City of Carson City ._
Agenda Report o o

* Date Submitted: December 26,2006~ Agenda Date Requested: January 4,2006

Time Requested: 90 minutes (6:00 p.m.)

" To:  Mayor and Board of Supervisors .

' From: City Manager, Planning Division, Parks & Recreation Dé-p?artment

Subject Title: Discussion and possible direction from the Board of Supervisors regarding 2" .

- Carson City Federal Lands Bill Map to identify a preferred alternative that will be used as the - g

~ - 'basis to create a Federal Lands Bill for Carson City consisting of proposed legislation to be

~considered by the U.S. Congress to allow for the exchange and/or transfer in I::-wnershlp of Iands : o
owned b}f the federal government in Carson City. - '

Staff Snmmary The Carson City Federal Lands Bill Map mcludes the idennficatmn of
federally-owned lands and city-owned lands where ownership may be exchanged and/or

transferred and used for public or private activities including, but not limited to, managementof .

~-open space, parks and recreation, economic development, and public utilities and services. The -
- Board of Supervisors is tentatively scheduled to take action to accept a final Lands Bill Map on-
~January 18, 2007

- Tw'pé of Acfmn Réqﬂeé’teﬂ:'

{ ) Resolution o { }Ordmam:e F1rst Readmﬂ _

(. }Formal Action/Motion (X) No action required; possible direction to staﬁ G
]}més- This.Actinn Requite A Business Impact Staterment:. . - ( ) Yes (X)No

> Adﬂson Commissions and Committees Action: {See attached memo.}

- Rem‘m’mende{l Bnard Actmn' No action required. Pos‘mble direction to staff,

Explanatmn fnr Recammanded Board Action: See attached memo.

o Appllcahle Statule, Cnde, Pﬂ[ll:"‘ir’ Rule or Reguiatmn

" Fiscal Impact N/A

" Funding Source: NJA

Alternatives: N/A.

.Explﬁitaﬁon of Impact:: N/A

Supporting Material:
Staff memo (Pages 1-4) o o
Summary table - proposed parcel gmups Dated Decembf:r 18 Eﬂﬂﬁ (Page 5)

. Summary table - individual proposed parcels (Pages 6-7)

Property descriptions and summaries (Pages 8-58)

" Land management cost assumptions {Page 59}

Summary of individual parcel proposed management costs {60-96)
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Supportmg Materials (Cnntmued}

RCL report Addendum 2 (Pages 97-104)

RCI report - Addendum 1 (Pages 105-113}

Press release regarding meeting dates (Page 114}

Second press release regarding meeting dates (Page 115}

Public comments (Pages 116-190)

‘Minutes of the Carson River Advisory Committee {Pages 191 199}
Minutes of the Advisory Board to Manage Wildlife (Pages 200- 204)
Minutes of the Parks and Recreation Commussion (Pages 205-223}
Minutes of the Open Space Advisory Committee (Pages 224-248)
Minutes of the Planning Commission (Pages 249-254)

Maps (Pages 255-259)
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- TO: " Board ofSupen}surs R

MEMORAN DI}M_

FROM -. | Federal Lands Bill Staff Team ﬁa I\\ }%ﬂg

CDATE: - January 4, 2007

SUBJECT: : Federal Lands Bill Map Discussion

' BACKGROUND

* This item is part of a public participation process to solicit public feedback and make recominendations

to the Board of Supervisors regarding the Carson City Federal Lands Bill Map. The map will beused as

the basis to create a Federal Lands Bill for Carson City consisting of preposed legislation to be

 considered by the 11.8. Congress to allow for the exchange and/or transfer in ownership of lands owned

by the federal government in Carson City. The following eriteria was used by staff in creatmg

- recommendations for parcels of land to be included in the bill.

1. The property is needed to implement the Carson City Master Plan, including the Parks an(i
© Recreation Master Plan, Unified Pathways Master Plan, or the Open Space Master Plan.-
- 2. The proposed use or management strategies cannot be accomplished under the current cswnérship -
- and/or use designation,
3. The proposed use or management strategies can be accomplished more effi ElBIlﬁ\r or in a more -
- reasonable amount of time under City ownership.
- 4, The property is located at the “urban interface” with development or is sum':-unded hy emstmg
' development and therefore federal ownership is not in keeping with the national mission of the -
. federal agencies managing theland. . .
5. The proposed land transfers create more contiguous land management umt.s and reduce the
. “checkerboard” ownership pattern of federal, city, and private lands.

" The maps attached at the end of the packet show the properties under consideration. The subject '

~ properties are cross-hatched.  Also note that some properties are hatched because they were prmrmu's'i'y T

identified for transfer of ownership but are currently proposed to be retained in federal ownership based

on subsequent recommendations. Additional propertics may be recommended for inclusion basedon .= S
public mput and discussion.

: Emstmg mmersth is identified by the color of the underlymg par{:ei—wbiuﬂ is Carsnn City, dark gre»f:n 1s:-- -

" 1U.8. Forest Service (USFS), and light brown is Burean of Land Management {BL.M). The proposed uses :. o

~and ownership are identified for each property. In drafting the lands bill, cach property would be deed

- restricted to the proposed uses upon transfer of the property. In other words, those uses could not change - S

in the future at the discretion of the owner without another act of Congress (literally, not figuratively). . - -

_ The draft Map shows staff's most recent recommendations based upon recommendations from varions -

advisory boards, the public and city staff, as well as consideration for fiscal management responsibilities,
In some mstances, recommendations from various advisory boards are in direct conflict with each other, -
All advisory board recommendations have been forwarded to the Board of Supervisors for their

: -::onsiderat'ic}nlin making final recommendations to the Congressional delegation.

The Cltv is worl\ma on the proposed Lands Bill Map at the request of the Nev ada Congressmnal :
delegation, w orkmg through the City Manager’s office. The interdepartmental team working on the o

D




Jands bill ccmmsts of the Cltv \*IanaEel‘ the Public ‘u‘» erks Du:ector the Parks and Recreanon Dlrector

- ~ the Open Space Manager, and the Principal Planner.

Most mher. CD_‘LII‘.I.’EiE:S in Mevada are w::urking on similar bills. The model for other bills from the west’

- have been to request Congress for federal lands to be used for economic development and paying .

~appraisal value for those lands plus setting aside areas for wildemess designation to mitigate the loss of
federal lands, Carson City’s bill generally requests that federal Jands located at the interface be :

transferred in order to be managed by the City. Lands requested for economic development total 144

acres; ot 1.44% out of the 10,011 acres of lands identified on the draft Lands Bill Map for exchange.” _
Most of the federally owned properties identified are located inside or adjacent to the developed areasof
the City t‘nat no fonger support the federal agencies” national mission.

With the current Congressmna] support thls prasents 4 unique opp{:-rtumt} to Carson Cm tca 1dmt1f}
lands that may be more appropriately managed by Carson City or others rather than a federal agency -
such as USFS or BLM. Generally, the federal agencies support the disposal of properties that are
isolated withinurban areas or located at the urban interface, adjacent to private lands, for local 3
- government management, The Lands Bill Map also identifies properties that may be used for recreation _

 uses or other pubfic purpeses uses. A few properties are identified for disposal for private dev eiﬂpment.

- Wilﬂe pmpﬂsed uses generally need to be identified for the Lands Bill, there are no specific dev elopment
proposals being reviewed or approved at this time. For example, the Silver Saddle Ranch (Carson River -~ ©
Road area) has been identified as a location for a potential regional park. A fairly broad range of S

- recreation uses may be permitted in the future under this designation. However, the only question 4t this

~ time is whether or not the City should pursue ownership and management of the land for the ability to _
develop these uses on the property in the future. Detailed uses of the property would still be subject to
approvals through the specific development permitling process, including additional public hearings.

'Discﬁss’l{m -
'The following is a summary ‘discussion regardmg the main recommendations of advisory boards per
parcels {polygons) with the numbers shown on the maps.

 Parcels 1A & IB 'The Pl.zm:rnnnr Commission raquesied additional review of these parcels (prev 1ouslv
identified as one parcel] with more information on management and fiscal responsibility. ‘Consideration
had been given to dispose of these npper-watershed properties to the Forest Service or State Parks, Due
 to the large area that these parcels encompass and the nature of the forested area and terrain, there isa -
higher cost of fire management for these parcels relative to other properties being considered under this
Lands Bill. However, upen analysis, staff has concluded that there are fiscal resources to accomplish

this continuied management of the property while retaining ownership. Parcel 1B contains Ash Canyon
Road, and continued control of this key access point into the Sierras is highly desirable to Carson City.

- Therefore, staff recommends retaining Parcel 1B in City ownership. The Open Space Advisory .
Committee recommended that no lands be deeded to the U.S. Forest Service except where necessaryto
provide better management units and where no net gain of land results into U S. Forest Service - :
ownership.

Lake Tahoe State Parks owns and manages thousands of acres to the west of Parcel 1A. Parcel 1A has | _
been identified as a properties that may be desired for acquisition by State Parks from Carson City. Staff - -
continues to work with State Parks and the Division of State Lands to identify other Forest Service .

@




B propemes abuttmo the- emstmg State Park that may be deswed by State Parks to be mclu(ied in the - o

Federal Lands Bill.

Pamels 27 .EEA' 288,

and 29 (Sedge Drive and Brunswick Canyon): At the very beginning of the

process, staff explored the idea with various advisory boards to relocate the shotgun facility, as well as e
the tifle range and other facilities that use shooting as a form of recreation into these parcels. -Residents .-

-of the Pinion Hill area, however, vigorously protested such a future proposed use and the concept was
- dropped by staff. Subsequently, the Parks and Recreation Commission, as well as the Planning '

Commission, expressed their desire that these parcels be managed by the City due to the importance for

- the potential Jocation of access and trails facilities. Staff, however, has not forwarded that o
. recornmendation on the maps because staff believes that the same facilities could be obtained under the -

ownership of the Burcau of Land Management through an RP&P or special use permit process. The -
addition of the lands under City ownership would add to the expenditure and potential liability of fire

- protection and management costs.

. Parcel 40 ( Sah er Saddle Ranch): All advisory boards recommended that Parce! %40 be requested in the

bill to be transferred to Carson City for the land to be developed as a regional park. The boards,
however, differ somewhat on the emphasis to be placed on the development of the regional park. The
Parks and Recreation Commission and Carson River Advisory Commuttee emphasized the use of the

. area as a hatural park rather than a more developed park. Staff advised through all of the hearings of the :
 advisory boards that a planning process will be followed in order to determine the exact nature of the

development of the park and that, rather than the advisory groups being bogged down by the details of - :

“the future specific development intensity of the park, that they should concentrate their efforts in .
- determining if the land should be transferred to Carson City or not, to be used in the future as a regmnal '

park. There is consensus among all the advisory boards that Carson City should use this opportunity. to

" obtain ownershlp of the Stl\ er Saddle Ranch.

Parcei 41 (Pnscm Hill Recreation Area): With the acqu151t10n of the Sﬁ'i. er Saddle Ranch pmparty _;ust to

. the east of the Prison Hill Recreation Area, the inclusion of the Prison Hill Recreation Area creates a

logical property management unit for the area. BLM Carson City field office staff supports this coﬂcepf, |
as this property is separated from other larger tracts of BLM land and is located at the urban interface. -

_ This was also recommended for inclusion by the Open Space Advisory Committee; the Parks and
. Recreatmn Commission, and the Advisory Board to Manage Wildlife.

Of Ehese groups of parcels #30 has heen the most controversial. {Jngmaliy staff pmpnsed that #30be : |

requested from the federal government to be transferred to the State of Nevada for the development ofa -
workforce housing project. The residents of the Hidden Meadows Subdivision and surrounding areas
made their presence known at all the advisory committee meetings and testified as one voice against the
use of that-parcel for that purpose. The advisory committees somewhat agree with the Parks and :
Recreation and Open Space Advisory Committee recommending that the parcel be used primarily as

_open space as part of the Prison Hill Recreation Area (Parcel #41). The Planning Commission, had the
most comprehensive recommendation advising the Board of Supervisors that the parcel be transferred

into the ownership of Carson City and that Carson City uses the regular master plan change of land use -
and development processes to determine ultimate use, including the possibilities of public facilities,
affordable housing, or open space. The Parks and Recreation Commission made a vigorous

B recommendation that the term “economic development” be removed as a potential use from this parcel
" Tt is the Staff Team’s recommiendation that the parcel be transferred to Carson City and that the master
--plan change of land use and Planning Commission’s existing processes be used m detenmmng its -

ultimate iand use, lf necéssary.

@




Parcel 42 {Cér&_téﬁnial Park) - Staff recommends inchyding this p'ropéfty in the Lands Bill in order fof the -
_ City to obtain clear title on the property. Currently, the City has a patent on the property, but all public -

- purposes iises on the property are subject to review and permits from BLM. While the proposed actwn _ ._ it

would still limit potential uses on the property to parks, recreation and public puipose uses, clear
ownership of the property would more easily facilitate the City’s control of future uses. There has not -
been any Dpposmon to this request,

" Parcel 43 Eastm Portal 'Gatewav - Past city planning efforts have identified this location as épossibie :
. gateway into Carson City to include, potentially, a visitors stop, lookout point, and public information

“Parcels 49'.31'1.& 50 :
by the Bureau of Land Management and they appear as residential areas of the Pinion Hill neighborhood = -

kiosk. Under the present BLM designation of Open Space for the property, such structures would not be -
allowed. Anopen space gateway wonld still be preserved and the hillside viewshed would be protected
in this area.

Pinion Hills area): There are scattered two-acre to five-acre parcels presently owned

in Carson City. Staff has conducted a windshield survey of these parcels in order to determine thmr

 ability to sustain single-family dwellings or if they are better snited to be kept as open spaces.

Spemﬂcallv Parcel #49 is a low flood plain area that is more suited as an open space. Within Pﬂ]}i‘gﬂll S

- #50, however, staff’s recommendation is for the Board of Supervisors to consider requesting title of the -

' ‘land and use the public process to sell the land. First right of refusal may be given {o existing land -

OWIIErS in adjacent areas, and the parcels may be packaged in a way that areas which are not easﬂv
developﬁd may create additional space for existing or developable lots. -

'MORE RECENT REQUESTS BY STATE PARKS AND THE OPEN SPACE ADVISORY
COMMITTEE

© Parcel #44: Parce} #44 consists of appmxlmateﬁy 400 acres and 15 encampassed by the Bmda Meadmw :

It is the recommendation of the Open Space Advisory Committee that Carson City obtain title of the
Borda Meadow and surrounding vicinity. The committee believes the land is important because of its -~
waler retention capacity, its potential to alleviate the peak of flooding, its scenic beauty, and recreation .
potential, which includes area to provide access to irails, developed picnic areas, and similar facilities.

' Parcel #10:  Parcel #10 as drafied has been requested by the Washoe Tribe. The tribe wishes to

incorporate a physical route connecting to their ancestral lands in the vicinity of Lake Tahoe.

Parcels #46A and 46B: These parcels have been discussed with State Parks. State Par'ks, however, will — S
follow up with a formal writlen request once the agency studies the proposal more thoroughly., - :

CITIZEN PARTICIPATION PLAN

There has been a vigorous and extensive citizen participation program conducted since August of 2006 |
consisting of public information workshops where opportunities were available to present written '

- comments, as well as public meetings conducted by advisory boards where oral and written testimony
- was received. In addition, staff has met with the U.S. Forest Service, Bureau of Land Management,

. Washoe Tribe, and the State of Nevada on multiple occasions. Over 20 meetings in the last five months

have been conducted. The letters and written comments received are attached to this report.




Proposed Lands Bill Parcel Exchange Summary -
- Per December 18, 2006, Draft Map

_Land Trahsfer Summary

L Proposed Dwner » | CCMOS | CO/IRPP | BLMIOS . USFS. WT . hISF State Tﬂ-tal.
o Current Ownership ¥ [acres) « {acres) [asres] | facres) | (acres) | (acres) | facres) | Given
- lee . X X 011722 0 ] 0 1,722 :
| BLMOS 2725 24 X 0 0 4] O0F 2749
BLM/RPP 774 | 1,488 1] 1] 1] 78 0] 2321 ;.
" BLM/DISP B4 {0 56 O O _33 0] 153 ¢
USFS . 1,630 0 0 X| 743 33| 660] 3,066
- Total ac. Recejved: ¢ 5,193 1,493 o6 | 1,722 T43 144 660 | 10,011
G0 = Garsan Siky Lises,
WT = Washoe Tribe 05 = Open Space
BLM = Bureau of Land Managsment - . i RPP = Recreation and Puilic Purpose . .
ISFS = 1S Forast Senvice . QISP = Identified for exchangesdisposal far private development' .

' Statistics:

5,056 acres from BLM to Carson City

1,630 acres from USFS to Carson City
. -1,722 acres from Carson City to USFS _
4, 964-acre-n.et gain.of property into Carson City ownership

MB acres from USFS to Washoe Tribe
B60 gcres from USFS to Siate Lands
-1,344 acres net gain (loss) to USFS
{- 684 acres net gain (loss) to USFS excluding propemes aoing to the State) .

- Area of designated Open Space (inchuding all lands identified for exchange that are"current'BLM SR

- 08 designated lands and all USFS Jands);
7,537 acres cumently -

- 8,341 acres proposed - T
- 804 acres net gain in designated open space

" Lénd disposal for private development:
33 acres from USFS

- 111 acres from BLM - :

144 total acres identified for private develnpment

1.44% of total proposed exchange lands identified for devefupment
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Federal Land Bill Map

lndwlduai Property Descriptions and Summaraes : e |

: per Draft Map Dated Decemher 13,-2605 : L




Federal Lands Bill Map Reference #: 1A
Pmperty APN{S) 7-031 {Jﬁ -15: portlon of 7-091-25 - Total Acres: 1, ?22 'acres

General anatmn West smEe Sierra ridgeline down the westeray pr:}rtmﬂ of Ash Lanyon
exctudmg most of Ash Canyon Road.

Recnmmendatmn Carson City dispose of property to USFS or State Parks

Proposed Uses: Watershed open
space.

Current Dwnershlp Carson thy

Current management
designation/uses: Public.

Can. propused uses be accomptished under current ownership and &es:gnatlon'?
J{ ‘r’es - No

Annual Mamtenance Ensi $21 D93

Property characteﬂstlcs ‘Forested area, much of it burned in the Waterfall Fire. Property
includes small portion of Ash Canyon Road near the ridgeline, which serves as an access to the
State Park around Marlette and Hobart Lakes. Access o most of the pmper&y is difficult due is:l
‘topography e:ﬂ:ept along Ash Canyon Road.

Baneflts of Elty awnershtp nf property:

» . Wore control of watershed management
Consistent with Open Space Master Plan
Cﬂntml of fire fuels reduction management

lssues

. F’{}or access to pmperty

» Relatively high annual cost of management
. Fire protection and fire rehab

Rationale: The USFS or State Parks are better suited to manage upper forested areas. The
property does not interface with developed private properties in the urban or suburban areas of -
the city and, therefore, is not a high priority for fire fuels management by the City. | The City has’
not conducted fire management maintenance on the property in the past due to the lack of
suitable access to the property and the associated costs. The property is contiguous with both
USES and State Parks properties, and State Parks has expressed an interest in obtaining the
pmpeny

e |

e,

{




- __.'_Re-comm_e-ndatlon

Federal Lands Bilt Map Refemnce # 15_ B

P‘roparty npm{sy 7.061-09; 7-091-54, portion of 7-091- 25 Total Acres: 784 acres :

-Ganerai Location: West side, lower porimrt of Ash Canyon to {bux not mckudang} Quili water

treatment pr@periy, including much of Ash Canyon Road.

Reﬁam in Carsen City ownershlp

Pruposed Uses Wa’eershed open
space. :

Cu‘&'re'nt Dwﬁership:: Carson Citjf'..

Current management
designation/uses: Pul::»!ﬂ.:

Can propnsed uses he accnmpllshed under current ownership and deS|gnahon‘?

'.){Yes No _ |
_Annuai Malmenance Cnst $14 1?6
- Type af malntenance

Prv:u:ai\'zr’tyr characterustlcs Foresied area, much uf it bumed in the Waterfall Fsre Propedy =

includes much of Ash Canyon Road above the State water tank parcel, which serves asan -
access to the State Park around Marlette and Hobart Lakes. Access to most of the property 15
dlfﬂcuit due to topography except along Ash Canyon Road. '

- Beneﬁts 0f City ownershtp of property:

*

Control of Ash Canyon Road -

e More control of watershed management

« Consistent with Open Space Master Plan
. Control of fire fueis reduction management
Issues |

Relatwety high annual mst of management
+  Ash Canyon Road maintenance
« Fire protectionand frerehab '

_Rat'ib-ﬂ-aité: ‘The subject properties contain Ash Canyon Road access and lower Ash C"ahyo“n
drainage areas. Retaining ownership of the property that contains Ash Canyon Road retains a -

. much higher level of control of road access and maintenance than putting the property under
: -federa! awnershlp Ash Canyon Road is currently maintained by Carson Catg.r,




Federal Lands Bill Map Reference# 2

Property APN(s}): 709112 - R Total Acres: 37 acres
General Location: West side, southwest of Laieview neighborhood.
Recommandatmn Retain in Carson Clty ownership.

Pmpnsed Uses Open space, iralEs

Current managem&nt demgnatmnfuses
Public.

Can prnposed uses be accompilshed
under current ownership and
designation?

X¥es . No

_Am'aual Mamtenance Cost 51 448

Prcperty characﬁensﬂcs Steep terrain with no wehlcuﬁar access, Within the Waterfa]i Fire
' bum area.

Benet" ts of City ownersh;p of prnparty

‘«  Control of trail facilities construction

« Control of fire fuels reduction management
“ e Lirbary interface pmp&r‘{y '

issues _ -
' Cost of manag&ment fi a*e pmtechcm and fire rehab

| '-Ratmna!e' The pmper’[y is at the urban interface with reswientlai devempment (Lakewew}l andf a
'~ the City can provide more active fire fuels reduction management to the property than the
~Forest Service to reduce risk of catastrophic fire and to protect existing residences. '




_ Federal La:nds Bill I‘u’iap Reference #: 3
Property APN{S} ? G91-4? &-48 o . Z Tut'.a'i Acres: 74 acres
Genaral Lucatlr.m West side, west olemherlmefWestwood naghborhood

Recommendatmn Retazn in Carson l’:n&n,..r ownersmp
Proposed Uses: (}pen space traals
Current Ownership: Carson City

Current management designationfuses:.
Public. ' L

Can 'p'rbpbsed uses be accomplish'ed’under' :

current ownership and desgnatmn'?
X¥Yes _ No

An'n'ual"ﬁ'lainfénanice 'Cnes't: $4,000

_ Propertyr chaa'acterlstzcs S!eep terrain with no vehlc:ular access. Wsthm the Waterfalf F|re
'burn area. '

: Benef._its_nf City ownership of property:
- Control of trail facilities construction
.. Contml of fire fuels reduction management
) ) . issues .............
T Cost Df management, fire prutectlon and fire rehah

o 'Rational'e: “The pm@erty' is near the urban interface and the City can pr'civ'ide more active fire
fuels reduction management to the property than the Forest Service to reduce risk of
catastrophic fire and to protect existing residences.




Federal Lands Bill Map Reference #: 4

'- 'P'rnpérty A‘Pﬂ{s}:??-ﬁm-'ﬂa R " Total Acres: 40 acres

General Location: West side Sterras approximately 2 miles due west of Chuilt water treatment e

- plant wmhm Waterfall Fire burn area.

' -Recommendatlon Retaln in Carson City ownership.

Prupnsed Uses Watershed mpen
space.

Current Ownership: Carson City
Current management
designationfuses: Public.

Can proposed uses be at:c:c;'mplishe_d o
under current cwnership and

designation?
X¥es _ Mo .

Annuat Mamtenance Cost: $1,000

Property chaa’a{:tensttcs Forested area mostly bumed in Water‘fall Fire. hccess to pmpeﬁy
provided by d-wheel drive road currently used as a pubilic trail. The property abuts USFS-

property and private property (Long property). The Long property has previously been IdEﬂthEd; o

as a pntentlaE property for open space purchase by Carson City.

Benefits of- City ownershlp of property:

‘= Control of trail facilities construction

+ .- Control of fire fuels reduction management

Issues:
» Costof management fire pmtectmn and fire rehab -
» Isc-iater:i City parcel would be consolidated with surrounding USFS pmperty

. Ratmnale The |::rr|::j:1ue=:rtj,,r has adequata access for managemeant and is adjacent o propeny
'|denttﬂed for potential purchase by Carson City for open space.




- | Fecieral Lands BIH Map Reference# 5
#r@;ﬁénﬂpms;: ?-Dﬁ‘i-23 o -. o i | Total Acres: 40 acres -
General Location: West side, appmxrmateiy Ye-mile south.of Kiﬁgs Canyoh FRoad.

. F{ecomme'ﬁdatian: Retain in Carson City ownership.

" Proposed Uses: Watershed open e
space. :

Cu;‘reﬁt'DWﬂe-rShip: _Car’-suh't‘,_‘i’ty_':.

Current management |
designationfuses: Public.

Can proposed uses be accomplished -
under current ownership and
designation?
X¥es Mo

__-Annuai Mamtenance Cost: $1,083

' _Pmperty characterlstlcs The pmperty is at the bottom of the Borda meadow with a perenmaE

streaim (Kings Canyon Creek} running through it. The property abuts a two-acre residential area

o the north, and is presently surrounded on the three other sides by USFS property, rnckudmg
the 40 aares ’to the south that was recently sold to USFS by Carson City Open Space

Beneflts nf Clty ownea'shtp of property:
»  Control of watershed management. : : c
» Cﬂntmt of fire fuels reduction management imz:\mjmg sheep grazing)

Issues _ : :
s  Costof management, fire pmtecimn and fire rehab.

» Adjacent Borda Meadow property is identified for acqunsmon by Carson Czty in order to
facilitate sheep grazing operations for fire prevention management.

Rationale:  With the acquisition of the adjacent Borda Meadow by Carson City from the Forest
Service, the subject parcel would logically be included within the proposed property S

‘management "unit.” The continued ownership of this parcel and the acquisition of the ad;acen’é
Borda Meadow property would create an opportunity for ongoing sheep grazing operations in
the wcmliy o manage fire fuels reduction. Under continued Federal ownership, sheep grazmg
is more dlfflCUH to accomphsh

(:f‘: :




DS N Federal Lands Bill Map Reference #: 6
" ﬁﬁﬁérﬁw,&ﬂ?ﬂ(s}: 7-001:03,-11,-76, 78879~ Total Acres: 567 acres

Genera? Lc:-catmn ‘West of and adjacerst to Lakeview area.

Recommendatmn Transfer ownership from USFS to Carson Clty

Pmposed Uses: Open space
trais.

Current Ownership: 'USFS

Cur.rerit.nia:nlag-emem T
designationfuses: U‘SFS_ S

Can proposed uses be U

+ accomplished under current

. ownership and des:gnatmn’?
X¥es _ No. SRR

AnnualMaintenance Cost: $8.446 o

Property charactersstlcs ‘Steep, fﬁrested terrain mnstiy Wﬁthiﬂ the Waterfall Flre burm area.

“Access road to Hobart Reservoir and Marlette Lake traverses through portions of the property. |

~ Ash Canyon Road goes through a small portion of the southwest corner of the property.
Property is adjacent to Lakeview Park property and Lakeview residential areas.

. Benefits of City ownership of property:
. Control of trails facilittes construction
. -ContmE of fire fuels reduction management

'issues
. Reiatwely high annua cost of maﬂagemeni

Ratmnale The property is near the drban interface and the Csty can prowde more actwe f;re L
fuels reduction management to the propery than the Forest Service to reduce risk of

. catastrophic fire and to protect existing residences. Transfer to Carson City reduces

- “checkerboard” federal ownership pattern. : .




Federal Lands Bill Map Réfermﬂe #7

Pmperty prs} 7- 09122, 23&24 | Tuta; Acres: 83 acres
General Locatmn Appmmma%ely Yeemile west of Tlmbemnef‘uﬁu’eswaod area.

. - Recummendaﬁon:. Transfer ownership from USFS to Cars.on City.

| Proposed Uses: Open space, 'tra‘ilﬁ_s.. -
Current Dwnérsh.ifp: USFS :

Current management desmnatmm‘usesf' :
LUSFS

Can proposed uses he accomplzshed
under current ownership and S
designation?

XYes _ No

' '-Aﬁ:nua! Mai’nt'enﬁancfe Cost: $71,000

- '_ Pa‘aperty charactensilcs Steep forested terram wdhm the Waterfail Flre burn area. Ash
Canyﬂn Road gaes through a small portion at the south end of the pmperﬁy

: Benef‘ts of Clty ownershlp of ;:umperty
« Control of trails facilities construction _
o -Contmi of fire fuegls reduction management =

'-Issues
Cost of management fire protectron and flre rehab

‘Rationale: The prroperiy is near the urban interface and the City can provide more active fire
fuels reduction management to the property than the Forest Service to reduce risk of
catastrophic fire and to protect existing residences. The property is surrounded by Cm.f
B pmpeﬁy‘ 50 transfer to Carson City reduces "checkerboard” ownership pattem

¥

‘ )'/




_ . Federal Lands Blli Map Reference #: B
PmpertyAPN{s}TEﬁQ’im o D SR Total ﬁ‘acms 79 acres
Géﬁé’;ﬁi_Lb_ﬁéﬁaﬁ:: North and adjacent to Timberline area.
ﬁe;ﬁﬁrﬁnieﬁdafidn: T'ransfe-r.bwn_ér.shﬁi:p from USFS to (farsﬁn Ciff.'

Pmposed Uses: Open sgaao& tr:aais
viewshed management

Current Ownership: USFS L
Current management

designationf/uses: USFS

under current ownership and
designation?
XYes ___ No

' 'Annu.a'i”maintenanrce Cost; 52,192

- Property characteristics: Sparseiy forested area wethm the Waterfail Fire bum area with few.
“surviving trees. USFS has replanted the area with seedling trees. Access to the pmperty is

o avaﬂable for tralls emergency vehicle access to portions of the propeﬂy exists.

. Benef‘ s nf Bsty nwnershm of property:
‘Control of trails facilities construction

. Located adjacent to residential development at the urban mterface
-« Located adjacent to existing city-owned property

» . Reduces "checkerboard” federal ownership pattern

- Control of fire fuels reduction management
'1ssues

- Cost of maﬂagement f re prﬁtec&mn and fire rehab

- Ratmna!e ‘The propert:,r is near the urban interface and the Cﬁty can pr{::wcie more actwe fire -
. fuels reduction management to the property than the Forest Service to reduce risk of -
* catastrophic fire and to protect existing residences. The property is adjacent to other Clty o
" property and transfer to Carson City reduces “checkerboard” federal ownership pattern, -~

Can prb'pﬁsé'r.'i' uses be accomplished | S




Federal Lands B|II I"u"lap Reference # 9

" Property APN(s): 7-061-18, 9-014-06 " Total Acres: 148 acres

Général_LocatEdn: “G-Hill," south of Kings Canyon Road.
Re‘c.ommend-ai'iﬁa:- Transfer ownership from USFS to Carson City.

Proposed Uses: Open spar':é, trails, -
viewshed management.

Current Ownership: USFS -

Current management desngnatmnfuses E
USFS :

Can proposed uses be accompllshed
- under current uwnershlp and
designation?

X¥es  HNo

Annual Mamtenance Cost: $2,126

- Pmper&y character;stﬂ:s Heilsude pm[:nws;rt‘),r with exastmg trails access to top of C HlEi LCIW

~brush on pror.:erty has burned pericdically, including during the Waterfall Fire.

Benaf:lts-__n{ City ownersmp of property:

» - Control of trails facilities construction

o  Located at the urban interface _
» . Control of fire fuels reduction management

Issues:

s Cost zjf management, fire pmtect"ﬂ'n and fire rehab.

_ Ratmnale The parcel is ocated at the urban interface. The City would have more control over -

- fire management issues, trails construction and the C-Hill US flag. The property is highly visible

from the urban areas of Carson City, and critical pathways/trials linkage on the Pathways
Master Ptan runs through the property.




Proper&y ;&PM{S} Pemr}n of g-151-04 Total Acres: 743 acres
‘General Location: Apﬁfﬁﬁsmaiély 15-mile west of South CEE'SOﬂ Sireei near Koontz Lane
south_west of Carson Indian Colony.

Recommendation: Transfer ownership from USFS to Washoe Tribe

| Proposed Uses: -
i Washoe Tribe,
. open space,
cultural activities

Current
Ownership.
USFS

. Current
management

USFS

Can propnsed
! uses be -
' accnmp_h_shﬂd
2 under current
ownership and -

K¥es Mo

Annual Maintenance Cost: N/A. {Washoe Tribe ownership} |

Prayerty characteristics: Hillside pmperty with existing trails access to top of C-Hill. Low
brush an property has burned periodically, including during the Waterfall Fire.

Benefi ts. of City ownershlp of praperty MIA
- Issues MIA" T o

: Rationale: The 'pércel adjacent o ihe: Carson Indian -Cnsohy and other Washoe Tribe property -

Federal Lands Bill Map Reference #: "Il‘.]. T

¥ designation/uses:

designation?

" to the north. Expansion of the Washoe Tribe property will give them more control of access and =~

drainage facilities above the Colony property and provide more ownership management control -
in general. The Washoe Tribe has expressed interest in obtaining additional federal lands.




Federal Lands Bill Map Refér_énce"#_ﬁ:'ffi_‘:l:.

'- -.Préhe-&y APN{s]: Portion of 9-151-04; 9-201-01 - Total Acres: 151 acres

2 -General anattnn Voltaire Canyon wicinity appmxamately Yo mlle west of South Carson Sireet.f .
" near Clearview Drive. '

Rec_o;mmendai;un:. Trahsfér dW-riership from USFS to Carson City.'

_ Proposed Uses Dpen space ’iralls
viewshed management.

USFS

Can pmposed uses be accomplzshed
- under current ownership and

designation?

XYes __ No

'_-Annual Ma!ntanance Cost $5, 163

Property charactenstlcs HalEsmﬁe pmpeny adjaceret o ua'ban interface.” C|ty water 1ank
- famhfses are located on the property.

: Benef-its of;City ownership of property:

= - Control of trails facilities construction

‘s Located at the urban interface :
. Contml c}f fire fuels reduction managemen%

-Issues 1'.' o L :
«  Costof managemeni f“ ire pmte»ciuon and fire rehab -

Rat‘mnalﬂ-: The 'parcet is Iocateci at the urban interface and cortains ekisting city water tank_
- facilities.: The property is highly visible from the urban areas of Carson City. The City would
have mare control aver fire management issues, trails construction and any necessary future

 publi¢ facilities, including potential floodidrainage management facilities. The City can provide . |

more active fire fuels reduction management to the property than the Forest Service to reduce
rlsk of catastmphkc fire and to protect existing residences. '




lssues’

_Federal Lands Bill Map Reference # 12{ L -

-'?roperty APM{S} Portlﬂn of 9-273-02: Portion 9301-01 Tetal Acres: 120 acres SR

Genera! Lucatmn MNarth caf and adjacent to Highway 50 West, appmximate!y Ve-mile ’m cme: T
mile west of Scuth Carson Street D :

_ Recummandatlon Transfer ownership from USFS to Carson City.

'Pmposed Uses: Operi space tramls
wawshect managment :

Current Ownership: USFS
Current management desigﬁaﬁdnﬁhééﬁ:

USFS

under current ownership and -
designation?
XYes __ No

s An ri"ua! 'Main*ténénce Cost: $1.907

'Type mf ma:ntenanca

e Pruperty charactenstlcs Hlllsm‘a property adjacent to urban mterfa{:e : |

-Beneflts of C;ty uwnersmp uf property o
‘. Can&mf of trails facilities construction .
. E_ocated at the urban interface

. Contmé of fire fuels reduction management

. Cost af managemeﬂt fire: protectlaﬂ and f ire renab
Rationale: The prcperty is near the urban interface and the City can p'rf::#ride more active fire |
fuels reduction management o the property than the Forest Service to reduce risk of -

catastrophic fire and to protect existing residences. With the inclusion of other USFS properties B
to the north, this property would be cordiguous with other properties under city management,

Can prcpnsed uses be accompllshed L



FederaE Lands BIH Map Reference #: 13_'_; :

Propariy APN(S) Portion of 9-273-02: Portion 9:301-01 -~ Total Acres: 30 acres
= General Location: Mc}nth of and ad;acent to Haghway'SG West appmmmateny Yernile mtée west" -
of South Carson Street near the future freeway intersection. :

L Recummendatmn Transfer ownership from USFS to Carson City far dispnsal

Pm-poseci Uses: Emnoms{:
development; commercial uses.

Gurrent Ownership: USFS.

Current management
designation/uses. USFS

Can proposed uses be accemphshed
under current ownership and
designation? :

___ Yes X MNo

Annuak Mam‘ienance Cost: No fiscal impact uporn dasposa! of the pmperty

_:. Property charactenst:cs The property has moderate smgmes of apprammaieiy 8% to 15%
- The property is located adjacent to Highway 50 West and has excellent visibility from the
- highwa}f and the future freeway mterchange at South Carson Street,

Beneﬂts of City ownershlp of property: N/A. Devetopment of the pmperty with wmmermai
uses will have a positive impact on the fiscal health of the city by generating sales tax.

 Issues: 'NFA._

a Ratmnale The pmxlmlty of the property to the future freewa\_.f rnterchange and the h!gh ws1bllsty

~ of the property from the highway make the property a desirable commercial location.. As

. commercial property becomies scarcer in Carson City, especially along the freeway, the demand -
-for commercial property will make development at this location economically feasible.

. Commiercial development on this property would tie in with anticipated commercial development
on ad;acent commercial properties already in private ownersh:p




" Federal Lands Bill Map Reference #: 1 4 e

- Pmpé‘ﬁy APN‘{S]'”Q 30203 " Total Acres: 2.8 acres

- General Lacatmn South side of nghway 50 West appmmmat&ty i-mile west of South Carsan
- Street; dlrect!y behind Costco wadlng _

Proposed Uses: Pafb-réc facilities - :
{drainage). econormic development. - :

Cu-n'enf 'Own-arshi;p 'USFS L

Current management demgnatmnfuﬁes:;
USFS

Can proposed uses be accompllshed e
~under current ownership an:i : -

designation?

___Yes X No

: Annual Maintenance Cos’é No fiscal impact upon tflspasal of the properiy

' _'_Property charactenstlcs The property is located adjacent to st.r 50 West oh the south ssde |

- _behind Costco and adjacent to the Comstock RV Park. Access o the parcel is only available - s
- through one of these adjacent parcels. The property slopes significantly up from the existing - - -

o deveiﬂpment to the highway. The parcel contains landscaping and drainage famtitles
- assouated wﬂh the development of Costco.

- 'Benef ts nf City ownership of prnperty :
«  Carson City would obtain full controf of existing riramage facilities on the 51Ee
. Pmperty tan be disposed of for economic development

: Essues NJA

. Ratrona&e The pmpertg.f cmntama dramage facnintaes and slope landscapang associated W|th the E :
cievelnpmem of the adjacent Costco store. The parcel cannot be developed as a stand alej-ne
: _prope;ty due to lack of access. _

-'Moie This propeny is aEready :dentfﬂed for d;sposal bg.f USFS in an emtmg Lands Biflin -
Congress.. Inclusion of this property in this Lands Bill process is solely as a back up measure in
. the event that the current Bill that includes the subject parcel {as well as other non- Carson Caty
_parcets) falES or stails in Congress.




- Federal Lands Bill Map Reference #: 15 L

Property APN(s): Portion 8-023-12 - " Total Acres: Approx.1/4 acres

- Gene?al_Locatibﬁ: MNorth of 30 Heaven Hill Way, sast of imi:s Ra-éd,_

'R_Eczbmmeﬁd'atian:- BLM disposal of property to the adjacent property owner.

' P.rnpd:'sed.l...l.é,és:'- Inclusion with adjacent private property to include private well facilities and

other structures built onto BLM property.

_Cun&ﬁi _MMership: BLM

Cu:'mnt' -m'anaganﬁént-déSignatibnfuseg Open S’pacé |

'Can pmposed uses be accomplished under current ownershlp and demgnatmn” _

__Yes”  XNo

' 'hnnual Mamtenanee Cost: M/A.

o Pfopen.y'characteristics: The property is located adjacent to and on the riorth side of APN 8-

023-16, 30 Heaven Hill Way. The subject property slopes significantly up from the existing

- residential area. The subject portion of the property adjacent to APN 8-023-16 contains private -

well faulmes and structures inadvertently constructed on the BLM side on the property line.
Beneflts 0‘{ Clty ownershlp of pmperty NA.

issues NM

Ratmnaie The sale of the subject p{:-rimn of the pmper&«; from the BLM to the ad;acent pmperty .
OwTieT wouIcE resolve an existing property boundary intrusion onto the BLM parcel.




- _ Federai Lands Bifl Map Refe-renr;e # ‘Eﬁ
'- Prnp;eny--APN{s'}:.' Portion 8:011-11 | - Totai Acres 40 acres : .
3-.General Lacatmn North teiminus of Goni Road.

' Recammendatmn Retain in BLM nwnersmp and chamge BLM use ctemgnatmn fmm

o “L_ands Available for Development” to “Recreation and Public Purpose.”

: Pf-opdsed Uses: Dpéh .st}'ate;.': '
trails, utilities, watershed . -
“management. -

‘Current {jwne-rs'hip':. BLM -

-Current management ST
designationfuses: |dentified for -~
disposaliexchange for prwate
‘development. .

Can proposed uses be -

accomplished under current

- ﬂwnershlp and d95|gnatmn"?
. Yes . XNo

'Annual Mamtenance Cost: $1.000

' 'Property charactanshcs The property is located at the ncarthem termmus of Gonl Raad _
. adjacent to the east boundary of the Cinderlite extraction pit. The property has minor r:iramage
) 'courses through it, and the only viable vehicular access is via Goni Road, :

: Eenef‘ its of Clty ownesshlp of pmperty. _
= Control of Goni Road access and improvements
~»  Control of trail facilities construction

. Controi of fire fuels reduction management

llssues :
» . Cost.of management, fire protection
-» - Off-road vehicle enforcement and dumping enforcement

" Rationale: The property is not well-suited for development due to access and other geographic
‘constraints and should be retained for public purposes. The property is contiguous with other

BLM operi space properties to the north and to the west for contiguous land ownership and
managemeni




: _ o Federal Lam:ls Bill Map REfEfence# 1?_ :
P'ra:pérty;nw{s]:n3-13’4-&'1 813501 Total Acres: 39 aGreS

.ueneral Locaﬁmn Morth and sauth sides of Arrowhead Dnve appmmmateﬁy "xﬁ m;le west le
: Gan: Road :

' -Recummendatmn Transfer nwnershlp from BLM to Carson City.

' Pmpnsed-ljses: Park facilities.

Gurrent Dwnersh:p BELM

Curre;fst management
designationfuses: Recreation anr:l
Public Purpose (RPPL :

Can proposed uses be ac-::omphshed I
under current ownership and- -
designation? =
X Yes _ Mo

An’nuiai: maaﬁtenam Cost: $2.255

_ 'Property charactenstms The property is located approxumateiy “fz—mlle west—nnrthwesi ofthe

~end of the Carson City Airport runway, outside the runway “clear zong.” The property is gently
sloping with views of the Eagle Valley and views south to Jobs Peak in the Carson Valley. The =

‘property is not desirable for high-intensity development or residential development due to its-

- proximity to the airport. The property is surrounded by private properties and another smﬂariy«' o
-_sﬁuated BLM property, and it is m}t contiguous with surrounding BLM lands.

; Baneﬁts of Clt}f ownership of property
» Would allow conirol anid development of community park facilities
'« City control of property that is surrounded by private property within the city
Disposal of isolated "infill” parcel by BLM
Gonsnstent with Master Plan Land Use Map and Parks and Recreation Master Ptan

I.ssue_s: NIA -

Rationale: - The property has been identified in the Carson City Master Plan and Parks and
- Recreation Master Plan for potential development as a park site. Upon development of the site
“with city park facilities, the city would take on all maintenance and liabilities regardiess of the
- . ownership being with BLM or the City. City ownership gives the city more control over the -

management of the property. BLM is not well-suited to actively manage smaller infill parcels
= such as thls pmperty




B N _ Federal .Lanc:fs Bill'_map Reference ﬂ 18
Property APN(s): 8-134-02,8-135-02 . . Total Acres: 38 acres

Ge‘ne’ml,Laéaﬁah North and south sides of Are owhear:f Drive, west side of Goni Road
Recnmmendatmn Transfer ownership from BLM to Carson City upon termination of
'mmlng mill 5|te claims and operations.

Proposed Uses: Park facilities. -
. Current Ownefshipf BLM _

Current management
designation/uses: Recreation and
Public Purpose (RPP}; mining mill-
site claims on both parcels.

Can proposed uses be -
accomplished under current
ownership and designation?
X Yes® —_No '
* 'Subjeci. to termination of mill site claims and operations on the parcels,

o Annual Mamtenance Cost: $1, 353

_ Property charac:tenstlcs The pmper’w is Eocaied appr&xumat&iy }’L.-mlle west—n{}rthwest of the
~ end of the Carson City Airport runway, outside the runway “clear zone." The property is gently -
- sloping with views of the Eagle Valley and views down to Jobs Peak in the Carson Valley. The
' property i$ not desirable for high-intensity development or residential development due to its -
- proximity to the airport. The property is surrounded by private properties to the north and east SO
- another similarly-situated BLM property to the west, and city-owned airport property to the -

- ~south. The property is not contiguous with surrounding BLM lands.

: Beneﬁts of City uWnership of property:
' Would allow control and development of community park facilities _
- City control of property that is surrounded by private property within the city -
- Disposal of isolated "infill” parcel by BLM
- Consistent with Master Plan Land Use Map and Parks and Recreation- Master Plaﬂ

Issues: . :
. Gontmuation of mill site mmmg dlairns could preciude acqussztmn of pmperty

B Ratlonaie The property has been identified in the Carson City Master Plan and Paﬁqs and
‘Recreation Master Plan for potential development as a park site. Upon developrment of the site’
with city park faciliies, the city would take on all maintenance and liabilities regardless of the -
- ownership being with BLM or the City. City ownership gives the city more control over the

“management of the property. BLM is not well-suited to actively manage smaller infill parcels
“such as T.hES property. -

- Mi-lt site eperaﬁons may 'mhtinule on the site indefinitely for valid mining claims at the discretion” B

- -of the mining claim holder{s). Transfer o Carson City would occur only upon the legal -
termination of such claims. '




‘Federal Lands Bill Map Referen{:e # ‘%9{ i i

Prdpeﬁ?im’ﬂisl:f 3"202"'42 TR 'i'oi'al Acres 40 acres.

General Lu-:afson Northfaast of ﬁ\rmwhead Drwa west of Centennial Park and Eag}e ‘w’alleyr
West Golf Course. -

"Recnmmendatlon Clear F:PP restrictions from the title to allow fur dlsposat by Carsc-n _ e
“ City for economic development {industrial/commercial uses). Identify portion of sale
'_ proceeds to fund relocation of existing shooting facilities.

Proposed Uses: Economic deveiapment
Industrialicommercial uses.

{.':wrent Ownersmp Carson Cﬂy {with deed
restrictions under the patent from BLM)

.Current management 'designationfﬁées: -
Recreation and Public Purpose { RPP};'

current ownership and designation?
. Yes X No -

Ar‘inuaﬁl'lmainténa;nbé Cost: No fiscal impact upon disposal of property.

Property characteristics: The property is [ocated northeast of Arrdwhead Drive and west of =
Centenniial Park and Eagle Valley West Golf Course. The property is currently used by the
Carson City Gun Club for trap, skeet and sporting clays shooting. The property is adjacentto
-existing industrial property to the west and south and is suitable for development with minimal -+
“slopes. While Carson City presently owns title to the land, itis currenﬂy deed restricted to
recreateon and public purpose uses. :
BenEfits of City ownership of property: Disposal of property by sale for economic: '_
development would result in increased tax base for Carson City while providing funds for the -
relocation of shooting facilities to a more appropriate location.

Issues: Carson City currently maintains the property.

Rationale: As the existing industrial area grows and more development oecurs around the
shooting facilities, the shooting facilities become increasingly incompatible with surrounding
- uses. The property is in a prime location for industrial development with adequate access and-
- infrastructure to accommodate development. With other industrially zoned areas in the city—i. e
. Highway 50 East and Fairview Drive—anticipated to develop with more commercialfretail- L
- oriented uses in the future, the amount of remaining industrial property is shrinking.. The sale of

Can proposed uses he accomplsshad under: S

the property could generate significant revenue to provide for the relocation and |mpr€:~uement nf SR N

“the extstmg sh{}otmg facilities.




Federal Lands Bill-'Map Referénc'e' #.20 o

PfﬂPEﬁYﬂPNIS} 8-521-74 e  Total Acres: ?acres S

General anatlon South snde of nghway 50 East, approx:mateiy 500 feet west of Drako Way.":" |

Recammendatmn Clear RPP restrictions from the title and transfer the property from
_ BLM to Carson City for economic development and public purpose uses.

: Propused Uses: Economic

parking, V&T Railroad Eermmal tnuns!«
related uses. _ :

Current Ownership: Carson City (with
deed restrictions under the patent from
BLM) |

- Current management cl
designationfuses: Recreation and
Public Purpose {RPP).

Can, pmposed uses be accomplished under current ownership and das;gnatmn“’?
. Yes .. XNo . .

o Pmperty Ghal‘actEﬂStlﬂs The propeﬂy is a remnant parcel on the south swde of Hzghway Sﬂ
East that was part of the Centennial Park BLM patent to Carson City. While Carson City -
presentiy owns title to the land, it is currently deed restricted to recreation and public purpase
uses. The pmpeﬂy is vacant and is adjacent to the proposed W&T Railroad te\rmmus
Benaﬁts of City l‘}WI"IETShIP of property: The C:ty already has ownershsp and §Iabt§li}f on the
property. The proposed action would be to clear the title for the property to allow a broader

- range of uses to accommodate economic development in the area. '

Issues Carscnn CIE‘_-," currently maintains the property.

Rati:c_-naie: While part of the Centennial Park property patent, the subject parcel is a remnant -~

- _piece that has no value or purpose for recreation uses. With the V&T Railroad proposed for _
- construction adjacent to the property, conitrol of the property by the city without the current use -
- restrictions will allow the city to use the property for economic development purposes. .

development; Commercial uses, pubﬂic S




¥ & &

Federal Lands Blll Map Reference # 21

Property AP%\I(S} F’nr‘u(}n - EJH ‘19 portion 8-521-20 _ . Total Acres ?1 a{:res

General Lﬂcatlon Nr::rtheast SIde of Flint Drive, south of H|ghway 56 East
Recomm_endat:on: Transfer ownership from BLM to Carson Ci’%y

Praposed Uses Econmmxc
development: Commercial uses per Csty
Master Plan.

Current Ownershlp BLM (under Eeast to
Carson City}

Current management -
designationfuses: Recreation and
Public Purpose {RPP).

Can proposed uses be accomplished
under current awnership and '
designation?

Ye.s - - X Mo

- Property characteristics: The property is on'the “Eastern Portal’ plateau. The pmperty is

bordered by private property proposed for commercial development to the north and northwest

. {along Highway 50 East), BLM/city leased property to the south, and the future V&T rail to the’

: east. The property is relatively flat and is not visible from the | Eaglt—: Valley floor, The landfiliis
' !ocated approximately 2-mile to the south.

Bénef’ ts"of Clty ownsersmp- of p-ropertyr:
Retail sales growth

Tnunst commercial facilities related to the V&T

- Genetal economic growth

“In conformance with the Master Plan Land Use Map
Iissues: NIA.

'Ratlonala The propeny isina pﬂme location to camure 2CONOMIC beneﬂts of growth to the

east of Carson City, high highway volumes along Hwy. 50 East, and future tourist commercial =~
uses along the V&T Railroad. While little development has occurred to date on the adjacent
private properties, this is primarily due to the lack of water and sewer to the area. With water -
recently completed to serve the area and sewer plannad, it is anticipated that more

- development will occur in the near future. The property is designated Mixed-Use Cnmmemsal

on the Master Plan Land Use Map, the result of a public participation process specifically
adriressmg future development patterns for the Eastern Portal as well as citywide,

: 'Whi'le the' property _iis cur:renﬂy iden'tiféed in the BLM tease for "'iémporaw ibéoma'ss' st-ofégse,"'
- other portions of the adjoining properties could be used for such public purposes uses:




Federal Lam:is Blll Map Reference # 22

 3 ;Pfroﬁerl’bi':APﬁﬁ{ﬂ Pmrtlnn 8.521 26 pom{m 10-011-29 _ Total Acres 236 acres

: Genera§ Lucatmn Nz}r‘éheast s;de of Flint Drive, rorth of city landfill.

o Recommendatmn Transfer prﬂperty from BLM to Carson Clty

" Proposed Uses: Recreatian and pubiic
purposes uses, accessory landfill uses '
public facilities. :

under least to Carson City) -

Recreation and Public Purpose (RF’F‘-‘}. o

Can proposed uses be atcampllshed
under current uwnershlp and
designation? '
X¥es Mo

B '-Agi'znua_lf};‘léi_n'ténance'Cbst:'&é,EﬂB"' '

Property characteristics: The property is on the “Eastern Portal” plateau.” The propertyis = -
- bordered by property proposed for commercial development to the northwest, the city landfill to
- the south, and the future V&T rail to the north. The property is relatively flat and is not visible -

' frnm the Eagie Walley floor, The radio-controlled air park is located within this r:}mperty

Benef‘ ts: nf City ownershlp of pmperty

« Control of property and public uses adjacent to exis’{mg iandf" I
» Control of recreation facilities and property adjacent to future V&T Railrgad r;ght—of—way
. Coﬂtrol df fire fuels reductmn management

Issues:

s Cost (}f managemeni fire protect:on and off-road vehicle enforcement
- Lty CU!’fEHﬂ}f maintains approximately 70 acres of the pmperty under lease

- 3Rat|onale The praperh_.f is already designated for Recreation and Pubi;c Purpﬂse uses and a :

‘portion of the property is already under lease and managed by Carson City. This pmpef’w

includes the remaining areas of the Eastern Portal plateau that are not already otherwise -
designated for development that would be suitable for development while protecting the -

. surrounding viewsheds from the Carson River and Eagle Valley. City control of the property -
~ would make processing easier for desired public purpose uses, and offers more control of -

pmpar’ty adjar:ent to the Clty’ tandfill.

urrent Ownership: BLM {a'panign.} EERR R

Current management éesign'a“t‘iunfusesi' L



Federal Lands Bils Map Reference #: 23

' Pmperty APN(S} Pomon 8 521-20, ;:«ortron 8-531 [}3 portion 10-011-01 & 29 .
: Total Acres ?’?4 acres '

; General Ln-catmn ‘South of Highway 50 Fast surrounding the Iandﬂ!l and down to the Carsun o

T '_'_"Rwer

: Recommenda&mn Transfer propeﬁy from BLME to Carsnn Cltyf

Proposed Uses: Opera space pub[lc '
access, {rails, :

| Current DwnerSHipﬁ B'LM {a.pr:':-'rti’cm'. ;
under least to Carson City}

Current mianagement des'ign'atiqmiﬁés’: |
Rec;reat-ion and Public Purpose {RPF};:

Can proposed uses be accomphsheﬁ
under current ownership and
designation?

XY¥es _ No

A‘hﬂﬁéi Ma-intenzaﬁcé Cost: $11,396

-~ Property. characteristics:. The property is primarily the “viewshed” hillsides of the Eastern
- Portal area as viewed from Eagle Valley, the Carson River and the future V&T Railroad right-of-
~way. The future V&T right-of-way runs through the northeastern portion of the property. The -
- property.contains significant slopes that make potential development undesirable andfor -
~contains significant viewshad and open space features,. including the open “gateway” into _
. Carson City between Flint Drive and the Deer Run Road vicinity. An exlstmg mty water storage
tank is !ocated on the northern portion of the property.

Beneﬁts of Clty ownershlp of p}n:u::lertg.r ' ' .
- Adjacent to property currently managed by the mty uncEer ﬂease mclud[ng Ehe iandﬂﬁ

: :- - Control of access and trails construction

s Control of V&T right-of-way and open space vsewshed areas

. Contml of firé fuels reduction management

e :‘_Issues

« . Cost of management, fire pmtectmn

« - Off-road vehicle enforcement and durmping enforcemeant

» - City currently leased approximately 175 acres of the property
o Areals isclated from other BLM managed properties

Rationale: “The property is near the Urban interface and the City can pfmrlde more active fire

fuels reduction management to the property than BLM to reduce risk of catastmphrc fire and to =

- prot&ct surmundlng properties.

ol




Federal Lands B|II Map Reference # 24

g Pmpeﬁy:AP'N{s}} Portion 8-531-03 . S o Total Acres: 74 acres.

General Location: Approximately ¥%-mile south of Highway 50 East, east of Deer Run Road. -

Recommendation. Transfer property from BLM to Carson City.

Proposed Uses: Recreation and pubilc
purposes uses, utilities (water storage .~
facilities), public facilities, trails, museunm.
and educational facilities {potential
Chinese Workers Museum site).

Current Ownership: BLM (a portion
under least {o Carson City)

Current management designationfuses:
Recreation and Public Purpose (RPP). .
Can proposed uses be accomplished

under current ownership and _
designation? XYes - . -No

| 'Anﬁﬁ'ai"Ma'intenanCE Cost: $1,156

‘Property characteristics: The property contains an existing city water storage tank and
“vehicular access is currently provided via Flint Drive. The property is adjacent to existing and-

future private industrial and commercial development to the west and north and adjacent to

private Garson River-corvidor property to the south. The future V&T Railroad right-of-way

crosses the western portion of the property, and the property to the north has been Ldentmed as

' - the V&T Railrpad terminus station.

' _-'Bene_ﬂ.ts of City ownership of property: L -
e Controlof property with existing city facilities - ' '

-Adjacent to V&T terminus site

L ]
e ~ Trails access management

+ Located at the urban interface

. _Control of fire fueis reduction management """
: Issues

~ Costof management fire protection
« Off-road vehicle enforcement
. Clty curreniiy leases approximately 35 acres Df the pmperiy

Rafian'ale: The property is near the urban interface and the City can provide more active fire _
fuels reduction management to the property than BLM fo reduce risk of catastrophic fire and to
- protect surrounding properties. The property is already designated for Recreation and Public

~ Purpose uses and g portion of the property is already under lease and managed by Carson City. -~

‘The property location adjacent to the V&T Railroad and terminus station lends itself to V&T- '
related public facilities, such as the Chinese Workers Museum, and is a gateway to the Carson -

- River area for public trails access. The parcel can also potentially provide secondary access

between the V&T termsnai station site and the upper Eastern Portal devetmpment area.




' other pntenﬁai development areas.

Issues: No additional issues identified.

Federal Lands Bill Map Reference #: 25

'Pfﬂ'pért?- APN(S}: 8-531-09 B Total Acres: 40 a-éi’es'"_- o

General Lecatlon North of Carson River, appmmmately one mile east of {]eer Run Hoad
Recummenda‘tmn Transfer pmperty from BLM to Carson C|Eyr

Proposed Uses: Recreation and public
purposes uses, utilities (wastewater
storage facilities), recreation uses, iralls

Current Ownership: BLM {under ieast
to Carsen City)

‘Current management
designationfuses: Recreationand
- Public Purpose {RPP).

Can proposed uses be accomplished under current ownership and designation? =~ .

' )[Yes No-.

' Annual Mamienance Cnst $1 152

Prupedy'characteristiCS' The property contains existing rifle 'réﬁge and shooting facilities and
vehicular access is provided via an access road from Flint Drive, which also provides vehicular
access dowt to the future VAT Railroad right- of-way. The property is relatively isolated from

Beneflis csf City nwnershlp of property:

. A{ready under lease to city by BLM with maintenance TESpBﬂSEbIIIt},F

« Control of recreation and potential future wastewater facilities

| « - Coritrol of fire fuels reduction management

. Rhﬁdnaie: The property is already designated for Recreation and Public Purpose uses and the _ -

property is already under lease and managed by Carson City. The property is the potential :
location for future wastewater storage facilities, and the property is adjacent to other pmpemes .
a[reacly Linder City ownersh!p (to the north),




Federal Lands Bill Map Reference #: : 26

pm?my.npms;; 8-531-03 & 10-021-41 .. S Total Atre‘é: 169 acres

-Generai Location: West side of Deer Run Road alcng the Carson River, "Ambrﬂse Park

'Carson Rwer Natural Area.”

Proposed Uses: Open space, parks,
trail facilities. '

Cutrent Ownership: BLM

Current maﬁagemént R
designation/uses: Recreation and -
Public Purpose (RPP, northern 48 a-::res} :
and Open Space {120 acres),

Gan proposed uses be accnmplrshed under current ownershlp and des:gnatmn‘? '

KYes - No

.'Ann-ua'liMainténanbe- Cost: $5.-486

Propérty characteristics: - The property abuts the Carson River for app'rcixi‘m'ateﬁy one and a

half miles between Deer Run Road and the River and is adjacent to city-owned park prnperty td'

the west A portion of the property along the river is within the floodplain.

Beneﬁis nf Ci’&y’- o-wnershi-p_ of property:
. C’mfmﬁ of recreation facilities

Issues

s Costof management ﬂre prutectmn :

. Oﬁ-rcad vehicle, camping and recreation enforcement

Ftaimnale The property i5 ad]acent to the urban interface and emstmg mty park facalmes and

' pmwdes akey ilnk in future city trails plans.




Federal Lands Bill Map Refarence #:27 f

Property APN(s): Portion 8-531-07 o . Total Acres 103 acres.

' Genéfﬁ_l-tbcatinh East side of Deer Run Road south of Carson River bndge

" Recommendation: Retain in BLM ownership.

: Pmposed Uses: Plubzlc purposes uses
parks, recreation facilities.

Current Ownershipi BLM :
‘Current management

designation/uses: Recreation and
Public Purpose (RPP).

Can proposeci uses be accnmphshed under current ownership and dt—:—smnatlnn’?

X Yes _ . No

_Annual Maintenarice Cost: $2,466
~ Property characteristics: The property rises moderately o the east from Deer Run Road. No
. improvements currently exist on the property and there are a few existing off-road vehicle tralls

an the property.

-' Beneflts of City ownershlp of property

. Control of potential future recreation facilities
o C'ontro_il of fire fuels reduction management

1ssuas

e Costof management fire protecﬁmn

. _ Off-road vehicle enforcement

'Ratlonala The proposed uses can be accomplished Emc:ler the current BLM ownershlp, awd the |

proper{y is mntlguuus with Iarge tracts of BLM property to the east.

—




~ Federal Lands B|I¥ Map Reference« #r ZBA & B

o Property APN{S) Portion 8-531-07; portions of 10-021-05; 10-021-42

Total Acres 536 acres

General Locatlon East side of Deer Run Road 1o apprommateiy 1.25 miles east of Deer Run' '
' Road

Proposed Uses; Open space, public
access. o
. Gurrent Ownership: BLM

Current managemen% _
designationfuses: Open Space. -

Can prnpased uses he accomplished under current ownersh;p and des:gnat:on‘? _

) XYes R No

"'Annual Mamtenanca Cost: $? 370

_ Property tharacterlstlcs The property rises moderataiy to'the Bast fmm Deer Run Road into

- hillside terrain and provides access into the Pine Nut Mountains, The western portion of the
- property to- the first ridgeline is visible from the Eagle Valley area. The property abuts six =

" residential properties along Deer Run Road. '

B Beneflts of City ownershlp of property

- Céntrol of potential future recreation and trails faulrtaes

. Contml of fire fuels reduction management

-Issues

- Gostof maﬁagement fire pmtec:tuon

e Off~r0.ad vehicle enforcement

-Ra%mna!e The propmsed Lses can be accomplished under the current BLM ownershlp, and the

propeﬂy is contiguous with large tfacts of BLM property to the east.




Federal Lands B|l| Map Reference #: 29
Property APN(s): Portion 10-021-05 - . Total Acres: 3::}3 acres.
- -Ré&ohﬁﬁeh’daﬁﬂn: Retain in ZBLM ownership.

Prcposed Uses Dpen space recreaimn .
facilities.

~ General Location: Appmmmately *fz— Eo -
one mile east of Deer Run Road. '

Current Gwnefship: Bi_h.d

Current management &esngnatmnmses:-

Dpen Space.

Can proposed uses be accompilshed
under cuirent ownership and

designation?

_ Yes. }{ r\Eo

' Annual Mamtenance Cost $4 446

: Property charae;tensttcs The property generally sncéudes tha partion of the propert:.f m -
- Brunswick Canyon from the dirt road at the bottom of the canyon west to the ridgeline g
- overlookinig Eagle Valley. Access to the area is provided via Sedge Road off Deer Run road o
- the west and via off-road vehicle roads to the north to Deer Run Road. The property is net e
~yisible from Eagle Valley; northern portions of the property are visible fmm the future V&T

o Ratlmad nght of-way.

: Beneflts {}f City nwnershlp of propertyf . ' : : :
+ -Ability to.construct and maintain recreation facil ities (e g. shmmtlng facilities and asscacrated
- facilities).
L Cnntmi of fire fuels reduction management

’ ISSUE’S . . L
e Costof management, fire pmtectlon
C u‘_- Off—r_nad vehicle enforcement

" Rationale: Open space and passive recreational Uses can be accomplished under the currenf_-.
- BLM ownershm and the pmperﬁy is contiguous with large tracts of BLM property to the east
~The property has been identified as a potential location for the relocation and consohcfatmn of

- -exrstmg shooting facilities in the Amowhead Drive area (skeet and trap range) and Flint - SR
. DrwefCarson River area {(rifte and pistol ranges). The property fs ideally situated for sm’:h uses

away from the urban areas of Carson City while being within reasonable access distance: The o

location relative to the property provides for screening and buffering of any Lses frc:m
_ resndences in the vicinity and protects the hillside viewshed of the area.




Federal Lam:ls Bllf Map Reference # 30 a

'-'PmpertyﬁuPN[s} 1[}133401 _ : L | ' TotalAcres 31 acres

- .'Ganeral Lt}cation South side of 5" Street betwsen Fairview Drwe and Carson River Road.

Proposed Uses: Open space, public

‘Current Ownership: BLM
.Cl.,!fl’éﬁt management
designationfuses: Recreation Emd
Public Purpose (RPP). '

Can pmpnsed uses be accomphshed
under current ownership and
designation? . _ S
__ Yes X No {deve‘#opmeniﬁuses_}"

Annual Maintenance Cost: $1,382

Property charat:terlstmcs Appmmmateiy half of the pmperty»——gemeral!y the northeast pomon
~of the property—has been identified as "developable” by the State Housing Division based on a
~constrains analysis, with this portion of the property containing slopes of less than 15 percent.
‘The property has available access from 5" Street and Carson River Road. The property is
surraunded by other public lands, with BLM property to the south leading to the Prison Hill -
~Retreation Area, Eagle Valley Middle School property to the east, State property to the nt}rth
anid west, Carson City property to the northwest, and residential develspment to the mﬁheast
and suutheast :

Beneflts of City ownership of property:

«  Control of Prison Hill Recreation Area access

‘s Contral of other potential future uses on the properiy
s Control of fire fuels raduction management

isswes
. Contlguaus te Prison Hlﬁi Recreatmn Area - S
Cuu[d be used for future housing or other public pur;mses upon appmvai by Carson Cnty

e Ratmnaie Transfer of the property into City ownership gives the City the ability to make ™

* decisions on the appropriate land use for the property in the future as proposals may come -
forward. The present RPP designation under BLM ownership allows a range of "recreation and
- public purpose” uses that includes affordable housing. The site is adequately located to
.. accommodate development of recreation or other public purpose uses. The proposed use
'cieagna“hon would continue to potentially allow such uses. Despite who owns of the pmperiy
uses: m the property require approvals from the City prior to development.
: Under the pmposed demgnatmn the property would be managed as part of the Pﬁson Hll! _
-Recreation Area to the south until such time as a proposal for development, including recreation .
- or other public facilities, comes forward. If State Housing would obtain approval from the City

purpose and/or economic development, - -

for'a warkforce housing project based on its merits at that time, the City could work dlrecﬂy w&th L S

 the State on the dtsposﬁmn of the property.

&




Federal Lands Bill Map Reference # 31 & 32 o

| 'Property APN{S} Portim 10-081-77, p@mon 10-064-01 Tatal Acres: 3 acres

o General Locatlnn West side of Fairview Drive at Colorado Street.

. Recommendatmn Transfer pmperty from BLM to Carson L‘.lty for dlsposal fnr economic:
_ deve%opment : : :

Pmposed Uses: Economic. : Sl
development; Commercial or res:denttal
uses, _

: _'C-urrentbwneréhi';:n:' BLM

Current management
designationfuses: {Not identified in
BLM Urban Interface Plan.) -

responsibility (e.g. fire protection) and

liability for the property under the .

% -current management desngnatmn’?
__ Yes X No . .

' Can pr&posed uses be accomphshed under current ownershlp and desngnatmn?

o Yes. )( No -

_-'Annual Mamtenance Cust NIA

_ 'Property charactenst:cs The subject parcels 1nc4ude a pnmon of the fuiure freeway ght—of—
‘way and the subject area is the remainder that will be left upon completion of the freeway.

Colorado Street will be closed at this location by the freeway, and the remiaining right-ofway
adjacent to the freeway could be abandoned to create a contiguous parcel. The ;::mpert}.r i : '

-currenily zoned Single Family One Acre.

Beneflts of City ownershlp of property:

Abtiit'y‘ of City to efficiently dispose of prcper&y and generate revenue for purchase of more
enwmnmentally sensitive properties :

. Ehmlnates federal management of urban/suburban infill parcels

-~ Issues: o
L. BLM Iand despcsal processes are not well-suited for smaller par::eis -

_ ;Ratlonala: Upon com‘pietsan of the freeway, the property will be a =remnan*-t that is not desi'r'ed"

- for public management and is adjacent to other development. The BLM process to dispose of -

‘smaller parcels such as these is arduous, and results in the cost of disposal to BLM exceeding
~the proceeds generated from the sale. This results in BLM doing nothing to manage or dispose

-of these properties. Local BLM office management has recommended that the properties be -

~ transferred to Carson City so that the City can manage the property and dispose of it as desired. B
-~ Such disposal {at auction} would generate funds that could be used at the discretion of the City.
- Funds may be earmarked for purchase of other environmentally sensitive or critical. Gpen Eands

wdhm the Gity.

Does Carson City have management .



Federai Lands BIH N’iap Reference # 33
Property APN{s): 10-171-01 et al Total Acres: 145 acres
Geperal Location: East side of Edmonds Drive at Koontz Lane
‘Recommendation: Transfer from BLM to Carson City

Proposed Uses: Recreation and public
purposes uses

Current Ownership: BLM

Current management
designationfuses: Recreation and
Public Purpose {RPP}.

Can proposed uses be accomplished
under current ownershlp and -
designation?

X Yes No

Annua§ malntenam:e Cost: $5.646

Prﬂperty’ characternstlcs The subjecl property slopes moderateiy to the east from Edmmds
Crive and serves as the entrance and parking area for the Prison Hill Recreation Area. A city -

water storage tank is located on the parcel. The property abuts existing residential cfevelopment
to the mﬁh and south.

Ben-eﬁts of City ownership of property

» Contral of future uses and recreation area access
Located at urban interface

- Control-of fire fuels reduction management

lssues
+ Costof management fire protection
+  Off-road vehicle enforcement

the C:ty can prowtﬁe more active fire fuels reductmn management o the prc:f.:erty than BLM to
reduce risk of catastrophic fire and to protect existing residences. If the City obtains the Prison
Hill Recreation Area, this property would be & remainder parcel that BLM would not be weIE-
sulted to maﬂage The pmperty contains existing city facilities (water tank).




Federal Lands Biil Map Reference #: 4. SR

Pmpeﬁyr.ﬁPNfs'}' 1-@-192—04 R - Total Acres 2 acres . R R g

. ) -General Lucatmn East stde of Edmonds Drive, appr@xlmateéy 1&-m|ie south of Cteamew -

- Drwe

i _Racummandaimn Transfer pmpeﬁy frum BLM to Carson Clty for dlspnsai for resﬁentsal? R

Proposed Uses: Economic - - _
- development: Residential use,

Gurrent Ownership: BLM
Current management

designationfuses: (Not identifi ed in o |
Urban Interface Plan. )

Can proposed uses be accom'plishédé N
- under current ownershlp and ' :
% designation? = :
- Yes X No -

~ _Annual "Maiﬁtenance Cost: NfA.

Type of mamtenanca MIA

Pn:arpnartz.lr charactersstms The property is vacant and surrounded by sang!e—famliy housmg on-
- one acre-plus Iots. The property is currently zoned Single Family One Acre. The property is not
_.cantaguous with any mher BLM or city property. _

N Beneﬁts uf City ownershap of property: :
— Ablllty of City to efficiently dispose of property and generate revenue for purchase of more
- environmentally sensitive properties
. Eltmmaies federal management of urban/suburban infill paroeﬁs :

Issues
« BLM land d|sposal processes are not well-suited for smaller parceis

Ratmnale The properiy is an ‘urbanisuburban infill parcel that is ot desired for pubflc _

- managemerit and is adjacent to other private residential development. The BLM processto - - -
~dispose of smaller parcels such as these is arduous, and results in the cost of disposal to BLM

- exceeding the proceeds generated from the sale. This results in BLM doing nothing to manage

or dispose of these properties. Local BLM office management has recommended that the =

properties be transferred to Carson City so that the City can manage the property and dispose .

of it as desired. Such disposal (at auction) would generate funds that could be used at the ™

discretion of the City. Funds may be earmarked for purchase of cther enwmnmentally sensatwe : L

ar crlticai open lands within the City.




' -'.Federal Lands BE" Ma;: Reference #: 35
Pmperiy APN{ﬁ',I A0-251-02, 10-252-02, 10-261 (}1‘1 &-03 j' Total Acres; 20 aCrés‘ :

' General ana’tmn Morth and south sides of Bennett Avenue appmxlmateiy 500 feet east of
Conta Drive.

Recummendatmn Transfer propertsr from BLM to Carson City.

Propused Uses: 'Open space, park,
~ flood control/drainage facilities.

’ Cu:urreh-t'ﬂwnérshi.p:"BLM o
Current management

designation/uses: Re-creaﬁtm'.andi-_f T
Public Purpose (RPP). o

“Can pmposed uses be aacompllshed under current uwnershlp and deszgnatmn'? '
X Yes - No :

| 'Annuai Mamtenance Cost $2 870

' Pruper’ty character:stlcs The subject property is surrounded by 5mgie~famﬂy resudemial
. development on one-plus acres per lot. A significant drainage course runs north to south L
“through the property and causes minor flooding issues for surrounding property owners dunng o
'ceriam str::rrm evenis An existing city water well is located on one of parcels. E

Bea&eflts of Clty nwnershlp of property:
Cmnimt of future uses, drainage facilities
Urban mterfacef”mﬁll property isolated from BLM Iands

issues
{:csst of management

' Ratlanale Whlle the property is surmunded by residential development develcpment of tms B
area would only increase the risk of flooding to surrounding residents. The city floodplain

‘manager recommends retammg the property in pubhc DWHBI’SE’ND for potential flood contral -
measures. . _ .

o
ik"« <“'}';¢ o




Federai Lands Bill Map Reference # 36

F‘rnperl:y AFN{S} Pomons of 1[] 201:01 & 02 : : T ntal Acres 12 acres

Generat Location: Easi side of Hillview Drive between East ﬁ\ppmn Way anci East Roland
Street northwest side of future freeway right-of-way.

Recommendatlon Transfer property from BLM to Carson City.

Proposed Uses Park equestrlan
facilities, recreation and pubilc purpose

Current Dwnership BLM

Gurre-nt management des;g.natmnfuses* Recreation and Public Purpose (RPP).

Can propnsed uses be accomplished under current uwnershlp and deszgnatmn‘?
X ‘f’es Mo

Annua[- Mamtanance Cost; 51,770 .

Prnpertyr characteristics: The subject property is on the northwest su:le of the future freeway
right-of-way and will only have access through the existing ressdentiai neaghburhﬁod

Beneflts of i::|t3|r ownershsp of property:
« - Would facilitate control and development of park and recreatlon famlitles

~City control of property that is surrounded by private property within the city
Disposal of isolated "infill" parcel by BLM
Meets gaa!s of Caty Master Plan for park development

isswes - U
« Costof management

Ratn’onale 'The prt-perty has been identified in the Parks and Recreation Master Plan and Land
Use Map for future park facilities lo serve the surrounding neighborhood that is currently Iacklng
in park facilities. With the future freeway limiting equestrian access to the BLM property to the -

east, the site may also be used for equestrian facilities to serve the surrounding one- acre
residential neghbmhood

NDOT has shown mterest in thls property for use as an equ;pmenﬂmamienance yard, i.e. for
storage of snow removal materials and equipment, etc. City staff does not believe that this
would be an‘appropriate land use of the property due to its proximity to the existing resndentnai
neughbor‘hood and access through the neighborhood.




Federal Lands Bill Map Reference #: 3?1'- .
._ 'P;"opé_rﬁfﬁﬁﬁfis'}:.fPOH&GH’ 10-201-02° | | | o Total Acres 23 acres

General anétibn':_ North of Edmonds Sports Complex, southeast of futdre freeway rzghtmcfe '
way.

Recommendatmn Transfar property from BLM to Carson Clty

Proposed Uses: Park and sporis o

Current Dwnershlp BLM

Current. management -
o : . designationfuses: Recreation and
SR S Fublic Purpose (RPP}.

Can propusad uses be accomphshed under current nwnershm and desrgnatmn’?
X ¥Yes . No _

_ Annu‘aﬂ Maintenanéé Cost: $2 046

F’roperty charactenstlcs The subject property is located between the future freeway nght~of~- -
way and the existing Edmonds Sporis Complex. o

Beneflts of City ownership of property: o
Would facilitate control and development of park and sports facilities -

. - City control of property that is surrounded by private property within the city
e . Disposal of isolated “infill" parcel by BLM

R M’Eeets goals of City Master Plan for park development
'_Jssues |

‘Cost of manageme nt '

facilities, recreation and public purpose..-_._ BRI

~ Rationale: The property has been identified in the Parks and Recreation Master Planand Land

Use Map for future park and recreation facilities to meet future growth demands. The properw

. abuts existing property currently under city management ({the sports complex) and is located in .
the urban interface area. Upon construction of parks or sports facilities, the city would. incur
- maintenance responsibility and liability anyway, regardiess of continued BLM ownership of the
- oproperty..




.'F’roperty APM{S] ‘i U 2‘E1 04, -05 & 06“ ‘iﬂ 221 05 & ~14 Tat’a'l Acres: 74 a.'cres e
'General Locahun l::dme:}nds Sports Csmpiex west of 'Ecﬁmunds Drive anﬁ north of- Snyder L
Avenue.

' Recomm’end‘aiéoh:_ Transfer property from BLM to Carson City.

Proposed Uses: Park and spoﬁé SRR,
facilities, recreation and public purpo‘sa..':' _

lease to Carson City)

Current maﬁagemem
designation/uses: Recreation aﬂd
Public Purpose (RF’F’}

under current ownership and -
designation?
X Yes ___No

K Prt:q:uerl:g,nr charactensﬁws The property contains the existing Edmonds Sports’ Cﬁmpiex The
property ort the northwest corner of Snyder Avenue and Edmonds Drive has a city well on it.

Ben&f‘ ts of Gity nwnershlp of pmpeﬂy
Contmi of the development of fulure park, recreation and spor’zs complex familiaes

Issues None identified.

'Ratmnale . The pmper’fy is already under lease to Carson City and the City already ncurs -
maintenance responsibility and fiability. Ownership will provide more control of future recreation
uses Uf the pmperty -

Current Ownership: BLM (under RF’P-_:'_ SRR

“Can pmposed.us'eé be accomplished: S



Federal Lands Bill May Reference #: 39A &B

Pmpeﬁy APM{s} 10- 102 02& -0d, 10-104-02 & -04, 10- “EM 02 03 & -04
Tntat Acres: 16 acres

-Reccmiﬁend'atibn: '{':h':ahge BLM land use designatiebh'from: Disposal to D;:en-'s'paqel.
Proposed Uses: Open space. =
Current Ownershmp BLM

Cur;'eni management
designation/uses: Designated far
disposal {sale}.

Can proposed uses be accompllshed. S

under current ownership and -~ =
“designation? :

. ¥es X Mo

| ﬁnnué'l. Mainté'nan-ce Cost: $2,134

: Type n‘f mamtenance NxA
Pmpeﬂy characteristzcs The area includes seven two-acre pan:eis currently |{:Ienhf|ed f{}r
~ disposal by BLM. The properties are located between and above existing single-family -
residences on Pinion Hills Drive and designated BLM open space to the sast. The properties
- -are-characterized by mgn:ﬂcar«t slopes and drainage gullies running through them. - Although -
- legal road atcess exists "on paper,” no actual roads lead to the subject parcels dusto '
tr::pographm constraints. '

Beneflts of City awnershlp of property: NiA
-.Issues.- M{’A. _

-Rationale: The properties are poorly suited for residential development due to topographic and
access consiraints.: The properties abut existing BLM open space and should be included with
- the open space properties. While construction on the properties may be technically feasible, it -
is not desirable to Carson City (per the Master Plan} to encourage additional growth in this
- remote location away from city services {e.g. water, sewer, emergency service response). .
- Development on the subject parcels would also put more homes at risk at the wildland fire
interface:




_ Federal Laarsds BIH h&ap R&ference # -ﬁo

PropertyAPM{s:l 10-071-21, 10-072-06 & ug | " Total Acres: 831acres
10-121-08, -18, -30, -31, -32, -33, &-34, 1063115 .

_ General Location: Silver Saddle Rarich, generally south of Carson River Road on the west
- side of the Carson River and mciudmg approximately 150 acres on the east side of the Carson = -
Rwer IR :

_ Recommendatmn Transfer from BLM to Carson Czty
""" 'Proposed Uses:. Regaonal park
facilities, open space.

Cun‘eht Ownership: BLM -

Cun’ent management

‘Ranch management plan.

~ Can proposed uses be accomplished under current ownership and designation?
. Yes . XNo :

.Ann;u-a_l-- M#int&naﬁce-ﬂmﬁtz $15.775"

Property characteristics: The property includes the Silver Saddle Ranch consistingof -~
irrigated pasture lands in the Carson River floodplain, "bench” lands above the floodplain, and
hillside areas leading into the Prison Hill Recreation Area. The subject area also includes
Carson River Park at the intersection of Carson River Road and the Carson Rwer Carson
River and the Mexican D|ich {irrigation canal) run through the pmperiy

' Benefits of Glty cwnershlp of property: :
e Wouid facilitate controf and development of fegionat park facthfges )

--Issues o
. Cost of management

| 'Ratmnale Transfer of the. prﬂperty to City management wcuid allow for the cfevelopment of a o |
' regiona! park under local control, '

LeEi
VTos

“designationfuses: Sllver:S_'an::EdEe_'_-:. o .



..... Federal i_ands Blll Map 'Reference # 41

_. ' Pra:}[:}tari;jgir APN(S} iE] GEE 32, 10 [}?2 03 & -05, -EJ? 10- ‘12‘1 D‘l ’10461 13 10-171 01 ’1'3 233-'.'
04, 10-243-02, 10-253-02, 10-263-02, 10-273-02, 10-281-04 L

_Tota! Acres 2, 43? acres

_ General Locatlon Pnson Htli Recreat:on ﬁ;fea approxlmately %—mﬂe east of South Edmonds :

Drive; Jnciudmg areas from south of Fifth Street to the Carson River to the south.

e -_Remmmendatlnn Transfer from BLM te Carson City.

» -:Beneﬁts_cf CIt‘},F nwnersmp of pruperty:
- » " Controlof trails development and recreation uses

‘Proposed Uses: Recreation - - SR
rea. . o

Current Gwmrs&ih: BLM L

Current managemen% :
-designationfuses: Dp&n Spac:e;_ '

Can proposed uses be accomplished under current nswn-ership'and-des'lggnatmn? e

X¥es. _.No
: Annuai hﬁamtenance Eust P37.677.

Froperb,r charactenshcs The area is predommanily hillside preperty with sinpes that ilmrt

develc;:meni potential. Existing trails traverse the area, including portions at the snuth endof

~the area that are access&ble to motorized vehicles.

» - Urban interface property :
.o Cmntmﬁ'of fire fuels reduction management.

issaes

- Cost of managemeﬂﬁ fire protection

. Off—mad vehicle enforcement

: Ratmna!e I the Cnty obtains Silver Saddle Ranch, the Prison Hill Recreatmn Areaisa. naturai RSt
- progression of land management. The two facilities are seamlessly cornected by trails. The -

praperty is near the urban interface and the City can provide more active fire fuels reduction -

~ management to the property than BLM to reduce risk of catastrophic fire and to protect existing - |

- residences.




| o ' Fedeal Lands Bllf Map Reference #: 42
F‘roperty APN(SJ ~{m 56, 8.202-23 & -35. 8-301-05, 11, -12 & 15

o Generai Locatson Centennial Parl-c: north of Highway 50 East and north of Armwhead Drwe

| _ Recommemiatmn Transfer from BLM to Carson City.

Pmposed Uses Parks mcreatmﬂ andg
public purpose.

"Current Ownership: BLM

Current management R
designationfuses: Recreation and _
Public Fupose (RPPY}. S

- Can proposed uses be
‘accomplished under current
ownership and designation?
XYes . __ No

~-Annual Maintenance Cnst Nc- ﬂsca! impact. The C;Ey is currently responsmte for all
mamtenar'sce of the property.

Typa of mamienance*' NIA:

) ?roperty charactenstlcs The property mntams Centemaai Park mcludmg two gcﬂf murses

snﬁbaﬂ fields, archery range and trails,

Beneﬁts of City awnersmp of property:

L. Contmé of future deveEopment of recreation uses

' Issu-&s None 1dent|f|eci

o Hatmnale F'resently, the Cliy must go thmugh BLM for all new recrea‘hon uses ori the pmperty '
'Direct control of the property for recreation and public purpose uses gives the city more confrol

over the development of these types of future uses.




_ _ ~ Federal Lands Bill Map Reference # 43_.' :
) Property m:u{s']': “Portions of 8-011-17, 8-391-01

i .Total Acres Apprﬂmmateﬂy 20 acres.
“General Locai-ion: North side of Highwajr 50 East, across from Flint Drive.
_ Renommendaﬂon Transfer from BLM to Carson City.

i’roposed Uses Gateway feaiura.
viewpoint, information kiosk, ..

Current Ownership: BLM
Current management dessgna*tmnfusesi- .
Open Space.
Can proposed uses be accomplished -
under current ownership and

designation? _
__ Yes X No

‘Annual Mairitenance Cost: $1,000
Property characteristics: Eastern portal overlook into Carson City.

Be-neﬁfs’ of Ei.tf.-owhékéhip of property:
= . Control of future development gateway feature

“lIssues: None identified.
R'atiuhaie' A “gateway™ feature into Carson City, including-a travelers rest stop and i‘hfb'rma'ti.mn '

kiosk, has-been identified through past city planning processes. The current BLM des:gnatmn of
. the pmperty would not allow for development of such public purpc}se uses.




_ _ _ Federal Lanc@s BlIE Map Reference# 44 s
: 'Pmﬁe'ﬂ}' :pr(s}'—' 7-061-26, -72, -73,-74, -75 R Tctal Acres: 400 acres - _': o

_ Generat Location: West sn:fe beglnnlng at the west terminus r:}f the pave»d pomon of Klngs
‘Canyon Road, known as Borda Meadow. _

' '_'Recnmmendatmn Transfer ownershlp from USFS fo Carson City.

Proposed Uses: Wa’tershed I
open space.

| =Curren't 'GWHers'hip USFS

Current management
_designationfuses: USFS

Can proposed uses be .
‘accomplished under current. ;
ownership and desagnatmn‘?. -
XYes _  No :

: Annua% hﬁalnﬁenance Cost; $10,604

rProperty character:sttcs The prcaperfy is known as the Bnrda Meadow and includes the
-meadow areas along Kings Canyon Creek, which run through the property. The property alsa @
includes forested hillside areas on the northwest side of Kings Canyon Road.- The area is- wﬁh;n
‘the Waterfall Fire burn area.
Benefits of City ownership of property:
= Control of watershed management. -
. Con!ml of fm& fuels reduction management (lnciudang sheep grazang}

_Issues R R
Cost of management f‘ ire pro!ectmn and fire rehab.

: Ratmnale The acqussmon m‘ the Borda Meadow property wouEd cr@ate an Bppoﬁumty for o

- ongoing sheep grazing operations in the vicinity to manage fire fuels reduction. Under = -
- - continued Federal ownership, sheep grazing is more difficult to accomplish. The area aisc} .
B pmwﬂes crmcat access o surrounding recreation and trails. '




et ' Federal Lands Bl Map Reference# 45"" ﬁ
| ".-'Prd.épieﬁy-ﬂpﬂ{s}':-Pmiion of 7-061-07 . ' ‘Total Acres: 82 acres

' General Locatlon West sade acfjacent to Quill Water Treatment Plant property, appmximately” -
- Vamnile notth of the' paved terminus of Kings Canyon Road,

N 'Recommendatmn Transfer GWnershlp from USFS to Carson City.

space.

Current Dwne-rShiip:_- USFS' e
Current mariag'e'rhéﬂt o

designationfuses: USFS ~
Can proposed uses be. .
accomplished under current
ownership and desngnatmn’?
XYes __ Mo

- Annual Mamtenance Cost 51, 427

' Property characfenstlcs The property is adjacent to the Qusl Water Treatment P!ant propef’ty S
- to the east and other City-owned property to the north, and is at the urban interface withan _
- existing residential area located adjacent to and southeast of the property. A major dramage v

'course runs through the property from the wes*st

Beneﬁts nf City ownership of property:
- Control of watershed management. :
" Potential to capture water from canyon for domesnc Lise,

. Gontmf of fire fuels reduction management at the urban interface. .~ N

_lssues

. Ccst of managemem fire pmtecimn and fire rehab.

o _uri:lan mten‘ace Maﬁagemem of ihe propeﬂ:y for dramage is cntlca! as a major dramage course
~onthe properly empties directly onto the adjacent City property. There is no development
- potential on the property. _

' Proposed Uses: Watershed open |




Federal Lands Bill Map Reference # 4EA & B
Pmpert],r APN{S] 7-011- 16 A7 & -18; 7-031-02 & -05 . Tetal Ai:res EECI acres

Ge;&erai Locatwn West side, easi of State Route 28 in the higher & evatrons general!y on the
west side of the Tahoe Basin lin

Recammendatmn Frans‘fer property from USFS to Nevada State Lands {S’Eate Parks}
Prnposed Uses Tahoe State Park.
Gurrent Ownershlp. USFS .

Current management designationfuses: USFS

'Can proposed uses he accomplished under current uwnershlp and desngnatmn‘?
‘s’es 3 )( Mo

AnnuaE Mamtenance Cost: MN/A.

Property characteristics: The properties abut the existing Tahoe State Park and have been
identified by State Parks for potential acquisition from USFS for management. The properties
are located primarily on the western slope of the Tahoe Basin lme in the vicinity of Snow F‘eak
Beneflts of Cﬂy uwnershlp of property: N/A.

lssues NIA

Rat_lonale, The properties are generally encompassed by State Parks land on at least two
sides and would provide for logical ownership boundaries for the maintenance of the State Park




_ Annual Mamtenance Cost: §2,850

Federal Lands Bill Map Refére-'rite #: 41

PrupertyAPN{s} 8011 24 S . S - .. Total Acres aﬂacres

General Locatton North termmus of Goni Road.

. Recbmm‘e_ndat-lon: Transfer property from BLM to Carson City

Current anefship: BLM

Cuwent management
designation/uses: Easterly 4[} acres
identified for disposal/sale for private
development; westerly 40 acres -
designated Open Space

Can pmposed uses be _' .
accomplished under current - -
e o ownership and designation? . - - -
A LT __Yes . XNo

-Pmpeﬁy characterastscs The property is located at the northern termirius of Gcml Road RTETVRIRS
“adjacent to the south boundary of the Cinderlite extraction pit. The property contains an exlstmg SR

City water iank and has a major drainage course running through it.

o -'Be:ne_ﬁts of Caty nwnar_shsp of property:
-« Existing City water tank facilities located on site

‘Control of potential future flood control improvements

2
e Control of potential future trail faciliies construction
L]

% Corﬁmt of fire fuels reduction management

-lssues

+ Costof management fire protectnon - -
Off~roac£ wehicle enforcement and durhping enforcernent

| Ratnona%e The | property is at the urban interface and contains emsnng City fammies

Ownership of the property would allow mare control of the potential future construction of

- drainage faciliies to alleviate severe flooding problems caused by the drainage courses rurmmg
: ’through the pmpeﬂy _

Proposed Uses: Open space, trails,
utilities, flood control management. - -



Federal Lands Bill Map Refemnce #: 48

Pmperty APN‘{s]' 8-011-23 B - Tutal Acres. 8{} acres

Eea'mlnus

Recnmmendatmn Transfea' proparty from BLM to Carsnn Baty

Propcsed Uses: Open spaoe flocrd
control management.

Curmnt Ownership: BLM

Current management
designationfuses: Open Space

Can proposed uses be
accomplished under current
ownership and designation?
X Yes No

b{}&ﬂﬂﬁfy of the sub;ect proper!y The ﬂraper&y is rmifdiy sloped However a ma]rsr {iramage
course from Goni Canyon runs north-south through the pmper&y

Beneflts of City ownershlp of pruperty
»  Control of potential future flood contral nmpmvemenis
. Cr:mtrol of fire fuels reduction management

Essues
. Ctvst of management flre pmtecnon

Ratmnale The property is at the urban mierface Cwnership ef the pmpeny would aiinw more

control of the potential future construction of drainage facilities to alleviate severe ﬂoo«dmg
pmbiems caased by the drainage course running through the property.




_ Federal Lands Bill Map Referencﬁ # 4‘9
Pr{)perty APN{S} 10- 081-03, 10-088-05 e ‘l“c-ial Acres: 4 acres

) General Locatmn Approxrmately 1i-mile east of Goni Road near the narlh Gona Road
terminus. _

iRecom_n}ééndétim: Transfe-r'prope-rty from BLM to Carson City

Proposed Uses: Open space. . .

Current Ownership: BLM -

& Current management _
designationfuses: Lands Avallable -
for Exchange/Disposal. '

- Can proposed uses be '
-accomplished under current -

ownership and demgnatmn’?
. ¥es X No

hnnual Mamtenance Cost: $1,000

o Property charac’tenstlcs The prsperty drops oﬁ‘ shamiy from Pinion Hilis Drwe to the west .
“down to tha Carson River floodplain. The property abuts Jarrard {"Buzzy's"} Ranch property o
. the west, on the west side of the river. The parce!l also abuts ;::rwaie propearties with 5|ng e
S famtly homes to the north and south. _

Beneﬁts nf C:ty uwnershlp of property: -
~+ Floodplain management (minimizing developmsnt wnthm the ﬁmdplatnj
s Control of potential river recreation access

Issues: :
. Ccst of management

Railanase The property is surroundeﬁ by private pmpemes and is asc}lated from other BLM- E
managed lands. While the property is designated for potential development under the current
- BLM designation, the property is not well-suited for development due to topographicand -
- floadplain-constraints. Placing the parcel into City cwnership for open space will p«ermlanerm:s,r a
: pmtect ’Ehe ﬂuodplaln across this parcel. o




_ o _ Federal Lands Bill Map Reference # 50"
Propertyr APN(s): 10- 081 03, 1008805 N “Total Acres: 28 ac.

o General Locatmn F’mpemes consist of 14 two- ptus acre Eoﬁs i %he Pinion Hills area east of
South Deer Run Road, generaily on the east side of the residential area and mixed in with
_ exastmg res;dentlal lots.

Recommendatlon Transfer properﬁy from BLM to Cafsnn if:|t3,.r for msposal

Proposed Uses: Remdent:al
Current Ownership: BLM

Current management | _ Do
-designationfuses: Lands Available for
ExchangefDisposal. : -

Can prnpnsed uses be accnmpllshed S
-under current ownership and - o
designation? -
XYes Mo

' -Annual Mamtenance Cost: N/A. -

- _' Prupea'ty charactanstlcs The properhes are located among exastmg reszdentlal parceis within
" the Pinion-Hills neighborhood. The parcels have varying degrees of development potential with
- most sites having good access and mild slopes. Some parcels are characterized by drainage

. gullies from the hills to the east, and some do not have adequate access due fo fopographic

~ constraints {not all the mapped rights-of-way contain actual roads). The parcels contain®
-Junipers, pinion punes and other typical east Carson City native brushes. -

_ Beneflts uf Clty nwnarshtp of property: N/A.
1ssues _ e
e Cost of fuels management

o Ratlonale The subject prcaperhes are surrouncied by prwate pmper&aes are asmiated from other'
BLM-managed lands and are not properties that BLM desires to continue to manage. Most of -
the individual parcels have high development potential for the construction of a single-family

" residence. Other parcels that are not desirable for construction of a residence may be

~combined with adjacent parcels to create individual buildable parcels (additional parcels would
not be created). The BLM process to dispose of smaller parcels such as these is arducus; and:

‘results in the cost of disposal to BLM exceeding the proceeds generated from the sale, This

- results in BLM doing nothing to manage or dispose of these properties, Local BLM office :

. management has recommended that the properties be transferred fo Carson City so that the - -
City can manage the property and dispose of it as desired. Such disposal {at duction) would -

- -generate funds that could be used at the discretion of the City. Funds may be earmarked for

B purr:hase of other environmentally sensitive or critical open lands within the City.




'f}:fixjg:'. 

= _ Lands Bill Team

- FROM  “Juan F. Guzman, Open Space Manager

£ _SU’B'JE.CTi Lanﬂ.-Manegement'ASsumptiens:.

 DATE: Nnvember 28, zm}ﬁ

The most 1mpertant areas to treat are the interface pamele To ealeu}ate arca, use 150 fee‘t' L
- times the dlstanee of the interface polygon.

- ;'-_Interfaee areas are to be treated at the highest leve} Tier 3 or Tzer 2, pursuant to the RCI '
. ‘Addendum No. 2 tables. o

 The basis for est’ima,ting cost has been updated from RCI Addendum 2, Tables 5

through 7 based on the most recent bills paid by the Carson City Fire Deparﬁnent The

| '_ cost per acte for the brush hng is estimated at $450.

s _'--ﬁccess mads shall be treated at the Tier 2 lev els, and be the seeend everall inghest o
_priority, :

: 'It 18 preferahie to treat iarge parcels into multlple Vears, 25% of the area per year, in-
- additional te the interface or road access treatments. _

s :___:De net calculate Gost fer Washoe Tnbe develeped paﬂcs and economic development

= parcels. They are to be placed in private hands ASAP. Calculate cost for all ether B
- parcels. . _

. The parcels to he used fer parks may be managed as an open space fora whﬂe eventuaily-
- the management cost will be based on the level of i improvements and level of service at

.- the park..

“There s"hall bea brief written strategy addressing each parcel proposed for cunie'ideratieﬁ e

S ' For the purpese of annua} budget management cost caleu}atmns a ta‘ble hae been prepare& .
* with annual cost estimates. Five year costs were divided by 5, 10 year costs were divided IR
by 10, and 15 year costs were divided by 15, and then su%:a«-tetaled for each eatemry with.

.' the follewmg Tesults:
o e  Tables Tahie'ﬁ o :"':"Ta'lﬂe'?'“ _
- Levelof Management - Annual Cost - Annual Cost Annual Cost =~
Tierl s46 . s42 . sas
Tier2 - - §13s 8143 - $3e

- Tier3 3208 - 5261 $387




 Federal Lands Bill
Summary Proposed Management

- November 8, 2006
‘ParcelNo. TA _ Total Number of Acres_1.721.66 _ Interface

Nop-Interface X =

Parcel Type:  Forest --ccﬁtiguous to open space . Table 7

.Aﬁﬁua:l-'l}udget'. - Annual -Btidgﬁ

TreatmentLevel  Cost per Acre R . Cost Per Acre ‘Cost Estimate -

Tier1 No.Acres _ 428 x$46 = $19688 546 $19.688

Tier2 No.Acres 1033 x$646 = S$_6673.18  S136_ $1.405
 Tier3 No.Acres - x$3691 = § . $387

Totals: 43833 $2636108 521093

Strategy: - e

| Treat hsh Can on Rﬂad at Tier 2 calcuiated at 3, (il(!ﬁ‘ feetin len 'h X ESD feet mde 45'3 000 sf s
43, 566 14, 33 acre,

Treat -23% T ol sl Lavel 1. 172166 - 1033 = 171133 acres x 35% ='42:'r.75

Thas narcel hes at ahma 7000 feet in elevation, shaped as a bowl, some bumed ared, very steen access
extremely dxfﬁcult




Summary Proposed Management
November 8, 2006 '

Pﬁr‘c_él No 1B Total Number of Acres: _783.60 o Intérfacé _
TR _ . Non-Interface X -
-~ Parcel Type: Forest - contignous to open space  Table 7

. SRR : _ Annual Budget -~ Annual B"Ll_ﬂ'gét o
TreatmentLevel =~ - Cost per Acre CostPer Acre . Cost Estimate ..

Tier1 No. Acres 186 x$46 = $8556  $46 88556

Tier2 No.Acres 4132 - x$646 =  $26692 136 S$5.600

- Tier 3 No. Acres o x$3691 = % 8387

 Totals: - 277.32 Acres $.35.248 S 37 b/

- Strategy:

 Treat Ash Canyon Road al Tier 2, thien 25% of remaining acres at Level 1. Ash Canyon Road length =
12.000 feet, 12,000 feet x 150 = 1,800.000 5. 1,800,000+ 43,560 = 41.32 Acres. __ 783.60 - 4132

©acres = 742 28 x 25% = 185.57




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

‘ParcelNo. 2 Total Number of Acres_3718 _  Interface X
: Non-Interface

- Parcel 'I‘__vg}'é: Forest - contiguous to bpeﬁ space - Table 7

ST Annual Badget Annual Budget =

'Trea'tmentiLefél'- - Cost per Acre ~ CostPer Acre ~  Cost Estimate

CTier1 No.Acres _____ xS46 = S $46
 Tier2 No.Acres 907 . x$646 = $592059 _$136 sl

il

Tier3 No.Acres __52 ~ x$3691 = $217769 _$387. _s200

Totals: R X $8.09828 o o 1448

. Strategy:

‘Treat interface area with Lakeview at Tier 3. Treat 25% of non-treated acrease at Tier 2, due to interface o
- proximity. :

o Interface = 150" x 150" = 22 500 sf+ 43.560 = .52 acres,

Total area = 37.18 acres Treated @ 3 = .55 = 36.66 x 25% = 9.17




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

Parcel No._ 3 Total Number of Acres 73.80 - Interface X
AT E _ - Non-Interface

Parcel Type: Forest - contiguous 10 open space  Table 7
""" S - o Apnual Budget Annual Budget
Treatment Level Cost per Acre Cost Per Acre  Cost Estimate =

| Tierl No.Acres _ 18 x$46 = $_88  s46  _$88

| .Tiiﬁrl'No.-Atrés S . x S646 = % . 136

Tier 3: No. Acres x$3691 = S__ _$387
Totals: | 1000 R T

St‘t#fegj': B

Pr-evenf .'Ilt.mikic'ru's weeds and manage brush. .Partfa.i was salvaged (tunber) after thf: ﬁre..
~ the Waterfall Fire and _tharﬁfﬂre re-geeded. Use treatments of 25% of area or 18 acres.

&)

&




- Treatment Level -~ Cost per Acre ' ~ CostPer Acre = CostEstimate = =

Federal Lands Bill
- Summary Proposed Management -
November 8, 2006

?artel;:Na."-eﬁ;'_' " Total Number of Acres_39.63 Interface -
B - Non-Interface X-

Annual Buﬂget " Annual Budget

Tier1 No.Acres 9 x$46 = S 414 $46 Cog414

.Tierz._Na‘ﬁcreé x$646 = 5 ' '1.36"

~ Tier3' No.Acres Cox83691 = 0§ : 387

Totals:  _ 9 - $1000(Rounded Up) . $1,000.

: Strategy: ' A

' Parcel was logged in the mid 1980's. It burned without major damage to the existing trees. Treat 25%

of land or 3 acres per year, Concentrate on area next to access road. Parcel was re-seeded. Accessin -
non-motorized through gate at Waterfall Road.




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

ParcelNo. 5 Total Number of Acres 4012 Intetface

_ Ncrn—haterface. X

o Parcel Type: Rangeland -isolated  Table 6

- Strategy:

Annual Bud'g'.et """ Annual Budget

 Treatment Level L _. Cost per Acre . - CostPer Acre CostEstimate
Tier1 No.Acres 875  x$42 = S$36150 sS4 §368

| Tier2 No.Acres 5 xS$545 . = SA725 . 143 8§75

Tier3 No. Acres _ x$1,740 = §_ . s26L

Totals: 0 1375 . - 5300 L sLes3

Parcel next to interface to the north. however. not forested. It was reseeded after the Waterfall Fire,

Treat interface al lovel 2. 1500 ft. x 150 ft. = 225.000 sq. fL. /43.560 = 5 acres.

Tlus par-:ﬁl is extremeh street at interface may have to relv on non—mechamcal mathods for brush
conirol. Treat 25% of remainder at level 1,




Federal Lands Bill
Summary Proposed Management

November 8, 2006
' Pﬁrﬁél No. . 6. Tﬂtéﬂ Number of Acres 566.65 B .Inte'rface- X

- Non-Interface

" Parcel Type: -'Fdré'st - contiguous to open space  Table 7

- Annual Budget  Annual Budget

Twréﬁméﬂﬂfﬁel . Costper Aere  CostPerAcre  CostEstimate
Tier1 No.Acres _1377 = x$46 = $633823  S46 = $633823

Tier2 No.Acres _1550 ~ xS$646 = $10013.00  .$136 $2.108

Tier3 No Actes = x$3691 = § o $3%7

Totals: 15329 $16351.23 38446

Strafegy:

~ The Darcei contains thme dlstmct areas: high elevation forested steep w&tarshed Vicee Camfﬂn and a

damaged access road, and interface with the Lakeview Subdivision.

1. Treat at Levei 2 mtf:rfaca with Lakeview, approximately 3.000 fest % 150 feet = 450.000 sfor 10.33 '
acres. : _ .

2. Treat mad éccess area, approximately 1,500 % 150 f{ = 225000 sf or 5.17 aére at Level 2.

-3, Treat 2-'5% 'relﬁainder non-treated areas at Level |




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

Parcel No. _7 Total Number of Acres 12118~ Interface B
: _ - _ . Non-Interface X

3 Parcel Type: Forest - contiguious to open space  Table 7

Annual Budget  Annual Budget

Tier.1-No,'A¢ms 303 x $46

$139380 846 S13934

Tier2 No_.. Acres.

ot
&
g
g
B
=
Il
o5
03
&0
]

Tier 3 : ?J'@ . Acfés

Totals: 303 8139380

o os1393
Strategy:

for erosion control -

This forested parcel burned during the Waterfall Fire It has been treated with ha
- and grass re-seeding,

. Treat 25% ot 30 .ac.re.s atLevel 1.

&)

: Tréatm_glgt:[,evel Cost per Acre : - Cost Per Acre - Cost Estimaté'_'__ .



 Federal Lands Bill
~Summary Proposed Management
November 8, 2006

"Parétél Nu s _ ) .Tﬂtal-Number’ of Acres 78,71 _ ) - Interface X
o ST Non-Interface

~Parcel Type: TForest - contiguous to open space  Table 7
o . _ ~ Annual Budget '_'Aﬂl_llia‘.ﬂ“&géf': :
TreatmentLevel - Costper Acre - Cost Per Acre -~ Cost Estimate

Tier | No. Acres 1710 x 346 $ 786.60 Cs46 8187

I

Tier2 No.Acres 1033 _ - x$646 = $667318  $136  SLA0S

.Tier.j No Acres L L x$3691 = 5 | — 387
Totals: 2733 - s74s78 . 8209

' Strategv

.‘v’erv steen namel mth some hum@d tamher and an interface with Lakew. W and Tnnberlme U S. Forest .; e

- Service has done timber saivage and revegetation treatments,

Interface arca i$ caiculated to be '% LO00 feet x 150 feel = 450, Gﬂi}sf or 10.33 acres to be treated at Level 2, '

Treat addﬂmnal 25% of non-treated areas at Tier 1 - approximately 1? 10 acres.




Federal Lands Biil |
Summary Proposed Management
November 8, 2006

* ParcelNo,__9 -~ Total Nusmber of Acres_147.60 ' Inferface X
. : _ ' . Non-Interface

Parcel Type:  Range land contiguous to open space  Table 5

_ o ' .. Annual Budget Anu'ualBu{igét' -
- Treatment Lieve] - ~ Cost per Acr """ - CostPer Acre Cost Estimate. =

Tier 1 No.Acres ~ 3604 _ x$46 = S165784  S46 . §less

Tier2 No Acres .~ 344 x$646 = $2.22224 si36 5468

Il

Tier 3 NoAcres ____ xSL691 =S 5208

Totals: 3948 . $388008 . $21%6

' Curltains entrance into Quill Ranch owned by Carson City.

' Twa mterface ZONEes tﬁ the north with Long Ranch and to the east at Ormsby Blvd.

- The interface is calculated at 1000 f. x 150 fi. = 150.000 sq. £ or 3.44 acres to be treated at level 2,- Do e

Treat 25% of non freated remainder at level 1 approximately 36.04 acres.
- This property is important to itnplement the Trails Plan.




- Parcel contains ?olta;ire Road and a desi :
' including the interface area to the east to be treated at tier 2. 6,000 ft. x 150 ft. = 900,000 sq. B, or
20, 56 acres. '

~Federal Lands Bill o
Summary Proposed Management
' November 8, 2000

“Parcel No, 11 Total Number of Actes_225.30 Interface X.

Non-Interface

Parcel Type: Rahge land contiguous to open spaﬁe TableS

: A _ B Annual Bu&get ﬁﬁ}i'ﬂa! Budget -
Treatment Level -~ - Cost per Acre - CostPer Acre  Cost Estimate

. Tier1 No.Acres _SL16  x$46 = $235336 o846 $235

Tier2 No.Acres 2066 x$646 = $1334636 SI136 2810

Tier3 No.Acres ____ x$1,691 = §__  so08
Tetalsr = 122 . S 15.699.72 o s 1ps

S Sﬁ‘ategy:'_:

wated motorized trail aps .m.‘{lmatel F 6,000 ft. in length

. Treat 25% of remainder at level 1. approximately 51.16 acres.

ik




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

R FT !

Parcel No. 12 . Total Number of Acres 11971 Interface X

- Parcel Type: Range land contiguous to open space Table 5

| |  Annual Budget  Annual Budget

Treatment Level | ~ Cost per Acre - - CostPer Acre ~  CostEstimate . i

- Tierl No.Acres 2862 x$46 = $13165 %46 1317

Tier2 No.Acres 5 x$646 = § 3230 $136 0 seso

Tier3 No Acres . ____ x$1,691 = S .58

Totals: 3362 s454652 . SS9

 Strategy:

. Treat interface area to the northeast at level 2, approximately 1.500 f. x 150 f. = 225.000 sq. ft.or 5

- acres. Treat 25% of remainder of non treated area at levell.




- Federal Lands Bill
Summary Proposed Management
November 8, 2006

Parcel No. 16 Total Number of Acres_7931 . Interface X
T ' Non-Interface
Parcel Type: Range land contiguous to open space  Table 5
. | R - . o Annual Budget Annual Eudget?' '
TreatmentLevel  ~  Costper Acre ' - Cost Per Acre Cost Bstimate

Tierl No.Acres 165 x $46 = $759  $46 - - $759

| Tier2 No.Acres 1343 x $646 = $867578  $136 - $187

X .$1,691

i

“Tier3. No. Acres $ 5208

Totals: - 2993 $943478 %1585

Strategy: |

* ‘Goni Canyon Road and a city water tank are located in this parcel,

Treat _iﬁtérfacﬂ area at tier 2 estimated to contain 3,900 fi. x 150 ft. = 585,000 sq. fi. or 13.43 acres,

S Tre_at 25%-of non freated area at level 1 or 16.5 acres .




- tobe treated at tier 2.

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

~ Parcel ?\Eo-;_: 17  Total Number of Acres__38.69 - Interface X
: ' Non-Interface

 Parcel Type:  Range land - isolated ~~ Table 6

= _ o ' . Annual Budget. Apnual B'u-ﬂigef' o
Treatment Level - Cost per Acre .  CostPer Acre - Cost Estimate

T
—
WO

Tier 1 No. Acres

x $42 = $.25998 ' S42 g0

| TierZ No Acres 1395  x$545 = $7.60275 143 81995

x $1,740

il

Tier 3 No. Acres 3 8261

CTotals: . 2014 786275 .. 82255

- Strategy: -

s Paréel to be iﬁSEd for Parks development in the long run.

: Shér;irf run There are 3 interface zones approximately 4,050 ft. x 150 ft. = 607,500 sq, ft. or 13.94 acres . .

Use 25% of non treated remainder at tier 1, for 6.19 acres.




Federal Lands Bill
- Summary Proposed “v[anagement
November 8, 2006

| AFT -

. Parcel No: ] 18  Total Number of Acres  37.61 - | Interface X _
_ - MNon-Interface _
Parcel Type ‘Rangeland - isolated Table 6

T . Annual Budget  Annual Budget -
‘TreatmentLevel ~ Cost per Acre - - CostPer Acre  Cost Estimate

il

Tier1 No.Acres _76 x $42 531920 S _$0

Il

. Tier2 No.Actes _723  x$545 = $394035 = $143 81034

$ sl

i

. Tier3 No.Acres . x$1.740
Totals: - 1483 $425955 o §13s3

| Strategy:

- This n.amei :cmltains a mining claim. .

_ . 'There are. homes 4Cross Arrmvhead and Goni Roads to the n@rth and east for appro*\;lmateh 2 l{]{] ft X
15011, = 315,000 sq. ft. or 7.23 acres to be treated at level2.

Treat -25_% of _re.mamdar non treated Eand at level 1, approximately 7.6 acres.




| _ Federal L’aﬁdSB‘ill o
-~ Summary Proposed Management
| November 8, 2006

Parcel No. . 22 Total Number of Acres. 236.03 Interface
I g _ _ . MNon-Interface X

_' Pﬁrt:e'lTlr‘?e: " Range land contiguots to open space Table

L e _ _ _ Annua}Budget_ Annual Budget
. JreatmentLevel .~ CostperAcre | - CostPer Acre  Cost Estimate

Tier1 No.Acres  _56 _  x$46 $_2576 $46 - _$2576

Il

“Tier2 No.Acres: 12 x $646
© Tier3 "N-:}.-ﬂcrés.--. o xSL691 = 5 %208

Totalss 68 - si0328 . 34208

. Strategy:

B Treat at tier 2 next to road and facilities a roximately 3,500 ft. x 150 ft. = 525.000 sq. f. or 12 acres.

. Treat remainder 25% at level 1, approximately 56 acres.

This Dﬁrbel'{é_'bé ﬁlanaged kv the City Land Fill operations.

$_ 7752 si%6 . _Slen.



Treatment Level
Tier 1 “No. Adres
Tier 2 No. Acres

Tier 3 No. Acres

Totals: s

' 'Strétegjﬁ'f -

Summary Proposed Manage:ment B '
November 8, 2006 B

Fe{ieral Lands Bill

Costp er Acre

1886 x 346

20 . x $646

X $1,691

2086

I

CL. BoTes.

_ -

 Parcel No. 23 Total Number of Acres._ 77440 Interface

‘Non-Interface ﬁ}'{'

| : Annual Budget .'_jAImu'&l'Buﬁgvét R

 CostPer Acre . Cost Estimate

$867560 - $46 . S8676_

$12920  $136 - $2720

$ EEERETRTRRY . $2DS

$2159560 o $1139

~ Treat at tier 2 - Road access to Rifle Range. (Eventually may also need to treat V&T railroad at level 2

- or 3) Areato be treated {rifle ranee 2 at tier 2 is calculated at 6,00 ft. x 1506, = 9D0.000 sq. ft.or 20 .

_ Treat 25% of remainder non treated area at tier 1 calculated fo be 188.60 acres,

This parcel is likely to be maintained by the Land Fill operation. The nafcel serves as a buffer to the:

Land Fill.




~ Federal Lands Bl
Summary Proposed Management{
November 8, 2006

| 'PamifﬁfNU.“'-.ﬁ%i..“- - Total Number of Acres_74.22 o _ Tnterface _
L T L MNon-Interface X

I SR | S  Annual Budget - Annual Budget
- Ireatment Level  Cost per Acre R Cost Per Acre - - Cost Bstimate -

Tierl No.Acres 18 x $46

S_88 846 o sw8

 Tier2 No.Acres. _ 241 x$646 §LSs686 . $136 - _$308 .

‘Tier3 No.Acres __ x$169 = $___ 208
CTotalst 2041 $238486 - $1156

Land contains water tank to be used for development of museum and support activities for the V&T
terminal parcel,

Treat at level 2 at west ;
2,41 acres.

ortion next to Deer Run Road, calculated at 700ft, X 150ft. = 105.000 s ﬂ or_

- Treat 25% of remainder at level 1 or 18 acres.




- Parcel No, 25

?arc-el.-fypé: :

Federal Lands Bill

- Summary Proposed Management

. November 8, 2006

~ Total Number of Acres 39.86

Range land ¢ontiguous to open space  Table S

. Interface

Non-Interface X

| Annual'Bzudge't |

R - Annual Budget N
Treatm'e.nt .I;evé! . - Cost per Acre Cost Per Acre  : Cost Estimate
Tier 1 Nc- ﬂeres E.ﬁfr x$46 = % 398..82 o ~$46 - .3.99 3
Tier2 No. Acres  517. x$646 = $3339.82 $136 703
Tier3 No.Aeres ___ - xSLE91 = § | $208
Totals: . _13.84 $3.738.64 - $L102
'Strat-eg'j,r* S
Rifle Range narcel

Maintain at Tier 2 - next to range and access road, calﬂulated at l SO0 0. x 1500t =225.000 sq. ﬁ or

5,17 acres.

Maintain at Tier 1, 25% of remainder non treated land estimated at 8.67 acres.




Federal Lands Bill
“Summary Proposed Management
November 8, 2006

AFT '

~ Parcel No. 26 ____ Total Number of Acres 169.44 * Interface X

Non-Interface

Parcel Tj?pé:; Range land contiguous to open space Tﬁbie 5

Tier2 No.Acres 2841 x$646

o Annual Budget Aﬁnu'al-Buﬂget. |
Treatment Level © - - Cost per Acre _ Cost Per Acre -~ Cost Estimate |

Tier 1 No: Acres -~ 3526 . X §46 = $.1.621.96_ $46 | 1622 _ .

= $.18.352.86 $136 0 $3.864
Tier3 No.Acres XSL,691 = § © $208

CTotals  _63.67 51997482 546

. Strategy:

.Ambmse:Namfal Area - con!;aiﬁ trails and parking. Thereisa smaﬁ {1,500 ft..‘-}'-of interface on the'east

side.

Maintain at level 2 for entire road frontage approximately 8,250 &. x 150 ft. = 1,237,500 sq. . or 2841 ';
acres. . . _ _

Maintain at level 1, 25% of remainder non treated property, approximately 35.26 acres.




 FederalLamdsBl
- Summary Proposed Management

‘November 8, 2006 AF r

Parcel No.~ 27 Total Number of Acres_102.58 _~ Interfaice X |
S Non-Interface

Parcel ..Type.: :Rang'e'laﬁd contiguous to open space  Table 5

" Annual Budget Annual Budget. :

Treatment Level " Costper Acre CostPer Acre Cost Estimate -

Tier1 No.Acres 23.06  x $46 = $1.06076 $46 - $1061

Tier? No.Actes 1033 x - $646

$667318 $136 §u40s

..'Tier'j-'ﬁﬂ;ﬁbres - X _ $1,691 $ | o 5208

C Tetals: 3339 §773394 - . _$2466
* Strategy: -

- Approximately 3,000 fi. of Deer Run Road froniage to be maintained at level 2. and calculated to be

© 3,000 ft. x 150 ft = 450.000 sq. ft. or 10.33 acres,

E .Maintain_ 25% of non treaied area at level 1, calculated at 23.06 acres.

9




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

_ 44515 Interface X |
S _  Non-Interface
‘Parcel Type: - Range land contiguﬁﬁs'td openspace . Table $ |
o | : o _. ' ' : : Annual Budgét' _ ﬁnnual_Budgét L
TreatmentLevel - Costper Acre . CostPer Acre ~ Cost Estimate

Tierl No.Acres 10677  x$46 = 5491142 w6 s

Tier2 No.Acres. 1808  x $646 $11.679.68 $136 _$2450

"Tier3'.'-Nb.'Acres e i'-c'$l,6'9'l 5 | _.SZI'DS. R

Stl"ateg}f o o R .

I_ Maintain access fdzid_at Tier 2 ca_lcﬂléted at 3,00 fi. x 150'= 450,000 sq. fi. or 10.33 acres.

Maintain interface on west side at approximately 2.550 f. x 150 fi= 337,500 sq. ft. or 7.75 acres atsame
level 2,

| 'Maintaiﬂ.z-_‘j% of non treated area at Tier 1. approximately 106.77 acres.




e | Federal Lands Bill o RO N

s Summary Proposed Management e

B November 8, 2006 TR DRAFT DI

Parcel NGZQ ' “Total Number of Acres 302.65 Tnterface X I o
_ Non-Interface

Parc'ei.Tjrﬁé: : "Ra.uige land contiguous to apen space  Table 5

o _ - |  Annual Budget - Annual Budget
TreatmentLevel .~ Costper Acre - CostPer Acre  Cost Estimate

Tier | No.Aeres 7373 x$46 = $3,391.58 st $3392

H

R Tier2 No. Acres 775 . x $646

$.5.006.50 $136 . $1054

~Tier 3. No. Acres _ Cx$1,691

$ %208

CTotals: . 8148 s839808 . . S4ad6

. Strategy:

R Maintﬁiﬁ approximately 2,250 ft. of aﬁcess road at level 2 calculated to be, 33?;591’) $q. ﬁ or '?,T:‘r_ acres,

- Maintain 25% of remainder at tier 1, approximately 73.73 acres.




. Federal Lands Bill |
o Summaﬂr Proposed Management SR S
- - November 8, 2006 DRA

- Parcel No. 30 Total Number of Acres 30.74 . Interface X

- Non-Interface

* Parcel Type Range land contiguous to open space Table § ..

S | S Annual Budget - AﬂnuﬁlIBgﬁgetf'
Treatment Level . Cost per Acre '  CostPer Acre - Cost Estimate

Tierl No.Acres 562 x$46 = $25852  $46 - $259

© Tier2 No.Acres 826  xS646 = $533596 $136  $L123

Tier 3. No. Acres . . x$1,691

fl
o

o _ $2032'

Totals: - 1388 - $559448 - §1382

360,000 sq ft or 8.26 acres.

Strategy

' Malntam aE level 2 fmntaaes at 5“‘ st and Deer Run Rd. These are ca!s:uiated at 2 400 ft. % 130 ="

: Ma-intain 2’5% -Elf ron treated area at level 1 or 5.62 acres.




~ Federal Lands Bill
Summaﬁ' Proposed Managemeut
November 8, 2000

e DRAFT
* Parcel Iw .__3-3 Total Number of Acres_144.52 nterface X -

- "Non-Interface 5

| ?mérnﬁé: _. ‘Range land mmigﬁﬂus to open space | . Table 5
SRR - . _ . L '-An.nua]Bu_dget ' ArmualBudget a
 Treatmentlevel =~ . Costper Acre  CostPerAcre  Cost Estimate |

. Tierl No.Acres 283 x$46 = $129398  S46 - $1294

Tier2 No.Acres 32 x$646° = $20672  $136 4352 _;_;'.:'
‘Tier3 No.Acres  __ - x$1691 = § o sw8  _

Totals: = 60,3 o $21.965.98 o ssede
'Stratagif: . |

Slte ccmtams water tank, mamr access nramt into the west side of Prison Hlll

N Manaﬂe annmxunatehf 9 300f, of interface at level 2. calculated at 9. 3!31) ﬁ *x 150 =
~ 1,395 000 sa. ft. or 32 acres.

Manage 25% of non treated area, approximately 28.13 acres,




