- Federal Lands Biﬂ

| “Summary Proposed Management
November B, 2006

Parcel No. 35
Parcel Tjrpe:'_' Range

Treatment Level

‘Tier2 No. Acres

~ Tier3 No. Acres

" Totals: o

Strategy: .

land -'isolated

Cost per Acre

x $42

2007 x$545

x 51,740

DRAFT

 Interfice X

Total Nurnber of Acres EG.{}T. '

Table 6

i

$10.938.25

$

$ 10.938.15.

Non-Interface

Annual Budget Annual Bud‘gﬁet :
Cost Per Acre - Cost Estimate -

42
$143.  szRT0.

$261

o870 0

* Maintain entite parcel at tier 2 due to its location within developed single family dwellings and cast west

: develuned.mad.




" FederalLandsBil ND A ra
- Summary Proposed Management DRAFT o
- Nevember 8, 2006 ' Ll

.Paﬁfﬁl No._36 _Total Number of Acres _12.38 Interface X -
' . Non-Interface

Parcel Type: Range land - isolated o  Table 6 |

R P U - : ._'Annﬁa'lBudget. © Awnual Budget
Treatment Level Cost per Acre - Cost Per Acre - Cost Estimate -

Tier1 No. Acres - oo xS = s R

Tier2 No.Acres 1238  x$545 = 8674710 S143 L7000

i

o

[

-

P

=
I

Tier3 No. Acres $ §261

Totals: . _12.38 o $emaTi0 . 81770

Strategy: -

: Mé&iﬁtﬁin-mﬁre parcel at level 2 due to s location within an urban-déveinned'ama'. .




 Summary Proposed Management i '.
' - November 8,2006 " '  DQAFT

Parcel No. _ 37 . - Total Number of Acres_2326 . Interface X
: o o _ Non-Interface = -

Parcel Type: Range land - isolated Table 6

Annual Budget ' Annual Budget

= Tr-éai‘ﬁient Level . Cost p er Acre | . Cost Per Acre Cost Estimate -

$209°

Tier1 No.Acres _497_  x $42 = $20874

s42
Ti-er'i_ No. Acres' 337 x’$545 = $i§§;i§.§_ : $143 _ 'ﬁ. 1..,3.37.-—*_'. .

Totals: = 834 $204539 . S2.046

_ 'S’Eréteg}f:'- -

' Maintain east interface at level 2, and remainder at level 1.

Level 2 area = 1.200 ft. x 150 ft. = 180,000 sq. fl, /53,460 = 3.37 acres.

Level 1= 2326 - 3.37 — 19.89 x 25% = 4.97 acres.




. - Federal Lands Bill |
-~ Summary Proposed Management
November 8, 2006

ParcelNo._ 39 Total Number of Acres_ 1569 - TInterfice X
. o _ o ‘Non-Interface -
' _'_Paifcei.?jrpé:' Rangé land contiguous to open space - Table 5
SRETRIURE S _ o : © . Anpual Budget - _ﬁﬁnﬁaﬁﬁﬂdgeﬁ -
- Treatment Level - - - Cost per Acre - Cost Per Acre - Cost Estimate

Tierl No.Acres = _____ x$46 = $_ $46

Tier2 No.Acres 1569 _ x$646 = $1013574 . S$I36 - $2034
Tier3 No.Acres _oxS$LE91 = S $208

CTotals 1569 $1013574 | o s2134

' :Str'atégy:_ - _.

: Ma:iﬁtain_émil_’e warcel at level 2 due to its interface location. Due to veretation, and Pinion Pines some
level of Tier 3 mav be also needed,

These parcels are recommended lo remain with BLM ownershin.




..... Federal Lands Bill |
~ Summary Proposed Management
November 8, 2006

- _ Paﬁ_:él No._ 40 - Total Number of Acres_ 868.39 - Interface X |
- L : R Mon-Interface

Parcel 'Typé_: ~Range lanid contiguous to open space . Table 5

T : _ : '-Ahnua'lBﬁdget 5
TreatmentLevel -~ Costper Acre . Cost Per Acre -

DRAFT

Annual Budget
Cost Estimate’

Tier| No.Acres 20548  x$46 = $945208  S46

It

| Tier2 No. Acres 4649 _ x $646 $30.03254 - $136

. Tier3 No. Actes e x$1691 = % L $.2'F.C'8 o

CTotals: 25197 §39.484.62

_ .Stratagv - -
- This is the SSR. Maintain 13 500 fi. of road frontage at Iex el 2' a

$9450
$6.323

S15.775

Mamtam 25% nf non treated acres at tier 1, approximately 205 acres.

' We' currenﬂ}: expend a;ggmmmatelv 5,000 in the haying area.

BLM esﬁmates a $100.,000 expenditure per vear for the Ranch operation.




__ * Federal Lands Bill |
- Summary Propesed Management

November 8,2006 DRAFT
Parcel No. 41 Total Number of Actes 2.437.40 mterface X - o
R _ _ Mon-Interface

 Parcel Type: Range land contiguous to open space  Table 5
TR N IR Annual Budget ~ Annual Budget L
TreatmentLevel - CostperAcre Cost Per Acre - Cost Estimate -

Tierl No.Acres = 590 x$46 = $27.140.00 $46 - $27.140 -

]

| Tier2 No.Acres 7748 . x $646 $5005208 - S136  $10537
Tier3 No. Acres xSL691 = $__ 8208 -

. Totals: . 66748 $77.19208 o syer

- Strategy: - )

' Prison Hill. Maintain 22.500 1. of interface x 150fL. = 3.375.000 sa. ft. or 77.48 acres at level 2.

- Maintain 25% of non treated acres at level 1 approximately 589,98 acres.




Sli'mmary Proposed Management
November 8, 2006 -

Parce-l'No;-- .4-3 - Total Number of Acres_ 24 _ 'Int'erface- -
: - ' Non-Interface X
- Parcel Type: Range land C:D'nt.igu{}us to open space  Table 5

. _ S : _ _ Annual Budget- Annual Budget -
Treatment Level Cost per Acre . Cost Per Acre . Cost Estimate

 Tierl No.Acres 471 x$46 = $21655 846 521655

I

Tier 2 No. Acres 517 x$646 $3.336.78 | . s8136 o m AR
. Tier3 No.Acres _ xS$L691 = $___ o os08
Totals: - e $355333 o soess
- L _  Roundupto$L000

o H"'roximat'elif'i 500 feet of 1S, Hichway 50 frontage to 'hﬂ.maiﬂtained at T
-~ 1,500 feet % 150 feet = $225.000 sguare feet or 5.17 acres.

ier 2 and calculated to be

Maintam 25% of non-treated area at Tier 1, calculated at 4.71 acres.




Federal Lands Bill -
~ Summary Proposed Management
November 8, 20006

- Parcel No. .. Borda Meadow  Total Number of Acres - 400 Interface X
o o © Non-Interface

© Parcel _Tﬁ:-e':‘ : _Range land contiguous to open space Table 5

- Annual Budget - Annual B'udget.:-'

Treatment Level o - Cost per Acre ' o  Cost Per Acre - Cost Estimate -
Tier ' No. Acres 88 x846 = '$_4.,048 - S o846 S4.048
Tier2 No Acres ~_4821  x$646 = $ 31144 C$136. o _$6557
Tier3 No.Acres _____ x$1,691 = S $208

. Totalss 1% §35192 . _$10605

B :Sirategj,f: - R

* Parcel containg Kings Canyon Road (6,500 feet) and a deéiﬁhﬁt’éd motbrizecﬁltra'il approximately 5 000

feet in length including the mterface area to the est (2,500 feet) to be treated at Tier 2. Therefore, 48
acres are to be treated al Tier 2,

Treat 25% (':'rf rem&inder a=t T'aer -1. al:mmximatﬂlv 58 acres.

Kings Canyon Road _6.500 foct

+ Motorized Trail 5,000 feet

SEIRRIE _+ Interface . 2.500 feet

= 14.000 feet _x 150 feet = 2,100,000 square feet = 43.560 = 48.21 acres _




| * Federal Lands Bill S CTn T
‘Summary Proposed Management o
November 8, 2006 D& S SRR
' Parcel'Nﬁ.:-'_dﬂu-..” Total Number of Acres _81.76 ' Tuterface X B .. ’
- . Non-Interface '

- Parcel Type:  Range land contigiious to open space Table 5
L B TR A'n.n‘ual' Buﬁget Annual B-’udget-.:
Treatment Level  ~ Cost per Acre - Cost Per Acre -~ Cost Estimate

Tier 1 No.Acres 195 xS$46 = $_897 $46 $ 897

Tier2 No.Acres _39  x$646 = $ 2517 813 850

Tier 3 No.Acres _xSLeOt = §_ S208

Totals: . . 234 - $341600 - R 31 B

. Thf:re are no developed access routes
- Parcel containg approximatély 1,125 feet of interface, to be treated for 150 ieet in width,
1,125 feet x 150 = 168,750 square feet or 3.87 acres.
Treat 25% of non-treated area, 77.89 x 25% - 19,3 acres.




Federal Lands Bill _
. Summary Proposed Management

- November 8, 2006 | DRAFT

: Pafcel'.Nb._ 47 Total Number of Actés ~ 79.94 " Interface X

Non-Interface

- Pafcei Type : Raﬁge land contiguous to hpf‘:’n space Tabled - ...

- Annual Budget. | Annuﬁl.ﬂuﬁgef..f

_Treatment Level ; - Cost per Acre - | - CostPer Aere  Cost Estimate-

'Tleu No Acres 1611 x$46 = $ 74106 8§46 L $741.06

| Tiﬁfz'”“&'ﬂﬂ'fﬂs 155 x$646 = $1001033 . 8136 . . $2108

Tier3 No: Acres Cx$1691 = S 5208

Totalss . 3L6l - $1035139 5284906

Strateg‘r

o _Parccl cﬂntalns mtf:rface frontaﬂe on three mdes to be treated at T;er 2 The mterface area is calculateii
at 1,500 feet x3 = 4,500 feet x 150 feet = 675.000 square feet + 43.560 = 15.50 acres. Maintain 2.‘)% of

non-treated arf:a at Tier 1, calculated at 16.1 Lacres.




| Federal Lands Bill o e -
- Summary Proposed Management R RN S
November 8, 2006 o Dg? S
“Parcel No._ 48 Total Number of Actes _79.2 o IterfaceX ,
i Noo-Interface R

o ?3&06_"1 Type: Ran_ge land contiguous to open space Table 5

Annual Bi‘ld’g'et - Annual Bu'dget. O

Trew——afm—emlevel o _. ' Cost per_Acre . . CostPer Acre . Cost ETStimf_‘.te _ .
Tier1 No Acres 1464 x8$46 = $214.26 846 | $2’1.4.2'6
Tier 2 ;_ﬂo-.':Acéres _2068  x$646 = $13.346 o s136 5280076
‘Tfer 3 : Nﬂ_.ﬁcres """ x$1,691 = S o $208 -

Totalss - _35300 $.13.560.26 o $30040

Stmtf:g}' S .
Maintain 25% of non- treated arca at Tier 1, calculated at 14, 64 acres.

Parcel contams 3,000 feet of interface on the west side, plus 1,500 feet on the north and soutil fﬂr a tﬂt&l
of 5,000 feet x 150 = 900,000 square feet + 43.560 = 20.66 acres. -




Federal Lands Bill
‘Summary Proposed Wianagement R
November 8, 2006 . D@ SRR
: .Part:aiﬂd;w_ﬁ_-__'_._ Total Nuﬁiber of Acres 439 Tnterface X r
R :  Non-Interface
- Parcel Type: Range 1ﬁnd contiguous to open spaée Table 5 | R

L S IETRTR _ Annual Budget -AnﬁnaiBﬁdget_
Treatment Level  Costper Acre Cost Per Acre ~ Cost Estimate -

Tier 1 No. Acres % $46 = § 546

Tier2 No.Acres 439 x $646 $2.835.94 $136 $597.04

Tier3 No. Acres Coxslesl =5 . $08

TP T o . ~ Roundupto:
Totals: . $283594 .. 81000

- Strategy: -. B

' Due tt-'i:ts location within the interface, treat entire parcel at Tier 2.
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4 0 MANAGEMENT COSTS

-]n the event that Carson City acquires 2,283 acres through the Public Lands B, acidltaona g
- costs will be necessary to manage these lands for maintenance of the open space, watershed

protection, wildlife habitat, and other values that the lands currently provide. Lands managed

- for open space, parks, and recreation purposes will require higher levels of management than
“those designated for economic development purposes. Between 381 and 668 acres of the.

2,283 acres are proposed for economic development and public purposes, leaving 1,600 to
1,800 acres for open space, parks, and recreation. MNatural resource management costs are

‘expected to increase on these lands including fire suppression, fuels management, and weed

- management. Other expected increases in costs will include the installation costs of any

- developed recreation improvements such as roads, trails, parking lois, bathroom facilities, ~ R
- shooting facilities, playgrounds, etc. The costs for recreation development and maintenance are
not included in this report, because Carson City currently provides these services and already

- “has an understanding of potential future expenditures. Instead, subsequent. sections will

-provide information regarding projected increases in costs for, fuels management, and weed »
control associated with the proposed acreage acquisitions.

4 1 Fuels Reducﬂon -

Many of the {ands Carson City may acquire for open space parks, and recreatmn are wsthm the -
“wildland-urban interface. These lands will require a higher level of fuel reduction and vegetation

maintenance than those parcels that are greater than one-half mile from urban developments

“and private property. Carson City has the unique opportunity through this Lands Bill toown and -
manage a large percentage of their wildand-urban interface (WUY). This transfer of ownership -
~would allow Carson City to conduct fuels management operations in a time-efficient manner by

- reducing the level of NEPA analysis and cultural clearances :::urrently required for federally
administered projects.

Fuels reduction will be necessary annually on Carson City lands; however most of the parce1s_
- will only require maintenance every three to eight years, depending upon growing conditions,

E Types of fuels treatments Carson City may employ include treatments such as livestock grazing,

.Carson City Pubiic Lands Bills — Addendurn 2

.mowing, hand thinning, brush removal, herbicide, and seeding. Most parcels along the

wildland-urban interface will require a greater degree of fuels reduction {i.e. firebreaks and

~ fuelbreaks) than other parcels not adjacent to structures. Parcels 5, 8, 9, 16-18, 20, 26, 28, 30,
33, 35-37, and 39 will likely require more intensive fuels reduction treatments than the other -

parcels considered for open space, parks, and recreation. The lotal acreage of these parcels is '
1, 3?3 acres. , _

411 Mowmg and‘ Mastication

The Carson City Fire Department contracted out brush and grass mowing treatments in man:.r '

WU areas of Carson City between 2001 and 2004. The grant program that the work was
- completed under is no longer in effect. A tree and shrub mastication project was completed by -
BLM in 2004 in Brunswick Canyon. Mastication costs for that project were $150.00 per acre, .
hawever pinyon and juniper mastication can run as high as $800.00 per acre. Brush mowing -
ireatments are estimated to cost $150.00 per acre, however these costs could be lowered to .
-$135.00 per acre if 200 acres or more are {reated in a contract {Dalton LaRue, personal

- communication}.  Also if Carson City Public Works already owns brush mowing equment B
-mowmg costs could be reduced.

> Reéuun':eﬂon-cepts, ine.

Pa_gé 1 @




4.1. 2 Tree '.-'?Hnmng and S:!wcuffura! Practices

" Under the proposed land bill, Carson City has the pcatentua1 to EC{]UEI‘E appmxsma‘teiy 2{}{] acres i

of forestland. These Jeffrey pine forestiands were burned in the Waterfali fire, and a portion of

‘these parcels have been planted with tree seedlings. Additional silvicultural costs will-be SR

required -on these fwo parcels (#7 and #B8) to adequately manage the forest resources.
- Practices such as brush and weed control and eventually tree thinning may be necessary to
promote tree growth, tree health, and safer fuel conditions on these parcels. Costs will vary
widely and are difficulf to predict at this time. There may be a potential for cost share . .
apportunities for these practices through NDF or NRCS programs.

| 4.1.3 Sheep Graz.rng

- Carson City Parks and Rec:reatlan through Carson Cat\; Open Space have recentiy cnmpleted a -
fuels reduction treatment utilizing sheep grazing for 1,275 acres on the west side of Carson City. .
Costs associated with sheep grazing for fuels reduction include resource specialist time for
coordinating and monitoring the grazing project, frucking costs for the sheep, and electric:
- fencing. Since Carson City now has an experienced resource specialist working for Open
' Space, additional costs for coordination and monitoring should be less than $5,000.00 annually. -
- Trucking costs could range between $2,500.00 and $5,000.00 depending upon the number of -
.sheep.needed to complete the fuels reduction project. Electric fencing could cost as much as-

. $4,600.00 per mile. A total of 2,400 acres have already been planned for sheep grazing in
- - 2006, Additional lands acquired through the public lands bill would add approximately 1,600
- acres to the amount of land potentially available for fuels treatment through sheep grazing. If

- 4,000 acres were grazed in 2007, and one mile of electric fence was purchased, treatment cost .

| . per acre would be approximately $3.65. in 2008, the projected cost per acre would drop to -
- $2.50 per acre.

414 Seeding R

-resistance grass and forb species. Seeding is often combined with mowing along roads and in -
- fuelbreak areas where conversion to an established perennial species is necessary to maintain

~In some instances, mawmg tre.atments should be combined with seeding of low-stature, F e

low fuel load conditions. Temporary irrigation may or may not be needed. Where necessaryto- -~

C‘meet. fuel reduction specifications, seeding is expected to cost $6{] 00 to $80.0 per acre
depending upon the fluctuating costs of seed and fuel. '

4.1.5 Herbicide Annual Grass Controf o : e L
- There are several herbicide products on the market that have been reg;stered for use in

controlling cheatgrass. ‘Plateau’ and ‘Cadre’ are just two of the brand names that are used for

- cheatgrass. There is the potential to use chemical controls in select locations to reduce fuel

loads, decrease fuel continuity, and prepare a seed bed better suited for the establishment of S
- perennial grass species. |t is estimated that the cost of the chemica! is $35.00 per acre. = -
. Carson City Roads Department already sprays for weeds in Carson City and current staff could -

' _ possibly be used for applying the chemical.

4.2 Invasive and Noxious Weed Controf -~

o As {}arsnn City expands the acreages of open space and reu’eatsan Iands addnt:onal msts fﬂi’
-weed control will be incurred. As other nearby communities have experienced, invasive and

noxious weeds become established and spread readily along roadways, drainages, and S

- recreation trails. The Carson City Open Space rescurce specialist along with other Carson City

staff should annually monitor all trails and recreation roadways for presence of noxious and .

‘Resource Congepts, Inc. -




_ Garson City Public Lavids Bills - Addendun 2

invasive weeds. Additional annual costs for herbicide spot treatments are expected. Herbicide
treatment costs will vary greatly depending upon the type of weed, size of the infestation, and

the cost of the appropriate chemical. Prices for the chemical will generally range between $8.00

and $100.00 pef acre. These prices do not include the labor cost for application.

' 4' 3 Patroland Ranger Duties

It is: expected that as additional open space and re{:reatmn Eands are added to Carson Cit:.r' >
ownership, there will be a need for additionat patrol of these areas. Carson City currently has
staff that perform these duties, however additional staff hours will be necessary to properly

“manage these lands. Carson City will need to evaluate current staff workloads and salaries to '
- deiermme what the additional cost may be for patrol of any new land acquisitions.

4 4 Range of Managemenf Costs

- Managemerit costs are expected to vary depending upon the Ievel of management Carson City -
~is willing to undertake to promote forest and rangeland health and conduct fuels reduction work . -
-~ and other pre-suppression fire protection. The tables below have been developed to aid Carson -

City in determining the potentia! costs for various intensities of management. - Parcels =
dominated by rangeland vegetation are managed differently than forested parcels, and as such .

- different tables are presented for each vegetation type. Three tiers of management. are |

presented and descriptions are provided for each tier. Costs were developed for the median

- size parcel {73 acres) considered for acquisition in the proposed public lands bill. The costs -
. included in these tables are approximate and based off estimates from other similar jobs that = -
“have occurred in the last 2-3 years. Resource Concepts, Inc. in no way guarantees or can be

held liable for additiona! management costs or increases in costs that could ocour. Additional -
costs will depend upon the type of recreational use selected for each parcel. These costs could

include fire suppression and patrol costs for ORV use or campground use, and are riot included E
in these tables. _

| Resource Concepts, inc.
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o Table 5. Potential Ra.ngéland Management Costs for Parcels Contiguous with Large Gpen
- Space Parcels {median: 73 acre parcel)

- _ Cost , Total Average
______ Tier 1 - Low Level Management PerAcre | Freguency |  Annual Cost - .
| Sheep grazing {100% of area) $3.65 Annually $266.45
Noxiousfinvasive weed spot freatments $42.00 Annually $151.20
{5%; of area) _ _ : o _ R
Total Cost $45.65 $417.65

' Tie'r_2 ~Moderate Level Management : . .
Sheep grazing {100% of area) $3.65 Annually $26645
Moxiousfinvasive weed spot treatments $42.00 Annually | $151.20
{5% of area) _ ‘ .

Brush Management — brush hog $150.00 - 5 years $108.00
1 (5% of area) _ o e
B Total Cost |  $195.65 | $525.65

Tier 3 - High Level Management B
Sheep grazing (100% of area) ' $365 Annually ' . $266.45
MNoxiousfinvasive weed spot treatments $42.00 Annually $151.20
(5% of area) | _ .

{ Brush Managament -~ brush hog ' $150.00 5 years '$108.00
{5% of area) L _ 2 T "
Crestett wheatgrass seeding in fueibreaks $70.00 15 years $16.680
(5% of area) | {
Brush hand thinnmg (Consewatm Grews] $1,125.00 10 years $393.75

Total Cost | $1,390.65 | o $936.20

- Carson City Public Lands Bills = Addendum 2 _ Resouree Cc_rn&epts,. .rnc :

| Page 4 @




" Table 8. Potential Rangeland Managémen.t Costs for Isolated Parcels (median: 73 acre harcel} "

. Carson City Public Lands Bilis — Addendum 2

D Cost | Total Average
| Tier 1 - Low Level Management . Per Acre Frequency | Annual Cost
Hoxiousfinvasive weed spo! treatments $42.00 Annually $151.20
(5% of area) -
Totai Cost | $42.00 $151.20
{ Tier 2 - Moderate Level Management
| Noxiousfinvasive weed spot treatments $42.00 Annually $15120
(5% of area) _ - : .
* | Chemnical control of cheatgrass $53.00 5 years $74.20
{10% of area) o
Brush Management — brush hog $150.00 5 years - T$108.00
(5% of area) _ o
- Total Cost | $245.00 $333.40
Tier 3 - Higrh Level Management
- | Noxiousfinvasive weed spot treatments $42.00 Annually $151.20
| (5% of area) o o
| Chemical control of 'cheatgmss $53.00 5 years $74.20 _
{10% of area)
| Brush Management — brush hog $150.00 5 years $108.00
(5% of area) _ _ _ _ .
Crested wheatgrass seeding in fuelbreaks $70.00 15 years $16.80
{5% of area) R _ o :
Brush hand thinning {Conservation Crews) $1,125.00 10 years $395.75
Total Cost | $1,424.00 $743.95

- Resoiirce Concepis, Inc.

Pége 5




"'Table 7. Foteuttak Foresi: Management Costs for ?armis Contfguous with Lafge *Dpen E;paae
Parcels (median: 73 acre parcel) _ _

e _ Cost Total Average
Tier 1 - Low Level Management Per Acre | Frequency |  Annual Cost
_Shﬂep grazang $3.65 Annually - $26645 |
Moxiousfinvasive weed spot treatments $42.00 Annually $151.20
{5% of area) - - R B

T Total Cost | $45.65 T§417.65
Tierz Mnderata Level Management ' _ _

_Sheep grazing $3.65 Annually $266.45
‘Noxiousfinvasive weed spat freatments $42.00 Annually $151.20
(5% of area) L _ | b

| Brush Management - brush hog $150.00 5 years | $108.00

(5% of area) _ : : ICEET T

N Total Cost | $195.65 | $525.65
| Tier 3 < High Level Management I

'} Sheep grazing ' $3.65 'ﬁﬂnuaﬁy' - $266.45 R |

-Hodousfinvasive weed spot freatments $42.00 Annuakly $151.20

_ (5% of area) _ D : .y e
| Brush Management — brush hug $150.00 5 years $108.00
(5% of area) L S RN
- Crested: wheatgrass seedlng in fueibreaks i $70.00 "15years' $16.80 -
| (5% of area) _ R SRRIENOHE TR IR
Brush hand thmnmg {Gn«nsewatmn Craws} $112500 | 10years | ' '$3'9:3.T5-__ I
] Tree thinning — hand cut, pile, bum $2,00000 | 15years $4,866.67
- (50% of area) o AT S
' Total Cost | %$3,390.65 $5,802.87

" ‘Carson City Public Lanils Bils — Addendum 2 . Resource Cancépis, ne.
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Addendum 7 i

Prepared For:
" CARSON CITY PARES AND
| RECREATION DEPARTMENT
3303 Butti Way, Building Number 9
Carson City, NV 89701

| _Prep.&red By:

RESOURCE CONCEPTS, INC.

Carson City Oifice: 740 N, Misngsota 5t » Carson Oy, NV 89703 « ofice: F7I-E53-1 600 « for: F73-883- 1656
Fepinw Cove Offfce: P2 Box [ 700 « Zeple Cove, WV 39445 » D‘_ﬁté‘ FII-F85-F306) » oy 7753896337

Cowews Fel-pwcom o

- ENGINEERING + SURVEYING » RESOURCES & ENVIRONMENTAL SERIICES e
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" Table 3. Summary of Parcel Recommendations, Suitability, and Priority Ratings for Open
. Space, Parks, and Recreation Purposes o

Parcel |

- Suitability| = -
Number Recommendation - [Purpose e . Rating | Priority
1. |Retain Cpen Space, Watershed Protection High High
o2 |Retain Open Space, Watershed Protection _ High - High
3 |Retain Open Space, Watershed Protection High High - |
4 [Retain Open Space High | Moderate
5. . {Retin Open Space High | High
6 |Obtain Open Space, Fuels Management ' High | High -
7. DObtain Open Space, Watershed Protection High | High 1
B Dbtein Open Space, Fuels Management High | High -
9 Obtain Open Space, Fuels Management High Moderate | .
10 Transfer to Washoe Tribe [Open Space High Low |
11 Retain in USES Open Space High :
12 |Retain in USFS Open Space High
43 |Obtain Economic Beveloprnent Low
14 |Obtain Economic Development Low
150 Sell to Private Survey Dispuie Low -
16 . |Obfain Open Space, Trails, Recreation High High: .1
17 [Obtain _ Open Space, Parks, or Economic Development | Moderate | :
18 - JObtain Open Space, Parks, or Economic Development | Moderate
189 - |[Clear Title Restrictions  |Economic Development Low
20 - |Clear Title Restrictions  |Economic Development or Public Purposes Low
| 21 . |Obtain Economic Development Low
| .22 . |Obtain Economic Devetoprnent or Public Purposes Low L
_ 23 . |[Obtain Cpen Space, Tourism High Low .
U 24 - |Obtain QOpen Space, Tourism High - | Moderate |-
SRR 25 iObtain Recreation or Public Purposes High Low. |
26 ‘Obtain _ Open Space, Trails, Recreation High High . | -
27 {Obtain Oipen Space, Trails, Recreation _ High Moderate | -
28 [Retain in BLM Open Space High ' 1
29  Retain in BLM Cpen Space High
230 iObtain _ Open Space or Economic Development Maoderate
31 Obtain Economic Bevelopment _ Low
3z . - Obtain. Foonomic Development Low .
33 |Obtain Open Space or Economic Development Moderate
34 [Obtgin - iEconomic Development ' Low -
35  |Obtain Open Space or Economic Development Moderate 1
36 . lObtain ‘Recreation, Parks High Moderate
37 1Obtain iRecreation, Parks _ High High
38 |Obtain ' Recreation High High
-39 - |Obtain Cpen Space of Economic Development Moderate ]
40 Obtain Open Space, Parks, Recreation High Moderate | -
41 gﬁﬁ?ﬂ";ﬁéﬁpﬁiﬁmm Open Space, Trails o High o i_nw_
" Carson City Public Lands Bit " Resource Concepts, Inc.




Table 4. Summaryr of Parcel Recnmmendatmns Suutabl!atm and Prsanty Ratmgs for Economlc o
_ Developmerit and Public Purposes :

| Parcel | . A Su'itabitity _ B
Mumber [Recommendation Purpnse ' _ Rating | Priority |
1. |Retain Open Space, Watershed Protection Low ]
.2 |Retain Open Space, Watershed Protection Low .
.3 . [Retain Open Space, Watershed Protection Low
4 . |Relain Open Space Low
5 | |Retain Open Space Low
6 Obtain. Open Space, Fuels Management Low
¥ iObtain COpen Space, Walershed Protection Low
B Obtain {pen Space, Fuels Management Low
9 . |Obtain Open Space, Fuels Management Low
10 [Transfer fp Washoe Tribe [Open Space Low
41 |Refain in USFS Open Space Low
12 .. [Retain in USFS Open Space Low S
13 Oblain Economic Development High Moderate |
14- - |Oblain Economic Development High High
15 . [Sell to Private Survey Dispute High
6. |[Obtain Open Space, Trails, Recreation Moderate L
17 - [Obtain Open Space or Economic Development High High
18 - \Obtain Open Space or Economic Development High High
18 - Clear Title Restrictions  'Economic Development High High
20 (Clear Title Restricions  iIEconomic Development or Public Purposes High |  High
21 1Obtain Econemic Development High High = 1.
22 [Obtain Economic Development or Public Purposes High Moderate -
23 [Cblain Cipen Space, Tourism |ow
- .24 . [Obtain Open Space, Tourism Moderate
25  |Obtain Recreation or Public Purposes Low ..
_.26  |Obtain Open Space, Trails, Recreation Low
.27 |Obtain Open Space, Trails, Recreation Moderate
.28 |[Refainin BLM Cpen Space Low
29  [Retainin BLM Cpen Space Low N
30 iObtain Cpen Space or Economic Development High Moderate § -
31 |Obtain iEconomic Development High ~High-  §
32 |Obfain Economic Development High - ¢ High
33 Obtain Open Space or Economic Development Moderate . . .-
34 |[Obtain Economic Development High | High
.35  |Obtain Open Space or Economic Development High | Moderate
36 . . |Oblain Recreation, Parks High High
37 |Obtain Recreation, Parks High High .
.38 - [Obtain Recreation Low -
39 - [Obtain Open Space or Economic Development Moderate
40 Obtain Open Space, Parks, Recreation Low
#1_ PamorBrany " _[Open Space Tl tow

Resource Concepts, Inc. T '




To view the Parcel Sultablhty Ratmgs e

“maps please contact the

Open Space/Parks D1V1s10n o '_

8872363




Map Reference #: 40~ | . Total Acres: 843 agres .

Property APN(s}. 10-071-21, 10-072-06 & -09, 10-121-08 & -18, 30, -31,-32, -33, 34,
10-631-15 |

" Potential for Open Space, Parks, and Recreation Facilities

The soil survey describes the soils as not limited for development of Déths’ and trails where the

~terrain is flat, but on the steep east-facing slope the soils are very limited for paths and trails..
The soils-are described as very limited for development of playgrounds, and somewhat limited

-to very limited for development of picnic areas. The parcel is moderately to well suited for the

. development of natural surface roads. Approximately half of the property has vegetation

- creating high fuel hazard conditions, and has the potential to produce 750-1100 Ibs/ac. of .

. annual biomass from grasses and shrubs. Approximately 255 acres of the property is rated as

- prime farmland if irigated, indicating good soil quality for turfgrass, hayland, or pastureland. -
Deer frequent the sagebrush and bitterbrush dominated areas, and disturbance of the -

 sagebrush in these areas could have a significant impact on this local deer herd. This parcel -~

could become contiguous with other Carson City-owned open space parcels.

Potential for Economic Development S | Sl
Cver half of the parcel has slopes less than 15%, however 40% of the parcel is characterized by
siopes greater than 40%. The soils in this parcel have moderate o moderately high potential for-

ergsion, and almost 20% of the parcel is dominated by poorly drained soils. Approximately 110

. acres are considered to have soils that support hydric or wetland conditions, which limits the :
potential for development and other land uses. Also approximately 120 acres are within the 100-

year floodplain, reducing the potential for development of any permanent indoor structures in~ . :  B

‘these areas. This parcel is located near existing phone and electrical utilities.

Recommendations o - S o
- Obtain ownership of this parcel, however, minimize or refrain from disturbing deer habitat for
- construction of recreation facilities. : ' '

Management Costs _ ' L
Fire suppression and fuels reduction maintenance will be necessary ongoing costs if the parcel -

. is obtained. Due to presence of existing trails and river corridor, noxious weed control will likely .
" ~be an annual maintenance cost. Additional water and irrigation costs could occur depending -
-~ upon the future land use on the parcel. -

 Carson City Public Lands Bill - Addendum 1 - Resource Concepts, Inc.
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| Hé#ﬁﬁeferéﬁté#;’m R R . fotal Acres: 2.430 sicres

Property APN(s): 10-062-32, 10-072-03 & -05, -07, 10-121-01, 10-161-18, 10-171-01, 10233
04, 10-243-02, 10-253-02, 10-263-02, 10-273-02, 10-281-04 | |

‘General Location: Prison Hill, south of Carsen River Road, west 6f Siiver Saddis 'Ra'n'c'h, and
‘gast of Edmonds Drive,

The soil survey describes the soils in the southwest half of the property as not limited or
- somewhat limited for development of paths and trails, but very limited in the northeast partion of
the property. . Soils are described as very limited for development of picnic areas and:
_playgrounds. The parcels are moderately suited to poorly suited for the development of natural
surface roads. The parcel currently has vegetation creating high fuel hazard conditions, and has

.. the potential to produce 800 lbs/ac. of annual biomass from grasses and shrubs. '

Potential for Economic Development s

Approximately two-thirds of the property is characterized by slopes betwean 20 and 40%, which
- would limit the potential for development on many of these parcels. The soils in these parcels -
-have a low to moderate potential for erosion. Though no areas of the parcels lie within the 100- )
- year flood plain, several drainages cross several of the parcels. These parcels are bordered by
- 1-2 acre residential parcels and by BLM open space lands. These parcels are located adjacent- .
to existing: utilities, but currently don’t have road access. The development of these parcels
would not have much of an impact on the visual aesthetics of Carson City. :

" Recommendations. _ o _ TN
Retain Bureau of Land Management (BLM) ownership of these parcels, unless Carson City
" elects to create a fire protection district with Nevada Division of Forestry. . Ancther option for - .
-~ “Carson City is to obtain all of the wildland-urban interface portions of property and retain the
large centrat parcel in BLM ownership for fuels management and fire protection '

Management Costs _ S o
Fire suppression and fuels reduction maintenance will be necessary ongoing costs if these:
parcels are obtained for open space. Fuel reduction treatments should include shrub thinning
and seeding. treatments adjacent to private residential parcels, and annual sheep grazing to
reduce herbaceous fuel loads.
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PRESS RELEASE

Carson C&ty Parks and Recreation Departmant

L orom:
Date:
- Subject:

- October 9, 2006

Nc-tme of Meetings regarding the Federal Lands Bilt Map for Carson City, Nevada

-~ Ower the next two months Carson 'City will be holding a series of public infonnaticnmeetings and public
" hearings on the proposed Federal Lands Bill Map. . This map will be used as the basis to create the Federal
Lands Bill for Carson City, Nevada, which consists of proposed legislation to be considered by the U.S.
" Congress to allow the exchange and/or transfer in ownership of lands owned by the federal government in-
Carson City. These recommendations may include the identification of federally-owned lands and city-owned =

- lands where ownership may be exchanged and/or transferred and used for public or private activities including, X
“but not limited to, management of open space, parks and recreation, economic development, and public utilities s '

~ and services. The public is encouraged to attend any of the following meetings.

| Wednesday, October 11, 2006
Public Information Mesting

| Hosted by Parks & Recreation Departme:nt '

| 6:00-8:00 PM

Bureau of Land Management Office ~ -
5665 Morgan Mill Road

i Carson City, NV 89701 -

| Monday, October 16, 2006
Open Space Advisory Commitiee
| Opportunity for Public Testimony .

L 6:00 PM

Community Center - Sierra Room.

| 851 E. William Street
{ Carson City, NV 89701

Tuesday, October 17, 2006
- Parks & Recreation Commission
i Opportunity for Public Testimony

530 PM

Community Center - Sierra Room -
851 E. William Street

| Carson City, NV 89701

Wednesday, October 18, 2006
Public Information Meeting
Hosted by Parks & Recreation I}epamnent

6:00-8:00 PM

Community Center - Lobby
851 E. William Street _
Carson City, NV 89701 .

| Monday, October 23, 2000
Pubhc Information Meeting

Heosted by Parks & Recreation Departmﬁnt |

6:00-8:00 PM

Cooperative Extension Office
2621 Northgate Lane, Suite #15
Carson City, NV 89706

Wednesday, October 25, 2006
Planning Commission Meeting.
Opportunity for Public Testimony

TBA

i Community Center - Sierra Room

851 E. William Street -
Carson City, NV 89701

Wednesday, November 1, 2006
Carson River Advisory Committee
Opportunity for Public Testimony

530 FPM

Community Center - Sierra Room
851 E. William Street
Carson City, NW 89701

Monday, November 13, 2006
Advisory Board to Manage Wildlife
o E}ppurtunit}r{m_f Public Testimony

600 PM

City Hall - Capital Conference Room -
201 N. Carson Street

Carson City, NV 89701




Federal Lands Bill Map

Public Information Meeting Schedule
Novermber 8, 2006

: Dunng the mionths of November, Decerber, and Jarmary, Carson City will be holdmg a second series of pubha: S

infonnation meetings and public hearings on the proposed Federal Lands Bill Map. This second series of
meetings will center around prioritization of the parcels to be used as the basis to create the Federal Lands Bill
for Carson City, Nevada, within proposed property management and maintenance budgets. The proposed _
Federal Lands Bill consists of proposed legislation to be considered by the U5, Congress fo allow the exchange -
... and‘or transfer in ownership of lands owned by the federal government in Carson City. These recommendations

- may inclode the identification of federally-owned lands and city-owned lands where ownership may be '

-exchanged andor transferred and used for public or private activities including, but not fimited to, management . -

of open space, parks and recreation, economic development, and public wiilities and services. The publicis - - )

encouraged to attend any of the following mestings,

Monday, Movember 13, 2006

G050 P

City Hall - Capitol Conference Room

Oppoertunity for Public Testimony

Advisory Board to Manage Wildlife Please use the Musser Street entrance
First Draft Map 201 Morth Carson Strect
Oppertusity for Foblic Testimony . Carson City, NV 89701
Wedneaday, Movember 15, 2006 00 - Bk PR | Commmunity Center Lobby
Public Information Meeting regarding parcet prioritization | 851 E. Willtam Street
and fiscal constraint map Carson City, NV 89701
Hosted by Parks & Recreation Department S
Monday, November 20, 2006 G0 P | Commwunity Center - Sierra Room
Open Space Advisory Committee D] B51 B, William Street
Parcel prioritization and fiscal constraing map - | Casson City, NV 53701
Opportunity for Public Testimony _ 3
Tuesday, Devember 5, 2006 5:30 PM Cormmunity Center - Sierra Room
Parks and Recreation Commission 351 E. William Street -
Parced Prioritization & Fiscal Constraint hMap Carson City, NV 89701 - -
Opporéanity for Public Testimony SR
Wednesday, December 6, 2006 530 M Community Center - Sierrz Room
Carson River Advisory Committee 851 E. William Street
Parcel Prioritization & Fisce] Constraint Map . | Carsan City, NV 89701
_ | Opportunity for Public Testimony : :

| Thursday, December 20, 2006 ThA Community Center - Sierra Room |
Plarming Commission 851 E. Wiltjam Strest
First Drafl Map. Recommendation on the management cost | Carson City, NV 89701
of Parcel #1 and Prisor Hill Recreation Area
Opportenity for Public Testimony
Thursday, Jenuary 4, 2007 o0 PM Community Certter - Sierra Room
Board of Supervisors Time Specific - | 851 E, William Street '
Disenssion only on the Pederal Lands Bill Map parcel Carson City, NV 89701 .

{ prioritization and fiscal constraint map S
Opportanity for Foblic Testhoony ] ...
Thursday, January 18, 2007 TBA Commmmity Center - Sterra Room
Board of Supervisors 851 E. William Street L
Farcel prioritization and fiscal constrain map - Action to - | Carson City, NV 89701
approve Federal Lands Bill Map 1 '
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1532 Sotth Deer Run
" Carson City, Nevada 89701

- September 12, 2(}{}6

= _ .Donna Curtis, Parks and Recreation Commission Chair
3303 Butti Way, Bldg #9

: Camn City, NV 89701

S Dear Chauman Curtis:

The_purpose of this cmresmn&ence is to impart our strong opposition to placea
firing/shooting range facility east of Deer Run Road, off of Sedge Road (Brunswick
Canyon Area). The reason we originally located to this residential area of Carson City~

- was to be “out of the city™ where the traffic noises and such would be abated and not be
. intrusive into our home lives. A shooting range would place substantial noise and other
problems into this quite community. It is not conducive nor is it appropriate to have that.
_type of facility around a residential area, especially one for which many people locate to
- avoid such disturbances and safety issues. We want to enjoy this open space area;
* therefore we would prefer trash tossers to a shooting/firing range any day,

_ In th Nevw:la Appeal article dated September 01, 2006 Mz, Fielder states, “T’he noise
- won’t be as bad as some people believe because of the lay of the land there.” This
_ statement serves as nothing more than the rhetoric of an individual with his own interests
. laying the foundation for his argument. Perhaps Mr. Fielder, Mr. Moellen and Mr. o
- - Hartman should stand on the East side of the residential area off of Snyder Avenue when

the sounds of punfire proliferate during the qualification shoots of the Department of
‘Public Safety Police Officers and the Prison Guards.

- Furthermore, if an nnexpecied fire” should arise from the shooting range and the homes

of the residents of Pinions Hills, for which we have worked hard to buy, nurture and build .
equity, are destroyed, is the City of Carson prepared to handle the ramifications ofa
perpetuated disaster of that kind? Please forgive the tone of this correspondence as we

- mean no disrespect but, as residents of this community, we feel the need to protect the -

significant investments into our homes and the quality of life for which we have worked

“hard to acquire.

. Undaubtedly, this shooting facﬂlty, with the resulting noise and mcreased traiﬁc will _
- lower our property values. The reason people buy and build homes in this area is forthe
- “benefits of serenity. We have many families here who walk the shoulders of Deer Run

Road with their children, either in strollers or on bicycles. The increased traffic, gun
firing noise and safety concerns will most assuredly affect that peaceful way of life as-

-well as lowering all of our homes’ property value.




. Addi’tiunall}", have there been extensive safety studies intﬁ- possible ground soil and water -

contamination from the inevitable amalgamation of lead and heavy ammunition metals -

- and the spent shell casings? These studies and testing procedures would be applicable to -

not only to our well water from which we drink but also the run off contamination into

the Carson River.

 The Brunswick Can}'ﬂn area is one of the last open areas for the wild horses. These
~ horses have become a common part of our lives and the community at large. This
- proposed firing range and its accompanying egregious problems will most assuredly 0
. change that aspect. Additionally, many of our residents walk, jog, ride horses and ride .~ -

motorcycles onto and through Sedge Road and the Brunswick Canyon area. This firing ~
range will change that forever. These negative changes will occur not only for the horses

- and the immediate residents but also for other Carson City residents who enjoy the open '
_-space activities in that area.

: Ouoa more referencmg the Septamber 01, 2006 Nevada Appeal article, Mr. erlﬁer
* suggests that this shooting range is an opportunity for more business tax growth.

Accordingly, we cannot help but speculate that you and the other Carson City supervisors - -

| - and representatives might be looking at this proposal for a source of tax revenue. This -

shooting range concept is designed with special interest groups (narrowly focused) in

mind. Indubitably this venture will not provide for any substantial tax accumulation. Are
there not other projects scheduled for the downtown area within the City of Carson {ina -
commercial area} designed for a more global application of interests or rather for a larger

segmient of community users; hence providing for larger tax reveaue?

_ In c:}nc‘mswn we would ask that you and the other Carson C:ty representatwes

petsonally and honestly evaluate if you (they) would want a shooting range facility
within a mile of your (their) home? (or very close thereof) Decisions such as these can -
affect entire conununities and should be made with the uimost of care and concem for the

- residents of that community. To reiterate our position, we as residents of the Pinion

Hiil’s Community are adamantly opposed to and will fight against the proposal of a

- shooting range facility. Thank you for your time and consideration.

J Iyn Sandage

[Resndents of the Pinion Hills Commumty}




__________________ | HANDO LT

" 1444 Pinion Hills Drive
Carson City NV 89701
September 15, 2006

Carson City Plainers and Officials
Supervisors and Commissions Members

- Asresident of the Pinion Hills-Deer Run community, | am very concerned about the R
- shooting ranges proposed for the area east of Deer Run Road. MANY people walk, hike, .
ride and enjoy the open areas so close to their homes. Wildlife abounds in this safe area. ~ .

-~ All residents in the area would be adversely affected by the increased traffic congestion,
dust, noise, and greatly increased fire hazard.

my city planners to seek an alternate site that will not disrupt the lives of so many. We _
-~ should not be forced to face meeting after meeting, proposals, permit hearings, when the - -
) whole idea is filled with hazards, to accommodate the few (weapons enthusiasts). _
. Sincere]}r, . . .......... A

Janet Wills
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Rlcochet bullets close

" by Kent Hllﬁellsanﬂ
Edltnr

" Stray hufff:ts from the Dou~

glas County Shooting Range

have caused county officials to

.- - close it while they realipn the
" pistod range. _
. Commumiy Services Du"ec—
tor Scott Morgan said the

changes to the shooting range

“are under way to prevent rico-
: chets and overshots from leay-

ing the range.
“We've had a concern that

'overshots may be going toward

a line of houses and that rico-
chets were heading over the hill

" toward the road and trails, -

.. The problem is that the 50-

-%;counfv shoatina ranaa

a L ¥ Isg

yard plsmi range is pointed

. toward private property.
Because people shooting pise
tols rarely shoot at 50 yards,

they set targets at 25-yard and

10-vard intervals.

Because they are shootmg
down at'the target, there is a
chance for o hizllet tey rﬂonr«n o
& rock amd ricochet out uf &he :
range,

. In order to comrect the issue,
the entire range will be tilted 30

~degrees and berms will be built
‘up on either side and at 25 and

1G-yard intervals,

“The 10-yard berm will be
clean fill with no rocks,” Mor-
gan said.

Morgan recognized that just

befors hunting season is & bad
time to have the range closed. 8
Hunters use the rifle range to -

‘site their weapons. _
Contractor Greg Lynn, who - .

did the original work on the _

shooting range, is making the .

adjustments

R L
e iz pr .)uUUu—i LUL. .i.l'lU.E'

gan said. "We have a lot of

interested people involved in
this.” o
The shooting range has been
open for nine years and is jocat-

ed on the site of the fumier o
Douglds Connty Landfill,

It offers a 50-yard pistol

-range and a 300:yard rifle

tange and is open Tuasdaj

' through Sunday
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“City'seeks solution to land management woes

Swapping or buying federai'tand considered

“Terri Harber L .
Appeal Staff Writer, tharbar@n-evadaappeai.pom gp%mdqﬂﬁgf;vaﬁn
August 1, 2006 . Space w&”;fﬂm
e e, . Manager Fuan Guzman
- Carson City officials are considering swapping or buying  gwsa P;Jna:lm, of &
pieces of land owned by the federal government to lessen  L000-acre parcel east of
confusion and cost of managing areas where federal sites Eﬁ;ﬁxgﬁ%ﬁﬁ .
are tangled among the city's properties. the 1.8, Bureas of Land
. Management, The city

""""" -+ hopes the trade will help
! simplify Jand management
trades or agreements to have larger blocks of land by both parties.

managed by one or the other, and make the boundaries : o
much more clear,” said Juan Guzman, the city's open space Browse and Buy Nevads Appaal Photos
- manager. '

Click to Fnlarpe

~ Members of the Open Space Advisory Committee will meet 'Thursday to look at the worth of hundreds of acres in’
and near such areas as Ash Canyon, Lakeview, Prison Hill and Carson River. Some of the pieces are city-owred
and others are controlled by either the U.S. Forest Service or U.S, Bureau of Land Management.

The city would like 1o eliminatc arcas wheve property owmershiyp famms 2 dhacertimmd pattern,

the federal government. A similar pattern can emerge where there is one

piece of government land surrounded by several private landowners. Both

3 | types of situations are being looked at, Guzman said, and plague such aréas
as C Hill and Lakeview. R

These areas are hard to keep safe from fire or noxicus weeds. And public. -
uses, including recreation, open space and policing, are difficult to manage
when there are so many different jurisdictions involved, Guzman said, '

- Click to Enlarge ] N
Chad Lundquist/Nevada Appeal Carson | "We're ot proposing changes of use - property in the public domain will stll
City Open Space and Property Manager | e iy the public domain," said Linda Ritter, city manager. "But we have to .
j.an Guzman poinis to an arsaonthe | 34 bt we can afford to manage.”
"Lands Bill" map the city hopes to rade ge- _ o
with the U.S. Bureau of Land - _ L
| Management. ' - |One important expense to keep in mind is potential fire-related costs, said.
o T - |Fire Chief Stacey Giomi, o
Browss and Buy Mevada Appeat Phatos S
- "If the city owns and manages the land, we're responsible for paying fire-sappression costs if there is a
- wildfire,” he said, "And it could be very expensive.” '

- Costs to fight fires are on the rise, and the federal government is reducing the amount it will pay for putting out
blazes, Giomi emphasized. . :

'Ia:rg:.".r'wwv.v.mw.-'adéapptai-.mm-"ap-ps-’pi:cs.d]I."artic.le?mD=.-'.II:IIZIﬁEISU1.-'NEWS"‘] BED 10045 & templale=peintact f/ ﬁf’ 1 o S T Page ]-_ni".l‘.' .
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A section of Iand could be valuable to residents for other reasons. The city is paying the feds ammallj,r fm" use of
. three acres near Costeo to provide drainage to Costco and other nearby businesses.

. The 'ci'tj? ﬁperates'maﬂy things that sit on or cross through federal land: water tanks, drainage systems, pathw.lys
and trailheads compnse a short list. Sometimes there are fees associated with the uses; sometimes there is no
charge.

But to 'bharigé a use - even slightly - the city must go through a long federal procaés'instead of the curﬁ;}afahlé -
and much shorter - city procedures, Guzman said. o

"So doesn't it make sense for the city to own the land below? he asked.
The federal government manages more than 85 percent of Nevada's 110,000 square miles.

Otice the committee members make decisions, city staff will add their opinions and the supervisors ¢an der:lde
- how the city's federal lands bill will be worded.

City officials seek to resolve the matter by December.

If you .g;::- '.

What; Dpén Space A&vis’m’}" Committee

When: | p.m, Thursday | _
 Where: ‘Bonanza Rooth of the Carson City Community Center, 851 E. William St.

. . - W"” :
722

hitpetvwwn nevadaappeal com/appspbes.dl farticte? A TD=/2006080 1 NE WS/ [OED] D043 &remp late=printarg Page ¥ 0f 2
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. August 10,2006

MrJuanGumnm | :
- Open Space Manager TR
- Carson City, NV . :

. use as a8 new combined Shooting Range
'. '.Demf'l\_{r_'(iuzman: .

' 'AsyouknomIaﬂandedtbeOpénSpaceAdvimryComﬂﬁﬂeeMeetingheidon- EEEE
~ Thursday, August 3. Iwanttuwmanmyompmpnsalmacquﬂ-emepuhﬁclandin el
. the Deer Run Road area, My questions regarding this issue are: _ e
L Wh}rchmgemmagemmmfmelmdﬁ'ntLMtoCmCitﬂ _
3 '-Whatia“mg.withthecmentlmaﬁonofﬂwexistingshooﬁngfacili.ties
. (shooting, shotgun, etc.)? o Lo
-3 -lsmepmposedBmwickCanyonlocatim-,lémileﬁumaresideniialarw,a B
~ good site for shooting facilities? . o
'. Regzrdingqu:sﬁmone,Iseemneedtusmtchmmgﬂnmtnfﬂle- d from BEIMto
_ CarsonCity.Tththastrainedpmfessiﬂna]mwmmanagmmatcanhmdleﬂ;e g
-management needs of the area — primarily wild horses, wildlife habitat, recreation, and
-+ fire control. Conceming fire control, BLM does not have the money concerns that = '
- Carson City has, CarsmCityomﬁdsﬁlEbuil&ashoo&gfacilitym&:rﬂw Recreation - -
a‘ndNb]icPurposesActwenifBLMmanagesthclmd. SRR

Rmmmgmmz,ﬁwmmmlmhommmgmaﬂlyuknymdwmem lsulated L
'_.M-midmﬁﬂmwhmﬂleymnmasbigamism. Plus, the facilities are built RN
~andpaidfor. o - o -

- Regarding question 3, the Brunswick Canyon site for 2 shooting and shotgun range isan
~extremely poor choice. 1t is less than Y% mite from a residential ares. The area isused
- daily by walkers, runners, horseback riders, bikers, ATVs and motorcycles, dog walkers
‘and drivers, ete. A proposed trail is identified in this arca ont the “trails plan”, Itis .
- identified by BLM as critical deer winter range, and deer are observed throughout the
- year. It is the home of a wild horse herd that foams the whole proposed area and waters
- on the Carson River. Shooting facilities in the proposed area would have a huge negative
- impact on ALL of the above multiple uses, and in most cases would eliminate them, R
Shooting facilities are a “single use™ recreation and eliminate other uses! o

o Therearcnumemus other issues that need to be dlscussad such.ﬁs.safety, noise, and road -
- access.
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" Your proposal will have an enormous negative i'rripact'ﬂn_tﬁe. life of those of s who live
- in this area. Most people who live here are not aware of your proposal, and they need a

- chance to comment on it. Your presentation should be given to the residents of the Deer

. Run Road / Pinion Hills Drive area. I suggest using the BLM meeting room because of =
- the closeness to the area. Please schedule a meeting soon, B

Sincerely,
. Eddie Mayo o
- 115 South Deer Run Road * S
-+ Carson City, NV89701 . .
. 882-49872 T

.Cc: Linda R_iugn Eity Managgr e
.- Open Space Committee
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A regular meeting of the Carson City Open Space Advisory Committee was scheduled for 6:00 p.m. on o
 Monday, August 21, 2006 in the Community Center Sierra Room, 851 East William Street, Carson o
City, Nevada. - | R IR
PRESENT: Chairperson Steve Hartman
. - Michael Fischer .
) Tricia LiI}.C(}lﬂ T .
'Wayne Perock
Howard Riedl
 Bruce Scott

'STAFF:  Roger Moellendorf, Parks and Recreation Department Director
- Juan Guzman, Open Space / Property Manager

.- Ann Bollinger, Open Space Assistant o R

-~ Lee Plemel, Planning and Community Development Principal Planner

- Mary-Margaret Madden, Senior Deputy District Attorney -

 Kathleen King, Recording Secretary o
~ NOTE: -~ - A recording of these proceedings, the committee’s agenda materials, and any written
-comments or documentation provided to the recording secretary during the meeting are public record,
on file in the Clerk-Recorder’s Office. These materials are available for review during regular business -

chowrs. ... . : '

~ CALL TO ORDER AND DETERMINATION.OF A QUORUM (6:00:00) - Chairperson Hartman
called the meeting to order at 6:00 p.m. A quorum was present. Vice Chairperson Jacquet was absent. o
Member Lincoln arrived at 6:02 p.m. B

CITIZEN COMMENTS ON NON-AGENDIZED ITEMS (6:00:02) - Notie.

1.~ ACTION ON APPROVAL OF MINUTES - June 19, 2006 and August 3, 2006 (6:00:14) -
Member Scott moved to approve the August 3™ minutes. Member Perock seconded the motion.

- Motion carried 5-0. Member Fischer moved to approve the June 19® minutes. Member Ried]
seconded the motion. Motion carried 5-0. - o 3

2.  MODIFICATIONS TO THE AGENDA (6:01:50) - Chairperson Hartman modified the
agenda to address item 3-B prior to item 3-A. (6:32:54) At Mr. Guzman’s suggestion, Chairperson
- Hartman further modified the agenda to address item 3-C prior to item 3-A. | B

3. AGENDA ITEMS:

3K ACTION TO MAKE RECOMMENDATIONS TO THE BOARD OF
SUPERVISORS REGARDING THE POTENTIAL DISPOSITION AND ACQUISITIONS OF
- CITY AND FEDERAL LANDS LOCATED WITHIN THE CARSON RANGE, VIRGINIA
TANGE, CARSON RIVER, AND CITY ENVIRONMENTS, THROUGH CONGRESS AND
-HE FEDERAL LANDS BILL PROCESS (7:10:50) - Mr. Guzman reviewed the staff report and
provided an overview of discussion which took place at the August 3 committee meeting. He pointed

out, on a displayed map, the three parcels which will be designated for economic development. The
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- ther exchanges, acquisitions, and dispositions are predicated on management or open space
~ considerations. Mr. Guzman referred to the detail maps included in the agenda materials and displayed =
in the meeting room. He hopes to have a final draft of the lands bill map ready to be presented to-the
- Congressional delegation in November or December 2006. Chairperson Hartman disclosed that heisa
- member of the Carson City Trap Club. L - S

(7:20:04) Mr. Plemel provided background information on his involvement in déveloping the lands bill
map. He noted issues of management and use with regard to ownership decisions. He advised that
evaluation of the lands indicates current and proposed ownership, whether or not the City has
maintenance responsibality under R&PP leases, and whether the proposed use is allowed under ¢urrent
ownership. He reviewed the Proposed Federal Lands Bill Map Land Use and Ownership Comparison
Table included in the agenda materials. ' PR '

~Chairperson Hartman referred to Fire Chief Stacey Giomi’s comments, at the August 3" meeting, with -
regard to fire management. He noted that the same property referred to by Chief Giomi is also |
managed for watershed. He expressed understanding for Chief Giomi’s concerns, but suggested that
watershed management represents a larger issue. Member Scott inquired as to the cost associated with -
- management of utilities lands on the west side of fown. He noted one of the most critical issuesin the
. open space questionnaire was the community’s scenic backdrop. Part of the charge of the Open Space
- Master Plan element is to preserve the scenic backdrop in the best way possible. . Member Scott
expressed a willingness to consider investing funds in management of the scenic backdrop in order to
~keep it from being so susceptible to fire. In response to a question, Mr. Guzman advised that a
~_onsiderable amount of general fund money was allocated to Waterfall Fire rehabilitation. The U.S. .
Forest Service funded a great deal of the cost as well. Member Scott expressed the opinion that “it’s
* - time for more management” of the west side utilities properties in order to preserve and protect those
- areas that didn’t bum and to rehabilitate and re-establish those areas that did. He suggested the
- community is at somewhat of a crossroads, and expressed the opinion that the responsibility of the
" Open Space Advisory Committee is a greater commitment to ongoing management. He suggested more e
- susceptibility on the west side because of trees and the larger brush community. He advised of being
intrigued by the possibility of management agreements in which the City could take on sufficient
- responsibility to “be able to have a lot of say in ... the potential for minimizing the impact of fire.” He
noted the -additional element of law enforcement, and suggested that management agreements may -
- provide for more enforcement. He advised of leaning, in a general way, toward keeping more on the
gest side, not acquiring as much on the east side, and considering management agreements to bridge
€ gaps. '

-~ Member Perock expressed concern over large properties being turned over to the U.S. Forest Service or
Nevada State Parks. He-advised of having contacted Nevada State Parks representatives earfier in the
- day, who indicated they were not aware of the lands bill. He expressed the opinion that Nevada State
- - Parks should have been brought in very early, and advised of having invited Nevada State Parks Chief =
- of Planning and Development Steve Weaver to the meeting. He expressed concern over NEPA.
- processes associated with USFS projects, and commented that “everything is so slow, by the time
. you've planned it, it’s too late.” He noted that the properties to be acquired by Nevada State Parks
- vould not have to be included in a federal lands bilt. He advised of having heard that Senator Amodei
- —aay submit a bill draft request for forest health projects in the Little Valley / Hobart area. He
suggested that City representatives discuss with the Senator the possibility of expanding the project
-scope to include some of the forested City properties. He expressed reservations about recommending
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~ ands to the USFS, and suggested discussing management agreements with Nevada State Parks

representatives. L | o | B R e
Member Ried} expressed concern over the City giving the federal government more of its lands, and the -

~opinicn that turning over 2,705 acres to the USFS is ridiculous. He agreed with Member Scott’s =
- comments - that much of the west side land is not for economic development, but for management

purposes. The USFS land will be designated as open space whether or not the City owns it. Member
- Riedi proposed concentrating on reducing to zero the number of acres to be given to the USFS and on
~ specific management plans for USFS lands within Carson City on the east side of the Tahoe Basin
ridge. . o o _ _ ISR

E Member Fischer exi:résééd' .surprise at the lack of citizens in attendan
lands to the federal government. In response to a question, Mi: Gz

an advised that fire suppression

. costs'on the west side could “wipe out” the:City. Chairperson Hartman inquired as to the whereabouts
of the Waterfall Fire report. He noted that a fire starting on City property and / or spreading to City

property raises any number of liability issues. He advised his concerns were similar to those expressed

.~ by Member Perock. He expressed the opinion there are those who truly care about the forest but “can’t =

get the job done” because of NEPA processes. “By the time they got through the process and litigation,

- the forest burned up that they were trying to manage.” Chairperson Hartman expressed concern overa = _

- repeat; that the USFS “can’t get out of the way.” He discussed the need to circumvent the NEPA
. process in order to save the forest. He requested Mr. Guzman to agendize the Waterfall Fire report for

the next meeting. He agreed that consideration needs to be given to the bigger picture, and that

management agreements may be the way to do so. He noted the City doesn’t seem to have the same

_soblem as the USFS, and emphasized the need to solve the problem. He opened this item to public
comment. S o

{7:35:00) Nevada Division of State Parks Chief of Planning and Dévelupmeﬁt.Steve Weaver distributed

to the committee members copies of the 1989 Lake Tahoe, Nevada State Park master plant, and -

reviewed the same. He expressed a particular interest in properties surrounding Marlette Lake which -
present a management problem in that the USFS is much less restrictive with regard to back country

camping. He advised that Mr. Guzman had discussed the possibility of the City purchasing “a couple .~
parcels of property” on the State Park boundary. Nevada State Parks representatives have discussed the

possibility of developing a management agreement or taking over ownership of those parcels. Mr,
Weaver acknowledged the possibility of the State being interested in some of the City property.’ He
didn’t see the potential for wholesale turnover of City property to the State, however. He expressed the

- opinion the State would not be interested in any property outside of sections 9, 16, and 17, as‘depicted - -

- on the map.: He advised that Nevada State Parks is interested in acquiring federal property. The bulk
of an 835-acre tract is in Carson City, together with an 80-acre tract just to the west. Member Perock -
suggested the main point of considering the entire City land base. “If we’re going to do it, we should
do it all at once.” ' _ . : S

- Chairperson Hartman advised of the congressional delegation’s posture, since the Clark County lands
- bill, that it all should be done in one bill with all issues addressed. He noted the issue of Tribal =~
 allotment grounds which should be included in whatever lands bill ends up being submitted. Member
~ Troft expressed appreciation to Mr. Weaver for his attendance and to Member Perock for having L
.vited-him. He expressed the opinion that the map should include Lake Tahoe and “we get everything =~

- that Parks needs ... within Carson City on the acquisition list.” : S o
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S -?:4.111..1'] Eddie Mayo, a resident of Deer Run Road, expressed concern over the proposal to constructa -

-~ ; shooting range one-half mile from his home. He advised that he hears the sound from the existing
-~ shooting range. “To bring it closer would be very uncomfortable.” He advised that the proposal “will -
: have a huge impact on people who live in that area.” He further advised of having spoken to a fow of -

-+ the area residents, and expressed concern that “none of them knew about this proposal.” He discussed - -

. with Mr. Guzman the importance of a public meeting with the area residents as the proposal would .
affect their quality of life, land values, and many other things. He expressed the opinion that holding a-

- ¢ public meeting may affect the decision of the committee to include the property in the public lands bill.

- Chairperson Hartman-agreed with the need to hold a sufficient number of public meetings. Mr. Mayo
' requested the commiftee members to read the letter he provided which was included in the ;agenda;_; o
4 materials. _ o .

At Member Scott’s suggestion, Mr, Guzman explained that C-ity Manager Linda Ritter had requested Lo

Planning and Community Development Director Walter Sullivan to develop a citizen participation -
program. Upon his review of the draft lands bill map, Mr. Guzman suggested presenting it first to this =~
commitice because of the many pertinent properties, particularly on the west side. He expressed the =~
 belief that this committee and other pertinent advisory committees should be in agreement with the first e

- draft of the lands bill map to be presented to the public. He emphasized “we are just beginning.” o

~ MitGuzman advised of having discussed the lands bill with Division of State Lands Administrator Pam
- Wilcox, who coordinated with other State departments to receive input. He further advised of having . -
iscussed the lands bill with Washoe Tribe representatives, who expressed no interest in addressing the

- _roblem of private land ownership in the area of the Carson River. H& éxplained. that the shooting -

- range proposal had been initiated by members of the Trap Club as & way of resolving thie: probient of

adjacent-development He acknowledged Mr. Mayo’s concerns over the: proximity of & shooting
facility to residential areas. He noted the-additional concern over wild horses in-the area: - _

At Mr. Guzman’s request, Ms. Bollinger noted the importance of 'managcmeﬁt as an element of the

~lands bill.  She advised of having discussed opportunities with Nevada Division of Forestry

representatives, who advised her there is funding for projects. She anticipated being able to have a
- project implemented within two months. Suggested projects include spraying suppression agents on
cheat grass, brush and tree thinning. Ms. Bollinger noted that Nevada Division of Forestry processes

. are quicker. State Historic Preservation Office and Threatened and Endangered Species surveys could -
be completed within 30 to 45 days. Ms. Bollinger advised that existing funding is available through

June 2007, and that project funding is budgeted annually. She noted that these types of management
‘projects would require a full-time Open Space Assistant position. Member Scott expressed support for -
a full-time position. - .

- Member Scott inquired as to additional funding through the Southern Nevada Public -Lands -

.~ Management Act to be used for extended rehabilitation, erosion control, revegetation, etc. Chairperson -~ -

Hartman requested Mr. Guzman to consider “flipping the tables” with the City ending up as the entity =
responsible for that portion of USFS lands within the area of the City’s watershed, A management plan =
could be developed, including an EIS, and then the City could subcontract with the Nevada Division of =

- Torestry or a separate contractor. Chairperson Hartman noted the thousands of acres over which the

- SFS and other federal and state agencies are responsible, and the priority given to the Lake Tahoe = -

~area. He further noted the importance of management of the interface properties. R

oL
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. Aember Scott expressed the belief that a tremendous amount of safety can be inmrpﬁratéd with good .

- management. He acknowledged the legitimate concern over the cost of fire fighting, but expressed the : ;;

. ~ belief that the impact of fire can be tremendously affected by good management and a commitment to = -

- resource maintenance. “Everybody needs to know and wants to know what they can do and how they -
- can be creating a safer environment in the interface areas.” Member Scott noted the great deal of -
- potential for an overall management plan to substantially reduce the potential and the cost of

catastrophe over the course of time. He further noted that the City’s resources would be well served by -

spending more on protecting them, and thus eliminating the possibility for more of the watershed above

Ash. and Kings Canyon Creeks to bum in the future. Following up on some of Member Perock’s -

commgnts, he suggested a reasonably good chance for the City to experience problems from fires in the - :

Tahoe Basin because of the inability to manage that resource. Managing in cooperation with Nevada
State Parks which, in turn, will manage their portion “might provide a protection for Carson that we
- don’t have right now from the west side.” .

Mr. Guzman noted the advantage of the City protecting its watershed versus having the watershed =~

managed by another agency. In response to a question, Member Scott suggested the utility would
directly benefit by an investment of more funding to manage the watershed, from both the Open Space

Program and the utility, in that runoff time would be extended and could be utilized rather than
operating wells. Watershed in good shape is needed for utility operations as well as for preservationof =~
~ the open space view shed and lands identified by the public as priorities. Member Scott expressed the
- belief that the Open Space Program is moving toward more management and a greater need for

- management within this committee’s purview in order to “put our money where our mouth is” as well
s establishing management for public lands. =

 Chairperson Hartman recalled testimony from the Waterfall Fire Burn Area Emergency Rﬁponse Team

that the property which came through the fire with the least amount of damage was Bill Long’s because
. it had been: managed. He emphasized the importance of management and noted that the fire went

through the bottom of the Long property but did not get into the crowns of the trees. He noted the

- amount of water lost down Ash Canyon Creek in the aftermath of the Waterfall Fire, He suggested

R considering cooperative projects with the Nevada Division of Forestry, and that the Utilities Division .

needs to consider them as well. He pointed out “this is not just an open space issue; it’s a utilities .~

- issue” R

side properties. In response to a question, he advised that resource management is not the purview of

many of the other advisory committees. Staff will attempt to address each of the committee’s direct

purposes with regard to the lands bill. Mr. Guzman advised that once the advisory committees provide
- input, staff will begin a very detailed public participation process that will influence the final product. -
.. Chairperson Hartman cautioned against the perception that public input is irrelevant. EE e

- Member Lincoln inquired as to whether other options for the shooting range were considered, and why =
;- the suggested location is proposed. Chairperson Hartman advised that he had received no contact from - _3
- any Trap Club member. He firther advised that the range had been located in a couple different
"~cations over the years. Mr. Guzman advised of having considered other areas; however, the proposed -
~cation was suggested by members of the Trap Club. He reiterated “it’s way toa early” to-determine =

- where the range will be locateds The proposed location is being tested as a possibility. Mr. Guzman
noted i_he-sgrwp.nf residents present in the meeting room, and advised he anticipates hearing from other -

T~
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-+ -esidents. Staff is just beginning to gather information. Member Perock expressed concerns over other -~

- . activities which take place in the area of the proposed shooting range. In response to a question, Mr.
~ Guzman advised that the City Engineer has many concemns over access, He acknnwledged the concept
includes any legal weapon, and advised that all the concerns will be considered in develnpmg a

- recommendation.
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- n response to a question, Mr. Guzman reviewed the Area 3 map which was displayed in the meeting
- room.. Chairperson Hartman called for additional public comment. (8:08:53) Marilyn Payne, a resident
- of Persia Road, expressed appreciation for the committee’s interest in public input. She advised that:
the area proposed for the shooting range is heavily used by a wild horse herd, equestrians, pedestrians, -
- efc. She noted the existing rifie and pistol range across the River from her property and advised that
~ she hears the noise. She advised of two fires which “have been caused by ricocheting bullets from that
particular rifle range.” She expressed concern over the potential fire danger of an additional shooting
range. She advised that the Bureau of Land Management advertises the proposed area for Christmas s
tree cutting “because they actually like to thin that area from some of the pimion trees.” She §
~commented “it is not a wasteland over there,” and reviewed the recent sale prices of adjacent 3\
properties. . ... | -

rinies Lonik s v, Thons

i
-

A

. {8:13:04) Jon Nowlin expressed disagreement with discussion which took place at the August 3™ L _
meeting regarding exchange of watershed lands. He expressed the belief that the community should § &
invest more money in protecting the watershed, including the responsibility of owning the watershed. ﬁ‘x '
He endorsed the comments of various committee members with regard to actively managing watershed ©
lands, working with the Utilities Division to combine resources with State agencies to protect the j‘_’?- :
watersheds, s

Al

ke e L ' . o wﬁdbﬁwﬂtu—w—uwﬂlmmd?w o
; (8:14:35) Rob Potter inquired as to the reason for r@l({caﬁﬂg the shooting range. ~Mr. Guzman |
. explained that the main reason is adjacent development:” Additionally, the economic value of the land—1 - ;

- - wakes-justifying the recreation facility: in' the location-difficult. Chairperson Hartman clarified Mr. .
. Juzman’s comments were specific to the trap range. In response to a question, Mr. Guzman explained o
- the concept-to incorporate all forms of recreational shooting at the proposed location. Mr. Potter
< suggested an alternative location. Member Scott suggested discussing a regional shooting facility with

- ¢ Lyon and:Douglas County representatives: Chairperson Hartman referred to the Clark County Lands =
- Bill, and discussed development of a joint regional shooting facility. _ L L

- (8:18:05) Donna Curtis advised that the Parks and Recreation Commission had reviewed a proposal for

development of a regional shooting facility,  She expressed an interest in “this conversation” being

- “translated fairly quickly to the Parks and Recreation Commission.” Chairperson Hartman explained =
the difficulty in incorporating 2 trap range into any indoor facility. - -

(8:19:27) Marilyn Payne discussed the shooting range used by law enforcement, and suggested thisasa
possible central location. | . S

~ In response to a question, Mr. Guzman advised that the shootinig facility could also inchude archers, He =~ =~

- reiterated that the Trap Club has taken the initiative in the proposal, and advised that the othier shooting - -

- facility users are “listening carefully.” Chairperson Hartman discussed the need for at least one. square
~ mile of area to accommodate all the uses. (one aguans mmide 1 guale G40 acten) L
- (8:21:25) In response to a question, Mr. Guzman advised that the City owns the facility on Arrowhead
“provided we use the facility to shoot.” Converting the property to some other use would revert =

.~ wnership to the federal government. The lands bill requests for the federal government to allow the =
ity to own the land, to sell it, and to keep the sale proceeds for allocation to a new facility.

/ Ownership of the rifle range is similar. MrxPotter suggested selling the properties and developinga =
-/ regional facility with Douglas and Lyon Counties. He emphasized that the facility should not bein -~
T debe @ dod pricedlent | Monien frone Khe vole of Lomdlasaobol o ddon The
Ao Zhie, Thiviado Shnds (del woend #oaganandect 2&”‘!@””2 choat ef puetdic. B
wndineat Bamobe e Newradla L - S _7 L
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- Zarson City.

* Member Scott referred to the areas east of the mﬁp; essentially BLM and Tribal allotment prbpéerties,-

- and supgested considering restrictions such as mining entry, usage of existing trails and roads, etc.
- Chairperson Hartman suggested that the first step will be for the Burean of Land Management to -

remove consideration of use for any mining purposes. Member Perock referred to Vicq Chairperson
Jacquet’s comments, at the August 3™ meeting, to place designations on certain properties.  Member i
Scott suggested the lands bili is a more expedient way to designate properties. L :

- 1 Ms. Bollinger referred to the Deer Run Road property addressed in Mr. Mayo’s letter, and advised that

- the Bureau of Land Management actively manages a wild horse herd in the arca. Chairperson Hartman.
- . referred to the “out-of-the-box ideas” discussed earlier, and requested Mr. Guzman to look into them. _
- Mr: Guzman acknowledged an understanding of the committee’s dn'ecum I '

3.B. ACTION TO REVIEW AND RECOMMEND TO THE BOARD OF

SUPERVISORS A CONSERVATION EASEMENT WITH MR. MICHAEL FAGEN

- REGARDING THE HORSE CREEK RANCH MEADOW PROPERTY LOCATED AT KINGS
CANYON ROAD, APPROXIMATELY THREE MILES FROM THE PAVED TERMINUS =

(6:03:19) - Mr. Guzman reviewed the staff report and the provisions of the draft conservation gasement, -
which was included in the agenda materials. He explained an additional issue related to the appraisal o
in that the Internal Revenue Service requires Mr. Fagen to pay for the appraisal. Mr. Fagen has

=ngaged the services of Appraiser Bill Kimmel. The City will, in tumn, either have the appraisal

2viewed by an independent appraiser or have an independent appraiser conduct a separate appraisal.
The appraisal will consider value of the property with all development rights, then consider the value of =
the property based on development rights disposed of by Mr. Fagen. The difference in the two values .

- will constitute the value of the conservation easement.

" In response to a question, Mr. Guzman eiterated that IRS regulations require Mr. Fagen to pay for the = -

- appraisal.. Member Scott expressed an interest in Mr. Fagen’s comments. Mr. Guzman acknowledged
- that the lodge, the residences, the caretaker’s residence, and the existing structure will be considered as
part of the appraisal. Chairperson Hartman noted this would be allowable within the context of Mr,
Fagen retaining the appraiser. Mr. Guzman advised of the provision that Mr. Fagen understands the

- lodge may never be constructed. Mr. Fagen has requested the ability to construct the two houses, the

sizes of which increase if the lodge cannot be constructed. In response to a question, Mr.' Guzman _
advised of having discussed this provision with Mr. Fagen prior to the start of the meeting. Member

Scott presumed that if some sort of agreement is reached, the appraised value would not have to be
revisited at some point in the future if the lodge cannot be constructed. Chairperson Hartman invited

~ Mr. Fagen to the meeting table.

- {6:12:47) Mr. Fagen advised that the lodge would be a nﬂt—f{}r-pfoﬁi operation to be used 'ﬂ}f'{#éﬂdin.gs,'f

- by civic and religious groups, etc. He expressed a desire for the lodge to be self-supporting, but =~ -
-+ advised he would not profit from it. “It’s just a way to share this beautiful piece of property with the -~
- community and keep it up.” Mr. Fagen advised that the lodge is envisioned to accommodate 20 to 30 - o
-~ ople on an overnight basis, and 150 to 200 people on a day-use basis. He explained that he has two
-aildren.. Depending upon his estate plan, he advised of the desire to give half the property to one ¢hild

- and half to the other. The easement would run with both parcels if the subdivision takes place, and.
each child would: have the right to build a house if there were nothing on half of that. Mr. Fagen
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‘September 2, 2006

. Ms. Linda Ritter B S |
. City Manager '

_ Dea: Ms. Ritter:

. Ilive on Deer Run Road, % mile from the proposed shooting range. My partner Eddie -~ -
Mayo accidentally found out about the shooting range proposal, attended the Open Space
- Advisory Commitice meetings, and requested that the City notify and hold public
 meetings with adjacent land owners and users to begin discussing this proposal.

- Please refer to the Nevada Appeal front page article on the Gun Club printed Friday, o
~ September 1. It reads: “Plan is on Target” and people can “weigh in on the project AS I'T
- PROGRESSES". I'm angry. How did the proposal ever get this far (before the Open
Space Committee twice and now before Parks on the 19*) without study, without
‘passing a basic “prudent man” test, and without presenting it to users and land owners? =
- Again, the few people who accidentally leamed of the plan did weigh in at meetingsand =
- requested that the City inform adjacent residents. _ - _

- Consider this: What reasonable person would put a range for rifies, handguns, shotguns =
- and arrows 3,000 feet from my house? Our neighbors (he’s aretired police officer)
. already have had bullets whiz by, though an ondinance prohibits shooting within oné mile
- - of residences or the river. Whatabomihemndamshmﬁng,safay,trespass{byhumans_ o
* . and bullets) and potential accident issues? How much liability insurance do you have? _
- Does the Open Space Commitice (OSC), Parks and Recreation ot Planning think it'sa
gmdi:dmtomuveashooﬁngfaciﬁiymaraidmﬁaiamwhmethe:ﬁmdemmbuﬂt'
a fire break last year because of fire danger? What about shooter error, firearm
- malfunction and vandalism? What about erosion, road access, dust and an eavironmenta] -

 impact study? Will there be perimeter fencing?

Who on your staff has walked the area, has studied access issues, has spoken with BLM
~ about horses, and has talked with the walkers, bikers, dog-walkers, four-wheelers, _
moforcyclist and horse riders who use the area daily? A shooting range would eliminate
-all current uses and preclude any other recreation — it cannot be a shared public use.

| And iiéw would a siln-ﬁting range fit into nearby “future use” sites such as the river
corridor, the eventual railroad/station, or the reserved school site? This should have =
~ been discussed publicly during the master plan process, not hidden in the land bill. _
In response to today’s Gun Club article: this area is not a wasteland that needs saving by .
-the Gun Club and you could never mitigate the noise. [t would destroy our quality of -
e, . . S




~The Open Space Comrmttee:, at the August 21 meeting, indicated that a review for nther
sites should be made, a regional site considered, and public input sought. The land bill is
due shortly. Again, we request that the City immediately notify area residents ami have -
. public meetings before the shooting facility progresses any further.

oahyvﬂ qu

Jncei]me Helzer T '
115 South Deer Run Road

- Carson City, NV 89701
- 882-4982 L ' 5 _




_ September 5, 2006

 Ms, Linda Ritter |
- City Manager
Carson City, NV

RE: Pmposed Deer Run Shooting Range

 Dear Ms. Ritter: A | SR . S
On August 10, 2006, I sent a letter to Juan Guzman regarding the City’s proposed shoofing range
in the Deer Run Road area. You received a copy of that letter. As of today, I have not received . -

‘aresponse. _

- Inmy letter, I requested that the proposal be presented to the people who live in this area. The =~ -
-_"pmposa’lWaﬂprmcmndtoﬂmeﬁpmSpaceCammiﬁeeamndﬁmconAugmﬂ,ZUﬂﬁ,anﬂis_
- scheduled to be presented to the Parks and Recreation Commission on September 19, 2006. NO -

- MEETING has been scheduled with the residents of this area. And we are the ones most .- o
impacted by this proposal, We should have been the first to be made aware of the proposal.

- Please have a meeting scheduled. Please respond to my letter. _ o o

For jrﬁtir._ihfoﬁmtioﬁ, at the Open Space Advisory Committee nwetmg held on August 21, 2{}06', o |

-the proposal received a cold reception. Membe:swqueste&ﬂﬁrtbemvmedandpmmedam o

after changes were made. Reganding the shooting range, they suggested that the City consider

- other sites inchuding a regional sitc with adjoining countics. In addition, when asked why they ~ -

- proposal. Both Mr. Hartman (Chair of the Open Space Commitiee) and Mr. Guzman stated that =
" they belong to the Gun Club. Wouldn't that be considered a conflict of interesi? Lo

" We are very upset with Carson City for its failure to inform the public about its actionand
- intentions in this case. This proposal was hidden under the guise of a public lands bill without
specifics.. . . - ' o :

Sincerely,

Eddie Mayo R
115 South Deer Run Road
Carson City, NV 89701
882-4982 '

Attachments: copy of Eddie Mayo letter dated August 10
- copy of Nevada Appeal article dated September 1 -

i
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= CARSON CITY, NEVADA

CONSOLIDATED MUNICIPALITY AND STATE CAPITAL o

 Eddie Mayo -
Jocelyne Helzer o
. 115 South Deer Run Road -
Carson City, NV 89701

- Deaer Mb.yn and Ms. He'lzér: _

{| -~ Thank you for your letters regarding a proposal to site a shooting range in the Deer Run
" Road Area. Please be aware that this is an initial proposal and that the public processto = -

- refine a federal lands bill has just begun. Ultimately, the proposed federal lands bill will be
- presented to the Board of Supervisors, who will take testimony on all provisions of the e
- proposal before taking action on it. In our master planning process we had identified the

{ - land east of Deer Run Road as a possible future recreational site. At the same time, |

- deficiencies in current shooting facilities had been noted. [ know that members ofthe Gun
-~ Club are enthusiastic about the possibility of a new location, however, there will be many
. public meetings before that use is approved. Afier property is acquired through a lands bill,
. or through a Recreation and Public Purpose process through the BLM, a facility such as this
- would require a Special Use Permit. The application for a Special Use Permit would have to
- be considered at a regular meeting of the Carson City Planning Commission, at which time,
-all interested residents would be invited to provide testimony. :

Tam fufwarding your comments to staff serving the QOpen S;jace Committee and Parks and -

Recreation Commission so that they can be aware of your position and I will pass your
SRR |l correspondence on to the Board of Supervisors as well.

Ci'ty' Manager .

Fax: {T75) B87-2286 + e-mail: cees@el.carson-city.nv.aus | IR

|| CITY MANAGER'S OFFICE + 201 North Carson Stroét, Suite #2 « 89701 » (775) 8872100



N J{ihﬁ and Elenie Antonsen

" 'We are long time residents of Carson City and of the Pinion
' Hills Subdivision. We are both disappointed and outraged that -~

- this issue proposed for a shooting range east of Sedge is 3

-~ pushing forward with no regard or rational thought for the B

~residents, L

 future residents and quality of life we have all clwsen by lwmg ERRTCE

~in this part of Carson City. Shame on you! Not only will this
_planned project effect our children, it will disrupt the .

dwindling openness of this area as well as the wildlife and

~ serenity that is getting harder and harder to protect. A S
- shooting range DOES NOT BELONG in or near a residential
 area. As for turning the site into a tourist attraction, why
- aren’t we concentrating on attracting the tourist dollars to our
- downtown area that is in much need of businesses and a facelift
. worthy of a Capital City! As a recreation area, the publicand
residents that choose to take advantage of hiking, dog walking,
- horseback riding and other family activities that BLM has .
~worked so hard to put in place, should not be subjected to the
' noise and additional traffic this shooting range will bring to the =~
_ - area. Even careful design will not eliminate the problemsof =~
~added noise and traffic levels as well as the potiential hazards
- for wildfires caused by a few careless individuals. BN
" Please help us protect the quality of life we all cherish out here. S
- Tell Capitol City Gun Club to find an area where they would
- be more welcomed and NOT in our backyards. Would you -
~ want it in yours? -




R o | | REQE!VED o

- Weare long time residents of Carson Clty and of the Pmm:u ST
' Hills Subdivision. We are both disappointed and outraged that =~

- this issue proposed for a shooting range east of Sedgeis

- pushing forward with no regard or rational thﬁught for the

- residents,

 future residents and quahty of life we have all chnseu by lwmg EREIRR

- in this part of Carson City. Shame on you! Notonly willthis =~
 planned project effect our children, it will disrupt the o

dwindling openness of this area as well as the wildlife and

~ serenity that is getting harder and harder to protect. A

shooting range DOES NOT BELONG in or near a rﬁldentxal
area. As for turning the site into a tourist attraction, why

~aren’t we concentrating on attracting the tourist dollars to our S

downtown area that is in much need of businesses and a facelift

~worthy of a Capital City! As a recreation area, the publicand ”
~ residents that choose to take advantage of hiking, dog walking,

horseback riding and other family activities that BLM has
worked so hard to put in place, should not be subjected to the

" noise and additional traffic this shooting range will bring to the |
- area. Even careful design will not eliminate the problems of o
- added noise and traffic levels as well as the potiential hazards I

for wildfires caused by a few careless individuals.

. Please help us protect the quality of life we all cherish out here. =
-~ Tell Capitol City Gun Club to find an area where they wonld
“be more welcomed and NOT in our backyards. Wouldyou
- want it in ynurs?
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" Lahontan Audubon Sm:ietjf Comments

* Carson City Parks and Recreation Commission Meeting
Proposal for Silver Saddle Ranch Regional Park
Tuesday, October 03, 2006

o i)m’:ument nrigmalfy prepared far

. Public Hearing on the Draft Comprehensive Master P‘Ian, Parks and Recreation Master :
~ Plan Draft (#13) Tuesday December 6, 2005

| ..Karen L. KIS]] 2220 Waterford Place Cm*son City 89703

K President of Lakontan Audubon Society (LAS), a chapter of National Audubon Society -~ -
' - 1000 member households in northwestern Nevada; 130 of which are in Carson City, 75
-~ in Douglas County, plus others in unmedmtely adjacent areas
- Mission: To preserve and improve the remaining habitat of birds and other w1ld]1fe
o restore historical habitat, and educate the public with emphasis on children, providing
- wision to all about our unique Nevada environments.

. - Note the study in Master Pian citing percentages of Americans engaging in’ recreat:ona!
- activities: Bird-watching: 1982-83, 21.2%, 1994-95, 54.1% —a 155.2% increase

Purpﬂses incommenting

- Express LAS’ interest in Silver Saddie Ranch (S5R) [Sec.6.11.2, p. 49 Dmﬁ 12 Carson ©

G ity Parks and Recreation Master Plan] and the “natural areas” emphasis in the mer o
- Plan

- Support Fnends of Silver Saddle Ranch {FOSSR)

. LAS parﬁc':}jarion and history with Silver Saddle Ranch

.~ Major participant in Public Lands Day opening of SSR.

= Birding field trips twice every year
- Published the Bird Check List for SSR

- A major Carson City location for Birdathon fundralsmg activity :
- A survey area in the annual Audubon Christmas Bird Count citizen science pmject
- Funded Eagle Scout SSR bluebird nest box project

= Cosponsored Eagle Scout SSR Wood Duck nest box project

-~ 8SR, a side trip destination in A Birding Guide to Reno and Beyond (L»iS ?EJQG)

= 55R, a 4-star (oui of possible 3} priority destination and easy accessibility rating in the
: Nemda Birding Map (LAS, 2004)

- Inthe LAS brochure, one of only three specific locations cited under ‘Adfmcacv '
Momtormg and Support” section

¢ Potential adéitinnal involvement: We have been approached to assist in some fashion and to an
undetermined extent in SSR projects such as environmental education and habitat
. conservation

(46




e L»fiS mpports SSR’s remammg and being enhanced us a traditional ranchin g and narumi
area..

=4 special natuml resource within Cars-:m Cit}" helghtened byits bemg adjacent to the
Carson River

- Of a character representative of and compatible with our western heritage.
- The accessibility of this site to adults and children living in more urbanized

environments is compatible with a trend nationwide in nature-study areas being as close = -

- as possible to urban areas

S LAS S_ﬂppbﬂs the statements in the Carsor City Master Plan specific to SSR, but would add that
. ity significance goes well beyond being a “working ranch” to include diverse natural
~habitat important to birds and other wildlife

« Loss oF degrﬁdarian of this area of traditional ranching and diverse natural habitat weuld
represent a significant diminishment of the quality of life for our community as a whole

_ Submzttad October 3, Zﬂi}é
- Parks and Recreation Commission Meeting

Nancy Bish
. Board Trustee Cammumt}; Consewatlon Chair, Lahontan ﬁuduben Sﬂmety
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- FEDERAL LANDS BILL MAP -
~ INFORMATION MEETING
OCTOBER 11, 2006

______ ~ PUBLIC COMMENT SHEET
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I you are unable to complete this Public Comment Sheet tonight, please feel free to take it home and mmplete

Carson City, NV, 89701

it at your convenience, Once completed please mail this sheet to
Carson City Parks and Recreation Depariment

Atin: Daria Petrenko

3303 Butti Way, Bldg. 9
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If :,mn are unable to complete this Public Comment Sheet tonight, please feel free to take it home and wmplete
it at your convenience. Once completed please mail this sheet to:

. Carson City Parks and Recreation Department _
At Daria Petrenko _ o
© 3303 Butti Way, Bldg. ¢ _ -
- Carson City, NV. 89701
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- If you are unable to complete this Public Comument Sheet tonight, please feel free to take it home and complete
it at your convenience. Once completed please mail this sheet to:
- Carson City Parks and Recreation Department
 Altn: Daria Petrenko
3303 Butti Way, Bldg. ¢
Carson City, NW. 89701
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If }fou are unable to compiete this Public Cormment Sheet tonight, please feel free to takf: it home and complﬁte
~ it at your convenience. Once completed please mail this sheet fo:

Carson City Parks and Recreation Department

. Attn: Daria Petrenko

3303 Butti Way, Bldg. 9
- Carson City, NV. 89701
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FEDERAL LANDS BILL MA?
INFORMATION MEETING
' OCTOBER 11, 2006
- PUBLIC COMMENT SHEET
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If }mu are imable to complete this Public Comiment Sheet tonight, p
it at your convenience, Once completed please mail this sheet to:
- Carson City Parks and Recreation Department
Attn: Daria Petrenko

- 3303 Butti Way, Bldg. 9
Carson Cﬁy N‘»’ 897

lease feel free to take it home and. Wm{llete RO
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(376 Chnbay, cei PR

Cc., 89701

S Ifjmu are nable to complete this Public Comment Sheet tonight, please feel free fo take it home and mmpleste
it at your convenience. .Once completed please mail this sheet to:

Carson City Parks and Recreation Department
 Attn: Daria Petrenko

-7 303 Butti Way, Bldg. 9 o
. Carson City, NV. 89701 ..
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- Carson City Parks and Recreation Department
- Attre Darta Petrenko -

3303 Butti Way, Bldg. 9

- Carson City, NV. 89701
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- Carson City Parks and Recreation Department
Attn: Daria Petrenko

~ " 3303 Butti Way, Bldg. 9
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If you are unable to complete this Public Comment Sheet tonight, please feel free to
it at your convenience. Once completed please mail this sheet to:
Carson City Parks and Recreation Department
 Atin: Daria Petrenke
3303 Buiti Way, Bldg. 9
- Carson City, NV. 89701 -
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Carson City Parks and Recreation Department
* Attn: Daria Petrenko

. 3303 Buiti Way, Bldg. 9 | | o
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Carson City Parks and Recreation Department
Attn: Daria Petrenko
3303 Butli Way, Bldg. 9 _
- 'Carson City, NV. 89701~
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- itat your convenience. Once completed please mail this sheet to- '
- Carson City Parks and Recreation Department
Attn: Dana Pefrenko
3303 Butti Way, Bldg. 9
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1t at your convenience. Once completed please mail this shest to: :
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