grinding slabs, rock rings, rock coyote trap,
and rock weights to hold nets and trap wildlife. Rock shelters also exist on the opposite
side of the canyon (Stoffle et al., 1990b).

Much Euroamerican activity has been reported in For&mile Canyon including mining,
prospecting, and travel. During the period of 1870 to 1900, there were freight and mail
routes (i.e., Emigrant Trail) that passed through Fortymile Canyon, with relay stations at
Whiterock Spring, Tippipah Spring, and Fortymile Canyon (Stoffle et al., 1990a). The
Twin Spring site may have been the location of the relay station, although direct evidence
for this is lacking (Henton and Pippin, 1988). A lead-silver mine was also worked in the
For@de Canyon area during the 1880s and was rediscovered and worked again in 1905
(StOffle et al., 1990a).

The most conspicuous human impact at Twin Spring is a man-made cave dug about 18 m
(98 fi) into the hillside and located about 30 m (98 ft) north of the existing spring. This
cave occurs at the same elevation as the existing spring and could be the original site of
the second spring. The tailings from this cave were leveled off and a rock wall or
foundation was built on it. A cave-in was noted about 3 m (10 ft) inside the entrance.
Historic artifacts found at the cave include round nails, lumber, and a condensed milk can
(Henton and Pippin, 1988). The purpose of the cave is unclear, but Henton and Pippin
(1988) suggest it was not dug for mining purposes but as an improvement to the second
spring.

Water was piped from the existing spring to the bottom of the wash, a distance of about
300 m (984 ft), as shown by the presence of metal pipes and a large cement water tank.
The tank measured about 2 m (6 ft) wide by 3 m (1O ft) long and is inscribed with the
date “1921” (Henton and Pippin, 1988).

4.2.19.2 Hydrophytic Vegetation

A wetlands vegetation survey was conducted on December 12, 1996, fi-om an observation
point located at the base of a rock ledge where water flows out and forms a small pool
(referred to as the wash slope area). One hundred percent of the dominant plants in this
area were hydrophytic species indicating that hydrophytic vegetation was present at Twin
Spring (Table 4-22). T. domingensis was the only dominant wetland species growing in a
small, inundated area within the sample area. Other wetland species which accounted for
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Photo 4-51 Habitat around Twin Spring looking east on January 8,1997 wS347-19.TIF)

Photo 4-52 Wetland vegetation at Twin Spring looking north on January 8,1997 (WS347-22.TIT)
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Table 4-22 Twin Spring wetland vegetation as surveyed on December 12, 1996

Habitat: Wash Slope Area

Indicato~
Species Common Name Statusa Absolute ‘A Cover

Tree Layer:
no species

Shrub Layer:
no species

Herb Layer:
Polypogon monspeliensis annual rabbitsfoot grass FACW+ Tr
Rumex salic~olius willow dock FACW* 5
Typha domingensis southern cattail OBL 90

Percentage of dominant plant speciesthat are OBL, FACW, or FAC indicator status:. 100 ‘3/0.

Dominant plant species are indicated by bold values for Absolute % Cover. Tr = trace, <lYo absolute cover.
a For Region 8 indicator status codes for plants, see Section 3.2.4.

Hydrophytic vegetation: Yes

less than 6 percent of the absolute cover at the site were willow dock and annual
rabbitsfoot grass The wetland area was limited to about 27 rn2 (291 ft~ (Table 5-1,
Section 5.0). Plants growing in a transitional area on the edge of the inundated area
included wormwood, Louisiana sagewort, and skunkbush sumac. The other wet area at
Twin Spring was a man-made cave (see Section 4.2.19.3 below) which did not contain
hydrophytic vegetation and represented an atypical situation because of prior disturbance.
Vegetation in the upland area surrounding the spring included fourwing saltbush,
cheatgrass, green rabbitbrush, Virgin River brittlebush (Encelia virginensis), Nevada
jointfir, mormon te~ eastern Mojave buckwheat, spiny hopsage (Grayia spinosa), and
Mexican bladdersage.

4.2.19.3 Wetland Hydrology and Water Qualify

This site has been referred to as “Twin Springs” (Stoffle
that there were two spring sources at the site. However,

et al., 1990b), which suggests,
only one spring with surface

inundation is apparent at the site. Currently, water flows out from the base of a rock
ledge and forms a small pool which measures about 2 m2 (22 f? ) (Photo 4-52). This area
is referred to as the wash slope area. The maximum depth’ of the pool within the wash
slope area was about 10 cm (4 in) in December 1996. Minimal surface flow occurred
down the slope from the pool, but this was not measured. Flow was visible below the
wetland area for about 4 m (13 fi) in a steep rocky wash. Water quality measurements
were taken in January 1997, and the data we presented in Table 5-2 (Section 5.0).

The man-made cave which occurs at the same elevation as the existing spring could be the ‘
original site of the second spning. The cave-in here could have stopped water flow from
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the cave, and the tailings removed from the cave could also be concealing the spring
discharge area. Saturated soils occurred on the floor of this cave.

4.2.19.4 Hydric Soils

Field indicators for hydric soils were present at Twin Spring and were confined to the
wash slope area and to the man-made cave. Soils in these areas appeared to have been
saturated for seven days or more during the plant growing season, indicating the presence
of hydric soil. The soils in the cave area may be considered atypical because of
disturbance by man.

4.2.19.5 Determination of Jurisdictional Status

The wash slope area at Twin Spring would probably qualify as a jurisdictional wetland
because it has field indicators of all three wetland parameters: hydrophytic vegetation,
wetland hydrology, and hydric soils. The man-made cave area did not support hydro-
phytic vegetation and probably would not be considered a jurisdictional wetland.

4.2.19.6 Wildlife Use

Use of the spring by wild burros (Equus asinus) was evidenced by the presence of scat
near the cave. Coyote and mule deer scat also occurred around the spring. Deer remains
were found at the spring, indicating that mountain lions may also frequent the site.

4.2.20 Wahmonie Seep 1

4.2.20.1 Site Description and Historical Use

Wahmonie Seep 1 is located in a wash bottom north of Skull Mountain about, 1 km (0.6
mi) south of Cane Spring Road (Figure 4-20). A mine shaft and some prospect markers
(piles of rock) are located near the seep. This seep shows no impacts from man, and is
not marked on any USGS topographic map. This wetland has not been previously studied
because no current or historical references concerning this seep were found.

4.2.20.2 Hydrophytic Vegetation

The slope of the wash is gentle (5 percent) and wetland boundaries are easily
distinguished from the boundaries of the surrounding upland plant community (Photo
4-53). A vegetation suwey was conducted at the bottom of the wash channel on June 20,
1996. The dominant wetland species observed from the observation point were Emory’s
baccharis (Baccharis enzoryi), Baltic rush, and water speedwell. Saltcedar occurred in the
wash about 30 m (98 ft) downstream from the observation point. Unidentified mosses
were common in the wash channel. Sixty percent of the dominant species at the observa-
tion point were wetland species indicating the presence of hydrophytic vegetation at the
site (Table 4-23). The total area of the wetland as defined by hydrophytic vegetation
within the wash channel is approximately 250 m2 (2,690 f?) (Table 5-1, Section 5.0).
Plant species in the adjacent upland included blackbrush, Cooper’s heathgoldenrod, rubber
rabbitbrush, basin wildrye, and Mexican bladdersage.
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Photo 4-53 Wahmonie Seep 1 looking north on June 20,1996 (WS339-09.TIF)

Photo 4-54 Wahmonie Seep 2 looking south on June 20,1996 (WS339-12.TIF)
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Table 4-23 Wahmonie Seep 1 wetland vegetation as surveyed on June 20, 1996

Habitat: Wash Channel

Absolute ?4.

Species Common Name Indicator Statusa Cover

Tree Layer:
no species

Shrub Layer:
Bacchans emoryi Emory’s baccharis FACW 40
Erkameria nauseosa rubber rabbitbrush NL 10

Herb Layer:
Artemisia ludoviciana Louisiana sagewort FACU 1
Juncus balticus Baltic rush FACW 30
Leymus cinereus basin wildrye FACU 15
A4imulus guttatus seep monkeyflower OBL 2
Polypogon monspeliensis annual rabbitsfoot grass FACW+ 1
Veronica anagallis-aquatica “ water speedwell OBL 10
unidentified moss 1

Percentage of dominant plant species that are OBL, FACW, or FAC indicator status: 60 ‘?/0.
Dominant plant species are indicated by bold Absolute % Cover values.
a For Region 8 indicator status codes for plants, see Section 3.2.4.

Hydrophytic vegetation: Yes

,’ I

I

4.2.20.3 Wetland Hydrology and Water Quality

Field indicators of wetland hydrology were restricted to an area characterized by saturated
soils in a narrow corridor along the wash channel. Surface water existed at this site in
one isolated pool at the time of the survey. This pool wx only 5 m2 (54 f?) and had a
depth of approximately 7 cm (3 in). Surface flow was low in the bottom of the wash but
was not measured. There was evidence (e.g., dry algae) to suggest that several small
pools existed within the wash channel earlier in the year. Water quality measurements
were taken in the wash pool in June 1996 and these data are presented in Table 5-2 .
(Section 5.0).

4.2.20.4 Hydric Soik

Field indicators at Wahrnon.ie Seep 1 consisted of saturated soils for what appeared to be
more than seven days during the growing season, indicating the presence of hydric soil. A
soil pit was dug to determine the presence of other field indicators of hydric soils. Soils
lacked evidence of mottling and dark colors (low chroma values).
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4.2.20.5 Determination of Jurisdictional Status

The wash channel of Wahmonie Seep, 1 would probably be considered a jurisdictional
wetland because it has field indicators for all three required parameters: hydrophytic
vegetation, wetland hydrology, and hydric soils.

4.2.20.6 Wildlife Use

Information on wildlife use of this site is limited. Desert cottontails, coyotes, Garnbel’s
quail, mule deer scat, and passerine species of birds have been observed at the site.

4.2.21

4.2.21.1

Wahmonie Seep 2

Site Description and Historical Use

Wahmonie Seep 2 is located in a wash channel on the north-facing slope of Skull
Mountain (Figure 4-21), about 2.1 km (1.3 mi) south of Cane Spring Road (Photo 4-54)
and about 500 m (1,640 ft) up the drainage from Wahrnonie Seep 1. A mine shaft is
located east of Wahmonie Seeps 1 and 2 and some prospect markers (piles of rock) are
also located in the area. There is no evidence, however, of di&bance of the seep by
man.

4.2.21.2 Hydrophytic Vegetation

A wetland survey was conducted within the upper end of the wash channel on June 20,
1996. One dominant hydrophytic species, Emory’s baccharis, was observed within the
wetland plant community (Photo 4-55). Absolute canopy cover for this species was
estimated to be 85 percent (Table 4-24). No dominant upland plant species were observed
at this site; Louisiana sagewort and an unidentified moss were observed at the observation
point but comprised only about 3 percent of the absolute canopy cover. The site was
therefore dominated by hydrophytic vegetation which was restricted to a narrow corridor
in the wash bottom comprising an area of about 150 m2 (1,614 f?) (Table 5-1, Section
5.0). Plant species observed in the adjacent upland area included Louisiana sagewort,
blackbrush, Nevada jointfir, Cooper’s heathgoldenrod, eastern Mojave buckwheat, and
Mexican bladdersage.

4.2.21.3 Wetland Hydrology and Water Quality

Field indicators of wetland hydrology were observed in the wash channel and consisted of
surface water and saturated soils. On June 6, 1996, surface water less than 5 cm ( 2 in)
deep was observed in isolated small pools less than 0.25 m2 (2.7 f?) in the wash bottom,
but surface water was not observed on June 20, 1996. Based on the presence of wetland
species, surface water, and saturated soils as late in the growing season as June 6, it was
concluded that indicators of wetland hydrology were present. No water quality
measurements were taken at this site.
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Photo 4-55 Wetland vegetation at Wahmonie Seep 2 looking south on June 20,1996 (WS339-12.TIF)

Photo 4-56 Wahmonie Seep 3 looking north on June 20,1996 (WS339-13.TIF)
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Table 4-24 Wahmonie Seep 2 wetland vegetation as surveyed on June 20, 1996

Habitat: Wash Channel

Species Common Name Indicator Statusa Absolute ?4. Cover

Tree Layer:
no species

Shrub Layer:
Baccharis emoryi Emory’s baccharis FACW 85

Herb Layer:

Artemesia ludoviciana Louisiana sagewort FACU 2
unidentified moss 1

Percentage of dominant plant species that are OBL, FACW, or FAC indicator status: 100 ‘?/0.

Dominant plant species are indicated by bold Absolute% Cover values.

‘ For Region 8 indicator status codes for plants, see Section 3.2.4.
Hydrophytic vegetation: Yes

4.2.21.4 Hydric Soils

Biologists dig a soil pit and found saturated soils. No other hydric soil field indicators
were observed. The soils were shallow, rocky, exhibited no mottling, and had little
organic matter. Soils in the bottom of the wash channel at the seep appeared .to have been
saturated for more than seven days during the growing season, indicating the presence of
hydric soils. The area of soil saturation appeared to correspond to the area dominated by
Emory’s baccharis.

4.2.21.5 Determination of Jurisdictional Status

A portion of the wash channel at Wahmonie Seep 2 would probably be considered a
jurisdictional wetland because it has field indicators for all three req&ed parameters:
hydrophytic vegetation, wetland hydrology, and hydric soils.

4.2.21.6 Wildlife Use

Little is known about wildlife use of this seep. A bobcat skull was found near the seep
suggesting use by this species. Desert cottontails, mule deer scat, and Gambel’s quail
were observed in the area on June 6, 1996.
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4.2.22 Wahmonie Seep 3

4.2.22.1 Site Description and Historical Use

Wahrnonie Seep 3 is located on the north slope of Skull Mountain in a wash about 0.6 km

(0.4 rni) due west of Wahmonie Seep 2 (Figure 4-22, Photo 4-56). There is no evidence
that this seep has been used or developed by man.

4.2.22.2 Hydrophytic Vegetation

One dominant hydrophytic species (Emory’s baccharis) and two dominant nonhydrophytic
species (Louisiana sagewort and foxtail brome) were observed at this site within the
wetland plant community (Table 4-25). Emory’s baccharis comprised 60 percent of the
absolute canopy cover, Louisiana sagewort comprised about 10 percent, and foxtail brome
comprised about 30 percent. Louisiana sagewort was ~tited to the see”p area and was not
observed in the surrounding upland area. This species appeared dependent on the moisture
from the seep. The presence and high percentage of cover of foxtail brome, an annual
grass, is probably due to the fact that 1996 was a rather dry year which reduced soil
saturation at the site, facilitating the invasion of foxtail brome into the seep. It was
concluded that the vegetation of the site meets the criteria established for being considered
hydrophytic vegetation. This was based on the fact that hydrophytic species comprised the
largest proportion (60 percent) of the absolute canopy cover at the site (Williams, 1992).
Hydrophytic vegetation was restricted to a narrow corridor in the wash channel of 180 m2
(1,957 f?) occupied by Emory’s baccharis (Table 5-1, Section 5.0). Plant species in the
upland area surrounding the seep included foxtail brome, blackbrush, eastern Mojave
buckwheat, Virgin River brittlebush, Cooper’s heathgoldenrod, rubber rabbitbrush, and
Mojave yucca (Yucca schidigera).

4.2.22.3 Wetland Hydrology and Water Quality

Field indicators of wetland hydrology were observed on June 6, 1996, in a narrow corridor
along the wash channel. These indicators consisted of surface water, water marks on
rocks and vegetation, and salt encrustations observed along the bottom of the wash for a
width of 3 m (1O ft) and a length of about 50 m (164 ft). The total area of surface water
at the time of the survey was about 0.1 m2 (1 &‘ No water quality measurements were
taken at this site.

4.2.22.4 Hydric Soils

Field indicators of hydric
(1,615 i?) corridor along

soils were present and restricted to a narrow of about 150 m2
the wash channel. This corridor had soils that appeared to have

been saturated for longer than seven days during the growing season, indicating the
presence of hydric soils. At the time of the survey, however, these soils were not
saturated (Table 5-1, Section 5.0). Soils at this seep were shallow, rocky, and poorly
developed.
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Table 4-25 Wahmonie Seep 3 wetland vegetation as surveyed on June 20, 1996

Habitat: Wash Channel

Species Common Name Indicator Statusa Absolute 0/0 Cover

Tree Layer:
no species

Shrub Layer:
Baccharis emoryi Emory’s baccharis FACW 60

Herb Layer:
Artemesia ludoviciana Louisiana sagewort FACU 10
Bromus rubens foxtail brome UPL 30

Percentage of dominant plant species that are OBL, FACW, or FAC indicator status: 33 ‘?/0.
Absolute %- cover due to all hydrophyfic species present: 60 ‘/o. Dominant plant species are indicated
by bold Absolute ‘YoCover values.
‘For Region 8 indicator status codes for plants, see Section 3.2.4.

Hydrophytic vegetation: Yes*

*Because the number of dominant hydrophytic species were equal to or less than the number of dominant
nonhydrophfiic species, an alternative method for determining the presence of hydrophytic vegetation was
used (Williams, 1992; see Section 3.2.4).

4.2.22.5 Determination of Jurisdictional Status

The narrow corridor in the wash channel at Wahmonie Seep 3 would probably be
considered a jurisdictional wetland because it had field indicators for all three required
parameters: hydrophytic vegetation, wetland hydrology, and hydric soils.

4.2.22.6 Wildlife Use

Mule deer scat were located near the seep indicating use by this species. Other species
use this area, but no observations were made during the limited sampling period.

4.2.23

4.2.23.1

Whiterock Spring

Site Description and Historical Use

Whiterock Spring is located in a wash at the northern end of Yucca Flat about 2.3 km
(1.4 mi) east of the base of Rainier Mesa (Figure 4-23). This site was used as a winter
camp by Native &nericans from the Belted Range during the late 1800s to early 1900s
(Stoffle et al., 1990a). A stone cabin and corral occur near the site which were used
during the 1920s (Worman, 1969). Sixty mining claims were recorded from the
Whiterock Spring area in
occurred then. Ranching

1928 (Stoffle et al., 1~90a), suggesting that mining in the area
may have occurred in the area in the 1930s. Early ranchers or
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miners tunneled into the hillside and installed pipes from the springs to a watering tank
(Photos 4-57 and 4-58) (Worman, 1969). Two caves, one located on each side of the
wash, were excavated (both about 5 m [16.4 i?] long by 1 m [3.3 ft] wide) to improve
flow or store water. The east cave contained water 8 cm (3 in) in depth as determined by
the height of the check dam. The east cave was open to sunlight and supported mosses
and aquatic plants (Photo 4-59). The west cave was heavily shaded, contained water
about 15 cm (6 in) deep, and supported no aquatic plants.

4.2.23.2 Hydrophytic Vegetation

Two plant communities were surveyed at Whiterock Spring (Tables 4-26 and 4-27). One
community in the upper stretch of the wash was dominated by sandbar willow. There was
an opening in the trees where a small surface pool occurs in dense grasses, sedges, and
rushes (Photo 4-60). The other plant community in the lower stretch of the wash was
dominated by Baltic rush. Other species present in the lower stretch of the wash outside
the observation point included clustered field sedge, rubber rabbitbrush, basin wildrye,
annual yellow sweetclover (Melilotus indicus), annual rabbitsfoot grass, and southern
cattail. Beatley (1976) also recorded annual hairgrass (Deschampsia danthonioides), hairy
willowherb (Epilobium ciliatum), foxtail barley, seep monkeyflower, willow dock, and
broadleaf cattail (Typha latifolia) from Whiterock Spring. Plant species in the upland
surrounding the spring included blackbrush, Gambel’s oak, skunkbush sumac, and desert
snowberry (SymphoricaWos longzjlorus). One hundred percent of the dominant plant
species were categorized as hydrophytic species at sampling locations in both the upper
and lower stretches of the spring channel at Whiterock Spring. Hydrophytic emergent
vegetation dominated by seep monkeyflower was observed in the west cave, but not the
east cave. Whiterock Spring is the second largest wetland on the NTS, 1,800 m2 (19,369
f?), based on the area occupied by wetland vegetation (Table 5-1, Section 5.0).

4.2.23.3 Wetland Hydrology and Water Quality

Field indicators were observed at the two cave pools and the upper and lower stretches of
the spring channel, indicating the presence of wetland hydrology at the site. Presently,
one PVC pipe leads from each cave pool to a flow gauge box located in the middle of the
wash. Flow from the east cave pours onto the ground from a broken pipe, forming a
small pool about 3 cm (1 in) deep and 0.1 m2 (1.1 &) in area which drains through
gravel. Flow from the west cave fills the flow box and overflows into the rocky,
permeable substrate. The combined flow rate from. both cave pools measured in
September 1996 was approximately 1.9 l/rein (0.5 gal/rein). Depth to inundation was
measured through a partially buried pipe in the ground and was 45.7 cm (18 in).
Downstream in the lower stretch of the wash, several dry ephemeral pools exist that
contained field indicators of wetland hydrology such as dried algae on rocks. Water
quality measurements were taken in the flow box in June and September 1996 and in the
west cave pool in September 1996. These water quality data are presented in Table 5-2
(Section 5.0).
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Photo 4-57 Whiterock Spring with grazed vegetation looking north about 1968 (WS505-02.TIF)

Photo 4-58 Whiterock Spring without grazing looking north on June 18,1996 (WS341-31.TIF)
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Photo 4-59 Emergent vegetation in the east cave of Whiterock Spring on December 7,1990
(WS213-19.TIF)

Photo 4-60 Surface pool at Whiterock Spring looking north on December 7,1990 (WS213-17.TIF)
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Table 4-26 Whiterock Spring wetland vegetation as suweyed on June 18; 1996

Habitat: Upper Stretch of Spring Channel

Species Common Name Indicator Status= Absolute ‘A Cover

Tree Layer:
no species

Shrub Layer:
Salix m“gua sandbar willow FACW 80

Herb Layer:
Potentilla biennis biennial cinquefoil ‘ FAC Tr
Rumex salicifolius willow dock FACW* 5

Percentage of dominant plant species that are OBL, FACW, or FAC indicator status: 100 %0.

Dominant plant species are indicated by bold Absolute YOCover values. Tr = trace, <1% absolute cover.
‘For Region 8 indicator status codes for plants, see Section 3.2.4.

Hydroph~lc vegetation: Yes

Table 4-27 Whiterock Spring wetland vegetation as surveyed on June 18, 1996

Habitat: Lower Stretch of Spring Channel

Species Common Name Indicator Status= Absolute 0/0 Cover

Tree Layer:
no species

Shrub Layer:
no species

Herb Layer:
Artemesia ludoviciana Louisiana sagewort FACU . 2
Juncus balricus Baltic rush FACW 94
Linum lewisii prairie flax NL 1
Potentilla biennis biennial cinquefoil FAC 1
Rumex salicifolius willow dock FACW* Tr
Sporobolus airoides alkali sacaton FAC- Tr

Percentage of dominant plant species that are OBL, FACW, or FAC indicator status: 100 0/0.

Dominant plant species are indicated by bold Absolute ‘A Cover values. Tr = trace, <lOA absolute cover.
‘For Region 8 indicator status codes for plants, see Section 3.2.4.

Hydrophytic vegetation: Yes

125 I

.,

--~— -., ,.., ..., ,.. . . . . . ........ .... . . .. ..— —. ~



-..,.... .... . . J.. .- .- . ...’ . . . . . . . .. ...!- ......... . . . . . .

4.2.23.4 Hydric Soils

Field indicators of hydric soils were observed at the cave pools and in the upper and lower
stretches of the spring channel. Soils at these locations appeared to have been saturated
for more than seven days during the growing season, indicating the presence of hydric
soils. Soils at this site were very rocky and poorly developed. Soil pits were not dug at
this site.

4.2.23.5 Determination of Jurisdictional Status

The eastern cave pool and the upper and lower stretches of the spring channel at
Whiterock Spring meet the criteria to be considered jurisdictional wetlands. Field
indicators for all three required parameters (hydrophytic vegetation, wetland hydrology,
and hydric soils) were present at these sites. The western cave pool lacked hydrophytic
vegetation, perhaps because of reduced light reaching the cave. This cave pool may be
considered waters of the United States.

4.2.23.6 Wildlife Use

Wildlife species known to use this site include desert cottontails, black-tailed jackrabbits,
mule deer, raptors, upland game species, and 12 species of passerine birds. Giles (1976)
reported use of the area by horses, although no horses have been observed at the spring
since horse monitoring began in 1988. The willow grove offers significant cover to
migrating birds and raptors such as Cooper’s hawks ‘and long-eared owls.

4.2.24 Yellow Rock Springs

4.2.24.1 Site Description and Historical Use

The Yellow Rock Springs site occurs below a yellow tuff formation near the base of
Fortymile Canyon (Figure 4-24, Photo 4-61). There appears to be little evidence of
human disturbance at the spring except for numerous Native American rock shelters in the
area. These rock shelters are located about 23 m (75 ft) above the canyon floor (Stoffle
et al., 1990b). One rock shelter contained grinding slabs and a rock wall. It is believed
that this area was used temporarily by Native Americans traveling through the area. The
wash north of the site is believed to be the likely route used by Native Americans for
collecting pinyon nuts on Shoshone Mountain (Stoffle et al., 1990b).

4.2.24.2 Hydrophytic Vegetation

A wetland vegetation survey was conducted at the Yellow Rock Springs site on
December 19, 1996. From the observation point in the rocky wash, no wetland plant
species were observed, indicating that hydrophytic vegetation was absent from this site
(Table 4-28). Skunkbush sumac was the most dominant plant species and, although it is
not considered a hydrophytic species, it appears to be restricted to moist soil habitats on
the NTS. Skunkbush sumac and basin wildrye have not been observed in upland habitat
around any of the NTS springs visited, and therefore these plants may serve as indicators
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Photo 4-61 Habitat around Yellow Rock Spring looking southeast on January 29,1997 (WS348-8.TIF)

Photo 4-62 Drainage channel at Yellow Rock Spring looking southeast on January 29,1997
(WS348-11.T~
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Table 4-28 Yellow Rock Springs wetland vegetation as surveyed on December 19, 1996

Habitat: Rocky Wash

Species Common Name Indicator Statusa Absolute % Cover

Tree Layer:
no species

Shrub Layer:
Rhus trilobata skunkbush sumac NI 60

Herb Layer:

Bromus tectorum cheatgrass NL 10

Percentage of dominant plant species that are OBL, FACW, or FAC indicator status: O %. Dominant
plant species are indicated by bold Absolute % Cover values.

a For Region 8 indicator status codes for plants, see Section 3.2.4.

Hydrophytic vegetation: No

of moist soil conditions. Other plants observed in the upland area surrounding the sample
area included cheatgrass, green rabbitbrush, mormon te% and desert bitterbrush.

4.2.24.3 Wetland Hydrology and Wafer Quality

Field indicators of wetland hydrology were restricted to three narrow drainage channels at
Yellow Rock Springs. Three spring sources were found in December 1996 corresponding
to three spring symbols shown on the Topopah Spring USGS 7.5-Minute Series
quadrangle map (1961). Water seeps out of rock fissures and flows down three drainage
channels to the northwest for about 40 m (131 ft) (Photo 4-62). Numerous small surface
pools occur in these rocky washes. The average pool size was about 1 m (3 ft) long by
0.25 m (0.8 ft) wide and 15 cm (6 in) deep. The pools were frozen at the time of the
survey, and water quality measurements were not taken. The surface area of inundation
was estimated to be about 30 m2 (323 &) (Table 5-1, Section 5.0). -

4.2.24.4 Hydric Soils

Field indicators for hydric soils were present and appeared to be confined to isolated
pockets of soil within bedrock fissures located in the three drainage channels. The floor
of all three channels appeared to have been saturated for more than seven days during the
plant growing season, indicating the presence of hydric soils. These drainage channels
were predominantly rocky with little accumulation of soil frees.

4.2.24.5 Determination of Jurisdictional Status I

Yellow Rock Springs would probably not be considered a jurisdictional wetland because it
lacked field indicators for hydrophytic vegetation.
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4.2.24.6 Wildlife Use

Little is known about wildlife use of the spring. Mule deer appear to use the area, as
indicated by the presence of scat found near the spring. Many species of passerine birds
probably benefit from drinking at this site during summer months.

4.2.25 Yucca Playa Pond

4.2.25.1 Site Description and Historical Use

Yucca Playa Pond occurs west of Mercury Highway (Figure 4-25), about 50 m (164 ft)
west of the Yucca Lake airplane landing strip and about 50 m (164 ft) north of Yucca
Lake weather station. The ephemeral pond occurs in a low spot on the west side of Yucca
Lake playa where water appears to collect naturally from playa drainage (Photo 4-63). It
is comprised of four to five connecting lobes or smaller attached ponds. Water depth
determines the extent to which the ponds are connected into one larger pond. It is not
known if this pond is natural or human-enhanced, although evidence suggests that it is
natural. Four fault lines converge beneath the pond and may have caused subsidence from
earth movement associated with these faults (Femald et al., 1968; McKeown et al., 1976).
The pond area is labeled the “Railroad Tanks” on the Yucca Lake USGS 7.5-Minute
Series quadrangle map (1986). The pond appears to be one of the lowest spots on Yucca
Lake playa, based on elevational contour lines. The pond was present in black and white
aerial photographs taken in 1964 (photos in the possession of Dermis Gustafson, Senior
GeologistEIydrologist with BN). The 1964 photos did not show evidence of human
disturbance except for construction of a small rectangular berm about 70 m (230 ft) long
by 21 m (69 ft) wide, positioned diagonally within the northernmost lobe of the pond. No
other evidence of excavation or berms around the pond was observed during the site
survey.

4.2.25.2 Hydrophytic Vegetation

From the observation point at the south edge of the pond, 100 percent of the dominant
plants were hydrophytic species (Table 4-29). Saltcedar was the dominant wetland species
at the site. Trees were inundated to a depth of 0.6 m (2 ft) at the time of the survey on
January 7, 1997. There were approximately 50 trees growing around the pond with each
tree having an average area of about 34 m2 (366 l??). About 6 percent of the total pond
area was covered with trees. The narrow band of saltcedar around the edges of the
ephemeral pond defines the wetland plant community dominated by hydrophytic vege-
tation. Aerial photographs taken in 1964 did not reveal the same pattern of trees around
the pond as me seen in aerial photographs taken in 1994, suggesting that saltcedar has
colonized the site since 1964. Photo interpretation of the 1964 photos suggest that there
may have been about six large shrubs around the pond at that time, and it is unknown if
these shrubs were saltcedar or other plant species. Only one other species was observed
around the pond edge, southern cattail, which was limited to one small clump of about
1 m2 (11 f?) in the north end of the pond. There was no evidence of other herbaceous
vegetation within the pond during the site survey in January 1997. The hydrophytic
vegetation surrounding Yucca Playa Pond covered an estimated area of 3,400 m2 (36,597
@) (Table 5-1, Section 5.0).
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Photo 4-63 Emergent vegetation at Yucca Playa Pond looking north on January 7,1997 (WS346-1O.TIF)
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Table 4-29 Yucca Playa Pond wetland vegetation as surveyed on January 7, 1997

Habitat: Playa Pond

Species Common Name Indicator Status= Absolute 0/0 Cover

Tree Layer:

Tamdx ramosissima saltcedar FACW 20

Shrub Layer:
no species

Herb Layer:
Typha domingensis southern cattail OBL Tr

Percentage of dominant plant species that are OBL, FACW, or FAC indicator status: 100 ‘??0.

Dominant plant species are indicated by bold Absolute % Cover values. Tr = trace, <1% absolute cover.

‘For Region 8 indicator status codes for plants see Section 3.2.4.

Hydrophytic vegetation: Yes

Upland vegetation surrounding Yucca Playa Pond was c@e diverse and somewhat weedy.
Key species of plants included fourwing saltbush, cheatgrass, bottlebrush squirreltail,
halogeton (Halogeton glomerata), prickly Russian thistle (Salsola paulsensii), tall
tumblemustard (Sisyrnbtium altissimum), Joshua tree, and several herbs and grasses that
were not identified because of a lack of distin@ishing taxonomic characteristics’ at the
time of the site survey in January of 1997.

4.2.25.3 Wetland Hydrology and Water Quality

Field indicators of wetland hydrology were present at Yucca Playa Pond. Field indicators
included surface water at the pond (also observed in previous years) and a well-eroded
shoreline, apparently from wave action, which was barren of vegetation. Several drainage
channels direct water off the playa into the pond (Photo 4-64). The. surface area of the
pond measured approximately 22,930 m2 (246,840 f?) or 2.3 ha (5.7 ac) (Table 5-1,
Section 5.0). Depth of water in January 1997 appeared to be about 150 cm (59 in),
although the exact depth could not be determined because of ice. No springs or seeps are
known to contribute water to the pond, and water supply appears to be primarily from
surface runoff from precipitation events during winter months. It is likely that water
persists within the ephemeral pond during the spring but dries during the summer. Water
quality measurements were taken on January 7, 1996, and data are presented in Table 5-2
(Section 5.0).

4.2.25.4 Hydric Soils

Field indicators of hydric sqils consisted of saturated soil within the pond. The soil
appeared to remain saturated for more than seven days during the plant growing season
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(although persistence of the water into the growing season was not actually observed, but
estimated), indicating the presence of hydric soils. Hydric soils were confined to ,the
edges and bottom of the pond. The soil appeared to contain abundant clays and silts and
may have been saline during the summer when evaporating water would concentrate
soluble salts.

4.2.25.5 Determination of Jurisdictional Status

The pond edges of Yucca Playa Pond meet the criteria to be considered a jurisdictional
wetland because they have field indicators of all three wetland parameters: hydrophytic
vegetation, wetland hydrology, and hydric soils. The jurisdictional wetland zone around
the pond is located between the uplands and the deeper unvegetated areas of the pond. It
is characterized by the presence of saltcedar which grows in a narrow band around the
edge of the pond. The deeper areas of the pond were inundated at the time of the survey
and contained no evidence of vegetation. These areas would not be considered
jurisdictional wetlands because they lack hydrophytic vegetation, but may be considered
waters of the United States. The length of time water persists within the pond into the
plant growing season and the colonization of the pond bottom and sides by herbaceous
vegetation is unknown and will require further study to determine site conditions during
spring and summer months.

4.2.25.6 Wildlife Use

Many birds are known to use this pond including chukar, great blue herons (Ardea .
herodias), great-horned owls (Bubo virginianus), and many species of ducks (Romney and
Greger, 1992). In the past, flocks of up to 40 ducks have been observed on the pond at
one time. Mule deer and coyotes use the area as indicated by the presence of scat found
near the pond. Many species of passerine birds probably benefit from drinking at this site
during summer months following precipitation events. Three kinds of shrimp (fairy,
tadpole, and clam) have been identified fi-om the pond (Starkweather, 1996).

4.2.26 Potential Man-Induced Wetlands

In addition to the natial seeps, springs, and Yucca Playa. Pond, there are numerous
wetlands on the NTS that are man-induced. These sites are mentioned in general in this
section, but no field surveys of these sites were conducted to determine their jurisdictional
status. A man-induced wetland is an area that has developed at least some characteristics
of naturally occurring wetlands due to either intentional or incidental human activities.
Examples of man-induced wetlands include sumps, lagoons, ponds, and ditches fed by
wells, and wetlands resulting fi-om excavation. In virtually all cases, man-induced
wetlands involve a significant change in the hydrologic regime, which may either increase
or decrease the wetness of the area. Indicators of hydric soils are usually poorly repre-
sented or absent, while indicators of hydrophytic vegetation and wetland hydrology are
more apparent. As mentioned in Section 3.1, some man-induced wetlands are not subject
to Section 404 of the CWA. For example, if hydrophytic vegetation is maintained only by
wetland hydrology that would no longer exist if an activity (e.g., irrigation) were to be
terminated, the area is not considered a jurisdictional wetland. Two areas on the NTS
known to support man-induced wetlands include Frenchman Lake and Yucca Flat.
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Within Frenchman Lake, more than 24 known areas have been excavated during
construction of instrumentation sheds and other support facilities associated with historic
aboveground nuclear tests conducted on the playa. These excavations vary in size and
shape and are estimated to range between 1 ha (2.5 ac) and 100 m2 (1,076 ft~ with a
depth of from 1 m (3 ft) to 10 m (33 ft). The excavations intercept and collect surface
runoff after storms and periodically fill with water. One of the three field indicators
needed for a site to be conside~ed a jurisdictional wetland is the presence of hydrophytic
vegetation, which around these excavations consists almost exclusively of saltcedar trees.
The presence of the other two required field indicators, wetland hydrology and hydric
soils, is questionable and will require further study to determine if ponded water and
saturated soils persist long enough. into the growing season to be considered wetland
hydrology and hydric soils. The presence of hydric soils at these sites is questionable
because saturation within the upper 46 cm(18 in) of the soil does not appear to occur. At
the majority of the 24 known excavations, the soil supporting the roots of these trees does
not appear to be saturated near the soil surface, and it appears that the only time the upper
46 cm (18 in) of soil would be saturated is immediately following a precipitation event.
The saturated soil zone appears to be located 1 to 2 m (3 to 6 ft) deep and, therefore,
would not meet the criteria needed to be considered hydric soils. If these excavations do
not meet the criteria for jurisdictional wetlands they would, however, still be considered
waters of the United States by virtue of the fact that they are located on Frenchman Lake
(see Section 4.2.27).

Within Yucca Flat, numerous subsidence craters created by historical belowground nuclear
tests retain surface water and support hydrophytic vegetation. These craters are aqother
category of man-induced wetlands. fiese circular depressions (typically about 150 m
[500 fi] in diameter and 20 m [70 ft] in depth) also intercept and collect surface runoff
after storms, and many of them support hydrophytic vegetation (again, mostly saltcedar
trees).

Vegetation within the craters of Yucca Flat and the excavations on Frenchman Lake may
be mapped during 1997 as part of the continuing vegetation mapping of the NTS. Further
assessments will be made of these areas only when a proposed NTS project may affect
them. At that time, the presence of field indicators positive for jurisdictional wetlands
would be determined.

4.2.27 Waters of the United States

There are other natural bodies of water on the NTS that are unvegetated but which attract
wildlife and are therefore considered important biological resources. These water bodies
include Yucca and Frenchman lakes which periodically flood during heavy precipitation
and are known to offer seasonal habitat to migratory waterfowl. Although they are not
wetlands by definition, they qualify as waters of the United States. Waters of the United
States is a broad category of waters under the jurisdiction of the USACE as authorized
under the CWA. They include “. . . waters such as intrastate lakes, rivers, streams
(including intermittent streams), mudflats, sandflats, wetlands, sloughs, prairie potholes,
wet meadows, playa lakes or natural ponds . . . .“
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The exact boundaries of the waters of the United States on both Yucca and Frenchman
lakes are yet to be delineated using detailed topographic maps and field observations,
although the upper elevation boundary (the “ordinary high water mark”) is often
approximated by the high water mark created during a 100-year storm of six hours
duration. At Yucca Lake, this upper elevation is estimated at 1,196.3 m mean sea level

(msl) (3,925 ft msl) with an area of approximately 2,016 ha (4,982 ac) (Raytheon Services
Nevad% 1994). This water level is located approximately at the edge of the unvegetated
playa. At Frenchman Lake, the 100-year, 6-hour model elevation is estimated at 939 m
msl (3,080 ft msl), and no estimate of area has been made (Julianne Miller, Hydrologist
~N], personal communication, March 3, 1997). This water level is also located
approximately at the edge of the unvegetated playa.
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5.0 DISCUSSION AND SUMMARY OF NTS

5.1 Jurisdictional Wetlands Determination

WETLANDS

Sixteen of the 25 NTS study sites stieyed in 1996 and 1997 met the three required
criteria (hydrophytic vegetation, wetland hydrology, and hydric soils) to be considered
jurisdictional wetlands (Figure 5-1, Table 5-l). Copies of wetland field data sheets used
to document site conditions and delineate jurisdictional wetland boundaries at the sites are
located in Appendix B. Nine sites lacked one or more of the three field indicators needed
to be considered jurisdictional wetlands.

All 16 sites which maybe considered jurisdictional wetlands had field indicators of
hydrophytic vegetation (Table 5-l), suggesting that the sizes of the jurisdictional wetlands
increase slightly with increased seepage and water flow. During years of abundant
seepage, wetland vegetation increases in area of coverage, and during years of reduced
seepage, the total wetland area is reduced. Four sites have cave pools which contain water
throughout most of the year but lack vegetation (Cane, Tippipah, Tub, and Whiterock
springs), apparently because of reduced light reaching the caves. These pools that lacked
hydrophytic vegetation did not meet the criteria to be considered jurisdictional wetlands
but may be considered waters of the United States which still fall under the jurisdiction of
the USACE. Yucca Playa Pond is an ephemeral pond, the margins of which support
wetland vegetation. However, the pond periodically inundates a large area of about
16,246 m2 (174,807 .&) which appears to support no vegetation. Like the unvegetated
cave pools, this area may also be considered waters of the Utited States.

Twenty-three of the 25 study sites had field indicators of wetland hydrology (Table 5-l).
No such field indicators were found at Rainier Spring and Tupapa Seep when these sites
were visited (Table 5-1). The source of water at most of the study sites is groundwater
discharge from seeps and springs. Surface runoff from precipitation was found at Yucca
Playa Pond and at four sites with natural rock catchment basins (tanks). The length of
time soils are saturated at these sites which retain stiace runoff varies depending on the
time of year when precipitation events occur. Winter storms provide water that stays
longer in the tanks and pond than water from summer storms. Two sites have tanks (Rock
Valley Tank and Yellow Rock Springs), but they also have. some water from seepage.
Little is known about the persistence of water in 41 of the known NTS tanks through the
year, but it is possible that water in these natural rock depressions, as well as in Yucca
Playa Pond, would be considered waters of the United States by the USACE.

Twenty sites were observed to have field indicators for hydric soils (Table 5-l). Field
indicators were limited at these sites and were often tierred born site hydrology and past
observations of surface water or saturated soils. The five sites lacking field indicators for
hydric soils either had no water or no saturated soils at the time the survey was conducted

(Pavits Spring, Rainier Spring, Rock Valley Tank, and Tupapa Seep) or were located in
bedrock and soils were absent (Tongue Wash Tank). The soils at the remaining 20 sites
often lacked field indicators such as mottling and low chroma values (i.e., dark colored
soils due to high organic matter content) that are common in wetter climates such as the
Great Basin. Desert wetland soils on the NTS are often subject to severe erosion during
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Figure 5-1 Water sources identified as jurisdictional wetlands at the NTS
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Table 5-1 Wetland hydrology data and jurisdictional wetland status of natural water sources surveyed
June 1996 – February 1997

Area of Area of
Wetland Surface F1OW Maximum Wetland Indicators

Vegetation Water Rate Depth Jurisdictional
Water Source (m’)” (m’)’ (P/min~ (cm)’ ‘ Vegetation Hydrology Soils Status=

Ammonia Tanks

Cane Spring

Captain Jack Spring

Cottonwood Spring

Coyote Spring

Fortymile Canyon Tanks

Gold Meadows Spring

John’s Spring

OrdcSpring

Pavits Spring

Rainier Spring

Reitmarur Seep

Rock Valley Tank

Tippipah Spring

Tongue Wash Tank

Topopah Spring

Tub Spring

‘Tupapa Seep

Twin Spring

Wahmonie Seep 1

Wahmonie Seep 2

Wahmonie Seep 3

Whiterock Spring

Yellow rock Spring

Yucca Playa Pond

o

230

30

130

160

0

45

50

40

0

0

1

0

500

0

200

0

0

27

250

150

180

1,800

0

3,400f

30

4

7

90

0

8

0

5

1

0

0

1.5

0.1

190

4.5

8

0.1

0

2

5

0.25

0

0.1

30

22,930

0

3.0

0.9

1.0

0

0.2

0

0.4

0.4

0

0

0.2

0.

2.7

0

0.12

0.1

0

NM

NM

o’

0

1.9

NM

o

100

200

18

25

0

20

0

3

3

0

0

15

30

38

25

25

5

0

10

8

0

0

3

40

150

no

yes

yes

yes

yes

no

yes

yes

yes

no

no

yes

no

yes

no

yes

no

no

yes

yes

yes

yes

yes

yes

.yes

yes

yes

yes

yes

yes

. yes

yes

yes

yes

yes

no

yes

yes

yes

yes.

yes

yes

no

yes

-yes

yes

yes

yes

yes

yes

yes

yes

yes

yes

yes

yes

yes

yes

yes

no

no

yes

no

yes

no

yes

yes

no

yes

yes

yes

yes

yes

yes

yes

no

yes

yes

yes

yes

no

yes

yes

yes

no

no

yes

no

yes

no

yes

no

no

yes

yes

yes

yes

yes

yes

yes

Total Area (m*) 7,193 23.316

3Total surface area over which wetland plans were located. bMaximum inundated area recorded at the time of the survey. %k.ximum
flow rate recorded during the year 1996. NM= maximum depth of natural surface water pools. Whether site qualifies as a
jurisdictional wetland based on presence of wetland indicators. ‘Area includes that defined by tree canopy cover and an equal area of
extended roots.
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storm runoff that removes soil from its place of accumulation. The drying of the
remaining soil during periods of low precipitation does not permit the accumulation of
organic matter (low chroma) or the presence of other characteristics (mottling) common to
hydric soils elsewhere. Desert soils do, however, meet the criteria of hydnic soils when
they are inundated for long (seven days to one month) or very long (greater than 30 days)
periods of time during the plant growing season.

5.2 Physical and Chemical Features

5.2.1 Physical Hydrology

Twenty-five sites were visited and characterized between June 1996 and January 1997.
Eleven of these wetlands have surface flow of water all year long (Cane Spring, Captain
Jack Spring, Cottonwood Spring, John’s Spring, Oak Spring, Reitmann Seep, Tippipah
Spring, Topopah Spring, Tub Spring, Twin Spring, and Whiterock Spring). The remain-
ing 14 sites are ephemeral; they may dry up at some period of time during the year or
during dry years. The sizes of the NTS wetlands are very small compared to the Ash
Meadows spring system. With the exception of Tippipah Spring, Whiterock Spring, and
Yucca Playa Pond, most of the sites were relatively small in size, less than 300 m2
(3,228 f?) (Table 5-1). The NTS wetlands varied in size from less than 1 m2 (10.8 f?) to
approximately 3,400 m2 (37,000 &) based on the area of hydrophytic vegetation. Yucca
Playa Pond and Whiterock Spring had the largest area of wetland vegetation at 1,800 ‘m2
(19,368 f?) and 3,400 m2 (37,000 f?), respectively. Inundated areas were also very small
(1 m2 [10.8 f?] to about 190 m2 [2,045 f?]) except for the Yucca Playa Pond (22,932 m2
[246,748 f?]), which had more surface water than all the other sites combined. When
these sites are inundated, water levels are generally very shallow, ranging from 3 to
200 cm (1.2 to 78.8 in) (Table 5-1).

Flow rates of NTS springs measured in 1996 and 1997 were very low, ranging from 0.0 to
3.0 Mnin (0.0 to 0.80 galhnin), while the flow rate at Crystal Springs in Ash Meadows is
over 9,500 f?/min (2,500 galhnin) (DOE, 1988). Flow rates of springs at NTS vary
seasonally and are partially dependent on large precipitation events (Ingraham et al., 1991;
Lyles et al., 1990). For example, at Cane Spring, surface flow from the cave pool was
negligible during June 1996, but was measured at approximately 3 thin (0.8 galhnin)
during November 1996 following a period of local rainfall. A review of historical flow
rates of NTS springs suggests that discharge rates measured in 1996 fall within the range
of most previously reported discharge rates from 1982 to 1990. This is not the case,
however, when current flow rates are compared with those from the 1960s. There is one
historical record which suggests that flow rates have decreased markedly over the last 25
years at two of the largest NTS springs. In November 1960, Moore (1961) reported
discharge rates at Cane Spring of 7.6 to 11.4 4?/min (2 to 3 galhnin) and at Whiterock
Spring of 3.8 to 7.6 lhnin (1 to 2 gal/rein). About 25 years later (1981-1988), measure-
ments ranged from 1.1 to 6.3 Urnin (0.29 to 1.66 galhnin) for Cane Springs and 0.5 to 4.6
I?/min (0.37 to 1.22 gal/rein) for Whiterock Spring (Ingraham et al., 1991; Lyles et al.,
1990). Other evidence which suggests declining flow rates at Cane Spring is the
area of inundation which has decreased dramatically from 1963 to the present (see Photos
4-5 and 49. This reduction probably occurred in the late 1960s or early 1970s when a
reduction in flow from NTS springs was noted by Glles (1976).
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The earliest accounts of flow rates for springs at NTS are reported by Ball (1907) who
indicated that discharges at Oak and Whiterock springs were both approximately” “1500 to
3000 gallons a day” (4 to 8 Urnin). Such rates are well above those reported during 1996;
Oak Spring was 0.4 f?hnin (0.1 ga.lhnin) and Wb.iterock Spring was 1.9 lhnin (0.5 gal/
rein). Data from Ball (1907) showed rates at Cane Spring (4 Umin [about 1,500 gal/day])
that are more consistent with 1980-1996 measured rates, but are half the 1960 values
reported by Moore (1961). Similar long-term trends in. spring flow rates are not apparent
in the historical data from other NTS springs. For example, discharge at Topopah Spring
was slightly lower in 1907 (0.04 to 0.07 I/rnin [0.01 to 0.02 “galhin]) (Ball, 1907) than
that recorded in 1996 (0.14 lhn.i.n [0.04 gal.hnin]) but also less than that recorded in 1960
(0.5 4?/min [0.13 galhin]).

These data suggest that the springs on the NTS do not respond similarly through time.
Whiterock Spring appears to have been very consistent since the early 1900s, while Oak
Spring has declined steadily. Cane and Topopah springs increased in the 1960s from the
early 1900s, but returned to previously recorded rates by the 1980s and 1990s. It is
important to note that there are several factors that could account for changes in docu-
mented spring discharges over tilne, including changes in climate, changes in rock matrix
structure due to seismic events, and man-made modifications to the seeps and springs
themselves. At Cane Spring, for example, excavation of the tunnel may have exposed
water-filled rock fractures that resulted in a short-term increase in spring flow rates, which
then decreased through time as the fracture was drained. Different hydrogeologic con-
ditions among the developed springs could explain the variety of responses observed at
these sites. Also, the historical data may reflect errors in discharge measurements and
seasonal variations not taken into account during the measurement of flow rates.

Nine springs at NTS have been altered in some way by humans to improve flow for
various purposes such as mining or ranching activities. These alterations usually involved
digging adits and installing pipes and tanks to improve flow or storage capacity. Cane,
Oak, Tippipah, TopopalL Tub, TwhL and Whiterock springs have all been excavated.
Gold Meadows Spring was improved by constructing an earthen berm to increase water
storage. Captain Jack Spring had pipes and watering troughs installed to increase water
availability. These alterations have had effects on present conditions of soils, vegetation,
and surface hydrology. For example, human activities around springs have caused
vegetation changes such as plant introductions, selected grazing of some species, and
physical disturbance.

Twenty-three of the 25 study sites discussed in this report demonstrate field indicators for
wetland hydrology (Table 5-l). The presence of standing water (inundated soils),
however, was limited to 21 of the 25 sites.

5.2.2 Chemical Features

Biologically important water quality parameters (water temperature, dissolved oxygen, pH,
total dissolved solids, and electrical conductivity) were me”hsured at 11 wetlaud sites which
had surface water exceeding 5 cm (2 in) in depth (Table 5-2). At three sites (Cane,
Tippipah, and Whiterock springs), water quality was sampled at two locations within the
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Table 5-2 Water qunlity measurements of natural water sources on the NTS surveyed June 1996 – February 1997

Location Water Tcmpermture Dissolved Electrical
Spring/Seep Dnte (microhabitat) (“c) Oxygen (ppm) pH ‘ TDS (ppm) Conductivity (uS)

Cane 6119/96 Crrvcpool 19.4*
Cane

6,2* 77*
9/09/96

I90* —
Cavepool 17’,4 6.0

Cane
7.1 207 406

11/13/96 Cavepool 15.7
Cane

7.2 209 424
6/19/96 flOWbox 28.0* ;:;*

Cwlc

7,3*
0/09/96

248*
flOW box

—
22.2

Cane
2,6 7.0 227 453

11/13/96 flOW box 9.2 6.7 7.3 256 525

Captain Jack 6/19/96 spring pool 19.0* “ 5,5* 7.1*

Captain Jack 9/10/96
90*

spring pool 16.8 4.9 7.3 95 ;3

Cottonwood 1/08/97 spring pool 7.4 3.5 7.1 54 107

Reitmann 6/19196 spring pool 30.0* — 92* 379*
Rcitnrann 7/24/96

—
spring pool 28.4 2. I 7.7

Rcitmann
346

9/10/96 spring pool 31.5 8.1
Rcitmann

8.8 336 Zi9
1I122196 spring pool 12.4 2.7 7.4 287 557

Tippipall 6/18/96 open channel pool 18.6* 1.2
Tippipah

6.8 114
9103196 open chturncl pool 18.5 1.0 6.7

.—

Tippipab
135 267

11/15/96
z

open channel pool 13.7 4.6 7.2 119
Tippipah 9/03/96

243

N cave pool 15.3 6.7
Tippipah

7.0 114 227
11/22196 cave pool 14.3 7.8 7.1 106 212

Topopah 6/20/96 spring pool 14.9* 3.8
‘rOpOpah 9/09/96

—
spring pool 20.0 2.7 H % 139

‘rub 6/24196 guzzler can 26.0*
‘1’ub

7.6
9/10/96

147 —
guzzler can 26.5 TO 7.5 146 294

Twin 1/08/97 spring pool 16.8 1,0 7.0 137 271

Wahrnonic Seep I 6/20/96 wash pool 17.8* 1.8 75* 259 —

Whiterock 6/18196 flOW box ‘ 16.8 81* 7.0 ‘ 124
Whitcrock 9/03/96 tlOW box

—
18.7 6.6 7.2

Whitcrock 9/03/96
139 277

west cave pool 15.6 5.8 7,4 142 276

Yucca Playa 1/07/97 pond 1.7 13.6 8.1 162 328

*Values represent single readings. All other values are an average of three readings. “- “ indicates no data collected.



wetland to assess potential differences in biological indicators in different microhabitats
(Table 5-2). Although the data set is small, two biologically important parameters, water
temperature and dissolved oxygen, showed differences between and within microhabitats
across season. Temperatures were consistently lower in the cave pools at these three sites,
ranging from 3°C to 9°C (5° F to 15° F) less than the temperatures recorded in the open
pools at these sites. Among all sites, water temperatures ranged from a low of 1.7° C
(35°F) in a January 1997 sample beneath the ice at Yucca Playa Pon& to a high of 31.5°
C (88° F) at Reitmann Seep in September 1996. Water temperatures measured at NTS
springs are consistent with those from perched groundwater springs which are generally
less th~ 21°C (70° F) (Winograd and Thordarson, 1975). Water in pools at the springs is
subject to solar heating and is not geotherm+ly heated as is common in many springs in
the Mojave Desert, including Ash Meadows.

For the 11 water sources at which data were collected, the dissolved oxygen values ranged
from a low of 1.0 at Tippipah Spring in September 1996 to a high of 13.6 in the Yucca
Playa Pond in January 1997. Dissolved oxygen is inversely correlated with water
temperature; thus, it shows seasonal fluctuations with higher values in winter and lower
values in late summer. Dissolved oxygen readings also were higher in the cave pools
versus the surface outflows at Cane, Tippipah, and Whiterock springs. The higher
decomposition rates (increased biological oxygen demand) and higher water temperatures
in the outside pools contribute to these differences. These water quality parameters are
important for aquatic organisms such as the hydrobiid snail at Cane Spring. The snail
appears to require water of lower temperature and higher oxygenation for survival. Its
absence ilom the flow box microhabitat was coincident with low flow into the box and
the higher temperature/lower oxygen measurements taken in June and September, 1996.

Values for pH were fairly constant for most sites across the sampling dates (Table 5-2).
Most sites had slightly b=ic pH values which is in close agreement with values recorded
by Lyles et al. (1990). They sampled six”springs on the NTS and found means ranging
from 7.09 to 7.65. In addition, pH values from selected springs measured by Moore
(1961) are similar in most cases to measurements taken in 1996, although readings fi-om
Cane and Tippipah springs were more alkaline. These values differ from those obtained
by Taylor and Giles (1979) who reported that seven of eight NTS springs monitored had
slightly acidic water.

Total dissolved solids and electrical conductivity measured at NTS springs in 1996 (Table
5-2) appear within similar ranges of previously reported values (Moore, 1961; Lyles et al.,
1990). Total dissolved solids were fairly constant across season and were generally low
(66 to 379 parts per million ~pm]) when compared to irrigation water standards 600 ppm
(U. S.” Salinity Laboratory, 1954). Topopah Spring had the lowest values, while Reitmann
Seep had the highest values. Data collected by others on major cations, anions, and
mineral and trace elements in NTS spring water suggest that the water chemistry of NTS
springs has not changed greatly over the past 35 years (Moore, 1961; Taylor and Giles,
1979; Romney and Greger, 1994; Lyles et al., 1990; Stetzenbach, 1994).
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5.3 Biological Features

5.3.1 Wetland Plants

Eighty-one species of vascular plants have been recorded in or near wetland sites on the
NTS (Table 5-3). There are relatively fewer species of plants recorded at all NTS wetland
sites compared to other wetlands in southern Nevada such as Ash Meadows, where
approximately 327 species of plants have been identified (The Nature Conservancy and
FWS, 1996). Most of the species in NTS wetlands are forbs (34 species, 42 percent)
followed by grasses/rushes/sedges (29 species, 36 percent), and trees/shrubs (18 species,
22 percent). This is very different fi-om the general flora of the NTS, where forbs make
up approximately 74 percent of the total number of species. Grasses, rushes, and sedges
make up only 12 percent, while trees/shrubs make up 14 percent (13eatley, 1976).

The total number of plant species recorded at each wetland site during 1996 varied
between O and 25. Cane, Topopah, Tippipah, and Whiterock springs had the most species
recorded (25, 24, 23, and 22 respectively) (Table 5-3). Tongue Wash Tank had no plant
species recorded in the observation area. Three sites, Gold Meadows Spring, Rainier
Spring, and Rock Valley Tank had only one species. Low species numbers at sites are
due primarily to the rocky nature and lack of soil moisture at these sites. In general, the
smaller, ephemeral wetlands had fewer species, while the larger more permanent wetlands
had more species (Tables 5-1 and 5-3). Thirty-six species of plants occurred at only a
single wetland site, while others (e.g., basin wikkye,. Louisiana sagewort, Baltic rush,
annual rabbitsfoot grass, and seep monkeyflower) had much wider distributions (Table “
5-3).

Overall, there are 24 species of plants at NTS wetlands that had 10 percent or greater
absolute cover (classified as dominants) (Table 5-3). Half of these dominants (12 species)
are grasses, rushes, or sedges. Forbs, which include more species than the. other plant “
groups, have only five species that are dominants, while trees and shrubs comprised seven
dominant species. These dominant species are very important in dete rmining if hydro-
phytic vegetation is present at a site. Seventeen of the 24 dominant species are listed as
obligate or facuhative wetland species. They typify wetland areas because they generally
do not occur outside very wet habitats. Three dominant species (basin wikkye, Sandberg
bluegrass, and Louisiana sagewort) found in NTS wetlands are listed as facuhative upland
species. Species in this category can tolerate moist conditions but are more typically
found in drier upland habitats. On the NTS, however, these three species are found
primarily in spring areas, washes, and other areas where moisture is abundant and should
probably be listed as facultative wetland species for southern Nevada. The brome grasses,
foxtail brome and cheatgrass, were dominants at one or more study sites. They are
ubiquitous on disturbed sites. Foxtail brome is listed as an upland species, cheatgrass,’ is
not listed on the Region 8 species lis~ and they and are not indicators of mesic habitats on
the NTS. There are two other dominants which were recorded at several study sites:
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Table 5-3 List of plants recorded at wetland sites on the NTS

Scientific Name

Trees/Shrubs

Am”Dh?xcanescens

Atriplex confertl~aIia

Baccharis emarvii

Cercaca7pus intricatus

Chtysothanmus sp.

Chrysothomnus viscidl~orw

Ericamena nouseosa

Populusfremontii

Prosopis glandtdosavar. tarrqvano

Prunusfh.scicuIata

Purshia glandulosa

Purshia stansburiana

Purshia tridentata

Quercus gambelii

Rhus trilobata

Salasaria maxicana

Salixexigua

Salix rooddinm”i

t$vmphorica~os lon@7aru3

Tamark chinensis

Tamarix ramosissima

Grasses/Rushes&xJges

Agrastis exaratavar. monolepis

Bromus diandrw

Bramus nebens

Bramus tectorum

Carex sp.

Car= aIma

Carexpraegracilis

Dactylis gIomerara

Deschampsia danrhoniaides

Distichlis spicata

Eleacharispalustris

Eleocharisparishii

Elvnw SD.

Hordeum jubatum

Hordeum murinumssp. glaucum

Juncus bahicus

Juncm longis@is

Juncus smimontanus

L-eymuscinereus

Levmus triticoides

Paa secunda

.TCAC

TCO

AEM

EIN7

HRYS9

HV18

RNA1O

3FR2

RGLT

RFA

l_lGL2

JST

m

UGA

m

4ME

m

loo

rlo

icm

4RA

SEWQ

uX3

mu2

XTE

4REX

4AL7

4PM

4GL

EDA

[SP

.PA3

.PA4

.YMu
3JU

3MUG

~A

rLo

ISA

3C14

m

)SE

t%amBu!ky(1976), kcuxdcd by BearIcy and observed dining this ?mwey, ~mm AIM.3 af. (1963) D = Dominant Spxim”of 10?? or greater absolute cover.
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Table 5-3 (continued)
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skunkbush sumac, for which the USACE does not have sufficient information about
habitat requirements and rubber rabbitbrush, which is not included in the Region 8 species
list (Reed, 1996).

Sixteen of the 25 sites characterized on the NTS show field indicators for hydrophytic
vegetation.

There are no known plant species on the NTS that are listed as threatened or endangered
under the Endangered Species Act. There is, however, one endangered and three
threatened plant species that occur in either riparian mess, meadows, seeps, springs, or
sinks of Ash Meadows. None of these plants were observed in the wetland habitats of the
NTS.

5.3.2 Algae at Wetland Sites

Algae were not studied during 1996, although extensive mats of filarnentous algae were
noted at Captain Jack, Tippipah, and Cane springs. Filarnentous algae at Cane Spring was
identified as an important substrate for the hydrobiid snail that exists there. Taylor and
Giles (1979) reported that Vaucheria sp., Oedogonium sp., and Microthamnion
kuetzingianum formed an extensive algal mat substrate covered with several species of
diatoms in the Cane Spring tunnel entrance. The snail was sampled and found only on
algal mats at the tunnel entrance.

The primary data available on algae at springs are from Taylor and Giles (1979) and
Shields and Drouet (1962). Sixty-four species of algae were identified at eight springs
(Appendix B). Most of the species identified were diatoms (Chrysophyte -33 species).
Also represented were green algae (Chlorophyta -20 species) and blue-green algae
(Cyanobacteria - 11 species). Cane Spring had the most species with 27. Only three
species of algae were identified from Tippipah Spring cave. Algae fi-om springs on the
NTS are little studied to date and the species list developed is certainly underrepresented.

5.3.3 Wildlife Use

Wetlands are important habitats for many species of animals. A total of 138 species of
animals have been documented at NTS wetland sites (Appendix D). These species include
various classes of animals including mammals, birds, reptiles, and terrestrial insects. The
largest group of vertebrates using wetlands are birds (Table 5-4). Throughout the arid
west, an extraordinary diversity of bird species depend on wetland habitats (Carothers
et al., 1974; Knopf et al., 1988~b; Dobkirq 1994). Among the 134 species of migratory
kmdbirds that breed regularly in the Great Basin, more than.half are associated primarily
with riparian habitats (Dobkin, 1996). Destruction or degradation of wetland habitats is
widely viewed as the most important factor in the decline of kmdbird populations in
western North America (Bock et al., 1993; Desante and George, 1994; Ohmart, 1994).
For this reason, land management agencies are aware of the importance of protecting and
restoring riparian habitats for birds and other wildlife (Warner and Hendrix, 1984).
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Table 5-4 Number of vertebrate species recorded at each wetland study site on the NTS

Totals 4 95 29 2 2“ 34345309 4 28 4 19 14 2 5 4 3 1 22 3 7 116



One hundred species of birds have been documented at NTS springs (Table 5-4).
Passerine birds comprise the majority of birds recorded (80 species). With the exception
of Cane Spring, raptor use appears somewhat higher at higher elevation sites (e.g., Gold
Meadows Spring, Captain Jack Spring), although raptor use of wetland habitats has been.
poorly documented on the NTS. Upland game birds, while few in species nprnber (three:
chukar, Gambel’s quail, mourning dove), benefit greatly because large numbers of these
species depend on food, cover, and water at wetlands for reproduction and survival.
Waterfowl use of NTS springs is negligible probably due to the small surface areas of
open water. Only Cane Spring and Yucca Playa Pond are natural NTS wetland sites that
are known to attract migratory waterfowl.

Mammal use is second in importance in terms of numbers of species, although data
deficiencies exist for numerous sites that have been little studied. Fifteen mammal species
have been recorded at NTS wetland sites (Table 5-4). It appears fi-om these limited data
that not all natural water sources are of equal importance to large mammals. For example,
coyotes and mule deer use most of the NTS springs and seeps, while feral horses and-
pronghom antelope use a very limited number of these natural water sources

(Appendix D). This likely reflects the distribution and movement patterns of these species
on the NTS. The use and importance of NTS wetlands to small mammals and bats cannot
be assessed without ii.rther studies.

Documented use of wetland habit&s on the NTS by federally listed endangered or
threatened species appears to be negligible. There are only three such wildlife species

~ known to occur on the NTS: the endangered peregrine falcon, and the threatened desert
tortoise and bald eagle. Desert tortoise scat has been observed at the Rock Valley Tank
(Table 5-4). Peregrine falcons have been sighted at two man-made well reservoirs on the
NTS, but not at any natural wetlands (Greger, 1994; Greger, unpublished data). Bald
eagles were sighted several times near Rock Valley during February 1977 (Castetter and
Hill, 1979).

Cane Spring has the heaviest recorded species use (95 species) of all wetland sites (Table
5-4), due in part to the fact that the area has been more intensively studied and that a
pond, which existed at the site when discharge rates were higher, probably attracted more
bird species, particularly migratory waterfowl and passerine birds. Gold Meadows Spring,
Captain Jack Spring, and Tippipah Spring also support fak numbers of species (44, 29,26,
respectively). There are several study sites that show very low numbers of species
(Cottonwood Spring, Coyote Spring, Fortymile Canyon Tanks, Rainier Spring, Tupapa
Seep, and Wahmonie Seep 3). All of these sites (except Cottonwood Spring) have only
ephemeral water that is unavailable for wildlife use much of the year. These low numbers
of species recorded may be a result of very limited study (particularly for Cottonwood
Spring) and may underestimate their importance to wildlife.

Many aquatic invertebrate organisms occur in NTS springs despite their small surface area.
Observed groups of aquatic organisms in springs include oligochaetes (segmented worms),
nematodes (roundworms), copepods, ostracods (seed shrimps), cladocerans (water fleas),
chironomids (midge larvae), and hydrobiid gastropod (springsnails); and Yucca Playa
Pond is known to support three species of shrimp (fairy, tadpole, and clam shrimp)
(Starkweather, 1995). The one species of hydrobiid snail (Fyrgzdopsis sp.) is now ,,
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restricted to a small area of the spring cave pool at Cane Spring. This organism also
occurs in four springs located in the northern region of the Spring Mountains some 64 km
(40 mi) south of Cane Spring. Relatively little is known about aquatic invertebrates from
riparian habitats in the Great Basin (Hersher and Pratt, 1990). They are also poorly
known on the NTS.
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6.0 MANAGEMENT OF NTS WETLANDS

The management goals and practices described in this section maybe incorporated into the
NTSresource management plan. During development ofthisplan, newwetlands-related
goals (in addition to those below) may also be established. ~ey will be integrated wi~
those for other NTS resources such as surface and groundwater, bio~ geology, and exist-
ing infrastructure. The interests of regional land and wildlife managers and stakeholders
will be considered and may be incorporated into new goals. For example, DOE/NV’s
goal for wetlands preservation may be linked with the Nevada Division of Wildlife’s goal
to maintain viable populations of chukar that are known to use selecte~ NTS springs. The
management goals and practices described below are currently implemented on the NTS
and ensure compliance with wetlands legislation and DOE policy to manage the NTS
under the guiding principles of ecosystem management.

6.1 Protection as Important Biological Resources ‘

Many natural water sources on the NTS provide islands of unique habitat within the
Mojave and Great Basin Desert communities of south-central Nevada. Wetlands, by
deftition, support plants that do not normally grow in unsaturated desert soils, and
therefore increase the biodiversity of plant communities on the NTS. Similarly, some
NTS wetlands provide rare environments within the region for isolated populations of
aquatic organisms. They also attract migratory waterfowl, passerine birds, and game
species of wildlife, as documented in this report. For these reasons, and apart fi-om their
jurisdictional statris under the CWA, the NT.S wetlands are regarded as rare habitats which
are important biological resources. The management goals for all important biological
resources on the NTS include (1) avoiding impacts to the resource whenever possible, and
(2) minimizing all unavoidable impacts. Additionzd goals germane to NTS wetlands
specifically include restoring the biological integrity of wetlands if degradation occurs and
preserving and enhancing the natural and beneficial values of NTS wetlands. These goals
combined meet the intent of CWA, NEPA, Executive Order 11990, and the DOE Land-
and Facility-Use Management Policy.

6.2 Continued Monitoring

DOE/NV has conducted periodic surveys of nine NTS natural water sources (Cane,
Captain Jack, Gold Meadows, Oak, Tippipah, Topopah, Tub, and Whiterock springs, and
Reitmann Seep) since 1989. These surveys have focused on wildlife observations and
have served to identi~ wetland function and values, such as seasonal habitat for migrating
water fowl. They are integrated with other ecological monitoring tasks such as surveys to
census wild horses and chukar. These surveys will continue, and opportunities will be
taken to sample for aquatic organisms and to collect basic water quality data at these sites.
Results of continued monitoring of these selected water sources may prove valuable in
better understanding the fiction and value of the NTS wetlands.
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6.3 Identification and Evaluation of Other NTS Wetlands

Surveys will continue to be conducted on the NTS to locate other springs, seeps,
playa wetlands. These surveys will be conducted primarily in concert with other
ecological monitoring field tasks. The three seeps called Wahmonie Seem 1, 2,

and

and 3
were discovered in the summer of 1996 during fi~ld surveys to map tortoise habitat in the
southern one-third of the NTS. Habitat mapping of the northern two-thirds of the NTS is
planned for Fiscal Years 1997 and 1998, and it is likely that more wetlands will be found
during that effort. To identi~ all important biological resources on the NTS, biologists
will take advantage of all opportunities in the field to visit, describe, sample, and photo-
graph new wetland sites according to the methods described in Section 3.0 of this report.
Each new wetland discovered will also be evaluated for its jurisdictional status under the
CWA.

6.4 Maintenance of Wetlands Geospatial Database

DOE has developed several tools to manage important biological resources, including
wetlands, on the NTS. These tools include the EGIS which contains a wetlands geospatial
database containing the point locations of all known NTS wetlands linked to field data on
vegetation, hydrology, soils, and wildlife usage. Selected digitized photographs of each
wetland site are also linked to the database. This database will be updated annually to
incorporate all new data collected at known sites or to add data on newly discovered
wetland sites. The wetlands geospatial database will eventually be linked with information
about other natural and man-made resources for use during implementation of the NTS
comprehensive land- and facility-use management plan. These databases will also
for the preparation of fhture project-specific EAs and EISS.

6.5 Inclusion in Project Siting and Permitting Procedures

Siting procedures for proposed NTS projects include an evaluation of impacts on

be used

important biological resources, including wetlands. Projects are redesigned or relocated
whenever possible to avoid adverse impacts. It is possible that a proposed NTS project
may unavoidably impact a jurisdictional wetland and require a permit under Section 404
of the CWA. The types of activities that require a permit would be those that destroy
wetland habitat or alter the discharge, flow, or movement of water through a wetland,
which may include

● clearing wetlands if it involves excavating, leveling, filling, or using heavy equipment
in the wetlands;

● constructing or improving ditches or berms in wetlands, especially if the ditches or
berms alter the flow of water through the wetlands;

“ destroying vegetation either physically, mechanically, or chemically (e.g., burning,
mowing, or herbicides); and

● dewatering seeps or springs by intercepting ground water.

A limited number of activities are exempted from regulation under Section 404.
Examples of these activities include
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● maintenance of currently serviceable structures such as dikes, dams, bridge abutments,
and transportation structures; and

● construction of temporary sediment basins where fill material is not placed into
navigable waters.

Much of the site-specific Wormation provided in this report is sufficient to initiate a
preapplication consultation with the USACE if an NTS project required a Section 404
permit.

,,
,’

153

.,-,T.. -, ~mm-p. ,, . . , ,,=. >,, . , ,, ,. .,, ~,. . . . . . . . ...,.,. . . . ,. . . .. ——



—..,.,- --.—.—- ________.,. ...4

.

This Page Intentionally Left Blank



7.0 LITERATURE CITED

Allred, M. D., D E. Beck, and C. D. Jorgensen, 1963. Biotic communities of the Nevada
Test Site. Brigham Young University Science B@etin, Biological Series (2):1-52.

Ball, S. H., 1907. A geological reconnaissance in southwestern Nevada and eastern
California. U.S. Geological Survey Bulletin 308, p. 218.

Beatley, J. C., 1976. Vascular plants of the Nevada Test Site and south-central Nevada:
ecologic and geographic distributions. TID-26881, p. 308. Available from U.S.
National Technical Information Services, Springtleld, Virginia.

Bechtel Nevad~ ‘1996. Basic Environmental Compliance and Monitoring Program Fiscal
Year 1996 Progress Report, September 27, 1996.

Bock, C. E., V. A. Saab, T. D. Rich, and D. S. Dobkin, 1993. Effects of livestock

grazing on neotropical migratory landbirds in western North America. In: D. M.
Finch and P. W. Stangel (eds.), Status and management of neotropical migratory
birds. USDA Forest Service General Technical Report RM-229, pp. 296-309.

Boyles, B., 1995. Desert wildlife water developments: Questioning use in the Southwest.
Wildlife Society Bulletin, Vol 23, No. 4, pp. 663-675.

Carothers, S. W., R. R. Johnson, and S. W. Aitchison, 1974. Population structure and
social organization of southwestern riparian birds. American Zoologist 14:97-108.

Castetter, R. C., and H. O. Hill, 1979. Additions to the birds of the Nevada Test Site.
Western Birds 10:221-223.

Clebsch, A., Jr., 1960. Ground water in the Oak Spring formation and hydrologic effects
of underground nuclear explosions at the Nevada Test Site. U.S. Geological
Survey open-file report TEI-759, p. 29.

Cowardin, L., V. Carter, F. Golet, and E. LaRoe, 1979. Classification of wetlands and
deep water habitats of the United States. U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Report
No. F’S/OBS-79/31, p. 103. U.S. Department of Interior, Washington, DC.

Davis, M., B. Dicey, C. Fontan~ K. Giles, R Grossman, P. Hti, B. Hood% A. Mullen,
M. Sells, and C. Wills, 1996. Nevada Test Site &nual Site Environmental
Report – Calender Year 1995. DOE/NV/l 1718. S. C. Black, and Y. E. Townsend
(eds.) U.S. Department of Energy/Nevada Operations Office, Las Vegas, Nevada.

,,
.,,, ~

I
Desante, D. F., and T. L. George, 1994. Population trends in the landbirds of western

North America. In: J. R. Jehl, Jr., and N. K. Johnson (eds.), A century of
avifaunal change in western North America. Studies in Avian Biolo=~,
Volume 15, pp. 173-190.

155

.,.- ..



., -,’–, . . . .... . .-. :,.,. .. ;----- :-....”.

Dobkin, D. S., 1996. Conservation and management of neotropical migrants landbirds in
the Great Basin. University Idaho Press, Moscow, Idaho (in press).

, 1994. Conservation and management of neotropical migrant landbirds in the
northern Rockies and Great Plains. p. 220. University of Idaho Press, Moscow,
Idaho.

Drouet, F., 1960. Algal flora of the Nevada Test Site. The Colorado Wyoming Academy
of Science. 4:3.

Environmental Laboratory, 1987. U. S:. Army Corps of Engineers wetlands delineation
manual. U.S. Army Eng. Waterway Exp. Sta. Tech. Rep. Y-87-1, p. 100.

Federal Register, 1996. Record of Decision: Environmental Impact Statement for the
Nevada Test Site and Off-Site Locations in the State of Nevada. Vol 61, No. 241,
p. 65551. U.S. Government Printing OffIce, Washington, DC.

1982. Title 33: Navigation and Navigable Waters; Chapter II, Regulatory
}rograms of the Corps of Engineers. Vol 47, No. 138, p. 31810. U.S. Government
Printing Office, Washington, DC.

, 1980. 40CFR Part 230: Section 404(b)(l), Guidelines for Specification of
Disposal Sites for Dredged or Fill Material. Vol 45, No. 249, p. 85352-85353.
U.S. Government Printing OffIce, Washington, DC.

Fernald, A. T., G. S. Corchary, and W. P. Williams, 1968. Surficial Geologic Map of
Yucca Flat, Nye and Lincoln Counties, Nevada. U.S. Department of the Interior,
U.S. Geological Survey. Miscellaneous Geologic Investigations Map 1-550.

Frizzell, V. A. Jr., and J. Shulters, 1990. A geologic map of the Nevada Test Site,
Southern Nevada. U.S. Geological Survey, U.S. Department of the Interior.

Giles, K. R., 1976. Springs on the Nevada Test Site and their use by wildlife. NERC-
LV-539-26, p. 14. U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Las Vegas, Nevada,
April, 1976.

&eger, p. D., 1995. Status of horses, deer, and birds on the Nevada Test Site. In:

Status of the flora and fauna of Nevada Test Site 1994. DOE/NV/l 1432-195.
Compiled by R. B. Hu@er.

Greger, P. D., 1994. Status of large mammals and birds on the Nevada Test Site in 1993.
In: Status of the flora and fauna on the Nevada Test Site, 1993. DOE/NV/l 1432-
162, pp. 124-149. Compiled by R. B. Hunter.

Greger, P. D., and E. M. Romney, 1994a. Trends in wildlife utilization of water sources
and adjacent habitats at the Nevada Test Site from 1989-1991. In: Status of the
flora and fauna on the Nevada Test Site, 1989-1991. DOE/NV/l 1432-57, pp.
170-235. Compiled by R. B. Hunter.

156



Greger, P. D., and E. M. Romney, 1994b. Status of large mammals and birds on the
Nevada Test Site, 1992. In: Status of flora and fauna on the Nevada Test Site,
1992. DOE/NV/l 1432-58, pp. 144-175. Compiled by R. B. Hunter.

Hayward, C. L., M. L. Killpack, and G. L. Richards, 1963. Birds of the Nevada Test
Site. Brigham Young Universi@ Science Bulletin, Biological Series, Vol 3. No.1,
p. 27.

Henton G. H., and L. C. Pippin, 1988. Prehistoric and historic archaeology of Fortymile
Canyon, Yucca Wash, and Midway Valley, near Yucca Mountain, Nye County,
Southern Nevada. Technical Report 60, p. 163. Desert Research Institute,
University of Nevada System.

Hersher, R., and W. L. Pratt, 1990. A new Pyrgulopsis (Gastropoda Hydrobiidae) from
southwestern Californi~ with a model for historical development of the Death
Valley hydrographic system. Proceedings of the Biological Society of Washington.
103(2):279-299.

Ingraham, N. L., B. F, Lyes, R. L. Jacobson, and J. W. Hess, 1991. Stable Isotopic Study
of Precipitation and Spring Discharge in Southern Nevada. Journal of Hydrology
125:243-258.

Jorgensen; C. D., and C. L. Hayward, 1965. Mammals of the Nevada Test Site.. Brigham
Young University Science .Bulletin, Biological Series 6(3):1-81.

Kuopf, F. L., R. R. Johnson, T. Rich, F. B. Samson, and R. C. Szaro, 1988a.
Conservation of riparian ecosystems in the United States. Wilson Bulletin
100:272-284.

Kuopf, F. L., J. A. Sedgewic~ and R. W. Cannon, 1988b. Guild Structure of a riparian
avifauna relative to seasonal cattle grazing. Journal of Wildltie Management
52:280-290.

Lewis G. B., M. A. Glorzq and I. Aoki, 1965. Environmental Radioactivity at the Nevada
Test Site. NVO-162-18. Radiological Services Departmen~ U.S. Department of
Energy/Nevada Operations OffIce, Las Vegas, Nevada.

Lyles, B. F., J. Edkins, R. L. Jacobson, and J. W. Hess, 1990. Time-series analysis of ion
and isotope geochemistry of selected springs of the Nevada Test Site, Nye County,
Nevada. DOE/NV/l 0384-27, p. 121. Water Resources Institute, Desert Research
Institute, Universi@ of Nevada System.

McKeown, F. A., D. L. Healey, and C. H. Miller, 1976. Geologic Map of the Yucca
Lake Quadrangle, Nye Counly, Nevada. Map GQ-1327, 1:24,000. U.S. Geological
Survey, U.S. Department of the Interior.

Moore, J. E., 1961. Records of wells, test holes, tid springs in the Nevada Test Site and
surrounding area. U.S. Geological Survey open-file report TEI-781, p. 22.

157

,-,,7 . ..-. .--ZW-- ---=- -.. . . =.- ,-, .,. ,, ,, ..! ,,.,=-7T7- p.?.--. ..,,.. . . . .. . . . . . . . . . . _ ..>_______ _.. _ ._. . . . . .



..
.L..—. A - —.4-+ ..:- —----- 4—- —.. -.— . .. . . . ..-”... ---—’ .-— -

Munsell, 1992. Munsell soil color charts. Macbeth Division of Kolhnorgen Instruments
Corp., Newburgh, New York.

Murie, O. J., 1974. A field guide to animal tracks. p. 375. Second Edition. Houghton
Mifflin Company, Boston, Massachusetts.

Nature Conservancy and U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service, 1996. A checklist of the vascular
plants of Ash Meadows National Wildlife Refuge, Nye county, Nevada. The
Nature Conservancy, Nevada Field OffIce, Las Vegas, Nevad& and U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service, Ash Meadows National Refige, Pahrump, Nevada.

NRCS (Natural Resources Conservation Service), 1996a. Nevada plant species list.
USDA National Plant Data Center, Internet
(http://trident.ftc.nrcs.usa.gov/pdc/3 lwht-nw.html), downloaded on September 10,
1996.

, 1996b. Field indicators of hydric soils in the United States. Version 3.0, May
1996. U.S. Department of Agriculture, Natural Resources Conservation Service in
cooperation with National Technical Committee for Hydric Soils, Washington, DC.

NRC (National Research Council), 1995. Wetlands: Characteristics and Boundaries,
Committee on Characterization of Wetlands. National Academy Press,
Washington, DC.

O’Farrell, T. P,. and L. A. Emery, 1976. Ecology of the Nevada Test Site: A Narrative
Summary and Annotated Bibliography. Report NVO-167, U.S. Energy Research
and Development Administration (ERDA).

Ohmart, R. D., 1994. The effects of human induced changes on the avifauna of western

riparian habitats. In: J. R. Jehl Jr., and N. K. Johnson (eds.), A century of
avifaunal change in western North America. Studies in Avian Biology. Vol. 15,
pp. 273-285.

Raytheon Services Nevad& 1994. Flood Assessment at the Proposed Area 6 Liquid Waste
Treatment System. DOE/Nevada Test Site, Nye County, Nevada. Draft, October
1994.

Reed, P. B., Jr., 1996. National list of plant species that occur in wetlands:
Interrnountain (Region 8) revised draft. National Ecology Research Center, U.S.
Fish and Wildlife Service, St. Petersburg, Florida.

Rhoads, W. A., and M. P. Williams, 1977. Status of endangered and threatened plant
species on the Nevada Test Site - A survey. EG&G Report 1183-2356. Santa
Barbar~ California.

158



Romney, E. M., and P. D. Greger, 1992. Wildlife utilization of natural springs and man-
made water sources at the Nevada Test Site. In: Status of the flora and fauna on
the Nevada Test Site, 1988. DOE/NV/10630-29, pp. 161-181. Compiled by R. B.
Hunter.

Saethre, M. B., 1994. Trends in small mammal populations on the Nevada Test Site in
1993. In: Status of the flora and fauna on the Nevada Test Site, 1993.
DOE/1$V/1 1432-162, pp. 36-103. Compiled by R. B. Hunter.

Shields, L. M., and F. Drouet, 1962. Distribution of terrestrial algae within the Nevada
Test Site. American Journal of Botany 49 (6): 547-554.

Schoff, S. L., and J. E. Moore, 1964. Chemistry and movement of ground water, Nevada
Test Site. TEI-838. U.S. Geological Survey.

Smith, D. D., A. B. Crockett, D. E. Berh.rdt, K. R. Giles, and R. R. Kirmison, 1979.
Animal investigation program 1979 annual report: Nevada Test Site and vicinity.
Report No. EMSL-LV-0539-26, p. 90. U.S. Environmental Protection Agency,
Las Vegas, Nevada.

Smith, D. D., K. R. Giles, D. E. Bernhardt, and K. W. Brown, 1978. Animal
investigation program 1975 annual report: Nevada Test Site and vicinity. Report
No. EMSL-LV-0539-14, p. 45. U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Las
Vegas, Nevada.

Starkweather, P., 1995. Modem and paleolimnology of the endorheic playas of the
Nevada Test Site. University of Nevad~ Las Vegas. Final report to DOE/NV
DE-FC08-93NV1 1399, p. 19 plus figures. Supported under the cooperative
agreement with the U.S. Department of Energy.

Stetzenbach, K. J., 1995. .Fingerprinting of ground water by ICP-MS. Unpublished
progress report DOE/NVll 0872-T203. Harry Reid Center for Environmental
Studies, University of Nevad~ Las Vegas, Nevada.

Stoffle, R. W., J. E. Ohnsted, and M. J. Evans, 1990a. Literature review and ethnohistory
of Native American occupancy and use of the Yucca Mountain area. DOE/NV-
10576-21, p. 197. Institute for Social Research, University of Michigan, Am
Arbor, Michigan. Report to Science Applications International Corporation,
LasVegas, Nevada.

.. I

Stoffle, R.W., D. B. Ha.kno, J. E. Ohnsted, and M. J. Evans, 1990b. Native American
cultural resource studies at Yucca Mountain Nevada: p. 232. Institute for Social

“ Research. The University of Michigan, km Arbor, Michigan. Report to Science
Applications International Corporation, Las Vegas, Nevada.

159



. , ., -2.. ;: .-.... .. .,.\..&-.._-2_ .2--.::,: -, . ~, .,
-, ><, ,!--- .. . . . . .. . . ,. -.,.-,, . . . . . . . . . . . ..-

Stoffle, R. W., M. J. Evans, D. B. Hahno, W. E. Niles, and J. T. O’Farrell, 1989. Native
American plant resources in the Yucca Mountain are% Nevada. DOE/NV-l 0576-
19, p. 142. Institute for Social Research, Universi~ of Michigan, Ann Arbor,
Michigan. Report to Science Applications International Corporation, Las Vegas,
Nevada.

Taylor, W. D., and K. R. Giles. 1979. Freshwater algae of the .Nevada Test Site. Report
EMS6-LV-0539-25, p. 19. U.S. Environmental Protection Agency. Las Vegas,
Nevada.

Thordarson, W., and B. P. Robinson, 1971. Wells and springs in California and Nevada
within 100 miles of the point 37° 15’ N., 116°25’ W., on Nevada Test Site. U.S.
Geological Survey Report 474-85, p. 178. Denver, Colorado.

Thordarson, W., 1965. Perched ground water in the zeolitized-bedded tuff, Rainier Mesa
and vicinity, Nevada Test Site. U.S. Geological Survey open-file report TEI-862,
p. 90.

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, 1985. Regulatory Program, Applicant Infomnation.
United States Army Corps of Engineers, EP 1145-2-1, May 1985.

U.S. Department of Energy, 1996a. Final Environmental Impact Statement for the Nevada
Test Site and Off-Site Locations in the State of Nevada. DOE/EIS 0243.
Volume 1, Chapters 1-9. August 1996.

1996b. Framework for the Resource Management Plan, Final Environmental
~mpact Statement for the Nevada Test Site and Off-Site Locations in the State of
Nevada. DOE/EIS 0234. Volume 2. U.S. Department of Energy/Nevada
Operations OffIce, Las Vegas, Nevada.

, 1988. Site Characterization Plan, Yucca Mountain Site, Nevada Research and
Development Area, Nevada. DOE/R. W.-Ol99, Volume 11, Part A.

U.S. Department of Interior. 1994. An Ecosystem Approach to Fish and Wildlife
Conservation, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Washington, DC.

U.S. Salinity Laboratory, 1954. Diagnosis and improvement of saline and alkali soils.
Agriculture Handbook 60, USDA.

Warner, R. E., and K. M. Hendrix, 1984. California riparian systems: ecology,
conservation and productive management. p. 1035. University of California Press,
Berkeley, California.

Williams, A. E., 1992. Clarification and Interpretation of the 1987 Manual, USACE
Memorandum from Arthur E. Williams, Major General, USA, Directorate of Civil
Works, Correspondence CECW-OR.

160



,4 .’

I

Winograd, I. J., and W. Thordarson, 1975. Hydrogeologic and Hydrochemical

Framework, South-Central Great Basin, Nevada-Californi~ with special reference
to the Nevada Test Site. Hydrology of Nuclear test Sites. U.S. Geological Survey
Professional Paper 712-C, p. 126. U.S. Department of Interior.

Worman, F. C. V., 1969. Archeological inve~igations at the U.S. Atomic Energy
Commission’s Nevada Test Site and Nuclear Rocket Development Station.
LA-4125, p. 201. Los Alamos Scientific Laboratory of the University of
Californi% Los Alamos, New Mexico.

I

I
161

I——



. ......... .,., .,.>.,.’.’ ,: .:& .- . ...:. ,. .,:.’, ., : . .---.”..” -- - . . .

This Page Intentionally Left Blank



APPENDIX A

LIST OF SCIENTIFIC AND
COMMON PLANT NAMES



Appendix A. List of scientific and common plant names*

SCIENTIFIC NAME COMMON NAME

Trees/Shrubs

Ambrosia dumosa

Amelanchier utahensis

Artemisia tridentata

Atriplex canescens

Atriplex confertifolia

Baccharis emoryi

Cercocarpus intricatus

Chrysothamnus sp.

Chqsothamnus viscidl~orus

Coleogvne ramossisima

Encelia virg”nensis

Ephedra nevadensis

Ephedra viridis

Ericameria cooperi

Ericameria nauseosa

Ericameria teret~~olia

Eriogonum fasciculatum

Grayia spinosa

Juniperus osteosperma

Larrea tridentata

Pinus monophyla

Populusfiemontii

Prosopis glandulosa var. torreyana

Prunus fasciculata

~urshia glandulosa

Purshia stansburiana

Purshia tridentata

Quercus gambeIii

Rhus trilobata

Sala.raria mexicana

Salk exigua

Salix gooddingii

Symphoricarpos longiiorus

Tamarix chinensis

TamarLxramosissima

Yucca brevl~olia

Yucca schidigera

Grasses/Rushes/Sedges

Agrostis exarata var. monolepis

Bromus diandrus

white burrobush

Utah serviceberry

big sagebrush

fourwing saltbush

shadscale saltbush

Emory’s bacchari;

Iittleleafmountain mahogany

rabbitbrush

green rabbitbmsh

blackbrush

Virgin River brittlebush

Nevada jointfir

morrnon tea

Cooper’s heathgoldenrod

rubber rabbitbrush

needle leaf rabbitbrush

eastern Mojave buckwheat

spiny hopsage .
Utah juniper

creosote+B3bush

singleleaf pinyon

Fremont’s cottonwood

western honey mesquite

desert almond

desert bitterbrush

Stansbury cliffrose

antelope bitterbrush

Gambel’s oak

skunkbush sumac

Mexican bladdersage

sandbar willow

Goodding’s willow

desert snowbeny

fivestarnen tamarisk

saltcedar

Joshua tree

Mojave yucca

monolepis bentgrass

rirwut brome

* Species nomenclature is according to NRCS, 1996a
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SCIENTIFIC NAME COMMON NAME

Grasses~ushes/Sedges (Cont.)

Bromus rubens

Bromus tectorum

Carex Sp.

Carex alma

Carexpraegratilis

Carex alma

Carexpraegracilis

Dactylis glomerata

Deschampsia danthon~oides

Distichlis spicata

Eleocharispalustris

Eleocharisparishii

Elymus elymoides

Elymus sp.

Hordeum jubatum

Hordeum murinum ssp. glaucum

Juncus balticus

Juncus lon~”s~lis

Juncus smimontanus

Leymus cinereus

Leymus triticoides

Phragmites austra[is

Poa secunda

Poa sp.

Polypogon interruptus

Poljpogon monspeliensis

Polypogon viridis

Potamogetonpectinatus

Sporobolus airoides

Typha domingensis

Typha Iatlfolia

Forbs

Amaranths albus

Artemisia dracunculus

Artemisia Iudoviciana

Berula erects

Camissonia megalantha

Camissonia sp.

Castillq”a appIegatei ssp. martinii

foxtail brome

cheatgrass

sedge

sturdy sedge

clustered field sedge

sturdy sedge

clustered field sedge

orchardgrass

annual hairgrass

inland saltgrass

common spikemsh

Parish’s spikerush

bottlebrush squirreltail

wildrye

foxtail barley

smooth barley

baltic rush

longstyle rush

Rocky Mountain rush

basin wildrye

beardless wildrye

common reed

Sandberg bluegrass

bluegrass

ditch polypogon

annual rabbitsfoot grass

beardless rabbitsfoot grass

sago pondweed

alkali sacaton

southern cattail

broadleaf cattail

prostrate pigweed

wormwood

Louisiana sagewort

cutleaf waterparsnip

largeflower suncup

spncup

Martin’s wavyleafIndian

paintbrush
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Appendix A. List of scientific and common plant names*

SCIENTIFIC NAME ‘ COMMON NAME

Forbs (Cont.)

Cirsium neomexicanum New Mexico thistle

Cleome lutes yellow spiderflower

Conyza canadensis Canadian horseweed

Encelia sp. brittlebush

Epilobium ciliatum hairy willowherb

Epilobium glaberrimum smooth willowweed

Erigeron divergens spreading fleabane

Erodium cicutarium redstem stork’s bill

Galium aparine sticlgwdly

Halogeton glomerata hrdogeton

Heliomeris multljlora var. nevadensis Nevada goldeneye

Kochia scoparia common kochia

Lactuca serrioIa prickly lettuce

Linum [ewisii prairie flax

Linum sp. flax

Lotus SP. trefoil

A4e1iIotusindicus annual yellow sweetclover

A4imrdusguttatus seep monkey flower

Oenothera cespitosa ssp. marg”nata tufted eveningprimrose

Penstemon rostrlji’orus Bridge penstemon

Penstemon sp. penstemon

Pentagrama triangzdaris western goldfem

Potentilla biennis biemial cinquefoil

Pseudognaphalium stramineum straw falsecudweed

Rumex crispus curly dock

Rumex stdicl~olius willow dock

Salsola pardsensii prickly Russian thistle

Sisymbrium altissimum tall tumblemustard

Suaeda moquinii Mojave seablite

Verbena bracteata bigbract verbena

Veronica anagallis-aquatica water speedwell

*Species nomenclature is according to NRCS, 1996a
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Routine Jurisdictional Wetland Determination

Name PDG. DJH Wetland Uniti Wash pool

Location: Ammonia Tanks UTM Coordinates Easting: 5-62-850 Northing 41-10-240

Date: 1-7-97

Hydrology

Type: Seep Spring Pond Detention basin Stream Natural Tanks X

Source: Natural A Man-enhanced _ Man-made_ Ephemeral ~ Permanent_ Temporary

Date of constructiofleriod of flow On I-7-97 there was no water flow out of the tanks.
Disturbance type (if any) and date: Nonti A nearby rock shelter indicates human historical use

InundatedYes-& ~O_ Depth of standing water >50cm ; Saturated Yes& No_ Depth to saturation O

Other field indicators:

A~pical situation: Yes No X- Wetland hydrology Yes X No_

Basis: Surface water exists at the obsezn’~oint.

Vegetation List 3 dominant species, percent cover in boklj in each vegetation lqver (5 ifonly 1 or 2 layers arepreseno
Species Indicator Statu# % Cover .

Trees
1. none

2.
3.
4.
5.

Shrubs
1. none

2.
3.
4.
5.

Herbs
1. Artemisia ludoviciana FACU

2. Encelia SD.
3. Juncus balticus
4. Levmus cinereus

FACW
FACU

5.
6.
7.
8.
9.
10.

30
.

8
<

Other field indicators:
Percentage of species that are OBL, FACW, and/or FAC: O %; Hydrophytic vegetation: .Yes No X

Basis: Lack of dominance of hvdrouhvtic species at the observation point.

Hydric Soils

Field indicators: Hvdric soils exist at the observation Doint due to uresence of saturated soils for Iomzer than 7 davs duration.

Hydnc Soils: Yes X No

Jurisdictional Wetland Determination : Wetland Nonwetland X
.,

r

Notes:
‘ Wetland indicator status for Dlants in region 8. FACW = facultative wetland sDecies. FACU = Facukative udand sDecies.

UNKN = Unknown wetland status of this suecies.
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Routine Jurisdictional Wetland Determination

Name: PDG. DJH. JAA Wetland Unit Drainage channel below cave pool

Location: Cane Stn-hm UTM Coordinates Easting: 5-80-775 Northing: 40-72-730
Date: 6-19-96

Hydrology

Type: Seep _ Spring A Pond Detention basin stream Mechanically contained

Source: Natural Z Man-enhanced ~ Man-made_ Ephemeral _ Permanent& Temporary

Date of construction/Period of flowUnknown date of construction. PVC ~iDe directs water from cave to a flow zuaqe box.
Disturbance type (if any) and dateChannels dug out leadinz to a drv ~ond. An old road forms a berm-Cave adit UOOIdwz out.

Inundated:Yes _ No= Depth of standing water ~, Saturated yes X No_ Depth to saturation 12“-18“

Other field indicators: Hvdrobiid snails. Pvr,mdonsis SDrestricted to cave pool living on filamentous ai~ae present near
oueninz of the cave uool
Atypical situation: Yes _ NoX; Wetland hydrolo~”: Yes No X

Basis: At the observation uoint. the outflow channel is drv at the sufiace. but is saturated at ltt depth. No surface outflow
from the cave pool occurs on this date. Flow rate measured at the cave pool in November 22.1996 was about 3 liters/min.

Vegetation List 3 dominant species,% cover in bold in each vegetation layer (5 l~only 1 or 2 layers are present)

Species
Tretz$
1. none
2.
.

4.

Shrubs
1. AtrMx canescens
2.

5.

Herbs
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.
7.
8.
9.

Levmus cinereus
Rumex salicifoliu.s

Percentage of species that are OBL, FACW, and/or FAC: 33 ‘Y.;

Indicator Status” % Cover

UPL

FACU
FACW*

15

40

Hydrophytic vegetation: Yes No X
Basis: Observation uoint was drv during the survev - other areas nearbv have hvdrot)hvtic vegetation.

Hydric Soils

Field indicators: Hvdric soils-undisturbed: Soils have mottlinq at de@hs of about 5-6 ft. under the surface. shown on a cut
awav bank. Overall depths of soils amroxirnatelv 6-8 R

Hydnc Soils: Yes X NO

Jurisdictional Wetland Determination: Wetland Nonwetland X
Notes:
Meadow above cave DOOIhas Juncus baltims and levmus cinereus (7m x 10m =70 mz area): TvDha dominrensis, Tamarix

ramossisima. Salix ~oodingii, PolvDoFon monosueliensis are other species in the area. Cattails occur under large willows.
TamarLs SD occurs on the old Dond berm fi.e. dirt road). a Wetland indicator status for Dlants in region 8. UPL = Upland

plant .sDecies.”FACW* = tentative assi~nment as a facultative wetland Dlant sDecies based on limited information available.
FACU = Facultative u~land Plant species.
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Routine Jurisdictional Wetland Determination

Name PDG Wetland Uni& SeeD under the willow trees

Location: Cane Surhw UTM Coordinates Easting: 5-80-775 Northing: 40-72-730

Date 9-9-96

Hydrology . .

Type: Seep _ Spring L Pond Detention basin Stream Mechanically contained
Source Natural & Man-enhanced & Man-made_ Ephemeral _ Permanent X Temporary

Date of construction/Period of flowUnknown period of flow
Disturbance type (if any) and dateChannel dug out bv man leeds to a drv uond

Inundated:Yes & No_ Depfi of standing water 2-3 cm; Saturated: Yes ~ No_ Depth to saturation O

Other field indicators: Water flow is present under willow\ fenced area

Atypical situation: Yes _ NoX; Wetland hydrology: Yes X No

Basis: Surface water exists at the observation point.

Vegetation List 3 dominant species, % cover in bold in each vegetation layer (5 if only 1 or 2 lgvers arepresen~

Species Indicator Status” % Cover

Trees
1. Salix ~oodin@i FACW 90

2.
3.
4.
5.

Shrubs
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.

Herbs
1. Juncus balticus FACW

2. Levmus cinereus FACU

3. Tvuha dominpensis OBL

4.
5.
6.
7.
8.
9.
10.

30
An

Percentage of species that are OBL, FACW, and/or FAC: 75 Y.; Hydrophytic vegetation: Yes X NO

Basis: The observation point has a dominance of hvdrophvtic vegetation. Total wetland area estimated to be about 230mz.

Hydric Soils

Field indicators Soil mottlimz dark organic soils (low chroma). and soil saturation for greater than 7 davs duration are
present indicating hvdric soils exist at the observation ooints.

Hydnc Soils: Yes “X No

Jurisdictional Wetland Determination : Wetland X Nonwetland

Notes:
Drainage area a~Dears excavated bv man. i.e. man made channel. PolvDopon monosDeliensis occurs in the sm-in~ area.
Hvdrobid snails are absent from east channnel (where thev occurred in 1988) but are now Dresent onlv in the cave Dool.
~Wetland indicator status for plants in region 8. FACU = Facukative upland species. FACW = Facultative wetland species
OBL = Obligate wetland sDecies.
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Routine Jurisdictional Wetland Determination

Name: PDG. DJH. JAA Wetland Uniti Drainaqe channel below DOOI
Location: Ca@ain Jack Sm%w UTM Coordinates Easting: 5-73-834 Northing 41-13-668

Date: 6-19-96

Hydrology

Type: Seep _ Spring X Pond Detention basin Stream Mechanically contained

Source: Natural L Man-enhanced _ Man-made_ Ephemeral _ Permanent ~ Temporary_
Dateof constructiofleriod of flow:In 1977.DiDeswereinstalledwhichIeadto wateringtanks.Pipesno longerexist.A
metaltank(nowdrv)wasboltedto rocksadiacentto the washchannel.A flooddamagedtank existsin the wash.
Disturbancetype anddate Heaw feralhorseusehas ammentlv imoactedwland vegetationnearthe smirw entrance.
InundatedYes ~ No_ Depth of standing water 20cm ; Saturated Yes= No— Depth to saturation ~

Other field indicators: The srnirw consists of a small pool (24” x 30”) and about 8“ deep below some rock ledges with a
surface ouflow varies from 20-50cm wide bv 2 cm deem Surface flow out of the ~ool is c lLlmin on 6-19-96.
Atypical situation: Yes NoX; Wetland hydrology: Yes L No

Basis: Surface water exists at the observation point.

Vegetation List 3 dominant species, % Cover in bold in each vegetation layer (5 z~only 1 or 2 layers are presemj
Species Indicator Status % Cover

Trees
1. none
2.
.

4.
5.

Shrubs
1. none
L.
3.
4.
5.

Herbs
1. Mimzdus mttatus OBL 10
2. Potentilla biennis FAC 5

3.” Rumex salicifolius FACW* 50
4. Veronica ana~allis-aauatica OBL 10

5.
6.
7.
8.
9.
Other field indicators:
Percentage of species that are OBL, FACW, and/or FAC: 100 O/O;Hydrophytic vegetation: Yes X No
Basis: The observation uoint has a dominance of hvdro~hvtic vegetation. Total wetland area is about 30m2 .

Hydric Soils
Field indicators: Hvdric soils exist based on the cresence of saturated soils for 7 or more davs duration. .

Hydric Soils: Yes X No

Jurisdictional Wetland Determination : Wetland X Nonwetland
Notes:

Drainarze from the Smin$! DOO]COntinUeSfOr = (30m lerwth bv lm widthl = 30m2 surface area of saturated soils. Soils are verv
roc kv. but with moderate accumulation of fines in the lower end of drainage. = Wetland indicator status for dants in region 8.
* Indicates a tentative assimment to the facukative wetland catesorv based on limited information for this .mecies in region 8.
FACW = Facultative wetland species. FAC = Facultative wetland s~ecies. OBL = Obligate wetland species.
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Routine Jurisdictional Wetland Determination

Name: PDG. WKO Wetland Uniti Drainage channel
Location: Cottonwood Surirw (west of Fortvmile Carwonl UTM Coordinates Easting 5-54-045 Northing: 40-83-726
Date: 12-19-96

Hydrology , .,. ,,,,

Type: Seep _ Spring J Pond Detention basin stream Mechanically contained

Source: Natural Jf_ Man-enhanced _ Man-made_ Ephemeral _ Permanent _X__ Temporary

Date of constructiofleriod of flow: Period of flow unknown
Disturbance type (if any) and date: Old metal uiues exist in wash about 200m from the surirw site.
Inundated:Yes & No_ Depth of standing water l-25cm; Saturated: Y= X_ No_ Depth to saturation O
Other field indicators: Driftwood occurs in wash adiacent to Cottonwood trees. Water occurs in three areax the smirw
pool and seep area below it and two surtlace channels in a rockv wash. Flow rate of 1/Lpm was measured in the stream

channel 70m below the smin~ UOO1on December 19.1996.

Atypical situation: Yes _ No X- Wetland hydroIogy: Yes X No_
Basis: Surface water exists at the obsew~~oint. Water flows for about 200m down the wash.

Vegetation List 3 dominant species,% cover in bold in each vegetation layer (5 l~only 1 or 2 kyers arepresent)

Species

Trees
1. PoDulus fiemontii
2..
3.

Shrubs
1. Rhus trilobata
2.

Herbs
1. Bromus rubens
2. Mimuhs mzttatus
3. PentaFramma trianmdaris (fern)
4.
5.
6.
7.
8.
9.

Indicator Status+’

FACW*

NI

UPL
OBL

NL

% Cover

20

20
.

Percentage of species that are OBL, FACW, and/or FAC: 66 ~ Hydrophytic vegetation: Yes X NO

Basis: Observation uoint has a dominance of hvdrouhvtic vegetation. Wetland area was estimated at about 130m2.

Hydric Soils

Field indicators Hvdric soils exist based on the Presence of hvdrouhvtic Plants and saturated soils for .meater than 7 davs
duration. No soil Pits were dug at this site.

Hydnc Soils: Yes X NO

Jurisdic~ional Wetland Determination : Wetland X Nonwetland

Notes:
‘ Wetland indicator status for dants in region 8. OBL = Obligate wetland species. NI = Insufficient information to

determine wetland status in region 8. FACW * = Tentative assi gnment to the facultative wetland category based on limited
information for this species in re~ion 8. NL = Not listed in the National Lk.t of Plants that occur in Wetlands for Region 8.
UPL = Upland dant species
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Jurisdictional Wetland Determination

Name PDG. WKO
Location: Covote Surhw
Date 9-4-96

Hydrology

Wetland Uniti Wash sloue
UTM Coordinates Easting: 5-83-561 Northing: 40-66-755

Type Seep X Sprinp Pond Detention basin stream Mechanically contained

Source: Natural x Man-enhanced _ Man-made_ Ephemeral ~ Permanent_ Temporary

Date of constructionfperiod of flowNiA
Disturbance type (if any) and date None
Inundated:Yes ~ No_ Depth of standing water L, Saturated: Yes ~ No_ Depth to saturation O

Other field indicators: Dark colored. wet surface soil found at two locations in the wash.

Atypical situation: Yes No X- Wetland hydrology: Yes X No

Basis: Surface water occurs at two locat=~he smiw area.

Vegetation List 3 dominant species, % cover in bold in each vegetation layer (5 z~only 1 or 2 layers are preseno
Species Indicator Status = % Cover

Trees
1. none
2.
3.

4.
5.

Shrubs
1. none
2.
3.
4.
5.

Herbs
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.
7.
8.
9.

Distichlis sDicata FAC+* 60

10.

Other field indicators: Dark soil
Percentage of species that are OBL, FACW, and/or FAC: 100 %; Hydrophytic vegetation: Yes X No
Basis: The observation Point has hvdroDhvtic vegetation. Area of wetland was estimated to be about 200m2 .

Hydnc Soils:
Field indicators: Hvdric soils exist based on the presence of saturated soils for a Period of 7 davs or meater duration.

Hydnc Soils: Yes X No

Jurisdictional Wetland Determination : Wetland X Nonwetland

Notes:
Kochia scouarius (FACU). a facultative upland species occurs nearbv. Levmus cinereus (FACLJ) occurs in a rockv wash 100m
uDstream from the observation uoint. a Wetland indicator status for plants in region 8. OBL = Oblizate wetland sDecies.
FAC+* = Tentative assi~nment to the facultative wetland cate~o rv based on limited information available for this sDecies in
recion 8.
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Name:

Routine Jurisdictional Wetland Determination

PDG Wetland Uniti E~hemeral Pond
Location: Gold Meadows Swing UTM Coordinates Easting: 5-70-450 NortMng: 41-20-440
Date: 7-22-96

Hydrology . t‘.

Type: Seep X Spring Pond Detention basin Stream Mechanically contained
Source Natural x Man-enhanced ~ Man-made_ Ephemeral ~ Permanent_ Temporary

Date of constructionlperiod of flow: There is no sutiace outtlow from the IIond.
Disturbance type (if any) and date: Southwest side of the uond has a man-made berm. This was ~ossiblv constructed bv
man to deepen the uond for livestock use. Date of excavation is unknown.
Inundated: Yes _ Nox Depth of standing water a Saturated: Yes& No_ Depth to sa~mtion A
Other field indicators: Dark or~anic matter. damu mud uresent - watermark on rocks

Atypical situation: Yes NoX. Wetland hydrology Yes X No_

Basis: Water marks exist on Ianze rocks at=~ervation uoint. Water was mesent earlier in the vear. Survev was conducted
durirw a verv drv vear.

Vegetation List 3 dominant species, % cover in bold, in each vegetation layer (5 ifom’y 1 or 2 lqvers arepresen~

Species
Trees
1. none
2.
3.
4.
5.

Shrubs
1. none
2.
3.
4.
5.

Herbs
1. Juncus balticus
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.
7.
8.
9.
Oher field indicators:

Indicator StatusO

FACW

% Cover

15

Percentage of species that are OBL, FACW, and/or FAC: 100 O/O;Hydrophytic vegetation: Yes X No
Basis: A dominance of hvdro~hvtic Plants occurs at the observation uoint. Wetland area estimated at about 45m2.

Hydric Soils:

Field indicators Hvdric soils exist based on uresence of saturated soils for a Deriod of 7 or neater davs in duration.

Hydric Soilc Yes X No

Jurisdictional Wetland Determination : Wetland X Nonwetland

Notes:
Sa~ebrush. Artemesia tridentata is the maior udand sDecies in the area. Basin wild rve Levmus cinereus occurs on the edges
of the drved ~ond. Horse. deer and anteloue use of the stwinrz is simificant. a Wetland indicator status for riants in re~ion 8.
FACW = Facultative wetland species.

B-7
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Routine

Name: WKo

., -- ..>...:. ::, . . ..-. ,, ....?.,.-.,., ,-. .... .... .

Jurisdictional Wetland Determination

Wetland Uniti Third Tank downsloue from seen

Location: Fortvmile Canvon Tanks UTM Coordinates Easting: 5-57-500 Northing: 40-85-000

Date: 2-12-97

Hydrology

Type: Seep X Spring Pond Detention basin Stream Natural tanks X

Source Natural X Man-enhanced _ Man-made _ Ephemeral X Permanent _ Temporary _

Date of constructiorr/Period of flow: Unknown I Winter
Disturbance type (if any) and date: None
InundatedYes_ No& Depth of standing water_, . Saturated: Yes X No_ Depth to saturation 5cm

Other field indicators: Water is confined to bedrock pools. Few soil fines in the area.

Atypical situation: Yes NoX; Wetland hydrology: Yes x No_

Basis: Saturated soils are Present at the observation point. Natural water flow exists.

Vegetation List 3 dominant species, percent cover in bold in each vegetation layer (5 z~only 1 or 2 layers are presemj
Species Indicator Status” ‘A Cover

Trees
1. none
2.
3.
4.
5.

Shrubs
1. none
2.
3.
4.
5.

Herbs
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.
7.
8.
9.

Artemisia Iudoviciana
Bromus rubetzr
Mimulus guttatus

FACU
UPL
OBL

5
5
1

Other field indicators:
Percentage of species that are OBL, FACW, and/or FAC: 33 Yo; Hydrophytic vegetation: Yes No X
Basis: HvdroDhvtic dants are absent from the observation uoint.

Hydnc Soils

Field indicators: Hvdric soils exist at the observation point. Saturated soils exist for over 7 davs duration.

Hydric Soils:. Yes X No

Jurisdictional Wetland Determination : Wetland Nonwetland X

Notes:
Several Tanks at the site 2 DOOIS3m bv lm x .25m. 2 DOOISIm x lm x .1m. 3 others smaller occur in a narrow rockv wash

bottom. Flow rate was 6 ounces/rein or 0.18 1/rein. Pools contained good mowth of al.szae. Deer and covote scat were observed
in the surroundirw wash. 3 golden eagles were observed overhead in flight. Upland sDecies: PUSA. EPVI. ERTE. RHTR.
CHVI. EPNE. ARTR. a Wetland indicator status for Dlants in rezion 8. FACU = Facultative utkmd species. UPL = I.Mand

species. OBL = Oblirzate wetland species.
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Routine Jurisdictional Wetland Determination

Name PDG. DJH, Wetland Uniti Ledsze UOO1
Location: John’s Srxin~ UTM Coordinates Easting 5-82-100 Northhg 41-22-490

Date 12-18-96

Hydrology

Type Seep _ Spring A Pond Detention basin Stream Mechanically contained

Source: Natural & Man-enhanced _ Man-made_ Ephemeral _ Permanent& Temporay

Date of construction/Period of flow: None
Disturbance type (if any) and date: None
Inundated:Yes X No_ Depth of standing water 2-5cm ; Saturated: Yes X No_ Depth to saturation O

Other field indicators:
Atypical situation: Yes _ NoX; Wetland hydrology: Yes X No

Basis: Surface water exists at the observation uoint.

Species Indicator Status”

Trees

Vegetation List 3 dominant species,% cover in bold in each vegetation layer (5 ifonly I or 2 layers arepresen~

0%Cover

1. none
-

5.

Shrubs
1. Rhus trilobata
2.
3. . .
4.
5.

Herbs
1. Carex m-aewacilis
2. Gallium a~arine
3. Levmus cinereus
4. Mimulus zwttatus
5: Penstemon sD.
6. Oenothera cesvitosa SSLLmar~inata

o

NI 20*

FACW-
FACU
FACU
OBL

UNKN
N-L

20
Tr

(33*

80
T.

Percentage of species that are OBL, FACW, and/or FAC: 100 ‘%.; Hydrophytic vegetation: Yes X No
Basis: The observation uoint has a dominance of hvdrophvtic vegetation. Size of wetland area estimated at about 50m2.

Hydric Soils

Field indicators: Hvdric soils exist based on the presence of saturated soils for 7 davs or .meater duration.

Hydric Soils: Yes X No

Jurisdictional Wetland Determination,: Wetland X Nonwetland

Notes:
a Wetland indicator status for region 8. *R.. trilobata and L. cinereus occur in the transition zone between the jurisdictional

wetland and the udand habitat. OBL = Obligate wetland sDecies. FACW- = Facukative wetland sDecies. FACU =
Facultative udand rJant species. NI = Insufficient information to determine wetland status for this suecies in rezion 8.
NL= not listed in National List of Plants that occur in Wetlands for Rezion 8. UNKN = Unknown wetland status.
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Routine Jurisdictional Wetland Determination

Name: PDG Wetland Uniti Surirw outflow

Location: Oak Stx-hw , UTM Coordinates Easting: 5-82-300 Northing: 41-22-400

Date 11-4-96

Hydrology

Type: Seep A Spring_ Pond Detention basin stream Mechanically contained _

Source Natural & Man-enhanced & Man-made_ Ephemeral _ Permanent & Temporary _

Date of constructiordperiod of flow: Unknown ~eriod of flow. however flow was re~orted at 1500-3000 ~allons in 1907 bv
S.H.Ball during a ~eoloqical survev of southwestern Nevada.
Disturbance type (if any) and date Durirw 1975. a new ~alvanized tank was installed with a nlastic Di~e. This renovation
redated the old r)iDe and tank. No water was mesent in the metal tanks on 11-4-96. Flow rate measured on December 18.1996
was about 0.4 Vmin. Inundated:Yesj& No_ Depth of standing water 2-3cm ; Saturated: YesZ No_
Depth to saturation O

Other field indicators: Rockv soil - some local excavation of soil (levelin~ of an area) bv man.

Atypical situation Yes NoX; Wetland hydrology: Yes X No_

Basis: Surface water exists at the observation Doint. Size of the wetland area was estimated at about 40m2.

Vegetation List 3 dominant species, percent cover in bold in each vegetation layer (5 z~only 1 or 2 layers are presemj
Species Indicator Statusa 0%Cover

Trees
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.

Shrubs
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.

Rhus trilobata M 5*

Salk exima FACW 100

Herbs
1. Levmus cinereus FACU 30*

2.
3.
4.
5.
6.
7.
8.
9.
10.

Other field indicators:
Percentage of species that are OBL, FACW, and/or FAC: 100 ‘Yo; Hydrophytic vegetation: Yes X NO

Basis: A dominance of hvdroDhvtic vegetation occurs at the observation Doint.

Hydnc Soils

Field indicators: Hvdric soils exist based on the mesence saturated soils for 7 or greater davs duration .

Hydric Soils: Yes X No

Jurisdictional Wetland Determination : Wetland X Nonwetland
Notes:

* Levmus cinereus and Rhus trilobata are mesent on the edge of the delineated wetland and commised about 30 0/0 cover of
this area: =Wetland indicator status for r)lants in region 8. FACW = Facukative wetland sDecies. NI = Insufficient information
to determine wetlands status of this sDecies in rerzion 8. FACU.=-l%cultative uuland sDecies.



Name:

Routine Jurisdictional Wetland Determination

PDG.WKO Wetland UniL DrY wash nool

Location: Pavits Surimz UTM Coordinates Easting 5-81-793 Northing: 40-68-350

Date 9-4-96

Hydrology

Typti Seep_ Spring ~ Pond Detention basin Stream Mechanically contained

Source: Natural& Man-enhanced _ Man-made _ Ephemeral z Permanent _ Temporary

Date of construction/Period of flow Whter -surinp and fall durirw wet vears

D@urbance type (if any) and data None
Inundated:Yes _ No~ Depth of standing water 1, Saturated: Yes_ No_& Depth to saturation not determined

Other field indicators: Old water marks and remnants of smirw ~ool with mesic masses.

Atypical situation: Yes No X;. Wetland hydrology Yes ~ No_.

Basis: Field indicators (old Pool) for hvdrolo~ were mesent at the observation site.

Vegetation List 3 dominant species (% cover in bold) in each vegetation layer (5 z~only 1 or 2 layers are presen~
Species Indicator Sfatuf % Cover

Tre&
1. none

2.
3.
4.
5.

Shrubs
1. Ericameria nauseosa NL 40

2.
3.
4. “
5.

Herbs
1. Dactvlus i?lomerata FACU 10

2. &oroboks airoides FAC- 10

3.
4.
5.
6.
7.
8.
9.
10.

Other field indicators: Mesic grasses includirw Poa SD.and Camissonia SIJ.
Percentage of species that are OBL, FACW, andor FAC: ~Vo; Hydrophytic vegetation: Yes _ No X
Basis: A dominance of hvdro~hvtic verzetation is not uresent at the observation site.

Hydic soils:
Field indicators: None - no inundation (saturated soils) duriruz survevs in Se@ember 1996.

Hydric soils: Yes No X

Jurisdictional Wetland Determination: Wetland Nonwetland X

Notes:
Wetlands survev was ~etiorrned during a verv drv vear. =Wetland indicator status for rdants in region 8. FAC- = Facultative

wetland species. FACU = Facultative upland species. NL = Not listed on the National List of Plants that occur in Wetlands for

B-n



.,

Routine

Name: PDG DJH

.. ,. ’-,. .. :.- -- .“.. .“:’”?. .’- ‘ -.. ‘ .

Jurisdictional Wetland Determination

Wetland Uniti Wash bottom

Location: Rainier Srmin~ Site UTM Coordinates Easting: 5-71-463 Northing: 41-16-050

Date 12-18-96

Hydrology

Type Seep _ Spring X Pond Detention basin stream Mechanically contained

Source: Natural X Man-enhanced X Man-made _ Ephemeral & Permanent_ Temporary

Date of construction/Period of flow: Drv on 12-18-96. Flow was known from records in 1957.
Disturbance type (if any) and date: Some old metal uiues found in wash. A Piue was inserted between some rocks in the wish
bottom to diect flow to several water tanks (2 -55 gallon drums. formed into mmzlers) and a larger tank (Sft bv 2ft bv 2 fi)
was overturned below in the wash.
Inundated:Yes_ No+ Depthof standing water~, Saturated: Yes_ No X Depth to saturation Unknown

Other field indicators:
Atypical situation: Yes Nox; Wetland hydrology: Yes No X

Basis: Water is absent from the observation Doint. A dirt road leadirw to B Tunnel occurs about 10-20 meters from the swing
site and mav have been a factor in affecting surface runoff and infiltration of the area before the sm-hw drved UP.

Vegetation List 3 dominant species, percent cover in bold in each vegetation layer (5 if only 1 or 2 layers are presen~
Species Ina?cator Status= *ACover

Trees
1. none
2..
3.
4.
5.

Shrubs
1. none
2.
3.

4.
5.

Herbs
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.
7.
8.
9.

FACU 30

Other field indicators:
Percentage of species that are OBL, FACW, and/or FAC: O VO; Hydrophytic vegetation: Yes_ No X
Basis: Lack of dominance of hvdrot)hvtic vegetation at the observation point.

Hydnc Soils
Field indicators: Hvdric soils are absent because saturated soils are not present for 7 davs or weater duration.

Hydric Soils: Yes No X

Jurisdictional Wetland Determination : Wetland Nonwetland X

Notes: Records from Moore (1961). (USGS reuort TEI-781) indicated water (flow) was mesent on several dates in the fall of
1957. but the surhw was drv in October 1960. a Wetland indicator status for Plants in rezion 8. FACU = Facultative upland
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Routine Jurisdictional Wetland Determination.,
Name: PDG. JAA. DJH Wetland Unit Sprhw Dool
Location: Reitmann Seep UTM Coordinates Easting: 5-91-318 Northing: 41-05-577

Date 6-19-96

Hydrology
.“ , ,1,,

Type: Seep X Spring_ Pond Detention basin Stream Mechanically contained

Source Natural & Man-enhanced & Man-made_ Ephemeral _ Permanent & Temporary _

Date of construction/Period of flowUnknown date for water tank emplacement. A 50 gallon drum cut in half was installed
in the ground and is normallv full of water. Sediment from runoff ueriodicallv fills the drum.

Disturbance type (if any) and date: %win~ Dool often fills with sediment ffom runoff and was dug out on 6-19-96.
Inundated:Yes x No_ Depth of standing water 6-15 cm; Saturated: Yes ~ No_ Depth to sat’uration~
Other field indicators: Water flows into a metal drum from a Dine installed in the mound below the sm-inrzDOO1.
Atypical situation: Yes _ NoX. Wetland hydrology Yes & No

Basis: Surilace water is oresent at the obsz~ point.

Vegetation List 3 dominant species, percent cover in bold in each vegetation layer (5 ifonly 1 or 2 layers arepresen~
Specks Indicator Status” % Cover

Trees
1. none

2.
3.
4.
5.

Shrubs
1. none
2.
3.
4.
5.

Herbs
1. Bromus rubens UPL 10

2. Eleocharis ~arishii OBL 25

3. Polv~opon monsueliensis FACW+ 20

4.
5.
6.
7.
8.
9.
10.
Other field indicators:
Percentage of species that are OBL, FACW, andor FAC 66 %; Hydrophfic vegetation: Yes X NO

Basis: A dominance of hvdro~hvtic veszetation was mesent at the observation Doint. Wetland area = lmz.

Hydric Soils
Field indicators: Black soils with moderate amounts of or~anic matter are uresent Hvdric soils exist based on the presence
of saturated soi Is for greater than 7 davs duration. Soil pits were not duz at this site.

Hydric Soils: Yes X NO

Jurisdictional Wetland Determination : Wetland X Nonwetland

Notes:
Black muckv soil occurs around the spring area. A channel appears dug out for about 10m lonq bv 2m wide below the s~rinq
pool. Berms formed fi-om this aDParent disturbance have salt crust and some organic matter. The surface area of smin~ DOO1
is about 1 m2 . a Wetland indicator status for Plants in region 8. OBL = Obligate wetland species. FACW+ is a Facukative
wetland species. UPL = Udand Dlant sDecies.
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Routine Jurisdictional Wetland

. ....-.’.: —..

Determination

Name: PDG. DJH Wetland Uniti Solution crevice in limestone outcrop

Location: Rock Valley Tank UTM Coordinates Easting: 5-68-070 Northing: 40-61-000

Date: I-7-97

Hydrology

Type: Seep _ Spring Pond Detention basin Stream Natural Tank X

Source:Natural X Man-enhanced _ Man-made _ Ephemeral _ Permanent X Temporary

Date of construction/Period of flow Unknown
Disturbance type (if any) and date None
Inundated:Yes~ l’Jo_ Depth of standing water 25-30cm ; Saturated:yes~ No_ Depthto saturation&

Other field indicators:
Atypical situation: Yes ?’Jo X-. Wetland hydrology: Yes X NO

Basis: Surface water exists at the observ=~int but is confined to an ouenin~ (20 by 40 cm) in rock. Water exists in a

solution cavern of unknown dimensions.

Vegetation List 3 dominant species, percent cover in bold in each vegetation layer (5 if only 1 or 2 layers arepresemj
Species

Trees
1. none

3.
4.

Shrubs

.

3.
4.
5.

Herbs
1.
?-.
3.
4.
5.
6.
7.
8.
9.

Bromus mbens

Other field indicators:

Indicator Status”

UPL

% Cover

Percentage of species that are OBL, FACW, and/or FAC: O ‘/o; Hydrophytic vegetation: Yes No X
Basis: HvdroDhvtic vegetation is absent from the observation site.

Hydric Soils

Field indicators: Hvdric soils aDDearto be absent because surface water is confined to a limestone rock oDenin~. An area
of dark mesic soil accumulation (5m by 10m) occurs below the limestone outcroD. Soil de~ths in this area a~~ ear shallow
although soil pits were not dug in this area.

Hydnc Soils: Yes No X

Jurisdictional Wetland Determination : Wetland Nonwetiand X

Notes:
Heaw covote use of the water source is indicated bv numerous scats in the area. ‘ Wetland indicator status for dants in region
8. UPL = Upland dant sDecies.
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Routine Jurisdictional Wetland Determination

Name: PDG, JAA Wetland Uniti Wash channel

Location: Wahmonie Seeo 1 UTM Coordinates Easting: 5-77-631 Northing 40-74-133

Date: 6-20-96

Hydrology . .

Type Seep ~ Spring_ Pond Detention basin Stream Mechanically contained

Source: Natural & Man-enhanced _ Man-made _ Ephemeral ~ Permanent _ Temporary

Date of constructiordperiod of flow:NoneAJnknown ~eriod of flow
Disturbance type (if any) and date: None
Inundated:Yes Z No_ Depth of standing water 5-7 cm; Saturatecl:yes ~ ~o_ Depth to saturation O

Other field indicators: Sutiace flow was uresent down the wash but was not measured.
Atypical situation: Yes NoX; Wetland hydrology: Yes ~ No._.

Basis: Surface water exists at the observation Doint.

Vegetation List 3 dominant species, percent cover in bold in each vegetation layer (5 if only 1 or 2 layers arepresemj
Species Indicator Statuti

Trees

% Cover

1. none

2.
3.
4.
5.

Shrubs
1. Baccharis emorvi FACW

2. Ericameria nauseosa NL

3.
4.
5.

Herbs
1. Artemisia ludoviciana FACU

2. Juncus balticus FACW

3. Levmus cinereus FACU

4. Mimulus mttatus 013L
5. Pohmopon monsveliensis FACW+

6. Veronica anapallis-aauatica 0J3L
7. Moss NL

8.
9.
10.

40
10

1
2

10
1“

Other field indicators:
Percentage of species that are OBL, FACW, andlor FAC. 60 “?, Hydrophytic vegetation: Yes X No
Basis: A dominance of hvdroDhvtic vegetation occurs at the observation Doint. Area of wetland estimated at about 250m2.

Hydric Soils:
Field indicators: Hvdric soils exist at the observation Doint based on the Presence of saturated soils for 7 days or meater
duration.

Hydnc soils: Yes X No

Jurisdictional Wetland Determination: Wetland X Nonwetland

Notes:
Tamark ramosissima exists lower down in the wash from the wetland area. Later in the vear Mimulus slz will be 5% cover.
Veronica SD. and Mimulus SD. are immature at this time (urimarilv basal leaves are nresent). Length of wetland area= 15 fl
(5ml x 120 ft (40ml = 200m2. Surface water occurs in the umer 15 ft {5ml of wash. One surface DOO1was verv small (=1 ft.
wide x 2-3 ft. long).’ Wetland indicator status for dams in region 8. NL = not listed in the National List of Plants that occur
in Wetlands for Region 8. OBL = Obligate wetland sDecies. FACW. FACW+ are both facultative wetland sDecies. FACU
= Facultative upland species. . , .
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Routine Jurisdictional Wetland Determination

Name PDG, JAA Wetland Uniti Wash channel

Location: Wahmonie Seep 2 UTM Coordinates Easting: 5-77-597 Northing: 40-73-418

Date: 6-20-96

Hydrology

Type: SeepX Spring Pond Detention basin Stream Mechanically contained

Source: Natural ~ Man-enhanced _ Man-made _ Ephemeral ~ Permanent_ Temporq

Date of constructiordperiod of flow None/Unknown availability of water
Disturbance type (if any) and date None
Inundated: Yes _ NoX Depth of standing water 4 Saturated: Yes& No_ Depth to sa~mtion 12 inches
Other field indicators: Sutiace water was present at this seep on June 6, 1996 but not on June 20.1996.

Atypical situation: Yes NoX; Wetland hydrology Yes X No

Basis: Surface water was present at the site durirw 1996.

Vegetation List 3 dominant species, percent cover in bold in each vegetation layer (5 z~only I or 2 layers are present)
Species Indicator Statuti % Cover

Trees
1. none
2.
3.
4.
5.

Shrubs
1. Baccharis emorvi FACW 85

2.
3.
4.
5.

Herbs
1. Artemisia ludoviciana

6.
7.
8.
9.
10.

FACU 2
1

Other field indicators:
Percentage of species that are OBL, FACW, and/or FAC: 100 Vo; Hydrophytic vegetation: Yes x No_
Basis: A dominance of hvdroohvtic ulants occurs at the observation uoint. Wetland area was estimated to be about 150m2 .

Hydric soils
Field indicators: Hvdric soils exist based on the presence of saturated soils for a period of 7 davs or greater duration.

Hydnc Soils: Yes X No

Jurisdictional Wetland Determination : Wetland X Nonwetland

Notes:
Soils are verv rockv. Wetland dimensions are at)proximatelv 30m x 5 m. Damp soil exists under plants in wash. ‘ Wetland
indicator status for Plants in rezion 8. FACW = Facukative wetland species. FACU = Facukative u~land s~ecies.
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Routine Jurisdictional Wetland Determination

Name: JAA. PDG Wetland Uniti See~ channel
Location: Wahmonie Seep 3 UTM Coordinates Basting 5-77-044 Northing 40-73-438
Date: 6-20-96

Hydrology

Type: Seep X Spring_ Pond Detention basin Stream Mechanically contained

Source: Natural & Man-enhanced _ Man-made_ Ephemeral & Permanent_ Temporruy

Date of construction/Period of flow: None/Unknown seasonal availability of water .
Disturbance type (if any) and date None
Inundated:Yes _ No-X_ Depth of standing water A, Saturated: Yes ~ No_ Depth to saturation undetermined
Other field indicators: Water marks on rocks in wash. Surface water was m-esent on June 6,1996 but not on June 20.1996
Atypical situation: Yes NoX” Wetland hydrology: Yes X NO

Basis: Field indicators for surface wate=iecorded at the observation point.

Vegetation List 3 dominant species, percent cover in bold in each vegetation layer (S if only 1 or 2 layers are presen~—
Species - - Indl~ator Stat&f - - % Cover

Trees
I. none
2.
.

4.
5 . .

Shrubs
1. Baccharis emorvi FACW

2.

4.
5.

Herbs
1. Artemisia ludoviciana
2. Bromus rubens
3.
4.
5.
6.
7.

FACU
UPL

60

10
30

Other field indicators:
Percentage of species that are OBL, FACW, and/or FAC: &Yo; Hydrophytic vegetation: Yes X No_
Basis: A dominance of hvdro~hvtic vegetation occurs at the observation site. Area of wetland estimated to be about 180m2.

Hydric SoiIs:
Field indicators: Hvdric soils exist based on the presence of saturated soils for 7 davs or greater duration durin~ 1996.

Hydnc Soils: Yes X No

Jurisdictional Wetland Determination : Wetland X Nonwetland

I

I

Notes:
Soils are very thin next to bedrock in the wash bottom. Salt encrusted water marks alons the wash occur for 50-60m distance.
(Water marks show a 3 meter width). Artemesia Iudoviciana 10% cover. and Bromus rubens 30’% cover. occur on the edges
of the wash. a= Wetland indicator status for dants in region 8. FACW = Facuhative wetland sDecies. FACU = Facukative
udand sDecies. UPL = Upland dant species.
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Routine Jurisdictional Wetland Determination

Name: DJH. JAA. PDG Wetland Unit 1- Urmer stretch of the sm-irw channel

Location: Titmipah Sprirw UTM Coordinates Easting: 5-70-810 Northing: 40-99-723

Date: 6-18-96

Hydrology

Type: Seep _ Spring X Pond Detention basin Stream Mechanically contained

Source Natural x Man-enhanced ~ Man-made_ Ephemeral _ Permanent J Temporary _

Date of construction/Period of flow. During wet vears. flow extends fi.mtber down the wash. at least 300-500m in Ienmh.
Disturbance type (if any) and date Possible man-enhanced deepening of smhw channel - Tunnel excavated bv man
forms an underwound pool that collects water before it flows out into a surface channel. The sutiace channel is narrow and
also auuears excavated throwzh rocks with side berms of soil dated adiacent to the channel.
Inundated:Yes 2 No_ Depth of standing water 15-20cm ; Saturated:Yes2L No_ Depthto saturation O
Otherfieldindicators: Smin~is associatedwith old homesteadandranch- old corral- livestockusedthe area.
Atypicalsituation: Yes_ NoX. Wetland hydrology: Yes_X__ No
Bask: Surfacewaterexistsat the obsem~~oint.

Vegetation List 3 dominant species, percent cover in bold in each vegetation layer (5 #only 1 or 2 layers are presenzj

Species
Trees
1. none
2.
3.
4.
5.

Shrubs
1. none
2.
5.

4.
5.

Herbs
1. Carex Draewacilis
2. Eleocharis Dalustrus
3. Heliomeris multi flora var. nevadensis
4. Juncus balticus
5. PolvDoFon monsDeliensis
6. Veronica anapallis-aquatica
7.
8.

Indicator Status” % Cover

FACW-
OBL
NL

FACW
FACW+

OBL

Tr.
“49

Other field indicators:
Percentage of species that are OBL, FACW, and/or FAC: 100 %, Hydrophytic vegetation: Yes X No_
Basis: A dominance of hvdroDhvtic vegetation occurs at the observation point.
Hydric SoiIs
Field indicators: Hvdric soils are mesent based on mesence of saturated soils for 7 davs or ~eater duration.

Hydric Soils: Yes X No

Jurisdictional Wetland Determination : Wetland X Nonwetland

Notes:
Adiacent to the wetland area is some Ericameria nauseosa and the blackbmsh communitv. Coleowne ramosissima. with
saqebmsh Artemisia tridentata further out into the uulands. Tvuha domin~ensis also occurs in the area. a =Wetland indicator
status for IJlants in reqion 8. OBL = Oblizate wetland species. FACW. FACW+. and FACW- are all facultative wetland
species. NL = Not listed on the National List of Plants that occur in Wetlands for Region 8. Tr. = Trace amounts (<10/0
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Routine Jurisdictional Wetland Determination

Name: DJH. PDG. JAA Wetland Uniti 2- Middle stretch of the surhw channel
Location: Thmiuah Sm-irw UTM Coordinates Easting 5-70-810 NortMng 40-99-723

Date 6-18-96

Hydrology ,,

Type: Seep _ Spring X Pond Detention basin Stream Mechanically contained

Source: Natural ~ Man-enhanced _ Man-made_ Ephemeral _ Permanent A Temporary

Date of constmctionlperiod of flow. None/ unknown
Disturbance type (if any) and date: None
Inundated:Yes ~ No_ Depth of standing water 10-15cm; Saturated YesJ_ No_ DePfi @satition A
Other field indicators:
Atypical situation: Yes NoX; Wetland hydrology: Yes x No

Basis: Surface water occurs at the observation uoint. Flow rate measured about 80m downstream from the sm-irw source
on November 15.1996 was about 2.7 Lher min.

Vegetation List 3 dominant species, percent cover in bold in each vegetation layer (5 ifonly 1 or 2 lWers arepresenfl—
Species

Trees
1. none
2.
3.
4.
5.

Shrubs
1. none
2.
3.
4.

Herbs
1. Bromus rubens
2. Bromus tectorum
3. Castilleia sn.
4. Deschamvsia danthonioides
5. Eleocharis uarishii
6. E~ilobium claberrimum
7. Heliomeris multi flora var nevadensis
8. Juncus balticus
9. Juncus Ionpishdis
10. Lactuca serriola
11. PolvRoEon mon.meliensis
12. Verbena bracteata
13. Veronica anapallis-aauatica

Indicator Statuf % Cover

UPL
NL

UNKN’
FACW

OBL
FACW
NL
FACW
FACW+
FACU
FACW+
FACU
OBL

Tr.
2
-1-..

.

40
-T.
.

30
2

20

Other field indicators:
Percentage of species that are OBL, FACW, and/or FAC: 100 %, Hydrophytic vegetation: Yes X No

Basis: A dominance of hvdroDhvtic verzetation exists at the observation point.

Hydnc Soils
Field indicators: Hvdric soils exist based on the uresence of saturated soils for 7 days or s?reater duration.

Hydric Soils: Yes X No

Jurisdictional Wetland Determination : Wetland X Nonwetland

Notes:
Obsidian flakes found at the srxirw suggest Native American use. Tr = Trace amounts (<1 ‘Mo coverl. a = Wetland indicator

status for dams in region 8. OBL = Obligate wetland .mecies. FACW. FACW+ are both facultative wetland sDecies. FACU =
Facultative udand species. NL = not listed in National List of Plants that occur in Wetlands for Region 8. UPL = Udand
suecies. UNKN = Unknown status in region 8.
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Routine Jurisdictional Wetland Determination

Name: DJH. PDG JAA Wetland Uniti 3- Lower stretch of the sm-hw channel

Location: ~lD~iDah &Irin!Z UTM Coordinates Easting: 5-70-810 Northing: 40-99-723

Date: 6-18-96

Hydrology

Type Seep _ Spring X Pond Detention basin Stream Mechanically contained
Source Natural x Man-enhanced _ Man-made _ Ephemeral Q Permanent_ Temporary

Date of constructiotieriod of flow None I Period of flow is deuendent on amount of annual rainfall.
Disturbance type (if any) and date: Old livestock corral exits within 100m of the sream channel.
Inundated: Yes X No_ Depth of standing water 5-1 Ocm ; Saturated: Yes x No_ Depth to saturation O

Other field indicators:
Atypical situation: Yes No ~ Wetland hydrology: Yes X No

Basis: Sufiace water exists at the observation uoint.

Vegetation List 3 dominant species, percent cover in bold in each vegetation layer (5 l~only 1 or 2 layers are present)
Species

Trees
1. none
2.

5.

Shrubs
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.

Herbs
1. Bromus tectorum
2. Erodium cicutarium
3. Heliomeris multi flora var nevadensis
4. Juncus balti.cus
5. Lactuca serriola
6. PolvDopon mor.zmeliensis
7. Potentilla biennis
8. Verbena bracteata
9. Veronica ana~allis-aauatica

Other field indicators:

Indicator Statuf’

NL
NL
NL

FACW
FACU
FACW+
FAC
FACU
OBL

% Cover

Tr.

40
2
10

20

Percentage of species that are OBL, FACW, andlor FAC: 100 %, Hydrophytic vegetation: Yes L No_
Basis: A dominance of hvdro~hvtic dants occurs at the observation Doint. Size of wetland was estimated at about 500m2 .

Hydric Soils
Field indicators: Hvdric soils exist based on the ~resence of saturated soils for a period of 7 davs or Zreater duration.

Hydric Soils: Yes X No

Jurisdictional Wetland Determination : Wetland X Nonwetland

Notes:
Artemisia tridentata. Ericameria nauseosa encroaching on edge of wetland. A large water tank exists near lower end of the
srxin~ channel. On 6-18-96. water flowed 170 m down the wash to the old water tank. ‘ = Wetlands indicator status for
plants in reqion 8. Tr = Trace amounts (<1% cover>. OBL = Obligate wetland species. FAC. FACW, FACW+ are all tvu es of
facultative wetland species. FACU = Facultative udand sDecies. NL = not listed in National List of Plants that occur in
Wetlands for Reszion 8.
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Routine Jurisdictional Wetland Determination

Name: PDG. AA Wetland Uniti Rock water tank in cave

Location: Tongue Wash Tank UTM Coordinates Easting: 5-71-360 Northing: 41-13-050

Date 9-10-96

Hydrology

Type Seep Spring Pond Detention basin Stream Natural tank X
Source: Natural X Man-enhanced _ Man-made _ Ephemeral _ Permanent X Temporary _

Date of constructiofleriod of flow: It is unknown if water flows out of the tank durinp anv time.
Dkturbance type (if any) and date: None Inundated:Yes~ No_ .
Depth of standing water 20-25cm ; Saturated: Yes X No_ Depth to saturation O

Other field indicators: A dark watermark on the rocks indicate a me~ious water level that is hither than the Dresent

Atypical situation: Yes NoX” Wetland hydrology: Yes X No_.

Basis: Surface water exists at the obsezn’uoint.

Vegetation List 3 dominant species, percent cover in bold in each vegetation layer (5 fon~ 1 or 2 layers arepresen~
Species -

Trees
1. none
2.
3.
4.
c

Shrubs

-i

Herbs
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.
7.
8.
9.

none

10.

% Cover

Other field indicators: Some masses and annuals exist in a small unsaturated area (2-3 mzl below the cave ouenirw where
water mav seep out or overflow the tank during verv wet vears.
Percentage of species that are OBL, FACW, and/or FAC: O ‘/o; Hydrophytic vegetation: Yes No X

Basis: Hvdrouhvtic verzetation is absent at the observation uoint.

Hydric Soils

Field indicators: Hvdric soils smear to be absent at the observation Doint because water is confined to a bedrock DOOI.No
soil Dits were du~ at this site.

Hydric Soils: Yes No X

Jurisdictional WetIand Determination: Wetland Nonwetland X
Notes:
The water tank measures about l-2m wide bv 3-4m Iorw and occurs in a small natural cave in tuff rock formation. Numerous

petro~hmhs at the site indicate use bv Native Americans. Large numbers of birds were observed enterirw the cave drinking on
9-10-96. a = Wetlands indicator status for dants in rezion 8.
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Routine Jurisdictional Wetland Determination

Name: PDG. JAA Wetland Uniti Cave Pool “

Location: Topomh %mirw UTM Coordinates Easting: 5-65-024 Northing: 40-88-369

Date: 6-20-96

Hydrology

Type: Seep _ Spring X Pond Detention basin stream Mechanically contained

Source Natural ~ Man-enhanced ~ Man-made_ Ephemeral _ Permanent ~ Ternpomry_
Dateof constictiofleriod of flowUnknown
Disturbancetype (if any)anddate:PiDewas installedin the moundbelowthe cavepool andhas flow. Fireburnedthe area
aroundthe spring- dateunknown:Caveooo1wasdu~out to increaseaccessto water.Datesof disturbanceunknown.
Inundated:Yes~ ~o_ Depthof standingwater 15-20Crn;Saturateci:yes ~ ~0— Depthto saturation&
Otherfieldindicators:
Atypicalshuation: Yes NoX; Wetland hydrology: Yes~ No
Basis: Sufiacewaterexistsat the observationDoint.Totalareaof wetland(allhabitatscombined)estimatedat about200m2.
F1OWratemeasuredfroman existim ~iuewasestimatedat 0.140L/rein on Se~tember 91996.

Vegetation List 3 dominant species, ppercent cover in bold in each vegetation layer (5 z~only 1 or 2 layers are preseno
Species Indicator Statu# % Cover

Trees
1. none
2.
.

4.
5.

Shrubs
1. none
2.
3.
4.
5.

Herbs
1. Artemisia ludoviciana FACU 5

2. Bromus diandrus NL 1

3. E~ilobium rlaberrimum FACW 5

4. Mimulus ,zuttatus OBL 10

5. Polv~oyon monsueliensis FACW+ 1

6. Potentilla biennis FAC 2

7. Rumex salicifolius FACW* 15

8. Sisvmbrium altissimum FACU- 1

9. Veronica ana~allis-aauatica 013L 20

10. PseudopnaDhalium stramineum FAC 5

Other field indicators:
Percentage of species that are OBL, FACW, and/or FAC: 100 ‘/o; Hydrophytic vegetation: Yes X NO
Basis: Hvdro~hvtic vegetation is mesent at the observation Doint.

Hydric Soils
Field indicators: Hvdric soils exist based on the presence of saturated soils for a Period of 7 davs or meater duration.

Hydric Soils: Yes X No

Jurisdictional Wetland Determination : Wetland X Nonwetland

Notes:
A Diue was installed into the mound which forms a second shallow pool with vegetation 10 meters downslo~e from the cave
pool. a = Wetland indicator status for dams in region 8. OBL = Obligate wetland sDecies. FAC. FACW. FACW+ are all tvDes
of facultative wetland sDecies. FACU. FACU- are both Facultative udand sDecies. * = a tentative assim ment to this cate~ow
based on limited information for this species. NL = not listed in the National List of Plants that occur in Wetlands for Region 8.
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Routine Jurisdictional Wetland Determination

Name: PDG, lAA Wetland Uni& 2- Meadow/hillside wetland
Location: ToPo~ah Sm-irw UTM Coordinates Easting 5-65-024 Northing 40-88-369
Date: 6-20-96

Hydrology ,. ,!,

Type Seep Spring X Pond Detention basin Stream Mechanically contained,_

Source: Natural & Man-enhanced J Man-rnacle_ Ephemeral _ Permanent ~ Temporary

Date of construction/Period of flow Unknown
Disturbance type (if any) and datti 6x6 ft pit du~ on hillside-~ir)e installed bv man to direct flow to tanks. Dresentlv not
functional Inundated:Yes & No_ Depth of standing water 2-5 cm; Saturated: Yes ~ No_ Depth to saturation &

Other field indicators: Pit du~ out at the top of the hillside meadow (D imensons of ~it = 6x6 R)

Atypical situation: Yes No X.. Wetland hydrology: Yes X No

Basis: Surface water is txesent at the obsexn’lJoint. Water was flowing (not measured) down the sloue of the meadow.

Vegetation 3 dominant species, percent cover in bold in each vegetation layer (5 ifonly 1 or 2 layers arepresemj
Species

Trees
1. none
2.

Shrubs
1. none
2.
3.

Herbs
1. Arrostis exarata var monoleDis
2. “ Artemisia ludoviciana
“3. Bromus diandrus
4. Carex ~raepracilis
5. Castilleia sD.
6. Convza canadensis
7. Eleocharis uarishii
8. E~ilobium daberrimum
9. EriFeron diverpens
10. Juncus balticus
11. Juncus saximontanus
12. Lactuca serriola
13. Mimulus zwtatus
14. Poa secunda
15. Pohmogon monsueliensis
16. Potentilla biennis

Indicator Statu.& % Cover

FACW
FACU
NL
FACW-

FACU
OBL
FACW
NL
FACW
FACW+
FACU
OBL
FACU
FACW+
FAC

17. Pseudognauhalium stramineum FAC

5
10
2
5

2
9
r

L

c

Tr.
2

20
5
2
2

Other field indicators:
Percentage of species that are OBL, FACW, and/or FAC: >50 ‘/o; Hydrophytic vegetation: Yes X NO

Basis: Freauencv method was emdoved at this site: Total percent cover of wetland .mecies summed (63%1 exceeds total cover
bv non-wetland ulant sDecies (41 ‘A). A dominance of hvdro~hvtic sDecies exists at the observation noint-
Hydric Soils:
Field indicators: Hvdric soils exist based on the Presence of surface hvdrolorzv and hvdrouhvtic vegetation.

Hydric Soils: Yes X No

Jurisdictional Wetland Determination : Wetland X Nonwetland

Notes:.
An area of surface inundation near the bottom of the slope was about 6 ft. Iorw bv 3 R. wide. Another inundated sDot near toD

of the slope was 8 tl. wide x 3 fi. long. Saturated soils are about 20 m long bv 3-4 m wide. Soils were dark mev. with little
organic matter and no mottling was detected. Wetland vegetation on the sloped meadow is about 20x 6m in dimensions.
a = Wetlands plant indicator status for region 8. OBL = Oblirzate wetland species. FAC. FACW. FACW+ - are all tv Des of

facukative wetland s~ecies.FACU = Facukative uD]and Plants. NL = not listed in the National List of Plants that occur in
Wetlands for Region 8. n -9
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Routine Jurisdictional Wetland Determination

Name: WKO Wetland Uniti Wash

Location: TuDaDa Seeu UTM Coordinates Easting 5-82-242 Northing: 40-66-431

Date: 11-7-96

Hydrology

Type: Seep & Spring_ Pond Detention basin Stream Mechanically contained

Source Natural J_ Man-enhanced _ Man-made _ Ephemeral > Permanent_ Temporary

Date of mnstructiofleriod of flow: Unknown ueriod of flow.
Disturbance type (if any) and date: None
Inundated:Yes _ NoX Depth of standing water ~, Saturated: Yes_ No~ Depth to saturationUnknown

Other field indicators:
Atypical situation: Yes NoX; Wetland hydrology Yes No X

Basis: No field indicators of surface hvdrolow were detected but the survev was Derformed in a verv drv vear.

Vegetation List 3 dominant species, percent cover in bold in each vegetation layer (5 fonly 1 or 2 layers are presemj
Species Indicator Statusa 0%Cover

Trees
1. none

2.
.

4.
5.

Shrubs
1. Atridex confirtefolia NL 2

2. Salamria mexicana N-L 2

3. Ericameria nauseosa m 2

4.
5.

Herbs
1. Hordeum iubatum
2. Bromus tectorum
3.
4.
5.
6.
7.
8.
9.

FAC+
NL

60
20

Other field indicators:
Percentage of species that are OBL, FACW, andlor FAC: 50 ‘XO;Hydrophytic vegetation: Yes_ No X
Basis: Onlv a weak indication of dominance of hvdroDhvtic vegetation was shown at the observation Doint.

Hydric Soils
Field indicators: No indicators of hvdric soils were detected at the observation uoint.

Hydric Soils: Yes No X

Jurisdictional Wetland Determination : Wetland Nonwetland X

Notes:
Large unidentified comoosite - toothed leaves 4-5 ft. high. Animal use - covote scats - raven flew over on survev date.

‘ Wetland indicator status for nlants in region 8. FAC+ = Facultative wetland species. NL= not listed in National List of
Plants that occur in Wetlands for Rezion 8.
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Routine Jurisdictional Wetland Determination

Name: PDG Wetland Uniti Piue outtlow Pool

Location: Tub Surin~ UTM Coordinates Easting: 5-84-913 Northing 41-21-790
Date 6-24-96

Hydrology ,.

Type: Seep_ Spring ~ Pond Detention basin Stream Mechanically contained

Source Natural _ Man-enhanced & Man-made & Ephemeral _ Permanent ~ Temporary

Date of construction/Period of flow A tunnel was dug into hillside to increase access to water. Date of excavation unknown.
Metal ~ioes were installed to direct water to a metal tank 60m downslo~e in the wash. Maintenance of a closuzed Diue was
performed in 1975 to increase flow. The metal Pipe was observed disconnected in 1988 and the tank was drv at this time.
Disturbance type (if any) and date: Water drim f rom a broken ~iDe that comes from the tunnel ~ool to a gallon tin can which

was emrdaced into the ground after 1992. Water overflows the can and wets a small area on the mound. A flow rate of 0.06
L/rein was measured from an existing uiue on Ser)tember 10.1996.
Inundated:Yes~ No_ Depth of standing water 8“ in can; Saturated: Yes J_ No_ Depth to =~tionunknown

Other field indicators: Depth of water on soil was anmoximateIv 1 inch (2-3cml covering about lm2 surface area.
Atypical situation: Yes _ NoX. Wetland hydrology: Yes x No_

Basis: Tunnel that was excavated bv man~w~ter about lfi deem and a Di~e carries water about 60m down a dry wash to a
shallow surface nool.

Vegetation List 3 dominant species, percent cover in bold in each vegetation Iqver (5 ifonly 1 or 2 layers arepresenij
Species

Trees
1. none
2.
3.

4.
5.

Shrubs
1. Rhus trilobata
.

4.
5.

Herbs
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.
7.
8;
9.

unidentified grass

Indicator Statu#

m

% Cover

10

2

Other field indicators: Tunnel excavation mav have altered water availability at the orhzinal surinz site imoactin~ anv
hvdro~hvtic vegetation wesent. A rockslide occurred in 1975 that mav have impacted original surimz site.
Percentage of species that are OBL, FACW, andlor FAC. O O/O; Hydrophytic vegetation: Yes No X
Basis: No hvdrouhvtic vegetation was present at the observation point.

Hydric Soils:
Field indicators: Hvdric soils are uresent in the cave based on Dresence of saturated soils for zreater than 7 davs duration.

Hydric Soils: Yes X No

Jurisdictional Wetland Determination : Wetland Nonwetland X

Notes: g Wetland indicator status for tdants in region 8. NI = Insuffi cient information to determine wetland status in rerzion 8.
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Routine Jurisdictional Wetland Determination

Name WKO Wetland Unit: Wash

Location: Tu!JaDa See~ UTM Coordinates Easting: 5-82-242 Northing. 40-66-431

Date: 11-7-96

Hydrology

Type: Seep X Spring_ Pond Detention basin Stream Mechanically contained

Source: Natural X Man-enhanced _ Man-made _ Ephemeral Z Permanent_ Temporary

Date of construction/Period of flow Unknown ueriod of flow.
Disturbance type (if any) and date None
InundatedYes _ No~ Depth of strmding water J, Saturated: Yes _ No~ Depth to saturationUnknown

Other field indicators:
Atypical situation: Yes No X;. Wetland hydrology: Yes No X

Basis: No field indicators of surface hvdrolo w were detected but the survev was ~erforrned in a verv drv vear.

Vegetation List 3 dominant species, percent cover in bold in each vegetation layer (5 if only 1 or 2 layers are present)
Species Indicator Statu# ‘A Cover

Trees
1. none
2.
3.
4.
5.

Shrubs
1. AtriAz confirtefolia NL 2

2. Salazaria mexicana NL 2

3. Ericameria nauseosa N-L 2

4. “
5.

Herbs
1. Hordeum iubatum
2. Bromus tectorum
3.
4.
5.
6.
7.
8.
9.
10.

FAC-I-
NL 20

Other field indicators:
Percentage of species that are OBL, FACW, and/or FAC: 50 Yo; Hydrolytic vegetation: yes — No X
Basis: Onlv a weak indication of dominance of hvdrophvtic vegetation was shown at the observation uoint.

Hydnc Soils
Field indicators: No indicators of hvdric soils were detected at the observation ~oint.

Hydric Soils: Yes No X

Jurisdictional Wetland Determination : Wetland_ Nonwetland X

Notes:
Larsze unidentified composite - toothed leaves 4-5 ft. hi~h. Animal use - covote scats - raven flew over on survev date.

a Wetland indicator status for cdants in region 8. FAC+ = Facultative wetland suecies. NL= not listed in national list of Dlants
that occur in wetlands for resion 8.
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Routine Jurisdictional Wetland Determination

Name PDG. WKO. Wetland Unit Wash slope

Location: Twin Stmirws UTM Coordinates Easting 5-55-484 NortMng _40-89-984
Date: 12-19-96

Hydrology

Type: Seep _ Spring X Pond._ Detention basin stream Mechanically contained
Source: Natural ~ Man-enhanced _ Man-made _ Ephemeral _ Permanent L Temporary _
Date of construction/Period of flow: Unknown
Disturbance type (if any) and date: Tunnel was dug into hillside 15-1 8m by man. A cave-in has occurred. NO water visible
in cave, but soils are saturated. Tailings excavated from cave form a terrace on hillsidewith stone structure/foundation on it.

Inundated:Yes X No_ Depth of stiding water 10 cm ; Saturated Yes X No_ Depth to saturation O

Other field indicators: Outside pool of water exists below a rock ledge.

Atypical situation: Yes _ NoX; Wetland hydrology: Yes X No

Basis: Surface water occurs at the observation uoint.

Vegetation List 3 dominant species,% cover in bold in each vegetation layer (5 ifonly 1 or 2 L.yers arepresen~

Species Indicator Statusf’ 0%Cover

Trees
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.

none

Shrubs
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.

Herbs

1.
2.
3’.
4.
5.
6.
7.
8.
9.

PolvDopon mon.weliensis
Rumex sa!icifolius
Tv~ha domin~ensis

FACW+
FACW* 5

OBL 90

Percentage of species that are OBL, FACW, ardor FAC: 100 %; Hydrophytic vegetation: Yes X No
Basis: The observation uoint has a dominance of hvdrouhvtic vegetation. Size of the wetland estimated at about 2=

Hydric Soils

Field indicators: Hvdric soils exist based on the presence of saturated soils for a Deriod of 7 or more davs duration.

Hydnc Soils: Yes X NO

Jurisdictional Wetland Determination: Wetland X Nonwetland

Notes:
Artemesia dracunculus (NL). A ludoviciana (Facuj. and Rhus trilobata (Nil occur on the edges of the wetland habitat. R.
tri[obata occupied about 50 ‘/0 of the wetland edge area. ‘ Wetland indicator status for dants in re~ion S. OBL = Obligate
wetland sDecies. FACW+ = a facultative wetland species. FACW* refers to a tentative assimment of this .sDecies to a
facultative wetland catezorv based on limited information in region 8. Tr = trace amounts (< 1 Y. cover>.
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Routine Jurisdictional Wetland Determination

Name: PDG, DJH. JAA Wetland Uniti 1- Umer stretch of s~rin~ channel

Location Whiterock Surirw UTM Coordinates Easting 5-77-015 Northing: 41-17-396
Date 6-18-96

Hydrology

Type Seep _ Spring X Pond_ Detention basin Stream Mechanically contained
Source Natural ~ Man-enhanced X Man-made _ Ephemeral _ Permanent= Temporary
Date of constructiofleriod of flow: Flow ~au~e box has water directed to it through PVC Diues fi-om two tunnels (adits)
excavated by man. Unknown date of tunnel excavations.
Disturbance type (if any) and date: A cement retaining wall (3-4 “hi~h) was constructed at the entrance to the east cave
with a Dipe for drainage to the outside. Date of construction unknown. InundaterkYes& No_

Depth of standing water 8- I Ocm in Caves; Saturated: Yes ~ No_ Depth to saturation 18 inches

Other field indicators: A broken Pipe from the east cave aIlows water to forma small shallow (1” deep) POO1outside the

cave entrance. Flow rate from both caves combined was estimated to be about 1.9 L/rein on SeDtember 3.1996.
Atypical situation: Yes NoX; Wetland hydrology: Yes X No_.

Basis: Surface water occurs at the observation ~oint. Gravellv soils allow auick drainage of sm-irw flow to subsurface
levels of the soil stratum.

Vegetation List 3 dominant species, percent cover in bold in each vegetation layer (5 z~only 1 or 2 layers are presen~
Specie-s Indicator Status” % Cover

Trem
1. none
2.
3.
4.

Shrubs
1. Sali.x eximza FACW 80
2.
-1

4.

Herbs
1. Potentilla biennis
2. Rumex salicifolius
3.
4.

5.
6.
7.
8.

FAC Tr.
FACW* 5

Other field indicators:
Percentage of species that are OBL, FACW, and/or FAC: 100 Vo; Hydrophytic vegetation: Yes L No_
Basis: A dominance of hvdroDhvtic veszetation occurs at the observation point.

Hydric Soils
Field indicators: Hvdric soils exist based on the presence of saturated soils for 7 davs or longer duration at the observation
m

Hydric Soils: Yes X No

Jurisdictional Wetland Determination : Wetland X Nonwetland

Notes:
Salk exigua stand measures about 70m bv 20-30 m across. Artemisia ludoviciana and Ericameria nauseosa are
encroaching on the edge of the delineated area. Limited surface watex Salix shrubs z 10 ft. high (3m) - Rhus trilobata is
possiblv smead bv birds. Willow trees Provide considerable cover for birds and wildlife.’ Wetland indicator status for iiants
in region 8. FACW= Facultative wetland species. FAC = Facultative wetland soecies. * refers to a tentative assi~nment to a

Cate!zorv based on limited information in region 8. Tr = Trac~am cmnts (<l 0/0 cover).
B-25



Routine Jurisdictional Wetland Determination

Name: PDG. DJH. JAA Wetland Unit 2- Lower stretch of smirw channel

Location: Whiterock Srmintz UTM Coordinates Easting 5-77-015 NortMng:. 41-17-396

Date: 6-18-96

Hydrology

Type Seep _ Spring x Pond_ Detention basin stream Mechanically contained

Source: Natural & Man-enhanced _ Man-made_ Ephemeral _ Permanent X Temporary

Date of construction/Period of flow: Unknown
Disturbance type (if any) and date Old remnants of livestock corral uresent in lower section of the wash - Broken down
Inundated:Yes _ No~ Depth of standing water w Saturated: Yes_ NoK Depth to saturation unknown

Other field indicators: Dried algae in stream channelhools - rocky soil - very few fines.

Atypical situation: Yes NoX; Wetland hydrology Yes X No_
Basis: Evidence of sutiace hydrolo w exists at the observation uoint.

Vegetation List 3 dominant species, percent cover in bold in each vegetation layer (5 ~onZy 1 or 2 hyers arepresen~
Species Indicator Status”

Trees

% Cover

1. none

2.
3.
4.
5.

Shrubs
1. none
2.
3.
4.
5.

Herbs
1. Artemisia ludoviciana
2. Juncus balticus
3. Linum lewisii
4. Potentilla biennis
5. Rumex salicifo[ius
6. Suorobohzs airoides.
7.
8.
9.

FACU
FACW
NL

FAC
FACW*

FAC-

2

Tr.
.

Other field indicators:
Percentage of species that are OBL, FACW, andor FAC. 100 %, Hydrophytic vegetation: Yes L No_
Basis: A dominance of hydro~hytic vegetation occurs at the observation uoint. Total area of wetland (uDDer and lower
stretches of the habitat combined) was estimated to be about 1800m2.

Hydric Soils:
Field Indicators: Hvdric soils exist based on the presence of saturated soils for meater than 7 davs at the observation point.

Hydric Soils: Yes X No

Jurisdictional Wetland Determination : Wetland X Nonwetland

Notes:
Ericameria nauseosa is encroachirw on the edge of the wash. Surface area of Juncus balticus measures about 70m bv 3m.
Pools in lower section of the wash have dried algae on rocks. This site was wet. inundated in the lower reaches earlier this Year.
~Wetland indicator status for ~lants in region 8. FAC. FACW. are both facultative wetland species. FACU =Facultative
utdand species. * refers to a tentative assignment of a suecies to a cate~orv based on limited information in rerzion 8. Tr =
Trace amounts (< 1?4. cover). NL= not listed in National List of Pla nts that occur in Wetlands for Region 8.
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Routine Jurisdictional Wetland Determination

Name Yellow Rock Springs
Location: PDG.WKO
Date 12-19-96

Hydrology

Wetland Uniti Rocky Wash

UTM Coordinates Easting: 555-979 Northing: 4-091-944

Type: Seep _ Spring X Pond Detention basin stream Mechanically contained
Source: Natural X Man-enhanced _ Man-made_ Ephemeral X Permanent_ Temporary

Date of constructionlperiod of flow None I Unknown season of flow
Disturbance type (if any) and date: None Inundated:Yes~ No_

Depth of standing water 2-30cm ; Saturated: Yes& No_ Depth to saturation O

Other field indicators: Water seem out of the tuff in several locations. Three separate channels have water flow.

Atypical situation: Yes NoX; Wetland hydrology: Yes X No

Basis: Pools of water were frozen over at time of survev. Flow was uresent. but was not measured.

Vegetation List 3 dominant species, percent cover in bold in each vegetation layer (5 ifonly 1 or 2 layers are presen~
Species Indicator Statu.# ‘A Cover

Trees

L.

3.
4.
5.

Shrubs
1. Rhus trilobata NI 60
2.
3.
4.
5.

Herbs
1. Bromus tectorum NL 10
2.
3.
4.
5..
6.
-1

8.
9.
10.

Other field indicators:
Percentage of species that are OBL, FACW, and/or FAC: O %, Hydrophytic vegetation: Yes No X
Basis: HvdroDhvtic vegetation was absent ilom the observation uoint.

Hydric Soils

Field indicators: Hvdric soils appear to exist based on the Dresence of saturated soils for a Deriod of 7 days or meater duration.

Hydric Soils: Yes X No

Jurisdictional Wetland Determination : Wetland Nonwetland X

Notes:
Water flows in three washes for about 40-60m Ienmh. Inundated pools exist with some shallow gravellv soils. a Wetlands

indicator status for plants in region 8. NL = not listed in the National List of Plantk that occur in Wetlands for Region 8. NI =
insufficient information to classifi dants acordin~ to wetlands status.
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Routine Jurisdictional Wetland Determination

Name: PDG. DJH Wetland Uniti Plava Pond

Location: Yucca Plava Pond UTM Coordinates l%sting: 584-805 Northing 40-90-584

Date 1-7-97

Hydrology

Type: Seep _ Spriny Pond X Detention basin Stream Mechanically contained

Source: Natural X Man-enhanced _ Man-made_ Ephemeral X Permanent_ Temporary _
Date of constructionlperiod of flow: None\ unknown
Disturbance type (if any) and date: None Inundated:Yes~ No_

Depth of standing water >100cm ; Saturated: Yes& No_ Depth to saturation surface

Other field indicators:
Atypical situation: Yes NoX; Wetland hydrology: Yes X No_

Basis: Surface water is mesent at the observation point.

Vegetation List 3 dominant species, percent cover in bold in each vegetation layer (5 z~only 1 or 2 layers are presen~
Species Indicator Stfztu< % Cover

Trees
1. Tamarix ramosissima FACW 5

2.
3.
4.
5.

Shrubs
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.

Herbs
1. Twha domin~ensis OBL

2.
3.
4.
5.
6.
7.
8.
9.
10.

Tr.

Other field indicators About 50 Tamarti trees exist at the water source.
Percentage of species that are OBL, FACW, and/or FAC: 100 %; Hydrophytic vegetation: Yes X No

Basis: A dominance of hvdro~hvtic ~lants occurs at the observation point. The wetland area was estimated to be about
3400m2. includinrz the area of dants and an eaual area of rootirw zone.

Hydric Soils

Field indicators: Hvdric soils exist based on’the tx-esence of saturated soils for a ueriod of 7 davs or m-eater duration.

Hydnc Soils: Yes X No

Jurisdictional Wetland Determination: Wetland X Nonwetland

Notes:
Soils at the observation site have high silt content. The Pond was frozen over at the time of the survev. a Wetland indicator

status for Plants in reqion 8. Tr. = trace amounts (<10/0absolute cover). FACW = Faculative wetland suecies. OBL = Obligate
wetland s~ecies.
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APPENDIX C

LIST OF ALGAE AND ALGAE-LIKE SPECIES
IDENTIFIED FROM SPRINGS ON THE NEVADA TEST SITE
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Appendix C. List of algae and algae-like species identified from springs on the NTS.

Ghrysophyta (Golden Algae, Diatoms) I
Achnanthes eximia I x x

xAchnanthes lanceolata 1X1X1 lx
Achnanthes minutissima 1X1 I I
Achnanthes smonica [x x
Amphora submontane

Asterionellaformosa x
Denticula elegans

EDithemia adnata var. moboscidea

x
x

x

E~ithemia sorex 1111

Frazilaria stx I I I lx
Fragilaria construers

Gomphonemaparvulum x x x
Hantzschia srL

x
x
x

A 1 , I I

Melosira wanulata x I

Meridian circulare I Ixl I -H-Navicula cryptocephala lx I
Navicula cuspidata var. ambigua X[ I
Navicula Iaevissima

Navicula minima xl 1$
Na-vicula rhvnchoceuhala var. amuhiceras 1111
Nitzschia sp. 1X1X XIX
Nitzschia amphibia

Nitzschia wacilis l-x

1X1 x
x

,,
I

xNitzschia linearis Ixll
, ~–

..,, INitzschiapalea ix [ x
Nitzschia hyblionella

Pinnularia sp.

Pinnularia abauiensis var. subundulata

x
x

Pinnu[aria viridis var. minor lx -[
Stauroneis anceps lx
Stephanodiscus niagarae x
Surirella ovalis x 1

,. I

=

x x
! 1 I 1

Vaucheria sm. x i

Sources: Shields and DroueL 1962; Taylor and Giles, 1979
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Appendix C. List of algae and algae-like species identified from springs on the NTS.

Scientific Name

Chlorophyta (Green Algae)

Ankistrodesmus fa[catus

Bulbochaete SD.

x

x
-

x

Chara SD.

ChlamYdomonas SD. x

x

x

Chlorella vuigaris

Closterium turgidum

Cosmarium s~.

I

I

I

x
Franceia a+oescheri

Haematococcus lacustris

A4icrothamnion kuetzingianum

Oedogonium sp.

Oocvstis borpei

x
x

x
x

x

xl
x x

x

=-t-
Oocvstis crassa

-i-Pandorina morum

Protoderma viride

Scenedesmus acutus

x
Scenedesmus biiupa

Suiro2vra iuer~ensii I

Stigeoclonium slx x

x

x
x
x

x

x
x

27

x
Ulothrix sp. xi

I

ICyanobacteria (formerly known as blue-green algae)

Amphithrk janthina

Calothti SD.

I

d
+

x
xLwrzbva SD.

Noduiaria suhaerocarus

Nostoc enthophytum

Oscillatoria brevis

Oscillatoria s~.

I

xx

x

Phormidium autumnale

Phormidium SP. x
Phormidium tenue

P1ectonema borvanum

14 19 3Total Number of Snecies 7 10 6 19

Sources: Shields and DroueJ 1962; Taylor and Giles, 1979
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APPENDIX D

LIST OF ANIMALS DOCUMENTED TO OCCUR AT
NTS WETLANDS AND THEIR SEASON OF USE
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Appendix D. Listofanimals doculncrltcd tooccllr at NTS\vctlallds.
Tllcscason illlvllicl] aninlals wcrcobscwed arcslloJw: F=fall, Sp=sprill~, S=sulnrllcr, Wwitltcr, YVcarround, X=tilnc ofycarul)spccificd
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Whhc-crowledsparro\v Zoaolrichio Imtcoplays

White-throalcdswin
..—

_. AeromnWs sarakrlis
Wilson’swmblcr Wilsoftiflpmiikr —

Wood duck Aix spoasa

YCIIOVJwarbler Dcmfroica petechia

Yellow-headed blackbird Xmtlhoccphdas xmllhocephahm

Yellow-rumpcdwarbler Dettrlroica coroaala

Reptilas

Deserthorned lizard Phiyaosoam pkrlyrltitios

Desert spiny lizard _ Sceloporas magisler
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Desert tortoise Gopheras agassizii

Long-nosed stroke Rhittocheihts lecoalei

Side-blotchedlizard Utflslmlsfrf:rimm

Sidev+irrder Crolrrlwcermles
Wcstcm fcncc lirard - Sceloponm occi(iettlolis

Western wbiplail Cflemiriopllonis Iigris

,Zcbm-tailed lisard Crrllismmrmdmcofloiries —.
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Invcrtebraka

Ant lNeivmayrme.rminor
— .—

1
T
T
T
-i-
T
-i--
-i--
T
-i-

1
1

-i--
-i-—

7
x
-x-
x——
x——
x $

————————————
Bkmk-homedtree mickct Occawhos t]igricontis

California tree cricket Oecmtlhascoliformicas

Dcsml long-l~mcd grassboppcr Tmtoocerrtskocbelci

Field cricket _ Ache!oasslmilis

—— — — —

—
— —

Ground nrantid It,iluaetttrio mitlor

.Iong-bomcdgmsshcppcr lCopttobo/esJidigittosas 4-
——.———

*

——
x——
x——
x
x
x——
x
x——
x —

—
—
.—— — —

Maalid Sfagmomaafis ca/iJamicas

Pallid+vbrgcdgrasshopper Vimcralrapis palliriipeaai.r

Scarab beetle Pnmcolalpa gmtlicallis

— —
—

—

—
—

—

—
.
—
—

—

—
—
—
— T———— —

—
—
—
—

—
—
—
—
—

short-hornedgrassboppcr Aeoloplides mittor I
shorr-bomcdgrasshopper Acaloplides Ietmipeaais
short-homed grassboppcr Amphilorram caloradas

short-bomcd gmsshoppcr Eremiocris pallida

—
—
—
— 1

—— —

SourcesAllrcdct al., 1963;Hay\vardcl al., 1963;JorgensenandHaywood,1965;CmlcUcr,1979;RomneyandGregcr,1992;GregerandRomrrey,1994a,kBN, 1996 and Bechtel Nevada unpublished field records, 1974-1997.
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